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Abstract 17 

Loop-mediated isothermal amplification (LAMP) has been recently studied as an 18 

alternative method for cost-effective diagnostics in the context of the current COVID-19 19 

pandemic. Recent reports document that LAMP-based diagnostic methods have a 20 

comparable sensitivity and specificity to that of RT-qPCR. We report the use of a portable 21 

Arduino-based LAMP-based amplification system assisted by pH microelectrodes for the 22 
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accurate and reliable diagnosis of SARS-CoV-2 during the first 3 minutes of the 23 

amplification reaction. We show that this simple system enables a straightforward 24 

discrimination between samples containing or not containing artificial SARS-CoV-2 25 

genetic material in the range of 10 to 10,000 copies per 50 µL of reaction mix. We also 26 

spiked saliva samples with SARS-CoV-2 synthetic material and corroborated that the 27 

LAMP reaction can be successfully monitored in real time using microelectrodes in saliva 28 

samples as well. These results may have profound implications for the design of real-time 29 

and portable quantitative systems for the reliable detection of viral pathogens including 30 

SARS-CoV-2.  31 

 32 
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 36 

Introduction 37 

At present, nearly 150 million people have been diagnosed with COVID-19 (+) worldwide, 38 

and the disease has killed more than 3 million people [1], making it the most lethal 39 

infectious disease in a century. COVID-19 has laid bare the severe limitations in our 40 

capacities to respond to epidemic emergencies and has made clear that we must expand and 41 

strengthen the portfolio of available tools for effective diagnostics of infectious diseases [2] 42 

both now and in the future.  43 

The retro-transcriptase quantitative polymerase chain reaction (RT-qPCR) is currently the 44 

gold standard methodology for COVID-19 detection [2–5]. Despite its unquestionable 45 

accuracy and robustness, qPCR-based methods have some serious limitations (e.g., lack of 46 
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portability, dependence on centralized facilities, need for technical expertise to conduct RT-47 

qPCR testing, and high infrastructural and operative costs) that prevent the provision of 48 

cost-effective and massive diagnostics during this time of COVID-19 [2,6,7]. 49 

One potential alternative to RT-qPCR could be Loop-mediated Isothermal Amplification 50 

(LAMP), which has been extensively studied in recent reports as a cost-effective diagnostic 51 

system in the context of the current COVID-19 pandemic [8–16]. Overall, these reports 52 

have documented that LAMP-based methods have comparable sensitivity and specificity to 53 

that of RT-qPCR. More importantly, LAMP methods provide attractive advantages over 54 

RT-qPCR methods in terms of lower capital and operating costs. LAMP is an isothermal 55 

method, so it frees the user from the need for a costly thermal cycler. In addition, LAMP 56 

methods that exhibit excellent sensibility and acceptable specificity have been described for 57 

the extraction-free analysis of nasopharyngeal and even saliva samples [15,17,18]. The 58 

release from the need for an extraction stage further reduces the cost of LAMP 59 

methodology.  60 

Most LAMP-based methods rely on a discrimination between positive and negative 61 

samples due to a change in the pH associated with an acidification of the reaction mix due 62 

to the liberation of hydrogen ions (H3O
+) inherent in the amplification [15,17,19]. In a 63 

weakly buffered reaction medium, the change in pH may translate into a change in color if 64 

a pH indicator is added to the reaction mix. A frequent embodiment of colorimetric LAMP 65 

uses phenol red as the pH indicator [17,19–21] and a weak buffer that contains mainly Tris-66 

HCl, (NH4)2SO4 (ammonium sulfate), and KCl (potassium chloride).  67 

However, colorimetric LAMP methods also have some limitations. One is that the adequate 68 

performance of colorimetric LAMP mediated by phenol red depends on the initial pH of the 69 
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sample. This is particularly relevant in extraction-free applications, since acidic samples 70 

may prematurely shift the color of the reaction mix, even in non-infected saliva samples, 71 

thereby possibly rendering false positives. LAMP-based methods also use from four to six 72 

primer sets, and the design of LAMP primer sets is nontrivial as the primers may interact 73 

among themselves during amplification. This can promote non-specific amplifications that 74 

may also result in false positives[22,23].  75 

In the present study, we demonstrate the straightforward use of microelectrodes to monitor, 76 

in real time, the evolution of the amplification of SARS-CoV-2 genetic material. This 77 

simple implementation renders a quantitative and label-free embodiment of the LAMP 78 

reaction (LF-LAMP) for amplification of any genetic sequence. Label free quantitative 79 

LAMP (LF-qLAMP) allows the continuous and online monitoring of the change in the 80 

electric potential of the reaction mix due to the release of hydrogen ions during 81 

amplification. We show that the progressions of the signal from truly positive samples 82 

(samples containing genetic material from SARS-CoV-2) and negative samples clearly 83 

differ in LF-qLAMP. Therefore, this method provides a straightforward way to distinguish 84 

pH shifts that are truly due to specific amplifications and are not false positives.  85 

In this time of COVID-19, we also illustrate LF-qLAMP for the diagnostics of COVID-19 86 

from saliva samples spiked with SARS-CoV-2 nucleic acids. Overall, we demonstrate the 87 

utility of extraction-free LF-LAMP for COVID-19 from samples containing artificial 88 

SARS-CoV-2 genetic material and from saliva samples containing artificial SARS-CoV-2 89 

genetic material.  90 

 91 

 92 
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Materials and methods 93 

Equipment specifications:  94 

We fabricated a simple and portable prototype for the isothermal incubation of samples and 95 

online monitoring of the LAMP amplification process using a commercial and low-cost pH 96 

sensor (Gaohau pH 0–14; available at Amazon.com; USA), a commercial pH electrode 97 

(inLab nano; Mettler Toledo, Switzerland), and an Arduino UNO® microprocessor 98 

(Arduino, Italy). 99 

This ad hoc heating system was assembled with components acquired over the internet 100 

(amazon.com) and consisted of a 12V eliminator, a 10 mL vessel with a silicon lead, a 101 

heating mat (electric resistance), and an Arduino UNO–based proportional integral 102 

derivative (PID) temperature controller (fully described in the supplementary material). The 103 

Arduino-based PID controller is depicted in Figure 2A and Figure S1. The code used in our 104 

heating/amplification experiments has been made available as supplementary material 105 

(Supplementary file 1).  106 

The evolution of the amplification process was followed using commercially available pH 107 

electrodes (inLab nano, from Mettler Toledo, Switzerland; and Lab Sen 241-3, from Aprea 108 

Instruments, available at Amazon.com). These electrodes were interfaced through an 109 

Arduino UNO microprocessor using a pH sensor module (Gaohou pH 0-14 detect sensor 110 

module, available at Amazon.com). The InLab microelectrode, with a tip diameter of 1.3 111 

mm, can be easily placed inside a conventional 200 µL Eppendorf tube and enables the use 112 

of small reaction volumes (25–50 µL of reaction mix and sample). Alternatively, we have 113 

run online experiments using a lower cost electrode from Apera Instruments (~150 USD) 114 
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with a tip diameter of 3 mm, which can also be used with similar measuring performance 115 

(supplementary material; Figure S1) if a larger reaction volume is used (~50 µL).  116 

In our experiments, the insertion of the electrode within the reaction mix impedes closure 117 

of the Eppendorf tube during incubation. To avoid evaporation during heating, two drops of 118 

mineral oil were dispensed into each Eppendorf tube before electrode placement to allow 119 

the development of a thin lid layer of mineral oil at the liquid surface of the reaction mix. 120 

The Arduino code used in the experiments reported here are available as supplemental 121 

material (Supplemental file 1).  122 

Experiments with synthetic genetic material: We ran several series of experiments where 123 

samples containing different quantities of SARS-CoV-2 synthetic genetic material were 124 

analyzed using LF-qLAMP. These amplification experiments were conducted using the 125 

homemade system previously described for isothermal heating of the samples at 62.5 +/- 126 

1.5 °C and for online monitoring of the progression of the electric potential in the reaction 127 

mix during amplification. 128 

Samples were prepared by adding 4 µL of a solution containing the DNA template to 250 129 

µL Eppendorf tubes containing 25 µL WarmStart® Colorimetric LAMP 2× Master Mix 130 

(DNA & RNA) from New England Biolabs (MA, USA), 18 µL nucleasease-free water 131 

from New England Biolabs (MA, USA), and 2 µL primer solution. Samples were prepared 132 

by adding different quantities of positive DNA templates (i.e., 0, 10, 100, 1,000, and 10,000 133 

copies of the gene N from SARS-CoV-2; Integrated DNA Technologies, IA, USA). 134 

Negative amplification controls were prepared using the reaction mix, as previously 135 

described, but without primer addition. 136 
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Preparation of saliva samples spiked with RNA extracts: A set of 5 saliva samples obtained 137 

from healthy volunteers was spiked with different quantities of SARS-CoV-2 synthetic 138 

genetic material. Saliva samples were also collected from a COVID-19(+) patient 139 

after obtaining written consent and in full compliance with the principles stated in 140 

the Helsinki Declaration. Every precaution has been taken to protect the privacy of 141 

sample donors and the confidentiality of their personal information. Our 142 

experimental protocols for saliva collection and saliva use in amplification was 143 

approved, as part of a wider study to collect and test saliva samples from human 144 

volunteers, by the Alfa Medical Research Committee in the resolution AMCCI-145 

TECCOVID-001 on May 20th, 2020 (Alfa Medical Center, Research Committee; 146 

Monterrey, NL, México). Saliva samples were inactivated by heat treatment at 62.5 °C 147 

for 35 minutes prior to amplification. 148 

Amplification mix: We used WarmStart® Colorimetric LAMP 2× Master Mix (DNA & 149 

RNA) from New England Biolabs (MA, USA), and followed the recommended protocol: 150 

25 μL Readymix, 1.6 μM FIP primer, 1.6 μM BIP primer, 0.2 μM F3 primer, 0.2 μM B3 151 

primer, 0.4 μM LF primer, 0.4 μM LB primer, 2 μL DNA template (~ 625 to 2 × 105 DNA 152 

copies), and nuclease-free water in a final reaction volume of 50 μL. This commercial mix 153 

contains phenol red as a pH indicator to reveal the pH shift occurring during LAMP 154 

amplification across the threshold of pH=6.8. 155 

Primers used: A sets of six LAMP primers, referred to here as the α-set, was designed in 156 

house using the LAMP primer design software Primer Explorer V5 157 

(http://primerexplorer.jp/lampv5e/index.html). These LAMP primers were designed to 158 

target a region of the sequence of the SARS-CoV-2 N gene; specifically, they were based 159 
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on the analysis of alignments of the SARS-CoV-2 N gene sequences using the Geneious 160 

software (Auckland, New Zealand). 161 

RT-qPCR amplification experiments were conducted using one the primer sets 162 

recommended by the Centers for Disease Control (CDC) for the standard diagnostics of 163 

COVID-19 (i.e., the N1 assay). The sequences of our LAMP primers are presented in Table 164 

1. The sequences of the PCR primers (N1) have been reported elsewhere [24,25]. 165 

Amplification protocols: For all LAMP experiments, we performed isothermal heating at 166 

62.5 +/- 1.2 °C for 30 to 60 min. 167 

 168 

Results and discussion 169 

Rationale of the design and operation 170 

Here, we have demonstrated the use a portable Arduino-based LAMP system as a label-free 171 

quantitative method (LF-qLAMP) for the reliable and fast identification of samples 172 

containing SARS-CoV-2 genetic material. We have introduced a simple and fully portable 173 

setup for the detection of viral genetic material using commercially available pH 174 

microelectrodes for real-time monitoring of the progression of LAMP reactions. 175 

Remarkably, this LAMP-based method is capable of discerning between positive and 176 

negative samples during the first three minutes of amplification.  177 

The rationale behind the operation of this strategy is straightforward. In the weakly 178 

buffered reaction mix used for LAMP, the release of H3O
+ ions inherent in the 179 

amplification process [26] can be measured in real time as a difference in the electric 180 

potential[27,28] or a pH change [29,30]. We fabricated a simple and portable prototype to 181 
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accomplish two purposes: the isothermal incubation of samples and the online monitoring 182 

of the amplification process. To this aim, we used a commercial and low-cost pH sensor, a 183 

commercial pH electrode, and an Arduino UNO® microprocessor.  184 

Figure 1 shows the different aspects of this prototype. The isothermal amplification 185 

reactions were conducted at 62.5 °C +/- 1.5 °C in 200 µL Eppendorf tubes immersed in a 186 

mineral oil bath (Figure 1A) and containing a total reaction mix volume of 50 µL. The tip 187 

of a commercial pH microelectrode was immersed into the reaction mix for online 188 

monitoring of the progression of the electric potential (in mV) using an Arduino-based 189 

system. A simple Arduino code was used to enable the collection and transmission of data 190 

to the computer (Supplementary File S1); the difference in the electric potential (ΔP), as 191 

evaluated in the reaction solution, was continuously transmitted and recorded at a sampling 192 

rate of 1 Hz (i.e., 1 sampling point per second).  193 

The stability of the electric potential readings is affected by temperature fluctuations around 194 

the set point. Therefore, adequate temperature control (62.5 +/- 1.5 °C) is highly 195 

recommended for conclusive results. In our experiments, executed at home, the temperature 196 

within the water bath was controlled at 62.5 °C using the Arduino-based PID controller. 197 

For convenience, we have included all the information needed to build this portable and 198 

low-cost isothermal PID-incubator for Eppendorf tubes that enables full portability (Figure 199 

1; Figure 2) of the system. Alternatively, the LAMP reaction can be incubated in any 200 

commercial thermo block or in a miniPCR® apparatus [31]. 201 

Figure 1 202 

Figure 2 schematically shows the connections that should be made between the Arduino 203 

microcontroller, the low-cost pH sensor, and the rest of the components of the circuit that 204 
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constitute the PID control system and the online electric potential monitor. Figure S1 (in 205 

supplementary material) shows an image of the actual experimental Arduino-based PID 206 

controller system. 207 

Figure 2 208 

Characterization of the performance of the monitoring system 209 

We evaluated the stability of the potential signal at the temperature set point and during 210 

temperature ramps. The electric potential is a strong function of the temperature (Figure 211 

3A). For instance, the electric potential increased ~90 mV per 10°C in our experiments in 212 

the range of 45 to 55 °C. By contrast, at isothermal conditions, the intrinsic variation of the 213 

electric potential was very stable; the variations were lower than 0.3% for the range of pH 214 

buffers that we assayed.  215 

We also analyzed the ability of this simple PID controller to function for extended 216 

incubation periods (i.e., 60 minutes) and under different room temperatures (Figure 3B). 217 

Overall, we found that this simple incubator system is sufficiently robust to maintain the 218 

temperature at the set point (average temperature of 62.5 °C; average standard deviation of 219 

0.5 °C) regardless of the room temperature (i.e., in a range between 15 and 25 °C). As we 220 

will show, this level of control is sufficient to obtain reliable and reproducible results of 221 

determination of the electric potential in solutions with different pH values and during 222 

LAMP reactions.  223 

In a first set of experiments, we evaluated the robustness and consistency of the 224 

characteristics of the electrode readings at different pH values. Figure 3A shows 225 
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representative readings associated with the immersion of the microelectrode in buffer 226 

solution of different pH values (i.e., pH 6.0, 6.4, 6.8, 7.2, 7.6, and 8.0).  227 

Figure 3 228 

The standard deviation associated with the readings within this window of pH values 229 

ranges from 1.38 and 6.91 mV (Table S1). For example, the average electric potential 230 

measured for a buffer solution at pH 6.8 (which is approximately the threshold value of 231 

phenol red) was 2777 mV and exhibited a standard deviation of +/- 1.38 mV.  232 

A buffer solution at pH 8.0 (which is similar to the pH value of the LAMP buffer used) had 233 

an electric potential of 2587.58 mV with a standard deviation of +/-6.21 mV. Overall, we 234 

observed coefficients of variance lower than 0.3% for all the experiments conducted in the 235 

absence of amplification reactions. In all these cases, the electric potential remains 236 

essentially stable during incubation periods of 60 minutes. This indicates that the inherent 237 

error (i.e., the intrinsic fluctuation associated with the potential signal at the experimental 238 

conditions) is in the range of +/- 12.3 mV (i.e., the maximum standard deviations are lower 239 

than 7 mV). We also evaluated the stability of the signal reported by the microelectrode 240 

when immersed in the buffer of the reaction mix. Our results also suggest that the potential 241 

readings obtained using this simple sensing system are robust and steady, with intrinsic 242 

coefficients of variance lower than 1%.  243 

Discrimination between positive and negative samples 244 

Using the simple Arduino-based system that we have described, we incubated a series of 245 

LAMP reactions and monitored the progress of the amplification reaction by measuring the 246 

electric potential in the reaction mix in real time. We successfully discriminated between 247 
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COVID-19(+) and COVID-19(-) samples in a set of synthetic samples and in a set of saliva 248 

samples spiked with synthetic SARS-CoV-2 genetic material.  249 

We first characterized the baseline corresponding to negative samples, where no primers 250 

were added (supplementary material; Figure S2), As expected, the signal associated with 251 

these samples was relatively steady (average standard deviations ~10.7; n=3). We then 252 

monitored the evolution of the LAMP reactions in the negative samples containing LAMP 253 

reaction mix and primers, but no synthetic SARS-CoV-2 genetic material.  254 

One of the limitations of colorimetric LAMP-based methods based on the phenol red color 255 

shift is that some degree of color change exists in samples containing no template (see also 256 

ref [27] ). This has been associated to the occurrence of non-specific amplification induced 257 

by the interaction among the LAMP primers [23,32], which often serve as templates for 258 

off-target polymerizations. In general, non-specific amplification is believed to be the main 259 

reason for false positives in LAMP colorimetric reactions.   260 

Figure 4 A shows the typical profile of the progression of the electric potential in negative 261 

samples (with primers, reaction mix, but no SARS-CoV-2 template). Four representative 262 

replicates are shown. The shape of the progression of the electric potential in the negative 263 

samples is highly consistent. Figure 4B presents a normalization of the four representative 264 

curves shown in Figure 4A. The curves were normalized by subtracting the initial potential 265 

value for each curve. In doing so, all curves practically collapse into an invariant shape.  266 

The black line in Figure 4B depicts the average of the four curves corresponding to 267 

independently run negative samples. This profile, characteristic of negative samples, is 268 

distinguishable from that inherent to the specific amplification observed in samples that do 269 

contain SARS-CoV-2 genetic material. Figure 4C shows the trajectories of the electric 270 
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potential associated with positive samples containing different quantities of SARS-CoV-2 271 

synthetic genetic material (color curves).  272 

Figure 4 273 

The average progression of the electric potential in negative samples (from Figure 4B) is 274 

indicated by the gray line. The potential exhibits a distinctive, practically immediate, and 275 

sharp increase at the incubation conditions that are associated with a high initial rate of 276 

amplification. The initial slope of the potential curve is steeper in positive samples than in 277 

negative samples. However, a high sampling rate is required in the monitoring device for a 278 

clear identification of this steep initial slope. In our experiments, we achieved the resolution 279 

needed to identify the sharp slope associated with samples that contained SARS-CoV-2 280 

genetic material by sampling at least once per second (the Arduino code is available in 281 

supplementary material; File S1). Lower sampling rates (e.g., 0.2 Hz) do not serve the 282 

purpose of clearly resolving the initial slope of the reaction in positive samples 283 

(supplementary material; Figure S3). We also observed that the evolution of each curve is 284 

consistent with the copy load in the positive samples, so that higher copy numbers originate 285 

curves with a higher initial slope than is observed for curves associated with lower loads. 286 

Since the initial rate of amplification is remarkably high in positive samples ( > 25 to 75 287 

mV s-1), the differences between slopes can be clearly established only if high sampling 288 

rates (~ 1 sample s-1: 1 Hz) are imposed.  289 

In general, discrimination in positive samples between negative samples and positive 290 

samples with medium to high viral loads (i.e., at least 100 copies) by comparison of the 291 

potential trajectories. However, samples containing a low copy number (i.e., less than 10 292 

gene copies) cannot be distinguished from negative samples by only comparing trajectories 293 
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(Figure 4C). The inset in Figure 4C zooms in on the first five minutes of the amplification 294 

reaction and shows that the behavior of the trajectory of the amplification reaction in 295 

positive and negative samples can be better discriminated at this first stage of the 296 

amplification. For instance, the value of the area under the curve or of ΔP versus t is 297 

distinguishably higher in positive samples than in negative samples during the first stage of 298 

the amplification. Here, we define IP3, the integral of the potential with respect to time for 299 

the first 3 minutes of reaction, as an indicator of specific amplification of genetic material 300 

in the LAMP reactions (equation 1). 301 

IP3= ∫ΔP* dt│3min   equation (1) 302 

ΔP* = (ΔPi –ΔPo)    equation (2) 303 

Here, ΔPi is the value of electric potential measured at every sampling point and ΔPo is the 304 

value of electric potential at the beginning of the experiment. Therefore ΔP* is the 305 

increment in potential measured at each sampling event (i.e., in our case, every second) 306 

with respect to the initial value of electric potential in the reaction mix at the initial point of 307 

the amplification. Equation 3 provides a step by step approximation of IP3.  308 

IP3 ~ Σi to n (ΔP*)i (Δt)   equation (3)  309 

Here, n is the number of sampling points within the time frame from 0 to 3 minutes. 310 

Indeed, we found that IP3 is a reliable and robust predictor that enables the consistent and 311 

rapid identification of samples containing (or not containing) SARS-CoV-2 genetic 312 

material. Figure 4C shows the evolution of the integral of IP3 for the first 3 minutes of a set 313 

of LAMP reactions. Progressions corresponding to samples added with different quantities 314 

of synthetic genetic material (i.e., 10, 100, 1000, and 10000 copies of the N gene of SARS-315 
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CoV-2) were compared versus three independent repeats of negative samples (i.e., samples 316 

without SARS-CoV-2 genetic material). Negative samples (plotted in yellow) exhibit 317 

integrals significantly lower than those calculated from the analysis of positive samples. In 318 

addition, a linear correlation can be established between the logarithm of the copy number 319 

and the value of the integral (Figure 4D; inset). These results suggest that IP3 is a reliable 320 

and quantitative indicator of the specific amplification of genetic material in simple 321 

samples.  322 

qLAMP in saliva samples 323 

We then extended the use of this embodiment of qLAMP to the identification of SARS-324 

CoV-2 genetic material in saliva samples. As already mentioned, colorimetric LAMP using 325 

phenol red has recently received attention as a cost-effective diagnostic method that enables 326 

discrimination between COVID(+) and COVID(-) samples by naked eye inspection and is 327 

therefore independent of the use of costly PCR instruments[11,33]. 328 

However, colorimetric LAMP exhibits its own important limitations, and its direct 329 

implementation in saliva samples is technically challenging. Human saliva exhibits a wide 330 

range of pH values[34,35]; therefore, even small volumes of saliva may significantly affect 331 

the initial pH of the reaction mix in LAMP-based methods. Acidic saliva samples may 332 

induce a premature shift in the pH (and the color) that is not associated with amplification 333 

and will eventually lead to a false positive diagnosis. The direct and real-time reading of 334 

electric potential throughout the amplification offers a solution to some of the limitations of 335 

final-point colorimetric LAMp methods in the context of the analysis of saliva samples.   336 

Figure 5A shows the results of the progression of LAMP amplification in saliva samples 337 

with or without added synthetic genetic material in different quantities (i.e., in the range of 338 
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10 to 10,000 copies of the N gene of SARS-CoV-2). In this experimental set, the reaction 339 

mix contained 3–4 µL of real undiluted saliva (volume defined based in ref [15] ) from 340 

SARS-CoV-2 negative volunteers (as determined by end-point colorimetric LAMP). As 341 

before, the amplification curves that corresponded to samples spiked with SARS-CoV-2 342 

genetic material exhibited a steep slope that was immediately observable upon initiation of 343 

the incubation. The typical smoother progression associated with negative samples (Figure 344 

4B) was also observed in negative saliva samples. In Figure 5B, we have plotted the results 345 

from a set of experiments in which the IP3 values for saliva samples with or without SARS-346 

CoV-2 genetic material were calculated. The IP3 values were clearly higher in positive 347 

samples than in negative samples. The positive samples with low to medium SARS-CoV-2 348 

gene copy loads were also clearly distinguishable from negative samples.  349 

Figure 5 350 

The IP3 value is an indicator of the extent of specific amplification that is somehow 351 

analogous to the progression of the change of color (from red-magenta to crisp yellow; 352 

Figure 5C) during the amplification in colorimetric LAMP. Indeed, the use of a commercial 353 

color sensor allows the quantitative analysis of the process of the color change during 354 

colorimetric LAMP[36] mediated by phenol red, as we and others have shown previously 355 

[11,37] (supplementary material; Figure S4). For comparison, we monitored online the 356 

change in color associated with the process of amplification in samples that contained 357 

different quantities of SARS-CoV-2 genetic material (Figure 5D).   358 

Note that the shape of the curves that describes the change in color and the change in 359 

potential are similar. This is expected. Both processes (i.e., the change in electric potential 360 

in the reaction mix and the development of color) are cumulative processes directly related 361 
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to the release of protons during amplification. However, the time scale at which color and 362 

electric potential evolve differs quite drastically. Changes in color are observable at a much 363 

slower rate—positive and negative samples can be discriminated due to their color 364 

evolution within the first 30 minutes of reaction (supplementary material; Figure S4 A and 365 

C). Remarkably, the evolution of the IP3 indicator introduced here enables a reliable 366 

discrimination between positive and negative samples within the initial 3 minutes of the 367 

reaction.  368 

Potential relevance and limitations 369 

The result presented here may be highly relevant in practical terms. The typical 370 

concentration of gene copies of SARS-CoV-2 in the saliva of positive subjects (even 371 

asymptomatic ones) is generally higher than 105 mL-1 (103 µL-1). In the analysis presented 372 

here, 3–4 µL-1 of undiluted saliva can be added without observing inhibitory effects in 373 

terms of the extent of the amplification. Therefore, copy number values greater than 103 per 374 

assay can be expected. Based on our experiments, the limit of detection/discrimination of 375 

this method, assisted by online monitoring of the electric potential of the solution during 376 

amplification, is two orders of magnitude below this (i.e., 10–100 SARS-CoV-2 copies per 377 

assay). This suggests that this method could render reliable diagnostic results for diagnosis 378 

of COVID-19 in unextracted (undiluted or diluted) saliva samples that have even moderate 379 

or low viral loads. This hypothesis remains to be tested by the diagnostic evaluation of 380 

saliva samples from actual patients and at this point should be taken as an inference.  381 

Several limitations of the methodology presented here should also be noted. The successful 382 

performance of this diagnostic strategy is centered on the ability to sample the electric 383 

potential (or pH) of the reaction mix frequently (the authors recommend at least at 1.0 Hz) 384 
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during the initial stage of the amplification reaction (i.e., at least during the initial three 385 

minutes). Therefore, this requires an electrode with a sufficiently fast response and a sensor 386 

capable of operating at a sufficiently high sampling rate (at least one pH measurement per 387 

second). In addition, equilibration of the electrode at the typical initial pH (or potential) of 388 

the LAMP reaction mix is desirable. Failure to do this may hinder the resolution of the 389 

readings during the first seconds of the amplification due to a lag in the response or the 390 

adjustment of the sensor to the pH conditions (supplementary material; Figure S3).     391 

In the current developmental state of our diagnostic device, we depend on the use of 392 

commercial pH microelectrodes that are relatively expensive. For instance, we estimate that 393 

the cost of development a diagnostic unit capable of running 8 reactions simultaneously in 394 

our lab would be on the order of 10,000 USD. In addition, the use of glass or membrane-395 

based pH microelectrodes may be a source of contamination of samples with residual DNA 396 

(from a previous positive amplification). Protocols should be established that can 397 

effectively remove residual nucleic acids after the completion of an amplification 398 

experiment from the electrode. The development of disposable and low-cost pH 399 

microelectrodes should be a priority for enabling the cost-effective use of this strategy to 400 

intensify the ability to perform label-free and portable/mobile molecular diagnostics of 401 

SARS-CoV-2 and other pathogens.  402 

Conclusions and outlook 403 

Preparedness to face infectious diseases is the key to buffering the spread of epidemics and 404 

minimizing the number of human deaths. Extraction-free and portable diagnostics from 405 

saliva will greatly enable the intensification of testing efforts in the context of pandemic 406 

COVID-19 and other infectious diseases.  407 
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Here, we have introduced a strategy for reliable and consistent identification of samples 408 

containing SARS-CoV-2 genetic material. This strategy relies on the real-time monitoring 409 

of the LAMP reaction in the weakly buffered reaction mix commonly used for colorimetric 410 

LAMP. The continuous release of protons associated with the incorporation of bases into 411 

the nascent chains of DNA during amplification is measured online with a pH 412 

microelectrode that is immersed in the reaction mix incubated at 62.5 °C. We also showed 413 

that proper isothermal control and online determination of changes in potential (or pH) in 414 

the LAMP reaction mix can be appropriately accomplished using a simple Arduino-based 415 

device.  416 

In addition, we demonstrate that the area under the curve that describes the time evolution 417 

of the values of the electric potential of the reaction mix during the first three minutes of 418 

the amplification (i.e., defined here as IP3) is a reliable predictor of the extent of specific 419 

amplification occurring during the LAMP reactions. The evaluation of IP3 enables the 420 

consistent discrimination between samples containing or not containing SARS-CoV-2 421 

genetic material. We also demonstrated the feasibility of using this portable, fast, and 422 

reliable diagnostic strategy with saliva samples containing different loads of SARS-CoV-2 423 

genetic material.  424 

Recent reports have shown that the performance of LAMP is greatly influenced by the 425 

reaction conditions and the reagents used (i.e., primers sets, retro-transcriptases or 426 

proteases, additives, and fluorescent dyes, among others) [17,38]. The label-free qLAMP 427 

platform presented here may be highly useful in the selection of reaction reagents (i.e., 428 

alternative polymerases, additives to enhance the amplification, or primer sets) or 429 

optimization of LAMP conditions (i.e., temperatures and concentrations). The mere 430 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 28, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.23.21256350doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.23.21256350
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


comparison of the curves of evolution of protons with time under different reaction 431 

conditions provides a direct way to evaluate the effect of any modifications in the protocol 432 

on the overall performance of the amplification. 433 

The release of protons during amplification, which is the underlying process that we are 434 

monitoring, is inherent in all nucleic acid amplification methods. Therefore, the 435 

methodology of real-time monitoring of the change in electric potential during 436 

amplification is fully translatable to other amplification schemes (i.e., qPCR and RPA, 437 

among others).  438 
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 476 

 477 

Figures and captions:  478 

 479 

 480 

Figure 1. Experimental setup. (A) A micro pH electrode is inserted into the Loop-mediated 481 

Isothermal Amplification (LAMP) colorimetric reaction mix and (B) a thin layer of oil is added 482 

to avoid evaporation during incubation (C) in an oil bath. (D) Image of the actual system; a heating 483 

mat connected to an Arduino-based proportional integral derivative (PID) controller is used to 484 

control the temperature at 62.5 +/- 1.2 °C.  485 

 486 

 487 

 488 

 489 

 490 

 491 
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 493 

 494 

 495 

 496 

 497 

Figure 2. Schematic representation of the Arduino-based proportional integral derivative (PID) 498 

temperature controller and online electric potential monitoring system.  499 

 500 

 501 

 502 

 503 

 504 
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 518 

 519 

 520 

 521 

 522 

 523 

 524 

 525 

 526 

 527 

 528 

 529 

Figure 3. Basic characterization of the electric potential monitoring system and the Arduino-based 530 

proportional integral derivative (PID) controller. (A) The potential signal is stable at different pH 531 

values. (B) A linear dependence between pH and potential differential was observed in the entire 532 

range of pH values relevant to the Loop-mediated Isothermal Amplification (LAMP) reaction. 533 

(C) The potential differential is stable at isothermal conditions. (D) The Arduino-based PID 534 

controller is able to maintain the temperature value around the set point value (62.5 +/- 0.5° C) in a 535 

set of 16 independent experiments. The red bar indicates the average temperature and standard 536 

deviations of this set of 16 independent experiments.    537 

 538 
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 539 

 540 

 541 

Figure 4.  Discrimination between SARS-CoV-2 positive and negative samples using online 542 

electric potential measurements. (A) Measurement of four different negative samples (i.e., samples 543 

without SARS-CoV-2 genetic material, but containing reaction mix and primers). (B) Normalized 544 

signal of a set of four different negative samples indicated with yellow lines. Values were 545 

normalized by subtracting the initial potential value of each curve. The black line depicts the 546 

average of the four yellow trajectories and is characteristic of the progression of the Loop-547 

mediated Isothermal Amplification (LAMP) reaction observed in negative samples. (C) 548 

Comparison of the online potential signal in samples containing 10,000 (magenta), 1000 (red), 100 549 

(pink), and 10 (yellow) copies of synthetic SARS-CoV-2 genetic material. The average of four 550 

negative samples is depicted in gray. The inset shows a close-up of the first five minutes of the 551 

amplification reaction. (D) Plot of the integral of the differential of potential with respect to time for 552 

the first 3 minutes of amplification in samples containing different copy numbers of synthetic 553 

SARS-CoV-2 genetic material: 10,000 (dark blue), 1000 (brown), 100 (light blue), and 10 (red) 554 

copies of synthetic SARS-CoV-2 genetic material. Trends associated with negative samples are 555 

presented in blue, orange, green, and yellow.  556 

 557 
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 560 

 561 

 562 

 563 

 564 

Figure 5.  Discrimination between SARS-CoV-2 positive and negative saliva samples using online 565 

electric potential measurements. (A) Results from the online evaluation of electric potential in a 566 

saliva sample from a volunteer diagnosed as SARS-CoV-2 negative (dark blue curve) and a set of 567 

five saliva samples added with 10 (blue line), 100 (green line), 1000 (orange curve), 5000 (beige 568 

curve), and 10000 copies (brown curve) of SARS-CoV-2 genetic material. (B) Plot of the integral 569 

of the differential of potential with respect to time for the first 3 minutes of amplification in saliva 570 

samples containing different copy numbers of synthetic SARS-CoV-2 genetic material in the range 571 

of 10–100 copies (purple, green and red curves) or not containing SARS-CoV-2 genetic material 572 

(orange and blue curves). The blue curve corresponds to the analysis of an actual sample from a 573 

symptomatic patient later confirmed as SARS-CoV-2 negative by RT-qPCR. (C) Typical color 574 

progression (from red-magenta to crisp yellow in a positive sample) through colorimetric Loop-575 

mediated Isothermal Amplification (LAMP). (D) Evolution of the difference in color (with 576 

respect to the initial red-magenta color) in positive samples containing 0 (green), 10 (blue), 100 577 

(red), and 1000 (purple) added synthetic copies of SARS-CoV-2 genetic material.  578 
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 581 

 582 

 583 

 584 

 585 

Table 1. Sequences of the Loop-mediated Isothermal Amplification (LAMP) primers used 586 

for the detection of segments of genetic material encoding for the expression of the N 587 

protein of SARS-CoV-2.  588 

 589 

 590 

Set Description Primers Sequence (5’>3’) 
Primer set α 2019-nCoV 1-F3 TGGACCCCAAAATCAGCG 

2019-nCoV 1-B3 GCCTTGTCCTCGAGGGAAT 
2019-nCoV 1-FIP CCACTGCGTTCTCCATTCTGGTAAATG

CACCCCGCATTACG 
2019-nCoV 1-BIP CGCGATCAAAACAACGTCGGCCCTTG

CCATGTTGAGTGAGA 
2019-nCoV 1-LF TGAATCTGAGGGTCCACCAA 
2019-nCoV 1-LB TTACCCAATAATACTGCGTCTTGGT 

 591 
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