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Abstract: Solution processed TiO2 anatase film was used as sensitive layer for H2 detection for
two plasmonic sensor configurations: A grating-coupled surface plasmon resonance sensor and
a localized surface plasmon resonance sensor with gold nanoparticles. The main purpose of this
paper is to elucidate the different H2 response observed for the two types of sensors which can be
explained considering the hydrogen dissociation taking place on TiO2 at high temperature and the
photocatalytic activity of the gold nanoparticles.
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1. Introduction

Plasmonic gas sensors are optical sensors that exploit either propagating or localized surface
plasmons to transduce an analyte concentration into an optical signal. In the first case, a surface
plasmon is excited at a metal-dielectric interface with a dimension much larger than the wavelength
of the incoming light (for example, a gold film deposited on a glass substrate). This plasmonic
mode is called surface plasmon polariton (SPP) and is an electromagnetic wave coupled to
collective electron oscillations, propagating along the metal-dielectric interface. Since SPPs are
extremely sensitive to changes in the optical properties of the surrounding materials, they can be
exploited for developing high-performance sensing devices called Surface Plasmon Resonance sensors
(SPR sensors) [1,2]. SPR sensors based on propagating plasmons have been successfully applied
especially for biosensors [3–5], but also for gas and vapor pollutants [6–8], in particular using metal
oxide as sensitive layer [9]. The second approach exploits gold nanoparticles (NPs), which exhibit
strong extinction coefficients in the visible or NIR due to their ability to support a localized surface
plasmon resonance (LSPR). LSPR-based devices are a well-established approach for fast, label-free
biosensing [10,11]. The spectral position of the LSPR of Au NPs immersed in a metal oxide supporting
matrix is sensitive to both electrons exchange at the gold/matrix interface as well as the permittivity
variations of the matrix; both of these effects have been exploited for developing hydrogen and carbon
monoxide optical gas sensors [12–14]. Since the air refractive index variation caused by the mere
presence of hydrogen is hardly detectable, many authors investigated specific mechanisms involved in
LSPR-based sensors response to hydrogen, while little attention was paid to the SPR sensors based
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on propagating plasmons. It has long been believed that H2 molecules can dissociate interacting
with oxygen vacancies of TiO2 at 300 ◦C, releasing electrons which are transferred to the conduction
band through intragap states. [15–19]. Buso et al. and Della Gaspera et al. concluded that LSPR
changes from H2 reduction of TiO2-Au films at high temperature (above 250 ◦C) and of TiO2-Au-Pt
films at room temperature are induced by charge transfer to the Au NPs [12,20]. This conclusion
was supported by the work of Carpenter et al., where the LSPR shifts of Au NPs dispersed in an
yttrium-stabilized-zirconia matrix was attributed to the same H2 interaction mechanism [21]. On the
contrary, Larsson et al. attributed the H2 shift of the LSPR of Au NPS to the H2-induced dielectric
changes of the nearby Pt NPs separated by a SiO2 support [22]. Plasmonic NPs themselves are believed
to have photocatalytic properties, being able to induce H2 and O2 dissociation under visible light,
either in presence of an oxide matrix or not [23–25]. An increasing amount of literature associates their
photocatalytic action to the emission of hot electrons by the LSPR decay [26,27], which makes the gold
NPs surface very reactive, inducing the dissociation of H2 also in the absence of any active material, like
Pd or Pt [28] and under broadband incoherent illumination [29]. While some debate still exists about
the exact mechanisms driving the hot electrons transfer and participation to the chemical reactions,
their emission today is considered a key feature of LSPR-based photochemistry [26]. Some evidences
suggest that the interaction of the Au NPs with dissociated hydrogen then leads to the formation of
an AuH layer over the NPs surface [29], while the contribution of TiO2 active sites in H2 dissociation
was found to be negligible in the experiments reporting this phenomenon [28,30]. On the other hand,
Collins et al. recently demonstrated that hydrogen dissociation and spillover could directly happen on
semiconducting oxides surfaces [31]. In the present paper, we employ both propagating and localized
plasmons for developing two types of hydrogen sensor using TiO2 anatase films as sensitive layers,
prepared from nanocrystalline ink deposited by spin coating. Scope of the present study is to elucidate
the interaction mechanisms of H2 with the TiO2 sensitive layer which induce different responses for
the two kinds of plasmonic sensors. For both sensors, we discuss the origin of the observed shift of
the plasmonic resonances, which cannot be explained considering only the variation of the refractive
index induced by the target gas filling the pore of the sensitive matrix. In the case of propagating
plasmons sensor, a TiO2 film was deposited on a metallic grating, which can support SPPs. In the
case of LSPR sensor, a sub-monolayer of Au NPs was coated with TiO2 film. We compared the two
transducing platforms and the importance of the TiO2 matrix in each case, by discussing the role of the
H2 dissociation mechanism and the influence of the operative temperature. Sensors with SiO2 in place
of TiO2 or without any oxide layer were also tested for comparison.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Plasmonic Gratings Fabrication

Figure 1a shows the multilayer profile of a generic thin-film dielectric-metal-dielectric plasmonic
structure, with a sinusoidal pattern acting as a grating coupler. Sinusoidal gratings are fabricated
through soft lithographic techniques, starting from sinusoidal patterns realized by laser interference
lithography (LIL) on Photoresist S1805 films (Microposit, Rohm and Haas Company, Philadelphia, PA,
USA) deposited on silicon [32]. The fabrication process consists in the realization of negative replica
made of polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) of the nanostructured masters (some hundreds of nm pitch, tens
of nanometers of peak-to-valley height), and in the pattern transfer by soft Nano Imprint Lithography
(NIL) on a dielectric organic-inorganic hybrid sol–gel film (dielectric 1 in Figure 1a) [33]. The film is
synthesized starting from phenyl-bridged silsesquioxanes (ph-PSQ), and spin-coated over fused silica
substrates with a final thickness of 200 nm [34,35]. Ph-PSQ works as a thermoset resist for NIL, and
is specifically selected to guarantee a reduced lateral and vertical shrinkage, allowing nanostructure
preservation during high temperature (<700 ◦C) thermal treatments. PDMS replica were gently pressed
with a finger on fresh-deposited ph-PSQ films, and the assembly was cured for 30 min at 80 ◦C in
an oven, before delicately peeling the mold off the sample. After the pattern-transfer, the structure
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is hard baked at 500 ◦C for 30 min to promote successive thermal stability. A thin bimetallic film
is evaporated over the patterned layer, consisting on 37 nm of silver, that provides good plasmonic
properties, and 7 nm of gold to protect silver from oxidation [36]. The plasmonic gratings used for
the present investigation have a period of 570 nm and a peak-to-valley height of 70 nm, measured by
Atomic Force Microscopy (AFM-Park Europe, Hamburg, Germany) before the deposition of the TiO2

or SiO2 layer (see Figure 1b).
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Figure 1. (a) sketch of the plasmonic crystal multilayer profile; it is formed by the SiO2 glass substrate,
the phenyl-bridged silsesquioxanes (ph-PSQ) films with the patterned grating (dielectric 1) and the gold
layer. On top of th metallic layer it is possible to deposit a sensitive film (dielectric 2) that can be TiO2

or SiO2 as described in the text. (b) three-dimensional Atomic Force Microscopy (AFM) reconstruction
of the grating surface, before the deposition of dielectric 2.

2.2. Au Monolayer Fabrication and TiO2 and SiO2 Film Deposition

As described in [37], sub monolayer Au NPs were deposited on fused silica glass starting from
colloidal Au NPs dispersed in ethanol. After deposition, the monolayer was heat-treated in air at
400 ◦C for one hour.

For the TiO2 layer we used a solution of TiO2 NPs dispersed in methanol. As described in [38],
TiO2 NPs were synthesized by adding 10.5 mmol of titanium(IV) isopropoxide (TTIP) dropwise into a
previously prepared solution containing water (H2O), hydrochloric acid (HCl) and methanol (MeOH)
with molar ratios H2O/TTIP = 12.25, HCl/TTIP = 1.72. The solution was stirred for 60 min at room
temperature, heated in oil bath at 70 ◦C and kept at this temperature for 4 h under reflux. Particles
were then precipitated and dispersed in a minimal amount of MeOH obtaining a clear TiO2 anatase sol.

For the SiO2 layer a standard solution of tetraethoxysilane (TEOS) in ethanol was used, containing
TEOS:ethanol:H2O:HCl = 1:4:2:0.01 molar ratios. A solution of the silica precursors was first made with
only 1/3 of the required ethanol and stirred for 30 min. Only prior to film deposition, the remaining
ethanol was added to reach the nominal sol composition.

Thin films were deposited by spin coating at 3000 rpm for 30 s on the plasmonic gratings or on
the Au sub monolayer. All the samples were dried at 100 ◦C for 5 min in air and finally annealed in a
muffle furnace at 300 ◦C for 1 h in air. A characterization of the structural and optical properties of the
bare Au sub monolayer, the bare TiO2 films and the Au sub monolayer coated with TiO2 or SiO2 has
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been already reported in [37–39], respectively. In particular, TiO2 nanoparticles with mean diameter of
4.0 ± 1.5 nm with anatase crystalline phase were observed by HRTEM and XRD measurements [38].

2.3. Optical Characterization and Gas Sensing Setup

The main instrument used for the optical characterization of our structures was a Variable Angle
Spectroscopic Ellipsometer (V-VASE, J.A. Woollam Co., Lincoln, NE, USA). Transmittance at normal
incidence and ellipsometry parameters Ψ and ∆ were measured using the V-VASE, at two different
angles of incidence (65◦, 75◦) in the wavelength range of 300–1500 nm. Optical constants n and k and
films thicknesses were evaluated from Ψ, ∆ and transmittance data using WVASE32 ellipsometry data
analysis software, fitting the experimental data with Cauchy dispersion for non-absorbing region,
Gaussian and Tauc-Lorentz oscillators for Au LSPR peak and UV absorption edge, respectively [40].
The thickness of the TiO2 films was estimated in 130 nm, with uncertainty of a few percent, mainly
due to thickness non uniformity. Uncertainty associated to the ellipsometry measurement itself, in the
investigated spot, is typically negligible in comparison.

The plasmonic properties of the nanostructured gratings were characterized using the same
instrument. In this case, reflectance measurements were performed, with front side illumination and
p-polarized light, as a function of the wavelength and at different incidence angles. Reflectance dips
were observed in the spectra in correspondence to the resonant excitation of SPP modes. Sensing
measurements on the plasmonic gratings with a TiO2 sensitive matrix were performed under direct
illumination conditions, using a customized commercial cell (Heat Cell J. A. Woollam Co. Lincoln,
NE, USA), equipped with fixed input and output windows perpendicular to the incoming and reflected
beams, mounted over the ellipsometer sample holder. Measurements were carried out at a fixed angle
of incidence of 70◦. Reflectance spectra were recorded at 300 ◦C in a dry N2 environment, then under
exposure to 1% and 5% H2, and finally again in a N2 atmosphere to regenerate the sensor, with flow rate
of 0.4 L/min. Such measurements were repeated for a number of detection/regeneration cycles, each
exposure step lasting few tens of minutes. The plasmonic dips were monitored and their shifts were
correlated to the interaction with the analyte. Sensing tests on the Au monolayer films were performed
under the same atmosphere and flux conditions, monitoring the LSPR absorption peak position by
optical absorbance measurements on the wavelength range of 250–900 nm, using a Harrick gas flow
cell (with 5.5 cm path length) coupled to a JascoV-570 spectrophotometer (Jasco, Easton, MD, USA).
The substrate area was approximately 1 cm × 2 cm, and the spectrophotometer beam illuminated a
6 mm × 1.5 mm sample area at normal incidence. All the gas sensing measurements were repeated
several times for checking the reproducibility of the observed shifts.

2.4. Plasmonic Grating Spectra Characterization

In principle, both interfaces of the metal layer with dielectric materials can support SPP modes:
let us define the “front interface” as the directly illuminated one and “back interface” the opposite
one. The metal layer is thin, i.e., of the order of the typical penetration depth of the SPP evanescent
fields. Nevertheless, in a structure like ours, where the two surfaces are conformally patterned as
depicted in Figure 1a, only the modes on the front interface can usually be excited [41], unless we deal
with a symmetric structure. In that case the modes on the two identical interfaces would not exist
independently; they would couple to generate thin-film modes instead, namely the Long-Range and
Short-Range SPP modes [42–44]. Our structure is not manifestly symmetric, since the upper and lower
materials (labelled dielectric 1 and 2, respectively, in Figure 1) are different. Their refractive index
dispersion curves, measured by spectroscopic ellipsometry, are reported in Figure 2.
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Figure 2. Refractive indices of the two functional materials used for developing the plasmonic grating
sensor: the green curve refers to the TiO2 sensitive layer (dielectric 2 of Figure 1a) and the red one to
the organic-inorganic hybrid sol-gel SiO2-based resist (dielectric 1 of Figure 1a).

In spite of this, the structure may still be effectively symmetric at some wavelengths. Therefore,
we need to characterize its symmetry in order to understand which kind of modes we will excite.
In order to do this, we avail ourselves of an Effective Medium Approximation (EMA) approach, in
which the contribution of consecutive layers to an effective permittivity is weighed by the SPP field
exponential decay [45]. This means that, if δ is the SPP penetration depth in a semispace composed of
a succession of layers in the z direction, the EMA dielectric constant is calculated as follows:

εEMA=
2
δ

[∫ d1

0
ε1e−2 z

δ dz +
∫ d2

d1

ε2e−2 z
δ dz + · · ·

]
(1)

where d1, d2, . . . are the layers thicknesses and ε1, ε2, . . . their permittivity. We calculated by means of
this approach the εEMA of both the dielectric and metallic semispaces probed by the front interface
SPP. Since δ is itself a function of the effective permittivity, this iterative procedure was carried until
convergence. We used the final values of the two effective permittivity to provide the SPP momentum
through the well-known dispersion relation:

β = k0

√
εEMA(dielectric)·εEMA(metal)
εEMA(dielectric) + εEMA(metal)

(2)

where k0 is the incident light momentum. For comparison, we repeated the procedure for the back
interface. The procedure was carried for a range of wavelengths λ to produce the curves reported
in Figure 3. At the wavelengths where the two curves crosses, the structure is effectively symmetric;
therefore, at these wavelengths we would expect not to observe a single plasmonic resonance with the
calculated momentum β, but two resonances with two different momenta, slightly higher (the Short
Range SPP) and lower (the Long Range SPP) than β. On the contrary, when the two curves are
sufficiently separated, the two interfaces would be decoupled and only the upper could be excited; the
observed resonances therefore would possess the momenta provided by the blue curve. Simulated
spectra generated by the implemented Chandezon’s algorithm [46,47] confirmed the predictions of
Figure 3 and provided the additional information that for wavelengths over 1200 nm the momentum
mismatch is sufficiently high for the two interfaces to be effectively decoupled. With this tool,
we are ready to characterize the experimental spectrum. A typical spectrum, collected at an incident
angle of 70◦, is reported in Figure 4 together with a corresponding simulated spectrum generated
by Chandezon’s method. A set of dip is observed, with good agreement between experiment and
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simulation. By comparison with the momenta provided by the above procedure, the three dips
can be associated to the resonant coupling between the incident radiation and front interface SPP
modes. Given the grating lattice momentum, G = 2π/570 nm−1, and the momentum transferred by the
incident light to the surface mode, kT = 2πsin(70◦)/λ nm−1, the different coupling conditions for each
resonance can be identified [48]. In detail, the SPP in the infrared is excited via subtractive coupling,
i.e., β = G − kT, and is therefore labelled SI−; on the contrary, the mode labelled SI+ is excited via
additive coupling, β = G + kT. At lower wavelengths, the spectrum presents a SPR dip identified as
a second order additive excitation, β = 2G + kT, thus labelled SI2

+. The corresponding dip in the
experimental spectrum appears distorted and will not be exploited in the sensing tests.
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Figure 4. Experimental reflectance spectrum of the plasmonic grating (black curve) compared to
simulation (red curve). The illumination is front-side at a fixed incidence angle of 70◦. The nature of
the modes is identified by comparison to their theoretical momenta, as follows: the label SI stands for
single-interface mode, with a sign indicating if the coupling is additive or subtractive and a number “2”
for a mode coupled through the second diffraction order.
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3. Results

Hydrogen Detection Experiments

We performed sensing experiments at 300 ◦C, as described in Section 2.3, by exposing each
platform to either 1% or 5% H2 and monitoring the SPP dip shift in the case of the plasmonic grating
sensor, or the LSPR shift in the case of Au monolayer sensor. Exposures to the analyte were repeated in
a cyclical procedure, alternated to the flux of pure N2 to regenerate the sensors. With this procedure,
repeatable and reversible shifts of the plasmonic resonances in response to the analyte can be observed,
therefore suppressing the weight of random fluctuations in the sensitivity estimation. Tests on the
TiO2-coated plasmonic gratings show that interaction with the target gas causes a blue-shift of the
SPP dips; typical reflectance spectra are showed in Figure 5 and the measured shifts are reported
in Table 1. Similarly, a blue-shift of the Au LSPR peak was observed in the sensing tests of the Au
monolayer coated with TiO2 as can be seen in Figure 6a which shows the absorbance spectra and the
Optical Absorption Change (OAC), defined as the difference between the absorbance in H2 and in N2

(OAC = AbsH2 − AbsN2), during H2 exposure.
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Figure 5. Sensing test at 300 ◦C towards 5% H2 for plasmonic grating coated with TiO2.

Table 1. Plasmonic grating sensor: observed resonance shifts for the two monitored SPP dips in 1%
and 5% H2 atmosphere, with corresponding permittivity variation (δε) according to simulations and
charge carrier injection in the conduction band of TiO2 (δN) estimated with Equation (4).

SPP Dip [nm] H2 Shift [nm] δεr δN [nm−3]

700 nm 1% −2.9 ± 0.1 −0.03 0.6
700 nm 5% −4.5 ± 0.2 −0.045 1

1240 nm 1% −0.9 ± 0.2 −0.015 0.1
1240 nm 5% −2.2 ± 0.1 −0.04 0.3

The normalized absorbance at resonance as a function of time is also reported, in Figure 6b,
to show the repeatable and reversible sensor response when cyclically exposed to H2 and N2. It is
possible to appreciate a fast response time of 52 s (defined as the time needed to reach 90% of the
total response) and a slower recovery time of 412 s (defined as the time needed to recover 90% of the
baseline). Both kinds of structure exhibit a relevant response to the presence of hydrogen at 300 ◦C,
indicating that the plasmonic modes can detect variations of the optical properties of the environment
in their proximity.
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However, the target gas has an index of refraction almost identical to pure N2, which cannot
justify the sensor response. Therefore, it is necessary to look for other interaction mechanisms which
could explain the magnitude of the observed shifts of the resonant wavelengths.

We performed some additional measurements for comparison, namely sensing tests at room
temperature, at 300 ◦C without the TiO2 layer, and at 300 ◦C with SiO2 in place of the TiO2.
These additional tests were performed for both propagating and localized plasmons sensors, providing
further useful information. Both propagating and localized plasmons sensors showed no sensitivity at
room temperature, suggesting that the involved mechanisms become effective at high temperature.
Plasmonic gold gratings either without TiO2 film or with SiO2 film showed no response to the analyte,
neither at room temperature nor at 300 ◦C. In summary, they responded to hydrogen only at 300 ◦C
with the TiO2 matrix. On the contrary, LSPR-based sensors were sensitive to H2 at 300 ◦C both when
TiO2 was absent (see Figure 6c) and when it was replaced by SiO2 matrix (see Figure 6d). The measured
shifts are reported in Table 2.
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Figure 6. Gas sensing measurements on Au monolayer samples exposed to 5% H2 at 300 ◦C. (a) Au
monolayer coated with TiO2; (b) dynamic sensing at 610 nm for a repeated N2-H2-N2 cycle for the Au
monolayer coated with TiO2; (c) bare Au monolayer, (d) Au monolayer coated with SiO2. The insets
show the Optical Absorbance Change (OAC) defined as the difference between the absorbance in H2

and in N2 (OAC = AbsH2 − AbsN2).

Table 2. Au monolayer sensor: observed Au localized surface plasmon resonance (LSPR) shift in 5%
H2 atmosphere.

Structure LSPR Position in N2 [nm] LSPR Position in 5% H2 [nm] Shift [nm]

Au 521.1 ± 0.1 519.7 ± 0.1 −1.4 ± 0.2
Au-SiO2 536.0 ± 0.1 534.9 ± 0.1 −1.1 ± 0.1
Au-TiO2 647.9 ± 0.1 645.0 ± 0.1 −2.9 ± 0.2
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In order to explain the different behavior between plasmonic grating sensor and Au monolayer
sensor, we shall therefore acknowledge that more than one mechanism is involved which induce
permittivity variations in the structures. Indeed, the situation appears easier for the grating-based
sensors, where the results exclude an active role of the gold film and suggest a mechanism strictly
related to the presence of the TiO2 film and effective only at high temperature (300 ◦C). In order to
provide an independent measurement of the permittivity variation of the TiO2 film when the platform
was exposed to H2, we also exploited spectroscopic ellipsometry. Flatness is required for a reliable
spectroscopic ellipsometry; thus, it was performed on a TiO2 layer deposited over a flat gold film over
a Si substrate. The measured variations were between −0.05 and −0.08, with a clear dependence on
the wavelength, and are reported in Figure 7 (black curve). We also verified that the gold film alone
(in absence of a TiO2 layer) exposed to H2 shows no detectable variation of its permittivity.
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Figure 7. Black curve: variation of the relative permittivity of the TiO2 layer exposed to 5% hydrogen,
directly measured by spectroscopic ellipsometry; Red curve: the corresponding charge carrier injection
in the TiO2 conduction band, estimated by inverting Equation (4).

The variation of the dielectric constant of the active matrix can be related to a variation of the
carrier concentration in the conduction band. In fact, it was already reported [8,9] that the dissociation
of H2 on the TiO2 active sites can be the source of electrons that can be transferred into the conduction
band inducing a variation of the conductivity and hence also a variation of the permittivity of the TiO2

matrix. Based on this assumption, we will estimate the required amount of charge carrier corresponding
to the measured SPP dip shift and its plausibility under our experimental conditions, in the case of
plasmonic grating sensor. Then we will discuss the case of Au monolayer sensor and the related LSPR
shift. Figure 8 shows a conceptual scheme of the processes for the different structures.



Nanomaterials 2020, 10, 1490 10 of 15
Nanomaterials 2020, 10, 1490  10  of  15 

 

 

Figure 8. Schemes of the possible processes responsible of H2 gas sensing response. (a) In the grating‐

based sensor at 300 °C operative temperature, the H2 dissociates on TiO2 active sites and electrons are 

released  into  the TiO2 Conduction Band.  (b) For LSPR based  sensors made of Au NPs at 300  °C 

operative temperature it is possible to have H2 dissociation directly on the Au NPs. (c) When the TiO2 

layer  is deposited over  the Au NPs monolayer,  it  is possible  to have both H2 dissociation on TiO2 

active sites and on the Au NPs. 

4. Discussion 

4.1. Model for Permittivity Variation 

Since the presence of H2 cannot directly provide a detectable permittivity variation of the TiO2 

matrix, we suppose that such effect is due to an injection of electrons into the matrix, which modifies 

the charge carrier density of the material and in turn its complex permittivity,  𝜀  𝑖𝜀. We therefore 

need a model to convert the observed SPP dip shifts into a variation of charge carrier density. First of 

all, we can ignore the variation of εi, because it does not affect in a detectable way the spectral position 

of the resonance dip, but only slightly its Full Width at Half Maximum and its minimum intensity, 

according to our simulations and to literature [49]. We use the Drude–Lorentz model to relate the 

permittivity, εr,  to  the  charge  carrier density, N, and  the damping  factor, γ, at a  frequency ω, as 

follows [50,51]: 

𝜀 ൌ 𝜀 െ
N

𝜔ଶ  𝛾ଶ
𝑞ଶ

𝜀𝑚∗  (3) 

where qe is the electron charge, ε0 the vacuum permittivity, m* the charge carrier effective mass and 

εb the “background” dielectric constant, usually identified with the (real) permittivity at very high 

frequencies. In the optical regime, absorption is small and we can reasonably neglect γ2 with respect 

to ω2. Since we make differential measurements, εb cancels out and we do not need  to provide  its 

actual value. We need to provide a value for the effective mass m*, instead. The m* values for TiO2 

reported  in  literature,  range  from  less  than  1  to  100  times  the  electron mass,  depending  on  the 

fabrication process and the actual structure of TiO2 [52]. For our specific case, namely TiO2 anatase of 

dimensions 5–10 nm, m* is reported to be approximately 10 times the electron mass; therefore, we 

will use this value [53]. We can therefore correlate the carrier density variation δN to the permittivity 

variation δεr by using the following equation: 

𝛿𝜀 ൌ െ
δN
𝜔ଶ ∙

𝑞ଶ

𝜀𝑚∗  (4) 

We  used  computer  simulations  with  Chandezon’s  method  to  evaluate  the  permittivity 

variations required to achieve the experimentally observed SPP dips shifts for the plasmonic grating 

sensor, and  then Equation  (4)  to determine  the values of  δN which  could account  for  them. The 

measured  shifts  together  with  the  corresponding  permittivity  variations  and  estimated  charge 

Figure 8. Schemes of the possible processes responsible of H2 gas sensing response. (a) In the
grating-based sensor at 300 ◦C operative temperature, the H2 dissociates on TiO2 active sites and
electrons are released into the TiO2 Conduction Band. (b) For LSPR based sensors made of Au NPs at
300 ◦C operative temperature it is possible to have H2 dissociation directly on the Au NPs. (c) When
the TiO2 layer is deposited over the Au NPs monolayer, it is possible to have both H2 dissociation on
TiO2 active sites and on the Au NPs.

4. Discussion

4.1. Model for Permittivity Variation

Since the presence of H2 cannot directly provide a detectable permittivity variation of the TiO2

matrix, we suppose that such effect is due to an injection of electrons into the matrix, which modifies the
charge carrier density of the material and in turn its complex permittivity, εr + iεi. We therefore need
a model to convert the observed SPP dip shifts into a variation of charge carrier density. First of all,
we can ignore the variation of εi, because it does not affect in a detectable way the spectral position of the
resonance dip, but only slightly its Full Width at Half Maximum and its minimum intensity, according
to our simulations and to literature [49]. We use the Drude–Lorentz model to relate the permittivity, εr,
to the charge carrier density, N, and the damping factor, γ, at a frequency ω, as follows [50,51]:

εr = εb −
N

ω2 + γ2

q2
e

ε0m∗
(3)

where qe is the electron charge, ε0 the vacuum permittivity, m* the charge carrier effective mass and
εb the “background” dielectric constant, usually identified with the (real) permittivity at very high
frequencies. In the optical regime, absorption is small and we can reasonably neglect γ2 with respect to
ω2. Since we make differential measurements, εb cancels out and we do not need to provide its actual
value. We need to provide a value for the effective mass m*, instead. The m* values for TiO2 reported in
literature, range from less than 1 to 100 times the electron mass, depending on the fabrication process
and the actual structure of TiO2 [52]. For our specific case, namely TiO2 anatase of dimensions 5–10 nm,
m* is reported to be approximately 10 times the electron mass; therefore, we will use this value [53].
We can therefore correlate the carrier density variation δN to the permittivity variation δεr by using the
following equation:

δεr = −
δN
ω2 ·

q2
e

ε0m∗
(4)

We used computer simulations with Chandezon’s method to evaluate the permittivity variations
required to achieve the experimentally observed SPP dips shifts for the plasmonic grating sensor, and
then Equation (4) to determine the values of δN which could account for them. The measured shifts
together with the corresponding permittivity variations and estimated charge density injection in the
conduction band of the TiO2 matrix are summarized in Table 1. It is possible to note that the observed
SPP dip shifts are consistent with an injection of less than 1 carriers/nm3 and in particular that the
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charge injection at higher wavelength would be much less than at lower wavelength. Since the TiO2

has a band-gap of about 3.4 eV [54], lying in the near ultraviolet region, we may speculate that this
difference may be due to the higher energy of the incident photons, promoting more effectively the
transition of electrons to the conduction band through the intragap states.

4.2. Model for H2-TiO2 Interaction

We now discuss the origin of the additional charge carriers. Our interpretation is based on the
possibility that H2 molecules, when interacting with active sites in the TiO2 matrix at 300 ◦C, dissociate
into H atoms, which then enter the lattice and ionize releasing electrons into the matrix. This process,
schematically summarized in Figure 8a, was first suggested by Göpel et al. in 1983, based on a previous
extensive investigation on the role of electrons injection in rutile [15]. The same process was assumed
by other authors to be the fundamental reason for the sensitivity of TiO2 anatase to H2; more recently,
Mukherjee et al. invoked the same mechanism to justify a change in the TiO2 resistance under hydrogen
exposure [19]. According to these authors, the active sites for the dissociation process are provided
by oxygen vacancies in the oxide matrix, which also induce the formation of intragap states, which
in turn promote the charge transfer into the conduction band. This is qualitatively consistent with
all our observations, since the absence of active sites in TiO2 at low temperature and in SiO2 at any
temperature explains the effectiveness of our plasmonic grating sensor only for TiO2 at 300 ◦C.

We want also provide a rough quantitative evaluation of the consistency between the magnitude
of the estimated charge injection and of the adsorbed hydrogen during the exposure time. Since each
dissociated H2 molecule would release two electrons, the possibility of less than 1 dissociation/nm3 to
occur would be sufficient to account for any measured shift. Our evaluation includes two steps: an
estimation of the active site density in the TiO2 matrix and a count of the H2 molecules crossing the
interaction volume during the exposure time. In order to estimate the density of active sites, we start
from the TiO2 anatase density, that is, 3 g/cm3, according to previously reported measurements [55].
Since its molar mass is 79.866 g/mol, it is easily converted in a density number of TiO2 molecules:
ρTi = 22.6 molecules/nm3. The active sites for the H2 dissociation are supposed to be oxygen vacancies
of the form Ti3+; the fraction of TiO2 molecules containing an active site is estimated to be around 2%,
which would imply a density number of active sites of almost 0.5 sites/nm3 [56,57]. Now, we evaluate
the number of available hydrogen molecules. Given the H2 concentration of 50000 ppm in nitrogen,
its density number ρH is 5% of the nitrogen density number, which gives, under standard ambient
temperature and pressure, ρH = 0.013 molecules/nm3. Since our flux is driven by a pressure drop of
1 atm, we may assume an approximately double density, ρH = 0.02 molecules/nm3. This is an instant
value; we shall also consider the integrated flow during the exposure time. Given the sensor response
time, of about 1 min, and the gas flow rate of 0.4 L/min, we conclude that the about ηH = 1021 molecules
flow through the cell during the exposure time. Of course, not all these molecules will actually interact
with the sensitive layer, while entering the cell, moving in the turbulent flow and possibly finding
the way out. As a rough estimation we can simply divide ηH by the cell volume of 4 cm3, obtaining
approximately 2 molecules/nm3. In the case of 1% H2 concentration, the concentration is 5 times less.
The estimated concentration of adsorbed H2 molecules is consistent with our numerical results and
therefore the interpretation of the H2-TiO2 interaction mechanism at 300 ◦C seems to be correct.

4.3. Discussion of the Au Monolayer Sensor

In the case of the Au monolayer sensor, we observed a LSPR peak shift induced by H2 exposure,
not only in the presence of the TiO2 layer, but also in the case of SiO2 and even with bare Au NPs
(see Figure 6). Therefore, it is clear that further effects come into play in the presence of Au NPs,
at high temperature. Plasmonic nanostructures are known to exhibit photocatalytic behavior, even
in the absence of an oxide substrate [26,27] and under low intensity visible light [29,58]. It was also
demonstrated that, in contrast to semiconductor photocatalysts, plasmonic photocatalysts increase their
quantum efficiency with temperature [59,60]. To explain the photochemical interaction of H2 with Au
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NPs without any oxide matrix, hot electrons emission is often invoked [26,27]. They would induce H2

dissociation on the Au surface [28] with consequent formation of an AuH layer, resulting in a decrease
of the medium effective refractive index and consequently a blue-shift of the LSPR [29]. It is reported
that the dissociation rate is reduced in presence of TiO2, due to the flow of hot electrons from the metal
to the semiconductor, which prevents them to participate to the hydrogen dissociation process, while
SiO2 has a positive effect because, on the contrary, it does not drain electrons [30]. We may therefore
speculate that in the case of the Au monolayer sensor we can have a plasmonic photocatalytic effect,
as represented in Figure 8b, possibly related to the hot-electrons emission by the LSPR decay or to a
catalytic effect induced by the low dimension of the Au NPs. The absence of any response in the grating
structures under the same conditions suggests that this effect is related to the low 3D dimension of the
Au NPs. We did not observe an enhancement of hydrogen sensitivity when the NPs are embedded
in SiO2, while we did observe an improved sensitivity when they are embedded in the TiO2 matrix.
Indeed, we are led to assume that the optical response of the Au monolayer coated with TiO2 is the
result of an interplay between different effects. As depicted in Figure 8c, we shall assume that both the
H2 dissociation on the TiO2 active sites, previously described for the plasmonic grating sensor, and the
H2 dissociation on the Au NPs, induced by plasmonic photocatalytic effect are present, lacking any
reason to expect any of them to be suppressed. As showed, both effects result in a blue-shift, which
explains the improved sensitivity of the Au monolayer sensor with respect to plasmonic grating sensor.
We should consider the possibility of additional effects due to the interaction of the two. For example,
if an electron draining phenomenon like the one described in [30] was present, it would affect the
reference spectrum, because electrons would flow into the oxide also in the absence of H2. Further
investigations are needed to unravel the interplay between these two effects in the Au monolayer
coated with TiO2. What we can state is that the application of the TiO2 active layer is necessary in the
case of gold grating-based sensors, because the SPP mode does not provide photocatalytic activity on
its own, in contrast with the LSPR sensor.

5. Conclusions

We fabricated, characterized and tested two different kinds of TiO2-based plasmonic sensors
for hydrogen detection, obtained from solution processed TiO2 film. The observed SPR shift was
attributed to an electron transfer effect due to H2 molecules dissociation on TiO2 at 300 ◦C, considering
that the effect of a simple pores filling is negligible. We demonstrated also that the Au-NPs monolayers
exhibit photocatalytic activity inducing hydrogen dissociation, allowing the Au monolayer sensor
to be sensitive also in the absence of an oxide layer. Based on our experimental evidence and the
proposed interaction mechanism, we concluded that the TiO2-mediated hydrogen dissociation is
crucial in the grating-based SPR sensor, because the SPP supported by the gold grating does not exhibit
photocatalytic activity.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, A.M. and E.G.; methodology, E.G.; investigation, M.C., M.A., L.B.;
writing—original draft preparation, E.G. and M.C.; writing—review and editing, A.M.; validation, M.C. and L.B.;
supervision, A.M., M.G. and F.R.; funding acquisition, M.G. and F.R. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work has been supported through Progetto Strategico PLATFORMS of Padova University.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Homola, J. Surface Plasmon Resonance Sensors for Detection of Chemical and Biological Species. Chem. Rev.
2008, 108, 462–493. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Shankaran, D.R.; Gobiand, K.V.; Miura, N. Recent advancements in surface plasmon resonance
immunosensors for detection of small molecules of biomedical, food and environmental interest.
Sens. Actuators B 2007, 121, 158–177. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr068107d
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18229953
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2006.09.014


Nanomaterials 2020, 10, 1490 13 of 15

3. Ince, R.; Narayanaswamy, R. Analysis of the performance of interferometry, surface plasmon resonance and
luminescence as biosensors and chemosensors. Anal. Chim. Acta 2006, 569, 1–20. [CrossRef]

4. Habauzit, D.; Chopineau, J.; Roig, B. SPR-based biosensors: A tool for biodetection of hormonal compounds.
Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 2007, 387, 1215–1223. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Singh, P. SPR Biosensors: Historical Perspectives and Current Challenges. Sens. Actuators B 2016, 229,
110–130. [CrossRef]

6. Nooke, A.; Beck, U.; Hertwig, A.; Krause, A.; Krüger, H.; Lohse, V.; Negendank, D.; Steinbach, J. On the
application of gold based SPR sensors for the detection of hazardous gases. Sens. Actuators B 2010, 149,
194–198. [CrossRef]

7. Brigo, L.; Cittadini, M.; Artiglia, L.; Rizzi, G.A.; Granozzi, G.; Guglielmi, M.; Martucci, A.; Brusatin, G. Xylene
sensing properties of aryl-bridged polysilsesquioxane thin films coupled to gold nanoparticles. J. Mater.
Chem. C 2013, 1, 4252–4260. [CrossRef]

8. Brigo, L.; Gazzola, E.; Cittadini, M.; Zilio, P.; Zacco, G.; Romanato, F.; Martucci, A.; Guglielmi, M.; Brusatin, G.
Short and long range surface plasmon polariton waveguides for xylene sensing. Nanotechnology 2013,
24, 155502. [CrossRef]

9. Manera, M.G.; Spadavecchia, J.; Buso, D.; de Julián Fernández, C.; Mattei, G.; Martucci, A.; Mulvaney, P.;
Pérez-Juste, J.; Rella, R.; Vasanelli, L.; et al. Optical gas sensing of TiO2 and TiO2/Au nanocomposite thin
films. Sens. Actuators B 2008, 132, 107–115. [CrossRef]

10. Mejía-Salazar, J.R.; Oliveira, O.N., Jr. Plasmonic Biosensing. Chem. Rev. 2018, 118, 10617–10625. [CrossRef]
11. Csáki, A.; Stranik, O.; Fritzsche, W. Localized surface plasmon resonance based biosensing. Expert. Rev.

Mol. Diagn. 2018, 18, 279–296. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
12. Buso, D.; Post, M.; Cantalini, C.; Mulvaney, P.; Martucci, A. Gold Nanoparticle-Doped TiO2 Semiconductor

Thin Films: Gas Sensing Properties. Adv. Funct. Mater. 2008, 18, 3843–3849. [CrossRef]
13. Ando, M.; Kobayashi, T.; Haruta, M. Enhancement in the optical CO sensitivity of NiO film by the deposition

of ultrafine gold particles. J. Chem. Soc. Faraday Trans. 1994, 90, 1011–1013. [CrossRef]
14. Ando, M.; Kobayashi, T.; Iijima, S.; Haruta, M. Optical recognition of CO and H2 by use of gas-sensitive

Au–Co3O4 composite films. J. Mater. Chem. 1997, 7, 1779–1783. [CrossRef]
15. Göpel, W.; Rocker, G.; Feierabend, R. Intrinsic defects of TiO2(110): Interaction with chemisorbed O2, H2,

CO, and CO2. Phys. Rev. B 1983, 28, 3427–3438. [CrossRef]
16. Van Hippel, A.R.; Kalnajs, J.; Westphal, W.B. Protons, dipoles, and charge carriers in rutile. J. Phys. Chem. Solids

1962, 23, 779. [CrossRef]
17. Birkefeld, L.D.; Azad, A.M.; Akbar, S.A. Carbon Monoxide and Hydrogen Detection by Anatase Modification

of Titanium Dioxide. J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 1992, 75, 2964–2968. [CrossRef]
18. Mather, G.C.; Marques, F.M.B.; Frade, J.R. Detection mechanism of TiO2-based ceramic H2 sensors. J. Eur.

Ceram. Soc. 1999, 19, 887–891. [CrossRef]
19. Mukherjee, T.; Hazra, S.K.; Basu, S. Porous Titania Thin Films Grown by Anodic Oxidation for Hydrogen

Sensors. Mater. Manuf. Process. 2006, 21, 247–251. [CrossRef]
20. Della Gaspera, E.; Bersani, M.; Mattei, G.; Nguyen, T.L.; Mulvaney, P.; Martucci, A. Cooperative effect of

Au and Pt inside TiO2 matrix for optical hydrogen detection at room temperature using surface plasmon
spectroscopy. Nanoscale 2012, 4, 5972–5979. [CrossRef]

21. Baltrus, J.P.; Ohodnicki, P.R.; Joy, N.A.; Carpenter, M.A. Examination of charge transfer in Au/YSZ for
high-temperature optical gas sensing. Appl. Surf. Sci. 2014, 313, 19–25. [CrossRef]

22. Larsson, E.M.; Langhammer, C.; Zoric, I.; Kasemo, B. Nanoplasmonic Probes of Catalytic Reactions. Science
2009, 326, 1091–1094. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Kale, M.J.; Avanesian, T.; Christopher, P. Direct Photocatalysis by Plasmonic Nanostructures. ACS Catal.
2014, 4, 116–128. [CrossRef]

24. Linic, S.; Aslam, U.; Boerigter, C.; Morabito, M. Photochemical transformations on plasmonic metal
nanoparticles. Nat. Mater. 2015, 14, 567–576. [CrossRef]

25. Boerigter, C.; Campana, R.; Morabito, M.; Linic, S. Evidence and implications of direct charge excitation as
the dominant mechanism in plasmon-mediated photocatalysis. Nat. Commun. 2016, 7, 10545. [CrossRef]

26. Panayotov, D.A.; Morris, J.R. Surface chemistry of Au/TiO2: Thermally and photolytically activated reactions.
Surf. Sci. Rep. 2016, 71, 77–271. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2006.03.058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00216-006-0958-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17171560
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2016.01.118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2010.05.061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3tc30426d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/24/15/155502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2008.01.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.8b00359
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14737159.2018.1440208
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29431525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.200800864
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/ft9949001011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/a700125h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.28.3427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-3697(62)90536-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1151-2916.1992.tb04372.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0955-2219(98)00338-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10426910500464487
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c2nr31443f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2014.05.093
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1176593
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19933104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cs400993w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat4281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms10545
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.surfrep.2016.01.002


Nanomaterials 2020, 10, 1490 14 of 15

27. Zhang, Y.; He, S.; Guo, W.; Hu, Y.; Huang, J.; Mulcahy, J.R.; Wei, W.D. Surface-Plasmon-Driven Hot Electron
Photochemistry. Chem. Rev. 2018, 118, 2927–2954. [CrossRef]

28. Mukherjee, S.; Libisch, F.; Large, N.; Neumann, O.; Brown, L.V.; Cheng, J.; Lassiter, J.B.; Carter, E.A.;
Nordlander, P.; Halas, N.J. Hot Electrons Do the Impossible: Plasmon-Induced Dissociation of H2 on Au.
Nano Lett. 2013, 13, 240–247. [CrossRef]

29. Sil, D.; Gilroy, K.D.; Niaux, A.; Boulesbaa, A.; Neretina, S.; Borguet, E. Seeing Is Believing: Hot Electron
Based Gold Nanoplasmonic Optical Hydrogen Sensor. ACS Nano 2014, 8, 7755–7762. [CrossRef]

30. Mukherjee, S.; Zhou, L.; Goodman, A.M.; Large, N.; Ayala-Orozco, C.; Zhang, Y.; Nordlander, P.; Halas, N.J.
Hot-Electron-Induced Dissociation of H2 on Gold Nanoparticles Supported on SiO2. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2014,
136, 64–67. [CrossRef]

31. Collins, S.S.E.; Cittadini, M.; Pecharromán, C.; Martucci, A.; Mulvaney, P. Hydrogen Spillover between
Single Gold Nanorods and Metal Oxide Supports: A Surface Plasmon Spectroscopy Study. ACS Nano 2015,
9, 7846–7856. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Zacco, G.; Romanato, F.; Sonato, A.; Sammito, D.; Ruffato, G.; Morpurgo, M.; Silvestri, D.; Carli, M.;
Schiavuta, P.; Brusatin, G. Sinusoidal plasmonic crystals for bio-detection sensors. Microelectron. Eng. 2011,
88, 1898–1901. [CrossRef]

33. Antonello, A.; Jia, B.; He, Z.; Buso, D.; Perotto, D.; Brigo, L.; Brusatin, G.; Guglielmi, M.; Gu, M.; Martucci, A.
Optimized Electroless Silver Coating for Optical and Plasmonic Applications. Plasmonics 2012, 7, 633–639.
[CrossRef]

34. Loy, D.A.; Shea, K.J. Bridged Polysilsesquioxanes. Highly Porous Hybrid Organic-Inorganic Materials.
Chem. Rev. 1995, 95, 1431–1442. [CrossRef]

35. Brigo, L.; Grenci, G.; Carpentiero, A.; Pistore, A.; Tormen, M.; Guglielmi, M.; Brusatin, G. Positive resist for
UV and X-ray lithography synthesized through sol–gel chemistry. J. Sol-Gel Sci. Technol. 2011, 60, 400–407.
[CrossRef]

36. Ong, B.H.; Yuan, X.; Tjin, S.C. Bimetallic Silver–Gold Film Waveguide Surface Plasmon Resonance Sensor.
Fiber Integr. Opt. 2007, 26, 229–240. [CrossRef]

37. Della Gaspera, E.; Karg, M.; Baldauf, J.; Jasieniak, J.; Maggioni, G.; Martucci, A. Au Nanoparticle Monolayers
Covered with Sol–Gel Oxide Thin Films: Optical and Morphological Study. Langmuir 2011, 27, 13739–13747.
[CrossRef]

38. Antonello, A.; Brusatin, G.; Guglielmi, M.; Bello, V.; Mattei, G.; Zacco, G.; Martucci, A. Nanocomposites of
titania and hybrid matrix with high refractive index. J. Nanopart. Res. 2011, 13, 1697–1708. [CrossRef]

39. Buso, D.; Palmer, L.; Bello, V.; Mattei, G.; Post, M.; Mulvaney, P.; Martucci, A. Self-assembled gold nanoparticle
monolayers in sol–gel matrices: Synthesis and gas sensing applications. J. Mater. Chem. 2009, 19, 2051–2057.
[CrossRef]

40. Fujiwara, H. Spectroscopic Ellipsometry: Principles and Applications; John Wiley & Sons: Chichester, UK, 2007.
41. Hooper, I.R.; Sambles, J.R. Surface plasmon polaritons on thin-slab metal gratings. Phys. Rev. B 2003, 67,

235404. [CrossRef]
42. Economou, E.N. Surface Plasmons in Thin Films. Phys. Rev. 1969, 182, 539–554. [CrossRef]
43. Sarid, D. Long-Range Surface-Plasma Waves on Very Thin Metal Films. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1981, 47, 1927–1930.

[CrossRef]
44. Burke, J.J.; Stegeman, G.I.; Tamir, T. Surface-polariton-like waves guided by thin, lossy metal films.

Phys. Rev. B 1986, 33, 5186. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
45. Jung, L.S.; Campbell, C.T.; Chinowsky, T.M.; Mar, M.N.; Yee, S.S. Quantitative Interpretation of the Response

of Surface Plasmon Resonance Sensors to Adsorbed Films. Langmuir 1998, 14, 5636–5648. [CrossRef]
46. Ruffato, G.; Romanato, F. Near-field numerical analysis of surface plasmon polariton propagation on metallic

gratings. COMPEL 2013, 32, 1779–1792. [CrossRef]
47. Chandezon, J.; Maystre, D.; Raoult, G. A new theoretical method for diffraction gratings and its numerical

application. J. Opt. 1980, 11, 235–241. [CrossRef]
48. Gazzola, E.; Brigo, L.; Zacco, G.; Zilio, P.; Ruffato, G.; Brusatin, G.; Romanato, F. Coupled SPP Modes on 1D

Plasmonic Gratings in Conical Mounting. Plasmonics 2014, 9, 867–876. [CrossRef]
49. Yeatman, E.M. Resolution and sensitivity in surface plasmon microscopy and sensing. Biosens. Bioelectron.

1996, 11, 635–649. [CrossRef]
50. Fox, M. Optical Properties of Solids, 2nd ed.; Oxford University Press: New York, NY, USA, 2010.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.7b00430
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl303940z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nn500765t
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja411017b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.5b02970
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26154166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mee.2011.01.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11468-012-9352-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr00037a013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10971-011-2512-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01468030701347106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la2032829
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11051-010-9923-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b817668j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.67.235404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.182.539
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.47.1927
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.33.5186
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9939016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la971228b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/COMPEL-10-2012-0269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0150-536X/11/4/005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11468-013-9624-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0956-5663(96)83298-2


Nanomaterials 2020, 10, 1490 15 of 15

51. Klingshirn, C. Semiconductor Optics, 2nd ed.; Springer: Berlin, Germany, 2005.
52. Dueñas, S.; Castán, H.; García, H.; San Andrés, E.; Toledano-Luque, M.; Mártil, I.; González-Díaz, G.;

Kukli, K.; Uustare, T.; Aarik, J. A comparative study of the electrical properties of TiO2 films grown by
high-pressure reactive sputtering and atomic layer deposition. Semicond. Sci. Technol. 2005, 20, 1044–1051.
[CrossRef]

53. Enright, B.; Fitzmaurice, D. Spectroscopic Determination of Electron and Hole Effective Masses in a
Nanocrystalline Semiconductor Film. J. Phys. Chem. 1996, 100, 1027–1035. [CrossRef]

54. Tang, H.; Lévi, F.; Berger, H.; Schmid, P.E. Urbach tail of anatase TiO2. Phys. Rev. B 1995, 52, 7771–7774.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Pecharroman, C.; Della Gaspera, E.; Martucci, A.; Escoba-Galindod, R.; Mulvaney, P. Determination of the
Optical Constants of Gold Nanoparticles from Thin-Film Spectra. J. Phys. Chem. C 2015, 119, 9450–9459.
[CrossRef]

56. Diebold, U. The surface science of titanium dioxide. Surf. Sci. Rep. 2003, 48, 53–229. [CrossRef]
57. Gordon, T.R.; Cargnello, M.; Paik, T.; Mangolini, F.; Weber, R.T.; Fornasiero, P.; Murray, C.B. Nonaqueous

Synthesis of TiO2 Nanocrystals Using TiF4 to Engineer Morphology, Oxygen Vacancy Concentration, and
Photocatalytic Activity. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2012, 134, 6751–6761. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

58. Christopher, P.; Xin, H.; Linic, S. Visible-light-enhanced catalytic oxidation reactions on plasmonic silver
nanostructures. Nat. Chem. 2011, 3, 467–472. [CrossRef]

59. Nishijima, Y.; Ueno, K.; Yokota, Y.; Murakoshi, K.; Misawa, H. Plasmon-Assisted Photocurrent Generation
from Visible to Near-Infrared Wavelength Using a Au-Nanorods/TiO2 Electrode. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 2010, 1,
2031–2036. [CrossRef]

60. Christopher, P.; Xin, H.; Marimuthu, A.; Linic, S. Singular characteristics and unique chemical bond activation
mechanisms of photocatalytic reactions on plasmonic nanostructures. Nat. Mater. 2012, 11, 1044–1050.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0268-1242/20/10/011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp951142w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.52.7771
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9979750
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp512611m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0167-5729(02)00100-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja300823a
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22444667
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nchem.1032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jz1006675
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat3454
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23178296
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Plasmonic Gratings Fabrication 
	Au Monolayer Fabrication and TiO2 and SiO2 Film Deposition 
	Optical Characterization and Gas Sensing Setup 
	Plasmonic Grating Spectra Characterization 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	Model for Permittivity Variation 
	Model for H2-TiO2 Interaction 
	Discussion of the Au Monolayer Sensor 

	Conclusions 
	References

