
nanomaterials

Article

Non-Absorbing Dielectric Materials for
Surface-Enhanced Spectroscopies and Chiral
Sensing in the UV

Saúl A. Rosales 1, Francisco González 1, Fernando Moreno 1,* and Yael Gutiérrez 2,*
1 Department of Applied Physics, University of Cantabria, Avda. Los Castros, s/n., 39005 Santander, Spain;

rosalessa@unican.es (S.A.R.); gonzaleff@unican.es (F.G.)
2 Institute of Nanotechnology, CNR-NANOTEC, Via Orabona 4, 70126 Bari, Italy
* Correspondence: morenof@unican.es (F.M.); yael.gutierrezvela@cnr.nanotec.it (Y.G.)

Received: 11 September 2020; Accepted: 15 October 2020; Published: 21 October 2020
����������
�������

Abstract: Low-loss dielectric nanomaterials are being extensively studied as novel platforms for
enhanced light-matter interactions. Dielectric materials are more versatile than metals when
nanostructured as they are able to generate simultaneously electric- and magnetic-type resonances.
This unique property gives rise to a wide gamut of new phenomena not observed in metal
nanostructures such as directional scattering conditions or enhanced optical chirality density.
Traditionally studied dielectrics such as Si, Ge or GaP have an operating range constrained to
the infrared and/or the visible range. Tuning their resonances up to the UV, where many biological
samples of interest exhibit their absorption bands, is not possible due to their increased optical losses
via heat generation. Herein, we report a quantitative survey on the UV optical performance of 20
different dielectric nanostructured materials for UV surface light-matter interaction based applications.
The near-field intensity and optical chirality density averaged over the surface of the nanoparticles
together with the heat generation are studied as figures of merit for this comparative analysis.

Keywords: dielectric nanoparticles; chirality; chiral molecules; surface-enhanced spectroscopies;
Mie resonances; UV

1. Introduction

Nanophotonic devices have been intensively investigated aiming the development of
new spectroscopic techniques such as surface-enhanced Raman spectroscopy (SERS) [1–4],
surface-enhanced infrared absorption (SEIRA) [4–7], surface-enhanced fluorescence (SEF) [2,8–11] or
chiral sensing [12–14], among others. Generally, these spectroscopic techniques rely on the hot-spots
produced when nanostructures are illuminated under resonance. A molecule located in those hot
spots will exhibit an enhanced interaction with light that produces measurable changes in the scattered
light properties. The stronger the interaction, the larger the resulting modifications in the light
properties. Consequently, the sensitivity to the presence of molecules is increased. To achieve
such strong interactions, two key factors must be taken into account. The first one is related to
the amplitude (intensity and polarization) of the electromagnetic field, which has to be optimized to
efficiently induce optical transitions in the target molecule. In most cases of SERS, SEIRA and SEF only
enhanced electromagnetic field intensities, commonly named as near-field enhancement (NFE), at the
surroundings of the molecule are required [1,5]. Therefore, the NFE on the nanostructure’s surface
is the main figure of merit for comparing different nanomaterials applied to the aforementioned
spectroscopy techniques. However, in some other cases, due to the symmetry properties of the
molecule, some electronic transitions impose selection rules over light polarization. A clear example of
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this are molecules showing chiral properties [15]. A molecule is chiral when it cannot be superimposed
to its specular image. The pair of non superimposable image molecules are commonly known as
enantiomers, each of them referred as left- and right-handed. Due to chirality, each enantiomer absorbs
differently left and right circularly polarized light, i.e., they exhibit circular dichroism (CD) [12,15].
The CD that chiral molecules exhibit is proportional to the light’s optical chirality density (OCD) of
the electromagnetic field in the surroundings of the molecule. For this reason, the OCD on the
nanostructure’s surface is the figure of merit when comparing nanomaterials for chiral sensing
purposes. This quantity depends not only on the electric and magnetic fields intensity but also
on their polarization properties [16]. We will discuss OCD later on.

The second key factor consists of resonantly matching the exciting light frequency with the
molecule’s natural frequency. This condition is essential for a good performance in spectroscopic
techniques based in molecular absorption. Most molecules have their molecular vibrational and
rotational frequencies in the infrared spectrum [1] while the electronic transitions fall in the visible and
UV range. For example, many organic compounds such as small pharmaceuticals and biomolecules
have electronic transitions at energies in the UV range [17–27], as shown in Figure 1. Therefore,
to achieve optimal frequency matching between hot-spots and molecule’s electronic transitions,
the selected nanomaterials must have maximum optical response in the UV range.

Figure 1. Organic molecules absorption bands: (left axis) molar absorption extinction, A, for some
non-chiral molecules; (right axis) difference between molar absorption extinction of left- and
right-circularly polarized light, ∆A, for some chiral molecules.

Metal-based nanostructures enhance near-fields intensity with inherent heating of the structure
and its surroundings due to their high resistive losses [2,28–30]. Therefore, they are interesting for
applications where heating is desired or at least this is not an issue [29–31]. It is important to note that
heating effects are detrimental in many ways for spectroscopic measurements. The temperatures
generated when the plasmonic resonances are excited can reach up to several hundreds of
degrees Kelvin [2,31–33]. These temperatures are high enough to generate substantial changes in
the nanomaterial and environment such as deformation or even melting of nanostructures, vaporizing
the solvent, refractive index changes through the thermo-optic effect and molecular changes in the
samples [32,33]. All these changes contribute to the spectral shift of both the plasmonic and molecular
resonances complicating the data analysis and diminishing sensing efficiencies. So, not only in the
UV but also in the infrared and visible range, alternative materials to metals are demanded for
spectroscopic measurements.

Very recently, semiconductors have been proposed for infrared and visible photonic applications
with ultralow heat radiation [2,3,6,9,10,14,34–38]. Especial interest is being given to semiconductor
materials with high refractive index (HRI) and low losses. These materials, when nanostructured,
are able to generate high NFE with negligible heating [2] through the excitation of both, electric and
magnetic resonances. Under appropriate nanostructuring and illumination conditions, a maximum
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interference between this two type of resonances can be achieved, leading to attractive phenomena
like directional scattering [39,40] or OCD hot spots [13,41–43].

Metals for UV applications have been already thoroughly reviewed in terms of absorption and
NFE [28,29,44]. Some HRI materials (n ≥ 2) have been already discussed in terms of directionality
and NFE with low heat conversion in the UV showing as promising candidates diamond or TiO2

among others [45]. In general terms, insulators and semiconductors with a sufficiently wide band gap
(Eg ≥ 3 eV) have a transparency window in the UV. However, such wide band gaps imply a relatively
low refractive index when compared to narrow band gap semiconductors [46]. Therefore, not only
HRI, but also lower refractive index materials should be considered to obtain NFE with negligible
heating effects in the UV.

The purpose of this research is intended to show the performance of 19 potential low-loss dielectric
materials. We show that this materials, when nanostructured, generate surface light-matter interaction
enhancements based in both the NFE and OCD response in the UV range. This enhancements are
relevant for UV sensing applications, especially those related to the bio-field since in this spectral range
many biological molecules have absorption bands. In addition, our aim is to continue with the recent
research on chiral sensing in the UV with low-loss HRI dielectrics [47]. To do so we analyze the optical
chirality performance of the proposed materials in the UV range. We envision that this study can open
a new landscape for optimizing the design and the efficiency of new surface-interaction based sensing
platforms with alternative low loss dielectric materials avoiding the sometimes harmful heating.
Materials with HRI, n ≥ 2, moderate (MRI), 1.7 ≤ n < 2, and low refractive index (LRI), n < 1.7 are
considered and compared. NFE and OCD calculations, based on Mie theory [48,49], are done for all the
materials proposed [50–65]. To the best of our knowledge, these materials have not been proposed yet as
promising UV nano-alternative for surface enhanced spectroscopy. The aforementioned calculations for
diamond [66] are also included for comparison since it has been previously proposed for VIS/UV-HRI
photonics [45,47,67,68].

This manuscript is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly review the theoretical concepts
and methods used to perform the electromagnetic calculations. In Section 3, we describe and
classify the list of materials under review. In Section 4, we compare their optical response in the
UV. This comparison is done in terms of NFE and OCD resonances, considering also relevant features
of the resonances, such as absorption efficiency and width. Finally in Section 5, we remark the main
findings of this work and summarize its main conclusions.

2. Methods

2.1. Mie Theory

A nanosphere shares many common features with nanoparticles of arbitrary shape, such as
resonant scattering at different wavelengths, electric and magnetic type resonant field patterns,
geometrical tunability of resonances, etc. One important difference for the spherical geometry is
that the electromagnetic solution is analytical. This allows fast computations of electromagnetic fields
with only a few variables to consider while keeping the physics background of the problem. For most
spectroscopic applications, the fundamental magnitudes to consider are the electromagnetic fields in
the close proximity to the particle, i.e., those fields acting on a possible target molecule. In the case of a
spherical particle, the scattered electric and magnetic fields (Es and Hs) can be expressed as multipole
series [48,49],

Es = E0

∞

∑
n=1

in(2n + 1)
n(n + 1)

[ian(uxN(3)
e1n + uyN(3)

o1n)− bn(uxM(3)
o1n − uyM(3)

e1n)] (1)

Bs =
kE0

ω

∞

∑
n=1

in(2n + 1)
n(n + 1)

[ibn(uxN(3)
o1n − uyN(3)

e1n) + an(uxM(3)
e1n + uyM(3)

o1n)] (2)
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where N(3)
e1n, N(3)

o1n, M(3)
o1n and M(3)

e1n are the vector spherical harmonics as defined in [48], ω and k are the
angular frequency and wave vector of the incident field, and µ is the permeability of the surrounding
medium. an and bn are the Mie scattering coefficients. From a physical point of view, those coefficients
represent the weighting factors of the different electric and magnetic multipolar contributions of
order n (e.g., n = 1 dipolar, n = 2 quadrupolar). These coefficients depend on the permitivitty and
permeability of the sphere and those of its surroundings, the sphere’s size and the frequency of the
electromagnetic field. The exciting plane wave is defined by its electric field amplitude, E0, and by its
normalized transverse components ux and uy, assuming it propagates in the z-direction.

2.2. Optical Chirality

The energy absorption rate from an electromagnetic field by a chiral molecule is [16],

A± =
ω

2
(α
′′ |E|2 + χ

′′ |B|2)± G
′′
C (3)

α
′′

and χ
′′

are the imaginary parts of the electric polarizability and magnetic susceptibility of the chiral
molecule, respectively. G

′′
is the imaginary part of the electric-magnetic dipole polarizability, assumed

to be isotropic, and responsible of the chiral character of the molecule. Finally, ω and C are the angular
frequency and the OCD, respectively, of the electromagnetic field acting on the molecule. C is given
by [16]

C = − ω

2c2=(E
∗ · B) (4)

where c is the speed of light in vacuum, and E and B are the electric and magnetic fields acting on
the molecule. It is worth noting that when considering molecules in the vicinity of a NP, these fields
always consist on the superposition of the incident and the scattered fields.

In chiral sensing experiments, the discrimination between left and right handed molecules arises
exclusively from the absorption due to the material chirality G

′′
and the OCD of the electromagnetic

wave, C. By contrast, the first absorption term in Equation (3) is equal for left- and right-handed
molecules. Thus, for enantiomer separation, it is desirable an absorption dominated by the chirality
term. This feature is taken into account in the Kuhn’s dissymmetry factor [16],

g = −
(

G
′′

α
′′

)(
2C

ωUe

)
(5)

where Ue is the time-averaged electric energy density.
For a plane wave, the values of C and g are maximum for circularly polarized light (CPL) and

their values are given by

CCPL = ±2
ωUe

c
(6)

gCPL =
−4G

′′

cα
′′ (7)

It is well established that, in the near-field regime, many dielectric nanostructures enhance both
the OCD and the Kuhn’s dissymmetry factor when compared to the plane wave values [13,16,47,69],
i.e., C/CCPL > 1 and g/gCPL > 1. This enhancement is due to the possibility of the simultaneous
excitation of electric and magnetic modes allowed in dielectric nanostructures [41]. Of special interest is
the OCD enhancement in the UV, i.e., the spectral range in which most of chiral molecules of industrial
interest exhibit absorption bands as shown in Figure 1.

By using Equations (1) and (2) to calculate the electromagnetic fields, and Equation (4) to calculate
the OCD generated in the nanosphere surroundings, we will evaluate the potential use of materials
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not considered before in applications related to surface enhanced spectroscopies and chiral sensing in
the UV. This will be treated in the following sections.

3. Materials under Study

Here, we are mainly interested in materials that offer an acceptable transparency
(i.e., low absorption) from 3 to 6 eV. The band gap energy gives an idea of the range of the transparency
window for a given material. However, two materials with a similar bandgap energy may exhibit
two very different absorption spectra. This difference is related to both the crystalline and electronic
structure which strongly depends on the constituent elements of the material. At first glance, a material
with a band gap superior to 3 eV is a promising candidate for UV applications. Many materials
satisfy this condition. They can be categorized in four main groups attending to the constituent
elements: oxides, nitrides, halides and chalcogenides. Here, 20 UV transparent materials, including
representative materials of each of those groups are listed. Some more can be found, for example
in Ref. [70].

For quick comparisons of optical constants without missing important information, a simple yet
rigorous criterion is needed. For each material, we obtained from the Refs. [50–66] the energy for
which the imaginary part of the complex dielectric function, ε2, exceeds the value of 0.5. For example,
the amplitude of a plane wave propagating through a dielectric media with ε2 = 0.5 and ε1 = 4
decays a factor 1/e for path-lengths roughly exceeding the wavelength. So, for this transparency
conditions one can still expect some resonant response for subwavelength dielectric nanospheres (for
more details see Supplementary Information, SI). Under this criterion, we differentiated two main
groups of materials: those with ε2 > 0.5 in the region of interest (3 to 6 eV) and those with ε2 < 0.5
in part of the same region. To facilitate comparison between the two groups, Figure 2 shows average
value of the real (〈ε1〉, solid bars) and imaginary part (〈ε2〉, shaded bars) of the permittivity of each of
the studied materials. This average is calculated in a range that starts at 3 eV and end at the energy
indicated below each compound formula (x-axis).

Figure 2. Mean real part (left axis) and mean imaginary part (right axis) of the permittivity calculated
from 3 eV to the energy indicated between parenthesis below the compound label (x-axis) of all the 20
materials studied in this work.

The first group of materials considered in this work present a strong absorption edge for energies
below 6 eV. Conveniently, as an indicative of this issue, we show in Figure 2 the energy at which ε2

exceeds the 0.5 threshold along with the material’s label. From 3 eV to that energy, the mean value of
〈ε1〉 and 〈ε2〉 are also indicated. In that region, slight dispersion is observable, and the mean values
of 〈ε2〉 takes values lower than 0.35 in all cases, and in most cases below 0.2. Therefore, the selected
materials show low absorption in that part of the near UV spectrum. A detailed information of the
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optical constants is shown in the SI. The rest of the selected materials are transparent in the 3–6 eV
spectral range under the criteria defined here. These materials have their direct band gaps above 6 eV,
a ε1 with low dispersion and negligible ε2. For these materials, in Figure 2, we also show the mean real
and imaginary part of the permittivity calculated but in the range 3–6 eV. In the case of LRI and MRI
materials, the imaginary part is so small that can be considered identically to zero.

Table 1 summarizes the materials analyzed in this research together with their primary
applications or potential applications and reported nanostructures based on those materials.
Semiconductors having a bandgap between 3 and 6 eV have a good transparency in the visible
and part of the near UV spectral range. This semiconductors are often called wide bandgap
semiconductors (WBS). If a semiconductor of these characteristics can be also crystallized with good
quality, cheap costs and controllable doping, it becomes an interesting candidate for many electronic
and optoelectronic applications. In Table 1 the following applications concerning electronics are listed:
metal-oxide-semiconductor field effect transistor (MOSFET), ion-sensitive field effect transistor (ISFET),
gas sensing (GS), dynamic random access memory (DRAM), magnetoresistive random access memory
(MRAM) and resistive random access memory (RRAM). For all this devices, metals, semiconductors
and insulators are simultaneously integrated in the micrometer and nanometer scale. Some of the
materials listed here have been intensively studied as building material for the insulator and/or
semiconductor parts of the devices, as it can be seen in the references indicated in Table 1. In some
cases like BN, diamond and Ga2O3, due to their thermal properties and/or electronic properties are
suitable for the design of the aforementioned applications but for operating at high temperature (HT)
and/or high power (high power devices, HPD). In addition, the materials here studied have been
proposed for many optoelectronic applications like: luminiscent devices (LumD), dye synthesize solar
cell (DSSC), Schottky barrier diode (SBD), visible blind UV photodetector (UV-PD) and transparent
conductive film (TCF).

Table 1. Summary of materials, their primary applications or potential applications and reported
nanostructures based on those materials.

Material Applications Lithography Nanoparticles (Colloidal)

MgF2 BOD(UV-IR), CS [71,72] - -
CaF2 BOD(UV-IR), CS [71,73] [74] [75]
SiO2 CS, BOD(VIS-IR), MOSFET, FO, SES [59,71,76–78] [79–81] [82]

Al2O3 CS, MRAM, ISFET [83–85] [74,86] -
MgO CS,MRAM [83,87] [74] [88]
SnO2 n-TCF, GS, Pcat, UV-PD [89–93] [91] [94]

Ga2O3 MOSFET, SBD, HPD, n-TCF, UV-PD, Pcat, GS [95–99] [100] [101]
BN HT-HPD, HT-UV-PD [102] [103] [104]

Y2O3 SS-LASER, Pcat, GS, HT-CS [51,105–107] [108] [109]
Si3N4 SES, CS, Pcat, [6,110,111] [112,113] -
Ta2O5 DRAM, MOSFET, ISFET, CS, Pcat [114–116] [117,118] [116]
HfO2 MOSFET, RRAM [119] [120] [121]
BeS Blue and green LED [57] - -

ZrO2 DRAM, Pcat [122,123] [118,124] [125]
NiO Pcat, p-TCF, UV-PD, GS, Battery anode, DSSC-electroanode [126–131] - [132]

C(Diam) OQC, LumD, HT-HPD [68,133,134] [68,135] [67]
BeSe Blue and green LED [57] - -

Nb2O5 DSSC-electroanode, Pcat [136–138] [118] [138]
ZnS Pcat, p and n-TCF, LumD, UV-PD, SES [139–141] [140,142] [143]

SrTiO3 Pcat, GS [144,145] - [99]

Finally, applications concerning photonics are also listed: bulk optical devices (BOD), fiber optics
(FO), coating and substrates (CS), solid state laser (SS-LASER), photocatalysis (PCat), surface enhanced
spectroscopy (SES) and optical quantum computing (OQC). The three last mentioned research fields
are still in their early-stage state but each one of them have important reasons to end up being
relevant topics in applied physics. For example, PCat is an interesting alternative to the inefficient
thermal catalysis. The catalysis is crucial for industrial production of many pharmaceuticals and
hydrogen which is one of the promising future clean energy sources. SES consist in the employment
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of light waveguides or resonators (micrometer or nanometer scale) for improving the detection
limits of conventional light spectroscopy. This enables more reliable and efficient study of matter
properties which has immediate applications in disease and/or contaminants detection. Quantum
computers are the next generation of computers that relies on a inviolable security encoding of data,
the quantum bits or Q-bits. This data encoding consist in storing the information, bits, in quantum
states of a quantum systems (atoms, molecules, quantum light, etc...). So for this technology the precise
manipulation of quantum states is needed (generation, transportation, lecture/measurement). Single
photon emitters/detector joined with integrated photonic circuits opens a direct way of implementing
quantum computing at room temperature [68] which is the main advantage of OQC against more
developed quantum computer based in superconducting materials [146]. So one must notice that
all the properties of the materials listed here, except BeS and BeSe due to toxicity issues, have been
intensively studied in other fields but not yet for spectroscopic purposes, except SiO2 [78], Si3N4 [6],
ZnS [141] and C(Diam) [47] in the infrared and/or the visible range. Mostly, the rest have been studied
for other purposes as nanomaterials. As an indicative, in the third and fourth column of Table 1
some references reporting lithography and nanocrystal growing based on the materials listed here
are shown.

4. Results

4.1. Near-Field Enhancement and Absorption Efficiency

The physical origin of resonances in metallic and dielectric nanoparticles is different [35,147,148].
For metals, the resonance arises from the presence of free electrons, a fact that is intimately related
to the negative values of the real part of their permittivity. A plasma of free electrons may oscillate
coupled with the exciting light leading to plasmonic resonances that may be excited for very small
sized nanoparticles. In the case of metallic spheres, when they are small compared with the wavelength,
the electric dipolar resonance, which is the lower order resonance, is excited at the energy where
ε ≈ −2, known as the Fröhlich energy [147,148]. For dielectrics, the origin of the resonance is a subtle
combination of the optical properties, i.e., the refractive index of the particle nin, the surrounding
refractive index nex, and the nanoparticle geometrical size, e.g., the nanosphere radius R. In the latter
case, the ratio Rnin/(nexλ) should be large enough so, whispering gallery modes may be excited.
The magnetic dipolar resonance, which is the lower order resonance in dielectric nanospheres, is excited
when 2πRnin/(nexλ) ≈ 3 [34,35]. There are two magnitudes which can resonate in a nanoparticle
and are very attractive for experimenters. One is the value of the electric field intensity, |E|2, close to
the nanoparticle, and the other is its absorptive capacity of the incident radiation represented by the
absorption efficiency, Qabs, which is given by the absorption cross-section divided by the geometrical
cross section of the nanoparticle.

When achiral and isotropic samples are analyzed, the light absorption is only affected by the
molecular polarizability and field intensity. So in this cases, a high field intensity is desired to enhance
the molecular absorption and thus obtaining more detailed matter information [149,150]. This is
the basis of many surface enhanced spectroscopic techniques like SERS [149,150], SEIRA [150] and
SEF [150,151]. Because the electric near-field intensity, |E|2, varies with position in the nanoparticle
surface, we average this magnitude over the sphere surface, denoting the average as 〈|E|2〉. Of course,
that average will be normalized to the incident electric field intensity |E0|2. Apart from the peak values
of 〈|E|2〉, also the half-width at half-maximum (HWHM) of the 〈|E|2〉 resonances and the absorption
efficiency Qabs at the energy of the maximum 〈|E|2〉, are magnitudes to be considered. Large values
of Qabs result in a high absorption rates and thus a non negligible heating of both, the sample and
nanostructure, which can result in detrimental changes in their properties [2]. To avoid this, low Qabs
values are desirable in the 〈|E|2〉 resonance energy. On the other hand, small HWHM (high Q-factors)
are desired for enhancing detection limits. For exploiting the best yield of high Q-factors resonances,
an almost perfect tuning between the light source, the nanostructure resonance and the molecules
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natural frequency is critical. This tuning is not always trivial to fulfill. Consequently, depending on
the experimental conditions (light source, manufacturing precision, molecule’s absorption band, etc.),
high Q-factors are important or unnecessary. In this section we are going to analyze these parameters
and their relationship for the materials considered in this research.

As a first example, the typical spectral tendency of those magnitudes are shown in Figure 3.
In this figure, the spectral dependence of 〈|E|2〉 for a sphere with radius R = 70 nm is shown for two
representative materials: BN and ZnS. BN is a material that has a small ε2 with values lower than 0.05
from 3 to 6 eV. Contrarily, for ZnS, ε2 > 0.5 for energies above 3.5 eV, as indicated by the red shaded
area. For both materials the absorption efficiency, Qabs, is also shown. In the case of BN, the values of
the absorption efficiency are relatively small in the range 3–6 eV. This fact is related to its low values of
ε2. For ZnS, in the shaded area where ε2 is not negligible, Qabs has high values which are comparable
to those reached in metals [28]. Qabs is related to the light absorption rate, and consequently to the
heat generated by the nanostructure. Heat generation can have a critical role both in the sample
and the nanostructures. On one hand, if the analyzed sample is sensitive to temperature changes,
the spectroscopic measurements performed at photon energies with non negligible values of Qabs,
will be affected. Moreover, for high temperatures the sample can be vaporized. On the other hand,
an increase of the nanostructure temperature can induce damages such as melting and/or reshaping,
and lead to changes in the refractive index via the thermo-optic effect [32,33]. One important aspect
to note in the case of dielectric nanostructures, is that high values of Qabs implies low values of field
enhancement as it can be seen in the ZnS spectrum. On the contrary, for metals this is not always
true [28]. For example, a 70 nm radius Ag sphere, at the localized surface plasmon resonance (LSPR)
energy (3.5 eV) generates a maximum surface averaged field enhancement of ≈25 with an absorption
efficiency of ≈1.8.

(a) (b)

Figure 3. Surface averaged electric field intensity (solid line, left axis) and absorption efficiency
(dashed line, right axis) for (a) BN and (b) ZnS nanospheres of 70 nm radius. The red shaded area
indicates the range where ε2 > 0.5.

For the comparison of all the HRI materials considered here, we have chosen two radii for the
sphere particle model: R = 70 and 140 nm. In Figure 4, we compare the spectral maximum of 〈|E|2〉
for each material (noted with its numerical value) while indicating with a point the energy where
that maximum is reached (only resonances between 3 a 6 eV are considered). With an horizontal line,
the spectral range where ε2 < 0.5 is also indicated. In this range, the presented resonances can be
tuned by means of the sphere radius with slight changes in the maximum due to their small refractive
index dispersion. This is another important difference when comparing dielectric with metallic
nanostructures. For the latter, the plasmonic response strongly decays with increasing size [152]. In the
case of R = 70 nm, the position of all the magnetic resonances are shown. These resonances are
more intense and narrow than the electric resonances (higher Q-factor). Materials with only one point
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exhibit only a magnetic dipole (MD) resonance, which in terms of the Mie series, corresponds to the
coefficient b1. For the materials that exhibit two or more resonances, the maxima indicated correspond,
from left to right, to the MD, magnetic quadrupole (MQ, b2) and magnetic octopole (MO, b3) resonances,
respectively. It’s important to know that between the MD and MQ resonances there is always an electric
dipole resonance (ED, a1). However, this resonance is so wide that only appears as a background in
the spectrum. Analogously, between the MQ and MO, an electric quadruple resonance (EQ, a2) is
often obtained, and this appears as a less intense and wider resonance than the MD, MQ and MO
resonances. For this reason, and for simplicity, electric type resonances were obviated for the 70 nm
radius case in Figure 4. In the case of R = 140 nm spheres, the number of resonances becomes too large
for some HRI materials, so only the most intense maximum is indicated. In addition, for each radius,
the value of the absorption efficiency at the maximum of 〈|E|2〉 and its HWHM are shown in Figure 4.
For 70 nm radius spheres, these two magnitudes are obtained for the magnetic dipolar resonance (MD)
since every material in the list support this resonance for that radius in the region of interest. For the
R = 140 nm radius, these magnitudes were obtained for the most intense resonance.

Figure 4. Summary of the 〈|E|2〉 maxima values in the [3–6] eV range for (a) 70 nm and (b) 140 nm
radius spheres. For 70 nm radius, only magnetic resonances are indicated, while for 140 nm radius,
only the most intense resonance is indicated. The dots indicates the energies of the maximums,
while the line length indicates the range of energies where ε2 < 0.5. Under each dot, the maximum
value of 〈|E|2〉 is indicated. (c) Qabs vs. the HWHM of the MD resonance for a 70 nm radius sphere.
(d) Qabs vs. the HWHM of the most intense resonance for a 140 nm radius sphere.

Resonances of 70 nm spheres are relatively weak when compared to values reached with some
small metallic nanoparticles in the UV or in the visible range [28,152]. Nevertheless, the resonances
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shown in Figure 4 could be tuned, with small changes in the peak value to match the energy of
molecular absorption bands energies where the polarizability is several orders of magnitude larger
compared to the values in the visible range. Contrarily, the extreme high values reached in metallic
nanospheres only occurs for specific values of the complex permitivitty, and consequently, at specific
energies. For example, as it was studied in [152], the ED resonance exhibited its best response when
the sphere radius was of a few nms, at the Fröhlich energy, that was fixed for each metal. When the
resonance was tuned away from that energy by increasing the sphere radius, the peak values of the
NFE decreased rapidly and end up being comparable to the ones reported here for dielectric spheres.
Analogously, the same occurred for the QE resonance in metals which exhibited its best response at the
energy where ε ≈ −1.5 [152], for radius of tens of nm. This issue, together with the unavoidable high
Qabs values in LSPR, makes dielectric nanomaterials a very interesting alternative to metals. In addition,
it is important to note that extremely high values of NFE could also be reached with HRI materials if the
sphere was big enough. For example, the R = 140 nm diamond sphere showed NFE peak values larger
than 300 in the spectral region of interest with negligible heating effects (Qabs << 10−4). However, the
HWHM of these resonances dropped to values lower than 1 meV. This makes it challenging to achieve
a tuning between the light and nanoresonator resonant energy. In other words, the manufacturing
process precision of nanoresonators becomes critical, as any small deviation of the optimal dimensions
would result in a non-negligible shift of the resonance. On the contrary, LRI big nanospheres exhibited
resonances with HWHM of the same order of magnitude as the ones exhibited by small ones but
with peak values almost doubled. The peak value continued increasing for bigger radii and for
this reason it has been already proposed SiO2 microstructures for SERS [78]. The main advantage
of microstructures is the easy manufacturing process compared to nanostructures. So in general
terms, dielectric nanomaterials are promising candidates for many UV spectroscopic techniques where
high NFE and low heating are required. By choosing suitable dielectric material with adequate
nanostructure geometry and size, low or even suppressed heating effects and also high NFE values
may be achieved at molecule’s UV-absorption energies.

4.2. Chirality

Many biological samples exhibit chirality, a symmetry property of matter that rules how the
sample interacts with light according to its polarization. A chiral molecule is characterized because its
two enantiomers cannot be superimposed by means of translation and/or rotation operations. The pair
of non-superimposable image molecules have many identical physical properties (molar mass, boiling
point, reactivity with achiral substances, etc...). The difference between enantiomers shows up when
they react with other chiral substances or with polarized light. These features are the basis of the two
main pathways to detect the presence of enantiomers and/or to separate them: by either chemical
reactions [153] or spectroscopic measurements [154]. The biological activity of many living organisms is
selective to enantiomers. For example, The presence of the wrong enantiomer in a pharmaceutical drug
can give rise to harmful side effects [153]. This is the main importance of dominating the enantiomer
separation and the enantiomer concentration sensing (chiral sensing). A powerful analysis tool is
the spectroscopic measurement of either light linear polarization rotation or circular polarization
absorption. When linearly polarized light passes through a chiral substance, the polarization state
rotates with propagation (optical activity). One enantiomer rotates the polarization in one direction
an the other in the opposite direction. Another way of interaction of polarized light with chiral
matter is absorption. An enantiomer has different absorption bands for right and left circularly
polarized light, so for each enantiomer a CD signal can be measured, i.e., absorption difference
between right and left-handed circularly polarized light. The CD spectrum of each enantiomer is
in principle complementary. When the same amount of each enantiomer is present in the solution
(racemic solution), the CD signal is 0 at all wavelengths as so it is the polarization rotation angle of a
linear polarization. The absorption difference between enantiomers can also be used for enantiomeric
purification of solutions. Strong absorption ionizes or even breaks one enantiomer present in the
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solution while the other remains almost unaltered for being a weaker absorber for a given wavelength
and CPL handness [154]. These molecular changes in one enantiomer leads to the appearance of
physical differences between the two enantiomers that can be exploited for separation.

The CD signal generated by a chiral molecule is proportional to the OCD on its surrounding. In the
same sense as the near-field intensity, the OCD can be enhanced by means of light interaction with
nanostructures. For circularly polarized incident light, a nonchiral nanostructure can generate OCD
hot spots, as long as it simultaneously excites electric and magnetic type resonances. This enhanced
OCD depends on the position where is evaluated, and again, only the values near the surface of the
NP are of interest. The OCD averaged on the nanosphere surface and normalized to the incident OCD
of the circularly polarized light (CCPL, see Equation (6)), is defined as 〈C〉 and this is the parameter
that will be discussed from now on.

In Figure 5 the 〈|E|2〉 spectrum compared to that of 〈C〉 is shown for diamond and Ag. Diamond
was chosen because it has the highest refractive index (ε1 ∼ 6) of the fully transparent materials from
3 to 6 eV (ε2 << 0.5). The Ag nanosphere was chosen for having its Fröhlich energy in the near
UV (3.5 eV) and being one of the most representative plasmonic nanomaterials. The first evident
observation is that the spectral behaviours of 〈C〉 and 〈|E|2〉were completely different. It can be noticed
from the Ag NFE spectrum that high field intensity was not a sufficient condition for enhancing OCD.
The NFE resonances of diamond corresponded to the resonances of OCD, but for Ag there was no
OCD resonance. If the NFE spectra of diamond and Ag nanoparticles were compared in detail, another
important key factor can be highlighted: for metals, only electric resonances were generated while for
HRI dielectrics, not only electric but also magnetic ones were excited. For diamond, it is interesting
to point out that its first two resonances in the NFE spectrum, which corresponded to almost equal
contributions of electric and magnetic resonances, were directly correlated with the most intense
maxima observed in the OCD spectrum. However, for the Ag spectra, negligible contributions of
magnetic resonances could be seen. This led to non-enhanced values of the OCD (values less than
unity in absolute value). In fact, for diamond, the absolute maximum of NFE did not correspond to
the absolute maximum of OCD enhancement since in this case, the magnetic octopole contributed
much more than the electric one. The design of non-chiral nanostructures for OCD enhancement relies
on the overlapping between electric and magnetic resonances, which in some nanostructures such as
cylinders could be separately tuned by means of their aspect ratio [47].

In Figure 6, a summary of the maxima of 〈C〉 for each material when nanostructured in spherical
shape for both R = 70 and 140 nm is shown. Numbers correspond to the values of the 〈C〉maxima,
while a dot marks their energy (only resonances between 3 a 6 eV are considered). The spectral
range where ε2 < 0.5 is also indicated with an horizontal line. For R = 70 nm, those materials with
enough transparency and HRI, can exhibit up to a maximum of three resonances just like diamond in
Figure 5, directly related to the fact that they exhibited three magnetic resonances: dipole, quadrupole
and octopole overlapped to the tails of their counterpart electric resonances. From left to right, the
first resonance arose from the mixture of ED and MD resonance, the second one from the mixture
of EQ and MQ and finally, the third one from MO and EO, being the latter always less intense than
the other two because of their poor overlapping given the narrowness of the octopole resonances.
With increasing radius, it has to be noticed that 〈C〉 values did not increase significantly, at least
not for HRI with the exception of diamond and Y2O3. It has to be considered that for these two
materials, as shown in Figure 4, extraordinary high values of NFE were also observed for these same
radii. These values were so high that compensate the lack of overlapping between magnetic and
electric resonances. However, the 〈C〉 maximum value obtained was not significant compared to
that of 〈|E|2〉 (see Figure 4). Therefore, in terms of Kuhn’s dissymmetry factor (see Equation (5))
the absorption was strongly dominated by ordinary absorption, leading to poor enantioespecific
absorption. Moreover, the resonance width for these resonances was extremely low, making tuning the
resonance difficult. Unlike for HRI materials, 〈C〉 for moderate and low refractive index (MRI and LRI)
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increased significantly. In fact, this increment continued for LRI materials (i.e., SiO2, MgF2 and CaF2)
until particle sizes were of the order of 600 nm, without exhibiting high and narrow 〈|E|2〉 resonances.

Figure 5. Surface averaged near-field enhancement (NFE) and optical chirality density (OCD)
enhancement spectra (black solid lines) for diamond (a,b) and Ag (c,d). The contribution of the
different multipolar terms is shown with dashed lines (ED = Electric Dipolar, MD = Magnetic Dipolar,
EQ = Electric Quadrupolar, MQ = Magnetic Quadrupolar, EO = Electric Octopolar (Hexapolar),
MO = Magnetic Octopolar (Hexapolar)).

So far, only surface averaged values of C have been discussed. However, the spatial distribution
of this magnitude is especially relevant, not only for the study of the OCD enhancement distribution,
but also for the C sign distribution. For the latter, a homogeneous sign is desired so the enantioespecific
absorption contributes equally all over the nanostructure surface. The spatial response of HRI
(e.g., diamond), MRI (e.g., Al2O3) and LRI (e.g., CaF2), is compared using an optimal radius for
each material: 70 nm for diamond (n ≈ 2.6), 140 nm for Al2O3 (n ≈ 1.8) and 280 nm for CaF2

(n ≈ 1.5). For each material and radius, the photon energy exciting the maximum of the 〈C〉 spectrum
is chosen, considering only the range 3 to 6 eV. The resulting spatial distribution is shown in Figure 7.
The transversal direction to the wave propagation (z positive) has been arbitrarily chosen as the x-axis,
but due to the azimutal symmetry of the distribution, any other transversal direction can be considered
obtaining the same pattern. Some additional numerical data concerning the spatial distribution of C in
the surface of the sphere is given in Table 2. For the three chosen materials, a similar optimum 〈C〉
is obtained, but the spatial distribution is very different. This is related to the fact that in each case
the radius and refractive index are different. For a HRI and small radius NP, a more homogeneously
distributed OCD enhancement is generated. Nanospheres of large radius and relatively LRI tend to



Nanomaterials 2020, 10, 2078 13 of 22

focus the OCD on the top of the sphere just acting as a focusing lens. As a consequence, while the
peak values are larger, specially for the lower refractive index material (CaF2), the effective area of
enhanced interaction (C > 1) corresponds to a smaller fraction of the total. However, in absolute
terms, the effective area is larger because of the larger size of the sphere. One can check that the case of
HRI particles with large radius (diamond with 140 nm radius, for example) exhibits even higher peak
values than LRI particles, but in this case, the sign distribution is no longer homogeneous, just as it has
been already thoroughly discussed in ref. [43] for HRI particles in the IR. If the reader is interested
in the spectral response obtained for large radius spheres with the materials studied here we have
included some examples in the Supplementary Information.

Figure 6. Spectral maximum of surface averaged OCD enhancement for 70 nm (a) and 140 nm (b)
radius nanospheres.

Figure 7. Spatial distribution of the OCD in the proximity of a spherical NP with a (a) 70 nm radius of
diamond at 4.6 eV, (b) 140 nm radius of Al2O3 at 4.1 eV and (c) 280 nm radius of CaF2 at 5.7 eV. With a
white line, the section where 〈C〉 > 2 is indicated.

Table 2. Numerical information concerning sphere surface distribution of OCD enhancement.

Material R (nm) Emax(C) (eV) 〈C〉 Atot (µm2) A(C > 〈C〉) (µm2) A(C > 1) (µm2) A(C < 0) (µm2)

C(Diam) 70 4.58 4.1 0.062 0.019 (31%) 0.059 (95%) 0
Al2O3 140 4.1 3.3 0.246 0.037 (15%) 0.246 (100%) 0
CaF2 280 5.7 4.0 0.985 0.039 (4%) 0.409 (41%) 0
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5. Conclusions

We have performed an exhaustive comparative survey of the absorption, near field enhancement
(NFE) and optical chirality density (OCD) properties of 20 nanostructured low-loss dielectrics in order
to highlight the most promising materials for surface enhanced UV light-matter interaction. To get this
goal, we have thoroughly evaluated two different magnitudes: the NFE and OCD averaged over the
surface of a nanosphere with different sizes. The materials under study include oxides, nitrides, halides
and chalcogenides that share the feature of having a transparency window in the UV that suppresses
resistive losses (i.e., heat generation) in the NP. For this comparative study, we have classified the
proposed materials attending to their refractive index.

Those materials classified as high refractive index (HRI, i.e., n > 2) present the highest NFE
〈|E|2〉, making them appealing for surface-enhanced spectroscopies. However, the narrowness of
their resonance peaks may hamper its tuning with the light source and the probe molecule absorption
bands, specially when dealing with high order resonances. As the refractive index of the nanoparticle
decreases (MRI and LRI), 〈|E|2〉 drops but the resonance peaks broaden, making the aforementioned
tuning easier. Therefore, optimal conditions for surface-enhanced spectroscopies in the UV with
low-loss dielectrics entails a trade off between 〈|E|2〉 and peak width. This trade off is heavily affected
by the size of the NP, specially for HRI dielectrics, since increasing the size of the NP produces an
increment of 〈|E|2〉 and a narrowing of the peak widths proportional to the refractive index of the NP.

Concerning the OCD, again HRI materials show the largest values. However, the differences between
〈C〉 values in HRI, MRI and LRI materials are lower than for 〈|E|2〉. Nevertheless, the spectral evolution
of the peak widths is the same. In terms of the Kuhn’s disymmetry factor, the absorption is dominated
by the ordinary absorption term for HRI materials, caused by their unbalanced values of 〈|E|2〉 and 〈C〉,
specially with increasing NPs’ sizes. MRI and LRI dielectrics show more balanced values of 〈|E|2〉 and
〈C〉. The sign distribution of C around the NP, another important parameter to consider in chiral sensing,
have been proven to be highly dependent on the order of the excited multipoles. Low order resonances
produces C distributions with homogeneous sign, which is the desired experimental condition. For HRI
NPs, this situation is reached with NP sizes below 200 nm. Low order resonances with uniform sign
distribution of C, for a HRI NP red-shift out of the UV spectral range by increasing size above 200 nm.
MRI and LRI dielectric NPs have larger size upper limits in order to meet the aforementioned condition,
e.g., 280 nm for Al2O3 (MRI) NPs or 560 nm for CaF2 (LRI) NPs.

Although the values of the NFE for the evaluated dielectric NP are in general lower than those
reported for metallic NP, it is important to note that achiral metal nanomaterial cannot generate
OCD hot spots because of their weak magnetic LSPRs. Moreover, due to the low losses of the
studied dielectric materials, both OCD and near-field hot spots are produced with no heat generation
(i.e., no Joule losses), a detrimental effect that can affect both the sample and the nanostructure.

The road map presented here may prove helpful for designing dielectric nanostructures for
specific applications such as surface-enhanced spectroscopies or chiral sensing in the UV. The list of
materials proposed here consists of materials with well reported properties and applications so we
believe that when nanostructured, their use for surface enhanced techniques is quite feasible. It is in
this context that this report aims to aid researchers working towards all-dielectric UV photonics in the
design of nanostructures with both NFE and OCD performance “a la carte”.
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Abbreviations

The following abbreviations are used in this manuscript:

NFE Near-field enhancement
OCD Optical chirality density
HRI High refractive index
MRI Medium refractive index
LRI Low refractive index
BOD Bulk optical devices
CS Coatings and substrates
FO Fiber Optics
DRAM Dynamic random access memories
RRAM Resistive random access memories
MRAM Magnetoresistive random access memories
ISFET Ion sensitive field effect transistor
TCF Transparent conductive films
GS Gas sensors
Pcat Photocatalysis
HT High temperatures
HPD High power devices
PD Photodetectors
MOSFET Metal-oxide-semiconductor field effect transistor
SBF Schottky barrier diodes
LED Light-emitting diode
DSSC Dye Synthesize Solar Cells
WBS Wide Bandgap Semiconductor
LumD Luminescent devices
OQC Optical quantum computing
MD Magnetic dipole
MQ Magnetic quadrupole
MO Magnetic octopole
ED Electric dipole
EQ Electric quadrupole
EO Electric octopole
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56. Çetinörgü, E.; Gümüş, C.; Goldsmith, S.; Mansur, F. Optical and structural characteristics of tin oxide thin
films deposited by filtered vacuum arc and spray pyrolysis. Phys. Status Solidi (a) 2007, 204, 3278–3285.
[CrossRef]

57. Guo, L.; Hu, G.; Zhang, S.; Feng, W.; Zhang, Z. Structural, elastic, electronic and optical properties of
beryllium chalcogenides BeX (X=S, Se, Te) with zinc-blende structure. J. Alloys Compd. 2013, 561, 16–22.
[CrossRef]

58. Synowicki, R.; Tiwald, T.E. Optical properties of bulk c-ZrO2, c-MgO and a-As2S3 determined by variable
angle spectroscopic ellipsometry. Thin Solid Films 2004, 455–456, 248–255. [CrossRef]

59. de Marcos, L.V.R.; Larruquert, J.I.; Méndez, J.A.; Aznárez, J.A. Self-consistent optical constants of SiO2 and
Ta2O5 films. Opt. Mater. Express 2016, 6, 3622–3637. [CrossRef]

60. Daimon, M.; Masumura, A. High-accuracy measurements of the refractive index and its temperature
coefficient of calcium fluoride in a wide wavelength range from 138 to 2326 nm. Appl. Opt. 2002, 41,
5275–5281. [CrossRef]

61. Dodge, M.J. Refractive properties of magnesium fluoride. Appl. Opt. 1984, 23, 1980–1985. [CrossRef]
62. Pervak, V.; Krausz, F.; Apolonski, A. Hafnium oxide thin films deposited by reactive middle-frequency

dual-magnetron sputtering. Thin Solid Films 2007, 515, 7984–7989. [CrossRef]
63. Malitson, I.H.; Murphy, F.V.; Rodney, W.S. Refractive Index of Synthetic Sapphire. J. Opt. Soc. Am. 1958,

48, 72–73. [CrossRef]
64. Miyata, N.; Moriki, K.; Mishima, O.; Fujisawa, M.; Hattori, T. Optical Constants of Cubic Boron Nitride.

Phys. Rev. B Condens. Matter 1990, 40, 12028–12029. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
65. Philipp, H. Silicon Nitride (Si3N4) (Noncrystalline). In Handbook of Optical Constants of Solids; Palik, E.D., Ed.;

Academic Press: Burlington, ON, Canada, 1997; pp. 771–774. [CrossRef]
66. Phillip, H.R.; Taft, E.A. Kramers-Kronig Analysis of Reflectance Data for Diamond. Phys. Rev. 1964,

136, A1445–A1448. [CrossRef]
67. Mochalin, V.N.; Shenderova, O.; Ho, D.; Gogotsi, Y. The properties and applications of nanodiamonds.

Nat. Nanotechnol. 2012, 7, 11–23. [CrossRef]
68. Lenzini, F.; Gruhler, N.; Walter, N.; Pernice, W.H.P. Diamond as a Platform for Integrated Quantum Photonics.

Adv. Quantum Technol. 2018, 1, 1800061. [CrossRef]
69. Solomon, M.L.; Hu, J.; Lawrence, M.; Garc, A.; Dionne, J.A. Enantiospecific Optical Enhancement of Chiral

Sensing and Separation with Dielectric Metasurfaces ACS Photonics 2018, 6, 43–49. [CrossRef]
70. Palik, E. (Ed.) Handbook of Optical Constants of Solids; Academic Press: Millbrae, CA, USA, 1997.
71. Whispering gallery mode microresonators: Fundamentals and applications. La Rivista del Nuovo Cimento

2011, 34, 435–488. [CrossRef]
72. Krüger, H.; Kemnitz, E.; Hertwig, A.; Beck, U. Transparent MgF2-films by sol–gel coating: Synthesis and

optical properties. Thin Solid Film. 2008, 516, 4175–4177. [CrossRef]
73. Pilvi, T.; Arstila, K.; Leskelä, M.; Ritala, M. Novel ALD Process for Depositing CaF2Thin Films. Chem. Mater.

2007, 19, 3387–3392. [CrossRef]
74. Salisbury, I.G.; Timsit, R.S.; Berger, S.D.; Humphreys, C.J. Nanometer scale electron beam lithography in

inorganic materials. Appl. Phys. Lett. 1984, 45, 1289–1291. [CrossRef]
75. Bensalah, A.; Mortier, M.; Patriarche, G.; Gredin, P.; Vivien, D. Synthesis and optical characterizations of

undoped and rare-earth-doped CaF2 nanoparticles. J. Solid State Chem. 2006, 179, 2636–2644. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/JJAP.7.404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/794/1/012017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tsf.2008.04.070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-012544415-6.50030-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01321179
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pssa.200723081
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jallcom.2013.01.144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tsf.2004.02.028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OME.6.003622
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.41.005275
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.23.001980
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tsf.2007.03.180
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/JOSA.48.000072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.40.12028
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9991830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-012544415-6.50040-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.136.A1445
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2011.209
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qute.201800061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsphotonics.8b01365
http://dx.doi.org/10.1393/ncr/i2011-10067-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tsf.2007.10.126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cm0629412
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.95115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jssc.2006.05.011


Nanomaterials 2020, 10, 2078 19 of 22

76. Pantelides, S.T.; Wang, S.; Franceschetti, A.; Buczko, R.; Ventra, M.D.; Rashkeev, S.N.; Tsetseris, L.; Evans, M.;
Batyrev, I.; Feldman, L.C.; et al. Si/SiO2 and SiC/SiO2 Interfaces for MOSFETs—Challenges and Advances.
Mater. Sci. Forum 2006, 527–529, 935–948. [CrossRef]

77. Miya, T.; Terunuma, Y.; Hosaka, T.; Miyashita, T. Ultimate low-loss single-mode fibre at 1.55 µm. Electron. Lett.
1979, 15, 106. [CrossRef]

78. Yi, K.J.; Wang, H.; Lu, Y.F.; Yang, Z.Y. Enhanced Raman scattering by self-assembled silica spherical
microparticles. J. Appl. Phys. 2007, 101, 063528. [CrossRef]

79. Bose, S.; Cunha, J.M.V.; Suresh, S.; Wild, J.D.; Lopes, T.S.; Barbosa, J.R.S.; Silva, R.; Borme, J.; Fernandes, P.A.;
Vermang, B.; et al. Optical Lithography Patterning of SiO2 Layers for Interface Passivation of Thin Film
Solar Cells. Solar RRL 2018, 2, 1800212. [CrossRef]

80. Miguez, H.; López, C.; Meseguer, F.; Blanco, A.; Vázquez, L.; Mayoral, R.; Ocaña, M.; Fornés, V.; Mifsud, A.
Photonic crystal properties of packed submicrometric SiO2 spheres. Appl. Phys. Lett. 1997, 71, 1148–1150.
[CrossRef]

81. Silva, C.M.; Varisco, P.; Moehlecke, A.; Fichtner, P.; Papaléo, R.; Eriksson, J. Processing of nano-holes and
pores on SiO2 thin films by MeV heavy ions. Nucl. Instruments Methods Phys. Res. Sect. B Beam Interact.
Mater. Atoms 2003, 206, 486–489. [CrossRef]

82. Rahman, I.A.; Padavettan, V. Synthesis of Silica Nanoparticles by Sol-Gel: Size-Dependent Properties,
Surface Modification, and Applications in Silica-Polymer Nanocomposites—A Review. J. Nanomater. 2012,
2012, 132424. [CrossRef]

83. Huang, R.; Kitai, A.H. Preparation and characterization of thin films of MgO, Al2O3 and MgAl2O4 by atomic
layer deposition. J. Electron. Mater. 1993, 22, 215–220. [CrossRef]

84. Yaoi, T.; Ishio, S.; Miyazaki, T. Dependence of magnetoresistance on temperature and applied voltage in a
82Ni-Fe/Al-Al2O3/Co tunneling junction. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 1993, 126, 430–432. [CrossRef]

85. Chen, S.; Bomer, J.G.; Carlen, E.T.; van den Berg, A. Al2O3/Silicon NanoISFET with Near Ideal Nernstian
Response. Nano Letters 2011, 11, 2334–2341. [CrossRef]

86. Ganesan, R.; Dinachali, S.S.; Lim, S.H.; Saifullah, M.S.M.; Chong, W.T.; Lim, A.H.H.; Yong, J.J.; Thian, E.S.;
He, C.; Low, H.Y. Direct nanoimprint lithography of Al2O3 using a chelated monomer-based precursor.
Nanotechnology 2012, 23, 315304. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

87. Yuasa, S.; Nagahama, T.; Fukushima, A.; Suzuki, Y.; Ando, K. Giant room-temperature magnetoresistance in
single-crystal Fe/MgO/Fe magnetic tunnel junctions. Nat. Mater. 2004, 3, 868–871. [CrossRef]

88. Moussavi, G.; Mahmoudi, M. Removal of azo and anthraquinone reactive dyes from industrial wastewaters
using MgO nanoparticles. J. Hazard. Mater. 2009, 168, 806–812. [CrossRef]

89. Dixon, S.C.; Scanlon, D.O.; Carmalt, C.J.; Parkin, I.P. n-Type doped transparent conducting binary oxides:
An overview. J. Mater. Chem. C 2016, 4, 6946–6961. [CrossRef]

90. Das, S.; Jayaraman, V. SnO2: A comprehensive review on structures and gas sensors. Prog. Mater. Sci. 2014,
66, 112–255. [CrossRef]

91. Candeloro, P.; Comini, E.; Baratto, C.; Faglia, G.; Sberveglieri, G.; Kumar, R.; Carpentiero, A.; Fabrizio, E.D.
SnO2 lithographic processing for nanopatterned gas sensors. J. Vac. Sci. Technol. B Microelectron.
Nanometer Struct. 2005, 23, 2784. [CrossRef]

92. Kim, S.P.; Choi, M.Y.; Choi, H.C. Photocatalytic activity of SnO2 nanoparticles in methylene blue degradation.
Mater. Res. Bull. 2016, 74, 85–89. [CrossRef]

93. Long, Z.; Xu, X.; Yang, W.; Hu, M.; Shtansky, D.V.; Golberg, D.; Fang, X. Cross-Bar SnO2-NiO
Nanofiber-Array-Based Transparent Photodetectors with High Detectivity. Adv. Electron. Mater. 2019,
6, 1901048. [CrossRef]

94. Gu, F.; Wang, S.F.; Lü, M.K.; Zhou, G.J.; Xu, D.; Yuan, D.R. Photoluminescence Properties of SnO2

Nanoparticles Synthesized by Sol-Gel Method. J. Phys. Chem. B 2004, 108, 8119–8123. [CrossRef]
95. Xue, H.; He, Q.; Jian, G.; Long, S.; Pang, T.; Liu, M. An Overview of the Ultrawide Bandgap Ga2O3

Semiconductor-Based Schottky Barrier Diode for Power Electronics Application. Nanoscale Res. Lett. 2018,
13, 290. [CrossRef]

96. Orita, M.; Ohta, H.; Hirano, M.; Hosono, H. Deep-ultraviolet transparent conductive β-Ga2O3 thin films.
Appl. Phys. Lett. 2000, 77, 4166–4168. [CrossRef]

97. Zhong, M.; Wei, Z.; Meng, X.; Wu, F.; Li, J. High-performance single crystalline UV photodetectors of
β-Ga2O3. J. Alloys Compd. 2015, 619, 572–575. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/MSF.527-529.935
http://dx.doi.org/10.1049/el:19790077
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2450671
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/solr.201800212
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.119849
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-583X(03)00803-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2012/132424
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02665029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0304-8853(93)90646-J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl200623n
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/23/31/315304
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22802208
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat1257
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2009.02.097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6TC01881E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2014.06.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1116/1.2110371
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.materresbull.2015.10.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aelm.201901048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp036741e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s11671-018-2712-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1330559
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jallcom.2014.09.070


Nanomaterials 2020, 10, 2078 20 of 22

98. Zhang, W.; Naidu, B.S.; Ou, J.Z.; O’Mullane, A.P.; Chrimes, A.F.; Carey, B.J.; Wang, Y.; Tang, S.Y.; Sivan, V.;
Mitchell, A.; et al. Liquid Metal/Metal Oxide Frameworks with Incorporated Ga2O3 for Photocatalysis.
ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2015, 7, 1943–1948. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

99. Liu, Z.; Yamazaki, T.; Shen, Y.; Kikuta, T.; Nakatani, N.; Li, Y. O2 and CO sensing of Ga2O3 multiple nanowire
gas sensors. Sens. Actuators BChem. 2008, 129, 666–670. [CrossRef]

100. Li, X.; Zhen, X.; Meng, S.; Xian, J.; Shao, Y.; Fu, X.; Li, D. Structuring β-Ga2O3 Photonic Crystal Photocatalyst
for Efficient Degradation of Organic Pollutants. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2013, 47, 9911–9917. [CrossRef]

101. Lee, S.Y.; Gao, X.; Matsui, H. Biomimetic and Aggregation-Driven Crystallization Route for
Room-Temperature Material Synthesis: Growth of β-Ga2O3 Nanoparticles on Peptide Assemblies as
Nanoreactors. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2007, 129, 2954–2958. [CrossRef]

102. Zareiee, M. A novel high performance nano-scale MOSFET by inserting Si3N4 layer in the channel.
Superlattices Microstruct. 2015, 88, 254–261. [CrossRef]

103. Altun, A.O.; Jeong, J.H.; Rha, J.J.; Kim, K.D.; Lee, E.S. Boron nitride stamp for ultra-violet nanoimprinting
lithography fabricated by focused ion beam lithography. Nanotechnology 2007, 18, 465302. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

104. Aradi, E.; Erasmus, R.M.; Derry, T.E. Formation of c-BN nanoparticles by helium, lithium and boron ion
implantation. Nucl. Instruments Methods Phys. Res. Sect. B Beam Interact. Mater. Atoms 2012, 272, 57–60.
[CrossRef]

105. kumar, J.P.; Ramgopal, G.; Vidya, Y.; Anantharaju, K.; Prasad, B.D.; Sharma, S.; Prashantha, S.;
Premkumar, H.; Nagabhushana, H. Bio-inspired synthesis of Y2O3: Eu3+ red nanophosphor for eco-friendly
photocatalysis. Spectrochim. Acta Part A Mol. Biomol. Spectrosc. 2015, 141, 149–160. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

106. Zhang, L.; Hou, X.; Liu, M.; Lv, Y.; Hou, X. Controllable Synthesis of Y2O3 Microstructures for Application
in Cataluminescence Gas Sensing. Chem. A Eur. J. 2011, 17, 7105–7111. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

107. Rubio, E.J.; Atuchin, V.V.; Kruchinin, V.N.; Pokrovsky, L.D.; Prosvirin, I.P.; Ramana, C.V. Electronic Structure
and Optical Quality of Nanocrystalline Y2O3 Film Surfaces and Interfaces on Silicon. J. Phys. Chem. C 2014,
118, 13644–13651. [CrossRef]

108. Ko, K.Y.; Her, E.J.; Nichols, W.T.; Lee, H.; Do, Y.R.; Ahn, J. Fabrication of 2D photonic crystal assisted
Y2O3:Eu3+ thin-film phosphors by direct nano-imprinting. Microelectron. Eng. 2011, 88, 2930–2933. [CrossRef]

109. Traina, C.A.; Schwartz, J. Surface Modification of Y2O3 Nanoparticles. Langmuir 2007, 23, 9158–9161.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

110. Beck, U.; Smith, D.; Reiners, G.; Dapkunas, S. Mechanical properties of SiO2 and Si3N4 coatings:
A BAM/NIST co-operative project. Thin Solid Film. 1998, 332, 164–171. [CrossRef]

111. Yang, Q.; Chen, Z.; Yang, X.; Zhou, D.; Qian, X.; Zhang, J.; Zhang, D. Facile synthesis of Si3N4 nanowires
with enhanced photocatalytic application. Mater. Lett. 2018, 212, 41–44. [CrossRef]

112. Ayari-Kanoun, A.; Jaouad, A.; Souifi, A.; Drouin, D.; Beauvais, J. Silicon nitride nanotemplate fabrication
using inductively coupled plasma etching process. J. Vac. Sci. Technol. B Nanotechnol. Microelectron. Mater.
Process. Meas. Phenom. 2011, 29, 051802. [CrossRef]

113. Gwo, S.; Wu, C.L.; Chien, F.S.S.; Yasuda, T.; Yamasaki, S. Scanning Probe Microscopy and Lithography of
Ultrathin Si3N4Films Grown on Si(111) and Si(001). Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 2001, 40, 4368–4372. [CrossRef]

114. Chaneliere, C.; Autran, J.; Devine, R.; Balland, B. Tantalum pentoxide (Ta2O5) thin films for advanced
dielectric applications. Mater. Sci. Eng. R Rep. 1998, 22, 269–322. [CrossRef]

115. Sreethawong, T.; Ngamsinlapasathian, S.; Suzuki, Y.; Yoshikawa, S. Nanocrystalline mesoporous
Ta2O5-based photocatalysts prepared by surfactant-assisted templating sol-gel process for photocatalytic H2
evolution. J. Mol. Catal. A Chem. 2005, 235, 1–11. [CrossRef]

116. Nagaraju, G.; Karthik, K.; Shashank, M. Ultrasound-assisted Ta2O5 nanoparticles and their photocatalytic
and biological applications. Microchem. J. 2019, 147, 749–754. [CrossRef]

117. Wahlbrink, T.; Bolten, J.; Mollenhauer, T.; Kurz, H.; Baumann, K.; Moll, N.; Stöferle, T.; Mahrt, R. Fabrication
and characterization of Ta2O5 photonic feedback structures. Microelectron. Eng. 2008, 85, 1425–1428.
[CrossRef]

118. Ganesan, R.; Lim, S.H.; Saifullah, M.S.M.; Hussain, H.; Kwok, J.X.Q.; Tse, R.L.X.; Bo, H.A.P.; Low, H.Y. Direct
nanoimprinting of metal oxides by in situ thermal co-polymerization of their methacrylates. J. Mater. Chem.
2011, 21, 4484. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/am5077364
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25543876
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2007.09.055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es401479k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja0677057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.spmi.2015.09.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/18/46/465302
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21730473
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2011.01.032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.saa.2015.01.055
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25668696
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.201002626
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21547961
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp502876r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mee.2011.03.162
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la701653v
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17665940
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0040-6090(98)00989-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.matlet.2017.10.045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1116/1.3628593
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/JJAP.40.4368
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0927-796X(97)00023-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molcata.2005.03.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.microc.2019.03.094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mee.2008.01.059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c0jm04105j


Nanomaterials 2020, 10, 2078 21 of 22

119. Zhu, H.; Tang, C.; Fonseca, L.R.C.; Ramprasad, R. Recent progress in ab initio simulations of hafnia-based
gate stacks. J. Mater. Sci. 2012, 47, 7399–7416. [CrossRef]

120. Benedicto, M.; Galiana, B.; Molina-Aldareguia, J.M.; Monaghan, S.; Hurley, P.K.; Cherkaoui, K.; Vazquez, L.;
Tejedor, P. Fabrication of HfO2 patterns by laser interference nanolithography and selective dry etching for
III-V CMOS application. Nanoscale Res. Lett. 2011, 6, 400. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

121. Ramadoss, A.; Kim, S.J. Synthesis and characterization of HfO2 nanoparticles by sonochemical approach.
J. Alloys Compd. 2012, 544, 115–119. [CrossRef]

122. Panda, D.; Tseng, T.Y. Growth, dielectric properties, and memory device applications of ZrO2 thin films.
Thin Solid Films 2013, 531, 1–20. [CrossRef]

123. Kohno, Y.; Tanaka, T.; Funabiki, T.; Yoshida, S. Identification and reactivity of a surface intermediate in the
photoreduction of CO2 with H2 over ZrO2. J. Chem. Soc. Faraday Trans. 1998, 94, 1875–1880. [CrossRef]

124. Park, H.H.; Zhang, X.; Lee, S.W.; don Kim, K.; Choi, D.G.; Choi, J.H.; Lee, J.; Lee, E.S.; Park, H.H.;
Hill, R.H.; et al. Facile nanopatterning of zirconium dioxide films via direct ultraviolet-assisted nanoimprint
lithography. J. Mater. Chem. 2011, 21, 657–662. [CrossRef]

125. Liang, J.; Deng, Z.; Jiang, X.; Li, F.; Li, Y. Photoluminescence of Tetragonal ZrO2 Nanoparticles Synthesized
by Microwave Irradiation. Inorg. Chem. 2002, 41, 3602–3604. [CrossRef]

126. Lin, Z.; Du, C.; Yan, B.; Wang, C.; Yang, G. Two-dimensional amorphous NiO as a plasmonic photocatalyst
for solar H2 evolution. Nat. Commun. 2018, 9. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

127. Sato, H.; Minami, T.; Takata, S.; Yamada, T. Transparent conducting p-type NiO thin films prepared by
magnetron sputtering. Thin Solid Film. 1993, 236, 27–31. [CrossRef]

128. Hasan, M.R.; Xie, T.; Barron, S.C.; Liu, G.; Nguyen, N.V.; Motayed, A.; Rao, M.V.; Debnath, R. Self-powered
p-NiO/n-ZnO heterojunction ultraviolet photodetectors fabricated on plastic substrates. APL Mater. 2015,
3, 106101. [CrossRef]

129. Hotovy, I.; Rehacek, V.; Siciliano, P.; Capone, S.; Spiess, L. Sensing characteristics of NiO thin films as NO2

gas sensor. Thin Solid Films 2002, 418, 9–15. [CrossRef]
130. Liu, H.; Wang, G.; Liu, J.; Qiao, S.; Ahn, H. Highly ordered mesoporous NiO anode material for lithium ion

batteries with an excellent electrochemical performance. J. Mater. Chem. 2011, 21, 3046. [CrossRef]
131. Bandara, J.; Weerasinghe, H. Solid-state dye-sensitized solar cell with p-type NiO as a hole collector.

Solar Energy Mater. Sol. Cells 2005, 85, 385–390. [CrossRef]
132. Wang, Y.; Zhu, J.; Yang, X.; Lu, L.; Wang, X. Preparation of NiO nanoparticles and their catalytic activity in

the thermal decomposition of ammonium perchlorate. Thermochim. Acta 2005, 437, 106–109. [CrossRef]
133. Aharonovich, I.; Neu, E. Diamond Nanophotonics. Adv. Opt. Mater. 2014, 2, 911–928. [CrossRef]
134. Werner, M.; Fahrner, W. Review on materials, microsensors, systems and devices for high-temperature and

harsh-environment applications. IEEE Trans. Ind. Electron. 2001, 48, 249–257. [CrossRef]
135. Taniguchi, J.; Tokano, Y.; Miyamoto, I.; Komuro, M.; Hiroshima, H. Diamond nanoimprint lithography.

Nanotechnology 2002, 13, 592–596. [CrossRef]
136. Viet, A.L.; Jose, R.; Reddy, M.V.; Chowdari, B.V.R.; Ramakrishna, S. Nb2O5 Photoelectrodes for

Dye-Sensitized Solar Cells: Choice of the Polymorph. J. Phys. Chem. C 2010, 114, 21795–21800. [CrossRef]
137. Prado, A.G.; Bolzon, L.B.; Pedroso, C.P.; Moura, A.O.; Costa, L.L. Nb2O5 as efficient and recyclable

photocatalyst for indigo carmine degradation. Appl. Catal. B Environ. 2008, 82, 219–224. [CrossRef]
138. Lopes, O.F.; Paris, E.C.; Ribeiro, C. Synthesis of Nb2O5 nanoparticles through the oxidant peroxide method

applied to organic pollutant photodegradation: A mechanistic study. Appl. Catal. B Environ. 2014,
144, 800–808. [CrossRef]

139. Lee, G.J.; Wu, J.J. Recent developments in ZnS photocatalysts from synthesis to photocatalytic
applications—A review. Powder Technol. 2017, 318, 8–22. [CrossRef]

140. Xu, X.; Li, S.; Chen, J.; Cai, S.; Long, Z.; Fang, X. Design Principles and Material Engineering of ZnS for
Optoelectronic Devices and Catalysis. Adv. Funct. Mater. 2018, 28, 1802029. [CrossRef]

141. Kim, J.H.; Rho, H.; Kim, J.; Choi, Y.J.; Park, J.G. Raman spectroscopy of ZnS nanostructures. J. Raman Spectrosc.
2012, 43, 906–910. [CrossRef]

142. Park, W.; King, J.; Neff, C.; Liddell, C.; Summers, C. ZnS-Based Photonic Crystals. Phys. Status Solidi (b)
2002, 229, 949–960. [CrossRef]

143. Hu, H.; Zhang, W. Synthesis and properties of transition metals and rare-earth metals doped ZnS
nanoparticles. Opt. Mater. 2006, 28, 536–550. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10853-012-6568-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1556-276X-6-400
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21711946
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jallcom.2012.08.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tsf.2013.01.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/a801055b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C0JM01403F
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic025532q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-06456-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30279416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0040-6090(93)90636-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4932194
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0040-6090(02)00579-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c0jm03132a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.solmat.2004.05.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tca.2005.06.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adom.201400189
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/41.915402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/13/5/309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp106515k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apcatb.2008.01.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apcatb.2013.08.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.powtec.2017.05.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201802029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jrs.3116
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1521-3951(200201)229:2<949::AID-PSSB949>3.0.CO;2-K
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.optmat.2005.03.015


Nanomaterials 2020, 10, 2078 22 of 22

144. Wang, D.; Ye, J.; Kako, T.; Kimura, T. Photophysical and Photocatalytic Properties of SrTiO3 Doped with Cr
Cations on Different Sites. J. Phys. Chem. B 2006, 110, 15824–15830. [CrossRef]

145. Phoon, B.L.; Lai, C.W.; Juan, J.C.; Show, P.L.; Chen, W.H. A review of synthesis and morphology of SrTiO3

for energy and other applications. Int. J. Energy Res. 2019, 43, 5151–5174. [CrossRef]
146. Arute, F.; Arya, K.; Babbush, R.; Bacon, D.; Bardin, J.C.; Barends, R.; Biswas, R.; Boixo, S.; Brandao, F.G.S.L.;

Buell, D.A.; et al. Quantum supremacy using a programmable superconducting processor. Nature 2019,
574, 505–510. [CrossRef]

147. Maier, S.A. Plasmonics: Fundamentals and Applications; Springer: Boston, MA, USA, 2007. [CrossRef]
148. Prasad, P.N. Nanophotonics; John Wiley & Sons, Inc.: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2004. [CrossRef]
149. Sharma, B.; Frontiera, R.R.; Henry, A.I.; Ringe, E.; Van Duyne, R.P. SERS: Materials, applications, and the

future. Mater. Today 2012, 15, 16–25. [CrossRef]
150. Jahn, M.; Patze, S.; Hidi, I.J.; Knipper, R.; Radu, A.I.; Mühlig, A.; Yüksel, S.; Peksa, V.; Weber, K.;

Mayerhöfer, T.; et al. Plasmonic nanostructures for surface enhanced spectroscopic methods. Analyst
2016, 141, 756–793. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

151. Fort, E.; Grésillon, S. Surface enhanced fluorescence. J. Phys. D Appl. Phys. 2008, 41, 013001. [CrossRef]
152. Meier, M.; Wokaun, A. Enhanced fields on large metal particles: Dynamic depolarization. Opt. Lett. 1983,

8, 581. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
153. Maier, N.M.; Franco, P.; Lindner, W. Separation of enantiomers: Needs, challenges, perspectives.

J. Chromatogr. A 2001, 906, 3–33. [CrossRef]
154. Balavoine, G.; Moradpour, A.; Kagan, H.B. Preparation of chiral compounds with high optical purity by

irradiation with circularly polarized light, a model reaction for the prebiotic generation of optical activity.
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1974, 96, 5152–5158. [CrossRef]

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional
affiliations.

c© 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/10.1021/jp062487p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/er.4505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1666-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/0-387-37825-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/0471670251
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1369-7021(12)70017-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5AN02057C
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26759831
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0022-3727/41/1/013001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OL.8.000581
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19718190
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9673(00)00532-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja00823a023
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction
	Methods
	Mie Theory
	Optical Chirality

	Materials under Study
	Results
	Near-Field Enhancement and Absorption Efficiency
	Chirality

	Conclusions
	References

