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Abstract: Nanocomposite systems and nanoparticle (NP) films are crucial for many applications and
research fields. The structure-properties correlation raises complex questions due to the collective
structure of these systems, often granular and porous, a crucial factor impacting their effectiveness
and performance. In this framework, we investigate the optical and morphological properties
of Ag nanoparticles (NPs) films and of Ag NPs/TiO2 porous matrix films, one-step grown by
supersonic cluster beam deposition. Morphology and structure of the Ag NPs film and of the
Ag/TiO2 (Ag/Ti 50-50) nanocomposite are related to the optical properties of the film employing
spectroscopic ellipsometry (SE). We employ a simple Bruggeman effective medium approximation
model, corrected by finite size effects of the nano-objects in the film structure to gather information
on the structure and morphology of the nanocomposites, in particular porosity and average NPs
size for the Ag/TiO2 NP film. Our results suggest that SE is a simple, quick and effective method to
measure porosity of nanoscale films and systems, where standard methods for measuring pore sizes
might not be applicable.

Keywords: spectroscopic ellipsometry; metal and metal/oxide nanoparticles; supersonic cluster
beam deposition; porosity; AFM; HAADF-STEM

1. Introduction

Coatings based on metallic nanoparticles (NPs) films, NPs dispersed in host dielectric or conductive
matrices or barrier layers and hierarchical three-dimensional nanomaterials, are attracting a lot of interest
due to their applicability in fields spanning from electro-catalysis [1], fuel cells [2], to antimicrobial
coatings [3–6] and nanojoining [7,8]. However, to tailor the properties of nanostructured systems,
the synthesis of nanoparticle-matrix nanocomposite coatings may require complex multi-step approach,
even after the NPs synthesis, where matrix embedding may require colloidal stabilization, cross-linking
growth and substrate functionalization [9].

A key factor in nanocomposite systems is the porosity [10,11], to obtain a large surface to volume
ratio for increased catalytic performances or to tailor optical properties like plasmon resonances and
near-field complex effects at the metal NP-metal NP or metal NP-matrix interface [12,13]. However,
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porosity is also a drawback with respect to the mechanical behavior, comprising critical technological
issues like adhesion and wearing resistance. Porosity may be evaluated employing the Horvath-Kawazoe
model [14], or the standard Brunauer–Emmett–Teller (BET) [15] and Barrett–Joyner–Halenda [16]
methods, requiring reliable experimental isotherms and proper calculations [17] and are typically
difficult to apply to ultrathin films. Porosity may be also deduced from mechanical indentation
techniques [18] through a reduced effective elastic modulus of the film in comparison with the bulk
materials. Unfortunately, the uncertainty on the Poisson modulus, related to the granular and porous
nature of these layers, is too large and reduced elastic modulus may be not meaningful at all: moreover,
nanocomposites have not a bulk counterpart concerning density and elastic properties and finally
this method may irreversibly damage the film, at least locally. The non-destructive opto-acoustic
method based on fs laser pump- and probe technique that we have recently employed to characterize
elastic modulus, porosity and adhesion properties of Ag NP porous film [19] is very reliable but quite
cumbersome and more applicable as benchmark method.

In this work, the porosity and NPs size is deduced from a spectroscopic ellipsometry (SE) and
morphological study of Ag NPs films and of Ag NPs embedded in porous titanium dioxide (TiO2)
films, obtained in one step growth by supersonic cluster beam deposition (SCBD). The SCBD gas-phase
synthesis method [20,21] allows to grow porous NPs films either metallic [6] or semiconducting [22,23]
or even metal NP-dielectric nanocomposite films [24] directly from a suitable target source. A table-top
spectroscopic ellipsometer (Woollam Alpha-SE) instrument allows indirect assessment of the film
structure, especially the film porosity, through the information provided by optical properties of the
film in the visible-infrared (IR) wavelength range and the use of a quite simple model.

2. Results and Discussion

2.1. Morphology and Structure of the Ag and Ag/TiO2 (Ag/Ti 50-50) Films

Figure 1 outlines a prospect of morphology, structure and granulometry of the pure Ag NP
film versus the Ag/TiO2 (AgTi 50-50) composite NPs films. The atomic force microscopy (AFM)
data of Figure 1a,b, respectively, show that the 80 nm thick film of Ag NP and the 40 nm thick film
of Ag/TiO2 50-50 have quite similar surface morphology and a proper insight into the structural
and chemical differences of the two films requires further investigations. The apparent lateral size
of the NPs spans in the range 15–35 nm but, as already pointed out [6,19,24], actual lateral size of
the NP in the film has to be estimated after deconvolution with the actual AFM tip apex radius
(typical 10 nm) and by use of vertical height of isolated NP [25]. However, the root mean square
(RMS) roughness of the two films are consistent with previous works: 1.7 nm for Ag film, 2.8 nm for
Ag/Ti 50-50 nanocomposite.

To yield details about the structure and grain size distribution of the films, a tiny fraction of
monolayer (<0.05 ML, where a single monolayer is defined as 1 ML) of both bare Ag and Ag/Ti 50-50
composite were deposited on electron microscopy grids with amorphous carbon film for High Angle
Annular Dark Field Scanning Transmission Electron Microscopy (HAADF-STEM). Figure 1c shows that
pure Ag NPs are composed by different kind of nanocrystals. Larger NPs (5–10 nm diameter) present
a polycrystalline twinned structure of fcc Ag, as evidenced in the inset of Figure 1c. The structure
of nanocrystals smaller than 2 nm is more uncertain. Due to the lower melting temperatures of
nano-crystalline than bulk Ag [26,27], the high power density of the incident HAADF-STEM beam is
likely inducing a melting of such small NPs. Figure 1e shows the histogram of lateral size distribution
of Ag NP, extrapolated from 100 frames acquired with the same scanning parameters adopted in
Figure 1c. The size distribution is fit by a couple of Gaussian distributions: a narrower one for small
objects population centered at 1.15 nm and with a 0.9 nm width and a broader one centered at 6 nm
with a 5 nm width for the larger, twinned Ag nanocrystals.



Nanomaterials 2017, 7, 442 3 of 15
Nanomaterials 2017, 7, 442  3 of 15 

 

 
Figure 1. (a) AFM morphology of Ag NP film; (b) AFM morphology of Ag/TiO2 nanocomposite (Ag/Ti 
50-50) film; (c) HAADF-STEM of low coverage Ag NP film deposited on Quantifoil TEM grid with 
ultrathin (5 nm thick) suspended C film; (d) HAADF-STEM of low coverage Ag/Ti 50-50 NP film on 
the same type of substrate; (e) Ag NP size distribution as extracted from a collection of 100 frames 50 
× 50 nm2 wide ; (f) Ag NP size distribution as extracted from a collection of 70 frames 40 × 40 nm2 
wide, only sizes of Ag NPs embedded in oxide matrix are considered. In frames (e,f) Gaussian fits are 
superimposed on the histograms to outline the bimodal size distributions of the Ag NP sizes. 

The Ag/TiO2 nanocomposite (Ag/Ti 50-50) film shows a quite different structure, as shown in 
Figure 1d. Due to the atomic number sensitivity of the HAADF-STEM technique (the higher Z, the 
higher apparent brightness), Ag (ZAg = 47) nanocrystals are the brightest objects. The grayscale areas 
have been shown to be composed by a TiO2 matrix [24] related to the lower Z numbers of the 
components (ZTi = 22, ZO = 8). The Ag NPs are partially encapsulated, more similar to the Janus-like 
than the core-shell configuration [28], the former being commonly observed for bimetallic noble metal 
nanoparticles [29]. Previous investigations about the structure of the oxide matrix performed by X-
ray diffraction [24] suggested that the TiO2 is amorphous, in agreement with the TEM image shown 
in Figure 1d, where no sign of regular atomic arrangement can be observed in the ‘gray’ areas. 

Figure 1. (a) AFM morphology of Ag NP film; (b) AFM morphology of Ag/TiO2 nanocomposite
(Ag/Ti 50-50) film; (c) HAADF-STEM of low coverage Ag NP film deposited on Quantifoil TEM grid
with ultrathin (5 nm thick) suspended C film; (d) HAADF-STEM of low coverage Ag/Ti 50-50 NP film
on the same type of substrate; (e) Ag NP size distribution as extracted from a collection of 100 frames
50 × 50 nm2 wide ; (f) Ag NP size distribution as extracted from a collection of 70 frames 40 × 40 nm2

wide, only sizes of Ag NPs embedded in oxide matrix are considered. In frames (e,f) Gaussian fits are
superimposed on the histograms to outline the bimodal size distributions of the Ag NP sizes.

The Ag/TiO2 nanocomposite (Ag/Ti 50-50) film shows a quite different structure, as shown
in Figure 1d. Due to the atomic number sensitivity of the HAADF-STEM technique (the higher Z,
the higher apparent brightness), Ag (ZAg = 47) nanocrystals are the brightest objects. The grayscale
areas have been shown to be composed by a TiO2 matrix [24] related to the lower Z numbers of the
components (ZTi = 22, ZO = 8). The Ag NPs are partially encapsulated, more similar to the Janus-like
than the core-shell configuration [28], the former being commonly observed for bimetallic noble metal
nanoparticles [29]. Previous investigations about the structure of the oxide matrix performed by X-ray
diffraction [24] suggested that the TiO2 is amorphous, in agreement with the TEM image shown in
Figure 1d, where no sign of regular atomic arrangement can be observed in the “gray” areas.

In Figure 1f the size distribution of the Ag NP embedded in the amorphous titanium oxide,
collected form a series of 70 frames, is reported. Even if the distribution is still bimodal as for the pure
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Ag case, with the smaller NPs population peaked around 1.2 nm, in the Ag/TiO2 nanocomposite the
growth of larger Ag nanocrystal is hindered, since the data show a second peak at average diameter of
2 nm. This indicates that the presence of the amorphous TiO2 affects the size distribution of Ag NPs.
Since the amount of TiO2 is directly related to the density of Ti in the starting rod for the ablation [24],
this effect could be exploited to tune the size of Ag NPs. Moreover, modification of the Ti–Ag precursor
rod with Mg–Ag, Al–Ag could lead to the formation of other Janus-type NPs or even multi element
alloy NPs.

The film characterization performed by TEM yield information about the structure of the single
components and about their size distribution, while the AFM data provides only a limited knowledge
on surface roughness and thickness of the nanostructured film. Relevant information on the whole
film, like porosity, mechanical properties and adhesion to the substrate remain to be explored.

2.2. Optical Properties by Spectroscopic Ellipsometry (SE)

The outputs of SE experiments are the dummy angles Ψ(λ) and ∆(λ) describing the function ρ (1),
the ratio of the p-polarized and s-polarized complex Fresnel reflection coefficients rp and rs, respectively.

ρ =
rp

rs
= tan(Ψ)·ei∆ (1)

Hence the experimental Ψ(λ) and ∆(λ) data need to be modelled in order to obtain the physical
properties of the film (see [30,31] for detailed treatment of the SE technique and principles). A proper
model of the film is built from a stack of layers with their own associated dielectric functions, matching
the properties of the film-substrate system. A very important factor that need to be taken into account
is that the NP films discussed here are intrinsically porous, so a crucial void factor has to be introduced
into the model.

As a reference, we also measured the bare Al2O3 substrate. The optical constants n and k of
the bare Al2O3 substrate are modeled with an infinitely thick Cauchy-type layer available in the
material library of CompleteEASE software and kept fixed throughout the simulations: experimental
data with superimposed model and the optical constants of the Al2O3 substrates are shown in
Figure 2a,b respectively.
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represent the porous morphology. 

Figure 2. (a) Experimental data and fit of the Ψ and ∆ angles for the Al2O3 substrate; (b) Cauchy-type
model of infinitely thick Al2O3 substrate. Model n and k are shown.

The system is therefore modelled as follows: the NP films lies over Al2O3 substrate (Agng in
Figure 3a) and is represented with a uniform layer, considering also a void factor (x in Figure 3a) to
represent the porous morphology.

For Ag NP films, any kind of chemical interaction or interdiffusion between sapphire substrate
and the film is not expected, so we exclude any intermixing of the film-substrate layers.
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[36,37], vF = 1.4 × 106 m/s [37] is the quasi-free electron velocity near the Fermi level and A is a variable 
parameter relative to the percolation of the NP film, spanning from A = 4/3 for dispersed 
nanoparticles, like in colloidal solutions [35] to A = 1 for continuous granular films [38]. R is the 
characteristic effective radius of the NP as probed by the electromagnetic radiation. 

A similar approach was adopted by Bisio and coworkers to model SE data of Au NP films on 
oxidized silicon substrate, grown with a similar SCBD source. The model of bulk Au optical constants 
was corrected by the size dependent term Δε, similar to that appearing in Equation (2), to obtain the 
model dielectric function for the Au NPs films and even possible gradients of film densities and 

Figure 3. (a) layer model scheme for Ag NP film on Al2O3 substrate. The porosity of the film for both Ag
and Ag/Ti 50-50 films is considered through the void factor (x) of the Bruggeman EMA layer (BEMA).
Nano-granular Ag (Agng) is the host material; (b) layer model scheme for Ag NP/TiO2 (Ag/Ti 50-50)
film on Al2O3 substrate. Amorphous TiO2 host material encapsulates a fraction of separated Ag NPs
(xAg) and voids (x). Surface roughness and possible gradients in the film void factor are considered
through a roughness layer with fixed void factor x = 0.5.

The porosity of the SCBD-deposited films (both Ag NP and Ag/Ti 50-50) is modeled within
a Bruggeman effective medium approximation (BEMA) layer [32]: in Figure 3a continuous bulk Ag
layer is the host material and void is the guest material, while in Figure 3b TiO2 is the host material and
both Ag NPs and voids are guest materials. Depolarization factor is kept fixed to 1/3, so inclusions of
guest materials will be considered as spherical.

A further topmost BEMA layer is introduced with a fixed void factor x = 0.5, to account for the
surface roughness of the films (Figure 3).

The BEMA model could eventually fail to correctly reproduce dielectric constants of the film
near the percolation threshold of the metal-void mixture. The analysis of X-ray reflectivity (XRR)
oscillations on Ag NP films with the same thickness [19] estimated a void factor of 20%: so, it is quite
likely that almost all NPs are in mutual electrical and mechanical contact and percolation threshold is
comfortably exceeded. Parametrized bulk Ag optical constants are taken from [33] with a series of
generalized oscillators available in the CompleteEASE software. The granular nature of the film is
introduced with a correction ∆ε on the bulk dielectric functions εb of silver metal [34,35], also known
as FPE (free path effect) term due to size dependent surface plasmon resonance:

ε = εb + ∆ε = εb +
ω2

p
ω

[
1

ω+iΓb
− 1

ω+iΓ(R)

]
;

Γ(R) = Γb + A vF
R

(2)

where the plasma frequency of bulk silver is h̄ωp = 9.2 eV and Γb = 3.464 × 1013 s−1 is the scattering
rate [36,37], vF = 1.4 × 106 m/s [37] is the quasi-free electron velocity near the Fermi level and A is
a variable parameter relative to the percolation of the NP film, spanning from A = 4/3 for dispersed
nanoparticles, like in colloidal solutions [35] to A = 1 for continuous granular films [38]. R is the
characteristic effective radius of the NP as probed by the electromagnetic radiation.

A similar approach was adopted by Bisio and coworkers to model SE data of Au NP films on
oxidized silicon substrate, grown with a similar SCBD source. The model of bulk Au optical constants
was corrected by the size dependent term ∆ε, similar to that appearing in Equation (2), to obtain the
model dielectric function for the Au NPs films and even possible gradients of film densities and surface
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roughness were considered by implementation of multiple BEMA layers model with different void
factors [39].

The layer thickness and roughness are determined according to the experimental RMS roughness
values obtained from the AFM measurements (1.7 nm for Ag NPs film and 2.8 nm for Ag/TiO2 composites).

The choice to model the film with oscillators layers ensures that the optical constant model is
Kramers-Kronig consistent and so inherently physically meaningful, even if the matching between
experiment and model maybe not perfect.

In Figure 4a,b the raw Ψ and ∆ for the Ag NP and Ag/Ti 50-50 films are shown in comparison with
the model results performed through the CompleteEASE software, based on the choice of oscillators
discussed in the text and on the schematic model shown in Figure 3. The model dielectric constants
ε(λ) = ε1(λ) + i ε2(λ) are shown in Figure 4c,d and compared with reference data used for bulk Ag [33].
The fit settings employed to model the Ψ and ∆ experimental data are available in Appendix A (see
Equations (A1) and (A2) in Appendix A).
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The model used for Ag NP film in Figure 4a looks quite effective in describing the optical 
properties of the medium. The film thickness from SE model is 87 ± 5 nm, in good match with the 
AFM measurements (80 nm). Also, the roughness layer thickness of 1.5 ± 0.2 nm variation is 
reasonably in tune with the actual film roughness (1.7 ± 0.2 nm) suggested by the AFM images. The 

Figure 4. (a) Spectroscopic ellipsometry data and fit of Ag NP film with the model proposed in the
main text; (b) Spectroscopic ellipsometry data and fit of Ag NP/TiO2 (Ag/Ti 50-50) film with the model
proposed in the main text; (c) Plot of the model optical constants ε1 and ε2 of the bare Ag NP film
compared with reference data [33] for bulk silver; (d) Plot of the model optical constants ε1 and ε2 of the
Ag NPs in the TiO2 matrix for the Ag/Ti 50-50 film, compared with reference data [33] of bulk silver.

The model used for Ag NP film in Figure 4a looks quite effective in describing the optical
properties of the medium. The film thickness from SE model is 87 ± 5 nm, in good match with the
AFM measurements (80 nm). Also, the roughness layer thickness of 1.5 ± 0.2 nm variation is reasonably
in tune with the actual film roughness (1.7 ± 0.2 nm) suggested by the AFM images. The void factor
of the BEMA layer is x = 17 ± 1%, compatible the 20 ± 4% value from XRR measurements. Some
uncertainty could come from thickness gradient in the film related to the SCBD beam shape. However,
the data were taken in the film center, where the thickness gradient measured by AFM and profilometry
changes are not more than 5% (see Figure A1 of Appendix A).
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From the fit value of h̄Γ(R) = 0.13 eV the extrapolated nanoparticle radius from Equation (2) is:

R =
h̄·A·vF

h̄(Γ(R)− Γb)
(3)

so, if we set A = 1 in Equation (3), as suggested above, R ≈ 7.5 nm.
From TEM-deduced size distribution (Figure 1e), the average diameter of larger NP population

is around 6 nm, while the extrapolated diameter or grain size from optical model (2R ≈ 15 nm)
is more than twice this value. The picture of the optical constants of the Ag NP film devised by
chosen oscillators could be not refined enough to fully explain the optical behavior of the film but
actually it yields acceptable values for thickness and porosity. Since the value R deduced from
Equations (2) and (3) is the radius of the NPs as probed by electromagnetic radiation, this suggests
that the actual scattering length of the electrons is larger than the size of a single NP and influenced by
the contact or coalescence of nearest neighbor NPs in the film. A tail in the distribution of larger Ag
nanoclusters, reaching past 6 nm radius (12 nm diameter), is present but since it is so small it is likely
to be not statistically relevant in the determination of the grain size.

The population of smaller Ag NP (average radius 0.6 nm from Figure 1e), though it is around the
95% of the total particle count, looks like totally irrelevant in this model since the integrated mass or
volume contribution of NPs with diameter smaller than 4 nm is only 5% of the total (see also Figure A2
in Appendix A). A possible explanation is also related to the fact that smaller nanoparticles (1.1 nm
average diameter) in mechanical and electrical contact with much larger NPs (6 nm diameter) do not
modify the effective size of the larger NPs. As shown by Bardotti and coworkers [40] and also in recent
work by Benetti et al. [11], molecular dynamics simulations of these soft-landing films suggest that
larger NPs also have lower specific energy (0.25 eV/atom) while smaller NPs land with specific energies
around 1 eV/atom. These specific energies are not enough to produce structural modification by
impact of a small cluster on a larger NP but they can induce coalescence or even epitaxial coordination
of small nanoparticles impinging on larger nanoclusters. Finally, this phenomenon is not enough
efficient to change the size of decorated, larger, effective NP.

The model of Ag/Ti 50-50 film (Figure 3b) has to deal with the different nature of this film:
the Ag NPs are basically embedded into the amorphous TiO2 [24], as shown by HAADF-STEM data of
Figure 1d and such surrounding should result in totally non interacting Ag NP in the film.

The host TiO2 matrix is modelled with a Tauc-Lorentz oscillator, suited for amorphous materials [41],
the guest materials in the BEMA layer approach will be Ag nanoparticles and voids, regarded as spherical
inclusions in the host material, as shown in Figure 3b.

The oscillator terms due to optical interband transitions in bulk Ag will hence be neglected in
favor of a simpler Drude model oscillator and only the correction for the size dependence of electron
scattering term (FPE) is maintained, because is expected to be dominant for the typical size of our Ag
NPs embedded (Figure 1d,f) and setting A = 4/3 in Equation (4).

ε = ε∞ + 1
ε0ρ(ω2τ+iω)

+
ω2

p
ω

[
1

ω+iΓb
− 1

ω+iΓ(R)

]
;

Γ(R) = Γb + A vF
R

(4)

where, from [33], ρ = 6.7635 × 10−6 Ω·cm and τ = 9.487 fs, ε∞ = 1.179.
A similar model to describe the dielectric functions of silver NPs, accounting only for plasmon

resonance and finite size effect in Ag NPs was early adopted by Kreibig [42].
The bulk-like terms need to be corrected by introducing the FPE term Γ(R), which accounts also

for the effective reduction in the relaxation time τ in the Drude model when electron mean free path is
comparable or larger than NP size [34,43].

This simplification is also suggested by the fact that at the TiO2/Ag interface electron transfer may
happen when incident visible light excites electrons in confined Ag NPs at energies near or higher than
the TiO2 bandgap (Eg = 3.3 eV): this phenomenon was already observed in optical pump-and-probe
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experiments with infrared laser pump light probing confined Au nanodots separated by bulk Au
substrate with a 4 nm thick TiO2 dielectric layer. The band-bending occurring at the metal-oxide
interface partially reduces the energy barrier required for the excited hot electrons at Au nanodot/oxide
interface to displace into the oxide barrier even with infrared light pump [44]. Our SE experiments
were performed with visible light in the 380–900 nm wavelength range.

The average size of the Ag NP embedded in Titania matrix, from Figure 1f, is 2.5–3 nm. This leads
to a typical Ag atom count in a NP to around 1000 atoms. Kreibig also reports in his work [42] that
Ag NPs down to 400 atoms embedded in glass show usual metallic behavior. The energy spacing of
possible discrete electronic levels due to electron confinement in the clusters should be lower than
~10−2 eV, quite similar to the energy provided by thermal excitation at room temperature. While
hot electrons may be generated in the smaller (1 nm) particles [34], where levels maybe discrete,
the thermal broadening of discrete levels in nanoclusters may smear effectively this discretization,
resulting in a quasi-continuum of electronic levels. Hence it seems reasonable to assume the bulk Ag
resistivity for the NP.

Since the NPs sizes in both Ag and Ag/TiO2 nanocomposites are smaller than the probing light
wavelength, as shown in Figure 1e,f respectively, one could expect increased optical absorption of
the medium due to the surface plasmon polariton (SPP) resonance in the Ag NPs embedded in
the films [45]. This phenomenon should be even enhanced for insulated nanoparticles enclosed in
a dielectric medium (as in Ag/TiO2 nanocomposites) as seen in reference [44]. The higher optical
absorption than the one characteristic of bulk metals is also found in the model ε2 deduced for both of
our films (Figure 4c,d) and coherently the metal NP-dielectric nanocomposite will show higher ε2 than
nanogranular metal alone.

It is interesting to make a comparison with a similar system to our Ag/TiO2 nanocomposites,
an SCBD grown film of bare TiO2. Films of nanogranular amorphous TiO2 in the 50–100 nm thickness
range show a 16–20 nm RMS surface roughness [46] while Ag/TiO2 nanocomposite film, 40 nm
thick, (Ag/Ti 50-50) has only 3 nm RMS surface roughness. By SE measurements Toccafondi and
coworkers [47] evaluated on these bare TiO2 films a film porosity larger than 50%. That value could be
considered as un upper extreme to be allowed in the optical model, the lower extreme being the 20%
of pure Ag NPs films found from XRR.

The difference in surface roughness between bare TiO2 and our Ag/TiO2 nanocomposite suggests
that porosity of the film should stay in the middle of the two extremes above mentioned.

Further boundaries in the optical model are inferred from the composition and mass ratio of
the film by X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS) on the films and X-ray fluorescence (XRF) [24].
From XPS the abundances or mass fraction of Ag and Ti are respectively 40% and 60% and from XRF
50% and 50% respectively for Ag and Ti. We point out also that XPS has probing depth of only few
nanometers and mass ratio quantification is affected by different mean free path of photoelectrons
with different energies in the probed layer: the initial mass abundance of the bulk rod target of 50% Ag
and 50% Ti is almost transferred to the film.

Considering the bulk densities of Ag and TiO2, respectively ρAg = 10.5 g/cm3 [48] and ρTiO2

= 3.9 g/cm3 [49] the minimum mass ratio αmin = mAg/mTiO2 set from XPS is ~0.67, while αmax = 1
(50% Ag, 50% TiO2), therefore we can state in Equation (5) that:

αmin <
mAg

mTiO2

=
ρAg·xAg

ρTiO2 ·
(
1 − x − xAg

) < 1 (5)

The limits set in (5) are equivalent to the constraints on the volumetric fractions xAg (for Ag) and
x (for void):

αmin·ρTiO2

ρAg + αmin·ρTiO2

(1 − x) < xAg <
ρTiO2

ρAg + ρTiO2

(1 − x) (6)

In Figure 5 the boundaries on volumetric fraction of Ag (xAg) versus void factor x are reported
and region of allowed values is highlighted in the yellow colored region.
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Figure 5. boundary values for void factor x (porosity) and xAg (volumetric fraction of Ag) are shown:
allowed values lie in the yellow region of the graph, green area represents the value range for both x
and xAg where fit of the ellipsometric data shows a minimum square error MSE < 10.

A meaningful model of SE data has to cope with topography data of AFM (40 nm height and
surface roughness < 3 nm) and boundaries set by film chemical composition, as discussed above.
Our model is more likely to give only a confidence band for the film porosity rather than a precise
assessment: different trials were performed and best fit (mean square error MSE < 10) is obtained for
x = 25 ± 5% porosity and volumetric silver fraction xAg = 18.5 ± 0.5%.

In Figure 4b we propose the best fit model for the Ag/Ti 50/50 nanocomposite film using Drude
oscillator corrected with NP size effect (FPE) on dielectric function. The inferred thickness is 43 ± 1.7 nm
and surface roughness 2 ± 0.4 nm, in good match with AFM measurements, xAg = 18.4 ± 0.7% and
void factor x = 25 ± 5%, compatible with the limits set in Equation (6): these values fall into the green
colored best fit region in Figure 5.

The superimposed optical model to SE data in Figure 4b only grasps the basic trend of the film
response obtained from experimental Ψ and ∆ data but there is a worse match with respect to the
porous Ag NP film system.

Definitely, as shown in Figure 4d, it looks quite unlikely to match optical constants of the Ag NPs
dispersed in the dielectric matrix only with corrections from bulk material, as done for bare Ag NP
film in Figure 4c.

Our nanogranular Ag and Ag/TiO2 nanocomposite (Ag/Ti 50-50) films shows a typical surface
roughness and porosity quite lower than the ones observed for other films deposited by SCBD, either
the Au films analyzed by Bisio [39] or the bare TiO2 films in the works of Singh [46] and Toccafondi [47].
This difference could be traced back to different growth parameters of the sources, mainly the type of
carrier gas (Ar or He) and different carrier injection pressure in the ablation chamber, anyway a sound
motivation for these differences needs further investigation.

In our simple substrate-BEMA model layers we did not account for the effects at the amorphous
TiO2/Al2O3 interface on the optical constants of the film. We choose on purpose a chemically stiff
and inert sapphire substrate to avoid adding a further complexity into the modeling of these films.
The interactions at the Ag NP film/sapphire interface will be mainly Van der Waals forces and weak
interaction and adhesion is expected [50]. The deposition process in vacuum of this amorphous TiO2

matrix in Ag/Ti 50-50 films could leave chemically reactive defects like oxygen vacancies and dangling
bonds persisting at the titania/sapphire interface, before they can be healed when the samples are
removed from vacuum. These bonds could improve also the adhesion, due to the effect of stronger
chemical rather than the Van der Waals bonds at the bare Ag NP/sapphire interface. A hint on this
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picture comes from the comparison of preliminary scratch tests performed on Ag NP and Ag/Ti 50-50
films, where adhesion of Ag/Ti 50-50 film on soda lime glass, probed by optical transmission after
multiple scratch iterations, is way better than for bare Ag NP film [24].

A deeper knowledge of the interface with the substrate when the film is built with an amorphous
oxide matrix is needed but even so the present SE measurements yield a consistent picture of the
system predicting its porosity. This information is also very difficult to retrieve by XRR experiments,
due to the large uncertainty on the effective density of the film.

Finally, the extrapolated effective radius of Ag NPs embedded in the host titania matrix from the
h̄Γ(R) = 1.0 ± 0.1 eV NP size-dependent scattering rate parameter (see Equation (3)) is R ≈ 1.2 nm,
in good match with the average size of the Ag NPs population, as shown in Figure 1f.

3. Materials and Methods

The principles of SCBD are described in detail elsewhere [6,22,25] and basically rely on the pulsed
plasma ablation of a high purity metallic target rod, followed by NP condensation and expansion into
vacuum through an aerodynamic lens/nozzle focusing system. A skimmer selects the central part
of the beam directed on the substrate surface. In our experiments 99.99% purity Ag and Ag/Ti rods
(ACI alloys, San Josè, CA, USA) were employed and the mass abundance of the elements in Ag–Ti
bimetallic rod was 50% Ag and 50% Ti respectively. On both type of films, a mask was used during
deposition in order to verify the film thickness by AFM measurement at film edges. A surface with
both nanostructured film and bare substrate also allows comparison of the optical properties of the
nanostructured films versus the bare substrate in the SE experiments. The nominal film thickness and
deposition rate were measured by a quartz microbalance.

Nanostructured Ag (Ag NPs) and Ag/TiO2 (Ag/Ti 50-50) films were grown at room temperature
in medium vacuum conditions (base pressure 1 × 10−6 mbar) by SCBD directly on the substrate
surface, in this case a 0.48 mm thick and 10 × 10 mm2 wide slab of (0001) α-Al2O3 single crystal,
optically polished (MaTeck GmbH, Im Langenbroich, Juelich, Germany). The film deposited in vacuum
were exposed to air to obtain titanium oxidation to TiO2 of the Ag/Ti 50-50 film.

Thickness, roughness and average grain of the films size were obtained ex-situ by AFM (Solver-P47pro
from NT-MDT, (NT-MDT Spectrum Instruments, Zelenograd, Moscow, Russia), equipped with HA-NC
“Etalon” tips from NT-MDT, with typical 140 kHz resonant frequency, 3.5 N/m force constant and tip
radius of 10 nm, working in semi-contact mode.

Structure of scattered NPs, directly deposited on amorphous carbon grid (Quantifoil), was
investigated by HAADF-STEM, performed with a probe corrected FEI TITAN microscope) and a FEI
Tecnai Osiris microscope (instruments from Thermo Fisher Scientific, Hillsboro, OR, USA), both operated
at 200 kV, respectively.

Optical properties of the film were obtained with a Woollam Alpha-SE spectroscopic ellipsometer
(J.A. Woollam Co. Inc., Lincoln, NE, USA) in rotating compensator ellipsometer (RCE) configuration,
working in the 380–900 nm wavelength range and the detector analyzes 180 points in this spectral
range. The instrument is provided by the manufacturer with the CompleteEASE software tool, for
data acquisition, modeling of film optical constants and integrated library of optical constants for
a wide range of bulk materials and thin films. Experimental data were collected at different angles (65◦,
70◦and 75◦) from the sample normal but for clarity only data acquired at 65◦ are discussed in the text.

4. Conclusions

We investigated by spectroscopic ellipsometry the optical properties of Ag and Ag–Ti porous NP
films grown in a single step by SCBD on Al2O3 substrates. The Ag films are composed of NPs with
a bimodal size distribution, while the AgTi films are constituted by Ag NP surrounded by amorphous
TiO2. The optical constants of the films are obtained employing a quite simple Bruggeman effective
medium approximation model of the film structure. The model proves extremely useful to take into
account the structure and morphology of the NP films, providing porosity and average grain size of Ag
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NPs in very good agreement with the ones obtained by complementary techniques. For the Ag/TiO2

NP film, the SE data provide porosity and grain size not obtainable by XRR or AFM and TEM, due to
the large uncertainties about the effective density of the film itself. Moreover, our results suggest that
SE is a viable method to obtain porosity measurements for nanoscale systems where standard BET
method might not be applicable.
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Appendix A

In Equation (A1) we report the oscillators used to model Ag bulk material from [33] and
implemented in CompleteEASE software interface:

εB = ε∞ − 1
ε0ρ(ω2τ + iω)

+
3

∑
k=1

Ak
Γk
2

(
1

ωk − ω − i Γk
2

+
1

ωk − ω + i Γk
2

)
(A1)

ε∞ = 1.179
ρ = 6.7635 × 10−6 Ω·cm; Drude term
τ = 9.487 fs;

A1 = 1.206883 + i × 1.3885; Interband oscillator harmonic terms
h̄Γ1 = 6.8152 eV;
h̄ω1 = 4.137 eV;

A2 = −0.674042 + i × 2.3861;
h̄Γ2 = 0.3806 eV;
h̄ω2 = 4.011 eV;

A3 = 4.525906 − i × 2.3944;
h̄Γ3 = 22.148 eV;
h̄ω3 = 2.723 eV;

Mean square error of the fit:
MSE = 1.445
Thickness = 87.2 ± 5 nm
Roughness = 1.5 ± 0.2 nm
h̄Γ(R) = 0.13 ± 0.05 eV
x = 17 ± 1%

In Equation (A2) we report the oscillator used to model Ag NP optical constants inside the
amorphous TiO2 matrix:

ε = ε∞ +
1

ε0ρ(ω2τ + iω)
+

ω2
p

ω

[
1

ω + iΓb
− 1

ω + iΓ(R)

]
; (A2)
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ε∞= 1.179, from [33]
ρ = 6.7635 × 10−6 Ω·cm; Drude term from [33]
τ = 9.487 fs;

Mean square error of the fit:
MSE = 9.187
Thickness = 43 ± 2 nm
Roughness = 2.06 ± 4 nm
h̄Γ(R) = 1.0 ± 0.1 eV
xAg = 18.4 ± 0.7%
x = 25 ± 5.2% for BEMA layer

The mean square error fit goodness parameter (MSE) is defined as:

MSE =

√
1

3n − m

n

∑
i=1

[(
Nexp.

i − Nmod.
i

)2
+
(

Cexp.
i − Cmod.

i

)2
+
(

Sexp.
i − Smod.

i

)2
]
·1000

where n is the number of considered wavelengths (180), m the number of fit parameters,

N = cos(2Ψ)

C = sin(2Ψ) cos(∆)
S = sin(2Ψ) sin(∆)
Nexp

i : i-th wavelength experimental N value
Nmod

i : i-th wavelength model/fit N value
Cexp

i : i-th wavelength experimental C value
Cmod

i : i-th wavelenght model/fit C value
Sexp

i : i-th wavelength experimental S value
Smod

i : i-th wavelenght model/fit S value
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Figure A1. (a) 25 × 25 mm2 multi-tile optical profilometry image of a 700 nm thick Ag NP Film; (b) 
Optical profilometry data are fit with a bi-dimensional Gaussian profile with a parameter σ = 8 mm. 
The ellipsometer source light beam incident at 65° from sample normal projects a spot on the central 
region of the sample not larger than 4–5 mm: the maximum thickness gradient expected in the probed 
region of the sample is expected to be less than 5% of the maximum sample thickness. For an 80 nm 
thick layer expected thickness variation is less than 4 nm, very likely inside the expected surface 
roughness. 

Figure A1. (a) 25 × 25 mm2 multi-tile optical profilometry image of a 700 nm thick Ag NP Film;
(b) Optical profilometry data are fit with a bi-dimensional Gaussian profile with a parameter σ = 8 mm.
The ellipsometer source light beam incident at 65◦ from sample normal projects a spot on the central
region of the sample not larger than 4–5 mm: the maximum thickness gradient expected in the probed
region of the sample is expected to be less than 5% of the maximum sample thickness. For an 80 nm thick
layer expected thickness variation is less than 4 nm, very likely inside the expected surface roughness.



Nanomaterials 2017, 7, 442 13 of 15
Nanomaterials 2017, 7, 442  13 of 15 

 

 

Figure A2. Size and mass distribution statistics of Ag NPs vs apparent diameters from TEM images. 
Particles with diameters less than 4 nm are identified in the green bins, while larger particles are 
collected in blue colored bins. Smaller than 4 nm NPs collect the 95% count of total particle number 
while their volume or mass is only 5% of total. 

References 

1. Holade, Y.; Hickey, D.P.; Minteer, S.D. Halide-regulated growth of electrocatalytic metal nanoparticles 
directly onto a carbon paper electrode. J. Mater. Chem. A 2016, 4, 17154–17162, doi:10.1039/c6ta08288b. 

2. Hu, J.E.; Liu, Z.; Eichhorn, B.W.; Jackson, G.S. CO-tolerance of nano-architectured Pt-Mo anode 
electrocatalysts for PEM fuel cells. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2012, 37, 11268–11275, 
doi:10.1016/j.ijhydene.2012.04.094. 

3. Zhao, Y.; Ye, C.; Liu, W.; Chen, R.; Jiang, X. Tuning the Composition of AuPt Bimetallic Nanoparticles for 
Antibacterial Application. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 2014, 53, 8127–8131, doi:10.1002/anie.201401035. 

4. Botequim, D.; Maia, J.; Lino, M.M.F.; Lopes, L.M.F.; Simões, P.N.; Ilharco, L.M.; Ferreira, L. Nanoparticles 
and Surfaces Presenting Antifungal, Antibacterial and Antiviral Properties. Langmuir 2012, 28, 7646–7656, 
doi:10.1021/la300948n. 

5. Cloutier, M.; Turgeon, S.; Busby, Y.; Tatoulian, M.; Pireaux, J.-J.; Mantovani, D. Controlled Distribution and 
Clustering of Silver in Ag-DLC Nanocomposite Coatings Using a Hybrid Plasma Approach. ACS Appl. 
Mater. Interfaces 2016, 8, 21020−21027, doi:10.1021/acsami.6b06614. 

6. Cavaliere, E.; De Cesari, S.; Landini, G.; Riccobono, E.; Pallecchi, L.; Rossolini, G.M.; Gavioli, L. Highly 
bactericidal Ag nanoparticle films obtained by cluster beam deposition. Nanomed. Nanotechnol. Biol. Med. 
2015, 11, doi:10.1016/j.nano.2015.02.023. 

7. Wang, J.; Shin, S. Room temperature nanojoining of Cu-Ag core-shell nanoparticles and nanowires. J. 
Nanopart. Res. 2017, 19, 53, doi:10.1007/s11051-017-3761-6.  

8. Kaptay, G.; Janczak-Rusch, J.; Jeurgens, L.P.H. Melting Point Depression and Fast Diffusion in 
Nanostructured Brazing Fillers Confined Between Barrier Nanolayers. J. Mater. Eng. Perform. 2016, 25, 
3275–3284, doi:10.1007/s11665-016-2123-3. 

9. Yliniemi, K.; Vahvaselkä, M.; Van Ingelgem, Y.; Baert, K.; Wilson, B.P.; Terryn, H.; Kontturi K. The 
formation and characterisation of ultra-thin films containing Ag nanoparticles. J. Mater. Chem. 2008, 18, 
199–206, doi:10.1039/B713313H. 

Figure A2. Size and mass distribution statistics of Ag NPs vs apparent diameters from TEM images.
Particles with diameters less than 4 nm are identified in the green bins, while larger particles are
collected in blue colored bins. Smaller than 4 nm NPs collect the 95% count of total particle number
while their volume or mass is only 5% of total.

References

1. Holade, Y.; Hickey, D.P.; Minteer, S.D. Halide-regulated growth of electrocatalytic metal nanoparticles
directly onto a carbon paper electrode. J. Mater. Chem. A 2016, 4, 17154–17162. [CrossRef]

2. Hu, J.E.; Liu, Z.; Eichhorn, B.W.; Jackson, G.S. CO-tolerance of nano-architectured Pt-Mo anode electrocatalysts
for PEM fuel cells. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2012, 37, 11268–11275. [CrossRef]

3. Zhao, Y.; Ye, C.; Liu, W.; Chen, R.; Jiang, X. Tuning the Composition of AuPt Bimetallic Nanoparticles for
Antibacterial Application. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 2014, 53, 8127–8131. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Botequim, D.; Maia, J.; Lino, M.M.F.; Lopes, L.M.F.; Simões, P.N.; Ilharco, L.M.; Ferreira, L. Nanoparticles
and Surfaces Presenting Antifungal, Antibacterial and Antiviral Properties. Langmuir 2012, 28, 7646–7656.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Cloutier, M.; Turgeon, S.; Busby, Y.; Tatoulian, M.; Pireaux, J.-J.; Mantovani, D. Controlled Distribution and
Clustering of Silver in Ag-DLC Nanocomposite Coatings Using a Hybrid Plasma Approach. ACS Appl.
Mater. Interfaces 2016, 8, 21020–21027. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Cavaliere, E.; De Cesari, S.; Landini, G.; Riccobono, E.; Pallecchi, L.; Rossolini, G.M.; Gavioli, L. Highly
bactericidal Ag nanoparticle films obtained by cluster beam deposition. Nanomed. Nanotechnol. Biol. Med.
2015, 11. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Wang, J.; Shin, S. Room temperature nanojoining of Cu-Ag core-shell nanoparticles and nanowires.
J. Nanopart. Res. 2017, 19, 53. [CrossRef]

8. Kaptay, G.; Janczak-Rusch, J.; Jeurgens, L.P.H. Melting Point Depression and Fast Diffusion in Nanostructured
Brazing Fillers Confined Between Barrier Nanolayers. J. Mater. Eng. Perform. 2016, 25, 3275–3284. [CrossRef]

9. Yliniemi, K.; Vahvaselkä, M.; Van Ingelgem, Y.; Baert, K.; Wilson, B.P.; Terryn, H.; Kontturi, K. The formation and
characterisation of ultra-thin films containing Ag nanoparticles. J. Mater. Chem. 2008, 18, 199–206. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6TA08288B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2012.04.094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.201401035
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24828967
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la300948n
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22545667
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.6b06614
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27454833
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nano.2015.02.023
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25804414
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11051-017-3761-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11665-016-2123-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/B713313H


Nanomaterials 2017, 7, 442 14 of 15

10. Nasiri, N.; Elmøe, T.D.; Liu, Y.; Qin, Q.H.; Tricoli, A. Self-assembly dynamics and accumulation mechanisms
of ultra-fine nanoparticles. Nanoscale 2015, 7, 9859–9867. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

11. Benetti, G.; Caddeo, C.; Melis, C.; Ferrini, G.; Giannetti, C.; Winckelmans, N.; Bals, S.; Van Bael, M.J.;
Cavaliere, E.; Gavioli, L.; et al. Bottom-up Mechanical Nanometrology of Granular Ag Nanoparticles Thin
Films. J. Phys. Chem. C 2017, 121, 22434–22441. [CrossRef]

12. Walters, G.; Parkin, I.P. The incorporation of noble metal nanoparticles into host matrix thin films: Synthesis,
characterisation and applications. J. Mater. Chem. 2009, 19, 574–590. [CrossRef]

13. Chuang, M.; Chen, F. Synergistic Plasmonic Effects of Metal Nanoparticle—Decorated PEGylated Graphene
Oxides in Polymer Solar Cells. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2015, 7, 7397–7405. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Rege, S.U.; Yang, R.T. Corrected Horváth-Kawazoe equations for pore-size distribution. AIChE J. 2000, 46,
734–750. [CrossRef]

15. Brunauer, S.; Emmett, P.H.; Teller, E. Adsorption of Gases in Multimolecular Layers. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
1938, 60, 309–319. [CrossRef]

16. Barrett, E.P.; Joyner, L.G.; Halenda, P.P. The Determination of Pore Volume and Area Distributions in Porous
Substances. I. Computations from Nitrogen Isotherms. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1951, 73, 373–380. [CrossRef]

17. Storck, S.; Bretinger, H.; Maier, W.F. Characterization of micro- and mesoporous solids by physisorption
methods and pore-size analysis. Appl. Catal. A Gen. 1998, 174, 137–146. [CrossRef]

18. Oliver, W.; Pharr, G. An improved technique for determining hardness and elastic modulus using load and
displacement sensing indentation experiments. J. Mater. Res. 1992, 7, 1564–1583. [CrossRef]

19. Peli, S.; Cavaliere, E.; Benetti, G.; Gandolfi, M.; Chiodi, M.; Cancellieri, C.; Giannetti, C.; Ferrini, G.; Gavioli, L.;
Banfi, F. Mechanical Properties of Ag Nanoparticle Thin Films Synthesized by Supersonic Cluster Beam
Deposition. J. Phys. Chem. C 2016, 120, 4673–4681. [CrossRef]

20. Wegner, K.; Piseri, P.; Tafreshi, H.V.; Milani, P. Cluster beam deposition: A tool for nanoscale science and
technology. J. Phys. D Appl. Phys. 2006, 39, R439–R459. [CrossRef]

21. Barborini, E.; Kholmanov, I.N.; Conti, A.M.; Piseri, P.; Vinati, S.; Milani, P.; Ducati, C. Supersonic cluster
beam deposition of nanostructured titania. Eur. Phys. J. D 2003, 24, 277–282. [CrossRef]

22. Chiodi, M.; Cheney, C.P.; Vilmercati, P.; Cavaliere, E.; Mannella, N.; Weitering, H.H.; Gavioli, L. Enhanced
Dopant Solubility and Visible-Light Absorption in Cr-N Codoped TiO2 Nanoclusters. J. Phys. Chem. C
2012, 116, 311–318. [CrossRef]

23. Fraters, B.D.; Cavaliere, E.; Mul, G.; Gavioli, L. Synthesis of photocatalytic TiO2 nano-coatings by Supersonic
Cluster Beam Deposition. J. Alloys Compd. 2014, 615, 467–471. [CrossRef]

24. Benetti, G.; Cavaliere, E.; Canteri, A.; Landini, G.; Rossolini, G.M.; Pallecchi, L.; Chiodi, M.; Van Bael, M.;
Winckelmans, N.; Bals, S.; et al. Direct synthesis of antimicrobial coatings based on tailored bi-elemental
nanoparticles. APL Mater. 2017, 5, 036105. [CrossRef]

25. Barborini, E.; Kholmanov, I.; Piseri, P.; Ducati, C.; Bottani, C.; Milani, P. Engineering the Nanocrystalline
Structure of TiO2 Films by Aerodynamically Filtered Cluster Deposition. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2002, 81, 3052–3054.
[CrossRef]

26. Asoro, M.A.; Damiano, J.; Ferreira, P.J. Size Effects on the Melting Temperature of Silver Nanoparticles:
In-Situ TEM Observations. Microsc. Microanal. 2009, 15 (Suppl. 2), 706–707. [CrossRef]

27. Lu, H.M.; Li, P.Y.; Cao, Z.H.; Meng, X.K. Size-, Shape- and Dimensionality-Dependent Melting Temperatures
of Nanocrystals. J. Phys. Chem. C 2009, 113, 7598–7602. [CrossRef]

28. Blackmore, C.E.; Rees, N.V.; Palmer, R.E. Modular construction of size-selected multiple core Pt–TiO2

nanoclusters for electro-catalysis. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2015, 17, 28005–28009. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
29. Langlois, C.; Li, Z.L.; Yuan, J.; Alloyeau, D.; Nelayah, J.; Bochicchio, D.; Ferrando, R.; Ricolleau, C. Transition

from core–shell to Janus chemical configuration for bimetallic nanoparticles. Nanoscale 2012, 4, 3381–3388.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

30. Fujiwara, H. Ellipsometry: Principles and Applications; Wiley: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2007; ISBN 978-0-470-01608-4.
31. Azzam, R.M.A.; Bashara, N.M. Ellipsometry and Polarized Light; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 1987.
32. Bruggeman, D.A.G. Berechnung verschiedener physikalischer Konstanten von heterogenen Substanzen.

I. Dielektrizitätskonstanten und Leitfähigkeiten der Mischkörper aus isotropen Substanzen. Ann. Phys.
1935, 24, 636–664. [CrossRef]

33. Palik, E.D. (Ed.); Handbook of Optical Constants of Solids; Academic Press: San Diego, CA, USA, 1985.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5NR00877H
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25966367
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.7b05795
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/B809646E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.5b01161
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25786137
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aic.690460408
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja01269a023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja01145a126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0926-860X(98)00164-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1557/JMR.1992.1564
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.6b00160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0022-3727/39/22/R02
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjd/e2003-00189-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp208834n
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jallcom.2013.12.037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4978772
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1510579
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S1431927609097013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp900314q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5CP00285K
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25776006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c2nr11954d
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22544336
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/andp.19354160705


Nanomaterials 2017, 7, 442 15 of 15

34. Hövel, H.; Fritz, S.; Hilger, A.; Kreibig, U.; Vollmer, M. Width of cluster plasmon resonances: Bulk dielectric
functions and chemical interface damping. Phys. Rev. B 1993, 48, 18178. [CrossRef]

35. Kooij, E.S.; Wormeester, H.E.A.; Martijn Brouwer, E.A.; Van Vroonhoven, E.; Van Silfhout, A.; Poelsema, B.
Optical Characterization of Thin Colloidal Gold Films by Spectroscopic Ellipsometry. Langmuir 2002, 18,
4401–4413. [CrossRef]

36. Ehrenreich, H.; Phillips, H.R. Optical properties of Ag and Cu. Phys. Rev. 1962, 128, 1622. [CrossRef]
37. Blaber, M.G.; Arnold, M.D.; Ford, M.J. Search for the Ideal Plasmonic Nanoshell: The Effects of Surface

Scattering and alternatives to Gold and Silver. J. Phys. Chem. C 2009, 8, 3041–3045. [CrossRef]
38. Aspnes, D.E.; Kinsbron, E.; Bacon, D.D. Optical properties of Au: Sample effects. Phys. Rev. B 1980, 21, 3290.

[CrossRef]
39. Bisio, F.; Palombo, M.; Prato, M.; Cavalleri, O.; Barborini, E.; Vinati, S.; Franchi, M.; Mattera, L.; Canepa, M.

Optical properties of cluster-assembled nanoporous gold films. Phys. Rev. B 2009, 80, 205428. [CrossRef]
40. Bardotti, L.; Prével, B.; Mélinon, P.; Perez, A.; Hou, Q.; Hou, M. Deposition of AuN clusters on Au(111)

surfaces. Experimental results and comparison with simulations. Phys. Rev. B 2000, 62, 2835. [CrossRef]
41. Jellison, G.E., Jr.; Modine, F.A. Parameterization of the optical functions of amorphous materials in the

interband region. Appl. Phys. Lett. 1996, 69, 371–373. [CrossRef]
42. Kreibig, U. Electronic properties of small silver particles: The optical constants and their temperature

dependence. J. Phys. F Met. Phys. 1974, 4, 999. [CrossRef]
43. Derkachova, A.; Kolwas, K.; Demchenko, I. Dielectric Function for Gold in Plasmonics Applications: Size

Dependence of Plasmon Resonance Frequencies and Damping Rates for Nanospheres. Plasmonics 2016, 11,
941–951. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Harutyunyan, H.; Martinson, A.B.F.; Rosenmann, D.; Khorashad, L.K.; Besteiro, L.V.; Govorov, A.O.;
Wiederrecht, G.P. Anomalous ultrafast dynamics of hot plasmonic electrons in nanostructures with hot spots.
Nat. Nanotechnol. Lett. 2015, 10, 770–774. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Chumanov, G.; Evanoff, D.D. Synthesis and properties of silver nanoparticles. ChemPhysChem 2005, 6,
1221–1231. [CrossRef]

46. Singh, A.V.; Vyas, V.; Patil, R.; Sharma, V.; Scopelliti, P.E.; Bongiorno, G.; Podestà, A.; Lenardi, C.; Gade, W.N.;
Milani, P. Quantitative Characterization of the Influence of the Nanoscale Morphology of Nanostructured
Surfaces on Bacterial Adhesion and Biofilm Formation. PLoS ONE 2011, 6, e25029. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Toccafondi, C.; Uttiya, S.; Cavalleri, O.; Gemme, G.; Barborini, E.; Bisio, F.; Canepa, M. Optical properties of
nanogranular and highly porous TiO2 thin films. J. Phys. D Appl. Phys. 2014, 47, 485301. [CrossRef]

48. Auld, B.A. Acoustic Fields and Waves in Solids; John Wiley and Sons: New York, NY, USA, 1973; Volume 1.
49. Mineralogy Database of Hudson Mineralogy Institute. Available online: https://www.mindat.org/min-213.

html (accessed on 28 September 2017).
50. Joo, S.; Baldwin, D.F. Adhesion mechanisms of nanoparticle silver to substrate materials: Identification.

Nanotechnology 2010, 21, 055204. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

© 2017 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/10.1103/PhysRevB.48.18178
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la0256127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.128.1622
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp810808h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.21.3290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.205428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.62.2835
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.118064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4608/4/7/007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11468-015-0128-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27340380
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2015.165
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26237345
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cphc.200500113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0025029
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21966403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0022-3727/47/48/485301
https://www.mindat.org/min-213.html
https://www.mindat.org/min-213.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/21/5/055204
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20023320
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Results and Discussion 
	Morphology and Structure of the Ag and Ag/TiO2 (Ag/Ti 50-50) Films 
	Optical Properties by Spectroscopic Ellipsometry (SE) 

	Materials and Methods 
	Conclusions 
	

