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Chemical reactions involve individual molecules gaining, losing, or sharing electrons1. 
Conventional experimental methods only measure the average behavior of the 
ensemble2,3, obscuring probabilistic nature of the reactions4. Single-molecule analysis 
provides insights into the positions5, pathways6,7, and dynamics of individual chemical 
reactions8,9. However, it is still a challenge to obtain stochastic information of 
individual chemical reactions via an imaging scheme. Here, we have developed an 
optical imaging method that allows us to perform stochastic analysis of individual 
electrochemical reactions. It bypasses the diffraction limit by enabling the direct 
imaging of the electronic states of single molecules in an electrochemical reaction. We 
introduce surface plasmon resonance and electrode potential modulation to reduce the 
measured electron density background on a macroelectrode surface to the order of 10 
μm-2, which makes subtle electron density variations from different electronic states of 
single molecules visible. The technique allows us to measure individual redox reactions, 
identify different redox states of single molecules in reactions, and more importantly, 
analyze the reaction probability fluctuations under different reaction conditions. The 
proposed imaging scheme not only obtains the electron transfer information in a 
chemical reaction directly but also provides stochastic information of chemical 
processes, yielding unique insights into single-molecule reactions. We anticipate our 
imaging technique will facilitate the study of broad communities, including biology, 
materials, computational science, and other scientific communities. 

Electronic states imaging principle 
Chemical reactions occur by chance. The stochastic aspects of reactions play a prominent 
role in biology system10-12 and catching increasing attention of materials13-16 and 
computational science communities17,18. The probabilistic nature of individual chemical 
reactions can be analyzed through statistical methods. To observe the stochastic properties of 
single-molecule chemical reactions, a scheme is required that can sensitively detect the 
electron transfer information of a single molecule and simultaneously record multiple 
reactant molecules in the region. Current scattering-based methods can only track the 
positions of single molecules19,20, yet providing limited information about the reactions. 
Additionally, the size of molecules limits the scattering intensity21-23. In contrast, scanning 
probe techniques can achieve atomic-scale precision24,25 and provide electron transfer 
information of the molecule26, but they are limited to confined target locations. 
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Instead of molecular size, we propose to visualize electron density variations induced from 
different molecular electronic states to obtain electron transfer information during individual 
electrochemical reactions. Electrochemical reactions depend on two key electronic states of 
single molecules: the highest occupied molecular orbital (HOMO) and the lowest unoccupied 
molecular orbital (LUMO). Electrons can transfer across these molecular orbital levels, with 
the HOMO holding electrons at the highest energy and the LUMO remaining empty and 
capable of receiving electrons27. During electrochemical reactions, the electrode oxidizes the 
molecule by removing electrons from the HOMO level, while it reduces the molecule by 
adding electrons to the LUMO level. 
When a bias voltage is applied to an electrode, it can modulate the Fermi level of the surface 
to align with the molecular orbitals when a molecule adsorbs on the surface. This alignment 
enables electrons to transfer across the metal-molecule junction, changing surface electron 
density around the levels (Fig. 1a). However, the enormous electron background on a gold 
electrode, with a surface electron density of about 105 μm-2 at room temperature28, has made 
it challenging to detect electron density variations due to single-molecule adsorption 
(Supplementary Information Section 1). 
Surface plasmon resonance (SPR) is a phenomenon in which the electric field of an 
evanescent wave can excite the collective oscillation of surface electrons. This sensitivity to 
electron density in the metal-electrolyte interface has made SPR a valuable tool for detecting 
charged particles at sensing surfaces29 and surface electron density variations resulting from 
potential modulation30-32. However, not all background electrons participate in SPR. Based 
on our understanding of solid-state physics, only electrons near the Fermi surface can be 
excited by an applied electric field in metal33,34. In momentum space (Fig. 1b), the collective 
oscillation of the free electrons with the wave vector ksp suggests the electron density 
involving in SPR, nsp, be only a fraction of the background surface electron density, ns. We 
can determine nsp by 

𝑛𝑛𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠 =
𝑘𝑘𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠
𝑘𝑘𝐹𝐹

𝑛𝑛𝑠𝑠 (1) 

where kF is the Fermi wave vector for gold, around 1.21×104 µm-1 and we can estimate ksp 
by the SPR condition, the wave vector matching of the surface plasmon and the evanescent 
wave, that is ksp = kx =2π /λ ≈ 10 µm-1 for the visible light with the wavelength λ = 0.63 µm. 
Consequently, the electron density in response to SPR is only a thousandth of the surface 
electron density.  
Eq. 1 confers an extraordinary sensitivity on SPR to the surface electron density variations 
from the single-molecule interactions in an electrochemical reaction. To exemplify, the 
measured electron density background can be reduced to the order of 10 µm-2, or 103 per 
pixel, when a potential modulation around 100 mV is introduced (Supplementary 
Information Section 2). In contrast, the electron background in the area amounts to 
approximately 109. Therefore, to measure electron density variations on the order of 10-4 per 
pixel, we introduce a sinusoidal potential to the electrode with an amplitude of 200 mV AC 
and different DC components in proximity to the HOMO/LUMO level at 1.1 Hz.  

The introduction of the potential modulation offers three distinct advantages. Firstly, it can 
align the Fermi level of the electrode within the electronic states of the target, enhancing the 
electron transfer between the adsorbed molecule and the surface. Secondly, the response to 
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the potential modulation can also provide an observable, namely the electron density 
variations around the aligned level. Additionally, the signal-noise-ratio of the subtle signals 
could be enhanced by the sinusoidal modulation. On the one hand, this approach integrates 
the electron density variations around the degenerate orbital levels during integration time, 
one minute in our experiment. On the other hand, it makes signal Fourier analysis applicable 
which is a powerful tool to analyze subtle signals as illustrated in Extended Figs. 1a to 1d.  
Detecting the electron density variations offers an additional advantage: it overcomes the 
diffraction limit. Instead of focusing on molecular size, we concentrate on the molecular 
electronic state. The localization accuracy of individual chemical reactions can be relaxed to 
tens to hundreds of square micrometers. As a result, we can perform multiple reactant 
molecules measurements within a large region without the need to consider interactions 
among molecules, which allows the independence and randomness of individual reactions. In 
our prism-coupled SPR imaging system (Fig. 1c), we can measure several hundred individual 
reactions spread over a 1 mm2 area in the working cell. During the reactions, we obtain 
surface information from two images: one in the time domain which records the surface 
background and the other in the frequency domain from which we can deduce the electron 
density variations resulting from single-molecule reactions. 

Individual redox reactions measurement 
To demonstrate the efficacy of our imaging scheme, we applied it to the study of the 
oxidation of methylene blue (MB), a classical redox agent35. When the electrode removes an 
electron from the HOMO level of a MB molecule, the molecule transitions to an energy level 
one level below the HOMO (HOMO-1) and returns to the HOMO level when an electron is 
added (Fig. 2a). The cyclic voltammetry of MB exhibited oxidation around 200 mV and 
reduction around 50 mV (Fig. 2b). By sequentially applying four step potentials (each 
varying by 200 mV) from -200 mV to 400 mV with sinusoidal modulation, we probed a 10 
aM MB modified surface (Fig. 2c). As the cell volume was approximately 50 µL, several 
hundred redox molecules were present. The time-domain response (DC grayscale) of the 
entire region in Fig. 2d and the temporal evolution of the corresponding frequency-domain 
signal (AC grayscale) in Fig. 2e both exhibited stepwise responses. However, while the time-
domain response reflected the oscillation around the four potential steps (Extended Data 
Figs. 2a to 2d and Supplementary Video 1), as suggested in our previous work30, the 
frequency-domain signal evolution responded to the electron density variations of the surface 
around these steps, i.e. the number of MB molecules oxidized around these steps (Extended 
Data Figs. 2e to 2h and Supplementary Video 2). As the majority of MB molecules were 
oxidized around 200 mV, the response peaked and decreased with the oscillation around 400 
mV due to decreased efficiency of electron transfer. 
Single-molecule redox states identification 
We need a comprehensive analysis of frequency-domain signals to accurately identify 
individual redox reactions. Under a potential modulation, frequency-domain signals measure 
the electron density variations during the integration time (Supplementary Information 
Section 4). The variations come from two distinct sources: those from thermal motion of 
electrons on the surface, serving as the background noise, and those arising from single-
molecule redox reactions. Therefore, it is crucial to establish guidelines that can distinguish 
between the sources of signal variations within a pixel. 
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Electronic thermal noise tends to follow a Gaussian distribution36, making it possible to 
minimize its effects through signal averaging or by setting a confidence level of 3 standard 
deviations of the background noise for detecting oxidations in a pixel. In Extended Data Fig. 
3, the blank control pixels in which no MB molecules are immobilized indicate that the 
background noise reaches an upper limit of 4 grayscale levels. Because the frequency-
domain signal in a pixel caused by one electron per minute is approximately 4 grayscale 
levels (Supplementary Figs. 1a and 1b), at most one electron excited from the background 
during the integration period. Once the signal surpasses the threshold of 4 grayscale levels, it 
becomes possible to infer the presence of an individual oxidation in the pixel. 
In Fig. 3a, we present the temporal evolution of the normalized frequency-domain signal 
distribution in the acquired frames. The red dashed line indicates the mean value of thermal 
noise, which is approximately 2 grayscale levels. Extended Data Fig. 5 demonstrates that the 
number of pixels within this range remains stable implying that the background thermal noise 
is barely affected by the step voltage under the four conditions. The blue dashed line 
represents the upper limit of the confidence level, 4 grayscale levels. In Fig. 3b, we only 
count the pixels whose signal exceeds this limit. The resulting plot shares a similar shape to 
that in Fig. 2e, suggesting the step potentials modulate the number of individual 
electrochemical reactions. 
We have plotted histograms showing distributions of the identified oxidation during the -200 
mV stage from 0 seconds to 200 seconds in Fig. 3c and the 200 mV stage from 600 seconds 
to 800 seconds in Fig. 3d. Both histograms follow Poisson distributions, suggesting that the 
identified oxidations occur randomly and are not dependent on each other. During the -200 
mV stage, the identified oxidation has a mean of 1.9, indicating that less than 2 oxidations 
can be identified per frame. However, the number of identified oxidations significantly 
increases to 33.4 during the 200 mV stage from 600 seconds to 800 seconds in Fig. 3d. In 
addition, the histogram shifts to a Gaussian-like distribution with the increased number of 
identified oxidations. 
We can further analyze redox reactions in individual pixels by comparing their signal with 
that of a blank control pixel. In Fig. 3e, we selected two pixels for analysis: ROI 1 with 
single-molecule redox reactions and ROI 2 as the blank control. The distributions of the 
frequency-domain signal evolution for both areas are illustrated in Fig. 3f. While the signal in 
the blank control exhibited a normal distribution shape, the signal in ROI 1 had a skewed 
distribution. The frequency of the signal exceeding the mean value of the thermal noise, 
which was 2 grayscale levels, increased, and half of the signals reached a high amplitude 
above 4 grayscale levels during the experiment. We can analyze the redox process in the 
frequency-domain signal evolution diagram depicted in Fig. 3g, which has identified at least 
5 redox processes in ROI 1. The signal increased from 2 grayscale levels to the neighborhood 
of 6 grayscale levels, and the majority of redox processes occurred under 0 mV to 400 mV 
oscillation, compared with the blank control signal, which remained below 3.6 grayscale 
levels. Therefore, besides thermal noise, one additional electron caused a change in electron 
density due to the oxidation of MB molecules. 
Stochastic chemical kinetics analysis 
Different from other single-molecule imaging techniques, we can obtain stochastic 
information about single-molecule reactions in which broad scientific community are 
interested, owing to the ability to analyze multiple single-molecule reactions simultaneously 
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at the expense of decreased precision in locating single molecule positions. For example, in 
ensemble analysis, reaction efficiency is described by the reaction rate, whereas for 
individual molecules, the probability of single-molecule reaction and the duration of the 
products determine the stochastic chemical kinetics, both of which can be obtained by 
statistically analyzing multiple independent single-molecule reactions.  
Figs. 4a to 4d compare the mean frequency-domain signals of the pixels in the reaction 
region under four different step potentials. The mean values of these pixels indicate the 
average durations of the electron density variations under different potentials, influenced by 
the oxidation probability of MB molecules. Figs. 4e to 4h show the corresponding grayscale 
distributions. To estimate the probability fluctuations under four conditions, we fit the 
grayscale distributions using binomial distribution (Supplementary Information Section 5). 
As a result, the probabilities of single electrochemical reactions under different conditions 
increase from 0.16 at -200 mV potential oscillation to 0.21 at 0 mV, peak at 200 mV with 
0.34, and then decrease to 0.29 at 400 mV (Fig. 4i). Correspondingly, the maximum expected 
durations of MB molecule oxidation increase from 6.7 s at -200 mV to 8.5 s at 0 mV, peak at 
200 mV with 14.3 s and then decrease to 11.9 s at 400 mV. 
Conclusions and outlooks 
By revisiting SPR theory from a solid-state perspective, we have developed an optical 
imaging scheme to analyze the stochastic aspects of individual electrochemical reactions. 
Two prerequisites give the scheme an ability to visualize individual chemical reactions in a 
relatively large region: the measured electron density background on an electrode surface is 
reduced to the order of 10 μm-2 and the alignment between the surface Fermi level and the 
frontier molecular orbitals enhances the electron transfer between the surface and the single 
molecules. As a demonstration of this technique, we use the scheme to analyze the oxidation 
of single MB molecules.  
Directly visualizing the electronic states of the individual molecules, this single-molecule 
imaging method can be applied to a wide range of molecules, especially small molecules 
difficult to label. Further, it provides unique insights into chemical processes. Compared with 
the scattering-based methods, it not only bypasses the limitations of the diffraction limit but 
also provides electron transfer information during a reaction. It also brings stochastic 
information of single-molecule reactions due to the high-throughput characteristic allowing 
for multiple single-molecule reaction statistics. Because of the compatibility with microscopy 
imaging scheme37, the technique can be developed as a single-molecule SPR microscope 
when the light source noise is carefully depressed. We believe this method offers an 
alternative and complementary single-molecule imaging approach that may prove useful for 
biology, materials, computational science, and other scientific communities. 
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Fig. 1 | Electronic states imaging principle and optical setup. a. When the Fermi level of the 
electrode is aligned with the degenerate molecular orbital level after the adsorption of an 
individual molecule, such as the highest occupied molecule orbital (HOMO) or the lowest 
unoccupied molecular orbital (LUMO), the electron density around the level will change because 
the electron transfer changes the density of states (DOS, the number of different states at a 
particular energy level that electrons are allowed to occupy) within the vicinity of the level. Evac 
is the vacuum energy level, which is identical for an isolated metal surface and an isolated 
molecule. EF

0 is the Fermi level of the molecule and δEF the Fermi level variation modulated by 
a bias potential applied to the surface. b. In momentum space, the collective oscillation of a two-
dimensional electron gas with the wave vector ksp matching the wave vector of a unit evanescent 
wave, kx. Only electrons near the Fermi surface participate in the oscillation. c. The optical setup 
of the prism-based SPR imaging system used to measure the single-molecule electronic states. 
We can obtain two images at the same time: one in the time domain, and the other in the 
frequency domain. The scale bar is 100 µm.  
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Fig. 2 | Time-domain signal and Frequency-domain signal evolution of 10 aM methylene 
blue (MB) oxidation under different potentials. a. The oxidative–reductive mechanism of MB. 
b. Cyclic voltammetry of 1 µM immobilized MB in a buffer. c. Four-step potential oscillations: -
400 mV to 0 mV, -200 mV to 200 mV, 0 mV to 400 mV, and 200 mV to 600 mV. d. The 
synchronized time-domain signal. e. The synchronized frequency-domain signal evolution. 
Because each point of the curve was the one-minute integration of the time-domain signal, the 
frequency-domain signal was advanced by 60 seconds compared to the time-domain signal.  
  



10 
 

 

Fig. 3 | Identification of individual oxidation of MB molecules. a. The evolution of frequency-
domain signal distribution. The distribution of frequency-domain signal at a specific time can be 
obtained by the cross-sectional view of the figure along the time. For example, Extended Data 
Figs. 5a to 5d depict the distributions of the frequency-domain signals at 0 s, 400 s, 700s and 
1000 s. The red dash line indicates the mean value of thermal noise and the blue dash line the 
upper limit of thermal noise. b. The evolution of the number of pixels the intensity of which 
exceeds the upper limit of thermal noise, 4 grayscale levels. Two stages are selected: 0 s to 200 s 
and 600 s to 800 s. c. The histogram of oxidation pixels per frame during 0 s to 200 s. d. The 
histogram of oxidation pixels per frame during 600 s to 800 s. e. The frequency-domain frame at 
700 s. Two pixels are selected: individual oxidation of a MB molecule is identified in ROI 1 and 
ROI 2 as a blank control pixel. f. The frequency-domain signal distribution of the two selected 
regions during the experiment. g. The evolution of frequency-domain signal of the two selected 
regions during the experiment. 
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Fig. 4 | Reaction probability analysis of individual MB oxidations. a, b, c and d, The average 
frames under the four step potentials. Each frame is the average of 2001 sequential frames, i.e., 0 
s ~ 200 s for a, 300 s ~ 500 s for b, 600 s ~ 800 s for c, and 900 s ~ 1100 s for d. The color bar 
indicates the intensity of the frequency-domain signals, AC grayscale. The scale bar was 100 
µm.  e, f, g, and h, The histograms of the frequency-domain signals under the four conditions 
and the corresponding binomial distribution fitting. i. The reaction probability under the four 
potentials.   
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Methods 

Sample preparation 
12-base single-strand DNA (GCGCGGCGCGCG) modified with a sulfhydryl group at the 3-end 
and a MB group at the 5-end and Tris-(2-carboxyethyl)-phosphine hydrochloride (TCEP), and 
Tris-EDTA buffer were purchased from Sangon Biotech (Shanghai) Co., Ltd. phosphate buffer 
(PB) from J&K Scientific.  

Prior to immobilization of MB-labeled aptamer onto the gold surface, 100 µM aptamer was 
dissolved in Tris-EDTA buffer solution with 1 mM TCEP and incubated in the dark for 2 h to 
reduce the disulfide bonds. Then, the aptamer was diluted to 10 aM and injected into the working 
cell by a pump, allowed to stay for 1-2 h to self-assembly the MB-labeled aptamer on the surface 
of the gold. The resulted surface was thoroughly washed with 10 mM PB to remove the unbound 
aptamer. 

Electrochemical measurement 
Cyclic voltammetry and open circuits recording step potential oscillations are performed using a 
VersaSTAT 3 electrochemical system (Princeton, U.S.A). The sensing surface as the working 
electrode and a Platinum wire as the counter. 

Optical setup 
Our prism coupled phase-sensitive SPRi system combines SPR phenomenon with a polarizer-
compensator-sample-analyzer (PCSA) imaging ellipsometry configuration. It uses a 625 nm 
LED as the light source, a high-speed cool CCD camera (Andor iKon-M)as the detector, and a 
SF10 trapezoidal prism to couple the light and a 48 nm gold-covered sensing surface sensing 
surface. The light is guided by an optical fiber and expanded by a collimating system. After 
passing a polarizer and a 45° compensator, the polarized collimated beam propagates 
perpendicularly to the prism and onto the sensing surface. The incident angle is optimized at 58°, 
in the neighborhood of ellipsometric singularity of the system where the evanescent wave 
appears at the sensing surface to detect the interaction in very shallow depth from the surface and 
the phase of the p-polarized reflection jumps. The reflected light carrying the surface information 
is then imaged by a CCD camera at a frame rate of 10 Hz after passing an analyzer. To achieve 
the best sensitivity, the system works under optimized linear off-null mode38 where the azimuth 
of the polarizer is optimized at 90° and that of the analyzer at 45°. During the measurement, the 
optical signal variation from the potential modulation is recorded by CCD in grayscale. 

The sensing chip is divided into two adjacent electric insulated areas: one as the working cell 
connecting to a signal generator (Agilent 33210A), the other as the reference cell. In the working 
cell, In the working cell, the gold-covered sensing surface is the working electrode and a Pt wire 
is the counter.  

Data analysis 
Power fluctuation depression and amplitude density spectrum analysis. In order to measure 
electron density variations on the order of 10-4 per pixel, we need to depress light power 
fluctuations during the experiment at first. The large field of view of the imaging scheme can 
allow for the simultaneous recording of reflections from both the working cell and the reference 
cell. Throughout an experiment, a sequence of images is captured (Extended Data Fig. 1a), and 
two regions of interest (ROI) are selected: ROI 1 in the working cell and ROI 2 in the reference 
cell. Because the reflections from both regions experience similar fluctuations in light source 
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power during the measurement as shown in Extended Data Fig. 1b, the differential signal 
between the two regions can significantly reduce the effects of these fluctuations. To further 
improve the signal-to-noise ratio, a sinusoidal potential modulation with an amplitude of 200 mV 
AC and different DC components at 1.1 Hz is introduced to the working cell. 

The comparison between the recorded signal in ROI 1 and the differential signal in Extended 
Data Fig. 1c demonstrates a significant improvement in the signal-to-noise ratio. The power 
fluctuations in the recorded signal are measured to be 4 × 10-3, whereas the differential signal 
fluctuates less than 10-3. The modulation signal is barely noticeable in the raw signal but can be 
clearly distinguished in the differential signal. The corresponding amplitude density spectrum in 
Extended Fig. 1d provides a comprehensive noise analysis. Prior to the depression scheme, the 
noise ranges from 10-3 Hz-1/2 within the frequency band from 10 Hz to 1 Hz, and approaches 10-2 
Hz-1/2 within the low-frequency band from 1 Hz to 10-2 Hz. After the differential, the noise is 
near the signal level, 10-4 Hz-1/2, while the integration of the modulated signal at 1.1 Hz for one 
minute amplifies the measured signal to above 10-3 Hz-1/2, providing the technique with an ability 
to analyze single-molecules electronic states. 

Time-domain frame averaging. To improve the signal-to-noise ratio of time-domain frames, 
we take the average frame at the time to eliminate thermal noise. In detail, at t seconds, a 
sequential of 600 frames was recorded. The average of these frames was taken as the frame at t 
seconds. 

Normalization of statistical data. There are 1250 pixels in a frame for our configuration. For a 
given frame at a certain time, the pixels are categorized by their intensities, AC grayscale. Each 
intensity interval is 0.2 grayscale levels. The normalization of pixel counts in Figs. 3a, 4e to 4h 
and Extended Data Fig. 5 is dividing the number of pixels the intensity of which falls into each 
interval by the total number of the pixels, 1250.  

In Figs. 3c and 3d, we count the number of oxidation pixels the intensity of which exceeds the 
upper limit of thermal noise, 4 grayscale levels in 2001 consecutive frames, 0 s ~ 200 s for Fig. 
3c and 600 s to 800 s for Fig. 3d. The frames are categorized by the number of the spotted 
oxidation pixels. The normalization of the number of frames is dividing the number of frames 
enjoying the same number of the oxidation pixels by the number of consecutive frames, 2001. 

For individual pixels, we categorize their intensities. Each intensity interval is 0.2 grayscale 
levels. We get the normalized frequency in Fig. 3f by dividing the frequency of each intensity 
category by the total number of frames, 14400.  

The average frame under the four step potential oscillations. The frames in Figs. 4a to 4d are 
the average frame of 2001 consecutive frames under the four step potential oscillations: 0 s ~ 200 
s for Fig. 4a, 300 s to 500 s for Fig. 4b, 600 s to 800 s for Fig. 4c, and 900 s to 1100 s for Fig. 4d.  

The probability fitting. We use least squares method to fit the binomial distribution in Figs. 4e 
to 4h.  

Data availability 

All data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author upon 
reasonable request. 

38 Jin, X. et al. in 4th Optics Young Scientist Summit (OYSS 2020)    (2021). 
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Extended Data Fig. 1 | The signal process for captured frames. a. Raw time sequence of captured frames. Two 
regions of interest (ROI) are selected: ROI 1 in the working cell and ROI 2 in the reference cell. b. The raw signals 
of ROI 1 and ROI 2. c. The recorded signal of ROI 1 and the differential signal between ROI 1 and ROI 2 during 60 
seconds in the time domain. d. The amplitude spectrum density of the raw signal of ROI 1 and the differential signal 
in the frequency domain. 
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Extended Data Fig. 2 | Time-domain frames and Frequency-domain frames. a, b, c, and d, Time-domain frames 
at 0 s, 400 s, 700 s, and 1000 s. Each frame was averaged by a sequential of 600 raw frames at the time to eliminate 
thermal noise. Time-domain images provide background information about the surface, such as topography, defects, 
or the solution background. As the step potential increased, scratches and defects became apparent due to the charge 
distribution, as discussed by Xiaonan Shan37. e, f, g, and h, Frequency-domain frames at the corresponding time. 
Each frequency-domain frame was integrated for 1 minute. Only pixels the intensity of which exceed thermal noise, 
4 grayscale levels, were spotted. During the potential oscillation from -400 mV to 0 mV, a single pixel with oxidized 
MB molecules was identified at the start of the experiment. As the step potential increased, the pixel counts 
increased from 9 at 400 s (oscillation from -200 mV to 200 mV) to 32 at 700 s (oscillation from 0 mV to 400 mV). 
However, instead of following a continuous increase, the number of pixels decreased to 20 at 1000 s (oscillation 
from 200 mV to 600 mV) due to a decrease in electron transport efficiency. 
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Extended Data Fig. 3 | Frequency-domain signal distribution of blank control pixels throughout the 
experiment. a. Frequency-domain frame at 700 s. Two pixels are selected as blank controls where no MB 
molecules were immobilized. The scale bar is 100 µm. b. Distribution of Frequency-domain signals of both regions 
during the experiment.  Both regions shared normal distributions because the signals came from thermal noise, the 
intensity of which were less than 4 grayscale levels, suggesting at most one electron were excited by temperature 
during one minute.   
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Extended Data Fig. 4 | Frequency-domain signal distribution at a certain time. a, b, c and d. The histograms of 
frequency-domain signals at 0 s, 400 s, 700 s and 1000 s.  
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Extended Data Fig. 5 | The evolution of the number of pixels the intensity between 1.8 to 2.0 grayscale levels.  
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Electron background estimation 

A two-dimensional electron gas (2DEG) is confined on the surface of the 
gold1. In momentum space, these electrons lie within the Fermi circle where 
Re(kz) = 0. For a 2D free electron system, the density of states (DOS) is 
a constant2:  

𝐷 = 𝑚
𝜋ℏ2 (𝑆. 1) 

where m is the electron mass, 0.511 MeV and D is about 4 × 106 eV-1 m-

2
. During the equilibrium of the system at T=0 K, the electron density n2D 

is given by 

𝑛2𝐷 = 𝑘𝐹
2

4𝜋 (𝑆. 2) 

where kF is the Fermi wave vector, for gold 𝑘𝐹 = 1.21 × 104 m-1 and n2D 

=1.17×107 m-2 for gold. 

For 𝑇 > 0 K, the free electrons follow Fermi-Dirac statistics in equilibrium 
by  

𝑓(𝐸) = 1

exp (
𝐸 − 𝐸𝑓

𝑘𝐵𝑇 ) + 1
(𝑆. 3) 

where kB is Boltzmann constant. The electron density n2D is given by 

𝑛2𝐷 = ∫ 𝐷𝑓(𝐸)𝑑𝐸 = 𝑚𝑘𝐵𝑇
𝜋ℏ2 ln (1 + 𝑒

𝐸𝑓
𝑘𝐵𝑇 )

∞

0
(𝑆. 4) 

For T= 298 K, kBT is 25.7 meV and n2D is estimated by 𝑚𝐸𝑓
𝜋ℏ2 ≈ 4 × 105 m-

2 at Ef = 0.1 eV 

Electrons involved in SPR under a potential modulation 

Under a potential modulation,𝛿𝑈, the electrode surface undergoes 
charging/discharging process. The electron density of the surface, 
𝑛𝑠, can be estimated by  

𝑛𝑠 = 𝑐𝛿𝑈
𝑒 (𝑆. 5) 

where c is the interfacial capacitance density (capacitance per unit 
area). For gold electrode, the order of the interfacial capacitance 
density3 ranges from 1F cm-2 to 10 F cm-2 and the corresponding 
electron density is 103 m-2 to 104 m-2 approximately when a 
potential modulation with 100 mV is introduced. Thus, according 
to eqs. (1) and (S.5), the order of the electrons involved in SPR, 
nsp, is estimated by 10 m-2, and the order of the measured electron 
in a pixel, 𝜌, is given by 



3 

𝜌 = 𝐴𝛿𝑛𝑠𝑝 ≈ 103 (𝑆. 6) 

where A is the area which a pixel is covering, 300 m2
 approximately 

(25 　m × 12 　m).  

Measuring electron density variations by phase-sensitive SPR 

Our phase sensitive SPR imaging system combines SPR 
phenomenon with a polarizer-compensator-sample-analyzer (PCSA) 
imaging ellipsometry configuration. The normalized detected signal 
I/I can be given by4 

𝛿𝐼
𝐼

 = 𝛿𝑹𝑠
𝑹𝑠

+ 𝛼1𝛿𝜓 + 𝛼2𝛿𝛥 (𝑆. 7𝑎) 

where 𝑹𝑠 is the reflectance of the surface for s-polarized light, and 
𝛼1  and 𝛼2  are the coefficients for the ellipsometric parameter 
variations, 𝛿𝜓 and 𝛿Δ. Because s-polarized light is insensitive to the 
surface variation, the first term of the right hand of eq. (S.8a) can 
be neglected and eq. (S.8a) can be expressed as 

𝛿𝐼
𝐼

≈ 𝛼1𝛿𝜓 + 𝛼2𝛿𝛥 (𝑆. 7𝑏) 

The explicit expressions of 𝛼1 and 𝛼2 are given by 

𝛼1 =
2[tan 𝜓(̅1 + cos 2𝐴) − sin 2𝐴 sin(2𝑃 + Δ̅̅̅̅̅)]

[1 − cos 2𝜓 ̅cos 2𝐴 + sin 2𝜓 ̅sin(2𝑃 + Δ̅̅̅̅̅) sin 2𝐴]

𝛼2 =
− sin 2𝜓̅cos(2𝑃 + Δ̅̅̅̅̅) sin 2𝐴

[1 − cos 2𝜓 ̅cos 2𝐴 + sin 2𝜓 ̅sin(2𝑃 + Δ̅̅̅̅̅) sin 2𝐴]

(𝑆. 8𝑎) 

where 𝜓 ̅ and Δ̅̅̅̅̅  are unperturbed values of the ellipsometric 
parameters 𝜓  and Δ  and 𝑃   and 𝐴  are the polarizer and analyzer 
azimuths respectively. To detect the subtle electron density change, 
the phase SPR works under the linear off null condition5, where A 
is optimized at 45° and P at 90°. Thus, eq. (S. 9a) can be simplified 
as 

𝛼1 =
2[tan 𝜓̅+ sin Δ̅̅̅̅̅]
1 − sin 2𝜓 ̅sin Δ̅̅̅̅̅

𝛼2 = sin 2𝜓̅cos Δ̅̅̅̅̅
1 − sin 2𝜓 ̅sin Δ̅̅̅̅̅

(𝑆. 8𝑏) 

On the one hand, according to the Drude theory of metals, the 
electron density variations in a pixel, 𝛿𝜌, will exert influence on the 
dielectric constant of gold electrode, 𝜀, by 
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𝛿𝜀 = (𝜀 − 1)
𝛿𝜌
𝜌 (𝑆. 9𝑎) 

or 

𝛿𝜀
𝜀

= (1 −
1
𝜀)

𝛿𝜌
𝜌 (𝑆. 9𝑏) 

where 𝛿𝜀 is the dielectric constant variation of gold. According to 
eq. (S.7), the SPR measured electron density variations in a pixel is 
10-4 approximately. Therefore, the ellipsometric phase variation can 
be given by 

𝛿𝜓 ൌ (
1
2
sin 2𝜓)Re(𝜅𝛿𝜀) ൌ (

1
2
sin 2𝜓)Re(𝜅(𝜀 െ 1))

𝛿𝜌
𝜌

𝛿Δ = Im(𝜅𝛿𝜀) ൌ Im(𝜅(𝜀 െ 1))
𝛿𝜌
𝜌

(𝑆. 10) 

where 𝜅  demonstrates the extent of reflection polarization 
modulation by the tiny variation in the dielectric constant of the 
metal and the explicit expression can be found in our previous work6.  

Frequency-domain signal analysis 

According to eqs. (S. 8b) and (S.11), the maximum detected signal 
Imax in a pixel can be used to measure electron density variations 
by 

𝛿𝐼𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 𝐾
𝛿𝜌
𝜌 (𝑆. 11) 

where 𝐾 = 𝐼 × [𝛼1(12 sin 2𝜓)Re(𝜅(𝜀 െ 1)) 𝛼2Im(𝜅(𝜀 െ 1))] and I is 
the background intensity of the surface, 157 grayscale levels during 
the experiment. 

Our frequency-domain signal IAC can be estimated by 

𝐼𝐴𝐶 = 𝛿𝐼𝑚𝑎𝑥√𝜏𝑓
2 (𝑆. 12𝑎) 

or 

𝐼𝐴𝐶 = 𝐾
𝛿𝜌
𝜌

√𝜏𝑓
2 (𝑆. 12𝑏) 

where 𝜏  is the duration of electron density variations during the 
integration period and f is sampling frequency of CCD, 10 Hz in our 
configuration. According to eq. (S13b), both electron density 
variations and corresponding duration determine frequency-domain 
signals. For typical electron density variations from 10-5 per pixel 
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per minute to 10-2 per pixel per minute, the frequency-domain 
signals change linearly from 0.1 grayscale levels to 100 grayscale 
levels (Supplementary Fig. 1a). For one electron variation in a pixel 
fitted in our configuration, 1/2500 per pixel approximately, the 
frequency-domain signal during one-minute reaches 4 grayscale 
levels. In Supplementary Fig. 1b, the signal approaches to 4 
grayscale levels by square root of the duration time, √𝜏. 

After the modulation, the electron density variations, 𝛿𝜌, can be 
divided into two parts: those from thermal motion of electrons, 𝛿𝜌𝑇 , 
and those from the oxidation of single-molecule oxidation, 𝛿𝜌𝑜𝑥, that 
is, 

𝛿𝜌 = 𝛿𝜌𝑇 + 𝛿𝜌𝑜𝑥 (𝑆. 13) 

Because the oxidation of MB is a two-level system with the two 
basis states: the HOMO level, denoted as |0⟩, and the HOMO-1 level, 
denoted as |1⟩ , in general the electron density variations of the 
system can be expressed as 

𝛿𝜌𝑜𝑥 = 𝑝0𝛿𝜌0 + 𝑝1 𝛿𝜌1 (𝑆. 14𝑎) 

where 𝛿𝜌0  and 𝛿𝜌1  are the electron density variations of the two 
basis states, 𝑝0 and 𝑝1the probabilities of finding the system in the 
two states, respectively. Since 𝛿𝜌0 = 0, eq. (S.15a) can be simplified 
as 

𝛿𝜌𝑜𝑥 = 𝑝1𝛿𝜌1 (𝑆. 14𝑏) 

Distribution of frequency-domain signals 

The oxidation of a molecule can be taken as a Bernoulli experiment: 
the molecule is oxidized or not. Therefore, the single-molecule redox 
should follow a binomial distribution (a discrete probability 
distribution which gives the probability of getting a certain number 
of successes in a fixed number of trials, where the outcome of each 
trial is either success or failure) to some extent. However, instead of 
the discrete number of successes, the distribution is categorized by 
the continuous frequency-time signal, which can be interpreted as 
the duration of the electron density variations and the fixed number 
of trials as the integration period. As a result, the distribution of 
the frequency-domain signals under a certain condition describes the 
probability of different durations of the electron density variations 
during the integration period: 

𝐼𝐴𝐶 ~ 𝐵(𝑛𝐴𝐶, 𝑝) (𝑆. 15) 
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where p is the electron density variation probability under the 
certain condition and nAC the corresponding integral for the 
integration time, given by: 

𝑛 ൌ 𝑘, 0.6 0.2𝑘 ൏ 𝐼  0.8 0.2𝑘, ሺ𝑆16ሻ 

in which, k = 0, 1, 2, …,17. 

According to eq. (S16), the expected frequency signal under the 
condition fulfills: 

0.6 + 0.2 × 𝑛𝐴𝐶𝑝 < 𝐸(𝐼𝐴𝐶) ≤ 0.8 + 0.2 × 𝑛𝐴𝐶𝑝 (𝑆. 17) 

Because the electron density variations from the single-molecule 
oxidation change under different potentials while those from the 
thermal noise remain stable, we take p as an indicator of reaction 
probability and corresponding time for 𝐸(𝐼𝐴𝐶)  as the expected 
oxidation duration under the condition, which can be obtained from 
Supplementary Fig. 1b.  
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Supplementary Figures 

 

Supplementary Fig. 1: Frequency domain signal vs. electron 
density variation and variation duration.  a. Frequency-domain 
signal caused by typical 𝛿𝜌/𝜌 per pixel during one minute; b. Frequency-
domain signal from one electron variation in a pixel vs. the duration time 
of the variation. During the calculation, the refractive index of SF10 
substrate is 1.723 and that of solution is 1.335. The electric constant of 
the gold is taken as -10.562+1.277i and the thickness of the gold film is 
48 nm. 
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