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Self-driving laboratories (SDLs) accelerate scientific discovery by automating experimental execution
and optimization. AI agents can increasingly propose new experiments, but existing SDLs can only run
the procedures they were built for. Adapting them to a new experiment still requires extensive manual
engineering, which makes laboratory flexibility the bottleneck for scaling discovery. We introduce the
self-building laboratory (SBL), which designs, configures, and operates its own laboratory setup given
a high-level scientific goal. SBL starts from whatever already exists, from an empty room to a working
SDL, and builds the missing capabilities: the lab layout, its digital twin, robot skills, and experimental
workflows. We demonstrate the system working across different robots and setups, scaling from a
single workstation to laboratories with several robots working together. We validate SBL’s end-to-end
capabilities through a real-world quantum-dot synthesis experiment. By shifting the role of human
researchers from manually configuring and programming device automation to specifying scientific
objectives, SBL makes scientific automation more accessible, flexible, and scalable.
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1 Introduction

Self-driving laboratories (SDLs) accelerate scientific research by automating experiments through the design–
make–test–analyse (DMTA) cycle, in which experimental results inform subsequent decisions (1; 2; 3; 4; 5;
6; 7; 8; 9; 10; 11; 12). These approaches have been used to design biological systems, synthesize solid-state
materials, optimize nanocrystals (13; 14; 15), to name a few. However, the autonomy of an SDL is typically
bounded by the equipment and operational capabilities established during its development (16).

This boundary becomes a bottleneck as scientific research evolves. New research questions may require
experimental procedures or instrumentation that were not anticipated when the platform was configured.
Extending these capabilities typically requires specialists to integrate hardware and develop the software
needed to execute new procedures (17; 12; 18). Such modifications are time-consuming (19) and often depend
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Figure 1 Concept of a self-building laboratory (SBL). Scientific goals guide the identification of capability gaps, development
in a digital twin, and validation in the physical laboratory. Feedback and reuse support continued capability development
across workflows, equipment, and entire laboratories. The image combines SDL2 at the Acceleration Consortium,
University of Toronto, Canada, with its digital twin built by the SBL and rendered in Isaac Sim in a blue wireframe
style.

on tacit knowledge that is difficult to preserve or transfer (20). Changes in equipment placement or laboratory
layout can further compromise the reliability of existing workflows. Modular platforms and robots that
reconfigure equipment can adapt workflows using existing hardware and software (21; 4; 22). Capabilities
beyond those already available still require human development.

Recent advances provide an opportunity to address this limitation. Large language model (LLM)-based
agents have demonstrated the ability to plan experiments, generate instrument control code, and interact
with laboratory hardware (23; 24; 25; 26; 27; 28; 29; 30), while physics-based simulation enables developing
digital twins of laboratory environments (31; 32). Advances in robotics, particularly mobile manipulation,
allow experiments to draw on instruments distributed across a laboratory by transferring samples between
instruments (6; 33; 34; 35; 36). Language models can select existing robot skills based on their likelihood
of success (37) and generate control programs that use sensory feedback (38). Using robots as tools for
general-purpose agents has also been discussed as a broader direction for robotics (39). Recent studies test
GPT-6-Astra for robot control in simulation (40; 41; 42). Experiments and technical reports also show control
of real robots, with some systems reusing experience or using a digital twin to guide actions (43; 44; 45). These
advances support flexible experimental execution, but adapting a laboratory to new scientific requirements
still requires substantial time and expertise (46).

Here, we demonstrate a self-building laboratory (SBL) that incorporates the identification, development,
and validation of task-required operational capabilities into the autonomous scientific process (Figure 1).
Researchers define the scientific objectives that guide this process. SBL self-identifies gaps between these
objectives and its available capabilities, then develops or extends the interfaces, skills, and workflows needed
to address them. The system uses a digital twin to develop candidate operations and check them against
task constraints before refining and validating them through physical interaction. Successful procedures are
retained as reusable skills for subsequent tasks. Table 1 compares how experimental capabilities are developed
and used across laboratory paradigms.
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We demonstrate capability development of SBLs from digital twin construction and operational skill develop-
ment to experimental workflow building and laboratory expansion. SBL constructs task-relevant digital twins
and develops execution interfaces and reusable skills that incorporate sensory feedback. It combines these
capabilities into experimental workflows for physical execution using existing instruments. In simulation, the
system also coordinates different robotic configurations and interconnected workstations. By incorporating
capability development into the autonomous scientific process, SBLs could reduce the engineering effort
required to adapt laboratory automation to new scientific objectives and make it more accessible to researchers
without specialized automation expertise.

Table 1 Comparison of laboratory paradigms.

Aspect Traditional lab Self-driving lab Self-building lab (this work)

Experiment
execution

Researcher-led procedures Automated workflows using
integrated capabilities

Workflows using capabilities
developed as needed

New capabilities Developed by researchers Typically engineered by
specialists

Developed and validated by
agents

Knowledge retention Written procedures and
researcher experience

Protocols and script libraries
tailored for one setup

Reusable skills across laboratories

2 Results
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Figure 2 Architecture of the self-building laboratory. The scientific agent translates user goals into experimental plans,
while the twin agent constructs a digital twin, develops task-relevant skills, and validates workflows in simulation. The
safety agent uses the twin for scenario analysis and generates runtime guardrails through which all physical laboratory
commands pass. The scientific agent invokes the physical laboratory through this layer. Physical state feedback supports
twin calibration and subsequent simulation, while simulation and physical execution traces support skill distillation and
the retention of experience as agent memory. Reusable skills and memories inform subsequent tasks.

SBL takes a user’s scientific goal together with a description of the current laboratory: photographs of the
space, device identifiers, and any existing automation interfaces (Figure 2). The starting point can range
from an empty room to a working SDL; in each case, SBL builds the capabilities missing for the goal: the
lab layout, its digital twin, robot skills, and experimental workflows (Table 2). It builds a digital twin of the
laboratory, from individual device models to the layout of the whole space, using robot-mounted cameras
where available to gather additional observations (Section 2.2). SBL identifies the capabilities the desired
workflow requires and acquires the missing skills using the digital twin and, with user approval, trial-and-error
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Table 2 Starting points for a self-building laboratory. The same process applies in each case; only the set of capabilities
that must be built differs.

Starting point Already exists SBL builds

Empty laboratory N/A Layout, digital twin, skills, and workflows
Existing manual laboratory Equipment Digital twin, skills, and workflows
Automated laboratory requiring
reconfiguration

Equipment and some skills New layout, updated digital twin, and adapted
skills

SDL with a new protocol Equipment and skills New workflows and any missing skills

in the real world (Section 2.3). This allows it to go from a user’s scientific goal to safely executing the desired
workflow in the real world, with minimal human intervention (Section 2.4). The same process extends to
designing laboratory layouts and coordinating several robots across workstations (Section 2.5).

2.2 Building digital twin

Figure 3 shows how the twin agent reconstructs individual equipment and assembles these models into a
calibrated laboratory scene. The user provides laboratory photographs, equipment model numbers when
available, and device application programming interface (API) endpoints. From these inputs, the agent builds
a task-oriented representation of equipment identity, geometry, articulation, spatial arrangement, and control
interfaces.

Equipment reconstruction begins with identifying the individual devices from the photographs and any
supplied model numbers. For each device, the agent first searches for existing computer-aided design (CAD)
models and Unified Robot Description Format (URDF) files. If these are unavailable, the agent reconstructs an
approximate 3D model using manufacturer documentation, technical specifications, and reference images. The
agent first estimates the device dimensions using available measurements and known reference objects, then
breaks down the device into individual components, such as frames, housings, doors, and moving mechanisms.
Using Python, the agent constructs these components from basic geometric primitives and custom meshes.
The generated models are then iteratively refined by comparing rendered views against reference images and
adjusting their geometry, proportions, and relative positions. Once the geometry is established, the agent
adds articulations for movable components by defining their joints, motion axes, and limits. This process
produces simulation-ready equipment models without requiring manual CAD modelling. Missing or uncertain
parameters are recorded for further refinement.

The agent then assembles the equipment models into an initial scene based on the observed laboratory layout.
To refine this arrangement, the agent plans camera poses and acquires colour and depth observations from
each pose using its wrist-mounted camera. The agent compares observed and rendered views and iteratively
updates equipment positions and orientations. This procedure reduces equipment-pose discrepancies and
establishes the robot-to-device poses needed for motion planning.

To support operations within the reconstructed scene, the agent implements simulated devices with the same
API interfaces as their physical counterparts but different endpoints. Selecting the target endpoint determines
whether an operation runs in the twin or the physical laboratory. A monitoring system polls physical device
status through the APIs and updates the corresponding states in the twin. Using the calibrated scene, the
agent plans robot motion in the twin and sends the resulting trajectories to the physical execution endpoint
to control the robot. The twin remains a living replica of the physical laboratory, continually updated as new
observations become available.

2.3 Building laboratory skills

Figure 4 illustrates laboratory skills at three levels: device execution interfaces, embodied operations, and
scientific procedures and interpretation. Scientific requirements create demand for embodied skills, which in
turn depend on the capabilities exposed by device interfaces. The agent develops missing skills and interfaces
as these requirements arise, building the operational capabilities needed to complete the task.
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Figure 3 Building a digital twin of the laboratory. (a) Starting from laboratory images and equipment model numbers when
available, the twin agent identifies individual devices, searches product documentation, and retrieves or constructs
equipment models with task-relevant geometry, articulation, and control interfaces. (b) These models are assembled
into an initial simulation scene and refined using colour and depth observations acquired from multiple robot poses.
The agent compares observed and rendered views and iteratively updates equipment poses to align the scene with the
physical laboratory.
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Figure 4 Scientific tasks drive laboratory skill development. A plate-sealing task drives the development and integration of
embodied and device skills. Digital-twin planning and feedback from physical execution guide refinement of the twin
and skills, connecting scientific requirements to executable laboratory capabilities.

Physical skills that enable the robot to perform experimental tasks are developed by the agent in simulation
and on the real robot. In simulation, the agent maps the required experimental operations onto available
equipment and explores candidate action sequences through trial and error. Specifically, using object states,
the agent automatically defines grasping and placement poses, then uses a motion planner (47) to generate
collision-free trajectories through the cluttered laboratory workspace. It composes these motion segments into
an experimental workflow.

Direct transfer of a workflow from simulation to the real world is bounded by calibration and modelling errors.
Transport and coarse localization can often be directly deployed. On the other hand, precise interactions, like
grasping and insertion that require millimetre-scale precision, are more sensitive to these errors. There, online
exploration is needed. The agent can autonomously use local sensory feedback to refine those interactions on
the real robot. During exploration, it selects actions based on visual observations, depth measurements, robot
state, and force/torque feedback, then examines the resulting sensory responses to identify successful strategies.
Through this process, it learns to interpret feedback and use it to guide subsequent actions. Placement into a
constrained fixture, for example, can involve visual alignment, guarded descent, contact detection, lateral
adjustment, and resumed insertion after the measured load decreases.

The agent is capable of completing a range of tasks using this approach, through repeated cycles of reasoning,
code generation, physical action, and observation. However, these cycles were too slow to meet the requirements
of a chemical workflow. To reuse the experience gained during exploration, successful action sequences and
their associated feedback are distilled into executable skills. Once an agent establishes a procedure that is
repeatable, it is encoded as a Python script containing deterministic actions, sensor-based conditions, and
recovery branches, then tested through repeated physical execution. The resulting skill can then run without
agent involvement during nominal operation. Agentic reasoning resumes only when execution departs from
the conditions encoded with the skill.

SafetyGuardrail. Safety is a critical consideration when deploying autonomous agents in physical laboratories,
particularly in environments shared with human researchers (48; 49; 50). To address this challenge, SBL
incorporates safety mechanisms at both the simulation and physical execution levels. Specifically, beyond
collision-free motion planning, SBL enables safety discovery by leveraging AI agents to autonomously propose
and evaluate potentially hazardous scenarios in simulation. Through large-scale exploration of possible failure
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conditions, we demonstrate that SBL identifies potential risks and generates candidate safety guidelines
that can be incorporated into subsequent workflow planning. These findings also provide a foundation for
building a shared knowledge base of laboratory hazards and safety practices. During physical execution, SBL
implements multiple layers of safety guardrails. A separate control interface allows human operators to stop
the entire experimental workflow at any time. Additionally, SBL enforces speed limits on robot trajectories
and continuously monitors onboard force sensors to detect unexpected contact and trigger protective stops.
Together, these capabilities extend SBL beyond conventional safety enforcement toward proactive hazard
discovery and risk-aware autonomous laboratory operation.

2.4 Building experimental workflow

Figure 5 demonstrates the quantum dot synthesis experiment, which combines Opentrons liquid handling,
plate sealing, and photophysics measurements. The experiment was chosen to highlight the challenges of
end-to-end task planning and long-horizon robotic execution. A rail-mounted robotic arm transfers a 96-well
plate between instruments, requiring millimetre-level precision during pick-up and insertion while keeping
the plate level throughout each trajectory. SBL autonomously performs these tasks after a human operator
provides the initial information and approves the proposed plan.

SBL used read-only API calls to establish the deck layout, the pipettes, the tip inventory, and the sealer
and reader capabilities, then adapted the requested chemistry to these constraints. It wrote and verified a
standalone Opentrons Python protocol offline, ran it in an Opentrons simulator matching the robot’s software
version, and froze the reviewed file by recording its SHA-256 hash. The protocol consists of 236 commands
covering setup, flow rates, tip, and liquid commands, all with timestamped event markers. These actions were
validated against the gateway’s live OpenAPI schema, with the gateway configured to reject any change to the
protocol’s hash. Before execution, SBL re-read the protocol and required the equipment to be ready and idle.
It then sent the actions sequentially, recording before each request and confirming afterwards that no motion
was in progress. For the subsequent plate transfers, SBL used the digital twin for motion planning, and visual
and sensory feedback to guide grasping and placement. The robotic arm first transferred the plate from the
OT-2 to the PlateLoc for sealing. To prepare the plate for insertion into the Cytation 5, SBL then used an
intermediate plate holder as a transfer station, where the arm re-grasped the plate along its short side. The
arm placed the plate in the reader’s plate slot, and SBL registered it with the Cytation 5 for optical readout.

The chemistry is the synthesis of water-soluble end-capped cadmium sulfide quantum dots (CdS QDs) exploring
several factors simultaneously: the reaction pH and the ratios of sulfide and stabilizing ligand with respect
to Cd concentration. The reaction were performed in a 96-well microplate and incubated at 60 ◦C in a
microplate reader, where it was monitored by absorbance and photoluminescence measurements to assess
how these factors affect the formation of nanoparticles and their emission properties. Cd(NO3)2 and thiourea
served as the cadmium and sulfide precursors. 3-mercaptopropionic acid (MPA) acted as the stabilizing ligand,
coordinating to the nanocrystal surface through its thiolate group to restrict growth and aggregation (51; 52).
Alkaline buffers govern the deprotonation state of MPA and thereby its coordination with Cd2+. At a fixed
Cd concentration, the screen varied the Cd:MPA molar ratio (1:0–1:2), the Cd:thiourea molar ratio (1:1–1:2)
and the initial buffer pH (8.5–10.0).

The solution remains clear and colourless at room temperature after the addition of all reagents with
homogeneous optical properties across the plate and almost no emission within 450–680 nm. Reaction
monitoring over the course of 8 h indicates no significant formation of amorphous precipitates, while a region
with increasingly strong emission becomes notable in wells G7–H9. In well H8, for example, the increase in
emission intensity above 500 nm and the shift of the emission peak from 520 nm to 560 nm are indicative
of the progressive growth of MPA-capped CdS QDs (51). The result revealed the optimal ligand loading
of 0.75–1.5 eq, and the preferential QD formation at high pH values, which can be attributed to more
advantageous release of sulfide via thiourea hydrolysis. It is consistent with the fact that ligands are required
to stabilize soluble QDs after nucleation, yet excess ligands will inhibit QD growth.

2.5 Building scalable labs

One of the major challenges in laboratory automation is scalability, as existing systems are often tailored
to specific hardware configurations and experimental workflows (17; 19). SBL addresses this challenge by
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Figure 5 SBL-coordinated CdS synthesis and optical readout. SBL executed 236 OT-2 commands to prepare a 96-well
plate, followed by 19 robotic stages for transfer, sealing, re-grasping, and reader loading. Overlaid video frames and
teal arrows illustrate plate handling. The heatmap shows fluorescence intensity at 560 nm after 8 h, with well H8
highlighted. The adjacent plots show the evolution of the H8 emission spectrum and its fluorescence intensity at
560 nm alongside the temperature trace.
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automatically designing, evaluating, and optimizing laboratory configurations in simulation before physical
deployment. We demonstrate its scalability across increasingly complex setups, from single-arm and bimanual
robotic systems to multi-station laboratories, where mobile robots coordinate material transfer between
workstations. This enables SBL to adapt laboratory layouts, robotic configurations, and experimental
workflows to different automation requirements.

Scaling to different robots. We first demonstrate the adaptability of SBL to a solid-handling workstation, as
shown in Figure 6. The task involves dispensing solid materials into six vials and transferring the vial rack to
the opposite side of the workbench for subsequent experiments. SBL first reconstructs a digital twin from
images of the physical laboratory, including particle-based simulation of solid dispensing. Since the vial and
vial rack designs are not specified by the user, SBL automatically generates CAD models that ensure secure
vial placement and robotic graspability. Furthermore, a central shelf prevents the smaller UR3 robot from
directly transporting the vial rack across the workbench. To overcome this constraint, SBL autonomously
plans a collision-free handoff between the UR3 and UR5 robots, enabling the completion of the task through
coordinated bimanual-independent robot manipulation.

Scaling tomultiple setups. Fixed-base robot arms are constrained by their limited workspace, while practical
chemistry workflows often require devices distributed across multiple workstations. To demonstrate the
scalability of SBL beyond a single robotic setup, we integrate the previously described UR-based solid-handling
workstation with an xArm-based liquid-handling workstation to perform a buffer preparation workflow. Given
only the high-level experimental goal, SBL autonomously generates a workflow that coordinates multiple
robotic platforms and laboratory instruments. Specifically, SBL first leverages the UR workstation for
solid dispensing, then plans and generates actions for a wheeled mobile manipulator to transport the vial
rack between workstations. At the xArm workstation, the system coordinates the placement of the rack
into an Opentrons liquid handler for reagent dispensing, followed by transfer to a shaker for mixing. This
demonstration highlights the ability of SBL to extend existing robotic setups into an interconnected laboratory
by automatically coordinating task allocation, inter-workstation transportation, and instrument operation.

3 Discussion

SBL brings the development of experimental capabilities into the scientific process. In our implementation
this meant two kinds of work: adding control that was missing, such as a joint-servoing interface for the
arm, and establishing the conditions under which an operation succeeds, such as feedback-guided insertion
where scene calibration was not precise enough. The quantum-dot workflow demonstrates both in the physical
laboratory; coordination across further robots and workstations was examined in simulation.

What the agent can build depends on what the laboratory infrastructure lets it observe and verify (53). Some
device failures produced no error from the API, leaving the agent unable to tell success from failure (54). Fine
insertion became possible only after force and torque sensing exposed contact conditions that cameras and
scene calibration could not (55). Interpreting and weighing these sources still required human expertise.

The digital twin also plays a role in safety. Simulation supports trajectory planning, collision checks, and
exploration of hazardous scenarios before physical execution. The resulting constraints inform workflow
planning and runtime guardrails, including robot speed limits and force-triggered protective stops. These
guardrails must not rely on the model refusing unsafe instructions: tests on real robots show that GPT-6-Astra
and other models will follow them (56). The validity of twin-based checks depends on the geometry, device
states, and physical interactions represented in the twin (57). Collision checking covers modelled geometry;
chemical hazards and uncertain contact conditions, such as the millimetre-scale grasping and placement in our
workflow, require additional checks during physical execution. Safe capability development therefore requires
both a space for exploration and enforced limits on physical actions, with observations from execution used to
refine the twin and its constraints (48; 50).

Human involvement remains necessary as new operating conditions emerge during long-horizon tasks (24; 12).
Agents retrieve documentation, reconcile information, and execute code at a pace that makes continuous human
inspection impractical. During development, we observed both actions based on assumptions that required
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clarification and overly cautious motion decisions that obstructed task progress. Disagreements between agents
also produced repeated exchanges that required human intervention to resolve. These experiences identify a
communication requirement: the system must surface the assumptions, conflicting evidence, and operational
consequences relevant to a decision. Researchers retain responsibility for scientific objectives and supply
physical facts that the available interfaces cannot observe. Twin-based checks and runtime guardrails provide
a basis for delegating routine verification, while unresolved conditions are brought to the researcher with
enough context for intervention. This division directs human expertise towards the unresolved decisions that
limit further capability development. This need for expert involvement, in turn, calls for training researchers
to work in SBL environments, where human–agent–robot interaction becomes central, in contrast to both
traditional human-led discovery and established SDLs running predefined workflows.

For this development process to accumulate capability, successful exploration must produce procedures that
can be reused (58; 59). Because agentic cycles were too slow for the chemical workflow, successful explorations
were distilled into executable policies that run without the language model and return control to the agent
when conditions fall outside them. Encoding these conditions makes operational knowledge available for
reuse beyond the original exploration. Reuse across changed equipment or layouts requires checking those
conditions and validating the adapted procedure (60). Related work tests reusable skills with visual feedback in
simulation and on real robots (43), and programs that check their own outcomes in simulation (61). Capability
development thus becomes part of the scientific process rather than a prerequisite for it. The next step is to
measure whether successive cycles improve task performance and reduce the engineering effort and human
intervention needed for new tasks, while retaining validated capabilities. This would provide a quantitative
basis for assessing self-improvement in physical artificial intelligence (AI).

A global community of researchers can extend this process across laboratories by sharing the resources needed
to develop and assess new capabilities (62; 63; 12; 64; 65). Shareable resources include equipment models and
digital-twin assets, device interfaces, operational skills, execution records, and safety guidelines accompanied
by their applicability and validation conditions. Shared safety standards would provide a common basis
for assessing these resources, while deployment in another laboratory would still require local checks (50).
A global capability map of SDLs would connect scientific objectives to available instruments, skills, and
resources, and expose the gaps that further capability development must address (12; 62). Such a map could
support planning investigations that draw on capabilities distributed across laboratories. The result is a
dynamic ecosystem for SBLs, in which scientific infrastructure evolves alongside scientific inquiry. The case
for self-building laboratories is strongest where engineers cannot follow the equipment: remote field stations,
contaminated or hazardous sites, and even laboratories in space, which must operate under constraints on
resources, communication, and crew time and develop new capabilities from what is already on board (66; 67).

4 Methods

Equipment The experimental platform comprised a five-degree-of-freedom xArm5 robotic manipulator
mounted on a motorized linear rail and equipped with a parallel gripper (BIO GRIPPER G2) and a 6-axis
force/torque sensor for microplate handling (UFACTORY). The rail extended the robot’s access across the
liquid-handling, sealing, and measurement stations. Liquid dispensing was performed using an Opentrons
OT-2 pipetting robot equipped with an eight-channel pipette (P300 Gen2) on the left, and a single-channel
pipette (P1000 Gen2) on the right. The microplates were sealed using an Agilent PlateLoc Thermal Microplate
Sealer and characterized using a BioTek Cytation5 multimode reader. We used 19-mm-tall 96-well flat
bottom (Agilent 201242-100) and 45-mm-tall deep 96-well U-shape bottom (Agilent 5043-9302) polypropylene
microplates. Intel RealSense D435i and D405 RGB-D cameras provided laboratory observations and close-
range views of manipulation interfaces. Each instrument was exposed as an authenticated HTTP service with
a read-only GET /status endpoint, an OpenAPI schema, and documentation of available functions and valid
input ranges.

Software We used openai-gpt6-astra to construct and modify laboratory representations, generate experi-
mental workflows, and invoke planning and equipment-control tools. The digital twin was implemented in
NVIDIA Isaac Sim 6.1 using Universal Scene Description (USD) (68). Equipment representations were assem-
bled from available CAD models, reconstructed geometry, laboratory photographs, and device documentation.
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Articulated components were represented using joints, while liquid-handling states tracked liquid volume
and composition. Robot motion planning used cuRobo (47) with robot collision-sphere representations and
environment obstacles represented by meshes and cuboids. Collision checking was performed within the GPU
planning pipeline. During workflow execution in the physical laboratory, all commands were issued through
equipment-specific APIs, and robot and instrument status were recorded during operation. Measurement
responses were saved incrementally as CSV files, together with run metadata. All machines connect through a
private Tailscale network. Agents interact with instruments through two interfaces: REST and the Model
Context Protocol (MCP). For REST requests, the central API checks the agent’s authorization and records
each device claim. The agent then sends commands directly to the instrument with the claim token. The
MCP interface provides access to a selected set of approved tools.

Chemistry Chemicals were purchased from Sigma-Aldrich and used as-is without further purification. A series
of pH 8.5, 9, 9.5 and 10 buffer solutions at 1 M concentration were prepared from 1 M NH4Cl and 1 M NH4OH
stock solutions with volumetric ratios of 17.0:3.0, 12.8:7.2, 7.2:12.8, 3.0:17.0 (mL:mL), respectively. The
0.1 M Cd(NO3)2, 3-mercaptopropionic acid (MPA) and thiourea solutions were prepared by dissolving 0.617 g
Cd(NO3)2 · 4H2O, 0.213 g MPA and 0.152 g thiourea in deionized H2O and diluting to 20 mL, respectively.
All operations were performed in fumehoods, and appropriate PPE was used for manual stock preparation.
Only the source plate is pre-defined: the stock solutions were transferred to corresponding wells of the 45 mm
96-well deep well plate using volumetric pipettes, and placed on the OT-2 pipetting robot for downstream
reactions. Column 1 held buffers (1.5 mL): rows A–B pH 8.5, C–D 9.0, E–F 9.5, G–H 10.0. Column 2 held
0.1 M Cd(NO3)2, column 3 0.1 M MPA and column 4 0.1 M thiourea. Column 5 held deionized water (1.5
mL). Working stocks of 0.01 M Cd(NO3)2, MPA and thiourea were made on deck by 1:10 dilution with water;
the sulfide solution was diluted immediately before use. The absorption values were measured at 350, 400,
and 450 nm wavelengths. The emission spectra were measured in the 450–680 nm range and 10 nm intervals
using 360 nm excitation wavelength.
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