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Fig. S1. TEM images (A) interlinked nanorods in 200 nm range (B) single nanorod structure in 100 nm
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Fig S2. Scan rate effect (A) anodic and cathodic current values (B) anodic and cathodic log values
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Fig S3. (A) Different electrodes on TCS (B) different pH bar with error value (C) SWV curves of
TCS at low concentrations (D) SWYV profile of TCS + individual interfering agents and (E) SWYV plot
of TCS + individual plasma interfering agents (glucose, dopamine, ascorbic acid and uric acid)
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Fig S4: (A) GCE/MWCNT@MOF in different period of time (B) MOF modified electrode stability
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Fig S5: (A) GCE/MWCNT@MOF on real samples (B) SPCE/MWCNT@MOF on real sample
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