
Nanophotonics 2024; aop

Research Article

Yuhao Zhang*, Hans-Joachim Schill, Stephan Irsen and Stefan Linden

Strong coupling between WS2 monolayer excitons
and a hybrid plasmon polariton at room
temperature

https://doi.org/10.1515/nanoph-2024-0021

Received January 11, 2024; accepted March 18, 2024;

published online April 15, 2024

Abstract: Light–matter interactions between plasmonic

and excitonic modes have attracted considerable interest

in recent years. A major challenge in achieving strong cou-

pling is the identification of suitablemetallic nanostructures

that combine tight field confinement with sufficiently low

losses. Here, we report on a room-temperature study on the

interaction of tungsten disulfide (WS2) monolayer excitons

with a hybrid plasmon polariton (HPP) mode supported by

nanogroove grating structures milled into single-crystalline

silver flakes. By engineering the depth of the nanogroove

grating, we can change the character of the HPP mode from

propagating surface plasmon polariton-like (SPP-like) to

localized surface plasmon resonance-like (LSPR-like). Using

reflection spectroscopy, we demonstrate strong coupling

with a Rabi splitting of 68 meV between the WS2 mono-

layer excitons and the lower HPP branch for an optimized

nanograting configuration with 60 nm deep nanogrooves.

In contrast, only weak coupling between the constituents

is observed for shallower and deeper nanogratings since

either the field confinement provided by the HPP is not suf-

ficient or the damping is too large. The possibility to balance

the field confinement and losses render nanogroove grating

structures an attractive platform for future applications.
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1 Introduction

Composite structures formed by coupling a photonic

micro/nanoresonator with an optical material supporting

a strong exciton resonance provide unique capabilities to

investigate and engineer light–matter interactions in solid-

state systems [1]–[6]. The character of the interaction is

largely determined by the ratio of the energy exchange rate

between light and matter, i.e., the Rabi frequency, and the

average dissipation rate. In the weak coupling regime, the

Rabi frequency is smaller than the average dissipation rate

and the eigenstates of the structure can still be described

in terms of the exciton and photon modes. Modifications of

the local photonic density of states by the photonic struc-

ture can, however, alter the radiative life-time of the emit-

ters [7]–[10]. A qualitatively different situation arises in the

strong coupling regime, where the Rabi frequency exceeds

the dissipation rate and the energy is coherently exchanged

between the light field and the emitters. This interaction

leads to the formation of new polaritonic eigenmodes with

light andmatter character [1]. In the spectral domain, strong

coupling manifests itself by an avoided crossing of the

branches of the polaritonic eigenmodes [3]–[5].

Achieving strong light–matter interactions requires a

meticulous selection of both the material system and the

photonic structure. With regard to the material properties,

the key requirements are an exciton state with large oscil-

lator strength and low nonradiative damping rate. More-

over, the material should be robust and easy to combine

with a wide range of photonic structures. Monolayers of

transition metal dichalcogenides (TMDCs) such as tungsten

disulfide (WS2) meet these requirements [11]. TMDC mono-

layers are atomically thin semiconductors with a direct

band gap. Their two-dimensional character in conjunction

with the reduced screening by the dielectric environment

results in exciton states with large oscillator strength and

a binding energy of several hundred meV [12]–[14]. The

latter aspect renders TMDC monolayers an attractive mate-

rial class for light–matter investigations at room temper-

ature. Strong coupling of TMDC monolayer excitons and
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dielectric resonator [15]–[21] and grating structures [22] as

well as different plasmonic nanocavities [23]–[27] has been

achieved.

In terms of the photonic properties, the design of the

structuremust offer a suitable trade-off between the achiev-

able vacuumfield strength and losses. For instance, metallic

nanostructures supporting localized surface plasmon res-

onances (LSPR) can confine light in nanometric volumes

[28]–[32]. However, this typically comes at the cost of sig-

nificant absorptive and radiative losses. In comparison, sur-

face plasmon polaritons (SPP) propagating at the interface

between a metal and a dielectric material feature lower

losses but also a weaker confinement of the electromag-

netic near-field limiting the vacuum field strength [33], [34].

Simultaneous optimization of the vacuum field strength

and the damping is thus challenging for pure LSPR and

SPP modes. Ideally, one would like to utilize a plasmonic

structure that combines the best features of these two types

of modes. Metallic nanogratings can host hybrid plasmon

polaritons (HPPs) that result from the strong coupling of

LSPRs and SPPs [35]–[40]. By varying the grating geometry,

the character of the HPP branches can be tuned for a given

frequency from LSPR-like to SPP-like [38], [39]. This offers a

promising approach to engineermetallic nanostructures for

Figure 1: Sample design and experimental setup. (a) Scheme of the three structures studied in this article. Left panel: WS2 monolayer deposited

on top of a single-crystalline silver flake. Middle panel: Nanogroove grating with period Pmilled into a single-crystalline silver flake. Right panel:

Composite structure consisting of a WS2 monolayer deposited on top of a nanogroove grating with period Pmilled into a single-crystalline silver flake.

For optimized geometry parameters, the lower branch of the HPP of the nanogroove grating strongly couples with the A-exciton resonance of the

monolayer resulting in an avoided crossing of the two modes. (b) Scanning electron micrograph of a fan-shaped nanogroove grating structure taken

at a tilt angle of 36◦. The inset shows a cross section of the grating structure. (c) Optical micrograph of a WS2 monolayer deposited on a nanogroove

grating structure. The outlines of the monolayer and the grating are marked by the green and black dashed curve, respectively. (d) Scheme of the

white light reflectance spectroscopy setup. (e) Reflection spectrum of a WS2 monolayer deposited on a silver flake.
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strong light–matter interactions that combine strong local

field enhancement with sufficiently low damping.

Here, we report on a room-temperature study on

the interaction of TMDC monolayer excitons with a HPP

mode. For this purpose, we deposit WS2 monolayers on

nanogroove grating structures milled into single-crystalline

silver flakes (see Figure 1). By increasing the depth of

the nanogrooves, we vary the LSPR and SPP fractions of

the lower HPP branch at the energy of the WS2 mono-

layer A-exciton mode. Using reflection spectroscopy, we

demonstrate that strong coupling between the WS2 mono-

layer exciton mode and the lower HPP branch can be

achieved for optimized nanogroove geometry parameters.

Our results demonstrate the potential to tailor light–

matter interactions in composite structures with a HPP

mode.

2 Results and discussion

The composite structures were prepared according to the

following procedure (see Methods for details). In the first

step, single-crystalline silver flakes with a typical lateral

size of hundreds of microns and a thickness of several

microns were grown on a silicon substrate using an ammo-

nium hydroxide-controlled polyol reduction process [41].

Next, focused ion beam milling was used to define fan-

shaped nanogroove gratings in selected silver flakes (see

Figure 1(b)). Within a grating structure, the period P varies

continuously from 300 nm (bottom) to 700 nm (top). The

nanogrooves have a Gaussian-like shape with a width of

approximately 100 nm. The depth D of the nanogrooves

was controlled by the milling time. Finally, atomically thin

WS2 monolayerswere prepared by amechanical exfoliation

method [42] and transferred onto the different nanogroove

gratings. An optical micrograph of a completed sample is

shown in Figure 1(c).

The samples were optically characterized with a

home-built white light reflectance spectroscopy setup (see

Figure 1(d)). A halogen light bulb served as the light source.

After reflection from a 50:50 beam splitter, the light was

focused with a microscope lens (Mitutoyo M Plan Apo 50

NA = 0.55) onto the sample. An iris diaphragm placed in

front of the beam splitter was used to reduce the numer-

ical aperture of the illumination to lower than 0.2. The

light reflected from the sample was collected with the same

microscope lens and passed through the beam splitter. An

adjustable slit placed in an intermediate image plane served

as a spatial filter to select the portion of the reflected

light from the fan-shaped grating corresponding to a spe-

cific grating period. Reflection spectra for different grating

periods were measured by shifting the fan-shaped grating

structure along the nanogroove direction up or down. More

specifically, we started at the bottom part of the grating

where P = 300 nm. Subsequently, the grating was vertically

moved in the steps of 1 μm resulting in a variation of the

grating period byΔP = 10 nm. The spectrumof the lightwas

recorded with a cooled CCD camera (Princton Instruments

PIXIS 256) attached to a spectrometer (Princton instruments

ACTON SP 2300).

Before we address the composite structures, it is

instructive to consider the optical properties of a WS2
monolayer and the silver nanogroove gratings separately.

We start with the WS2 monolayer. Figure 1(e) depicts the

room temperature reflection spectrum of a WS2 monolayer

deposited on a planar silver flake. The spectrum is normal-

ized with respect to the reflectance of the bare silver flake.

The spectrum features a pronounced dip at ExA = 2.01 eV.

This resonance can be attributed to the so-called A-exciton

of theWS2 monolayer, which is connected to direct gap tran-

sitionswith lower energy at theKpoint [12]. The fullwidth at

half maximum (FWHM) linewidth of the exciton resonance

as obtained by a Lorentzian-lineshape fit is ΓxA = 35 meV,

in line with recent reports on the exciton linewidth of aWS2
monolayer coupled to a silver film [26]. In comparison, the

room temperature linewidth of WS2 monolayers deposited

on planar dielectric substrates is in the order of 25 meV [43],

indicating that the direct contact of theWS2 monolayer with

the single crystalline silver crystal only results in amoderate

line broadening.

Next, we consider silver nanogroove gratings and

the plasmonic modes supported by such structures.

Each nanogroove constitutes a nanoscale cavity that

can host a LSPR. Its resonance energy ELSPR depends on

the nanogroove geometry. For instance, increasing the

nanogroove depth leads to a redshift of the resonance [26].

If the nanogrooves are arranged in a periodic array, they

form a grating coupler structure that allows to resonantly

excite SPPs with an incident TM-polarized plane wave. For

normal incidence, the wave vectors of the excited SPPs

follow from the phase matching condition kSPP = ±n 2𝜋

P
x̂,

where P is the grating period, x̂ is the in-plane unit vector

perpendicular to the nanogrooves, and n is a positive

integer.

LSPRs and SPPs have different spectral characteristics.

SPPs at a flat silver–air interface exhibit an almost linear

dispersion relation ESPP(kSPP) in the visible spectral range

[44]. In contrast, the LSPR of the nanogrooves is a disper-

sionless mode. Furthermore, the FWHM linewidth ΓLSPR of

the nanogroove LSPR is expected to be significantly larger

than the FWHM linewidth ΓSPP of the SPP mode [38].
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For suitable geometry parameters, the LSPR mode

strongly interacts with the forward (+) and backward (−)

propagating SPPs resulting in the formation of HPP modes

[40]. The energy eigenvalues EHPP of the latter can be cal-

culated using a coupled oscillator model ̂[𝛼+, 𝛽, 𝛼−]T =
EHPP[𝛼

+, 𝛽, 𝛼−]T , where the Hamiltonian of the coupled sys-

tem is given by

̂ =

⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

E
+
SPP

− 𝚤
Γ+
SPP

2
g 0

g ELSPR − 𝚤
ΓLSPR

2
g

0 g E
−
SPP

− 𝚤
Γ−
SPP

2

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

.

Here, g is the coupling strength between the LSPRmode

and the SPP modes. A direct coupling between the forward

and backward moving SPPs is neglected in the model. The

Hopfield coefficients 𝛼+, 𝛼−, and 𝛽 specify the SPP+, SPP−,

and LSPR mode fractions, respectively, in the HPP modes,

with |𝛼+|2 + |𝛼−|2 + |𝛽|2 = 1. For normal incidence, the

excited SPPs are energetically degenerate, i.e., the condition

E
+
SPP

= E
−
SPP

≡ ESPP holds. Since the coupling strength g is

considerably larger than the FWHM linewidths ΓLSPR and

ΓSPP, we can neglect the influence of the damping when

calculating the real energy eigenvalues of the upper, lower,

and middle branch of the HPP:

E
U,L

HPP
= ESPP + ELSPR

2
± 1

2
ΔEUL,

E
M
HPP

= ESPP.

Here, ΔEUL(𝛿) =
√
𝛿2 + 8g2 is the energy splitting

between the upper and lower branch, while 𝛿 = ESPP −
ELSPR is the detuning between the SPP and LSPR modes. For

zero detuning, the energy splitting is given by ΔEUL(0) =
2
√
2g. The FWHM linewidths of the polariton branches can

be calculated with the corresponding Hopfield coefficients

to ΓHPP = |𝛼+|2ΓSPP + |𝛼−|2ΓSPP + |𝛽|2ΓLSPR.

Figure 2 displays measured reflectance spectra versus

the inverse grating period 1∕P of the silver nanogroove

gratings with depths D of 40 nm, 60 nm, 80 nm, and 100 nm,

Figure 2: Reflectance spectra of bare silver nanogroove grating structures. (a)–(d) Color-coded normal incidence reflection spectra of nanogroove

grating structures with depths D of 40 nm, 60 nm, 80 nm, and 100 nm, respectively, recorded for TM polarized light and plotted versus the inverse

grating period 1∕P. The dashed black curves in each case are fits of the data based on the coupled oscillator model. For D = 40 nm, the upper HPP

branch EU
HPP

is outside of the measurement range. The horizontal gray dashed lines are the extracted resonance energies of the LSPR mode

of the nanogrooves.
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respectively, recorded for TM-polarization (electric field

vector perpendicular to the nanogrooves). The spectra are

normalized with respect to the reflectance of the bare sil-

ver flake. For D = 40 nm, the spectra show two bands of

low reflectivity that we attribute to the lower and mid-

dle HPP branch. The corresponding upper HPP branch

lies outside of the measurement range. In the case of the

other nanogroove depths, the spectra feature three bands

of low reflectivity that we associate with the three HPP

branches. The dashed black curves are fits based on the

coupled oscillatormodel introduced above. For each set, the

spectral position of the lower HPP branch for the small-

est grating period was used to determine the LSPR reso-

nance energy ELSPR, while a linear fit of the middle HPP

branch was used to determine ESPP(1∕P). In the next step,

the dispersion of the lower HPP branch was used to fit

the coupling strength g. While the model nicely reproduces

the dispersion of the lower and middle HPP branch, the

agreement is less good for the upper HPP branch. This

discrepancy can be attributed to some factors that are not

included in the coupled oscillator model, e.g., the coupling

of the LSPR mode to higher-order SPP modes and the effect

of the first diffraction order of the nanogroove grating.

As expected, the LSPR resonance energy ELSPR shifts to

lower energies as the nanogroove depth increases (40 nm

nanogrooves: 2.91 eV; 60 nm nanogrooves: 2.65 eV; 80 nm

nanogrooves: 2.4 eV; 100 nm nanogrooves: 2.17 eV). In con-

trast, the zero detuning energy splitting ΔEUL(0) between
the upper and lower polariton branch is comparable for the

four nanogroove geometries (40 nm nanogrooves: 676 meV;

60 nm nanogrooves: 769 meV; 80 nm nanogooves: 797 meV;

100 nm nanogrooves: 730 meV).

Figure 3(a) shows thefitted linewidthsΓL
HPP

of the lower

HPP branch of the four nanogroove grating structures. For

all samples, we observe an increase of ΓL
HPP

with E
L
HPP

.

This trend is in each case a consequence of the varying

LSPR (|𝛽|2) and SPP (|𝛼+|2 + |𝛼−|2) fractions of the respec-
tive lower HPP branch (see Figure 3(b)). For EL

HPP
≈ ESPP,

the lower HPP branch has a predominant SPP character

and, hence, ΓL
HPP

≈ ΓSPP. As E
L
HPP

approches ELSPR, the LSPR

fraction and, hence, also ΓL
HPP

increases. For fixed energy,

this results in an increasing linewidth with the nanogroove

depth. For D = 60 nm and E
L
HPP

= ExA = 2.01 eV, the lower

HPP branch has a larger SPP fraction (|𝛼+|2 + |𝛼−|2 =
0.73, |𝛽|2 = 0.27) resulting in an approximate linewidth of

104 meV. In the case of the 80 nmdeep nanogrooves, the SPP

and LSPR fractions are comparable at the A-exciton energy

(|𝛼+|2 + |𝛼−|2 = 0.49, |𝛽|2 = 0.51) leading to an increase in

linewidth to 168 meV. Moreover, in the case of the 100 nm

deep nanogrooves, the contribution of LSPR at the A-exciton

Figure 3: Properties of the lower HPP branch. (a) Fitted linewidths

of the lower HPP branch of the four nanogroove grating structures.

(b) SPP- (red) and LSPR-mode (blue) fractions of the lower HPP branch

of the four nanogroove grating structures as derived from coupled

oscillator models. The dashed gray line indicates the extracted A-exciton

energy of the WS2 monolayer on a silver flake.

energy is dominating (|𝛼+|2 + |𝛼−|2 = 0.22, |𝛽|2 = 0.78) and

the linewidth is approximately 300 meV. Unexpectedly, for

D = 40 nm, the linewidth of the lower HPP branch is
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comparable to that of the 60 nm deep nanogrooves at the

A-exciton energy despite of the larger SPP fraction (|𝛼+|2 +
|𝛼−|2 = 0.84, |𝛽|2 = 0.16). This can most likely be attributed

to experimental limitations. Since both the numerical aper-

ture of the microscope lens and the width of the adjustable

slit of the spatial filter have nonzero values, the spectra

are afflicted with spectral broadening induced by averaging

over a finite range of incident angles aswell as a small range

of different grating periods.

Having characterized the individual components, we

next discuss the properties of the composite structures.

Figure 4(a) (top) depicts reflectance spectra of a WS2 mono-

layer deposited on the silver grating structure with 40 nm

deep nanogrooves recorded with TM-polarized light. The

spectra are normalizedwith respect to the reflectance of the

bare silver flake. The chosen grating periods range between

490 nm and 590 nm, and the spectra are vertically offset for

clarity. For P = 490 nm, the spectrum features two minima

at 2.02 eV and 2.2 eV, which we identify as the A-exciton

mode and the lower HPP branch, respectively. The latter

shows a red shift of 56 meV compared to the bare nanograt-

ing case due to the increase of the local refractive index at

the silver interface caused by the WS2 monolayer [45]. As

the period increases, the lower HPP branch shifts to smaller

energies. For P = 550 nm, the two modes merge in a broad

dip without indication of an avoided crossing behavior. We

note that a third reflectionminimumobservable for periods

larger than 530 nm can be attributed to the middle HPP

branch. A qualitatively different behavior can be observed

in the case of the 60 nm and 80 nm deep nanogroove

Figure 4: Reflectance spectra of the composite structures. (a)–(d) Normal incidence reflection spectra of WS2 monolayer coupled to nanogroove

grating structures with 40 nm, 60 nm, 80 nm, and 100 nm depth, respectively, recorded for TM polarized light. The lower HPP branch is

near-resonance with the A-exciton mode. The black dashed lines in the upper panels fit the spectra with the sum of the three Lorentzian line shapes.

The red and green dashed lines in the lower panels depict the upper and lower polariton branches based on the coupled oscillator model. The tilted

and horizontal gray dashed lines are extracted resonance energies of the lower HPP branch and the A-exciton mode.



Y. Zhang et al.: Strong coupling between monolayer excitons and a hybrid plasmon polariton — 7

gratings (see Figure 4(b) and (c), top). For these samples,

we observe a clear avoided crossing behavior of the two

modes, indicating an appreciable interaction between the

A-exciton and the lower HPP branch. Finally, for the 100 nm

deep nanogrooves, the avoided crossing behavior is absent

again (see Figure 4(d), top).

To model the interaction between the A-exciton mode

and the lower HPP branch, we employ a coupled oscillator

approach ̂[𝛼HPP, 𝛼XA]
T = ELX[𝛼HPP, 𝛼XA]

T with the Hamil-

tonian

̂ =
⎛
⎜
⎜
⎜
⎝

E
L
HPP

− 𝚤
ΓL
HPP

2
gLX

gLX EXA − 𝚤
ΓXA

2

⎞
⎟
⎟
⎟
⎠

.

Here, gLX is the coupling strength between the two

modes. The Hopfield coefficients 𝛼HPP and 𝛼XA specify the

fractions of the lower HPP branch and the A-exciton mode,

respectively. The effect of themiddle and upper HPP branch

are ignored in this model because of their large detuning

with respect to the A-exciton mode for the chosen grating

periods. In contrast to the HPP formation discussed above,

we cannot neglect the dampingswhenmodeling the interac-

tion of the A-exciton with the lower HPP branch, since ΓL
HPP

and ΓXA are comparable to gLX. The complex eigenenergies

of the upper and lower branch of the coupled system are

E
U,L

LX
= E

L
HPP

+ EXA

2
− 𝚤

ΓL
HPP

+ ΓXA

4
± 1

2
ΔEUL,

where ΔEUL = 2

√

g
2
LX
+ 1

4

[
𝛿LX − 𝚤

2

(
ΓL
HPP

− ΓXA

)]2
and

𝛿LX = E
L
HPP

− EXA denotes the detuning between the lower

HPP branch and the A-exciton mode. The energy difference

between theupper and the lower branch for 𝛿LX = 0, i.e., the

Rabi splittingΩ, is given byΩ = 2

√

g
2
LX
− 1

16

[
ΓL
HPP

− ΓXA

]2
.

For gLX > (ΓLSL − ΓXA)∕4, Ω is real and a mode splitting

occurs. However, this splitting can be indistinguishable

from an induced transmission due to Fano interference

resulting from the spectral interference of the narrow

exciton resonance with a broad plasmon resonance [46].

Hence, the accepted criterion to identify the strong coupling

regime is that at least one Rabi oscillationmust occur, which

requires gLX > gc = (ΓLSL + ΓXA)∕4 [47]–[50].
To extract the coupling strength gLX from the experi-

mental data, we use the following procedure. We determine

the energies of the coupled modes of the WS2 nanograt-

ing composite structure by fitting each reflection spectrum

shown in Figure 4 (top) with a sum of three Lorentzian lines

(including one for themiddle branch). We then calculate for

each period the energy difference of the two extractedmode

energies. The smallest energy difference corresponds to

𝛿LX = 0 and is taken as the Rabi energyΩ. Togetherwith the

linewidth ΓXA of the bare WS2 monolayer (see Figure 1(e))

and the linewidth ΓL
HPP

of the nanograting structure at the

exciton energy (see Figure 2(a)), the coupling strength fol-

lows from

gLX =

√
Ω2

4
+ 1

16

[
ΓL
HPP

− ΓXA

]2
. (1)

The dashed red and green lines superimposed on the

color-coded reflectance spectra shown in Figure 4 (bottom)

are the dispersion of the upper and lower polariton branch

as predicted by the coupled oscillator model.

For the composite structure with the 40 nm deep

nanogrooves (see Figure 4(a)), we extract from the

Lorentzian fits to the reflection spectra a Rabi splitting of

42 meV. Together with ΓL
HPP

= 104meV and ΓXA = 35 meV,

we obtain a coupling strength gLX of 30 meV. In comparison,

the critical coupling strength gc for the given linewidths is

35 meV. This indicates, that for this composite structure, the

lower HPP branch is only weakly coupled to the A-exciton

mode of the monolayer.

When the WS2 monolayer is coupled to the 60 nm deep

nanogrooves (see Figure 4(b)), the Rabi splitting is 68 meV

corresponding to a coupling strength gLX of 38 meV. The

increase in the coupling strength can be explained by a

tighter field confinement due to the higher LSPR fraction of

the lower HPP branch. Since the linewidths ΓL
HPP

and ΓXA

and, thus, also the critical coupling strength gc are the same

as in the previous case, we find that the strong coupling

condition gLX > gc is fulfilled.

Next, we discuss the interaction of a WS2 mono-

layer with the silver grating structure with 80 nm deep

nanogrooves (see Figure 4(c)). On the one hand, we antic-

ipate that the growing LSPR fraction of the lower HPP

branch leads to a further increase of the coupling strength

gLX. On the other hand, the increasing linewidth of the

lower HPP will cause a larger critical coupling strength

gc. The Rabi splitting Ω extracted from the experimental

data is 68 meV. Together with ΓL
HPP

= 168meV and ΓXA =
35 meV, this results in a coupling strength gLX of 48 meV. As

expected, this value is larger than in the previous two cases.

At the same time, however, the critical coupling strength gc

rises to 51 meV due to an increase of the linewidth of the

lower HPP branch (see discussion of Figure 3). As a result,

the composite structure with the 80 nm deep nanogrooves

does notmeet the strong coupling criterion, i.e., the increase

of the damping dominates over the increase of the coupling

strength. This example demonstrates that it is not sufficient

to observe an avoided crossing to claim strong coupling.

One might now speculate that the situation could

be reversed when the detuning between the LSPR mode
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and the A-exciton mode is further reduced. However, the

reflectance spectra of the composite structure with 100 nm

deep nanogrooves show that this does not happen (see

Figure 4(d) (top)). The spectra feature two minima, a pro-

nounced exciton resonance dip at 2.02 eV and a shallow

dip caused by the lower HPP branch that shifts to higher

energy with decreasing period. As the lower HPP branch

approaches the A-exciton, we do not observe an avoided

crossing of the modes (also see Figure 4(d) (bottom)) and,

hence, no indication for strong coupling.

3 Conclusions

In summary, we have studied light–matter interactions at

room temperature in composite structures formed by cou-

pling ofWS2 monolayers to different silver nanogroove grat-

ings. The latter support hybrid plasmon polaritons formed

by strong coupling of localized surface plasmon resonances

(LSPR) in the nanogrooves with propagating surface plas-

mon polaritons (SPP) on the silver film. By increasing the

nanogroove depth from 40 nm to 100 nm, the character of

the lower branch of the hybrid plasmon polariton at the

energy of the WS2 A-exciton mode changes from SPP-like to

LSPR-like. This transition is accompanied by an increasing

field confinement and a significant growth of the damping.

For appropriate nanogroove depths, these two counteract-

ing effects can be balanced. Using reflection spectroscopy,

we demonstrate strong coupling between the A-exciton

mode of the WS2 monolayer and the lower HPP branch of

the nanograting structure with 60 nm deep nanogrooves.

In contrast, the strong coupling condition is not met for

shallower or deeper nanogratings since either the field con-

finement is not sufficient or the damping of the HPP mode

is too large.

We envision that those hybrid plasmon polaritons cou-

pled to TMDC monolayers also hold great prospects for

future investigations. For instance, dark excitons in TMDC

monolayers with zero in-plane transition dipole moment

are challenging to detect with conventional far-field optical

techniques but can be probed by near-field coupling to SPP

modes [51]. The opportunity to tailor the field strength and

distribution of the hybrid plasmon polaritons could be used

in future experiments to tailor their interaction with dark

excitons leading to efficient extraction of the dark exciton

emission. Moreover, the potential to tailor the character of

the HPP could also be interesting for the efficient transfer of

hot electrons into the TMDC monolayer [39].

4 Methods

4.1 Synthesis of crystalline silver flakes

Monocrystalline silver crystals were synthesized based on

an ammonium hydroxide-controlled polyol reduction pro-

cess [41]. Firstly, we prepared 15 ml of a 0.17 M silver

nitrate (Sigma Aldrich) ethylene glycol (EG) (Sigma Aldrich)

solution. Then, ammonium hydroxide solution was added

(28–30%, Sigma Aldrich, 1.85 ml) to stabilize the reaction.
In addition, polyvinylpyrrolidone (Mw = 55 k, 0.5 g), which

acts as a capping agent, was added to slow down the

dispersion as well as the rate of growth. Furthermore,

chloroplatinic acid hydrate (H2PtCl6 ⋅ xH2O,>99.995, Sigma
Aldrich, 0.54 mL of 0.02M inwater)was added to formplatin

nanoparticles, which serve as nucleation centers for the

silver atoms. Finally, hydrogen peroxide (30%, Chemsolute
1.3 mL) was added to start the reduction of the silver salt.

The substrates are cleaned and added into the growth con-

tainer before themixture is added. Then the growth solution

is left for several days. So the substrates are in the solu-

tion the whole time. After the growth, the substrates were

cleaned with distilled water to remove excess chemicals.

The crystalline silver flakes prepared in this way exhibit an

excellent surface quality with a root mean square rough-

ness of less than 0.5 nm as determined by atomic force

microscopy.

4.2 Fabrication of nanogroove grating
structures

Fan-shaped nanogroove gratings were fabricated by focus

ion beam (FIB) lithography. The system is based on a Zeiss

1540XB Crossbeam microscope with a gallium (Ga2+) ion

source and a Raith Elphy nanopatterning system. An ion

beam with an acceleration voltage of 30 keV and a current

of approximately 50 pA was used in combination with a

30 μm aperture. The relatively high current helps to reduce

the patterning time to below 15 min. The nanogroove depth

was determined by tilted view electron microscopy of cross

sections of the gratings prepared by FIB milling. Addition-

ally, we employed atomic forcemicroscopy to check the uni-

formity of the nanogroove gratings. To prevent the grating

from deteriorating due to silver oxidation, the nanogroove

gratings were stored in a vacuum environment, and the

measurement was completed within several days after grat-

ing fabrication.



Y. Zhang et al.: Strong coupling between monolayer excitons and a hybrid plasmon polariton — 9

4.3 Preparation of WS2 monolayers

Atomically thin WS2 monolayers were fabricated by a

mechanical exfoliation method [42] from a WS2 crystal (2D

Semiconductors). Monolayers were identified by micro dif-

ferential reflectance spectroscopy [52], [53]. The WS2 mono-

layer was firstly deposited on a PDMS stamp and then trans-

ferred onto the nanograting structure. TheWS2 monolayers

prepared in this way have typical dimensions of several ten

micrometers.

Acknowledgments: We thank A. Bergschneider and M.

Wegerhoff for stimulating discussions.

Research funding: This project was financially supported

by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German

Research Foundation) under Germany’s Excellence Strategy

– Cluster of Excellence Matter and Light for Quantum Com-

puting, ML4Q (390534769). This work was supported by the

Open Access Publication Fund of the University of Bonn.

Author contributions: Y.Z. and S.L. conceived the project.

H.S. synthesized the silver nanoflakes and fabricated the

nanogratings under supervision of S.I. Y.Z. prepared the

WS2 monolayers and performed the optical experiments.

All authors discussed the results, analyzed the data, and

commented on the manuscript. All authors have accepted

responsibility for the entire content of this manuscript and

approved its submission.

Conflict of interest: Authors state no conflicts of interest.

Data availability: The datasets generated during and/or

analyzed during the current study are available from the

corresponding author on reasonable request.

References

[1] A. V. Kavokin, J. J. Baumberg, G. Malpuech, and F. P. Laussy,

Microcavities, 2nd ed Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2017.

[2] G. Khitrova, H. Gibbs, M. Kira, S. W. Koch, and A. Scherer, “Vacuum

rabi splitting in semiconductors,” Nat. Phys., vol. 2, no. 2,

pp. 81−90, 2006..
[3] D. G. Baranov, M. Wersäll, J. Cuadra, T. J. Antosiewicz, and T.

Shegai, “Novel nanostructures and materials for strong light−
matter interactions,” ACS Photonics, vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 24−42, 2018..

[4] H. Gibbs, G. Khitrova, and S. Koch, “Exciton−polariton
light−semiconductor coupling effects,” Nat. Photonics, vol. 5,
no. 5, p. 273, 2011..

[5] P. Vasa and C. Lienau, “Strong light−matter interaction in
quantum emitter/metal hybrid nanostructures,” ACS Photonics,

vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 2−23, 2018..
[6] L. Huang, A. Krasnok, A. Alú, Y. Yu, D. Neshev, and A. E.

Miroshnichenko, “Enhanced light−matter interaction in
two-dimensional transition metal dichalcogenides,” Rep. Prog.

Phys., vol. 85, no. 4, p. 046401, 2022..

[7] A. Kinkhabwala, Z. Yu, S. Fan, Y. Avlasevich, K. Müllen, and W. E.

Moerner, “Large single-molecule fluorescence enhancements

produced by a bowtie nanoantenna,” Nat. Photonics, vol. 3, no. 11,

pp. 654−657, 2009..
[8] G. M. Akselrod, et al., “Probing the mechanisms of large purcell

enhancement in plasmonic nanoantennas,” Nat. Photonics, vol. 8,

no. 11, pp. 835−840, 2014..
[9] T. B. Hoang, G. M. Akselrod, C. Argyropoulos, J. Huang, D. R. Smith,

and M. H. Mikkelsen, “Ultrafast spontaneous emission source

using plasmonic nanoantennas,” Nat. Commun., vol. 6, no. 1, p.

7788, 2015..

[10] C. Belacel, et al., “Controlling spontaneous emission with

plasmonic optical patch antennas,” Nano Lett., vol. 13, no. 4, pp.

1516−1521, 2013..
[11] C. Schneider, M. M. Glazov, T. Korn, S. Höfling, and B. Urbaszek,

“Two-dimensional semiconductors in the regime of strong

light-matter coupling,” Nat. Commun., vol. 9, no. 1, p. 2695, 2018..

[12] G. Wang, et al., “Colloquium: excitons in atomically thin transition

metal dichalcogenides,” Rev. Mod. Phys., vol. 90, no. 2, p. 021001,

2018..

[13] A. Chernikov, et al., “Exciton binding energy and nonhydrogenic

rydberg series in monolayer WS2,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 113, no. 7, p.

076802, 2014..

[14] K. He, et al., “Tightly bound excitons in monolayer WSe2,” Phys. Rev.

Lett., vol. 113, no. 2, p. 026803, 2014..

[15] X. Liu, et al., “Strong light−matter coupling in two-dimensional
atomic crystals,” Nat. Photonics, vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 30−34, 2015..

[16] M. Sidler, et al., “Fermi polaron-polaritons in charge-tunable

atomically thin semiconductors,” Nat. Phys., vol. 13, no. 3,

pp. 255−261, 2017..
[17] S. Dufferwiel, et al., “Valley coherent exciton-polaritons in a

monolayer semiconductor,” Nat. Commun., vol. 9, no. 1, p. 4797,

2018.

[18] S. Dufferwiel, et al., “Exciton-polaritons in van der Waals

heterostructures embedded in tunable microcavities,” Nat.

Commun., vol. 6, no. 1, p. 8579, 2015..

[19] I. A. M. Al-Ani, K. As’ham, O. Klochan, H. T. Hattori, L. Huang, and A.

E. Miroshnichenko, “Recent advances on strong light-matter

coupling in atomically thin tmdc semiconductor materials,” J. Opt.,

vol. 24, no. 5, p. 053001, 2022.

[20] V. Kravtsov, et al., “Nonlinear polaritons in a monolayer

semiconductor coupled to optical bound states in the continuum,”

Light: Sci. Appl., vol. 9, no. 1, p. 56, 2020.

[21] S. You, et al., “Quasi-bound states in the continuum with a stable

resonance wavelength in dimer dielectric metasurfaces,”

Nanophotonics, vol. 12, no. 11, pp. 2051−2060, 2023.
[22] L. Zhang, R. Gogna, W. Burg, E. Tutuc, and H. Deng,

“Photonic-crystal exciton-polaritons in monolayer

semiconductors,” Nat. Commun., vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 1−8, 2018..
[23] S. Wang, et al., “Coherent coupling of WS2 monolayers with

metallic photonic nanostructures at room temperature,” Nano

Lett., vol. 16, no. 7, pp. 4368−4374, 2016.
[24] J. Wen, et al., “Room-temperature strong light−matter interaction

with active control in single plasmonic nanorod coupled with

two-dimensional atomic crystals,” Nano Lett., vol. 17, no. 8,

pp. 4689−4697, 2017..
[25] M. Geisler, et al., “Single-crystalline gold nanodisks on WS2

mono-and multilayers for strong coupling at room temperature,”

ACS Photonics, vol. 6, no. 4, pp. 994−1001, 2019..



10 — Y. Zhang et al.: Strong coupling between monolayer excitons and a hybrid plasmon polariton

[26] Y. Sang, et al., “Tuning of two-dimensional plasmon−exciton
coupling in full parameter space: a polaritonic non-hermitian

system,” Nano Lett., vol. 21, no. 6, pp. 2596−2602, 2021..
[27] F. Deng, et al., “Greatly enhanced plasmon−exciton coupling in

si/ws2/au nanocavities,” Nano Lett., vol. 22, no. 1, pp. 220−228,
2022..

[28] G. Zengin, M. Wersäll, S. Nilsson, T. J. Antosiewicz, M. Käll, and T.

Shegai, “Realizing strong light-matter interactions between

single-nanoparticle plasmons and molecular excitons at ambient

conditions,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 114, no. 15, p. 157401,

2015..

[29] R. Liu, et al., “Strong light-matter interactions in single open

plasmonic nanocavities at the quantum optics limit,” Phys. Rev.

Lett., vol. 118, no. 23, p. 237401, 2017..

[30] M.-E. Kleemann, et al., “Strong-coupling of WSe2 in ultra-compact

plasmonic nanocavities at room temperature,” Nat. Commun.,

vol. 8, no. 1, p. 1296, 2017..

[31] H. Leng, B. Szychowski, M.-C. Daniel, and M. Pelton, “Strong

coupling and induced transparency at room temperature with

single quantum dots and gap plasmons,” Nat. Commun., vol. 9,

no. 1, p. 4012, 2018..

[32] S. Wang, et al., “Limits to strong coupling of excitons in multilayer

ws 2 with collective plasmonic resonances,” ACS Photonics, vol. 6,

no. 2, pp. 286−293, 2019.
[33] P. A. Gonçalves, L. P. Bertelsen, S. Xiao, and N. A. Mortensen,

“Plasmon-exciton polaritons in two-dimensional

semiconductor/metal interfaces,” Phys. Rev. B, vol. 97, no. 4, p.

041402, 2018.

[34] A. M. Dibos, et al., “Electrically tunable exciton-plasmon coupling

in a wse2 monolayer embedded in a plasmonic crystal cavity,”

Nano Lett., vol. 19, no. 6, pp. 3543−3547, 2019.
[35] A. Christ, T. Zentgraf, S. G. Tikhodeev, N. A. Gippius, J. Kuhl, and H.

Giessen, “Controlling the interaction between localized and

delocalized surface plasmon modes: experiment and numerical

calculations,” Phys. Rev. B, vol. 74, no. 15, p. 155435, 2006.

[36] N. Papanikolaou, “Optical properties of metallic nanoparticle

arrays on a thin metallic film,” Phys. Rev. B, vol. 75, no. 23, p.

235426, 2007.

[37] S. Balci, E. Karademir, and C. Kocabas, “Strong coupling between

localized and propagating plasmon polaritons,” Opt. Lett., vol. 40,

no. 13, p. 3177, 2015.

[38] J. Yang, et al., “Manipulation of the dephasing time by strong

coupling between localized and propagating surface plasmon

modes,” Nat. Commun., vol. 9, no. 1, p. 4858, 2018.

[39] H. Shan, et al., “Direct observation of ultrafast plasmonic hot

electron transfer in the strong coupling regime,” Light: Sci. Appl.,

vol. 8, no. 1, p. 9, 2019.

[40] C.-Y. Wang, et al., “Engineering giant rabi splitting via strong

coupling between localized and propagating plasmon modes on

metal surface lattices: observation of
√
N scaling rule,” Nano Lett.,

vol. 21, pp. 605−611, 2020..
[41] C. Y. Wang, et al., “Giant colloidal silver crystals for low-loss linear

and nonlinear plasmonics,” Nat. Commun., vol. 6, no. 1, p. 7734,

2015.

[42] A. Castellanos-Gomez, et al., “Deterministic transfer of

two-dimensional materials by all-dry viscoelastic stamping,” 2D

Materials, vol. 1, no. 1, p. 011002, 2014.

[43] M. Selig, et al., “Excitonic linewidth and coherence lifetime in

monolayer transition metal dichalcogenides,” Nat. Commun., vol. 7,

no. 1, p. 13279, 2016..

[44] L. Novotny and B. Hecht, Principles of Nano-Optics, 2nd ed

Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2012.

[45] J. Shi, et al., “Plasmonic enhancement and manipulation of optical

nonlinearity in monolayer tungsten disulfide,” Laser Photonics Rev.,

vol. 12, no. 10, p. 1800128, 2018.

[46] B. Lee, et al., “Fano resonance and spectrally modified

photoluminescence enhancement in monolayer mos2 integrated

with plasmonic nanoantenna array,” Nano Lett., vol. 15, no. 5,

pp. 3646−3653, 2015..
[47] M. Pelton, S. D. Storm, and H. Leng, “Strong coupling of emitters

to single plasmonic nanoparticles: exciton-induced transparency

and rabi splitting,” Nanoscale, vol. 11, no. 31, pp. 14540−14552,
2019..

[48] Z. He, C. Xu, W. He, J. He, Y. Zhou, and F. Li, “Principle and

applications of multimode strong coupling based on surface

plasmons,” Nanomaterials, vol. 12, no. 8, p. 1242, 2022.

[49] J. Cuadra, D. G. Baranov, M. Wersäll, R. Verre, T. J. Antosiewicz, and

T. Shegai, “Observation of tunable charged exciton polaritons in

hybrid monolayer WS2-plasmonic nanoantenna system,” Nano

Lett., vol. 18, no. 3, pp. 1777−1785, 2018.
[50] M. M. Petrić, et al., “Tuning the optical properties of a MoSe2

monolayer using nanoscale plasmonic antennas,” Nano Lett., vol.

22, no. 2, pp. 561−569, 2022.
[51] Y. Zhou, et al., “Probing dark excitons in atomically thin

semiconductors via near-field coupling to surface plasmon

polaritons,” Nat. Nanotechnol., vol. 12, no. 9, pp. 856−860, 2017.
[52] R. Frisenda, et al., “Micro-reflectance and transmittance

spectroscopy: a versatile and powerful tool to characterize 2d

materials,” J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys., vol. 50, no. 7, p. 074002, 2017.

[53] Y. Niu, et al., “Thickness-dependent differential reflectance spectra

of monolayer and few-layer MoS2, MoSe2, WS2 and WSe2,”

Nanomaterials, vol. 8, no. 9, p. 725, 2018.

Supplementary Material: This article contains supplementary material

(https://doi.org/10.1515/nanoph-2024-0021).

https://doi.org/10.1515/nanoph-2024-0021

	1 Introduction
	2 Results and discussion
	3 Conclusions
	4 Methods
	4.1 Synthesis of crystalline silver flakes
	4.2 Fabrication of nanogroove grating structures
	4.3  Preparation of WS2 monolayers



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Euroscale Coated v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.7
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 35
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1000
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.10000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /ENU ()
    /ENN ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName (ISO Coated v2 \(ECI\))
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName <FEFF005B0048006F006800650020004100750066006C00F600730075006E0067005D>
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 8.503940
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


