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We present a systematic growth study of epitaxial RuO2(110) and IrO2(110) on TiO2(110) substrates by pulsed laser
deposition. We describe the main challenges encountered in the growth process, such as a deteriorating material flux
due to laser induced target metallization or the delicate balance of under- vs over-oxidation of the ’stubborn’ Ru and Ir
metals. We identify growth temperatures and oxygen partial pressures of 700 K, 1× 10−3 mbar for RuO2 and 770 K,
5 × 10−4 mbar for IrO2 to optimally balance between metal oxidation and particle mobility during nucleation. In
contrast to IrO2, RuO2 exhibits layer-by-layer growth up to 5 unit cells if grown at high deposition rates. At low
deposition rates, the large lattice mismatch between film and substrate fosters initial 3D island growth and cluster
formation. In analogy to reports for RuO2 based on physical vapor deposition,1 we find these islands to eventually
merge and growth to continue in a step flow mode, resulting in highly crystalline, flat, stoichiometric films of RuO2(110)
(up to 30 nm thickness) and IrO2(110) (up to 13 nm thickness) with well defined line defects.

I. INTRODUCTION

The binary oxides of ruthenium (RuO2) and iridium (IrO2)
are functional Dirac semi-metals that have recently attracted
considerable interest in both applied and fundamental ma-
terials science.2–5 They both are important co-catalysts for
the oxygen evolution reaction (OER) in electrocatalytic water
splitting, with RuO2 being more active, but IrO2 being more
corrosion resistant.2,6–9 Their catalytic efficiency depends on
crystal size and surface orientation,10,11 on surface order and
stoichiometry,12,13 as well as on the lattice structure of the
supporting substrate.14

RuO2 is the only stable solid oxide phase of ruthenium
and crystallizes in a non-symmorphic rutile crystal structure
(a = b = 4.48Å, c = 3.11Å, space group 136: P42/mnm).15

With its Fermi level well positioned within the t2g derived
conduction band, it is a good electrical conductor that be-
low 2 K can be tuned into the superconducting regime by
epitaxial strain.16,17 The metallic conductivity of RuO2 as
well as its favorable thermal and chemical stability are the
main reasons for its industrial utility, e.g., as contact ma-
terial in microelectronic devices18 or as electrocatalyst in a
variety of oxidation and dehydrogenation reactions.2,7 The
Fermi surface of RuO2 was characterized by transport and
calorimetric methods in the 1970s,19 and recently mapped
by angle resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES).20,21

The non-symmorphic crystal structure of the RuO2 rutile lat-
tice produces a Fermi surface composed of Dirac nodal lines
(DNL).20–22 Strong nesting of these DNLs might be prone
to Fermi surface instabilities,23 a postulated driving force of
collinear magnetic ordering in RuO2 that was derived from

neutron24 and resonant x-ray scattering,25,26 but recently chal-
lenged by muon spin rotation experiments.27,28

In unison with the crystal field, this collinear order would
produce a non-relativistic spin splitting that breaks time re-
versal symmetry in the band structure of RuO2, and is
thus consistent with recent observations of the anomalous
Hall effect (AHE),33,34 spin transfer torque,35 and giant tun-
neling magnetoresistance36 in RuO2 thin film structures.
RuO2 would thus classify as a so called altermagnet, i.e.,
as a compensated collinear magnet of net zero magneti-
zation, whose spin splitting alternates in reciprocal space,
setting altermagnets fundamentally apart from ferro- and
antiferromagnets.37,38 RuO2 thus lends itself as a formidable
playground to study the intimate relationship between its
structural, electronic and magnetic properties that potentially
culminate in altermagnetism.

IrO2 on the other hand (a = b = 4.51Å, c = 3.18Å, space
group 136: P42/mnm),15 the 5d sister compound of RuO2, of-
fers itself as useful comparative material to benchmark poten-
tial altermagnetism in RuO2. It shares the non-symmorphic
rutile crystal structure and thus the spin orbit gapped DNL
structure with RuO2,22,39 and was shown to also exhibit
exotic experimental effects such as spin-orbit torque,40,41

electrochromism,42,43 an inverse spin-Hall effect44 and mag-
netic field dependent charge carrier switching.45 In contrast to
RuO2, however, consensus about Pauli paramagnetism in IrO2
remains unchallenged, even though a slight ferromagnetic or-
der seems to be theoretically possible.46

A meaningful investigation of such physical phenomena re-
quires reproducible samples of excellent crystallinity and well
defined stoichiometry.47 In this work, we thus optimized the
epitaxial synthesis of RuO2 and IrO2 thin films on TiO2(110)
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Material Substrate Growth parameters
Method Lattice Evaluation of growth process
Reference Mismatch15

RuO2(110) Ru(0001) T = 650K, O2-exposure: 2×106 L
Substrate oxidation [001]: 13.0 % Scanning tunneling microscopy indicates a well ordered RuO2(110) surface with small regions of

RuO2(100) growth. Annealing above 500 K partly restores a damaged surface.Over (2004)29 [11̄0]: −11.0 %

RuO2(100) Ru(1010) T = 700K, O2-exposure: 3×105 L
Substrate oxidation [001]: 13.0 % After oxidation, a predominating RuO2(100) surface is accompanied by regions of RuO2(110),

RuO2(101) as well as an catalytically inactive RuO2(100)-c(2x2) phase.Over (2004)29 [010]: 4.8 %

RuO2(110) TiO2(110) T = 600K, p(O2) = 1×10−6 mbar
PVD [001]: 4.9 % A well ordered film with surface clusters resulting from island merging. The XPS area ratio of the

screened and unscreened Ru 3d peaks hints to a non-stoichiometric film composition.He (2015)1 [11̄0]: −2.6 %

RuO2(110) MgO(001) T = 970K, p(O2) = 9×10−4 mbar−1×10−1 mbar, F = 0.45J/cm2, λ = 193nm
PLD [001]: −1.1 % The best crystalline quality is achieved for films grown at 970 K. Changing the oxygen pressure

influenced the growth rate, but lead to no / small changes of the crystalline quality.Fang (1997)30 [11̄0]: 0.8 %

RuO2(200) LaAlO3(001) T = 770K, p(O2) = 1×10−1 mbar, F = 3J/cm2, λ = 248nm
PLD [011]: 2.0 % AFM suggests a transition from layer-by-layer to island growth at a film thickness of 7 RuO2 unit

cells.Wang (2006)31 n.a.

RuO2(001) TiO2(001) T = 970K, p(O2) = 6.7×10−3 mbar−6.7×10−2 mbar, F = 2J/cm2, λ = 248nm
PLD [010]: −2.6 % The RuO2 sheet resistance can be reduced by applying a lower p(O2) during growth (6.7× 10−2 -

1.3×10−2 mbar). AFM reveals island growth for a 10 nm thick RuO2 film.Kim (2019)32 [100]: −2.6 %

TABLE I. Literature review of single crystalline RuO2 thin film synthesis. Summarized are the respective fabrication method, the substrate
type and orientation, the growth parameters along with a short summary of the study. The lattice mismatch is calculated based on structural
data summarized in Ref.15 according to the formula 1−asubstrate/afilm, where a is the respective lattice constant. The following symbols are
used to describe physical quantities: T : substrate temperature; p(O2): oxygen partial pressure; F : deposition laser fluency; λ : deposition laser
wavelength; L: dosage (1L = 1Langmuir = 1.33×10−6 mbars).

substrates by pulsed laser deposition (PLD), and report the in-
dividual growth modes, defect structures and trends that we
encountered in our extensive in- and ex-situ chemical and
structural analysis. Specifically, we demonstrate the PLD film
growth of stoichiometric, uniform, closed and thickness con-
trolled epitaxial RuO2(110) (up to 30 nm) and IrO2(110) (up
to 13 nm) films on TiO2(110) substrates of high crystalline
quality with few well defined line defects and suppressed is-
land formation.

To achieve this goal, we performed a systematic exploration
of the multidimensional growth control parameter space, in-
cluding target and laser flux as well as substrate temperature
and oxygen partial pressure. We thoroughly analyzed this
growth matrix by a combination of in situ and ex situ micro-
spectroscopy techniques, identifying the individual growth
modes along with the optimal parameter set for epitaxial film
growth and the most common defect structures. In the follow-
ing, we detail out the technical challenges for the PLD growth
of RuO2 and IrO2, and highlight the most pertinent common-
alities and differences encountered in these two material sys-
tems.

II. STATE-OF-THE-ART RuO2 AND IrO2 EPITAXIAL
SYNTHESIS

Fabrication methods of crystalline RuO2 and IrO2 are ex-
tensive and outlined in excellent reviews.2,4,5 Here, we are ex-
clusively interested in the synthesis of RuO2 and IrO2 thin
films of high bulk and surface crystalline order and provide
a detailed summary of literature reports in Tab. I and Tab.
II for both materials. In addition to this overview, much
progress in sample production was carried by (i) the oxida-
tion of Ru(0001), Ru(101̄0), Ir(111) and Ir(100) single crystal
surfaces (RuO2: Refs. 29, 53–55, IrO2: Refs. 48, 49, 56, and
57) as well as a variety of different bottom-up growth pro-
cedures such as (ii) molecular beam epitaxy (MBE, RuO2:
Refs. 58 and 59, IrO2: Refs. 45, 50, 60–63), (iii) pulsed laser
deposition (PLD, RuO2: Refs. 30–32, and 64, IrO2: Refs.
11, 52, 65–70), (iv) physical vapor deposition (PVD, RuO2,
Ref. 1, IrO2: Ref. 53), (v) reactive magnetron sputtering
(RuO2: Refs. 71–75, IrO2: Refs. 76–82), (vi) atomic layer
deposition (ALD, RuO2: Refs. 31, 83–86, IrO2: Refs. 87–
91), or more recently (vii) thermal laser epitaxy (TLE, RuO2:
Ref. 92). To our knowledge, high quality single crystalline
thin films with a well defined surface orientation to date have
solely been reported from methods (i) single crystal oxida-
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Material Substrate Growth parameters
Method Lattice Evaluation of growth process
Reference Mismatch15

IrO2(110) / (100) Ir(111) T = 775K−875K, p(O2) = 100mbar
Substrate oxidation [001]: 14.2 % The bulklike IrO2 mainly consists of domains with an (110) and (100) oriented surface. Changing the

oxidation parameters leads to the formation of an O-Ir-O trilayer as well as to corundum (Ir2O3).He (2008)48 [11̄0]: 25.9 %

IrO2(100) Ir(111) T = 600K, O-plasma: 3.6×105 L
Substrate oxidation [001]: 14.2 % Applying an oxygen plasma enables the selective preparation of a pure IrO2(100) phase without

IrO2(110) domains. Corundum can also be obtained for higher plasma exposures.Chung (2012)49 [01̄0]: −4.8 %

IrO2(110) TiO2(110) T = 570K, p(O2) = 6.67×10−6 mbar
MBE [001̄]: 6.8 % Production of high phase purity films by solid-source metal-organic MBE from 3 - 50 monolayer

thickness. The ratio between Ir and IrO2 can be engineered by epitaxial strain.Nair (2023)50 [11̄0]: −2.1 %

IrO2(110) MgO(001) T = 1020K, p(O2) = 2.67×10−1 mbar, λ = 248nm
PLD [001̄]: 1.0 % A BaTiO3 buffer layer is needed to prevent the formation of IrMg intermetallics. XRD indicates a

single domain film and AFM shows island growth with a root-mean-square roughness of ≈ 6 nm.Stoerzinger (2014)11 [11̄0]: 1.3 %

IrO2(100) SrTiO3(100) T = 670K−870K, p(O2) = 5×10−2 mbar−1mbar, F = 0.5J/cm2 −0.7J/cm2, λ = 248nm
PLD [202]: −0.4 % The thin films are insulating due to island growth up to a film thickness of 25 nm. Thicker films of

40 nm show metallic transport behaviour likely resulting from a continuous but granular structure.Bhat (2017)51 n.a.

IrO2(110) TiO2(110) T = 770K, λ = 248nm
PLD [001̄]: 6.8 % The IrO2(110) films were grown up to a thickness of 92.2 nm. Data on the morphology of the sample

was not provided in this study.Arias (2021)52 [11̄0]: −2.1 %

IrO2(110) RuO2(110) T = 700K, p(O2) = 3×10−7 mbar, λ = 248nm
PVD [001]: 2.1 % The IrO2 films with a thickness of up to 10 nm exhibit a high crystalline and surface quality. They are

prepared by an initial nucleation step that is followed by layer-by-layer growth.Abb (2018)53 [11̄0]: 0.5 %

TABLE II. Literature review of single crystalline IrO2 thin film synthesis. Summarized are the respective fabrication method, the substrate
type and orientation, the growth parameters along with a short summary of the study. The lattice mismatch is calculated based on structural
data summarized in Ref.15 according to the formula 1−asubstrate/afilm, where a is the respective lattice constant. The following symbols are
used to describe physical quantities: T : substrate temperature; p(O2): oxygen partial pressure; F : deposition laser fluency; λ : deposition laser
wavelength; L: dosage (1L = 1Langmuir = 1.33×10−6 mbars).

tion (RuO2: Ref. 29, IrO2: Refs. 48 and 49), from (ii) MBE
(IrO2, Ref. 50), (iii) PLD (RuO2: Refs. 30–32, IrO2: Refs.
11, 51, and 52), and from (iv) PVD (RuO2, Ref. 1, IrO2: Ref.
53). The respective results are reviewed in Tabs. I and II.

In method (i), single Ru(0001), Ru(1010), Ir(111) or
Ir(100) crystal surfaces are prepared by repeated cycles of
sputtering and annealing to form a clean, well ordered surface,
as well as subsequent thermal flashing in oxygen to remove
residual carbon contamination. The oxide layer is then formed
in a following oxidation step at elevated temperatures (Tabs.
I and II), which results in oxide flakes with a well ordered
crystal surface.29,48 While such samples can be well suited for
some surface spectroscopy as well as catalytic experiments,93

they are limited by the low achievable film thickness of only
a few nanometers,48,94,95 by the formation of multi-domain
structures with different surface orientations due to the sub-
strate symmetry,54,94 as well as by the metallicity of the sub-
strate that prevents meaningful transport experiments in the
oxide over-layer.

Alternatively, RuO2 and IrO2 films have been grown on
insulating single crystal substrates of varying lattice parame-

teres and surface orientations. The most usual substrates along
with their lattice mismatches to RuO2 and IrO2, the respec-
tive sample growth parameters, and a brief summary of the
growth process and resulting crystalline quality are summa-
rized in Tab. I and Tab. II. The most commonly used substrate
material is rutile TiO2. Beyond the commercial availability
of high quality polished wafers of variable surface orientation
at acceptable cost, its isostructural crystal lattice with regards
to RuO2 and IrO2 enables epitaxial growth without the for-
mation of rotational domains. This allows for experiments
that depend explicitly on the crystal orientation, such as bulk
transport33,34,40 or surface catalytic measurements.11,13 While
the lattice constants of the materials are comparable, their mis-
match to TiO2 is still significant with 4.9% and -2.6% along
[001] and [110] for RuO2,58 as well as 6.8% and -2.1% along
[001] and [110] for IrO2.15 This fosters the formation of de-
fects and disorder in the epitaxial films resulting from strain
release.

To cope with problems arising due to the lattice mismatch
induced strain, different strategies have been reported in lit-
erature including the growth of material at a reduced deposi-



4

tion rate,30,96 the application of a temperature gradient across
the substrate to induce an initial intermixing of substrate and
film,58 the growth of islands,31,32 and the coalescence of such
initial islands (island merging) followed by a final step flow
process.1 Moreover, the lattice mismatch can also be used
for strain engineering, e.g., to induce superconductivity in
RuO2,17 or to reduce the formation of metallic Ir droplets at
the surface of IrO2.50

Comparing the methods that are commonly employed in
the synthesis of low dimensional RuO2 and IrO2 samples, we
notice a variety of problems that are specific to the individ-
ual deposition technique, and mostly relate to the low vapor
pressure of Ru, Ir and their oxides in combination with high
oxidation potentials. In MBE, e.g., the high source tempera-
tures needed to evaporate the metal in combination with high
oxygen partial pressures17,97 require the use of customized
reactive-oxide MBEs to minimize the risk of corroding (oxi-
dizing) machine components. To minimize this effect, atomic
oxygen or ozone is typically used to locally increase the oxi-
dation potential right at the substrate.17 Further, the metal va-
por pressure can be artificially increased and the source tem-
perature consequently decreased by applying metal organic
precursors.50

While these drawbacks of MBE are probably most opti-
mally solved by the adsorption controlled TLE approach,92,98

they can also be appropriately addressed by the more com-
mon PLD method where a strong pulsed laser ablates the tar-
get material pulse by pulse. The plasma that forms in this way
is ill defined and the deposited material does not arrive uni-
formly on the substrate surface.99 This has to be counteracted
by additional reactive oxygen, and thus pushes PLD far off
the adsorption-controlled limit. In PLD of RuO2 and IrO2, in
particular, we further find a considerable loss of target oxygen
upon ablation, leading to a massive increase in target reflec-
tivity and a consequent drop in deposition rate, which ulti-
mately limits the achievable film thickness. In combination
with the well-known coating problem of the deposition laser
entry window, this is likely the reason why a wide range of
laser energy densities has been reported in the PLD literature
for RuO2

30–32,96 and IrO2
100,101 growth. This might also be

the reason why to date – at least to our knowledge – there
are no reports on the PLD growth of epitaxial RuO2 and IrO2
thin films with high quality bulk as well as surface order as
achieved, e.g., by MBE.1,50

III. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

The sample growth was conducted in a commercially avail-
able PLD setup (TSST B.V.) with a base pressure typically be-
low 5×10−9 mbar. The substrate temperature was controlled
by a laser heating setup (λ = 976 nm, ComPACT-Evolution
DILAS), where the temperature is measured by a two-color
pyrometer (IMPAC) directed to the backside of a 1 mm thick,
sandblasted Inconel sample holder. A capillary, mounted at a
distance of 10 cm from the substrate, directs N5.5 oxygen at
its surface to locally adjust the oxygen partial pressure. The
pressure is measured by a Pfeiffer full range gauge mounted

on the chamber walls, resulting in an effectively higher pres-
sure at the sample. The targets are placed at a distance of
55 mm in front of the substrate and are ablated by an ex-
cimer laser (λ = 248 nm, COMPex Pro 205/KrF). The growth
was monitored by a reflection high-energy electron diffraction
setup (RHEED, Staib Instruments: CB801420) that was oper-
ated at electron energies of 30 keV. The PLD chamber is con-
nected in vacuo to an x-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS,
Scienta Omicron) setup with a monochromatic Al Kα X-ray
source of 1486.7 eV, and to a low-energy electron diffraction
system (LEED, Omicron: SPECTALEED) with a LaB6 cath-
ode. Ex-situ measurements include atomic force microscopy
(AFM, VEECO, tapping mode in air), scanning transmission
electron microscopy (STEM, uncorrected FEI Titan 80-300,
300 kV, 100 - 200 pA), scanning electron microscopy (SEM,
Zeiss Ultra Plus, 15 kV) including energy-dispersive X-ray
spectroscopy (EDX), as well as X-ray diffraction (XRD) and
reflectivity (XRR, BRUKER, Cu Kα 8.05 keV).

A. TiO2(110) substrate preparation

(a) (b)

500 nm 500 nm

1.50

1.20
1.00

0.60
0.40

0.00

0.80

0.20

nm

FIG. 1. Atomic force microscope measurements of TiO2(110) sub-
strate: (a) Untreated substrate as delivered. (b) Stepped terrace sur-
face after two step ultrasonic cleaning and tube furnace annealing.

For the film growth, we employed (110) terminated TiO2
substrates supplied by Crystal GmbH, Berlin, Germany. The
untreated substrates show a surface with randomly sized
patches of a few atoms height difference as shown in Fig. 1
(a). To remove surface contamination, the substrates were ini-
tially cleaned for 20 minutes in subsequent ultrasonic baths of
acetone and isopropyl alcohol. Following a protocol devel-
oped for TiO2(001),102 we further annealed these substrates
in a tube furnace at 820 ◦C under an oxygen flow of 20 l/h
for 5 h. This annealing step routinely yields well-defined
TiO2(110) surfaces with a stepped terrace morphology as
shown in Fig. 1 (b). As XPS and EDX on our RuO2 films
occasionally revealed calcium contamination that likely re-
sulted from polish residues of our commercial substrates, the
TiO2(110) employed for the IrO2 growth was further treated
by a short etching step (t = 5 min, ultrasonic bath) in 6:1
buffered hydrofluoric acid. After etching, the substrates were
rinsed by high-purity water and the acetone / isopropyl clean-
ing step was repeated. Substrates that were treated in this way
did no longer exhibit the calcium contamination.
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B. Target control

For the RuO2 film growth, we used a disk-shaped commer-
cial target (TOSHIMA manufacturing Co. Ltd.) from com-
pressed and sintered RuO2 powder. Ablation was achieved
by scanning the target relative to the fixed ablation laser spot
at a constant scan rate of 1.5 mm/s. The scanning area was
37.5 mm2 (gray stripes in Figs. 2 (a) and (b)), determined
by the laser spot width of 2.5 mm, and the scanning width of
15.0 mm that is limited by the target diameter. Repeated scan-
ning of the same target area increases the target reflectivity
and leads to a steady reduction of the deposition rate. For a
given film growth, we thus typically scanned two fresh, sep-
arate target regions, which resulted in a total ablated area of
75.0 mm2 (Fig. 2 (b)).

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

scanning
direction

37.5 mm2

75.0 mm2

RuO2 target

Ru / RuO2

Laser spot

10 mm

Growth start Growth end

FIG. 2. (a) RuO2 target metallization due to laser ablation. (b)
Definition of the target areas. Size of the plasma plume at (c) the
start and (d) the end of the film growth.

The IrO2 target was manufactured in house using a 99.9 %
pure trace metal basis IrO2 powder supplied by Sigma-
Aldrich. After X-ray powder diffraction to confirm the crys-
talline structure, the IrO2 powder was ground to obtain a uni-
form grain size and then compressed for 5 minutes by a force
of 50 kN. In a subsequent annealing step at 870 ◦C, the tar-
get was sintered for 12 h under an oxygen flow of 25 l/h to
increase its solidity. The ablated target area was limited to
12 mm2 due to cracks in the target disk. However, we rec-
ommend a larger scanning area – similar to the one used for
RuO2 growth – due to a rapid loss of oxygen and consequent
metallization of the target surface that drastically increases its
reflectivity.

Every RuO2 and IrO2 film reported in this study was grown
from a freshly prepared target surface. Once the entire tar-
get surface was consumed, it was revived by sanding off the
reflective surface layer ex vacuo.

C. Material flux control

Based on these targets, we then optimized the material flux
through control of the laser fluency on the target. As noted in
the introduction and the paragraph above, a serious technical
challenge in the PLD growth of RuO2 and IrO2 thin films lies
in the decrease of material deposition rate despite a constant
laser fluency. This is mostly due to the consecutive oxygen
depletion of the target upon ablation, resulting in an increase
in target metallicity/reflectivity (at 248 nm from 22% on IrO2
to 70% on Ir, and from 20% on RuO2 to 60% on Ru),103,104

and a concomitant decrease in energy absorption and material
flux during the film growth (Fig. 2 (a)). This change in mate-
rial flux can be observed visually as a considerable shrinkage
of the plasma plume during ablation: Applying 2,000 laser
pulses at standard growth parameters (p(O2) = 1×10−3 mbar,
J = 0.7 J/cm2) to a RuO2 target, e.g., changes the plasma
plume from being extended over a few cm in Fig. 2 (c) to
being barely visible in Fig. 2 (d).

Aiming at saturating the target reflectivity and thus achiev-
ing a more uniform material flux, we pre-ablated the fresh
target by 2,000 laser pulses at closed shutter before the actual
growth was started. As we observed a significant increase in
target reflectivity and subsequent decrease of the material flux
even after this step, we turned to gradually increasing the laser
energy density during growth to compensate for the target de-
pletion. Reasonable material flux stability was achieved by a
step-wise increase of the laser energy density from 0.7 J/cm2

to 1.4 J/cm2, using steps of 0.1 J/cm2 after every 2,000 laser
pulses. For RuO2, this resulted in a total amount of 16,000
laser pulses until the 37.5 mm2 scanning area was fully con-
sumed. While this pre-ablation and subsequent ramp-up pro-
tocol during growth lends itself to future optimization, we
note that, in general, the maximum film thickness achievable
by PLD is mostly limited by the available target surface area
and the maximum laser fluency. The overall control of mate-
rial flux is, however, rather limited.

A second but well known reason for a decreased material
flux is the deposition of ablated material onto the deposition
laser entry window. The deposited material hereby acts as a
low transmissivity coating that reduces the laser energy den-
sity at the target. To determine the reduction of material flux
by this coating process, we initially cleaned the laser entry
window and then successively grew two RuO2 films at iden-
tical growth parameters of 700 K substrate temperature and
1× 10−3 mbar oxygen partial pressure, both times applying
a total amount of 64,000 laser pulses per film while scan-
ning across four fresh 37.5 mm2 target areas and increasing
the laser energy density as described above. Although the
growth parameters for both films were thus virtually identical,
an analysis of XRR data yielded a film thickness of 30(1) nm
for the first film, and 22(1) nm for the second film (Fig. 3
(a)). This 25 % reduction of film thickness indicates a severe
loss in transparency of the laser entry window, implying a no-
torious difficulty to reproduce identical film thicknesses if the
transparency of the laser entry window is not reset before each
individual film growth. Interestingly, the reduction of laser
fluency due to the window coating also induces a change in
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3/2
screened

5/2

5/2

unscreened
3/2

(a) (b) (c)

Θ

FIG. 3. (a) XRR measurements of two RuO2 films that were grown consecutively at nominally identical growth parameters. While the first
film is 30 nm thick, a reduction in the deposition rate due coating of the laser entry window yields only a thickness of 22 nm for the second
film. (b) XPS measurements of both films, highlighting the unscreened (u) and screened (s) contributions to the Ru 3d 5/2 and 3/2 multiplets,
respectively. A closeup in (c) of the screened Ru 3d 5/2 peak highlights the second film to be slightly less metallic than the first one, indicated
by a shift to lower binding energies.

(a) (b) (c) (d)

(e) (f) (g)

(h)

5 nm 5 nm 5 nm 10 nm

250 nm

TiO2 Substrate [111] 8,000 pulses 12,000 pulses 32,000 pulses
_

FIG. 4. Characterization of the island merging mechanism in RuO2. RHEED images of (a) the clean TiO2 substrate, (b) the RuO2 islands
after 8,000 pulses, (c) the RuO2 islands merging after 12,000 pulses and (d) the closed RuO2 film after 32,000 pulses. The 1st and 2nd order
Laue zones (LZ) are marked in blue and orange. STEM measurements of single-crystalline film section (e) without defects, (f) with edge
dislocation that compensates the lattice mismatch and (g) with disorder in the island merging zone. (h) SEM image show a flat RuO2 surface
with occasional RuO2 clusters on top. The inset is a STEM cross-section through on of these clusters.

the stoichiometry of the RuO2 films, as indicated by the slight
high energy shift of the Ru 3d XPS core level spectra of Fig.
3 (b,c). We speculate a reduced removal of oxygen from the
target at lower laser energy densities to cause this slight re-
duction in metallicity, i.e., core level screening.

IV. EPITAXIAL FILM GROWTH OF RuO2

A. Island merging in RuO2

As demonstrated by He et al. via PVD,1 one possible
method to grow closed epitaxial thin films of RuO2 on TiO2
substrates is through island merging. Here we show that this
growth mode can also be realized by PLD of RuO2. The indi-
vidual phases of the growth process are visualized by RHEED
in Fig. 4 (a)-(d). Starting from a TiO2(110) substrate that was
prepared according to the protocol of Sec. III A in Fig. 4
(a) (corresponding AFM in Fig. 1), initial material deposi-
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FIG. 5. (a) RHEED and (b) LEED images of as-grown RuO2 films showing the influence of substrate temperature and oxygen partial pressure
on surface crystallinity. The optimal temperature/pressure regime where island merging can be realized is marked in green. At 500 K and
1×10−2 mbar, no LEED was measured due to setup maintenance.

tion up to about 8,000 laser pulses results in the formation of
islands, as visualized by the stripy RHEED pattern with dis-
tinct 3D transmission spots in Fig. 4 (b). Further deposition
of material results in the coalition of these islands, indicated
by a transition of the 3D transmission spots into a modulated
streak pattern at 12,000 laser pulses (Fig. 4 (c)). After 32,000
laser pulses, the intensity modulations disappear and RHEED
in Fig. 4 (d) displays the characteristic streak pattern of a
closed film along with higher order diffraction spots in the

second Laue zone.105 Indeed, exemplary STEM (Figs. 4 (e)-
(g)) and SEM (Figs. 4 (h)) suggest a low surface corrugation
of the final film on the order of only a few atoms, and a flat
surface without trenches or residual islands, with occasional
surface clusters (Fig. 4 (h) inset) that result from the deposi-
tion process. The STEM images of Fig. 4 (f) and (g), however,
also reveal the drawback of this growth mode: In the merging
zone of the initial islands, the compensation of the lattice mis-
match leads to the formation of line defects (Fig. 4 (f)) and
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disordered patches in the crystal lattice (Fig. 4 (g)).

5/2
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3/2

3/2
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5/2

5/2
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3/2

(a)

(b)

3/2
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5/2

FIG. 6. Ru 3d core level spectra measured by XPS for RuO2 films
grown with different oxygen partial pressures at (a) 600 K and (b)
800 K, respectively.

B. Temperature and pressure dependent RuO2 nucleation

Having outlined how to achieve closed epitaxial RuO2 films
via island merging, we now systematically study the influ-
ence of oxygen partial pressure and substrate temperature on
RuO2 growth in a wide parameter range from 1× 10−4 mbar
to 1×10−2 mbar and 500 K to 1000 K. All samples in this sec-
tion were produced by applying a total of 16,000 laser pulses
subject to the previously defined laser energy density gradient
(Sec. III C) on two fresh 37.5 mm2 RuO2 target patches. The
growth order was disarrayed, i.e., samples located next to each
other in the growth parameter space were not grown consecu-
tively. In this way, we were able to distinguish intrinsic trends
from systematic errors, introduced, e.g., by a proceeding met-
allization of the laser entry window, a changing material flux
or other similar factors. The RHEED and LEED images of
the as-grown films are displayed in Fig. 5 (a) and (b), respec-
tively.

Substrate temperatures of 600 K and 700 K result in the is-
land merging growth mode as discussed in Sec. IV A irre-
spective of the oxygen partial pressure. RHEED in this tem-
perature range (green) indicates the characteristic signature of
a closed film with a streaked diffraction pattern and no trans-
mission spots (Fig. 5 (a)), while LEED shows sharp diffrac-
tion spots and a low background intensity, indicating relatively
high surface order (Fig. 5 (b)).

Increasing the substrate temperature to 800-1000 K in-
creases the mobility of the deposited material, resulting in is-

land formation and a trenched surface. RHEED in Fig. 5 (a)
now exhibits 3D transmission spots, while LEED in Fig. 5
(b) exhibits increased background intensity indicating an in-
creased density of surface defects. In contrast, the diffraction
spots are generally still sharp, suggesting the island terraces
to still order locally.

Decreasing the substrate temperature to 500 K lowers the
kinetic energy of the deposited material and again fosters is-
land formation, yet suppresses the capability of island merg-
ing and a subsequent step-flow growth mode. RHEED in Fig.
5 now again shows the characteristic 3D transmission spots,
while LEED in Fig. 5 (b) shows high background intensity
and broad diffraction peaks indicative of disordered island ter-
races.

While the RHEED and LEED signatures of Figs. 5 (a) and
(b) indicate the growth mode to be predominantly impacted
by temperature, the oxygen partial pressure mostly influences
the number and density of defects. Thus, while the augmented
streakiness of RHEED patterns at higher O2 pressure in Fig. 5
(a) reveals flatter films, corresponding LEED images in Fig. 5
(b) tend towards sharper spots, less overall background inten-
sity and consequently higher surface order. We attribute this to
an improved (surface) stoichiometry rationalized by the XPS
in Fig. 6: Irrespective of the growth temperature, the ratio
between the unscreened (i.e. oxidized) and the screened (i.e.
metallic) Ru 3d core level peaks increases for higher O2 pres-
sure, suggesting a reduced amount of oxygen deficiencies.106

However, we overall observe a lower material deposition rate
at higher oxygen partial pressures, which is likely a result of
Ru and RuO2 over-oxidation to volatile RuO4.107

C. Characteristic thicknesses of RuO2

As discussed above, RuO2 films grown at substrate tem-
peratures above 700 K show a trenched surface morphology,
likely related by the interplay of augmented material diffu-
sion, surface- and volume energies as well as substrate in-
duced strain. While exemplary SEM and STEM images in
Fig. 7 show these trenches to be randomly distributed across
the sample and to not orient along preferred crystal directions,
the remaining film still terminates in a flat and well defined
fashion. In particular, the STEM images show the appear-
ance of characteristic film thicknesses, namely 6 uc (blue),
20 uc (red) and 43 uc (green) as marked by the colored hor-
izontal lines in Figs. 7 (b) and (c). As these exact thick-
nesses were found repeatedly irrespective of the sample or
sample location, they seem to reflect a universal property of
the RuO2/TiO2(110) interface. While we are not aware of
reports of such a growth behaviour in literature, we would
still like to point out certain similarities to results presented in
Refs. 108–111.

We speculate that this tendency of RuO2 to form islands of
fixed thicknesses might directly compete with the tendency of
RuO2 to release lattice strain by forming islands that eventu-
ally coalesce and merge. The former mechanism would thus
become more prevalent at higher growth temperatures, where
surface diffusion is enhanced. This interpretation might be the
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(a) 200 nm

(b)

(c) 15 nm

15 nm

FIG. 7. Trenched surface morphology of RuO2 films grown above 700 K. (a) SEM image showing the trench structure and two marked regions
of characteristic film thicknesses. (b,c) STEM images taken at two laterally separated parts of one sample, exhibiting three characteristic RuO2
film thicknesses of 6 uc (blue), 20 uc (red) and 43 uc (green).

reason why above 700 K, island merging of RuO2 could not be
observed and uniformly thick closed films were unachievable.

D. Layer-by-layer growth of RuO2

Finally, we studied a growth regime where RuO2(110) on
TiO2(110) grows layer-by-layer, allowing for the growth of
closed, fully strained films up to 2 nm thickness. This growth
process is achieved if surface diffusion is greatly reduced, i.e.,
if the RuO2 material flux is massively increased during the nu-
cleation phase (laser energy density: 2.4 J/cm2, pre-ablation:
2,000 pulses, oxygen partial pressure: 1× 10−3 mbar, sub-
strate temperature: 700 K). As seen in Fig. 8 (a), we now
observe RHEED intensity oscillations and a transmission spot
free diffraction pattern up to the 5th layer at this laser energy
density. A continuation of the growth leads to a sharp drop in
the RHEED intensity, accompanied by the appearance of 3D
transmission spots resulting from island growth taking over in
Fig. 8 (b).

V. EPITAXIAL FILM GROWTH OF IrO2

A. Temperature and pressure dependent IrO2 nucleation

As the 6.8 % lattice mismatch between IrO2(110) and
TiO2(110) along the [001̄] direction is considerably larger
than the 4.9 % between RuO2(110) and TiO2(110),15 the ten-
dency of IrO2 to form islands and disorder is more pronounced
than for RuO2. Further, while RuO2 samples grown by PLD
are essentially stoichiometric throughout all growth parame-
ter regimes investigated in this study, IrO2 films grown un-
der similar conditions always contain considerable amounts
of un- or underoxidized iridium, a consequence of its more
’stubborn’ oxidation behaviour as compared to ruthenium.50

To cope with these differences between the PLD growth
of RuO2 and IrO2 and to better understand and control the
nucleation phase of IrO2 on TiO2(110), we employed a stop-
ping criterion that allows for an objective comparison of IrO2

(a)

(bI)

1st layer

3rd layer

5th layer

(bII) (bII)

TiO2 substrate 720 pulses 1,200 pulses[110]
_

FIG. 8. Layer-by-layer growth of RuO2. (a) RHEED oscillations
can be observed up to the 5th layer. (b) RHEED of the substrate (bI),
during Layer-by-layer growth (bII) and after the formation of islands
(bIII). The integration region for RHEED oscillations in (a) is marked
in orange.

films grown at different substrate temperatures and oxygen
partial pressures. This stopping criterion was reached once
the intensity of a newly developed RHEED feature, such as a
diffraction spot or a diffraction streak, surpassed 5 % of the
brightest initial substrate feature. The RHEED patterns of
IrO2 films grown systematically at oxygen partial pressures
between 1×10−4 mbar and 1×10−2 mbar, substrate temper-
atures between 670 K and 870 K, and a laser energy density of
1.1 J/cm2 are shown in Fig. 9. Like with RuO2, The growth
order of IrO2 films was disarrayed to avoid confusing intrinsic
trends in the growth parameter space with systematic errors.

To further check for reproducibility of our results, we
repeated the sample growth exemplarily at parameters 5 ×
10−4 mbar / 870 K, 1×10−4 mbar / 770 K and 5×10−4 mbar
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FIG. 9. Dependence of film quality on substrate temperature and oxygen partial pressure during growth. Shown are RHEED images of as-
grown IrO2 films terminated according to the stopping criterion defined in the main text. The Ir/IrO2 ratio of these films as determined from
the spectral decomposition of the Ir 4f peak according to Fig. 10 was used to color code the respective RHEED panels, where a dark blue
represents high Ir/IrO2 ratio (i.e., non-stoichiometric IrO2 films with a high Ir concentration) and a light blue shading represents a low Ir/IrO2
ratio (i.e., close to stoichiometric IrO2 films with a low Ir concentration). The individual growth categories discussed in the text are marked by
colored frames.

IrO2

Ir

FIG. 10. Decomposition of an exemplary Ir 4f spectrum into IrO2
and metallic Ir contributions. To determine the Ir/IrO2 ratio, these
spectra were corrected for the transmission function of the electron
spectrometer and a Shirley background was subtracted.

/ 770 K, each yielding identical outcomes as compared to the
first attempt. To benchmark the growth parameters with re-
spect to the ’stubborn’ oxidation behaviour of Ir, we used XPS

to determine the Ir/IrO2 ratio of every film. Hereby, the corre-
sponding Ir 4f core-level spectra were decomposed as exem-
plified in Fig. 10. After subtraction of a Shirley background
and assuming a fixed intensity ratio of 4:3, the two Ir4+ 4f 7/2
and 5/2 peaks were fitted to asymmetric Voigt-like line-shapes
as provided by CasaXPS.112–114 The Ir/IrO2 ratios obtained in
this way were used to color code the respective RHEED im-
ages of Fig. 9.

In addition to monitoring the Ir/IrO2 ratio, we also ana-
lyzed the individual RHEED pattern of every film and iden-
tified four qualitatively different growth regimes, marked by
the frame color in Fig. 9: The first category is indicated in
red and represents disordered IrO2 films grown at high oxy-
gen partial pressures and low substrate temperatures. In this
regime, the kinetic energy of the laser ablated particles is di-
minished by collisions in the oxygen gas, and diffusion on
the substrate surface is limited by temperature.115,116 The dif-
fusion of the deposited material is thus insufficient to achieve
overall crystalline ordering, resulting in a RHEED pattern that
is a superposition of Debye rings and 3D transmission spots as
a consequence of disordered growth and island formation.50

The second category is marked in orange and represents
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(a) (b) (c) (d)
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(h)

5 nm 5 nm 5 nm 10 nm

250 nm

TiO2 Substrate [110] 6,000 pulses 12,000 pulses 18,000 pulses
_

FIG. 11. Characterization of the island merging mechanism in IrO2. RHEED images of (a) the clean TiO2 substrate, (b) the IrO2 islands after
6,000 pulses, (c) the IrO2 islands merging after 12,000 pulses and (d) the closed IrO2 film after 18,000 pulses. The 1st and 2nd order Laue
zones (LZ) are marked in blue and orange, respectively. STEM measurements of a single-crystalline film section (e) without defects, (f) with
edge dislocation that compensates the lattice mismatch and (g) with disorder in the island merging zone. (h) SEM image showing a flat IrO2
surface with occasional Ir clusters on top. The inset is a STEM cross-section through one of these clusters.

IrO2 films grown at high substrate temperatures. This growth
regime is characterized by a competition between the forma-
tion of higher, volatile oxides of iridium such as IrO3,117 and
the thermal reduction of IrO2 to metallic Ir,118 which is con-
trolled by the oxygen partial pressure. Thus, at high oxygen
partial pressures, over-oxidation of metallic Ir as well as IrO2
to volatile IrO3 dominates.117,119–121 This limits the amount of
deposited material and the growth rate, but keeps the Ir/IrO2
ratio generally low and yields a relatively well ordered, flat
surface due to augmented surface diffusion. At lower oxygen
partial pressures, the desorption rate of oxygen is enhanced
and reduction of IrO2 takes over,118 leading to disorder and
island growth reflected in 3D transmission spots in RHEED
and the highest Ir/IrO2 ratio within the explored parameters
space.

This region overlaps with the third growth regime that is
marked in blue and represents IrO2 films grown at the lowest
oxygen partial pressure. In contrast to the orange category,
these samples exhibit a hexagonal RHEED pattern, i.e., a su-
perposition of Debye rings and 3D transmission spots, indi-
cating polycrystalline growth and island formation. Due to the
lack of oxygen, oxidation of the deposited material is limited,
leading to Ir/IrO2 ratios well beyond 15 % at high tempera-
tures.

The best film quality was achieved for films within the
green category, i.e., films grown at moderate substrate tem-
peratures and oxygen partial pressures, where oxidation and
surface diffusion are balanced out. RHEED displays a streaky
pattern indicating relatively flat films, while XPS shows that
these are essentially stoichiometric with Ir/IrO2 ratios below
5 %.

B. Island merging in IrO2

The last section has shown that the optimal growth parame-
ter set to achieve flat epitaxial IrO2 films of appreciable thick-
ness requires a fine balance between diffusion of the deposited
material, Ir (over-)oxidation and IrO2 reduction. In particular,
while the sample stoichiometry is generally better for higher
oxygen partial pressures, film deposition rate and hence thick-
ness is limited due to the formation of volatile IrO3. As op-
timal parameter set, a temperature of 770 K and an oxygen
partial pressure of 5× 10−4 mbar was found, which lends it-
self as an ideal starting point to initiate the growth of closed
IrO2 thin films.

As shown in Fig. 11 and similar to what was observed for
PLD and PVD1 of RuO2, RHEED shows an initially pristine
TiO2 substrate (a) followed by the formation of islands with
3D transmission spots (b), which eventually coalescence (c)
to form a closed, smooth film (d). Like for RuO2, high resolu-
tion STEM measurements in Fig. 11 (e) reveal a well defined
surface termination, with occasional line defects to cope with
strain as seen in (f), and with an increased amount of disorder
close to the merging zone as shown in (g). An SEM image in
Fig. 11 (h) further show a flat surface with tiny trenches, in-
terrupted by occasional sprinkles and larger clusters of Ir, for
which a STEM cross-section is shown in the inset.

Consistent with the local structural information by STEM
in Fig. 11 (e-g), the Kiessig fringes in the XRR and the Laue-
oscillations in the XRD data of Fig. 12 (b) and (c) suggests an
excellent crystalline quality and morphology across the entire
film. Analyzing their periodicity, we find an average thickness
of 13 nm in good agreement with STEM. The XRD overview
in Fig. 12 (a) further reveals an unwanted partial film cov-
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erage with metallic iridium, consistent with our XPS study
above and SEM and STEM images in Fig. 11 (h), both sug-
gesting that iridium clusters are mostly located at the surface.
In contrast, two peaks at 73.2◦ and 75.1◦ remain unidentified.
Quite notably, however, both the iridium as well as the uniden-
tified peaks disappear after the sample is annealed for 90 min
at 450◦C with an oxygen flow of 25 l/h (Fig. 12 (a)).

Finally, let us turn to nano electron diffraction data obtained
from STEM on the 13 nm thick film of Fig. 12 (d), showing
an overall well defined film-substrate-interface. A close-up of
the (040) diffraction spot in panel (e) shows a lateral offset be-
tween the IrO2 and TiO2 peaks, indicating a partial relaxation
of the IrO2 film. Note that higher order diffraction further
gives rise to otherwise forbidden peaks marked by the yellow
circles in Fig. 12 (d).

(a)

(b) (c)

TiO2
(110)

IrO2
(110) Ir Ir

IrO2
(220)

TiO2
(220)

Θ

(d) (e)

TiO2

IrO2

(000)

(010)

(110)

(220)

(330)

(040)

FIG. 12. Characterization of an IrO2 film after island merging. (a)
Overview XRD scan showing the presence of an Ir phase in addi-
tion to the IrO2(110) film. The Ir phase disappears after annealing
the sample for 90 min at 450◦C in oxygen. (b) XRR data and (c)
Laue oscillations around the IrO2(110) diffraction peak yield a film
thickness of 13 nm. (d) Nano electron diffraction data obtained from
STEM indicates a good crystalline order. (e) The slight lateral offset
of the IrO2 vs the TiO2 substrate (040) peak reveals the film to be
partially relaxed.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In summary, we systematically investigated the PLD
growth of epitaxial RuO2(110) and IrO2(110) films on
TiO2(110) substrates for a variety of substrate temperatures
and oxygen partial pressures. By applying a temporal laser
energy density gradient, we accounted for a decreasing mate-
rial flux as a consequence of deteriorating target absorbance
and an increasing coverage of the laser entry window. We find
the film crystallinity and stoichiometry of RuO2 to depend
only mildly on the oxygen partial pressure during growth,
which we varied in the range between 1 × 10−2 mbar to
1 × 10−4 mbar, with the growth rate being significantly re-
duced at higher pressures. The film quality, however, depends
sensitively on substrate temperature. Low surface diffusion
below 500 K leads to a disordered surface and the formation of
volatile RuO4 above 800 K promoting the formation of RuO2
islands. The best surface quality was found for temperatures
between 600 K and 700 K, yielding layer-by-layer growth of
up to 5 unit cells and fully strained films for high deposition
rates, and thicker, closed films through island merging at low
deposition rates.

In contrast to RuO2, the IrO2 film growth shows a pro-
nounced dependence on both substrate temperature and oxy-
gen partial pressure. We attribute this to the stronger resilience
of Ir against oxidation and the tendency of IrO2 to overoxi-
dize to volatile IrO3. Growth rates thus are generally lower
than for RuO2 and samples tend to exhibit considerable frac-
tions of metallic iridium, the latter can be removed by oxygen
post annealing. Minimal amounts of metallic Ir contents have
been achieved at oxygen pressures of around 5× 10−4 mbar
and temperatures around 770 K. In this setting, the initial is-
land formation turns into a phase where the islands coalesce
to form a closed, flat film.
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