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Strong plasmon–exciton coupling between
lithographically defined single metal nanoparticles
and monolayer WSe2†

Xiaohong Yan a,b and Hong Wei *a,c

Strong coupling between surface plasmons and excitons leads to the formation of plexcitons with new

energy states, providing a versatile platform for a range of frontier research subjects. Single plasmonic

nanoparticles have recently attracted much attention for realizing strong coupling due to their small

mode volume. However, the usually used chemically synthesized metal nanoparticles are unfavorable for

accurately tailoring the surface plasmon resonances and adverse to the implementation of on-chip inte-

gration. Here, we report for the first time the realization of strong coupling between monolayer WSe2 and

lithographically defined single metal nanoparticles. Focusing on gold nanobowties, the large Rabi splitting

of 187 meV is achieved. The excitons around the nanogaps in the nanobowties contribute dominantly to

the coupling strength, and the coupling strength is larger for smaller nanobowties due to the smaller

mode volume. Moreover, the hybrid systems of monolayer WSe2 and gold nanoparticle monomers of

nanorods, nanotriangles, and nanodisks are found to closely satisfy the criterion of strong coupling. The

strong plasmon–exciton coupling realized by single plasmonic nanostructures fabricated by advanced

nanofabrication techniques and monolayer semiconductors can provide new opportunities for manipulat-

ing strong light–matter interactions at the nanoscale and facilitate the development of plexciton-based

nanodevices with ultrasmall footprints.

Introduction

Cavity quantum electrodynamics has long been a central sub-
field of quantum optics for the study of cavity-involved light–
matter interactions. The optical cavity has the ability to manip-
ulate the local electromagnetic environment around the
quantum emitter, and thus alters its decay rate, which can be
understood by Fermi’s golden rule. When the light–matter
interactions are strong enough to reach the strong coupling
regime, exciton polaritons with new energy states are pro-
duced, which in plasmonic hybrid systems are usually called
plasmon–exciton polaritons or plexcitons. The exciton polari-
ton inherits both the properties of light and matter, and can
serve as a promising platform for the Bose–Einstein conden-
sation (BEC),1–4 the suppression of the photo-oxidation of

organic chromophores,5 coherent emission or absorption,6,7

topological insulators,8–10 lasing,11,12 and so on.
To realize the strong coupling, the Rabi splitting should be

larger than the mean linewidth of the uncoupled systems.13,14

Given the coupling strength is the scalar product of the emit-
ter’s transition dipole moment and the vacuum electric field,
the cavity with smaller mode volume, which leads to stronger
vacuum electric field, and the quantum emitter with larger
transition dipole moment, are preferred. Metal nanostructures,
especially coupled nanostructures, can confine electromag-
netic field into tiny spaces of deep subwavelength scale due to
the excitation of surface plasmons (SPs),15,16 resulting in a very
small mode volume. Therefore, plasmonic nanocavities are
favorable for realizing strong coupling at the nanometer scale.
Using single metal nanoparticles supporting localized SPs,
strong coupling has been realized at the single exciton level for
molecules17,18 and quantum dots,19–22 and at a small number
of excitons level for the monolayers of transition metal dichal-
cogenides (TMDs).23–27 The monolayers of TMDs possess
direct bandgaps, large transition dipole moments, and small
linewidths,14,28 and thus are promising platforms for studying
the strong coupling phenomena. Besides, the exotic features of
the monolayer TMDs, such as the locked spin and valley
degrees of freedom,29 chemical inertness, atomic thickness,
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and the flexibility for integration,30,31 extend their appli-
cations. In recent years, strong coupling between monolayer
TMDs and cavity modes has been reported for the photonic
modes in cavities formed by distributed Bragg reflectors32–34

or metal mirrors,35,36 the surface lattice resonance modes in
the arrays of metal nanoparticles or nanoholes in metal
films,36–39 the localized SP modes supported by metal
nanoparticles,23–27 and both the nanoparticle SP and optical
cavity modes formed by metal mirrors.40,41 In the study of
strong coupling between single metal nanoparticles and TMD
monolayers, chemically synthesized metal nanoparticles were
usually used. To our knowledge, strong coupling between
lithographically defined single metal nanoparticles and
monolayer TMDs is lacking. Since the lithographically
defined metal nanostructures are highly compatible with on-
chip integration, their strong coupling with TMDs will largely
benefit the development of plexciton-based nanophotonic
devices.

Here, we investigate the strong coupling between lithogra-
phically defined isolated Au nanostructures and monolayer
WSe2. Focusing on Au nanobowties, we tune the SP resonance
peak across the exciton energy of the monolayer by varying the
size of nanoparticles and collecting the scattering light with
different polarizations. The large Rabi splitting of 187 meV,
exceeding the mean linewidth of SPs and excitons, proves the
realization of strong coupling. For Au nanoparticle monomers,
including nanodisks, nanotriangles and nanorods, the Rabi
splitting is close to the strong coupling conditions. Coupled
oscillator model and numerical simulations are applied to
analyze the strong coupling, agreeing well with the experi-
mental results.

Methods
Fabrication of gold nanostructures

Gold nanostructures of 30 nm thickness were fabricated on a
SiO2/Si substrate with a SiO2 layer of 90 nm by electron beam
lithography (EBL) and electron beam evaporation of Au films.
Polymethylmethacrylate (PMMA) (950K A2) resist was spin-
coated on top of the substrate at the speed of 4000 rpm, fol-
lowed by baking on a hot plate (180 °C, 1 min) to obtain a
uniform film of ∼80 nm thick. The electron beam exposure on
the PMMA resist was performed using a Raith 150 EBL system
(accelerating voltage 20 kV, aperture 7.5 μm and beam current
18.5 pA). The adjacent nanostructures were separated by 2 μm.
After the exposure, the sample was washed in the cold (∼5 °C)
developer (methyl isobutyl ketone (MIBK) : isopropyl alcohol
(IPA) = 1 : 3) for 40 s, followed by immersion in the fixer (IPA)
for 30 s. Gold films of 30 nm thickness were deposited using
an electron beam evaporator (Peva-600E) at a speed of 1 Å s−1.
To decrease the loss of plasmonic nanostructures, we aban-
doned the standard deposition method with the adhesion
layer,42 and employed a dry lift-off method.43 The dry lift-off
process was performed as follows. First, a small piece of trans-
parent adhesive tape was stuck at the edge of the gold layer.

Second, polyvinyl alcohol (PVA) water solution (5 wt%) was
dropped on both the gold layer and the tape, and baked at
60 °C on a hot plate for 30 min. Third, the PVA layer with gold
not contacting the substrate was lifted off by removing the
tape. Finally, the PMMA layer was removed by reactive-ion
etching (RIE) (PlasmaPro NGP80), with oxygen cleaning (flow
rate 50 sccm, pressure 100 mTorr, power 100 W and DC bias
271 V) for 10 cycles (etching 1 min and cooling 30 s for one
cycle).

Optical measurements

An upright microscope (BX51, Olympus) with a bright-field/
dark-field objective (100×, NA 0.90) was used to collect both
the bright- and dark-field images of the sample, and the dark-
field scattering spectra of the isolated gold nanostructures
were recorded using a spectrograph (Princeton Instruments,
Acton SP2500). A rotatable polarizer (U-AN360P, Olympus) was
installed in the collection path to record the spectra with
different polarizations.

Numerical simulations

Simulations were performed by the finite element method
(FEM) (COMSOL Multiphysics). In our simulation, a two-step
calculation was employed.27 In both of the two steps, we
solved for the scattered field. In the first step, a plane wave
polarized along the long axis of Au nanobowties at normal
incidence was set as the background electric field. The full
electric field (the sum of the background electric field and the
scattered field) in the absence of the Au nanobowties obtained
in the first step was adopted as the background electric field
for the scattered field simulation in the second step. The far
field was obtained by the near-to-far field transformation
based on the Stratton-Chu formula, and the simulated scatter-
ing spectra were obtained by the integration of the far field
within the solid angle of 2arcsin(NA), with NA = 0.9 to mimic
our experimental conditions.44

The scattered electric field of the second step calculation
was regarded as the near field of the SP mode, and the simu-
lated time-averaged energy density is given by

WðrÞ ¼ 1
4

@½ωε′ðrÞ�
@ω

ε0jEðrÞj2 þ μ0jHðrÞj2
� �

; ð1Þ

where E(r), H(r) and ε′(r) denote the electric field, the magnetic
field and the real component of permittivity at position r, ε0
and μ0 are the permittivity and permeability of the vacuum,
and ω is the angular frequency of the electric field.

The mode volume of the SP mode is calculated by normaliz-
ing the integration of the energy density to its maximum:

V ¼
Ð
WðrÞd3r

max½WðrÞ� ; ð2Þ

where the integration domain was truncated by eliminating
the influence of the radiative loss with linear divergence.45
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Assuming the total energy distribution of the vacuum field
mimics its counterpart of the simulated SP mode, the vacuum
electric field can be obtained as

jEvacðrÞj ¼ jEðrÞj
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

1
2ℏωÐ

WðrÞd3r

s
: ð3Þ

Results and discussion

After obtaining the Au nanostructures, WSe2 monolayers on
the sapphire substrate grown by a chemical vapor deposition
method were transferred to accurate positions on top of the Au
nanostructures using a home-made transfer station (see
section 1 in the ESI†) to obtain the coupled system, as schema-
tically shown in Fig. 1a. By measuring the same Au nano-
structures before and after transferring the monolayer WSe2,
we can reveal how the monolayers influence the SP resonance
wavelengths and the scattering spectra of the plasmonic nano-
structures. Fig. 1b shows the dark-field optical image of Au
nanobowties of different sizes covered by WSe2 monolayers,
where the bright white dots and curves indicate the nanobow-
ties and the WSe2 layer boundaries, respectively. The top inset
shows the bright-field image of the area outlined by the white
dashed rectangle, where the nanobowties and monolayer WSe2

can be identified as the periodic black dots and large light
black areas. The uniform optical contrast of the light black
areas in the bright-field image (see also Fig. S2 in the ESI†)
indicates the uniformity of the monolayer WSe2. The mono-
layer nature of WSe2 was confirmed by Raman measurements
(see section 3 in the ESI†). The exciton energy can obtained
from the transmission spectra (see section 4 in the ESI†). We
focus on the A exciton with the photoluminescence (PL) peak
at ∼750 nm (top spectrum in Fig. 1c and see also Fig. S8 in the
ESI†).

The SP resonance wavelength can be tuned by the nano-
particle size to overlap with the exciton energy. For the
coupled system of a Au nanobowtie and monolayer WSe2, the
peak in the dark-field scattering spectrum splits, as can be
seen in the green spectrum in Fig. 1c. We also fabricated
monomers of nanotriangles, nanodisks, and nanorods, and
peak splitting was also observed for these nanoparticles
coupled with WSe2 monolayers, as shown by the three spectra
at the bottom in Fig. 1c.

We measured the dark-field scattering spectra of Au nano-
bowties of different sizes before and after transferring the
monolayer WSe2. After the spectroscopy measurements, the
SEM images of the corresponding nanostructures were
acquired. The nanobowtie has two dipolar SP modes, i.e.,
longitudinal and transverse SP modes, which can be excited by
the light polarized parallel and perpendicular to the long axis

Fig. 1 (a) Schematic of the hybrid structure of a Au nanobowtie and the monolayer WSe2. The nanobowtie is on a SiO2/Si substrate. The inset
shows the front view of the structure. (b) The dark-field optical micrograph of the Au nanobowties and the WSe2 layer. The bright white dots and
curves denote the nanobowties and the WSe2 boundaries, respectively. The top inset is the bright-field optical micrograph of the area in the white
dashed box, where the arrayed black dots indicate the nanobowties, the large light black areas indicate the monolayer WSe2, and the dark black or
bright triangles are the multilayer WSe2. The bottom inset shows a scanning electron microscopy (SEM) image of a Au nanobowtie before WSe2
transfer. (c) The PL spectrum of the monolayer WSe2 (top) and the normalized scattering spectra of various Au nanostructures coupled with mono-
layer WSe2 (bottom). Insets show the SEM images of the corresponding coupled nanostructures, and the white arrows indicate the polarization
directions. The scale bars are 50 nm.
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of the bowtie, respectively.19,46–48 The two modes were
observed by measuring the spectra of scattering light polarized
parallel or perpendicular to the long axes of the nanobowties.
Here, we kept the nanogaps of the bowties to be around
10 nm, and varied the side lengths to tune the SP resonance
peaks across the exciton energy. Larger side lengths lead to
longer resonance wavelengths, as shown by the scattering
spectra in blue in Fig. 2a and c for the nanobowties shown in
Fig. 2b. The smaller nanogaps in the nanobowties lead to
smaller mode volume, and thus benefit the realization of
strong coupling.49 Therefore, we fabricated the nanobowties
with gaps as small as possible, which are among the best
structures based on lithography technologies.19,47

After the transfer of WSe2 monolayers, two peaks were
observed in the scattering spectra (red lines in Fig. 2a and c).
The intensity ratio of the longer wavelength peak (lower
branch (LB)) and shorter wavelength peak (upper branch (UB))
increases with the increase of the nanotriangle size. Since the
resonance wavelength of the longitudinal mode is longer than
that of the transverse mode, the peak wavelength in the scat-
tering spectra can be tuned by the polarization of the scatter-
ing light due to the variation of the proportions of these two
modes. For a Au nanobowtie coupled with a WSe2 monolayer,

by changing the polarization angle of the analyzer in the detec-
tion light path, the relative intensity of the two peaks gradually
varied (Fig. 2d), similar to the results in Fig. 2a and c. The
longer resonance wavelength of the longitudinal mode indi-
cates that smaller nanobowties can be selected for the
plasmon–exciton strong coupling, which help to decrease the
loss and mode volume. Therefore, we focused on the coupling
of the longitudinal SP mode with the excitons of WSe2
monolayers.

To analyze the experimental results of plasmon–exciton
interactions, we make use of the coupled oscillator model (see
section 6 in the ESI†). As a result of extremely small linewidths
of the SPs and excitons compared with their resonance ener-
gies, the energies of the plexciton states can be written as

E+ ¼ ESP þ EX
2

+

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
g2 þ δ2

4

r
; ð4Þ

where ESP and EX are the resonance energies of the SPs and
excitons, respectively, g is the coupling strength between them,
and δ = ESP − EX is the detuning of the SP mode relative to the
exciton state. From each of the scattering spectra of the nano-
bowtie-WSe2 hybrid structures, we can extract the peak ener-

Fig. 2 (a and c) The scattering spectra for the longitudinal (a) and transverse (c) modes of single Au nanobowties with different sizes before (blue
lines) and after (red lines) monolayer WSe2 transfer. The green arrows indicate the polarization directions of the scattering light. (b) The corres-
ponding SEM images of the Au nanobowties after the WSe2 transfer. The side length of the nanotriangle is set as 70, 80, 90, 100, and 110 nm,
respectively, and the actual lengths are close to the set values. (d) The scattering spectra of a nanobowtie coupled with monolayer WSe2 for
different detection polarizations. The definition of the polarization angles is consistent with that shown in (a) and (c).
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gies of both UB (E+) and LB (E−). Therefore, the SP resonance
energy can be obtained as ESP = E+ + E− − EX. It is noted that
the SP resonance energy obtained in this way is different from
the one obtained from the scattering spectrum before the
monolayer WSe2 transfer, which results from the dielectric
environment variation caused by the monolayer with high
refractive index and will be analyzed later.

The red circles in Fig. 3a show the eigenenergies of UB and
LB for the longitudinal mode as a function of the detuning,
corresponding to nanobowties with similar nanogaps
(∼10 nm) and varied side lengths. By fitting the scatter
diagram with eqn (4) (solid black lines in Fig. 3a), we achieve
the large Rabi splitting of 187 meV at zero detuning, which is
larger than the mean linewidth of the SPs (204 meV) and exci-
tons (55 meV), i.e., 130 meV, confirming the achievement of
strong coupling. In this fitting, the coupling strength is
assumed as a constant value for all nanobowties. However,
actually, different Au nanobowties may lead to different coup-
ling strengths, which results in the clear deviation of some
experimental data points from the fitting lines and will be ana-
lyzed later. The orange shadows in Fig. 3a show the range of
the UB and LB for different coupling strengths with the inner
and outer boundaries corresponding to the minimal and
maximal coupling strengths, respectively.

Based on the fitting results, the fractions of SPs and exci-
tons both in the UB and LB can be derived (Fig. 3b and c, and
see section 6 in the ESI†). The fractions of the SPs and excitons

are equal at zero detuning for both plexciton branches, indicat-
ing the identical weight of SPs and excitons in the mixed
states. For the UB, the fraction of SPs is larger than that for
excitons for the positive detuning, but the fraction of excitons
dominates for the negative detuning. The variation of SP and
exciton weights as a function of detuning in Fig. 3b is consist-
ent with the asymptotic results of the UB in Fig. 3a. The fitting
results in Fig. 3a show that the UB energy gets close to the SP
energy as the positive detuning increases, while it gets close to
the exciton energy as the negative detuning increases. For the
LB, the fraction of SPs (excitons) coincides with the fraction of
excitons (SPs) in the UB, matching the theoretical
predictions.50

Besides Au nanobowties, similar measurements and ana-
lyses were performed for the monomers of Au nanodisks,
nanotriangles and nanorods coupling with WSe2 monolayers
(see section 7 in the ESI†). Fig. 3d shows the Rabi splitting as a
function of mean linewidth of the SPs and excitons for the
three nanoparticle monomers and nanobowties. The black
solid line ℏΩ = (ΓSP + Γx)/2 separates the entire domain into
two distinct areas: the strong coupling regime and the weak
coupling regime. The nanobowties strictly satisfy the criterion
of strong coupling with the Rabi splitting larger than that of
the nanotriangle and nanorod monomers. Although all of
these three monomers do not strictly satisfy the criterion of
strong coupling, they are all close to meeting it. For the same
resonance wavelength, the longitudinal SP mode of the nano-

Fig. 3 (a) The extracted peak energies (red circles) of the scattering spectra as a function of detuning for Au nanobowties coupled with monolayer
WSe2. The black solid lines are the fitting results with the coupling strength of 93.5 meV, and the black dashed lines indicate the energies of the
uncoupled SPs and excitons (X). The orange areas are between the boundary curves representing the plexciton energies for the minimal (33.2 meV)
and maximal (183.0 meV) coupling strengths. (b and c) The fractions of SPs (black stars) and excitons (red balls) in the upper (b) and lower (c)
branches of the plexciton states. (d) Comparison of the Rabi splitting and the mean linewidth of the coupled systems of monolayer WSe2 and
different kinds of Au nanostructures.
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bowties has a smaller linewidth in comparison with the nano-
triangles. Among the three monomers with the same reso-
nance wavelength, the linewidth of the nanorod is minimum.
This is because, in dipolar approximation, the radiative decay
rate, which dominantly determines the linewidth of the scat-
tering spectrum in our experiment, is proportional to the
nanoparticle volume,51,52 and the nanorod has the smallest
volume among the three monomers.

To further understand the strong coupling, we performed
FEM simulations. The permittivity of Au and Si are taken from
the literature.53,54 The refractive index of air and SiO2 are set as
1 and 1.5, respectively. The in-plane permittivity of monolayer
WSe2 is obtained based on our transmission measurements
(see section 4 and Fig. S6 in the ESI†) and the literature,55 and
can be described by the Lorentz model:

εin ¼ ε1 þ fA
ωA

2

ωA
2 � ω2 � iγAω

þ fB
ωB

2

ωB
2 � ω2 � iγBω

; ð5Þ

where ε∞ = 15.5 is the background permittivity corresponding
to higher energy transitions, and ωA(ωB), γA(γB), and fA( fB) are
the exciton transition frequency, linewidth, and the reduced
oscillator strength of A (B) exciton, respectively. Since the ωB

= 2.119 eV (i.e., 585.1 nm) is beyond the wavelength range of
our interest, we combined the contribution of B exciton and
ε∞ as the final background permittivity. The out-of-plane per-
mittivity of the monolayer WSe2 is set as 2.9.

23,56,57 The thick-
nesses of SiO2 and monolayer WSe2 are set as 90 nm and
0.7 nm, respectively, coinciding with our experimental
parameters.

Due to the high refractive index of the monolayer WSe2,
coating the metal nanostructures with the monolayer WSe2
can induce the redshift of the SP resonance, just like the red-
shift caused by other dielectric coating layers.23 To demon-
strate the influence of the high refractive index of the mono-
layer, we simulated the scattering spectra for the Au nanobow-
ties before and after being coated with a dielectric layer (blue
solid and dashed lines in Fig. 4a). The in-plane permittivity of
the dielectric layer is obtained from eqn (5) by setting fA = 0
(Fig. S7 in the ESI†). After adding the dielectric layer, the peak
of the calculated scattering spectrum is red-shifted and
located between the two peaks of the scattering spectrum of a
Au nanobowtie strongly coupling with the monolayer WSe2
(Fig. 4a, red solid lines). The calculated spectral redshift is
about 30–50 nm, comparable with the values extracted from
the experimental results (Fig. S10 in the ESI†). The simulated

Fig. 4 (a) Simulated far-field scattering spectra for the structures of bare Au nanobowtie (blue solid lines), nanobowtie covered by a dielectric layer
(blue dashed lines), and nanobowtie covered by the monolayer WSe2 (red solid lines) for polarization along the long axis of the bowtie. The gap size
is maintained at 10 nm. The side length L is increased from 70 to 110 nm. (b) Simulated distribution of the single exciton coupling strength for a Au
nanobowtie (with the side length of 90 nm and gap size of 10 nm) with the monolayer WSe2 on top. (c) The experimental (red triangles) and simu-
lated (red balls) coupling strength g and simulated 1=

ffiffiffiffi
V

p
(blue balls) as a function of detuning for strong coupling between the longitudinal SP mode

of the Au nanobowties and the exciton state of the monolayer WSe2. (d) The calculated transient dynamics of the population probabilities for the
SPs and excitons based on the FEM simulation results in (a) and (c).
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results of bare nanobowties and nanobowties covered by
monolayer WSe2 agree well with the experimental results in
Fig. 2a, proving the credibility of our measurements.

Theoretically, the coupling strength of a single exciton and
a cavity mode is defined as g0 = μ·Evac, and the magnitude of
the vacuum electric field is jEvacj ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ℏω=2εV

p
, where ε is the

permittivity of the material inside the cavity. For the cavity
mode with uniform electric field, the mode volume V deter-
mines the magnitude of the vacuum field, and thus the coup-
ling strength. However, around a metal nanoparticle, the elec-
tric field has a large gradient due to the field confinement of
the SP mode. Therefore, the quantum emitters sense different
electric fields at different positions. The coupling strength of
an emitter located at different positions around the nano-
particle gives further information beyond the mode volume.
To plot the distribution of the single exciton coupling strength,
we should figure out both the transition dipole moment of the
exciton in the monolayer WSe2 and the vacuum electric field
surrounding the exciton. Based on the transmission measure-
ments, the transition dipole moment of 7.835 D is obtained
(see section 9 in the ESI†), which is similar to the result of
7.675 D extracted from the literature.23 The vacuum electric
field can be obtained from the FEM simulation. Fig. 4b shows
the distribution of single exciton coupling strength at the
bottom surface of the monolayer on top of a Au nanobowtie
with the side length of 90 nm and gap size of 10 nm. The
maximum coupling strength of over 30 meV is obtained at the
position just above the bowtie tips. Due to the same transition
dipole moment in the monolayer plane, the single exciton
coupling strength shares the same distribution as the in-plane
electric field.

To obtain the total coupling strength between the Au nano-
bowtie and the monolayer WSe2, we sum the contributions

from all of the excitons, that is, g ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiP
i
g02ðriÞ

r
, with g0(ri)

denoting the coupling strength for a single exciton at the posi-
tion ri. Given that the exciton of the monolayer WSe2 has a

radius r0 of 1 nm, we make use of the integration form g ¼ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiÐ
g02ðrÞdS
πr02

s
to obtain the coupling strength between the Au

nanobowtie and the monolayer WSe2.
57 The calculation results

show that the nanobowties with smaller side lengths lead to
larger coupling strengths (Fig. 4c, red balls), which follows the

trend of 1=
ffiffiffiffi
V

p
(Fig. 4c, blue balls). Given the coupling strength

g /
ffiffiffi
N
V

q
, where N is the number of excitons coupling with the

SP mode, the coupling strength should also depend on N.
However, the excitons around the nanogap dominate the con-
tributions of the coupling strength. For example, for a nano-
bowtie with 90 nm side length and 10 nm gap distance, the
excitons within a circular area with the radius of 20 nm and
the center above the center of the nanogap contributes 80.4%
of the coupling strength. Therefore, we can neglect the vari-
ation of N for nanobowties of different sizes. According to the

formula g ¼ ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiðωþ � ωXÞðωX � ω�Þ
p

(see section 6 in the ESI†),
the experimental coupling strength can be derived (Fig. 4c, red
triangles), which fits well with the simulated results. Looking
back at Fig. 3a, it can be seen that there is a slight difference
between the experimental results and the black solid fitting
lines. This is because the fitting lines are results obtained with
an “averaged” coupling strength for all nanostructures. In
Fig. 3a, the energies of the two branches extracted from the
scattering spectra are between the fitting lines for the negative
detuning, but are beyond the fitting lines for the positive
detuning, due to the smaller and larger coupling strengths for
the negative and positive detuning, respectively. Fig. 4c also
shows that the Rabi splitting is decreased for larger nanobow-
ties. Although the SP linewidth is increased with the increase
of the nanobowtie size, resulting in reduced energy difference
between the Rabi splitting and the mean linewidth of SPs and
excitons for larger nanobowties, the strong coupling con-
ditions still hold true (see section 10 in the ESI†).

We also calculated the temporal response of the coupled
systems. The Hamiltonian model was adopted to obtain the
transient dynamics of the population probabilities for the SPs
and excitons (Fig. 4d) based on our FEM simulation results,
with the exciton mode initially excited.58 The ultrafast energy
transfer between the SPs and excitons, as well as the rapid
decay of the total energy in the coupled system, can be
observed from the time-dependent population probabilities
and their envelopes in Fig. 4d. The Rabi oscillation is clearly
seen for smaller nanobowties. For large nanobowties, as a
result of their large decay rates, both the population probabil-
ities of the SPs and excitons decay quickly to approach zero,
different from the Rabi oscillation behavior for the smaller
ones. The Rabi oscillation period is about 22 fs for the nano-
bowtie with the side length of 90 nm and gap size of 10 nm
whose SP resonance energy is near the zero detuning, similar
to the result obtained from the experimental value of Rabi

splitting using the relation TR � 2π
Ω

, where TR and Ω represent

the Rabi oscillation period and the Rabi splitting frequency,
respectively.

Conclusion

We have realized strong plasmon–exciton coupling between
lithographically defined single metal nanoparticles and mono-
layer WSe2. The SP resonance energy can be easily tuned by
altering the nanoparticle size and collecting the scattering
light with different polarization angles. Among the four kinds
of Au nanostructures, the nanobowties strictly satisfy the cri-
terion of strong coupling, and the other three monomers are
close to meeting the criterion. For the hybrid systems of single
Au nanobowties and monolayer WSe2, both the experimental
and simulation results show that larger coupling strength
occurs for smaller nanoparticles. In addition, the in situ
measurements of the same Au nanobowties before and after
transferring the monolayer WSe2 help to reveal the large red-
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shift of the SP resonance wavelength induced by the high per-
mittivity of the monolayer. Due to the easy implementation of
plexciton states, tunability of SP resonances and compatibility
with on-chip integration, the hybrid systems we investigated
are able to serve as a promising platform for both the funda-
mental research of strong light–matter interactions at the
nanoscale and nanophotonic device applications.
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