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Abstract: Plasmonic modes confined to metallic nanostruc-

tures at the atomic andmolecular scale push the boundaries

of light–matter interactions. Within these extreme plas-

monic structures of ultrathin nanogaps, coupled nanopar-

ticles, and tunnelling junctions, new physical phenomena

arise when plasmon resonances couple to electronic, exi-

tonic, or vibrational excitations, as well as the efficient

generation of non-radiative hot carriers. This review sur-

veys the latest experimental and theoretical advances in

the regime of extreme nano-plasmonics, with an emphasis

on plasmon-induced hot carriers, strong coupling effects,

and electrically driven processes at the molecular scale.

We will also highlight related nanophotonic and optoelec-

tronic applications including plasmon-enhanced molecu-

lar light sources, photocatalysis, photodetection, and strong

coupling with low dimensional materials.
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1 Introduction

Localized surface plasmon resonances (LSPR) are the sur-

face confined collective and coherent oscillations of con-

duction electrons of metallic nanostructures, often excited

when illuminated by light (Figure 1(a)). This phenomenon

results in the strong spatial confinement of electromagnetic

fields to dimensionsmuch smaller than the free-spacewave-

length of light [1]–[4]. LSPRs are characterized by several

remarkable physical properties, such as enhanced electric

fields, optical phase control, strong resonant absorption and

scattering, and high sensitivity to changes in the local dielec-

tric environment – or fundamentally a modification of the

local electromagnetic density of states analogous to cavity

optics arising from Purcell enhancement to strong coupling.

By manipulating size, shape, and material composition of

the nanostructure, the LSPR can be tuned across a wide

spectral range from the ultraviolet to the infrared. Since

the pioneering work of Rufus Ritchie in the 1950s predict-

ing surface plasmons [5], LSPR research has proliferated.

Progress has largely been driven by synthesis and fabrica-

tion of metallic nanostructures, near-field scanning optical

microscopy techniques, and precise theory and predictive

computational modelling [6], [7]. A wide range of engi-

neered plasmonic nanostructuresmade of different types of

metals and a variety of shapes have paved the way for an

exceptionally diverse range of applications such as surface-

enhanced spectroscopy, deep-subwavelength spatial reso-

lution imaging in tip-enhanced Raman scattering (TERS)

and a wide range of other linear and nonlinear optical

processes [8]–[14], biological and chemical molecular sens-

ing [15], light harvesting [16], and medical diagnostics and

therapy [17].

Since LSPR can be excited by optical illumination,

inelastic electron tunneling, or both, the associated hot

carrier dynamics correspondingly can be driven optically,

electrically, or via their hybrid interaction. For electrically

driven hot carrier processes in particular, the generation

of LSPRs often occurs in ultranarrow atomic scale plas-

monic nanogaps or nanojunctions [18]. These structures
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Figure 1: Optically or electrically driven plasmonic nanostructures. (a) Photon excitation induced electrical field enhancement inside a nanoparticle

(Purcell effect). (b) Photon excitation induced hot carrier generation in plasmonic nano structures. (c) Plasmon-exciton coupling probed through

optical excitation. (d) Electrically driven plasmonic tunnel junction for light emission. (e) Combined electrical and optical excitation for enhanced hot

carrier induced light emission. (f) Combined excitation for probing plexciton strong coupling in molecular scale plasmonic systems.

can be treated as two coupled individual plasmonic nanos-

tructures bridged by a quantum tunneling junction. Such

configurations have recently been studied in molecular

scale nanophotonics, in which the optical fields can be

ultra-confined down to near-atomic scale dimensions (with

volumes below 1 nm3), featuring Purcell enhancement

(Figure 1(d)), giant photon upconversion (Figure 1(e)) [19],

and even strong coupling (Figure 1(f)) [20], [21]. In contrast,

simple individual plasmonic nanostructures like nanopar-

ticles and nanowires can only confine light to compar-

atively large volumes determined by the minimum fea-

ture sizes of typically few 10s of nm. The fact that such

atomic scale gap-coupled plasmonic processes are nat-

urally compatible with molecular dimensions lends the

great opportunities for previously inaccessible regimes such

as strong plexcitonic coupling and quantum plasmonics

[22]–[25].

Recently, other intriguing aspects of LSPR have gar-

nered great interest: their ability to produce nonequilib-

rium energetic “hot” carriers including hot electrons and

hot holes on the nanoscale [26]. In general, and as well-

established from ultrafast spectroscopy of metal surfaces,

the ultrafast generation of LSPRs is followed by both their

radiative and non-radiative relaxation decay, leading to the

radiative emission of photons and non-radiative generation

of hot carriers (Figure 1(b)), transiently and on femtosecond

timescales. Interestingly, the LSPR mediated generation of

hot carriers has distinct attributes and is more efficient

than the direct photon absorption in metals as a result

of the substantial absorption cross-section associated with

plasmonic nanostructures [27], which can surpass the geo-

metrical cross section by several orders of magnitude and

could potentially facilitate strong light matter interactions

(Figure 1(c)) [23], [28]. These hot carriers induced by LSPR
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are of interest for potentially new pathways in photochem-

istry [29]–[31], photodetection [32], [33], photoluminescence

[34], and photovoltaics [1], [35].

In this review, we will focus on recent advances in

plasmon-induced hot carriers and electrically driven plas-

monic processes at the atomic and molecular scale. We

will highlight our current theoretical understanding of hot

carrier generation and relaxation dynamics. Recent devel-

opments of advanced experimental tools enabling hot car-

rier detection and imaging will be described. We will also

discuss several important applications such as molecu-

lar scale photon emission, photocatalysis, opto-electronic

sensing, and strong coupling-enabled molecular nano-

photonics. While optically driven plasmonics and hot car-

rier processes have been studied extensively in recent years

on nanoscale dimensions, their ultimate nanoscale exten-

sion (“picocavities”) and in particular electrically driven

counterparts have received comparatively less attention.

Notably, an electrically driven approach offers several

benefits including broadband hot carrier excitation, the

ability to excite conventionally optical dipole excitation-

forbidden dark plasmons, and seamless integration with

on-chip optoelectronics. This complements attributes of,

e.g., femtosecond and near-field optical excitation. Unique

to electrically driven hot carriers is the ability to trans-

fer energy through nanogaps by tunneling, leading to elec-

trically induced enhanced light emission with broadband

photon generation, and when operated in reverse, photon

detection through a significant open-circuit photo-voltage.

These features originate from previously little appreciated

concepts of electrically driven hot carrier processes.

2 Optically and electrically driven

hot carrier processes: theory

Despite many experimental studies of plasmon-induced

hot carriers, the understanding of the fundamental mech-

anisms underlying hot carrier generation and relaxation

remains limited [36]–[41]. It has been shown that the distri-

bution of hot carriers generated through surface plasmon

decay is distinct from those produced by direct excitation in

several aspects. In both scenarios, the energy of the initial

electron–hole pair matches the photon energy. However,

in the case of surface plasmon decay, electrons tend to

possess higher energies compared to the situation of direct

excitation: electrons in Au under direct photoexcitation of

sufficient energy are typically excited from the d-band with

its edge ∼2.3 eV below the Fermi level to above the Fermi

energy, while plasmon-induced carrier generation favors

electron excitations from near the Fermi energy [33], [42].

It is also worth noting that hot carriers can be generated

around the Fermi level in the same way as a plasmon decay

would via intraband absorption in the absence of local

field enhancement for photons below the band gap energy,

albeit with lower efficiency. Moreover, plasmon-induced

hot carriers are generated from the plasmonic near-field,

which encompasses higher multipolar and darkmodes [43].

For optical illumination only the bright plasmon mode are

excited, whereas tunneling currents can excite optically

dark modes. In this Section, we will discuss the hot carrier

generation with different mechanisms [26], [44]–[47] and

the subsequent ultrafast relaxation dynamics.

2.1 Direct interband absorption

Direct transitions are highly sensitive to the band structure

due to the selection rule of momentum conservation for

both the initial and final electronic states [41]. For photons

sufficiently energetic for interband transitions, themajority

of the plasmon energy is utilized in exciting the electron

from the d-shell to the Fermi level. Consequently, the gener-

ated electron is positioned not far above the Fermi level and

generally lacks sufficient kinetic energy to tunnel through

the barrier. Simultaneously, the hole in the d-shell exhibits a

very low velocity, making it unable to reach the surface [45].

In copper and gold, the primary direct interband absorption

occurs from the d-bands deep below the Fermi level to the

conduction band, leading to high-energy holes and lower

energy electrons. Conversely, in silver, absorption in the

conduction band can generate high-energy electrons accom-

panied by lower energy holes. In aluminum, a continuous

energy distribution of hot electrons andholes are generated,

spanning from zero to plasmon energy.

Sundararaman et al. presented predictions concerning

the immediate distributions of excited hot electrons and

holes from plasmon decay prior to inelastic relaxation [41].

These predictions are derived from a quantized plasmon

model that incorporates electronic structure details. Addi-

tionally, their focus is on interbandabsorptions, particularly

those dominating at higher plasmon energies. These transi-

tions are anticipated to bemore responsive to the electronic

structure compared to intraband transitions, which tend to

dominate at lower plasmon energies and have been char-

acterized within simplified models [27]. In Sundararaman

et al.’s approach, they merge quantized plasmon modes

derived from experimentally measured dielectric functions

with electronic states obtained via first principles density

functional theory. This enables them to compute the ini-

tial distribution of hot carriers in realistic materials. This

method allows them to examine the role of the electronic
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structure of the metal on the resulting carrier distributions,

independently of other factors such as geometry. Electronic

band structure of the metal is introduced into the model by

an approximation of the quasiparticle orbital 𝜓𝜎
qn
(r) with

eigenenergy 𝜀qn inside the metal, which gives,

Ψ𝜎(r, t) =
∑
q,n

𝜓𝜎
qn(r)e

− i𝜀qnt

ℏ cqn +
∑
q,n

𝜓∗,𝜎
qn (r)e

i𝜀qnt∕ℏc†
qn

(2.1)

where cqn and c
†
qn denotes the Fermionic creation and anni-

hilation operators for electrons with wave vector q and

band index n. 𝜎 here represents the spinor orbital index.

By applying Fermi’s golden rule, material-dependent hot

carrier dynamics can be obtained. The calculation results

reveal the sensitivity of the generated carrier profile to the

details of the electronic band structure, particularly in rela-

tion to the position of d bands relative to the unoccupied

states above the Fermi level in Ag, Cu, and Au. Cu and Au

yield hot holes with considerably higher energies compared

to the hot electrons. In the case of Ag, both hot holes and hot

electrons with narrow energy distributions are produced.

These results are also confirmed by Bernardi et al. using GW

calculations [48].

2.2 Intraband absorption

In nanoscale systems, the electronic states become local-

ized in space, and as a result, exact eigenstates for crystal

momentum do not exist based on the uncertainty principle.

This gives rise to a finite probability of direct plasmon decay

into a hot electron-hole pair with a net crystal momentum.

Such events can take place even for plasmons below the

interband threshold energy, which is referred to as intra-

band absorption assisted by nano-scale geometrical effects.

Compared to direct and phonon-assisted transitions which

heavily rely on the electronic band structure of the metal,

intraband absorption can be addressed by employing the

free-electron-like model and including the geometry effects

within the framework of quantum mechanics.

A theoretical approach can account for this effect by

solving the Schrödinger equation of electronic states within

the real geometry. Utilizing Fermi’s Golden Rule, optical

matrix elements between these states are employed to cal-

culate the transition rate induced by the plasmon.

Manjavacas et al. formulates a theoretical model to

describe the plasmon-induced hot carrier excitation process

and subsequently applies this model to both spherical Ag

nanoparticles and nanoshells [27]. In this model, the con-

duction electrons of the metal are approximated as free

particleswithin a finite spherical potential well. The process

of plasmon-induced hot carrier generation is evaluated by

applying Fermi’s golden rule. Hot carriers emerge through

the interaction of both external and plasmon-induced elec-

tric potentials, which influence the conduction electrons of

the metal. These interactions induce transitions from an

initial electron state 𝜓 i below the Fermi level to a final

state 𝜓 f above the Fermi level, with a hot electron–hole

pair generated and a reduction of the plasmon occupation

number by 1. The Hamiltonian of the above physical process

is given by,

H = ∫
[
V(r, 𝜔)+ V∗(r, 𝜔)

]∑
i, f

𝜌 fi(r)a
†
f
aidr (2.2)

Here, V(r, 𝜔) denotes the total potential for the con-

duction electrons, 𝜌 fi(r) = e𝜓∗
f
(r)𝜓i(r) and a

†
f ,i

(
a f ,i

)
is the

creation and annihilation operator for the an electron(hole)

in the system. The probability per unit time of generating

an individual electron in the final state can be evaluated via

Fermi’s golden rule,

Γe

(
𝜀 f , 𝜔

)
= 4

𝜏

∑
i

F
(
𝜀i
)[
1− F

(
𝜀 f

)]

×
⎧⎪⎨⎪⎩

|||Mfi(𝜔)
|||
2

(
ℏ𝜔− 𝜀 f + 𝜀i

)2 + ℏ2𝜏−2

+
|||M∗

i f
(𝜔)

|||
2

(
ℏ𝜔+ 𝜀 f − 𝜀i

)2 + ℏ2𝜏−2
⎫⎪⎬⎪⎭

(2.3)

where F
(
𝜀i, f

)
is the Fermi–Dirac distribution approxi-

mated at zero temperature, Mfi = ∫ V(r, 𝜔)𝜌 fi(r)dr repre-

sents the transition matrix element for the hot carrier gen-

eration process. The probability per unit time to generate

a hole can be obtained in a similar way by interchang-

ing the subscripts. The hot carriers will undergo various

relaxation processes after being generated, including elec-

tron–electron and electron-surface scattering, and even-

tually release their energy to heat up the lattice through

electron-phonon scattering. Here 𝜏 is the average lifetime

that incorporates all these decay mechanisms of hot car-

riers. Essential to emphasize that this linewidth is fun-

damentally different from the plasmon damping 𝛾 in the

Drude model (𝜀 = 𝜀b −𝜔2
p
∕𝜔(𝜔+ i𝛾)), where 𝜀b is the

background dielectric function and 𝜔p is the bulk plasma

frequency.

The above model enables the calculation of the steady-

state hot carrier distribution that emerges under continu-

ous light illumination, offering a quantitative explanation

specifically for scenarios involving pulsed illumination if

the pulse duration is longer than hot carrier lifetime. In this
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model, hot electrons and holes are assumed to be localized

and do not diffuse away from the location where they were

excited. But it should be noted that the diffusive transport of

hot carriers needs to be considered for extended nanostruc-

tures. In addition, simulating the time-dependent relaxation

of excited carriers also becomes feasible. The hot carrier

generation rate, which quantifies the efficiency exhibited by

various plasmonic systems in generating advantageous hot

carriers, can be estimated through,

Ne(𝜀) = ℏ𝜔s p

∑
𝜀 f≥𝜀

Γe

(
𝜀 f , 𝜔s p

)
∕Pabsorb (2.4)

Nh(𝜀) = ℏ𝜔s p

∑
𝜀≤𝜀 f

Γh

(
𝜀 f , 𝜔s p

)
∕Pabsorb (2.5)

where𝜔sp denotes the plasmon resonance frequencywhere

the nanoparticle reaches the maximal absorption, Pabsorb is

the total absorbed power of the nanoparticle. This model

has been applied to many scenarios and provides quantita-

tive agreement with experimental results [49].

Different theoretical approaches have been employed

for calculating the electronic states, from the simple free-

electron solution [50], [51], time dependent density func-

tional theory that omits the atomic-scale structure in effect-

ing the band structure [27], to detailed time dependent den-

sity functional theory accounting for the full band structure

in small metal clusters on the size of 2–3 nm [52]. Through

the substitution of free electron wave functions and ener-

gies with those derived from a density functional theory

approach, Manjavacas et al. have also demonstrated that

many-body effects cause only a marginal impact on carrier

generation [27]. However, the hot carrier lifetime signifi-

cantly influences both the production rate and the energies

of the generated hot carriers (Larger sizes and shorter life-

times lead to increased rates of hot carrier production, yet

they correspond to lower energies of the generated hot car-

riers.). This theory has been applied to explain the energy

distribution of nonlinear plasmon-assisted hot carrier gen-

eration [53] and the amplified hot electron generation in

nanoparticle dimers with plasmonic hot spots [54].

While the free-electron models are highly effective in

addressing geometry-assisted intraband absorptions, their

applicability is confined to materials and plasmon energy

ranges characterized by the presence of a free-electron con-

duction band. Hence, the majority of these studies are con-

fined to examining silver, particularly below its interband

threshold of 3.6 eV. For gold, copper and aluminum which

exhibit numerous low energy direct absorptions, it is essen-

tial to take into account material dependent and phonon

assisted process.

Due to the negligible momentum of photons and sur-

face plasmons in comparison to the electrons’ crystal

momentum, the direct decay of plasmons can only generate

hot electron-hole pairs with a net zero crystal momentum.

Such pairs of electronic states are typically accessible in the

band structure of most metals above a certain interband

threshold energy. In the scenario where the absorption and

emission of phonons are involved in the plasmon decay,

electronic states with different crystal momentum can be

excited.

The phonon-assisted indirect optical absorption has

been studied in indirect bandgap semiconductors by incor-

porating first principle ab initio calculations of phonon-

assisted transitions and resistive losses in a semiconductor

[55], [56], where the phonon-assisted absorption coefficient

can be obtained using Fermi’s golden rule [68]:

𝛼
(
ℏ𝜔

)
= 8𝜋2e2

NkNqVcell𝜔cnr(𝜔)
⋅
∑
𝑣i jkq

|||𝝀 ⋅
(
S1 + S2

)|||
2

⋅ P𝛿
(
𝜀 j,k+q − 𝜀i,k − ℏ𝜔± ℏ𝜔𝑣,q

)
(2.6)

where 𝝀 corresponds to photon polarization and nr(𝜔) and

Vcell is the refractive index of the material and effective cell

volume, respectively. S1 and S2 are the generalized optical

matrix elements corresponding to two different possible

transition paths of indirect absorption process given by:

S1

(
k,q

)
=

∑
m

𝒗im

(
k
)
gmj,𝑣

(
k,q

)
𝜀m,k − 𝜀i,k − ℏ𝜔+ iΓm,k

(2.7)

S2

(
k,q

)
=

∑
m

𝒗mj

(
k + q

)
gim,𝑣

(
k,q

)
𝜀m,k+q − 𝜀i,k ± ℏ𝜔𝑣,q + iΓm,k+q

(2.8)

with g being the electron–phonon couplingmatrix elements

and 𝒗 being the velocity.

By taking into account the contributions from “on-

shell” intermediate states that correspond to sequential

processes, Brown et al. extend the calculations of phonon-

assisted transitions in the previous studies and general-

ized to metals [38]. Their findings reveal that above the

optical band gap, direct transitions predominantly govern

and result in the generation of hot carriers. Conversely,

below the band gap, the production of hot carriers through

phonon-assisted transitions is constrained by the presence

of resistive losses, leading to reduced efficiency. They fur-

ther proposed that Al holds significant promise as a versatile

plasmonic hot carrier generator. It efficiently produces hot

carriers across a wide frequency range and generates high-

energy electrons and holes with equal probability. In com-

parison to noble metals, Al also boasts superior transport

properties for high-energy holes.

The absorption assisted by electron–electron scattering

is often omitted, partially due to the higher-order nature of

the process, which involves two electrons and is therefore
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relatively weak and becomes evident only at high power

levels. Such a process exhibits higher probability at higher

photon frequencies as the scattering phase space scaleswith

𝜔2 for the involved two electrons and confirmed both from

the experimental observation [57], [58] and theoretical cal-

culations based on Fermi liquid theory [59] and permittiv-

ity response [60]. A comprehensive theoretical description

of the electron–electron scattering process is intricate and

should adhere to a thorough treatment within the frame-

work of a Fermi liquid.

2.3 Landau damping

An alternative way to maintain momentum conservation in

the transition between two states with different wavevec-

tors is through the surface collision effect, which occurs

when the electron is reflected from the surface, andmomen-

tum is transferred between the electron and the entire

metal body. The surface scattering rate was first proposed

through a phenomenological theory with Γs ∼ 𝑣F∕a where
𝑣F is the Fermi velocity, a corresponds to the characteristics

length of a particularmetal particle. Such surface scattering-

induced damping is shown to be related to the electrons’

Landau damping [61]–[63], where the field confinement in

the nanostructure results in a largewavevector for localized

surface plasmons resonances, facilitating the energy trans-

fer between the electron and electromagnetic waves after

the initial excitation of the hot carriers (Figure 2(a)). Khur-

gin et al. shown that confinement of electric fields in prop-

agating surface plasmon polaritons enhances loss due to

Landau damping, thereby limiting the extent of the confine-

ment [63]. A comprehensive quantum-mechanical expres-

sion for the damping rate and the associated change in the

imaginary part of the dielectric constant is proposed, con-

firming that surface collision damping not only increases

the loss but also restricts the concentration of the electric

field into localized regions. A similar formalism has also

been employed by Shahbazyan [64], [65]. The entire Lan-

dau damping rate can be interpreted as the inverse of the

time it takes for the average electron propagating along the

field direction to reach the surface. For a surface plasmon

polariton propagating along the interface plane between the

metal and dielectric, the derived scattering rate agrees well

with the intuitive interpretation provided by Kreibig and

Vollmer [66].

In addition to the non-radiative damping for the cre-

ation of hot electron-hole pairs, a plasmon resonance can

also be radiatively damped and generate far field photons,

with the branching ratio determined by whether the nanos-

tructure supports dark (subradiant) plasmon modes [67],

[68]. The timescale for electron-hole pair creation during

the plasmon damping ranges from 1 to 100 fs (Figure 2(b)),

with the distribution of the hot electron–hole pairs rely-

ing on several factors, including the particle size, plasmon

resonance energy and symmetry, and the carrier density of

states within the material [27]. When the plasmon energy

surpasses the interband transition, the majority of hot car-

riers will be hot holes at the upper edge of the metal d band,

while electronswill be locatednear the Fermi level. Optimiz-

ing the hot carrier generation can be achieved through geo-

metrically engineering the metallic nanoparticles to match

the energy between the subradiant plasmon resonance and

the large imaginary part of the permittivity.

The hot electrons produced from plasmon decay

undergo rapid energy redistribution, dispersing their

energy among numerous lower-energy electrons through

processes like electron–electron scattering, including

Auger transitions [69]. On the relaxation time scales around

100 fs to 1 ps, a Fermi–Dirac-like hot carrier distribution

characterized by an effective electronic temperature can

be formed, according to time-resolved studies [70], [71]

(Figure 2(c)). Subsequent relaxation with the lattice occurs

on a longer time scale via successive electron–phonon

scattering events, spanning several picoseconds, and can

be effectively described using the two-temperature model,

accounting for the electronic and lattice temperatures

[72]. Eventually, the heat is gradually dissipated to the

surroundings over a time scale ranging from 100 ps to 10 ns,

a duration determinedby the specificmaterial, nanoparticle

geometry, and thermal conductivity (Figure 2(d)).

Figure 2: Hot carrier generation and relaxation dynamics. Hot carrier relaxation regimes at different times after initial photon excitation [26].

Reproduced with permission from the Springer Nature group.
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2.4 Various theoretical approaches

In addition to the various hot carrier excitation mech-

anisms mentioned above, hot electrons in metals have

historically been investigated using multiple theoretical

approaches [41], [73], which are briefly summarized in this

section.

Ab initio electronic structure calculations have recently

becomeviable for studying phonon-assisted transitions, and

they have been employed to investigate the optical prop-

erties of indirect bandgap semiconductors [55], [56]. The

ab initio tight binding approximation has been employed

for calculating the electronic structure in thin films using

Wannier functions [41]. Electron-temperature-dependent

heat capacities and electron–phonon coupling coefficients

of plasmonic metals can also be estimated through ab initio

predictions [74]. Utilizing the ab initiometal dielectric func-

tion facilitates the calculation of the initial hot carrier dis-

tribution and the subsequent dynamics [37].

In metals, theoretical and computational studies of

laser interactions have extensively utilized the two-tempe-

rature model proposed by Anisimov et al. [75], which uses

two coupled nonlinear differential equations to describe the

electronic and lattice temperature evolution both tempo-

rally and spatially when irradiated. After the initial relax-

ation of the generated hot carriers (∼100 fs), the hot car-
riers can be characterized by an elevated effective elec-

tronic temperature, where the dynamics can be well cap-

tured through the two-temperature model. Phenomenolog-

ical estimates of electron and phonon coupling strengths,

as well as relaxation times can be derived from the two-

temperature model based on experiments [76]. By taking

into account the non-thermal electrons during the thermal-

ization process for the electrons and phonons, the extension

of the two-temperature model is capable of exploring the

contribution of non-thermal electrons in photocatalysis [77],

[78].

In those structures governed by the ballistic and dif-

fusive regimes that are either small or large when com-

pared to the carrier mean free path, Boltzmann transport

equation [79] or Monte Carlo methods [80] can be employed

to investigate the transportation of plasmonic hot carriers.

A thorough analysis of the transport of plasmonic hot car-

riers, considering all the effects such as the strong energy

dependence of the electron lifetime and secondary elec-

trons after multiple scattering events, requires treatment

using the Boltzmann equation with spatial dependence.

While such an analysis would be highly desirable for under-

standing the efficiency of plasmonic energy conversion,

it poses significant computational challenges and thus is

lacking.

2.5 Hot carrier relaxation dynamics

Previous studies have made substantial advancements in

elucidating the significance of electron–electron and elec-

tron–phonon scattering during the relaxation of hot carri-

ers [81], [82]. For example, sub-ps optical transient-reflection

method and the first principles density functional theory

have been employed to investigate the transient hot car-

rier lifetime for different metals. More complicated models

have also been used to predict the lifetime of individual

hot carriers within the independent electron picture, where

exact matrix element calculations were applied [83], [84].

Calculations of these models are very challenging, limit-

ing these approaches to either very large or very small

nanoparticles with simple formalisms for the plasmon res-

onances [85]. In this regard, Liu et al. studied the relax-

ation dynamics of the hot carriers by extending the above

model for hot carrier generation, and considering a pulsed

excitation of the plasmon and investigating the hot carrier

relaxation behavior towards thermal equilibrium [36]. To

broaden the model’s scope and encompass nanoparticles of

more realistic larger sizes, they introduce a parametriza-

tion for the electron–electron scattering process, where the

rates are considered as a function of the energy differ-

ence between scattering states. Given the electronic energy

bands of different metals, other structures can also be stud-

ied by employing this approach.

In Liu et al.’s approach, following plasmonic excitation,

hot carriers relax via electron–electron, electron–photon,

and electron–phonon scattering, with the time-dependent

occupancies of electronic states determined through a

coupled master equation. The electron–photon scatter-

ing refers to radiative decay of the plasmonic excitations

through emission of a photon, in contrast to the non-

radiative decay of plasmon-induced hot carriers through

electron–electron and electron–phonon scattering. In the

context of electrically driven plasmonic systems, the elec-

tron–photon relaxation mechanism is closely related to the

below-threshold light emission process (described in detail

in Sections 4.1 and 4.2), while the electron–electron and

electron–phonon relaxation mechanisms dominate in the

understanding of above-threshold emission (Sections 4.3

and 4.4). It is generally believed that energetic hot carri-

ers can quickly thermalize via electron–electron scattering

[86]–[88], before electron–phonon scattering becomes the

dominant relaxation channel on the time scale of picosec-

onds [89], [90], as acoustic phonons have very low ener-

gies (∼meV) and it takes many subsequent electron-phonon
collisions to change the energy of electrons. It is a rea-

sonable approximation to assume a fixed electron–phonon

relaxation timescale on the order of 1 ps for characterizing
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the electron thermalization process to the lattice and focus

mainly on the electron–electron interaction within the few

100s of fs timescale of the hot carrier relaxation dynamics

[91]. The electron–electron relaxation rate is then given

according to Fermi’s Golden rule [36],

Γee
i j→kl

= 4

𝜏

|||Mi j→kl
|||
2 1(
𝜀i + 𝜀 j − 𝜀k − 𝜀l

)2 + ℏ2𝜏−2 (2.9)

where ij→ kl denotes the initial and final state during an

electron–electron scattering event. Mij→kl is the transition

matrix element corresponding to this process, which can be

obtained by Mi j→kl = 1∕2|⟨i, j|V|k, l⟩− ⟨i, j|V|l, k⟩|. Here V
is the Yukawa potential induced by Thomas–Fermi screen-

ing of the Columb potential, V = e−kTF|r−r′|∕||r − r′|| with
kTF ≈ 1 Bohr(Ag). 𝜏 refers to the natural linewidth of the hot

carrier excitation and is chosen to be 1ps so that the plasmon

decay induced initial hot carrier generation will not further

increase after 𝜏 , which is different from hot carrier relax-

ation lifetime. This model thus can be implemented into

more realistic systems by incorporatingmatrix elements for

specific electronic band structures.

In addition to the pulsed excitation, for continuumopti-

cal excitation, it is also possible to build a model to describe

the hot carrier distribution function under steady state and

investigate the associated photoluminescence and electrolu-

minescence processes. At high plasmon excitation rate (high

photon intensity under optical excitation or electrical cur-

rent excitation), hot carriers generated by plasmon decay

can lack adequate time to return to their initial conditions

before the subsequent plasmon excitation which further

generates additional hot carriers. This process leads to a

steady state nonequilibrium hot carrier distribution within

the material. Such a distribution can be described using the

average hot carrier distribution energy,

kBThc = Ehc =
⟨∫ 𝜀d𝜀pE(t, 𝜀)∫ d𝜀pE(t, 𝜀)

⟩
(2.10)

where pE(t, 𝜀) is the population distribution of carriers at

time t after hot carrier generation and energy 𝜀 taken as the

energy difference relative to the Fermi level, 𝜀 = E − EF . Thc
can be understood as the effective hot carrier temperature

that characterizes the average hot carrier energy. Note here

that the defined effective temperature is distinct from the

Fermi temperature corresponding to the energy of the Fermi

level divided by the Boltzmann constant, where the average

energy at 0 K for the entire Fermi Sea is 3E f∕5. For sim-
plicity, consider a three-level system consisting of |g⟩, ||e1⟩
and ||e2⟩ representing the ground state, the first, and second
excited state with ||e2⟩ having higher energy, respectively.

Electrons will be first excited to ||e2⟩ then decays to ||e1⟩with
a characteristic decay time 𝜏2, which subsequently decays to

the ground state from ||e1⟩ with a characteristic decay time
𝜏1. In steady state, the populations of ||e1⟩ and ||e2⟩ can be

calculated as [36],

p2 =
e
− 𝛽

I𝜏2

1− e
− 𝛽

I𝜏2

(2.11)

p1 = r21
e
− 𝛽

I𝜏1

1− e
− 𝛽

I𝜏1

(2.12)

where 𝛽 = ℏ𝜔∕𝜎 represents the absorption ability under

electrical or optical excitation with 𝜎 being the absorption

cross section. r21 is the relative decay rate from
||e2⟩ to ||e1⟩. I

here is the intensity of the external excitation, either elec-

trically or optically, manifested through optically injected

photons or electrically injected charges. This phenomeno-

logical model can be used to explain the plasmon heating

induced hot carrier generation [92] and the giant photon

up-conversion when combining electrical and optical exci-

tation [19].

To summarize, the attempts to develop semi-classical

and quantum theoretical approaches to describe hot car-

rier processes in plasmonic nanostructures have yield great

insights which are crucial to the understanding of experi-

mental results in this field. However, quantitative models

incorporating the full details of hot carrier generation and

relaxation dynamics of realistic plasmonic materials under

different excitations still need to be established. These mod-

els could serve as important roles to address discrepancies

in plasmonic experiments and provide a predictive plat-

form for the design and optimization of plasmonic devices

in various applications.

3 Plasmonic hot carrier detection

and imaging: experimental

techniques

Experimental studies of hot carriers are challenging on both

temporal and spatial scales: the typical lifetime of hot elec-

trons and hot holes spans from the few-fs to lower ps range,

and the mean free path of hot carriers only extends to a few

10s of nm. To visualize and track the transport and dynamics

of hot carriers, experimental tools are needed with simulta-

neously high spatial and time resolutions. In this Section, we

discuss several important experimental advances that have

been made in recent years to collect, detect, and image hot

carriers.
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3.1 Nanometer-scale energy barrier for hot
carrier collection

Upon generation, hot carriers undergo rapid thermaliza-

tion, rendering their collection challenging and imped-

ing their practical utilization. Therefore, a Schottky diode,

comprised of a metal–semiconductor junction with a

Schottky barrier height, proves advantageous for captur-

ing the excited hot carriers before they dissipate their

energy. The Schottky barrier height and internal band

bending within the semiconductor facilitate the separa-

tion of hot carriers, thereby getting rid of low-energy car-

riers and obstructing the reverse diffusion of the trans-

ferred hot carriers. Park et al. fabricated a perovskite plas-

monic nanodiode consisting of MAPbI3 layers covering a

plasmonic-Au/TiO2 Schottky junction (Figure 3(a)), with ran-

domly connected Au nano islands deposited on a TiO2

layer serving as the source for hot carrier flux generation

[93]. The measured incident photon-to-electron conversion

efficiency and the short-circuit photocurrent exhibit a

remarkable enhancement in the light-to-electrical conver-

sion. Femtosecond transient absorption spectroscopy also

reveals extended lifetimes of hot electrons in plasmonic

Au structures combined with MAPbI3. A similar structure

based on p-type GaN combined with gold nanoparticles

had been investigated by DuChene et al., showing photo-

electrochemical properties that align with the injection of

hot holes from Au nanoparticles into p-GaN following plas-

mon excitation [94]. The straightforward fabrication and

integration process of Schottky diodes permits the adoption

of various materials and geometries, encompassing non-

metallic plasmonic materials [95] and three-dimensional

Schottky structures [96] (Figure 3(b)). Furthermore, the

electrical access for the Schottky diodes enables engi-

neering to harvest hot-electrons derived from plasmonic

excitations in electrically active plasmonic devices, show-

ing potential for photovoltaic applications based on hot

carriers [97].

Figure 3: Experimental techniques for hot carrier detection and imaging. (a) Illustration of the MAPbI3/Au/TiO2 nanodiode configuration. The inner

structure can be seen in the enlarged view of the active area [93]. Reproduced with permission from the American Chemical Society.

(b) A plasmon-induced hot electron can undergo ballistic transport to the Schottky barrier interface, leading to the tunneling into the semiconductor

[96]. Reproduced with permission from the American Chemical Society. (c) A pair of femtosecond pulses of variable time delay are grating coupled and

focused at an STM apex, which can be used as a ultrafast nanoimaging tool [112]. Reproduced with permission from Springer Nature Group.

(d) The hot carrier distribution induced by the propagating SPPs from the grating is mapped by the single molecule junction based on the STM probe

[119]. Reproduced with permission from American Association for the Advancement of Science. (e) A schematic illustration depicts the application of

time-resolved two-photon photoemission spectroscopy to Cu2O [122]. Reproduced with permission from Springer Nature Group.
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3.2 Electron microscopies for hot electron
imaging

To image the hot carriers generated by surface plasmon

decay, experimental techniques with abilities to character-

ize the extreme near field of surface plasmons with high

spatial resolution are needed. Leveraging the high reso-

lution of the electron microscopy system, Nelayah et al.

performed electron energy-loss spectroscopy (EELS) exper-

iments in the context of a scanning transmission electron

microscope [98]. A distinctive feature of this instrument

is its ability to simultaneously detect multiple signals for

both energy-loss spectra and the corresponding projected

mass signal at every probe position during the scanning

process. By utilizing electron beams instead of photons to

record plasmon maps within the near infrared, visible,

and ultraviolet spectrum, high spatial resolution imaging

of plasmonic modes is possible. Nicoletti et al. used a sim-

ilar electron energy-loss spectrum imaging to obtain the

three-dimensional images of the localized surface plasmons

for individual Ag nanocubes, providing experimental evi-

dence of higher-energymode hybridization [99]. Frank et al.

visualized the propagation of short-range surface plasmon

polaritons and sub femtosecond dynamics using normal-

incidence two-photon photoemission electron microscopy

for atomically flat single-crystalline gold platelets on silicon

substrates [100]. Further imaging spectroscopy that involves

electron excitation also includes scanning electron micro-

scope [101], [102], transmission electron microscope [103],

and cathodoluminescence spectroscopy [104]–[106] which

measures the far field emitted photons, showing a spatial

resolution down to sub-10 nm.

3.3 Scanning probe microscopies from
electronically coherent to hot carrier
dynamics imaging

Other powerful approaches for nanoscale or even atomic-

scale plasmon and hot carrier dynamics imaging are based

on scanning near-field microscopies. Here, a nanoscale

metal tip provides both topograpic information and nano-

scale optical field localization when operated in atomic-

force or scanning tunnelling microscope mode.

Examples include near-field enhancement and work

function differences that arise from charge distribution

of surface plasmon polaritons (SPPs) which are accessible

through the scanning near-field optical microscope [107]

and Kelvin probe force microscopy [108]–[111], with spatial

resolution as high as 2 nm.

Of particular interest is the ability to image the elec-

tronic coherent dynamics of localized surface plasmons

following femtosecond pulsed excitation. Following the ini-

tial elementary steps of the light–matter interaction, these

coherent electronic processes precede the hot electron gen-

eration. This has been enabled in the implementation of

time-resolved nonlinear second-harmonic generation (SHG)

and four-wave mixing (FWM) with scanning probe imple-

mentation for simultaneous few-fs temporal andnanometer

spatial resolution. In order to provide both nanoscale reso-

lution and contrast, Kravtsov et al. used adiabatic nanofo-

cusing in combination with pulse shaping and control to

achieve a femtosecond light source at the apex of the scan-

ning probe tip [112]. This allowed for spatially resolved

imaging of the few-fs coherent dynamics of plasmonic

nanostructures, resolving heterogeneity and coupling, with

the dynamics controlled by intrinsic Drude damping and

extrinsic radiative decay (Figure 3(c)).

Imaging and probing the subsequent hot carrier gener-

ation during the decay of surface plasmons can be achieved

both in the spectral and temporal domain. Examples include

the quantification of the electron temperature and relax-

ation rate from the analysis and power dependence of inco-

herent hot electron photoluminescence and FWMefficiency,

respectively [113]. As discussed above, the carrier relaxation

is a combination of different, in part competing, elemen-

tary processes of electron–electron and electron-phonon

scattering with both affected by the type of metal as well

as finite-size effects as dimensions shrink to the atomic

scale. Through active modification of the different relax-

ation pathways, additional information can be gained aid-

ing in understanding their relative contributions. Examples

include the study of the decay of localized surface plas-

mons combining AFM-based near-field imaging with scan-

ning tunnelingmicroscopy (STM) based techniques coupling

a tunneling pathway to the SPP excitation. In the example

of a LSPR excited in a Au nanotip in close proximity to a

mirror substrate, the transition of classical electromagnetic

to quantumcoupling could be demonstratedwith associated

changes in spectral position, LSPR lifetime, and amplitude

[114]. This work demonstrated the exceptionally short few-

fs radiative lifetime of LSPRs, highlighting their distinct

light emission behavior compared to atomic or molecular

emission.

STM itself can be extended into the time domain

when combined with THz spectroscopy. Lock et al. pre-

sented findings from variable temperature and voltage

measurements that explore the nonlocal manipulation of

adsorbed molecules on the Si surface using a STM, show-

ing that a two-dimensional diffusive model can be used to

explain the hot electron dynamics on the 10 nm scale [115].

Sabanés et al. shown that ultrafast electronic heating and
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transient thermionic tunneling can be investigated in a

metallic photoexcited tunnel junction. Phase-resolved sam-

pling of broadband THz pulses allows the real time mon-

itoring of the competition between ultrafast thermal and

nonthermal photocurrents, therefore revealing the domi-

nant role of nonthermal electron distribution and delayed

tunneling of thermalized hot electron in the in the hot elec-

tron tunneling from a laser excited STM tip [116]. Another

technique which is referred to as a scanning noise micro-

scope can also be used to investigate the ultrafast dynamics

of the nonlocal hot carriers. Weng et al. realized electronic

nano thermometry by measuring the current shot noise

linked to the ultrafast hot electron dynamics. By using a

non-contact W tip, they mapped the hot carrier distribution

in real space before carriers thermalized to the lattice by

probing the electrical shot noise in the extreme near field

[117]. Similarly, a Schottky diode-terminated tapered tip of

nanoscale dimensions is employed for adiabatic focusing of

surface plasmons with a plasmon-to-hot-carrier conversion

efficiency exceeding 30 %, showing the potential for a novel

nanoscopy technique [118]. More recently, Reddy et al. per-

formed hot carrier transport measurements through single-

molecule junctions (Figure 3(d)), realized through a single

molecule sandwiched between an ultrathin plasmonic Au

film and a scanning probe tip [119]. The gold thin film serves

as a source supporting propagation surface plasmons, and

the single molecule junction works as an energy filter

to determine the quantification of plasmonic hot carrier

energy distribution at steady state. This work shows that

the Landau damping is the dominant hot carrier generation

mechanism in plasmonic nanostructures with strong field

confinement effects.

3.4 Photoemission spectroscopy

The fundamental timescale associated with the excitation

of electronic states in metals is very short, typically on

the order of a few femtoseconds (fs). Therefore, the time-

resolved two-photon photoemission [120], [121] provides

a possible way in probing the short lifetime (Figure 3(e))

[122]. In a time-resolved two-photon photoemission exper-

iment, an optically induced electronic excitation’s lifetime

is assessed in the time domain by detecting the signal

decrease based on the time delay between a pump and a

probe laser pulse. The ultrafast dynamics of excited car-

riers is probed at low excitation density and pump-pulse

intensities lies in the few μJ∕cm2 range, where the scat-

tering between excited electron and the lattice heat up

effect is negligible, so that the photoemission is limited to

the sequential absorption of two photons. Following the

initial time-resolved studies on image potential states on

Ag(100) [123], further advancements have been achieved

in understanding electron localization and solvation at

interfaces [124]–[126] and adsorbate-surface hybrid systems

[127], [128]. There are also parallel works for investigating

the carrier dynamics in semiconductors using time-resolved

two-photon photoemission such as GaAs [129] and TiO2(110)

[130]. The Heisenberg equations of motion are utilized to

model the experimental data, offering qualitative insights

into the thermalization and cooling processes of hot elec-

trons [131]. In contrast to studies of excited electronic states

in metals, the majority of time-resolved two-photon pho-

toemission experiments conducted on semiconductors con-

centrate on ensemble dynamics following intense optical

excitation [132], [133].

Conversely, in time-resolved photoelectron

spectroscopy [134], [135], a higher intensity pump-pulse

is employed (mJ∕cm2), resulting in an increased density

of the hot carriers that lead to demagnetization [136],

desorption of absorbed molecules [137] and a notable rise

in lattice temperature. After the mid-2000s, time-resolved

photoelectron spectroscopy has been routinely used for

probing non equilibrium dynamics of solids [138]–[141].

These studies show a significant level of maturity in

this field. However, the interpretation of experimental

results has been a long-standing debate in the past,

where a specific challenge involves the intricate task of

distinguishing between the various mechanisms implicated

in the generation and decay of hot electrons.

4 Electrically driven light emission

in molecular scale plasmonic

nanostructures

Light emission from electrically biased tunnel junctions has

been a well-known phenomenon since the notable work

in the 1970s by Lambe and McCarthy [18] (Figure 4(a)).

The underlying mechanism is that LSPRs adjacent to the

atomic sized tunneling nanostructure can be excited inelas-

tically by the tunneling electrons and subsequently expe-

riences rapid radiative decay into far field photon emis-

sion. One key feature of inelastic tunneling induced light

emission is its broadband spectrum and at photon ener-

gies ℏ𝜔 less than the nominal single electron energy cor-

responding to the applied voltage (i.e., ℏ𝜔 ≤ eV, also

called below-threshold light emission). Interestingly, sev-

eral pioneering works [142]–[147] performed by scanning
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Figure 4: Below-threshold light emission in plasmonic nanostructures due to inelastic electron tunneling and thermally broadening induced overbias

emission (a) light emission spectra from electrically biased Au and Ag tunnel junction at 77 K, an energy cutoff equal to the applied bias can be clearly

seen [18]. (b) Light emission spectra map from a biased STM junction when varying the tip surface distance [147]. (c) An electron can gain excess

energy from the thermal broadening of the Fermi–Dirac distribution, creating a higher energy LSP which leads to the overbias emission [148].

(a)–(c) are reproduced with permission from the American Physical Society. (d) Electronic temperatures obtained from fitting the tail at the energy

cutoff position of the spectral data, plotted together with the junction temperature in the right panel [160]. Reproduced with permission from

the Springer Nature Group.

tunneling microscopy and nanofabricated tunnel junc-

tions have reported the observation of above-threshold

light emission, i.e., emission of photons having energies

extending to double or triple of the single electron level

in contradiction with the simple single electron picture

in previous studies (Figure 4(b)). These observations have

invoked significant interest in understanding the funda-

mental energy conversion physical mechanisms under dif-

ferent experimental conditions. From the perspective of

practical applications, such emission can potentially pro-

vide novel miniaturized photoemitters controlled by purely

electrical means and could be engineered down to the

atomic scale. In this section, we will review previous works

which will be sorted by their respective physical mecha-

nisms, with the focus mainly on a recently proposed electri-

cally driven hot carrier-based process [148]. Potential appli-

cations regarding the molecular scale electroluminescence

and quantum light sources based on electrically driven plas-

monic tunnel junctions will also be discussed later in this

section.

4.1 Basics of inelastic electron tunneling
and below-threshold light emission:
low current limit and finite temperature
effects

A tunnel junction is an intrinsically atomic and molecu-

lar scale nanostructure, and when it is biased electrically,

charges flow via quantum tunneling through the potential

barrier. In this process, most electrons elastically transport

through the junction without losing their energy. A small

fraction (<10 %) of the tunneling electrons, undergo inelas-

tically tunneling and lose energy to excite other excitations

in the junction such as localized surface plasmons, molecu-

lar vibrations, or phonons. In particular, LSPR’s can subse-

quently decay radiatively to generate photons. In the pres-

ence of molecules in the tunnel junction, inelastic electrons

can interact with the vibrational modes in the molecules,

pumping the local vibrations to higher energy states, lead-

ing to potential molecular electroluminescence. In theory,

such inelastic process and subsequent photon conversion
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can be described as a Purcell effect controlled by the near-

field local electromagnetic density of states in the tunneling

junction. In experiment, transduction of mid-infrared (MIR)

light from the molecular vibrations is possible to produce

upconverted signal as enhanced visible luminescence, thus

allowing the single-molecule MIR detection [149].

The emission spectrum from these electrically driven

tunnel junctions and ultra-thin plasmonic gaps is deter-

mined in combination with the detailed atomic scale mor-

phology and the detailed condition of inelastic electron

tunneling. The former acts as a plasmonic nanoantenna

that imprints the surface plasmon mode into the spectrum,

which yields,

U
(
ℏ𝜔,Vb

)
= 𝜌

(
ℏ𝜔

)
⋅ Siet

(
ℏ𝜔,Vb

)
(4.1)

where U
(
ℏ𝜔,Vb

)
is the light emission spectrum that is

dependent on the photon energy ℏ𝜔 and the electrical bias

Vb. Siet is the function related to the inelastic electron tun-

neling process which we will discuss later.

We first examine the zero temperature (T = 0 K) and

low current limit of the light emission from inelastic tun-

neling electrons. The tunneling behavior of electrons leads

to a quantum shot noise, with the frequency cut off set by

the applied bias and temperature [150]. The current fluctu-

ation can transfer energy out from a biased quantum point

contact [151] and it has been shown by Gustavsson et al. that

the process can be mediated by photons at high-frequency

current fluctuations [152]. Therefore, by driving the current

noise into the optical frequency regime, far field emission in

the visible can be observed [153]. At zero temperature, Siet in

Eq. (4.1) can be expressed by current noise spectral intensity

[151], [154]–[156],
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∑
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)[
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+W
(
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∑
i
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i
W

(
ℏ𝜔

)
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where G0 is the conductance quantum G0 = 2e2∕h and kB is
the Boltzmann constant. Ti is the transmission probability

of the ith conducting channelwith the total junction conduc-

tance given byG = G0
∑

i Ti.W(𝜀) is a function expressed by

W(𝜀) = 𝜀
(
e𝜀∕kBT − 1

)−1
. If the conductance and the tunnel-

ing current are both very small, the higher order Ti term is

negligible and the Siet
(
ℏ𝜔,Vb

)
can be simplified as,

Siet
(
ℏ𝜔,Vb

)
= G0

∑
i

Ti
(
1− Ti

)
W

(
ℏ𝜔− eVb

)
(4.3)

with the noise spectra cutoff frequency 𝜔cutoff set by

𝜔cutoff = eVb∕ℏ. Therefore, in inelastic tunneling induced

light emission, the upper limit of the emission is bounded

by the driven voltage eVb.

This below-threshold light emission is often observed

in STM based tunnel junctions. Sparks and Rutledge studied

a series of vertical Au-oxide-Al biased light emitting tunnel

junctions with ranging oxide thickness, showing the cutoff

emission scattering off the junction slow mode as the dom-

inant mode [157]. Schull et al. showed that in an ultrahigh

vacuum at 6.8 K, an STM tunnel junction formed by Au(111)

surface and chemically etched W tips can emit below-

threshold light (Figure 1(c)) when the tip sample distance is

well above single atom contact [147]. In van derWaals quan-

tum tunneling devices realized through 2D material het-

erostructures such as gold, hexagonal boron nitride (hBN)

and graphene, inelastic electron tunneling can also result in

photon emissionwith photon energy below the applied bias.

A resonant enhanced photon emission rate can be further

achieved by coupling these heterostructures with designed

optical nanocube antennas [158].

At elevated temperatures, more pronounced current

fluctuation can break the strict energy limit in the above-

mentioned below-threshold light emission (Figure 4(c)).

Kalathingal et al. performed a scaling analysis to the mea-

sured emission spectrum from a STM junction by incor-

porating a theoretical model that takes into account the

finite temperature contribution during the quantum trans-

port process [159] (Figure 4(d)). Photon emission at energies

higher than the quantum cutoff (eVb) can be well explained

by the junction conductance variation with Vb. Similar phe-

nomena had also been observed for photon emissions from

Au/Au and PtIr/Au STM junctions under ambient conditions,

where the high energy cutoff breaking the quantum rela-

tionship ℏ𝜔cutoff = eVb was attributed to local increase of

the temperature of the sample surface (surface-enhanced

phenomena) [144]. Such a tunnelling electroluminescence

emission edge can be utilized as a thermometer to accu-

ratelymeasure the electronic temperature through the spec-

tral decay shape beyond eVb, yielding a 30 K temperature

difference between electron and lattice in a STM Ag/Au

junction with tunneling current larger than 15 nA [160].

Furthermore, a finite lifetime of the excited states derived

from time-energy uncertainty was used to correct the spec-

tra when the thermal broadening of the Fermi distribution

cannot be used alone to account for the spectra exceeding

the electrical energy [161].

4.2 Multielectron coherent tunneling
process and above-threshold light
emission

When increasing the current, higher order tunneling terms

inEq. (4.2)must be considered, and the emission spectrum is

no longer strictly limited by the voltage bias defined energy
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threshold. The probability that two ormore electrons coher-

ently tunnel through the junction is no longer negligible

compared to the single inelastic tunneling events, leading to

the emission of the so called “2e”, “3e” photons etc. To date

there are several theoretical models developed to account

for the multielectron coherent tunneling, with variations in

the detailed picture of tunneling process.

Hoffmann and Berndt proposed an Auger-like process

where two electrons exchange their energy via Coulomb

interaction during their simultaneous tunneling, which is

called hot-electron–hole cascademechanism [143]. The hole

cascading deep below the Fermi sea provides the excess

energy to the hot electrons, which then subsequently excites

the LSPR, leading to 2e emission (Figure 5(a)) [147]. The

same group performed a more detailed study showing the

transition from 1e to 2e light emission by altering the STM

junction conductance close to the single atom contact. They

found that the power law dependence of 1e, 2e light, and

the tunneling current on logarithmic scale was drastically

different (Figure 5(b)) [162]. Later, they determined the hot

electrondistribution at the tip area based on the shape of the

emission spectra, yielding a deviation from the Fermi–Dirac

function with a high-energy tail above 2000 K. An alterna-

tive process was proposed in which an injection of a hot

electron results in a cascade which produces a hot hole

to recombine with an inelastically tunneled electron and

generate 2e light (Figure 5(c)) [162].

Xu et al. proposed a model for the above-threshold

light emission in analogy to the treatment of the electro-

magnetic environment in a mesoscopic circuit (Figure 5(d)).

The 2e process and the subsequent scattering with the

localized plasmon mode is modelled by an effective LC

circuit, with the above-threshold light emission origi-

nated from non-Gaussian part of the current noise [163].

Later, they generalized this model to finite tempera-

ture, where thermal smearing cannot be ignored in

emission spectra [164]. At almost the same time, Kaas-

bjerg and Nitzan developed a theory for the above-

threshold light emission by calculating higher order of

the quantum noise and link it with plasmon induced

electron–electron interaction [165], as can be seen in

Figure 5(e).

More recently, Peters et al. performed a measurement

of the light emission from an STM based junction structure

which reveal a kink-like feature atℏ𝜔 = eVb and 2eVb, indi-

cating the emission of 1e, 2e, and 3e light from the quantized

multielectron tunneling process [146] (Figure 6(a)). By com-

bining the above mentioned two models, they proposed a

model for multielectron coherent scattering with the local

plasmon resonance at low temperature, which can under-

standmultielectron tunneling to arbitrarily high order. In 2e

case, the emission rate can be calculated by the convolution

between 𝜌
(
ℏ𝜔

)
and Siet

(
ℏ𝜔,Vb

)
to the second order, which

yields,

Figure 5: Multielectron coherent tunneling induced above-threshold light emission (a) illustration of the hot-hole mechanism producing the 2e light

emission [147]. (b) A hot hole created by elastic tunneling below the Fermi level can go through a cascade and produce a high energy electron above

Fermi level, which leads to the overbias photon through inelastic tunneling [162]. (c) A hot electron can tunnel into the sample, where a subsequent

cascade process generates hot holes. The electron–hole recombination gives rise to the 2e light emission [162]. (d) The effective electromagnetic

circuit model describing the light emission process: SPP damping and photon emission is mimicked through a LRC circuit [163]. (e) One and two

electron coherent tunneling for the 1e and 2e light emission [165]. All figures are reproduced with permission from the American Physical Society.
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Figure 6: Experimental results for multielectron tunneling and blackbody-like light emission. (a) Calculated light emission spectra of multielectron

cotunneling processes at T = 0 and 500 K. Contributions from 1e, 2e, and 3e processes are indicated by dashed, dash-dotted, and dotted lines,

respectively. The sharp turns occurring at 1e, 2e, and 3e position are smeared out at elevated temperatures [146]. Reproduced with permission from

the American Physical Society. (b) Traces of measured photovoltage (proportional to the emission intensity) versus the STM junction conductance for

both below- and above-threshold emission [166]. Reproduced with permission from the American Chemical Society. (c) Emission spectra at different

biases from a planar electromigrated junction, with giant overbias emission [145]. Reproduced with permission from the American Chemical Society.

(d) Emission spectra from a planar graphene tunnel contact, which resemble the blackbody radiation spectra (dashed line) but with an added spectral

weight [170]. Reproduced with permission from the American Physical Society.

U2e

(
ℏ𝜔,Vb

)
= G2

0
𝜌
(
ℏ𝜔

)
∫

ℏ𝜔

0

𝜌(E)Siet

×
(
E,Vb

)
Siet

(
ℏ𝜔− E,Vb

)
dE (4.4)

The 3e and higher order multielectron process can be

similarly calculated by expanding the 2e case. Finally, the

total emission spectrum is the summation over all contribut-

ing terms,

Utotal

(
ℏ𝜔,Vb

)
=

∑
i

Uie

(
ℏ𝜔,Vb

)
(4.5)

The above model allows a normalization analysis

method by dividing the measured spectra by a reference

spectrum Uref obtained at a significantly elevated bias V ref ,

which will result in abrupt slope change at neVb position

with n = 1, 2, 3…. Since the normalization removes the

energy dependent plasmonic resonance and the reference

spectrum can be treated solely as 1e photon emission given

the high V ref compared to other spectrum, each reduced

spectrawill only contain their respective ne (n> 1) emission

variance, leading to the kink occurs at ℏ𝜔 = neVb.

Fung and Venkataraman generalized this model to

finite temperature by adjusting the limit in the calculation

of the integral expression and adding a Heaviside function

[166] (Figure 6(b)). Utilizing STM to repeatedly forming and

breaking the atom contact between the tip and surface [167],

they studied light emission and its dependence on the con-

ductance based on a few thousands of junctions, yielding a

super linear dependence of the overbias emission which is

consistentwith themultielectron process. The power law on

the overbias emission further implies an electronic temper-

ature on the order of 200 K, which rules out the blackbody-

induced above-threshold emission which will be discussed

in the next section.

4.3 Blackbody-like hot carrier above-
threshold emission

To explain the observed above-threshold light emission,

finite temperature effect andmultielectron coherent tunnel-

ing have been proposed and described in Sections 4.1 and

4.2. Anothermechanism that is drastically different from the

abovemechanisms involves the ultrahighworking tempera-

ture of the hot electron “gas” in the tunneling nanostructure,

which could reach a few thousands of K. It was proposed
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that, when the tunneling current is sufficiently high, the

electrically pumped charges cannot completely release their

energy to the lattice before the next electron arrives. Under

this scenario, rather than directly exciting a LSPR within

the junction, those hot electrons can form a quasi-steady

state distribution in the receiving electrode which can be

described by an effective electronic temperature Te. Those

hot electron distribution can radiatively emit a blackbody

emission to the far field that energetically exceeds the elec-

trical driven bias.

Downes et al. observed a blackbody-like light emis-

sion spectrum from a biased tunnel junction in 2002 [142],

where they attributed the emission to the spontaneous

photon emission from high temperatures electrons. Strong

electronic heating is speculated through the weak elec-

tron–phonon interaction due to the strong suppression of

bulk phonons in the nanoconstriction. When the character-

istic size of the nanostructures is shorter than the length

scales of electron-phonon coupling, the cooling mechanism

through which the electrons lose their energy will mainly

be limited to the electron collision with the interfaces and

boundaries in the nanostructures. Fedorovich et al. devel-

oped a model for electron cooling inside a nanoparticle and

related the electronic temperature in the nanoparticle to the

injected electrical power by a formula [168],

(
kBTe

)2 − (
kBTl

)2 = 𝛼IVb (4.6)

where Te is the effective electronic temperature and Tl is

the lattice temperature. 𝛼 is a physical constant and is deter-

mined by the size of the nanoparticle, Fermi energy and the

mass of the atom.When the effective electronic temperature

is much higher than the lattice temperature, this formula is

reduced to kBTe ∼
√
𝛼IVb. Such temperature dependence is

confirmed by Downes et al., giving an estimated electronic

effective temperature around 1000–2000 K.

Later, Buret et al. revisited this idea and performed

light emission measurements from nanofabricated planar

electromigrated tunnel junctions [145] (Figure 6(c)). The

giant above-threshold photon emission spectra at high con-

ductance regime canbe approximated by the blackbody-like

hot carrier light emission model,

U
(
ℏ𝜔,Vb

)
= 𝜌

(
ℏ𝜔

) ℏ𝜔

eℏ𝜔∕kBTe − 1
(4.7)

The effective electronic temperature dependence on

the electrical condition (Eq. (4.2)) is also confirmed by inves-

tigating the power dependence between the photon inten-

sity at a fixed wavelength and the electrical injected power

on the logarithmic scale. They further measured the emis-

sion diagram through the conjugate Fourier plane, showing

that the radiation pattern is governed by the symmetry

of the nanogap. Similarly, Malinowski et al. examined the

infrared light emission from nano hot electron gas from a

biased gold atomic point contacts fabricated via mechan-

ically controlled break junction [169]. The emission spec-

tra in the infrared range (0.2 eV–1.2 eV) showed a good

agreement with the emission of a hot electron gas with an

effective temperature exceeding the melting point of the

gold. Similar results have also been reported in planar tun-

nel junction made of epitaxial graphene on silicon carbide

[170] (Figure 6(d)).

4.4 Above-threshold emission from
plasmonic hot carrier recombination

The studies on above-threshold light emission since its first

observation in 2002 [142] and the subsequent experimental

and theoretical work have led to great insights, while con-

sensus on the physical origin of this peculiar phenomenon

has not been reached. Further systematic material studies

based on different plasmonic structures are required to

clarify the role of LSPR and the effect of different electrical

conditions (current, conductance, etc.). In a series of studies

by Cui and Zhu et al. [19], [92], [148], [171], [172], they have

proposed a new physical mechanism that could potentially

incorporate the contribution of both multielectron tunnel-

ing process and plasmonic hot carriers, depending on the

current condition and the strength of plasmonic resonances

in the tunnel junction structure, reconciling the conflict

between previous experimental results and theories.

Above-threshold light emission involving plasmon-

induced hot electron can be understand as follows: The

LSPR excited by inelastic tunneling electrons first undergo a

nonradiative damping process, which excites hot electrons

and hot holes above and below the Fermi surface. Under the

circumstances that the rate of tunneling electrons outpaces

the hot carrier relaxation rate, a steady state hot carrier

distribution can sustain, with its specific form determined

by the time interval between successive electron tunneling

and the hot carrier lifetime. Those hot carrier pairs will

then radiatively decay through plasmon-mediated recombi-

nation, like recombination of electron–hole pairs in semi-

conductors, leading to a broadband photon emission which

can readily exceed the voltage bias defined energy threshold

(Figure 7(a)). Although the steady state hot carrier distribu-

tion is identical in functional form with the blackbody-like

hot carrier mentioned above, this is reached by completely

different mechanisms in terms of the associated dissipation

process. In the previous case, electronic heating is realized

through Joule heating by the injected charges, while in the

latter scenario, heating is due to the nonradiative damp-

ing of the plasmons. Such plasmon mediated heating will
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Figure 7: Experimental results for above-threshold light emission due to plasmonic hot carrier recombination. (a) Schematics of above-threshold light

emission from plasmon induced hot carrier recombination [92]. (b) Measured light emission spectra under different biases from a planar Au

electromigrated junction [92]. (c) Normalization analysis for the data in (b) to extract electron effective temperature through Boltzmann fitting [92].

(d)–(f) Extracted effective temperature from the light emission spectra versus the electrical condition (bias or current). (d) From a blackbody-like hot

carrier induced overbias emission [145]. (e) From plasmon induced hot carrier light emission [92]. (f) Similar to (e) but from a vertical

metal-semiconductor tunnel junction [174]. All figures are reproduced with permission from the American Chemical Society.

exhibit a different dependence of the electronic effective

temperature (Figure 7(b) and (c)), as discussed below.

Whenaplasmonwith aquantized energyℏ𝜔LSP excited

by electrical bias Vb is damped via Landau dephasing into

the hot electron–hole pair, they are centered on Fermi level

EF and extends to EF ± eVb, with a relaxation rate inversely

proportional to the relative energy from the Fermi energy

[36]. The effective temperature Teff , which corresponds to

the average energy per carrier of the hot carriers in the

steady state distribution, can be approximated as [92],

kBTeff ∝ 𝛽eVb (4.8)

where 𝛽 is a material dependent parameter that relates to

the plasmonic properties of the junction material. Another

model which treats hot carriers formed within the elec-

tronic system as a viscous fluid and described the dynamics

in the language of viscosity can yields a same linear voltage

dependence of the effective temperature [173].

Such voltage dependence is experimentally confirmed

by Cui et al. who statistically investigated the light emis-

sion from planar electromigrated tunnel junctions made

from different plasmonic materials [92]. Teff inferred from

their normalization analysis showa linear relationshipwith

the applied voltage, with less plasmonic loss material giv-

ing higher 𝛽 (Figure 7(d–f)). The photon yield per elec-

tron differs by 4 orders of magnitude from pure Au to

Pd/Cr junctions, suggesting that a plasmon-mediated heat-

ing mechanism is crucial in understanding the striking

material dependence. Based on the same plasmonic hot

carrier recombinationmodel, Cui et al. [19] have also exper-

imentally revealed that, under combined electro-optical

excitation, the hot carrier effective temperature can rise

drastically through the optically driven additional incoher-

ent temperature T0 in the electrode, resulting in a giant

increase (>1000×) in upconverted photon emission. Such

hot electron based light emission junction demonstrates a

broadband plasmonic switchable light source that is sensi-

tive to the concurrent electrical and optical excitations.

Similar plasmon-mediated heating can be found in

a vertical tunnel junction which has a metal–insulator–

semiconductor structure [174]. A clear plasmon resonance

is defined in such a structure through depositing a periodic
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array of gold bars with specifically designed length and

width. Light emission can be seen from the structure when

the electron inelastically tunnels through the barrier under

bias. Effective electronic temperature Teff inferred from the

emission spectra scales linearly with voltage, suggesting the

electron heating is realized through the nonradiative damp-

ing of plasmons.

More recently, Zhu et al. performed light emission

measurements on planar electromigrated tunnel junctions

made from pure Al, showing the crossover between the

multielectron inelastic tunneling to plasmon-mediated hot

carrier induced overbias photon emission when progres-

sively altering the tunneling conductance (tunnel gap dis-

tance) [171] (Figure 8(a)). The good malleable property com-

bined with a larger damping of the plasmon make Al

stand out as a good candidate for probing different above-

threshold mechanisms, as it is easier to controllably elec-

tromigrate an Al junction to larger resistances and the hot

carrier generation channel can be potentially suppressed.

Their experimental results (Figure 8(b–d)) suggest that

hot-carrier-induced emission is most effective in the sys-

tems where there are strong plasmonic resonances and the

electron interband scattering favoring nonradiative decay

of local surface plasmons. This work could potentially solve

the long-standing debate for the physical origin of above-

threshold light emission.

4.5 Optoelectronic applications based
on electrically driven plasmonic
tunnel junctions

The below-threshold light emission associatedwith inelastic

electron tunneling has intrinsically poor efficiency as only a

minority of the tunneling electrons participate in the inelas-

tic tunneling process.

While below-threshold light emission induced by

inelastic tunneling electrons can be understood by optical

frequency current fluctuation mediated by the local plas-

monic resonances, the efficiency of light emission is exceed-

ing low, approximately one photon output per 104–106

electrons injected into the tunnel junction. Interest has

been focused on improving the photon emission yield

by engineering the plasmonic excitations of the metallic

Figure 8: Observed emission mechanism crossover in Al tunneling junctions from multielectron tunneling to hot carrier recombination [171].

(a) Schematics for various light emission mechanisms and the how they evolve as the electromigration process continues. (b) Logarithmic plot of the

total noise spectrum in the multielectron coherent tunneling model at different electronic temperatures. (c) Calculated spectra based on multielectron

theory (dotted lines) plotted together with the experimental data. (d) Calculated spectra based on hot carrier theory, which shows a better match to

the experimental data. All figures are reproduced with permission from the American Chemical Society.
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nanostructures. Qian et al. showed that enhanced light

emission from inelastic tunneling can be achieved through

geometry engineering and using single-crystalline material.

After optimizing the local photonic density of states and

the radiation efficiency, the light emission efficiency can

reached up to 2 % at near-infrared regime [175], close to

the theoretically predicted upper limit of 10 % [176]. In this

setup, photons are emitted from an electronically biased

junction created by two Ag nanocrystals (Figure 9(a) and

(b)). Kern et al. fabricated in-plane antenna gap with a

similar structure, showing that connecting to a precisely

defined radiative antenna mode enhances light emission

efficiency by two orders of magnitude and offers com-

plete control over the characteristics of the emitted photons

[177] (Figure 9(e)). Given the easy integration of the opti-

cal antenna and tunneling device, it becomes straightfor-

ward to introduce supplementary functionalities like gate

electrodes, gap adjustments, and other passive or active

optoelectronic elements. The same group has also further

generalized their designs and demonstrated electrically-

driven Yagi–Uda antennas featuring wavelength-scale foot-

prints and very high directionality [178] (Figure 9(f)). This

ensures the achievement of highly directional light emission

via inelastic tunneling. Du et al. used Au/AlOx/Al junctions

Figure 9: On-chip optoelectronic applications utilizing plasmon-enhanced light emission in molecular scale plasmonic nanostructures. (a) Diagram

of a tunnel junction formed by two edge-to-edge Ag single-crystal cubes, with extended electrodes for electrical access [175]. (b) TEM image of the

junction structure shown in (a). (c) A vertical tunnel junction structure formed by a few layers of hBN sandwiched between patterned Au electrodes

[180]. (d) Images of four light emitting device shown in (c) at a constant applied bias 2.5 V. (e) SEM image of a lateral tunnel junction structure

consisting of an electrically connected single-crystalline Au nanoantenna sandwiching an Au nanoparticle [177]. (f) SEM image of a Yagi–Uda antenna

based on the junction shown in (e), which contains reflector, feed element and three directors [178]. (a)–(f) Are reproduced with permission from

the Springer Nature Group. (g) Schematic of a twisted Gr/hBN/Gr tunnel junction for electroluminescence. Different spectra from various twisted

angle are shown in the bottom left. A false color CCD image of the uniform light emitting area is shown in the bottom right [181]. Reproduced with

permission from the American Chemical Society.
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interconnected with plasmonic waveguides to create an

electronic–plasmonic transducer [179], which allows effi-

cient on-chip generation,manipulation, and readout of plas-

mons. Their junctions initiate plasmonic excitations within

tunneling timescales, exhibiting spectral frequencies rang-

ing from 300 to 350 THz.

Another advantage of optoelectronic devices based

on inelastic electron tunneling is their inherent high

speed. Unlike methods using intermediate excitations like

electron–hole pairs, the response time of these devices

is constrained solely by the electron tunneling time

which is at femtosecond scale. Parzefall et al. fabricated

a metal–insulator–metal tunnel junction with a vertical

structure consisting of the top and bottom nanostructured

Au electrodes, with exfoliated hBN in between as the insu-

lator layer [180] (Figure 9(c) and (d)). Their device displays

geometrically adjustable, polarization-sensitive resonances

that can be modulated at frequencies up to 1 GHz. The

same group had also used controlled stacking of graphene

layers as a substitute for the top and bottom Au electrode

[181] (Figure 9(g)). Photon emission occurs independent of

the crystallographic alignment between the graphene elec-

trodes. Devices with nearly aligned configurations display

notable resonant attributes in both their optical and elec-

trical characteristics, which diminish as twist angles devi-

ate. These graphene/hBN/graphene tunnel junctions have

the potential to serve as promising candidates for on-chip

optoelectronics.

On-chip tunnel junctions have also opened the possi-

bility of large-scale integration in array designs. By placing

a single nanoparticle on the surface of a graphene tunnel

junction, Namgung et al. shown that it is possible to electri-

cally stimulate the plasmon of the nanoparticle without the

need to provide individual electrical links to each nanopar-

ticle [182]. This method enables the creation of plasmonic

light sources using a scalable manufacturing process. The

emission wavelength can be adjusted across a broad spec-

trum by tuning the nanoparticle and gap dimensions. A

tunnel junction device with a similar structure based on

a metal–dielectric–semiconductor heterostructure can be

directly excited without additional optical components as a

light source and shows the capability to detect the binding

of small biomolecules such as antibodies [183]. Through the

combination of internal field enhancement and an external

matching grating, Göktaş et al. showed a 10-fold enhance-

ment in internal efficiency and a 40-fold enhancement

in overall quantum efficiency, leading to a novel class of

solid-state light sources [184]. Kim et al. has also employed

array designs of graphene nanogaps bridged by oxygen or

nitrogen atoms,with the graphenenanogap formed through

high-bias breakdown in a vacuum [185].

Qian et al. demonstrated that the introduction of a

TiN/Al2O3 metallic quantum well (MQW) heterostructure

enables the generation of resonant inelastic electrons tun-

neling,which could greatly enhance the efficiency of surface

plasmon sources triggered through inelastic tunneling to

close to unity [186]. This approach ushers in a newera of sur-

face plasmon sources, not only enhancing the capabilities of

high-performance plasmonic circuitry but also extending its

utility to advanced optical sensing applications. In a simi-

lar vertically stacked tunnel junction structure, Zhang et al.

shown that emission spectrum can be tuned by varying the

width of the antenna. They showed an electron-to-photon

conversion efficiency improvement exceeding three orders

of magnitude when compared to a planar junction [187].

Wide-rangewavelength tunability and broadband unidirec-

tional emission are also achievable through a thiolmolecule

covered Ag nanowire (NW) cross-placed on a Au nanostrip

[188] and a tunneling two-wire nanoantenna in the configu-

ration of V shape on a transparent substrate [189].

Photon emission processes originating from electri-

cally driven tunnel junctions stem from the interaction of

stochastic fluctuations with the plasmonic modes of the

surrounding environment. This interaction results in poten-

tial deviations from Poissonian statistics in the temporal

correlations of the emitted photon sequence. Leon et al.

performed time correlated photon counting measurements

from a generic tip-surface metal junction [190]. When the

junction is operated under a DC bias, individual tunneling

events result in a sequence of visible plasmonic-origin pho-

tons, with a superbunching index 17 of this photon stream

measured within the constraints of a 53-ps instrumental

resolution. This discovery holds significant implications for

quantum optics and cryptography, potentially leading to

a robust design of on-chip entangled photon sources with

atomic scale footprint. Malchow et al. had performed the a

similar time correlation measurements on gold and silver

nanostructures excited by laser pulses, showing signatures

of photon bunching regardless of the geometry of the nano-

object or the electronic band structure [191]. The correla-

tion of photons released within a picosecond timeframe by

nanoscale nonlinear sources of broadband radiation holds

the potential for creating novel functionalities for temporal

and spatial data processing.
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5 Plexcitonic coupling mediated

through hot carriers and

electronically driven plasmonics

5.1 Strong coupling phenomena: classical,
semi-classical, and full quantummodel

A fundamental aspect of cavity quantum electrodynamics

involves the interaction between cavity photons and quan-

tumemitters [192]. The interaction strength that leads to this

hybrid system is determined by the Rabi frequency, which

describes the rate of energy exchange between quantum

emitters and cavity photons. “Weak coupling” refers to the

situation when the Rabi frequency is smaller than the decay

rate of either the cavity or the quantum emitter, which has

led to various applications primarily centered on enhancing

the emission of quantum emitters [193], [194]. In contrast,

strong coupling emerges when the Rabi frequency exceeds

the decay rate of the combined average of the cavity and

the quantum emitter. In this case, the energy levels of the

combined system that govern emission will be modified

accordingly and are eigenstates of a new hybrid system.

They exhibit spectral Rabi splitting or correspondingly oscil-

lations in time domain [195], [196]. Numerous applications

have been achieved through strong-coupling, including pre-

cisionmeasurement, quantum information transmission, as

well as chemical and applications [197].

The classical description of a coupled system can be

approximated using a harmonic oscillator model, which

serves as an intuitive framework to understand various

phenomena, such as electromagnetically induced trans-

parency, level repulsion, non-adiabatic processes, and rapid

adiabatic passage. In the simple scenario where two har-

monic oscillators are coupled, such as two coupled pendula

(oscillating at low frequencies) or amicrowavefield coupled

with a resonating circuit, equations of motion can be solved

via standard differential equations [198],

xi(t) = x0
i
exp

(
−i𝜔±t

)
(5.1)

with the new eigenfrequencies 𝜔± given by

𝜔2
± = 1

2

[
𝜔2
A
+𝜔2

B
±
√(

𝜔2
A
−𝜔2

B

)2 + 4Γ2𝜔A𝜔B

]
(5.2)

where 𝜔A and 𝜔B are the eigenfrequencies for the two

coupled harmonic oscillators, and Γ is the anti-crossing fre-

quency splitting, [
𝜔+ −𝜔−

]
= Γ (5.3)

Anti-crossing is the main characteristic of strong cou-

pling and increases with coupling strength. The normal

modes𝜔+ and𝜔− do not pertain to the individualmotion or

position of either oscillator on its own. Instead, determining

the normal modes requires analysing the temporal evolu-

tion of the motion of both oscillators in tandem. In other

words, the normal modes represent hybrid modes resulting

from the interaction of the two original oscillators. Con-

sequently, relying solely on the description of the original

oscillators is no longer sufficient; it’s imperative to employ

hybrid modes when characterizing the system.

In the semi-classical models, the emitter is described

as a quantum two-level system, akin to a spin-1/2 system,

including an excited state and a ground state, each asso-

ciated with their energies Ee and Eg . The field inside the

cavity remains classically electromagnetic. Here, we opt

to present the results without diving into the derivation.

Our intention is to convey fundamental physics, aspiring to

make it comprehensible even to thosewithout a background

in quantum optics.

We first consider a single quantum emitter such as a

dipole interacting with the field. The Hamiltonian describ-

ing the energy of the system is [199], [200]

H = 1

2
Ee
(
I + 𝜎z

)
+ 1

2
Eg

(
I − 𝜎z

)
+ ℏΩ0

(
𝜎+ + 𝜎−

)
cos(𝜔t)

(5.4)

where Ω0 represents the semiclassical Rabi frequency

which is proportional to the dipole moment times the field

amplitude. By performing the rotatingwave approximation,

the twomatrixHamiltonian can be diagonalized andhas the

eigenvalues

E1 = − 1

2
ℏ

√
𝛿2 +Ω2

0
, E2 =

1

2
ℏ

√
𝛿2 +Ω2

0
(5.5)

where 𝛿 = 𝜔−
(
Ee − Eg

)
∕ℏ and the generalized Rabi fre-

quency is given by

Ω =
√
𝛿2 +Ω2

0
(5.6)

The eigenstates of the system are effectively an even

mixture of the ground and excited states, leading to Rabi

oscillations that alternate between these two states. When

at resonance 𝛿 = 0, the frequency of these oscillations coin-

cides with the Rabi frequency.

In the quantummodel, not only the quantum emitter is

conceptualized as a two-level system, but the external field

is also described as a lossy cavity that exhibits quantized

fields. In the case of a single emitter, the Hamiltonian can

be simplified using the rotating wave approximation [200],

H = 1

2
ℏ𝜔0𝜎z + ℏ𝜔â†â+ ℏ

(
gâ𝜎+ + h ⋅ c.

)
(5.7)
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g is proportional to the dipole moment, and â rep-

resents the annihilation operator for the quantized field,

representing the removal of a photon. â† corresponds to the

creation of a photon. This is a general form of the Hamil-

tonian that describes the interaction between a quantized

field and a two-level system. It is commonly referred to

as the Jaynes–Cummings Hamiltonian. Diagonalizing the

Hamiltonian will yield the following eigenvalues:

E1n = ℏ
(
n+ 1

2

)
𝜔− 1

2

√
𝛿2 + 4g2(n+ 1) (5.8)

E2n = ℏ
(
n+ 1

2

)
𝜔+ 1

2

√
𝛿2 + 4g2(n+ 1) (5.9)

And the generalized Rabi frequency can be expressed

as

Ωn =
√
𝛿2 + 4g2(n+ 1) (5.10)

Here, a distinct disparity emerges when compared to

the semiclassical case: a spectral splitting is evident, even

when n = 0. This phenomenon is referred to as the vacuum

Rabi splitting, and its presence is attributed to the electro-

magnetic vacuum fluctuations.

5.2 Optically driven plasmonic cavity
coupled with quantum emitters

The introduction of plasmonic resonances into the context

of strong coupling can be understood readily using the fol-

lowing picture: As light interacts with a metallic nanopar-

ticle, it initiates oscillations among the free electrons at the

same frequency as the field, resulting in the induction of a

dipole moment within the particle. At resonance, denoted

as 𝜔c, the nanoparticle concentrates the electric field on its

surface, amplifying its amplitude significantly beyond that

of the incident field. This effect essentially transforms the

particle into an optically driven “cavity”, with the quality

factorQ defined as the ratio of the resonant frequency to the

damping factor Q = 𝜔c∕𝛾 . This factor dictates the extent of
losses within the plasmonic cavity and its efficacy in storing

plasmonic energy, which are critical for interactions with

quantum emitters. Conventional plasmonic cavities tend to

be very lossy and thus have low quality factors (signifi-

cantly lower than those of dielectric cavities) due fast non-

radiative damping in the metal and large linewidth of the

plasmon resonance. However, recent years have witnessed

great advances in the study of plasmonic systems at extreme

atomic and molecular scale with pronounced strong cou-

pling effects, which will be of great interest to summarize

in this Section. We will provide a comprehensive survey of

optically and electrically driven plasmonic cavities coupled

with diverse quantum emitters. Also, we will examine the

significance of photon or electrically excited hot carriers

within the context of strong coupling.

5.2.1 Plasmonic strong coupling with molecules

J-aggregates represent a captivating category of fluo-

rophore aggregates, emerging from the organized assem-

bly of organic dyes. These aggregates boast intriguing opti-

cal characteristics, such as narrowly confined and red-

shifted absorption and emission bands, as well as aug-

mented absorption coefficients compared to the individ-

ual monomers. J-aggregates of organic dyes were originally

identified by Scheibe and Jelley, both working indepen-

dently in the 1930s. This discovery was based on the exam-

ination of the dye 1,1′-diethyl-2,2′-cyanine chloride [201],

[202]. The initial observation of strong coupling between the

excitonic absorption resonances of dye molecules and sur-

face plasmon polaritons was made by Pockrand et al. [203].

He examined cyanine-based J-aggregated dye molecules

deposited on a silver film. The dispersion of plasmon sur-

face polaritons was studied by recording angular andwave-

length scans in an attenuated total reflection configuration.

Bellessa et al. performed the reflectometry experiments on

the same platform, showing strong coupling between a

surface plasmon and an exciton [204]. The Rabi splitting

was observed at room temperature and reached a magni-

tude equivalent to the most substantial splitting in planar

organic microcavities (∼180 meV). The emission from the

low-energy plasmon–exciton mixed state was measured

and displayed a significant shift compared to the emission

from the uncoupled state. More recently, Symonds et al.

performed a more comprehensive analysis of the strong

coupling between surface plasmon and J-aggregates on pla-

nar metal surfaces [205]. Two distinct active materials were

deposited onto a silver film: a cyanine dye J-aggregate

and a two-dimensional layered perovskite-type semicon-

ductor. They found that owing to the substantial interac-

tion energies, calculations conducted at a constant angle

can lead to an overestimation of the Rabi splitting by a

factor of 2. Balci et al. had further shown that modulation

of surface plasmon–exciton coupling can be achieved by

regulating the damping of the plasmonic mode, a param-

eter determined by the thickness of the plasmonic thin

film [206] (Figure 10(a)). The findings unveil the emergence

of a plasmon–exciton hybrid state distinguished by an

adjustable Rabi splitting, with energy levels spanning from

0 to 150 meV.

Up to this point, our emphasis has been on J-aggregate

dye molecules coupled to a surface plasmon in a planar

metal film, wherein prism coupling facilitates the cou-

pling of incident light to the plasmon modes. In addition,
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Figure 10: Experimental platforms for plexciton coupling. (a) Schematic representation of Kretschmann configuration, where the momentum of

the incident light has been increased by the prism to obtain polaritonic dispersion curves [206]. (b) SEM image of hole array in a silver film fabricated

through focus ion beammilling [207]. (c) The coupling between metallic nanoparticle plasmons and molecule excitons probed by extinction, scattering

spectroscopy and electron microscopy. Spectra with various coupling strength are shown in the left [213]. (a)–(c) Are reproduced with permission from

the American Physical Society. (d) A hybrid nanostructure consisting of a 50 nm thick film of J-aggregate molecules in a polymer matrix on a gold nano

slit array for coherent ultrafast spectroscopy [208]. Reproduced with permission from the Springer Nature Group. (e) False colour SEM image

of an ensemble of aligned Au nanorods supported by a transport substrate [210]. Reproduced with permission from the American Chemical Society.

surfaces with periodic modulation can also be employed,

particularly when the period is comparable to the wave-

length of light, enabling grating coupling. Dintinger et al.

investigated the interaction between a J-aggregate and sur-

face plasmon modes within a subwavelength hole array

[207] (Figure 10(b)). The plasmonic structure is realized

through focused ion beam milling on quartz coated with

Ag film, with diverse hole periods ranging from 290 nm to

450 nm. Through the assessment of the impacts of the hole

array period, angular dispersion, and J-aggregate concen-

tration on the array’s transmission, strong coupling regime

is reached, showing a substantial splitting of 250 meV. This

splitting is induced by the high amplitude of the local field

generated by the surface plasmonswithin themetallic struc-

ture. Utilizing the same technique, Vasa et al. fabricated

periodic nanoslit arrays in a gold film, with period spac-

ing ranging from 400 to 460 nm and spin coated a poly-

mer film embedded with J-aggregated cyanine dye [208]

(Figure 10(d)). In the J-aggregate/metal hybrid nanostruc-

ture, they observed ultrafast Rabi oscillations, signifying

a coherent energy exchange between excitonic emitters

and surface plasmon polariton fields. Their demonstration
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illustrates the coherent manipulation of coupling energy

by exerting control over the exciton density at the 10 fs

timescale.

In addition to the nanohole array or grating structures,

alternative plasmonic nanostructures such as nanovoids

and nanorods have also been studied. Sugawara et al. inves-

tigated hybrid emitting exciton–plasmonic composites cre-

ated by coating arrays of spherical nanovoids embedded

within a gold filmwith organic semiconductingmolecular J-

aggregate films [209]. The nanostructured gold is generated

through a casting process involving electrochemical depo-

sition through a template comprising self-assembled latex

spheres with diameters of 600 nm. The resultant metal-

lic mesh serves as the self-assembled template, offering a

convenient means to manage the diameters of the pores

and the uniformity of the array. Wurtz et al. presented

their observation of strong coupling between J-aggregate

and plasmon supported by an assembly of oriented gold

nanorods [210] (Figure 10(e)). The gold nanorods are elec-

trochemically grown within a substrate-supported porous

template made of anodized aluminum oxide. Their results

showed that the coupling can be readily engineered and

is deterministic, as both the spatial and spectral overlap

between the plasmonic structure and molecular aggregates

are under control. Further, plasmonic nanostructures such

as gold nanoshells [211] and arrays of metallic nanoparti-

cles [212] can be used to achieve plasmon-exciton coupling

with J-aggregates by adjusting their geometries. The larger

splitting energy was attributed to the presence of a high

concentration of molecules.

Zengin et al. realized strong light–matter coupling

on the single-nanoparticle level [213] (Figure 10(c)). They

demonstrated strong coupling between plasmons confined

within a single silver nanoprism and excitons in molecu-

lar J-aggregates under ambient conditions. This highlighted

that the combination of deep subwavelengthmode volumes

(V) and high-quality factors (Q) leading to Q∕
√
V ∼ 6 ×

103𝜇m−3∕2, which is comparable to the performance of pho-

tonic crystal and micro-ring resonator cavities.

Plasmonic dimers are also recognized for creating

regions of high field intensity known as “hot spots”. These

hot spots can function as cavities capable of sustaining

surface plasmon excitations and surpassing the diffraction

limit by concentrating intense electromagnetic fields. Con-

sequently, it becomes feasible to achieve strong coupling

in plasmonic dimers with a reduced number of excitons

positioned between the dimer elements. Schlather et al.

studied the interactions between J-aggregate excitons and

single plasmonic dimers, unveiling a novel strong coupling

regime within individual plexcitonic nanostructures [214].

The plasmonic dimers were fabricated using planar tech-

niques on an ITO-coated SiO2 wafer. Arrays of nanodisk

dimers were defined through e-beam lithography. The plex-

citon dispersion curves exhibit anticrossings near the exci-

ton transition energy, leading to substantial Rabi splitting

from 230 to 400 meV.

While hot spots within plasmonic dimers can facilitate

robust field enhancement, implementing top-down fabri-

cation methods at the nanometer scale is challenging. In

contrast, the bottom-up approach allows for finer control

over the spacing between nanoparticles and metal films by

applying insulating layers to them.

Like plasmonic dimers, another structure referred to as

nanoparticle-on-mirror introduces a gap plasmon mode by

positioning a gold nanoparticle on a gold film [215]. Quan-

tumemitters are positionedwithin the gap situated between

nanoparticles and the underlying metallic film. The gap

distance, at a subnanometer scale, is controlled usingmolec-

ular spacers. This approach is scalable, replicable, and can

be readily characterized. Leveraging through this bottom-

up nanoassembly, Chikkaraddy et al. shown that strong-

coupling regime can be reached at room temperature and

ambient conditions [28]. By reducing the cavity volume

to below 40 nm3 and employing host-guest chemistry to

arrange one to ten isolated methylene-blue molecules in

a protective manner, they demonstrated that Rabi split-

ting of 300 meV for 10 methylene-blue molecules, gradually

decreasing to 90 meV for individual molecules. Similar plat-

form had been employed on J-aggregate molecules, exhibit-

ing splitting of 377 meV [216].

In strong coupling, the combined average linewidths

of the absorption/emission resonance and the optical/

plasmonic mode should be narrower than the strength of

the coupling. This condition is essential to characterize

strong coupling phenomena. One might therefore expect

that strong coupling is achievable primarily for molecules

exhibiting a narrow absorption spectrum, like the above

J-aggregates. Nonetheless, it’s noteworthy to mention that

strong coupling has been observed even between sur-

face plasmon polaritons and molecules characterized by

a broader absorption spectrum. Pockrand et al. conducted

experiments on squarylium and cyanine positioned on top

of silver films, with an absorption linewidth around 80 meV

[203], [217]. Reflectivity and dispersion curves for plasmon

surface polaritons at the metal interface are measured,

including both angular and wavelength scans. Hakala et al.

reported strong coupling between surface-plasmon polari-

tons and Rhodamine 6G (R6G) molecules in sandwich struc-

tured samples with a 45 nm silver film and on the top a

photo resist layer on four different concentrations of R6G
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[218], [219]. R6G has a linewidth of around 170 meV which is

significantly larger than typical J-aggregates. Reflectometry

measurements were conducted in the Kretschmann con-

figuration, providing the dispersion relation of the energy

associated with coupled modes in the system. The observed

Rabi splitting was up to 230 meV and 110 meV.

5.2.2 Coupling with 2D materials

2D semiconductors such as group-VI transition metal

dichalcogenides (TMD) with the chemical formula MX2

(where M represents a transition metal and X is a chalco-

gen atom), exemplify robust interaction between light

and matter. Compounds like MoS2, WSe2, among others,

fall into this category, showing direct band gaps in the

infrared and visible. These materials are promising candi-

dates for applications in optics and optoelectronics [220].

Specifically, their substantial exciton binding energy and

in-plane dipole moment can significantly amplify plexci-

tonic coupling [221], [222]. In contrast to other excitonic

materials such as molecules or colloidal quantum dots,

which have challenges in controlling their positions and ori-

entations, TMDs offer several advantages due to their rela-

tively uniform spatial distribution and precisely defined in-

plane oriented transition dipoles, enabling robust exciton-

light coupling under ambient conditions and at room

temperature.

Zheng et al. realized strong coupling between surface

plasmons on an individual nanorod and excitons in a

monolayer of tungsten diselenide (WSe2) [223] (Figure 11(a)).

The plexciton system is created through a straightfor-

ward process of depositing and spinning a metal nanorod

onto a monolayer of WSe2. This configuration resembles

a nanoscale Fabry–Pérot cavity for the axisymmetric sur-

face plasmon on 1D nanowire. The dispersion of plexci-

tons is evaluated by progressively redshifting the plasmon

energy through the successive deposition of a dielectric

layer (Al2O3) using ALD. Notably, the formation of plex-

citons at room temperature reveals significant Rabi split-

ting, reaching up to 49.5 meV. Wen et al. utilized a similar

Figure 11: Plexciton coupling with TMD materials (a) A silver nanorod covered with Al2O3 on top of mono layer WSe2. Reproduced with permission

from the American Physical Society. (b) A gold bi-pyramid placed on top of various thickness of WSe2 flake ranging from 1–8 layer [174]. Reproduced

with permission from the American Chemical Society. (c) By combining specifically designed metal-dielectric nanostructures with engineered

geometric dispersion and TMD resonators, a strong coupling photonic and electronic states can be achieved [175]. (d) A diagram describing

the nanoparticle on mirror structure, where multilayer WSe2 is embedded inside the plasmonic nanocavities [223]. The dark field scattering spectra

of individual structures on the right shows a single plasmon peak for monolayer WSe2 and mode splitting for multilayer WSe2 in the strong coupling

regime [23]. (c)–(d) Are reproduced with permission from the Springer Nature Group.



2306 — Y. Zhu et al.: Molecular scale nanophotonics

setup involving a monolayer of WS2 and a single plasmonic

gold nanorod, achieving Rabi splitting from 91 to 133 meV

at ambient conditions [224]. Li et al. studied the nonlinear

characteristics of these hybrid systems. This was accom-

plished by detecting second harmonic generation originat-

ing from a monolayer of WSe2 that was strongly coupled to

a solitary gold nanorod [225].

Other plasmonic nanostructures like individual gold

Bi-pyramids [226] (Figure 11(b)) or van der Waals semicon-

ductor gratings [227] (Figure 11(c)) are also used to excite

the hybrid light–matter states and their interference. In

the later scenario, a multi-layer TMD is structured into

nanoresonators on a template-stripped gold (Au) substrate.

The grating period is deliberately tailored to achieve specific

optical dispersion characteristics. They observed multipar-

tite interaction and hybridization, resulting in robust cou-

pling between three resonant excitations. This interaction

exhibited an avoided crossing of 410 meV at room temper-

ature. The nanoparticle-on-mirror nanocavities have also

been used to explore the strong coupling with multilayer

WSe2 [228]. Kleemann et al. argued that achieving strong

coupling is unfeasible withmonolayers due to the extensive

exciton coherence size. However, they successfully resolved

distinct anti-crossing patterns in devices with more than 7

layers, revealing Rabi splitting over 135 meV. Additionally,

they illustrated how these structures enhance the potential

for nonlinear exciton phenomena and presented evidence

of superlinear light emission [23] (Figure 11(d)).

Beyond neutral excitons, transition metal dichalco-

genides (TMDs) also accommodate charged excitons, facil-

itating dynamic adjustments of hybrid light–matter inter-

actions via electrical means. Munkhbat et al. shown the

capability to electrically modify charged exciton–plasmon

polaritons within a hybrid system consisting of amonolayer

of tungsten disulfide (WS2) and plasmonic nanoantennas

[229]. By implementing electrical gating on monolayer WS2,

it is possible to adjust the oscillator strengths of both neu-

tral and charged excitons. This tunability extends beyond

cryogenic temperatures to room temperature, under both

vacuum and atmospheric conditions. This electrical manip-

ulation facilitates a wide range of tuning from neutral to

charged plexcitonic strong coupling.

Furthermore, by placing a gold nanoantenna on top

of the MgF2 substrate, mode-selective coupling of vibra-

tional resonances can be realized through a metal scan-

ning probe tip, enabling intramolecular vibrational energy

transfer [230]. Time-resolved infrared vibrational nanospec-

troscopy can thus determine Purcell-enhanced vibrational

lifetimes of molecular vibrations, accomplished by tun-

ing the IR nanoantenna across coupled vibrations. Similar

spectroscopy, either in a vertical [231], [232] or a planar

geometry [172], [233], can potentially pave the way for cre-

ating, investigating, and manipulating single-emitter plas-

mon hybrid quantum states, offering opportunities for a

wide range of applications spanning fromoptoelectronics to

quantum information science, even at room temperature.

5.2.3 Coupling with semiconductor nanocrystals

Another promising avenue to leverage high intensity exci-

tations in strong coupling is the utilization of quantum dots,

commonly referred to as semiconductor nanocrystals. Also

referred to as “artificial atoms,” quantum dots are small

particles of a fewnanometerswhich are synthesized in solu-

tion using colloidal chemistry and have remarkable optical

and electronic properties [234]. Srinivasan et al. employed

a fiber taper waveguide to directly conduct optical spec-

troscopy on a system comprising a quantum dot integrated

within a microdisk [196]. Optical fiber is coupled to the

system through a piezo-actuated stage, directing the cavity’s

reflected and transmitted signals to photodetectors and a

spectrometer. This approach also enables them to investi-

gate the steady-state nonlinear characteristics of the system,

revealing a saturation of the cavity-quantum dot response

with fewer than one intracavity photon. Englund et al. per-

formed measurements on a InAs quantum dot coupled to

a GaAs photonic crystal cavity, showing the quantum dot

significantly alters the transmission and reflection spectra

of the cavity [235]. They further observe the phenomenon

that tuning the quantum dot energy across the cavity leads

to variations in the coupling strength between the two enti-

ties. Similar experiments that enabled the observation of

both weak [236] and strong coupling [195], [237] regimes

of interaction between a photonic crystal cavity and a

single quantum dot in photoluminescence have also been

reported.

5.3 Electrically driven plasmonic cavity
coupled with quantum emitters

Accessing individual strongly coupled emitters has predom-

inantly relied on far-field optical probes with spatially lim-

ited resolutions [23], [238]–[240]. This approach hinders

efforts towardsminiaturization of strongly coupled systems

and large-scale integration. In this light, electrically driven

plasmonic nanostructures hold the potential to serve as a

viable method to achieve strong coupling phenomena at

the fundamental atomic and single molecule limit. By posi-

tioning TMDs or molecules supporting excitons near those

electrically drivenplasmonic nanostructures, it is feasible to
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access the extremenear field of the LSPR for strong coupling

observations. Near-field probes offer a promising approach

to characterize polaritonic physics. This is particularly use-

ful since far-field optical methods may inevitably capture

extra bright emissions arising from uncoupled excitons,

obscuring insights into the strong coupling phenomenon of

coupled excitons.

5.3.1 Single molecule electroluminescence

Single-photon sources are pivotal in quantum informa-

tion and computing technologies. Electrically driven single-

molecule light emitters stand out as one of the promising

candidates to create efficient single-photon sources. The

STM offers the capability to selectively stimulate molec-

ular electroluminescence through inelastically tunneling

electrons. It also enables the enhancement of emission

through the localized fields generated by nano cavity

plasmons. By carefully optimizing the molecule, spacer,

STM tip, and substrate, the emission intensity can be suf-

ficiently strong and stable, which allows the measure-

ments of second-order photon correlation. The observa-

tion of photon antibunching effect serves as compelling

evidence for the single-photon emission characteristics in

single-molecule electroluminescence [241]. In addition, indi-

vidual molecules can exhibit coherent coupling with a

plasmonic nanocavity, leading to the emergence of Fano

resonances induced by interference. These discoveries

pave the way for novel approaches in fabricating elec-

trically driven quantum emitters, as well as for explor-

ing intermolecular energy transfer, field-matter interaction,

and molecular optoelectronics, all at the level of single

molecules [231].

Zhang et al. observed electrically driven single-photon

emission from a precisely positioned individual molecule

situated within a meticulously controlled nanocavity

between a STM tip and the substrate [241]. Their

configuration involves an isolated ZnPc molecular emitter

electronically separated from the Ag (100) substrate by

a thin layer of sodium chloride (NaCl). The detection

of antibunching dips indicates single-photon emission

behavior with measured g(2)(0) value down to 0.09.

They also demonstrated the potential to create arrays of

single-photon emitters, showing the promise of scalable

quantum nano-optoelectronics. Antibunching has also been

observed for organic dye molecule dibenzanthanthrene

[242], vacancy center in diamond [243] and C60 molecules

[244] (Figure 12(a)). The fluctuation behavior has also been

studied to understand the dynamics of the single molecule

electroluminescence [245].

When a quantum emitter resonant with nanocavity

plasmons, quantum interference occurs due to the coher-

ent interaction between the emitter’s discrete state and

the nanocavity plasmons’ continuum-like state, leading

to Fano resonance. Single-molecule Fano resonance have

been realized via the excitation of tunneling electrons

when an STM tip is brought into close proximity to an

isolated ZnPc molecule [246] (Figure 12(b)). The coupling

strength between the individual molecule and the plas-

monic nanocavity can be adjusted by manipulating the sep-

aration distance between them. This coupling evolves from

displaying a Fano lineshape to a broad plasmon profile as

the tip is displaced away from the molecule. Various energy

detunings are also demonstrated by altering the shape of

the STM tip. This modification led to tunable plasmonic

resonance from 620 to 690 nm. Other studies on phthalocya-

nine molecule [247] and gold nano particle [248] coupling

to the plasmonic nano cavity yields similar Fano resonance

spectral shape.

In principle, molecular fluorescence can be manipu-

lated across a broad energy spectrum, and specific frequen-

cies can be chosen by adjusting the emission through reso-

nance enhancement near plasmonic structures. This allows

for precise control of the emission from different vibronic

transitions. Due to substantial fluorescence quenching

when molecules are directly adsorbed onto metal surfaces

[249], these investigations centered around molecules that

were isolated from themetal substrate through the presence

of insulator layers ormolecularmultilayers [250], [251]. Elec-

trical excitation via STM offers an added advantage in that

it can dynamically adjust the spectral profile of nanocavity

plasmons on the spot by manipulating the tip’s state. Sub-

sequently, the resonance mode can be directly measured.

Furthermore, the utilization of tunneling electrons for exci-

tation, which is non-optical in nature, eliminates potential

complexities arising from incident light disturbance (such

as Rayleigh scattering). STM not only offers the essential

spatial resolution to discern the adsorption arrangement

of an individual molecule on a surface, but it also affords

the capability to finely manipulate the local environment

around themolecule with atomic-scale precision. Molecular

electronic excitations and radiative decay offer opportuni-

ties for tunneling transport devices where tunneling car-

riers can activate molecular function, such as in the case

ofsensors and organic light-emitting diodes (OLED).

Dong et al. presented the occurrence of resonant

hot electroluminescence, originating directly from higher

vibronic levels of the singlet excited state within porphyrin

molecules confined within a nanocavity of a scanning tun-

nelingmicroscope [252] (Figure 12(c)). This effect is achieved
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Figure 12: Experiments of single molecule electroluminescence. (a) Second order correlation measurements showing the antibunching feature

of single molecule electroluminescence at ZnPc-lobe [244]. (b) When a tip scan through different positions of a molecule, different types of electro-

luminescence can be observed. A typical Fano line shape can be explained by the interaction between the nanocavity plasmon and the two-level

emitter in proximity [246]. (c) A junction geometry with multilayer molecule stacking and localized electrical nanotip excitation [252]. All figures are

reproduced with permission from the Springer Nature Group.

by fine-tuning the frequency of plasmons to match the spec-

tral requirements. These observations unveil novel opto-

electronic phenomena that hold utility in investigating the

near-field properties of nanocavity plasmons and their cor-

responding field enhancement. This characteristic allows

for the active manipulation of radiative pathways of molec-

ular emitters through the substantial enhancement of reso-

nance in both excitation and emission processes.

By employing scanning tunneling microscopy and pre-

senting a comprehensive investigation into the electrolumi-

nescence exhibited by thin C60 films on Ag(111) and Au(111)

surfaces, Große et al. shown the mapping capability of

the electroluminescence and demonstrated it is possible

to definitively distinguish between the inherent radiative

recombination of electron–hole pairs within the organic

film and the emission resulting from plasmons induced

by the tip [253]. Reecht et al. reported electroluminescence

exhibited by a polythiophene wire positioned between a

metallic surface and the tip of a scanning tunnelling micro-

scope, showing that the spectral and voltage variations of

the emitted light align with the fluorescence pattern of the

wire junction under positive bias and notably suppressed

when the polarity is reversed [254]. The emission mecha-

nism and polarity dependence closely resemble the behav-

ior observed in organic light-emitting diodes. Similar unipo-

lar behavior of the electroluminescence observed in the

engineered tripodal molecule indicates that the molecule

is probably stimulated by hot electron in injection, leading

to the subsequent radiative decay of the excited state [255].

These findings hold the potential to open new avenues for

the creation of nanoscale OLEDs.

Svatek et al. demonstrated the integration of orga-

nized monolayers of organic molecules, stabilized through

hydrogen bonding, onto the surface of exfoliated few-layer

hBN flakes [256]. These systems can be integrated into

van der Waals heterostructures, resulting in the forma-

tion of a hybrid tunneling diode that merges molecular

and two-dimensional elements. Molecular electrolumines-

cence shows that tunneling electrons stimulate embedded

molecules into singlet states using a two-step mechanism
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involving an intermediate triplet state through inelastic

scattering, provide a new route for the on-chip spin-based

applications of triplet generation. Yonemoto et al. described

the creation of a nanogap light-emitting electrochemical

cell (LEC), which involves the deposition of a light-emitting

polymer and an ionic liquid onto a gold nanogap electrode

[257]. The device exhibited a substantial electrolumines-

cence intensity at a wavelength of 540 nm, aligning with the

emission peak of the polymer. This establishes that the nano-

LEC concept holds promise for realizing current-induced

light sources at the molecular scale. Du et al. reported on-

chip molecular electronic plasmon sources which utilize

tunnel junctions composed of self-assembled monolayers

positioned between twometallic electrodes [258], [259]. This

setup demonstrates the capacity to control plasmon inten-

sity through alterations in the chemical structure of the

molecules. Additionally, they achieve bias-selective excita-

tion of plasmons using molecular diodes.

5.3.2 Electrically driven strong coupling with TMD

More recently, TMDs have also been used as a potential

platform to realize plexciton strong coupling based on elec-

trically driven approach. Papadopoulos et al. explored a

new way to electrically generate excitons in WSe2 by plac-

ing the 2D material on top of a vertically stacked gold-

hBN-graphene tunnel junction [260]. The TMD and tun-

nel junction are intentionally kept electrically isolated,

effectively preventing the generation of excitons through

direct electron–hole injection. Themeasured emission spec-

trum exhibits a notable peak at the exciton energy. This

phenomenon is attributed to the generation of excitons

through energy transfer from tunneling electrons mediated

by dipole–dipole coupling. They concluded that a significant

enhancement of non-radiative modes is presented within

the local density of states at the exciton energy, which plays

a pivotal role in facilitating efficient energy transfer from

the tunnel junction to the TMD.

In contrast, Zhu et al. performed electroluminescence

measurements on the TMD-junction with a different struc-

ture, where WSe2 is directly transferred on top of the plas-

monic metallic tunnel junction [24]. The ultra-narrow gap

spanning sub-nanometer dimensions between the metallic

electrodes functions as an exceptionally confined plasmonic

nanocavity. Within this nanocavity, incoherent photons are

generated through the recombination of hot carriers. The

introduction of the TMD near the nanogap’s localized sur-

face plasmons leads to the emergence of plexciton polari-

tons. These polaritons exert a pronounced in fluence on the

radiative local density of states, which in turn governs the

emission of light originating from the electrically driven hot

carriers. Rabi splitting exceeding 50 meV indicating the elec-

trically driven TMD-junction system enters the strong cou-

pling regime, both for unpolarized and polarization depen-

dent emission. In this context, electroluminescence serves

as a novel near-field probing technique, providing access to

exceptionally localized information. The formation of plex-

citons in turn fine-tunes the recombination process of hot

electrons and holes within the metal, which can be inten-

tionally designed to manipulate the energetic relaxation of

hot carriers within metals.

6 Other applications and future

research directions

Recent years have seen a rapid increase in research on other

applications of plasmon-induced hot carriers and electri-

cally driven processes in plasmonic structures. Plasmon-

enhanced photodetection andphotocatalysis are twopromi-

nent examples. Here we will discuss important recent

advances on these topics and highlight some ongoing

debates, particularly around the physical origin of the

plasmon-enhanced photocatalytic effects. In the end, we

will provide our views on potential future directions and

challenges.

6.1 Hot carrier photovoltaics and
photodetection

Plasmon-induced hot carriers hold significant importance

in light harvesting, as they possess the capability to miti-

gate the constraints associated with semiconductor-based

devices. Under illustration, plasmonic hot carriers can har-

ness near-infrared light, characterized by photon energy

lower than the bandgap of semiconductors. Furthermore,

they enable the utilization of selective wavelength or polar-

ization modes with narrow bandwidth. A critical issue that

hinders the practical applications of photovoltaics is the low

absorption of plasmonic metals and rapid hot carrier ther-

malization. Hence, it becomes imperative to devise strate-

gies that enhance the rate of hot carrier generation while

simultaneously minimizing hot carrier losses.

Kang et al. shown that the ordered structure of metal-

semiconductor plasmonic nanodiodes can engineer the

hot carrier flow and thus boost the hot carrier gener-

ation through properly geometrical modification of the

plasmonic nanostructures [261]. A comparable plasmonic

nanohole electrode design combined with an organic Schot-

tky barrier photodetector is shown to have the capability to
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drastically improve the photon emission rate through engi-

neering the localized surface plasmon resonance, which

could help the hot carrier harvesting [262]. Other Inor-

ganic/organic semiconductor nanocrystals materials con-

sisting of colloidal halide perovskite [263], quantum dots

[264], [265] and graphene [266] have also been proposed

to facilitate hot carrier generation and subsequent collec-

tion. Furthermore, it is possible to tune the wavelength

dependent response of the photodetector based on those

semiconductor structures by controlling the degree of hot

carrier injection, reaching a response up to longwavelength

infrared of 55 um [267].

Other than the complicated semiconductor plasmonic

nano devices for potential hot carrier photovoltaic applica-

tions, simple plasmonic metallic tunnel junctions have also

shown the ability to boost hot carrier generation and subse-

quent transport. Zolotavin et al. shown that single-metal Au

nanowires andnanowireswithnanogaps formedby electro-

migration can exhibit large open-circuit photovoltages up

to tens of mV and a sharp polarization dependence under

optical illumination [268]. The hot carrier generation rate

can be further enhanced by removing the adhesion layer

and changing the width of the nanowire [19]. Such simple

structure for hot carrier generation also demonstrates the

potential application of detecting lattice distortions [269],

identifying impurities [270], functioning as photodetectors

[271], and serving as a directional hot carrier generator

[272].

6.2 Plasmon-enhanced photocatalysis and
debates on the physical mechanism

Plasmon-enhance photocatalysis concerns the significantly

improved chemical reaction rates and product yield due

to the use of plasmonic nanostructures. However, there

are still open questions and debates on the exact role and

quantitative contribution of hot carriers and other plas-

monic processes such as localized heating. On one side, one

potential physicalmechanism of hot carrier involved photo-

catalysis is the significantly higher energies carried by opti-

cally and electrically excited hot carriers, surpassing those

arising from thermal excitations. Hot carriers can migrate

into unoccupied energy levels of acceptor molecules nearby

a plasmonic nanostructure, triggering various chemical

processes. It should be noted that these capabilities can

be potentially limited by the rapid relaxation dynamics

through which all the excess energy dissipates into heat.

On the other hand, the strong confinement of thermal pro-

cesses naturally associated with plasmonic nanostructures,

and their large absorption cross section can produce highly

localized lattice heating which can enhance the chemical

reactions and has been leveraged in controllable photother-

mal applications.

The high absorption cross-section by plasmon-resonant

noble metal nanoparticles held particular interest for alter-

ing the optical characteristics of metal oxides [273] and

enhancing the photochemistry of aborbate molecules at the

surface of nanopoarticles [274], [275]. A simple and straight-

forward reaction catalyzed by hot electrons involves the

room-temperature dissociation of H2 at the surfaces of Au

nanoparticles [276], [277], where the hot electrons possess

the capability to transfer into a Feshbach resonance of a

hydrogen molecule adsorbed onto the surface of the Au

nanoparticle in the transient state. They explored this pro-

cess by discerning the creation of HD molecules stemming

from the dissociation of H2 and D2, while also examin-

ing how the rate of HD formation is influenced by factors

such as the size of Au nanoparticles and the wavelength

of incident light. Similar plasmonic Au, Al nanostructures

had been used as photocatalyst for highly efficient direct

decomposition of HS2 [278], selective photo detoxification of

sulfur mustard simulant [279], solvated electron generation

in solution [280] and hydrogen evolution [281], [282]. The

hot-electron-driven partial oxidation of ethylene using O2

to produce ethylene oxide is also investigated to study the

plasmon-driven photodissociation of O2 [29], [283], [284],

where the photocatalyst was composed of Ag nanocubes,

exposing Ag(100) facets to ensure heightened reactivity and

a precisely defined plasmon resonance.

Antenna-reactor complexes have recently been devel-

oped, such as a plasmonic nanoparticle (the antenna)

adorned with reactor particles, including islands, clusters,

or individual platinum group metal atoms [285], [286]. An

antenna-reactor based on Cu–Ru complex [31] had been

utilized as a plasmonic photocatalyst to efficiently reduce

the thermal activation barrier for ammonia decomposition

due to the Ru serving as the ideal binding site for nitro-

gen intermediate species during the reaction [287]. While

the inclusion of platinum groupmetal reactors significantly

enhances photocatalytic performance, their limited avail-

ability and high cost have led the researchers to substi-

tute them with more readily available transition metals,

which is especially crucial for industrial-scale reactions like

ammonia decomposition [288], [289]. The earth-abundant

metal Fe, however, is far less reactive compared to Ru as a

plasmonic photo catalyst since the strength of Fe–N bond

is too strong to facilitate the desorb of the product [290].

In this regards, Yuan et al. prepared Cu–Fe and Cu–Ru

antenna reactors through coprecipitation, showing Fe

active sites in a Cu–Fe complex structure can have compa-

rable efficiencieswith Ru for ammonia decompositionwhen
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illuminated with ultra-fast laser pulse [291]. Lin et al. inves-

tigated planar Al nanodisk antenna combinedwith spatially

separated Pd and Fe nanodisks for H2 dissociation and NH3

activation, demonstrating that precisely engineered anten-

nas combined withmultiple reactors can progressively con-

trol the chemical reaction ranging from simple to complex

[292].

Different views were proposed to explain these recent

plasmonic photocatalysis results from purely (lattice) ther-

mal Arrhenius activation [293]–[296] rather than the hot

carrier-mediated chemical conversion. The exponential

sensitivity of the reaction rate suggests that an underesti-

mate of the true temperature in the reaction environment is

possible, therefore yielding anunderestimate of the thermo-

catalysis reaction rate by three orders of magnitude. Zhang

et al. introduced a method through illuminated rhodium

nanoparticles on oxide supports to catalyze CO2 methana-

tion reaction to distinguish the thermal and nonthermal

contributions from plasmon-enhanced catalysts. Effective

thermal and nonthermal reaction rates under illumination

can be extracted via the simultaneous measurements of

overall reaction rate and the top- and bottom-surface cat-

alyst bed temperature, revealing a synergistic behavior for

both thermal and nonthermal(plasmon-enhanced) catalysis

[297]. To further disentangle these thermal and nonther-

mal effects, Li et al. applied a novel indirect illumination

technique as well as the precise monitoring of the ther-

mal profile to the same CO2 methanation, showing a clear

signature of nonthermal effects in the Rh/TiO2 plasmonic

photocatalyst [298]. However, those control experiments

inevitably omit the spatial temperature varianceswhich can

significantly impact local catalytic rates, as thermal cam-

era technique typically provide only average temperature

information [293]. Clearly, it is desired to have the capability

to measure the nanoscale temperature distribution through

thermometry methods [299], to distinguish between lat-

tice temperatures and possible effective electronic temper-

atures, and to design critical control experiments to repro-

duce the nonuniform temperature distribution [295], [296].

Further discussions regarding the debates can be find in

other review [300].

Beyond optically excited plasmonic catalysis, electri-

cally driven plasmonic nanostructures can also facilitate

chemical reactions. Wang et al. demonstrated that the gen-

eration of hot electrons renders nanoscale tunnel junc-

tions exceptionally reactive, enabling the occurrence of

tightly confined chemical reactions that, in turn, have the

capacity to influence andmodulate the tunnelling processes

[301]. An array of electrically driven plasmonic nanorods,

incorporating as many as 1011 tunnel junctions per square

centimeter are fabricated, showing the activation of oxi-

dation and reduction reactions within the junctions via

hot electrons, triggered by the presence of O2 and H2.

The same group has developed an artificial synapse that

exhibits both electrical and optical memory effects through

chemical transformations occurring within plasmonic tun-

nel junctions [302]. When subjected to bias, electrons that

tunnel into plasmonic nanorods under a low voltage are

harnessed to encode information into the tunnel junc-

tions through chemical reactions mediated by hot elec-

trons interacting with the environment. Alternatively, in

an optical configuration, external illumination can be uti-

lized to write information by exciting hot electrons within

the plasmonic nanorods. The described structure holds the

potential for application as multilevel non-volatile mem-

ory, logic units, or artificial synapses in forthcoming elec-

tronic, optoelectronic, and artificial neural network sys-

tems. Here we note that the physical mechanism of hot

carrier enhanced photocatalysis has inspires some debates

[296], [303]–[305], particularly around the relative contribu-

tion of thermal and non-thermal hot carriers in promoting

catalytic performance.

While the plasmon-enhanced catalytic effects have

been observed in many studies, it can be clearly seen that

further theoretical and experimental studies are demanded

to reveal the exact physical origin. It is our view that such

investigations are preferred to be performed from the fun-

damental single-particle or single-plasmon level via direct

characterizations of temperature rise and chemical reaction

of the plasmonic structures using a variety of tools such

as scanning thermal microscopy [306]–[308], single particle

spectroscopy [309], and single-molecule chemical reaction

imaging [310].

6.3 Potential future directions

The study of plasmon-induced hot carriers and electrically

driven plasmonic processes has emerged over the past

decade as one of the major frontiers in nanophotonics and

plasmonics. Plasmonic nanostructures made of tunneling

nanojunctions and ultrathin nanogaps with only atomic

and molecular sizes are not only of fundamental inter-

est to reveal the limits of light–matter interaction at the

extreme scale, but also of importance for applications in

photonic devices, optoelectronics, and quantum technology,

as summarized in the cartoons in Figure 13. The capabil-

ity of these structures to allow simultaneous control using

both optical and electrical methods, which is not possible

for conventional nanoparticle based plasmonic structures,

has great potential to bridge the ultraminiaturized device

footprint of plasmonic circuitry with external photonic
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Figure 13: Prospective research topics based on electrically driven plasmonic processes. (a) Electrically driven plasmonic nanorod used as reactive

tunnel junction [302]. Reproduced with permission from the Springer Nature Group. (b) Plasmonic-active asymmetric gold nanostructures for

photodetectors [271]. Reproduced with permission from the American Chemical Society. (c) Antenna-coupled vibrational spectroscopy based on STM

[230]. Reproduced with permission from the National Academy of Science. (d) Hybrid plasmon-exciton coupling system as a quantum emitter [260].

(e) A coupled single molecular junction based on STM shows transparency in the light emission spectra [246]. Reproduced with permission from the

Springer Nature Group.

networks using well-established on-chip electronic means.

Biased plasmonic tunnel junctions serve as an important

platform in this regard as it can electrically excite plasmonic

excitations and directly read out plasmon-induced hot car-

rier transport information. However, based on our above

discussions, neither theoretical nor experimental studies

on these fundamental studies and the applications have

reached a mature level. Here, we discuss some potential

research directions and challenges.

While our current theoretical framework of plasmon-

induced hot carriers has provided insightful tools and basic

physical pictures to understand many experimental results

in different plasmonic structures, models with quantitative

predictive power remain to be developed. As intrinsically

complicated open quantum systems, plasmonic and hot

carrier processes are typically contributed from multiple

factors that are interrelated. Further, the energy transport,

conversion, and dissipation in a plasmonic nanostructure

often span many spatial and temporal scales, which are

difficult to model and obtain robust predictions. There is

great interest in addressing the ongoing debate arising due

to our limited capability to quantify hot carriers in many

plasmonic applications and distinguish the role of hot carri-

ers from other contributing factors.

Experimentally, much progress has been made in our

understanding of optically driven hot carriers. However,

the study of electrically driven hot carrier generation and

relaxation has been initiated comparatively recently. Some

pronounced open questions included: what are the rel-

ative contributions of multielectron coherent processes

and hot carrier recombination in pumping above-threshold

photons? Can we distinguish hot carrier and electronic

Ramanphysics [311], [312] in electrically and optically driven

plasmonic processes? Can we control quantum plasmonic
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modes [313] using electronic means? Advanced experimen-

tal techniques such as single molecule scanning probe

microscopy [119], [314], [315] could serve a very important

role to answer these questions by imaging the distribution

of hot carriers and tracking the hot carrier dynamics when

coupled with ultrafast spectroscopy techniques.

On accessing the strong and ultra-strong regime in plas-

monic systems, molecular scale plasmonic nanostructures

possesses some advantages over conventional larger scale

structures; however, experimental studies in this regime

based on optically driven plasmonics have been quite

challenging, which impedes potential applications. In this

regard, exploring hot carriermediated plexciton strong cou-

pling in the electrically driven regime could be of great

interest. One challenge that needs to be overcome is the typ-

ically weak electroluminescence from these hybrid strong

coupling systems. Discovering an electrically driven hybrid

plexcitonic emissionwith ultra-high brightness holds signif-

icant promise for future endeavors [316].

The application of plasmon-induced hot carriers and

electrically driven plasmonics in quantum optics could

become a fruitful area. From a theoretical perspective,

it is proposed that the intricate plasmonic spectrum of

the nanocavity presents avenues for generating nonclassi-

cal light through mechanisms that can be more efficient

than the resonant interaction between the emitter’s nat-

ural transition and the optical mode [317]–[319]. It has

been predicted that, not only is the photon blockade effect

discernible, but also photon antibunching stemming from

processes of destructive interference, known as uncon-

ventional antibunching, is evident. Furthermore, photon

bunching can also occur at particular frequencies for plex-

citon anti-crossing when the scattered intensity is at min-

imum, demonstrating the tuning capability for the photon

statistics of the hybrid plexcitonic system.

Acknowledgments: We thank B. Whetten and W. Luo for

their help with the manuscript. Publication of this article

is funded by the University of Colorado Boulder Libraries

Open Access Fund.

Research funding: L.C. acknowledges the support from

National Science Foundation (NSF CAREER CBET-2239004)

and Air Force Research Laboratory (AFRL FA8651-22-1-0012).

D.N. and Y.Z. acknowledge support from the Office of Naval

Research (N00014-21-1-2062), the National Science Founda-

tion (ECCS-2309941), and the Robert A. Welch Foundation

(C-1636).

Author contributions: All authors have accepted responsi-

bility for the entire content of thismanuscript and approved

its submission.

Conflict of interest: Authors state no conflict of interest.

Data availability: Data sharing does not apply to this article

as no datasets were generated or analyzed during the cur-

rent study.

References

[1] H. A. Atwater and A. Polman, “Plasmonics for improved

photovoltaic devices,” Nat. Mater., vol. 9, no. 3, pp. 205−213,
2010..

[2] J. Li, S. K. Cushing, F. Meng, T. R. Senty, A. D. Bristow, and N. Wu,

“Plasmon-induced resonance energy transfer for solar energy

conversion,” Nat. Photonics, vol. 9, no. 9, pp. 601−607, 2015..
[3] D. Sivun, C. Vidal, B. Munkhbat, N. Arnold, T. A. Klar, and

C. Hrelescu, “Anticorrelation of photoluminescence from gold

nanoparticle dimers with hot-spot intensity,” Nano Lett., vol. 16,

no. 11, pp. 7203−7209, 2016..
[4] M. I. Stockman, S. V. Faleev, and D. J. Bergman, “Localization

versus delocalization of surface plasmons in nanosystems: can

one state have both characteristics?” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 87,

no. 16, p. 167401, 2001..

[5] R. H. Ritchie, “Plasma losses by fast electrons in thin films,” Phys.

Rev., vol. 106, no. 5, p. 874, 1957..

[6] J. R. Krenn, et al., “Squeezing the optical near-field zone by

plasmon coupling of metallic nanoparticles,” Phys. Rev. Lett.,

vol. 82, no. 12, p. 2590, 1999..

[7] J. R. Krenn, et al., “Direct observation of localized surface plasmon

coupling,” Phys. Rev. B, vol. 60, no. 7, p. 5029, 1999..

[8] A. B. Zrimsek, et al., “Single-molecule chemistry with surface- and

tip-enhanced Raman spectroscopy,” Chem. Rev., vol. 117, no. 11,

pp. 7583−7613, 2017..
[9] X. Wang, S. C. Huang, S. Hu, S. Yan, and B. Ren, “Fundamental

understanding and applications of plasmon-enhanced Raman

spectroscopy,” Nat. Rev. Phys., vol. 2, no. 5, pp. 253−271, 2020..
[10] P. L. Stiles, J. A. Dieringer, N. C. Shah, and R. P. Van Duyne,

“Surface-enhanced Raman spectroscopy,” Annu. Rev. Anal. Chem.,

vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 601−626, 2008..
[11] J. Langer, et al., “Present and future of surface-enhanced Raman

scattering,” ACS Nano, vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 28−117, 2020..
[12] E. A. Pozzi, et al., “Ultrahigh-vacuum tip-enhanced Raman

spectroscopy,” Chem. Rev., vol. 117, no. 7, pp. 4961−4982, 2017..
[13] B. Pettinger, P. Schambach, C. J. Villagómez, and N. Scott,

“Tip-enhanced Raman spectroscopy: near-fields acting on a few

molecules,” Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem., vol. 63, pp. 379−399, 2012..
[14] N. L. Gruenke, M. F. Cardinal, M. O. McAnally, R. R. Frontiera,

G. C. Schatz, and R. P. Van Duyne, “Ultrafast and nonlinear

surface-enhanced Raman spectroscopy,” Chem. Soc. Rev., vol. 45,

no. 8, pp. 2263−2290, 2016..
[15] S. Zeng, D. Baillargeat, H. P. Ho, and K. T. Yong, “Nanomaterials

enhanced surface plasmon resonance for biological and chemical

sensing applications,” Chem. Soc. Rev., vol. 43, no. 10,

pp. 3426−3452, 2014..
[16] W. Ye, R. Long, H. Huang, and Y. Xiong, “Plasmonic

nanostructures in solar energy conversion,” J. Mater. Chem. C,

vol. 5, no. 5, pp. 1008−1021, 2017..
[17] M. Kim, et al., “Plasmonic photothermal nanoparticles for

biomedical applications,” Adv. Sci., vol. 6, no. 17, p. 1900471, 2019..



2314 — Y. Zhu et al.: Molecular scale nanophotonics

[18] J. Lambe and S. L. McCarthy, “Light emission from inelastic

electron tunneling,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 37, no. 14, pp. 923−925,
1976..

[19] L. Cui, Y. Zhu, P. Nordlander, M. Di Ventra, and D. Natelson,

“Thousand-fold increase in plasmonic light emission via

combined electronic and optical excitations,” Nano Lett., vol. 21,

no. 6, pp. 2658−2665, 2021..
[20] F. Benz, et al., “Single-molecule optomechanics in “picocavities”,”

Science, vol. 354, no. 6313, pp. 726−729, 2016..
[21] J. J. Baumberg, J. Aizpurua, M. H. Mikkelsen, and D. R. Smith,

“Extreme nanophotonics from ultrathin metallic gaps,” Nat.

Mater., vol. 18, no. 7, pp. 668−678, 2019..
[22] K. Santhosh, O. Bitton, L. Chuntonov, and G. Haran, “Vacuum Rabi

splitting in a plasmonic cavity at the single quantum emitter

limit,” Nat. Commun., vol. 7, no. 1, pp. 1−5, 2016..
[23] M. E. Kleemann, et al., “Strong-coupling of WSe2 in ultra-compact

plasmonic nanocavities at room temperature,” Nat. Commun.,

vol. 8, no. 1, p. 1296, 2017..

[24] Y. Zhu, J. Yang, J. Abad-Arredondo, A. I. Fernández-Domínguez

, F. J. Garcia-Vidal, and D. Natelson, “Electroluminescence as a

probe of strong exciton-plasmon coupling in few-layer WSe2,”

Nano Lett., vol. 24, no. 1, 2024. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs

.nanolett.3c04684.

[25] J. Lee, et al., “Quantum plasmonics: energy transport through

plasmonic gap,” Adv. Mater., vol. 33, no. 47, p. 2006606, 2021..

[26] M. L. Brongersma, N. J. Halas, and P. Nordlander,

“Plasmon-induced hot carrier science and technology,” Nat.

Nanotechnol., vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 25−34, 2015..
[27] A. Manjavacas, J. G. Liu, V. Kulkarni, and P. Nordlander,

“Plasmon-induced hot carriers in metallic nanoparticles,” ACS

Nano, vol. 8, no. 8, pp. 7630−7638, 2014..
[28] R. Chikkaraddy, et al., “Single-molecule strong coupling at room

temperature in plasmonic nanocavities,” Nature, vol. 535,

no. 7610, pp. 127−130, 2016..
[29] P. Christopher, H. Xin, and S. Linic, “Visible-light-enhanced

catalytic oxidation reactions on plasmonic silver nanostructures,”

Nat. Chem., vol. 3, no. 6, pp. 467−472, 2011..
[30] E. Cortés, et al., “Plasmonic hot electron transport drives

nano-localized chemistry,” Nat. Commun., vol. 8, p. 14880, 2017..

[31] L. Zhou, et al., “Quantifying hot carrier and thermal contributions

in plasmonic photocatalysis,” Science, vol. 362, no. 6410,

pp. 69−72, 2018..
[32] M. W. Knight, H. Sobhani, P. Nordlander, and N. J. Halas,

“Photodetection with active optical antennas,” Science, vol. 332,

no. 6030, pp. 702−704, 2011..
[33] W. Li, Z. J. Coppens, L. V. Besteiro, W. Wang, A. O. Govorov, and

J. Valentine, “Circularly polarized light detection with hot

electrons in chiral plasmonic metamaterials,” Nat. Commun.,

vol. 6, p. 8379, 2015..

[34] Y.-Y. Cai, et al., “Photoluminescence of gold nanorods: Purcell

effect enhanced emission from hot carriers,” ACS Nano, vol. 12,

no. 2, pp. 976−985, 2018..
[35] M. A. Green and S. Pillai, “Harnessing plasmonics for solar cells,”

Nat. Photonics, vol. 6, no. 3, pp. 130−132, 2012..
[36] J. G. Liu, H. Zhang, S. Link, and P. Nordlander, “Relaxation of

plasmon-induced hot carriers,” ACS Photonics, vol. 5, no. 7,

pp. 2584−2595, 2018..
[37] A. M. Brown, R. Sundararaman, P. Narang, A. M. Schwartzberg,

W. A. Goddard, and H. A. Atwater, “Experimental and ab initio

ultrafast carrier dynamics in plasmonic nanoparticles,” Phys. Rev.

Lett., vol. 118, no. 8, p. 087401, 2017..

[38] A. M. Brown, R. Sundararaman, P. Narang, W. A. Goddard, and

H. A. Atwater, “Nonradiative plasmon decay and hot carrier

dynamics: effects of phonons, surfaces, and geometry,” ACS Nano,

vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 957−966, 2016..
[39] S. D. Brorson, J. G. Fujimoto, and E. P. Ippen, “Femtosecond

electronic heat-transport dynamics in thin gold films,” Phys. Rev.

Lett., vol. 59, no. 17, p. 1962, 1987..

[40] A. O. Govorov, H. Zhang, and Y. K. Gun’Ko, “Theory of

photoinjection of hot plasmonic carriers from metal

nanostructures into semiconductors and surface molecules,”

J. Phys. Chem. C, vol. 117, no. 32, pp. 16616−16631, 2013..
[41] R. Sundararaman, P. Narang, A. S. Jermyn, W. A. Goddard III, and

H. A. Atwater, “Theoretical predictions for hot-carrier generation

from surface plasmon decay,” Nat. Commun., vol. 5, no. 1,

pp. 1−8, 2014..
[42] B. Y. Zheng, H. Zhao, A. Manjavacas, M. McClain, P. Nordlander,

and N. J. Halas, “Distinguishing between plasmon-induced and

photoexcited carriers in a device geometry,” Nat. Commun., vol. 6,

no. 1, pp. 1−7, 2015..
[43] J. Lee, S. Mubeen, X. Ji, G. D. Stucky, and M. Moskovits, “Plasmonic

photoanodes for solar water splitting with visible light,” Nano

Lett., vol. 12, no. 9, pp. 5014−5019, 2012..
[44] P. Narang, R. Sundararaman, and H. A. Atwater, “Plasmonic hot

carrier dynamics in solid-state and chemical systems for energy

conversion,” Nanophotonics, vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 96−111, 2016..
[45] J. B. Khurgin, “Hot carriers generated by plasmons: where are

they generated and where do they go from there?” Faraday

Discuss., vol. 214, pp. 35−58, 2019..
[46] J. B. Khurgin, “How to deal with the loss in plasmonics and

metamaterials,” Nat. Nanotechnol., vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 2−6,
2015..

[47] G. V. Hartland, L. V. Besteiro, P. Johns, and A. O. Govorov, “What’s

so hot about electrons in metal nanoparticles?” ACS Energy Lett.,

vol. 2, no. 7, pp. 1641−1653, 2017..
[48] M. Bernardi, J. Mustafa, J. B. Neaton, and S. G. Louie, “Theory and

computation of hot carriers generated by surface plasmon

polaritons in noble metals,” Nat. Commun., vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 1−9,
2015..

[49] E. Prodan, P. Nordlander, and N. J. Halas, “Electronic structure

and optical properties of gold nanoshells,” Nano Lett., vol. 3,

no. 10, pp. 1411−1415, 2003..
[50] H. Zhang and A. O. Govorov, “Optical generation of hot plasmonic

carriers in metal nanocrystals: the effects of shape and field

enhancement,” J. Phys. Chem. C, vol. 118, no. 14, pp. 7606−7614,
2014..

[51] A. O. Govorov, H. Zhang, H. Volkan Demir, and Y. K. Gun’ko,

“Photogeneration of hot plasmonic electrons with metal

nanocrystals: quantum description and potential applications,”

Nano Today, vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 85−101, 2014..
[52] N. Durante, A. Fortunelli, M. Broyer, and M. Stener, “Optical

properties of Au nanoclusters from TD-DFT calculations,” J. Phys.

Chem. C, vol. 115, no. 14, pp. 6277−6282, 2011..
[53] O. Demichel, et al., “Dynamics, efficiency, and energy distribution

of nonlinear plasmon-assisted generation of hot carriers,” ACS

Photonics, vol. 3, no. 5, pp. 791−795, 2016..
[54] L. V. Besteiro and A. O. Govorov, “Amplified generation of hot

electrons and quantum surface effects in nanoparticle dimers

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.3c04684
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.3c04684


Y. Zhu et al.: Molecular scale nanophotonics — 2315

with plasmonic hot spots,” J. Phys. Chem. C, vol. 120, no. 34,

pp. 19329−19339, 2016..
[55] E. Kioupakis, P. Rinke, A. Schleife, F. Bechstedt, and C. G. Van de

Walle, “Free-carrier absorption in nitrides from first principles,”

Phys. Rev. B: Condens. Matter Mater. Phys., vol. 81, no. 24, p. 241201,

2010..

[56] J. Noffsinger, E. Kioupakis, C. G. Van De Walle, S. G. Louie, and

M. L. Cohen, “Phonon-assisted optical absorption in silicon from

first principles,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 108, no. 16, p. 167402, 2012..

[57] M. L. Thèye, “Investigation of the optical properties of Au by

means of thin semitransparent films,” Phys. Rev. B, vol. 2, no. 8,

p. 3060, 1970..

[58] C. Xu, H. Du, and B. Li, “Optical properties of polyvalent

non-transition metals,” Sov. Phys. Usp., vol. 12, no. 1, p. 80, 1969..

[59] R. N. Gurzhi, “Mutual electron correlations in metal optics,” J. Exp.

Theor. Phys., vol. 35, no. 8, pp. 965−969, 1959.
[60] R. Citroni, F. Di Paolo, and A. Di Carlo, “Replacing noble metals

with alternative metals in MID-IR frequency: a theoretical

approach,” AIP Conf. Proc., vol. 1990, no. 1, p. 20004, 2018.

[61] C. Yannouleas and R. A. Broglia, “Landau damping and wall

dissipation in large metal clusters,” Ann. Phys., vol. 217, no. 1,

pp. 105−141, 1992..
[62] A. V. Uskov, I. E. Protsenko, N. A. Mortensen, and E. P. O’Reilly,

“Broadening of plasmonic resonance due to electron collisions

with nanoparticle boundary: a{cyrillic} quantum mechanical

consideration,” Plasmonics, vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 185−192, 2014..
[63] J. B. Khurgin, “Ultimate limit of field confinement by surface

plasmon polaritons,” Faraday Discuss., vol. 178, pp. 109−122, 2015..
[64] T. V. Shahbazyan, “Surface-assisted carrier excitation in plasmonic

nanostructures,” Plasmonics, vol. 13, no. 3, pp. 757−761, 2018..
[65] T. V. Shahbazyan, “Landau damping of surface plasmons in metal

nanostructures,” Phys. Rev. B, vol. 94, no. 23, p. 235431, 2016..

[66] B. N. S. Sooraj and T. Pradeep, “Optical properties of metal

clusters,” in Atomically Precise Metal Nanoclusters, Springer Series in

Materials Science, Berlin, Heidelberg, Springer, 2022, pp. 83−101.
[67] X. Li, D. Xiao, and Z. Zhang, “Landau damping of quantum

plasmons in metal nanostructures,” New J. Phys., vol. 15, no. 2,

p. 023011, 2013..

[68] F. Hao, Y. Sonnefraud, P. Van Dorpe, S. A. Maier, N. J. Halas, and

P. Nordlander, “Symmetry breaking in plasmonic nanocavities:

subradiant LSPR sensing and a tunable Fano resonance,” Nano

Lett., vol. 8, no. 11, pp. 3983−3988, 2008..
[69] K. Watanabe, D. Menzel, N. Nilius, and H. Freund,

“Photochemistry on metal nanoparticles,” Chem. Rev., vol. 106,

no. 10, pp. 4301−4320, 2006..
[70] M. Lisowski, P. A. Loukakos, U. Bovensiepen, J. Sthler, C. Gahl, and

M. Wolf, “Ultra-fast dynamics of electron thermalization, cooling

and transport effects in Ru(001),” Appl. Phys. A: Mater. Sci. Process.,

vol. 78, no. 2, pp. 165−176, 2004..
[71] H. Inouye, K. Tanaka, I. Tanahashi, and K. Hirao, “Ultrafast

dynamics of nonequilibrium electrons in a gold nanoparticle

system,” Phys. Rev. B, vol. 57, no. 18, p. 11334, 1998..

[72] C. Frischorn and M. Wolf, “Femtochemistry at metal surfaces:

nonadiabatic reaction dynamics,” Chem. Rev., vol. 106, no. 10,

pp. 4207−4233, 2006..
[73] A. S. Jermyn, G. Tagliabue, H. A. Atwater, W. A. Goddard, P.

Narang, and R. Sundararaman, “Transport of hot carriers in

plasmonic nanostructures,” Phys. Rev. Mater., vol. 3, no. 7,

p. 075201, 2019..

[74] A. M. Brown, R. Sundararaman, P. Narang, W. A. Goddard, and

H. A. Atwater, “Ab initio phonon coupling and optical response of

hot electrons in plasmonic metals,” Phys. Rev. B, vol. 94, no. 7,

p. 075120, 2016..

[75] S. I. Anisimov, B. L. Kapeliovich, and T. L. Perel’man, “Electron

emission from metal surfaces exposed to ultrashort laser pulses,”

J. Exp. Theor. Phys., vol. 66, pp. 776−781, 1974.
[76] Z. Lin, L. V. Zhigilei, and V. Celli, “Electron-phonon coupling and

electron heat capacity of metals under conditions of strong

electron-phonon nonequilibrium,” Phys. Rev. B: Condens. Matter

Mater. Phys., vol. 77, no. 7, p. 075133, 2008..

[77] E. Carpene, “Ultrafast laser irradiation of metals: beyond the

two-temperature model,” Phys. Rev. B: Condens. Matter Mater.

Phys., vol. 74, no. 2, p. 024301, 2006..

[78] T. Avanesian and P. Christopher, “Adsorbate specificity in hot

electron driven photochemistry on catalytic metal surfaces,”

J. Phys. Chem. C, vol. 118, no. 48, pp. 28017−28031, 2014..
[79] N. Del Fatti, C. Voisin, M. Achermann, S. Tzortzakis, D. Christofilos,

and F. Vallée, “Nonequilibrium electron dynamics in noble

metals,” Phys. Rev. B, vol. 61, no. 24, p. 16956, 2000..

[80] C. Jacoboni and L. Reggiani, “The Monte Carlo method for the

solution of charge transport in semiconductors with applications

to covalent materials,” Rev. Mod. Phys., vol. 55, no. 3, p. 645,

1983..

[81] R. H. M. Groeneveld, R. Sprik, and A. Lagendijk, “Ultrafast

relaxation of electrons probed by surface plasmons at a thin

silver film,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 64, no. 7, p. 784, 1990..

[82] F. Ladstädter, U. Hohenester, P. Puschnig, and C.

Ambrosch-Draxl, “First-principles calculation of hot-electron

scattering in metals,” Phys. Rev. B: Condens. Matter Mater. Phys.,

vol. 70, no. 23, pp. 1−10, 2004..
[83] J. R. M. Saavedra, A. Asenjo-Garcia, and F. J. García De Abajo,

“Hot-electron dynamics and thermalization in small metallic

nanoparticles,” ACS Photonics, vol. 3, no. 9, pp. 1637−1646, 2016..
[84] A. O. Govorov and H. Zhang, “Kinetic density functional theory for

plasmonic nanostructures: breaking of the plasmon peak in the

quantum regime and generation of hot electrons,” J. Phys. Chem.

C, vol. 119, no. 11, pp. 6181−6194, 2015..
[85] R. Zhang, et al., “How to identify plasmons from the optical

response of nanostructures,” ACS Nano, vol. 11, no. 7,

pp. 7321−7335, 2017..
[86] C.-K. Sun, F. Vallee, L. H. Acioli, E. P. Ippen, and J. G. Fujimoto,

“Femtosecond-tunable measurement of electron thermalization

in gold,” Phys. Rev., vol. 50, no. 20, pp. 15337−15348, 1994..
[87] C. Voisin, et al., “Size-dependent electron-electron interactions

in metal nanoparticles,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 85, no. 10, p. 2200,

2000..

[88] S. Park, M. Pelton, M. Liu, P. Guyot-Sionnest, and N. F. Scherer,

“Ultrafast resonant dynamics of surface plasmons in gold

nanorods,” J. Phys. Chem. C, vol. 111, no. 1, pp. 116−123, 2007..
[89] J. H. Hodak, A. Henglein, and G. V. Hartland, “Photophysics of

nanometer sized metal particles: electron-phonon coupling and

coherent excitation of breathing vibrational modes,” J. Phys.

Chem. B, vol. 104, no. 43, pp. 9954−9965, 2000..
[90] A. Arbouet, et al., “Electron-phonon scattering in metal clusters,”

Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 90, no. 17, p. 4, 2003..

[91] A. M. Dowgiallo and K. L. Knappenberger, “Ultrafast

electron−phonon coupling in hollow gold nanospheres,” Phys.

Chem. Chem. Phys., vol. 13, no. 48, pp. 21585−21592, 2011..



2316 — Y. Zhu et al.: Molecular scale nanophotonics

[92] L. Cui, et al., “Electrically driven hot-carrier generation and

above-threshold light emission in plasmonic tunnel junctions,”

Nano Lett., vol. 20, no. 8, pp. 6067−6075, 2020..
[93] Y. Park, et al., “Elongated lifetime and enhanced flux of hot

electrons on a perovskite plasmonic nanodiode,” Nano Lett.,

vol. 19, no. 8, pp. 5489−5495, 2019..
[94] J. S. Duchene, G. Tagliabue, A. J. Welch, W. H. Cheng, and H. A.

Atwater, “Hot hole collection and photoelectrochemical CO2

reduction with plasmonic Au/p-GaN photocathodes,” Nano Lett.,

vol. 18, no. 4, pp. 2545−2550, 2018..
[95] M. Kanehara, H. Koike, T. Yoshinaga, and T. Teranishi, “Indium tin

oxide nanoparticles with compositionally tunable surface

plasmon resonance frequencies in the near-IR region,” J. Am.

Chem. Soc., vol. 131, no. 49, pp. 17736−17737, 2009..
[96] M. W. Knight, et al., “Embedding plasmonic nanostructure diodes

enhances hot electron emission,” Nano Lett., vol. 13, no. 4,

pp. 1687−1692, 2013..
[97] F. P. García De Arquer, A. Mihi, D. Kufer, and G. Konstantatos,

“Photoelectric energy conversion of plasmon-generated hot

carriers in metal-insulator-semiconductor structures,” ACS Nano,

vol. 7, no. 4, pp. 3581−3588, 2013..
[98] J. Nelayah, et al., “Mapping surface plasmons on a single metallic

nanoparticle,” Nat. Phys., vol. 3, pp. 348−353, 2007..
[99] O. Nicoletti, F. De La Peña, R. K. Leary, D. J. Holland, C. Ducati, and

P. A. Midgley, “Three-dimensional imaging of localized surface

plasmon resonances of metal nanoparticles,” Nature, vol. 502, pp.

80−84, 2013..
[100] B. Frank, et al., “Short-range surface plasmonics: localized

electron emission dynamics from a 60-nm spot on an atomically

flat single-crystalline gold surface,” Sci. Adv., vol. 3, no. 7, p.

e1700721, 2017..

[101] J. T. Van Wijngaarden, E. Verhagen, A. Polman, C. E. Ross, H. J.

Lezec, and H. A. Atwater, “Direct imaging of propagation and

damping of near-resonance surface plasmon polaritons using

cathodoluminescence spectroscopy,” Appl. Phys. Lett., vol. 88, no.

22, p. 221111, 2006..

[102] M. V. Bashevoy, F. Jonsson, K. F. MacDonald, Y. Chen, and N. I.

Zheludev, “Hyperspectral imaging of plasmonic nanostructures

with nanoscale resolution,” Opt. Express, vol. 15, no. 18,

pp. 11313−11320, 2007..
[103] N. Yamamoto, K. Araya, and F. J. García de Abajo, “Photon

emission from silver particles induced by a high-energy electron

beam,” Phys. Rev. B, vol. 64, no. 20, p. 205419, 2001..

[104] T. Suzuki, et al., “Cathodoluminescent spectroscopic imaging of

surface plasmon polaritons in a 1-dimensional plasmonic crystal,”

Opt. Express, vol. 17, no. 26, pp. 23664−23671, 2009..
[105] C. Du, et al., “Unveiling quasi-dark surface plasmon modes in Au

nanoring cavities by cathodoluminescence,” Sci. Rep., vol. 7, no. 1,

pp. 1−6, 2017..
[106] A. Losquin, et al., “Unveiling nanometer scale extinction and

scattering phenomena through combined electron energy loss

spectroscopy and cathodoluminescence measurements,” Nano

Lett., vol. 15, no. 2, pp. 1229−1237, 2015..
[107] A. Dereux, C. Girard, and J. C. Weeber, “Theoretical principles of

near-field optical microscopies and spectroscopies,” J. Chem.

Phys., vol. 112, no. 18, pp. 7775−7789, 2000..
[108] Q. Sun, K. Ueno, H. Yu, A. Kubo, Y. Matsuo, and H. Misawa, “Direct

imaging of the near field and dynamics of surface plasmon

resonance on gold nanostructures using photoemission electron

microscopy,” Light: Sci. Appl., vol. 2, no. 12, p. e118, 2013..

[109] D. B. Li, et al., “Direct observation of localized surface plasmon

field enhancement by Kelvin probe force microscopy,” Light: Sci.

Appl., vol. 6, no. 8, p. e17038, 2017..

[110] W. Melitz, J. Shen, A. C. Kummel, and S. Lee, “Kelvin probe force

microscopy and its application,” Surf. Sci. Rep., vol. 66, no. 1,

pp. 1−27, 2011..
[111] M. Cohen, R. Shavit, and Z. Zalevsky, “Observing optical plasmons

on a single nanometer scale,” Sci. Rep., vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 1−8,
2014..

[112] V. Kravtsov, R. Ulbricht, J. M. Atkin, and M. B. Raschke, “Plasmonic

nanofocused four-wave mixing for femtosecond near-field

imaging,” Nat. Nanotechnol., vol. 11, no. 5, pp. 459−464, 2016..
[113] V. Kravtsov, S. Almutairi, R. Ulbricht, A. R. Kutayiah, A. Belyanin,

and M. B. Raschke, “Enhanced third-order optical nonlinearity

driven by surface-plasmon field gradients,” Phys. Rev. Lett.,

vol. 120, no. 20, p. 203903, 2018..

[114] V. Kravtsov, S. Berweger, J. M. Atkin, and M. B. Raschke, “Control

of plasmon emission and dynamics at the transition from classical

to quantum coupling,” Nano Lett., vol. 14, no. 9, pp. 5270−5275,
2014..

[115] D. Lock, K. R. Rusimova, T. L. Pan, R. E. Palmer, and P. A. Sloan,

“Atomically resolved real-space imaging of hot electron

dynamics,” Nat. Commun., vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 1−7, 2015..
[116] N. Martín Sabanés, F. Krecinic, T. Kumagai, F. Schulz, M. Wolf, and

M. Müller, “Femtosecond thermal and nonthermal hot electron

tunneling inside a photoexcited tunnel junction,” ACS Nano,

vol. 16, no. 9, pp. 14479−14489, 2022..
[117] Q. Weng, et al., “Imaging of nonlocal hot-electron energy

dissipation via shot noise,” Science, vol. 360, no. 6390,

pp. 775−778, 2018..
[118] A. Giugni, et al., “Hot-electron nanoscopy using adiabatic

compression of surface plasmons,” Nat. Nanotechnol., vol. 8,

no. 11, pp. 845−852, 2013..
[119] H. Reddy, et al., “Determining plasmonic hot-carrier energy

distributions via single-molecule transport measurements,”

Science, vol. 369, no. 6502, pp. 423−426, 2020..
[120] C. A. Schmuttenmaer, et al., “Time-resolved two-photon

photoemission from Cu(100): energy dependence of electron

relaxation,” Phys. Rev. B, vol. 50, no. 12, p. 8957, 1994..

[121] H. Petek and S. Ogawa, “Femtosecond time-resolved two-photon

photoemission studies of electron dynamics in metals,” Prog. Surf.

Sci., vol. 56, no. 4, pp. 239−310, 1997..
[122] M. Borgwardt, et al., “Femtosecond time-resolved two-photon

photoemission studies of ultrafast carrier relaxation in Cu2O

photoelectrodes,” Nat. Commun., vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 1−7, 2019..
[123] R. W. Schoenlein, J. G. Fujimoto, G. L. Eesley, and T. W. Capehart,

“Femtosecond studies of image-potential dynamics in metals,”

Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 61, no. 22, p. 2596, 1988..

[124] P. Szymanski, S. Garrett-Roe, and C. B. Harris, “Time- and

angle-resolved two-photon photoemission studies of electron

localization and solvation at interfaces,” Prog. Surf. Sci., vol. 78,

no. 1, pp. 1−39, 2005..
[125] U. Höfer, I. L. Shumay, C. Reuß, U. Thomann, W. Wallauer, and

T. Fauster, “Time-resolved coherent photoelectron spectroscopy

of quantized electronic states on metal surfaces,” Science, vol. 277,

no. 5331, pp. 1480−1482, 1997..



Y. Zhu et al.: Molecular scale nanophotonics — 2317

[126] M. Weinelt, A. B. Schmidt, M. Pickel, and M. Donath,

“Spin-polarized image-potential-state electrons as ultrafast

magnetic sensors in front of ferromagnetic surfaces,” Prog. Surf.

Sci., vol. 82, nos. 4−6, pp. 388−406, 2007..
[127] X. Y. Zhu, “Electronic structure and electron dynamics at

molecule−metal interfaces: implications for molecule-based
electronics,” Surf. Sci. Rep., vol. 56, nos. 1−2, pp. 1−83, 2004..

[128] U. Bovensiepen, “Ultrafast electron transfer, localization and

solvation at ice−metal interfaces: correlation of structure and
dynamics,” Prog. Surf. Sci., vol. 78, nos. 3−4, pp. 87−100, 2005..

[129] C. A. Schmuttenmaer, et al., “Femtosecond time-resolved

photoemission study of hot electron relaxation at the GaAs(100)

surface,” Chem. Phys., vol. 205, nos. 1−2, pp. 91−108, 1996..
[130] A. Argondizzo, et al., “Ultrafast multiphoton pump-probe

photoemission excitation pathways in rutile TiO2(110),” Phys. Rev.

B: Condens. Matter Mater. Phys., vol. 91, no. 15, p. 155429, 2015..

[131] S. Ramakrishna, F. Willig, and A. Knorr, “Time-resolved

two-photon photoemission spectroscopy of semiconductor bulk

states,” Appl. Phys. A: Mater. Sci. Process., vol. 78, no. 2,

pp. 247−252, 2004..
[132] R. Haight, “Electron dynamics at surfaces,” Surf. Sci. Rep., vol. 21,

no. 8, pp. 275−325, 1995..
[133] J. Bokor, “Ultrafast dynamics at semiconductor and metal

surfaces,” Science, vol. 246, no. 4934, pp. 1130−1134, 1989..
[134] R. Haight, et al., “Tunable photoemission with harmonics of

subpicosecond lasers,” Rev. Sci. Instrum., vol. 65, no. 6,

pp. 1853−1857, 1994..
[135] M. Probst and R. Haight, “Unoccupied molecular orbital states of

tris (8-hydroxy quinoline) aluminum: observation and dynamics,”

Appl. Phys. Lett., vol. 71, no. 2, pp. 202−204, 1997..
[136] E. Beaurepaire, J. C. Merle, A. Daunois, and J. Y. Bigot, “Ultrafast

spin dynamics in ferromagnetic nickel,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 76,

no. 22, p. 4250, 1996..

[137] R. R. Cavanagh, D. S. King, J. C. Stephenson, and T. F. Heinz,

“Dynamics of nonthermal reactions: femtosecond surface

chemistry,” J. Phys. Chem., vol. 97, no. 4, pp. 786−798, 1993..
[138] M. Bauer, et al., “Direct observation of surface chemistry using

ultrafast soft-X-ray pulses,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 87, no. 2,

p. 025501, 2001..

[139] L. Perfetti, et al., “Time evolution of the electronic structure of

1T-TaS2 through the insulator-metal transition,” Phys. Rev. Lett.,

vol. 97, no. 6, p. 067402, 2006..

[140] F. Schmitt, et al., “Transient electronic structure and melting of a

charge density wave in TbTe3,” Science, vol. 321, no. 5896,

pp. 1649−1652, 2008..
[141] I. Gierz, et al., “Snapshots of non-equilibrium Dirac carrier

distributions in graphene,” Nat. Mater., vol. 12, no. 12,

pp. 1119−1124, 2013..
[142] A. Downes, P. Dumas, and M. E. Welland, “Measurement of high

electron temperatures in single atom metal point contacts by

light emission,” Appl. Phys. Lett., vol. 81, no. 7, pp. 1252−1254,
2002..

[143] G. Hoffmann, R. Berndt, and P. Johansson, “Two-electron photon

emission from metallic quantum wells,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 90,

no. 4, p. 046803, 2003..

[144] R. Pechou, R. Coratger, F. Ajustron, and J. Beauvillain, “Cutoff

anomalies in light emitted from the tunneling junction of a

scanning tunneling microscope in air,” Appl. Phys. Lett., vol. 72,

no. 6, p. 671, 1998..

[145] M. Buret, et al., “Spontaneous hot-electron light emission from

electron-fed optical antennas,” Nano Lett., vol. 15, no. 9,

pp. 5811−5818, 2015..
[146] P.-J. Peters, F. Xu, K. Kaasbjerg, G. Rastelli, W. Belzig, and R.

Berndt, “Quantum coherent multielectron processes in an atomic

scale contact,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 119, no. 6, p. 066803, 2017..

[147] G. Schull, N. Néel, P. Johansson, and R. Berndt, “Electron-plasmon

and electron-electron interactions at a single atom contact,” Phys.

Rev. Lett., vol. 102, no. 5, p. 057401, 2009..

[148] Y. Zhu, L. Cui, and D. Natelson, “Hot-carrier enhanced light

emission: the origin of above-threshold photons from electrically

driven plasmonic tunnel junctions,” J. Appl. Phys., vol. 128, no. 23,

p. 233105, 2020..

[149] R. Chikkaraddy, R. Arul, L. A. Jakob, and J. J. Baumberg,

“Single-molecule mid-infrared spectroscopy and detection

through vibrationally assisted luminescence,” Nat. Photonics,

vol. 17, no. 10, pp. 865−871, 2023..
[150] M. B̈ttiker, “Scattering theory of thermal and excess noise in open

conductors,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 65, no. 23, p. 2901, 1990..

[151] V. S. Khrapai, S. Ludwig, J. P. Kotthaus, H. P. Tranitz, and

W. Wegscheider, “Double-dot quantum ratchet driven by an

independently biased quantum point contact,” Phys. Rev. Lett.,

vol. 97, no. 17, p. 176803, 2006..

[152] S. Gustavsson, I. Shorubalko, R. Leturcq, T. Ihn, K. Ensslin, and

S. Schön, “Detecting terahertz current fluctuations in a quantum

point contact using a nanowire quantum dot,” Phys. Rev. B:

Condens. Matter Mater. Phys., vol. 78, no. 3, p. 035324, 2008..

[153] N. L. Schneider, G. Schull, and R. Berndt, “Optical probe of

quantum shot-noise reduction at a single-atom contact,” Phys.

Rev. Lett., vol. 105, no. 2, p. 026601, 2010..

[154] Y. M. Blanter and M. Büttiker, “Shot noise in mesoscopic

conductors,” Phys. Rep., vol. 336, nos. 1−2, pp. 1−166, 2000..
[155] R. Aguado and L. P. Kouwenhoven, “Double quantum dots as

detectors of high-frequency quantum noise in mesoscopic

conductors,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 84, no. 9, p. 1986, 2000..

[156] J. Tobiska, J. Danon, I. Snyman, and Y. V. Nazarov, “Quantum

tunneling detection of two-photon and two-electron processes,”

Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 96, no. 9, p. 096801, 2006..

[157] P. D. Sparks and J. E. Rutledge, “Light emission from randomly

rough tunnel junctions,” Phys. Rev. B, vol. 40, no. 11, p. 7574, 1989..

[158] M. Parzefall, Á. Szabó, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe, M. Luisier, and

L. Novotny, “Light from van der Waals quantum tunneling

devices,” Nat. Commun., vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 1−9, 2019..
[159] V. Kalathingal, P. Dawson, and J. Mitra, “Scanning tunnelling

microscope light emission: finite temperature current noise and

over cut-off emission,” Sci. Rep., vol. 7, no. 1, p. 3530, 2017..

[160] A. Martín-Jiménez, et al., “Electronic temperature and

two-electron processes in overbias plasmonic emission from

tunnel junctions,” Nano Lett., vol. 21, no. 16, pp. 7086−7092,
2021..

[161] E. Ekici, P. Kapitza, C. A. Bobisch, and R. Möller, “Electron-induced

photon emission above the quantum cutoff due to time-energy

uncertainty,” Opt. Lett., vol. 42, no. 22, pp. 4585−4588, 2017..
[162] N. L. Schneider, P. Johansson, and R. Berndt, “Hot electron

cascades in the scanning tunneling microscope,” Phys. Rev. B,

vol. 87, no. 4, p. 45409, 2013..

[163] F. Xu, C. Holmqvist, and W. Belzig, “Overbias light emission due to

higher-order quantum noise in a tunnel junction,” Phys. Rev. Lett.,

vol. 113, no. 6, p. 066801, 2014..



2318 — Y. Zhu et al.: Molecular scale nanophotonics

[164] F. Xu, C. Holmqvist, G. Rastelli, and W. Belzig, “Dynamical

Coulomb blockade theory of plasmon-mediated light emission

from a tunnel junction,” Phys. Rev. B, vol. 94, no. 24, p. 245111

, 2016..

[165] K. Kaasbjerg and A. Nitzan, “Theory of light emission from

quantum noise in plasmonic contacts: above-threshold emission

from higher-order electron-plasmon scattering,” Phys. Rev. Lett.,

vol. 114, no. 12, p. 126803, 2015..

[166] E. D. Fung and L. Venkataraman, “Too cool for blackbody

radiation: overbias photon emission in ambient STM due to

multielectron processes,” Nano Lett., vol. 20, no. 12,

pp. 8912−8918, 2020..
[167] J. M. Krans, C. J. Muller, I. K. Yanson, T. C. M. Govaert, R. Hesper,

and J. M. van Ruitenbeek, “One-atom point contacts,” Phys. Rev. B,

vol. 48, no. 19, p. 14721, 1993..

[168] R. D. Fedorovich, A. G. Naumovets, and P. M. Tomchuk, “Electron

and light emission from island metal films and generation of hot

electrons in nanoparticles,” Phys. Rep., vol. 328, nos. 2−3,
pp. 73−179, 2000..

[169] T. Malinowski, H. R. Klein, M. Iazykov, and P. Dumas, “Infrared

light emission from nano hot electron gas created in atomic point

contacts,” Europhys. Lett., vol. 114, no. 5, p. 57002, 2016..

[170] C. Ott, S. Götzinger, and H. B. Weber, “Thermal origin of light

emission in nonresonant and resonant nanojunctions,” Phys. Rev.

Res., vol. 2, no. 4, p. 042019, 2020..

[171] Y. Zhu, L. Cui, M. Abbasi, and D. Natelson, “Tuning light emission

crossovers in atomic-scale aluminum plasmonic tunnel

junctions,” Nano Lett., vol. 22, no. 20, pp. 8068−8075, 2022..
[172] Y. Zhu, D. Natelson, and L. Cui, “Probing energy dissipation in

molecular-scale junctions via surface enhanced Raman

spectroscopy: vibrational pumping and hot carrier enhanced light

emission,” J. Phys.: Condens. Matter, vol. 33, no. 13, p. 134001,

2021..

[173] R. D’Agosta, N. Sai, and M. Di Ventra, “Local electron heating in

nanoscale conductors,” Nano Lett., vol. 6, no. 12, pp. 2935−2938,
2006..

[174] G. Shalem, O. Erez-Cohen, D. Mahalu, and I. Bar-Joseph, “Light

emission in metal−semiconductor tunnel junctions: direct
evidence for electron heating by plasmon decay,” Nano Lett.,

vol. 21, no. 3, pp. 1282−1287, 2021..
[175] H. Qian, et al., “Efficient light generation from enhanced inelastic

electron tunnelling,” Nat. Photonics, vol. 12, no. 8, pp. 485−488,
2018..

[176] L. C. Davis, “Theory of surface-plasmon excitation in

metal-insulator-metal tunnel junctions,” Phys. Rev. B, vol. 16, no. 6,

p. 2482, 1977..

[177] J. Kern, R. Kullock, J. Prangsma, M. Emmerling, M. Kamp, and

B. Hecht, “Electrically driven optical antennas,” Nat. Photonics,

vol. 9, no. 9, pp. 582−586, 2015..
[178] R. Kullock, M. Ochs, P. Grimm, M. Emmerling, and B. Hecht,

“Electrically-driven Yagi-Uda antennas for light,” Nat. Commun.,

vol. 11, no. 1, p. 115, 2020..

[179] W. Du, T. Wang, H.-S. Chu, and C. A. Nijhuis, “Highly efficient

on-chip direct electronic-plasmonic transducers,” Nat. Photonics,

vol. 11, no. 10, pp. 623−627, 2017..
[180] M. Parzefall, P. Bharadwaj, A. Jain, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe, and

L. Novotny, “Antenna-coupled photon emission from hexagonal

boron nitride tunnel junctions,” Nat. Nanotechnol., vol. 10, no. 12,

pp. 1058−1063, 2015..

[181] A. Kuzmina, et al., “Resonant light emission from

graphene/hexagonal boron nitride/graphene tunnel junctions,”

Nano Lett., vol. 21, no. 19, pp. 8332−8339, 2021..
[182] S. Namgung, D. A. Mohr, D. Yoo, P. Bharadwaj, S. J. Koester, and

S. H. Oh, “Ultrasmall plasmonic single nanoparticle light source

driven by a graphene tunnel junction,” ACS Nano, vol. 12, no. 3,

pp. 2780−2788, 2018..
[183] A. Dathe, M. Ziegler, U. Hübner, W. Fritzsche, and O. Stranik,

“Electrically excited plasmonic nanoruler for biomolecule

detection,” Nano Lett., vol. 16, no. 9, pp. 5728−5736, 2016..
[184] H. Göktaş, F. S. Gökhan, and V. J. Sorger, “Electrical-driven

plasmon source of silicon based on quantum tunneling,” ACS

Photonics, vol. 5, no. 12, pp. 4928−4936, 2018..
[185] H. Kim, et al., “Electroluminescence of atoms in a graphene

nanogap,” Sci. Adv., vol. 8, no. 3, p. 1742, 2022..

[186] H. Qian, et al., “Highly-efficient electrically-driven localized

surface plasmon source enabled by resonant inelastic electron

tunneling,” Nat. Commun., vol. 12, no. 1, p. 3111, 2021..

[187] C. Zhang, J.-P. Hugonin, A.-L. Coutrot, C. Sauvan, F. Marquier, and

J. J. Greffet, “Antenna surface plasmon emission by inelastic

tunneling,” Nat. Commun., vol. 10, no. 1, p. 4949, 2019..

[188] X. He, et al., “Electrically driven highly tunable cavity plasmons,”

ACS Photonics, vol. 6, no. 4, pp. 823−829, 2019..
[189] S. P. Gurunarayanan, et al., “Electrically driven unidirectional

optical nanoantennas,” Nano Lett., vol. 17, no. 12, pp. 7433−7439,
2017..

[190] C. C. Leon, A. Rosławska, A. Grewal, O. Gunnarsson, K. Kuhnke,

and K. Kern, “Photon superbunching from a generic tunnel

junction,” Sci. Adv., vol. 5, no. 5, p. eaav4986, 2019..

[191] K. Malchow and A. Bouhelier, “Photon bunching of the nonlinear

photoluminescence emitted by plasmonics metals,” JOSA B,

vol. 38, no. 2, pp. 576−583, 2021..
[192] Z. K. Zhou, et al., “Quantum plasmonics get applied,” Prog.

Quantum Electron., vol. 65, pp. 1−20, 2019..
[193] M. Pelton, “Modified spontaneous emission in nanophotonic

structures,” Nat. Photonics, vol. 9, no. 7, pp. 427−435, 2015..
[194] G. M. Akselrod, et al., “Probing the mechanisms of large Purcell

enhancement in plasmonic nanoantennas,” Nat. Photonics, vol. 8,

no. 11, pp. 835−840, 2014..
[195] K. Hennessy, et al., “Quantum nature of a strongly coupled single

quantum dot−cavity system,” Nature, vol. 445, no. 7130,
pp. 896−899, 2007..

[196] K. Srinivasan and O. Painter, “Linear and nonlinear optical

spectroscopy of a strongly coupled microdisk-quantum dot

system,” Nature, vol. 450, no. 7171, pp. 862−865, 2007..
[197] X. Yu, Y. Yuan, J. Xu, K. Yong, J. Qu, and J. Song, “Strong coupling in

microcavity structures: principle, design, and practical

application,” Laser Photonics Rev., vol. 13, no. 1, p. 1800219, 2019..

[198] L. Novotny and J. Chem Phys, “Strong coupling, energy splitting,

and level crossings: a classical perspective,” Am. J. Phys., vol. 78,

no. 11, pp. 1199−1202, 2010..
[199] G. Grynberg, et al., “Introduction to quantum optics: from the

semi-classical approach to quantized light,” in Introd. Quantum

Opt., 2010.

[200] P. Meystre and M. Sargent, “Elements of quantum optics,” in

Elem. Quantum Opt., pp. 1−507, 2007.
[201] G. Scheibe, “Über die Veränderlichkeit der Absorptionsspektren

in Lösungen und die Nebenvalenzen als ihre Ursache,” Angew.

Chem., vol. 50, no. 11, pp. 212−219, 1937..



Y. Zhu et al.: Molecular scale nanophotonics — 2319

[202] E. E. Jelley, “Spectral absorption and fluorescence of dyes in the

molecular state,” Nature, vol. 138, no. 3502, pp. 1009−1010, 1936..
[203] I. Pockrand, A. Brillante, and D. Möbius, “Exciton−surface

plasmon coupling: an experimental investigation,” J. Chem. Phys.,

vol. 77, no. 12, pp. 6289−6295, 1982..
[204] J. Bellessa, C. Bonnand, J. C. Plenet, and J. Mugnier, “Strong

coupling between surface plasmons and excitons in an organic

semiconductor,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 93, no. 3, p. 036404,

2004..

[205] C. Symonds, et al., “Particularities of surface plasmon−exciton
strong coupling with large Rabi splitting,” New J. Phys., vol. 10,

no. 6, p. 065017, 2008..

[206] S. Balci, C. Kocabas, S. Ates, E. Karademir, O. Salihoglu, and A.

Aydinli, “Tuning surface plasmon-exciton coupling via thickness

dependent plasmon damping,” Phys. Rev. B: Condens. Matter

Mater. Phys., vol. 86, no. 23, p. 235402, 2012..

[207] J. Dintinger, S. Klein, F. Bustos, W. L. Barnes, and T. W. Ebbesen,

“Strong coupling between surface plasmon-polaritons and

organic molecules in subwavelength hole arrays,” Phys. Rev. B:

Condens. Matter Mater. Phys., vol. 71, no. 3, p. 035424, 2005..

[208] P. Vasa, et al., “Real-time observation of ultrafast Rabi oscillations

between excitons and plasmons in metal nanostructures with

J-aggregates,” Nat. Photonics, vol. 7, no. 2, pp. 128−132, 2013..
[209] Y. Sugawara, T. A. Kelf, J. J. Baumberg, M. E. Abdelsalam, and

P. N. Bartlett, “Strong coupling between localized plasmons and

organic excitons in metal nanovoids,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 97,

no. 26, p. 266808, 2006..

[210] G. A. Wurtz, et al., “Molecular plasmonics with tunable

exciton-plasmon coupling strength in J-aggregate hybridized Au

nanorod assemblies,” Nano Lett., vol. 7, no. 5, pp. 1297−1303,
2007..

[211] N. T. Fofang, T. H. Park, O. Neumann, N. A. Mirin, P. Nordlander,

and N. J. Halas, “Plexcitonic nanoparticles: plasmon-exciton

coupling in nanoshell-J- aggregate complexes,” Nano Lett., vol. 8,

no. 10, pp. 3481−3487, 2008..
[212] J. Bellessa, et al., “Giant Rabi splitting between localized mixed

plasmon-exciton states in a two-dimensional array of nanosize

metallic disks in an organic semiconductor,” Phys. Rev. B: Condens.

Matter Mater. Phys., vol. 80, no. 3, p. 033303, 2009..

[213] G. Zengin, M. Wersäll, S. Nilsson, T. J. Antosiewicz, M. Käll, and

T. Shegai, “Realizing strong light-matter interactions between

single-nanoparticle plasmons and molecular excitons at ambient

conditions,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 114, no. 15, p. 157401, 2015..

[214] A. E. Schlather, N. Large, A. S. Urban, P. Nordlander, and N. J.

Halas, “Near-field mediated plexcitonic coupling and giant Rabi

splitting in individual metallic dimers,” Nano Lett., vol. 13, no. 7,

pp. 3281−3286, 2013..
[215] B. De Nijs, et al., “Unfolding the contents of sub-nm plasmonic

gaps using normalising plasmon resonance spectroscopy,”

Faraday Discuss., vol. 178, pp. 185−193, 2015..
[216] T. Song, et al., “Compounding plasmon−exciton strong coupling

system with gold nanofilm to boost rabi splitting,” Nanomaterials,

vol. 9, no. 4, p. 564, 2019..

[217] I. Pockrand and J. D. Swalen, “Anomalous dispersion of surface

plasma oscillations∗,” JOSA, vol. 68, no. 8, pp. 1147−1151, 1978..
[218] T. K. Hakala, et al., “Vacuum rabi splitting and strong-coupling

dynamics for surface-plasmon polaritons and rhodamine 6G

molecules,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 103, no. 5, p. 053602, 2009..

[219] R. J. Moerland, et al., “Vacuum Rabi splitting for surface plasmon

polaritons and Rhodamine 6G molecules,” in Metamaterials VI,

SPIE, 2011, p. 80700D.

[220] T. Mueller and E. Malic, “Exciton physics and device application of

two-dimensional transition metal dichalcogenide

semiconductors,” npj 2D Mater. Appl., vol. 2, no. 1, pp. 1−12, 2018..
[221] K. He, et al., “Tightly bound excitons in monolayer WSe2,” Phys.

Rev. Lett., vol. 113, no. 2, p. 026803, 2014..

[222] A. Ramasubramaniam, “Large excitonic effects in monolayers of

molybdenum and tungsten dichalcogenides,” Phys. Rev. B:

Condens. Matter Mater. Phys., vol. 86, no. 11, p. 115409, 2012..

[223] D. Zheng, S. Zhang, Q. Deng, M. Kang, P. Nordlander, and H. Xu,

“Manipulating coherent plasmon-exciton interaction in a single

silver nanorod on monolayer WSe2,” Nano Lett., vol. 17, no. 6,

pp. 3809−3814, 2017..
[224] J. Wen, et al., “Room-temperature strong Light−Matter

interaction with active control in single plasmonic nanorod

coupled with two-dimensional atomic crystals,” Nano Lett., vol. 17,

no. 8, pp. 4689−4697, 2017..
[225] C. Li, et al., “Second harmonic generation from a single plasmonic

nanorod strongly coupled to a WSe2 monolayer,” Nano Lett.,

vol. 21, no. 4, pp. 1599−1605, 2021..
[226] M. Stührenberg, et al., “Strong light-matter coupling between

plasmons in individual gold Bi-pyramids and excitons in mono-

and multilayer WSe2,” Nano Lett., vol. 18, no. 9, pp. 5938−5945,
2018..

[227] H. Zhang, et al., “Hybrid exciton-plasmon-polaritons in van der

Waals semiconductor gratings,” Nat. Commun., vol. 11, no. 1,

pp. 1−9, 2020..
[228] F. Deng, et al., “Greatly enhanced plasmon−exciton coupling in

Si/WS2/Au nanocavities,” Nano Lett., vol. 22, no. 1, pp. 220−228,
2022..

[229] B. Munkhbat, et al., “Electrical control of hybrid monolayer

tungsten disulfide-plasmonic nanoantenna light-matter states at

cryogenic and room temperatures,” ACS Nano, vol. 14, no. 1,

pp. 1196−1206, 2020..
[230] R. Wilcken, et al., “Antenna-coupled infrared nanospectroscopy of

intramolecular vibrational interaction,” Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S.

A., vol. 120, no. 20, 2023, Art. no. e2220852120..

[231] B. Metzger, E. Muller, J. Nishida, B. Pollard, M. Hentschel, and

M. B. Raschke, “Purcell-enhanced spontaneous emission of

molecular vibrations,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 123, no. 15, p. 153001,

2019..

[232] K. D. Park, et al., “Tip-enhanced strong coupling spectroscopy,

imaging, and control of a single quantum emitter,” Sci. Adv., vol.

5, no. 7, p. eaav5931, 2019..

[233] S. Liao, et al., “Quantifying efficiency of remote excitation for

surface-enhanced Raman spectroscopy in molecular junctions,”

J. Phys. Chem. Lett., vol. 14, no. 33, pp. 7574−7580, 2023..
[234] D. Bera, L. Qian, T. K. Tseng, and P. H. Holloway, “Quantum dots

and their multimodal applications: a review,” Mater, vol. 3, no. 4,

pp. 2260−2345, 2010..
[235] D. Englund, A. Faraon, I. Fushman, N. Stoltz, P. Petroff, and

J. Vučković, “Controlling cavity reflectivity with a single quantum

dot,” Nature, vol. 450, no. 7171, pp. 857−861, 2007..
[236] D. Englund, et al., “Controlling the spontaneous emission rate of

single quantum dots in a two-dimensional photonic crystal,” Phys.

Rev. Lett., vol. 95, no. 1, p. 013904, 2005..



2320 — Y. Zhu et al.: Molecular scale nanophotonics

[237] T. Yoshle, et al., “Vacuum Rabi splitting with a single quantum dot

in a photonic crystal nanocavity,” Nature, vol. 432, no. 7014,

pp. 200−203, 2004..
[238] M. M. Petrić, et al., “Tuning the optical properties of a MoSe2

monolayer using nanoscale plasmonic antennas,” Nano Lett.,

vol. 22, no. 2, pp. 561−569, 2022..
[239] N. Youngblood and M. Li, “Integration of 2D materials on a silicon

photonics platform for optoelectronics applications,”

Nanophotonics, vol. 6, no. 6, pp. 1205−1218, 2017..
[240] J. Y. Li, et al., “Room-temperature strong coupling between a

single quantum dot and a single plasmonic nanoparticle,” Nano

Lett., vol. 22, no. 12, pp. 4686−4693, 2022..
[241] L. Zhang, et al., “Electrically driven single-photon emission from

an isolated single molecule,” Nat. Commun., vol. 8, no. 1, pp. 1−7,
2017..

[242] Y. L. A. Rezus, et al., “Single-photon spectroscopy of a single

molecule,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 108, no. 9, p. 093601, 2012..

[243] T. Iwasaki, et al., “Germanium-vacancy single color centers in

diamond,” Sci. Rep., vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 1−7, 2015..
[244] P. Merino, et al., “Exciton dynamics of C60-based single-photon

emitters explored by Hanbury Brown−Twiss scanning tunnelling
microscopy,” Nat. Commun., vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 1−6, 2015.

[245] K. Perronet, G. Schull, P. Raimond, and F. Charra,

“Single-molecule fluctuations in atunnel junction: a study by

scanning-tunnelling-microscopy−inducedluminescence,”
Europhys. Lett., vol. 74, no. 2, p. 313, 2006..

[246] Y. Zhang, et al., “Sub-nanometre control of the coherent

interaction between a single molecule and a plasmonic

nanocavity,” Nat. Commun., vol. 8, no. 1, pp. 1−7, 2017..
[247] H. Imada, K. Miwa, M. Imai-Imada, S. Kawahara, K. Kimura, and

Y. Kim, “Single-molecule investigation of energy dynamics in a

coupled plasmon-exciton system,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 119, no. 1,

p. 013901, 2017..

[248] Y. Vardi, E. Cohen-Hoshen, G. Shalem, and I. Bar-Joseph, “Fano

resonance in an electrically driven plasmonic device,” Nano Lett.,

vol. 16, no. 1, pp. 748−752, 2016..
[249] P. Johansson, H. Xu, and M. Käll, “Surface-enhanced Raman

scattering and fluorescence near metal nanoparticles,” Phys. Rev.

B: Condens. Matter Mater. Phys., vol. 72, no. 3, p. 035427, 2005..

[250] E. Ćavar, M. C. Blüm, M. Pivetta, F. Patthey, M. Chergui, and W. D.

Schneider, “Fluorescence and phosphorescence from individual

C60 molecules excited by local electron tunneling,” Phys. Rev. Lett.,

vol. 95, no. 19, p. 196102, 2005..

[251] Z. C. Dong, et al., “Vibrationally resolved fluorescence from

organic molecules near metal surfaces in a scanning tunneling

microscope,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 92, no. 8, p. 086801, 2004..

[252] Z. C. Dong, et al., “Generation of molecular hot

electroluminescence by resonant nanocavity plasmons,” Nat.

Photonics, vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 50−54, 2010..
[253] C. Große, P. Merino, A. Rosławska, O. Gunnarsson, K. Kuhnke, and

K. Kern, “Submolecular electroluminescence mapping of organic

semiconductors,” ACS Nano, vol. 11, no. 2, pp. 1230−1237,
2017..

[254] G. Reecht, F. Scheurer, V. Speisser, Y. J. Dappe, F. Mathevet, and

G. Schull, “Electroluminescence of a polythiophene molecular

wire suspended between a metallic surface and the tip of a

scanning tunneling microscope,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 112, no. 4,

p. 047403, 2014..

[255] S. E. Zhu, et al., “Self-decoupled porphyrin with a tripodal anchor

for molecular-scale electroluminescence,” J. Am. Chem. Soc.,

vol. 135, no. 42, pp. 15794−15800, 2013..
[256] S. A. Svatek, et al., “Triplet excitation and electroluminescence

from a supramolecular monolayer embedded in a boron nitride

tunnel barrier,” Nano Lett., vol. 20, no. 1, pp. 278−283, 2020..
[257] R. Yonemoto, R. Ueda, A. Otomo, and Y. Noguchi, “Light-emitting

electrochemical cells based on nanogap electrodes,” Nano Lett.,

vol. 23, no. 16, pp. 7493−7499, 2023..
[258] W. Du, et al., “On-chip molecular electronic plasmon sources

based on self-assembled monolayer tunnel junctions,” Nat.

Photonics, vol. 10, pp. 274−280, 2016..
[259] W. Du, et al., “Directional excitation of surface plasmon polaritons

via molecular through-bond tunneling across double-barrier

tunnel junctions,” Nano Lett., vol. 19, no. 7, pp. 4634−4640, 2019..
[260] S. Papadopoulos, et al., “Energy transfer from tunneling electrons

to excitons,” arXiv:2209.11641 [cond-mat.mes-hall], 2022.

[261] M. Carlo, Z. Qi, Y. Zhai, C. Lee, and J. Y. Park, “Manipulation of hot

electron flow on plasmonic nanodiodes fabricated by nanosphere

lithography,” Nanotechnology, vol. 32, no. 22, p. 225203, 2021..

[262] J.-L. Hou, et al., “Plasmon-induced sub-bandgap photodetection

with organic Schottky diodes,” Adv. Funct. Mater., vol. 26, no. 31,

pp. 5741−5747, 2016..
[263] M. Li, et al., “Slow cooling and highly efficient extraction of hot

carriers in colloidal perovskite nanocrystals,” Nat. Commun., vol. 8,

p. 14350, 2017..

[264] C. W. Wang, X. Liu, T. Qiao, M. Khurana, A. V. Akimov, and

D. H. Son, “Photoemission of the upconverted hot electrons in

Mn-doped CsPbBr3Nanocrystals,” Nano Lett., vol. 22, no. 16,

pp. 6753−6759, 2022..
[265] C. Lee, H. Choi, I. I. Nedrygailov, Y. K. Lee, S. Jeong, and J. Y. Park,

“Enhancement of hot electron flow in plasmonic nanodiodes by

incorporating PbS quantum dots,” ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces,

vol. 10, no. 5, pp. 5081−5089, 2018..
[266] Y. K. Lee, et al., “Hot carrier multiplication on graphene/TiO2

Schottky nanodiodes,” Sci. Rep., vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 1−9, 2016..
[267] Y. F. Lao, A. G. U. Perera, L. H. Li, S. P. Khanna, E. H. Linfield, and

H. C. Liu, “Tunable hot-carrier photodetection beyond the

bandgap spectral limit,” Nat. Photonics, vol. 8, no. 5, pp. 412−418,
2014..

[268] P. Zolotavin, C. Evans, and D. Natelson, “Photothermoelectric

effects and large photovoltages in plasmonic Au nanowires with

nanogaps,” J. Phys. Chem. Lett., vol. 8, no. 8, pp. 1739−1744, 2017..
[269] C. I. Evans, et al., “Thermoelectric response from grain boundaries

and lattice distortions in crystalline gold devices,” Proc. Natl. Acad.

Sci. U. S. A., vol. 117, no. 38, pp. 23350−23355, 2020..
[270] X. Wang, C. I. Evans, and D. Natelson, “Photothermoelectric

detection of gold oxide nonthermal decomposition,” Nano Lett.,

vol. 18, no. 10, pp. 6557−6562, 2018..
[271] M. Abbasi, C. I. Evans, L. Chen, and D. Natelson, “Single metal

photodetectors using plasmonically-active asymmetric gold

nanostructures,” ACS Nano, vol. 14, no. 12, pp. 17535−17542, 2020..
[272] M. Abbasi, S. Liao, Y. Zhu, and D. Natelson, “Engineering the

directionality of hot carrier tunneling in plasmonic tunneling

structures,” Appl. Phys. Lett., vol. 122, no. 23, p. 231103, 2023..

[273] P. V. Kamat, “Photophysical, photochemical and photocatalytic

aspects of metal nanoparticles,” J. Phys. Chem. B, vol. 106, no. 32,

pp. 7729−7744, 2002..



Y. Zhu et al.: Molecular scale nanophotonics — 2321

[274] A. Nitzan and L. E. Brus, “Theoretical model for enhanced

photochemistry on rough surfaces,” J. Chem. Phys., vol. 75, no. 5,

pp. 2205−2214, 1981..
[275] L. Brus, “Noble metal nanocrystals: plasmon electron transfer

photochemistry and single-molecule Raman spectroscopy,” Acc.

Chem. Res., vol. 41, no. 12, pp. 1742−1749, 2008..
[276] S. Mukherjee, et al., “Hot-electron-induced dissociation of H2 on

gold nanoparticles supported on SiO2,” J. Am. Chem. Soc., vol. 136,

no. 1, pp. 64−67, 2014..
[277] S. Mukherjee, et al., “Hot electrons do the impossible:

plasmon-induced dissociation of H 2 on Au,” Nano Lett., vol. 13,

no. 1, pp. 240−247, 2013..
[278] M. Lou, et al., “Direct H2S decomposition by plasmonic

photocatalysis: efficient remediation plus sustainable hydrogen

production,” ACS Energy Lett., vol. 7, no. 10, pp. 3666−3674, 2022..
[279] M. Lou, A. Bayles, H. O. Everitt, and N. J. Halas, “Selective

photodetoxification of a sulfur mustard simulant using plasmonic

aluminum nanoparticles,” Nano Lett., vol. 22, no. 18,

pp. 7699−7705, 2022..
[280] D. Solti, et al., “Plasmon-generated solvated electrons for

chemical transformations,” J. Am. Chem. Soc., vol. 144, no. 44,

pp. 20183−20189, 2022..
[281] L. Yuan, A. Kuriakose, J. Zhou, H. Robatjazi, P. Nordlander, and

N. J. Halas, “Plasmonically enhanced hydrogen evolution with an

Al-TiO2-Based photoelectrode,” J. Phys. Chem. C, vol. 126, no. 32,

pp. 13714−13719, 2022..
[282] A. Bayles, et al., “Al@TiO2Core-Shell nanoparticles for plasmonic

photocatalysis,” ACS Nano, vol. 16, no. 4, pp. 5839−5850,
2022..

[283] S. Linic, P. Christopher, and D. B. Ingram, “Plasmonic-metal

nanostructures for efficient conversion of solar to chemical

energy,” Nat. Mater., vol. 10, no. 12, pp. 911−921, 2011..
[284] S. Linic, P. Christopher, H. Xin, and A. Marimuthu, “Catalytic and

photocatalytic transformations on metal nanoparticles with

targeted geometric and plasmonic properties,” Acc. Chem. Res.,

vol. 46, no. 8, pp. 1890−1899, 2013..
[285] C. Zhang, et al., “Al-Pd nanodisk heterodimers as antenna-reactor

photocatalysts,” Nano Lett., vol. 16, no. 10, pp. 6677−6682, 2016..
[286] K. Sytwu, et al., “Driving energetically unfavorable

dehydrogenation dynamics with plasmonics,” Science, vol. 371,

no. 6526, pp. 280−283, 2021..
[287] M. C. J. Bradford, P. E. Fanning, and M. A. Vannice, “Kinetics of

NH3Decomposition over well dispersed Ru,” J. Catal., vol. 172,

no. 2, pp. 479−484, 1997..
[288] S. F. Yin, B. Q. Xu, X. P. Zhou, and C. Au, “A mini-review on

ammonia decomposition catalysts for on-site generation of

hydrogen for fuel cell applications,” Appl. Catal., A, vol. 277, nos.

1−2, pp. 1−9, 2004..
[289] F. Schüth, R. Palkovits, R. Schlögl, and D. S. Su, “Ammonia as a

possible element in an energy infrastructure: catalysts for

ammonia decomposition,” Energy Environ. Sci., vol. 5, no. 4,

pp. 6278−6289, 2012..
[290] G. Ertl and M. Huber, “Mechanism and kinetics of ammonia

decomposition on iron,” J. Catal., vol. 61, no. 2, pp. 537−539, 1980..
[291] Y. Yuan, et al., “Earth-abundant photocatalyst for H2 generation

from NH3 with light-emitting diode illumination,” Science,

vol. 378, no. 6622, pp. 889−893, 2022..

[292] L. Yuan, et al., “Plasmonic photocatalysis with chemically and

spatially specific antenna-dual reactor complexes,” ACS Nano,

vol. 16, no. 10, pp. 17365−17375, 2022..
[293] Y. Sivan, J. Baraban, I. W. Un, and Y. Dubi, “Comment on

“Quantifying hot carrier and thermal contributions in plasmonic

photocatalysis”,” Science, vol. 364, no. 6439, p. 2023, 2019..

[294] Y. Sivan, J. H. Baraban, and Y. Dubi, “Eppur Si riscalda − and yet,

it (just) heats up: further comments on “quantifying hot carrier

and thermal contributions in plasmonic photocatalysis,” 2019,

arXiv preprint arXiv:1907.04773.

[295] Y. Sivan, I. W. Un, and Y. Dubi, “Assistance of metal nanoparticles

in photocatalysis − nothing more than a classical heat source,”

Faraday Discuss., vol. 214, no. 0, pp. 215−233, 2019..
[296] Y. Dubi and Y. Sivan, ““Hot” electrons in metallic

nanostructures—non-thermal carriers or heating?” Light: Sci.

Appl., vol. 8, no. 1, pp. 1−8, 2019..
[297] X. Zhang, et al., “Plasmon-enhanced catalysis: distinguishing

thermal and nonthermal effects,” Nano Lett., vol. 18, no. 3,

pp. 1714−1723, 2018..
[298] X. Li, H. O. Everitt, and J. Liu, “Confirming nonthermal plasmonic

effects enhance CO2 methanation on Rh/TiO2 catalysts,” Nano

Res., vol. 12, no. 8, pp. 1906−1911, 2019..
[299] T. B. Möller, et al., “Fast quantitative optical detection of heat

dissipation by surface plasmon polaritons,” Nanoscale, vol. 10,

no. 25, pp. 11894−11900, 2018..
[300] J. J. Baumberg, “Hot electron science in plasmonics and catalysis:

what we argue about,” Faraday Discuss., vol. 214, pp. 501−511,
2019..

[301] P. Wang, A. V. Krasavin, M. E. Nasir, W. Dickson, and A. V. Zayats,

“Reactive tunnel junctions in electrically driven plasmonic

nanorod metamaterials,” Nat. Nanotechnol., vol. 13, no. 2,

pp. 159−164, 2018..
[302] P. Wang, M. E. Nasir, A. V. Krasavin, W. Dickson, and A. V. Zayats,

“Optoelectronic synapses based on hot-electron-induced

chemical processes,” Nano Lett., vol. 20, no. 3, pp. 1536−1541,
2020..

[303] E. Cortés, et al., “Challenges in plasmonic catalysis,” ACS Nano,

vol. 14, no. 12, pp. 16202−16219, 2020..
[304] L. Mascaretti and A. Naldoni, “Hot electron and thermal effects in

plasmonic photocatalysis,” J. Appl. Phys., vol. 128, no. 4, p. 41101,

2020..

[305] P. K. Jain, “Taking the heat off of plasmonic chemistry,” J. Phys.

Chem. C, vol. 123, no. 40, pp. 24347−24351, 2019..
[306] L. Cui, et al., “Quantized thermal transport in single-atom

junctions,” Science, vol. 355, no. 6330, pp. 1192−1195, 2017..
[307] L. Cui, et al., “Study of radiative heat transfer in Ångström-

and nanometre-sized gaps,” Nat. Commun., vol. 8, p. 14479,

2017..

[308] F. Menges, P. Mensch, H. Schmid, H. Riel, A. Stemmer, and

B. Gotsmann, “Temperature mapping of operating nanoscale

devices by scanning probe thermometry,” Nat. Commun., vol. 7,

no. 1, pp. 1−6, 2016..
[309] J. Olson, S. Dominguez-Medina, A. Hoggard, L. Y. Wang, W. S.

Chang, and S. Link, “Optical characterization of single plasmonic

nanoparticles,” Chem. Soc. Rev., vol. 44, no. 1, pp. 40−57, 2014..
[310] E. Kazuma, J. Jung, H. Ueba, M. Trenary, and Y. Kim, “Real-space

and real-time observation of a plasmon-induced chemical



2322 — Y. Zhu et al.: Molecular scale nanophotonics

reaction of a single molecule,” Science, vol. 360, no. 6388,

pp. 521−526, 2018..
[311] J. Mertens, M.-E. Kleemann, R. Chikkaraddy, P. Narang, and J. J.

Baumberg, “How light is emitted by plasmonic metals,” Nano

Lett., vol. 17, no. 4, pp. 2568−2574, 2017..
[312] S. Dey, et al., “Observation and analysis of Fano-like lineshapes in

the Raman spectra of molecules adsorbed at metal interfaces,”

Phys. Rev. B, vol. 93, no. 3, p. 035411, 2016..

[313] M. S. Tame, K. R. McEnery, Ş. K. Özdemir, J. Lee, S. A. Maier, and

M. S. Kim, “Quantum plasmonics,” Nat. Phys., vol. 9, no. 6,

pp. 329−340, 2013..
[314] L. Cui, et al., “Thermal conductance of single-molecule junctions,”

Nature, vol. 572, no. 7771, pp. 628−633, 2019..
[315] L. Cui, et al., “Peltier cooling in molecular junctions,” Nat.

Nanotechnol., vol. 13, no. 2, pp. 122−127, 2018..

[316] P. K. Tan, G. H. Yeo, H. S. Poh, A. H. Chan, and C. Kurtsiefer,

“Measuring temporal photon bunching in blackbody radiation,”

Astrophys. J. Lett., vol. 789, no. 1, p. L10, 2014..

[317] R. Sáez-Blázquez, Á. Cuartero-González, J. Feist, F. J. García-Vidal,

and A. I. Fernández-Domínguez, “Plexcitonic quantum light

emission from nanoparticle-on-mirror cavities,” Nano Lett.,

vol. 22, no. 6, pp. 2365−2373, 2022..
[318] R. Sáez-Blázquez, J. Feist, A. I. Fernández-Domínguez, and

F. J. García-Vidal, “Enhancing photon correlations through

plasmonic strong coupling,” Optica, vol. 4, no. 11, p. 1363,

2017..

[319] R. Sáez-Blázquez, J. Feist, F. J. García-Vidal, and A. I.

Fernández-Domínguez, “Photon statistics in collective strong

coupling: nanocavities and microcavities,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 98,

no. 1, p. 013839, 2018..


	1 Introduction
	2 Optically and electrically driven hot carrier processes: theory
	2.1 Direct interband absorption
	2.2 Intraband absorption
	2.3 Landau damping
	2.4 Various theoretical approaches
	2.5 Hot carrier relaxation dynamics

	3 Plasmonic hot carrier detection and imaging: experimental techniques
	3.1 Nanometer-scale energy barrier for hot carrier collection
	3.2 Electron microscopies for hot electron imaging
	3.3 Scanning probe microscopies from electronically coherent to hot carrier dynamics imaging
	3.4 Photoemission spectroscopy

	4 Electrically driven light emission in molecular scale plasmonic nanostructures
	4.1  Basics of inelastic electron tunneling and below-threshold light emission: low current limit and finite temperature effects
	4.2 Multielectron coherent tunneling process and above-threshold light emission
	4.3  Blackbody-like hot carrier above-threshold emission
	4.4 Above-threshold emission from plasmonic hot carrier recombination
	4.5  Optoelectronic applications based on electrically driven plasmonic tunnel junctions

	5 Plexcitonic coupling mediated through hot carriers and electronically driven plasmonics
	5.1 Strong coupling phenomena: classical, semi-classical, and full quantum model
	5.2 Optically driven plasmonic cavity coupled with quantum emitters
	5.2.1  Plasmonic strong coupling with molecules
	5.2.2  Coupling with 2D materials
	5.2.3  Coupling with semiconductor nanocrystals

	5.3 Electrically driven plasmonic cavity coupled with quantum emitters
	5.3.1  Single molecule electroluminescence
	5.3.2  Electrically driven strong coupling with TMD


	6 Other applications and future research directions
	6.1 Hot carrier photovoltaics and photodetection
	6.2 Plasmon-enhanced photocatalysis and debates on the physical mechanism
	6.3 Potential future directions



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Euroscale Coated v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.7
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 35
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1000
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.10000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /ENU ()
    /ENN ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName (ISO Coated v2 \(ECI\))
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName <FEFF005B0048006F006800650020004100750066006C00F600730075006E0067005D>
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 8.503940
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


