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The field of bioelectronics lies at the intersection of biology and electronics, focusing on creating systems that 
can interface the two domains. The applications of bioelectronics devices are diverse, encompassing tools for 
understanding biological processes, diagnosing diseases, and delivering therapies. These devices operate 
by facilitating communication between biological systems and electronic components in either direction.

Bioelectronics, in its broadest sense, is the field that interfaces electronics with biology, allowing for 
communication between the two domains. For example, a bioelectronics device can be used to probe a 
biological reaction. In such cases, the biological process induces changes in the device, translating them 
into readable outputs. This principle underpins glucose biosensors, which measure blood glucose levels.1 
Conversely, bioelectronics devices can stimulate biological processes, as seen in pacemakers that regulate 
heartbeat.2

Communication between electronics and biology can occur at various levels and complexities, ranging 
from molecular components (e.g., proteins, nucleotides) to whole organisms.3 Electronics can include 
materials, passive components (e.g., electrodes), and active elements like transistors.4 These technologies 
aim to bridge the gap between well-understood electronic systems and the complex, often unpredictable 
biological processes.5

The development of bioelectronics is driven by scientific curiosity and practical needs, including diagnostics 
and therapeutics that improve patient quality of life and extend human lifespan6. The challenge lies in 
reconciling the differences between these two worlds. Electronic devices are typically rigid and rely on 
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electronic currents, while biological systems are soft, aqueous, and communicate via ionic currents or 
chemical signals.7 

One of the most critical examples of electrical signaling in biology is the neuronal action potential, the 
basis of neural communication.8 Neurons are specialized cells in the brain that carry fundamental units of 
information. Unlike traditional electronic currents, action potentials rely on ionic currents driven by membrane 
potential, which is created by ionic concentration differences between the inside and outside of the cell.

The ionic current is facilitated by specialized proteins called ion channels, which enable the exchange of ions 
such as sodium and potassium.9 These action potentials propagate along axons without losing amplitude, 
as the signal is regenerated by adjacent ion channel activation. At the axon's terminus, neurotransmitter 
release enables chemical communication with neighboring neurons through synapses, bridging electrical 
and chemical signaling.

The action potential operates on an all-or-nothing basis, activating only when the transmembrane potential 
reaches a threshold. This ensures precision and reliability in neural signal transmission. Communication 
across synapses, whether chemical or electrical, is essential for coordinated neural activity and is a 
cornerstone of bioelectronics applications like brain-machine interfaces.10

In summary, bioelectronics seeks to harmonize the electronic and biological worlds to advance diagnostics, 
therapies, and our understanding of life processes. Central to its success is addressing the inherent 
differences in how these systems operate and enabling seamless communication at their interface.
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