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INTRODUCTION METHODS CONCLUSIONS

These results suggest RuOx-coated a-5iC
electrodes are a promising platform for
chronic neural recording and stimulation.
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Figure 1. Industry Examples of Microelectrode Arrays. ‘

Figure 4. 4-shank Amorphous Silicon Carbide (a-SiC) Ultra Microelectrode

Array (UMEA). (a) Device. (b) Penetrating Shanks. (c) Electrode Site. N O '\55 S S REFRENCES
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Figure 2. Cross-sectional Scanin Eetron - 2
Microscopy of (a) Ruthenium Oxide (RuOx) and (b)
Titanium Nitride (TiN) [1, 2].
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