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ABSTRACT: We study the quantum-mechanical effects arising
in a single semiconductor core/shell quantum dot (QD)
controllably sandwiched between two plasmonic nanorods.
Control over the position and the “sandwich” confinement
structure is achieved by the use of a linear-trap liquid crystal
(LC) line defect and laser tweezers that “push” the sandwich
together. This arrangement allows for the study of exciton−
plasmon interactions in a single structure, unaltered by
ensemble effects or the complexity of dielectric interfaces. We
demonstrate the effect of plasmonic confinement on the photon
antibunching behavior of the QD and its luminescence lifetime.
The QD behaves as a single emitter when nanorods are far
away from the QD but shows possible multiexciton emission and a significantly decreased lifetime when tightly confined in
a plasmonic “sandwich”. These findings demonstrate that LC defects, combined with laser tweezers, enable a versatile
platform to study plasmonic coupling phenomena in a nanoscale laboratory, where all elements can be arranged almost at
will.
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The properties of nanoparticles, often dramatically
different from those of bulk materials despite identical
chemical composition, can be further controlled

through interactions with other nanoparticles.1−3 The explora-
tion of plasmonic phenomena as a means to control the
behavior of excitonic systems is a field of active study.4−15 Such
interactions can be used to detect single molecules,16,17 to drive
up- and down-conversion,18,19 to enhance optical absorption in
solar cells,20−22 to induce hot-electron charge transfer,23 to
drive solar-to-fuel photocatalytic systems24 and more. There is a
great need for the exploration of plasmon−exciton interactions
at the level of individual nanoparticles and nanostructured
composites. Traditionally, such measurements are performed
on nanoparticles deposited on thin glass substrates using a
scanning probe technique to move the particles at nanometer
level or using a polymer layer to control the spacing between
them.9,13 However, such experimental explorations are often
made challenging by the sensitivity of these interactions to the
proximity of dielectric interfaces, which can cause various
artifacts.7 To mitigate these problems, we recently used laser
tweezers and a point defect in the bulk of a liquid crystal (LC)

to study the exciton/plasmon coupling of a coentrapped
quantum emitter and a single plasmonic particle.7 This
arrangement allowed for comparison of blinking characteristics
of the quantum emitter before and after introducing a
plasmonic particle to the LC point defect and showed that
the radiative lifetime of the QD decreased by an order of
magnitude, resulting in a reduction of the blinking of the QD’s
luminescence and a concomitant increase in its radiative
efficiency because of the Purcell effect. While this demonstrated
the use of LC systems as nanoscale manipulation tools, the
enhancement to the local electric field was induced with
complex-shaped “nanoburst” gold nanoparticles around which
the plasmonic field enhancement was very inhomogeneous.
Although this arrangement of nanoburst and quantum emitter
turned out to be fortuitous, greater control over the plasmonic
field and the placement of the plasmonic particles and the QD
particle is needed.
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In this paper, we demonstrate a system in which we use a
topological line defect in the LC that traps QDs and well-
defined gold nanorods (GNRs) along two dimensions but
allows for controlled movement along one dimension (along
the defect line) (Figure 1). The GNRs can be moved along the
defect line by using infrared laser tweezers and can be
manipulated to form a linear “sandwich” structure, where the
QD is localized between the tips of two nanorods, so that it
resides in a well-defined optical field geometry. In this way, we
can study the emission behavior of a single dot, as well as how
the emission is influenced when the QD is sandwiched between
GNRs inducing a well-defined plasmon-enhanced electro-
magnetic field. We show that the plasmon coupling induces
multiphoton emission and discuss how our findings may have
an impact on the ability to design and realize mesostructured
composite materials with unique physical behavior arising from
controlled plasmon−exciton interactions.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Elastic Trapping of Nanoparticles in a LC Line Defect.
We used 40 × 65 nm GNRs (Figure 1), which were synthesized
by following the seed-mediated method described in detail
elsewhere25−27 (see Materials and Methods). We also utilized
commercially available CdSe/ZnS core−shell QDs (Ocean
Nanotech) shown in Figure 1e, which were selected for their
emission peak at 620 nm. These QDs are characterized by an
average diameter of 10 nm with a CdSe core and a thin outer
shell of ZnS forming a core−shell-type structure. The design of
our experiments was aimed to control the optical coupling
between QDs and GNRs. For this reason, we chose to use
GNRs that exhibit a longitudinal surface plasmon resonance
(SPR) peak at about 620 nm, matching the emission peak of

QD particles (as measured when deposited on a glass
substrate). The 10 nm silica shells of GNRs effectively make
their SPR properties insensitive to the LC’s dielectric and order
parameter tensor structures around nanoparticles within the
surrounding host medium. As designed, our estimates show
that, because of the shells, variations of the director structure
within the LC do not cause shifts of SPR peaks for more than 3
nm. The core−shell QD particles also provide a high quantum
efficiency while remaining chemically stable under different
experimental conditions used in our work. Very dilute colloidal
codispersions of GNR and QD nanoparticles (with number
densities of each estimated to be 0.01 μm−3 or even smaller)
were obtained through a series of solvent exchanges in a chiral
nematic LC with a cholesteric pitch of ∼12 μm and infiltrated
into a glass cell with a gap of ∼10 μm, as described elsewhere7

(see Materials and Methods).
Free energy minimization for the confined frustrated chiral

nematic LC with the cholesteric pitch to a cell thickness ratio of
∼1.2 promotes the formation of various cholesteric fingers and
topological solitons like skyrmions, torons, and hopfions,28 all
embedded in a uniform homeotropic background with the far-
field director n0 along the normal to substrates, as prescribed by
the boundary conditions. These localized director structures
arise to embed twisted regions within the unwound n0
background, which helps to locally alleviate the frustration
associated with the incompatibility of perpendicular surface
boundary conditions and the helicoidal twist tendency. Among
these solitonic configurations are the cholesteric finger
structures of the third kind depicted in Figure 1a, which are
of interest for the present study. Within the translationally
invariant director structure of this finger, the director field n(r)
twists by π from left to right side of the cross section (Figure

Figure 1. Localization of GNR and QD nanoparticles in linear defect traps. (a) Director configuration in the vertical cross section of the
cholesteric finger with two line defects (marked with the red filled circles), which is translationally invariant along the normal to the cross
section. (b) Configurations of the director field around the defect lines at the top and bottom of the cross section shown in (a), with details of
the director configuration for one of them shown on the right side. The core regions of defects are shown using red color. (c) Schematic
illustration of the experimental configuration of QD (green) and GNR (yellow) nanoparticles coentrapped within the core of a singular line
defect (red tube) within a chiral nematic LC. (d) Schematics of the GNR particle with a silica shell and dimethyloctadecyl[3-
(trimethoxysilyl)propyl]ammonium chloride surfactant monolayer (top) with dimensions marked on the illustrations and TEM micrograph of
the silica-capped GNRs (bottom). (e) Schematics of the CdSe/ZnS QD particle representing a core−shell geometry and TEM micrograph of
the QD particle (bottom) used in the experiments. (f) Probability distribution of the displacement made by a single GNR within time periods
Δt = 0.067 s, showing the diffusion along the length of the line defect at room temperature and at 45 °C. (g) Probability distribution of the
displacement made by a QD in time Δt = 0.067 s, describing its diffusion along the length of the line defect.
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1a), with the twist handedness matching that of the equilibrium
chiral LC, as determined by the chirality of the molecular chiral
additive. Singular line defects within the structure of these
fingers, which terminate the bulk π-twist of n(r) near the
confining substrates to again match the director to
perpendicular boundary conditions, serve as linear topological
traps for both the plasmonic and semiconductor nanoparticles
(Figure 1c). In a cross section orthogonal to the axes of the
finger and the defect lines, the molecular orientations of LC
molecules and n around the cores (depicted as red wires in
Figure 1b) of the defect lines rotate by π while tracing the
Mobius-strip-like patterns, with these orientations becoming
undefined within the core (Figure 1b). Thus, these cores have a
reduced scalar order parameter as compared to that of the bulk
of LC and, in the simplest way, can be understood within the
isotropic defect core model.29

Because of the associated increase of the free energy density,
singular defect core regions can act as linear traps to spatially
confine various nanoparticles (Figure 1c).30 Confinement of
nanoparticles within a defect core reduces the overall free
energy by displacing the energetically costly defect region with
the nanoparticle. The nanoparticles entrapped inside these
defect regions are strongly nanoconfined in terms of their
spatial positions in a plane orthogonal to the line defect (Figure
1c) but undergo Brownian motion and diffuse freely along the
length of the line defect due to thermal energy (Figure 1f,g).
The one-dimensional diffusion coefficients measured for
individual defect-entrapped GNRs and QDs are estimated to
be, respectively, 1.9 × 10−2 and 3.4 × 10−2 μm2 s−1 at room
temperature, though they increase as the temperature is
increased (for example, at the elevated temperature of 45 °C,

we obtain the diffusion coefficient DGNR = 2.7 × 10−2 μm2 s−1

for the GNRs). Furthermore, the rod-like GNRs spontaneously
align with their long axes along the defect line (Figure 1c)
because this maximally reduces the free energy cost of the core
by maximally displacing high-energy regions with the volume of
the nanoparticle. Although a detailed quantitative picture of the
interactions between a singular defect line and nanoparticles
requires numerical modeling based on the tensorial order
parameter,31 one can gain insights into the physical under-
pinnings behind our observations via simple estimates of
potential energies involved. The simplest model of the defect
line’s singular core assumes that this core is an isotropic liquid
and that its energetic cost is proportional to kBΔTc, where kB is
the Boltzmann constant and ΔTc = TNI − T is the difference
between the nematic−isotropic transition temperature TNI and
the sample’s absolute temperature T.31 The temperature
dependence of diameter of the singular line’s core can be
estimated by comparing the free energy cost of melting LC to
the isotropic state and the free energy of producing strong
elastic distortions around the defect line’s core,31 which yields
dc = (2MK/(ρNAkBΔTc))

1/2, where K is the average Frank
elastic constant, M is the molecular mass, NA is Avogadro’s
number, and ρ is the density of the LC. Although a typical value
for dc deep in the nematic phase is ≈10 nm,32,33 by varying
ΔTc, one can tune dc in the range of 10−100 nm. This
capability provides a key advantage to the implementation of
our experiments, as discussed below. The defect line’s free
energy reduction associated with the placement of a nano-
particle within its core can be estimated using the free energy
cost per unit length of a half-integer disclination line W ≈ (π/
4)K ln(2R/dc) + Wc, where R is a characteristic dimension of

Figure 2. Trapping and interactions of nanoparticles in the cores of defect lines. (a) Trapping potential extracted from the motion of a QD
(○) and a GNR (□) in directions perpendicular to the line defect. Inset shows the image of QD particles trapped inside line defect. (b)
Interaction potential between two GNRs entrapped inside a core of the line defect, probed when they are brought close to each other using
optical trapping and then released. The potential is measured at room temperature and at 45 °C. Inset shows the variation of interparticle
center-to-center spacing with time when the optical traps are switched off, demonstrating repulsion between the nanoparticles. (c,d)
Assemblies of (c) small clusters of QDs and (d) individual GNRs in a line defect formed due to repulsive interactions and confinement along
the defect line. (e) Potential energy of interaction between GNRs extracted from the motion of single particles within an assembly shown in
(d).
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the sample and Wc is energy per unit length of the isotropic
disclination core.31 By following ref 31, one can calculate the
reduction in defect’s energy that enables the trapping of
nanoparticles as ≈23kBT for QDs and ≈450kBT for GNRs.
Owing to the smaller polarizable volume of the QDs, laser
tweezers at moderate powers of up to 50 mW for the
polarizability of nanoparticles do not exert optical trapping
potential that would be sufficient to trap QDs, consistent with
the well-known limitations of optical trapping of objects that
are ≈10 nm or smaller in size.34,35 At the same time, laser
powers of 5−7 mW were sufficient to robustly manipulate
colloidal GNRs within the LC. The strength of these laser traps
was insufficient to remove QDs or GNRs from the singular line
traps34,35 or to reorient GNRs away from the long axis parallel
to the defect line,34,35 though these laser tweezers allowed for
the translation of GNRs along the defect lines while
controllably forming the sandwich structure. Since the laser
manipulation of the GNRs by the optical tweezer can result in
the increase of surface temperature of the gold particle, due to
the absorption of 1064 nm laser light, this in turn could
potentially cause local melting and transformation of the LC
from nematic to isotropic phase. Following the method
described in ref 36 (see details provided in the Supporting
Information), we estimate maximum of ∼2 °C increase in
temperature at the surface of silica layer of the GNR when
manipulated with a trapping laser beam of 7 mW power at the
sample plane.36 This is consistent with our previous studies30,37

and with the fact that we never observe local melting transitions
under the polarizing microscope (note that the nematic−
isotropic transition is of the first order, associated with a sharp
interface that would be easy to detect under a polarizing
microscope if such a local melting transition were to occur).
To quantify the strength of the topological defect line traps,

we have characterized their stiffness. By measuring the small
spatial displacements arising from the Brownian motion of the
entrapped GNR and QD particles in the direction perpendic-
ular to the defect line with the help of video microscopy
(Figure 2a), we find the defect trap’s stiffness ξDT = 4.2 pN/
μm.7,37 This ensures a robust one-dimensional topological
defect confinement of nanoparticles in our experiments. The
studied silica-coated GNRs can be also effectively manipulated
with the help of optical tweezers utilizing a 1064 nm fiber laser,
which are described in detail elsewhere.37−40 Once entrapped
within a line defect’s core, GNRs can be optically translated by
pushing the nanoparticles by means of the optical forces
generated by tightly focused infrared laser beam of the tweezers
along the length of the line defect, which helps to realize the
desired ideal configuration of nanoparticles depicted in Figure
1c. Within this basic configuration used in our work (Figure
1c), a single QD nanoparticle is sandwiched between two
GNRs, all positioned with their centers of mass, on average,
along a single straight line coinciding with the central axis of the
defect core. The GNRs are manipulated with laser tweezers to
form a sandwich-like configuration of the nanoparticles, as
depicted in Figure 1c, as further detailed below, which is
important for the exploration of plasmon−exciton interactions
associated with these nanoparticles. Such a linear configuration
of spatially colocalized nanoparticles prompts strong changes in
the photophysics of the QD particle, owing to the interaction
between the excitonic resonance of the QD and surface
plasmon resonance of the GNR.
Elastic Interactions between the Nanoparticles in a LC

Line Defect. GNR particles, along with the silica shells and

surfactant monolayers around them, have a diameter in the
range of 50−55 nm, larger than the effective diameter of the
reduced-order core regions of the line defect. The
dimethyloctadecyl[3-(trimethoxysilyl)propyl]ammonium chlor-
ide (DMOAP) functionalization assures perpendicular surface
boundary conditions for n(r) at their surface in the locations
where parts of this surface protrude outside of the “melted”
reduced-order defect core (Figure 1c). These radial (locally
perpendicular to the cylindrical surface) boundary conditions
for n(r) at the GNR periphery are incompatible with the π-
twisted Mobius-strip-like n(r) structure of the twist disclination
around its core. This causes further elastic distortions, which
effectively create a repulsive interaction between the GNR
particles (note that previously colloidal interactions mediated
by elasticity were considered in the bulk of uniformly aligned
LCs).41,42 The elastic repulsion stems from the fact that these
additional elastic distortions are squeezed to a smaller region
when two GNRs are brought closer along the defect line, which
costs more elastic energy. We have characterized the interaction
potential between two GNR particles by tracing the
interparticle spacing with time when they are moved close to
each other with the help of optical tweezers and then released
(Figure 2b). When the temperature of the LC is increased, the
effective diameter of the melted defect core becomes larger,
leading to a reduction in the repulsive interaction potential, as
demonstrated in Figure 2b. It should be noted that the van der
Waals force of attraction between the GNRs at these distances
are negligible compared to the repulsive elastic interaction
between the particles (see details provided in the Supporting
Information).43 Due to the repulsive interaction, GNR particles
entrapped inside the core of the line defect form an assembly of
equally spaced particles, with the one-dimensional crystal-like
order emerging at sufficiently high concentrations and tweezer-
assisted or other types of confinement along the length of the
defect line (Figure 2c,d). The maximum repulsive potential
ranges from 10 to 200 kBT (Figure 2b), making one-
dimensional dispersions of GNRs along the defect cores robust
with respect to thermal fluctuations (Figure 2e). Under these
conditions, relatively large GNRs mutually repel and never
aggregate, though they can be pushed toward each other to
effectively form dimers at elevated temperatures (still below the
nematic−isotropic transition temperature) with the help of
laser tweezers, which we will utilize in the experiments
described below.
Unlike GNRs, because their outer shell diameter is always

smaller than the defect line core, QD particles entrapped inside
line defects do not exhibit strong elasticity-mediated repulsive
interactions. However, when the number density of QDs is
high, they can interact with each other to form small aggregates,
so that similar elasticity-mediated repulsive interaction between
the aggregates emerge when they grow larger than the diameter
of the defect core (Figure 2c). In the present study, however,
we use vanishingly small number densities of QDs to ensure
individually dispersed QDs entrapped within defect lines, which
is further confirmed by characterization detailed below.

Plasmon−Exciton Interaction Studies. In our experi-
ments, we first locate a single QD inside a line defect on the
basis of analyzing its luminescence blinking characteristics when
the QD is excited with the 436 nm line from a mercury lamp.
Individual GNR particles are detected/imaged using dark-field
microscopy, which can be done in parallel with their optical
manipulation using laser tweezers. The experimental config-
uration depicted in Figure 1c is realized by using an optical

ACS Nano Article

DOI: 10.1021/acsnano.7b08462
ACS Nano 2018, 12, 2580−2590

2583

http://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsnano.7b08462/suppl_file/nn7b08462_si_001.pdf
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsnano.7b08462/suppl_file/nn7b08462_si_001.pdf
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsnano.7b08462/suppl_file/nn7b08462_si_001.pdf
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsnano.7b08462/suppl_file/nn7b08462_si_001.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.7b08462


tweezer to move the GNRs close to the QD particle between.
To reduce the strength of repulsive interaction between the
GNR particles, we increase the temperature of the LC medium
with an objective heater (Bioptechs). The CdSe/ZnS QDs used
in our experiments have an emission peak centered at 620 nm,
matched to the longitudinal SPR peak of GNR particles, as
shown in Figure 3a. Because the surface of the GNR is coated
with a silica shell, the shift in the localized surface plasmon
resonance (LSPR) peak due to the higher effective refractive
index of the LC (E7) is minimal. However, when two GNRs
are brought close to each other, their longitudinal LSPR peak
shifts to the higher wavelength owing to the plasmon coupling
between the two GNRs44,45 (Figure 3a). Observation of the
LSPR shift and measurements of the scattering spectra of the
GNRs in our sandwich assembly are limited due to the strong
birefringence (Figure 3c) and thermal fluctuations of the LC
line defect. We estimate a redshift ∼15 nm for the longitudinal
LSPR peak of the GNR when they are assembled to form a
sandwich structure, as depicted in Figure 3d (Supporting
Information Figure S3). It is evident that considerable spectral
overlap between the QD emission and longitudinal LSPR of
GNRs is present in the sandwich assembly. However, the |E|2

field enhancement spectrum of the sandwich assembly peaks at
wavelengths slightly longer than the absorption maximum, as
shown in Figure 3b and Supporting Information Figure S3.
The linear arrangement of the GNRs, with the nanoscale

separation between their surfaces controlled by tweezers,
induces strong optical interaction between the SPR and QD
emission due to the high Purcell factor achievable with such a

configuration. To obtain additional insights into this phenom-
enon, we simulated the plasmonic field enhancement by using
the discrete dipole approximation (DDA) method.46−49 We
plot |E|2 for an unpolarized light at a wavelength of 473 and 620
nm incident on the particles, as shown in Figure 3e,f. We
verified these calculations by doing full electromagnetic
simulations using COMSOL Multiphysics as shown in Figure
S3 (Supporting Information). The strong plasmonic field
enhancement (∼250 at QD location) arising from the LSPR of
GNRs at 620 nm is evident and mediates plasmon−exciton
interactions that we discuss next.
We have analyzed the luminescence of individual QDs with

the help of a photon antibunching setup (Figure 4a), which
helps us to identify a single QD particle when it is far away
from the GNRs. We first identify a single QD located inside the
line defect as shown in Figure 4b, with two GNRs on both sides
of the QD along the defect line but far away from it (Figure
4c). Light emission from this QD is analyzed using the
antibunching technique, as shown in Figure 4h. The data are fit

using the expression = + − −| |τg t g e N( ) (0) (1 )/(2) (2) t
, where

τ is the exciton lifetime, N is the number of photons, and
g(2)(0) is the second-order correlation at the coincidence time t
= 0.50,51 Under the low excitation regime, the ratio of biexciton
to exciton quantum yields of single QDs can be determined
from the value of g(2)(0). Single photon emission is
characterized by g(2)(0) = 0 and N = 1, although experimental
observations are limited by the dark counts of the detector
offsetting the value of N and g(2)(0) as shown previously.52 For
the data shown in Figure 4h, we obtain N = 1.5 and g(2)(0) =

Figure 3. Optical characterization of nanoparticles and modeling of SPR effects involving them. (a) Optical characterization of the
nanoparticles used in the experiments showing extinction spectra of GNR (○) particles dispersed in water, simulated extinction spectra of
GNRs when they are brought close to each other in the line defect, forming a dimer configuration, indicating a redshift in the longitudinal
LSPR peak. Absorption spectra of the QDs (□) dispersed in toluene and emission spectra of the QD particles on a glass substrate (Δ). (b)
Electric field enhancement at the QD location in the sandwich structure for different emission wavelengths, calculated based on
electromagnetic simulations using COMSOL Multiphysics. (c) Optical microscopy image of a LC line defect viewed between crossed
polarizers, indicating strong birefringence of the LC line defect. The location of a GNR−QD sandwich assembly is marked with a red arrow.
(d) Schematic of the experimentally realized configuration of the particles showing the dimer configuration of the GNR particles with a QD
particle located at the center of the GNR particles. (e,f) Electric field intensity profile for the configuration shown in (d) simulated using DDA
method at an (e) emission wavelength of 620 nm and (f) excitation wavelength of 473 nm.
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0.25, indicating single photon emission, with an exciton lifetime
τ = 14.2 ns, which is close to the value previously reported for
CdSe QDs with core−shell structure.53 Following this
characterization of the QD alone, we moved the GNR particles
closer to the QD by using the optical tweezer, realizing the
“sandwich” configuration depicted in Figure 1c. In order to
reduce the repulsive interaction between the GNRs, the sample
temperature was increased to 45 °C with an objective heater
and cooled to room temperature after the assembly process
(Figure 4b−g). We observed considerable changes in the
antibunching data curve when the QD particle was squeezed
between the GNRs, as shown in Figure 4i. Fitting similarly to
that described above yields N = 2.67 and g(2)(0) = 0.6 and a
faster radiative decay rate of τ = 5 ns. These results are possible

indications of multiphoton emission from QDs with a faster
decay rate modified by the Purcell effect. In order to analyze the
fluorescence enhancement and blinking characteristics of the
QD particles, we measured the fluorescence trajectories of the
particle before and after forming the sandwich assembly. Figure
5a,b represents typical blinking trajectories of the QD particles
collected with a binning time of 10 ms, without GNRs (Figure
5a) and within sandwich structure (Figure 5b). It is clear that
the QD particle stays predominantly in the “on” state after
sandwiching the particle between two GNRs, as shown by the
histogram presented in the right-hand side of the Figure 5a,b.
Moreover, the QD emission intensity is enhanced by almost
two times indicating the enhanced detection of the QD after
forming the sandwich assembly caused by preferential beaming

Figure 4. Antibunching setup and characterization. (a) Schematic representation of the antibunching setup used in the experiment. (b)
Fluorescence image of a QD particle trapped inside a LC line defect before moving the GNR close to it. (c−f) Dark-field microscopy images
viewed with a red filter, showing the nanorod assembly using an optical tweezer, sandwiching a QD particle between the GNRs. The final
sandwich structure is represented in (f). (g) Fluorescence image of a QD particle after forming the sandwich structure. (h,i) Antibunching
data collected from the QD particle before (h) and after (i) moving the GNR close to the QD, forming a sandwich assembly.
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of the emission light due to the antenna-like arrangement.54

Furthermore, we have performed a detailed analysis of the
blinking trajectories by constant thresholding method and
calculated the probability distribution of “on” (ton) and “off”
(toff) times of the fluorescence emission, as shown in Figure
5c,d. A power law dependence, typical of the QD emission with

increased “on” state probability is evident from Figure 5c,d.
Additional insight into the exciton−plasmon interaction is
gained by analyzing the fluorescence decay curves shown in
Figure 5e. The decay curves can be well fitted using a
biexponential function, I(t) = A1e

−t/τ1 + A2e
−t/τ2, where τ1 and τ2

are the slow and fast lifetime component, and A1 and A2

Figure 5. Characterization of fluorescence intermittency and fluorescence decay. (a,b) Fluorescence time traces of a QD particle trapped
inside a line defect before (a) and after bringing two GNRs forming a sandwich assembly (b). The “on” and “off” times of the QD particle are
presented by the corresponding histogram in the right side. (c,d) Analysis of fluorescence time trace with constant thresholding for the curves
presented in (a) and (b) representing the probability density P(t) of sustained “on” (ton) and “off” (toff) times of the QD particles before (c)
and after (d) bringing two GNRs to form a sandwich assembly. Solid lines represent linear fits to the data, showing a power law dependence.
(e) Typical fluorescence decay curves of a QD particle without GNRs (black curve) and a faster fluorescence decay when the QD particle is
sandwiched between two GNRs (blue curve). Solid lines represent the double exponential fit to the experimental decay data.

Figure 6. Variations of g(2)(0) and enhancement factor. Histogram representing the variations of g(2)(0) estimated from the photon
antibunching measurements (a) and emission enhancement of QD fluorescence (b), calculated based on measurements on multiple sandwich
assemblies in LC line defect.
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represent the corresponding amplitudes, respectively. Before
the formation of the sandwich assembly, the QD fluorescence
yields typical values of decay time τ1 = 1.1 ns and τ2 = 19 ns.
On the other hand, when sandwiched between GNRs, the
faster decay component is more prominent and the lifetime of
the slower decay component is also reduced to 5 ns, indicating
more than 3-fold increase in the decay rate. We identify the
slower decay component associated with the radiative decay as
corresponding to the single exciton emission. Although the
reported values for the lifetime of the biexciton emission is on
the order of hundreds of picoseconds, we believe the faster
decay component in our measurements represents the radiative
decay corresponding to the biexciton emission. Accurate
estimation of the biexciton decay time in our experiment is
limited by the time resolution of the TCSPC hardware. The
values of decay rates estimated by fitting double exponential
curves (Figure 5e) match well with the values extracted from
the antibunching data (Figure 4h,i). Both experiments
convincingly show that the proximity of plasmonic particles
increases the radiative decay rate of the QD by more than 3-
fold, indicating a strong coupling of the QD emission with the
SPR of GNR particles. The observed optical properties of the
QD particle in sandwich assemblies were highly reproducible
and found to be independent of the excitation polarization.
Moreover, the analysis of emission intensity of the QD particle
revealed minimal effect on the excitation polarization, which is
expected due to the relatively modest field enhancement at the
excitation wavelength, as demonstrated in Figure 3f. The
resultant absorption enhancement of the QD absorption in the
sandwich assembly is expected to be minimal at the excitation
wavelength used in our experiments.55 Measurements of the
fluorescence spectra of QD particles in the sandwich assembly
indicate increased fluctuations in the fluorescence peak position
with respect to the spectra collected before forming the
sandwich assembly (Figure S2, Supporting Information). The
experiments were repeated on several QD−GNR pairs in line
defects, forming a sandwich assembly, and the observed optical
properties are found to be highly reproducible (Figure 6). The
values of g(2)(0), emission enhancement and fluorescence decay
curves are shown in Figure 6a,b and Supporting Information
Figure S1 and Table S1.
The study of multiexciton generation in semiconducting

nanostructures has been intensively pursued over the last
couple of decades.56,57 Recent efforts in this field have been
directed toward employing the LSPR of metal nanoparticles for
generating multiexcitons in semiconducting nanoparticles,8−13

though studies on self-assembled nanoparticles have been rarely
reported. Reports on QDs deposited on a roughened, gold-
coated surface indicate enhanced multiphoton emission and
decreased single photon emission on these substrates.8 The
quantum efficiencies of the multiexciton states in a QD are
relatively low, due to Auger and other nonradiative decay
channels quenching the multiphoton radiative process. The
surface plasmon effects on the higher-order exciton states are
much different from the effects on the single exciton state.
Significant enhancement of the radiative decay rates of the
biexcitonic states can be achieved when coupled with SPR,
effectively increasing the quantum efficiency of the biexciton
states. In our experiments, emission from the QDs couples
strongly with SPR of the GNR particles, which could enhance
the biexcitonic radiative rates according to the Purcell effect,
resulting in an increased probability of multiphoton emission
from the QDs. At the same time, the radiative decay rate of the

single exciton states are enhanced by almost 4 times, as revealed
by the fluorescence decay measurements (Figure 5e) consistent
with previous observations.7−13 However, based on the
fluorescence trajectories of the QD particles, collected before
and after bringing the GNRs, the fluorescence intensity
enhancement for the QD particle in the sandwich assemblies
is only about 2-fold, which is expected due to the only modest
enhancement of the light collection efficiency in the sandwich
geometry. Although the nonradiative energy transfer between
the QD and GNR particles can affect the emission properties of
the particles, previous studies have shown that biexcitonic states
are less affected by this interaction in comparison with the
excitonic emission.10 Moreover, as intended by our exper-
imental design, specially designed silica shells around the GNRs
ensure that the QDs are separated from the GNR surface by
about 10 nm, limiting the nonradiative energy transfer toward
GNRs, preventing the complete quenching of the QD emission.
At large silica thickness, the effect of plasmon coupling is
expected to be diminished, resulting in a significant reduction in
the Purcell factor and reduced probability for the multiexciton
emission. On the other hand, lowering the silica thickness is
expected to result in strong coupling between the QD emission
and LSPR of GNR while at the same time decreasing the QD
emission due to the increased nonradiative decay. In effect,
coupling the SPR of the GNRs to the biexciton states of the
QD allows for the branching of the biexciton state to
multiphoton emission through the enhanced radiative rate of
the biexcitonic states of QDs without significant change in the
nonradiative Auger-dominated recombination rate, effectively
making the nonradiative decay channels of the biexcitonic states
less prevalent. The excitation intensity aided by the field
enhancement by the GNR provides sufficient field intensity for
the generation of multiexciton states in the QD, even though
the field enhancement at the excitation wavelength is relatively
modest compared to the emission wavelength at 620 nm. The
exact modeling of the SPR effect on the higher-order states of
the QD is challenging due to the complexities of the optical
interactions involved. For example, plasmon modes give rise to
a strong electric field gradient near the metal particle in the near
field which could influence the dipole-forbidden, higher-order
interactions in the QD emission.14,15 A future successful model
should include the interaction of higher-order exciton states
with hot electrons, thermal and Auger relaxation in addition to
accounting for the delocalization of electron and hole wave
functions in case of core−shell-type particles. Moreover, the
interaction of semiconductor nanoparticles with surface ligands
and the host medium will require separate detailed theoretical
and experimental studies for more quantitative modeling of the
role of SPR on the multiphoton emission from QDs.

CONCLUSIONS
In conclusion, we have demonstrated the use of LC line defects
to control the position and orientation of GNR and QD
particles to study the optical interaction with a QD in a well-
defined geometry and in the bulk of a dielectric LC medium,
unaffected by the proximity to a substrate. Our results indicate
possible multiphoton emission from a single QD particle when
located between two GNRs, which originates from the strong
coupling with the SPR of these rod-like plasmonic nano-
particles. This method provides a useful framework for the
study of nanoscopic optical interaction between single
nanoparticles and can be applied to wide varieties of systems
with particles of different shape, chemical composition, and
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dimensions ranging from nanometer to the sub-micrometer
size. The orientation of the elastically trapped particles in the
line defect can be controlled by tuning the chemical
functionalization of the particles’ surfaces, which allows one
to set well-defined boundary conditions for the molecular
alignment at the nanoparticle surface, as needed for controlling
interparticle interactions mediated by the LC. For example, our
method could be extended to the study of plasmon−exciton
interactions when using quantum wells58 or photon-upconvert-
ing nanocubes and nanorods59 instead of the QDs used in the
present study. Although the present study was performed using
individual nanoparticles, it provides insight into the possibility
of designing mesostructured composite materials with arrays of
defects entrapping both plasmonic and semiconductor nano-
particles, where the optical properties of the medium can be
potentially controlled by tuning the interparticle spacing
through the LC’s facile response to external stimuli.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
GNR Synthesis. GNRs used in our experiments were synthesized

following the seed-mediated method described in detail elsewhere.25,26

To prepare the seed, equal amounts of 5 mL of hexadecyltrimethy-
lammonium bromide (CTAB, Sigma-Aldrich, 0.2M) and gold(III)
chloride trihydrate (HAuCl4·3H2O, Sigma-Aldrich, 0.5 mM) were
added to a clean glass bottle followed by 0.6 mL of freshly prepared
ice-cold sodium borohydride (NaBH4, Sigma-Aldrich, 10 mM) under
vigorous stirring for 2 min and kept at 30 °C for 30 min before use,
allowing the reaction to complete and NaBH4 to fully decompose. In
the meantime, the growth solution was prepared by mixing 25 μL of
silver nitrate (AgNO3, Sigma-Aldrich, 16 mM) with 10 mL of CTAB
(0.2 M), 10 mL of HAuCl4 (1 mM), and 75 μL of L-ascorbic acid
(Sigma-Aldrich, 80 mM) under vigorous stirring for 30 s. The growth
process was initiated by adding 12 μL of seed solution into the growth
solution, and then it was left undisturbed for 8 h. The GNRs were
separated from the solution by centrifugation at 9000 rpm for 30 min.
These GNRs (Figure 1d) were coated with silica shells, which were
tuned to be ∼10 nm thick, and then surface-functionalized with
DMOAP (Acros Organics) according to procedures described in our
previous study.27

LC Cell Preparation. We used a chiral nematic LCs by using a
commercially available nematic mixture E7 (Slichem, China) doped
with a chiral dopant Cholesteryl Pelargonate (Sigma-Aldrich). The
concentration of the chiral additive in the mixture was adjusted to yield
a desired cholesteric pitch ∼12 μm.60 LC cells used for the
experiments were prepared by assembling two glass plates with a
cell gap spacing of ∼10 μm set using glass fiber segments mixed in a
UV-curable glue (Thorlabs). To obtain strong homeotropic boundary
conditions for the orientation of the rod-like LC molecules and the
director n describing their local average orientation, the inner surfaces
of the glass plates were treated with DMOAP. Very dilute codispersion
of GNR and QD in LC was prepared by mixing the nanoparticle
dispersions with LC followed by evaporation at 70 °C. The LC
mixture was infiltrated into the glass cells using capillary forces and
sealed with a fast-setting epoxy.
Experimental Setup. The experimental setup was built around an

inverted microscope (IX 81, from Olympus), equipped with lasers, a
spectrometer, and a CCD camera (Flea-COL, PointGrey) for imaging.
The microscope is integrated with a holographic optical tweezer
operating at 1064 nm output from a fiber laser (IPG photonics). The
excitation beam is sent to the microscope with the help of dichroic
mirrors (Thorlabs DMSP805R, Semrock FF495-Di03-25x36) (Figure
4a) and focused onto the sample using a 100× oil immersion objective
(Olympus, UPlanSApo, NA = 1.42). The emission from the QD
particles is collected using the same objective and sent through the
optical filters (Chroma HQ 610/75M) and pinhole before being
analyzed by a Avalanche Photodiode (APD, from Pico Quant) or
Hanbury Brown-Twiss interferometer arrangement for the antibunch-
ing analysis. The antibunching measurements were performed using

the 473 nm CW output from a diode laser as the excitation source.
The fluorescence signal incident on a 50:50 beam splitter is detected
by two APDs, placed at the two out ports of the beam, as shown in
Figure 4a. The electrical pulses generated by the APDs are analyzed
using time-correlated single photon counting (TCSPC, SPC 130, from
Becker and Heckle) hardware, by measuring the second-order cross-
correlation between photons detected by the APDs with respect to the
photon coincidence time t. In order to obtain the correlation at the
negative coincident time, the signal from one of the APDs is delayed
by 500 ns by employing delay electronics before being fed to the
TCSPC. The fluorescence trajectories of the QD emission were
recorded using an APD connected to a data acquisition board
(NIDAQ-6363, National Instruments) and analyzed using a MATLAB
code. For fluorescence decay measurements, 467 nm pulsed output
from a diode laser (Nano LED- Horiba Scientific, 1 MHz, 200 ps) was
used as the excitation source. The emission from the QD particles are
detected using an APD and analyzed with the help of TCSPC
hardware. The fluorescence spectra of a QD particle located in a LC
line defect was measured using a spectrometer (SpectraPro-275, Acton
Research Corporation) equipped with a grating of 600 g/mm. The
detected spectra were recorded using an electron multiplying charge
coupled device (EMCCD, iXon3 888, Andor Technology).

Numerical Modeling. The electromagnetic field enhancement
and LSPR peak of GNR in the sandwich assembly was simulated using
the nanoDDSCAT+ tool based on the DDA method.46−49 For the
DDA simulations, the structures of GNR and QD are first defined
using a 3D computer graphics program, Blender v:2.75 (Figure 3d)
and rendered to nanoDDSCAT+ to form set of dipoles with refractive
index values representing the gold core, silica shell, and QD using a
DDSCAT conversion tool.49 We then calculate the extinction spectra
and electric field intensity |E|2 configuration around the GNRs in the
sandwich structure. We have also estimated the electric field
enhancement of GNRs in the sandwich structure using COMSOL
Multiphysics (Figure 3b). The incident unpolarized electromagnetic
wave excites the computational volume, enclosing the GNRs and QD.
The simulation is performed in a spherical volume enclosed in a
perfectly matched layer shell in the radial directions, allowing the
calculation of both scattering and absorption contributions. We used
refractive index values reported in literature for gold, silica, CdSe, and
ZnS.61−63 The medium refractive index was set equal to the isotropic
index of refraction of LC,64 representing the melted core of the line
defect. The simulations were performed for different interparticle
separation between GNRs calculating the LSPR peak position and
maximum field enhancement wavelength (see Supporting Information
Figure S3).
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Götzinger, S.; Sandoghdar, V. Strong Plasmonic Enhancement of
Biexciton Emission: Controlled Coupling of a Single Quantum Dot to
a Gold Nanocone Antenna. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 42307.
(14) Jain, P. K.; Ghosh, D.; Baer, R.; Rabani, E.; Alivisatos, P. A.
Near-Field Manipulation of Spectroscopic Selection Rules on the
Nanoscale. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 2012, 109, 8016−8019.
(15) Andersen, M. L.; Stobbe, S.; Sorensen, A. S.; Lodahl, P. Strongly
Modified Plasmon−Matter Interaction with Mesoscopic Quantum
Emitters. Nat. Phys. 2011, 7, 215−218.
(16) Zijlstra, P.; Paulo, P. M. R.; Orrit, M. Optical Detection of
Single Non-Absorbing Molecules Using the Surface Plasmon
Resonance of a Gold Nanorod. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2012, 7, 379−382.
(17) Kravets, V. G.; Schedin, F.; Jalil, R.; Britnell, L.; Gorbachev, R.
V.; Ansell, D.; Thackray, B.; Novoselov, K. S.; Geim, A. K.; Kabashin,
A. V.; Grigorenko, A. N. Singular Phase Nano-Optics in Plasmonic
Metamaterials for Label-Free Single-Molecule Detection. Nat. Mater.
2013, 12, 304−309.
(18) Rogobete, L.; Kaminski, F.; Agio, M.; Sandoghdar, V. Design of
Plasmonic Nanoantennae for Enhancing Spontaneous Emission. Opt.
Lett. 2007, 32, 1623−1625.
(19) Sun, Q. C.; Mundoor, H.; Ribot, J. C.; Singh, V.; Smalyukh, I. I.;
Nagpal, P. Plasmon-Enhanced Energy Transfer for Improved
Upconversion of Infrared Radiation in Doped-Lanthanide Nanocryst-
als. Nano Lett. 2014, 14, 101−106.
(20) Erwin, W. R.; Zarick, H. F.; Talbert, E. M.; Bardhan, R. Light
Trapping in Mesoporous Solar Cells with Plasmonic Nanostructures.
Energy Environ. Sci. 2016, 9, 1577−1601.
(21) Atwater, H. A.; Polman, A. Plasmonics for Improved
Photovoltaic Devices. Nat. Mater. 2010, 9, 205−213.
(22) Morfa, A. J.; Rowlen, K. L.; Reilly, T. H.; Romero, M. J.; van de
Lagemaat, J. Plasmon-Enhanced Solar Energy Conversion in Organic
Bulk Heterojunction Photovoltaics. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2008, 92, 013504.
(23) Wu, K.; Chen, J.; McBride, J. R.; Lian, T. Charge transfer.
Efficient Hot-Electron Transfer by a Plasmon-Induced Interfacial
Charge-Transfer Transition. Science 2015, 349, 632−635.
(24) Thomann, I.; Pinaud, B. A.; Chen, Z.; Clemens, B. M.; Jaramillo,
T. F.; Brongersma, M. L. Plasmon Enhanced Solar-to-Fuel Energy
Conversion. Nano Lett. 2011, 11, 3440−3446.
(25) Perez-Juste, J.; Liz-Marzan, L. M.; Carnie, S.; Chan, D. Y. C.;
Mulvaney, P. Electric-Field-Directed Growth of Gold Nanorods in
Aqueous Surfactant Solutions. Adv. Funct. Mater. 2004, 14, 571.
(26) Ye, X.; Jin, L.; Caglayan, H.; Chen, J.; Xing, G.; Zheng, C.;
Doan-Nguyen, V.; Kang, Y.; Engheta, N.; Kagan, C. R.; Murray, C. B.
Improved Size-Tunable Synthesis of Monodisperse Gold Nanorods
Through the Use of Aromatic Additives. ACS Nano 2012, 6, 2804.
(27) Sheetah, G. H.; Liu, Q.; Smalyukh, I. I. Self-Assembly of
Predesigned Optical Materials in Nematic Codispersions of Plasmonic
Nanorods. Opt. Lett. 2016, 41, 4899.
(28) Ackerman, P. J.; Smalyukh, I. I. Diversity of Knot Solitons in
Liquid Crystals Manifested by Linking of Preimages in Torons and
Hopfions. Phys. Rev. X 2017, 7, 011006.
(29) Chaikin, P. M.; Lubensky, T. C. Principles of Condensed Matter
Physics; Cambridge University Press, 1995.
(30) Senyuk, B.; Evans, J. S.; Ackerman, P.; Lee, T.; Manna, P.;
Vigderman, L.; Zubarev, E. R.; van de Lagemaat, J.; Smalyukh, I. I.
Shape-Dependent Oriented Trapping and Scaffolding of Plasmonic

ACS Nano Article

DOI: 10.1021/acsnano.7b08462
ACS Nano 2018, 12, 2580−2590

2589

http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6589-6475
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3444-1966
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5851-6163
http://nanohub.org
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.7b08462


Nanoparticles by Topological Defects for Self-Assembly of Colloidal
Dimers in Liquid Crystals. Nano Lett. 2012, 12, 955−963.
(31) de Gennes, P. G.; Prost, J. The Physics of Liquid Crystals, 2nd ed.;
Oxford University Press, 1993.
(32) Wang, X.; Miller, D. S.; Bukusoglu, E.; de Pablo, J. J.; Abbott, N.
L. Topological Defects in Liquid Crystals as Templates for Molecular
Self-Assembly. Nat. Mater. 2016, 15, 106−112.
(33) Ravnik, M.; Zumer, S. Landau-de Gennes Modelling of Nematic
Liquid Crystal Colloids. Liq. Cryst. 2009, 36, 1201−1214.
(34) Ashkin, A.; Dziedzic, J. M.; Bjorkholm, J. E.; Chu, S.
Observation of a Single-Beam Gradient Force Optical Trap for
Dielectric Particles. Opt. Lett. 1986, 11, 288−290.
(35) Marago,̀ O. M.; Jones, P. H.; Gucciardi, P. G.; Volpe, G.; Ferrari,
A. C. Optical Trapping and Manipulation of Nanostructures. Nat.
Nanotechnol. 2013, 8, 807−819.
(36) Kyrsting, A.; Bendix, P. M.; Stamou, D. G.; Oddershede, L. B.
Heat Profiling of Three-Dimensionally Optically Trapped Gold
Nanoparticles using Vesicle Cargo Release. Nano Lett. 2011, 11,
888−892.
(37) Mundoor, H.; Lee, T.; Gann, D. G.; Ackerman, P. J.; Senyuk, B.;
van de Lagemaat, J.; Smalyukh, I. I. Optically and Elastically Assembled
Plasmonic Nanoantennae for Spatially Resolved Characterization of
Chemical Composition in Soft Matter Systems Using Surface
Enhanced Spontaneous and Stimulated Raman Scattering. J. Appl.
Phys. 2014, 116, 063511.
(38) Hajizadeh, F.; Reihani, S. N. S. Optimized Optical Trapping of
Gold Nanoparticles. Opt. Express 2010, 18, 551−559.
(39) Hansen, P. M.; Bhatia, V. K.; Harrit, N.; Oddershede, L.
Expanding the Optical Trapping Range of Gold Nanoparticles. Nano
Lett. 2005, 5, 1937−1942.
(40) Evans, J. S.; Sun, Y.; Senyuk, B.; Keller, P.; Pergamenshchik, V.
M.; Lee, T.; Smalyukh, I. I. Active Shape-Morphing Elastomeric
Colloids in Short-Pitch Cholesteric Liquid Crystals. Phys. Rev. Lett.
2013, 110, 187802.
(41) Poulin, P.; Stark, H.; Lubensky, T. C.; Weitz, D. A. Novel
Colloidal Interactions in Anisotropic Fluids. Science 1997, 275, 1770−
1773.
(42) Mundoor, H.; Senyuk, B.; Smalyukh, I. I. Triclinic Nematic
Colloidal Crystals from Competing Elastic and Electrostatic
Interactions. Science 2016, 352, 69−73.
(43) Gargiulo, J.; Violi, I. L.; Cerrota, S.; Chvat́al, L.; Corteś, E.;
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