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Abstract

Room-temperature strong coupling of a single quantum emitter and a
single resonant plasmonic mode is a key resource for quantum infor-
mation processing and quantum sensing at ambient conditions. To
beat dephasing, ultrafast energy transfer is achieved by coupling sin-
gle emitters to a plasmonic nanoresonator with an extremely small
mode volume and optimal spectral overlap. Typically, normal mode
splittings in luminescence spectra of single-emitter strongly-coupled sys-
tems are provided as evidence for strong coupling and to obtain rough
estimates of the light-matter coupling strength g [1–3]. However, a
complete anticrossing of a single emitter and a cavity mode as well
as the characterization of the uncoupled constituents is usually hard
to achieve. Here, we exploit the light-induced oxygen-dependent blue-
shift of individual CdSe/ZnS semiconductor quantum dots to tune
their transition energy across the resonance of a scanning plasmonic
slit resonator after characterizing both single emitter and nano res-
onator in their uncoupled states. Our results provide clear proof of
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single-emitter strong light-matter coupling at ambient condition as well
as a value for the Rabi splitting at zero detuning (100meV), con-
sistent with modeling, thereby opening the path towards plexitonic
devices that exploit single-photon nonlinearities at ambient conditions.

1 Introduction

A single two-level system strongly coupled to a single mode of an electromag-
netic field of a resonator exhibits a characteristic single-photon nonlinearity
in its energy spectrum. The observed splitting of the emerging eigenmodes
of the strongly-coupled system scales with the square root of the number of
photons in the system. That is, the addition of a single photon to the sys-
tem changes its response to a follow-up photon. Such behavior, if realized at
ambient conditions, holds promise to overcome the need for cryogenics in quan-
tum information processing and quantum sensing thus unlocking an enormous
potential for applications. [4–7]

To achieve strong coupling at ambient conditions, many studies exploited
the square-root scaling of the coupling strength with the number of emit-
ters that couple to the same cavity mode, e.g. by making use of j-aggregates
or otherwise densely-packed emitter systems[8–12]. In such systems a cou-
pled bright state of many emitters hybridizes with the cavity mode leading to
interesting collective effects, such as enhanced photo-chemistry, enhanced con-
ductivity and possibly light-induced superconductivity[13]. However, the price
to pay in these systems is that the single-photon nonlinearity of the associated
Tavis-Cummings model decreases with the number of emitters. To retain the
single-photon nonlinearity, there has been a quest for solid evidence of reach-
ing single-emitter strong light-matter coupling (SC) at ambient conditions[14].
Experiments are based on the idea that the ultrasmall mode volumes of plas-
monic nanoresonators should lead to strong coupling in spite of their low
quality factors due to intrinsic losses and dephasing.

The necessary small mode volume of the nanoresonator at ambient con-
ditions requires solutions for positioning a single emitter inside the hotspot
of a plasmonic nanoresonator with nanometer precision. One approach has
been to use a random distribution of single emitters that are spread at low
concentration on top of plasmonic nanoresonators, such as arrays of bow-tie
antennas[3, 7, 15] or nanoparticle-on-mirror geometries[16, 17]. Scanning-probe
techniques which position a plasmonic nanoresonator with nanometer accuracy
on a surface also have proven useful to achieve the necessary positioning accu-
racy while providing the possibility to vary the coupling strength deliberately
at any time to study the uncoupled entities[2]. In all experiments photolu-
minescence spectra (PL) that exhibit two clearly split peaks shifted red and
blue with respect to the uncoupled resonance of cavity and emitter system are
generally presented as proof of strong coupling. However, the observation of a
single split spectrum for a fixed detuning, only, may be considered a weak proof
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for SC since vast room is left for alternative explanations[18]. Observation of
anti crossing of emitter and resonator resonance together with a characteriza-
tion of the uncoupled partners represents a much stronger and well-established
evidence for SC[5, 19]. Yet, in room temperature SC experiments so far,
anti-crossing data has either been missing, or obtained by stitching measure-
ments from different coupled systems, which clearly falls behind the ideal
single emitter - single resonator experiment[16, 17, 20, 21]. Besides proving
strong coupling, anti-crossing curves are also necessary to quantify the coupling
strength at zero detuning because a possible nonzero detuning between the
cavity and two-level system will increase the observed splitting of the spectra
thus mimicking a larger coupling strength. Furthermore, in all single-emitter
strong coupling experiments reported so far only a statistical characterization
of emitter and resonator is performed, leaving considerable uncertainties as
of the properties of the individual systems and in particular hampering the
exclusion of detuning between emitter and resonator. Therefore, only quali-
tative estimates of the coupling strength are obtained and the possibility of
observing uncoupled detuned spectral peaks cannot be fully excluded.

Here we demonstrate complete anticrossing of the PL peak of a single
CdSe/ZnS semiconductor quantum dot (Qdot) and the second-order resonance
of a scanning plasmonic nanoslit resonantor at room temperature, which have
both been characterized separately before the coupling experiment (Fig. 1).
Tuning of the Qdot PL is achieved using a light-induced spectral shift in pres-
ence of oxygen. The obtained anticrossing resonances allow us to extract the
light-matter coupling strength at zero detuning with excellent precision. The
repeatability and the high degree of control of the experiment opens the road
towards deterministic fabrication of plexitonic devices at ambient conditions
providing single-photon nonlinearities.

2 Results & Discussion

Our experiments are based on plasmonic slit nanoresonators (PNR) fabricated
at a corner of a mono-crystalline gold microplatelet[20]. Such PNRs are used
as scanning probe tips in an atomic force microscope (AFM) (Fig. 1) in a
setup that combines an AFM with a scanning confocal optical microscope
(see supplementary Fig. 6.1.1). Making use of the atomic-force-microscopy
capabilities of the setup provides nanometer precision in positioning Qdots
beneath the PNR tip while the confocal microscope records the luminescence
of the system. It is possible to probe different Qdots using the same PNR
as well as to record the resonances of uncoupled PNRs and Qdot PL spectra
before and after the coupling experiment. Changing the relative position of a
PNR and a single Qdot furthermore allows us to probe the distance-dependent
coupling strength (see Fig. 1a).

We use He-ion beam milling to fabricate PNRs with suitable resonances. A
scanning electron microscopy (SEM) image of a fabricated PNR probe tip is
displayed in Fig. 1b. The second-order plasmonic resonance of the 210 nm long
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and 15 nm wide PNR is found at 1.916 eV (647 nm, Q-factor: 20) by distinct
shaping of the recorded gold PL and subsequent fitting (see supplementary
Fig 5d) as confirmed by finite-difference time-domain (FDTD) simulations.
The resonance frequency can be controlled by tuning the length and with of the
PNR[20]. Details of the PNR fabrication and the characterization procedure
are described in the supplementary information 6.1.2 as well as in [20].

We investigate the coupling of PNRs to single colloidal CdSe/ZnS semicon-
ductor nanocrystals (Thermo Fisher Scientific Inc., QDot655 ITK Q21321MP)
with an average emission energy of 1.893 eV (655 nm, Q-factor: 34) dispersed
on a glass cover slip at a coverage of about 1 emitter/µm2 by spin coating. In a
second step, the cover slip is spin-coated with 10 nm polymethylmethacrylate
(PMMA) film to immobilize the Qdots. An atomic force microscopy (AFM)
image of such a sample is shown in supplementary Fig. 8 a,b. When analyz-
ing the 2nd-order autocorrelation function, g2(τ), of the Qdots’ emitted PL,
a g2(0) = 0.08 is typically obtained (Fig. 1c) at zero time delay, τ , alongside
the typical blinking behavior. Both observations signify the fact that a single
emitter is investigated. Further details of the single emitter characterization
are presented in the supplementary information 6.1.3.

Fig. 1 Setup. - a A gold microplatelet scanning plasmonic nanoresonator (PNR) in close
contact to a quantum dot (artistic representation). b SEM image of a fabricated PNR. c
Typical 2nd-order autocorrelation function, g2(τ), recorded for a single QD.

After pre-characterizing the PNR and the Qdot individually to ensure
spectral overlap as well as single-emitter character of the Qdot emission,
the PNR is positioned in close proximity to the Qdot to investigate possible
strong light-matter interaction (see 6.1.1). To this end, a λexc = 532 nm laser
spot (power: < 1 µW, intensity: 1.7× 107 W/m2) is focused at the PNR tip
and then the Qdot is moved beneath the tip and scanned. Note that at the
low excitation intensity that we are utilising, gold PL is too weak to be
detected above background. However, at the selected wavelength, the light
acts as an efficient non resonant pump of the Qdots which results in PL at
around 655 nm which then couples with the matching PNR resonance (see
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supplementary 6.1.2). It is important to reiterate that the detected PL spec-
tra in our measurements, due to the low excitation intensity used, can either
show: (i) spectra of uncoupled Qdots or (ii) spectra of the coupled system. A
mere combination of uncoupled Qdot and PNR can never be observed, since
the emission of the latter would be too weak in comparison to the Qdot.

To achieve a complete anticrossing of PNR and QDot, we make use of
the well-known light-induced oxygen-dependent blue-shift of QDots[22, 23].
We confirmed this effect for the used Qdots and found that it can indeed
be prevented in an oxygen-free atmosphere, e.g. in argon, and in absence
of the pump light (see Fig. 2). As a possible explanation for the observed
pronounced light-induced blueshift in presence of oxygen, oxidation of the
outer shell of the core has been put forward, which effectively shrinks the
core leading to a controlled spectral shift of the Qdot PL by up to 100 meV
over several minutes of continuous illumination[23]. To obtain anticrossing
we start out with a Qdot that is red-detuned with respect to the bare-cavity
resonance. During the experiment, the Qdot resonance will then sweep over
the cavity resonance as function of time to end up in a blue-detuned state.
By monitoring the spectra of the emitted PL during the whole duration of
the blue shifting process, an anti-crossing of Qdot PL and PNR resonance is
recorded. The linear blue-shift of a bare Qdot as a function of time in air,
respectively its absence in argon, are illustrated in Fig. 2b for a representative
Qdot in air and in argon-atmosphere.

Fig. 2 Qdot blue-shift. a Illustration of the core size reduction due to oxidation and
the resulting increased transition energy. b Comparison of the resonance peaks fitted with
a Lorentzian for an individual Qdot at ambient conditions in air (orange) and in argon
atmosphere (blue).

Within about 300s, the Qdot in air shows a blue-shift of about 62.8 meV
compared to its original resonance, while in argon atmosphere for the same
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Qdot the resonance energy remains unchanged. The blue-shifting of the Qdot
resonance is an irreversible process that continues to progress with longer
measurement times and typically ends with the final photo-bleaching of the
Qdot[23].

To perform an anticrossing experiment we pick a Qdot with a sufficiently
red-detuned resonance compared to the bare resonance of the PNR taking
advantage of the inhomogeneous broadening of the Qdot ensemble and the
possibility to tune the PNR resonance at will. We then continuously record
PL spectra at a 33 ms time resolution. The resulting photoluminescence
time series (from bottom to top) of a strongly coupled Qdot-PNR system
is shown in Fig. 3a. The only changing parameter in these spectra is the
time-dependent, oxygen-induced blue-shift of the Qdot emission. The detailed
fitting strategy is described in the supplementary material 6.4. The spectra
displayed in Fig. 3a are selected around equidistant time intervals from a con-
tinuous measurement to obtain an approximately uniform energy spacing (see
supplementary Fig. 14). The dashed lines indicate the measured cavity bare
resonance (red) and the fitted Qdot resonance (blue) which indeed shows the
expected sweeping of the Qdot resonance over the cavity resonance leading to
the observed anticrossing.

As a function of time, the strongly coupled spectra change from red-
detuning to blue-detuning. The resulting spectra generally exhibit two peaks
and can be nicely modeled by a quantum Jaynes-Cummings model[24]. This
model is widely used for describing the light-matter interaction of a single
two-level system and a single-mode cavity. In order to model incoherent
pumping, radiative decay (dissipation) and pure dephasing, we model the
system via a master equation in Lindblad form. The validity of this simplified
description is sometimes questioned due to a possible mode overlap of neigh-
boring modes[25]. However, for the present slit design the crosstalk of adjacent
modes is highly suppressed[26] which is also verified by our characterization of
the uncoupled PNR via gold PL showing only one resonance order within the
spectral range relevant for coupling (see supplementary information 6.1.2).
Furthermore, the PNR slit modes exhibit a quadrupolar character leading to
enhanced Q factors around 20 mostly due to reduced radiative losses. It is
therefore safe to assume that our PNR indeed exhibits only a single plasmonic
mode in the coupling range.

An important conclusion from our observations is that after sufficiently
long coupling experiments with Qdots the resulting SC spectra will typically
always show a blue-detuned Rabi-splitting. This doesn’t mean that there is
no strong coupling anymore. The observation of two peaks in the PL can still
only be explained in this way. Yet, the observed splitting is far larger than
the splitting at zero detuning and can lead to a significant over-estimation
of the coupling strength. Indeed several reports demonstrated blue-shifted
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Fig. 3 Anticrossing. a PL (tiny dots) time series (time sequence: from bottom to up) with
fits (solid line) resulting from the JC model. Red and blue dashed lines are indicating the
cavity and the fitted Qdot resonance, respectively. b Background: Anti-crossing of a fixed
cavity resonance (ωa, dashed red line) and a linearly varying Qdot resonance (ωσ , dashed blue
line) calculated by the quantum model. Peak positions of three SC experiments (with three
different Qdots) are labeled by different shapes and colors. All three Qdot exhibit a complete
and consistent anticrossing. The parameters of the underlying modelled anticrossing curve
can be found in the supplementary information 6.4. c Map of the coupling strength g in
eV (log scale) as obtained by classical electromagnetic modelling (FDTD) using a point-like
dipole momentum of 5 Debye. The map is rotated 90◦ counterclockwise compared with the
inset in Fig.12. Scale bar: 50 nm.

strong-coupling spectra of individual Qdots to plasmonic resonators[1, 3, 27].
The reported spectra are difficult to interpret quantitatively since the bare
resonances of single quantum dot and plasmonic cavity are difficult to esti-
mate and a complete anticrossing is not available.

Time dependent measurements of three different Qdots, but with the same
PNR, are collected in Fig 3b. The two maxima of the two peaks, ω−, ω+, of
the recorded Rabi-splitted spectra are indicated with a dot for each fitted peak
of the quantum model. A typical anticrossing map predicted by the quantum
model with a fixed cavity resonance (red dashed line) and linear detuned Qdot
resonance (blue dashed line) is displayed in the background. Note that each
individual Qdot produces a complete anticrossing with the PNR. All plots
are in excellent agreement with one another and can be well modelled using
the same parameters which allows us to extract the effective coupling rate g
at zero detuning from the quantum model which amounts to about 50 meV.
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For a strongly coupled system, at least one complete Rabi oscillation is
needed in the time domain, which requires 2g > (γa + γQD)/2 where γa and
γQD are total decay rates of the PNR and quantum dot, respectively. Both
parameters are extracted by fitting the FWHM of the PL curves of both
uncoupled entities. In our case, the PNR has a high Q value of about 20
because of its quadruple mode pattern. This results in γa = 95 meV while
γQD is roughly about 56 meV. Our hybrid system therefore fulfils the above
criterion due to the low-loss plasmonic cavity and the high single-emitter
coupling strength.

Second order correlation, g2(τ), measurement have also been performed
with the system being strongly coupled. However, in contrast to the clear dip
below 0.5 at time-delay τ = 0, observed for the uncoupled Qdots, we couldn’t
detect such a dip in strong coupling. Indeed, when the PNR is strongly cou-
pled to the Qdot, the decay rate of the hybrid system is (γa + γQD)/2, which
is in the fs-range rendering a dip at zero delay impossible to resolve since the
time bin resolution in our experiment is limited to 0.1 ns. The absence of a
correlation dip in strong coupling is therefore consistent with strong coupling
in our system.

In the dipole approximation[28] the coupling strength g(r) can also be esti-

mated as g(r) = µ
√

~ω
2ε0V (r) , where µ is the dipole moment of the quantum

dot and V (r) is the effective mode volume of the PNR’s resonant mode at
position r. FDTD simulations have been performed to accurately determine
the mode volume based on quasi-normal-mode theory[29]. Also, the finite size
of quantum dot is considered by modelling it as a sphere with Lorenzian per-
mittivity (see supplementary information 6.3) to mimic its dipolar two-level
transition[8]. On the basis of uncoupled Qdot lifetime measurement, a dipole
moment of 5 Debye is assigned to the Qdot in the simulated coupling-strength
map displayed in Fig. 3c. Inspection shows that the coupling strength g indeed
reaches up to 50 meV in agreement with our experimental results when the
PNR is in close proximity to the Qdot. The variance of the coupling-strength
map also indicates the fact that near-field local effects greatly modify the cou-
pling behaviour, especially in the close proximity regime[20]. It is also possible
to check the presence of strong coupling in our system by performing both clas-
sical time and frequency domain FDTD simulations. As expected intuitively,
the spectral splitting as well as the corresponding energy exchange in the time
domain between the PNR and the Qdot can be observed (See supplementary
information 6.3) . Both of these studies reveal a coupling strength compatible
with our experiments and the quantum model.

3 Conclusion and Outlook

In summary, we have experimentally demonstrated strong coupling of a PNR
scanning probe coupled to a single Qdot at ambient conditions. Our findings

8



provide compelling evidence of strong coupling, as we not only observe the
typical energy splitting in the spectral domain but also a complete anticrossing
map in PL spectra. This was achieved by utilizing the light-induced oxygen-
dependent blue-shift in core/shell Qdots while keeping the resonance of the
PNR constant. Our scanning approach also enabled us to carefully check each
uncoupled partner before and after the coupling experiment. Our experimental
results are consistent with the Jaynes-Cummings model, which allows us to
extract the coupling spectra and determine a mean coupling energy of 50 meV
by fitting experimental spectra, and with classical field simulations as to be
expected in the single-excitation regime. Our findings take us another step
forward towards using strong light-matter coupling as a resource in quantum
information and quantum sensing schemes as well as towards exploiting the
single-photon nonlinearity of the underlying Jaynes-Cummings model even at
room temperature.
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6 Supplementary information

6.1 Characterization

6.1.1 Setup

Right part: setup without objective & SC-tip

Purely 2D

2.) Gruppiert! 

APD 1

A
P
D

 2

dichroic 
mirror

beam splitter

cw laser

mirror

50 %

50 %

beam 
expander

532 nm

moveable 
camera

moveable
mirror spectrometer

camera

to the objective

mirror

TCSPC 
(quTAU)

to the objective

a b

Fig. 4 Setup for strong coupling measurements. A 532 nm continuous wave laser
(green lines) is sent through a beam expander onto a dichroic mirror and into a microscope
objective which focuses the laser light onto the sample surface and excites either the quantum
dots alone or the hybrid system of emitters and cavity. The emitted signal (red lines) is
collected by the microscope objective and transmitted towards the dichroic mirror (Semrock
HC BS R532 1 lambda PV flat). A moveable camera allows us to observe the focal plane
and the approach of the slit-resonator scanning probe towards the sample. After passing the
dichroic mirror, a removable mirror guides the signal either into the spectrometer or towards
two APDs. The spectrometer allows a spectral analysis of the emitted signal, whereas the
APDs provide temporal information about photon arrival times which is useful to calculate
photon statistics. To this end the two APDs are connected to a photon-analysis counter box
(quTau Time-to-Digital Converter) which is controlled and read out by a computer.

Photoluminescence (PL) measurements are performed on an inverted con-
focal microscope equipped with an 532 nm continuous wave laser (AIST-NT
ROU006, max. power 40 mW), a high-numerical-aperture objective (Nikon
CFI P-Apo 100x Lambda oil/ NA 1.45/ WD 0.13) as well as a spectrome-
ter (HORIBA iHR320)/camera (Andor Newton 970p EMCCD) combination.
Photon statistics are recorded with two avalanche photo diodes (APD, SPCM-
AQR, APD1: SPCM-AQR-13, APD2:SPCM-AQR-14). The photon arrival
events are counted by a field programmable gate array (FPGA) (qutools
quTAU H+).

6.1.2 Plasmonic nanoresonator

To fabricate the PNR we are using a gold microplatelet synthesized in solu-
tion based on the recipe described in [30–32]. The microplatelet exhibits a
characteristic extension of about 60 µm and a thickness of around 60 nm. The
platelet is transferred on the top end of a contact mode AFM cantilever (doped
silicon and no reflective coating, CONT-50, NanoWorld Pointprobe, NanoAnd-
More GmbH) with one corner extending 5 µm to 10 µm beyond the cantilever
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(see Fig. 5a). After fabricating the plasmonic nanoresonator slit by means of
a helium ion microscope, the corner is bend down by low-dose ion irradia-
tion beneath the corner to induce a folding (see Fig. 5b and [20]. A scanning
electron microscopy image of the fabricated PNR is displayed in Fig. 5c. The
resonance of the PNR can easily be tuned to match the Qdot resonance of
650 nm (see 6.2 by adjusting the slit’s length and width. The design parameters
are optimized by finite-difference time-domain (FDTD Solutions, Lumerical)
simulations and suggest that a 210 nm long and 15 nm wide slit should match
the Qdot emission at 650 nm.

10 µm 200 μm

a b

500 
nm 

500 nm 

c

Fig. 5 Plasmonic nanoresonator. a and b optical microscope image of the fabricated
PNR on top of an AFM cantilever. c SEM image of the PNR with a 300 nm long and 15 nm
wide slit. d Photoluminescence measurement of the PNR fitted by the sum (red solid line) of
an exponential decay (dashed red line) to model the gold-PL background and a Lorentzian
peak (green solid line) to the measured data (blue solid line).

FDTD simulations also yield the Q-factor of the PNR resonances. To this
end, a broadband electric dipole source is placed at the gap center of the PNR
to excite modes of different orders. As we are interested in the second-order
resonance, a dipole position along the PNR slit is chosen close to the expected
antinode of the mode profile. Far-field emission is collected by recording the
emitted power. Suitable temporal apodization is used to suppress dipole source
contributions in the mode’s field profile. Due to the quadrupolar character of
the second-order mode, which minimizes radiative losses, a Q factor of 20 is
extracted from fitting the resulting far-field spectrum with a Lorentzian, sup-
porting our experimental findings reported in the main text. The resonance of
the PNR can be tuned by changing the slit width and length. Typically, with a
larger slit length and width, the second-order resonance of the PNR red-shifts
and broadens. In Fig. 6, the changes in resonance and FWHM of the 2nd mode
are plotted as a function of the slit length ranging from 180 nm to 380 nm at
a fixed slit width of 15 nm. Due to the quadrupolar mode pattern a high Q
factor is always maintained.

The spectrum of the PNR is measured via the shaping of the intrinsic linear
photoluminescence (PL) of gold exited by a 532 nm continuous wave laser
diode (2.2× 109 W/m2) in the vicinity of the PNR. Generally, the resonance
and Q factor of the PNR are extracted from the gold PL spectrum by using a
cumulative fit function witch contains an exponential decay and one Lorentzian
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Fig. 6 Slit-length dependence of the second order resonance of a PNR (red dashed line)
covering slit lengths from 180 nm to 380 nm. The error bars indicate the full width at half
maximum (FWHM) of the resonances. The blue triangles indicate the corresponding Q
factors (right axis).

for the cavity emission peak:

f(ω) =
Aae−bω

γa(1 + (4(ω − ωa)2/γa
2)

+Ae−bω + c , (1)

where Aa, γa, ωa indicate the amplitude, FWHM, and resonance of the PNR,
respectively. The resulting spectrum is shown in Fig. 5a-d for the PNR probe
used in the reported experiments.

Experimental PL spectra of different slit lengths (different resonances) are
displayed in Fig. 7(b-e) together with the corresponding fits. The expected
slit-length dependence of the resonance is faithfully recovered as are the com-
paratively high Q factors. However, for the case of the PNR probe used for the
experiments presented in the main manuscript the resonance of the PNR over-
laps with interband transitions near the X symmetry point of the first Brillouin
zone of monocrystalline gold[33], which peaks roughly at 650 nm (1.91 eV).
This broadband transition partly obstructs the fitting of the PNR PL spectra,
especially the determination of Q factor. To take interband transitions into
consideration, another Lorentzian function is added to the fitting equation,
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Fig. 7 Characterization of plasmonic nanoresonators with different lengths via
gold PL. The blue solid lines represent the measured PL spectra which clearly show shaping
of the gold PL background due to the presence of the resonator for different slit lenghts.
Spectra in b-e are fitted with a Lorentzian on top of a background that decays exponentially
towards lower energy (red line) (1). Fitting of spectrum in a is done by (2) to add X-
symmetry-point radiation into consideration. All PNRs exhibit a consistently high Q factor
value.

which then reads as:

f(ω) =
Aae−bω

γa(1 + (4(ω − ωa)2/γa
2)

+
Axe−bω

γx(1 + (4(ω − ωx)2/γx
2)

+Ae−bω + c (2)

where Ai, γi, ωi with i = a, x indicates the amplitude, FWHM and resonance of
the PNR or X-symmetry-point radiation, respectively. b is the spectral decay
constant of the background PL signal. The resonance wavelength (energy) of
the PNR obtained from the fit, indicated by the red solid line in Fig. 7a, is at
647 nm (1.91 eV) which is slightly lower than the documented bare resonance
wavelength of the Qdots with 650 nm. The FWHM of the PNR resonance is
0.095 eV, corresponding to a typical Q factor of 20.

6.1.3 Quantum dot

For all measurements, we use commercial colloidal semiconductor core-shell
quantum dots (Qdot 655 ITK Carboxyl Quantum Dots Q21321MP, Thermo
Fisher Scientific Inc.) as quantum emitters. The quantum dots consists of
a CdSe core and a ZnS shell [34]. The shell to some degree suppresses
light-induced spectral diffusion and photo-bleaching. To fabricate samples in
which single quantum dots are sufficiently separated, an aqueous solution of
CdSe/ZnS Qdots is first spin-coated on cleaned microscope coverslips (Gerhard
Menzel GmbH). In a second step, a thin (10 nm) 0.4 % PMMA film is spin-
coated to prevent the quantum dots from being picked-up or being pushed by
the scanning PNR-probe. In a typical sample, a lateral separation of at least
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Fig. 8 a AFM-scan of a randomly picked area on a glass substrate covered with quantum
dots without PMMA layer. Single Qdots as well as smaller agglomerates of nanocrystals
(clusters) are distributed randomly after spin-coating. For measurements of strong coupling,
the separation between single particles is decisive to perform strong-coupling experiments
with single Qdots. A 3D representation of a single Qdot is depicted from the AFM-image
in b. It shows the detailed shape and dimensions of an exemplary Qdot. c provides an
exemplary PL-spectrum of a single Qdot embedded in a PMMA layer on a glass substrate.
The Qdot exhibits a stable peak position at around 655 nm In d, a typical recorded time-
trace of the Qdot’s emitted signal is depicted, providing statistical information about the
blinking characteristics of the Qdot (see histogram). For better visualization, just a small
excerpt of a longer time-trace is displayed. The histogram on the right indicates a two-state
blinking behaviour (bright- and dark state).

1 µm between different Qdots is obtained which guarantees that only one sin-
gle quantum dot couples to the PNR probe at a time. More details regarding
the Qdot-sample fabrication can be found in [20].
To characterize Qdot samples, we use a combination of atomic force microscopy
(AFM) and confocal microscopy. In Fig. 8a, an AFM-scan is displayed showing
the typical lateral distribution of single quantum dots and smaller agglomer-
ates on a clean glass substrate prior to PMMA-coating. A 3D representation
of a single quantum dot, marked in the 2D AFM-scan, is displayed in Fig. 8b.
Photoluminescence measurements of single Qdots at room temperature excited
at a wavelength of 532 nm show a narrow emission peak at around 655 nm (see
Fig. 8c). The emission spectrum of the nanocrystals is stable in time showing
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no significant spectral fluctuations. A typical time-trace of a quantum dot’s
PL intensity during permanent excitation recorded by two APDs is presented
in Fig. 8d. The time trace exhibits typical blinking behavior with a dark and
a bright state, as well as the corresponding intensity histogram.

Fig. 9 Time traces of single quantum dot Pl spectra at ambient conditions (a) and in argon
atmosphere (b). The white-dashed lines serve as guides for the eye indicating the trends of
Qdot resonance shifts as a function of time.

6.2 Qdot blue-shift

A light-induced oxygen-dependent blue-shift of colloidal CdSe/ZnSe Qdots
was already documented in 1996 by [22]. To confirm the presence of such
a light-induced oxygen-dependent blue shift for our Qdots we show the PL
spectrum of an exemplary individual Qdot recorded over a time span of sev-
eral minutes during which a spectrum has been recorded every 33 ms to trace
the spectral changes. The resulting spectra are plotted in Fig. 9a as a map
with time increasing from bottom to top and a color-coded PL intensity. A
significant blue-shift of about 30 nm can be observed over time in agreement
with earlier observations [23]. To further proof the oxygen dependence we
perform the same measurement in an argon atmosphere (see Fig. 9b). In
absence of oxygen, the Qdot resonance does not shift over time thus confirm-
ing the oxygen dependence of the process. For a better visualization we fitted
all spectra in Fig. 9a and b with an Lorentzian function and plot the peak
positions in Fig. 2b. A linear blue shift is observed.
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A possible reason for the observed blue shift might be oxygen diffusion
in the Qdot shell which subsequently oxidizes the Qdot core. The resulting
smaller effective core radius then leads to a higher transition energy [22, 23].
The effect is illustrated in Fig. 2a. We find that the light-induced oxygen-
dependent blue-shift effect displayed in Fig. 9a continues to increase linearly
and can be monitored until the quantum dot is photo-bleached.

6.3 Classical model simulations

FDTD simulations were conducted to determine the coupling states between
a plasmonic nanorod (PNR) and a single quantum emitter. The dielectric
function of single-crystalline gold was obtained from Olmon et al [35]. To
account for the quantum dot exciton state, a Lorentzian function was used to
describe its permittivity: εQdot(ω) = ε∞+fω2

0/(ω
2
0−ω2−iγ0ω) [36]. Here, ε∞ is

the high-frequency component of the CdSe/ZnS quantum dot matrix dielectric
function, with a value of 5. The oscillator strength was set to 0.3 and the lowest
transition between the exciton state and ground state was at 1.89 eV. The
linewidth of the exciton state was 57 meV. The PNR geometry was optimized
based on the SEM image, including the rounded corners and edges. By fitting
the far-field scattering spectrum with a Lorentzian function, the resonance of
the PNR was found to be 1.91 eV, with a cavity decay rate of 95 meV.

Fig. 10 Evolution of time domain signals inside the slit cavity and quantum dot respec-
tively. Envelopes (blue and red dash lines) indicates the energy exchanges between two
system.
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6.3.1 Time-domain simulations

A characteristic behaviour of strongly coupled systems, such as two coupled
oscillators, is their exchange of energy in the time domain after one emitter is
excited. For example, in the case of two strongly-coupled gold nanorods with a
certain gap, bonding and anti-bonding modes occur in the spectra, but energy
exchange also occurs in the time domain. To observe such exchange of energy
can serve as the first checkpoint in simulations to confirm that the quantum
dot and PNR are indeed strongly coupled. To simulate this, the quantum
dot’s with its Lorentzian permittivity is placed close to the PNR, and the
system is excited by an x-polarized plane wave with a pulse duration of about
18 fs. Temporal dynamics are recorded from two monitors placed inside the
quantum dot and near the PNR, and the x-component of the electrical field
|Ex|2 is filtered to eliminate irrelevant signals. After the direct influence of the
excitation pulse has vanished (at approximately 50 fs), the energy exchange
pattern indeed starts to appear in the time domain signals. Due to the intrinsic
losses in this coupled system, as expected, the energy exchange is visible only
for a few oscillations. From the period of this oscillation (approximately 43 fs),
a Rabi energy of ∼98 meV can be extracted, which is close to the splitting
energy observed in our experiments. This kind of time domain simulation is
very helpful for validating the model and for obtaining a rough classical picture
of strong coupling.

Fig. 11 a Spilt spectra obtained from the FDTD simulations including the quantum dot
with a Lorentzian model permittivity. Electric field intensity (b and d) and phase (c and e)
at two peaks are extracted indicating two different modes are formed.
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6.3.2 Frequency-domain simulations

Another feature of strongly coupled systems is the typical splitting in the fre-
quency domain. Using classical simulations, of course only the linear behaviour
of the system can be obtained - the single-photon nonlinearity can only be
obtained via a full quantum model. By using a Lorentzian model for the
Qdot permittivity to mimic the excitation state the coupling spectrum can be
extracted by detecting the electrical field amplitude in the center of the PNR.
It is critical, though, to consider suitable temporal apodization to suppress
the contribution of the excitation pulse. Our simulation results are presented
in Fig. 11(a). Two new peaks (ω− 1.88 eV,ω+ 1.96 eV) with a splitting of
about 80 meV occur when the resonance of both PNR and quantum dot
((ωPNR,ωQD)) are set to 1.9 eV. Additionally, mode profiles recorded at the
central frequency of these two peaks (ω±) can be obtained and the intensity
and phase of the respective near-fields |Ex| can be investigated, as displayed
in Fig. 11(b-d). The near-field profile at ω− is similar to the second-order
mode of the bare PNR. In contrast, the near-field profile at ω+ shows large
field enhancement in the Qdot region. In addition, a typical phase shift occurs,
indicating that a new mode is formed due to strong coupling. The simulated
spectrum resembles our experimental spectra for the case of zero detuning
between PNR and Qdot.

6.3.3 Estimation of the coupling strength

The coupling energy between the PNR and quantum dot g is determined by
the scalar product of the dipole moment µ of the quantum dot with the vacuum
field amplitude E0 at position r. E0(r) is defined as

E0(r) =

√
~ω

2ε0Veff(r)
(3)

where ~ω is the photon energy, ε0 is the permittivity of free space, and Veff(r) is
the effective cavity mode volume of the PNR. Equation (3) shows that g scales
with

√
1/Veff . One possible way to estimate the coupling energy therefore is

to calculate the effective mode volume. However, plasmonic cavities often have
low Q factors, causing integral divergence when using the common normal
mode prescription. To address this issue, we use quasi-normal modes (QNM)
with complex frequencies to determine the effective mode volume, following
Sauvan et al. [29]. The effective mode volume is expressed as

Veff(r) =

∫ (
~E · ∂(ωε(r))

∂ω
~E − ~H · ∂(ωµ(r))

∂ω
~H
)

d3r

2ε0ε(r)| ~E(r)|
2 (4)

where ω becomes a complex number whose imaginary part is determined
from Q = −<(ω)/2=(ω), ε(r) and µ(r) are the relative permittivity and
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permeability of the simulation area, and ~E and ~H the electric and magnetic
field distributions inside the PNR under x-polarized plane wave excitation.
The simulation configuration is shown in Fig. 12. Apodization was applied
according to Ge et al. [37]. The simulation area is defined by a homogeneous
mesh with size of 0.5 nm.

To determine the dipole moment, we use the relation between the dipole
moment and the oscillator strength of the exciton transition, which is given

by µ =
√

f~
2meω

, where me is the electron mass. In our case, only the lowest

optical transition is considered for strong coupling behaviour and its oscillator
strength is determined either via lifetime or absorption measurements. Here,
we measure the fluorescence lifetime τ to deduce the oscillator strength by
[38, 39]:

f =
6meε0πc

3

q2nω2τ
(5)

where me and q is the electron mass and charge respectively, ε0 is the vacuum
permittivity, c is the speed of light in the vacuum, n is the refractive index of
the surrounding medium. Fitting the g2(τ) measurement yields a lifetime of
the quantum dot of 43.8 ns. Therefore, a dipole moment of 5 Debye is assigned
to estimate the coupling energy.

Fig. 12 Sketch of the simulation area in FDTD in a 2D projection showing the PNR
(yellow), the Qdot (pink) and the glass substrate (bluegreen). The red-dashed rectangle
indicates the region of interest in our model.
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6.4 Quantum model of strong coupling

Light-matter strong coupling can be described by the Jaynes-Cummings
Hamiltonian (~ = 1) [24]:

H = ωaa
†a + ωσσ

†σ + g(a†σ + aσ†) (6)

where a (a†) denote annihilation (creation) operators of a single Bosonic mode
with the energy of ωa, σ† (σ) represents the raising (lowering) operators of a
two-level system with transition energy ωσ. σx,y,z are Pauli matrices. These
two systems (the cavity and the quantum dot) are coupled with a coupling
strength g. To obtain the spectrum of H, the dynamics of this hybrid system
are studied by solving the master equation:

d

dt
ρ = −i[H, ρ] +

∑
i

Li(ρ) (7)

where ρ denotes the density matrix, and Li the Lindblad superoperators
accounting for all kinds of dissipative contributions of the dynamics, includ-
ing radiative decay (γa,σ), incoherent pumping (Pa,σ), and pure dephasing
(γφ). The sketch in Fig. 13 illustrates the detailed physical meaning of each
parameter. The Lindblad operators have the following form [40, 41]:

∑
i

Li(ρ) =
∑
c=a,σ

γc

2

(
2cρc† − c†cρ− ρc†c

)
+
∑
c=a,σ

Pc

2

(
2cρc† − c†cρ− ρc†c

)
+
γφ
2

(
σ†σρσ†σ − σ†σρ− ρσ†σ

)
(8)

Here, we assume the cavity emission is dominant in the hybrid system
and the direct emission of the quantum dot is neglected [6].Under theses
assumptions, the emission spectrum S(ω) is obtained as:

S(ω) ∝ <
(∫ ∞

0

〈
a†(τ)a(0)

〉
e−iωτdτ

)
. (9)

The numerical simulations are performed by using the Python module Quan-
tum Box (Qutip) [42]. The parameters used for generating the anticrossing map
Fig. 3b are g=50 meV, ωa=1.91 eV, γa=95 meV, Pa=0.16 meV, γσ=15.0 neV,
γφ=55.7 meV,Pσ=0.16 meV. The data in the map is normalized row by row.

In our experiments, we utilize a green laser to incoherently excite the quan-
tum dot, hence only the incoherent pumping of the quantum dot Pσ term
should be taken into consideration during fitting. Nevertheless, some studies
have shown that the cavity pumping has non-negligible photonic contribu-
tions to the overall spectrum [6]. Therefore, we consider both of these two
incoherent pumping terms in our fitting. The spectra displayed in Fig. 3a are
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Fig. 13 Illustration of the coupling behaviour between slit cavity and Quantum dots. The
slit cavity is coupled with a quantum dot (Qdot) by a strength g. For the slit cavity, we
consider the incoherent pump rate Pa and dissipative rate γa. A two-level system is used
to mimic the dynamics of Qdot as (inset). Similarly, the incoherent pump rate Pσ and
radiavtive loss rate γσ are accounted for the model. Also, the dephasing rate γφ is included.

processed using the fast Fourier transform algorithm (FFT) to smooth out
high-frequency noise. Subsequently, the spectra are normalized between 0 and
1 The fitting approach is such that only the quantum dot resonance ωσ and
the cavity (quantum dot) incoherent pumping rates Pa,σ are treated as free
parameters, whereas the coupling strength g is optimized but kept constant
for all the spectra. The cavity resonance ωa (1.91 eV) and the cavity decay rate
γa (95 meV) are also kept fixed. They are extracted from the PL spectrum of
the bare PNR. It is important to correctly describe the incoherent processes
affecting the QDot. Typically, the total decay rate γQD, which is obtained
from the experimentally observed linewidth of the bare Qdot emission, is com-
posed of the radiative decay described by γσ and pure dephasing rate, γφ, as
γQD = γσ/2+γφ. The radiative decay rate γσ (15.0 neV) is extracted from the
radiative lifetime τ (43.8 ns) of the bare Qdot using γστ = ~. It is evident that
the pure dephasing mechanism is the dominant mechanism that contributes to
the linewidth of a QDot. Our previous study shows that the Qdot linewidth
would be slightly affected by the presence of the gold tip [20]. Typically, the
fitting process makes use of non-linear least squares minimization. However,
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some spectra still appear noisy even after smoothing, such that the param-
eters needed to be adjusted to match the experimental results. The fitting
parameters can be found in the table below.

ID g (meV) ωσ (eV) γa (meV) Pa (meV) γσ (neV) Pσ (meV) γφ (meV)

Spec #1 50.0 1.870 95.5 13.37 15.0 4.90 55.7
Spec #2 50.0 1.895 95.5 0.16 15.0 0.16 55.7
Spec #3 50.0 1.925 95.5 0.16 15.0 0.16 55.7
Spec #4 50.0 1.950 95.5 7.95 15.0 7.95 50.9
Spec #5 50.0 1.970 95.5 2.71 15.0 2.70 49.2
Spec #6 50.0 1.990 95.5 0.95 15.0 0.95 47.7
Spec #7 50.0 2.040 95.5 2.00 15.0 2.00 55.7

6.5 Selection of spectra

In the main text, the anti-crossing spectra presented in Fig. 3(a) were obtained
from the sequential measurement based on their time sequence neglecting spec-
tra according to certain criteria (see below). A complete coupling spectra map
is displayed in Fig. 14. Each horizontal line in the plot represents one mea-
surement with an integration time of 33 ms. The two branches in the map
illustrate how the coupling spectra evolve along the time sequence. The left
branch starts from the lower energy and gradually gets closer to the cavity
resonance as the initial resonance of Qdot is slightly red-detuned. The other
branch shifts away to the higher energy due to the blue-detuned Qdot (caused
by light-induced oxidation).

Dark curves, showing no peaks, were removed, as the Qdot occasionally
went into the ’off’ state. Therefore, the y-axis in this case does not indicate
equivalent time spacing, but still strictly follows the time trend.

In general, all the spectra can be fitted by the quantum model, and the
corresponding Qdot resonance can be extracted. In Fig. 3a we show only 7
spectra to demonstrate the typical anti-crossing behavior with roughly equal
energy spacing of Qdot resonance.
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