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Ba?* ion trapping by organic submonolayer: towards an ultra-low background
neutrinoless double beta decay detector
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If neutrinos are their own antiparticles [1], the otherwise-forbidden nuclear reaction known as
neutrinoless double beta decay (880r) can occur, with a characteristic lifetime which is expected
to be very long, making the suppression of backgrounds a daunting task. It has been shown that



detecting (“tagging”) the Ba?* dication produced in the double beta decay *¢Xe — 136Ba’t 4 2e+
(2v) in a high pressure gas experiment, could lead to a virtually background free experiment [2-5].
To identify these Ba?T, chemical sensors are being explored as a key tool by the NEXT collaboration
[5-7]. Although used in many fields, the application of such chemosensors to the field of particle
physics is totally novel and requires experimental demonstration of their suitability in the ultra-
dry environment of a xenon gas chamber. Here we use a combination of complementary surface
science techniques to unambiguously show that Ba*t ions can be trapped (chelated) in vacuum by
an organic molecule, the so-called fluorescent bicolour indicator (FBI) [5] (one of the chemosensors
developed by NEXT), immobilized on a surface. We unravel the ion capture mechanism once the
molecules are immobilised on Au(111) surface and explain the origin of the emission fluorescence
shift associated to the trapping of different ions. Moreover, we prove that chelation also takes place
on a technologically relevant substrate, as such, demonstrating the feasibility of using FBI indicators

as building blocks of a Ba2* detector.

The rare neutrinoless double beta (S60v) decay,
(Z,A) = (Z +2,A) +2 e, can occur if and only neu-
trinos are Majorana particles [1], i.e., identical to their
antiparticles. An unambiguous observation of such a de-
cay would have deep implications in particle physics and
cosmology [8-12]. The conventional double beta decay
(8B2v), in which two neutrinos are emitted in addition
to the electrons, occurs in a handful of isotopes, some of
which also offer the necessary features (a reasonable iso-
topic abundance, a decay energy sufficiently high, etc.)
to be used as sources/targets in experiments seeking to
observe the 560v decay. Examples of such isotopes which
have been used for large-scale searches are "Ge, 128Te,
and ¥%Xe. All attempts to detect a signal so far have
not succeeded, and experimental bounds in excess of 10%°
years have been set for the most sensitive searches based
on ¥%Xe and "Ge [13, 14]. The field is currently aiming
to increase the sensitivity by at least one, and eventu-
ally two or more orders of magnitude [15]. This, in turn,
implies large exposures, measured in ton-years, and even
more importantly, a greatly enhanced capability to sup-
press radioactive backgrounds.

In a high pressure xenon gas time projection cham-
ber (HPXe-TPC) such as those being developed by the
NEXT experiment [16, 17], the double beta decay of
136Xe will create a '36Ba?t dication and two electrons.
The decay mode with two neutrinos, 332v, has been ob-
served in xenon with a lifetime of the order of 2 x 102!
years [18]. The signal is the same as that of 580v, except
for the total energy of the electrons, which is a contin-
uous distribution for the S32r case and spikes around
the decay energy, Qgg (about 2.45 MeV in the case of
136Xe) for BB0v [5]. The excellent energy resolution of
NEXT allows suppressing the contamination of 552v to
BB0v by at least nine orders of magnitude [5, 19, 20], and
thus, 882v is not a significant background for NEXT up
to lifetimes of BB0v in the order of 103° years.

In the TPC, the electric field that drifts the ioniza-
tion electrons from the two emitted electrons towards
the detector anode, will cause the Ba?* dication to drift
towards the cathode [21]. Thus, it is feasible to trigger
on interesting events (e.g, those with sufficiently high en-
ergy). The barycenter of the electron tracks can be used

to predict the impact position of the ion, or alternatively,
ion transport devices, known as RF carpets could be used
to direct the ion to a specific region in the cathode [22].
Furthermore, it is possible to correlate the arrival time of
the dication to the cathode with the electrons detected
in the anode. Such coincidence could lead to a virtually
background free experiment.

Although the barium tagging concept was proposed
more than three decades ago [23], a practical way to de-
tect Ba?t in situ in a HPXe-TPC was only conceived
recently [2, 3]. The idea relies on the capability of flu-
orescent molecules of changing their optical properties
upon detecting target analytes [24, 25]. An initial proof
of concept [4] resolved individual Ba?* dications in aque-
ous solution using Fluo-3, a well known commercial in-
dicator. A suitable barium detector in NEXT requires a
functionalised surface that must include a monolayer of
the molecular sensor and must efficiently operate in a no-
ble gas atmosphere. Over the last three years an intense
R&D program to develop chemosensors able to form a
supramolecular complex with Ba?t in dry medium has
been carried out [5-7]. To date, no experiments have
been conducted in which the processes of chelation and
detection occur fully under such conditions.

One of the sensors developed by NEXT, the so-called
Fluorescent Bicolor Indicator (FBI) [5] combines an en-
hanced fluorescence with a shift of the emission spectrum
(about 61 nm towards the blue) when the indicator is
complexed with Ba?*. This is due to the specific molec-
ular design of the fluorescent indicator having a crown
ether connected to a benzo[a|imidazo[5,1,2-cd]indolizine
fluorophore by a phenyl group. The benzoimidazoin-
dolizine group has been shown to have highly tunable
bright emission [26, 27] while the crown ether is capable
of interacting with Ba?T ions [24, 28]. In the presence of
a Ba?T ion, calculations predict that coordination hap-
pens between the cation, one nitrogen atom of the fluo-
rophore, the crown ether and the para-substituted phenyl
ring, causing a torsion-induced decoupling between non-
coplanar components of the fluorophore with respect to
the non-chelated molecule. This induces a large change
in the electronic properties of the dye, causing a blue-
shift in emission, which can be used to filter the signal of



chelated indicators.

In this paper we combine two highly sensitive surface
techniques: X-ray Photoemission Spectroscopy (XPS)
and Scanning Tunnelling Microscopy and Spectroscopy
(STM/STS), to prove how different ions interact with
FBI molecules deposited on suitable substrates. We
demonstrate that only Ba?* ions induce molecular struc-
tural changes, modifying the electronic structure in ways
that would affect the fluorescence emission at suitable
surfaces. Coordination with crown-ether happens en-
tirely in ultra-high vacuum (UHV) (see model in Figure
1), which ensures that chemical, structural and electronic
changes happen in the absence of solvents, air molecules
or spurious contaminants. This is, therefore, a crucial
step toward the development of a Ba?T detector.

All the indicators developed by the NEXT experi-
ment are based on crown ethers. Because of their ca-
pability to capture a variety of guest species, including
metal cations, protonated species and neutral and ionic
molecules [29], crown ethers [30] have been extensively
used to recognise and trap metal or molecular ions [31],
[28]. However, they have been poorly studied in solid
state. Few examples can be found in the literature where
self-assembled monolayers of crown ether derivatives have
been grown and used on surfaces. Moreover, in all pre-
vious studies, either the growth or ion trapping or both
have taken place in solution [32], [33], [34]. There are only
two works, as far as we know, where crown ethers were de-
posited under UHV conditions [35] and their metal trap-
ping capability was proven also under UHV [36]. Thus,
in addition to the progress relevant for a future 550v ex-
periment, the work presented here advances substantially
the understanding of the physico-chemical properties of
crown ethers immobilised on solid surfaces.

MOLECULAR SUBLIMATION IN VACUUM

In order to characterize the ion trapping capability of
the FBI molecules, first it is mandatory to deposit these
FBI molecules on a surface by sublimation in UHV and
characterize them structural and chemically. Thus, we
chose a gold substrate, the Au(111) face (single crys-
tal cut to present (111) close-packed planes parallel to
the surface), because it is a well known noble metal sur-
face where very low substrate-molecule interaction was
expected. To determine their chemical composition, we
used XPS. It is worth mentioning that, since XPS sensi-
tivity is limited to a depth of a few nanometers, molec-
ular coverage below 1 monolayer (ML) were always used
in this study to ensure access to the substrate core levels
for calibration.

Figure 2a shows the XPS spectra of the three molecular
core levels of FBI, i.e. O 1s, N 1s and C 1s. The spectra
were measured for 0.6 ML deposited on Au(111) at room
temperature (RT). The C 1s core level can be fitted using

two components, one centered at around 284.7 eV and a
second and more intense one at 286.3 eV. The former
component corresponds to C-C bonds whereas the com-
ponent at higher binding energy (BE) includes contribu-
tions from C-O and C-N bonds, with their relative inten-
sities in agreement with having intact molecules. In the
N 1s region, around 400.4 eV, a faint peak is visible. The
position of the maximum is compatible with the enamine-
imine groups of the molecular composition. Finally, the
O 1s core level presents a single component peak centered
at 533.0 eV, which is compatible with previous reports
on closely related crown ether groups [36]. The ratios
between the core levels, C/O = 6.2, C/N = 10.3, are in
agreement with having molecules of C31N305Hg35 stoi-
chiometry on the surface.

In addition to the XPS analysis, we have confirmed
the intact sublimation of the molecules by STM. Depo-
sition of a submonolayer of FBI resulted mostly in disor-
dered islands, coexisting with isolated molecules (Figure
3a). STM images of the single molecules (inset in Figure
3a) show two main triangular-like lobes. Based on the
molecular structure, one of them corresponds to the fluo-
rophore and the other to the crown-ether moieties bonded
to the phenyl ring. The apparent height of both is differ-
ent, with one of them appearing lower and flatter than
the other. In order to correlate the apparent molecular
shape and the molecular structure, bond-resolved STM
images were taken. For that, the STM tip was func-
tionalized with CO molecules operating in the repulsive
tip-sample interaction regime, a method extensively used
in STM field for characterizing planar organic molecules
[37, 38]. Application of this measurement mode to the
FBI results in the images displayed in Figure 3b. On the
right, the internal bonding structure of the fluorophore
is approximately resolved, while the aza-crown ether re-
gions is not well resolved. Due to its larger conforma-
tional flexibility and its non-planarity, the tip stability
is not good enough and, as a consequence, the contrast
observed in the aza-crown ether part is an artefact re-
lated to excessively strong interactions with the flexible
CO tip-apex. [39, 40]. To confirm the imaging signature
of the fluorophore, we also sublimated two FBI deriva-
tives specifically synthesized without the aza-crown ether
component. Figures 3¢ and d show the bond-resolving
images of FBI derivatives sublimated on Au(111) sur-
face: the fluorophore (Figure 3c) and the fluorophore
with the phenyl ring but without the aza-crown ether
(Figure 3d). The absence of the aza-crown ether allowed
the molecules on the surface to adopt a planar, rigid con-
formation. This clearly improved the clarity of the im-
ages, with the carbon framework of the molecule well vi-
sualised. In turn, this supports our previous assignment
of the different parts when measuring the original FBI
molecules and confirms their unchanged chemical struc-
ture upon sublimation.
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FIG. 1: Model of the FBI molecules before and after chelation and schematic representation of the experiment we
have carried out: FBI molecules were sublimated on a Au(111) surface, chelated in-situ and characterized inside the
UHV chamber.

CHEMICAL DEMONSTRATION OF CHELATION

Once confirmed the presence of intact FBI molecule on
the surface, BaCly was sublimated to test the molecular
chelation. Prior to the sublimation on the FBI, BaCly
was sublimated on clean Au(111) surface to confirm its
stoichiometry. By comparing the core level intensities of
Ba 3d 5/2 and Cl 2p core levels (taking into account the
corresponding sensitivity factor of each element), the ra-
tio Ba:Cl was 1:2 as expected. Surprisingly, when BaCly
was deposited on FBI-functionalised Au(111), this ra-
tio was around 1:1.5+0.2, meaning that some chlorine
atoms desorbed when they reached the sample. From
simulations [5], the chloride ions are expected to behave
as passive spectators in the chelation, which is consistent
with their desorption when the FBI molecule trapped the
Ba?*. Because of this lack of stoichiometry, we refrain
from using Ba2* ML to refer to the amount of sublimated
molecules and, instead, we will refer the Ba?t ions per
FBI molecule. The Ba?* dose was estimated using the
ratio between XPS intensities of the Ba 3d 5/2 and N 1s
core levels divided by the corresponding sensitivity fac-
tor, and always taking into account that there are 3 N
atoms per molecule.

After sublimation of 0.80 Ba?* ions per FBI molecule,
the core levels slightly shift, which indicates changes in
the chemical environment. Figure 2b shows the O 1s, N
1s, and C 1s, whose shifts toward higher BE are distin-
guished, mainly on O 1s. The O 1s core level exhibits
an upward chemical shift of 0.5 eV (0.4eV for N 1s).
By curve fitting deconvolution (discussed in the Methods
section) we determine that this shift is not just a doping
shift, but a real chemical change, inferred by the growth
of a new component. This is confirmed by the evolution
of the O 1s for very low Ba?* doses on the surface. Fig-
ure 2d shows the evolution of the O 1s for incremental

amounts of Ba?* ions from 0 to almost 0.5 Ba?* ions per
FBI molecule, i.e. up to about 2 FBI molecules per 1
Ba?*. Once BaCl, is added to the sample, in the O 1s
core level a second component grows at higher binding
energy, which induces an increase of the peak width. At
the latest stage of barium addition, the FWHM increases
by 9% with respect to the initial state, which indicates
that an extra component appears. We deconvoluted the
peaks after Ba?t addition using two components, one
at 532.95 eV (FWHM = 2.20 eV), corresponding to the
FBI molecules and another at around 533.9 eV, consis-
tent with the molecules undergoing a chemical change
upon chelation, as previously observed for crown ether
chelation with Na [36]. It is important to mention the
difficulty of quantifying correctly the variation of one
component with respect to the other for O 1s. This is
due to the close proximity of the Au 4p core level right
tail, Figure 2d, with a contribution in the O 1s region.

To evaluate whether the nature of the ions has any
influence on the oxygen core level shift for the FBI
molecules, we tested the chelation with Na*. Thus, Fig-
ure 2¢ shows the O 1s, N 1s and C 1s core levels measured
on 0.6 ML of FBI on Au(111) before and after the subli-
mation of 2.60 Na™ per FBI. The maximum of the O 1s
core level shifts again for Na™-chelated FBI molecules 0.5
eV toward higher BE, confirming that O 1s shift can be
considered as a fingerprint of the chelation. Moreover,
there is no apparent shift on the N 1s (nor C 1s) core
level, which reveals that N 1s is not playing any role in the
chelation process. According to theoretical calculations,
upon chelation with Ba?*, FBI undergoes a structural
torsion generated by the interaction between the ion, the
iminic N atom of the benzo[a|imidazo[5,1,2-cd]indolizine
moiety and the phenyl group of the unbound fluorophore
[5]. On the contrary, in the case of Na™ calculations do
not show such an important molecular distortion because
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FIG. 2: XPS demonstration of the chemical changes induced by the molecular chelation: (a) O 1s, N 1s and C 1s
core level spectra measured after sublimation of 0.6 ML of FBI deposition on Au(111); (b) O 1s, N 1s and C 1s core
level spectra measured on the previous sample after chelation with 0.80 Ba?*ions per FBI molecule; (c) O 1s, N 1s
and C 1s core level spectra measured after 0.6 ML of FBI deposited on Au(111) (green spectra) and after chelation
with Na®™ (2.60 Nations per FBI molecule) (orange line). For the three panels, dots correspond to raw values and
solid lines to fitted curves (the fitting procedure is discussed in the Methods section). (d) Evolution of O 1s core
level as a function of the Ba?*deposition on 0.9 ML of FBI on Au(111). The spectra were manually shifted in the
y-axis to better show the evolution. The O 1s core level region is displayed in (¢) and (d) after subtraction of the
contribution from Au 4p 3/2, in order to emphasize the spectral changes in the series; (e) Au 4p 3/2 and O 1s
shown previous to any data treatment.

of the smaller size of the ion. Thus, this difference be- ture of the trapped ions.
tween Ba?t and NaT-chelation can be interpreted as a
first proof that the molecular conformation of FBI and
the cation-phenyl interaction varies depending on the na-
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FIG. 3: (a) Large scale STM image (50 x 50 nm?) of around 0.4 ML of FBI molecules deposited on Au(111) surface
and measured at 4 K. Red squares show isolated molecules. Inset: constant current zoom STM image of a FBI
molecule (I = 60 pA / U = 1.4 V) deposited on Au(111). (b-d) Bond-resolved STM image measured with a
CO-functionalized probe (constant height, U = 5 mV) of individual FBI molecules: (b)
benzo[alimidazo[5,1,2-cd]indolizine fluorophore with phenyl ring and aza-crown ether (exactly the same molecule
shown in the inset in (a)); (c) benzo[a]imidazo[5,1,2-cd]indolizine fluorophore; (d)
benzo[a]imidazo[5,1,2-cd]indolizine fluorophore with phenyl ring but without the crown ether (d). For clarity, the
same image is shown twice, one with and one without the molecular model superimposed to guide the eyes.

MOLECULAR STRUCTURAL
REARRANGEMENT INDUCED BY CHELATION

In order to visualize the aforementioned structural
changes undergone by the FBI molecules upon chelation,
STM experiments were, again, carried out. Figure 4a
shows the schematic representation of the FBI molecules
before and after chelation with Na* and Ba2?", and Fig-
ure 4b-d displays representative STM images next to each
of the cases. In all of them, the fluorophore and the aza-
crown ether region are distinguished. The NaT-chelated
FBI image remains almost unchanged compared to the
non-chelated FBI, while the FBI chelated with Ba?* has
a more complex shape. Although the interpretation of
constant current mode STM images is always difficult to
obtain because of the contrast determined by a convolu-
tion of topographical and electronic contributions, here
we can directly relate the images differences with the
expected conformational changes, since the images were
measured at bias voltages well inside the molecular gap,
i.e., with no variation in the electronic structure. Tak-
ing into account that the three STM images are plotted
with a common colour code, it can be directly observed
that the apparent heights of the crown ether follow the
expected trend (higher for Ba?* chelated molecule). In-
deed, the apparent height for each molecule, as measured
on the highest point of the crown, is 2.54 0.1 A, 2.1+ 0.1
A, and 2.9+ 0.1 A, for the pristine FBI and the Na™- and

Species |Band gap / eV (nm)[A2>5 / nm[Aem /nm
FBI 3.17 (391.1) 432.5 489
FBI-Na* 3.31 (374.6) 430 489
FBI-Ba?* 3.63 (341.6) 420.5 428

TABLE I: Band gap values measured by STS on
Au(111) vs. absorption (A% ) and fluorescence

emission (AS%!) spectral peaks measured in solution.

max

Ba2*-chelated molecules respectively. Thus, complexa-
tion of crown ethers with alkali metals like Na™ causes
the oxygen atoms to point to the center, forcing the ring
to adopt a flatter conformation relative to the native
molecule. Instead, FBI molecule adopts a more three-
dimensional conformation upon chelation with Ba?*.

As we mentioned before, the distortion of the molecule
upon metal coordination has an important impact on
the fluorescence response. The lowest fluorescence emis-
sion peak of the non-chelated FBI molecule comes from
the de-excitation of electrons from the Lowest Unoccu-
pied Molecular Orbital (LUMO) to the Highest Occupied
Molecular Orbital (HOMO). The torsion of the phenyl
group decreases the effective conjugation, thus increases
the symmetry allowed m — 7* gap, resulting in an in-
crease of the HOMO-LUMO gap, and therefore intro-
ducing a blue shift of the fluorescent emission. In order
to check that, we use scanning tunneling spectroscopy
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FIG. 4: (a) Schematic diagram of metal intercalation. (b-d) STM images of (b) Na®-complexed (U = 0.9 V, I = 60
pA), (c) native (U = 1.4 V, I = 60 pA), and (d) Ba?T-complexed (U = -1.8 V, I = 20 pA) FBL (Scale bars = 0.3
nm) (e) STS spectra of native (green), Na-complexed (red), and Ba?*-complexed (blue) FBI.

(STS) to scan the local density of states of the sys-
tem. In this way, it is possible to detect the changes
in the HOMO-LUMO gap which are associated with the
changes in the fluorescence emission measured in solu-
tion. Figure 4e shows the associated STS spectroscopy
measured for the three molecules. The FBI molecule de-
posited on Au(111) has an HOMO-LUMO gap of 3.17
eV. Complexation with Na™ slightly changes this band
gap, while complexation with Ba?* increased it to 3.63
eV. The absence of substantial frontier molecular orbital
gap upon complexation with Nat is in line with other
dyes containing the same crown ether, whose emission
profiles do not change upon Na® complexation [41] and
it is supported by the fact that no change in the molec-
ular conformation does not alter the molecular emission.
Meanwhile, the conformational change upon complexa-
tion with Ba?t causes a decrease in the extent of -
conjugation, which no longer extends into the phenyl ring
linking the fluorophore and the crown, consequently in-
creasing the bandgap. The measured HOMO-LUMO gap
values are in agreement with the A1 spectra measured
in solution, as it is summarized in Table I. The three
molecules present similar A\2P%  associated to the tran-

max

sition of electrons from HOMO to the LUMO+n states,

while the fluorescence emmision, associated to the LUMO
to HOMO transition is comparable for non-chelated and
Na'-chelated molecules and shifted by 0.36 eV photon
energy (489—428 nm) for Ba?* chelated molecules. Un-
fortunately, because of the metallic character of the sub-
strate we can not measure the fluorescence emission (the
excitation energy is dumped to the metal without further
emission).

CHELATION TESTED ON DIFFERENT
SURFACE SUPPORT

Finally, we have tested that chelation takes place also
on other surfaces, in particular Cu(111) and Indium Tin
Oxide (ITO). We chose Cu(111) because it is a more re-
active substrate. This enabled us to study whether the
molecule-substrate interaction could alter the chelation
response. On the other hand, ITO was selected as a
promising candidate for the potential implementation of
a barium tagging detector on a xenon-based TPC [5]. As
degenerated semiconductor, ITO is transparent, which
would allow the direct detection of fluorescence in trans-
mission. Furthermore, its conductivity is high enough



a) Cu(111) |O1s Cu(111)
O1s - &=
“FBI 0.8 ML + \

T T T T
538 536 534 532 530
Binding Energy [eV]

Intensity [A.U.]

FBI 0.6 ML + BaCl2 ®=10

T —T—
534 532
Binding Energy [eV]

—T
536

—— FBI
—— FBI-BaCl
—— ITO clean

oFBI

:O1S

O 1s
(only FBI
contribution)

ITO

T T T T
534 532 530 528
Binding Energy [eV]

Intensity [A.U.]

FBI 0.7 ML + BaCl> ®=17.5 ’

—T— ——
534 532
Binding Energy [eV]

—T
536

FIG. 5: O 1s core level evolution upon chelation measured on two submonolayer FBI-functionalized surfaces: (a)
chelation on Cu(111) sublimating BaCly and NaCl (inset); (b) chelation on ITO. In this case, the substrate
component (Orrp) was subtracted to emphasize the O 1s contribution coming from FBI (Ogpy). The entire spectra
are shown inserted in (b). Dot spectra correspond to raw values and solid lines to fitted curves.

to guide the Ba?T ions towards the sensor surface facili-
tating their capture by FBI, but potentially low enough
to avoid the fluorescence quenching that is expected at
conductive surfaces.

As previously discussed, the O 1s shift is a fingerprint
of chelation. Figure 5 shows the O 1s core level of FBI
on Cu(111) and ITO. In both cases, upon chelation with
Ba?* (¢ = 10 for 0.6 ML of FBI on Cu(111) and ¢ = 17.5
for 0.7 ML of FBI on ITO) we observed the chemical shift
on the O 1s towards higher BE, indicating that chelation
is happening. In the case of Cu(111), the shift is of about
0.7 eV, while for ITO is around 0.9 eV. As far as ion
capture is concerned, FBI chelation of Na® on Cu(111)
was also tested and, again, O 1s shows the expected up-
wards shift associated with chelation (inset in Figure 5a).
These results ensure that chelation is independent from
the choice of substrate.

The exact values of the O 1s core level shift are different
for the three substrates. In photoemission, the absolute
core level shift values depends on many factors such as
the substrate, the molecular coverage, the presence of
defects or other molecules. Therefore, what is important
here is that the direction of the shifts is the same in the
three cases, and that the magnitude of the shift is similar.

Notice that in the case of Cu(111), when the FBI-
functionalized surface is exposed to BaCly, the residual
contamination partially oxidizes the surface. For this rea-
son, the core level has a smaller component at lower BE,
around 531 eV, associated to CuzO [42]. Moreover, be-
cause of the presence of oxygen in the ITO structure,
the analysis of the O 1s core level shifts required a sub-
traction of the core level measured on the bare ITO to
enhance the FBI and Ba?* chelated FBI contributions
(Opgr). The result of the subtraction is shown in Figure

5 b), and the inset gathers the original normalized spec-
tra, including the contribution to the O 1s coming from
the ITO (OITO)-

CONCLUSIONS

The demonstration of chelation in vacuum of FBI in-
dicator by Ba2T ions once submonolayers of molecules
are deposited on suitable surfaces is a major step to-
wards the development of a sensor capable of single bar-
ium tagging detection, with immediate application to a
new, ultra-low background xenon-based 550v detection
experiment. Chemical and conformational changes oc-
cur upon chelation, independently of the substrate where
molecules were deposited. These changes are furthermore
in agreement with the calculations for the behaviour of
free standing molecules, thus providing considerable free-
dom to choose the substrate. Moreover, the measured
variation in the molecular HOMO-LUMO gap is per-
fectly consistent with the observed bicolour property of
the sensor for Ba?t ions compared to the absence of shift
observed and predicted for other ions, such as Na™T.

Furthermore, this study has also important implica-
tions beyond neutrino particle physics field. The capa-
bility of aza-crown ethers to interact with many different
ions is very important in applications such as drug carri-
ers [43] or photo-switching devices [44, 45].

METHODS

The experiments were performed in two different UHV
chambers, one for XPS experiments and the other for



STM experiments. Both chambers have a base pressure
of 1 x 107! mbar. Prior to deposition, the Au(111)
and Cu(111) and Indium Tin Oxide (ITO) surfaces were
cleaned via cycles of Ar sputtering and annealing to 500
°C and their cleanliness was checked by XPS prior to
molecular deposition.

Molecular evaporation Pure FBI, BaCl, and NaCl
powders were evaporated from homemade Knudsen cell
evaporators. To avoid cross-talking between FBI and the
salts molecules and to exclude any possibility of chela-
tion of the molecule inside the cell, the FBI and BaCly
(NaCl) evaporators were located in two separated parts of
the UHV chambers. To ensure sublimation reproducibil-
ity, the same molecular evaporator cells (containing the
FBI, BaCl, and NaCl) were used in both STM and XPS
chambers (removed from one chamber and installed in
the other).

FBI molecules were synthesized using the procedure
described in [5], while BaCl; and NaCl were commercially
(Sigma-Aldrich) available. The molecules were used after
degassing in UHV. The molecular evaporation rate was
monitorized using a quartz microbalance and the amount
of molecules on the surfaces was afterwards quantified by
analyzing the relative intensity of the core level peaks for
the experiments done in XPS as well as with the per-
centeage of covered surface in STM.

Adsoption and emission spectra UV-vis spectra
were acquired on a Shimatzu UV-2600 Spectrophotome-
ter. Emission spectra were acquired on an Agilent Cary
Eclipse Fluorescence Spectrophotometer. Excitation and
emission monochromator bandwidth was fixed at 5 nm.
Spectra were recorded at 5x 1075 M solutions of FBI and
equimolecular quantities of the corresponing perchlorate
cation salt for the chelated species. Emission spectra
were acquired using 250 nm light.

STM experiments STM experiments were per-
formed with a commercial Scienta-Omicron ultra-high
vacuum LT-STM at 4.3 K. A W-tip was used. Topogra-
phy images were measured using constant current mode,
while for bond resolution images constant height mode
was used, Figure 3 b-d. During the STM experiments,
the tip was functionalized with CO for bond resolution
STM by exposing the sample to low pressure (approx-
imately 1 x 107® mbar) of CO whilst the sample was
held below 7 K. CO molecules were trapped by the tip
from their adsorption sites via scanning over them or by
applying ~ 2 V bias voltage pulses.

XPS experiments The XPS measurements were car-
ried out using a Phoibos-100 electron analyzer (SPECS
GmbH), using a non monochromatic Al Ka photon
source of 1486.6 eV. The spectra were calibrated to the
substrate main core level (Au 4f, Cu 2p, and In 3d re-
spectively).

The evaporation thicknesses were estimated using the
attenuation of the most intense substrate core levels, i.e.
Au 4f, Cu 2p and In 3d for Au(111), Cu(111) and ITO re-

spectively. The calculations followed the guidelines pro-
vided in ref. [46]. For this purpose, we estimated the
electron Effective Attenuation Length (EAL) through the
FBI layers for electrons with kinetic energies of 1402.6,
1041.6 and 554.61 eV (Au 4f 5/2, In 3d 5/2 and Cu 2p
3/2). The resulting EALs are 3.87, 3.05 and 1.85 nm
respectively. The thickness of the FBI samples was then
estimated using the intensity of clean substrate core level
as reference and the attenuated intensity after the evap-
oration. To correct for systematic uncertainties affecting
different sets of data, the intensities of all spectra were
rescaled to the main substrate core levels (Au 4f, Cu 2p
and In 3d respectively). The core level peak area were
numerically integrated between fixed local minima. This
yields an error in the stoichiometry ratios of 7%.

The stoichiometry of the FBI (BaCly) was calculat-
ing following the expression R(A/B) = (Ia/Ip-Sp/Sa)
where A and B are the different molecular elements, Ix
is the integrated area under the main core level and Sx
is the corresponding sensitivity factor of this core level.

The amount of Ba?T(Na™t) per FBI molecule were esti-
mated by computing the ratio ¢ = Ig,/(In/3)-Sn/SBa,
where Ig,, Iy are total areas of Ba 3d 5/2 and N 1s core
levels respectively, and Sg, = 25.84, Sy = 1.80 are the
corresponding atomic sensitivity factors [47]. The fac-
tor 3 responds to stoichiometric reasons, considering 3 N
atoms per molecule.

XPS fitting The spectra fitting was performed us-
ing custom-made software written in Python, using the
lmfit library [48]. An example of fit can be seen in Fig-
ure 6. The core levels were modeled as a pseudo-Voigt
function (Lorentzian to Gaussian ratio of 0.6) convoluted
with a Shirley type background. The error in the estima-
tion of the position of the maxima derived from fitting is
50 meV. However, we only consider as significant shifts
higher than 100 meV, which is the energy step we use
in the adquisition. The goodness of fit is given by a
x? parameter of about 0.05 counts (in A.U.) when the
data are normalized to a maximum intensity of 1. Here
X2 = >y — Y;)?/Y;, where y; and Y; are the data
intensity values and the expected values from the fit re-
spectively.
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FIG. 6: Detail of fitting components (dotted lines) for
O 1s in FBI 0.6 ML (green) and FBI 0.6 ML + BaCls
¢ = 0.8 (blue) from Figure 2 (a) and (b). Circles and
solid lines represent raw data and best fit respectively.
The green component was fitted to the unchelated FBI
data (green circles) at 532.95 + 0.05 eV, with width 2.16
4+ 0.04 eV at FWHM. This component was then fixed in
position and width for the chelated FBI data (blue dots).
An additional component was fitted to the chelated FBI
CL, shown as blue filled area, at 533.91 £+ 0.05 eV, with
1.41 + 0.05. The background of each curve is shown
as dashed lines in green and blue respectively. Inset:
same blue curve and components with its background
subtracted.
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