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Abstract  

Clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats (CRISPR)/Cas-associated 
systems have recently emerged as a focal point for developing next-generation molecular 
diagnosis, particularly for nucleic acid detection. However, the detection of proteins is equally 
critical across diverse applications in biology, medicine, and the food industry, especially for 
diagnosing and prognosing diseases like cancer, Alzheimer’s and cardiovascular conditions. 
Despite recent efforts to adapt CRISPR/Cas systems for protein detection with immunoassays, 
these methods typically achieved sensitivity only in the femtomolar to picomolar range, 
underscoring the need for enhanced detection capabilities. To address this, we developed 
CRISPR-AMPED, an innovative CRISPR/Cas-based immunoassay enhanced by magnetic 
proximity extension and detection. This approach combines proximity extension assay (PEA) 
with magnetic beads that converts protein into DNA barcodes for quantification with effective 
washing steps to minimize non-specific binding and hybridization, therefore reducing 
background noise and increasing detection sensitivity. The resulting DNA barcodes are then 
detected through isothermal nucleic acid amplification testing (NAAT) using recombinase 
polymerase amplification (RPA) coupled with the CRISPR/Cas12a system, replacing the 
traditional PCR. This integration eliminates the need for thermocycling and bulky equipment, 
reduces amplification time, and provides simultaneous target and signal amplification, thereby 
significantly boosting detection sensitivity. CRISPR-AMPED achieves attomolar level 
sensitivity, surpassing ELISA by over three orders of magnitude and outperforming existing 
CRISPR/Cas-based detection systems. Additionally, our smartphone-based detection device 
demonstrates potential for point-of-care applications, and the digital format extends dynamic 
range and enhances quantitation precision. We believe CRISPR-AMPED represents a significant 
advancement in the field of protein detection. 
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Introduction 
 

Clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats (CRISPR)/CRISPR-associated 
systems (Cas) have in  recent years emerged as the center of interest for developing next-
generation molecular diagnostics1, 2. While CRISPR/Cas-based detection of nucleic acids has 
garnered the most attention and research efforts thus far3-6, detection of proteins is also important 
for a wide ranging applications in biology, medicine, and food industry7-13, and especially for the 
diagnosis and prognosis of various diseases, including cancers14-16, Alzheimer’s diseases9, 17, 18, 
and cardiovascular diseases19, 20. To date, there has seen a number of publications using CRISPR 
for protein detection21-23. Furthermore, the applications of CRISPR have been extended to the 
detection of proteins when coupled with immunosorbent assays. However, the sensitivity of such 
approaches has generally been limited to the femtomolar to picomolar level24-27. Thus, there 
remains a need to further advance CRISPR/Cas-based protein detection.   
 
 Proximity extension assay (PEA) is an emerging technique that couples antibody-based 
binding and DNA-enabled amplification for sensitive and specific protein detection28-32. More 
specifically, PEA utilizes a pair of antibodies that are conjugated with DNA probes containing a 
short complementary region such that binding between the protein target and the antibody pair 
stabilizes the hybridization between DNA probes, enables subsequent DNA extension, and 
facilitates downstream PCR-based amplification and detection. More recently, PEA has been 
adapted into the magnetic format by incorporating another magnetically-labeled antibody33. The 
addition of the magnetically-labeled antibody opens the door to washing steps that can reduce 
nonspecific binding and nonspecific hybridization, thereby improving the detection sensitivity. 
The advent of magnetic PEA offers a promising route for augmenting CRISPR/Cas-based 
protein detection methods. To date, however, such a combination has yet to be explored.  
 
 In response, we developed CRISPR/Cas-based immunoassay augmented by magnetic 
proximity extension and detection (CRISPR-AMPED) and demonstrated that this combination 
indeed led to highly sensitive protein detection and an array of additional benefits. To do so, we 
drew inspiration from nucleic acid detection methods34-38 and established a rapid one-step 
reaction with concurrent isothermal DNA amplification and CRISPR/Cas-based fluorescence 
detection for further sensitivity enhancement without sacrificing assay turnaround time. 
CRISPR-AMPED could achieve attomolar detection, which outpaced ELISA by > 3 orders of 
magnitude. Amplified fluorescence signal from CRISPR-AMPED not only could be detected by 
standard benchtop fluorescence detector but also a custom smartphone attachment imaging 
module, thus opening the door to portable detection and enhancing point-of-care (POC) 
amenability. Additionally, CRISPR-AMPED could be adapted in the digital format, which 
expanded detection dynamic range and improved quantitation precision. Taken together, we 
demonstrated CRISPR-AMPED as a potentially powerful method for protein detection toward a 
wide range of applications.  
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Results and Discussion  
Overview of CRISPR-AMPED 

CRISPR-AMPED commences with the magnetic proximity extension step (Figure 1A).  
During this step, the protein target is initially bound with the magnetically-labeled capture 
antibody and subsequently bound with the pair of DNA probe-labeled detection antibodies (i.e., 
PEA probes). The protein-antibody complex stabilizes the hybridization between DNA probes 
that share a short 5-bp complementary region. Here, the use of magnetic beads enables extensive 
washing, reducing potential background noise and therefore boosting the assay sensitivity. 
Moreover, the use of triple-antibody binding – one from magnetically-labeled capture antibody 
and two from DNA probe-labeled detection antibody pair – can also bolster assay specificity 
(Figure S1). The 5-bp hybridized region between the DNA probes then serves as the site for 
sequence extension using Bst polymerase, which results in a double-stranded DNA extension 
product that can serve as the trigger for downstream reaction.  

 
The downstream reaction combines recombinase polymerase amplification (RPA) and 

CRISPR/Cas12a-based reaction in a single step (Figure 1B). Here, the combination of RPA and 
CRISPR/Cas12a not only has shown the capacity for sensitive nucleic acid detection34-36, 38-42, 
but is also commercially available and thus easily accessible. For this single-step reaction, we 
adopted our previously developed strategy34 using a fine-tuned ratio between RPA primers and 
the complexes of CRISPR guide RNA (crRNA) and Cas12a effector such that RPA could 
amplify the double-stranded DNA extension product into numerous copies of DNA activators for 
Cas12a effector while activated Cas12a effector could concurrently cleave single-stranded DNA 
fluorescence reporters, thus producing strong fluorescence signal for detection.  

 
Strong fluorescence signals also endow CRISPR-AMPED the compatibility with an array 

of detection modalities (Figure 1C). For example, in addition to employing a conventional 
benchtop real-time PCR machine for detection, we demonstrate that a custom-engineered and 
smartphone-attached fluorescence imaging module can achieve robust detection. Such a compact 
detection modality can elevate the POC-amenability of CRISPR-AMPED. Moreover, we show 
that a commercial microfluidic digital chip can be employed to transform CRISPR-AMPED 
from a bulk-based output to a digital output, where the concentration of the protein target can be 
quantified by the number of fluorescent digital reaction wells in the chip. Taken together, 
CRISPR-AMPED offers a means for sensitive, specific, rapid, quantitative, and versatile 
detection of protein targets.        
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Figure 1: CRISPR-AMPED. (A) CRISPR-AMPED begins with the capture of protein biomarker with
magnetically-labeled antibody. A pair of detection antibodies labeled with DNA probe (i.e., PEA probe) are then
added to bind to the protein, where the DNA probes in proximity will be extended to double stranded DNA
sequence with the aid of Bst polymerase. All washing steps are enabled by magnetic beads to remove unbound
proteins and PEA probes. (B) The extended DNA sequence is amplified by RPA and detected with CRISPR/Cas12a-
cleavge of fluorescence reporters to yield fluorescence signal. (C) The assay has been demonstrated with three
downstream detection platforms, bulk Bio-Rad CFX real-time PCR detection system, smartphone-based detection
device, and digital chips.  
 
 
 

Testbed Model for CRISPR-AMPED 
 

We selected IL-8 as the model target for developing and demonstrating CRISPR-
AMPED. IL-8 is a well-established inflammatory biomarker with documented relevance to
cancer43-45, chronic inflammatory diseases46, 47, pulmonary diseases48, cardiovascular disease49, 50,
and Alzheimer’s diseases51, 52. In this work, we spiked IL-8 in 20 % fetal bovine serum to
simulate clinically relevant sample matrices. For constructing the PEA probe in this work, we
repurposed the oligo sequences used in our previous CRISPR/Cas-based nucleic acid detection
assays34. Based on which, we directly adopted the RPA primers and crRNA for amplifying the
resulting DNA template (Table S1). We also note that our crRNA was designed without the need
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to target the protospacer adjacent motif (PAM), as we had empirically determined previously that 
such a PAM-free crRNA led to more sensitive single-step RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a reaction. We 
began with a baseline condition of magnetic proximity extension – 5 million beads per reaction, 
60 min of IL-8 capturing, 60 min of binding with 500 pM PEA probe, and 10 min of extension 
with 0.3 U/µL Bst polymerase – and a baseline condition of RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a reaction – 
160 nM RPA primers and 640 nM Cas12a-crRNA complex at 37 °C for 60 min. At this baseline 
condition, CRISPR-AMPED could detect 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL of IL-8 with strong 
normalized end-point fluorescence signals (see Methods for calculation; hereafter as 
“fluorescence signals”) and pronounced fluorescence amplification curves. Moreover, for the no-
target control, CRISPR-AMPED output only a weak fluorescence signal and a flat fluorescence 
curve (Figure S2A). These results demonstrate the feasibility and establish the baseline condition 
for CRISPR-AMPED for detecting IL-8.     
 
Optimization of CRISPR-AMPED 

 
We then systematically adjusted several parameters for magnetic proximity extension in 

an effort to accelerate CRISPR-AMPED while retaining strong fluorescence signals for IL-8 
detection. To this end, we first found that we could shorten the time for capturing IL-8 from 60 
min to 15 min and still retain robust fluorescence signal from both 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL of 
IL-8 (Figure 2A, S2B, and S3A). Then, using 15 min IL-8 capturing time, we saw decreased 
fluorescence signals from IL-8 when we shortened PEA probe binding time, presumably due to 
decrease amounts of PEA probes bound to the target protein (Figure S2C and S3B). We therefore 
still proceeded with 60 min as PEA probe binding time. We next increased the PEA probe 
concentration and found that doubling the PEA probe concentration from 500 pM to 1 nM 
enhanced the fluorescence signal from 1 pg/mL IL-8 but further increasing the PEA probe to 2 
nM led to unwanted fluorescence signals from the NTC (Figure 2B, S2D, and S3C). We finally 
explored different concentrations for Bst polymerase and different extension times and found that 
0.3 U/µL Bst polymerase achieved the strongest fluorescence signals from 100 pg/mL and 1 
pg/mL of IL-8 and the weakest background fluorescence from the NTCs (Figure S2E and S3D). 
However, the extension time required careful tuning with longer extension times (20 min) 
increased background noise, whereases shorter times (5 min) reduced the fluorescence signal.  A 
10 min extension time provided an optimal balance, maintaining high fluorescent signal intensity 
with minimal background signals (Figure 2C, S2F, and S3E). Based on these results, we showed 
that we could speed CRISPR-AMPED by 45 min by shortening the time for capturing IL-8. 
More broadly, these results also underscore the relevant parameters for further optimizing 
CRISPR-AMPED.    
 
We subsequently investigated key parameters of our RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a reaction to ensure 
sensitive detection of IL-8. Specifically, when we increased the reaction temperature from 37 °C 
to 39 °C and 42 °C, we observed an unwanted increase in the fluorescence signals from the 
NTCs (Figure S4A and S5A), prompting us to select 37 °C as the reaction temperature. We next 
assessed three RPA primer concentrations at 80 nM, 160 nM, and 320 nM, and saw that while 
these three concentrations produced comparable fluorescence signals, 160 nM yielded the 
strongest fluorescence signals from both IL-8 samples and the lowest fluorescence signal from 
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the NTC (Figure S4B and S5B). We finally decreased the crRNA-Cas12a concentrations (at a
fixed 1:1 ratio between crRNA and Cas12a) from 640 nM to 320 nM and 160 nM. We found that
the two lower crRNA-Cas12a concentrations weakened the fluorescence signals from 1 pg/mL
IL-8 (Figure 2D, S4C, and S5C), likely due to insufficient activated Cas12a. In summary, we
adopted 37 °C, 160 nM RPA primers, and 640 nM crRNA-Cas12a as the optimal condition for
the RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a reaction of CRISPR-AMPED. 

 
Figure 2: Key parameters for optimizing CRISPR-AMPED. (A) Reduction of protein binding time from 60 min to
15 min maintained high fluorescence signals for both 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 targets while keeping
background signals from the NTC low. (B) Optimization of PEA probe concentration identified 1 nM as the optimal
concentration. Lower concentrations (500 pM) reduced fluorescence signals for 1 pg/mL IL-8, while higher
concentrations (2 nM) caused unwanted background signals. (C) Selection of the Bst polymerase extension time at
10 min balanced fluorescence signal and background noise. A shorter extension time (5 min) resulted in reduced
signals from 1 pg/mL IL-8, while a longer extension time (20 min) led to increased background signals. (D) Tuning
of crRNA and Cas12a concentrations in the RPA-CRISPR/Cas reaction to 640 nM ensured sufficient Cas12a
activation, generating the highest fluorescence signals for both 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 targets while
minimizing background signals from the NTC. Error bar depicts standard deviations.  

 
 
Performance of CRISPR-AMPED 

For demonstrating the performance of CRISPR-AMPED, we first showed that it could
specifically detect IL-8. Here, we tested CRISPR-AMPED against 100 pg/mL of IL-8, IL-6, and
TNF-α and compared their fluorescence signals with that of the NTC, all in triplicates (Figure
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3A and S6). Whereas IL-8 resulted in a robust fluorescence signal above the threshold (i.e., mean 
+ 3 × standard deviation; red dashed line in Figure 3A) set from the background fluorescence 
signal of the NTC, IL-6 and TNF-α both failed to register fluorescence signals above the 
threshold. These results illustrate the specificity of CRISPR-AMPED for IL-8 detection.   

We next demonstrated that CRISPR-AMPED can achieve highly sensitive detection of 
IL-8. To do so, we tested CRISPR-AMPED against serial dilutions of 105 to 1 fg/mL IL-8, which 
is equivalent to 11.8 nM to 118 aM. The average fluorescence signals (n = 6) across all tested 
concentrations of IL-8 were detectable above the NTC threshold (red dashed line in Figures 3B 
and S7). Using Students t-tests as the metric for evaluating the sensitivity, we found that all 
tested concentrations of IL-8 produced significantly greater fluorescence signals than those of the 
NTC (p < 0.05). Nevertheless, we note that 2 out of the 6 replicates of 1 fg/mL IL-8 failed to 
produce detectable fluorescence signals. We further calculated the limit of detection (LOD, in 
molar concentration) via linear regression analysis. Here, in addition to fitting the mean 
fluorescence signals, we also performed fitting for mean – 1 × standard deviation and mean + 1 × 
standard deviation as the upper and lower bands (Figure 3C). Based on linear regression analysis, 
we calculated our LOD as 217.9 aM, and upper and lower bands as 637.3 aM and 4.6 aM, 
respectively. These results strongly support that CRISPR-AMPED can achieve aM-level 
detection of IL-8. Since we measured the fluorescence signals from the RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a 
reaction in real-time, we further investigated the sensitivity of CRISPR-AMPED as a function of 
the reaction time. We found that RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a reaction time could be reduced to 30 min 
while retaining the capability of detecting 10 fg/mL IL-8 and 4 out of the 6 replicates of 1 fg/mL 
IL-8 (Figure 3D and S8). Based on the linear regression analysis with 30 min reaction, we 
calculated the LOD and the upper and lower bands as 1.4 pM, 3.2 pM, and 0.9 pM, respectively 
(Figure 3E). The results demonstrated that 30 min RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a reaction time 
maintained the sensitivity of CRISPR-AMPED within single-digit pM range. Further reducing 
the reaction time could result in a trade-off with the lowest experimentally detectable 
concentration. That is, when we reduced the reaction time to 20, 15, and 10 min, we found that 
the lowest experimentally detectable concentration further raised to 102, 103, and 104 fg/mL, 
respectively (Figure 3F). More broadly, these results illustrate that while the assay time for 
CRISPR-AMPED could be reduced, the trade-off with assay sensitivity must be considered.    
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Figure 3. Sensitivity and specificity of CRISPR-AMPED. (A) The specificity of CRISPR-AMPED was evaluated
by spiking in different proteins, IL-8, IL-6, and TNF-α at a high concentration of 100 pg/mL in 20% fetal bovine
serum. (n = 3). Only IL-8 targets showed a detectable end-point signal of 10.40 above the threshold of 0.85 (red
dashed line). (B) The sensitivity of the assay with 60 min reaction time was tested ranging from 1 to 105 fg/mL,
corresponding to 11.8 nM to 118 aM (n = 6). The assay showed the ability to detect all concentrations (p < 0.05), but
the detection limit was defined as 10 fg/mL due to the 4/6 of detecting 1 fg/mL. (C) Linear regression between the
IL-8 protein concentration and the end-point signal (Figure 4B) was performed for quantification in bulk assay (n =
6) for the 60 min reaction. Two more fittings were performed to incorporate the LOD range at mean ± SD (Green
dotted line – mean + SD, blue dotted line – mean – SD, same for C and E). (D) The sensitivity of the assay with 30
min reaction time was tested, which showed the ability to detect all concentrations (p < 0.05), but the detection limit
was defined as 10 fg/mL due to the 4/6 of detecting 1 fg/mL. (E) Similar linear regression between the IL-8 protein
concentration and the end-point singal was performed for quantification in bulk assay (n = 6) for the 30 min reaction
(F) Detectable IL-8 concentration was shown at different reaction times (10, 15, 20, and 30). Error bar depicts
standard deviations.  
 

 
Portable Detection via a Smartphone-Attached Fluorescence Imaging Module 
 

POC diagnostics are increasingly important in clinical and field settings, where rapid,
accurate, and accessible detection of biomarkers is essential for timely medical decision-
making53-55. Traditional laboratory-based fluorescence detectors, while highly sensitive, are often
bulky, expensive, and require specialized infrastructure and trained personnel, which limits their
use in decentralized and resource-limited environments. To address these limitations and
enhance the practicality of CRISPR-AMPED for POC applications, we developed a portable
smartphone-attached fluorescence imaging module capable of detecting the strong fluorescence
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signals generated by the CRISPR-AMPED assay. For this demonstration, we custom engineered
the fluorescence imaging module by 3D printing a compact housing with a holder for reaction
tubes and assembling within this housing a LED, a fluorescence filter cube, and control circuitry
(Figure 4A). We designed the housing such that it could be directly attached to a smartphone
while holding the reaction tubes in focus and within the view field of the smartphone camera. Of
note, this smartphone-attached fluorescence imaging module supported only end-point detection,
as it lacked built-in heating capability. Nevertheless, the operation was simple. Upon the
completion of RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a reaction, up to three reaction tubes could be directly
mounted in the tube holder before fluorescence images could be directly acquired using the built-
in camera app of the smartphone. 

 
Even when coupled to portable detection via the smartphone-attached fluorescence

imaging module, CRISPR-AMPED could still achieve robust detection. For illustration, we
tested this portable detection version of CRISPR-AMPED against 100 pg/mL IL-8, 1 pg/mL IL-8
and NTC. We observed strong fluorescence from both 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 and
noticeably weaker fluorescence from the NTC (Figure 4B). Statistical analysis supported that
100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 indeed yielded significantly greater fluorescence intensities than
the NTC (Figure 4C; n = 3; p < 0.05). These results illustrate that CRISPR-AMPED could be
executed without bulky fluorescence detectors, thereby clearing a notable barrier for potential
point-of-care use.  

 

 
 
Figure 4. Smartphone-based detection device. (A) The device was 3D printed to enclose the optical module (red
light-emitting diode (LED) and circuit, and filter cubes) and enable the mounting of the smartphone and the sample
tubes. (B) With the red LED as the excitation resource and the excitation filter to illuminate the reaction tubes, two
representative tube images were taken using the smartphone with emission filter, shown with 100 pg/mL and 0
pg/mL IL-8 concentration. (C) The smartphone detection showed distinguishable signal from 100 pg/mL and 1
pg/mL IL-8 target to NTC (n = 3, p < 0.05). Data represented in (C) as mean ± SD. 
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Precise and Quantitative Detection via Microfluidic-based Digitization  
 

Digitization of CRISPR/Cas-based assays represents an emerging detection approach 
with the potential to improve assay sensitivity, dynamic range, precision, and speed38, 42, 56, 57. We 
were thus motivated to investigate the feasibility and potential of digital CRISPR-AMPED. To 
do so, we adopted the RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a portion of CRISPR-AMPED for digitization. 
Specifically, upon magnetic proximity extension, we aliquoted 10% of magnetic beads (along 
with the extension product on their surfaces), mixed them with RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a reaction, 
and loaded the mixture into a commercial microfluidic digital chip with 20,000 0.7-nL reaction 
wells (i.e., QuantStudio 3D Digital PCR 20K Chip). Building upon our previous digital 
CRISPR/Cas assays38, 56, we incorporated Tween-20 and BSA as additives to the reaction 
mixture to facilitate its digitization into individual reaction wells. After 30-min incubation, we 
employed fluorescence microscopy to detect fluorescence from the reaction wells. The reaction 
wells with strong fluorescence – the positive reaction wells – were correlated with the presence 
of IL-8.  

 
We tested the performance of digital CRISPR-AMPED by detecting IL-8 from 105 to 100 

fg/mL. As we decreased the IL-8 concentration, we indeed detected fewer positive reaction wells, 
providing a strong indicator for successful digitization of CRISPR-AMPED (Figure 5A). 
Importantly, across the 5-log IL-8 concentration range we tested, we observed a linear 
correlation between the IL-8 concentration and the number of positive reaction wells, as well as 
small standard deviations at all IL-8 concentrations (Figure 5B). These results demonstrated that 
magnetic beads and the magnetically bound DNA extension products in the reaction mixture 
could be appropriately digitized. The linear correlation – unlike the correlation that we observed 
for bulk-based CRISPR-AMPED, which plateaued at high IL-8 concentrations – was particularly 
suitable for linear regression analysis. Based on linear regression analysis, we found that the 
LOD was 309.9 aM. Moreover, because of the small standard deviations, the upper and lower 
bands were 338.5 aM and 308.8 aM. These results revealed that digital CRISPR-AMPED could 
offer more precise quantitation than its bulk-based counterpart. However, we note that we 
currently observed only 3 orders of magnitude change in the number of positive reaction wells 
from 4 orders of magnitude change in the IL-8 concentration, suggesting that we currently could 
not detect all individual IL-8 molecules. Nonetheless, these results still demonstrated that digital 
CRISPR-AMPED afforded a wider dynamic range than bulk-based CRISPR-AMPED with 60-
min RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a reaction time and achieved a better sensitivity than bulk-based 
CRISPR-AMPED with 30-min RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a reaction time. 

 
 In digital CRISPR-AMPED, the number of magnetic beads analyzed in microfluidic 
digital chips could be adjusted to alter the detection performance. This strategy is consistent with 
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digital ELISA. As an example, we experimented with using 100% of the magnetic beads as a
means to boost the detection sensitivity. Specifically, when we used 100% of the magnetic beads
to detect 1 fg/mL IL-8, we were able to observe statistically significant increase in the number of
positive reaction wells when compared to the NTC (Figure 5C; n = 3; p < 0.05). On the other
hand, when we used 100% of the magnetic beads, we observed that the number of positive
reaction wells started to plateau at or near the maximum number of reaction wells, thus
narrowing the dynamic range. These results illustrate the relationships between the number of
magnetic beads, the sensitivity, and the dynamic range in digital CRISPR-AMPED.    
 

 
Figure 5: CRISPR-AMPED in QuantStudio Digital Chip. (A) Upon digitizing IL-8 target concentrations ranging
from 100 to 105 fg/mL, strong fluorescence signal in each digital well was observed with only a few non-specific
wells in NTC, shown with representative images. (B) Linear regression between the IL-8 protein concentration and
number of positive wells was performed for quantification in digital chip (n = 3) after 30 min reaction. In the digital
format, the LOD was 309.9 aM and ranged between 308.8 – 338.5 aM. (C) 100 fg/mL was significantly different
from NTC (p < 0.05) when using 100% of the beads captured with protein target (n = 3). Data represented as mean ±
SD. Red dashed line represents signal threshold at mean + 3SD of the NTCs. 
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Discussion 
 

By combining magnetic proximity extension and RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a reaction, 
CRISPR-AMPED achieved attomolar level detection of IL-8, placing it among the best 
CRISPR/Cas-based protein detection24-27. Furthermore, CRISPR-AMPED demonstrated greater 
sensitivity than several other detection methods. Indeed, the LOD demonstrated in this work was > 
6000-fold lower than that of conventional ELISA58 and > 60-fold lower than the LOD of solid-
phase PLA58 and PEA28. In fact, CRISPR-AMPED was also 6-fold more sensitive than our 
previously reported MagPEA with PCR-based DNA amplification and detection33 (Table 1). The 
superior sensitivity may be due to the dual advantages of reduced background noise due to the 
use of magnetic beads in the PEA process and the enhanced sensitivity conferred by the RPA-
CRISPR/Cas12a reaction. Finally, the LOD of CRISPR-AMPED was only two-fold higher than 
that of digital ELISA59 (Table 1). Nonetheless, CRISPR-AMPED offers a significant advantage 
in versatility by utilizing nucleic acid barcodes instead of colorimetric beads, which could 
broaden its applicability in diverse diagnostic settings.    
 
 
Table 1. LOD of detecting IL-8 proteins among different assays  

Different assays LOD (aM) 
ELISA 1.99 × 106 58 

Solid-phase PLA 1.99 × 104 58 
PEA 2.36 × 104 28 

MagPEA 1.88 × 103 33 
Digital ELSIA 177.1 59 

CRISPR-AMPED (bulk) 217.9 
CRISPR-AMPED (Digital) 309.9 

 
 
Through the development of CRISPR-AMPED, we demonstrated the synergy between 

magnetic proximity extension and RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a reaction, suggesting that RPA-
CRISPR/Cas12a reaction could supplant the role of PCR. Indeed, RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a reaction 
obviates thermocycling and provides an edge in assay speed, especially when performed using 
benchtop instrumentation. More broadly, our work points to the potential of exploring other 
isothermal NAATs such as RPA37, 60 (without CRISPR/Cas) and LAMP (loop-mediated 
isothermal amplification)61, 62 as a companion for magnetic proximity extension assay.   

  
 Because our work represents the first time that magnetic proximity extension and RPA-
CRISPR/Cas12a reaction was combined, we recognize and point out many directions for further 
advances. Future work should focus on expanding the range of detectable protein targets and 
optimizing the assay for broader clinical applications63-69, as well as the capability of detecting 
protein targets in different sample types (i.e., saliva, blood, and other bodily fluids)70. Further 
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assay optimization – such as developing a single-step reaction that encompasses probe extension, 
RPA, and CRISPR/Cas reaction – also warrants investigation. For the bulk format, expanding the 
current smartphone-based fluorescence imaging module to include temperature control and 
integrating a heater could improve POC performance. Alternatively, adaption to magnetofluidics 
technology, which has been employed to demonstrate CRISPR/Cas-based nucleic acid 
detection71 and immunoPCR-based protein detection72 could also deliver a fully integrated 
device that is amenable for point-of-care testing73, 74. For the digital format, digitization can also 
open the door to multiplexing56. Implementation of digital CRISPR-AMPED in custom 
microfluidic chips housing more reaction wells with smaller volumes may widen the dynamic 
range while shortening the reaction time. Moreover, implementation of digital CRISPR-AMPED 
in our recently reported smartphone-based portable digital device75 can make digital CRISPR-
AMPED more amenable for POC use. Alternatively, it is possible to implement digital CRISPR-
AMPED within microvalve-based programmable droplet microfluidics technology76, 77 as a 
means to improve the dynamic range and scalability. 
 
Conclusion 
In this work, we have successfully developed and validated CRISPR-AMPED, a novel 
immunoassay system combining magnetic PEA with RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted detection 
for highly specific and sensitive protein detection. CRISPR-AMPED integrates the advantages of 
magnetic beads in PEA process to reduce the background signal and the boosted sensitivity from 
the combination of RPA and CRISPR/Cas12a. Moreover, CRISPR-AMPED was optimized with 
shorter assay time and high sensitivity as demonstrated with the IL-8 protein biomarker in fetal 
bovine serum, making it well-suited for rapid and efficient diagnostics. Specificity was tested by 
spiking high concentrations of IL-6 and TNF-α, affirming the assay's robustness against non-
specific binding. CRISPR-AMPED achieved a limit of detection of 217.9 aM, demonstrating 
over 1,000-fold24-27 greater sensitivity than other antibody-assisted CRISPR/Cas-based strategies 
and demonstrated higher sensitivity compared to standard methods such as ELISA58, PLA58, 
PEA28, and MagPEA33, and comparable performance to digital ELISA59. The development of a 
smartphone-based detection device further enhances its potential for POC applications, providing 
a user-friendly and portable solution suitable for diverse diagnostic settings. Moreover, in digital 
format, CRISPR-AMPED extends dynamic range and enhances quantitation precision. Overall, 
the CRISPR-AMPED immunoassay represents a significant advancement in protein detection 
technology, combining rapid, accurate, and highly sensitive detection with versatile applicability. 
These advancements position CRISPR-AMPED as a transformative tool for protein biomarker 
detection, with promising implications for biomedical research, disease diagnostics, and future 
POC testing. 
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Material and Methods  
 
Materials 
The 1-μm (diameter) magnetic beads (Dynabeads MyOne Carboxylic Acid), 40kDa Zeba 
columns (0.5 mL/75 μL), and 7kDa Zeba columns were purchased from Thermofisher Scientific 
(Waltham, MA) and stored at -4 °C. The sulfo-SMCC and fetal bovine serum were purchased 
from Thermofisher Scientific (Waltham, MA) and stored at -20 °C. 1-Ethyl-3-(3-
dimethylaminopropyl) carbodiimide (EDC) and N-hydroxy succinimide (NHS) used for 
magnetic beads-antibody coupling were purchased from Millipore Sigma (St. Louis, MO) and 
stored at -20 °C. Recombinant human IL-8 protein and human IL-8 polyclonal antibody were 
ordered from R&D systems (Minneapolis, MD) and stored at -20 °C. Bst 2.0 warmstart DNA 
polymerase was purchased from New England Biolabs (Ipswich, MA). A comprehensive 
inventory of reagents required for the preparation of various buffers used in the magPEA assay 
can be found in our previously published paper33. The TwistAmp Basic and TwistAmp exo RPA 
assay kits were purchased from TwistDx Limited (Maidenhead, UK) and stored at -20 °C. All 
Cas12a-guide RNA (crRNA) and DNA oligonucleotides including PEA probes, primers, ssDNA 
fluorescence reporters were purchased from integrated DNA Technologies (IDT; Coralville, IA) 
and stored at -20 °C. The crRNA sequence was modified with IDT’s proprietary AltR1 and 3' 
AltR2 modifications. ssDNA fluorescence reporters were labeled with Alexa 647 and IAbRQSp. 
Lyophilized crRNAs, ssDNA reporters, and primers were reconstituted in nuclease-free water 
(Quality Biological Inc, Gaithersburg, MD) at 20 µM, 100 µM, 10 µM, respectively. EnGen Lba 
(Lachnospiraceae bacterium ND 2006) Cas12a (Cpf1) (100 µM) was purchased from New 
England BioLabs (Ipswich, MA) and stored at -20 °C. Bbovine serum albumin (BSA; 20 mg/mL) 
were purchased from New England BioLabs (Ipswich, MA) and stored at -20 °C. Tween 20 was 
purchased from MilliporeSigma (St. Louis, MO) and used without further purification.  
 
 
Antibody Conjugation onto Magnetic Beads.  
EDC/NHS chemistry was used to conjugate IL-8 antibodies onto magnetic beads. Briefly, 20 μL 
of beads (10 mg/mL) were washed in 120 μL activation buffer (100 mM MES, 0.01% Tween-20, 
pH 4.5), followed by resuspension in 180 μL of activation buffer. For surface activation, 20 μL 
of a freshly prepared solution containing 80 mg/mL EDC and 80 mg/mL NHS was added to the 
beads, and the mixture was allowed to react at room temperature for 15 min. After activation, the 
magnetic beads were washed with 120 μL activation buffer to remove any residual EDC/NHS, 
followed by resuspension in 15 μL activation buffer. Next, 5 μL of 1 mg/mL IL-8 antibody 
solution was added into the bead suspension and incubated at 4 °C overnight on an end-over-end 
rotator. To halt the beads coupling process, the remaining antibody supernatant was removed, 
and the beads were resuspended in 40 μL quenching buffer (100 mM Boric Acid, 30 mM 2-(2-
aminoethoxy) ethanol, 0.01% Tween-20, pH 8.5) for 30 min. The beads were then washed with 
120 μL washing buffer (10 mM Phosphate buffer, 0.05% Tween-20). Finally, beads were stored 
in 200 μL of storage buffer (10 mM Phosphate buffer, 0.1% BSA, 0.02% Tween-20, 0.05% 
sodium azide, pH 7.4).  
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Antibody-Oligo Conjugation 
The conjugation of thiol-modified oligonucleotides to antibody was performed as follows: 14 μL 
of 1 mg/mL purified antibody solution was activated by mixing with 2 μL of 3.33 mM sulfo-
SMCC and incubated at 4 °C for 2 h. Meanwhile, 2.6-μL oligonucleotides at a concentration of 
500 μM was reduced by adding 4.4 μL of 40 mM DTT, followed by incubating at 95 °C for 2 
min and 37 °C for 1 h. Next, the activated antibody solution and reduced oligonucleotides were 
purified using 40kDa and 7 kDa Zeba columns respectively according to the manufacture’s 
instruction. After determining the concentrations on Nanodrop, the antibody was mixed with the 
oligonucleotides at 10×/5×/2× molar excess of oligonucleotides to antibody and incubated 
overnight at 4 °C for conjugation. Next, the antibody-oligo conjugates were purified using 
40kDa Zeba columns to remove residual oligonucleotides. Before use, concentrations of 
conjugated antibody-oligo were determined using BCA assay.  
 

Magnetic PEA 
Magnetic PEA began with blocking the antibody-coupled magnetic beads (1 mg/mL) blocked in 
10% goat serum at room temperature for 1 h to minimize nonspecific adsorption. The beads were 
then washed twice in washing buffer (1× PBS, 0.05% Tween-20, 150 mM NaCl) before 
resuspending in 0.1% BSA in PBST buffer at a concentration of 0.5 mg/mL. Subsequently, the 
beads were aliquoted into 100 μL of serially-diluted IL-8 protein solution spiked in 20% fetal 
bovine serum and incubated on an end-over-end rotator for 15 min. After incubation, the beads 
were washed for three times, resuspended in 20-μL PEA probes in PEA buffer (1% BSA, 0.2 
mg/mL ssDNA, 0.1% Tween, 150 mM NaCl, 0.05% dextran sulfate, and 5 mM EDTA) and 
incubated for another 1 h to form the magnetic beads-protein-PEA probe complex. The beads 
were then washed twice to remove the free PEA probe after immunobinding. To perform the 
oligo extension, the beads were first resuspended in 10 μL of extension buffer (containing 1x 
isothermal amplification buffer, 6 mM MgSO4, 1.4 mM dNTP mix, 1 unit of Bst 2.0 DNA 
polymerase) and incubated at 50 °C for 10 min. The extension buffer was then removed, and the 
beads were resuspended in 10 μL 1× PBS for downstream RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted assay. 

Assembly of the Bulk and Digital RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-Assisted Mix 
The assembly of the bulk CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted RPA mix began by resuspending each dried 
pellet of the TwistAmp basic reaction mix with 29.5 μL rehydration buffer to prepare a 1.7× 
rehydrated TwistAmp basic reaction mix. The optimized bulk RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-Assisted 
mix contained the following: 1× rehydrated TwistAmp basic reaction mix, 160 nM each of RPA 
primers, 4 μM ssDNA fluorescence reporters, 640 nM EnGen Lba Cas12a, 640 nM crRNAs, 14 
mM MgOAc, and the protein targets on the magnetic beads. All components except the protein 
targets on the magnetic beads and MgOAc were first assembled in 1.5 mL protein low-binding 
microcentrifuge tubes (MilliporeSigma, Burlington, MA) inside a PCR hood (AirClean Systems, 
Creedmoor, NC). After a 10 min incubation at room temperature for Cas12a-crRNA complex 
formation, the protein targets on the magnetic beads were mixed with MgOAc and added to the 
mix inside a separate biosafety cabinet (The Baker Company, Sanford, ME) to prevent any 
carryover contamination. When assembling the digital RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted mix for 
QuantStudio digital chips, we added additional 0.1% Tween 20 and 0.01 mg/mL BSA in the mix, 
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which were added after 10 min incubation for Cas12a-crRNA complex formation. The rest of the 
procedures remain the same.  
 
Optimization of Magnetic PEA Target Preparation 
In the optimization experiments for magnetic PEA target preparation, 3 protein binding time, 
PEA probe binding time, PEA probe concentrations, Bst DNA polymerase concentrations, and 
BST DNA polymerase extension time were examined. The baseline assay condition used 60 min 
protein binding, 60 min of PEA probe binding, 500 pM PEA probe, 0.3 U/µL Bst DNA 
polymerase, 10 min Bst DNA polymerase extension. The optimization of each component fixed 
the rest of the conditions and varied the last one. The protein binding time is tuned among 15 
min, 30 min, and 60 min against 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 target and NTC. The optimization 
of PEA probe binding time fixed the 15 min protein binding time and the rest of the conditions 
and varied the PEA probe binding time (15 min, 30 min, and 60 min) against 100 pg/mL and 1 
pg/mL IL-8 target and NTC. The optimization of PEA probe concentration fixed the 15 min of 
protein binding and 60 min of PEA probe binding and the rest of the conditions and varied the 
PEA probe concentration (500 pM, 1 nM, and 2 nM) against 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 target 
and NTC. The optimization of Bst DNA polymerase concentration fixed the 15 min of protein 
binding, 60 min of PEA probe binding, 500 pM PEA probe and the rest of the conditions and 
varied the Bst DNA polymerase concentration (0.06 U/µL, 0.15 U/µL, and 0.3 U/µL) against 
100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 target and NTC. The optimization of Bst DNA polymerase 
extension time fixed the fixed the 15 min of protein binding, 60 min of PEA probe binding, 500 
pM PEA probe and 0.3 U/µL Bst DNA polymerase and varied the Bst DNA polymerase 
extension time (5 min, 10 min, and 20 min) against 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 target and NTC.  
 
Optimization of the RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-Assisted Assay Detection 
In the assay optimization experiments, 3 temperatures, and 4 concentrations of primers and 
crRNA&Cas12a for RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted mix were examined. The optimization of 
temperature fixed the 160 nM primers and 640 nM crRNA&Cas12a (Ratio 1:1) concentrations 
and varied the temperature (37 °C, 39 °C, and 42 °C) against 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 target 
and NTC. The optimization of primer concentrations for RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted mix 
fixed the 37 °C reaction temperature and 640 nM crRNA&Cas12a (Ratio 1:1) concentrations and 
varied the primer concentrations (80 nM, 160 nM, 320 nM, and 640 nM) against 100 pg/mL and 
1 pg/mL IL-8 target and NTC. The optimization of crRNA&Cas12a (Ratio 1:1) concentration for 
RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted mix fixed the 37 °C reaction temperature and 160 nM primer 
concentrations and varied the crRNA&Cas12a (Ratio 1:1) concentrations (80 nM, 160 nM, 320 
nM, and 640 nM) against 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 target and NTC.  
 
 
Smartphone-based detection device 
The smartphone-based detection device was designed in Autodesk Fusion 260 (Autodesk Inc., 
San Rafael, CA) and 3D printed using black PLA (Prusa Research, Czech Republic). Specifically, 
the device is composed of an optical, a tube and a smartphone holder. Among them, the optical 
holder was designed to enclose the optical module and facilitate the fluorescence detection. The 
tube holder was designed to hold up to 3 reaction tubes and can be inserted into the optical 
holder to facilitate the alignment of the sample tubes. The smartphone holder was designed to 
mount and align the optical holder to the smartphone camera. To enable the detection of the 
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fluorescence signal, the Cy5 fluorescence filter set (Edmund Optics, Barrington, NJ) with 
excitation wavelength between 604 – 644 nm and emission wavelength between 672 – 712 nm 
was inserted into the filter slots accompanies by a red LED (Luxeon Star LEDs, Alberta, 
Cananda) facing toward excitation filter. The custom LED circuit control was powered by a 9V 
battery. The smartphone holder was tightly mounted to the optical holder using M3 nuts and 
screws, which allows the smartphone camera to align well with the optical filter path. Samsung 
Galaxy S21 ultra (Samsung, Seoul, South Korea) was used for demonstration with the camera 
settings of 125 ISO, 1/15 s camera speed, 4200K WB, and 1X magnification.  

Assay Partitioning via QuantStudio Digital Chip 
To perform digital magnetic PEA RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted immunoassay in QuantStudio 
digital chips, assembled digital RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted mix was first loaded into a 
commercial QuantStudio 3D Digital PCR 20K Chip v2 (ThermoFisher Scientific, Waltham, MA) 
by using a QuantStudio 3D Digital PCR Chip Loader and closely following the user guide. The 
loading process involves placing the chip, chip lid, and sample loading blade in the loader. A 15 
µL Cas12a-assisted RT-RPA mix is then pipetted into the loading blade's sample loading port. 
The loader moves the loading blade across the chip, dispensing the reaction mix into the wells. 
Immersion Fluid is added to cover the chip without touching its surface. The chip lid is pressed 
tightly onto the chip case, creating a sealed assembly. More Immersion Fluid is added through 
the fill port while allowing air to escape, until there is only a small air bubble remaining. The 
chip lid's label is pressed over the fill port to establish a fully sealed chip ready for magnetic 
PEA RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted immunoassay in end-point format.  
 
End-point digital magnetic PEA RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted immunoassay 
End-point digital magnetic PEA RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted immunoassay was performed by 
heating the chips at 37 °C using a ProFlex 2× flat PCR System (Thermo Fisher Scientific, 
Waltham, MA). Fluorescence signals from the chips were measured after heating using a 
fluorescence microscope. The chips were placed within a grid of QuantStudio 3D Digital PCR 
Chip Adapters on the sample block of the ProFlex system, which was set to 37 °C. QuantStudio 
3D Digital PCR Thermal Pads were placed over the chip adapters, and the system lid was closed 
to start the reaction. The reactions were conducted for 30 min. The chips were positioned with 
their fill ports oriented toward the front of the ProFlex system, which was elevated to an 11° 
incline using the underneath QuantStudio 3D Tilt Base. After heating, each chip was transferred 
to a fluorescence microscope (BX51, Olympus, Japan) equipped with a collimated LED light 
source, an Alexa647-compatible filter cube, a 1.25× magnification objective lens, and a digital 
CCD camera. Fluorescence micrographs were captured from 2 distinct regions covering the 
whole 20,000 reaction wells, with 1 s exposure time.  
 
Data Processing and Statistical Analysis 
For all real-time fluorescence intensity plots in the bulk assay, the fluorescence intensities at 
each time point (F) were normalized to the fluorescence intensity of the respective signal at t = 1 
min (Ft=1) and further subtracted 1 for zero baseline (F/Ft=1 - 1), which can help compare different 
assay systems with different background intensities. For normalized end-point fluorescence 
signal, fluorescence intensity at 60 min (Ft=60) was normalized to Ft=1 and further subtracted 1 for 
zero baseline (Ft=60 / Ft=1 - 1). The fluorescence pictures obtained from the smartphone-based 
detection device were analyzed in ImageJ with average grey value. The fluorescence pictures of 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 10, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.06.24313206doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.06.24313206


 

 

 

 

the digital assay were analyzed in ImageJ by firstly stitching the two pictures of the same chip 
into one and then use “adaptive threshold” to analyze the number of positive wells. All plots 
were plotted using OriginLab (OriginLab Corporation) and later organized with Inkscape 1.2.2 
(Software Freedom Conservancy, NY, USA). 
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Figure S1. Magnetic PEA RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted immunoassay workflow. The whole process of the
assay begins with the capture of protein biomarker with antibody conjugated magnetic beads (step 1 and 2).
Followed with an additional washing to remove unbound proteins (step 3), the detection antibodies labeled with
DNA oligos (PEA probe A & B) bind to the protein (step 4) with another washing to remove excess PEA probes
(step 5). After the extension of the two DNA oligos (step 6), the DNA sequence was amplified via RPA and then
detected with CRISPR/Cas12a-cleavage to yield high fluorescence signal (step 7). 
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Figure S2. Assay optimization for magnetic PEA preparation. (A) we established a baseline assay condition with
60 min protein binding and PEA probe binding, 500 pM PEA probe, 0.3 U/µL BST, and 10 min BST extension time
and showed distinguishable signal from 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 target from NTC. (B) 15 min protein binding
time showed comparable end-point fluorescence signal with 30 and 60 min from 100 pg/mL (13.03) and 1 pg/mL
(8.75) IL-8 target and low end-point fluorescence signal around 0 from the NTC. (C) 60 min PEA protein binding
time showed the high end-point fluorescence signal from both 100 pg/mL (11.63) and 1 pg/mL (9.36) IL-8 target
and low end-point fluorescence signal from the NTC (0.02). (D) 1 nM PEA probe showed the high end-point
fluorescence signal from both 100 pg/mL (11.16) and 1 pg/mL (11.56) IL-8 target while maintaining a low end-
point fluorescence signal from the NTC (0.13). (E) 0.3 U/µL Bst extension polymerase showed the high end-point
fluorescence signal from both 100 pg/mL (12.45) and 1 pg/mL (6.81) IL-8 target while maintaining a low end-point
fluorescence signal from the NTC (0.05). (F) 10 min extension time showed the high end-point fluorescence signal
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from both 100 pg/mL (12.08) and 1 pg/mL (10.83) IL-8 target while maintaining a low end-point fluorescence
signal from the NTC (0.08). 

 
Figure S3. Reaction real-time curves for optimizing magnetic PEA target preparation. Here, every prepared
protein target was detected by 10-µL RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-asssited reaction mixture, with both 10 nM, 1 nM, and
NTC. All assays are loaded into 0.2 mL PCR tube strips and incubated in a Bio-Rad CFX96 Touch Real-Time PCR
Detection System at 37 °C for 60 min, and their fluorescence signals are measured every 1 min starting at the first
min (i.e., t = 1). The fluorescence signals are extracted without baseline subtraction (i.e., under “No Baseline
Subtraction” mode in the CFX Manager Software) and background subtracted normalized fluorescence signals (i.e.,

) are calculated. (A) Among different protein binding time, 15 min protein binding time showed comparable

fluorescence signal with 30 and 60 min from 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 target and low fluorescence signal from
the NTC. (B) Among different PEA probe binding time, 60 min PEA protein binding time showed the high
fluorescence signal from both 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 target and low fluorescence signal from the NTC. (C) 1
nM PEA probe showed the high fluorescence signal from both 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 target while
maintaining a low fluorescence signal from the NTC. (D) 0.3 U/µL Bst extension polymerase showed the high
fluorescence signal from both 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 target while maintaining a low fluorescence signal from
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the NTC. (E) 10 min extension time showed the high fluorescence signal from both 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8
target while maintaining a low fluorescence signal from the NTC. 
 

 
 
Figure S4. Assay optimization for RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted detection. (A) 37 °C reaction temperature
results in a strong end-point signal from 100 pg/mL (11.69) and 1 pg/mL (7.58) IL-8 target, respectively, and a low
end-point signal from the NTC (0.79). (B) 160 nM primer results in a strong end-point signal from 100 pg/mL
(14.44) and 1 pg/mL (7.78) IL-8 target, respectively, and a low end-point signal from the NTC (0.09). (C) 640 nM
crRNA-Cas12a results in a strong end-point signal from 100 pg/mL (12.70) and 1 pg/mL (8.89) IL-8 target,
respectively, and a low end-point signal from the NTC (0.16). 
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Figure S5. Reaction real-time curves for optimizing RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted assay. Here, every prepared
protein target was prepared in the optimal condition (Figure S2) and detected by 10-µL RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-
asssited reaction mixture, with both 10 nM, 1 nM, and NTC. All assays are performed, and their background

subtracted normalized fluorescence signals (i.e., ) are calculated. As described in Figure S2. (A) 37 °C

reaction temperature was chosen because it results in a strong signal from 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 target,
respectively, and a low signal from the NTC. (B) Among 80, 160, and 320 nM primer concentrations, 160 nM
primer results in a strong signal from 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 target, respectively, and a low signal from the
NTC. (C) Among 160, 320, and 640 nM crRNA-Cas12a concentrations, 640 nM crRNA-Cas12a results in a strong
signal from 100 pg/mL and 1 pg/mL IL-8 target, respectively, and a low signal from the NTC. 
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Figure S6. Reaction real-time curves of specificity testing of magnetic PEA RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted
assay. Here, every 10-µL reaction mixture and target is prepared based on its respective optimal composition (see
Figures S2 and S3) to detect different proteins, IL-8, IL-6, and TNF-α at a high concentration of 100 pg/mL in 20%
fetal bovine serum. All assays are performed, and their background subtracted normalized fluorescence signals (i.e.,

) are calculated, as described in Figure S2. All concentrations are triplicated, and the number of detected

replicates is recorded. Only IL-8 targets showed a detectable signal 3 out of 3 replicates above the red dash line
threshold. Both IL-6 and TNF-α targets are not detectable in all 3 replicates. Red dashed line represents signal
threshold at mean ± 3SD of the NTCs. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure S7. Reaction real-time curves of Magnetic PEA RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted assay for assessing 
assay sensitivity in 60 min reaction. Here, every 10-µL reaction mixture and target is prepared based on its 
respective optimal composition (see Figures S2 and S3) to detect a range of concentrations from 1 to 105 fg/mL 
(n=6). All assays are performed, and their background subtracted normalized fluorescence signals (i.e., ) are 

calculated, as described in Figure S2. The assays showed the capability to detect 10 to 105 fg/mL IL-8 target in all 6 
replicates above the red dash line threshold. It detects the 1 fg/mL IL-8 target in 4 out of 6 replicates. Red dashed 
line represents signal threshold at mean ± 3SD of the NTCs. 
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Figure S8. Reaction real-time curves of Magnetic PEA RPA-CRISPR/Cas12a-assisted assay for assessing
assay sensitivity in 30 min reaction. Here, every 10-µL reaction mixture and target is prepared based on its
respective optimal composition (see Figures S2 and S3) to detect a range of concentrations from 1 to 105 fg/mL
(n=6). All assays are performed, and their background subtracted normalized fluorescence signals (i.e., ) are

calculated, as described in Figure S2. The assays showed the capability to detect 10 to 105 fg/mL IL-8 target in all 6
replicates above the red dash line threshold. It detects the 1 fg/mL IL-8 target in 4 out of 6 replicates, same as 60
min reaction (See Figure S5). Red dashed line represents signal threshold at mean ± 3SD of the NTCs. 
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Table S1. Sequences of RPA primers, fluorescence exo probe, Cas12a crRNAs, fluorescence reporter, and 
DNA activators. 

Name Nucleic Acid Sequence (5' → 3') 

RPA Forward Primer[1] AGGCAGCAGTAGGGGAACTTCTCCTGCTAGAAT 

RPA Reverse Primer[1] TTGGCCTTTACCAGACATTTTGCTCTCAAGCTG 

LbCas12a PAM-Free crRNA[1] 
/AltR1/UAAUUUCUACUAAGUGUAGAUCAUCACCGCCAUUGCCAG
CC/AltR2/ 

Fluorescence Reporter /5Alex647N/TCCCT/3IAbRQSp/ 

PEA Probe A 
/5ThioMC6-
D/TTTTTTTAGGCAGCAGTAGGGGAACTTCTCCTGCTAGAATGGCT
GGCAATGGCGGTGA 

PEA Probe B 
/5ThioMC6-
D/TTTTTTTTTGGCCTTTACCAGACATTTTGCTCTCAAGCTGGTTCA
ATCTGTCAAGCAGCAGCAAAGCAAGAGCAGCATCACC 

[1] Adopted from X. Ding, K. Yin, Z. Li, R. V. Lalla, E. Ballesteros, M. M. Sfeir, C. Liu, Nat. Commun. 11, 4711 
(2020); Underlined: Target regions of crRNAs; Abbreviations: FAM, fluorescein; THF, tetrahydrofuran residue; 
BHQ1, Black Hole Quencher 1; C3, C3 spacer phosphoramidite; LbCas12a, commercial Cas12a derived from 
Lachnospiraceae bacterium ND2006; PAM, protospacer adjacent motif; crRNA, CRISPR guide RNA; AltR1 and 
AltR2, Integrated DNA Technologies’ proprietary Alt-R modifications; 6-FAM, 6-carboxyfluorescein; IABkFQ, 
Iowa Black FQ quencher; 5ThioMC6, 5‘ Thiol Modifier C6 S-S. 
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