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A new in situ method for measuring the surface

Surface diffusion

Grating creation

diffusion rates of adsorbates on electrode surfaces in electrolyte
solution is presented. The method is based on the generation of a

periodic spatial modulation of the adsorbate coverage via interfering
laser pulses and subsequent monitoring of the diffusion-induced
decay of this pattern using the optical diffraction signal of a second
laser. Proof-of-principle measurements of the surface diffusion of
adsorbed sulfur on Pt(111) electrodes in 0.1 M H,SO, indicate
potential- and coverage-dependent diffusion constants that are
significantly higher than those of sulfur on Pt(111) under vacuum

conditions.
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iffusion of adsorbed species at solid—liquid interfaces

plays a major role in many processes, such as crystal
growth or electrocatalysis. Quantitative data on such interfacial
diffusion are therefore essential for understanding and
optimizing these processes. Surface diffusion on solids under
vacuum conditions has been extensively studied using field
electron'™ and field ion microscopy,” " scanning probe
microscopy,””” or profile evolution techniques, where
diffusion can be traced optically***~"* or by electron
microscopy.””"” In contrast, only a few studies on surface
diffusion at the solid—liquid interface exist, predominantly due
to the lack of suitable experimental methods. These studies
were based on the direct observation of adsorbate motion by
electrochemical video-rate scanning tunneling microscopy
(STM),'*"® on STM measurements of the fluctuations of
atomic steps'®™"® or adatom island shapes,'”"” and on nuclear
magnetic resonance spectroscopy.20 Because these studies are
restricted to the temperature window of liquid water, where
the adsorbate surface mobility is high, they are often limited to
model systems with slow diffusion rates.

To measure faster diffusion rates, we introduce here an in
situ profile evolution technique, where diffusion is traced using
linear optical diffraction (LOD). This method has been
extensively used for studies of adsorbate diffusion under
ultrahigh vacuum (UHV) conditions, e.g, of CO and H on
Pt(111) and Ni(hkl).°""* In the LOD, a density grating within
an adsorbate layer is formed by localized thermal desorption,
induced by a temperature grating that is generated using two
interfering beams of a pulsed laser. The subsequent evolution
of the adsorbate density distribution is then probed by
diffraction of a continuous wave laser beam at the grating.
From the exponential decrease of the optical diffraction
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intensity, the surface diffusion coefficient can be extracted.”

This way, diffusion rates can be measured over many orders of
magnitude (1077—107'¢ cm?/s).”!

We here show that LOD is also suited for in situ studies of
adsorbate diffusion at the interface between solid electrodes
and liquid electrolytes. The optical setup and electrochemical
cell is shown in Figure 1 (for more details, see Supporting
Information, section 1). The adsorbate coverage grating is
created by the beam of a frequency doubled (532 nm), 10 Hz,
s-polarized Nd:YAG laser (Continuum Surelite EX), which is
split up and brought to interference at the adsorbate covered
sample surface under an angle of 8 = 17.9°. The resulting
grating has a periodicity of A = 1/(2 sin(#)) = 650 nm™’ and is
probed via a S mW p-polarized He—Ne laser (632 nm,
Thorlabs HNLOSOL-EC) under an incident angle of 46.9°. Its
first-order linear diffraction signal, which reflects the
modulation amplitude of the adsorbate distribution, is then
emitted almost normal to the surface and measured by a PMT
detector (Hamamatsu H11901-01). To compensate intensity
fluctuations of the laser beam, its incident intensity is
monitored using a photodiode (Thorlabs DET36A/M),
located directly at the laser output. An identical photodiode
is used to monitor the optical reflectance, which provides
information about adsorbate coverage changes during the
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Figure 1. Optical setup and electrochemical cell for in situ LOD
measurements of surface diffusion in electrochemical environment.

measurement. An additional position-sensitive detector
(Thorlabs PDP90A) allows precise cell alignment and
monitoring of the beam pointing stability.

The single crystal sample is located within a newly
developed electrochemical cell made of PEEK. An inlet and

outlet allow exchanging the electrolyte volume of 10 mL as
well as measurements under electrolyte flow. For the optical
measurements, the laser beams pass through fused silica
windows. These are arranged perpendicular to the probe beam
to allow polarization-dependent studies.

Proof-of-principle in situ LOD studies of adsorbate diffusion
were performed for sulfur on Pt(111) in 0.1 M H,SO,.
Chemisorbed sulfur (S,4) is known as a strong catalyst poison
and stable over a wide potential range, up to potentials of
about 0.8 V/ RHE,24 where oxidation to 5042_ commences.
The onset of oxidation strongly depends on temperature and
shifts to lower potentials with higher temperature.”>”°
Furthermore, multiple oxidation cycles of at least 1.2 V are
necessary to completely remove chemisorbed S,4.>° Despite its
high relevance to catalyst and fuel cell poisoning, S,4 diffusion
at Pt(111) electrodes has not been studied so far, and only a
few studies exist under vacuum conditions.>””**

In the experiments, the Pt(111) single crystal sample was
first annealed in an induction oven. Then approximately 1
monolayer (ML) S,4 was adsorbed by S min immersion into 10
mM Na,S solution, followed by extensive rinsing with
ultrapure water and transfer into the cell filled with deaerated
electrolyte solution.

The measurement procedure consisted of four steps,
schematically shown in Figure 2A: (I) creation of an adsorbate
coverage modulation, (II) further coverage reduction, (III)
diffusion-induced decay of the previously created coverage
modulation, and (IV) determination of the average adsorbate
coverage. Figure 2B,C shows the diffraction signal (blue) and
the relative reflectance change AR/R (red) as well as the
electrode potential (blue) and current density (red) during
these steps.
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Figure 2. (A) Schematic sketch illustrating the four steps (I-IV) of the in situ LOD measurements, (B) corresponding optical diffraction (blue)
and reflectance (red) signal changes, and (C) the potential (blue) and electrochemical current density (red) during a typical measurement. In step
L, an adsorbate grating is formed by local sulfur oxidation induced by irradiation with two superimposed beams of the nanosecond Nd:YAG laser.
Current spikes due to laser-induced sulfur oxidation are illustrated in the inset. Then, the average adsorbate coverage is further reduced by potential
cycles into the sulfur oxidation regime (II), before the actual diffusion measurement by diffraction of the HeNe laser beam at the adsorbate lattice is
performed (III). Finally, the average adsorbate coverage in the diffusion measurement is determined by full oxidation of the residual adsorbed sulfur

(IV). Note that different time scales in the four sections were used.
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In step I, the interference of the Nd:YAG laser beams create
a periodic intensity pattern and thus a spatial temperature
modulation on the sample. At the same time, the electrode
potential is increased to the onset of sulfur oxidation (~1 V).
Because S,y oxidation is temperature-dependent,”*° its rate is
locally increased in the areas of higher temperature and a
periodic S,4 grating is created. The enhancement of the
oxidation rate by the laser manifests as small current spikes that
occur simultaneously with the laser pulses (Figure 2C, inset).
Quantitative interpretation of these current spikes is difficult,
however, because of the highly nonlinear dependence of the
current on the laser intensity. As the S,4 is oxidized to SO,>7,
no sulfur readsorption from the electrolyte can occur. This is
an advantage as compared to thermal desorption of S,4 into the
liquid, where readsorption may partially refill the formed
grating. However, also laser-independent and thus spatially
homogeneous sulfur oxidation occurs in this potential range.
Potential and laser pulse energies must therefore be chosen
carefully to create an adsorbate grating with sufficient
modulation depth, without lowering the average S ; coverage
too much or damaging the Pt surface (see Supporting
Information, section 5).

The formation of the grating can be clearly observed in the
diffraction signal, which is continuously increasing during
application of the Nd:YAG laser pulses. Sufficiently strongly
modulated S,4 gratings could only be achieved by multiple
(50—300) pulses. Unfortunately, the increase in signal with
number of pulses was not fully reproducible, probably because
of small positional fluctuations in the interference patterns of
the individual pulses. We therefore chose the number of pulses
on the basis of the diffraction signal amplitude. After the initial
grating formation, the potential is changed back from the
oxidative regime to the double layer or hydrogen adsorption
region. This potential change results in a pronounced increase
of the diffraction signal. We attribute this increase to the
desorption of oxygenated species that were previously
adsorbed on Pt lattice sites are freed from S4 by the grating
creation process. As the optical diffraction signal originates
from differences in the local reflectance of the surface and the
difference between bare (or SO,>” covered) and the S
covered Pt(111) electrode is larger than that between
Pt(111) covered by oxygenated species and by S,,°* the
desorption of oxygenated surface species will increase the
grating contrast.

In step II, the average sulfur coverage can be further reduced
by potential cycling, as evidenced by the increase in AR/R
already described in ref 24. This allows studying the S4
diffusion at different coverages. The coverage reduction is
controlled by the upper potential limit or the number of cycles
and can be directly monitored by the change in AR/R.
However, the decrease in S,4 coverage also leads to a strong
decrease of the diffraction signal.

Step III is the actual measurement of the surface diffusion
process. The latter results in a gradual decay of the coverage
profile until the coverage is uniform. The corresponding
decrease in the amplitude of the adsorbate grating is
determined from the change in the diffraction signal. If the
diffusion constant D is coverage-independent, the diffraction
signal intensity I follows an exponential decay (see Supporting
Information, section 2):

100

() = I(t = o)-exp(‘SALth] o

Thus, D can be directly obtained from the decay’s time
constant. If D is coverage-dependent, there is no simple
expression describing the diffraction signal and a multi- or non-
exponential decay is expected.”” However, eq 1 remains a
sufficiently good approximation for a grating with a shallow
coverage modulation, where D can be assumed to be rather
constant.”” This is usually the case after sufficiently long times,
when the coverage distribution approaches equilibrium, as can
be observed in the example in Figure 2B, III (see Supporting
Information, section 4). Here, the diffraction signal can be
described by a single exponential decay, after the initially fast
decay of the signal has subsided.

In the last step (IV) of the experiment, the average coverage
is determined by oxidative stripping of the remaining S,4 via
potential cycles and analysis of the corresponding changes in
the optical reflectance signal (see Supporting Information,
section 3). The relation between optical reflectance change and
sulfur coverage was already investigated in a previous work™”*
and is shown in the inset of Figure 3B. In some experiments, a
small diffraction signal remained even after complete removal
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Figure 3. (A) LOD transients of S,y diffusion on Pt(111) in the
double layer (blue to green, U = 0.31 V) and hydrogen adsorption
region (red to yellow, U = 0.17, 0.12, 0.14, 0.05 V) and corresponding
exponential fits (black dashed line) at various S,4 coverages ©. (B)
Resulting diffusion constants as a function of S,4 coverage. The
coverages were determined from the change in AR/R using the AR/
R—coverage relation plotted in the inset. Adapted with permission
from ref 24. Copyright 2022 Elsevier Ltd.
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of the S,4 from the surface (see Figure 2B). This is attributed
to minor laser-induced Pt surface modification.

Using the described methodology, we studied the coverage
and potential dependence of S,4 surface diffusion on Pt(111)
in 0.1 M H,SO, in the hydrogen adsorption and double layer
region. The selected measurements (see Supporting Informa-
tion, appendix) are performed at coverages between 0.34 and
0.44 ML (error estimation is given in the Supporting
Information, section 3). The decay of the diffraction signals
(Figure 3A, colored lines) is well described by single
exponential fits (dashed black lines), from which the diffusion
constants were extracted via eq 1 (for more details, see
Supporting Information, section 4).

In Figure 3B, the obtained diffusion constants are plotted
against coverage for the two potential regimes. They are in the
range of 2 X 107" to 2 X 107"* cm?/s. The scatter in the data
largely results from the limited accuracy of the coverage
measurement, which is about +0.02 ML. The error in D
originating from the exponential fit is smaller than 6% (95%
confidence interval) and can thus be neglected. In both
potential regions, the S,4 diffusion is faster at lower coverages,
although the effect is stronger in the double layer than in the
hydrogen adsorption region (a factor 20 per 0.1 ML coverage
change compared to a factor 2.2 per 0.1 ML, according to a
linear regression). Furthermore, diffusion in the double layer
region is faster than diffusion in the hydrogen region at least at
lower coverages. This suggests that adsorbed hydrogen inhibits
the S,4 surface diffusion by blocking available surface sites. The
measured diffusion rates are about an order of magnitude
higher than those found by Renisch et al. for tracer diffusion of
S, on Pt(111) under UHV conditions.” Extrapolating the
coverage dependence observed in our studies to the tracer
diffusion regime, this difference would be even several orders
of magnitude larger. Although minor laser-induced modifica-
tion of the Pt substrate is observed for some measurements in
the double layer region (see Supporting Information, section
S), such modification cannot explain these findings because it
should increase the density of defects which usually inhibits
surface diffusion.” Thus, our observations indicate a
pronounced influence of the electrochemical environment on
the surface diffusion process.

In summary, we introduced in situ linear optical diffraction
as a new method for measuring surface diffusion in
electrochemical environment and demonstrated its feasibility
by measuring the diffusion of S,q on Pt(111) in 0.1 M H,SO,.
The measured diffusion constants are close to the upper limit
of what can be measured by direct microscopic methods, such
as video-rate STM. However, in situ LOD, in principle, allows
one to measure even much faster diffusion processes. Already
the current experimental setup would allow decay constants to
be measured in the range of several seconds, which would
enable quantitative determination of diffusion constants that
are up to 3 orders of magnitude higher than those reported in
this work. Several orders of magnitude more are obtainable by
increasing the lattice spacing of the adsorbate grating, which
would require modification of the incident angles and the
electrochemical cell. Therefore, in situ LOD allows the range
of surface diffusion measurements in electrochemical environ-
ment to be extended from low-mobility model systems to
systems of high practical relevance, e.g, in electrocatalysis.
Furthermore, the general approach may have applications
beyond surface diffusion measurements. For example, the
subsequent adsorption of reactive species into an adsorbate

101

grating (e.g., the adsorption of OH in a grating of adsorbed
CO) could allow the rate of surface reactions at electro-
chemical interfaces to be quantitatively measured.

The Supporting Information is available free of charge at
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066.

In situ LOD setup and cell, simple model for the
adsorbate grating evolution, sulfur coverage determi-
nation from optical reflectance, temporal evolution of
the diffraction signal, influence of grating creation on the
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Olaf M. Magnussen — Institut fiir Experimentelle und
Angewandte Physik, Christian-Albrechts-Universitit zu Kiel,
24118 Kiel, Germany; © orcid.org/0000-0003-4900-0880;
Email: magnussen@physik.uni-kiel.de

Lasse Kattwinkel — Institut fir Experimentelle und
Angewandte Physik, Christian-Albrechts-Universitit zu Kiel,
24118 Kiel, Germany; © orcid.org/0000-0001-5360-4949

Complete contact information is available at:
https://pubs.acs.org/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066

CRediT: Lasse Kattwinkel conceptualization (equal), formal
analysis (lead), investigation (lead), methodology (lead),
software (lead), visualization (lead), writing-original draft
(lead); Olaf M. Magnussen conceptualization (equal), funding
acquisition (lead), supervision (lead), writing-review & editing

(lead).

The authors declare no competing financial interest.

We gratefully acknowledge financial support by the Struktur-
und Exzellenzbudget des Landes Schleswig-Holstein.

(1) DiFoggio, R.;; Gomer, R. Diffusion of hydrogen and deuterium
on the (110) plane of tungsten. Phys. Rev. B 1982, 25, 3490—3511.

(2) Gomer, R. Diffusion of adsorbates on metal surfaces. Rep. Prog.
Phys. 1990, 53, 917.

(3) Barth, J. Transport of adsorbates at metal surfaces: from thermal
migration to hot precursors. Surf. Sci. Rep. 2000, 40, 75—149.

(4) Lovisa, M. F.; Ehrlich, G. Quantitative determinations of the
temperature dependence of diffusion phenomena in the FIM. Surf. Sci.
1991, 246, 43—49.

(5) Renisch, S.On the diffusion of adsorbed particles on single
crystal surfaces: dynamical investigations with the scanning tunneling
microscope. Ph.D. thesis, FU Berlin, 1999.

(6) Ma, J.; Xiao, X.; DiNardo, N. J.; Loy, M. M. T. Diffusion of CO
on Pt(111) studied by an optical diffraction method. Phys. Rev. B
1998, 58, 4977—4983.

(7) Xiao, X.-D.; Xie, Y,; Shen, Y. R. Coverage dependence of
anisotropic surface diffusion: CO/Ni(110). Phys. Rev. B 1993, 48,
17452—17462.

https://doi.org/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066
ACS Meas. Sci. Au 2023, 3, 98—102


https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066/suppl_file/tg2c00066_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066/suppl_file/tg2c00066_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066/suppl_file/tg2c00066_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066/suppl_file/tg2c00066_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066/suppl_file/tg2c00066_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066/suppl_file/tg2c00066_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066?goto=supporting-info
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066/suppl_file/tg2c00066_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Olaf+M.+Magnussen"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4900-0880
mailto:magnussen@physik.uni-kiel.de
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Lasse+Kattwinkel"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5360-4949
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.25.3490
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.25.3490
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/53/7/002
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-5729(00)00002-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-5729(00)00002-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(91)90390-E
https://doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(91)90390-E
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.58.4977
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.58.4977
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.48.17452
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.48.17452
pubs.acs.org/measureau?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as

(8) Zheng, C. Z; Yeung, C. K; Loy, M. M. T.; Xiao, X. Step effects
and coverage dependence of hydrogen atom diffusion on Pt(111)
surfaces. Phys. Rev. B 2004, 70, 205402.

(9) Zheng, C. Z.; Yeung, C. K;; Loy, M. M. T.; Xiao, X. Quantum
diffusion of H on Pt(111): step effects. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2006, 97,
166101.

(10) Zhuy, X. D.; Lee, A.;; Wong, A.; Linke, U. Surface diffusion of
hydrogen on Ni(100): an experimental observation of quantum
tunneling diffusion. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1992, 68, 1862—1865.

(11) Lee, A; Zhu, X. D.; Deng, L; Linke, U. Observation of a
transition from over-barrier hopping to activated tunneling diffusion:
H and D on Ni(100). Phys. Rev. B 1992, 46, 15472—15476.

(12) Cao, G. X;; Nabighian, E.; Zhu, X. D. Diffusion of hydrogen on
Ni(111) over a wide range of temperature: exploring quantum
diffusion on metals. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1997, 79, 3696—3699.

(13) von Oertzen, A.; Rotermund, H.H.; Nettesheim, S.
Investigation of diffusion of CO absorbed on Pd(111) by a combined
PEEM/LITD technique. Chem. Phys. Lett. 1992, 199, 131—137.

(14) Tansel, T.; Magnussen, O. M. Video STM studies of adsorbate
diffusion at electrochemical interfaces. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2006, 96,
026101.

(15) Yang, Y.-C; Magnussen, O. M. Quantitative studies of
adsorbate dynamics at noble metal electrodes by in situ video-STM.
Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2013, 15, 12480—12487.

(16) Giesen, M.; Randler, R.; Baier, S.; Ibach, H.; Kolb, D. Step
dynamics on Cu (100) and Ag (111) electrodes in an aqueous
electrolyte. Electrochim. Acta 1999, 45, 527—536.

(17) Giesen, M. Step and island dynamics at solid/vacuum and
solid/liquid interfaces. Prog. Surf. Sci. 2001, 68, 1—154.

(18) Baier, S.; Giesen, M. Determination of activation energies of
mass transport processes on Ag(111) electrodes in aqueous
electrolyte. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2000, 2, 3675—3680.

(19) Giesen, M.; Beltramo, G.; Dieluweit, S.; Miiller, J.; Ibach, H.;
Schmickler, W. The thermodynamics of electrochemical annealing.
Surf. Sci. 2008, 595, 127—-137.

(20) Babuy, P.; Chung, J.-H.; Oldfield, E.; Wieckowski, A. CO surface
diffusion on platinum fuel cell catalysts by electrochemical NMR.
Electrochim. Acta 2008, 53, 6672—6679.

(21) Zhu, X. D. Optical diffractions as probes to surface diffusion of
adsorbates. Modern Physics Letters B 1992, 06, 1217—1235.

(22) Xiao, X.-D.Surface diffusion studies by optical diffraction
techniques. Ph.D. thesis, University of California, 1992.

(23) Eichler, H. J.; Hermerschmidt, A. In Photorefractive materials
and their applications 1: basic effects; Glinter, P., Huignard, J.-P., Eds.;
Springer: New York, 2006; pp 7—42.

(24) Kattwinkel, L.; Magnussen, O. M. Optical reflectance studies on
the oxidation of chemisorbed sulfur at the Pt(111) electrode.
Electrochim. Acta 2022, 434, 141297.

(25) Sung, Y.-E.; Chrzanowski, W.; Wieckowski, A.; Zolfaghari, A.;
Blais, S.; Jerkiewicz, G. Coverage evolution of sulfur on Pt(111)
electrodes: from compressed overlayers to well-defined islands.
Electrochim. Acta 1998, 44, 1019—1030.

(26) Zolfaghari, A.; Jerkiewicz, G.; Chrzanowski, W.; Wieckowski, A.
Energetics of the underpotential deposition of hydrogen on platinum
electrodes: II. presence of coadsorbed sulfur. J. Electrochem. Soc. 1999,
146, 4158—4165.

(27) Nilekar, A. U,; Greeley, J.; Mavrikakis, M. A simple rule of
thumb for diffusion on transition-metal surfaces. Angew. Chem. 2006,
118, 7204—7207.

(28) Bernard Rodriguez, C. R; Santana, J. A. Adsorption and
diffusion of sulfur on the (111), (100), (110), and (211) surfaces of
FCC metals: density functional theory calculations. J. Chem. Phys.
2018, 149, 204701.

102

https://doi.org/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066
ACS Meas. Sci. Au 2023, 3, 98—102


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.70.205402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.70.205402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.70.205402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.166101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.166101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.1862
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.1862
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.1862
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.46.15472
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.46.15472
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.46.15472
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.79.3696
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.79.3696
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.79.3696
https://doi.org/10.1016/0009-2614(92)80059-K
https://doi.org/10.1016/0009-2614(92)80059-K
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.026101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.026101
https://doi.org/10.1039/c3cp51027a
https://doi.org/10.1039/c3cp51027a
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0013-4686(99)00231-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0013-4686(99)00231-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0013-4686(99)00231-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0079-6816(00)00021-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0079-6816(00)00021-6
https://doi.org/10.1039/b003810p
https://doi.org/10.1039/b003810p
https://doi.org/10.1039/b003810p
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2005.07.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2008.02.046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2008.02.046
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217984992000910
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217984992000910
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2022.141297
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2022.141297
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0013-4686(98)00206-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0013-4686(98)00206-0
https://doi.org/10.1149/1.1392607
https://doi.org/10.1149/1.1392607
https://doi.org/10.1002/ange.200602223
https://doi.org/10.1002/ange.200602223
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5063464
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5063464
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5063464
pubs.acs.org/measureau?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsmeasuresciau.2c00066?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as

