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ABSTRACT: The change of photon statistics in the fluorescence
of a single CdSe/ZnS core/shell colloidal nanocrystal quantum dot
(NQD) accompanying the atomic force microscopy (AFM)
manipulation of a cubic Au nanoparticle (AuCube) was investigated
to elucidate the effect of plasmonic nanostructures on the
multiexciton dynamics of the NQD. Upon coupling to an AuCube
of a well-defined size and shape, we directly observed the
conversion of a single-photon emission from an individual NQD
to a multiphoton emission, and this was accompanied by an
increase in fluorescence intensity and a reduction in fluorescence
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lifetime. The multiphoton emission then returned to a single-

photon emission upon separating the AuCube from the single NQD. The efficiency of the multiphoton emission was enhanced
6.9 times through the use of the AuCube. The enhancement of the multiphoton emission was attributable mainly to the
augmentation of the biexciton emission rate. These results provide evidence that quantum dot photon statistics can be
manipulated by plasmonic nanostructures, and NQD-plasmonic nanostructure systems can be desirable for many technological

applications.
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C olloidal nanocrystal quantum dots (NQDs) are a unique
class of tunable, dispersible fluorophores that are of great
interest for applications in a wide range of optoelectronic
devices.'™ An important and interesting exciton dynamics is
the simultaneous existence of multiple excitons (MX) in a
single NQD. MX can be generated upon the absorption of
multiple photons that each have energy equal to the NQD band
gap or upon the absorption of a single photon bearing at least
twice the band gap energy.'”™"* The latter process is called
multiple exciton generation (MEG). MEG, and the subsequent
extraction of multiple carriers, represents a promising route to
ultimately improve the power conversion efficiency of NQD-
based photovoltaic cells.””~"? Furthermore, the cascade
emission from MX, that is, multiphoton emission from
triexciton (TX) and biexciton (BX) states, is valued for its
production of correlated photon pairs (also called entangled
photons) to realize quantum information and communication
technologies.”’

However, when MX are generated in a single NQD, they can
decay by nonradiative Auger recombination (AR), that is, the
MX are reduced to a single exciton (SX) by AR* and are
wastefully consumed. AR also causes the fluorescence blinking
behavior that is known as Auger ionization.”* Therefore,
suppression of AR has been extensively studied for efficient use
of the excitons.”> > On the other hand, AR facilitates single-
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photon emission for the single NQD, that is, photon
antibunching in the NQD fluorescence, because the surviving
SX can emit a single photon even when MX are produced in an
NQD.” " The single-photon emission is also an important
and interesting optical property of the single NQD for quantum
information and communication technologies. Therefore, it is
very important to control the MX dynamics for applications
employing NQDs.

We previously reported that MX dynamics, that is, the
probability of a multiphoton emission from MX and a single-
photon emission from SX, can be modified through interactions
of the NQD with metallic nanostructures.”’ ~** By applying a
photon-correlation measurement to a single CdSe/ZnS core/
shell NQD coupled to silver nanoparticles (AgNPs), we
revealed that the quantum yield (QY) of BX emission increased
when the fluorescence lifetime was shortened to the instrument
response function (0.4 ns). To explain this result, we proposed
that, when BX are generated in a single NQD, BX emission and
AR are competitive processes. A single NQD itself emits a
single-photon even when BX are generated because the rate of
AR is much faster than that of BX emission. The time scale of
AR depends on the volume of the NQD. In the case of our
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NQD (core radius: 2.6 nm), AR occurs within 100 ps.*' In
contrast, for single NQDs coupled with AgNPs, an enhanced
emission of the BX occurs, and the BX emission can be emitted
before AR. Therefore, a single NQD with a short lifetime (i.e.,
the rate of BX emission is faster than that of AR) exhibits an
increase in the QY of BX emission, which also represents a
decrease in the probability of photon antibunching.’"** These
results indicate that the BX emission can be improved by the
interaction with AgNPs; as a result, AR can be suppressed.

Recently, a similar enhancement of multiphoton emission
was reported using combinations of CdSe/CdS-random gold™*
and silver>>3¢ films, a CdSe/CdS-gold gap bar antenna
structure,”” a CdSe/ ZnS-rough gold film,*® and a CdSe/ZnS-
plasmonic cavity, which consisted of a silver nanocube and a
gold film.” These reports have clearly demonstrated an
increased probability of multiphoton emission, that is, BX
emission, from a single NQD via an interaction with metallic
nanostructures. Two possibilities have been discussed to
describe the mechanism behind these increases in the BX
emission. One mechanism involves the enhancement of the BX
emission rate by the metallic nanostructure, which is similar to
our previous results mentioned above. Another is the
quenching of SX emission by the metallic nanostructure, that
is, a decrease in the QY of SX emission rather than an actual
increase in the QY of BX emission®®***" Thus, the interplay of
NQDs and metallic nanostructures, particularly the influence of
metallic nanostructures on the MX dynamics of the NQD, is
not fully understood. Furthermore, the critical problem of these
reports, including ours, is that the possibility of measuring a
cluster of the NQDs cannot be excluded. When single NQDs
are deposited onto a glass substrate or metallic film, then the
individual NQDs tend to form clusters. Even when the NQDs
are dispersed in a polymer thin film, such as poly(methyl
methacrylate), a few tens of percents of the NQDs form
clusters.” If a single cluster is measured in substitution of a
single NQD, then the observed emission behavior can appear
to be an enhancement of the multiphoton emission. To exclude
this possibility and to understand the interaction between single
NQDs and metallic nanostructures, one would have to directly
observe changes in the emission behavior of a single NQD that
accompany the interaction with a metallic nanostructure. To
achieve this direct observation, atomic force microscopy
(AFM) is the ideal technique to manipulate the metallic
nanostructure. Indeed, changes in the emission behaviors of a
single fluorescence sphere,*” nitrogen vacancy center,"”** and
NQD* approaching single metallic nanoparticles by AFM
manipulation have clearly been observed in situ. However,
photon statistics in the fluorescence from a single NQD
utilizing AFM manipulation have never been reported.

To elucidate the possibility of controlling MX dynamics
using a metallic nanostructure, that is, the MX-metallic
nanostructure interaction, AFM manipulation was employed
in this study (Figure 1). The change in the fluorescence photon
statistics of a single NQD by an approaching cubic gold
nanoparticle (AuCube) was directly observed; in other words,
the single-photon emission of an individual NQD was
converted to multiphoton emission by the interaction with a
metallic nanostructure. This result directly indicates that the
MX dynamics can be controlled by interactions with metallic
nanostructures.
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Figure 1. Schematic of the experimental setup for AFM manipulation
of a single AuCube.

B RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A transmission electron microscopy (TEM) image of the
AuCube is shown in Figure 2a. Monodispersed cubic Au
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Figure 2. (a) Transmission electron microscopy image of mono-
dispersed cubic Au nanoparticles (AuCubes). (b) An extinction
spectrum of the AuCube colloidal solution (red), absorption (blue)
and fluorescence (green) spectra of a CdSe/ZnS QD colloidal
solution. The wavelength of the excitation laser is marked as a purple
vertical line.

nanoparticles (AuCube) of a well-defined size and shape were
confirmed by this image. The size of the AuCube was estimated
as 87 + 2.4 nm from the TEM image. An extinction spectrum
of the AuCube-dispersed aqueous solution is shown in Figure
2b with the absorption and fluorescence spectra of NQD in
toluene. The localized surface plasmon resonance (LSPR) band
of the AuCube overlaps with both the absorption and
fluorescence spectra of the NQD. This indicates that both
excitation and relaxation processes of the NQD can be
enhanced with the AuCube by with choice of excitation
wavelength. It is well-known that the fluorophore—metallic
nanostructure interaction strongly depends on the spectral
overlap and the distance between a fluorophore and a metallic
nanostructure. When the absorption of the fluorophore
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overlaps with the LSPR band, the excitation rate of the
fluorophore can be augmented by the electric field of the LSPR
generated by the excitation light. Similarly, when the
fluorescence spectrum of the fluorophore overlaps with the
LSPR band, this relaxation process can be enhanced. The
enhanced relaxation process is interpreted as the resonant
energy transfer from the excited state of the fluorophore to the
metallic nanostructure through dipole—dipole interactions;
therefore, the LSPR can be generated on the metallic
nanostructure by energy transfer and then decays radiatively
and nonradiatively. The fluorescence lifetime (z) and the QY
(@) of the “fluorophore—metallic nanostructure” system can be
expressed as 7 = 1/(ky + ko + kyp + kypp) and @ = (kg + &)/
(ko + ko + kyp + kmp), where k,, and k,, are the intrinsic
radiative and nonradiative decay rates of the fluorophore,
respectively, and k,, and k,,, are the radiative and nonradiative
decay rates of the LSPR generated on a metallic nanostructure,
respectively. When the distance between the fluorophore and
the metallic nanostructure is closed, then electron transfer from
the excited fluorophore to the metallic nanostructure should be
considered. Under our experimental conditions, the LSPR
could not be efficiently generated by the excitation laser (405
nm; Figure 2b). Therefore, the enhancement of the relaxation
process was considered. The advantage of the well-defined
AuCube is that there is little variation of the LSPR band in each
AuCube; hence, we can simply consider the mechanism of the
NQD-metallic nanostructure interaction.

Figures 3 and 4 show the representative results of AFM
manipulation of an AuCube and the accompanying emission
behavior that was detected from a single NQD. In the AFM
images, a big white object and small white dots correspond to a
single AuCube and individual NQDs, respectively. The AuCube
does not appear square-shaped because the end of the AFM tip
was broken during manipulation of another AuCube, which led
to the large radius of curvature for the probe. When the AFM
image of an AuCube was observed by an AFM tip with a
sharper radius of curvature, then the square shape of the
AuCube was observed (see the Supporting Information, SI).
The cross-section of a single NQD and a single AuCube from
the expanded view inset in Figure 3a is shown in Figure 3c. The
heights of the AuCube (88 nm) and NQD (5 nm) were in
good agreement with the expected values. The center-to-center
distance between the NQD and the AuCube was estimated to
be 185 nm. The larger width of the AuCube (160 nm)
compared to its height (88 nm) was due to the large curvature
of the AFM tip. In the fluorescence images, the signals from
individual NQDs were collected from the same NQD positions
shown in the AFM image. The blank lines observed in the
fluorescence images of the single NQDs are attributable to off-
periods arising from fluorescence blinking. The AuCube was
then pushed in the direction of the red arrow (Figure 3a) and
approached the single NQD. After moving the AuCube near
the NQD, the single NQD could not be visualized in the AFM
image (Figure 3d). To estimate the center-to-center distance
between the NQD and AuCube, we assumed that the single
NQDs were fixed before and after the manipulation of the
AuCube, and the position of another single NQD was used as
the reference point. By this way, the center-to-center distance
was estimated as 5 nm, indicating that the NQD physically
overlapped (i.e, on the top of) with the AuCube or might be
attached to the side of the AuCube. In the fluorescence image
taken after manipulation (Figure 3e), the blank lines, which are
associated with the blinking of a single NQD, disappeared.
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Figure 3. AFM images (3, d, f) and fluorescence images (b, e, g) of the
NQD—AuCube system before AFM manipulation of an AuCube (a,
b), after AFM manipulation (d, e), and after the AuCube was pushed
away from the NQD (f, g). (c) Cross sections of the AuCube and the
NQD corresponding to the green line in the inset of (a). In (a) and
(d), an AuCube was pushed in the direction indicated by the red
arrows. The scale bar in image (a) represents S00 nm.

Subsequently, the AuCube was separated from the single NQD
by pushing it in the direction of the arrow to demonstrate that
the changes in the fluorescence were reversible. In the AFM
image after the AuCube was pushed away (Figure 3f), the
single NQD was not visualized, and the position of the
fluorescence image of the NQD moved to the upper right
(Figure 3g). These observations indicated that the NQD also
moved when the AuCube was pushed away. However, it was
assumed that the new position of the NQD with respect to the
AuCube was of sufficient distance to prevent strong
interactions (vide infra). In the fluorescence image, the
characteristic blank lines due to the blinking reappeared.

The fluorescence behavior of the single NQD accompanying
the above AFM manipulation of the AuCube is summarized in
Figure 4. In this measurement, the polarization of the incident
laser was aligned vertically in the image. Before moving the
AuCube near the NQD, the time trace of the fluorescence
intensity (Figure 4a) displayed the well-known fluorescence
blinking behavior with distinct on/off periods, which resulted in
a bimodal distribution for the corresponding count rate
histogram (Figure 4d). The off-state, which is also called the
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Figure 4. Time traces of fluorescence intensity (a—c), corresponding count rate histograms (d—f), photon correlation histograms (g—i), fluorescence
decay curves (j—1), and fluorescence spectra (m) detected from a single NQD before the approach of the AuCube (&, d, g, j, and black line in m)
after the approach of the AuCube (b, ¢, h, k, and red line in m), and after the AuCube was pushed away (c, f, i, ], and blue line in m).

dark-state or the gray-state, results from the quenching of the
exciton by the charged state of a NQD that was previously
ionized.** The quenching process leads to the bimodal
distribution in the fluorescence intensity and the multi-
exponential fluorescence decay. However, in the case of the
single NQD measured here, the quenching was not especially
high, and the decay curve (shown in Figure 4j) was well fitted
using a single exponential function with a lifetime of 29.6 ns.
The maximum fluorescence count of the single NQD was
estimated as 47 counts/ms from Figure 4a. In the photon
correlation histogram shown in Figure 4g, the contribution of
the center peak at a delay time of 0 ns was lower than the other
peaks at delay times +100 ns. In this work, the second-order
correlation function, g(z)(O), was defined as the ratio of the
number of detection events at the center peak to the average
number of detection events at the other peaks. The value of
g(z)(O) indicates the probability of a single-photon emission,
and this probability increases when g(z)(O) is close to zero. It is
known that the g 2(0) value corresponds to the efficiency of
BX emission, ®py/ Py (Ppy and Dgy are QYs of the BX and
SX, respectively), at low excitation power, such as with our
excitation conditions (the average NQD exciton occupancy (N)
< 1) The g(z)(O) values were calculated to be 0.14 for
Figure 4g, indicating that the individual NQD exhibited single-
photon emission, that is, photon antibunching. This fluo-
rescence behavior is characteristic of the single NQD itself and
was dramatically changed by interacting with the AuCube.
The fluorescence behavior of the single NQD in proximity of
the AuCube is shown in Figure 4b,eh)k,m. By maneuvering the
AuCube close to the single NQD, a reduction of the off-states
was observed in the time trace of the fluorescence intensity
(Figure 4b). In the count rate histogram (Figure 4e), the
reduction of the off-state can be seen in the reduction of the off
peak in the bimodal distribution. The maximum fluorescence
count of the single NQD increased from 47 to 60 counts/ms.

112

In the photon correlation histogram shown in Figure 4h, the
contribution of the center peak increased dramatically, and the
¢2(0) values increased to 0.97. This result indicates that the
efficiency of the BX emission from the single NQD was 6.9%
higher than that of the single NQD before approaching the
AuCube. In Figure 4k, the fluorescence was decayed rapidly,
and the two lifetimes of 0.4 ns (99.8%) and 2.5 ns (0.2%) were
obtained by fitting the decay curve with a two exponential
function. As the lifetime of 0.4 ns is the same as the instrument
response function (IRF), the actual lifetime is probably shorter.
Therefore, the lifetime was at least 74 times shorter than that of
the isolated uncoupled NQD. In Figure 4m, no clear change in
the fluorescence spectra was observed by moving the AuCube
to near the single NQD. It was reported that the BX emission
spectrum was about 15—20 meV red-shifted compared to the
SX emission spectrum.””** This energy difference corresponds
to 4 to 6 nm red-shift of the BX emission spectrum for the
NQD shown in Figure 4m. The full width at half-maximum
(fwhm) value of the NQD spectrum before moving the
AuCube near the NQD was 21 nm, which was much larger than
the spectral shift. Therefore, it is difficult to distinguish the BX
emission spectrum from the SX emission spectrum at room
temperature. Because neither the emission nor the background
scattering from the AuCube were observed in Figure 4m, the
increase in the g(z)(O) value and the disappearance of the off-
state in the time trace were attributed to the change in the
fluorescence behavior of the NQD. By placing the AuCube
sufficiently close to the single NQD, the fluorescence intensity
increased 1.3X, the efficiency of the BX emission increased
6.9X%, and the fluorescence lifetime shortened. This fluorescence
behavior is the same as what we reported for AgNPs,*"** and
the increase in the efliciency of the BX emission is also the
same as has been noted in prior reports.’”* >”* The
importance of the above results is that the change in the
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fluorescence behavior was directly observed by manipulating
the distance between an AuCube and a single NQD.

The fluorescence behavior of the single NQD after the
AuCube was pushed away is shown in Figure 4¢film. It is
clear that the fluorescence intensity, photon antibunching
behavior, and decay curve were returned to those detected from
the NQD before the approach of the AuCube, i.e., a maximum
fluorescence count of 47 counts/ms, the reappearance of the
off-state, a g(z)(O) of 0.13, and fluorescence lifetimes of 1.8 ns
(23%) and 22.0 ns (77%). The increased off-peak in the count
rate histogram, the reduced lifetime (22.0 ns) when compared
with the value obtained before the interaction with the AuCube
(29.6 ns), and the appearance of an additional short 1.8 ns
lifetime may be attributed to changes in the local environment
around the NQD. This could indicated that the surface of the
NQD was damaged by contact with the AuCube, the NQD was
still weakly interacting with the AuCube, or both. The above
results directly demonstrate that the efficiency of the BX
emission was modified by a shortening of the fluorescence
lifetime that resulted from interactions between the AuCube
and the single NQD. Although we only show one example here,
reproducible results were obtained and can be found in SL

As mentioned above, the modification of the fluorescence
behavior is likely a consequence of an enhancement in the
multiexciton relaxation process because an improvement in the
excitation process can be eliminated under our excitation
conditions. As potential mechanisms for the increased efficiency
of BX emission, both an enhancement of the emission rate from
the BX state®"***%3>3773 and a drastic reduction in the ®gy
when compared with the BX,*****' predominantly by the
quenching of the SX, have been reported. In the following, we
estimate the AuCube-induced enhancement factors of the
radiative and nonradiative (quenching) exciton processes.

By taking into account the enrichments of both excitation
and relaxation processes of the NQD, the fluorescence
enhancement factor (77p) is written as

IP yexc,p (I)P (I)P
’7PL == = rlexc_
Iy Yo Do @, (1)

where I, Y., and @ represent the fluorescence intensity, the
excitation rate, and the fluorescence QY, respectively; the
subscript 0 and p refer to the NQD without AuCube and with
AuCube, respectively; and 7]ey. = Vexep/Vexco is the enhancement
factor for the excitation rate. The enhancement for the QY is
written as

@, _ ki kg + koo Y
20T w0, P
To

D, kg ky + kg, )
where k,, k,, and 7 represent radiative and nonradiative decay
rates and the fluorescence lifetime, respectively, and #, = k,,/kq
is the enhancement factor for the radiative decay rate. Under
our excitation conditions, an enhancement of the excitation rate
can probably be eliminated. Hence, 7., should be unity in eq 1.
From eqs 1 and 2, the #, is written as

Iy 7 3)

It is clear that 7o/7, = @y, + (1 — @)1, Where 17, = K,/ kg
is the enhancement factor for the nonradiative decay rate.
Therefore, 7,, can be written as
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and @, strongly depends on each individual NQD. When we

used @, = 0.5, as well as I, = 47 counts/ms, I, = 60 counts/ms,
Ty = 29.6 ns, and 7, = 0.4 ns, then the enhancement factors 77, =
95 and 7, = 54 were obtained for a single NQD that interacted
with an AuCube. As mentioned above, 7, = 04 ns was
estimated as the IRF because the decay curve was limited by the
IRF. Hence, 7, is possibly much shorter than 0.4 ns. In this
case, the enhancement factors 7, and #,,, become larger than 95
and 54, respectively. In addition to the above results, we have
four more reproducible results about the fluorescence behavior
of a single NQD accompanying the AFM manipulation of an
AuCube. The observed fluorescence behavior, that is, the
fluorescence intensity, fitting parameters of decay curves, and
g(z)(O) before and after the approach of the AuCube, and
calculated 7, and 7, about all five NQDs are summarized in
Table S1 of SI. Using all results, 77, = 103 # 25 and 1,,, = 39 +
18 were obtained. The calculated values indicate that both the
enhancement of the BX emission rate and the quenching of the
SX cause an increase in the efficiency of the BX emission upon
the interaction of the NQD with the AuCube. In our results,
the fluorescence intensity increased with the efficiency of the
BX emission because the emission rate was enhanced by the
AuCube, which indicates that the contribution of the enhanced
emission rate is greater than the quenching of the SX. This
result is quite different from an increase in BX emission
resulting from the quenching of SX,*****' in which the
fluorescence intensity would be much lower than that of the
isolated uncoupled NQD. Our conclusion is also quite
reasonable from the point of view of a reduction in off-states,
as observed in the fluorescence time traces. As described above,
the off-states were caused by the quenching of SX by the
charged NQD which was generated by trapping of an electron
of SX and also the AR-assisted jonization (Auger ioniza-
tion).””** In our case, the BX emission was enhanced by the
AuCube and took place before AR could occur. In addition to
the enhancement of the BX emission, the quenching of SX
occurred, which suppressed the blinking.*”*”*° Therefore, the
off-states in the NQD fluorescence were reduced by the
combination of the BX emission enhancement and the
quenching of SX. The present results clearly demonstrate that
the photon statistics and count rate of the fluorescence from a
single NQD can be controlled by modifying the exciton
relaxation process using metallic nanostructures.

B CONCLUSIONS

We directly demonstrated that the fluorescence behavior of a
single NQD can be changed by proximate interactions with an
AuCube. By manipulating the AuCube with an AFM
manipulation, single-photon emission of the individual NQD
was changed to multiphoton emission, and this was
accompanied by an increase in the fluorescence intensity and
a reduction in the fluorescence lifetime. The fluorescence
behavior was then returned to its original state by separating
the AuCube from the single NQD. Therefore, these results give
direct evidence that single-photon and multiphoton NQD
emissions can be modulated by metallic nanostructures. From
an estimation of the enhancement factors for radiative and
nonradiative (quenching) processes, which were based on the
experimental data, the contribution of an increased BX
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emission rate was greater than that associated with quenching.
This in turn led to a BX emission with a higher fluorescence
count when the AuCube was observed near the single NQD. It
is known that the fluorophore—plasmonic nanostructure
interaction strongly depends on the distance between the
fluorophore and the plasmonic nanostructure. If it is possible to
observe the fluorescence behavior depending on the distance,
more knowledge can be obtained. To achieve the observation,
the distance has to be controlled in a nanometer-scale
precision. In the case of the AFM manipulation technique,
however, the distance control was difficult. Therefore, we
demonstrated only the changes in the fluorescence behavior
accompanying the AFM manipulation. The present findings are
important to understand NQD—plasmonic nanostructure
interactions, particularly the control of MX dynamics for their
efficient use.

B METHODS
Commercially available colloidal CdSe/ZnS core/shell NQD

(average core radius: 2.6 nm; maximum fluorescence wave-
length: 610 nm) were purchased from Invitrogen. Mono-
disperse cubic Au nanoparticles (AuCube) of a well-defined
size and shape were synthesized by a seed-mediated method, as
reported in the literature.”’ The sample was prepared by spin-
coating an aqueous AuCube dispersion and then a toluene
solution of colloidal CdSe/ZnS NQDs onto a clean glass
coverslip.

In situ manipulation of an AuCube and the detection of the
fluorescence from a single NQD was realized by a home-built
AFM (NanoWizard II, JPK instruments)/inverted confocal
microscope (IX-71, Olympus) system (Figure 1). In addition to
the three closed-loop piezo-driven axes of the AFM, a two axis,
closed-loop, piezo-driven sample stage was employed. A linearly
polarized pulsed laser beam (405 nm, 10.0 MHz, 90 ps fwhm,
PicoQuant) with a power of 57 W/cm® was used as an
excitation light source with the inverted microscope, and it was
focused to a diffraction-limited spot on the sample by an
objective lens (NA 1.4, Olympus). The number of excitons
generated in a single NQD by a single excitation pulse was
estimated to be 0.10 by taking into account the absorption
cross-section of the NQD and the number of photons in a
single excitation pulse. The fluorescence photons from the
NQD were collected by the same objective lens and passed
through a confocal pinhole and a long-pass filter to remove the
excitation laser. Subsequently, half of the photons were
detected by a spectrograph (SpectraPro2358, Acton Research
Corporation) with a cooled CCD camera (PIXIS400B,
Princeton Instruments). The remaining half of the photons
were passed through a band-pass filter and were detected by
two avalanche single-photon counting modules (SPCM-AQR-
14, PerkinElmer) for Hanbury-Brown and Twiss-type photon
correlation (HBT) and lifetime measurements. The time-
resolution of the lifetime measurement (instrument response
function: IRF) was approximately 0.4 ns. Details can be found
in the SI

The manipulation of a single AuCube and the detection of
the fluorescence behavior of a single NQD were performed by
the following procedure. Initially, a silicon AFM tip was
coupled to the center of a focused excitation laser by the piezo
of the AFM. Then, AFM topography and fluorescence images
of the sample were measured simultaneously by scanning the
sample stage. By choosing a fluorescence spot corresponding to
the single NQD, the fluorescence behavior of the single NQD
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was measured before AFM manipulation. A single AuCube was
then moved to the individual NQD using the AFM tip and
translating the sample stage. The AFM topography image was
obtained, and the fluorescence behavior of the single NQD
coupled to the AuCube was measured. Then, the AuCube was
separated from the single NQD, and the fluorescence behavior
of the single NQD was measured again. AFM topography
measurement and AFM manipulation of the AuCube were
performed in tapping and contact modes, respectively. All
measurements were performed at room temperature under
ambient conditions.
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