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’ INTRODUCTION

The resonant interaction of electromagnetic waves with
electron oscillations at the surfaces of nanoscale metals is known
as localized surface plasmon resonance (LSPR). LSPR is deter-
mined by the nanoparticle’s material, as well as its size, shape, and
dielectric environment, and results in intense absorption/scatter-
ing and the generation of highly polarized near-fields that
dephase on the femtosecond time scale.1-4 Absorbed energy
can be dissipated through electron collisions,5 lattice vibra-
tions,2,6 or resonant coupling to neighboring electronic systems.
LSPR coupling interactions have been shown to enhance the
absorption cross sections of molecules7 and semiconductor
nanoparticles8 in their vicinity, as well as to enhance the optical
activity of surface adsorbates.9 Their interactions with radiative
electronic systems have been shown to enhance molecular
fluorescence intensity,10 Raman scattering,11-13 second- and
third-harmonic generation (SHG and THG),14,15 hyper-Rayleigh
scattering,16 and hyper-Raman scattering.17 The rational design of
photovoltaic and photodiode devices incorporating plasmonic
elements has also resulted in improved performance18,19 and

recently allowed for ultrafast electron spinmanipulation in colloidal
core-shell nanoparticles.20

LSPR coupling with excitonic systems exhibiting well-defined
band structure involves increasingly complex and varied interac-
tions and has been shown to enhance F€orster resonance energy
transfer (FRET) efficiency between semiconductor quantum
dots (QDs),21 as well as resonant energy transfer between metal-
lic and semiconducting nanoparticles.22,23 In general, plasmon-
exciton interactions in solid-state excitonic systems are charac-
terized by (i) enhanced quantum efficiency,8,24,25 (ii) exciton
energy shift,26,27 (iii) increased radiative decay rate,26,28,29 and
(iv) emission polarized parallel with resonantly coupled LSPR
modes.24,30 These phenomena require that the exciton energy
overlap with that of the LSPR25,31 and that the transition dipole
moment of the exciton lie collinear with the dipole moment of
the LSPR.24,32
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ABSTRACT: Plasmonic field enhancement of nonradiative
exciton relaxation rates in vertically aligned arrays of high aspect
ratio CdTe-Au core-shell nanorods was investigated by
transient absorption spectroscopy, computational electromag-
netics, and kinetic modeling. Increasing shell thickness in the
high aspect ratio nanorods was found to result in dramatic
differences in polarization-dependent nonradiative exciton re-
laxation rates, which we attribute to differing mechanisms of
plasmonic field enhancement associated with predominant
ground- or excited-state absorption processes. These results
are compared with previous investigations of low aspect ratio CdTe-Au core-shell nanorods, and overall conclusions regarding
plasmonic enhancement of nonradiative relaxation rates in this system are presented. We propose that when the resonantly coupled
dipolar plasmon field of the shell is polarized parallel to the ground-state absorption transition moment of the core, Auger
recombination dominates carrier relaxation and slower second-order decay kinetics are observed. When contributions of the
resonantly coupled plasmon field are nondipolar or orthogonal to the ground-state absorption transition moment of the core,
excited-state absorption processes are believed to dominate and increasingly rapid first-order relaxation kinetics are observed. We
find that these processes can vary greatly, depending on shell thickness and the orientation of the array, but are insensitive to aspect
ratio. These investigations have significant implications in the design of photovoltaic and optoelectronic devices incorporating
anisotropic plasmonic elements.
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Although numerous reports have individually studied the
aforementioned phenomena, few have performed systematic
studies of distance, energy, and polarization dependence. Kotov
and co-workers29 have studied CdTe nanowire/Au nanoparticle
assemblies in solution and shown a 5-fold enhancement in
luminescence intensity and a ca. 1/3 reduction in photolumines-
cence (PL) lifetime. Later, using a chemically responsive molec-
ular linker, they showed that a model based on the F€orster
relationship can be used to describe the observed changes in
exciton lifetime and emission energy due to distance-dependent
effects of the LSPR on exciton mobility.27 In a more recent
report, Ginger and co-workers31 performed systematic studies of
close-packed monolayers of CdSe QDs upon which Ag nanopr-
isms with varying LSPRs were deposited. They observed max-
imum enhancement of QD emission intensity, radiative decay
rate, and nonradiative decay rate when the LSPR wavelength of
the prisms coincided with the bandgap energy of the QDs.
Atwater, Polman, and coworkers24 have fabricated horizontally
aligned arrays of Ag nanorods on substrates containing immobi-
lized Si QDs, which photoluminesce over the wavelength range
of the transverse and longitudinal LSPR modes of the nanorods.
They observed QD emission enhancement at each of the two
orthogonally polarized LSPR wavelengths which was polarized
parallel to the dipole moment of the resonantly coupled
plasmon mode.

While radiative effects associated with plasmon-exciton
coupling in the solid state is actively studied, nonradiative
effects26,33 are less well characterized. In prior publications, we
have studied plasmon-exciton coupling and nonradiative ex-
citon relaxation in vertically aligned CdTe-Au core-shell
nanorod arrays and found that Au shells supporting LSPRs
resonant with the bandgap energy of the CdTe core resulted in
increased nonradiative exciton relaxation rates that were highly
sensitive to incident polarization and orientation of the long-
itudinal axis of the rod.34-36 In low aspect ratio nanorod cores,
we also observed that, by increasing the thickness of the Au shell
to maximize LSPR extinction, nonradiative excitonic relaxation
was enhanced but no longer exhibited tilt anisotropy. Here, we
analyze spectroscopic, computational, and theoretical results
obtained from extinction-optimized, high aspect ratio nanorod
arrays in the context of prior studies and present our overall
conclusions of how plasmon-exciton coupling in this novel
system results in differing mechanisms of enhanced nonradiative
relaxation.

’EXPERIMENTAL METHODS

CdTe-Au core-shell nanorod arrays were fabricated as
previously described.34,37,38 Briefly, a layer of Bi2Te3 was depos-
ited onto a poly(vinyl alcohol) surface-corrupted (0001) sap-
phire substrate by pulsed laser deposition (PLD, λexcimer =
248 nm). Heating of the Bi2Te3 layer to 370 �C caused the film
to dewet and coalesce into isolated seeds that served as nuclea-
tion sites for the subsequent vapor-liquid-solid (VLS) growth
of the CdTe nanorods. Varying thicknesses of Au were then
sputtered onto half of each substrate at room temperature. CdTe
core and Au shell dimensions were experimentally determined by
scanning electron microscopy (SEM) and tapping-mode atomic
force microscopy (AFM), respectively.

The experimental configuration of the ultrafast pump-probe
measurements has also been described in detail elsewhere.34

Briefly, the core-shell nanorod arrays were optically pumped

(λpump = 400 nm) by a Ti-sapphire laser (Clark MXR), and
absorption at the CdTe band-edge energy (λprobe = 770 nm) was
subsequently probed as a function of time delay. All experiments
were performed at low pump fluence to exclude contributions
from multiple carrier generation. Transient bleach intensity
(ΔTt/T¥) was recorded for each array as a function of tilt angle
and shell thickness, where ΔTt/T¥ = |T¥ - Tt|/T¥ and Tt and
T¥ are transient and steady-state transmission, respectively. The
array samples were rotated in the kEB plane of the linear-
polarized pump and probe beams such that θ = 0� corresponds
to polarization along the transverse axes of the nanorods and
θ = 90� corresponds to polarization along the longitudinal axes
of the nanorods for propagation vector kB and electric field
polarization EB.

Optical spectra, electric field distribution, and particle polar-
ization were calculated by discrete dipole approximation (DDA).
The method approximates a particle as an array of polarizable
points in a cubic lattice that acquires dipole moments in response
to an incident electromagnetic field. Each of these dipoles is
assigned a position in the array, a relative volume, and a complex
dielectric function for the particle and its surrounding environ-
ment. The method has been successfully employed to model the
optical properties of plasmonic nanoparticles of complex geo-
metry and their arrays for more than 15 years.3,39,40

Optical extinction, absorption, and scattering spectra were
calculated with DDSCAT 6.1.41 Electric field and polarization
plots were calculated from modified Fortran codes of the
program kindly provided by G. C. Schatz (Northwestern Uni-
versity). Calculations were performed with linearly polarized
incident excitation for 184 � 74 nm and 283 � 72 nm hemi-
spherically capped, cylindrical wurtzite CdTe cores with homo-
geneous Au shells of varying thickness covering all sides but the
flat base (∼105 total dipoles per particle). Experimentally
determined complex refractive indices for Au42 and CdTe43 were
applied in vacuo. Briefly, the polarization P of each point in the
(i= 1, ...,N) dipole array is described in terms of its polarizabilityRi

and response to the local electromagnetic field Eloc at position ri

Pi ¼ RiElocðriÞ ð1Þ
where Eloc represents the sum of the incident electromagnetic field
Einc and those radiating from N - 1 surrounding dipoles

ElocðriÞ ¼ Eloc, i ¼ Einc, i þ Edipole, i

¼ E0 expðikriÞ- ∑
N

j 6¼1
AijPj ð2Þ

for amplitude E0 and wavevector k = ω/c of the incident
electromagnetic field. The collective interactions of dipoles in
the array are described by matrix Aij for j 6¼ i:

AijPj ¼
expðikrijÞ

rij3
k2rij � ðrij � PjÞ þ

ð1- ikrijÞ
rij2

(

�½rij2Pj - 3rijðrijPjÞ�
)

ð3Þ

Substitution and rearrangement of eqs 2 and 3 into eq 1 gives

A0P ¼ E ð4Þ
where A0 is a 3N � 3N interaction matrix for the system and
E and P are 3N-dimensional vectors. Solution of these 3N
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complex linear equations yields wavelength-dependent polariza-
tion vectors for each dipole, from which electric field intensities, as
well as extinction, absorption, and scattering cross sections can be
readily obtained:44,45

Cext ¼ 4πk

jE0j2
∑
N

j¼ 1
fImgðE�inc, jPjÞ ð5Þ

Cabs ¼ 4πk

jE0j2
∑
N

j¼ 1
fImg½PjðRj

-1ÞP�j �-
2
3
k3jPjj2

� �
ð6Þ

for Cext = Cabs þ Csca.

’RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figure 1panels a and b show SEM images of the fabricated low
and high aspect ratio CdTe-Au core-shell nanorod arrays,
respectively. As shown previously,38 these nanorods appear
structurally isolated from one another and exhibit a high degree
of size and shape uniformity. Because the low and high aspect
ratio nanorod arrays were grown from the same diameter seeds,
their widths are likewise similar. X-ray diffraction indicates the
CdTe cores to be wurtzite single crystal with alternating Cd2þ

and Te2- layers stacked along the growth direction of the rod
(i.e., the c-axis). Note that the ground-state absorption transition
moment μBEg of the nanorod therefore lies parallel to its longitudinal
axis. Following previous reports,24,32,35 plasmon-exciton cou-
pling is expected to be strongest when the surface plasmon field
EBSPR is oriented parallel to the ground-state absorption moment
μBEg. Quantum confinement effects are not expected here (rBohr =
7.5 nm). Figure 1c shows a schematic of the experimental
configuration used for the ultrafast transient absorptionmeasure-
ments. Nanorod arrays were tilted from θ = 0-75� in the kEB
plane, where θ is the angle between the longitudinal axis of the

nanorod and the incident field propagation vector kBwith linear
polarization EB of the laser. The arrays are optically pumped at
400 nm by a Ti-sapphire laser, and absorption (770 nm) is
probed at varying delay times. The probe wavelength was
chosen to coincide with the absorption band-edge of the
CdTe core.

In order to maximize plasmonic field effects of the Au nano-
shell on the CdTe nanorod cores, optical response at the ground-
state absorption band-edge energy (770 nm) of the core was
modeled as a function of Au shell thickness. Figure 2panels a and
b show the calculated angle- and wavelength-dependent extinc-
tion cross sections of low and high aspect ratio CdTe cores,
respectively, with thin, 15 nm Au shells. As depicted in the inset
of Figure 2a, transverse and longitudinal laser polarizations are
denoted 0� and 90�, respectively. Figure 2panels c and d illustrate
similar plots for Au shell thicknesses theoretically predicted to
maximize relative plasmon extinction anisotropy at the 770 nm
probe wavelength. In both the low and high aspect ratio CdTe
cores, thickening of the Au shell was found to result in a spectral
blue shift of the longitudinal (θ = 90�) plasmon resonance,
thereby increasing its overlap with the 770 nm CdTe ground-
state absorption wavelength. These spectral shifts are consistent
with experimentally observed thickness-dependent optical re-
sponses from spherical core-shell nanoparticles.4,20,46 We ob-
served 4.3- and 2.6-fold LSPR extinction anisotropy in low and
high aspect ratio core-shell nanorods, respectively, with 15 nm
Au shells, while 9.4- and 4.3-fold anisotropy was observed with
optimized shell thicknesses.

Carrier dynamics in the nanorod cores were monitored at the
CdTe band-gap energy so that the observed decay kinetics
excluded contributions from rapid intraband relaxation.47 Fig-
ure 3 illustrates tilt-dependent transient absorption kinetics of
the probe excitation (770 nm) in low and high aspect ratio

Figure 1. SEM images of (a) low and (b) high aspect ratio CdTe-Au
core-shell nanorod arrays and (c) a schematic of the experimental
configuration used for transient absorption measurements. The arrays
were tilted from θ = 0-75� in the kEB plane, where θ is the angle
between the longitudinal axis of the nanorod and the incident field
propagation vector kB with linear polarization EB. The arrays are optically
pumped at 400 nm by a Ti-sapphire laser, and absorption (770 nm) is
probed at a varying time delay. Low and high aspect CdTe nanorod cores
are ca. 74 nm in width with 184 and 285 nm length, respectively.

Figure 2. Calculated wavelength- and angle-dependent LSPR extinc-
tion cross section for CdTe-Au core-shell nanorods with varying shell
thicknesses. Low aspect ratio nanostructures were approximated as
184 � 74 nm hemispherically capped, cylindrical wurtzite CdTe cores
with homogeneous (a) 15 nm and (c) 26 nm outer Au shells covering all
sides but the rod base. High aspect ratio (283� 72 nm)CdTe cores with
(b) 15 nm and (d) 39 nm outer Au shells were similarly calculated in
vacuo. The 770 nmCdTe absorption band-edge (our probe wavelength)
is denoted by dashed white lines.
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CdTe-Au core-shell nanorod arrays with thin (15 nm) and
thick (extinction-optimized) shells. In all cases, enhanced relaxa-
tion rates were observed relative to bare CdTe nanorod arrays
(4.5 ps). Both low and high aspect ratio CdTe nanorod cores
with 15 nm outer Au shells exhibited enhanced nonradiative
relaxation with increasing tilt angle, showing 60% and 50%
reductions in decay lifetime, respectively. In contrast, both CdTe
nanorod cores with outer Au shell thicknesses optimized for tilt-
dependent LSPR extinction anisotropy exhibited orientationally
isotropic decay kinetics. We note here dramatic differences in the
order of the observed decay rate kinetics, indicating mechanisms
with different dependencies on carrier concentration. Transient
absorption kinetics of both CdTe nanorod cores with thin Au
shells (at low angle) and those from the cores with thicker Au
shells (at all angles) exhibit (semilinear) second-order decay
kinetics, which we attribute to Auger recombination.48 In con-
trast, decay kinetics of both CdTe nanorod cores with thin Au
shells (at high angle) displayed increasingly rapid first-order
(exponential) decay kinetics expected in the case of excited-state
absorption. Contributions from electron-phonon coupling in
the gold shell are not anticipated here due to the fact that such
decay rates are insensitive to both size and shape and are much
slower than those observed here.2,49 Further, the decrease in
decay lifetime relative to bare CdTe nanorod cores (4.5 ps)
observed for all in the transverse configuration is believed to be
associated with charge-transfer interactions between the CdTe
conduction band and the gold Fermi band.34We should also note
that our analyses here are concerned with mechanisms of
nonradiative relaxation in the absence of surface and/or defect
contributions. In cases where surface and/or trap recombination

become increasingly significant (i.e., higher surface:volume, low-
er aspect ratio nanorods), deviations from purely first- or second-
order kinetics can be expected.

Increased nonradiative exciton relaxation rates in the CdTe-
Au nanorods are proposed to result from enhanced ground- and/
or excited-state absorption processes.36 Recall that the c-axis of
the single-crystal, wurtzite CdTe nanorod core lies along its
longitudinal axis. Absorption from its ground electronic state
therefore occurs with a transition moment μBEg parallel to the
long axis of the nanorod core, with enhanced rates observed for
perturbations (e.g., surface plasmon fields) having significant
dipolar contribution parallel to this moment. This ground-state
absorption process, depicted in Scheme 1a, increases exciton
density and Coulomb coupling between charge carriers, in turn
resulting in energy transfer from one exciton to another. This
transfer (Auger recombination) occurs on the subnanosecond
scale, competing with radiative relaxation and resulting in a net
ionization of the nanorod core and second-order (semilinear)
relaxation kinetics.50 Here, the excited-state decay rate is equal to
the Auger recombination rate times the concentration of excitons
squared, yielding a decay with linear dependency after integra-
tion. In contrast, absorption from the excited state (Scheme 1b)
may result in intraband electronic transitions into the CdTe
conduction band, into the Au shell, or stimulated emission.
Because the decay of excited-state electrons is equal to the
decay rate of excited-state electrons times the concentration of
excited-state electrons, one can see that rearrangement and
integration of the rate expression will yield an exponential
decay function. Since the decay rate involving excited-state
absorption is first-order with respect to exciton concentration
and Auger recombination (ground-state absorption) is second-
order, we expect to observe exponential decay kinetics when

Scheme 1. Proposed Plasmon-Enhanced Exciton Interac-
tions in CdTe-Au Core-Shell Nanorod Arraysa

a (a) Enhanced ground-state absorption by resonantly coupled plasmon
fields EBSPR parallel to the band-gap absorption transition moment μBEg

results in increased carrier density and less rapid Auger recombination.
(b) Enhanced excited-state absorption by resonantly coupled plasmon
fields EBSPR nonparallel to the band-gap absorption transition moment
μBEg results in increasingly rapid ionization processes. The decay rate in
panel a is second-order, whereas in panel b it is first-order with respect to
exciton concentration.36 Semilinear and semiexponential decay kinetics
are therefore expected when (a) and (b) dominate plasmon-enhanced
relaxation, respectively.

Figure 3. Transient bleach of CdTe absorption (770 nm) as a function
of tilt angle (degrees) for vertically aligned arrays of low and high aspect
ratio CdTe-Au core-shell nanorods with optimal and suboptimal Au
shell thicknesses. CdTe nanorod cores of aspect ratio (a) ca. 2 and (b)
ca. 3 coated with 15 nm outer Au shells exhibit tilt-dependent non-
radiative relaxation of the probe excitation, while CdTe nanorod cores of
aspect ratio (c) ca. 2 and (d) ca. 3 coated with Au shell thicknesses
optimized for tilt-dependent LSPR extinction anisotropy exhibit orien-
tationally isotropic nonradiative carrier relaxation. CdTe aspect ratio, Au
shell thickness, incident field polarization, and decay lifetimes are as
indicated. λpump = 400 nm, λprobe = 770 nm. Data in panels a-c were
adapted with permission from refs 34-36. Copyright 2008 and 2009
American Chemical Society.
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excited-state absorption dominates and less rapid semilinear
decay kinetics when ground-state absorption (Auger recom-
bination) dominates.36

Computational modeling of the plasmon field strength and
induced polarization in the nanorod arrays further corroborates
LSPR effects on ground- and excited-state absorption and
subsequent tilt-dependent nonradiative decay kinetics. Figure 4
illustrates the calculated electric field enhancement distribution
(at λ = 770 nm) for CdTe-Au core-shell nanorods of varying
aspect ratio, shell thickness, and tilt angle. The distribution of
polarization induced parallel to the CdTe ground-state absorp-
tion transition moment μBEg is also shown for these configura-
tions. Significant plasmonic field enhancement was observed in
all cases with apparent dipolar character for all in the transverse
(0�) configuration, regardless of aspect ratio or shell thickness.
Because this transverse dipolar plasmon field shows significant
contributions for EBSPR ) μBEg, it is thus expected to enhance
ground-state absorption of the probe excitation and lead to
second-order decay kinetics in all cases. As in Scheme 1a, the
predominant contributor to second-order nonradiative decay
kinetics observed for all in the transverse configuration is
attributed to enhanced ground-state absorption and Auger
recombination. In the longitudinal (90�) configuration, both
nanorod cores with thin Au shells exhibit plasmon fields with
diminished dipolar contributions along the ground-state absorp-
tion transition moment μBEg of the core (Figure 4a,b). In this
orientation, we expect, and indeed observe, increasingly rapid
first-order nonradiative relaxation kinetics, which we attribute to
predominant excited-state absorption (Scheme 1b). In contrast,
when coated with LSPR extinction-optimized Au shell thick-
nesses, the longitudinal plasmon modes appear dipolar with
respect to μBEg (Figure 4c,d) and we expect probe absorption
decay similar to the second-order kinetics observed in the
transverse configuration. Here, experimentally observed decay
kinetics agree well with the excited-state absorption model and
remain second-order regardless of orientation.

’CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, plasmonic field enhancement of nonradiative
exciton relaxation rates was investigated in vertically aligned
arrays of high aspect ratio CdTe-Au core-shell nanorods.
Increasing shell thickness in the high aspect ratio nanorods was
found to result in dramatic differences in the polarization-
dependent nonradiative relaxation kinetics of charge carriers in
the CdTe cores. On the basis of computational modeling and
kinetics analyses, we attribute these differences to varying
mechanisms of plasmonic field enhancement, which result in
either predominant ground- or excited-state absorption pro-
cesses. Our results were compared with previous investigations
of low aspect ratio CdTe-Au core-shell nanorods to provide
overall conclusions regarding plasmonic field effects on nonra-
diative exciton relaxation rates in this system. We propose that
when the dipolar component of the resonantly coupled plasmon
field of the shell is polarized parallel to the ground-state absorp-
tion transition moment of the CdTe core, exciton-exciton
annihilation (Auger recombination) dominates carrier relaxation
kinetics and slower second-order decay rates are observed. When
contributions of the resonantly coupled plasmon field are non-
dipolar or orthogonal to the ground-state absorption transition
moment of the CdTe core, excited-state absorption processes are
believed to dominate and increasingly rapid first-order decay
kinetics are observed. These processes were found to vary greatly,
depending on the thickness of the Au shell and the orientation of
the array, but were insensitive to aspect ratio of the nanorods.
These findings have significant implications in the optimal design
of photovoltaic and optoelectronic devices incorporating aniso-
tropic active layers and/or plasmonic elements.
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