Excitation enhancement of a quantum dot coupled to a plasmonic antenna
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Plasmonic antennas excited at resonance creatly leighanced local fields) which are key
for surface-enhanced Raman scattelirigbiosensing®™® and nonlinear photoemission down
to nanoscale volumé¥” Plasmonic antennas also enable the control obptieal emission
from single quantum emittef&™® However, a major challenge in coupling a singléteemto

a plasmonic antenna is that the proximity of tharqum emitter to the metal results in energy
transfer to the density fluctuations of the freecelon gas that simultaneously enhances
radiative emission and generates ohmic 10%88s. Depending on the experiment
configuration and the balance between radiative aond-radiative decay rates, either
luminescence enhancement or quenching is repd?t&d This apparent confusion arises as
the luminescence signal combines modifications xasit&ion intensity, quantum yield, and
collection efficiency. Moreover, there are only feeports experimentally quantifying the
antenna's influence on excitation and emisSiorf! New experimental methods are required
to fully investigate the antenna response, and tifyaseparately the enhancement factors for
excitation and emission.

Colloidal quantum dots (QDs) offer much wider pbggies than organic fluorophores for
the investigation of the antenna-emitter couplifiige broad absorption spectrum of QDs can
be used to probe the photoluminescence intensitgnoinoff the antenna resonance to derive
the excitation intensity enhanceménit® Another approach takes advantage of sequential
resonant photon absorption and multiply excitedestaccurring in QD% We use this
property here to quantify the local excitation m#€igy enhancement. The transient
photoluminescence dynamics of the QDs containaat evo contributions, respectively from
the singly and doubly (and higher) excited statgs.important feature is that the ratio of
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doubly to singly excited state photoluminescencelandes quantifies the local excitation
intensity independently on the emission pro¢&sanother advantage of this approach is that
in the same measurement the single exciton lifetam@ intensity can be measured, from
which the emission gain can also be deduced, prayithe full information about the
antenna'’s influence.

Here we investigate the luminescence of a quantatdedterministically coupled to a gold
nanoantenna, and quantify the antenna's influentethe excitation intensity and the
luminescence quantum yield separately. We reporhonomer and dimer disk antennas with
resonances close to the excitation and emissioreleagths. These antenna designs vyield
higher excitation enhancement but also higher duagclosses as compared to previous
studies on polystyrene microspheres and subwawbleagerture€* Thus the separate
investigation of excitation and emission processekey to fully understand the antenna's
influence on the QD luminescence.

Typical fabricated antennas are showikigure 1a. Each gold particle has a 90 nm diameter,
40 nm thickness, and the gap size is either 140onr8 for the results reported here. The
dimer antenna design requires the precise near-dmlpling of the emitter to the gap antenna.
To achieve this, we perform a two-step electronnbdithography process combined with
chemical functionalization and binding of the Awstures and the QDs: the first lithography
step defines the antenna structures on an ITO ratbsthe second lithography step defines
the area for chemical binding of the QDs (Figurd. 15! As a last step, custom-made
core/shell/shell CdSe/CdS/ZnS QDs are immobilizedtlte functionalized areas, and the
excess QDs are removed by a lift-off step of theai@ing PMMA. The QDs have quasi-
spherical shapes with 10 nm diameter (Figure 1d)@meak emission at 660 nm with 30 nm
FWHM. Details about the antenna fabrication, QDtlsgais, functionalization and chemical
coupling route to the nanostructures are givenhi@a Experimental Section and in the
Supporting Information. Extinction spectra reprdatiwe of the studied antennas are shown
in Figure 1d (prior to the QD binding procedure jiethred-shifts the resonances by about 20
nm). This ensures the nanostructures resonancedose to both the excitation wavelength
and the spectral range for the luminescence detedBiven the broad spectral response of
the antennas as compared to the 30 nm FWHM emifsionthe QD, the antenna is assumed
to induce only marginal modifications to the lungnence spectrum.

Figure 2a displays confocal photoluminescence images quurelng to the case of a dimer
antenna with excitation polarization parallel orgsndicular to the dimer long axis. Over
80% of antennas show QD photoluminescence, andt &f86 show polarization sensitive
emission (red circles on Figure 2a represent thenaas selected for further investigations).
For these antennas, the photoluminescence ratiebatparallel and perpendicular excitation
is higher than 10. The QD luminescence also tuntss a clear linear polarization parallel to
the long axis of the antenna, with a degree ofalingolarization of 0.8 indicating QD
coupling to the antend&’

Figure 2b presents typical photoluminescence tinaees. For QDs lying on bare ITO
substrate, the blinking dynamics are strongly segged as compared to QD on glass. We
also observe a reduced exciton lifetime of 2.0a1¥D on ITO while the exciton lifetime is
9.5 ns on glass. These features relate to enesiggfer from the QD to the conductive ITO
layer, as previously report&d:?® Interestingly, when the QD is coupled to a plasimon
antenna the blinking dynamics are partly retriewdule the luminescence lifetime is further
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reduced?” This is indicative of an enhancement of the QD siisrate upon coupling to the
metal antenna.
Another signature of the near-field coupling betwelmer antenna and QD is found in the
radiation pattern. The images in Figure 2c recbedphotoluminescence intensity distribution
on the back focal plane (Fourier plane or momenspace) of the high numerical aperture
(NA) objective, and contain the directions of enuastoward the substrate. Two distinct
circles are seen in the polar angle. The outeteciscthe maximum collection angle of the
1.2NA water-immersion objective (64°). The innearckd is the critical angle for the glass-air
interface (NA=1 or 41.1°), where a dipole closatglass interface is expected to emit with a
sharp maximum. The radiation patterns of a QD dd (left column) and of a QD coupled to
a single gold particle (center) are isotropic ia #zimuthal angle, as a direct consequence of
the QD degenerate transition dipole mon&t! When the QD is coupled to a dimer gap
antenna (Figure 2c, right column), the radiatiottgga changes dramatically and transforms
to that of a linear dipole horizontally aligned pestive to the interface. Hence the antenna
mode fully determines the QD radiation pattern, chihis a further evidence of coupling
between the QD and the antefig’3!
As a consequence of the strong quantum confinewietite free charge carriers, QDs can
undergo sequential resonant photon absorptionsasthin multiply excited stat&€3! Below
photoluminescence saturation, the singly excitedstdte mostly results from the absorption
of a single photon while the doubly excited std&)( state is created after the sequential
absorption of two photong-igure 3a). Immediately after pulsed photoexcitation, thand
BX relative populations thus scale linearly andadyaéically (respectively) with the excitation
intensity. The X and BX populations can be distisgad by monitoring the QD's transient
emission dynamics®? since the X state radiative lifetime is on the ordé a few
nanoseconds while the BX lifetime is dominated lmgér recombination and ranges between
ten and a few hundreds of picoseconds (Figure Bag time correlated single photon
counting traces(t) is decomposed as a sum of two exponentials:

S(t) =ay eXp(_t/Tx) + Agy eXp(_t/TBx) (1)
whereay andagx are the amplitudes of characteristic decay timemnd 7zx, respectively.
The amplitudeay relates to the singly excited X state, whalg relates to the doubly excited
BX state, as demonstrated later by the excitatiowgp dependence. Contrarily to earlier
work/?¥ the X state decay of the QDs used in this studwéll modeled by a single
exponential (see Supporting Information). Tdgeand agx amplitudes can be expressed as
function of the radiative decay rat&“ for thei-th mulitexciton state and the average number
Nabs Of absorbed excitation photons per QD per pli&&"

ax D k;(ad Nabs (2)
gy L k;(ad (r-1 N2 3)

abs
Herer = kex"® / k¢ is the degeneracy factor of the BX state, whigidglly amounts to a
constant value ~ 2-3 fixed by the nature of the Gt3:*
Equations (2) and (3) contain two important poirfgst, bothax and agx are linearly
proportional to the radiative rate™’. Hence bothax andagsx sense the same emission rate
enhancement on plasmonic antennas. Se@dears a linear dependence withs and the
local excitation intensity whil@gx has a quadratic dependence. While computing the ra
agx/ax the emission rate contribution cancels out, anlg anterm proportional to the local
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excitation intensity remains. Asis a constantagx/ax is thus a direct probe of the local
excitation intensity. An increase in this ratio @manoantenna as compared to a flat interface
is a direct demonstration of an increased localtaxan intensity, independently on the
number of emitters involved and the emission enéiaant.

Figure 3b-d presents experimental decay tracestla@dcorresponding bi-exponential fit
according to Equation (1). These decay traces ammalized to better reveal the
modifications of the decay dynamics and the in@daslative weight of the fast BX transient
component as the excitation power is raised. F@iID on ITO, the exciton lifetime amounts
to 7x =2.0 ns, while for the QD coupled to a monomeeana and for the QD coupled to a
dimer antenna we find 7x =0.18 ns after deconvolution from the instrumeesponse
function™ This modified exciton lifetime corresponds to fetime reduction or excitonic
decay rate enhancement of 11.1 when the QD is eduplthe antenna. For all samples tested,
the biexciton lifetime is found t@sx =0.12 ns which is presently limited by the instamn
response function. This short lifetime confirmstttiee Auger recombination route strongly
affects the BX to X decay. The excitonic and biextdc amplitudesx andagy are displayed

in the last column of Figure 3b-d. The excitonicpditade ax is found to grow linearly with
the excitation intensity, while the biexcitonic adityxle agx grows quadratically, as expected
from Equations (2) and (3). The evolutionapk with the excitation power confirms that the
fast transient component in the decay trace cooregpto the bi-excitonic process BX.

From the data set in Figure 3b-d, we compute the agx/ax, which follows a linear trend as
the excitation power is increasefidure 4a). For all excitation powers, tlagx/ax ratio on
plasmonic antennas exceeds the one found for tke rAdference. As demonstrated by
Equations (2) and (3), this effect is directly tethto the excitation intensity amplification
induced by the antenna. To quantify the excitaimensity enhancement, we take the ratio of
the slopes in Figure 4a, which provides a bettemase with a typical relative uncertainty of
10% for the excitation enhancement factors on ifierdnt selected antennas.

The orange bars in Figure 4b summarize our maimtsesThe excitation enhancement factor
starts at 5.1 for a single disk antenna. For theediantennas, as the gap size is reduced, the
electromagnetic coupling between the gold partidgiesncreased!*"! Our observations
confirm this trend by an increase in the excitamnancement from 13.1 to 15.9 when the
gap is reduced from 30 to 14 nm. Let us stress ttnegse enhancement factors for the
excitation intensity sensed by the QD are independe the number of emitters involved in
the luminescence signal and on the emission priegeifthe experimental results also stand in
good correspondence with numerical simulations dasethe finite-difference time-domain
FDTD method (see the Experimental Section for t4gtaihe only exception concerns the
case with highest enhancement (dimer with 14 nm, gapallel excitation), for which
nanofabrication deficiencies, non-ideal QD positignand more complex photodynamics
have a non-negligible influence.

The QDs used in this work are custom synthetizelobtir a high BX population. If this is an
advantage to determine tlagy/ax ratio, it also has the negative consequence to doty
photon antibunching experiment because of the éonisg two photons within the BX state
decay. Hence standard Hanbury-Brown-Twiss expetisneoannot be successfully
implemented to guarantee that there is a singleu@der investigation. Instead of this, clues
for the single emitter on the nanoantenna are Iinolong (i) the blinking dynamics down to the



background level (see Figure 2b for typical timecés), and (ii) the luminescence intensity
level on the selected antennas as compared to atitemnas where most likely more than one
QD is present (compare the intensity levels in FégRa). For the reference on the ITO
substrate, we focus on an area with very low QDecage density, where each bright spot is
diffraction-limited and the intensity of bright dgofollow a Poisson-like distribution.
Selecting the spots with minimum intensities progsathe cases where most likely a single
QD is present. Hence to quantify the luminescemteecement, we compute the ratio of the
average levels of luminescence from the time traaed assume the detected signal stems
from a single QD.

Figure 4c summarizes the enhancement factors féamthe photoluminescence intensity.
While a value of 2.7x is found for the single desktenna, the luminescence is only enhanced
by a factor of 1.3x for a dimer gap antenna withni4 gap and parallel excitation, although
this configuration leads to a 15.9 excitation isign enhancement. The situation is even
worse for the dimer with perpendicular polarizatiorientation, where the luminescence
factors drops to 0.25x the ITO reference. We rentived for the different cases the exciton
decay rate is increased by a factor 11.1x as cadparthe ITO reference. The fact that the
luminescence enhancement is smaller than the dedayenhancement and the excitation
intensity enhancement is an indication of quenchiieg the non-radiative energy decays take
the lead over the radiative routes.

In the excitation regime below photoluminescendarssion, the luminescence enhancement
is proportional to the gains in collection efficogn quantum yield and excitation intensity.
Thus from the measurements of the excitation andnescence enhancement factors (Figure
4b,c), we compute the enhancement factor for the dpBntum vyield multiplied by the
collection efficiency. The results are displayedFigure 4d. For all configurations, values
below 1 are obtained, which further evidence lumie®ce quenching. Our observations
support the fact that the quenching losses alsease as the gap size is redué8aantennas
with gaps of 14 or 30 nm are found to provide alhntbe same quantum yield enhancement,
although the excitation enhancement was found tsigreficantly higher in the case of the 14
nm gap. A remarkable feature of our study is thaftation intensity enhancement can be
recorded despite this quenching phenomenon, amchélaa-field intensity information can be
extracted from emission even in the presence ohgtnon-radiative losses.

To conclude, this work provides new routes to expentally investigate the physics of
optical antennas, and optimize the excitation amisgon processes independently for the
future development of bright single-photon souraad biochemical sensors. Positioning a
guantum dot respective to an optical antenna pesvidlso an interesting approach to
investigate the exciton-photon interaction beydmdlassical dipole approximati&i*



Experimental

Synthesis of CdSe/CdS/ZnS QDsctadecene (ODE; tech. 90%), trioctylphosphin®@RT
90%), cadmium oxide (CdO; 99.99+%), sulfur powds.98%), selenium powder (100 mesh,
99.5+%), zinc acetate (Zn(Ac)2; 99.99%), oleic a@@hA, tech. 90%), and hexadecylamine
(HDA, tech. 90%) were ordered from Aldrich. Toluereetone, chloroform and methanol
were ordered from Bio Lab. The synthesis of CdS8/ZdS nanocrystals was performed by
following the procedure suggested by Peng and davemwith minor modifications [35]. The
whole synthesis was carried out using a Schlenknigoe. A mixture of CdO (13 mg, 0.1
mmol), OA (0.3 ml), HDA (1.3 ml) and ODE (4 ml) wdsied and degassed under vacuum at
120°C for 10 min. in a 50 ml three-neck flask. Baling, the solution was heated under argon
to 280°C, and the stock solution of TOP:Se prephasedissolving elemental selenium (8 mg,
0.1 mmol) in a 2 ml TOP was quickly injected to tia solution under vigorous stirring. The
growth temperature was then reduced to 250°C umtilsignificant growth of dots was
detected (about 1 hr.). At this stage the diamefe€dSe cores is 4.6 nm with the first
absorption peak at 600 nm. Additional one laye€d&e, as well as CdS and ZnS shells were
grown using a layer-by-layer growth technique ion@ pot synthesis. The injection solutions
used for the CdSe layer are 0.1 M Se in TOP (dissbat room temperature) and 0.1 M Cd
oleate in ODE (the OA to CdO molar ratio is 8:1da@DE is added to reach the final
concentration of 0.1 M). CdO, OA, and ODE were dsgd under vacuum at 100°C for 30
min. Following, the temperature was increased uadgon to 260°C to get a clear solution of
0.1 M Cd oleate in ODE. This precursor solution wesled and used at room temperature.
The CdS precursor solutions are 0.1 M cadmium eleatd 0.1 M sulfur in ODE. The
injection solutions used for the ZnS shell growth 8.1 M zinc oleate in ODE and 0.1 M
sulfur in ODE. Zinc oleate is prepared similarlytte cadmium oleate, but instead of CdO,
Zn acetate was used, and the solution was leff®tQ@for 1.5 hr. to become clear. For each
injection, a calculated amount of a given injectisolution was taken and injected in a
dropwise manner to the solution containing CdSexoDne layer of CdSe was grown at
300°C, four layers of CdS were grown at 280-30a%®) layers of ZnS, and one additional
layer of Zn were grown at 280°C. After each shetivgh, the nanocrystals were annealed at
300°C for 20 min. Following the last annealing, #odution was cooled to room temperature
and stored in a freezer till precipitation procedand ligand exchange.

Precipitation procedure:Separation of unreacted precursors from the ngetads was
performed by extraction followed by precipitatidwiCe for each process). For extraction, a
bit of toluene and a large quantity of methanol evadded until phase separation. After
centrifugation, the upper phase was discarded,tlamgrocess was repeated. To precipitate
nanocrystals after the second extraction, acetome added to get a turbid dispersion. The
precipitate was re-dispersed in toluene, and tkeipitation process was repeated one more
time.

Ligand Exchange of Quantum Do®Ds as synthesized were redispersed in chlorofartn a
adjusted to have an optical density ca. 1 at tle &xciton peak (617 nm). 5 mg of alpha-
carboxy-omega-mercapto poly(ethylene glycol)hydtagtie (Iris-Biotech) with a molecular
weight of 3163 were dissolved in a 50 mg/ml solutid potassium hydroxide in water, pH 10
and added to the organic QDs. The vial was shakdrabbiowed the phases to separate. At this
point, methanol was added to the mixture and aghaken briefly. The modified QDs had
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now passed into the methanol/water layer. Chlorofaras removed and the aqueous layer
again washed with fresh chloroform. Sodium chlomges now added to the aqueous phase to
remove any unreacted carboxy-PEG followed by 2»esxmf methanol. This mixture was
centrifuged at 6000 rpm for 15min and allowed tharfation of a pellet. The supernatant was
decanted and the pellet redispersed in water, phiviih gentle sonication for a few seconds.
Chemical Functionalization of gold nanoantenn&3old nanoantennas were defined by
electron beam lithography in a FEI InspectF50 sysé¢ 30 keV acceleration voltage (see
Supporting Information for details). The nanoanegesample (substrate and PMMA) that had
previously been exposed to e-beam lithography aesdtrdevelopment in order to define hole
areas was immersed in a 10 mM solution of mercaqotecanoic acid in ethanol and left
overnight at room temperature (RT). After 18 houle sample was removed, rinsed in
ethanol and then water before drying in a flow ifogen (N). Solutions of 10 mM EDC (N-
(3-dimethylaminopropyl)-N'-ethylcarbodiimide hydidoride) and NHS (N-
hydroxysuccinimide) were prepared in 20 mM MES bégyfppH 5.5 and a 1:1 (v/v) mixture
was added to the PMMA coated substrate and alldwedact for 25 min at RT. Thereafter
the sample was rinsed in MES buffer before applyrido solution of bovine serum albumin
(BSA) in PBS buffer, pH 7.5 for 1 hr at RT. Priar completion, the modified QDs with the
acid group were also activated in a similar fashigmefly, 20 ul of QDs were added to 20 pl
of MES. Then 3.2 pl of EDC and 2 pl of NHS (botl0Xfig/ml in MES, pH 5.5) were added
and allowed to interact for 25 min at RT. In theam@&me the substrate was rinsed from
excess of BSA and dried ip,NThe activated QDs were now diluted to 300 plBSPpH 7.5
and all solution was dropped onto the dry substateleft overnight at RT in the dark. The
following day the drop was removed and rinsed leefmerforming standard lift-off in acetone
to remove PMMA and any excess QDs not chemicalched to the BSA protein.

Confocal photoluminescence measuremeBt®otoluminescence experiments are performed
on a confocal microscope with a 40x, NA 1.2 watermersion objective. The excitation
source is a pulsed laser diode operating at 636mMtn 50 ps pulse duration and 40 MHz
repetition rate. The laser diode profile is spétiiltered by a single mode fiber to provide
diffraction-limited focusing (waist calibrated t@2 nm). QD luminescence is collected using
the same microscope objective, and detected byata@tanche photodiodes after passing a 30
pm confocal pinhole. The luminescence intensiiyntegrated over the 650-690 nm range of
the QD emission. The detected count rates do mesk 1% of the repetition rate, avoiding
photon pile-up artifacts. Lastly, transient emissidynamics are analyzed by a fast time-
correlated single photon counting module (PicoQuRinbHarp 300). The overall temporal
resolution is 120 ps.

Extinction spectroscopyThe studied sample also comprises denser arrbyheo same
antennas to measure the extinction resonance bfstawture. The optical setup consists of a
standard microscope in bright field configuratidrne illumination is performed from the
bottom side of the sample by a 100 W halogen lantip avlinear polarizer and a bright field
condenser (0.1NA). The transmitted light is cokectvith a bright field objective (10x, 0.25
NA) and passed through a beam splitter into a CG@ihera for alignment and to a
spectrometer (Andor, Shamrock) via an optical fif280 um diameter).

Numerical simulationsThree-dimensional numerical modelling on nanoam&s is based on
the finite-difference time-domain FDTD method usRgpft Fullwave version 6.0. The model
considers a computational space of 0.3 x 0.3 xu®®2 with 0.7 nm mesh size and perfect
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matched layers boundary conditions on all facese Dold antenna (refractive index
0.183+2.974i) is on a glass substrate (refractidex 1.52), the upper medium is air. The QD
is modeled by a 10 nm sphere with refractive in8eX7, which corresponds to the average
refractive indexes of the QD components at thetatton wavelength. For the dimer antennas,
the QD is positioned in the exact center of the, gaple for the monomer antenna, the QD
center is set at a distance of 8 nm from the diskase. Excitation at 636 nm is launched
incoming from the glass side. To quantify the eattdin enhancement, we average the
intensity at the surface of the QD sphere, and abze this value by the average intensity
found on the QD without the antenna.
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Figure 1. (&) Scanning electron microscopy image of fabedatimer gap antennas after the
QD deposition procedure. Indicated distances ammnA QD is deterministically attached in

the gap region after double lithography processjegscted in (b). (¢) Transmission electron
microscopy (TEM) image of the fabricated core/9BbBIl CdSe/CdS/ZznS QDs. (d)

Extinction spectra representative of the studieteramas. Monomers of 90 nm diameter
(black), and dimers of 90 nm particles with gaps36fnm (blue) and 14 nm (red). The
positions of the excitation wavelength and coll@etemission window are depicted with the
green line and red frame respectively.
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Figure 2. (a) Confocal photoluminescence images for exoiapolarization parallel (left)
and perpendicular (right) to the dimer long axibeTgap size is 14 nm here. Red circles
indicate selected antennas for photoluminescenaiest (b) Photoluminescence time trace
for a QD coupled to a dimer antenna (red line) andTO (blue line), average excitation
power is 10 pW. (c) Radiation patterns (back fgtahe image of the 1.2NA objective) from
a QD on ITO substrate (left), a QD coupled to algingold particle (center), and a QD
coupled to a dimer gap antenna (right).
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Figure 3. (a) Scheme of the decay routes for biexcitonicdate. (b-d) Luminescence decay
curves and bi-exponential fit amplitudag andagx for the different cases of a QD on ITO
substrate (b), a QD coupled to a single gold dar{ic), and a QD coupled to a dimer antenna
with 14 nm gap (d). The light gray decay trace shtive instrument response function. Note
the different scale for the excitation power inyb) (c-d).
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Figure 4. (a) Ratio of biexcitonic / excitonic amplitudegx/ax versus excitation power for a
QD on ITO (black), a QD coupled to a single goldtigte (blue), and a QD coupled to a
dimer gap antenna with 14 nm gap and parallel (cedperpendicular (orange) excitation
polarization. (b) Excitation enhancement deducethfthe data slopes in (a). (c) Integrated
photoluminescence enhancement. (d) Quantum yieldcahection efficiency deduced from
the data in (b) and (c).
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Supporting information for

Excitation enhancement of a quantum dot coupled to a plasmonic antenna
Esteban Bermudez Urefia, Mark P. Kreuzer, Stella Itzhakov, Hervé Rigneault, Romain Quidant,

Dan Oron, and Jérbme Wenger

TEM
Five microliters of the sample were applied to a 400-mesh copper grid coated with nitrocellulose and
carbon. Samples were blotted after ~10 sec. and dried in air. TEM was performed on a Philips T12

transmission electron microscope operated at 120 kV and equipped with a TVIPS CCD digital camera.
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Figure S2 . Absorption (red) and emission (blue) spectra of the spherical CdSe/CdS/ZnS quantum dots

in solution.
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Ligand Exchange of Quantum Dots
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Figure S3. Absorbance spectra showing QDs as synthesized and once conjugated to carboxy-

mercapto poly(ethylene glycol).

Photoluminescence decay trace of quantum dots in so lution
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Figure S4. Luminescence decay trace (blue line) for quantum dots in water solution. The red line is a

single exponential fit with a decay time of 40.5ns. No fast transients could be detected in this case.
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Antenna fabrication and QD binding area definition

The Au antennas were defined by electron beam lithography in a FEI InspectF50 system at 30 keV
acceleration voltage. Glass substrates were capped with a 10 nm conducting ITO layer deposited by
electron beam evaporation. For the first lithography step the substrates were coated with a 120 nm
PMMA layer and baked at 175 for 5 min. During the first e -beam exposure, disk and disk dimer
antennas were defined together with alignment markers for the second e-beam step. The sample was
developed in a MIBK:IPA (1:3) mixture for 45 sec followed by immersion in IPA solution to stop the
develop. The substrate was finally dried in a flow of nitrogen (N,). A 40 nm Au film was thermally
evaporated at a rate of 2 A/s. The lift-off was performed in acetone at 55T during 1 h followed by
rinsing in IPA before drying with N,. For the second e-beam step, the substrate was coated with a 50
nm PMMA layer and baked at 140 for 5 min. The QD binding areas were defined by single pixel dot
exposures. The design pattern was aligned to the previously defined alignment marks by means of a
standard alignment layer of the ELPHY Plus software from Raith. The sample was developed in a
MIBK:IPA (1:3) mixture for 45 sec followed by immersion in IPA. The substrate was finally dried with
N, and ready for the monolayer formation and QD binding protocol. The holes dimensions were
previously calibrated by fabricating a test sample with different single pixel exposures to which, after
development, a 10 nm Ti layer was deposited inside the holes and subsequently lifted off in acetone.

Figure S5 shows the positioning of 50 nm Ti dots aligned to the center of dimer rod antennas.

Figure S5. SEM image showing the positioning of Ti dots with a diameter of 50 nm placed at the

center of the gap of a rod dimer antenna with a gap of 30 nm.

As one can clearly see from Figure S5, the area of Au uncovered on each rod by the second
lithographic step is quite small in comparison to the total area exposed. Thus the judicial positioning of
a single QD is a combination of a precisely controlled second lithography step and a controlled
sequence of binding steps. Furthermore, the minimal exposed gold surface area is filled with a thiol
monolayer (MUA), constituting many small molecules, which later is modified to capture a protein,
namely bovine serum albumin (BSA) that has a reported hydrodynamic diameter of 8nm. Realistically,

one to a few BSA molecules are only needed to completely coat this partial MUA monolayer and thus
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reduces further the possibility of multiple QD attachment. Finally, the probability and possibility of
multiple QD attachments is further restricted due to steric hindrance. One must consider a 50nm
diameter PMMA hole which is either partially or wholly filled with BSA protein. The activated QD in
bulk solution must encounter the hole, penetrate therein and then encounter an amino group present
on the BSA in order to create a covalent and strong bond between BSA and QD. Once formed, this
initial QD hinders the approach of other QDs considering also the fixed hole diameter. This does not

eliminate completely the possibility of multiple QDs, but largely restricts this event from happening.

Photoluminescence decay traces
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Figure S6. Comparison of luminescence decay traces taken at 20 pW average excitation power. The
solid lines are numerical fits with a bi-exponential model convoluted by the IRF. Note the linear scale

in the vertical axis, the inset displays the same traces on logarithmic scale.

QD influence on the antenna’s response

In the absence of the QD, the excitation intensity enhancement for a 90 nm gold dimer antenna with
14 nm gap is computed to 250x (Figure S7a). However, when a single QD is introduced in the gap, the
simulated excitation enhancement factor drops down to = 50x. This strong influence is related to the
high refractive index (n = 2.47) and the large size (10 nm) of the QD.

We also investigate experimentally the position of the antenna extinction resonance wavelength
measured on dimer antenna arrays with 2 um pitch as the number of exposed antennas to the second
lithography was increased. A 17 nm red-shift of the resonance wavelength is observed as the
coverage density of QDs on the antenna array is increased from 0 (no QD) to ~ 100% (all antennas
bear at least one QD in their gap), see Fig. S7b.
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Figure S7. (a) Computed field intensity distribution on 90 nm gold dimer antenna with 14 nm gap,
respectively without and with a 10 nm QD in the gap for A = 636 nm. (b) Extinction spectra on dimer

antenna arrays with 2 um pitch for increasing QD coverage densities.
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