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ABSTRACT: Electrocatalytic processes occurring at the heterogeneous interface are complex and their understanding at the molec-

ular level remains challenging. Atomic force microscope (AFM) can detect force interactions down to the atomic level, but so far it 

has been mainly used to obtain in-situ images of electrocatalysts. Here for the first time, we employ AFM to investigate gas evolution 

at a platinum ultramicroelectrode (Pt UME) under electrochemical conditions using the force noise method. We detect excess force 

noise when the individual H2 gas bubble nucleation, growth, and detachment events occur at the Pt UME. The excess noise varies 

linearly with the applied potential on a semi-log plot. Chronoamperometry current fluctuations indicate that the H2 gas bubble radius 

increases from 1±0.5 to10±6 m and the AFM deflection signal measurements indicate that the mean H2 bubble radius is 321±27 

m. These two values point to the coalescence of small bubbles generated at the Pt UME interface. The contribution reports an 

innovative method to probe the gas-bubble dynamics at the heterogenous interface under electrochemical conditions with high sen-

sitivity.   

INTRODUCTION 

Understanding mechanistic aspects of electrocatalytic reactions 

at the molecular level contributes to improving the energy effi-

ciency of electrochemical technologies. Important energy con-

version and storage technologies, such as water electrolysis pro-

duce gas bubbles (H2, O2) on cathode and anode surfaces.  Gas 

bubbles attached to the electrocatalytic surface cover some of 

its active sites, thus reducing the reaction efficiency and con-

tributing to ohmic losses.  Therefore, understanding the nuclea-

tion, growth, and detachment of gas bubbles at electrocatalytic 

interfaces is critical for the continual improvement of electro-

lyzers' and their energy efficiency.1, 2   

Gas bubble nucleation and growth at electrocatalytic interfaces 

have been studied by voltammetry3, chronoamperometry4, 5, and 

optical methods 2,6.  White et al. measured the nucleation rate, 

the activation energy, and the critical size properties commen-

surate with single H2 bubble growth.7 The process was studied 

using nanoelectrodes 50-100 nm in diameter, wherein it was 

found that 50 molecules were required to form a hydrogen bub-

ble nucleus8 with an activation energy of 4-20 kBT.   

High-speed shadowgraphy experiments in conjunction with 

current transient measurement were able to demonstrate that the 

current oscillations due HER are related to the release of indi-

vidual H2 bubbles from the surface of a 100 𝜇𝑚 diameter Pt 

microelectrode in acidic electrolyte.9  Further studies deter-

mined that the bubble growth with time (t)  follows a power law, 

𝑅(𝑡) = 𝛽𝑡𝑥, where R is the radius of the bubble,  is the bubble 

growth coefficient, and x is the experimentally determined 

power value (x = 0.5 to 1).10, 11  Moreover, these experiments 

revealed that a carpet of ~1-10 micrometer size bubbles exists 

adjacent to the Pt  UME and on top of that another phase of 100-

300 m bubble growth occurs through the coalescence of 

smaller bubbles from the carpet. 2, 5, 11, 12 The observed current 

oscillations are related to the larger size bubble detachment. 

In this context, it was hypothesized that the bubble growth and 

detachment stages are governed by a balance between the buoy-

ancy, electrical, and Marangoni forces.11-13  The bubble de-

taches from the electrode surface only when the buoyancy force 

overcomes the electrostatic and Marangoni force.12  However, 

direct measurement of these forces during the growth of bub-

bles is challenging and, thus remains elusive.14  

It is well established that AFM offers exceptional force sensi-

tivity, down to atomic-level interactions, and is capable of im-

aging surfaces with atomic resolution even under electrochem-

ical conditions.15  However, experimental work employing 

AFM to study bubbles at electrocatalytic interfaces is challeng-

ing, and, consequently, only a few reports exist. 16  For example, 

in-situ AFM was successfully used to map static bubbles.17  Yet, 

bubble dynamics, which correlate the force and force noise to 

the bubble growth and detachment, were not investigated by 

AFM.  Results of such experimental work are urgently required 

and would lay the foundation for testing theories of bubble 

growth and detachment forces, as well as identifying critical pa-

rameters to advance the understanding of bubble dynamics and 

behavior at electrocatalytic interfaces. 11-13,18,19  

In this contribution, we applied for the first time in-situ AFM to 

analyze the time-dependent bubble dynamics at the surface of 

Pt microelectrodes during the H2 evolution reaction (HER) at 

different overpotentials.  We utilize high-speed digitalization of 

AFM measurements to acquire force noise power spectral den-

sity(PSD) properties concurrently with electrochemical meas-

urements.  Analysis of the results sheds important light on  H2 



 

bubble dynamics (growth and detachment) in relation to the 

overpotential.  Examination of individual current and force 

fluctuations in the current and force transients facilitates the de-

termination of the surface charge and buoyancy force associated 

with the formation of an individual H2 bubble, thus its size and 

the number of H2 molecules therein.  Our results are in good 

agreement with those reported using high-speed shadow-

graphy,2, 11 thus representing a novel complementary approach 

towards the analysis of  H2 bubble dynamics at Pt electrodes 

(and many other related systems).    

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Figure 1a presents schematics of the experimental set-up used 

to acquire force noise power spectral density (PSD) while con-

ducting electrochemical measurements.  To measure force noise 

associated with the bubble nucleation, growth, and detachment 

during the HER, a Pt-coated AFM cantilever (details in SI) was 

used.  Electrochemical measurements were performed using a 

three-electrode configuration consisting of a Pt ultramicroelec-

trode (UME) as a working electrode (WE), a loop-shaped Pt 

counter electrode (CE), and a Pt wire that served as a quasi-

reference electrode using an external potentiostat (Figure 1a; 

details in SI).  Conversion of the potential values from the Pt 

quasi-reference electrode to a reversible hydrogen electrode 

(RHE) is discussed in the SI.  The potential of the quasi-refer-

ence electrode was determined to be –1.1 V on the RHE scale 

in the same electrolyte solution (Figure S1).  The potential of 

the WE was controlled using an external potentiostat.  All po-

tential values are reported on the RHE scale.  Figure 1b shows 

a cyclic voltammetry profile of the disk-shaped Pt UME (WE) 

in 0.10 M aqueous K2SO4 solution in the potential range of the 

HER and double-layer charging.  As expected, the magnitude 

of the negative current (I) in the negative-going transient in-

creases exponentially due to the HER.  In the positive-going 

transient, the peak at ca. 0.1 V is due to the H2 oxidation reac-

tion (HOR) and the features at higher potentials are due to the 

oxygen reduction reaction (ORR) and surface oxide formation. 
20 It is important to emphasize that the measurements were con-

ducted under ambient conditions (at T = 293 K and exposure to 

air), hence in the double-layer potential region there is a contri-

bution associated with the ORR.  Once the HER commences, 

the contribution of the ORR to the overall current is negligible 

because the exchange current density (jo) of the ORR is orders 

of magnitude lower than that of the HER. 21 

 

 

Figure 1. Schematic representation of electrochemical (EC)-AFM 

setup used to measure the force noise due to hydrogen evolution 

reaction (a); an external potentiostat is used to drive catalytic reac-

tions at the Pt microelectrode. (b) CV of Pt UME in 0.1 M K2SO4.   

Figure 2a represents chronoamperometry (CA) transients for 

the WE when its potential is stepped from the open circuit po-

tential (1.1 V vs. RHE, Figure S1) to a potential in the 0.3 V to 

–0.6 V range.  In all transients, we observe an initial drop in the 

value of the current (I) that then levels off and reaches a steady-

state current (Iss).  When the potential is stepped from an initial 

value (Ei) to a final potential (Ef) that is higher than 0.0 V, then 

Iss is in the nA range.  However, when Ef is lower than 0.0 V, 

then Iss is significantly higher (ca. –0.1 A for Ef = –0.30 V and 

ca. –2 A for Ef = –0.6 V).  We emphasize that when –0.6  Ef 

 –0.4 V, then noise in the form of spikes (‘blips’) is observed 

on the Iss vs. time (t) transients (the inset, Figure 2a).  The sharp 

drop within an individual current blip (to a more negative value) 

is attributed to the detachment of H2 gas bubbles.  On the other 

hand, the current increase (to a less negative value) within an 

individual blip is ascribed to the nucleation and growth of an H2 

gas bubble, similar to the observations reported in an acidic so-

lution. 2, 11  

Henry’s law relates the amount of dissolved H2 gas (expressed 

as a mole fraction, xB, or a molar concentration cB) to its partial 

pressure (pB) above the liquid, 𝑝B =  𝑥𝐵  𝐾H,𝑥(B) and 𝑝B =

 𝑐𝐵  𝐾H,𝑐(B), where 𝐾H,𝑥(B) = 7.1 ×  104 atm and 𝐾H,𝑐(B) =
1.3 × 103 atm mol−1 L are the respective Henry’s law con-

stants for H2 gas.22  Even in the case of 𝑝B = 1.0 atm, the con-

centration of dissolved H2 gas is only 𝑐𝐵 = 7.7 ×
 10−4 mol L−1, thus very low.  Although we conduct experi-

ments using an open cell, a supersaturation state is established 

when Ef overcomes a threshold limit, which in our case is –0.4 

V  Ef  –0.3 V (Figure 2a).2  

 

Figure 2. (a) Current transient response of Pt UME for different 

final potential (Ef) steps from open circuit potential. Inset shows 

the “blip” response for hydrogen bubble detachments. (b) Average 

deflection noise power spectral density, 𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅   of AFM cantilever 

measured in response to corresponding Ef shown in panel (a). The 

bias voltage coloring is the same in all panels. Tip-sample distance 

was set to 15 nm. (c) Correlation of integrated deflection noise ver-

sus electrochemical potential on a log-linear plot. (d) Correlation 

of integrated deflection noise versus electrochemical steady-state 

current on a log-log plot. Sampling rates: 2.5 MHz, measurement 

bandwidth 1 MHz. 

Simultaneous to the CA measurements, the cantilever's average 

deflection noise PSD ( 𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅ ) was collected for each Ef value 

(Figure 2b).  Notably, in the case of Ef  –0.4 V  𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅  shows 

a substantial increase in the noise level (Figure 2c), which we 

refer to as “excess noise” because it significantly exceeds the 

average noise level intrinsic to the experimental set-up.  We de-

fine the “excess noise” as the frequency-integrated average de-

flection noise (∫  𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅  ) above the cantilever background at 



 

open circuit potentials (PSD integrated from 250 Hz to 0.6 

MHz).  The background noise is dominated by the well-under-

stood AFM detection noise and thermal cantilever noise,23 visi-

ble as the thermally driven cantilever resonance peak at 𝑓1 =
 41.641 kHz. 

Figure 2c shows the relation between the frequency-integrated 

noise  𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅  and the applied Ef.  In the case of –0.4 V  Ef  

0.3 V, the value of ∫  𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅   remains constant (ca. 105 pm) 

and is limited by the instrumental noise floor measured at the 

open circuit potential.  In the case of Ef  –0.4 V, the value of 

∫  𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅ increases linearly with decreasing Ef in a semi-loga-

rithmic plot with a slope of –1.80.7, thus indicating that the 

average bubble size increases.  Figures 2a and 2b point to H2 

gas bubble formation already at Ef = –0.4 V, which, however, 

are not detected through the analysis of the ∫  𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅ vs. Ef plot 

(Figure 2c).  There are two possible explanations for this behav-

ior: (i) bubble generation is not recorded because we use a high-

pass filter (200 Hz), and the bubble generation rate is lower than 

this frequency; and (ii) bubbles formed are very small and the 

force signal associated with their detachment is smaller, which 

does not generate enough signal strength to record a noise PSD.  

Figure 2d shows a plot of the ∫  𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅   vs. Iss on a log-log 

scale, which reveals two trends.  In the case of an absolute value 

of Iss being up to 55 nA (|𝐼ss|  ≤ 55 nA), thus for Ef  –0.4 V, 

the value of ∫  𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅  remains constant (ca. 105 pm).  How-

ever, in the case of |𝐼ss| > 55 nA), thus for Ef  –0.5 V, the 

value of ∫  𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅   increases linearly on the log-log scale with 

a slope of 0.50.3.  

 

Figure 3. (a) Current-time trace of Pt UME subjected Ef = -0.5 V, 

and -0.6 V vs. RHE from open circuit potential. (b) H2 gas bubble 

radius vs. Ef. The average blip charge involved the nucleation, 

growth, and detachment of the H2 bubble as a function of (b) po-

tential and (c) steady-state current for HER on a log-linear plot and 

log-log plots.  (d) Average deflection noise PSD of AFM cantilever 

at -0.6 V and -0.7 V within 200-4 kHz range.   

The HER commences as soon as the applied Ef is negative on 

the RHE scale but the blips in the I vs. t transients regularly 

appeared only in the case of –0.6 V  Ef  –0.4 V (Figure 3a).  

As explained above, they are due to the individual H2 gas bub-

bles generated on the surface of Pt UME when the amount of 

the H2 gas being generated exceeds the solubility level deter-

mined by Henry’s law (a supersaturated solution develops).   

Each blip-shaped response is attributed to the nucleation, 

growth, and detachment of an H2 gas bubble. An H2 gas bubble 

being formed blocks a part of the electrode surface and reduces 

the current. Its detachment does the opposite, thus unblocking 

the electrode surface and increasing the current.11 Integration of 

the “missing current” in the Iss vs. t transient for an individual 

blip allows us to determine the charge (Q) associated with a 

temporary removal of a section of the double layer when an H2 

gas bubble is present growth occurs.  Assuming the spherical 

shape of an individual H2 gas bubble, the area where a double 

layer is removed has a circular shape.  The surface area of a 2D 

projection of a spherical H2(g) bubble requires knowledge of 

the double-layer charge density (qDL) and the value of Q.  The 

approach adopted to determine qDL and Q values is visualized 

in Figures S2.   

Figure S2a presents a typical I versus t transient when the ap-

plied potential is stepped from the open circuit potential (1.1 V 

vs. RHE) to a final potential in the –0.60  Ef  0.30 V (Ef = –

0.10 V in Figure S2a).  The I vs. t transient reveals a sharp drop 

over the initial 10 ms that is due to the double layer charging; 

the steady-state current that eventually establishes is attributed 

to the ORR (in the case of 0.00 V Ef  0.30 V) or the HER (in 

the case of Ef  –0.10 V).  Integration of the I versus t transient 

over the initial 10 ms yields the charge of the double layer 

charging (QDL).  Knowing the diameter of the Pt UME (d = 25 

m) and its surface roughness (R = 2), we determine the elec-

trochemically active surface area (Aecsa) of the electrode; subse-

quently, we determine the double layer charge density, qDL = 

QDL / Aecsa.  These calculations are performed only for the 0.00 

V  Ef  0.30 V range because we do not want to have a contri-

bution from the HER to the QDL determination, and then we 

make a plot of qDL vs. Ef (Figure S2b).  The relationship is linear 

and its extrapolation to the potential at which blips are first ob-

served (Ef  –0.40 V) yields the double-layer charge density in 

the presence of H2 gas bubbles.  Knowledge of the “missing 

charge” Q and the double layer charge density qDL determined 

using the above-described approaches enabled calculation of 

the H2 gas bubble radius r for each value of Ef using  𝑟 =

 √(
 𝑄

𝜋𝑞𝐷𝐿
⁄ ) (its derivation is shown in SI).  The calculations 

show that the H2 bubble radius is in the 1–10 m range and in-

creases as Ef increases from -0.4 V to -0.6 V (Figure 3b, details 

in SI, Table S1 and S2).   

A comparison of the chronoamperometry transients (Figure 3a 

presents two examples; Figure S3 presents results for six Ef val-

ues) reveals the periodicity of the blips associated with the de-

tachment of H2 gas bubbles. The results demonstrate that as Ef 

becomes more negative, the number of blips increases. The re-

sults allow us to determine the number of detachments of H2 gas 

bubbles per unit of time, thus the event’s frequency; it is found 

to be in the 1–10 Hz range (Figure S4). Since the scale in Figure 

S4 is semi-logarithmic, the rate of H2 bubble detachments in-

creases exponentially with Ef, thus following a Butler-Volmer 

like kinetics relationship. Our results obtained for a Pt UME in 

neutral media are very similar to those acquired for a Pt UME 

in an acidic electrolyte solution.2  

A semi-logarithmic plot of the average bubble blip charge, Q 

(determined by integrating the “missing current” in the Iss vs. t 

transient for an individual blip) vs. Ef is linear and has a slope 

of −10.93.6 V–1 further revealing that the hydrogen bubble size 

increases exponentially (Figure 3c). The results presented in 

Figures 2a, 3a, 3b, and S3 lead to the observation that Q 



 

increases with Iss yielding a power law relationship with a slope 

of 2.8  0.9 (Figure 3d). The trends reported in Figures 3c and 

3d also resemble the trends presented in Figures 2c and 2d. 

Therefore, our results further support the proposal that the ex-

cess force noise originates from the H2 gas bubbles' interaction 

with the AFM cantilever. 

  

Figure 4. Average deflection noise PSD of AFM cantilever for (a) 

Ef = –0.4, to –0.6 V within 200-2 kHz. (b) Ef = –0.5 and –0.6 V 

within 200-4 kHz (c) Oscillation peak frequencies extracted from 

panel b, for Ef = –0.5 V. (d) Schematic of an individual H2 bubble 

detachment and different forces exerted at gas evolving Pt UME.   

Figure 4a represents the plot of low-frequency force noise 

PSD (𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅  , for  2.0 kHz) for –0.40 V  Ef  –0.60 V.  The 

plots for –0.60  Ef  –0.50 V follow a linear dependence on a 

log-log scale with a power law relationship,  𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅  = 𝐶𝑓𝛼. 

The value of 𝛼 transitions from –1.4 for Ef = –0.50 V to –2.0 

for Ef = -0.60 V. The plot for Ef = –0.40 V stands out in the 

sense that it is almost parallel to the frequency axis. This behav-

ior is consistent with our analysis of the results presented in Fig-

ures 2c, which imply that there is no noise because there are 

practically no H2 gas bubbles formed.  

Figures 4b, 4c, and S5 show low-frequency noise PSD plots for 

-0.50 V and -0.55 V reveal force noise discrete oscillations with 

an average frequency of 200 Hz (~ 5 ms) (Figure 4b and S5). 

These oscillations are due to the competition between the buoy-

ancy force (𝐹𝑏) and the electrostatic force (𝐹𝑒). (Figure 4d) In 

the case of less-negative Ef values, the electrostatic force pre-

dominates because the H2 gas bubbles are small, and in the case 

of more-negative Ef values, the buoyancy force predominates 

because the H2 gas bubbles are large. A similar H2 gas bubble 

oscillations were computed from the data obtained using high-

speed shadowgraphy experiments.11  

Elsewhere, it was reported that the coalescence of small drop-

lets into larger ones gave rise to a power law relationship with 

𝛼 = −2.24 As in our case the bubble growth also follows a 

power law relation with 𝛼 = −2 at the most negative potential 

(Ef = –0.60 V). The similarity between the theoretical calcula-

tions and our experimental results points to the possible coales-

cence of small H2 gas bubbles to larger ones as shown in sche-

matics (Figure 4d) This proposal is consistent with high-speed 

shadowgraphy measurements in aqueous acidic electrolytes for 

Pt UME. 2, 11   

From the low-frequency noise force plots we determine the 

value of 𝛼 and plot it as a function of the average H2 gas bubble 

size.(Figure S6) The absolute values of power law exponent, 𝛼  

and total force noise (∫  𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅ ) increases non monotonically 

with the average H2 gas bubble radius estimated from the chron-

oamperometry fits. (Figure S6a and S6b) 

 Above, it is explained that the background noise is dominated 

by the AFM detection noise and thermal cantilever noise, visi-

ble as the thermally driven cantilever resonance peak at 𝑓1 =
 41.641 kHz; its second eigenmode is 𝑓2 = ~6 𝑓1 =
 249.85 kHz. The ratio of the two fundamental resonance fre-

quencies (𝑓2 𝑓1)⁄  of the AFM cantilever plotted vs. H2 bubble 

radius yields an exponential relationship (Figure S6c). This 

finding implies that the damping induced by the electrolyte on 

the cantilever tip becomes reduced by the growth of an H2 bub-

ble beneath the entire cantilever.  

Noise measurements with Si cantilevers did not produce 

the same results as those obtained with Pt cantilevers. In the 

case of the Si cantilevers, the H2 gas bubble continuously grew 

and interfered with the AFM optical detection scheme (Figure 

S7a). Such force noise spectra typically produce broad oscilla-

tion peaks below the cantilever's fundamental resonance. Simi-

lar phenomena were ascribed to the bubble's thermal fluctua-

tions.25 However, experiments conducted using low spring con-

stant cantilever (k = 0.3 N/m) (Figure S7b) and tipless Si canti-

levers show an excess force noise as a function of potential as 

early as at Ef = -0.2 V and show 1 𝑓2⁄ behavior. (Figure S8).  

 

Figure 5. (a) AFM cantilever tip-sample interactions recorded as 

deflection signal at Ef = -0.325 V, Spring constant k =1.33 N/m (b) 

Total force extracted from the sharp rise in the discrete deflection 

fluctuations vs. observed frequency. (c) Histogram of the H2 gas 

bubble radius estimated from the discrete buoyancy forces from 

panel b.    

To investigate the origin of the excess force noise PSD, we also 

examined the AFM deflection signal tip-sample interactions as 

a function of time. We noticed that the signal fluctuates during 

the H2 gas bubble evolution. Figure 5a represents the deflection 

signal of the Pt cantilever at Ef = -0.325 V.  Major forces in-

volved during the growth of H2 gas bubbles and their detach-

ments are the electrostatic (Fe), hydrodynamic(Fh), and buoy-

ancy (Fb), forces.11, 26  The former two forces act towards the 

surface of the Pt UME and only the Fb acts in the opposite di-

rection. Therefore, the sharp rise in the deflection signal 



 

corresponds to the buoyancy force that originates from the H2 

gas bubble detachment (Figure 5a). A plot of the buoyancy 

forces vs. the frequency of the events yields that Fb = 100 nN 

with ~10 Hz frequency.(Figure 5b)  The slow decay in force 

signal corresponds to the bubble nucleation and growth. The 

bubble buoyancy force is 𝐹𝑏 =  
4

3
𝜋𝑟3∇𝜌𝑔; where r is the bubble 

radius, ∇𝜌 = 
𝑙

− 
𝑔

 refers to the density difference between a 

liquid electrolyte solution and the H2, and 𝑔 is the gravitational 

acceleration.26 The deflection signal (Figure 5a) can be con-

verted to the deflection force (Fd).  Because the deflection force 

equals the buoyancy force (Fd = Fb), we can apply the above 

equation to determine the radius of the H2 gas bubble. Because 

the deflection adopts a set of values, it leads to a histogram of 

values of the radius (Figure 5b) and a mean radius of 

321.027.7 𝜇𝑚. This value is closely consistent with the bubble 

radius extracted from the high-speed shadowgraphy experi-

ments in aqueous acidic electrolytes.2, 5, 11  Note that slight in-

consistency in the onset potential for the excess noise observa-

tion either comes from the different electrolyte volumes used 

with an open atmosphere and/or surface reconstruction of the Pt 

UME under H2 gas evolution.27  

The mean radius of the H2 gas bubbles determined based on 

electrochemical measurements is in the 1–10 m range and in-

creases with Ef becoming more negative. The significantly 

larger value of the H2 gas bubble determined from the force 

measurements suggests that smaller bubbles are initially formed 

and that they quickly undergo coalescence before being meas-

ured by AFM, as visualized in Figure 4d. 

CONCLUSIONS  

In conclusion, we employed AFM to investigate the force noise 

of a Pt-coated AFM tip during the H2 gas evolution at a Pt UME 

and detected force fluctuations as H2 gas bubbles developed and 

detached at the electrode surface. Excess force noise was ob-

served at the onset of current fluctuations caused by a single H2 

gas bubble growth and detachments. The excess force noise 

shows a linear dependence with the applied potential on a semi-

log plot and a linear dependence with the steady-state current 

on a log-log plot.  The H2 gas bubble radius extracted from the 

chronoamperometry measurements shows that the bubble's av-

erage radius size increases from 1±0.5 to 10±6 m with the ap-

plied potential. Detailed investigation of tip-sample force inter-

actions enabled direct characterization of the growth and de-

tachment of individual H2 gas bubbles.  The H2 gas bubble ra-

dius was measured by equating the sharp rise portion of the 

measured force fluctuation to the buoyancy force. Force meas-

urements yielded an average size of the H2 gas bubbles of 

321.027.7 𝜇𝑚, which is significantly larger than the value ob-

tained from the chronoamperometry measurements. These two 

radius values indicate that the excess force noise detected by the 

AFM tip vastly originates from the coalescence of the individ-

ual smaller bubbles.  

As visualization and quantification of gas bubbles at nanometer 

dimensions on catalytic surfaces remain challenging, further 

work using our force noise-based imaging will enable new in-

sights into the bubble formation mechanism. By imaging bub-

ble-forming nucleation sites at the electrochemical interfaces 

our method could be extended to probe complex nanoscale dy-

namics of reaction processes at electrocatalytic interfaces.  In-

strumental detection limits also limit the detection of excess 

force noise. Further reduction of instrumental noise floor or the 

reduction of distance separation between tip and sample could 

enable to study of adsorption and active sites at the reactive in-

terfaces. 
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Materials and methods 

An Asylum Molecular Force Probe (MFP-3D) atomic force microscope on an inverted optical microscope 

with a standard optimized Resistance Conductance Amplifier (ORCA) holder was used to acquire all the 

data presented in this manuscript. A moderate spring constant (2-6 N/m) cantilever was chosen to achieve 

the detection limits of the instrument. We used a conductive Pt cantilever (AC240PP; lb = 24040 m 

purchased from NanoAndMore) with a tip height of 14 m. A 25-micrometer diameter Pt disk ultra-

microelectrode with glass sheath was used as a working electrode. A Pt wire was used as a counter and 

quasi-reference electrode. K2SO4 (purity > 97%, Aldrich) was used as received. Milli Q water with an 

electrical resistivity of 18.5 M. cm was used for all the experiments. The experiments were conducted 

in an open atmosphere without purging inert gas into the supporting electrolyte. 

Data acquisition and analysis 

Standard calibration was first performed in the air to obtain the spring constant (k) and optical lever 

sensitivity (OLS) of the cantilever. Second, the optical lever sensitivity is further calibrated by using the 

thermal spectrum obtained in the aqueous electrolyte. A typical deflection inverse optical lever sensitivity 

of 151.02 nm/V was obtained. Deflection and lateral AFM signals were always kept close to the center of 

the photodiode to allow for maximal electronic amplification of the noise without saturation of the data 

acquisition (DAQ) system. If not specifically stated, deflection represents the vertical signal of the 

quadrant photodiode. 

To control the electrochemical potential and measure the cyclic voltammetry, an amperometric response 

from the Pt UME a CHI1030 potentiostat was used. Pt ultramicroelectrode(UME) was chosen as its size 

limits the amount of hydrogen generation which inherently limits the hydrogen concentration to grow 

large-size bubbles rapidly. If not mentioned potential steps were performed from the open circuit potential 

to the desired potential with a period of ~1 to 2 min. Subsequently, the potential was returned and 

maintained at an open circuit to avoid the large accumulation of hydrogen concentration at the interface. 

In the case of blip charge measurements, the integrated charge under the blip was taken for at least 5-10 

blips far from the early double-layer charging of the microelectrode.  

In all experiments either deflection or amplitude modulation AFM was used to approach the surface. In 

the first method, the oscillation amplitude of the cantilever is used as a measure of tip-sample distance. 

To acquire the cantilever noise power spectral density (PSD) we routed the raw deflection signal from the 

MFP 3D to a fast digitizer with deep memory. We used a commercial GaGe Octopus-8320 with a 2.5 
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Ms/s sampling rate, 2,560,000 segment size, and 2,560,000 depth. A 200 Hz high pass filter cut off the 

DC signal on the raw deflection signal before sending it to the Gage DAQ and a 40 dB gain was applied 

to maximize the dynamic range of the GaGe DAQ. A 1 MHz low pass filter sets the bandwidth. Cantilever 

displacement noise power spectral density (PSD) was acquired as follows: at each potential, the raw 

cantilever deflection signal was measured for 1 second, and a noise PSD was calculated. 30 such noise 

PSD traces were averaged to represent the averaged deflection noise PSD. While collecting the noise 

PSD, the piezo drive of the cantilever (amplitude modulation) was turned off and very weak z feedback 

gains (integral feedback gain 0.01) were used. The average noise PSD was integrated from 220 Hz to 0.6 

MHz to get the average RMS deflection noise. The units (V2) are converted to ‘pm’ using the calibrated 

optical lever sensitivity (nm/V). The sum signal on the photodiode was continuously monitored to note 

any changes in the optical path during the hydrogen evolution reaction.  

Estimation of H2 bubble size from chronoamperometry 

Charge under blip is evaluated by integrating the area of transient blip currents for various blips and the 

resulted in average blip charge (Q) was experimentally obtained and provided in Table S1. The double-

layer charge density, 𝑞𝐷𝐿 of the Pt UME was estimated at the potential where there was no hydrogen 

bubble formation occurring (Ef  = 0.3, 0.1, and - 0.1 V). The obtained 𝑞𝐷𝐿 was linearly extrapolated to the 

H2 gas bubble formation Ef.  

𝑞𝐷𝐿 =  
𝑄𝐷𝐿

𝐴𝑒𝑐𝑠𝑎
⁄  ----- (1) 

Where qDL is double-layer charge density, 𝑄𝐷𝐿is a double-layer charge, measured from step transient from 

OCP to EF  as shown in Figure S2a. 𝐴𝑒𝑐𝑠𝑎 is electrochemically active surface area. Aecsa = Ageometrical  R 

Where Ageometrical is a geometrical area of Pt UME and R is the roughness factor. R = 2 is noted for well-

polished electrodes.1 

The two-dimensional projection area of a spherical H2 gas bubble 𝐴𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑗 =  
 𝑄

𝑞𝐷𝐿
⁄      ------ (2) 

Spherical H2 gas bubble surface area, 𝐴𝑠𝑢𝑟𝑓 = 4𝐴𝑝𝑟𝑜𝑗 = 4 (
 𝑄𝐴𝑒𝑐𝑠𝑎

𝑄𝐷𝐿
⁄ )   ----------- (3) 

Since, 𝐴𝑆𝑢𝑟𝑓 = 4𝜋𝑟2
  , where r = gas bubble radius ------- (4) 

From equation (3) and (4), gas bubble radius on the electrode surface = 𝑟 =  √(
 𝑄𝐴𝑒𝑐𝑠𝑎

𝜋𝑄𝐷𝐿
⁄ ) 

Table S1. H2 bubble size is estimated from the average blip charge under the current-time transients. 

EF (V vs. 

RHE) 

Average 

Blip 

charge, Q 

(nC)   

Double Layer 

charge density, 

qDL (C/cm2) 

Projected area 

of H2 gas bub-

ble Aproj (m2)  

H2 gas bub-

ble surface 

area unit 

𝐴𝑠𝑢𝑟𝑓 

 H2 gas bubble Ra-

dius, r (m) 

-0.4 0.00212 760 2.79E-08 1.12E-07 0.942 

-0.5 (i) 0.142 860 1.65E-07 6.60E-07 2.29 

-0.5 (ii) 1.2053 860 1.40E-06 5.61E-06 6.68 

-0.55 1.01 910 1.11E-06 4.44E-06 5.94 

-0.575 2.32 935 2.48E-06 9.93E-06 8.89 

-0.6 3.35251 960 3.49E-06 1.40E-05 10.5 
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Figure S1. (a) Open circuit potential (OCP) of 25 μm Pt UME versus Pt wire (b) CV of Pt UME at 

different scan rates (50, 20 mV/s) in 0.1 M K2SO4 in an open atmosphere. The steady-state current ob-

served in the red trace is due to an oxygen reduction reaction. 

 

 

Figure S2. (a) A sample plot of double-layer (DL) charge (qDL) estimation from the i-t curve for the initial 

10 ms. (b) Calibration plot for the qDL at different Ef and linearly extrapolated to H2 gas bubble evolution 

potential. (c) Estimated hydrogen bubble sizes as a function of Pt UME potential.   
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Figure S3. Chronoamperograms of Pt UME at Ef = -0.4 V, -0.5 V (i), -0.5 V (ii), -0.55 V, -0.575 V, -0.6 

V. -0.5 (i) are first collected and -0.5 V (ii) represents the subsequently collected data at the same potential 

after -0.5 V.  

 

Figure S4.  (a) Average detachment period of H2 gas bubbles versus Ef of Pt UME.  
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Figure S5. Average deflection noise PSD of AFM cantilever recorded during HER at Ef  = -0.5, -0.55 V, 

and -0.6 Vpotentials in 0.1 M K2SO4.  

 

 

Figure S5. Plots of (a) absolute slope (𝛼), total force noise (∫  𝑆𝛿𝑥(𝑓)̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅̅ ̅ ), the ratio of resonance frequencies 

(𝑓2 𝑓1)⁄  of AFM cantilever vs. H2 bubble radius. 
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Figure S6. Average deflection noise PSD of Si cantilever with (a) spring constant (k) = 4.33 N/m and (b) 

k = 0.3 N/m measured for HER on Pt UME in 0.1 M K2SO4. Tip-sample distance = 10 nm 

 

 

Figure S7. Force noise spectral density of deflection signal using tipless Si cantilever (k = 0.22 N/m) at 

different Ef. Oscillation peaks are observed at ~ 5 Hz. 
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