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Abstract: Relative to conventional wet-chemical synthesis
techniques, on-surface synthesis of organic networks in ultra-
high vacuum has few control parameters. The molecular de-
position rate and substrate temperature are typically the only
synthesis variables to be adjusted dynamically. Here we demon-
strate that reducing conditions in the vacuum environment can
be created and controlled without dedicated sources—relying
only on backfilled hydrogen gas and ion gauge filaments—and
can dramatically influence the Ullmann-like on-surface reaction
used for synthesizing two-dimensional covalent organic frame-
works (2D COFs). Using tribromo dimethylmethylene-bridged
triphenylamine ((Br3)DTPA) as monomer precursors, we find
that atomic hydrogen (H ) blocks aryl-aryl bond formation to
such an extent that we suspect this reaction may be a fac-
tor in limiting the ultimate size of 2D COFs created through
on-surface synthesis. Conversely, we show that control of the
relative monomer and hydrogen fluxes can be used to produce
large self-assembled islands of monomers, dimers, or macro-
cycle hexamers, which are of interest in their own right. On-
surface synthesis of oligomers, from a single precursor, circum-
vents potential challenges with their protracted wet-chemical
synthesis and with multiple deposition sources. Using scanning
tunneling microscopy and spectroscopy (STM/STS), we show
that changes in the electronic states through this oligomer se-
quence provide an insightful view of the 2D-COF (synthesized
in the absence of atomic hydrogen) as the endpoint in an evo-
lution of electronic structures from the monomer.

Introduction

The targeted synthesis of materials with designed proper-
ties or electronic structure is a central goal of materials
research. For ordered covalent organic framework (COF)
materials, limiting the chemical synthesis to two dimen-
sions (2D) is especially challenging, but its mastery would
advance technologies for 2D organic electronics1–3 and for
membranes used both structurally and for chemical separa-
tions.4 One approach to fabricating low-dimensional COFs
is on-surface synthesis: a version of reticular synthesis5 con-
ducted in vacuo on a clean surface. Rigid molecular precur-
sors are vapor-deposited onto a substrate, generally metallic,
which facilitates bond formation between molecular units.6

This method allows for COFs to be carefully designed with
specific lattice structures, functional groups, and electronic
structure.7 In this work, we focus on heterotriangulene
2D polymers from tribromo-substituted dimethylmethylene-
bridged triphenylamine ((Br3)DTPA) monomer precursors,
first studied by Bieri et al.8 Interest in heterotriangulene
COFs arises from their potential optoelectronic and trans-
port properties, which are chemically-tunable through their
electronic structure: The bandgap, and the occurrence of
both flat bands (with potential to host correlated states) and
linearly dispersive (Dirac) bands, is controlled by modifica-
tions of the bridge-site moieties or the central heteroatom
site.9–16 In addition, for a bridge-moiety resulting in an
open-shell configuration, the 2D-COF is predicted to have
a fully spin-polarized bandstructure near the Fermi energy,
EF .10

While on-surface synthesis is a valuable approach to create
low-dimensional COFs, it is not without limitations. The
formation of effectively irreversible covalent bonds makes
the extent and the order of 2D COFs highly dependent
on the deposition parameters and other environmental fac-
tors.17–20 In particular, it has been suggested21 and shown
by scanning probe microscopy22–25 that the presence of
atomic hydrogen during deposition can inhibit C−C bond
formation. Here we use time-of-flight secondary-ion mass
spectroscopy (TOF-SIMS) to provide conclusive evidence
for the nature of atomic hydrogen’s inhibitory effect on
COF growth. We also show that the influence of atomic
hydrogen during the formation of 2D-COFs can be per-
vasive: Hot filaments anywhere within a vacuum chamber
can potentially crack H2. Then, from a broader perspec-
tive, we demonstrate that atomic hydrogen, even with am-
bient cracking filaments, could become a valuable reduc-
ing agent for control of surface chemistry, enabling the on-
surface creation of single- and multi-monomer compounds
from a single precursor source. Our scanning tunneling
microscopy/spectroscopy (STM/STS) investigation of the
evolution of electronic structures through such a series of
oligomers (monomer, dimer, hexamer macrocycle) provides
a deeper understanding of the 2D COF created from the
same molecular precursor.
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Results and Discussion

Hydrogen Effect

Prior work8,12,26–29 has established a general understanding
of the on-surface reactions for halogen-terminated heterotri-
angulene monomer precursors. Above 330 K the molecules
dehalogenate through an Ullmann-like reaction with the
Ag(111) substrate, temporarily leaving them as surface-
stabilized radicals.27 On Ag(111), surface diffusion en-
ables these species to form organometallic networks with
monomer–Ag–monomer linkages. Some examples include
the honeycomb organometallic lattice of DTPA (formed
after depositing precursors at 473 K)8 and 1,3,5-tris(4-
bromophenyl)benzene (375 K).29 When heated to higher
temperatures (500 K or higher as suggested by XPS stud-
ies29), the molecules have enough energy to complete the
Ullmann coupling, forming C−C bonds at their debromi-
nated sites and creating a honeycomb-lattice 2D-COF.8

The monomer precursor used in this work and its pro-
posed on-surface radical configuration are shown in Fig-
ure 1, as well as the observed products for (a) UHV
deposition and (b) deposition in the presence of atomic
hydrogen. In these experiments, (Br3)DTPA precursor
molecules were deposited from heated crystallized monomers
onto temperature-controlled Ag(111) substrates. When de-
posited on surface, the methyl groups point perpendicular
to the surface and dominate the STM imaging, forming the
triangular shapes for the molecules. An important point
is that experiments were done in a multi-user STM facility;
therefore, to limit potential contamination of the main UHV
chambers, depositions were conducted in the turbo-pumped
sample-introduction chamber (load-lock) with an ambient
pressure of 2–3× 10−8 mbar (HV). These conditions pro-
duced results which are cautionary in a sense, yet promise
an additional level of control over on-surface synthesis.
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Figure 1. On-surface reaction of tribromo-DTPA precursor
molecules on a heated metallic substrate in an atomic hydro-
gen rich or high vacuum environment. (Br3)DTPA molecules are
evaporated onto a Ag(111) substrate held at a constant temper-
ature within 503 K to 573 K. First reaction step: Dehalogenation
of (Br3)DTPA resulting in adsorbed DTPA radicals. Second re-
action step: Bonding at debrominated sites, dependent on the
environmental conditions: (a) completion of Ullmann-type cou-
pling forming C−C bonds between DTPA molecules or (b) reac-
tion with atomic hydrogen forming C−H bonds on a fraction of
the radical sites. This terminates the polymer at n units, with n
determined by kinetics.

Initial deposition attempts showed that the ((Br3)DTPA)
covalent bonding process on Ag(111) was inhibited, a result
that was traced to the on/off state of a remote (no line-
of-sight path to the silver substrate) thoriated-iridium fila-
ment in the load-lock ion gauge (see Supporting Information
Figure S1). Adopting the hypothesis that in HV this fila-
ment acts as a “cracking” source (H2 −−→ 2H ), inhibiting
aryl-aryl bonding through competitive C−H bonds, we con-
ducted the experiments summarized in Figure 2. These de-
positions were conducted with varying amounts of environ-
mental atomic hydrogen, controlled by changing the amount
of molecular hydrogen in the chamber or the filament tem-
perature (by increasing the emission current setting of the
ion gauge). During deposition, the substrate was held at a
constant temperature, chosen within the lower end of the
range indicated in Figure 1, 503 K to 523 K, because the
hydrogen terminated DTPA monomers were found to des-
orb from the surface at higher temperatures (see Supporting
Information Figure S2). The primary finding is seen by the
different concentrations of DTPA structures present between
Figure 2A and Figure 2B. Figure 2A is the control deposi-
tion with the cracking filament off throughout the time the
sample is in the deposition chamber (before, during, and
after deposition) and in the presence of additional H2 back-
filled to a pressure of 2.2× 10−6 mbar. The observed 10 nm
to 20 nm COF islands are consistent with prior results8,12

and no other significant structures are observed. In con-
trast to this, Figure 2B shows a deposition conducted in
the same elevated molecular hydrogen environment and the
cracking filament turned on only during DTPA deposition.
In this case, only large islands of monomer self-assembled
monolayers (SAMs) are observed. An additional experiment
presented in Figure 2C found an unexpected result. The im-
age in Figure 2C was acquired after pre-exposing the sample
to 2.2× 10−6 mbar H2 gas with the cracking filament on for
10 min prior to deposition, turning off the filament, pumping
the H2 from the chamber, and then performing the DTPA
deposition. This resulted in a mixture of structures showing
more oligomer SAM formations than the control deposition
in Figure 2A but also more covalent coupling than Figure 2B.

The results shown in the top row of Figure 2 support the
hypothesis that it is atomic hydrogen, produced at the re-
mote cracking filament, which inhibits on-surface C−C bond
formation and hence COF formation. We confirmed that the
source of atomic hydrogen is thermal cracking of H2 at the
hot filament, rather than energetic electrons or ions pro-
duced by accelerating potentials in the ion gauge (see Fig-
ure S3). Due to its lower operating temperature (∼1700 K at
0.1 mA emission), thoriated iridium has a lower cracking ef-
ficiency than tungsten operating at the same emission,30 yet
clearly produces sufficient H to dramatically influence on-
surface reactions. Furthermore, the results from Figure 2C
show that the Ag(111) surface (or possibly other nearby sur-
faces) serves as a reservoir for H . Once filled by pre-exposure
to a source of atomic hydrogen, this reservoir allows H to
affect the on-surface reaction long after the cracking filament
is off and the H2 has been evacuated.

Other depositions, in HV conditions and with the crack-
ing filament on, show that the fractions of COF and SAMs
(monomer, dimer, hexamer) which form depend sensitively
on the deposition rate, the substrate temperature (Fig-
ure S2), and the H partial pressure. An example of this
is seen by the controlled depositions shown in Figures 2D–
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Figure 2. STM topographs of DTPA depositions under various environmental conditions. All depositions are on a Ag(111) substrate at
temperatures 523 K(A-C) and 503 K(D-F) with a deposition rate of 0.055 ML/min (A-C) and 0.025 ML/min (D-F). (A-C) Depositions
in a chamber backfilled with H2 to 2.2 × 10−6 mbar with (A) the cracking filament off throughout the process, (B) the cracking filament
on (0.1 mA emission current) during DTPA deposition, and (C) the clean Ag(111) sample in the chamber with the cracking filament
on (0.1 mA emission current) for 10 minutes prior to a DTPA deposition with the filament off. (D-F) Depositions in a HV chamber
(P = 2.9 × 10−8 mbar) with (D) the cracking filament off throughout the process, (E) the cracking filament on with 0.1 mA emission
current, and (F) the cracking filament on with 1 mA emission current (for more information, see Methods).

2F. Each deposition uses the same deposition rate, substrate
temperature, and background H2 pressure but varies the
temperature of the cracking filament by changing its emis-
sion current (see Methods). As the filament temperature
increases, its H2 cracking efficiency increases, resulting in
higher H production. The increase in H causes greater dis-
ruption in the DTPA covalent coupling which is seen by the
progression from COF islands in Figure 2D, to a mixture of
oligomer SAMs in Figure 2E, and finally to predominantly
monomer SAMs in Figure 2F (See also Figures S4–S7). This
is consistent with two chemical species (debrominated DTPA
and atomic H) competing to bond to the same radical sites.
However, quantitative confirmation for any of the reaction
products proposed in Figure 1 cannot be determined from
STM alone.

To confidently identify the on-surface reaction products,
we turn to TOF-SIMS. Monomer DTPA samples similar to
the one shown in Figure 2B were prepared on Au(111), im-
aged by STM (Figure S8), and then transferred through at-
mosphere to the TOF-SIMS instrument. The samples were
prepared on Au(111) instead of Ag(111) to avoid surface
contamination by oxygen. Figure 3A displays the relevant
portion of the mass spectrum, with the inset expanding the
mass scale near the monomer DTPA+ (cf. Figure 1). A key
observation is vanishingly small intensities at masses corre-
sponding to (Br3)DTPA+ or any other partially-brominated
DTPA species. For masses smaller than monomer-DTPA+,
the spectrum shows fragmentation due to the cleavage of
increasing numbers of bridging methyl groups, resulting in
evenly spaced peak sets, as denoted by light-blue triangles

in Figure 3A. Within the peak set encompassing the exact
mass (red diamonds), all peaks are well-described by nat-
ural isotopic abundances with the largest peak at 365.5u
corresponding to the fully hydrogenated DTPA+. How-
ever, the more intense peak sets at lower masses are fur-
ther complicated by metastable states, which have intensity
at fractional masses due to in-flight transformations.31 De-
spite these complications, the mass spectrum of prepared
monomer SAMs indicates that the monomers are, as hypoth-
esized, simply hydrogen terminated DTPA molecules. That
is, H has replaced Br in the (Br3)DTPA precursor molecules
(see also Figure S9).

Still, the complexity of the mass spectrum in Figure 3A
may leave some doubt as to the robustness of this conclusion.
To provide further support, we performed an analogous ex-
periment on monomer SAMs of the related oxygen-bridged
molecule OTPA,32 shown in the inset to Figure 3B (precur-
sors (Br3)OTPA, deposition conditions similar to those of
Figure 2B on Au(111); see also Figure S10). Without the
bridging methyl groups, the cracking pattern seen in mass
spectra from OTPA samples (Figure 3B) is far simpler. A
single prominent hydrogen terminated OTPA+ mass peak
is found at the expected mass of 287.06u, with associated
minor peaks due to the natural isotopic abundances of the
constituent atoms. Also, like mass spectra for DTPA, there
is virtually zero intensity corresponding to any brominated
species. This provides further support that H has replaced
Br in the monomer product. Repeating the experiment using
deuterium instead of hydrogen as a background gas shows
the presence of OTPA terminated with deuterium instead
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Figure 3. Positive ion TOF-SIMS analysis of a monolayer of (A)
DTPA monomer SAM and (B) OTPA monomer SAM. The layer
was obtained by the deposition of the brominated precursors on
a heated Au(111) surface in the presence of a cracking filament
in a H2 back-filled environment (2.2 × 10−6 mbar). The DTPA
SAM shows fragmentation characterized by groups of peaks sep-
arated by roughly 15 u which suggests the cleavage of bridging
methyl groups due to the energetic secondary ion generation pro-
cess. In contrast, the OTPA spectrum shows only one prominent
set of peaks, due to the absence of weakly bound bridging methyl
groups, which corresponds to OTPA+ and its side peaks due to
natural isotopic mass distribution. The absence of the brominated
monomers in both A and B confirms the replacement of bromine
with hydrogen.

of hydrogen, providing further confirmation of the proposed
process (see Figure S11 and accompanying discussion). The
results of the deuterium experiment also confirm that the
hydrogenation (and deuteration) occurs inside the vacuum
chamber and not during transfer of the sample to the TOF-
SIMS instrument (∼ 5 minutes exposure to atmosphere).

Controlling On-surface Synthesis

As established above, the presence of atomic hydrogen dur-
ing on-surface synthesis inhibits the Ullmann reaction be-
tween organic molecules. Now we show that, by controlling
deposition parameters, this effect can be used to synthesize
a useful sequence of oligomers from the same (Br3)DTPA

precursors. Figure 4 shows the variety of compounds and
their SAMs formed by deposition in controlled reducing en-
vironments. These topographs were chosen to emphasize
the characteristic molecular structures and their assembly,
not the entire surface distribution of oligomers/COF, which
depends on the deposition parameters and is statistical in
nature—as shown in Figure 2 and further quantified below.

Clearly, the molecular lattices of the SAMs vary for dif-
ferent oligomers, yet they share some similarities. Our
first observation is simply the formation of SAMs, which
implies that the intermolecular attractions are sufficiently
strong to overcome the repulsive electric dipoles caused by
charge transfer between adsorbed molecules and the silver
substrate.33–36 Second, from the molecular models depicted
in the middle row of Figure 4, the minimum spacing between
oligomer edge C-atoms is greater than 0.42 nm in all cases,
so the attractive interaction is likely to be dominated by dis-
persion forces.37 Finally, we find that the molecular lattices
have preferential orientations with respect to the substrate
and appear to be commensurate with the Ag(111) lattice
(see discussion of Figures S12 and S13 in SI).

Because hydrogen is equally likely to bind to any radi-
cal site on the DTPA molecule, the synthesis of different
oligomers is statistical in nature. A different flux of atomic
hydrogen during DTPA deposition results in a different dis-
tribution of oligomers on the surface. We have investigated
the statistics of oligomer SAMs and COF from three deposi-
tions made with identical parameters, except for the crack-
ing filament temperature, which is set by its emission cur-
rent (Figures 2D-2F). As shown in Table 1, we find that
the fraction of self-assembled monomers increases as the fil-
ament temperature (i.e., cracking rate or H flux) increases,
while the percentage of molecules in hexamer self-assembly
decreases. The effectiveness of the reducing environment
can be quantified as the number of newly-bound H atoms
per DTPA, deduced as three minus the number of aryl–aryl
bonds per monomer, and shown in Table 1 (see also Sup-
porting Information, Figures S4-S7).

Table 1 shows that the oligomer concentrations on the
surface can be dramatically changed by the introduction of
atomic hydrogen during deposition. Thus, the ability to cre-
ate this reducing environment using nearly universal tools
on vacuum systems, could be of interest for future studies.
However, the statistical data and images presented (here and
in SI) also show that the formation kinetics of the oligomers
is complex. For instance, from imaging we find that hex-
amer SAMs tend to occur within regions of monomer SAMs
and that desorption of monomers becomes highly probable
at temperatures required for aryl-aryl bonding. Table 1 also
exposes some of this complexity: the fraction of dimers de-
creases and then increases as the environment becomes more
reducing (higher emission). A deeper understanding of the
kinetics would enable more detailed control of the on-surface
chemistry.

Electronic Structure Evolution

Direct comparison between on-surface experiments and the
theoretical electronic structure of free-standing COFs can be
challenging due to a potentially strong interaction between
the metal substrate and the COF adlayer. As implied by
Figure 4 (read from D to A), we can view the COF as the
endpoint of a progression of molecular structures. We pro-
pose that the on-surface synthesis of these increasingly com-
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Figure 4. Experimental STM topographs of DTPA SAMs and COF superimposed with models. (A) DTPA COF (B) Hexamer SAM
(C) Dimer/Trimer SAM (D) Monomer SAM. First row: Experimental topographs; Second row: Enlarged topograph superimposed with
structural model (hydrogen-terminated DTPA for SAMs). The DTPA SAM images were acquired at 77K, while the COF data was
acquired at 4.7 K. (For specific deposition parameters, see Methods.)

Table 1. Distribution of oligomer species on the Ag(111) substrate for different cracking-filament emission currents. Fractions of molecules
in monomer (1-mer), dimer (2-mer), and hexamer (6-mer) SAMs are shown, as well as the total area imaged and the number of molecules.
The average number of hydrogen terminations per DTPA molecule (H/DTPA) is calculated considering all molecules, including those in mixed
regions of oligomers and partial-COF that do not form well-ordered self-assembly.

Emission Area No. molec. 1-mer 2-mer 6-mer H/DTPA

0.04 mA 153 500 nm2 31 500 13% 15% 20% 1.7
0.10 126 300 32 200 36 4 16 2.0
1.00 226 400 45 500 67 8 - 2.5
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plex oligomers could lead to a more complete experimental
understanding of the on-surface COF electronic structure.

Figure 5A (Figure 5C) displays experimental filled-state
(unfilled-state) STS obtained within SAMs of monomers,
dimers, hexamer macrocycles, and a COF island. In Fig-
ure 5B we show the density-of-states (DoS) calculated at
the DFT-PBE level for the freestanding oligomers and COF.
For the highest occupied molecular orbital (HOMO) levels,
both experiment and theory show a simple trend of peak
splittings, which is consistent with the intuitive notion of a
linear combination of molecular orbitals (LCMO)—one MO
contributed by each monomer.38 A simplified effective model
of interacting MOs can be implemented using a tight-binding
model with a single orbital per site7 (see Figure S14 and ac-
companying text). The insets to Figure 5B show that this
model reproduces the basic STS and DFT results, including
the symmetry-expected 1:2:2:1 degeneracies of the hexamer
DoS peaks and the slight asymmetry in the peak energies for
the hexamer and COF bands (within the model, the asym-
metry is due to next-nearest neighbor interactions).

Figure 5. Comparison of the progression of occupied levels for
the monomer SAM, dimer SAM, hexamer SAM, and DTPA COF.
(A) Normalized differential conductance spectra ((dI/dV )/(I/V ))
taken via STS over monomer SAM, dimer SAM, hexamer macro-
cycle SAM, and DTPA COF (top to bottom) on Ag(111). Blue
lines are spectra over the molecular structure and gray lines are
reference spectra taken with the same tip over bare Ag(111) at
the same tunnel gap impedance. The monomer and dimer spec-
tra are individual measurements representative of a larger data
set and the hexamer and COF spectra are an averaged spectrum
obtained by a spectral map. (B) Freestanding DFT calculations
of the occupied DoS (blue) and unoccupied DoS (red) for the
monomer, dimer, and hexamer SAMs and the DTPA COF (top
to bottom). The Fermi levels were set by aligning the calculated
HOMOs with experimental spectra in (A). Inset boxes are tight
binding calculations plotted on the same energy-axis considering
a dimer and a hexamer model respectively, with the tight binding
parameters tnn = −0.2 eV and tnnn = −0.012 eV, where tnn and
tnnn are the nearest-neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor hopping
elements. (C) Continuation of the normalized differential conduc-
tance spectra from (A) but over the unoccupied electronic states.
Labels α1, α2, and β mark bias voltages of the peak positions in
Figure 6. The SAM data was acquired at 77 K, while the COF
data was acquired at 4.7 K.

Over the same energy range as the hexamer HOMO lev-
els, the calculated COF spectrum (bottom panel of Fig-
ure 5B) shows similar spectral characteristics, except that

individual levels broaden into bands. Experimentally, the
correspondence is less obvious due to the energy-dependent
background in STS (light-gray lines show STS over the sil-
ver surface). The amplitude and width of STS features may
also be affected by the finite size of the COF island, lat-
tice defects, and energy-dependent mechanisms such as the
hole lifetime. However, tracking the progression of electronic
levels to their COF endpoint enables an unambiguous exper-
imental identification of the HOMO bands and particularly
the Dirac point (ED) for these bands, which clearly lies at
the minimum STS intensity near −1.9 eV (see also the band
structures calculated at the DFT-PBE level in Figure S15).
In Figure 5B, the DFT spectra have been shifted to align
with the experimental spectra by matching ED and other
prominent features.

Figure 6. Each row shows the results of spectral maps taken
over a dimer SAM (A), hexamer SAM (B), and DTPA COF (C).
In each row the first image is the STM topograph. The RGB
values in the second image are the normalized Euclidean distance
from the spectra taken at each pixel location to the corresponding
spectra in the third column. Here the Euclidean distance refers
to the vector 2-norm computed in the vector space spanned by
the bias voltages. These values are used to visualize the variation
of the spectrum taken at each point in the map to the averaged
red, green, or blue spectrum in the third column. The plots in the
third column are the normalized differential conductance spectra
of the unfilled states used as the origin to compute the Euclidean
distance and were obtained by averaging the spectra over the
pores (red), the molecules (green), and the interstitial regions
(blue). The spectra were grouped together by K-means clustering
(see Figure S20). The dimer SAM and COF spectral maps were
acquired at 4.7 K, while the hexamer data was acquired at 77 K.

In contrast to the filled states, the evolution of the low-
est unoccupied molecular orbitals (LUMOs) is complicated
from the outset by the presence of closely spaced MOs in the
monomer, as shown in the DFT results of Figure 5B. Effec-
tive tight-binding models using a basis set of πx, πy, and σ
orbitals have previously illuminated interesting aspects of
2D COF bandstructure,38–40 but such an approach is less
intuitive for this system with several closely spaced MOs.
More importantly, the experimental spectra from unfilled
electronic states (Figure 5C) bear little resemblance even
to our DFT results. We take this as an indication that—
over the LUMO energy range—the influence of the substrate
is significant, which is undoubtedly due to the presence of
the Ag(111) surface state above −55 meV. Deciphering the
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observed spectral peaks in this situation is difficult, but it
is facilitated by having regular arrays of successively larger
oligomers, where the influence of the surface state can be
isolated to some extent.

Spectra taken over the SAMs and COF consistently show
distinct local maxima within the range 0 eV to 1.5 eV. The
peak energies, widths, and amplitudes vary from monomer
through hexamer, but become similar for the hexamer and
COF. For discussion, α1, β, α2, and accompanying lines/tics
in Figure 5C mark peaks of potentially similar origin, as
determined by their spatial distribution.

The left column of Figure 6 displays topographs taken
over regions of dimer SAM (A), hexamer SAM (B), and COF
(C), with data from corresponding spectral maps shown in
the middle and right columns. The K-means clustering algo-
rithm41 was used to group 64x64 spectra from each map into
four (dimers and COF) or five (hexamers) clusters, based
on their spectral features within 0 V to 2 V (see Figure S16
for additional details). Of these clusters, one always corre-
sponds to spectra from the Ag(111) substrate and another to
spectra displaying transient “tip-switches” or other anoma-
lies; these two clusters are not considered in further analysis.
Spectra within each of the remaining clusters (labeled and
colored as red, green, or blue) are averaged and shown in
the right column of Figure 6 (these average spectra com-
prise the “origin vector” to the center of each cluster, where
the size of the vector space is the number of bias-voltage
samples). Comparing with Figure 5C, it is clear that the K-
means unsupervised machine learning picks out spectra that
are dominated by different peaks among α1 (red), β (green),
and α2 (blue). We visualize the distribution of each clus-
ter (roughly speaking, each spectral peak) over the imaged
regions using color intensity to represent the normalized Eu-
clidean distance (vector 2-norm) of individual spectra from
their respective cluster centers. The resulting images are
shown in the middle column of Figure 6, with different clus-
ter data represented by intensities on different color channels
of the same image (colors correspond to spectra in the right
column).

The red-cluster spectra from the hexamer SAM and COF
have α1 as the tallest peak and are located predominantly
over the pores. This is inconsistent with the calculated
charge density maps for the freestanding COF LUMO (see
Figure S17) or indeed, any COF level. Peak β is present in
all cluster spectra but has the highest relative intensity in
the green cluster, which overlies the molecular backbone for
all three structures (dimer SAM, hexamer SAM, and COF).
Finally, the α2 peak attains its highest intensity in the blue-
cluster spectra which are found in the interstitial regions of
the SAMs. The α2 peak essentially vanishes for the COF,
which has no interstitial region, and is also absent for an iso-
lated hexamer spectrum, a further indication that it relates
to the SAM formations.

Comparing the spatial distribution of spectral data from
the COF and different SAMs facilitates the separation of
features dominated by molecular states versus those dom-
inated by the substrate surface state. With their preva-
lence over regions of bare substrate, we associate the red
and blue K-means clusters with metal-dominated features
(α1 and α2 peaks), whereas the green cluster corresponds to
molecule-dominant LUMO states. “Quantum corral” con-
finement of noble-metal surface states has been known for
many years42 and has more recently been studied and mod-
eled for metal-organic frameworks and organic SAMs.43–46

A straightforward calculation for a circular quantum well of
radius 0.94 nm (the COF pore diameter) results in a con-
finement energy of 0.54 eV (see Supporting Information dis-
cussion “Electron confined to a circle in two dimensions”).
This is consistent with the energy of peak α1 for both the
hexamer and the COF, so we have some confidence that its
source is resonant scattering of the Ag(111) surface state
within the pores. Similarly, the spectral maps of Figure 6
show that peak α2 is largely a consequence of a surface state
resonance in the interstitial regions of the dimer and hex-
amer SAMs, for which the intermolecular spacings are ap-
proximately the same. This conclusion is supported by a
plane-wave model of surface-state electrons propagating in
a 2D lattice of model Gaussian potentials, each situated un-
der an atom of the polymer (see Figure S18 and accompany-
ing text). The model predicts a resonance at around 1.0 eV,
which is close to the observed energy of α2. Finally, we note
that the absence of peak α2 for the COF spectrum of Fig-
ure 5 is expected in this interpretation since no interstitial
region exists. We interpret a weak shoulder near 1 eV as
a second-order pore resonance, which is also reproduced in
these scattering models.

Peak β may also be influenced by the metal surface state,
but its spatial distribution implies that it derives mainly
from the adsorbed molecular layer. Identifying β as the
LUMO peak, we can extract a more accurate bandgap than
otherwise possible. For our COF experiments, the derived
value of the bandgap, (1.85± 0.10) eV, is nearly identical
to DFT results for the freestanding COF (Figure 5B). (This
close agreement may be fortuitous; we expect that the calcu-
lated bandgap would decrease somewhat with the inclusion
of a Ag(111) substrate beneath the COF.)

Conclusions

This work establishes the disruptive effect of atomic hy-
drogen during the on-surface synthesis of covalent organic
frameworks, with quantitative confirmation of the hydro-
genated products that impede Ullmann coupling. We find
that even a remote cracking filament and modest hydro-
gen pressure can create a sufficiently reducing environment
to dramatically inhibit C−C bonding in ambient high vac-
uum, and postulate that in ultrahigh vacuum the same ef-
fect could limit the size and quality of 2D COF crystals.
Therefore, to achieve large-area 2D COFs in vacuum, the
level of background hydrogen must be minimized, and bare
filaments should be cold during COF synthesis. These find-
ings will affect the design of heating stages, chamber con-
struction, and pump selection for dedicated 2D COF facili-
ties. Our research also shows that these inhibitory processes
can be controlled and exploited to produce—from a single
monomer precursor—a progression of oligomers (monomers,
dimers, hexamers, and to a lesser extent, 3-,4-,5-mers) orga-
nized into self-assembled monolayers, which have their own
utility and scientific interest. Other 2D organic networks,
with analogous oligomer sequences, could benefit from the
deposition and analysis techniques demonstrated here. Fi-
nally, we expect that deposition in this controlled reducing
environment can be used to manage the length distribution
of surface-synthesized one-dimensional polymers, ensuring a
known hydrogen termination and allowing the exploration
of length-dependent properties such as molecular conduc-
tance47 and electronic structure.48
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Methods

Precursor synthesis and depositions. (Br3)DTPA and
(Br3)OTPA precursor molecules were synthesized as per
the reported procedures.49–51 DTPA depositions were con-
ducted in the baked-out load-lock with a pressure of 2–
3× 10−8 mbar. DTPA precursor molecules are evaporated
from a home-built Knudsen dual-crucible evaporator, made
of boron nitride, onto a UHV sputter-cleaned Ag(111) sub-
strate approximately 0.4 m away. The Ag(111) thin films,
grown on cleaved Mica,52 were prepared by cycles of sputter-
ing and annealing in ultrahigh vacuum (UHV) prior to each
deposition. The substrate is held at a constant temperature
during deposition and for 5–10 minutes after the deposition
is complete. The sample is then moved into the UHV cham-
ber (< 1× 10−10 mbar) and onto the cooled STM stage.
Depositions in the H -rich environment have 99.9999% pu-
rity H2 continuously streamed into the load-lock chamber
via an attached variable leak valve, maintaining a specified
pressure. Depositions with the “cracking source on” were
performed with a Bayard-Alpert ion gauge equipped with
a thoriated iridium filament operating with a hot filament
emission current of 0.04 mA, 0.1 mA or 1 mA measured at
the grid generated by passing 4.0 A, 4.1 A and 4.4 A respec-
tively through the filament. The temperature of the filament
is maintained by the ion gauge controller using the emission
current as feedback.

Deposition parameters vary for Figure 4. Figure 4A had
the ion gauge filament off throughout the duration the sam-
ple was in the load-lock. The background pressure was less
than 2.3× 10−8 mbar for the 12 minute deposition at a de-
position rate of 0.05 ML/min (molecular monolayers per
minute) onto a 300 °C Ag(111) substrate. For Figure 4B,
the sample was held in the load-lock chamber for 15 min-
utes with the ion gauge on and a background pressure of
2.4× 10−8 mbar prior to the deposition. The deposition
was then conducted with the ion gauge off for 11 minutes
at a deposition rate of 0.05 ML/min onto a 300 °C Ag(111)
substrate. Figure 4C exposed the sample to the ion gauge
for 20 minutes prior to deposition in the load-lock with a
background pressure of 4.7× 10−8 mbar. The ion gauge was
left on during the 8.25-minute deposition at a rate of 0.065
ML/min onto a 315 °C Ag(111) substrate. Finally, Figure 4D
had the sample exposed to the ion gauge for 30 minutes prior
to deposition in the load-lock with a background pressure of
2.8× 10−8 mbar. The ion gauge remained on during the
10.75-minute deposition at a rate of 0.045 ML/min onto a
300 °C Ag(111) substrate.

The densities of the monomer and dimer assemblies are
7.4×1013 molecules per cm2, while the densities of hexamer
assembly and COF are 8.6 × 1013 and 7.6 × 1013 molecules
per cm2, respectively.

STM. Measurements were performed with a CreaTec LT-
STM operating in UHV (< 1× 10−10 mbar) at 77 K. All
STM images were taken in constant current mode with W
tips etched in the lab and cleaned via in situ field emission
over a clean Ag(111) substrate and subsequent conditioning,
typically via nanoscale contact with the Ag substrate. All
STM conductance spectra presented were acquired as part
of 64× 64 spectroscopic maps, where dI/dV spectra are ac-
quired after opening the feedback loop at each grid-point.
The STM operates in constant current mode between spec-
tra. A typical acquisition time for a topograph is 30 seconds

and the specific tunneling conditions for each image is listed
below. We used Gwyddion53 to process images (e.g., line
leveling, color range, Gaussian filter). Tunneling spectra
were analyzed by a home-built Python tool. dI/dV spectra
are normalized by taking (dI/dV )/(I/V ), where I is gener-
ated by numerically integrating a heavily smoothed (dI/dV )
signal, and data points very close to the Fermi level (zero
sample bias) are removed. dI/dV data is obtained using
the internal digital lock-in amplifier integrated into the Cre-
aTec hardware/software, which directly modulates the bias
voltage and demodulates the current signal. In this work
the lock-in frequency is 1111 Hz and the lock-in amplitude
is 45 mVpp.

The topographs in Figure 2 were acquired at (Sample bias,
tunnel current): (A) −1.95 V, 58 pA; (B) 2.07 V, 63 pA; (C)
1.80 V, 87 pA; (D) −1.13 V, 69 pA; (E) −0.85 V, 120 pA; (F)
1.35 V, 16 pA.

The topographs in Figure 4 were acquired at: (A)
−0.28 V, 150 pA; (B) −0.43 V, 96 pA; (C) −1.83 V, 63 pA;
(D) −2.03 V, 120 pA.

The spectral map data presented in Figure 6 were acquired
in an open loop mode with the tunneling setpoints: (A)
0.56 V, 220 pA; (B) −0.50 V, 120 pA; (C) −0.52 V, 26 pA.

TOF-SIMS. Samples were prepared by in-situ deposition
of monomers onto a Au(111) thin film substrate to a uni-
form coverage of 1 ML as determined by STM. A character-
ized sample was then transferred to a TOF-SIMS instrument
(IONTOF 5-300), requiring a <10 min exposure to atmo-
sphere. After transfer and subsequent vacuum pump-down,
the samples were analyzed using a primary ion beam of Bi 2+

3

cluster ions with an energy of 50 keV and a secondary ion
extraction voltage of 2 kV. The cumulative spectra shown
in Figure 3 were acquired during raster scans of the primary
ion beam over 500µm× 500µm regions of the samples.

DFT. Density functional theory (DFT) calculations were
performed with the projector augmented wave (PAW)
method,54 as implemented in the Vienna Ab initio Simu-
lation Package (VASP).55,56 The generalized gradient ap-
proximation (GGA)/Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE) func-
tional57 including the Grimme dispersion correction (DFT-
D3)58 were used for geometry optimizations and electronic
structure calculations. In the geometry optimization of the
2 CH3-bridged triphenylamine COF monolayer, the cut-off
energy was set to 500 eV and the Γ-centered 9 × 9 × 1 k-
grids with Monkhorst-Pack scheme were adopted. Both the
lattice parameters and atomic coordinates were fully relaxed
until the force on each atom and the variation in total energy

were smaller than 0.01 eV�A−1
and 1× 10−6 eV, respectively.

For the single-point electronic density of states (DOS) cal-
culations, a 21 × 21 × 1 k-mesh was used. In the geometry
optimizations of the DTPA monomer, dimer, and hexamer,
the same convergence criteria as the COF monolayer was
adopted using only the Γ point. For the interface system
of the CH2-bridged triphenylamine COF on a five-layer Ag
slab, the bottom three Ag layers were fixed while the top
two Ag layers and the COF were fully relaxed. K-meshes of
3× 3× 1 and 9× 9× 1 were used for the geometry optimiza-
tions and electronic structure calculations, respectively.
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Geometry of load-lock deposition chamber, STM images
of DTPA deposition at different substrate temperatures,
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the ion gauge is the primary cracking source, experimen-
tal data showing the varying surface composition of DTPA
species with varying cracking filament temperature, STM
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tional ToF-SIMS data with Br-terminated and H-terminated
DTPA, STM images of OTPA deposition on Au(111) sub-
strate, ToF-SIMS data obtained from deuterium-substituted
OTPA, description of the commensurate molecular DTPA
overlayers on Ag(111) surface, DFT calculations of the ad-
sorption configurations on Ag(111) surface, description of
the tight binding calculations, bandstructures of freestand-
ing DTPA COF obtained by DFT, additional description of
the STS spectral map analysis in Figure 6, partial charge
density maps of the freestanding DTPA COF obtained by
DFT, description of electron confined in a pore, and descrip-
tion of the electron plane wave expansion modeling.
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Heterotriangulene Macrocycles by Solution and Surface-
Supported Synthesis toward Honeycomb Networks. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2013, 135, 4550–4557, DOI: 10.1021/ja400857g.

(27) Wang, T.; Lv, H.; Feng, L.; Tao, Z.; Huang, J.; Fan, Q.; Wu, X.;
Zhu, J. Unravelling the Mechanism of Glaser Coupling Reaction
on Ag(111) and Cu(111) Surfaces: A Case for Halogen Substi-
tuted Terminal Alkyne. J. Phys. Chem. C 2018, 122, 14537–
14545, DOI: 10.1021/acs.jpcc.8b02893.

(28) Lackinger, M. Surface-Assisted Ullmann Coupling. Chem. Com-
mun. 2017, 53, 7872–7885, DOI: 10.1039/c7cc03402d.

(29) Fritton, M.; Duncan, D. A.; Deimel, P. S.; Rastgoo-Lahrood, A.;
Allegretti, F.; Barth, J. V.; Heckl, W. M.; Björk, J.;
Lackinger, M. The Role of Kinetics versus Thermodynam-
ics in Surface-Assisted Ullmann Coupling on Gold and Silver
Surfaces. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2019, 141, 4824–4832, DOI:
10.1021/jacs.8b11473.

(30) Sutoh, A.; Okada, Y.; Ohta, S.; Kawabe, M. Cracking Effi-
ciency of Hydrogen with Tungsten Filament in Molecular Beam
Epitaxy. Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 1995, 34, L1379–L1382, DOI:
10.1143/JJAP.34.L1379.

9



(31) Shard, A. G.; Gilmore, I. S. Analysis of Metastable Ions in the
ToF-SIMS Spectra of Polymers. Int. J. Mass Spectrom. 2008,
269, 85–94, DOI: 10.1016/j.ijms.2007.09.011.

(32) Galeotti, G.; De Marchi, F.; Hamzehpoor, E.; MacLean, O.; Ra-
jeswara Rao, M.; Chen, Y.; Besteiro, L. V.; Dettmann, D.; Fer-
rari, L.; Frezza, F.; Sheverdyaeva, P. M.; Liu, R.; Kundu, A. K.;
Moras, P.; Ebrahimi, M.; Gallagher, M. C.; Rosei, F.;
Perepichka, D. F.; Contini, G. Synthesis of Mesoscale Or-
dered Two-Dimensional Pi-Conjugated Polymers with Semi-
conducting Properties. Nat. Mater. 2020, 19, 874–880, DOI:
10.1038/s41563-020-0682-z.

(33) Witte, G.; Lukas, S.; Bagus, P. S.; Wöll, C. Vacuum Level
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Load-lock Deposition Geometry

2
0
 c

m1
1
 c

m

Ion Gauge

Evaporator

To Sample
Transfer Arm

Heated Sample 
Stage

H  Gas Inlet2
16.4 cm

To Sample
Preparation
Chamber

To Turbomolecular 
Pump

Figure S1. Schematic of the turbo-pumped sample-introduction
chamber (load-lock) used for molecular depositions. Molecules
originate from the dual crucible evaporator positioned 11 cm from
the heated sample stage. The H2 cracking filament is the primary
filament on the ion gauge positioned below the sample stage and
evaporator.

Substrate Temperature and Monomer
Desorption

Desorption of the hydrogen terminated DTPA monomers
was found to occur at lower substrate temperatures than for
other oligomers (Figure S2). The desorption was observed
by a decrease in molecular coverage after depositing in a H2

backfilled environment with the cracking filament on (which
leads to approximate total hydrogenation of the debromi-
nated DTPA sites). At 543 K substrate temperature no

molecules are present on the surface (Figure S2A), whereas
the control deposition (filament off) has ≈ 70% monolayer
coverage (B). At 523 K substrate temperature the filament-
on deposition has ≈ 32% monolayer coverage (C) whereas
the control deposition had ≈ 65% monolayer coverage (D).

Figure S2. Topographs of DTPA depositions under different con-
ditions on Ag(111). (A) H2 backfilled to 2.2 × 10−6 mbar with
cracking filament on (0.1 mA emission current) and 543 K sub-
strate temp. (B) HV deposition with cracking filament off and
543 K substrate temp. (C) H2 backfilled to 2.2 × 10−6 mbar with
cracking filament on (0.1 mA emission current) and 523 K sub-
strate temp. (D) HV deposition with cracking filament off and
523 K substrate temp. Imaging conditions: (A) 1.82 V, 24 pA, (B)
−2.07 V, 29 pA, (C) 2.07 V, 63 pA and (D) −1.80 V, 140 pA.

Verification of the hot filament as the
primary source of atomic hydrogen

To verify that the most significant source of H is the heated
filament of the ion gauge and not the generated ions or elec-
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trons, Figure S3 shows a deposition of DTPA in the presence
of H2 with only a heated ion gauge filament (no grid or fila-
ment bias voltages). This resulted in a surface covered with
only monomer SAM; the same result as obtained by deposi-
tion in H2 with the ion gauge operating normally (i.e., with
grid and filament bias voltages).

Figure S3. STM topographs of a DTPA deposition onto Ag(111)
performed in a H2 backfilled chamber (2.2 × 10−6 mbar) and the
heated ion gauge filament. The filament was heated directly
by an AC current of 4.15 A (approximate filament current for
0.1 mA emission current) without a grid voltage. This deposition
showed only large (50 nm to 100 nm) islands of monomer SAMs.
(A,B) Examples of large monomer SAMs. (C) Zoom of monomer
SAM region. Imaging parameters: (A,B) 1.18 V, 28 pA and (C)
−1.18 V, 22 pA.

DTPA on Ag(111): Surface compo-
sition with varying cracking filament
temperature

The deposition of (Br3)DTPA onto a heated Ag(111) sub-
strate in the presence of a source of atomic hydrogen results
in a mixture of DTPA species with varying degrees of hydro-
genation, due to the stochastic nature of the termination due
to atomic hydrogen. When a hot filament is absent, the sur-
face shows the formation of covalently-bonded islands even
in the presence of molecular hydrogen as shown in Figure
S2B,D.

Performing the depositions with an excess of atomic hy-
drogen results in virtually all the molecules being fully hy-
drogenated, as the surface is covered only by the monomer
SAM, for example, Figure S2C, S3C. Depositions with lower
amounts of hydrogen produce mixtures of oligomers. A frac-
tion of these various oligomeric species form well-ordered
self-assemblies.

To illustrate this, we have performed three depositions
with identical molecular deposition rates, background pres-
sures (3× 10−8 mbar) and substrate temperatures (503 K),
for the same duration of time (10 minutes) while varying
the temperature of the cracking filament. The tempera-
ture of the cracking filament was varied by changing the
thermionic emission current of the filament. Depositions
were performed with emission currents of 0.04 mA, 0.1 mA
and 1 mA, and the surfaces were scanned using STM to iden-
tify the differences in the sample composition.

The species found on the surface can be broadly catego-
rized as self-assembled monomers (Figure S4A), dimers (B),
hexamers (C), and mixed oligomers (D).

A B

C D

Figure S4. Species typically found on the Ag(111) surface af-
ter deposition of DTPA in the presence of atomic hydrogen.
The commonly found ordered self-assemblies are that of (A)
monomers, (B) dimers and (C) hexamers. In addition to the or-
dered self-assemblies, aggregates of oligomers without well-defined
self-assembly (D) can also be found. Imaging parameters: (A)
−0.97 V, 130 pA (B) −1.44 V, 25 pA (C) −0.86 V, 110 pA and
(D) −2.00 V, 150 pA.

The results of the depositions broadly follow the expected
trend of higher filament temperature causing a greater de-
gree of hydrogenation of the DTPA species.

1 mA emission: This results in a surface that is dom-
inated by monomer self-assembly, along with a small pro-
portion of dimer self-assembly and mixed oligomers (Figure
S5). Hexamer self-assembly was not seen when scanning this
sample.

A B

Figure S5. Deposition performed with a filament emission cur-
rent of 1 mA. The surface is dominated by monomer self-assembly,
with small islands of dimers and mixed oligomers on the sur-
face and step-edges. Imaging parameters (for both (A) and (B)):
1.35 V, 16 pA.

0.1 mA emission: In this setting, ordered self-assemblies
of monomer, dimers and hexamers, as well as mixed assem-
blies of oligomers were found (Figure S6). The monomer as-
semblies are mostly intact, with some disruption by dimers,
etc. (Figure S6A).
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A B

Figure S6. Deposition performed with a filament emission cur-
rent of 0.1 mA. The surface contains self-assembled monomers,
dimers, hexamers as well as oligomers. Imaging parameters: (A)
−0.85 V, 120 pA and (B) 1.13 V, 32 pA.

0.04 mA emission: The surface is similar to 0.1 mA
emission but with a larger amount of hexamer self-assembly
and with a larger portion of the monomer self-assemblies
disrupted by rows of dimers or disordered assemblies of a
mixture of species.

Figure S7. Deposition performed with a filament emission cur-
rent of 0.04 mA. The surface looks similar to the results ob-
tained with 0.1 mA. However, larger areas of the monomer self-
assemblies are disrupted with regions containing a mixture of
dimers, trimers and other oligomers (B). Imaging parameters:
1.59 V, 44 pA.

The results of the STM data obtained from these three
samples is summarized in Table 1 of the main text, and re-
produced for convenience in Table S1 below. In order to
estimate the average number of hydrogen atoms per DTPA
molecule in the Table, we assume that every DTPA termi-
nation site not bonded to another DTPA molecule is in-
stead bonded with one hydrogen atom. Hence, each DTPA
monomer has 3 hydrogen atoms, each dimer has 4 termi-
nal H atoms (two per DTPA molecule), etc. Then, we look
at select sample regions with mixed oligomers, as well as
the disrupted monomer self-assembly (see, e.g., Figure S7B)
and obtain an estimate of the average number of DTPA-H
bonds per DTPA molecule and an average area density of the
DTPA molecules by manually counting the bond order. Fi-
nally, using the area densities of the various self-assemblies,
we estimate the number of molecules in the scans by manu-
ally highlighting the area covered by each of the mentioned
categories and estimate the average degree of hydrogenation
of the molecules.

DTPA Depositions on Au(111)

Depositions prepared for TOF-SIMS experiments were per-
formed on Au(111) substrates rather than the Ag(111) sub-
strate used throughout the text. This was done to avoid po-
tential oxidation of the substrate during transfer to the mass

spectrometer. Figure S8 shows the results of the DTPA ex-
periments performed on a Au(111) substrate. Similar to the
Ag(111) substrate, the molecules form two dimensional net-
works when deposited in the absence of a source of atomic
hydrogen, while they form a self-assembled structure with-
out bonding when the deposition is performed in the pres-
ence of atomic hydrogen.

A B

Figure S8. DTPA Molecules deposited on Au(111) substrate in
the (A) absence of atomic hydrogen, and (B) in the presence of
2.2 × 10−6 mbar of hydrogen in the chamber along with a crack-
ing filament. The depositions were performed at a temperature
of (523 ± 70) K. The large temperature uncertainty is due to ex-
perimental issues with sample contact. Imaging parameters: (A)
−1.09 V, 90 pA and (B) 1.78 V, 21 pA.

ToF-SIMS: Br-terminated and H-
terminated DTPA

In this section, we provide additional data for the quan-
titative evidence of hydrogenation of the molecules. Fig-
ure S9 shows the mass spectra of the direct deposition of
(Br3)DTPA on the Au(111) substrate at room temperature
without any atomic hydrogen (red) and deposition on a hot
substrate in the presence of atomic hydrogen (green). The
peaks of the non-hydrogenated sample are located 3u lower
than the corresponding peaks of the hydrogenated sample.
The reduction in mass by 3u indicates that the peaks are
caused by fragments of (Br3)DTPA that lose the Br atoms
in the ion generation process, but do not have hydrogen on
the three termini.

Figure S9. Selection of the ToF-SIMS mass spectrometry data
for the non-brominated DTPA mass ranges. The green spectrum
is the experimental data for DTPA molecules deposited in a H2-
rich environment with the cracking filament on. The molecules
were deposited onto a Au(111) sample heated to 573 K. The red
spectrum is a control deposition of DTPA molecules onto a room
temperature Au(111) sample without the presence of additional
H2 and the cracking filament off.
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Table S1. Distribution of oligomer species on the Ag(111) substrate for different cracking-filament emission currents. Fractions of molecules
in monomer (1-mer), dimer (2-mer), and hexamer (6-mer) SAMs are shown, as well as the total area imaged and the number of molecules.
The average number of hydrogen terminations per DTPA molecule (H/DTPA) is calculated considering all molecules, including those in mixed
regions of oligomers and partial-COF that do not form well-ordered self-assembly.

Emission Area No. molec. 1-mer 2-mer 6-mer H/DTPA

0.04 mA 153 500 nm2 31 500 13% 15% 20% 1.7
0.10 126 300 32 200 36 4 16 2.0
1.00 226 400 45 500 67 8 - 2.5

OTPA Depositions on Au(111)

Figure S10 shows the results of the deposition of OTPA on
the Au(111) surface. These molecules form a two dimen-
sional covalent network when deposited without any sources
of atomic hydrogen (A), and form a self-assembled mono-
layer when deposited in the presence of atomic hydrogen
(B). The OTPA molecules image differently in STM as com-
pared to the DTPA molecule; the absence of the nearly verti-
cal methyl bridging groups means that the STM images the
OTPA molecules with the brominated sites at the vertices of
the triangles(as opposed to the DTPA methyl bridge sites as
the vertices). The self-assembled phase we observe is similar
to the un-annealed, self-assembled phase of the (Br3)OTPA
molecule on Au(111) reported in the literature.1

A B
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Figure S10. Results of OTPA deposition on Au(111) substrate.
(A) 473 K(est.) substrate, in 3 × 10−8 mbar of background H2
(B) 453 K(est.) in 2.2 × 10−6 mbar of background H2 and hot ion
gauge filament with an emission current 0.1 mA. (Faulty thermal
contact made the temperature of this substrate unreliable, but
the results of subsequent experiments are consistent with the es-
timated temperatures). Imaging parameters: (A) 0.68 V, 130 pA
and (B) 1.83 V, 24 pA.

ToF-SIMS: Deuterium substitution

We also perform a deposition of (Br3)OTPA molecules on
a heated Ag(111) substrate in the presence of atomic deu-
terium (backfilling the chamber with deuterium gas along
with a hot ion gauge filament for cracking) and perform ToF-
SIMS on the sample, following the same procedure as de-
scribed in the main paper. We compare the mass spectra of
the hydrogenated OTPA on Au(111) sample with the deuter-
ated OTPA on Ag(111) sample (Figure S11). The primary
peak in the deuterated sample is shifted up by 3u (due to the
heavier deuterium atoms). In addition to the fully deuter-
ated peak corresponding to D3 OTPA, we also observe mass
peaks that consist of partially deuterium and hydrogen sub-
stituted species (HD2 OTPA and H2D OTPA) as well as
a peak corresponding to the fully hydrogenated OTPA. We
attribute these peaks to the existence of background hydro-
gen in the chamber in addition to the deuterium that has

been introduced (although, we don’t exclude the possibility
of minor H-D substitution during the 5-min atmospheric ex-
posure during transfer to the TOF-SIMS instrument). Using
the areas of the peaks, we estimate that ≈ 68.7% of the sites
are passivated by deuterium, the rest being passivated by
hydrogen. The set of four additional peaks at masses 292.7-
298.7 are attributed to the Ag2Br+ ions that occur due to
bromine adsorbed on the silver surface.

M/Z

OTPA on Au(111)

D3-OTPA on Ag(111)

OTPA+
(287.06)

D3-OTPA+
(290.08)

Ag2Br+
(294.73)

N
O

O

O

N

O

O

O

D D

D

A

B

282 286 290 294 298

282 286 290 294 298

Figure S11. Comparison of the OTPA on Au(111) spectrum (A)
and OTPA on Ag(111) spectrum (B). The primary peak in (B)
matches the expected mass of the deuterium-terminated OTPA
(290.08), providing further evidence of our proposed termination.
The cluster of four peaks (292.73, 294.73, 296.73, 298.73) are at-

tributed to Ag2Br+ formed by the surface bromine that is released
during dehalogenation of (Br3)OTPA.

Hence, this experiment confirms that the source of the
hydrogenation of the deposited molecules is the background
gas during deposition, as opposed to other sources or atmo-
spheric contamination.
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DTPA Commensurate Overlayer

Figure S12. STM topographs of DTPA commensurate molecu-
lar overlayers on a synthetic Ag(111) lattice (hexagonal lattice
with aAg(111) = 0.288 nm. Topographs feature overlayer lattice

vectors (~a′1 and ~a′2) with white arrows and their components pro-
jected onto the Ag(111) lattice by the red dashed lines. Below
the topographs are the matrix and Wood’s notation for the com-
mensurate overlayer structures. (A) DTPA monomer SAM. (B)
DTPA dimer SAM. (C) DTPA hexamer macrocycle SAM. (D)
DTPA COF.

In Figure S12, a synthetic Ag(111) lattice is superimposed
over STM topographs of SAM structures (to avoid obscur-
ing the molecules, the shaded honeycomb denotes the in-
terstitial regions of the Ag(111) surface; Ag atom positions
are the transparent circles). Although the Ag lattice was
generally not resolved while imaging molecular islands, its
orientation was determined by Ag 〈11̄0〉-aligned step-edges
in larger scans over the same region (a minimum of two step
directions among [11̄0], [101̄], or [011̄] was used). Without
atomic resolution of the Ag lattice, the precise location of a
molecule over the substrate was not observed experimentally.
The lateral alignment of the lattice shown in Figure S12 is
chosen to align the DTPA N-centers over 3-fold hollow sites,
a configuration which is consistent with the lowest-energy
configuration of a closely-related CH2-bridged TPA COF on
the Ag(111) surface, calculated for another purpose (Fig-
ure S13).

DFT Adsorption Calculations

Figure S13. The interface system of CH2-bridged DTPA-COF
on the Ag substrate was calculated at the DFT-PBE level of the-
ory (see Methodology in the main text). Three adsorption sites,
denoted as (A) bridge, (B) hollow, and (C) top sites and charac-
terized by the relative positions of the center-N atom in the DTPA
COF were considered in the calculations. The relative stability of
the three adsorption sites was characterized by comparing their
adsorption energies, defined as Eads = Etotal − EAg − ECOF ,
where Etotal, EAg , and ECOF are the energies of COF/Ag com-
plex, the Ag slab, and the COF monolayer, respectively.

Tight binding calculations

We consider a simple six-member ring tight binding Hamilto-
nian with nearest neighbor and next-nearest neighbor terms
to model the evolution of the filled state energy levels from
monomer to six-membered macrocycle as shown in Figure
S14. Since all the sites of the six membered ring are equiv-
alent, we ignore their on-site energies.

H =
∑

nn

tnn(a†iaj + a†jai) +
∑

nnn

tnnn(a†iaj + a†jai)

ψ0

ψ1ψ2

ψ3

ψ4
ψ5

tnn

tnn

tnnn

tnnn

Figure S14. Graphical representation of the tight-binding net-
work used in the case of a 6-membered ring. All (nearest neighbor
(nn) and next-nearest neighbor (nnn) are shown for one site (ψ1).

Now, we consider a ring with N orbital sites.

tnn(ψn−1 + ψn+1) + tnnn(ψn−2 + ψn+2) = Eψn

Here, ψn refers to the amplitude of the wavefunction at
site n and the indices n wrap around the N member circle.

This admits solutions of the form ψn = e
i2πmn
N , where

m ∈ {0, 1, ..., N − 1}, with solutions Em = 2tnncos
(
2πm
N

)
+

2tnnncos
(
4πm
N

)
. For the six-membered ring system which

we use, the solutions are singly degenerate levels at (2tnn +
2tnnn,−2tnn+2tnnn) and doubly degenerate levels at (tnn−
tnnn,−tnn − tnnn).
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Comparing the peak locations predicted by this model
to the DFT peak locations, we obtain tnn ' −0.2 eV and
tnnn ' −0.012 eV.

Freestanding DTPA COF DFT Band-
structure

Figure S15. Left: DFT calculated density of states for the free-
standing DTPA COF. Right: DFT calculated bandstructure for
the freestanding DTPA COF.

Spectral Map Analysis

Figure S16 shows the data analysis steps underlying Figure 6
of the main text.

Figure S16. Details on the spectral map analysis using the hex-
amer SAM data as an example. (A) A reference topograph taken
over the hexamer SAM immediately prior to the spectral map ac-
quisition and the sorted results from K-means clustering using five
clusters. The K-means results display the 64x64 pixel map where
the scanning tunneling spectra are taken and each color desig-
nates its cluster. (B-D) Representation of the vector 2-norm in
the vector space spanned by the bias voltages with the displayed
spectra as the origin. These spectra are the average differential
conductance spectra between 0.05 V to 1.5 V from the selected
clusters. The Euclidean distances were used to generate the red
(B), green (C), and blue (D) pixel values in middle column of
Figure 6.

The spectral map data is first sorted by K-means cluster-
ing into 5 clusters. K-means was chosen because it can sort
the spectral data without the necessity for user intervention

or thresholding. K-means is performed on the differential
conductance spectra in the range from 0.05 V to 1.5 V which
has been normalized by its integral value. Representative
spectra are chosen as the origin to calculate a Euclidean
distance in the vector space spanned by the bias voltages.
These representative spectra are the averaged spectra from
cluster 1 (B), cluster 2 (C) and cluster 3 (D). The clusters
were chosen based on the spatial portion of the molecular
formation under investigation. The Euclidean distance is
the vector 2-norm from the spectrum at a pixel location in
the spectral map to the cluster averaged spectrum (cluster
center) resulting in three Euclidean distances per pixel lo-
cation. These values are normalized by the range of values
(per spectral origin point) and subtracted by 1 resulting in
a value between 0-1 with 1 being closest to the referenced
spectrum and 0 furthest away. The sets of these values are
shown in the maps presented in (B-D). These maps are con-
verted into the RGB values displayed in Figure 6 with the
red pixel value from map (B), green from map (C), and blue
from map (D).

Freestanding DTPA DFT Partial
Charge Density Maps

Figure S17. DTPA charge density maps calculated by free-
standing DFT for various DTPA structures and molecular or-
bitals/bands. (A) DTPA monomer. (B) DTPA Dimer. (C)
DTPA hexamer macrocycle. (D) DTPA COF.

Electron confined to a circle in two
dimensions

Consider an electron obeying the Schrödinger equation con-
fined to a circle in two dimensions with radius ρ.2

−~2
2m∗
∇2ψ = Eψ

Expanding ∇2 in polar coordinates, we get:
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∇2 =
∂2

∂r2
+

1

r

∂

∂r
+

1

r2
∂2

∂θ2

Splitting ψ as R(r)Φ(θ),

r2

R

∂2R

∂r2
+
r

R

∂R

∂r
+

2m∗E

~2
r2 = m2 (1)

where m ∈ Z due to the condition on the angular part of
the wavefunction (Φ(θ + 2mπ) = Φ(θ)).

Substituting r′ =
√

2mE
~2 r, we get the Bessel differential

equation:

r′2
∂2R

∂r′2
+ r′

∂R

∂r′
+R(r′2 −m2) = 0 (2)

The solutions of this equation are the Bessel functions.
If we constrain the solutions of this equation to be zero at
r = ρ and that R(0) isn’t a singularity, R(r′) at r = ρ must
be zero. The lowest energy mode would correspond to the
location of the first zero of J0(r′),2 ie.,

E = E0 +
~2

2m∗

(
2.4048

ρ

)2

Since we are looking at the confinement of surface state
electrons with parabolic dispersion, we add the energy term
E0, where E0 is the onset of the surface state.

If we take m∗ = 0.42me and an approximate radius of the
confinement provided by the hexamers/COF as ρ = 0.94 nm
and E0 = −50 meV, we get a ground state energy of E =
0.54 eV, which approximates the pore resonance observed in
the EPWE model.

Electron Plane Wave Expansion
modeling

The free surface state electrons obey a parabolic energy dis-
persion given by:

Ek = E0 +
~2k2

2m∗

Here, E0 is the surface state band onset energy (measured
to be −50 meV from STS) and m∗ is the effective mass of
the surface state electrons, m∗ = 0.42me.

3

The adsorbed molecules on the metal surface can be mod-
elled as regions containing a scattering potential that affects
the two dimensional surface electron gas.4–6 The potentials
can be used to set up an effective Schrödinger equation. The
differential equation can be solved numerically using a vari-
ety of methods, such as the Boundary Element Method4 or
an Electron Plane Wave Expansion (EPWE) method.7,8

In the EPWE method,7 we consider the Schrödinger equa-
tion with a periodic potential V :

(−~2∇2

2m?
+ V (r)

)
ψ = Eψ

The potential V can be expanded in two dimensions using
a Fourier series summation as V (r) =

∑
G VGe

iG.r, where
the summation is over all the reciprocal lattice vectors G
of the periodic potential V . We can also expand the Bloch
wavefunction ψ = u(r)eik.r where u(r) has the same peri-
odicity as the potential V (r) and k is a vector in the first
Brillouin zone. Hence, the wavefunctions ψ can also be ex-
panded in terms of a Fourier series of the reciprocal lattice
as ψ(r) =

∑
G’ uG’e

i(G’+k).r. We insert these terms into

the equation. Then, for every reciprocal lattice vector G0,
we can write:

~2

2m∗
(G0 + k)2uG0 +

∑

G

VG0−GuG = EuG0

While this equation is for all reciprocal lattice vectors
G0, for the purpose of the numerical calculation, we restrict
the set of lattice vectors to within a circle in the recipro-
cal space with a radius sufficiently large (with sufficiently
many Fourier components) to describe the potential accu-
rately and obtain convergence. Hence, this equation can
be written as an eigenvalue equation HU = EU , where the

matrix Hij = VGi−Gj + ~2
2m∗ (Gi + k)2δij . This eigenvalue

equation can be solved numerically for k to obtain the wave-
function energies and densities.

To approximate the DTPA molecules, we constructed a

model potential of Gaussian potentials, V (r) = We
−r2

2σ2 , at
every atomic site of the DTPA π-skeleton. For these com-
putations, we choose W = 0.5 eV and σ = 0.7 �A.

Using these model molecular potentials, we can calculate
the LDOS of the surface state electrons with confining hex-
amer as well as COF potentials, as shown in Figure S18. For
this calculation, we consider all the reciprocal lattice vectors
G that are inside a circle of radius 15|k0|, where |k0| is the
magnitude of the reciprocal lattice vectors of the lattices be-
ing considered (COF and hexamer) in order to accurately
capture the potential. We truncate the higher order Fourier
components since they do not contribute significantly to the
low energy confinement LDOS. The LDOS is then calculated
over one rhombus shaped lattice tile enclosed by the lattice
vectors a1 and a2 in a 50 × 50 grid. The rhombus tile is
then repeated to tile the image shown in Figure S18, and
the spectra at points of interest are extracted by linear in-
terpolation within the tiled set of spectra. The calculated
LDOS spectra are then smoothed in energy using a gaus-
sian filter with a standard deviation of 8.5 meV to reflect
the experimental broadening.

2nm

Barrier (eV)

i. ii. iii.

i. ii. iii.

(A)

(B)

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

1nm

Figure S18. The calculated (i) LDOS at pores, (ii) LDOS inten-
sity map for the pore resonance peak and (iii) Potential used for
EPWE calculations for (A) Hexamer self-assembly and (B) COF
respectively. The red line in (i) marks the energy of the calcu-
lated LDOS map. The red point in (ii),(iii) shows the location
(inside the pores) of the spectrum shown in (i). The spectra are
broadened in energy with a gaussian kernel (σ = 8.5 meV).

The pore spectrum of the hexamer shows a peak with a
maximum at 0.39 eV, while the pore spectrum of the COF
shows a maximum at 0.46 eV. The LDOS maps plotted at
these voltages show that the intensity is concentrated at the
pores, indicating that this peak corresponds to a pore reso-
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nance. The LUMO states also have higher density towards
the pores (Figure S17), which contributes to the higher den-
sity of states towards the pore regions. This matches with
the experimental observation of increased differential con-
ductance at the pore centers in the case of both hexamer
and COF spectra in the region of ∼ 0.5 eV.

References

(1) Marchi, F. D.; Galeotti, G.; Simenas, M.; Gallagher, M. C.;
Hamzehpoor, E.; MacLean, O.; Rao, R. M.; Chen, Y.;
Dettmann, D.; Contini, G.; Tornau, E. E.; Ebrahimi, M.;
Perepichka, D. F.; Rosei, F. Temperature-Induced Molecu-
lar Reorganization on Au(111) Driven by Oligomeric Defects.
Nanoscale 2019, 11, 19468–19476, DOI: 10.1039/C9NR06117G.

(2) Crommie, M. F.; Lutz, C. P.; Eigler, D. M.; Heller, E. J. Quantum
Corrals. Phys. D: Nonlinear Phenom. 1995, 83, 98–108, DOI:
10.1016/0167-2789(94)00254-N.

(3) Li, J.; Schneider, W.-D.; Berndt, R.; Crampin, S. Electron
Confinement to Nanoscale Ag Islands on Ag(111): A Quan-
titative Study. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1998, 80, 3332–3335, DOI:
10.1103/PhysRevLett.80.3332.
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