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Strong coupling typically occurs between two separate objects or between an object and its 

environment (such as an atom and a cavity). However, it can also occur between two different 

excitations within the same object, a situation that has been much less studied. In this study, we 

observe strong coupling between localized surface plasmon resonances and the interband transition 

in aluminum nanorods, as evidenced by optical spectroscopy and electron energy loss 

spectroscopy, and corroborated with numerical simulations. Strong coupling is observed between 

the interband transition and multiple orders of the surface plasmon mode, including dark ones. We 

also obtain experimental maps of the hybrid modes at the nanoscale. In each case, the associated 

Rabi energy, which corresponds to the energy splitting between the two polaritonic branches, is 

obtained. Finally, a dedicated numerical model was employed to calculate the hot electron 

generation rate in the nanorods. The calculations demonstrate that efficient generation of hot 

electrons can be achieved in the near-infrared region, when the interband transition is strongly 

coupled with a plasmon resonance. This high generation rate stems from the hybrid nature of the 

mode, as its plasmonic component provides a high absorption cross-section, while the IT part 

ensures efficient conversion to hot electrons. Consequently, aluminum nanorods represent an 

efficient source of hot electrons in the visible and near-infrared regions, with potential applications 

in local photochemistry, photodetection, and solar energy harvesting. 
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Strong coupling is defined as a situation in which two coupled oscillators are no longer 

adequately described by the eigenstates associated with the initial (uncoupled) oscillators. The 

paradigmatic situation for strong coupling is an atomic transition inside a high-quality optical 

cavity, which can be rigorously described by cavity quantum electrodynamics (cQED).1 In this 

case, the coupled system becomes a hybrid system, described by light-matter states known as 

polaritons.2 This hybridization leads to a change in the eigenstates and energies of the system. In 

the weak coupling regime, due to the low energy exchange rate between the oscillators, each of 

them can be described by its own eigenstates. However, as the coupling strength increases, the 

new energy levels can diverge significantly from the original ones and new eigenstates emerge, 

which are a superposition of the uncoupled states. Although strong coupling is rooted in the 

quantum world, it is noteworthy that a classical picture with mechanical oscillators can still capture 

many of the characteristic features of strongly coupled systems, such as energy splitting and 

avoided crossing.3 

Following the pioneering cQED experiments of the 1980s, the potential for strong coupling in 

micro- and nanophotonic systems, such as optical microcavities, was identified through the 

advancement of fabrication technologies. This led to the observation of strong coupling at room 

temperature.4 Of particular interest are emitters coupled to nanostructures that sustain surface 

plasmon resonances.5 Examples include noble metal nanoparticles coupled to J-aggregates,6–8 dye 

molecules,9 quantum dots,10 photochromic molecules,11 ZnO excitons,12 2D materials13–16 and 

single molecules coupled in ultra-small plasmonic cavities.17 In comparison to cQED, 

nanophotonic systems offer a simpler platform for studying strong coupling. In addition to 

operating at room temperature, nanoparticles sustaining localized surface plasmon resonances 
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(LSPRs) act as open cavities, facilitating the coupling with emitters. Consequently, nanophotonics 

represents an exceptionally promising platform for the observation and study of strong coupling.18 

In 2011, Pakizeh19 investigated theoretically the plasmonic properties of metals exhibiting a 

local interband transition (IT), employing a dielectric function based on the Drude-Lorentz model. 

He demonstrated that the spectral positions of the LSPR and the IT exhibited an avoided crossing 

behavior, which is indicative of a hybridization of the two modes. Subsequently, several 

experimental confirmations of this prediction have now been published, in aluminum20,21 and 

nickel22–24 nanostructures. What makes this phenomenon particularly intriguing is that the 

Lorentzian oscillator that couples with the LSPR is not an external electric dipole, but rather the 

nanoparticle itself via its dielectric function. In other words, the particle couples to itself, thereby 

creating hybridized states between two different excitations in the same object, as illustrated in 

Figure 1a. Strong coupling between two different excitations of the same nature (two different 

surface plasmons) has also been observed.25 It is noteworthy that so far, plasmon-IT hybridization 

was only observed in materials with a spectrally localized IT, akin to a transition dipole, such as 

aluminum and nickel. This phenomenon has not been observed in gold, for instance.20 It should be 

noted that it has recently been proposed that similar self-coupling behavior could also be observed 

in high refractive index dielectrics exhibiting Mie resonances.26 

From a microscopic perspective, a LSPR excitation is, in essence, a coherent superposition of 

low-energy electrons near the Fermi level.27 After a few femtoseconds, this excitation decays either 

via a radiative process (photon scattering, which is the dominant mechanism for larger 

nanoparticles), acoustic phonon emission, or via the creation of short-lived, high-energy electron-

hole pairs.28,29 These energetic carriers form a non-thermal distribution for a few hundreds of 

femtoseconds before thermalization into a Fermi-Dirac distribution exhibiting a characteristic 
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electronic temperature and, ultimately, increase the lattice temperature.30,31 These non-thermal, 

energetic electrons are known as hot electrons (HEs). HE generation has become a hot topic32 

owing to its potential applications notably in photocatalysis,33,34 solar energy harvesting,35,36 

photodetection,37,38 and thermionic emission.39 The generation of HEs from the decay of the 

collective excitations involves two main channels: interband and intraband.40 These channels are 

sketched in Figure 1b as colored arrows. A metal nanoparticle illuminated at its IT frequency 

efficiently generates interband HEs,41 sketched as red arrows in Figure 1b. The efficiency of 

generation of intraband HEs in metals is typically lower since one needs to break the momentum 

conservation in the optical electronic transition by using surfaces (Kreibig’s mechanism42, green 

arrows in Figure 1b), or phonons43-45 (orange arrows in Figure 1b). In previous works46,47 an 

unusually high efficiency of HE generation in silver-coated gold nanorods was observed, which is 

related to the IT in silver. However, the IT transition in silver is in the UV, which hinders many 

potential applications for solar light-to-HE conversion, which are related mostly to visible light. 

Aluminum is particularly promising in this respect since it possesses its IT transition and the 

corresponding HE production channel in the visible/near-infrared range.  

In this article, we present a numerical and experimental study of the coupling between IT and 

plasmon resonances sustained by aluminum nanorods, as well as a theoretical exploration of their 

ability to generate HEs in the visible range. In contrast with previous experimental works on self-

strong coupling, tuning the nanorods length and hence their LSPR energies permits to 

systematically explore the coupling between the IT and multipolar (both bright and dark) plasmon 

resonances. Moreover, we employ Electron Energy-Loss Spectroscopy (EELS) to map the 

resulting hybrid modes at the nanoscale. We then demonstrate, through theoretical analysis, that 

the strong coupling between surface plasmon and IT enhances the generation of hot electrons. This 
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enhancement is attributed to the hybrid nature of the coupled mode, where the plasmonic 

component contributes with its large absorption cross-section, while the IT component facilitates 

efficient hot electron generation.  

In the following, we focus on aluminum nanorods as they are an optimal choice of geometry for 

several reasons. First, aluminum exhibits a localized IT around 1.5 eV with a linewidth of 

approximately 200 meV.48 As shown by the red arrows in Figure 1b, this spectrally localized 

absorption band originates from transitions occurring between near-parallel bands in the vicinity 

of the K and W symmetry points.49,50 Second, aluminum can sustain LSPR over a broad spectral 

range, from the UV to the infrared.51 Third, nanorods sustain multiple-order surface plasmon 

resonances, whose spectral position can be easily tuned by changing the length of the nanorod52,53 

- similar to a classical optical cavity. In the next section, we initiate our examination with the 

presentation of numerical simulations. These simulations provide an overview of the studied 

phenomenon. 

 

NUMERICAL CALCULATIONS 

We consider Al nanorods with lengths 𝐿 ranging from 100 to 900 nm, where width and height 

are held constant at 40 nm. The substrate consists of a thin (15 nm) silicon nitride (Si3N4) 

membrane. A sketch of the structure is provided in Figure 1a. Finite-difference time-domain 

(FDTD) calculations were performed on this structure, using Ref. 54 to model the complex 

refractive index of aluminum (see the Methods section for details of the calculations).  

 

 

 



 7 

 

 

Figure 1. a Diagrammatic representation of the hybridization between the interband transition and 

the dipole LSPR in an aluminum nanoantenna. b Schematics of the band structure of Al. The dotted 

horizontal line corresponds to the Fermi level and the red vertical arrows indicate possible 

interband transitions. The left panel is a zoom-in around the W symmetry point near the Fermi 

level. The colored arrows illustrate different possible transitions: interband transition (red arrow), 

Drude intraband transition (orange arrows), and surface-assisted intraband transition (Kreibig’s 

mechanism, green arrow). c FDTD-calculated scattering efficiency spectrum of an aluminum 

nanorod as a function of its length. The area within the delineated region in gray corresponds to 

the IT. d Same, for the absorption efficiency. e Evolution of the wavelength of the extinction peaks 

maxima with length. The red dotted lines correspond to a numerical fit of the data using Eq. 1, and 

the black dotted lines are the input values of ωSP and ωIT entered in Eq. 1.  
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Figure 1 depicts the FDTD-calculated scattering (Figure 1c) and absorption (Figure 1d) 

efficiencies as a function of wavelength for different nanorod lengths. We first focus on a limited 

range of nanorod lengths (100 to 340 nm) corresponding to the dipole LSPR. Two distinct peaks 

are observed, situated on either side of the IT wavelength, at longer and shorter wavelengths, 

respectively. The presence of two peaks can be attributed to two polaritonic modes, resulting from 

the coupling between the dipole mode excited along the long axis of the nanorod, and the IT. This 

phenomenon can be modeled by using a Drude-Lorentz function for the permittivity of 

aluminum.21 The ITs are associated with a Lorentzian oscillator, that couples to the dipole 

plasmonic mode supported by the nanoantenna itself. This phenomenon is one of the primary 

characteristics of systems exhibiting strong coupling, wherein the emergence of two new 

eigenmodes is observed. This effect is particularly pronounced at zero wavelength detuning 

between the two initial resonances. Furthermore, the scattering and absorption spectra exhibit 

different behaviors. For rod lengths of approximately 200–230 nm, where the coupling with the 

interband is the strongest, a local minimum (dip) in scattering efficiency is observed at the IT 

wavelength. This is indicative of an avoided crossing between two resonances, as it will be 

demonstrated in the following section. The avoided crossing behavior is less pronounced in the 

absorption spectra, where instead of a clear dip a shoulder in the absorption peak is observed. The 

observation of a more pronounced dip in the scattering spectrum can be attributed to the size of 

the nanorods. In general, the extinction efficiency of plasmonic nanoparticles is dominated by 

absorption for small sizes and by scattering for larger particles.55 For rods within the length range 

studied here, scattering overcomes absorption. We emphasize that in purely scattering spectra, true 

Rabi splitting can sometimes be confused with far-field interference effects.18 In the following we 

will exclusively present extinction spectra, which encompass both absorption and scattering. 



 9 

Strong coupling is also evidenced in Figure 1e, which shows the peak maxima extracted from 

the FDTD calculations plotted as a function of the nanorod length. This dispersion curve shows 

two branches which can be associated with the upper branch (UB) and lower branch (LB) self-

coupled polaritons. The splitting in the branches is attributed to the strong coupling between the 

IT and the dipole plasmonic mode. When the LSPR and the IT are largely detuned, the branches 

become indistinguishable from uncoupled LSPR modes. These numerical data are then compared 

with a classical coupled oscillator model:22,56 

𝜔± =
"
#
$𝜔$% + 𝜔&' ± 'Ω(# + (𝜔$% − 𝜔&')#,  (1) 

where 𝜔$% and 𝜔&' are the initial (before coupling) angular frequencies of the IT and the LSPR, 

respectively and Ω( is the Rabi angular frequency. We emphasize that the model underlying Eq. 

1 does not incorporate loss. While the system under observation does manifest losses, a point that 

will be discussed in more detail later, Eq. 1 is sufficient for the purpose of fitting the two observed 

branches5 (see also section 7.8 in Ref. 57) and to retrieve the Rabi frequency Ω(. In order to obtain 

a dispersion relation 𝜔&' = 𝑓(𝐿) in the absence of interband transitions (where L is the nanorod 

length), we assumed that the wavevectors of the plasmonic resonances are given by 𝑘&' = 𝑚 )
*
, 

with 𝑚 an integer corresponding to the order of the mode,53 and we fitted the dispersion relation 

with a polynomial. More details about this procedure, including fitting parameters for the 

dispersion relation, are given in the Supplementary Information. The results from this procedure 

appear as the red dashed lines in Figure 1d. It is also possible to extract the splitting energy ℏΩ( 

directly from the fitting procedure. In the case illustrated in Figure 1d, we obtain the value of 

ℏΩ( = 229 meV for the splitting energy. 
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We have also numerically studied the coupling between IT and higher order plasmonic modes 

(see Supplementary Information, Figure S1). In particular, we carried out FDTD simulations for 

nanorods of longer lengths, ranging from 700 nm to 1000 nm, sustaining an hexapole mode, which 

is the first high-order bright mode (the quadrupole mode cannot be coupled to the radiative 

continuum, due to its zero net dipole moment). These calculations showed that the plasmonic 

hexapole mode and IT are also coupled with a lower Rabi splitting compared to the dipole 

mode,	ℏΩ( = 153 meV. Interestingly, the coupling strength seems to decrease for higher order 

modes. This effect will be confirmed and discussed in the following experimental part. 

We also performed numerical simulations of the extinction cross-section using the COMSOL 

software. The model, including the values for the permittivity of Al, is presented in the 

Supplementary Information in Figure S2. We obtained results analogous to those from Lumerical 

(Figure S3). The COMSOL modeling employed in this study facilitates the examination of the 

structure of the extinction cross-section. The final section of this article will present a 

decomposition that divides the total cross-section into its scattering and absorption components, 

and further subdivides the absorption into Drude, interband, and surface-scattering mechanisms. 

The dissipation channel attributed to surface-scattering (intraband hot-electrons) is found to be 

negligible in this context, owing to the relatively large size of the Al nanorods44. However, we will 

demonstrate below that the interband hot-electron processes in our Al-based systems are highly 

active. 

 

OPTICAL SPECTROSCOPY 

Extinction spectroscopy was performed on arrays of aluminum nanoantennas. The arrays were 

fabricated by electron beam lithography with the geometries described in the preceding section 
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(see Methods for details of sample fabrication). It should be noted that non-regularly spaced 

nanorod arrays (see the inset of Figure 2c) were employed to prevent any diffraction-related effect 

from influencing the resulting spectra. Figure 2 depicts the results of extinction measurements 

conducted on different arrays, wherein the length of the nanorods ranges from 100 nm to 350 nm. 

The nanorods then exhibit a plasmonic dipole mode that spans the spectral region between 400 

and 1200 nm. The hybridization of LSPR and IT is evidenced by the splitting of the plasmonic 

branches. Subsequently, the experimental data are compared with the calculated data using 

Equation 1, as indicated by the red dotted lines in Figure 2. The agreement between the data and 

the model is very good. The resulting Rabi splitting is ℏΩ( =  225 meV. This value is in close 

agreement with the previously obtained numerical calculation result of ℏΩ( =  229 meV. We also 

note that contrary to what is observed in the numerical calculations, there is no difference in the 

peak intensities between the shortest and longest rods. This is a compensating effect resulting from 

the higher density of nanoantennas within the arrays of shorter rods in comparison to arrays of 

longer rods. Extinction measurements conducted on longer nanorods (approximately 600 nm in 

length) revealed that the hexapole mode also couples with the IT. The data obtained are similar to 

those shown for the dipole mode in Figure 2 (see the discussion below), but with a Rabi energy 

splitting ℏΩ( = 164 meV, which is significantly lower than in the case of the dipole mode. In 

contrast, the quadrupole mode (dark mode) could not be observed experimentally using extinction 

spectroscopy.  
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Figure 2. Optical extinction spectroscopy. a Experimental extinction spectra measured on Al 

nanorods arrays with varying lengths. b Extinction efficiency maps measured on various Al 

nanorods arrays as a function of the length of the rods and the wavelength. Inset: SEM image of a 

representative nanorod array, scale bar 500 nm. The arrow represents the polarization direction. c 

Evolution of the position of the extinction peaks maxima with length (blue dots). The red dotted 

lines correspond to a numerical adjustment of the data using Eq. 1, while the black dotted lines 

show the position of the uncoupled IT and LSPR. 

 

ELECTRON ENERGY-LOSS SPECTROSCOPY 

To obtain further information and access to a wide range of plasmonic resonances, we performed 

on the same sample EELS measurements in a scanning transmission electron microscope 

(STEM).58 STEM-EELS spectroscopy concurrently provides a high-angle annular dark-field 

(HAADF) image showing the topography of the structure, and a spectral image.59 The EELS signal 

in the spectral image is almost directly proportional to the z-component of the electromagnetic 

local density of states (EMLDOS) at the position of the electron probe.60 This means that 

spectrally, EELS gives a signature very close to extinction61 while allowing to probe dark modes. 

This makes EEL spectroscopy a powerful experimental technique in plasmonics, allowing one to 

map surface plasmon resonances with nanoscale resolution62-65, to study the plasmonic modes of 

coupled nanostructures66 and to experimentally probe dispersion relations.67,68 EELS has also been 

previously used to probe strong coupling between surface plasmons and excitons,12,16 as well as 

between surface plasmons and phonons.69 
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Figure 3. EEL spectra acquired at different locations on two Al nanorods of varying lengths: (a) 

200 nm and (b) 580 nm. The locations are indicated through a color code in the upper right insets 

with the corresponding HAADF–STEM image. The scale bars are 75 nm and 100 nm, respectively. 

UB and LB corresponds to the two polaritonic branches (UB: upper branch; LB: lower energy 

branch). 

 

Figure 3 presents typical EEL spectra measured on two aluminum nanorods with lengths of 200 

nm and 580 nm. The HAADF images of the nanorods are presented in the upper right insets. The 

spectra were extracted from the two square regions delineated on the HAADF images, representing 

a summation of the individual spectra (one per pixel) within the specified area. The EEL spectra 

exhibit distinct energy loss peaks at approximately 1.30 eV, 1.60 eV and 2.60 eV for the shorter 

nanorod and at approximately 1.05 eV, 1.40 eV, 1.70 eV, and 2.10 eV for the longer nanorod, 

depending on the location of measurement. The peaks corresponding to even and odd multipolar 

plasmonic resonances sustained by each Al nanorod (dipole 𝑚 = 1; quadrupole 𝑚 = 2; and 
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filtered EEL maps in Figure 3, revealing the near-field distribution of the different modes. In the 
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case where the IT peak is small with respect to the nearby plasmon, the maps are ambiguous as 

they are dominated by the intensity of the tail of the plasmon (Figure 3a, red line). When both are 

of similar intensity (Figure 3b, purple line), filtered EELS maps are representative of each 

excitation spatial distribution. Remarkably, the polaritonic excitations have the same spatial 

distribution, which is that of the (uncoupled) plasmonic mode of a given order. Such a behavior, 

where the coupled modes spatial distribution is mimicking the surface plasmon one, has been 

observed for plasmon-exciton16 and plasmon-phonon strong coupling.69 

 

 

Figure 4. Peak wavelength positions extracted from the EEL spectra as a function of the nanorods 

length, for 72 different antennas. The colors are indicative of the order of the plasmonic resonance, 

as determined from the corresponding experimental energy-filtered maps. The colored dotted lines 

are a guide for the eyes. The horizontal dotted line shows the position of the uncoupled IT.  
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The resonance energies as a function of nanorod length were measured on 72 different antennas 

and are shown in Figure 4. For each data point, the full width at half maximum (FWHM) was 

extracted from the EEL spectra, and the resulting values are presented in Figure 4 as the error bars. 

Furthermore, the corresponding energy-filtered maps were employed to assign the order of the 

surface plasmon resonance to each point, with the results color-coded in Figure 4. The dispersion 

curve of the nanorods exhibits a splitting in three regions, which can be attributed to the coupling 

between IT and the three initial plasmonic modes. For each plasmonic mode two polaritonic 

branches are identified, one with a low energy (lower branch, LB) and one with a high energy 

(upper branch, UB) value. 

The Rabi splitting was extracted from the EELS data for different nanorods using the previously 

described method, involving Eq. 1. The results are shown in Figure 5 for the dipole, quadrupole 

and hexapole plasmonic resonances and are compared with the findings from optical spectroscopy. 

A good agreement between the optical and electronic spectroscopies is observed, with comparable 

values for the Rabi splitting. It should be reminded that the quadrupole is a dark mode, which 

precludes its observation in the optical experiment. Interestingly, we observe that the high-order 

modes exhibit a reduced Rabi splitting energy in comparison to the dipole mode. A similar 

behavior has recently been reported in the context of strong coupling of the IT and surface 

plasmons in nickel.24 In that reference, this effect was attributed to an increase in the plasmon 

linewidth of high-order multipolar plasmonic resonances in nickel. However, this is not the case 

for Al nanorods which exhibit relatively stable linewidths around the IT spectral position 

regardless of mode order.53 Therefore, we hypothesize that the mechanisms responsible for the 

observed reduction in Rabi splitting in multipolar LSPR supported by Al nanorods can be 

attributed to their different mode volumes. This will be discussed below.   
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A thorough examination of Figure 5 reveals a minor discrepancy between the extinction peak 

positions observed in EELS and those observed through optical spectroscopy. Specifically, the 

optical extinction appears to be slightly blue-shifted relative to the EELS data. A comparable 

discrepancy between EELS and optical spectroscopy has been previously reported by Husnik and 

co-workers,70 an effect that could be related to the sample preparation prior to EELS experiments. 

 

 

 

Figure 5. Dispersion diagrams (position of the extinction peaks vs. nanorod length) as retrieved 

from (a-b) optical extinction spectroscopy and (c-e) EELS. Each plot represents a single order of 

plasmonic resonance: dipole (a,c), quadrupole (d) and hexapole (b,e). The blue dots correspond to 

the experimental data, the red solid line to a numerical fit using Eq 1. Upper insets: representative 

EEL maps of the corresponding modes. 
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Table 1. Summary of the different values of Rabi splitting energies (meV) calculated and 

measured in this study. The uncertainties given in the Table correspond to the standard deviations 

from the numerical fits (see Supplementary Information). 

 Dipole Quadrupole Hexapole 

FDTD 229 ± 15  (dark) 153 ± 10 

Optical 225 ± 10  (dark) 164 ± 8 

EELS 250 ±10 172 ± 29 144 ± 33 

 

 

ANALYSIS OF THE OPTICAL AND EELS EXPERIMENTS 

The first question we want to address is whether strong coupling is being observed. It may seem 

surprising to observe strong coupling between two lossy oscillators such as a LSPR and the IT. 

However, these two resonances exhibit comparable FWHM (approximately 200 meV), a situation 

actually conducive to strong coupling, as pointed out in Ref. 71. If we consider two oscillators 

characterized by complex eigenfrequencies ℏ𝜔"6 = 	ℏ𝜔" +
+
#
Γ" and ℏ𝜔#6 =	ℏ𝜔# +

+
#
Γ#, where the 

Γ+ are the linewidths of the resonances, then the strong coupling condition is57,72   

|Γ" − Γ#| < 2𝑔  (2) 

where 𝑔 = ℏΩ(/2 is the coupling strength. Thus, strong coupling is possible between the LSPR 

and the IT due to their similar linewidths. Furthermore, the strong coupling would be visible in the 

spectral domain if the Rabi splitting energy is larger than the individual linewidths of the 

resonance, i.e. ℏΩ( >
"
#
(Γ" + Γ#), a condition that is verified in our case. Another topic worthy of 

discussion is the EELS distribution of the hybridized modes. As already emphasized, EELS filtered 

mapping does not yield an unambiguous image of the IT spatial distribution, as it is illustrated in 
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Figure 3a for the dipole and in Figure 3b for the hexapole. A striking feature is the similarity in 

the spatial distribution of the two modes (LSPR and IT), which aligns with the anticipated intensity 

distribution for a LSPR. Therefore, the IT, which is fundamentally a bulk excitation devoid of any 

local electromagnetic field enhancement, displays a non-uniform field distribution, which extends 

outside the nanoantenna, when hybridized with a LSPR. A similar behavior has indeed been 

predicted by FDTD simulations in the case of nickel nanodisks.22 We emphasize that 

experimentally, it was not possible to observe the pure (uncoupled) IT of the nanorods using EELS. 

This is expected as the IT is supposed to have a vanishingly small intensity in the bulk and the 

surface in the general case.58 When the IT energy becomes close to that of a LSPR, it can be 

discerned in the EEL spectra, manifesting as a shoulder in the LSPR peak. However, once it 

becomes observable, it is also coupled, and the observed mode is no longer a pure IT but a 

hybridized (polaritonic) mode with a LSPR component.  

Figure 6 provides further evidence of the polaritonic nature of the observed resonance. It 

compares EEL spectra recorded inside and outside two metallic nanorods for the dipole (Figure 

6a) and quadrupole (Figure 6b) resonances. In each case, a signal in the spectral region 

corresponding to the IT is observed outside the nanorod, at locations where there is no metal. This 

demonstrates that the observed signal is not a pure IT (bulk excitation), but a hybridized mode that 

shares properties of both the IT and a LSPR. As the LSPR component extends outside the metal, 

the hybrid mode also extends outside the metal. As a reference, Figure 6 also shows EEL spectra 

measured at a node of the LSPR resonance (gray squares in the insets of Figure 6). The 

corresponding spectra do not show any signal at the IT position, confirming that the IT cannot be 

observed outside the metal in the absence of a coupling to a LSPR. 
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Figure 6. EEL spectra recorded inside and outside two Al nanorods with different length. a EEL 

spectra corresponding to the dipole resonance, recorded at one extremity of the rod with a length 

of 200 nm. The red box indicates a position within the rod, while the pink box corresponds to a 

location outside the rod. For enhanced visibility, the signals measured outside the nanorod have 

been multiplied by two. b EEL spectra corresponding to the quadrupole resonance, recorded at the 

center of the rod with length of 460 nm. The blue box is within the rod, the light blue box is outside. 

Insets: energy-filtered maps of the resonances. For both nanorods, the gray boxes indicate a 
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position in a node of the corresponding multipolar resonance. Scale bars are 50 and 80 nm, 

respectively. 

 

 

Finally, we will examine how the Rabi energies evolve in conjunction with the different orders 

of the LSPR resonances, as illustrated in Figure 5. A summary of the Rabi energies, including 

those calculated by FDTD, is provided in Table 1. A discernible trend is observed, whereby the 

Rabi energy decreases with an increase in the order of the plasmonic mode. To elucidate this trend, 

we will examine the theoretical framework proposed by Eizner et al. to study strong coupling 

between excitons from J-aggregates and aluminum nanoantennas.56 We recognize the inherent 

challenges in directly translating cQED models to nanophotonics,73 however they offer a 

compelling physical interpretation of the observed trend in Rabi energies. In this model, the 

coupling (Rabi) energy is proportional to !"
#
, where N is the number of transition dipoles 

interacting (overlapping) with the plasmonic mode and V is the mode volume associated with the 

LSPR. The definition of V for small plasmonic resonators is more complex than for dielectric 

cavities due to the presence of both ohmic and radiative losses,74,75 requiring the use of dedicated 

numerical methods to compute it.76 In our case, two competing effects must be considered. On the 

one hand, for a given nanorod the plasmonic mode volume tends to decrease as the mode order 

increases (for instance, shifting from a dipole LSPR to a quadrupole LSPR). On the other hand, 

Figure 5 demonstrates that as the LSPR order increases, the maximum Rabi splitting is observed 

for longer nanorods (e.g. 𝐿 ≈ 220 nm for the dipole LSPR, and 𝐿 ≈ 410 nm for the quadrupole). 

Our experimental results suggest that !"
#

 tends to decrease with the LSPR order. This hypothesis 
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could be further substantiated through numerical computations of the plasmonic mode volumes at 

the IT frequency as a function of the nanorod length. However, this is beyond the scope of the 

present work. 

 

 

PHYSICAL STRUCTURE OF THE EXTINCTION AND HOT ELECTRON 

GENERATION AT THE INTERBAND TRANSITION 

The above results show that Al nanorods sustain hybrid modes, resulting from the strong 

coupling between the (multipolar) LSPR and the interband transition. These hybrid modes exhibit 

a broad spectral range spanning the visible and near-infrared regions.  In this Section we investigate 

the potential of these hybrid modes to generate hot electrons, employing a quantum formalism that 

enables us to calculate the efficiency of HE generation. This model incorporates Kreibig’s 

approach42 for the intraband hot electron generation as well as the nonlinear approach developed 

in Refs.44,47,77 This nonlinear noniterative formalism has been implemented with COMSOL, 

allowing for the realistic modelling of the major mechanisms of dissipation and hot carrier 

generation, while being fully self-consistent, i.e., energy conserving.  

For the Al nanorods the extinction cross-section can be divided into four terms: 

𝜎,-. =	𝜎/012,,4156 + 𝜎& + 𝜎+7.,04872 + 𝜎9:8.         (3) 

These terms correspond to the Drude dissipation inside the nanorod, the dissipation due to the 

generation of the intraband HEs at the surfaces (Kriebig’s mechanism), the interband absorption 

in Al in the visible, and the scattering cross-section, respectively. At the same time, the COMSOL 

electromagnetic calculation, based on Maxwell’s equations and the optical theorem, generates the 

extinction as a sum of two terms, 𝜎,-. = 𝜎849 + 𝜎9:8., where 𝜎849 and 𝜎9:8.	are the absorption and 

scattering cross sections, respectively. Therefore, 
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𝜎849 = 𝜎/012,,4156 + 𝜎& +	𝜎+7.,04872, i.e., the absorption is composed of three terms corresponding 

to three mechanisms: the Drude dissipation (electron-phonon scattering), the intraband HE 

generation (surface-mediated electron scattering), and the interband HE generation. These 

processes are schematically shown in Figure 7a. The COMSOL model for the nanoantennas is 

shown in Figure S2. The Methods section gives more details of our formalism, which employs 

the following expression for the local dielectric function: 

𝜀;( = 1 + Δ𝜀/012,	 + 	Δ𝜀9,=>?+7.084872 + 	Δ𝜀+7.,04872,*@0,7.A (4) 

where the Drude and Lorentz terms come from the bulk dielectric constant and Δ𝜀9,=>?+7.084872 

describes the Kreibig’s mechanism, i.e., the intraband HE generation. 
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Figure 7. Hot electron generation in aluminum nanorods. a Schematic illustrating the different HE 

generation processes in an Al nanoantenna on top of a Si3N4 substrate upon illumination. The 

participating mechanisms are the Drude dissipation inside the nanorod, the dissipation due to the 

generation of the intraband HEs at the surfaces (Kriebig’s mechanism, green arrows), the interband 

absorption in Al in the visible (red arrows), and the scattering cross-section. b Calculated 

absorption (Drude, interband, and intraband), scattering and extinction cross sections vs. 

wavelength. c Calculated efficiencies as a function of wavelength, showing the four terms 

contributing to the total extinction. We also include the sum (=1, dashed black line) which proves 

conservation of energy. Panels (b) and (c) were calculated for a L=200 nm Al nanoantenna (i.e. at 

the anti-crossing) via Comsol Multiphysics for the simulation conditions shown in Fig. S2; for 
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L=160 nm and L=250 nm see Fig. S2. d Intraband and interband maximum HE generation rates 

for different nanorod lengths. The rates have been normalized by the corresponding nanorod’s 

volume to ease the comparison. 

 

Figure 7b shows the four contributions to the power dissipation separately. Figure S3 already 

showed the total extinction calculated using COMSOL, and now we look at its components. What 

distinguishes an Al nanostructure from traditional noble metals, such as Au and Ag? Firstly, it is 

observed that the peak associated with the IT (depicted by the gray line in Figure 7b) manifests in 

the visible and near-infrared region (between 700 nm and 900 nm), whereas the interband 

excitations in Au and Ag are situated in the blue and UV regions. This indicates that the generation 

of interband HEs in Al may be used to harvest visible/near-IR photon quanta, which are plentiful 

in solar light, as opposed to UV photons. Secondly, the discrete interband transition can be tuned 

through the intraband dipolar plasmon, creating an interband-plasmon hybrid state, by varying the 

NR aspect ratio. Thirdly, the two hybrid resonances (i.e., the Rabi splitting in the spectrum) offer 

the potential to enhance the generation rates of the interband electrons and holes through the 

utilization of the strong dipolar plasmon resonance, which creates remarkable enhancement of the 

incident field inside the NR. This opportunity is not available in Au and Ag, as the plasmon 

resonances in the noble metals are typically in the green region or at longer wavelengths, while 

the interband transitions are situated in the blue and UV regions. Finally, it is notable that the 

energy distribution of the hot carriers generated via direct excitation of the interband transition in 

Al differs from that observed in noble metals. In gold, for instance, the IT promotes electrons from 

the d-band (which is well below the Fermi level) to the sp-band. This results in HE with an energy 

in the range of 0.5 – 1 eV above the Fermi level.78 On the other hand, the hot holes generated in 



 26 

the d-band in gold have a high potential energy,44 but with a low mean free path.30 In contrast, Al 

can generate HE with higher energies. 

These are distinctive properties of Al nanostructures that can be utilized for optical and energy-

related applications. Figure 7b shows all contributions to the power dissipation 𝑃 = 	𝜎	𝐼B, for an 

incident flux 𝐼B = 2.5 × 107 W/cm2. Figure 7c illustrates the efficiencies of the hot carriers and 

optical processes, which are defined as follows:47 

EffHE = 𝑃HE/𝑃ext   (5) 

Effinterband = 𝑃interband/𝑃ext  (6) 

Effscat = 𝑃scat/𝑃ext   (7) 

Effthermal = 𝑃thermal/𝑃ext  (8) 

where 𝑃,-. =	𝜎,-.	𝐼B is the total power extracted from the incident flux. Conservation of energy 

dictates that EffHE + Effinterband + EffDrude + Effscat = 1 and Effthermal + Effscat = 1, where Effthermal is 

the light-to-heat conversion efficiency, defined as Effthermal =Pthermal/(Pabs + Pscat); this parameter 

describes how much optical energy is converted into heat inside the plasmonic structure. The 

remaining efficiencies provide insight into the mechanisms by which the optical power is 

dissipated within the plasmonic system. As anticipated, the intraband HE generation is weak in the 

nanorods with large sizes, i.e., EffHE ≪ 1 (green curve in Figure 7c). This is due to the fact that 

HE generation (Kreibig’s mechanism) is a surface scattering effect. The most noteworthy result 

shown in Figure 7c is the remarkably high efficiency of photon conversion into interband electron-

hole pairs. For the peak values the efficiency is 40%. In previous works46,47 we observed that the 

Ag-related interband transitions in Ag-coated gold nanorods show unusually high efficiencies. 

However, such transitions in silver occur in the UV region, whereas the Al NRs calculated here 
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have a very high efficiency of light-to-hot carrier conversion in the visible region. The latter 

mechanism is particularly attractive for solar energy harvesting. Finally, Effscat and Effthermal are 

anti-correlated, since the scattering process typically decreases with increasing wavelength. 

Therefore Effthermal(λ) is an overall increasing function of λ. 

The rates of generation of intraband and interband HEs are defined as 𝑅𝑎𝑡𝑒HE = 𝑃HE/ℏ𝜔 and 

𝑅𝑎𝑡𝑒interband = 𝑃interband/ℏ𝜔. These rates are wavelength dependent, and representative spectra 

of the rates are shown in Figure S4 for two different rod lengths: 160 nm and 250 nm, which 

correspond to two different hybridization configurations. In Figure S4a-c (shortest rod) the dipole 

plasmon is located on the short wavelength side of the IT, whereas in Figure S4d-f the dipole is on 

the long wavelength side of the IT.  In each case, the maximum interband HE generation efficiency 

is approximately 40%. In contrast, the interband HE generation rate is higher for the longer rod 

(see Figures S4c and f). Additionally, the two spectra exhibit notable differences, with the 

spectrum for the longest rod displaying a slight red shift compared to the 160 nm rod. In order to 

demonstrate that the mode hybridization between the IT and the surface plasmon is favorable for 

the generation of HE, we have computed the maximum HE generation rate (i.e., the rate at the peak 

wavelength) for different rod lengths. As the number of electrons generated is also dependent on 

the volume of the metal, the rates were normalized with the volume of the corresponding nanorod. 

This procedure ensures that any observed effect is not merely a trivial consequence of the size of 

the electron reservoir. The results are presented in Figure 7d. A clear maximum in the normalized 

interband HE generation rate is observed for a length of 200 nm, which coincides with the length 

at which mode hybridization is observed (see, e.g., Figure 2a and S3). In other words, when the 

interband is hybridized (strongly coupled) with a surface plasmon resonance, an anomalously high 

rate of HE is generated in the metal. 
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To better understand the HE generation, Figure 8 presents maps illustrating the spatial 

distribution of the hot electrons, for the 𝐿 = 200 nm nanorod. These maps show the locations 

where electrons with energies exceeding the Schottky barrier of the metal-substrate interface are 

generated. The maps have been computed for three distinct wavelengths corresponding to the 

lower and upper polaritons and the center of the gap (see Figure 8a). The hot electron maps are 

compared with the electric field enhancement |𝐸|/|𝐸B| maps at three different heights inside the 

nanorod (Figure 8b). Figure 8c shows the results of our computations. For all three wavelengths 

(𝜆 = 723, 809 and 901 nm), we observe that the electric field distribution is strongly dependent 

on the height 𝑧. In particular, at 𝑧 = 0 (i.e. at the interface between the Al nanoantennas and the 

Si3N4 substrate) intense and highly localized hot spots are observed at the rounded corners of the 

rod, which corresponds to the spatial distribution of the dipole plasmon. As can be seen in the 

maps of HE generation (rightmost panel in Figure 8c), the HEs are generated at these electric field 

hot spots. This indicates that the physical mechanism responsible for the enhancement of HE 

generation is an electromagnetic process: the interband-surface plasmon hybridization creates 

regions where the optical intensity is locally enhanced at photon energies corresponding to the IT, 

thereby efficiently promoting electrons towards higher energy bands. Additionally, the highest 

generation rate of hot electrons appears to occur at the bottom of the nanorod. In contrast, the hot 

electron maps for the top surface (not shown here) show no hot spots and no noticeable rate 

variations.  This information is crucial for applications in photodetection, as the generated HE 

could be transferred to the substrate and subsequently collected, depending on their mean free path. 



 29 

 

𝐸 𝐸0

z=0nm z=20nm z=40nm

c

a b

z=0nm 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒 𝐻𝐸10 29𝑚−2𝑠−1

𝝀 = 𝟖𝟎𝟗  𝒏𝒎

𝐏𝐞𝐚𝐤 𝟐 ,𝝀 = 𝟗𝟎𝟏  𝒏𝒎

𝐏𝐞𝐚𝐤 𝟏 ,𝝀 = 𝟕𝟐𝟑  𝒏𝒎

Peak 2

Peak 1

Aluminum
Si3N4

Air

E//y

k//-z

L

Air



 30 

Figure 8. a Evolution of the wavelength of the extinction peak maxima with length using 

COMSOL Multiphysics. The three red arrows indicate the two peaks and the dip for the L=200 

nm Al nanoantenna, for which we calculate E-field enhancement maps in panel (c) below. b 

Schematic of the simulated Al nanoantenna. The dimensions are the same as those used for the 

FDTD calculations of Figure 1, i.e. for the Al nanoantenna the width t1=40 nm, the height t1=40 

nm, the vertical edge rounding r=10nm. The length L varies from 150 to 250 nm, for the Si3N4 

substrate the thickness t2=15 nm. The surrounding media are as shown in the figure, with 

ε(Si3N4)=4, εair=1, and εAl given by a Drude-Lorentz fit. Linearly 𝐸S polarized light is incident 

along the 𝑘A direction, with an intensity of 2.5×107 mW/cm2. c Electric field enhancement maps 

showing planar sections of the L = 200 nm Al nanoantenna, for the three wavelengths shown in 

panel (a). The sections are for z = 0, 20 and 40 nm, so at the bottom (interface with the substrate) 

at the middle and at the top of the Al nanoantenna, respectively. The right-hand columns of the 

maps are the surface HE rates at the bottom of the rod (z=0). The hot electron maps for the top 

side of the rod show no hot spots and no noticeable rate variations.    

 

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION 

Using simple individual aluminum nanostructures (nanorods), we have experimentally 

evidenced a phenomenon of self-hybridization of the plasmonic resonances sustained by the 

nanoantenna. This phenomenon is due to the strong coupling of a localized plasmonic mode with 

interband transitions occurring within the metal. The strong coupling was investigated over a wide 

spectral range using both extinction spectroscopy and electron energy loss spectroscopy, which 

revealed the characteristic anti-crossing behavior of the initial resonances. The large number of 

samples studied allowed us to collect a wealth of experimental data, both in the spectral regions 



 31 

where strong coupling occurs and away from them (see Figure 4). Such systematic measurements 

are critical to avoid possible selection biases, as recently underlined by Thomas & Barnes.79 

Moreover, energy-filtered maps from the EELS experiments provided what is, to the best of our 

knowledge, the first image of a hybridized LSPR-IT mode. From this image, we demonstrated that 

the hybrid resonances exhibited characteristics of both the IT and the LSPR, thereby substantiating 

their polaritonic nature. This self-strong coupling phenomenon can occur in any material where 

the IT is spectrally localized, thus enabling the creation of “cavity-free” polaritonic states via self-

coupling.80 The strong coupling was observed for multiple orders of the plasmon resonance, and 

it was demonstrated that the associated Rabi energy can be tuned by simply changing the order of 

the LSPR involved. Such a result is likely due to a change in the corresponding plasmonic mode 

volumes. 

 

The second key result is the prediction of anomalously high rates of hot electron generation 

associated with hybridization. Although the generation of interband HE in metals is well 

documented, the hybridization of the IT with a localized surface plasmon was not addressed in the 

literature so far. In this novel scheme, a localized surface plasmon creates strong electromagnetic 

hot spots inside the metal, dramatically enhancing the overall light-assisted generation of interband 

HE. The volume-normalized generation rate passes through a clear maximum for nanorods whose 

size corresponds to the strong coupling condition. The associated interband HE efficiency is about 

40%. Another important result of our study is the development of a model for the decomposition 

of the total extinction cross-section into four components, namely scattering, Drude-absorption, 

IT-absorption, and surface-assisted dissipation. Our theoretical framework is fully self-consistent, 

locally conserving charge and energy. 



 32 

Finally, we stress that this phenomenon is triggered by red and near-infrared light, a spectral 

range that is particularly well suited for solar light-based applications, such as hot carrier-based 

photodetection. For conventional plasmonic metals such as Au and Ag, the hybridization regime 

is not observed because the interband transitions are not spectrally isolated. It is also worth noting 

that in addition to its optical properties, the appeal of Al-based systems lies in their low material 

cost and well-developed lithographic technology. In that respect, the Al system is unique and 

worthy of further investigation. 

 

METHODS 

FDTD calculations 

To model the optical properties of the Al nanoantennas, we used a commercial software (Ansys 

Lumerical FDTD). The modelled structure consists of an aluminum nanorod of variable length, 

with a width w = 40 nm and a height h = 40 nm. The structure is placed on top of a 15 nm thick 

dielectric substrate with a real dielectric index ε = 4, corresponding to the average value of silicon 

nitride for visible and near-infrared wavelengths. The complex permittivity of aluminum was 

obtained from the CRC Handbook of Chemistry and Physics,54 which reproduced its Drude-

Lorentz profile and captured the absorption peak centered at ωIT = 820 nm attributed to the IT. To 

model single nanorods, we used a Total-Field Scattered-Field (TFSF) source, which allows the 

separation of incident and scattered fields. A linearly polarized light source was considered, with 

its polarization direction aligned with the long axis of the nanorod. The extinction efficiency is 

defined as the ratio between the extinction cross-section and the geometrical area (top surface) of 

the nanostructure. 
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COMSOL modelling of hot electron generation 

To model the optical properties and the hot electron generation of the Al nanoantennas, we 

employed a commercial software (COMSOL Multiphysics® software, with the RF module). The 

geometry of the structure was identical to that described for FDTD, as detailed in Figure S2. The 

complex permittivity of bulk aluminum was obtained from the experimental Palik’s data.81 Then, 

the data was fitted to a Drude-Lorentz model in order to obtain the Drude and the interband 

(Lorentz) contributions to the absorption. The system was built as a single scatterer on a substrate, 

where a plane TE-polarized electromagnetic wave was incident on an Al nanoantenna on silicon 

nitride. The absorption, scattering and extinction cross-sections of the nanoantenna were computed 

for a normal incidence. The model initially calculated a background field based on the plane wave 

incident on the substrate. This was then used to determine the total field with the nanoantenna 

present. 

As explained above (Eq. 4), there are three contributions to the local dielectric function: the Drude 

dissipation, the interband HEs (Lorentz) and the intraband HE. In conjunction with the scattering, 

this results in a total of four contributions to the extinction (Eq. 5-8) and correspondingly, to four 

contributions to the efficiency of carriers. The contributions of the HEs were included in 

accordance with the self-consistent method developed in Refs. 44,47,77. The dielectric constant 𝜀T5 =

𝐷𝑟𝑢𝑑𝑒 − 𝐿𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑧 is effectively modified by an effective quantum parameter, 𝛾&, which is a 

plasmonic broadening due to the surface-mediated electron scattering, as follows: 

𝜀T5(𝜔) = 1 + U!V!"

V!"?V"?+WV
− V#"

VXVY+([$Y[%)]
.  (9) 

Each contribution can be defined as follows: 

𝜀/012,?&10^8:,,=>(𝜔) = 1 − V#"

VXVY+([$Y[%)]
=𝜀/ + 𝜀&10^8:,,=>,  (10a) 
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𝜀/ = 1 − V#"

VXVY+([$)]
  (10b) 

𝜀&10^8:,,=> = − V#"

VXVY+([$Y[%)]
+ V#"

VXVY+([$)]
  (10c) 

𝜀*@0,7.A =
U!V!"

V!"?V"?+WV
 (10d) 

The contribution of each heat term was then calculated as: 

𝑄/ =
_!
#V
Im[𝜀/(𝜔)]𝐸V ∙ 𝐸V∗ ,  (11a) 

𝑄&10^8:,,=> =
_!
#V
Im`𝜀&10^8:,,=>(𝜔)a𝐸V ∙ 𝐸V∗ , (11b) 

𝑄*@0,7.A =
_!
#V
Im[𝜀*@0,7.A(𝜔)]𝐸V ∙ 𝐸V∗ . (11c) 

The broadening term 𝛾& contained in both 𝜀&10^8:,,=> and 𝑄&10^8:,,=>, was calculated with an 

iterative numerical process defined by 

𝛾& =
a
b
𝑣c

∫ |>&'()*+(f,g)|"d9
.
%

∫ >-∙>-∗ di
.
/0

= a
b
𝑣c

&
i
c%([%)
c1([%)

  (12) 

where 𝑣c = 2.03 × 10j𝑚/𝑠 is the Fermi velocity for aluminum82 and 

𝐹&(𝛾&) =
"
& ∫ |𝐸7@0k85(𝜃, 𝜑)|

#d𝑠.
& , (13) 

𝐹i(𝛾&) =
"
i ∫ 𝐸V ∙ 𝐸V∗ d𝑉

.
;m ,  (14) 

where S and V are the surface and volume, respectively, of the nanorod under study and 𝐸7@0k85 

is the electric field normal to the surface inside the metal. For full details on the derivation see Ref. 

44. Lastly, the local maps of HE generation shown in Figure 8 were calculated as 

𝑅𝑎𝑡𝑒=>(𝒓) =
"
b
× #

)"
× ,">2

"

ℏ
(ℏV?∆>3*()

(ℏV)4
|𝐸7@0k85(𝜃, 𝜑)|# (15) 

where 𝐸c = 11.7 eV is the Fermi energy for aluminum82 and is ∆𝐸480 the injection threshold 

energy (Schottky barrier of the aluminum-substrate interface). In our computations we used 

∆𝐸480 = 0.69 eV.83 
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Sample fabrication 

The nanorod arrays were fabricated using electron beam lithography (EBL) in a scanning 

electron microscope equipped with a field emission gun (eLine; Raith). First, a layer of 

poly(methyl methacrylate) resist with a thickness of 150 nm was spin-coated on a TEM–EELS 

compatible substrate (15 nm-thick Si3N4 square membranes from Ted Pella, Inc). Subsequently, 

the resist was insulated by the electron beam via the EBL system. The imprinted patterns were 

then developed for 60 s in a 1:3 MIBK:IPA solution at room temperature. Finally, a 40 nm-thick 

layer of Al was deposited on the sample using thermal evaporation (ME300; Plassys), followed by 

lift-off in acetone. 

 

Extinction spectroscopy 

For extinction measurements we employed a custom-built optical setup. The illumination was 

generated by a broadband laser-driven light source (EQ-99X; Energetic), which produced a stable 

signal between 170 and 2500 nm. The light from the source was routed via fiber optics to a silver 

parabolic mirror for beam collimation, and then to a linear polarizer aligned with the nanorods’ 

long axis. Subsequently, the beam was weakly focused on the sample with the aid of a lens. The 

transmitted light was collected by a long working-distance microscope objective, with a numerical 

aperture of 0.65 (Mitutoyo ×50). Ultimately, the light was injected directly into the slit of the 

spectrometer (ISOPLANE-160; Princeton Instruments) in order to maximize the signal-to-noise 

ratio. Altogether, this system defined a collection area of approximately 25×25 μm2, which is 

smaller than the lithographed area. 
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Electron energy loss spectroscopy and imaging 

EEL spectroscopy was conducted using a monochromated NION Hermes200 microscope, which 

was equipped with an IRIS spectrometer. The acceleration voltage was set to 100 keV and the 

energy resolution was in the range 24-30 meV. The typical spectral images were 200 pixels per 

200 pixels, with the dimensions adjusted to align with the given structure. All EEL spectra have 

been post-processed using an alignment procedure based on the zero-loss peak position. 
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This Supplementary Information file contains four Supplementary Figures (Figures S1, S2, S3 

and S4) and a Supplementary Method. 

Figure S1: FDTD calculation of the strong coupling between the IT and the hexapole 

Figure S2: COMSOL model of the Al nanorods 

Figure S3: COMSOL calculations of the extinction efficiency of Al nanorods 

Figure S4: Interband and intraband HE generation for two different nanorod lengths (L=160 nm 

and L=250 nm). 

 

Supplementary Method: fitting procedure 
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Figure S1 Evolution of the extinction of an aluminum nanorod with its length in the case of the 
hexapole mode calculated by FDTD, highlighting the impact of interband transitions around 800 
nm. a) Extinction efficiency Qext as a function of rod length and wavelength, and b) evolution of 
the extinction peak frequency with length, where the red dashed lines correspond to a numerical 
fit of the data. 
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Figure S2. a Schematics of the Al nanoantenna simulated with finite elements via Comsol 
Multiphysics. The dimensions are the same used for the FDTD calculations of Figure 1, i.e. for the 
Al nanoantenna’s width t1=40 nm, height t1=40 nm, vertical edge rounding r=10nm, and length L 
varies from 150 to 250 nm; for the Si3N4 substrate the thickness is t2=15 nm. The media is as 
explained in the figure, with 𝜀&+a;b = 4, 𝜀8+0 = 1, and 𝜀T5 = 𝐷𝑟𝑢𝑑𝑒 − 𝐿𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑧 fit. Linearly E//y 
polarized light is incident along the k//-z direction, with an intensity of 2.5 × 10p mW/cm2. b 
Permittivity used in the Comsol Multiphysics simulations: Real part (left) and imaginary part 
(right) of the 𝜀T5 = 𝐷𝑟𝑢𝑑𝑒 − 𝐿𝑜𝑟𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑧 fit (solid red line) compared to the experimental available 
data of Palik’s (black symbols). 
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Figure S3. Extinction efficiency vs. wavelength for different nanorod lengths computed using the 
COMSOL model from Figure S2. The slight discrepancy in the peak maximum position between 
these results and those from Lumerical (Figure 1) is due to the different permittivities employed 
in the modelling of aluminum: the CRC Handbook [1] from Lumerical, and Palik [2] for COMSOL 
(with a correction to incorporate surface-related effects, see Supplementary Method 2).  
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Figure S4. Panels (a)-(c) for a L=160 nm, and panels (d)-(f) for a L=250 nm Al nanoantenna. (a) 
and (d) are the absorption (Drude, interband, and intraband), scattering and extinction cross 
sections. (b) and (e) are the efficiencies of the four terms contributing to the total extinction, where 
we also include the sum (=1, dashed black line) which proves conservation of energy. (c) and (f) 
are the rates of intraband- and interband-HEs generation. 
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Supplementary Method: fitting procedure 

In the classical model of strong coupling we use the following equation to compute the energies 

𝐸± of the upper and lower branches [3]: 

𝐸± =
"
#
$ℏ𝜔$% + 	ℏ𝜔&' ± 'ℏ#Ω(# + (ℏ𝜔$% − 	ℏ𝜔&')#,   (S1) 

where 𝜔$% is the angular frequency of the interband transitions (ITs) and 𝜔&' the angular frequency 

of the plasmonic modes uncoupled to ITs. 

 

The energies of the uncoupled plasmonic modes can be calculated considering a “pure” Drude 

aluminum in FDTD calculations as illustrated in Figure S5. 

 
 
Figure S5. Dielectric permittivity of aluminum in the Drude-Lorentz model. a) Real part and b) imaginary 
part. The model coefficients are taken from Lecarme et al. [4] 
 

The impact of using whether a Drude or a Drude-Lorentz function to model the permittivity of 

aluminum is illustrated in Figure S6 for the dipolar mode. Whereas the Drude-Lorentz model 

captures the impact of the IT, a pure Drude metal shows only the LSPR, whose peak wavelength 

increases when the rod length increases. 
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Figure S6. Impact of interband transitions on the dipolar plasmonic mode sustained by Al nanoantennas 
using FDTD simulations, for three different nanorod lengths. The red solid lines correspond to a calculation 
where the permittivity of Al is modelled with a Drude-Lorentz function, the blue solid lines to a Drude 
modeling, and the black dashed lines to a fit of the Drude-Lorentz calculation evidencing the two peaks. 
 

In order to fit our numerical and experimental data with Equation (S1), a continuous dispersion 

relation for the uncoupled plasmonic modes is required. We assume that the LSPR energy follows 

the following quadratic dispersion: 

ℏ𝜔59q = 𝑎𝑘# + 𝑏𝑘 + 𝑐  (S2) 

a, b and c being the fitting parameters given in eV.m-2, eV.m-1 and eV, respectively. 

 

The wavevector is linked to the nanorod length assuming the relation 𝑘 = )
*
𝑛, where L is the length 

of the nanorod and n is an integer corresponding to the order of the plasmonic mode [5]. As 

illustrated in Figure S7 for the dipolar plasmonic resonances, the dispersion relation (Eq. S2) fits 

very well with calculated uncoupled plasmonic resonances, confirming the validity of our 

approximation. 



 54 

 

Figure S7. Calculated energy of plasmonic dipolar resonances sustained by a Drude-like Al nanoantenna 
ITs as a function of the wavevector. Fitting parameters: a = -1065 eV.m-2, b = 115.2 eV.m-1, c = -2962 eV. 

Finally, we inject Equation (S2) in Equation (S1) to obtain the following relation: 

𝐸± =
"
#
qℏ𝜔$% +	$𝑎

)"7"

*"
+ 𝑏 )	7

*
+ 𝑐, ± rℏ#Ω(# + sℏ𝜔$% −	$𝑎

)"7"

*"
+ 𝑏 )	7

*
+ 𝑐,t

#
u  (S3) 

In the manuscript, Equation (S3) was used to fit the experimental data by adjusting the five 

parameters a, b, c, 𝜔$% and  Ω(. A representative example is given in Figure S8 for EELS data 

corresponding to the dipolar plasmonic resonances. 
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Figure S8. Evolution of the EELS peak positions nanorod as a function of the rod length in the 

cases of dipolar modes.  
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