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ABSTRACT: The detection of hydrogen gas in humid air environments is a key 4 o~ Heon

unresolved challenge for hydrogen safety in the rapidly growing hydrogen energy 3 /
technologies, which hold a key to abate the CO, emissions from particularly challenging
sectors that together represent more than 20% of man-made CO,. In this work, we
introduce a catalytic-plasmonic optical hydrogen sensor that employs nanofabricated
and plasmonically active Pt nanoparticles as transducer elements for hydrogen detection
in highly humid environments in air. Leveraging the combination of the Pt
nanoparticles” intrinsic high activity in the catalytic hydrogen oxidation reaction with
their high sensitivity in plasmonic dielectric sensing, we show that this catalytic-

plasmonic sensor is able to operate in the entire humidity range of 0—80% relative Response in
humidity accessible in our test setup and exhibits a measured limit of detection of 30— _Lmid condiions

S0 ppm hydrogen in air at 100 °C and 80 °C sensor operating temperatures, Time >
respectively, and that it delivers consistent and constant response to hydrogen during a

143 h long continuous measurement in 80% relative humidity. We also show that above a given hydrogen concentration, the sensor
response magnitude to a specific hydrogen concentration increases with increasing humidity, which is the distinct opposite of any
other known hydrogen sensing technology, whose response deteriorates or is entirely suppressed in high humidity. This advertises
catalytic-plasmonic sensors as a new paradigm in the hydrogen sensor arena with particular promise for hydrogen detection in high-

humidity environments.

Response in
dry conditions

LSPR peak shift

KEYWORDS: hydrogen sensor, humidity, nanoplasmonic sensing, catalytic sensing, Pt nanoparticles

he hydrogen economy concept, which was coined in the from electrochemical™® to catalytic,’ ™ thermal conductiv-

1970s,"” is today being realized at a rapidly increasing ity,'°""* and optical,'”"* all aimed at meeting performance
pace. This development is enabled by recent breakthroughs targets set by different stakeholders, with the most stringent
and advances in a multitude of enabling technologies, such as ones focusing on safety defined by the US Department of
fuel cells and green hydrogen production, and the increasingly Energy (DoE)."”"”'7 Such targets typically include the
common insight that hydrogen (H,) holds one of the keys to response/recovery time of a sensor, its limit of detection,
significantly reduce CO, emissions from particularly challeng- accuracy, and lifetime. In addition to these intuitive sensor
ing sectors such as cement (replacement of fossil fuels used in metrics, the reliable operation of H, sensors in demanding
heat kilns) and steel production (replacement of coke as chemical environments is equally important but significantly
reducing agent for iron ore), as well as heavy transport and less investigated to date. One such environment of particular
shipping, that together represent more than 20% of man-made technical importance that is little understood are high or

CO,.”* However, safety currently constitutes a barrier to the
large-scale deployment of H, technologies, especially when H,
is used in confined spaces with limited venting possibilities
and/or close to public areas and people’s homes, where the risk
for H,-related accidents due to the flammability of H,-air
mixtures increases substantially with potentially catastrophic
consequences. Hence, to safely implement H, technologies
without delays, mitigating these risks is imperative and
underpins the importance of H, safety sensors. Equally
important are sensors for process monitoring in eg, H,
combustion, electricity production, fuel cells, and electrolyzers
to optimize these processes.

For this reason, research is directed toward the development
of H, sensor technologies with operational principles ranging

fluctuating humidity levels. Its practical importance stems from
the fact that, for example, the gas feed in certain fuel cell
systems is humidified to enable stable operation of the polymer
exchange membrane or that humidity can fluctuate widely in
open environments due to weather and geographical factors.
Accordingly, H, sensor performance targets for humid
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environments encompass 20 to 80% relative humidity (RH)
for stationary hydrogen applications'®"” and 0 to 100% RH for
automotive systems. 1719

Despite the obvious importance, research in this direction is
very limited and the few studies that address the “humidity
challenge” either only do so partially, i.e., for a narrow humidity
range or generally low RH levels, or at conditions that are
limiting from the application perspective.””"~** An example
for the former category is a resistivity sensor that employs an
indium—tin oxide (ITO) sensing layer decorated with colloidal
Pd—Ni or Pt nanoparticles stabilized by a highly hydrophilic
surfactant and that exhibits excellent sensing metrics but only
up to 60% RH.”*> An example for the latter category are SnO,
and In,O; thin film sensors that have been demonstrated to
exhibit a limit of detection (LoD) down to 25 ppm of H, and
compatibility with a wide humidity range of 20—95% RH, but
at a cost of a sensor operating temperature of 623 K" As a
second interesting example is the work by Geng et al,” who
employed grain-boundary rich colloidal Pt nanoparticles drop-
casted onto a thermocouple for thermocatalytic H, sensing
based on the exothermic H, oxidation reaction (HOR)™ in a
wide humidity range of 0—98% in air, but with a significantly
deteriorating LoD for increasing RH, reaching an unsatisfying
LoD of 3% H, at 98% RH.

From a general mechanistic perspective, the key challenge
with detecting H, in humid air environments is the fact that, at
ambient conditions and temperatures, the sensor surface is
covered by (multilayers of) H,O and OH species,”*” as well
as O, possibly together with trace amounts of other molecules
abundant in air, such as CO, NO,, or SO,. Since almost all H,
sensors critically rely on a (dissociative) chemical interaction
of H, molecules with the sensor surface, these H,O and OH
species effectively block sizable fractions of the sites on the
surface necessary for H, to chemisorb and dissociate and
thereby trigger a sensor signal (the exact amount of “blocking”
depends on the specific system and conditions at hand).
Typical consequences of this blocking effect range from
increasing response times to reduced LoDs, to shifting
baselines, to complete sensor deactivation.

In this work, to overcome the current limitations of H,
sensing in humid air environments of particular importance for
safety applications, we introduce a combination of the _hi§hly
sensitive optical nanoplasmonic (H,) sensing principle'>**~*
with catalytic H, detection on Pt nanoparticles. Specifically, we
demonstrate a catalytic-plasmonic Pt nanoparticle H, sensor
that leverages the dielectric plasmonic sensing capabilities of Pt
nanoparticles”” in concert with Pt surfaces’ ability to catalyze
the hydrogen oxidation (HOR) reaction and the correspond-
ing changes in inelastic electron scatterin% depending on the
surface coverage of O and H species.’””” This sensor can
operate in the entire humidity range of 0—80% RH accessible
in our test setup and exhibits a measured LoD significantly
below the DoE target (<1000 ppm) for all operating
temperatures investigated. Specifically, the sensor exhibits a
measured LoD of 30—50 ppm in air at 80 °C operating
temperature and above and throughout the entire humidity
range. Furthermore, as a second remarkable key result, we
reveal that the sensor response magnitude above a specific
hydrogen concentration (depending on the temperature of
operation as we discuss in detail below) increases with
increasing humidity, rendering it most sensitive to H, at the
highest humidity levels. This is a stark contrast to all other
known H, sensor technologies, whose H, sensitivity dramat-
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ically deteriorates when humidity increases. Finally, our long-
term sensor stability investigation over more than 143 h at 80%
RH and 80 °C operating temperature in synthetic air highlights
the robustness of the sensor over an extended period of time,
and selectivity/deactivation tests at 80% RH in synthetic air
involving the flammable gases CH, and CO according to the
ISO 26142:2010"® standard, as well as C;Hy, reveal high
selectivity and deactivation resistance in particular at low H,
concentrations.

B RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Designing a Pt Nanoparticle Catalytic-Plasmonic
Hydrogen Sensor. In this work, we combine the concepts
of nanoplasmonic and catalytic sensing in a single device (see
SI Sections 1 and 2 for a more detailed introduction of these
two sensing principles), using a nanostructured Pt surface.
Specifically, using Hole-Mask Colloidal Lithography (HCL),*
we nanofabricated a quasi-random array of Pt nanodisks onto a
fused silica substrate (Figure la, see the Methods section for
details). The nanodisks have an average diameter of 215 + 10
nm at a constant nominal height of 25 nm, and they are
characterized by a high degree of polycrystallinity after the
physical vapor deposition of the Pt through the nano-
lithography mask (Figure 1a, transmission electron microscopy
(TEM) image inset, Supporting Figure S2 for SEM images and
size analysis). To assess the LSPR of this surface, we exhibited
an optical extinction measurement using a spectrophotometer
(Figure 1b), revealing a broad but distinct LSPR peak with a
maximum at ~710 nm (Figure 1c), in good agreement with
the literature.”* To subsequently evaluate the H, sensing
properties of this Pt nanoparticle surface, we employed a
heatable quartz tube catalytic plug-flow reactor with optical
access for plasmonic measurements in optical extinction
configuration using fiber optics, a halogen lamp, and a fixed
grating spectrometer (Figure 1d, see the Methods section for
details). This reactor is connected to mass flow controllers
(MFCs) for the accurate steering of the gas environment as
well as to a controlled evaporator mixer (CEM) for humidity
control and a humidity probe for accurate humidity measure-
ments. We highlight that the supplied water flow through the
liquid flow controller (LFC) corresponds to RH values
referenced to the 30 °C humidifying temperature of the gas.
Therefore, when the humidified gas is admitted to the reactor
chamber, where temperatures may be higher, the relative
humidity will be lower. We chose this scenario to emulate the
operation of a H, safety sensor, whose active surface is typically
heated, at ambient conditions.

As the next step, to first investigate the response of the Pt
nanoparticle sensor surface to varying RH in synthetic air and
in the absence of H, we executed a humidity titration
experiment from 0% RH to 80% RH (the highest humidity
level attainable in our setup) at 33 °C, 50 °C, 80 and 100 °C
sensor operating temperature, respectively (Figure 2a—c).
Evidently, there is a distinct red-shift in the spectral position of
the LSPR peak maximum, .., upon increasing the humidity
from 0% RH to 10% RH for all sensor operating temperatures,
with the change being largest at the lowest temperature of 33
°C (Figure 2a). Further increasing the RH results in additional
red-shifting of A, at all temperatures, however, with
magnitudes distinctly smaller than those for the first RH step
but at the same time proportional to the RH (Figure 2c). This
results in spectral shifts, Axlpeakfs of up to 3.7 nm at 80% RH
and 33 °C sensor operating temperature, which are easily
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Figure 1. (a) Top- and side-view SEM images of the quasi-random Pt
nanodisk array used as a catalytic-plasmonic H, sensor. The first inset
depicts a TEM image of a single Pt nanodisk and reveals its highly
polycrystalline morphology. The second inset shows the nanodisk
diameter histogram obtained from SEM image analysis and reveals an
average diameter of 215 + 10 nm. (b) Schematic depiction of an
optical extinction measurement of the Pt nanodisk quasi-random
array. (c) Optical extinction spectrum of the Pt nanodisk quasi-
random array, revealing a broad but distinct LSPR peak with a
maximum at ~710 nm. (d) Schematic depiction of the experimental
setup used to assess the H, sensing properties of the Pt nanodisk
quasi-random array sensor surface. The synthetic air carrier gas is first
blended with the desired H, concentration using mass flow controllers
(MFCs). This mix is subsequently humidified in a controlled
evaporator mixer (CEM) before it enters the quartz tube plug-flow
reactor with optical access used to continuously track the LSPR peak
of the Pt nanodisk sensor sample mounted inside the reactor.

resolved even by the naked eye (Figure 2b). Notably, this
response is reversible upon reduction of the RH, for all sensor
temperatures (Figure 2a,c). We attribute the observed spectral
shifts of A,cu to the RH-dependent condensation of water
mono- and multilayers on the sensor surface,”° ** whose
thickness, for a given RH, decreases as sensor temperature
increases since we, as described above, use RH values
referenced to the 30 °C humidifying temperature of the gas.
These water layers increase the RI in the close vicinity of the Pt
particles, which is expected to spectrally red-shift their LSPR in
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proportion to their thickness,”**” as confirmed by correspond-

ing Finite-Difference Time-Domain (FDTD) simulations
(Supporting Figure S3).

A Catalytic-Plasmonic H, Sensor. Having established the
Pt sensors’ response to different levels of RH in the absence of
H,, it is now interesting to map the A/, response to different
H, concentrations, at different levels of RH, and at different
sensor operation temperatures (for a quantitative analysis of
the activity of the Pt sensor surface in the HOR, see SI Section
5). For this purpose, we established a measurement protocol
comprised of symmetric H, concentration pulse sets starting at
0.06 vol % H, (600 ppm, ppm) and increasing to 0.13, 0.28,
0.60, and finally to 1.26% H,, and decreasing back down to 0
vol % H, (Figure 3a). These sets are repeated S times at each
sensor operation temperature, ie., first in dry synthetic air at
0% RH, followed by 20, 50, and 80% RH, and finalized in dry
synthetic air after an 11.5 h long dwell to desorb excess water
from the sensor surface. Extracting the A/, response of the
sensor to this protocol for the 5 different RH scenarios reveals
that A4, blue-shifts (i.e., shifts to shorter wavelengths) for all
H, pulses at all conditions (Figure 3b and Supporting Figure
S5). We highlight that this observed Alyea to shorter
wavelengths upon H, exposure is the direct opposite to what
is observed for hydride-forming Pd-based H, sensors which
exclusively exhibit A4, to longer wavelengths, ie., spectral
red-shifts."> This clearly indicates a different sensing
mechanism at play here, as expected for Pt that neither
forms interstitial hydrides nor solid solutions with hydrogen
under ambient conditions. We also note that the A4, blue-
shifts observed are opposite to A/, in the H,O titration
experiments above (cf. Figure 2).

To analyze the Pt sensor response in more detail, we start at
0% RH. Under these conditions, we notice a H, concentration-
dependent reversible response, whose magnitude for a given
H, concentration also depends on temperature, where higher
temperatures yield a larger A/, (Figure 3b). Increasing RH
to 20 and 50% yields similar responses and trends, but with
larger Al amplitudes as the main difference (Supporting
Figure SS). Further increasing RH to 80% (Figure 3b)
confirms the above and magnifies the A4, amplitudes for a
given H, concentration pulse. Remarkably, this result means
that in stark contrast to all other reported H, sensors, here the
signal amplitude increases for increasing RH.

Based on the above results, it is now interesting to derive a
sensing mechanism (Figure 4). To do so, we first consider the
situation under ideal dry conditions in air. O, will dissociatively
chemisorb on Pt and, due to the high electronegativity of the
chemisorbed O species,”>*’ reduce the free electron density in
the Pt nanoparticle (and thus decrease its Fermi level and
increase its work function ¢), which induces a spectral red-shift
of the LSPR compared to a Pt particle with an O-free clean and
dry surface (Figure 42) M7 Admitting H, to the system in
this state, i.e, a Pt nanoparticle with O-covered surface, will
replace a H, partial pressure-dependent fraction of the
chemisorbed O by dissociatively chemisorbed and electro-
positive H species.”* Hence, the free electron density of the Pt
nanoparticle increases (the Fermi level increases and work
function ¢ decreases) and the LSPR is blue-shifted.*' ™"
Increasing the H, partial pressure is thus expected to further
increase this blue-shift, as experimentally, in fact, observed in
our earlier work.” A second aspect to consider as soon as H, is
admitted to this system is the HOR, which will generate
chemisorbed hydroxyl (OH) species on the Pt surface as

peak
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Figure 2. Humidity titration experiment on the Pt sensor surface in synthetic air in the absence of H,. (a) Al measured for RH in/decrease in
10% RH increments at 33, 50, 80, and 100 °C sensor operation temperature, plotted together with the humidification levels of the gas stream
measured at 30°, prior to admission of the humidified gas to the measurement chamber. Prior to each measurement at a given sensor operation
temperature, the sensor was exposed to dry synthetic air for 155 min. (b) Representative optical extinction spectra of the Pt sensor obtained at 0%
and 80% RH, at a sensor operation temperature of 33 °C. (c) Extracted average Adpeak (mean value of 60 data points, at each RH step) versus RH
for all sensor operating temperatures. Error bars correspond to 3 times the standard deviation (30).

intermediate species in the H,O formation and thermal
desorption process. From an electronegativity perspective,
OH on Pt is slightly less electronegative than 0.% Hence, the
catalytic transformation of these species to desorbing H,O, in
principle, is also accompanied by a spectral blue-shift of the
LSPR. However, since OH formation and reaction are in
equilibrium if the system is in a steady state, the dominating
contribution to an electron density change of the Pt particle is
H-chemisorption-induced reduction of the O coverage.
Turning to humid conditions in air (and thus O,) first
without H, (Figure 4b), we remember that (i) increasing RH
leads to the formation of H,O layer(s) on the Pt nanoparticle
surface whose thickness is RH- and temperature-dependent (cf.
Figure 2), as well as (ii) to the dissociation of H,0 into —OH
and —H species, chemisorbed on the sensor surface, whose
extent depends on the predominant surface facets, which in
our case are expected to be low index with a high abundance of
edge and step sites at grain boundaries (cf. Figure 1),*7*"*
(iii) the presence of chemisorbed O (from air), and OH and H
(from dissociated H,O) reduces the electron density of the Pt
and thus induces a spectral red-shift of Ay, """ (iv) the
water layer formation also leads to a thickness-dependent red-
shift of Al via the dielectric plasmonic sensing mechanism
(¢f. Figure 2). In other words, and as a key point here,
mechanisms (iii) and (iv) are additive in terms of Al red-
shift. Adding also H, to the system, molecular H, diffuses
through the water layers,*” dissociates and reduces the O and
OH surface coverage, and induces the highly exothermic HOR
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(AH = —241.8 kJ/mol),*® whose rate depends both on
temperature and H, concentration. In concert, in the
corresponding experiment (cf. Figure 3), this induces a distinct
blue-shift of A/, when hydrogen pulses are applied, whose
magnitude increases for increasing RH and a given H,
concentration in the pulse.

This leads to the following proposed sensing mechanism of
our catalytic-plasmonic Pt H, sensor in humid conditions
(Figure 4b). In the absence of H,, and thus in the absence of
the HOR, the Pt sensor surface is covered with water layers
with a thickness proportional to the RH and temperature. At
the atomic level, the Pt surface is covered with dissociated O
from air, and with OH and H from dissociated H,0, as well as
with molecularly adsorbed H,O, depending on the specific site.
When this system is subsequently exposed to a H, pulse,
molecular H, diffuses through the water layer, dissociates on
the Pt surface, and reacts with dissociated O supplied by the
synthetic air background according to the HOR mechanism
(or with OH from dissociated H,0). Since the HOR is very
fast, as well as highly exothermic on Pt, the dissipated reaction
heat sizably increases the temperature of the Pt particles,”">”
which induces the (partial) thermal desorption of both H,0O
formed as a product of the HOR, and of the already present
H,O0 in the water layer on the sensor surface. This hypothesis
is also supported by identical location transmission electron
microscopy (IL-TEM) showcasing the temporal evolution of
the Pt particles’ morphology that is characterized by a
significant degree of surface recrystallization upon continuous
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Figure 3. (a) General gas protocol used for the H, sensing
performance measurements. Four sets of H, pulses, ranging from
0.06 to 1.26 vol % are introduced in the reactor at varying relative
humidity values (0—80% RH). In all of the measurements, the
background gas is synthetic air, and the temperature in each
measurement is kept constant along this entire protocol (4 different
measurements at T 33, 50, 80, 100 °C). “TR” stands for
temperature regeneration, where after the highest RH value, the
sensor was exposed for 11.5 h to a constant background gas flow, at
0% RH for each corresponding temperature. (b) Sensor performance
over time at 0% and 80% RH, for 4 different temperatures (cf.
Supporting Figure S5 for 20, 50, and 0% RH after TR). The left y-axis
shows the shift of the centroid, normalized to the value at the
beginning of each set of pulses. The right y-axis shows the hydrogen
concentrations ranging from 0.06 to 1.26 vol %.

exposure to varying H, pulses and humidity levels, as a result of
the high exothermicity of the HOR (Supporting Figure S1).
Additionally, the thermal desorption of H,O is expected to be
more pronounced with increasing surface coverage of Pt
particles on the sensor’s surface, due to the larger amount of
active sites per area and possibly even a collective heating
effect.>*™>° To this end, our investigation showed that more
densely populated sensor surfaces indeed yield more efficient
thermal desorption of H,O and therefore a stronger signal
response to a given H, pulse (for more details, see SI Section
9).

Since the rate of the HOR, and thus the amount of
dissipated reaction heat, is proportional to the H, concen-
tration in the pulse (Supporting Figure S4), higher H,
concentrations lead to more efficient H,O desorption from
the water layer. This explains both the spectral blue-shift of
Al peao its Hy concentration dependence at a given RH, and its
largest magnitude observed for the highest RH at which the
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initially adsorbed water layer is the thickest. Mechanistically,
the blue-shift is the combination of (i) the dielectric plasmonic
sensing mechanism, where the reduced water layer thickness
changes the local RI around the plasmonic Pt particles, and (ii)
the electron density change mechanism mediated by the
change in electronegative O coverage on the Pt surface.

To further corroborate this sensing mechanism based on the
overview analysis of the sensor performance presented in
Figure 3b, we have extracted A, as a function of H,
concentration for the different sensor operating temperatures
and RH values (Figure Sa—d and Supporting Figure S6).
Focusing first on the lowest temperature of 33 °C and 0% RH,
we find A4, ~ 0.3 nm for the lowest H, concentration pulse
(0.06%) followed by a very weak H, concentration depend-
ence of Al (Figure Sa). According to the proposed sensing
mechanism, this is likely the combination of the electron
density change induced by H, introduction and to a lesser
extent the desorption of a very thin water layer likely present
due to (i) the trace amounts of H,O in the synthetic air
background (1 ppm according to specification) and (ii) the
fact that the reactor is not completely sealed, which leads to
diffusion of small amounts of ambient (humid) air into the
reactor system and thus adsorb on the sensor surface. At 20%
RH, an almost linear dependence of A4, on H,
concentration, with a maximal A/, of 1.7 nm for 1.26%
H, and a Al ~ 0.25 nm for the lowest H, concentration, is
apparent, which is very similar to the response in dry
conditions. Interestingly, increasing RH to 50% vyields a
similarly linear but generally slightly smaller A4, response at
all hydrogen concentrations. Further increasing RH to 80%
further generally reduces the A/, response across the board
and below the levels recorded in dry synthetic air (0% RH).
Yet, a close to linear dependence of A4, on the H,
concentration is still observed. This deteriorated response for
higher RH at 33 °C likely finds it origin in the corresponding
larger thickness of the water layer on the surface at these
conditions, hampering the diffusive supply of H, from the gas
phase through that water layer, and thus reducing the net H
coverage on the surface (and thus the electron density change
contribution to Alpeak) and rendering the HOR mass transport
limited and (in part also due to the low HOR catalytic rate at
this low temperature) unable to completely thermally desorb
the water layer. This, in turn, minimizes the dielectric part of
the sensor response.

Increasing the sensor operation temperature to 50 °C reveals
an almost identical A/, at 0% RH as observed at 33 °C (the
slight increase finds its likely cause in a slightly shifted
equilibrium between O and H on the surface), which
corroborates that this signal predominantly stems from the
electron density change (Figure Sb). Increasing the RH to 20%
at 50 °C, however, reveals distinct differences as the Al
response is no longer linear in H, concentration and increases
more rapidly already at lower H, concentrations. The sensor
then responds very similarly also at 50 and 80% RH, however,
still with a generally slightly smaller A4, magnitude at 80%
RH. These observations are in line with a higher HOR rate at
50 °C compared to 33 °C and thus an accelerated desorption
of parts of the H,O layer already at lower H, concentrations, in
line with the dielectric sensing mechanism now being the
dominating one.

Moving to 80 °C, we find that the response magnitude at 0%
RH has increased to A, ~ 0.45 nm for the lowest H,
concentration pulse, which we can assign to a temperature-
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Figure 4. Schematic illustration of the sensing mechanism. (a) In dry conditions and in the absence of H,, the surface will be covered by dissociated
O atoms due to the constant flow of synthetic air. Due to its high electronegativity, O will attract electrons from the surface, decreasing the free e~
density, increasing the work function (®), and red-shifting the LSPR. In the presence of H, the O-covered surface will be partially replaced by
dissociated H atoms and OH groups. The H and OH species are less electronegative than O (H is, in fact, electropositive with respect to Pt) and
therefore lead to an increase in the free ™ density, a decrease in @, and a blue-shift of the LSPR. Increasing the H, concentration leads to further
blue-shift of the LSPR. (b) Under humid conditions, the surface will be additionally covered by multilayers of H,O both molecularly and
dissociatively adsorbed, depending on the specific site. In the absence of H,, the O and OH species adsorbed induce a red-shift of the LSPR (as
described for the dry conditions) and the presence of H,O further leads to a thickness-dependent red-shift due to the dielectric plasmonic sensing
mechanism. Now in the presence of H,, a blue-shift of the LSPR occurs, deriving both from the partial replacement of O and OH species on the Pt
surface (as described for the dry conditions), and the highly exothermic HOR, which leads to thermal desorption of adsorbed H,O.

induced shift in the equilibrium O and H coverage on the Pt
surface in favor of H and the corresponding larger change in
electron density (Figure Sc). For increasing RH, we observe a
consistently larger response the higher the RH for H,
concentrations above 0.13%. We also notice that the A4,
value appears to converge toward a saturation level for H,
concentrations above the 1.26% investigated here. These
observations are in line with a predominate dielectric sensing
mechanism that indeed implies that (i) once the complete
H,O layer is desorbed by the HOR heat (which is expected at
the highest H, concentration since H, is in deficit by 1 order of
magnitude compared to O,), no further sensor response is to
be expected and (ii) that maximum A4, value is the largest
for the highest RH as the desorbed water layer was the
thickest.
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Finally moving to 100 °C, we observe a largely very similar
response to that at 80 °C, as expected according to the two
sensing mechanisms at play (Figure Sd). However, we also
notice one additional fact that the absolute A4, values at 100
°C for H, concentrations larger than 0.13% are somewhat
smaller compared to 80 °C and even smaller compared to 50
°C. This can be understood as the interplay between a higher
HOR rate at higher temperatures, which boosts the sensor’s
ability to desorb the water layer, and a generally reduced
thickness of the water layer at higher temperatures, which will
lower the maximally possible A/, response (cf. Figure 2).
Hence, this interplay implies that an optimal sensor operation
temperature exists as the best compromise between these two
effects. From our data, it becomes clear that 80 °C constitutes
this optimal sensor operation temperature for H, detection in
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peal

. as a function of H, concentration at (a) 33 C, (b) 50 C, (c) 80 C, and (d) 100 C. Each panel depicts S curves

corresponding to 0% RH (at the beginning and after TR), 20% RH, 50% RH, and 80% RH. The H, concentration was varied in steps from 0.06 to
1.26 vol % H, in synthetic air background. Each point corresponds to the average between 2 identical H, pulses within the same pulse set, where

the error bar corresponds to the difference between them.

high-humidity environments in air as it delivers the largest
AZpeq response across the board of studied H, concentrations,
with a so far measured LoD of 0.06% or 600 ppm of H, at 80%
RH in air. However, our data also imply that a significantly
lower LoD is likely possible as the measured A4, response at
0.06% H, is significantly above the noise level (cf. Figure 3b).
To verify that and measure the true LoD for each temperature
of operation, we have exposed the same sensor to H,
concentrations down to 0.003 vol % or 30 ppm, at the same
temperatures and RH levels (Supporting Figure S7).
Remarkably, the sensor exhibits an LoD far below the DoE
target of 1000 ppm for the entire investigated humidity range
(0—80%), and even at the lowest temperature of 33 °C.
Focusing on the above-identified optimal operation temper-
ature of 80 °C, the sensor exhibits a measured LoD of 30 ppm
in 0—50% RH, and 50 ppm in 80% RH, which is more than 1
order of magnitude below the DoE target even at the highest
RH investigated (for more details, see SI Section 8). In fact, we
argue that, to the best of our knowledge, the reported sensor
exhibits the lowest operating temperature and LoD at 80% RH
in air, without the use of advanced machine learning-based
data treatment’”*® (Supporting Table S1). As a final remark,
we have also analyzed the sensor’s response/recovery times
and found that they meet the ISO 26142:2010"° response time
target (fyo < 30 s) for 0.6 vol % H, at 20% RH, and the
recovery target (t;, < 60 s) for all measured RH and H,
concentrations. Notably, and as elaborated in detail in SI
section 10, these metrics were achieved under far from ideal
conditions in a reactor with a gas exchange time constant of
close to 1 min, meaning that the intrinsic response/recovery
times of the sensor likely are significantly faster.
Selectivity/Poisoning Resistance and Long-Term
Sensor Stability. As a final step, we investigated the
robustness of the catalytic-plasmonic sensor, when subjected
to challenging conditions, by performing both selectivity/
poisoning measurements in the presence of interfering gases
and a long-term stability measurement over 143 h in total. For
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the selectivity/poisoning measurements, the sensor was
exposed to 3 different interfering gases, namely, the flammable
gases CH, and C;Hy, and CO. The sensor exhibits substantial
poisoning resistance and high selectivity to H,, especially in the
low H, concentration regime, useful in early leak detection in
dry but also highly humid environments (for more details, see
SI section 11). For the long-term stability measurement, the
sensor was exposed to multiple regular and randomized H,
pulse sets including 0.06, 0.13, 0.28, 0.60, and 1.26 vol % H,
concentration pulses (see the Methods section for details) at
80% RH for 114 h, where the selected operating temperature
was the above-identified optimal 80 °C (Figure 6a). The
correspondingly obtained A, response of the sensor as a
function of time reveals the following key observations (Figure
6b): (i) at the end of the dry stage, denoted by the second
dashed line, 4., suddenly red-shifts, due to the introduction
of H,O, as expected according to the dielectric sensing
mechanism and with the humidity titration experiment (cf.
Figure 2). (ii) A distinct and repeatable response of the sensor
to the applied H, pulses in both the random and regular pulse
sets. (iii) A repeatable baseline drift, starting from ~20h into
the measurement (first H, pulse set) and until the ~38h mark,
which repeats 3 times, until the 86h mark, beyond which the
baseline becomes stable. This can be explained by daytime/
nighttime/weekend-related changes in the ventilation con-
ditions in our lab (see Supporting Figure S18 for details). To,
as the final analysis step, visualize the quantitative reproduci-
bility of the sensor’s response to specific H, concentrations
within this experiment, we extract A4, values for the 0.06,
0.28, and 1.26 vol % H, pulses within all regular pulse sets, and
plot them together (Figure 6¢c). Since in every pulse set each
H, concentration is present twice, we choose to always plot the
second pulse to avoid any influence of the time that the sensor
had spent in synthetic air, prior to H, exposure in a specific
pulse set (see the Methods section for more details). For all
three concentrations, we note a consistent and highly
repeatable response to H,. Executing the same type of analysis
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Figure 6. Sensor performance over 143 h in synthetic air, at 80% RH, and 80 °C operation temperature. (a) The gas protocol consists of alternating
regular (as in previous measurements) and randomized H, pulse sets, i.e., the same concentration values as in the regular set (0.06—1.26 vol %), but
in a random order. The green color denotes the initialization stage where the background gas used is argon, followed by a dry stage where the
sensor is exposed to a H, pulse set in 0% RH in synthetic air. The protocol continues with the core section with regular and randomized pulses and
ends with the final dry control stage at 0% RH. (b) The obtained optical response of the sensor to H, over time. (c) Overlapping response from
selected H, pulses (0.06, 0.28, 1.26 vol %) of regular and (d) randomized pulse sets at different points in time during the long-term stability
measurement. For all three H, pulses in both the regular and randomized sets, a consistent and repeatable sensor response is observed.

for the randomized pulse sets essentially yields the same result
as a highly repeatable sensor response (Figure 6d). In
summary, this showcases the robustness and stability of the
Pt nanoparticle catalytic-plasmonic H, sensor platform we have
introduced in this work, even when operating under the most
challenging humidity conditions of 80% RH that we can
generate in our setup for a total of 143 h. As a final remark, we
also highlight that, in fact, this sensor had already been exposed
to a large number of similar experiments at varying humidity
and temperature conditions during almost 1 year prior to this
long-term stability experiment, further corroborating the high
robustness of this catalytic-plasmonic H, sensor.

B CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have designed a Pt nanoparticle array-based
catalytic-plasmonic hydrogen sensor and showcased its high
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performance in high-humidity environments in air. This is
enabled by a combination of effects that take place in concert:
(i) the susceptibility of the LSPR in Pt nanoparticles toward
variations in O- and H-adsorbate-induced diffuse electron
scattering and the corresponding change in electron density,
which induces an LSPR spectral blue-shift when going from a
O-covered surface to a partially H-covered surface, (ii) the
high sensitivity of the LSPR in Pt nanoparticles to variations in
their closest dielectric environment, which in the context at
hand corresponds to adsorbed H,O multilayers with humidity-
dependent thickness, (iii) the efficient catalytic HOR on Pt
nanoparticles that takes place in the presence of H, and O,,
and whose high exothermicity (proportional to H, concen-
tration when H, is in deficit as in the sensing scenario at hand)
leads to desorption of H,O layers adsorbed on the surface, and
thus a change in the dielectric environment that results in a
spectral blue-shift of the LSPR. Taken all together these three
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effects enabled reliable plasmonic H, detection in high-
humidity environments in air, i.e., a sensor response to H,
within the entire explored humidity range (0—80% RH), where
the sensor is able to meet and significantly exceed the DoE
target of <1000 ppm of H, LoD at all measured operating
temperatures (33—100 °C). Remarkably at the determined
optimal operating temperature of 80 °C, the LoD is 50 ppm of
H, at the highest explored 80% RH. As a second key
observation, we found that the developed catalytic-plasmonic
Pt nanoparticle H, sensor exhibited an increasing signal
amplitude above a specific H, concentration for increasing
humidity levels and for sensor operating temperatures T > S0
°C. This feature is in stark contrast to all other reported H,
sensing platforms where increasing RH decreases the signal
amplitude or even completely deactivates the sensor to the best
of our knowledge. Finally, a long-term stability experiment also
revealed an overall consistent and constant response to H, in
high-humidity conditions of 80% RH for a total of 143 h
continuously on stream, and selectivity/deactivation tests in
80% RH in synthetic air involving C3Hy, as well as CH, and
CO according to ISO 26142: 201018 demonstrated high
selectivity and deactivation resistance. Taken together, these
results demonstrate the potential of combining two sensing
principles in one, here implemented as a catalytic-plasmonic
H, sensor, to address the technologically highly relevant
challenge of detecting H, in highly humid environments.

B METHODS

Sample Fabrication. A quasi-random array of Pt nanodisks with
210 nm nominal (215 + 10 nm mean) diameter and 25 nm height
(Figure la and Supporting Figure S2a—d) was fabricated using hole-
mask colloidal lithography (HCL)** and Pt deposition by electron
beam evaporation on a 0.9 X 0.9 X 0.05 cm® fused silica substrate
(Siegert Wafer GmbH). For the samples used in the investigation of
the effect of surface coverage (SI Section 9), consisting of quasi-
random arrays of particles, a 4 in. fused silica wafer (thickness: 500
um, Siegert Wafer GmbH) was used as substrate. A bilayer resist stack
was spin-coated onto the wafer: first 100 nm of MMA(8.5)MAA
(MicroChem Corp.), baked for Smin at 180°C on a hot plate,
followed by 60 nm of PMMA 950k (MicroChem Corp.), also baked
for Smin at 180 °C. Subsequently, a 20 nm chromium layer was
thermally evaporated (Lesker NanoChrome, Kurt J. Lesker
Company) onto the resist stack to enable charge dissipation during
electron beam lithography and to enhance optical contrast for height
metrology. Electron beam lithography was performed by using a Raith
EBPG 5200 system at 30 nA beam current with a beam step size of
10 nm and a dose of 500 #C/cm?* (with proximity effect correction
applied). After exposure, the chromium layer was selectively removed
by wet chemical etching for 1 min using Cr-07S (MicroChemicals
GmbH). The bilayer resist was then developed in a 4:1 mixture of
IPA:H,O for 1 min, followed by drying with nitrogen without rinsing.
After development, a short oxygen plasma descum was performed to
remove residual resist (10s, SOW, SOsccm O,) prior to metal
deposition. Subsequently, a 25 nm platinum layer was electron beam
evaporated (Lesker PVD 225, Kurt J. Lesker Company) at a
deposition rate of 2 A/s. Lift-off was carried out in Remover 1165
(Kayaku Advanced Materials, formerly MicroChem Corp.) for 10 h at
room temperature, followed by rinsing in acetone, rinsing in 2-
propanol (IPA), rinsing in deionized water, and blow-drying with
nitrogen. The wafer was then diced into individual chips. To protect
the surface during dicing, a 200nm layer of PMMA 950k
(MicroChem Corp.) was spin-coated prior to processing. Dicing
was performed using a DAD3350 dicing saw (DISCO Corporation)
equipped with a resin-bonded diamond blade (K015—600JXS,
DISCO Corporation) operating at 25 000 rpm spindle speed and a
feed rate of 2 mm/s. The protective PMMA layer was then removed
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by rinsing the samples in acetone, followed by IPA and deionized
water, and finally blow-drying with nitrogen.

Experimental Setup for Sensor Performance, Humidity
Titration, and Long-Term Stability Experiments. The setup
used for humidity titration measurements, sensor performance
measurements, and the long-term stability investigation consists of a
quartz tube plug-flow reactor with optical access for transmittance
measurements (Insplorion AB). It is equipped with a set of Mass Flow
Controllers (MFCs, Bronkhorst High-Tech B.V.) that control the
flow rate and gas composition (synthetic air, H,), a Liquid Flow
Controller (LFC, Bronkhorst High-Tech B.V.) for controlling the
water supply rate, and a Controlled Evaporator Mixer (CEM,
Bronkhorst High-Tech B.V.) that humidifies the gas. In all
measurements, the water supplied from the LFC into the CEM for
humidifying the gas stream is referenced to RH values at 30 °C, 1.013
bar, and 200 mL/min total gas flow rate. Specifically for the 3 RH
values used in this work, i.e, 20, 50, and 80% RH, the corresponding
water flow was 0.081, 0.206, and 0.333 g/h, respectively, and was
calculated using Bronkhorst’s Fluidat software. The humidity level
was measured by a calibrated humidity and temperature probe
(HMP7, Vaisala) positioned at the chamber inlet. The reactor
temperature was controlled using a closed-loop temperature control
system (Eurotherm 3216) in a feedback loop manner, where the
sample surface temperature inside the chamber (measured via a K-
type thermocouple) was continuously used as the input. The chamber
can accommodate up to two samples, which are illuminated using an
unpolarized halogen white light source (AvaLight-HAL, Avantes)
coupled through a bifurcated optical fiber (FCB-UV600—2, Avantes
BV) equipped with collimating lenses. The transmitted light from
each sample is collected and analyzed by a dual-channel fiber-coupled
fixed-grating spectrometer (AvaSpec-ULS2048CL-2-EVO, Avantes
BV).

Humidity Titration Experiment. The sample was exposed to a
constant gas flow rate of 200 mL/min of synthetic air (20.5% O, in
N,), humidified in increasing/decreasing increments of 10% RH (as
described in the previous section) in the range of 0—80% RH (0—
0.333 g/h H,O flow rate), at four different sensor temperatures (33,
50, 80, 100 C). Prior to each measurement at a given sensor operation
temperature, the sensor was exposed to dry synthetic air for 155 min.
Specifically, before the first measurement at 33 C, the sensor
temperature was set to 120 C under dry synthetic air for 4 h, to ensure
complete desorption of adsorbed H,O from when the sample was
stored at ambient conditions prior to the measurement.

Sensor Performance Measurements. The measurement gas
protocol was divided into: (i) the initialization stage that lasted 4 h,
where the sensor temperature was set to 120 °C. During this time, the
sensor was exposed to 5 X 10 vol % H, in Ar and 6 X 1.26 vol % H, in
synthetic air. The final step of this stage was to reduce the sensor
temperature to the temperature of operation (i.e., 30, 50, 80, or 100
°C), where the sensor stood idle for 170 min, before the beginning of
the next stage. The aim of the initialization stage was to desorb any
previously adsorbed H,O on the sample’s surface and to acquire a
stable sensor baseline. (ii) The core stage that consisted of a constant
flow of synthetic air where intermittently H, pulses of increasing and
decreasing concentration were introduced. The concentrations were
0.06, 0.13, 0.28, 0.60, and 1.26 vol % H,. Within the set, each H, pulse
lasted for 300 s, followed by 600 s of 100 vol % of synthetic air gas
flow. In total, there were 4 H, pulse sets, one for each humidity
background, starting at 0% RH (dry conditions) and followed by sets
at 20, SO, and 80% RH. (iii) The control stage: After the highest
humidity background (80% RH), the sensor was exposed to a
constant synthetic air flow for 11.5 h at 0% RH for each
corresponding temperature of operation. After that time, the sensor
was exposed to another H, pulse set at 0% RH. To differentiate the
two sets at 0% RH (beginning of core stage and the control stage),
this one is named “0% RH after TR” in Figures 4a,b andSa, where TR
stands for temperature regeneration. In all measurements, the total gas
flow rate at any time was set to 200 mL/min.

Long-Term Stability Investigation. The measurement gas
protocol consisted of: (i) the initialization stage, (ii) the dry stage,
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(iii) the core section, and (iv) the dry control stage. In (i), the
sensor’s temperature was set to 120 °C for 4 h. The temperature was
then reduced to 80 °C, where the sensor was exposed to 5 X 10 vol %
H, in Ar. In (ii), the Ar background gas was replaced by synthetic air,
and the sensor was exposed to 6 X 1.26 vol % H, followed by a H,
pulse set (as described in the Sensor performance measurements
section), in dry conditions (0% RH). In (iii), the background
humidity was set to 80% RH and the sensor was exposed to a total of
19 H, pulse sets, alternating between regular and randomized sets.
The regular H, pulse sets were identical to that in the Sensor
Performance Measurements section, while the randomized ones
contained the same H, concentrations but in random order. This
section lasted for 114 h, simulating the sensor performance under
high-humidity conditions for an extended period of time. Finally, in
(iv), the background humidity was reduced to 0% RH, and after 8 h,
the sensor was exposed to a final regular H, pulse set. The protocol
was 143 h in total, and the total gas flow rate at any time was set to
200 mL/min. In Figure 6b, where we overlap H, for 3 different H,
concentrations within the regular pulse sets, each concentration was
used twice. Specifically for the 0.06 vol % H,, that pulse was present at
the beginning and the end of the set.

Quadruple Mass Spectrometry (QMS) Experiment. The QMS
experiment was carried out in an externally heated quartz tube plug-
flow reactor with an integrated glass pocket that we have reported
carlier™ and as conceptually introduced by Bu et al®® The gas
composition and flow rate were controlled by a series of MFCs
(Bronkhorst High-Tech B.V.). The sample was placed in the glass
pocket, which serves to minimize the dilution of reaction products,
and it is further connected to a differentially pumped quadruple mass
spectrometer (Pfeifer, OmniStar GSD320). In the absence of H,, the
sample was exposed to a constant flow of dry synthetic air (200 mL/
min). Intermittently, 4 different H, pulses were introduced in the
reactor, i.e., 0.13, 0.28, 0.60, and 1.26 vol % for all 4 different sensor
temperatures (33, 50, 80, 100 °C). The total flow rate was kept
constant at 200 mL/min. The QMS was operated in selected ion
monitoring (SIM) mode, where the ion current specific to H,O ions
was monitored.

Electron Microscopy. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM)
imaging (Figure la and Supporting Figure S2a—d) was carried out in
a Zeiss GeminiSEM 450 microscope, using a Pt sample that was
fabricated on a Si substrate to mitigate charge buildup (using the same
fabrication method as described previously). All images were collected
with a secondary electron detector, and the acceleration voltage was
10—15 kV. For the samples used in the surface coverage investigation
(Supporting Figure S1la—d), an acceleration voltage of 2 kV and
10pA current were used for imaging, due to the nonconductive
substrate. The transmission electron microscopy (TEM) images were
taken using an FEI Tecnai T20 microscope operated at 200 kV with a
LaB6 filament. The microscope is equipped with an Orius CCD
camera. The particles were fabricated onto electron-transparent
silicon nitride membranes that allows for seamless localization and
imaging of the same particles at separate microscopy sessions.

B ASSOCIATED CONTENT

© Supporting Information
The Supporting Information is available free of charge at
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acssensors.5c03166.

Introduction to nanoplasmonic and catalytic sensors,
TEM/SEM imaging of Pt nanodisks, FDTD simulations,
assessment of the HOR on the Pt sensor surface, sensor
performance measurements at intermediate RH levels,
LoD investigation in humid conditions, investigation of
the effect of surface coverage variation to the response of
the sensor, response/recovery times, selectivity/poison-
ing resistance to interfering gases, baseline drift in the
long-term stability measurement, Pt/Pd comparison, and
comparison of Pt/Pd-based H, sensors in humid
environments (PDF)

8992

B AUTHOR INFORMATION

Corresponding Author
Christoph Langhammer — Department of Physics, Chalmers
University of Technology, SE 412 96 Gothenburg, Sweden;
orcid.org/0000-0003-2180-1379; Email: clangham@
chalmers.se

Authors

Athanasios Theodoridis — Department of Physics, Chalmers

University of Technology, SE 412 96 Gothenburg, Sweden;
orcid.org/0000-0002-4170-4325

Carl Andersson — Department of Physics, Chalmers University
of Technology, SE 412 96 Gothenburg, Sweden

Sara Nilsson — Department of Physics, Chalmers University of
Technology, SE 412 96 Gothenburg, Sweden

Joachim Fritzsche — Department of Physics, Chalmers
University of Technology, SE 412 96 Gothenburg, Sweden

Complete contact information is available at:
https://pubs.acs.org/10.1021/acssensors.5c03166

Author Contributions

The manuscript was written through contributions of all
authors. All authors have given approval to the final version of
the manuscript.

Notes

The authors declare the following competing financial
interest(s): CL is co-founder of a company that markets
plasmonic H2 sensors.

B ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This research received funding from the Swedish Foundation
for Strategic Research project SIP21-0032, the Knut and Alice
Wallenberg Foundation project KAW 2018.0459, the Vinnova
project 2021-02760, and the Competence Centre TechForH2.
The Competence Centre TechForH2 is hosted by Chalmers
University of Technology and is financially supported by the
Swedish Energy Agency (P2021-90268) and the member
companies Volvo, Scania, Siemens Energy, GKN Aerospace,
PowerCell, Oxeon, RISE, Stena Rederier AB, Johnsson
Matthey, and Insplorion. Part of this work was carried out at
the Chalmers MC2 cleanroom facility and at the Chalmers
Materials Analysis Laboratory (CMAL), and under the
umbrella of the Chalmers Nano Area of Advance.

B REFERENCES

(1) Gregory, D. P; Ng, D. Y. C; Long, G. M. The Hydrogen
Economy. In Electrochemistry of Cleaner Environments; Springer US,
1972; pp 226—280.

(2) Bockris, J. O. M. A hydrogen economy. Science 1972, 176
(4041), No. 1323.

(3) Fennell, P.; Driver, J.; Bataille, C.; Davis, S. J. Cement and
steel—nine steps to net zero. Nature 2022, 603 (7902), 574—577.

(4) Ritchie, H. Cars, planes, trains: where do CO, emissions from
transport come from? Our world in data 2020.

(5) Korotcenkov, G.; Han, S. D.; Stetter, J. R. Review of
Electrochemical Hydrogen Sensors. Chem. Rev. 2009, 109 (3),
1402—1433.

(6) Yi, J; Zhang, H.; Zhang, Z.; Chen, D. Hierarchical porous
hollow SnO2 nanofiber sensing electrode for high performance
potentiometric H2 sensor. Sens. Actuators, B 2018, 268, 456—464.

(7) Harley-Trochimczyk, A.; Chang, J.; Zhou, Q.; Dong, J.; Pham,
T.; Worsley, M. A.; Maboudian, R.; Zettl, A.; Mickelson, W. Catalytic
hydrogen sensing using microheated platinum nanoparticle-loaded
graphene aerogel. Sens. Actuators, B 2015, 206, 399—406.

https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.5c03166
ACS Sens. 2025, 10, 8983—-8994


https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acssensors.5c03166/suppl_file/se5c03166_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acssensors.5c03166/suppl_file/se5c03166_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acssensors.5c03166?goto=supporting-info
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acssensors.5c03166/suppl_file/se5c03166_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Christoph+Langhammer"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2180-1379
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2180-1379
mailto:clangham@chalmers.se
mailto:clangham@chalmers.se
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Athanasios+Theodoridis"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4170-4325
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4170-4325
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Carl+Andersson"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Sara+Nilsson"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Joachim+Fritzsche"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acssensors.5c03166?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.176.4041.1323
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-022-00758-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-022-00758-4
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr800339k?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr800339k?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2018.04.086
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2018.04.086
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2018.04.086
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2014.09.057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2014.09.057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2014.09.057
pubs.acs.org/acssensors?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.5c03166?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as

ACS Sensors

pubs.acs.org/acssensors

(8) Geng, X,; Li, S;; Heo, J.; Peng, Y,; Hu, W,; Liu, Y.,; Huang, J;
Ren, Y,; Li, D.; Zhang, L.; Luo, L. Grain-Boundary-Rich Noble Metal
Nanoparticle Assemblies: Synthesis, Characterization, and Reactivity.
Adv. Funct. Mater. 2022, 32 (34), No. 2204169.

(9) Hiibert, T.; Boon-Brett, L.; Black, G.; Banach, U. Hydrogen
sensors — A review. Sens. Actuators, B 2011, 157 (2), 329—352.

(10) Wu, Z.; Zhang, X.; Chen, L; Lou, Q; Zong, D.; Deng, K;
Cheng, Z.; Xia, M. Ultra-Low-Power, Extremely Stable, Highly
Linear-Response Thermal Conductivity Sensor Based on a Suspended
Device with Single Bare Pt Nanowire. ACS Sens. 2024, 9 (9), 4721—
4730.

(11) Harumoto, T.; Fujiki, H; Shi, J.; Nakamura, Y. Extremely
simple structure hydrogen gas sensor based on single metallic thin-
wire under sweep heating. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2022, 47 (80),
34291—34298.

(12) Tardy, P.; Coulon, J.-R;; Lucat, C.; Menil, F. Dynamic thermal
conductivity sensor for gas detection. Sens. Actuators, B 2004, 98 (1),
63—68.

(13) Chen, K; Yuan, D.; Zhao, Y. Review of optical hydrogen
sensors based on metal hydrides: Recent developments and
challenges. Opt. Laser Technol. 2021, 137, No. 106808.

(14) Bannenberg, L. J.; Boelsma, C.; Asano, K; Schreuders, H.;
Dam, B. Metal Hydride Based Optical Hydrogen Sensors. J. Phys. Soc.
Jpn. 2020, 89 (S), No. 051003.

(15) Darmadi, I; Nugroho, F. A. A; Langhammer, C. High-
Performance Nanostructured Palladium-Based Hydrogen Sensors -
Current Limitations and Strategies for Their Mitigation. ACS Sens.
2020, S (11), 3306—3327.

(16) W Buttner, R. B,; Post, M.; Rivkin, C. Summary and Findings
from the NREL/DOE Hydrogen Sensor Workshop, National Renewable
Energy Laboratory2011.

(17) Energy, U. S. D. o.Hydrogen and Fuel Cell Technologies Office
Multi-Year Research, Development, and Demonstration, 20151-28.

(18) Standardization, 1. O. f. Hydrogen detection apparatus—
Stationary applications (ISO Standard No. 26142:2010), 2010.

(19) Boon-Brett, L.; Bousek, J.; Black, G.; Moretto, P.; Castello, P.;
Hiibert, T.; Banach, U. Identifying performance gaps in hydrogen
safety sensor technology for automotive and stationary applications.
Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2010, 35 (1), 373—384.

(20) Sanger, A.; Kumar, A; Chauhan, S.; Gautam, Y. K.; Chandra, R.
Fast and reversible hydrogen sensing properties of Pd/Mg thin film
modified by hydrophobic porous silicon substrate. Sens. Actuators, B
2015, 213, 252—-260.

(21) Yaqoob, U.; Uddin, A. S. M. L; Chung, G. S. Foldable hydrogen
sensor using Pd nanocubes dispersed into multiwall carbon
nanotubes-reduced graphene oxide network assembled on nylon filter
membrane. Sens. Actuators, B 2016, 229, 355—-361.

(22) Sanger, A.; Kumar, A.; Kumar, A.; Jaiswal, J.; Chandra, R. A fast
response/recovery of hydrophobic Pd/V20S thin films for hydrogen
gas sensing. Sens. Actuators, B 2016, 236, 16—26.

(23) Rahamim, G.; Mirilashvili, M.; Nanikashvili, P.; Greenberg, E.;
Shpaisman, H.; Grinstein, D.; Welner, S.; Zitoun, D. Hydrogen
sensors with high humidity tolerance based on indium-tin oxide
colloids. Sens. Actuators, B 2020, 310, 127845.

(24) A, S. R. M.; Gnanasekar, K. I; Jayaraman, V. Hydrogen sensing
behavior of SnO2and in203thin films in wide range of humid
conditions-An exploratory data analysis. ]. Environ. Chem. Eng. 2020, 8
(5), 104158.

(25) Gland, J. L.; Sexton, B. A.; Fisher, G. B. Oxygen interactions
with the Pt(111) surface. Surf. Sci. 1980, 95 (2—3), 587—602.

(26) Yamamoto, S.; Andersson, K.; Bluhm, H.; Ketteler, G.; Starr, D.
E.; Schiros, T.; Ogasawara, H.; Pettersson, L. G. M.; Salmeron, M,;
Nilsson, A. Hydroxyl-Induced Wetting of Metals by Water at Near-
Ambient Conditions. J. Phys. Chem. C 2007, 111 (22), 7848—7850.

(27) Ungerer, M. J,; Santos-Carballal, D.; Cadi-Essadek, A.; van
Sittert, C. G. C. E.; de Leeuw, N. H. Interaction of H20O with the
Platinum Pt (001), (011), and (111) Surfaces: A Density Functional
Theory Study with Long-Range Dispersion Corrections. J. Phys.
Chem. C 2019, 123 (45), 27465—27476.

8993

(28) Anker, J. N; Hall, W. P.; Lyandres, O.; Shah, N. C.; Zhao, J;
Van Duyne, R. P. Biosensing with plasmonic nanosensors. Nat. Mater.
2008, 7 (6), 442—453.

(29) Mayer, K. M.; Hafner, J. H. Localized surface plasmon
resonance sensors. Chem. Rev. 2011, 111 (6), 3828—3857.

(30) Wadell, C.; Syrenova, S.; Langhammer, C. Plasmonic Hydrogen
Sensing with Nanostructured Metal Hydrides. ACS Nano 2014, 8
(12), 11925—11940.

(31) Yang, F.; Donavan, K. C; Kung, S. C.; Penner, R. M. The
surface scattering-based detection of hydrogen in air using a platinum
nanowire. Nano Lett. 2012, 12 (6), 2924—2930.

(32) Yoo, H.-W,; Cho, S.-Y.; Jeon, H.-J.; Jung, H.-T. Well-Defined
and High Resolution Pt Nanowire Arrays for a High Performance
Hydrogen Sensor by a Surface Scattering Phenomenon. Anal. Chem.
2015, 87 (3), 1480—1484.

(33) Fredriksson, H.; Alaverdyan, Y.; Dmitriev, A.; Langhammer, C.;
Sutherland, D. S.; Zich, M.; Kasemo, B. Hole—Mask Colloidal
Lithography. Adv. Mater. 2007, 19 (23), 4297—4302.

(34) Langhammer, C.; Yuan, Z; Zori¢, I; Kasemo, B. Plasmonic
properties of supported Pt and Pd nanostructures. Nano Lett. 2006, 6
(4), 833—838.

(35) Dahlin, A. B.; Tegenfeldt, J. O.; Hook, F. Improving the
Instrumental Resolution of Sensors Based on Localized Surface
Plasmon Resonance. Anal. Chem. 2006, 78 (13), 4416—4423.

(36) Kochsiek, M. Measurement of Water Adsorption Layers on
Metal Surfaces. Metrologia 1982, 18 (3), No. 153.

(37) Guo, L. Q.; Zhao, X. M,; Bai, Y.; Qiao, L. J. Water adsorption
behavior on metal surfaces and its influence on surface potential
studied by in situ SPM. Appl. Surf. Sci. 2012, 258 (22), 9087—9091.

(38) Meng, S; Wang, E. G; Gao, S. Water adsorption on metal
surfaces: A general picture from density functional theory studies.
Phys. Rev. B 2004, 69 (19), No. 195404.

(39) Sharma, N. K;; Joshi, B. C. Fiber optic plasmonic sensor based
on platinum Mater. Today: Proc. 2023 DOI: 10.1016/
j-matpr.2023.03.393.

(40) Parker, D. H.; Bartram, M. E.; Koel, B. E. Study of high
coverages of atomic oxygen on the Pt(111) surface. Surf. Sci. 1989,
217 (3), 489-510.

(41) Mulvaney, P.; Pérez-Juste, J.; Giersig, M.,; Liz-Marzan, L. M,;
Pecharromén, C. Drastic Surface Plasmon Mode Shifts in Gold
Nanorods Due to Electron Charging. Plasmonics 2006, 1 (1), 61—66.

(42) Novo, C.; Funston, A. M.; Mulvaney, P. Direct observation of
chemical reactions on single gold nanocrystals using surface plasmon
spectroscopy. Nat. Nanotechnol 2008, 3 (10), 598—602.

(43) Foerster, B.; Spata, V. A; Carter, E. A.; Sonnichsen, C.; Link, S.
Plasmon damping depends on the chemical nature of the nanoparticle
interface. Sci. Adv. 2019, S (3), No. eaav0704.

(44) Allred, A. L. Electronegativity values from thermochemical data.
J. Inorg. Nucl. Chem. 1961, 17 (3), 215—221.

(4S) Larsson, E. M.; Langhammer, C.; Zori¢, I; Kasemo, B.
Nanoplasmonic probes of catalytic reactions. Science 2009, 326
(5956), 1091—1094.

(46) Clifford, A. F. The electronegativity of groups. J. Phys. Chem. A
1959, 63 (8), 1227—1231.

(47) Kolb, M. J; Calle-Vallejo, F.; Juurlink, L. B. F.; Koper, M. T. M.
Density functional theory study of adsorption of H20, H, O, and OH
on stepped platinum surfaces. J. Chem. Phys. 2014, 140 (13),
No. 134708.

(48) Anderson, A. B. Reactions and structures of water on clean and
oxygen covered Pt(111) and Fe(100). Surf. Sci. 1981, 10S (1), 159—
176.

(49) Wang, S; Zhou, T.; Pan, Z; Trusler, J. P. M. Diffusion
Coefficients of N20 and H2 in Water at Temperatures between
298.15 and 423.15 K with Pressures up to 30 MPa. J. Chem. Eng. Data
2023, 68 (6), 1313—1319.

(50) Chase, M. W. NIST-JANAF Thermochemical Tables 4th
edition. J. Phys. Chem. Ref. Data 1998, 1529—1564.

(51) Fassihi, M.; Zhdanov, V. P.; Rinnemo, M.; Keck, K. E.; Kasemo,
B. A Theoretical and Experimental Study of Catalytic Ignition in the

https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.5c03166
ACS Sens. 2025, 10, 8983—-8994


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2011.04.070
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2011.04.070
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.4c01111?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.4c01111?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.4c01111?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2022.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2022.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2022.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2003.09.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2003.09.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.optlastec.2020.106808
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.optlastec.2020.106808
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.optlastec.2020.106808
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.0c02019?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.0c02019?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.0c02019?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2009.10.064
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2009.10.064
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2015.02.098
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2015.02.098
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2016.01.138
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2016.01.138
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2016.01.138
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2016.01.138
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2016.05.141
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2016.05.141
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2016.05.141
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2020.127845
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2020.127845
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2020.127845
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2020.104158
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2020.104158
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2020.104158
https://doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(80)90197-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(80)90197-1
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp0731654?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp0731654?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.9b06136?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.9b06136?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.9b06136?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat2162
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr100313v?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr100313v?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/nn505804f?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/nn505804f?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl300602m?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl300602m?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl300602m?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac504367w?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac504367w?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac504367w?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.200700680
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.200700680
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl060219x?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl060219x?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac0601967?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac0601967?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac0601967?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1088/0026-1394/18/3/007
https://doi.org/10.1088/0026-1394/18/3/007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2012.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2012.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2012.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2023.03.393
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2023.03.393
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2023.03.393?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2023.03.393?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(89)90443-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(89)90443-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11468-005-9005-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11468-005-9005-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2008.246
https://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2008.246
https://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2008.246
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aav0704
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aav0704
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-1902(61)80142-5
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1176593
https://doi.org/10.1021/j150578a003?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(81)90154-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(81)90154-0
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.3c00085?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.3c00085?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jced.3c00085?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1006/jcat.1993.1153
pubs.acs.org/acssensors?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.5c03166?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as

ACS Sensors pubs.acs.org/acssensors

Hydrogen-Oxygen Reaction on Platinum. J. Catal. 1993, 141 (2),
438—452.

(52) Rinnemo, M.; Deutschmann, O.; Behrendt, F.; Kasemo, B.
Experimental and numerical investigation of the catalytic ignition of
mixtures of hydrogen and oxygen on platinum. Combust. Flame 1997,
111 (4), 312-326.

(53) Govorov, A. O.; Zhang, W.; Skeini, T.; Richardson, H.; Lee, J.;
Kotov, N. A. Gold nanoparticle ensembles as heaters and actuators:
melting and collective plasmon resonances. Nanoscale Res. Lett. 2006,
1 (1), No. 84.

(54) Richardson, H. H.; Carlson, M. T.; Tandler, P. J.; Hernandez,
P.; Govorov, A. O. Experimental and Theoretical Studies of Light-to-
Heat Conversion and Collective Heating Effects in Metal Nano-
particle Solutions. Nano Lett. 2009, 9 (3), 1139—1146.

(55) Baffou, G.; Berto, P.; Bermtidez Urefa, E.; Quidant, R,
Monneret, S.; Polleux, J; Rigneault, H. Photoinduced Heating of
Nanoparticle Arrays. ACS Nano 2013, 7 (8), 6478—6488.

(56) Kamarudheen, R; Castellanos, G. W.; Kamp, L. P. J; Clercx, H.
J. H; Baldi, A. Quantifying Photothermal and Hot Charge Carrier
Effects in Plasmon-Driven Nanoparticle Syntheses. ACS Nano 2018,
12 (8), 8447—8455.

(57) Tomeclek, D.; Moberg, H. K; Nilsson, S.; Theodoridis, A.;
Darmadi, I; Midtvedt, D.; Volpe, G.; Andersson, O.; Langhammer, C.
Neural network enabled nanoplasmonic hydrogen sensors with 100
ppm limit of detection in humid air. Nat. Commun. 2024, 15 (1),
No. 1208.

(58) Lin, X;; Cheng, M; Chen, X;; Zhang, J; Zhao, Y.; Ai, B.
Unlocking Predictive Capability and Enhancing Sensing Performances
of Plasmonic Hydrogen Sensors via Phase Space Reconstruction and
Convolutional Neural Networks. ACS Sens. 2024, 9 (8), 3877—3888.

(59) Tiburski, C.; Boje, A.; Nilsson, S.; Say, Z.; Fritzsche, J.; Strom,
H.; Hellman, A; Langhammer, C. Light-off in plasmon-mediated
photocatalysis. ACS Nano 2021, 15 (7), 11535—11542.

(60) Bu, Y.; Niemantsverdriet, J. H.; Fredriksson, H. O. Cu model
catalyst dynamics and CO oxidation kinetics studied by simultaneous
in situ UV—Vis and mass spectroscopy. ACS Catal. 2016, 6 (5),
2867—-2876.

8994

CAS INSIGHTS™

EXPLORE THE INNOVATIONS
SHAPING TOMORROW

Discover the latest scientific research and trends with CAS Insights.
Subscribe for email updates on new articles, reports, and webinars
at the intersection of science and innovation.

Subscribe today

.
)

»

CAS ~

A division of the
American Chemical Soclety

https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.5c03166
ACS Sens. 2025, 10, 8983—-8994


https://doi.org/10.1006/jcat.1993.1153
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-2180(97)00002-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-2180(97)00002-3
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl8036905?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl8036905?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl8036905?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/nn401924n?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/nn401924n?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.8b03929?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.8b03929?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.3c02651?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.3c02651?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.3c02651?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.1c01537?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.1c01537?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acscatal.5b02861?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acscatal.5b02861?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acscatal.5b02861?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
pubs.acs.org/acssensors?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acssensors.5c03166?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://solutions.cas.org/CASInsights_Subscribe?utm_campaign=GLO_GEN_ANY_CIS_AWS&utm_medium=DSP_CAS_ORG&utm_source=Publication_CEN&utm_content=pdf_footer 

