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Ambipolar organic semiconductor blends, i.e. mixtures of

electron and hole conducting materials, attain growing interest

due to their utilization in quasi-complementary organic field-

effect transistors and organic photovoltaic cells. Many inves-

tigations in the latter field have reported an increase of the solar

cell efficiency by optimizing the balance between charge carrier

transport in phase-separated structures and exciton dissociation

at the interface between these phases. Here we show the

implications of blending molecular materials for structural,

optical, and electrical properties in two model systems for

organic photovoltaic cells. We have investigated blends and

neat films of the hole transporting material Cu-phthalocyanine

(CuPc) together with fullerene C60 and Cu-hexadecafluoro-

phthalocyanine (F16CuPc) as electron transporting materials,

respectively. On the one hand, the difference in molecular

structure of the spherical C60 and the planar molecule CuPc

leads to nanophase separation in a blend of both of them,

causing charge carrier transport being limited by the successful

formation of percolation paths. On the other hand, blends of the

similar shaped CuPc and F16CuPc molecules entail mixed

crystalline films, as can be clearly seen by X-ray scattering

measurements. We discuss differences of both systems with

respect to their microstructure as well as their electrical

transport properties in diodes and field-effect transistors.

Furthermore, we compare the photovoltaic properties of planar-

and bulk-heterojunction devices under white light illumination

to relate the different morphologies of both material systems to

their performance in solar cells.

Sketches of different molecular arrangements in blended

systems. The formation of phase-separated (left) ormolecularly

mixed crystalline films (right) can occur, depending on the

geometry of the involved molecules.
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1 Introduction Molecular blends, this means the
intentional or unintentional mixture of two organic molecu-
lar species are present in a wide range of organic electronic
devices [1, 2]. These are, e.g. guest–host systems with low
concentration of unintentional impurities or intentionally
added dyes or dopants where the matrix carries the current
and the dopants are used to modify the emission color or the
electrical conductivity. The semiconductor blends discussed
here, however, are in a concentration range where both
components are active in the charge carrier transport, i.e.
above the percolation threshold.

A well-ordered type of molecular blends are charge-
transfer crystals, such as TTF-TCNQ and its many
derivatives [3]. Due to the low ionization potential of one
partner and the high electron affinity of the other one, a
(partial) charge transfer from the donor to the acceptor
molecule occurs. This ground state charge transfer leads to
the dependence of the crystal structure to directions with
insulating or conducting properties. When transport takes
place, parallel to stacks, with separated donor and acceptor
molecules, it will be metallic-like along the stacking
direction. It has also been demonstrated that charge transfer
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salts can be deposited as crystalline films by thermal
evaporation of the bulk material [4].

Another class of blends are thin filmmixtures of hole and
electron conductingmoleculeswithout any charge transfer in
the ground state but exhibiting a photoinduced charge
transfer when one partner is electronically excited by light
absorption. It has been demonstrated that this process occurs
on a sub-picosecond time scale in the case of fullerenes as
acceptor material [5]. This photo-induced charge transfer is
the basis of polymeric or molecular photovoltaic cells where
the following four basic steps occur (see Fig. 1) [6]:

(i) Light absorption/exciton generation (hAbs).
(ii) Exciton diffusion (hED).
(iii) Charge transfer/exciton dissociation (hCT).
(iv) Charge collection (hCC).

Due to the high exciton binding energy in organic
systems, the excitons need to dissociate at a donor–acceptor
(DA) interface in contrast to inorganic solar cells. The total
solar cell efficiency can then be calculated from the product
of the efficiencies of the four consecutive steps:

h ¼ hAbshEDhCThCC (1)

Organic photovoltaic cells have been used as planar
heterojunctions (PHJs) [7] with two successively deposited
films or as bulk-heterojunctions (BHJs) [8] with a blended
film. Due to limited exciton diffusion length in organic
materials, DA blends usually reach higher photocurrents
[9, 10]. In PHJ solar cells, excitons need to be closer to the
DA interface than the exciton diffusion length in order to
dissociate, while in a BHJ, virtually all excitons fulfill this

condition. So the active volume of the latter type of cells is
significantly raised in comparison to PHJ cells of the same
material combination.

A number of DA pairs have been implemented in
molecular blends for BHJ solar cells. Fullerene C60 has been
used as acceptor with different donor materials such as
phthalocyanines [11, 12], pentacene [13, 14], or oligothio-
phenes [15]. Also some perylene derivatives were used as
acceptor for solar cells [9]. Complementary optical absorp-
tion is advantageous as well as a good transport property of
both materials.

Another application of molecular blends of hole and
electron conducting molecules are ambipolar organic field-
effect transistors (OFETs). Mixtures of phthalocyanine and
fullerene were analyzed in ambipolar OFETs and the
usability in ambipolar inverters was demonstrated [16].
Furthermore, blends of two electroluminescent materials
(oligothiophene and a perylene derivative) have been used as
light-emitting OFETs [17]. In both cases, balanced hole and
electron mobilities were achieved for certain concentration
ratios, giving the best performance of inverters or light-
emitting OFETs. Ambipolar transport was also found in
neat materials [18–20]; however, there the mobilities cannot
be tuned. So mixing of electron and hole transporting
materials has the advantage to adjust balanced mobilities
by the concentration ratio which is impossible for neat
materials.

In this study we present an analysis of two model
systems for DA blends. These are (i) copper-phthalocyanine
(CuPc) combined with the fullerene C60 and (ii) CuPc in
combination with its perfluorinated version (F16CuPc).
Thereby CuPc is the donor or p-conductor, while C60 and
F16CuPc are the acceptor materials, which are n-conducting.
The study comprises structural, optical, and electrical
properties of the blends in comparison to the properties of
the neat films. Both systemswill be examined in solar cells as
PHJs and BHJs.

2 Materials, devices, and experimental
methods The materials used in this study are copper
phthalocyanine (CuPc), purchased from Sigma–Aldrich as
sublimation grade and additionally purified by temperature
gradient sublimation, as electron donor in combination with
Buckminster fullerene (C60), purchased from Sigma–
Aldrich as sublimation grade, as electron acceptor, as well
as perfluorinated CuPc (F16CuPc), purchased from Sigma–
Aldrich and additionally purified twice by temperature
gradient sublimation, acting also as electron acceptor. The
structural formulas are given in Fig. 2a; it is noteworthy that
both phthalocyanines are flat molecules, whereas C60 is
spherical. The organic semiconductor films were grown by
thermal evaporation from low-temperature effusion cells in a
vacuum better than 10�7 hPa. The film thickness was
controlled by using a quartz crystal microbalance. For mixed
films, two independent monitors were used. The deposition
rates were 0.35 Å/s for neat films and up to 1.4 Å/s for the
material with the higher volume fraction in the mixtures.
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Figure 1 (online color at: www.pss-a.com) Basic processes in
organic solar cells related to the energy diagram of a DA cell.
The h’s give the efficiencies of the individual processes.
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Charge transport properties were analyzed in both
unipolar and ambipolar diodes as well as OFETs. All
electrical measurements together with the sample transfer
were performed under inert conditions or in vacuum. For
hole-only diodes, a bottom contact of indium-tin oxide (ITO)
covered with 30 nm of the conducting polymer polyethyle-
nedioxythiophene-polystyrenesulfonate (PEDOT: PSS, pur-
chased from H.C. Starck as BAYTRON P, see Fig. 3) was
used. The active organic layer was deposited on PEDOT:
PSS and thereafter a 40 nm thick N,N’-bis(3-methylphenyl)-
(1,1’-biphenyl)-4,4’-diamine (TPD, see Fig. 3) film to
prevent electron injection from the 30 nm thick gold top
electrode. TPD is known as hole-transporting and electron-

blocking layer and can be neglected for the mobility analysis
due to its high hole mobility [21]. Alternatively a thin film
(1–2 nm) of 2,3,5,6-tetrafluoro-7,7,8,8-tetracyano-quinodi-
methane (F4TCNQ, see Fig. 3) was used. As seen in
measurements of field-effect transistors, the F4TCNQ layer
improves the hole injection [22] and therefore an F4TCNQ/
Au contact is non-injecting for electrons [20]. The electron-
only diodes contain a 30 nm thick Al electrode at the bottom
and a 30 nm thick Al electrode on top of the organic filmwith
a 0.5 nm thick interface doping layer of LiF. Using ITO/
PEDOT:PSS together with LiF/Al electrodes, ambipolar
injection and charge transport occurs. The electrode
combinations are summarized in Table 1 together with the
resulting transport behavior. The organic semiconductor
layer was either a 200 nm (for CuPc/C60) or an 80 nm (for
CuPc/F16CuPc) thick film of neat or blended materials with
different mixing ratios and had an active area of about
2� 2mm2.

To analyze the current–voltage characteristics, the
measured curves were fitted by the model of trap-free space
charge limited current [23] combined with a Poole-Frenkel
type field-dependent mobility [24], which gives the current
density as

jSCLC ¼ 9

8
m0e0eosc

V2
eff

d3
exp 0:89g

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
Veff

d

r" #
: (2)

This dependence contains the zero-field mobility m0 and
the field activation parameter g . Veff is the effective applied
voltage V-VBi, with VBi being the built-in voltage. The
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Figure 2 (online color at: www.pss-a.com) (a)Molecular materials used in this study: Buckminster fullerene C60, copper phthalocyanine
CuPc, andfluorinated copper phthalocyanine F16CuPc. (b)Devices used for electrical analysis: diode structure and top-contact bottom-gate
field effect-transistor. The organic semiconductor (OSC) can be a neat or a blended layer.

Figure 3 Structural formula of PEDOT:PSS, TPD, and F4TCNQ.

www.pss-a.com � 2009 WILEY-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim



parameters m0, g , and VBi are determined by fitting the
measurements in the voltage range above about 0.5V.

OFETs incorporate photolithographically patterned Au
(100 nm, using 1 nm Ti as adhesion layer) source and drain
electrodes made by electron-beam evaporation and a
subsequent lift-off process, as described in Refs. [16, 25].
The channel lengths ranged from 5 to 80mm with a channel
width of 2500mm. Finally, a 25 nm thick film of the organic
materials was deposited on top of these prestructured
substrates as described above, to realize a bottom-gate,
bottom-contact OFET.

The charge-carrier mobilities m and the threshold
voltages VT were extracted from the slope of the transfer
characteristics in the saturation region jVDj > jVG � VTj
using the standard relationship:

ID;sat ¼ W

2L
mCOx VG � VTð Þ2: (3)

Here W is the channel width, L the channel length,
COx the gate-oxide capacitance per unit area, VG the
gate voltage, and additionally VD the drain voltage.
Mobility m and threshold voltage VT were determined from
the linear regression of the measured data plotted as

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ID;sat

p
vs. VG.

Additionally, ambipolar diodes with ITO/PEDOT:PSS
and LiF/Al as electrodes were investigated as photovoltaic

cells. They had a total organic film thickness of 80 nm,
comprising either a 40 nm layer of the acceptor (C60 or
F16CuPc) on top of a 40 nm thick CuPc film (‘‘planar
heterojunction’’) or a 1:1 mixture of both materials (‘‘bulk-
heterojunction’’). Current–voltage characteristics of the
solar cells were measured in darkness and under illumina-
tion. The intensity of the solar simulator (AM1.5 filters)
ranged up to 100mW/cm2, i.e. one sun.

In addition to the electrical measurements, the neat and
blended organic films were analyzed by scanning force
microscopy (SFM) and specular X-ray reflectometry. The
SFM measurements were performed using a Thermo
Microscopes Autoprobe CP-Research in non-contact mode.
The X-ray scattering measurements were conducted on a
GE/Seifert X-ray diffractometer (Cu Ka1 radiation, multi-
layer mirror, and double bounce compressor monochroma-
tor). Optical absorption spectra were recorded for films
deposited on quartz glass substrates using a Varian UV–Vis
spectrophotometer Cary 50. X-ray scattering, SFM, and
optical absorption measurements were performed under
ambient conditions.

3 Experimental results and discussion
3.1 Structural properties The filmmorphology was

determined by non-contact SFM. The results are shown in
Fig. 4 for the CuPc/C60 system deposited on SiO2/Si
substrates and in Fig. 5 for the CuPc/F16CuPc material
combination deposited on PEDOT:PSS/ITO/glass sub-
strates. Neat films evaporated at room temperature display
a granular structure which consists of crystallites of the
respective material (see the X-ray scattering measurements
below). The slight differences observed in neat CuPc films
for the two different series in Figs. 4 and 5 are related to the
interaction of the molecules with different substrates.
Phthalocyanine films deposited at high temperatures have
in both cases, a worm-like structure. The high temperature
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Table 1 Electrode materials to realize the different transport
behaviors in diodes (see Fig. 2b).

transport behavior bottom electrode top electrode

unipolar (hole only) ITO/PEDOT:PSS F4TCNQ/Au
or TPD/Au

unipolar (electron only) Al LiF/Al
ambipolar ITO/PEDOT:PSS LiF/Al

Figure 4 (online color at: www.pss-a.com)
SFM images taken in non-contact mode for
neat C60 and CuPc films as well as for 1:1
blends grown at 300K (upper row) and 375K
(lower row) deposited on SiO2/Si substrates.
The total image size is 2� 2mm2. The max-
imumheight isgivenas thedifferencebetween
the lowest value (dark blue) and the highest
value (white) in each of the images.
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during evaporation allows a faster diffusion of the molecules
and thereby a better ordering resulting in these worm-like
crystallites and a smoother film surface.

The roughness of the C60 films is in general higher than
the one of the phthalocyanine films and increases further
with higher substrate temperature during deposition. The
same trend is observed for blended CuPc/C60 filmswhere the
measured height scale of about 58 nm for the heated blend
exceeds the nominal film thickness of only about 25 nm. This
observation can be related to demixing and phase separation
between C60 and CuPc at elevated deposition temperature
[26]. In contrast, the blended phthalocyanine films show the
same morphology as the neat films and the roughness
decreases for deposition at higher temperatures. We also
analyzed the morphologies of two layer structures (not
shown here). Thereby CuPc was evaporated first on PEDOT:
PSS and then the acceptor on top of it. Whereas C60 forms
rough films on top of CuPc, the F16CuPc films have a similar
morphology as on PEDOT:PSS, if a heated substrate is used.
Thus, the different film morphologies of the two blend
systems give the first hint toward different filmgrowthmodes,
which will be discussed in more detail, further in the text.

Thin films of CuPc usually are present in the CuPC
a-phase, determined earlier to be isostructural with other
phthalocyanine a-phases, which show a herringbone struc-
ture with two molecules per unit cell [27]. However, a later
redetermination has shown that the CuPc a-phase has a
triclinic structure with only one molecule per unit cell [28].
The CuPc molecules are standing nearly upright in
evaporated films and stack in the direction parallel to the
substrate. For growth on SiO2, F16CuPc thin films exhibit
two polymorphs coined b-phase and bbilayer-phase [29, 30].
The two polymorphs exhibit different in-plane-stacking
behavior, in particular the b-phase has a herringbone
arrangement, where the bbilayer-phase has a single molecule
per unit cell and builds stacks parallel to the substrate similar
to the CuPc a-phase. Since both F16CuPc polymorphs have

an identical out-of-plane spacing, it cannot be determined by
out-of-plane scattering, whether a herringbone arrangement
is present in the neat film or not. Due to the different sizes of
the terminating atoms, the size of the molecule varies and
thereby also the lattice spacing a, perpendicular to the
substrate (see Fig. 8) [28, 30]. The values are about 1.24 nm
for thea-phase ofCuPc and about 1.43 nm for F16CuPc films,
respectively. Several other molecular arrangements have
been observed, e.g., CuPc crystallizes in a b-phase when
heated higher than 480K [31]. For the present study,
the key point is not the subtle difference between different
polymorphs, but rather the fact that the ordering motifs for
both compounds are similar, thus facilitating the formation
of mixed crystalline films.

C60 thin films crystallize at room temperature in a face-
centered cubic (fcc) lattice structure with a lattice constant of
1.417 nm [32, 33]. Thereby the (111) plane is mostly parallel
to the substrate. Thermally evaporated C60 films usually
contain only small grains with a small volume for coherent
scattering; to increase the grain size deposition by hot wall,
epitaxy is required [34].

To analyze themolecular arrangement in the films,X-ray
scattering measurements were performed in u–2u geometry.
The obtained spectra are shown in Fig. 6. The diffraction
peaks of both types of phthalocyanines are well pronounced.
In contrast to previous measurements [16, 35], also the C60

diffraction peak is detectable due to the parallelized and
monochromated incident beam.

The diffraction peaks of the CuPc/C60 blend have the
same positions as the diffraction peaks of the respective neat
films. These are related to the a-phase of CuPc and the fcc
structure of C60. From this fact, we conclude that the blended
film consists of both CuPc and C60 crystallites. This
observation is in agreement with the SFM images discussed
above and indicates the formation of a phase separated blend,
which is related to the different molecular shape of the flat
CuPc and the spherical C60. The dimensions of the coexisting
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Figure 5 (online color at: www.pss-a.com)
SFM images taken in non-contact mode for
neat F16CuPc andCuPc films aswell as for 1:1
blends grown at 300K (upper row) and 375K
(lower row) deposited on PEDOT:PSS. The
total image size is 2� 2mm2. The maximum
height is given as the difference between the
lowest value (dark blue) and the highest value
(white) in each of the images.
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crystallites are in the nanometer range (about 10 nm),
consistent with the low peak intensities in the blends. The
size of the phase separated crystallites can be varied by
the substrate temperate during deposition or by the
temperature of post-deposition annealing processes [36].
This is useful to optimize the internal interface for exciton
dissociation in BHJ solar cells.

In contrast, the blended CuPc/F16CuPc film shows only
one diffraction peak located between the diffraction peaks of
the neat materials. Due to comparable crystal structures of
both phthalocyanines, they are able to form a mixed
crystalline film. Thereby the peak width is comparable to
the neat films and the lattice spacing lies between the peaks of
the neat materials. The dependence of the lattice parameter
on the concentration is summarized in Fig. 7 for both DA
systems. Additional blend ratios are included (3:1 and 1:3)
which were not presented in Fig. 6 for clarity reasons. The
system CuPc/C60 shows for all blend ratios, the same lattice
constants, being a clear indication of phase separation. The
lattice constant for CuPc/F16CuPc changes linearly with the
concentration between the lattice constants of the neat
materials, consistent with a mixed crystalline film.

The spectra taken by X-ray scattering of the bilayered
systems are also included in Fig. 6. Both acceptors, C60 and
F16CuPc, can be grown as crystalline films on top of the
crystalline donor CuPc. The crystallinity of the phthalocya-
nines can be increased by evaporation of the films on a hot
substrate (not shown). Thereby the increased crystallinity of
CuPc acts as a template and leads to increased crystallinity of
F16CuPc deposited on top.

Figure 8 shows schematic structures of films of neat
phthalocyanines and a blended film. A gradual change of the
lattice parameter in blends is related to the mixing of two
molecular species with different size and a change of the tilt
angle. Nevertheless, the observation of a single diffraction
peak does not automatically imply the formation of an
ordered mixed crystalline film with an in-plane super-
structure (as one would guess from the figure). It merely
indicates that both constituents are homogenously mixed on
a molecular scale.

6 A. Opitz et al.: Molecular semiconductor blends
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Figure 6 (online color at: www.pss-a.com) X-ray diffraction spectra for the CuPc/C60 and the CuPc/F16CuPc material systems. The
measurements for theneatfilms, theBHJ(mixingratio1:1)and thePHJareshown.ThefilmswereevaporatedonaPEDOT:PSSlayerat room
temperature. The different ranges of themomentum transfer for the CuPc/C60 material combination were recorded with different statistics.

Figure 7 (online color at: www.pss-a.com)
Analysis of the lattice spacing determined
from Fig. 6 with dependence on the mixing
ratio for the CuPc/C60 blends (left) and the
CuPc/F16CuPc blends (right). The gray lines
are the average values (left) and the linear fit
(right) of the measurement points.

Figure 8 (online color at: www.pss-a.com) Schematic molecular
arrangements for the neat and a mixed phthalocyanine film. The
interlayer distance changes gradually from CuPc to the blend and
further toF16CuPc.Tovisualize the structureof theblend,anordered
structure is assumed to be parallel to the substrate. The lattice
parameter a is about 1.24 nm for the a-phase in CuPc and about
1.4 nm for F16CuPc [28, 30].
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Mixed crystals of evaporated molecules have also been
observed for rod-likemolecules [37]. The similar conjugated
cores of sexithiophene, sexiphenyl, and dihexylsexithio-
phene together with the flexibility of the hexyl side chains
allows for a gradual change of the lattice parameter with
concentration. The conjugated system has a similar size also
for the phthalocyanines used here. In contrast, the flat CuPc
and the spherical C60with completely differentp-conjugated
systems form phase-separated blends. Another material
system, showing phase separation, is the combination of rod-
like pentacene and spherical fullerene [38]. However,
different from the phthalocyanine/fullerene blends, which
demix on a short scale (about 10 nm crystal size), the
pentacene/fullerene blends are demixing on the length scale
of the film thickness and can thus, not be used for
photovoltaic applications.

3.2 Optical properties A prerequisite for efficient
solar cells is absorption of light in a broad spectral range.We
have thus analyzed the optical absorption for the two
material systems in the UV–Vis range. Complementary and
nearly non-overlapping absorption spectra are present for
CuPc and C60 in neat films as visible in Fig. 9 (left) [39]. This
means that the absorption of the acceptor is high in a
wavelength range where the absorption of the donor is low
and vice versa. The absorption spectrum of the blend with a
mixing ratio of 1:1 is also shown. It can be described quite
well by an effective medium approximation [40]. The gray
line gives an approximation for a blend with a concentration
of 65% CuPc. This difference to the nominal ratio of 1:1 is
related on the one hand to possible errors in the thickness
determination of the neat films or to an error in the mixing
ratio from the deposition process. Nevertheless, the phase
separated CuPc/C60 blend can be described as a mixture of
crystallites composed of the neat materials and the intensity
of all the peaks follows the concentration of the respective
absorbing material. This fits very well into the framework of
phase separation in CuPc/C60 blends.

Overlapping absorption ranges are observed for the
phthalocyanines (Fig. 9, right). As mentioned before,
F16CuPc films crystallize in two different crystal structures
[29, 30] with different absorption behavior. In the visible
range, one structure is related to the peaks at 650 and 700 nm
and the other structure has a large crystal shift resulting in a

peak around 795 nm [41]. The measured spectrum of the
blend shows one strong peak at 620 nm and a shoulder at
about 680 nm. These features are located in the spectral range
were both molecules show absorption. In addition, the far
red-shifted peak at 795 nm in F16CuPc disappears, indicating
that the related packing motif is no longer present in the
blend. Also the simulation using an effective medium
approximation cannot describe the features of the blended
film. This is another demonstration of the formation ofmixed
crystalline films by co-evaporation of the two different
phthalocyanines and approves the structure model of the
blend shown in Fig. 8.

3.3 Electrical properties Besides structural and opti-
cal properties, the chargecarrier transportwas also analyzed in
these blend systems. Figure 10 shows current–voltage
characteristics for hole-only, ambipolar, and electron-only
devices of 1:1 blends of CuPc/C60 and CuPc/F16CuPc as well
as ambipolar characteristics for neat films, blends, andPHJsof
bothmaterial combinations. Thereby the transport behavior is
controlled by the choice of electrodes (see Table 1). The
unipolar curves of the blends (part a and c) show almost no
built-in voltage, while the ambipolar characteristics start at
low voltageswith a leakage current before the injected current
dominates the I–V curve of the CuPc/C60 (CuPc/F16CuPc)
blends at voltages higher than 0.4V (0.25V). This built-in
voltage is related to the difference of the electrode work
functions. The ambipolar current of the CuPc/C60 blend is
comparable to that of the electron transport in neat C60, which
is much higher than the hole current in CuPc. For neat CuPc
and C60 films, the ambipolar I–V curves show a built-in
voltage which is higher than the built-in voltage of the 1:1
blend. The reduced built-in voltage of the blend might be
related to the energy alignment at the organic/organic
interface between CuPc and C60 (see also Fig. 14).

Parts b and d compare the ambipolar currents of the neat
materials with the respective BHJs and the PHJ for each
material combination. Thereby a different behavior of the
current in the blends is noticeable. The ambipolar current of
the CuPc/C60 blend is as high as the electron current in neat
C60. In contrast, the ambipolar current in the blend of CuPc/
F16CuPc is orders of magnitudes smaller than the ambipolar
currents in the neat materials. These different characteristics
will be discussed further below.
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Figure 9 (online color at: www.pss-a.com)
Optical absorption measurements of neat and
1:1 blended filmswith the CuPc/C60 (left) and
the CuPc/F16CuPc (right) material combina-
tions in UV–Vis range as well as a simulation
for the blend using an effective medium
approximation.
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Additionally, we have also measured ambipolar I–V
characteristics of PHJs of both material combinations.
Whereas the CuPc/C60 two layer structure displays a typical
diode behavior, the CuPc/F16CuPc system shows higher
currents under backward than under forward biasing (for
details seeRef. [42]). This can be related to the formation of a
charge generation layer at the organic–organic interface as
described in the literature for other material combinations
where the donor has an ionization potential close to the
electron affinity of the acceptor [43, 44].

Using the SCLC model with a field-dependent mobility
(see Eq. (2)), the zero-field mobilities have been determined
for the neat and blended films of the CuPc/C60 (Fig. 11a) and
the CuPc/F16CuPc (Fig. 11b) material combinations. The
field-activation parameter g is very low (or even zero) in both
cases and therefore negligible [12]. The resulting mobilities
for CuPc/C60 decrease exponentially by dilution of the
respective transport material with the other species [12].
With the used electrode materials, the transport of both
charge carrier types is observed in C60 as well as CuPc.
However, the unipolar mobilities depend strongly on the

mixing ratio. The electron mobility decreases exponentially
with decreasing C60 content and in the neat CuPc film a
further reduction of the mobility occurs. From this it can be
deduced, that the electron transport in the blends is carried by
theC60molecules only. Bymixing, the hopping distances are
increased and as a result the mobilities decrease exponen-
tially. In this case the mobility limiting step would be the
hopping between grains where the average distance between
the phase separated crystallites should also increase upon
dilution. This is well-established for molecularly doped
polymers [45], where a homogenous dilution of conducting
molecules in an inert matrix is present. This scenario might
even hold for nano-phase separated granular films. The
strong mobility decrease between the mixed film with the
lowest C60 content and the neat CuPc film is related to
the much lower electron mobility in neat CuPc. In contrast,
the hole mobility changes over the whole concentration
range uniformly, as the difference in the hole mobility
between the two materials is much smaller. As aforemen-
tioned, both molecular materials can transport electrons as
well as holes in the used electrode configuration. Using an
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Figure 10 (online color at:www.pss-a.com)
Current–voltage characteristics of different
diode structures. The diagrams (a) and (c)
compare unipolar and ambipolar transport of
1:1 blends of both material combinations.
Ambipolar transport is shown for CuPc/C60

(b) and CuPc/F16CuPc (d) blends and the
respective neat films together with the PHJs.
The solid lines arefitsusinganSCLCmodel as
described in the text. The films for the CuPc/
C60 systemwereevaporatedon substrateskept
at room temperature, the other material com-
bination was grown on the substrate at 375K.

Figure 11 (online color at:www.pss-a.com) Zero-fieldmobilities determined from the SCLCmodel including a field-dependentmobility
forneatandblendedfilmsofCuPc/C60 (a)andCuPc/F16CuPc(b).Field-effectmobilities (c)determinedfromsaturationregimeas functionof
concentration, substrate temperature and treatment for blend of C60/CuPc.
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electron and a hole injecting electrode, ambipolar transport
occurs. The determinedmobility for this ambipolar transport
(shown also in Fig. 11) is higher than the sum of the unipolar
hole and electron mobilities. This should be related to the
ambipolar nature of both materials [20]. Nevertheless the
transport in the blended films is basedmainly on the transport
of electrons by the C60 molecules. Conductive paths of the
spherical C60 molecules are also expected in the presence of
the planar stacked CuPc molecules in the mixture [11].

The unipolar mobilities of the blended CuPc/F16CuPc
film are located between the unipolar mobilities of the neat
films as shown in Fig. 11b. The gradual change of the
concentration in this mixed system results also in a gradual
change of the unipolar mobilities. However, the ambipolar
mobility in the blended film is orders of magnitude lower
than both unipolar mobilities and the ambipolar mobilities of
the neat materials. As the unipolar mobilities are high, the
ambipolar transport cannot be limited by the absence of
percolation paths. Therefore, the strongly reduced ambipolar
mobility should be related to the presence of both charge
carrier types at the same time. A tentative explanation is
the generation of charge transfer excitons by the injected
charge carrier pairs. These charge transfer excitons will limit
the transport by blocking the occupied molecules for further
injected charge carriers (for details see Ref. [42]). The
different transport behavior is summarized in Fig. 12.

The charge carrier mobilities of CuPc/C60 were also
measured in OFETs [16, 25]. Due to the sign of the applied
effective gate voltage, the accumulation of electrons and
holes can be chosen separately. The unipolar mobilities of
this blend are shown in Fig. 11 (diagram at the right). No
ambipolar transport was observed in the OFET geometry for
the neatmolecular films. The field-effectmobilities in blends
also decrease exponentiallywith decreasing concentration of
the respective transport material. Remarkably, all blends
with different mixing ratios show charge carrier transport for

both charge carrier types. This means that there is always a
percolation path for both electrons and holes. However, the
hopping distance between molecules of the same type is
increased upon mixing with the other species as reported
above for diodes. As compared to film growth at room
temperature, an increased mobility is found for the higher
substrate temperature (not shown, Ref. [25]) and a further
increase is realized by lowering the surface energy with
octadecyltrichlorosilane (OTS) together with high tempera-
ture deposition. This increase in mobility was reported for
unipolar OFETs [46] and is also valid for these blends.
Interestingly, for all treatment balanced mobilities are found
at about 25% C60 content which is important for an
application of these ambipolar OFETs in ambipolar inverters
[16, 25].

The mobilities of the CuPc/C60 blends in OFETs change
more drastically, by dilution, than in diodes. From the
exponential reduction with decreasing concentration of
the respective transport material, percolation between the
grains is identified as the limiting factor for charge transport
in these blends. The comparison of transport in a diode with
transport in an OFET supports this. In the latter, transport
occurs at the interface between the insulator and the
semiconductor inside the accumulation layer and is thus
limited to a 2D area. On the other hand, transport in diodes is
3D, because there is no limitation of the charge carrier
distribution in the third dimension between the two
electrodes. Transferred to the transport in molecular blends,
a higher number of neighboring molecules results in a larger
number of transport pathways in the 3D system. Therefore
transport in diodes is less reduced by mixing, in contrast to
the transport in OFETs.

4 Photovoltaic cells Organic donor and acceptor
materials are promising candidates for photovoltaic cells.
In these cells the generated excitons dissociate into free
charge carriers at the DA interface by an ultra-fast photo-
induced charge transfer [5]. To create this active interface
PHJ [7] and BHJ [8, 47], photovoltaic cells have been
employed. These two different architectures are shown in
Fig. 13. In PHJ cells, the dissociation interface is localized
between the two layers, while the dissociation in the BHJ
cells occurs within the whole volume of the blended film.
Due to this mixture of donor and acceptor materials, the
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Figure 12 (online color at: www.pss-a.com) Schematics for the
unipolar and ambipolar transport through blends of CuPc/C60 (left),
unipolar transport through blends of CuPc/F16CuPc (middle), and
ambipolar transport through blends of CuPc/F16CuPc (right). The
transport in CuPc/C60 blends occurs via percolation pathways
between grains of the separated materials in both the unipolar and
ambipolar case. The ambipolar transport in molecularly mixed
CuPc/F16CuPc blends is limited by the formation of charge transfer
excitons, which are absent if only one charge carrier type is injected.

Figure 13 (online color at: www.pss-a.com) Side view of the PHJ
(left) and BHJ (right) solar cell, including metal electrodes (M), the
donor (D), and the acceptor (A) molecules. Additionally the charge
transport is sketched.
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photon-to-current conversion efficiency and the power
conversion efficiency are expected to increase [8, 47, 39].

In the following discussion, PHJ andBHJ devices will be
compared. Of particular interest will be the difference in the
open circuit voltage between the two types of solar cells. As
reported previously [48, 12], the intermolecular gap between
the HOMO of the donor and the LUMO of the acceptor,
which is an important parameter for the open circuit voltage
of a solar cell, is reduced in blends of CuPc/C60 in
comparison to the bilayered system. This change is related
to the gradual shift of the common vacuum level with the
composition of the blend [48]. Together with a constant
ionization potential, an unchanged transport gap (for both
molecules it is 2.3 eV [49, 50]) leads to the reduced
intermolecular gap as shown in Fig. 14. The obtained values
for the intermolecular gap are 1.6 and 1.35 eV for the two-
layer and the blended system, respectively. However, it is
noteworthy that the energy levels displayed in this figure do
not describe the real interface behavior. While there is no
band bending at the organic/organic interface [51], which is
the relevant one for photovoltaic cells, the electrode/organic
interfaces are shown only schematically in Fig. 14 without
interface dipoles or possible band bending.

The current–voltage characteristics of both types of
CuPc/C60 cells are shown in Fig. 15a,b for different light

intensities. The crossing point of the curves for all the
different light intensities is the compensation voltage VComp

[52] where the dark current and the photocurrents are equal.
This compensation voltage is about 0.55 eV for the PHJ cell
and about 0.35 eV for the BHJ device. The difference of the
compensation voltages for the two systems is only a little
smaller than the difference between the intermolecular
HOMO–LUMO gaps determined by ultraviolet photo-
electron spectroscopy (UPS) measurements. The open
circuit voltages (VOC) for the different light intensities are
collected in Fig. 16 on the left side. Over the whole range of
light intensities, the open circuit voltage in the bilayered cell
is about 0.2V higher than in the blended system. This effect
was already observed in the CuPc/C60 system at high
illumination intensities [11], as well as for other material
combinations using small molecules [53] or polymers [54].
The open circuit voltage is therefore related to the gap
between the LUMO of the acceptor and the HOMO of the
donor [55]. Both the measured open circuit voltage and the
compensation voltage are smaller for the blended system as
expected from the UPS measurements. However, the open
circuit voltage is significantly smaller than the intermole-
cular gap. This is related to further losses inside the organic
photovoltaic cell [55]. Nevertheless, changes of the
electronic levels of the donor and acceptor molecules are
seen directly as a change of the open circuit voltage.

Figure 16 also compares the short circuit current density
(JSC) of both cell types of the CuPc/C60 material combi-
nation. The BHJ solar cell is providing the higher short
circuit current. The reason is that bymixing of themolecules,
a distributed donor/acceptor interface is formed within the
organic film. Thereby it is possible for nearly all excitons to
reach the DA interface to dissociate even for a short exciton
diffusion length [9, 10]. It is remarkable that the short circuit
currents for the BHJ cells are higher than for the PHJ devices,
even though the mobility in the blended system is by far
lower than in the neat films as described above and in the
literature [11, 16]. The fill factor reaches 32% for the
bilayered and the blended cell at a light intensity of about
100mW/cm2. Due to series resistances and recombination
losses, the power conversion efficiency is rather low in our
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Figure 14 (online color at: www.pss-a.com) Schematic energy
diagram for the PHJ (left side) and BHJ (right side) of the material
systemCuPc/C60. The transport gap is 2.3 eV for both neatmaterials
[48, 49], which is also assumed for themixture [50, 12]. The Fermi
energy is related to the conductive substrate PEDOT:PSS. The
dashed arrow indicates the magnitude of the intermolecular
HOMO–LUMO gap of 1.6 eV for the PHJ and 1.35 eV for the BHJ.

Figure 15 (online color at: www.pss-a.com) Current–voltage characteristics for the analyzed solar cells. From left to right: PHJ cell of
CuPc/C60, BHJ cell of CuPc/C60, BHJ cell of CuPc/F16CuPc. The curves are shown for different light intensities up to one sun. The
compensation voltage VComp is determined as the crossing point of all curves for different light intensities [51].
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cells (at the highest intensity 0.4% for the blended and
maximal 0.2% for the PHJ solar cell).

Figure 15c shows the I–V characteristics for a solar cell
containing a blended CuPc/F16CuPc film as active layer. The
measurements include the dark current and the current under
various illumination intensities. The analysis of the open
circuit voltage and the short circuit current is included in
Fig. 16. The compensation voltage is about 0.35 eV and is
comparable to the compensation voltage of the blended
CuPc/C60 cell. The current densities, however, are about two
orders of magnitude lower in the blended CuPc/F16CuPc cell
in comparison to the CuPc/C60 BHJ solar cell. Regarding the
low ambipolar mobility in the CuPc/F16CuPc blends, the
very low photocurrents could also be related to a self-
trapping process of photo-generated charge transfer excitons
instead of injected ones. A fill factor of about 25% and a
power conversion efficiency of only 0.002% shows the low
performance and limited usability of this system in
photovoltaic cells. Furthermore, the bilayered system
CuPc/F16CuPc (not shown here) does not have an effect of
illumination at all [42].

5 Summary The analyzed blends of hole and electron
conducting materials show different layer formation beha-
vior. The system CuPc/C60 forms separated phases of each
material with percolation pathways for the transport of
opposite charge carriers through the blend. Thereby the
hopping distance between crystalline grains limits the
transport. As a consequence, the mobilities decrease expo-
nentially in both diodes and OFETs, upon diluting the
respective transport material with the other species. In this
system the obtained electron mobility is much higher than
the holemobility in the neatmaterials aswell as in the blends.
For this reason, the current in blended films is mainly based
on the electron transport through C60 clusters. In contrast,
blends of the two phthalocyanines CuPc and F16CuPc, form
molecularly mixed crystalline films with a gradual change of
the lattice parameter by changing the mixing ratio. Also the
unipolar mobilities of both charge carrier types show a
gradual change between the mobilities of the neat materials.
The ambipolar mobility of the blends, however, is reduced
drastically. This could be related to the generation of charge
transfer excitons in neighboring CuPc and F16CuPc mol-
ecules. These CT excitons can only be created if both charge
carrier types are injected at the same time.

Both material combinations have also been analyzed in
PHJ and BHJ solar cells.While PHJ solar cells are limited by
the exciton diffusion efficiency hED due to the low active
volume, this restriction is absent for BHJ cells. However, in
the latter, charge transport is limited by the size of grains
which are necessary to form percolation pathways in
phase separated blends. Thus, for a further increase in the
efficiency of CuPc/C60 BHJ solar cells, the DA interface
needs to be optimized in order to allow for both a high
exciton diffusion efficiency hED and a reasonable charge
collection efficiency hCC via charge transport of both
charge carriers. In contrast, in BHJ devices of CuPc/
F16CuPc, the major obstacle is seen in a very low exciton
dissociation efficiency hCT which is reduced by the
formation of charge transfer excitons. Thus the material
combination of hydrogenated and fluorinated phthalocya-
nines is not suitable for the application in photovoltaic cells.
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[43] M. Kröger, S. Hamwi, J. Meyer, T. Dobbertin, T. Riedl, W.
Kowalsky, and H. H. Johannes, Phys. Rev. B 75, 235321
(2007).

[44] B. Yu, F. Zhu, H. Wang, G. Li, and D. Yan, J. Appl. Phys.
104, 114503 (2008).

[45] P. M. Borsenberger, and D. S. Weiss, Organic Photoreceptors
for Imaging Systems (Marcel Dekker Ltd., New York,
1993).

[46] C. K. Song, B. W. Koo, S. B. Lee, and D. H. Kim, Jpn. J.
Appl. Phys. 41, 2730–2734 (2002).

[47] G. Yu, J. Gao, J. C. Hummelen, F. Wudl, and A. J. Heeger,
Science 270, 1789–1791 (1995).

[48] A. Opitz, M. Bronner, W. Brütting, M. Himmerlich,
J. A. Schaefer, and S. Krischok, Appl. Phys. Lett. 90,
212112 (2007).

[49] I. Hill, A. Kahn, Z. Soos, and R. Pascal, Chem. Phys. Lett.
327, 181–188 (2000).

[50] R. W. Lof, M. A. Vanveenendaal, B. Koopmans, H. T.
Jonkman, and G. A. Sawatzky, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 3924–
3927 (1992).

[51] O. V. Molodtsova, andM. Knupfer, J. Appl. Phys. 99, 053704
(2006).

[52] V. D. Mihailetchi, L. J. A. Koster, J. C. Hummelen, and P. W.
M. Blom, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 216601 (2004).

[53] C. Melzer, V. V. Krasnikov, and G. Hadziioannou, J. Polym.
Sci. B 41, 2665–2673 (2003).

[54] Y. Hayashi, I. Yamada, S. Takagi, A. Takasu, T. Soga, and T.
Jimbo, Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 44, 1296–1300 (2005).

[55] C. J. Brabec, V. Dyakonov, J. Parisi, and N. S. Sariciftci (eds.)
Organic Photovoltaics Semiconductor Aspects of Organic
Bulk Heterojunction Solar Cells (Springer, Berlin, 2003),
pp. 159–248.

12 A. Opitz et al.: Molecular semiconductor blends
p

h
ys

ic
a ssp st

at
u

s

so
lid

i a

� 2009 WILEY-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim www.pss-a.com



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /FRA <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDF documents with higher image resolution for improved printing quality. The PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308000200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e30593002537052376642306e753b8cea3092670059279650306b4fdd306430533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e30593002>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.000 842.000]
>> setpagedevice


