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We review basic concepts as well as recent examples and ap-
plications of organic-organic heterostructures. We organize
the different types of heterostructures according to material A
deposited on material B (A/B), A co-deposited with B (A:B), het-
erostructures in the monolayer regime including nanostructur-
ing concepts and systems involving self-assembled monolay-

1. Introduction

Organic materials exhibit a wide variety of structures and asso-
ciated properties, mechanical as well as optical and electrical.
The constituents can be diverse, from small molecules to poly-
mers, as can be the structures composing the materials.

Generally, growth and structure of organic heterostructures
are a substantial challenge. In fact, growth is an inherently
complex subject.? Compared to their inorganic (elemental)
counterparts, organic systems exhibit additional complications
in their growth behavior associated with their additional de-
grees of freedom related to orientation and internal molecular
structure.®” Thus, already the growth and structure of single-
component organic films can be challenging. For growth of or-
ganic-organic heterostructures, that is, systems with at least
two components, there are further complexities, such as issues
related to the compositional homogeneity and the structure
and its quality as well as to the evolution of the top surface
known from single-component films. The structure of course
has an impact on optical and electronic properties, which are
of interest both from a fundamental as well as from an applica-
tions perspective.

A model class of compounds for organic-organic hetero-
structures are small-molecule organic semiconductors (OSCs).
Recent years have witnessed spectacular progress in their
device applications.®"¥ Many device architectures feature ac-
tually rather complex structures, involving frequently at least
two different compounds (“donor” and “acceptor” or more pre-
cisely electron and hole conduction layer) forming a hetero-
junction, as in the case of organic photovoltaics (OPV) and or-
ganic light emitting diodes (OLEDs).

This review tries to provide an overview of the current
status of the field and indicate trends and concepts. Most ex-
amples are drawn from the area of small molecule OSCs pre-
pared by organic molecular beam deposition (OMBD), that is,
by evaporation in vacuum. For the background of OMBD, with
emphasis on single-component systems, we refer to the litera-
ture.®*'>) Importantly, many of the concepts discussed here
for heterostructures of OSCs are rather general and can be ap-
plied also to heterostructures of other organic compounds. In
addition to growth and structure we discuss optical and elec-
tronic properties of these systems and their implications for
devices, without reviewing complete device architectures. For
basic concepts of devices we refer to dedicated referen-
ces.F3%6239 We discuss thin films (and indeed rather thick
ones, that is, 3D) as well as monolayers, that is, 2D systems.
The area of multi-component monolayers offers exciting op-
portunities for structure formation and their direct observation.
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ers, as well as various other architectures, including superlatti-
ces. While most examples are related to small-molecule organ-
ic semiconductors, many of the ideas can be applied to other
systems. The central theme is growth and structure as well as
optical and electronic properties. Finally, we comment on im-
plications for device applications.

We include some heterostructure work related to self-assem-
bled monolayers (SAMs) and also their combination with OSCs.
We omit polymer-based heterostructures. These are of course
interesting in their own right, but in their structure formation
they follow somewhat different mechanisms with entropy and
disorder playing a more important role.2’=?

Figure 1 shows schematically different types of organic-or-
ganic heterostructures and, as one possible example for appli-
cations, compares these to prototype OPV device geometries.

Type of heterostructure
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Figure 1. Top: A/B and A:B heterostructures. Bottom: Translation of these
limiting cases into prototype device architectures, namely planar heterojunc-
tions (PHJ) and bulk heterojunctions (BHJ) as used in OPV. BHJs can exhibit
different mixing/demixing scenarios. Generally, of course, intermediate sce-
narios are possible, for example a graded interface.

A/B systems are layers of A and B deposited one after the
other. Here, the interface between the two organic compounds
A and B is the key to the functioning of the device, and at the
same time it is probably the least understood. In OPV, A/B het-
erostructures are referred to as planar heterojunctions (PHJ).
A:B heterostructures are prepared by simultaneous deposition
of A and B. For OPV devices, these are referred to as mixed or
bulk heterojunctions (BHJs). For BHJs the interface formation
between both materials is obviously closely related to the
mixing behavior of the two compounds, that is, whether the
compounds phase separate or mix efficiently. Heterostructures

[a] Dr. A. Hinderhofer, Prof. Dr. F. Schreiber
Institut fir Angewandte Physik
Universitdt Tibingen
Auf der Morgenstelle 10, 72076 Tiibingen (Germany)
E-mail: frank.schreiber@uni-tuebingen.de

629

www.chemphyschem.org


www.chemphyschem.org

PHYS

combining both concepts can also be realized (e.g. a graded
interface), and generally there is a large variety of schemes for
preparation and resulting functional properties.

Note that implicitly the schematics in Figure 1 are side views
or cross sections of thin films and thus their vertical structure,
but in principle they may also be considered as top views and
thus their lateral structure. This is valid in particular for mono-
layer systems, where similar issues of intermixing versus phase
separation are discussed in 2D.

In the following sections, we discuss the major classes of or-
ganic-organic heterostructures, for which we try to provide a
dedicated overview and an up-to-date collection of references.
For each case, we first outline the basic concepts followed by
typical case studies.

We focus on four types of heterostructures in separate sec-
tions and address the following key questions:

1.A/B: To which degree is the growth and structure of the
top layer influenced by the structural properties of the
bottom layer? For which material combinations do we find
specific growth effects like organic-organic heteroepitaxy
or templating?

2.A:B: For which molecular mixtures do we find phase sepa-
ration or mixing or even ordered superstructures? In this
context, it is a rather fundamental question whether or not
for example, the highest occupied molecular orbital
(HOMO), the lowest unoccupied molecular orbital (LUMO),
and the associated energy gap etc. change continuously or
step-wise and what the structural length scale for the re-
quired intermixing is if the system should exhibit common
energy levels of A and B and thus features characteristic for
coupling in their spectrum.

3.Monolayer-based heterostructures: How can the structure
formation of B be influenced by depositing first a monolay-
er A on the substrate? How can the interface energetics be
tailored? How can lateral heterostructures be grown?

4.More complex heterostructures, such as superlattices or
other sophisticated structures will be addressed, as well as
the implications for device performance.

Obviously, the selection of examples can never be absolutely
unbiased and complete, but we hope to cover most of the
published work and the relevant aspects and ideas. At the
same time we apologize for possible omissions.

2. Types of Organic-Organic Heterostructures
and Case Studies

2.1. A/B-type Heterostructures

Generally, one possible approach to predict or rationalize the
structural behavior of material A on B is the concept of inter-
face energies similar to the prediction of wetting angles.®® The
wetting or non-wetting morphologies are then related to
layer-by-layer  growth  (Frank-van-der-Merwe), islanding
(Volmer-Weber) or a combination of both (Stransky-Krasta-
nov). However, this can at best be a reference scenario, since
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growth, which is by definition a non-equilibrium phenomenon
cannot be explained solely based on equilibrium energy con-
siderations. The full picture has to incorporate non-equilibrium,
that is, kinetic aspects.[*&7:34-36

The systems under consideration are of course frequently
highly anisotropic. In addition, orientational degrees of free-
dom of the molecules are important, which are not included in
conventional growth theories.[" >34

In this section we focus on A-on-B type structures, which in
device terminology correspond to planar hetero-junctions. Al-
ready these apparently simple heterostructures can exhibit
complex growth behavior. Related to the complex growth sce-
narios are, inter alia, internal degrees of freedom, which lead
to anisotropic diffusion coefficients®” and anisotropic captur-
ing potentials.”®¥ In addition, high step edge barriers are fre-
quently observed for growth of organics.***" Obviously, in or-
ganic heterostructure growth, crystal structure and morpholo-
gy of the bottom layer influence the growth of the top layer.
We may categorize growth effects of A/B type organic hetero-
structures as follows.

2.1.1. Organic-Organic Heteroepitaxy

The question of epitaxy at the organic-organic interface has
been addressed quite early in refs. [15,23,42-45]. More recent
work is reviewed, for example, in ref. [46]. Organic-organic het-
eroepitaxy implies there is a well-defined crystallographic rela-
tionship of two molecular layers (note that the epitaxy of
stacked monolayers is discussed in Section 2.3.5). In some for-
tunate cases, the surface unit cells and the corresponding cor-
rugation of the surface potential of the two materials involved
are suitable. An interesting case, which has been studied in
some detail, including modeling, is a-quaterthiophene (a-4T)
on tetracene.”’* Generally, for organic-organic A/B systems
discussed here epitaxy is slightly less crucial than for conven-
tional semiconductors because of only weak intermolecular
van der Waals interactions, however, the structural compatibili-
ty of A and B at the interface can certainly be of importance.
Although the unit cells of the two materials are in general not
identical, the preferential orientation of organic crystallites on
oriented organic thin films due to the anisotropic potential sur-
face of the bottom layer is commonly observed for a variety of
compounds (note in this context that here we count azimuthal
alignment as a form of epitaxy). Other examples, which do not
all exhibit a similarly well-defined structure as the o-4T/tetra-
cene example, include the growth of a-4T on rubrene®™ and
several phthalocyanines grown on 3,4,9,10-perylene-teracar-
boxylic-dianhydride (PTCDA)®" or other phthalocyanines.®>>¥
Similar weak epitaxy was shown for the combination of a-sexi-
thiophene (0-6T) and para-sexiphenyl (p-6P)*Y and several
other materials.**>>*" This azimuthal templating, that is, a pre-
defined in-plane orientation, is also accomplished by epitaxy
on an inorganic stepped substrate.’?>%?
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2.1.2. Orientational Templating (Lying-Down versus
Standing-Up)

An important question concerns the molecular orientation (in
particular lying-down vs. standing-up for rod-like molecules) at
the interface or induced by the interface. In this context, one
may observe orientational templating, that is, the orientation
of the molecules in the top layer adopt the orientation of the
bottom layer.®*®” The orientation may be changed (compared
to single-component film growth on, for example, SiO,) by an
underlying organic layer, for example, by the balance of the in-
terface energies. For example for perfluoropentacene (PFP)
growth on diindenoperylene (DIP, Figure 2a), the PFP orienta-
tion is changed by tuning the growth behavior of the DIP
bottom layer.®® The molecular orientation may also be influ-
enced by a specific step pattern or their height,*®*® which for
organics is obviously greater than for typical inorganic sub-
strates.

2.1.3. Crystal Nucleation and Growth

Dependent on the structural characteristics of the bottom
layer a change in crystalline grain size may be observed. This
was shown for example for PFP/DIP heterostructures (Fig-
ure 2a).%¥ Here the crystalline quality of the PFP layer corre-
lates with that of the DIP layer underneath in terms of the co-
herent in-plane and out-of-plane crystallite size. The latter can
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Figure 2. a) Three different PFP/DIP heterostructures on an indium tin oxide
(ITO) substrate. DIP layers were grown at three different temperatures
(T=1{200 K, 300 K, 400 K}) to control the crystalline quality and orientation of
DIP. PFP layers were grown at T=300 K and exhibit a structure and morphol-
ogy dependent on the structural properties of the DIP bottom layer. b) XRR
data from the three PFP/DIP heterostructures. The intensity of the PFP

Bragg reflections varies with the intensity of the DIP reflections. Reprinted
with permission from ref. [63].

be extracted from X-ray reflectivity (XRR) data shown in (Fig-
ure 2b).

Another growth effect is a change in mosaicity for growth
on different organic thin films. For example C4, which grows
with large out-of-plane mosaicity (random distribution of crys-
tal orientations) on SiO,"” and CuPc,”" has a strongly reduced
mosaicity for growth on PEN (pentacene)®”:’%"* or DIP.2%7¥

For one system (perfluorinated cobalt-phthalocyanine, or
F,sCoPc, on DIP) it was shown that as long as the diffusion
length of the top layer compound is smaller than the typical
terrace of the bottom layer, the nucleation density is inde-
pendent of the bottom layer morphology.”

2.1.4. Roughening for A/B-Type Heterostructures

Several studies show the formation of mound growth on top
of organic thin films due to dewetting”®”® or preferred nuclea-
tion at step edges.®®? In contrast to the scenario of fast
roughening also roughening nearly independent of the
bottom layer was shown underlining that, of course, the
growth scenario depends on the specific system.

631

www.chemphyschem.org


www.chemphyschem.org

CHEMPHYSCHEM

2.1.5. Smoothing for A/B-Type Heterostructures

Another interesting effect is smoothing (Figure 3), which was
observed for growth of PFP on DIP and PEN on PFP? For
both systems, surface smoothing during thermal evaporation
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Figure 3. Roughness evolution of organic-organic heterostructure growth
determined with real-time XRR: a) Growth scenario of PFP islands on DIP

b) Roughness evolution of a PFP-on-DIP heterostructure. c) Roughness evo-
lution of a PEN-on-PFP heterostructure. For comparison the roughness evo-
lution for growth of PEN on SiO, is indicated. Reprinted with permission
from ref. [79].

of the second material on top of the first is observed. The
smoothing mechanism is sketched in Figure 3a. Islands of the
top material are nucleating between grains of the bottom ma-
terial leading to reduction of roughness of the top surface.
After this filling of valleys is completed, the roughness increas-
es again (Figures 3b,c). The smoothing may be rationalized by,
compared to homoepitaxy, a lowered step edge barrier for one
species diffusing on the other, but the details have yet to be
explored.

2.1.6. Interface and Thermal Stability

The interface between two materials may exhibit a reconstruc-
tion during deposition® or the two compounds may partially
intermix at the interface, which is referred to as graded inter-
face® (see also Section 2.4.2).

Interface stability effects may also be exploited in interrupt-
ed growth. An interesting study to tune the growth mode in
organic molecular-beam epitaxy employing interrupted growth
for 4T/potassium acid phthalate was presented in ref. [82].

The oxidation dynamics of rubrene/tetracene heterostruc-
tures were studied in ref. [83].
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The post-growth stability of the organic-organic interface
and the interdiffusion behavior was studied in refs. [84,85].
Other studies on the temperature dependence are discussed
in Section 2.3.2, where enhanced thermal stability was found
due to an organic capping layer.®® Generally, the thermal sta-

bility can also be enhanced using (inorganic) capping layers.””

2.2. A:B-Type Heterostructures

A key question for a binary molecular mixture is whether the
two materials are phase separating or mixing on the molecular
level. Complete or partial intermixing of two molecular species
might be possible, if a mixed crystal energetically more favora-
ble than two pure crystals exists. Of importance in this regard
is the isostructural compatibility of both compounds, which is
in many cases a prerequisite for efficient mixing.®®

Organic binary mixtures (A:B), which correspond to bulk
hetero-junctions (BHJs) in OPV, are widely used in organic thin
film devices, for example, for improvement of conductivity®
or for efficient charge carrier separation.””

Following ref. [88] we classify binary mixtures in the catego-
ries phase separation, solid solution and molecular complex
formation (Figure 4).

a) Solid solution
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Figure 4. Simplified schematic of different mixing scenarios for molecular
crystals dependent on y: a) Solid solution. b) Molecular complex due to
strong interaction between A and B (W, large) c) Phase separation. Broken
lines are highlighting phase boundaries. Note that the temperatures neces-
sary to activate the phase transition between the low T scenarios and the
high T solid solution may be well above the melting or sublimation point of
the organic mixture.

The mechanisms behind the formation of the different
mixing scenarios can be viewed from different perspectives in-
cluding steric considerations as well as thermodynamics and
interactions. Steric compatibility of the two components may
be seen as a precondition for good intermixing. From the
point of equilibrium thermodynamics and minimizing the free
energy, there is first the entropy contribution, which always
favors mixing. Second, the different interaction energies (W,
Wees, Wys) between the two species A and B entering the free
energy can either favor or disfavor mixing. The classical ap-
proach in the simplest version would be based on the regular
solution model, a mean-field approach. The free energy of
mixing is then written as Equation (1):

ChemPhysChem 2012, 13, 628 - 643
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with the dimensionless interaction parameter [Eq. (2)]:

1 1
X:kB_T[WAA+ Weg — 2Wopg] ZHW (2)

playing the key role and x, and xz being the concentrations. At
high T the entropy (the two In terms) will dominate F,,,, lead-
ing to statistical intermixing, which we call here a solid solution
(Figure 4a). The sign of ¥ can serve as a guide for the behavior
of the mixture in the low T limit, when the interaction term be-
comes larger. Note that this simple model does not explicitly
include molecular shape, that is, lattice distortions and strain
are not explicitly considered.

a. Solid Solution (y~0). For y~0 the mixture remains a
solid solution at low T, since the attraction between compound
A and B (2W,g) is similar to the attraction of the pure systems
(Wan+ Wsgg). A solid solution is a mixed crystal where guest
molecules can randomly replace host molecules. This phenom-
enon is also known as mixing by substitution,®® illustrated in
Figure 4a. A necessary condition for the formation of solid so-
lution crystals by two organic substances is similarity in shapes
and sizes of the compounds to allow close packing in a crystal.
If these conditions are satisfied, the substitution of host mole-
cules by guest molecules does not lead to a large increase in
free energy and a continuous series of solid solutions with dif-
ferent mixing ratios might be possible. In general solid solu-
tions exhibit weak long range order since random inclusion of
guest molecules in a host crystal leads to lattice distortions.®®
For a more detailed discussion on short and long range order
in solid solutions we refer to ref. [88].

b. Phase Separation (x> 2): If the above conditions are not
satisfied, that is, if sufficiently unfavorable interaction or steric
incompatibility between species A and B is found, the solubili-
ty of one compound in a crystal of the second compound is
strongly reduced, and we observe phase separation in the low
T limit (Figure 4b)."

c. Ordered Molecular Complex Formation (y <0): For y <0
the mixture becomes ordered upon cooling, as the attraction
between compound A and B (W,g) is stronger than the attrac-
tion in the pure systems (Wu,+ Wgg). We refer to such an or-
dered mixture, where sufficiently strong bonds between A and
B can be formed, as a molecular complex (Figure 4c). In case of
formation of such a strong bond, for instance a hydrogen
bond, the free energy can no longer be considered as deter-
mined mainly by van der Waals forces and entropy. Instead we
expect a specific ordered molecular arrangement of the com-
plex in respect to the stronger intermolecular interactions pres-
ent. We note that for the purpose of this review the term mo-
lecular complex does not necessarily imply a partial or com-
plete charge transfer in the ground state between compound
A and B. The strong attraction may also be driven by induced
or permanent dipole or quadrupole interaction.

d. Non-Stoichiometric Complexes: Many molecular com-
plexes exhibit preferentially a simple stoichiometry such as 1:1

ChemPhysChem 2012, 13, 628 - 643
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or 1:2. We note that in molecular complexes the crystal struc-
ture of the complex may be very different from the pure mate-
rials crystal structures. The incorporation of additional guest
molecules of either species into a molecular complex would
necessarily deform the complex, which would lead to a rapid
increase of lattice energy. Due to this, excess molecules of
either species are expected to phase separate from the molec-
ular complex crystal (Figure 5).

"y
e
////////%m

Figure 5. Simplified schematic of phase separation of the non-stoichiometric
parts of a molecular complex. Broken lines highlight phase boundaries.

Molecular complex with
stoichiometry deviating from 1:1

The key difference between solid solutions and molecular
complexes is the difference in the solubility curve, which is
continuous for solid solutions and discontinuous (in extreme
cases a step function) for molecular complexes. In contrast to,
for example, alloys of conventional metals, the bulk phase dia-
gram of mixtures of organics is frequently not known, so that
the bulk (and equilibrium) reference for the thin films is not
available. For typical phase diagrams of bulk solid solutions
see ref. [88].

Furthermore, we wish to point out the following on mixed
systems:

1.We also mention here inclusion, or clathrate complexes, in
which the host compounds form a crystal structure with a
framework of large cavities due to strong interaction, for
example, hydrogen bonds or other dipole interactions.
These cavities are occupied by guest molecules. Some
metal-organic frameworks®*¥ may appear like this, but
since these materials are seen normally in a somewhat dif-
ferent category and they are not further discussed here, we
refer to refs. [88,95,96].

2.For inorganic atomic systems phase transitions between
solid solutions with special mixing ratios (mostly 1:1, 1:2,
1:3) to ordered crystals with long-range order at low T were
frequently observed. For example in metallic alloys CusAu
forms an ordered structure.’”? A phase transition between a
molecular complex or phase separated system at low T to a
solid solution at high T may be difficult to observe for
some systems, since large molecules may not easily ex-
change lattice sites with their neighbors due to their size.
Therefore, the high T necessary to activate the phase transi-
tion may be above the melting or sublimation point of the
organic mixture.

3.The above considerations are based on an equilibrium sce-
nario, which serves as a reference framework. In contrast to
mixing properties in thermal equilibrium, which are de-
scribed by minimization of the free energy, for mixing in
thin film growth one also has to take kinetic effects into
consideration. Kinetic effects can and usually will prevent
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the true equilibrium structure to occur, which means that
systems tending to solid solutions or tending to ordered
complexes are not completely mixed as expected in equilib-
rium and, reversely, systems tending to phase segregation
are more mixed than expected in equilibrium. Note that an
ordered complex is in an equilibrium picture obtained for
low T. Growing the film in the ordered complex structure is
potentially difficult, since from the growth perspective fre-
quently some elevated temperature is preferred to obtain a
good structure. It may be speculated that true long-range
order of a superstructure is probably difficult to achieve by
co-evaporation.

4. Note that many functional properties depend on concentra-
tion in a non-trivial way, which is known already from
binary alloys, among others. See for example ref. [98].

5.Interactions from a more chemical perspective are reviewed
in refs. [240,241].

In the following, we discuss the structure formation for sev-
eral organic-organic mixed films. An overview of mixing sce-
narios for some material combinations is shown in Figure 6.

F. Schreiber, A. Hinderhofer

ble for mixtures, since, as long as the central ion is not too big,
the molecule retains its flat structure and thus different phtha-
locyanines are structurally compatible and should intermix
well. In ref. [100] it is shown that the change in optical trans-
mission spectra of thin films does not follow a regular pattern
for solid solutions of different phthalocyanines. This behavior
shows the importance of spectroscopic properties, which are
of course also interesting in their own right.

Also mixtures of a-6T and a-6P with dihexylsexithiophene
seem to exhibit continuous solubility and can therefore be
classified as solid solutions.'®" In ref. [102] the mixing behavior
of conjugated rod-like molecules is systematically studied. In
agreement with the concept of structurally compatibility in
solid solutions explained above, molecules of similar length
are forming solid solutions. In contrast, compounds with very
different length exhibit phase separation.

2.2.2. Phase Separation in A:B Systems

For several combinations of compounds, which are structural-
ly/sterically apparently incompatible (e.g. platelet vs. sphere),
for instance for mixtures of Cg,
and CuPc”"' or C, and

Donor
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ey
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rv 2 herent domain size of separated
H,.CuPc material patches increases at ele-
vated growth temperatures.”®

Due to kinetic growth effects

the heterostructure is, in this

case, more mixed than the equi-

librium structure, which corre-

@@@@@@@//M/ ”” sp.onds to phase separation.
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@@%gg’};‘;ﬁlll alized. Similar behavior was ob-
served for oligothiophene:Cy,

W////ﬂ’//ﬂ//’// mixtures.”*?  Post-growth heat
//////ﬂ/”/ﬂ/ﬂ///’ treatment may also be a route
//ﬂ////ﬂ//ﬂ/////// for obtaining an increased
////’/ﬂ///////[/[/ domain size and crystal order in

Figure 6. Selected material combinations organized into acceptor materials and donor materials. For each material

combination the mixing scenario is depicted as a sketch.

2.2.1. Solid Solutions in A:B Systems

As solid solutions in thin films we consider mixtures with con-
tinuous or nearly continuous mixing behavior. For a solid solu-
tion we expect therefore also a more or less continuous
change in lattice parameters dependent on the mixing ratio, if
compound A and B have a slightly different shape/size.

Solid solutions have been reported in blends of different
phthalocyanines.”"* %! Phthalocyanines are particularly suita-
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phase separated bulk hetero-
structures.®® %%

Phase separation in thin films
was also demonstrated for mix-
tures of PEN:PEN-quinone.[%> 1081

2.2.3. Arene:Perfluoroarene Molecular Complexes

Molecular complexes in thin films have not yet been studied
extensively in the literature. An exception are 2D molecular
complexes formed in the monolayer region (see Section 2.3.3).

One famous example for complex formation in the bulk is
the equimolar benzene:hexafluorobenzene mixture. The melt-
ing point of this complex at 23.7°C, which is significantly
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higher than the melting points of the pure components (5.0°C
and 5.4°C, respectively),” is evidence for the strong arene:
perfluoroarene interaction. Molecular complexes formed due
to arene:perfluoroarene interaction are commonly observed"®
and explained to be formed by quadrupole interaction."* The
crystal structure of the benzene:hexafluorobenzene complex
exhibits displaced face-to-face stacking,"™® which is not pres-
ent in the crystal structures of the pure materials.""™""? This
kind of stacking was also observed for other arene:perfluoro-
arene complexes.">""¥ The interaction is strong enough to
enable formation of complexes with two structurally very dif-
ferent compounds.™ The pronounced face-to-face stacking
was also described as dimerization in the crystal,""® although
also arene:perfluoroarene mixtures with a 2:1 ratio were
found."" The arene:perfluoroarene interaction was discussed
to exhibit charge transfer characteristics in the ground state
for some complexes.""” Studies on other complexes concluded
that charge transfer is not present for many arene:perfluoroar-
ene complexes in the ground state.["'® "

The arene:perfluoroarene interaction was also studied in
mixed thin films with the combination of PEN and PFP, which
was only synthesized recently. These compounds are sterically
compatible, since both are derived from the same molecular
structure. The system PEN:PFP was studied structurally'®"? as
well as spectroscopically’'*" and was shown to exhibit mo-
lecular complex formation. With grazing incidence X-ray dif-
fraction (GIXD) data from different mixing ratios (Figure 7a), it
is shown that PEN:PFP forms its own structure with 1:1 stoichi-
ometry."" For mixing ratios deviating from 1:1 the equimolar
mixed structure is found, in addition to the pure crystal struc-
ture of the respective excess compound. For a detailed discus-
sion of the subtleties of X-ray diffraction on this system, see
ref. [119]. Aspects related to the microstructure studied by X-
ray microscopy and micro-NEXAFS (near-edge X-ray absorption
fine structure) of PEN:PFP mixtures including dichroism are dis-
cussed in ref. [122]. Recently, it was shown that a molecular
complex is also formed in mixed PFP:DIP thin films.'*

Importantly, upon mixing PEN and PFP, in optical absorption
spectra a new transition arises at 1.6 eV (Figure 7b), which is
not present in either of the spectra of the pure materials and
indeed also below both of the respective gaps.'*" Detailed
analysis shows that the absorption spectrum of PEN:PFP
cannot be explained by a superposition of the spectra of the
pure substances. This and in particular the new transition are
taken as evidence for coupling between the two components,
which is another hint that both compounds form a molecular
complex. These findings are further corroborated by photolu-
minescence spectra, which exhibit a new transition at 1.4 eV
related to the one in absorption at 1.6 eV.'® The new excita-
tion might be related to a charge transfer state on the PEN-
PFP complex (see schematic in Figure 7 c). Note that the opti-
cal data (photoluminesence as well as absorption) depend cru-
cially on the respective mixing scenario and the associated
coupling length (Figure 7d). Note also that for coupled A:B
systems with charge transfer between materials A and B in the
excited state one expects the infrared oscillator strength to
differ from that of the individual compounds so that the rela-
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Figure 7. a) GIXD of several PEN:PFP mixtures with different mixing ratio. Re-

printed with permission from ref. [119]. b) ¢, of several PEN:PFP mixtures.
The inset shows a close-up of a transition which appears only in a PEN:PFP
mixture and not in the pure compounds. Reprinted with permission from
ref. [121]. ¢) Possible charge-transfer excitation on a pair of materials A
(donor) and B (acceptor) in a molecular complex. Broken lines indicate tran-
sitions of the uncoupled system. d) Mixing scenario may influence the cou-
pling in a thin film. Within the coupling length /. may be molecules from
only one compound (phase separation) or from two compounds (molecular
complex and solid solution).

tive intensities of the different modes are changed. Further-
more, in ref. [120] it is reported that the coupling of neighbor-
ing molecules in PEN:PFP mixtures results in a significant shift
of the ionization potential in respect to the pure materials.

2.2.4. Charge Transfer Complexes (CTCs)

A further class of systems are charge transfer complexes
(CTCs), which exhibit a rather specific A-B interaction and are
not the focus of this review. They represent a strong limiting
case of complex formation with strong ordering tendency
driven by a strong favorable W,g interaction. The reader is re-
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ferred to refs. [125-128] and references therein. CTCs enjoy
also a certain popularity in monolayer-based structures and in
device-related studies, which is discussed in Section 2.3.3.

2.2.5. Doping of A by B versus A:B Mixtures

In conventional semiconductors dopants are employed for in-
creasing conductivity of semiconductors. The concentration of
host atoms to dopants is then typically in the range 10’-10*:1.
Doping for organic semiconductors is also successfully applied,
but the conductivity improvement follows a different mecha-
nism. Typically, the host molecule:dopant ratios in organic de-
vices are in the range of 10°-1:1.%%'%732 Considering these
high concentrations, doped organic semiconductor thin films
can essentially be considered as binary mixtures and regarding
structural issues follow the mechanisms outlined above to a
large extent.

2.3. Monolayer-Based Heterostructures

In monolayers evidently the molecular interactions of the two
(or more) different compounds composing the monolayer
enter only laterally. The mechanisms leading to intermixing or
phase separation described in Section 2.2 are also relevant for
monolayer systems, but they have to be viewed in two dimen-
sions instead of three, which changes the dynamics of diffu-
sion pathways.

For monolayers the relative contribution of the (vertical) in-
teractions with the substrate is commonly more important
than for thicker films, which can and usually will contribute to
the structure formation with quite interesting phenomena.l'*
We note that the vertical adsorption distance has been deter-
mined for several archetypical organic semiconductors on
metal single crystals with high precision using X-ray standing
WaVeS.[134_136]

This is quite important in the context of understanding the
type of interaction (van der Waals contribution as well as
nature of the interaction of the m-electron system of the mole-
cule with the metal electrons). Among other things, significant
intermolecular distortions upon adsorption have been identi-
fied, which have implications for the associated interface di-
poles!¥7%% and in some cases for the growth of subsequent
layers.

There are several different types of monolayers, which may
be categorized according to their interactions:

1.Van der Waals dominated systems similar to, for example,
PEN and DIP as discussed above, deposited by OMBD, with
usually comparatively weak interactions (both laterally and
vertically). We should note that the interaction with the
substrate is not necessarily only van der Waals-like.

2.Self-assembled monolayers (SAMs) in their conventional
definition,"*" "% which exhibit a strong and specific interac-
tion of the molecular headgroup with the substrate (e.g. an
S—Au bond) and typically hydrocarbon chains attached to
the headgroup with non-specific chain-chain interactions
laterally.
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3.Monolayers with specific in-plane interactions such as H-
bonding networks.

4.Monolayers based on charge transfer complex (CTC) com-
pounds.

Furthermore, mixed Langmuir-Blodgett films'**"*¥ have
been studied, however, these are beyond the scope of this
review.

In the following, we discuss these systems and their combi-
nations. We shall include in this context work on two monolay-
ers stacked on top of each other, although this may also be
seen in the A/B context of Section 2.1 with obvious relevance
of vertical interactions. The character of these studies is related
to true monolayer work and typical methods of surface sci-
ence, including most notably scanning tuneling microscopy
(STM), play a more important role than for thicker films. More-
over, the choice of the substrate tends to be leaning more to-
wards metals and in particular metal single crystals (and some
HOPG work) but less than, for example, silicon oxide. Note that
surface-mediated (catalyzed) reactions of binary mixtures have
been studied as well."*>1%!

2.3.1. Mixed Self-Assembled Monolayers (SAMs)

The use of mixed SAMs is a popular approach to tailor the sur-
face energy and the associated wetting properties of the thus
functionalized surface, for example, with a selected ratio of hy-
drophobic and hydrophilic terminations. Other applications
concern, for example, the tailoring of the electronic properties
or the adsorption behavior. For the background on SAMs and
these issues we refer to specialized reviews.['* 14147

A fundamental question for mixed SAMs, in particular in the
context of this review, concerns intermixing. Of course, this is a
purely 2D issue, and the energetics is also different from that
described in Section 2.2. We should point out that despite the
rather strong and specific interaction of the headgroup with
the substrate, the barrier against lateral diffusion is not neces-
sarily very high, since for diffusion not the absolute absorption
energy but the corrugation, that is, the energy difference be-
tween different sites is relevant. The lateral diffusion is thus ex-
pected to be higher for, for example, thiols on Au(111) than for
silanes on siliconoxide, since the latter are supposed to exhibit
a more localized bond. The strength of the driving force for
phase separation versus intermixing of course depends also on
the nature of the components (including the respective chains
and endgroups) involved.

Mixed SAMs have already been employed in the early days
of thiol on gold SAMs™® and continue to be employed for var-
ious applications. For more recent examples see, for example,
refs. [149-153].

2.3.2. OMBD on Self-Assembled Monolayers

Self-assembled monolayers (SAMs) coatings are a rather univer-
sal approach to engineer surface properties, and they also
enjoy enormous popularity for tailoring OMBD growth. Initially
PTCDA on SAMs as well-defined organic model surfaces has
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been studied mostly with respect to structure-related issues
such as the question of epitaxy at the organic-organic inter-
face.[86,154,'|55,156]

As an interesting side-effect it was found that the melting
point of the alkanethiol-SAM on Au(111) was substantially en-
hanced under the PTCDA capping layer compared to the un-
covered SAM. We note that a similar (and indeed much stron-
ger) effect of shift of the melting/sublimation point was also
observed for organic semiconductors (DIP), but under an alu-
miniumoxide (i.e. inorganic) capping layer,®” which might be
used in applications to enhance the temperature stability.

The deposition on SAMs has later become a rather common
strategy for the growth of organic semiconductors such as
PEN on silicon oxide surfaces, and it has been found that in
many cases prior modification of these surfaces by SAMs im-
proves the performance in terms of, for example, charge carrier
mobility."'®" The role of the SAM in this latter context is to
improve the growth of pentacene (by secondary effects, such
as changing the interface energy, etc.) rather than to be an
active component of an organic-organic heterostructure. De-
tailed studies of the growth of PEN on SAMs can be found in
ref. [162]. The case of PFP on different types of SAMs has been
studied by Desai et al.*® Trapping dynamics of DIP on different
SAMs were calculated in ref. [163].

Furthermore, the energy alignment, workfunction changes
and barrier formation for PEN on benzenethiols on Cu(100)
was studied in ref. [164].

2.3.3. Mixed OMBD Including CTCs

If van der Waals-type systems are co-evaporated in convention-
al OMBD, in 2D similar issues arise related to phase separation
versus intermixing and possible superstructure formation as in
3D (Section 2.2). A preferred A-B interaction, such as expected
for donor-acceptor pairs, would favor intermixing. There might
also be an interaction mediated by the substrate. It should be
noted that the two components have to be sterically compati-
ble.

Molecular complex formation in the monolayer region,
mostly on single crystalline metal substrates or highly oriented
pyrolytic graphite, are observed for a variety of combinations
of compounds. Most systems are composed of only planar
molecules like DIP, perfluorinated copper-phthalocyanine
(F1¢CuPc), protonated copper-phthalocyanine (H,;CuPc),'®""74
but Cy, was also employed."” Supramolecular 2D complexes
may also exhibit chirality, for example mixtures of PEN and
PTCDA.'”® The formation of superstructures in some of these
systems has been discussed as driven by weak hydrogen
bonding (C—F--H—C).'®>'%  Nevertheless, similar structures
were also observed for systems, which do not seem to exhibit
a strong specific interaction.!7% 1771731

In the next section we discuss systems with stronger and
more specific binding between the two components, which
can lead to still more complex and also open 2D network
structures on the surface.

A number of CTCs have also been studied in the monolayer
regime, in some cases to modify the charge injection proper-
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ties at the interface'®"” |n these cases, in particular for
device structures, this is a (sub)monolayer underneath a multi-
layer, which serves as the main active layer. It can thus also be
seen as an A/B structure, but with A being a (sub)monolayer.
Examples for CTCs as true complexes in 2D (i.e. A:B in the
monolayer) can be found, for example, in refs. [178,179]. These
may also be seen as part of Section 2.3.4 due to their rather
specific interactions.

2.3.4. Mixed Monolayers Involving (Potentially Open)
Networks with Specific Binding

A different case arises if the adsorbate exhibits more specific
lateral interactions, such as H-bonding. This can be exploited
for certain compounds to form 2D networks. Recent reviews of
the underlying concepts can be found in refs. [180,181]. Typi-
cal examples include refs. [182-187]. An example of a transi-
tion from 2D to 1D coordination networks is shown in
ref. [188].

If the molecular architecture with its geometry and docking
sites for H-bonding is suitable, this can result in a relatively
open 2D network on the surface, which may be filled with a
second molecular species, thus forming a 2D heterostructure.
For an example see Figure 8. After generating a 2D network

'NAI'Nif'\A¢'NA¢'§i
R
R X X g X K o N
A¢'\A¢'§A¢'\A¢'\i¢'
L X g X g X X N
R o X o X o
Pf 1 1 1

R X g X g X X g N

Figure 8. Example of a 2D heterostructure. First a PTCDI-melamine network
is formed on Au. In a second step the open cells are filled by thiols. Reprint-
ed with permission from ref. [189].

of PTCDI and melamine on Au(111), the resulting voids could
be filled with thiols conventionally employed for the formation
of SAMs. Moreover, the resulting three-compound architec-
tures turned out to be sufficiently stable to be used in (pat-
terned) electrochemical deposition of Cu in the underpotential
region. More complex 2D nanostructures with four compo-
nents were prepared with a different approach in ref. [190].
There are further unique opportunities for templating and
directed synthesis on the surface with the help of these nano-
structures, as for example, shown in ref. [191], but a detailed
discussion of these is beyond the scope of the present review.

2.3.5. Stacked Monolayers (A/B-Type)

There are of course similarities with the examples presented in
Section 2.1, but for monolayers the influence of the substrate
is more important, which is why we discuss them separately.
Similar to the above sections on monolayer-based systems,
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here systems are mostly studied where the compounds are
lying down relative to the substrate.

For stacked monolayers a possible epitaxial relationship be-
tween A and B can be characterized in detail, since the inter-
face is directly observable. Organic-organic epitaxy for stacked
monolayers was found for PTCDA on hexa-peri-hexabenzocor-
onene (HBC) on HOPG"? and on Au(111).""® One of these
studies revealed a new type of epitaxy (line-on-line) so far only
observed for organic-organic heterostructures.” Other exam-
ples are quaterrylene on HBC heteroepitaxy™ and Cg on
mixed monolayers."”¥ A stacked system of Cgz, on acridine-9-
carboxylic acid was shown to exhibit a chiral supramolecular
structure.!®

An interesting question concerns the stability of A/B stacked
monolayer structures. Remarkably, for certain systems an ex-
change of stacking sequence of A and B was observed, if the
structure with B directly on the substrate was more stable. This
type of layer inversion has been observed for PEN/p-6P/
Cu(110).1"%

Spectroscopic issues were studied, for example, for SnPc on
PTCDA on Ag(111)."¥”"® The authors find that the molecules
are lying flat and that the bonding at the SnPc/PTCDA inter-
face is weak. Moreover, the evolution of the interface dipole in
this bilayer system was discussed."®® Optical properties of bi-
layers were also studied. It was found that 1 ML of HBC com-
pletely decouples the on-top grown QT electronically from the
metal substrate.'™

These monolayer-based A/B systems are expected to be
studied further in the future as model systems for both struc-
tural relationship as well as the electronic structure at the or-
ganic-organic interface.

2.4. Other Architectures

Various other architectures are conceivable. We will present
two of these here. In particular in the context of device appli-
cations, also others have been tested, which is briefly dis-
cussed in the next section. We note that of course specific
nanostructuring concepts used for single-component films can
also be employed for organic-organic heterostructures. As an
example, we mention the nanocolumns grown by glancing-
angle deposition,?®*" which may be used to grow intention-
ally rough or otherwise structured A/B structures.

2.4.1. Superlattices

Superlattices are essentially n periodic repetitions of A/B heter-
ostructures, which can then be denoted as (A/B),. One of the
ideas behind these is to enhance a (volume-related) signal by
the larger amount of material, while at the same time trying to
maintain thin film/interface-dominated properties in the indi-
vidual (thin) layers. This concept is used successfully also in
other areas, such as for ferromagnetic multilayers used in mag-
netic storage technology.

Generally, for organic materials the controlled growth of an
ordered multilayer appears to be still more challenging than
for most inorganic materials, presumably due to the additional
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sources of disorder. In addition, the requirements for lattice
compatibility of the materials are different. Some early work
on organic-organic superlattices and bilayers can be found, for
example, in refs. [23,44,202-204]. More recent efforts are, for
example, ref. [58], where for >5 pairs of NTCDA/DB-TCNQ
layers sustained azimuthal crystalline alignment was reported.

Kowarik et al. studied PEN/PFP superlattices.”®™ Using anom-
alous (soft) XRR near the F(1s) edge, good contrast for XRR
was found. Zhu et al. reported on crystalline organic superlatti-
ces of H,Pc and F,,CuPc and studied their electronic trans-
port.®?

2.4.2. Graded and Other Non-Trivial Concentration Profiles

In particular in the context of device applications such as OPV
(Figure 9), in addition to A/B (corresponding to PHJ) and A:B
(corresponding to BHJ), other (intermediate) architectures have

Top electrode
Electrode modification layer

ganic heterostructure.

Substrate modification layer

Substrate

Figure 9. Example of a typical simplified OPV device structure consisting of
an organic heterostructure and additional layers. The organic heterostruc-
ture may be a BHJ or PHJ or based on another concept discussed in the pre-
ceding sections.

been studied, such as mixed layers sandwiched between pure
layers (planar-mixed heterojunction, PM-HJ).2%2%271 A further
concept is a graded concentration profile.”®® The impact of
these different architectures on the device performance has
been studied in refs. [13,209].

3. Implications for Spectroscopic and Device
Properties—and Concluding Remarks

In the preceding sections we outlined the concepts, opportuni-
ties, and limitations for growth and structure formation as well
as the spectroscopic properties of organic—organic heterostruc-
tures. In addition to thick 3D films we have also discussed op-
portunities related to nano-structuring in 2D, where the inter-
action with the substrate is particularly important.

As explained in the introduction, in addition to rather funda-
mental issues such as phase separation versus intermixing or
spectroscopic coupling, a strong driving force for research in
this area is related to the possible application in devices. These
issues can be connected to the local structure and environ-
ment on the molecular level or to the somewhat larger-scale
morphology (as shown schematically in Figure 1) or to some
intermediate length scale (Figure 7d).
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3.1. Spectroscopy: Optics, UPS, and Related

Motivated also by the relevance for devices, there have been
efforts to determine the energy levels in general and in partic-
ular the HOMO and the LUMO using photoelectron spectrosco-
py and inverse photoemission. In multicomponent systems the
relative position has to be determined for a given system indi-
vidually and cannot be derived directly from the data for
single-component systems.

A detailed discussion of energy alignment and so forth at
the organic-organic interface, which directly influences charge
injection,?'*?'" is beyond the scope of this review, but we wish
to point out that there are efforts to understand it experimen-
tally as well as theoretically mostly at A/B type interfaces (i.e.
PHJs). For dedicated reviews we refer to refs. [11,132,137,212-
217]. In addition we refer to several examples for the energy-
level alignment at the organic—organic interface in the litera-
ture.”21823) Eor a further up-to-date collection of energy
levels, see ref. [224].

The properties probed by optical spectroscopy as explained
in Section 2.2 and ref. [121] are presumably related to possible
coupling on a molecular, that is, local scale. This has been ob-
served in several systems and is considered strong evidence
for intermixing on a local scale, or, in turn, the structural inter-
mixing is considered a precondition for efficient optical cou-
pling.

We should emphasize that the length scale of coupling is
not a binary issue, of course. While for certain properties®!
only the immediate environment appears to matter, since the
relevant coherence length is on the molecular scale, for others
longer range coupling may be found. For instance, for charge
carrier transport the coherence length has to exceed molecular
length scales if the picture of band transport is approached
(Figure 7d).

In addition, the morphology may also strongly influence the
spectroscopic and transport properties; see, for example,
refs. [226-228] and references therein.

3.2. Implications for Devices

The implications of structure and morphology for device per-
formance are doubtlessly severe, but not easy to cast into one
parameter. In fact, it may happen that one device-relevant per-
formance parameter is improved at the expense of another,
and it may be extremely difficult to determine the optimum.

Already for organic field-effect transistors (OFETs) this is not
trivial®'**”! for OLEDs and OPV (Figure 9) in addition to trans-
port the optical properties enter, and changes in the structure
and morphology affect the various aspects differently. Finally, a
complete device features, in addition to an organic hetero-
structure, further layers, for example, electrodes, layers for im-
proving conductivity, passivation layers, blocking layers and so
forth (Figure 9). These add further challenges such as the con-
trolled growth of metals on organic materials,”**%% but a de-
tailed discussion of these issues is beyond the scope of this
review.
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OPV devices may serve as an example to illustrate the fol-
lowing interrelated issues and their different scales as well as
response to structure and growth:® 10231

1.Spectroscopic properties, such as coupling of electronic
states, absorption and possible (re)emission spectra.

2.Exciton diffusion, affected by structural quality and grain
boundaries.

3.Interface optimization for charge separation in OPV.

4.Charge carrier transport (also affected by structural quality
and grain boundaries)

These issues have been discussed recently for OPV cells
using the rather promising new donor-acceptor pair of DIP
and Cg as PHJ versus BHJ versus PM-HJ geometry, together
with XRR, GIXD, atomic force microscopy (AFM), optical and
electronic characterization.”® We also refer to various other
device studies.®>?* For other work on organic-organic heter-
ostructures combining structural as well as spectroscopic char-
acterization with transport or other device performance param-
eters we refer to refs. [13,71,99,235] and references therein.

3.3. Concluding Remarks

To conclude, we have reviewed basic concepts and recent ex-
amples of organic—organic heterostructures, with emphasis on
small-molecule organic semiconductors, organized according
to A on B (A/B), A co-deposited with B (A:B), heterostructures
in the monolayer regime including self-assembled monolayers,
and various other architectures including superlattices.

A wide range of scenarios is possible, depending on equilib-
rium interactions (the balance between internal energy and en-
tropic contributions) including the interactions with the sub-
strate, which are particularly important for monolayers. It
should be emphasized that even the bulk equilibrium structure
of many organic mixed systems is not yet known. Thus the un-
derstanding of mixed films almost inevitably is limited at this
stage, since of course the kinetic parameters of the preparation
process of thin films increase the complexity of structure for-
mation. Nevertheless, PEN:PFP and PEN/PFP as a model system
may help to address these issues more thoroughly and system-
atically, which has already been exploited partly. The resulting
heterostructures have direct consequences for the spectro-
scopic properties and the question, to which extent common
energy levels, that is, a spectrum which is not a linear superpo-
sition of the respective pure compounds spectra, arises. The
formation of excited charge transfer states is intriguing and
fundamental in its own right, and is studied of course not only
in absorption but also in emission and with time resolution.
Spatially resolved experiments on not perfectly homogeneous
samples (e.g. with phase boundaries at some variable spacing)
will help to elucidate these points further.2*¢-238

The anisotropy of the interactions offers an enormous po-
tential for nano-structuring in the monolayer regime (2D) as
well as for thicker films (3D). While the relevance of both the
molecular-scale structure as well as the larger-scale morpholo-
gy, for the performance of devices and their different architec-

639

www.chemphyschem.org


www.chemphyschem.org

PHYS

tures is clear, it appears difficult to quantify it in a simple way.
Nevertheless, we are at the beginning of understanding the
connections, and we expect that progress in the understand-
ing of structure formation and elementary spectroscopic prop-
erties will go hand in hand with a systematic understanding
and improvement of device architectures.

Acknowledgements

We acknowledge pleasant collaboration and insightful discus-
sions with numerous colleagues and students. We thank in par-
ticular W. Briitting, M. Buck, T. Fritz, A. Gerlach T. Hosokai, N.
Koch, S. Kowarik, J. Pflaum, A. Sassella, R. Scholz, and G. Witte as
well as E. Adamski, F. Anger, A. Aufderheide, K. Broch, C. Frank,
and J. Reinhardt. We gratefully acknowledge financial support
from the DFG.

Keywords: nanostructures -
surface science - thin films

self-assembly - semiconductors -

[1] Alberto PimpinelliJacques Villain, Physics of Crystal Growth, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 1998.

[2] J. Krug, Adv. Phys. 1997, 46, 139.

[3] F. Schreiber, Phys. Status Solidi A 2004, 201, 1037.

[4] G. Witte, C. Woll, J. Mater. Res. 2004, 19, 1889.

[5] S.Yim, T.S. Jones, Phys. Rev. B 2006, 73, 161 305.

[6] A.C. Durr, F. Schreiber, K. A. Ritley, V. Kruppa, J. Krug, H. Dosch, B.

Struth, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2003, 90, 016 104.

S. Kowarik, A. Gerlach, S. Sellner, F. Schreiber, L. Cavalcanti, O. Konova-

lov, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2006, 96, 125 504.

Organic Photovoltaics (Eds.: C. J. Brabec, V. Dyakonov, J. Parisi, N. S. Sar-

iciftci), Springer, Heidelberg, 2003.

Physics of Organic Semiconductors (Ed.: W. Briitting), Wiley-VCH, Wein-

heim, 2005.

[10] Organic Photovoltaics: Mechanisms, Materials, and Devices (Eds.: S.-S.
Sun, N. Serdar Sariciftci), Taylor & Francis, Boca Raton, 2005.

[11] Conjugated Polymer and Molecular Interfaces: Science and Technology
for Photonic and Optoelectronic Applications (Eds.: W.R. Salanek, K.
Seki, A. Kahn, J.-J. Pireaux), Marcel Dekker, New York, 2002.

[12] P. Peumans, A. Yakimov, S. R. Forrest, J. Appl. Phys. 2003, 93, 3693.

[13] A. Opitz, J. Wagner, W. Britting, I. Salzmann, N. Koch, J. Manara, J.
Pflaum, A. Hinderhofer, F. Schreiber, IEEE J. Sel. Top. Quantum Electron.
2010, 76, 1707.

[14] Physical and Chemical Aspects of Organic Electronics (Ed.: C. Woll),
Wiley-VCH, Weinheim, 2009.

[15] A. Koma, Prog. Cryst. Growth Charact. Mater. 1995, 30, 129-152.

[16] E. Umbach, S. Sokolowski, R. Fink, Appl. Phys. A 1996, 63, 565.

[17] N. Karl, Ch. Guinther, Cryst. Res. Technol. 1999, 34, 243.

[18] D. E. Hooks, T. Fritz, M. D. Ward, Adv. Mater. 2001, 13, 227.

[

[

[7

[8

[9

19] J. Fraxedas, Adv. Mater. 2002, 14, 1603.

20] F. Rosei, M. Schunack, Y. Naitoh, P. Jiang, A. Gourdon, E. Laegsgaard, I.
Stensgaard, C. Joachim, F. Besenbacher, Prog. Surf. Sci. 2003, 71, 95.

[21] S. M. Barlow, R. Raval, Surf. Sci. Rep. 2003, 50, 201.

[22] A. Gerlach, S. Sellner, S. Kowarik, F. Schreiber, Phys. Status Solidi A
2008, 205, 461.

[23] S.R. Forrest, Chem. Rev. 1997, 97, 1793.

[24] S. Kowarik, A. Gerlach, F. Schreiber, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 2008, 20,
184005.

[25] C.D. Dimitrakopoulos, P. R. L. Malenfant, Adv. Mater. 2002, 14, 99.

[26] J. Wagner, M. Gruber, A. Hinderhofer, A. Wilke, B. Broker, J. Frisch, P.
Amsalem, A. Vollmer, A. Opitz, N. Koch, F. Schreiber, W. Britting, Adv.
Funct. Mater. 2010, 20, 4295.

[27] T. Thurn-Albrecht, J. Schotter, G. A. Kastle, N. Emley, T. Shibauchi, L.
Krusin-Elbaum, K. Guarini, C. T. Black, M. T. Tuominen, T. P. Russell, Sci-
ence 2000, 290, 2126.

640

www.chemphyschem.org

[28]
[29]
[30]

w
et

[32
[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

v
“u

[63]

[64]
[65]

[66]

[67]

[68]

© 2012 Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim

F. Schreiber, A. Hinderhofer

M. W. Matsen, F. S. Bates, Macromolecules 1996, 29, 1091.

F.S. Bates, Science 1991, 251, 898.

J.J. M. Halls, C. A. Walsh, N. Greenham, E. A. Marseglia, R. Friend, S. C.
Moratti, A. Holmes, Nature 1995, 376, 498.

C. N. Hoth, S. A. Choulis, P. Schilinsky, C. J. Brabec, Adv. Mater. 2007, 19,
3973.

J. C. Wittmann, B. Lotz, Prog. Polym. Sci. 1990, 15, 909 -948.

F. Brochard-Wyart, J. M. Di Meglio, D. Quere, P. Gilles De Gennes, Lang-
muir 1991, 7, 335.

T. Michely, J. Krug, Islands, Mounds and Atoms, Springer, Heidelberg,
2004.

B. Krause, F. Schreiber, H. Dosch, A. Pimpinelli, O. H. Seeck, Europhys.
Lett. 2004, 65, 372.

U. Heinemeyer, K. Broch, A. Hinderhofer, M. Kytka, R. Scholz, A. Ger-
lach, F. Schreiber, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2010, 104, 257 401.

R. Cantrell, P. Clancy, Surf. Sci. 2008, 602, 3499 -3505.

T.V. Desai, A.R. Woll, F. Schreiber, J.R. Engstrom, J. Phys. Chem. C
2010, 774, 20120.

J. E. Goose, E. L. First, P. Clancy, Phys. Rev. B 2010, 81, 205310.

G. Hlawacek, P. Puschnig, P. Frank, A. Winkler, C. Ambrosch-Draxl, C.
Teichert, Science 2008, 321, 108.

M. Fendrich, J. Krug, Phys. Rev. B 2007, 76, 121 302.

A. Hoshino, S. Isoda, T. Kobayashi, J. Cryst. Growth 1991, 115, 826.

P. W. Carter, M. D. Ward, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1993, 115, 11521.

F.F. So, S.R. Forrest, Y. Q. Shi, W. H. Steier, Appl. Phys. Lett. 1990, 56,
674.

S. C. B. Mannsfeld, K. Leo, T. Fritz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2005, 94, 056 104.

A. Sassella, M. Campione, A. Borghesi, Riv. Nuovo Cimento Soc. Ital. Fis.
2008, 31, 457.

M. Campione, L. Raimondo, A. Sassella, J. Phys. Chem. C 2007, 111,
19009.

A. Sassella, M. Campione, L. Raimondo, A. Borghesi, G. Bussetti, S. Ciril-
li, A. Violante, C. Goletti, P. Chiaradia, Appl. Phys. Lett. 2009, 94, 073307.
L. Raimondo, M. Moret, M. Campione, A. Borghesi, A. Sassella, J. Phys.
Chem. C 2011, 115, 5880.

M. Campione, L. Raimondo, M. Moret, P. Campiglio, E. Fumagalli, A.
Sassella, Chem. Mater. 2009, 21, 4859.

R.R. Lunt, J. B. Benziger, S. R. Forrest, Adv. Mater. 2007, 19, 4229.

F. Zhu, K. Lou, L. Huang, J. Yang, J. Zhang, H. Wang, Y. Geng, D. Yan,
Appl. Phys. Lett. 2009, 95, 203106.

J. Yang, D. Yan, Chem. Soc. Rev. 2009, 38, 2634.

G. Koller, S. Berkebile, J. R. Krenn, F. P. Netzer, M. Oehzelt, T. Haber, R.
Resel, M. G. Ramsey, Nano Lett. 2006, 6, 1207.

M. Oehzelt, G. Koller, J. Ivanco, S. Berkebile, T. Haber, R. Resel, F.P.
Netzer, M. G. Ramsey, Adv. Mater. 2006, 18, 2466.

M. Kraus, S. Richler, A. Opitz, W. Britting, S. Haas, T. Hasegawa, A. Hin-
derhofer, F. Schreiber, J. Appl. Phys. 2010, 107, 094503.

M. Kraus, S. Haug, W. Britting, A. Opitz, Org. Electron. 2011, 12, 731-
735.

R.R. Lunt, K. Sun, M. Kréger, J. B. Benziger, S.R. Forrest, Phys. Rev. B
2011, 83, 064 114.

M. Campione, M. Moret, L. Raimondo, A. Sassella, J. Phys. Chem. C
2009, 113, 20927.

G. Bussetti, S. Cirilli, A. Violante, V. Chiostri, C. Goletti, P. Chiaradia, A.
Sassella, M. Campione, L. Raimondo, D. Braga, A. Borghesi, J. Vac. Sci.
Technol. A 2009, 27, 1029.

L. Huang, F. Zhu, C. Liu, H. Wang, Y. Geng, D. Yan, Org. Electron. 2010,
11, 195-201.

J. 0. Ossé, F. Schreiber, V. Kruppa, H. Dosch, M. Garriga, M. . Alonso, F.
Cerdeira, Adv. Funct. Mater. 2002, 12, 455.

A. Hinderhofer, T. Hosokai, C. Frank, J. Novak, A. Gerlach, F. Schreiber, J.
Phys. Chem. C 2011, 115, 16155.

S. Heutz, R. Cloots, T.S. Jones, Appl. Phys. Lett. 2000, 77, 3938.

P. Sullivan, T.S. Jones, A.J. Ferguson, S. Heutz, Appl. Phys. Lett. 2007,
91, 233114.

R. Naito, S. Toyoshima, T. Ohashi, T. Sakurai, K. Akimoto, Jpn. J. Appl.
Phys. 2008, 47, 1416.

S. Duhm, G. Heimel, I. Salzmann, H. Glowatzki, R.L. Johnson, Nat.
Mater. 2008, 7, 326.

D. G. de Oteyza, E. Barrena, S. Sellner, J. O. Oss6, H. Dosch, Surf. Sci.
2007, 601, 4117.

ChemPhysChem 2012, 13, 628 - 643


http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00018739700101498
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pssa.200404334
http://dx.doi.org/10.1557/JMR.2004.0251
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1534621
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0960-8974(95)00009-V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0960-8974(95)00009-V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0960-8974(95)00009-V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01567212
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1521-4079(199902)34:2%3C243::AID-CRAT243%3E3.0.CO;2-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1521-4095(200102)13:4%3C227::AID-ADMA227%3E3.0.CO;2-P
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1521-4095(20021118)14:22%3C1603::AID-ADMA1603%3E3.0.CO;2-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0079-6816(03)00004-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0167-5729(03)00015-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pssa.200723411
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pssa.200723411
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr941014o
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/20/18/184005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/20/18/184005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1521-4095(20020116)14:2%3C99::AID-ADMA99%3E3.0.CO;2-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201001028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201001028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.290.5499.2126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.290.5499.2126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ma951138i
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.251.4996.898
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/376498a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200700911
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200700911
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0079-6700(90)90025-V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0079-6700(90)90025-V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0079-6700(90)90025-V
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la00050a023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la00050a023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1209/epl/i2003-10090-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1209/epl/i2003-10090-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2008.09.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2008.09.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2008.09.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp107518f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp107518f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1159455
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-0248(91)90854-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja00077a059
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.102733
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.102733
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp075331d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp075331d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3081413
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp111754r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp111754r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cm901463u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200701572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3256194
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b815723p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl060629l
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200600476
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3354086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2011.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2011.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2011.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp905752r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp905752r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1116/1.3155399
http://dx.doi.org/10.1116/1.3155399
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2009.10.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2009.10.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2009.10.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2009.10.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp203003m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp203003m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1332820
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2821229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2821229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/JJAP.47.1416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/JJAP.47.1416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat2119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat2119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2007.04.180
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2007.04.180
www.chemphyschem.org

Organic-Organic Heterostructures

[69]

[70]

[71]

[72]

[73]

[74]
[75]

[76]

[77]

[78]

[79]

[80]

[81]
[82]

[83]

[84]
[85]

[92]
[93]

[94]

[95]

[96]

[97]
[98]

[99]

[100]
[101]

[102]

[103]
[104]

[105]

[106]

[107]
[108]

[109]

ChemPhysChem 2012, 13, 628 - 643

D. G. de Oteyza, E. Barrena, J.O. Osso, S. Sellner, H. Dosch, Chem.
Mater. 2006, 18, 4212.

Th. B. Singh, N.S. Sariciftci, H. Yang, L. Yang, B. Plochberger, H. Sitter,
Appl. Phys. Lett. 2007, 90, 213512.

A. Opitz, J. Wagner, W. Brutting, A. Hinderhofer, F. Schreiber, Phys.
Status Solidi A 2009, 206, 2683.

K. Itaka, M. Yamashiro, J. Yamaguchi, M. Haemori, S. Yaginuma, Y. Mat-
sumoto, M. Kondo, H. Koinuma, Adv. Mater. 2006, 18, 1713.

I. Salzmann, S. Duhm, R. Opitz, R.L. Johnson, J.P. Rabe, N. Koch, J.
Appl. Phys. 2008, 104, 114518.

A. Hinderhofer, A. Gerlach, K. Broch, F. Schreiber, unpublished results.
Y. Zhang, E. Barrena, X. Zhang, A. Turak, F. Maye, H. Dosch, J. Phys.
Chem. C 2010, 1714, 13752.

E. Barrena, D. G. de Oteyza, S. Sellner, H. Dosch, J. O. Osso, B. Struth,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 2006, 97, 076 102.

D. G. de Oteyza, E. Barrena, S. Sellner, J. O. Oss6, H. Dosch, Thin Solid
Films 2008, 516, 7525-7529.

D. G. de Oteyza, T. N. Krauss, E. Barrena, S. Sellner, H. Dosch, J. O. Ossé,
Appl. Phys. Lett. 2007, 90, 243104

A. Hinderhofer, A. Gerlach, S. Kowarik, F. Zontone, J. Krug, F. Schreiber,
EPL 2010, 91, 56002.

D. G. de Oteyza, E. Barrena, Y. Zhang, T. N. Krauss, A. Turak, A. Vorobiev,
H. Dosch, J. Phys. Chem. C 2009, 113, 4234.

R. Ye, M. Baba, K. Suzuki, K. Mori, Appl. Surf. Sci. 2008, 254, 7885 -7888.
A. Sassella, M. Campione, M. Moret, A. Borghesi, C. Goletti, G. Bussetti,
P. Chiaradia, Phys. Rev. B 2005, 71, 201 311.

E. Fumagalli, L. Raimondo, L. Silvestri, M. Moret, A. Sassella, M. Cam-
pione, Chem. Mater. 2011, 23, 3246.

S. Heutz, G. Salvan, T. S. Jones, D. R. T. Zahn, Adv. Mater. 2003, 15, 1109.
P. Fenter, F. Schreiber, V. Bulovi¢, S. R. Forrest, Chem. Phys. Lett. 1997,
277, 521.

F. Schreiber, M. C. Gerstenberg, H. Dosch, G. Scoles, Langmuir 2003, 19,
10004.

S. Sellner, A. Gerlach, F. Schreiber, M. Kelsch, N. Kasper, H. Dosch, S.
Meyer, J. Pflaum, M. Fischer, B. Gompf, Adv. Mater. 2004, 16, 1750.

A. . Kitaigorodsky, Mixed Crystals, Springer, Heidelberg, 1984.

K. Walzer, B. Maennig, M. Pfeiffer, K. Leo, Chem. Rev. 2007, 107, 1233.
P. Peumans, S. Uchida, S. R. Forrest, Nature 2003, 425, 158.

A. . Kitaigorodsky, Molecular Crystals and Molecules, Academic Press,
New York, 1973.

S. L. James, Chem. Soc. Rev. 2003, 32, 276.

D. Zacher, R. Schmid, C. Woll, R. A. Fischer, Angew. Chem. 2011, 123,
184; Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2011, 50, 176.

O. Shekhah, H. Wang, S. Kowarik, F. Schreiber, M. Paulus, M. Tolan, C.
Sternemann, F. Evers, D. Zacher, R. A. Fischer, C. Woll, J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2007, 129, 15118.

P.J. Langley, J. Hulliger, Chem. Soc. Rev. 1999, 28, 279.

M. Schwoerer, H. C. Wolf, Organic Molecular Solids, Wiley-VCH, Wein-
heim, 2007.

J. M. Cowley, J. Appl. Phys. 1950, 21, 24.

J. Pelzl, R. Meckenstock, D. Spoddig, F. Schreiber, J. Pflaum, Z. Frait, J.
Phys. Condens. Matter 2003, 15, S451.

A. Opitz, B. Ecker, J. Wagner, A. Hinderhofer, F. Schreiber, J. Manara, J.
Pflaum, W. Brutting, Org. Electron. 2009, 10, 1259.

E. A. Lucia, F. D. Verderame, J. Chem. Phys. 1968, 48, 2674.

J.-0. Vogel, I. Salzmann, R. Opitz, S. Duhm, B. Nickel, J. P. Rabe, N.
Koch, J. Phys. Chem. B 2007, 111, 1409.

J. 0. Vogel, I. Salzmann, S. Duhm, M. Oehzelt, J. P. Rabe, N. Koch, J.
Mater. Chem. 2010, 20, 4055.

M. Bronner, A. Opitz, W. Britting, Phys. Status Solidi A 2008, 205, 549.
A. C. Mayer, M. T. Lloyd, D. J. Herman, T. G. Kasen, G. G. Malliaras, Appl.
Phys. Lett. 2004, 85, 6272.

I. Salzmann, R. Opitz, S. Rogaschewski, J. P. Rabe, N. Koch, B. Nickel,
Phys. Rev. B 2007, 75, 174108.

I. Salzmann, S. Duhm, R. Opitz, J. P. Rabe, N. Koch, Appl. Phys. Lett.
2007, 91, 051919.

C. R. Patrick, G. S. Prosser, Nature 1960, 187, 1021.

E. A. Meyer, R.K. Castellano, F. Diederich, Angew. Chem. 2003, 115,
1244; Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2003, 42, 1210.

J. H. Williams, Acc. Chem. Res. 1993, 26, 593.

[110]

[111]

J.H. Williams, J.K. Cockcroft, A.N. Fitch, Angew. Chem. 1992, 104,
1666; Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 1992, 31, 1655.
E. G. Cox, Rev. Mod. Phys. 1958, 30, 159.

12] N. Boden, P.P. Davis, C. H. Stam, G. A. Wesselink, Mol. Phys. 1973, 25,

[113]

114

15

[116]

[117]
[118

[119]
[120]
[121]
[122]
[123]
[124]
[125]
[126]
[127]
[128]
[129]
[130]
[131]
[132]
[133]
[134]
[135]
[136]
[137]
[138]
[139]
[140]
[141]
[142]
[143]
[144]

[145]

[146]
[147]

[148]
[149]

© 2012 Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co

81.

F. Ponzini, R. Zagha, K. Hardcastle, J. S. Siegel, Angew. Chem. 2000, 112,
2413; Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2000, 39, 2323.

S. W. Watt, C. Dai, A. J. Scott, J. M. Burke, R. L. Thomas, J. C. Collings, C.
Viney, W. Clegg, T. B. Marder, Angew. Chem. 2004, 116, 3123; Angew.
Chem. Int. Ed. 2004, 43, 3061.

J. C. Collings, K. P. Roscoe, R.L. Thomas, A.S. Batsanov, L. M. Stimson,
J. A. K. Howard, T. B. Marder, New J. Chem. 2001, 25, 1410.

S. Bacchi, M. Benaglia, F. Cozzi, F. Demartin, G. Filippini, A. Gavezzotti,
Chem. Eur. J. 2006, 12, 3538.

T. G. Beaumont, K. M. C. Davis, Nature 1968, 218, 865.

I. Salzmann, S. Duhm, G. Heimel, J. P. Rabe, N. Koch, M. Oehzelt, Y. Sa-
kamoto, T. Suzuki, Langmuir 2008, 24, 7294.

A. Hinderhofer, C. Frank, T. Hosokai, A. Resta, A. Gerlach, F. Schreiber, J.
Chem. Phys. 2011, 134, 104702.

I. Salzmann, S. Duhm, G. Heimel, M. Oehzelt, R. Kniprath, R. L. Johnson,
J. P. Rabe, N. Koch, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2008, 130, 12870.

K. Broch, U. Heinemeyer, A. Hinderhofer, F. Anger, R. Scholz, A. Gerlach,
F. Schreiber, Phys. Rev. B 2011, 83, 245307.

S. Kowarik, K. Broch, A. Hinderhofer, A. Schwartzberg, J. O. Osso, D. Kil-
coyne, F. Schreiber, S. R. Leone, J. Phys. Chem. C 2010, 114, 13061.

J. P. Reinhardt, A. Hinderhofer, U. Heinemeyer, S. Kowarik, A. Gerlach, F.
Schreiber, unpublished results.

F. Anger, J. 0. Osso, K. Broch, U. Heinemeyer, R. Scholz, A. Gerlach, F.
Schreiber, J. Chem. Phys 2012, DOI: 10.1063/1.3677839.

R. S. Mulliken, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1950, 72, 600.

H. Alves, A.S. Molinari, H. Xie, A. F. Morpurgo, Nat. Mater. 2008, 7, 574.
Handbook of Organic Conductive Molecules and Polymers (Ed.: H.S.
Nalwa), Wiley, New York, 1997.

M. Pope, C.E. Swenberg, Electronic Processes in Organic Crystals and
Polymers, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 1999.

W.-B. Chen, H.-F. Xiang, Z.-X. Xu, B.-P. Yan, V. A. L. Roy, C.-M. Che, P-T.
Lai, Appl. Phys. Lett. 2007, 91, 191109.

W. Gao, A. Kahn, Appl. Phys. Lett. 2001, 79, 4040.

W. Gao, A. Kahn, Appl. Phys. Lett. 2003, 82, 4815.

W. Chen, D. Qi, X. Gao, A.T.S. Wee, Prog. Surf. Sci. 2009, 84, 279-321.
I. Fernandez-Torrente, S. Monturet, K. J. Franke, J. Fraxedas, N. Lorente,
J. . Pascual, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2007, 99, 176 103.

A. Gerlach, F. Schreiber, S. Sellner, H. Dosch, I. A. Vartanyants, B. C. C.
Cowie, T-L. Lee, J. Zegenhagen, Phys. Rev. B 2005, 71, 205425.

A. Hauschild, K. Karki, B. C. C. Cowie, M. Rohlfing, F. S. Tautz, M. Soko-
lowski, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2005, 94, 036 106.

A. Gerlach, S. Sellner, F. Schreiber, N. Koch, J. Zegenhagen, Phys. Rev. B
2007, 75, 045401.

N. Koch, ChemPhysChem 2007, 8, 1438.

L. Romaner, G. Heimel, J. L. Bredas, A. Gerlach, F. Schreiber, R. L. John-
son, J. Zegenhagen, S. Duhm, N. Koch, E. Zojer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2007,
99, 256 801.

H. Yamane, A. Gerlach, S. Duhm, Y. Tanaka, T. Hosokai, Y. Y. Mi, J. Zegen-
hagen, N. Koch, K. Seki, F. Schreiber, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2010, 105, 046 103.
N. Koch, A. Gerlach, S. Duhm, H. Glowatzki, G. Heimel, A. Vollmer, Y. Sa-
kamoto, T. Suzuki, J. Zegenhagen, J. P. Rabe, F. Schreiber, J. Am. Chem.
Soc. 2008, 130, 7300.

F. Schreiber, Prog. Surf. Sci. 2000, 65, 151.

F. Schreiber, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 2004, 16, R881-R900.

J. A. Zasadzinski, R. Viswanathan, L. Madsen, J. Garnaes, D. K. Schwartz,
Science 1994, 263, 1726.

V. M. Kaganer, H. Méhwald, P. Dutta, Rev. Mod. Phys. 1999, 71, 779-
819.

M. Treier, R. Fasel, N. R. Champness, S. Argent, N.V. Richardson, Phys.
Chem. Chem. Phys. 2009, 11, 1209.

E. Rauls, S. Blankenburg, W. G. Schmidt, Phys. Rev. B 2010, 81, 125401.
J.C. Love, L.A. Estroff, J.K. Kriebel, R.G. Nuzzo, G. M. Whitesides,
Chem. Rev. 2005, 105, 1103.

C.D. Bain, G. M. Whitesides, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1988, 110, 6560.

U. Zschieschang, F. Ante, M. Schlérholz, M. Schmidt, K. Kern, H. Klauk,
Adv. Mater. 2010, 22, 4489.

KGaA, Weinheim www.chemphyschem.org 641


http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cm061172j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cm061172j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2743386
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200502752
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3040003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3040003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tsf.2008.04.086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tsf.2008.04.086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tsf.2008.04.086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tsf.2008.04.086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2748211
http://dx.doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/91/56002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp809512a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2008.03.048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2008.03.048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2008.03.048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cm201230j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200304742
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0009-2614(97)00941-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0009-2614(97)00941-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la030337p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la030337p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200400461
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr050156n
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature01949
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b200393g
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.201002451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.201002451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.201002451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja076210u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja076210u
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/a704290f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1699415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/15/5/302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/15/5/302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2009.07.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1669501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b927594k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b927594k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pssa.200723405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1842358
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1842358
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2767972
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2767972
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/1871021a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.200390290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.200390290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.200390319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ar00035a005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.19921041230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.19921041230
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.199216551
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.30.159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00268977300100101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00268977300100101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1521-3757(20000703)112:13%3C2413::AID-ANGE2413%3E3.0.CO;2-T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1521-3757(20000703)112:13%3C2413::AID-ANGE2413%3E3.0.CO;2-T
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/1521-3773(20000703)39:13%3C2323::AID-ANIE2323%3E3.0.CO;2-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.200453828
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.200453828
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.200453828
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b105502j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.200501248
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/218865a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la800606h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3557476
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3557476
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja804793a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp103713z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja01157a151
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat2205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2806195
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1424067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1585123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.progsurf.2009.06.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.progsurf.2009.06.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.progsurf.2009.06.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cphc.200700177
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja800286k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja800286k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0079-6816(00)00024-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/16/28/R01
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/16/28/R01
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/16/28/R01
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.8134836
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.71.779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.71.779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.71.779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b815544p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b815544p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr0300789
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja00227a044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201001502
www.chemphyschem.org

[150]
[151]
[152]
[153]
[154]
[155]
[156]
[157]
[158]
[159]
[160]
[161]
[162]

[163]
[164]

[165]
[166]
[167]

[168]

[169]

[170]
[171]
[172]
[173]
[174]
[175]
[176]
(1771
[178]

[179]

[180]
[181]

[182]

[183]
[184]
[185]

[186]

642

PHYS

E. Ostuni, B. A. Grzybowski, M. Mrksich, C. S. Roberts, G. M. Whitesides,
Langmuir 2003, 19, 1861.

M. Riepl, K. Enander, B. Liedberg, M. Schéferling, M. Kruschina, F. Orti-
gao, Langmuir 2002, 18, 7016.

Il. Katsouras, V. Geskin, A. J. Kronemeijer, P. W. M. Blom, D. M. de Leeuw,
Org. Electron. 2011, 12, 857 - 864.

N. Bjérklund, F.S. Pettersson, D. Tobjérk, R. Osterback, Synth. Met.
2011, 161, 743 -747.

F. Schreiber, M. C. Gerstenberg, B. Edinger, B. Toperverg, S.R. Forrest,
G. Scoles, H. Dosch, Phys. B 2000, 283, 75-78.

M. C. Gerstenberg, F. Schreiber, T.Y.B. Leung, G. Bracco, S.R. Forrest,
G. Scoles, Phys. Rev. B 2000, 61, 7678.

R. Staub, M. Toerker, T. Fritzand, T. Schmitz-Hubsch, F. Sellam, K. Leo,
Surf. Sci. 2000, 445, 368.

D. Kéfer, L. Ruppel, G. Witte, Phys. Rev. B 2007, 75, 085 309.

R. Ruiz, D. Choudhary, B. Nickel, T. Toccoli, K. Chang, A.C. Mayer, P.
Clancy, J. M. Blakely, R.L. Headrick, S. lannotta, G. G. Malliaras, Chem.
Mater. 2004, 16, 4497.

A. Facchetti, M.-H. Yoon, T. J. Marks, Adv. Mater. 2005, 17, 1705.

Z-H. Wang, D. Kéfer, A. Bashir, J. Gotzen, A. Birkner, G. Witte, C. Woll,
Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2010, 12, 4317.

Y. M. Lee, J. W. Kim, H. Min, T. G. Lee, Y. Park, Curr. Appl. Phys. 2011, 11,
1168-1172.

B. Nickel, R. Barabash, R. Ruiz, N. Koch, A. Kahn, L. C. Feldman, R. F. Ha-
glund, G. Scoles, Phys. Rev. B 2004, 70, 125401.

A. P. Kaushik, P. Clancy, Surf. Sci. 2011, 605, 1185-1196.

M. G. Betti, A. Kanjilal, C. Mariani, H. Vazquez, Y. J. Dappe, J. Ortega, F.
Flores, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2008, 100, 027 601.

Y. L. Huang, W. Chen, H. Li, J. Ma, J. Pflaum, A.T. S. Wee, Small 2010, 6,
70.

C. Bobisch, Th. Wagner, A. Bannani, R. Mdller, J. Chem. Phys. 2003, 119,
9804.

E. Barrena, D.G. de Oteyza, H. Dosch, Y. Wakayama, ChemPhysChem
2007, 8, 1915.

D. G. de Oteyza, J. M. Garcia-Lastra, M. Corso, B. P. Doyle, L. Floreano,
A. Morgante, Y. Wakayama, A. Rubio, J. E. Ortega, Adv. Funct. Mater.
2009, 19, 3567.

D.G. de Oteyza, I. Silanes, M. Ruiz-Osés, E. Barrena, B.P. Doyle, A.
Arnau, H. Dosch, Y. Wakayama, J. E. Ortega, Adv. Funct. Mater. 2009, 19,
259.

H. Huang, Y. Huang, J. Pflaum, A. T.S. Wee, W. Chen, Appl. Phys. Lett.
2009, 95, 263309.

Y. L. Huang, R. Wang, T. C. Niu, S. Kera, N. Ueno, J. Pflaum, A. T. S. Wee,
W. Chen, Chem. Commun. 2010, 46, 9040.

Y.L. Huang, W. Chen, A.T.S. Wee, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2011, 133, 820.
L. Chen, H. Li, A. T.S. Wee, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2010, 105, 226 103.

S. Yoshimoto, Y. Honda, O. Ito, K. Itaya, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2008, 130,
1085.

W. Jin, D. B. Dougherty, W. G. Cullen, S. Robey, J. E. Reutt-Robey, Lang-
muir 2009, 25, 9857.

W. Chen, H. Li, H. Huang, Y. Fu, H.L. Zhang, J. Ma, A. T. S. Wee, J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2008, 130, 12285.

N. Koch, S. Duhm, J. P. Rabe, A. Vollmer, R. L. Johnson, Phys. Rev. Lett.
2005, 95, 237601.

J.T. Sun, Y. H. Lu, W. Chen, Y. P. Feng, A. T. S. Wee, Phys. Rev. B 2010, 81,
155403.

F. Jackel, U. G. E. Perera, V. lancu, K.-F. Braun, N. Koch, J. P. Rabe, S.-W.
Hla, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2008, 100, 126 102.

L. Bartels, Nat. Chem. 2010, 2, 87.

T. Kudernac, S. Lei, J. A. A.W. Elemans, S. De Feyter, Chem. Soc. Rev.
2009, 38, 402.

M. Ruben, D. Payer, A. Landa, A. Comisso, N. Gattinoni, C. Lin, J.-P.
Collin, J.-P. Sauvage, A. De Vita, K. Kern, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2006, 128,
15644.

J.A. Theobald, N.S. Oxtoby, M.A. Phillips, N.R. Champness, P.H.
Beton, Nature 2003, 424, 1029.

M. O. Blunt, J. C. Russell, M. del Carmen Gimenez-Lopez, N. Taleb, X.
Lin, M. Schroder, N. R. Champness, P. H. Beton, Nat. Chem. 2011, 3, 74.
S. Stepanow, N. Lin, J.V. Barth, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 2008, 20,
184002.

C. Silien, M. T. Réisanen, M. Buck, Small 2010, 6, 391.

www.chemphyschem.org

[187]

[188]

[189]
[190]

[191]

[192]

[193]

[194]

[195]

[196]

[197]

[198]

[199]

[200]

[201]

[202]

[203]

[204]

[205]

[206]
[207]

[208]

[209]

[210]

[211]

[212]

[213]

[214]
[215]

[216]

[217]
[218]

[219]
[220]
[221]
[222]

[223]

[224]

© 2012 Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim

F. Schreiber, A. Hinderhofer

K. Tahara, S. Okuhata, J. Adisoejoso, S. Lei, T. Fujita, S. De Feyter, Y.
Tobe, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2009, 131, 17583.

A. Langner, S. L. Tait, N. Lin, R. Chandrasekar, M. Ruben, K. Kern, Chem.
Commun. 2009, 2502 -2504.

R. Madueno, M. T. Réisénen, C. Silien, M. Buck, Nature 2008, 454, 618.
J. Adisoejoso, K. Tahara, S. Okuhata, S. Lei, Y. Tobe, S. De Feyter, Angew.
Chem. 2009, 121, 7489; Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2009, 48, 7353.

M. C. O'Sullivan, J. K. Sprafke, D. V. Kondratuk, C. Rinfray, T. D. W. Clar-
idge, A. Saywell, M. O. Blunt, J. N. O’Shea, P. H. Beton, M. Malfois, H. L.
Anderson, Nature 2011, 469, 72.

T. Schmitz-Hubsch, F. Sellam, R. Staub, M. Toérker, T. Fritz, Ch. Kiibel, K.
Miillen, K. Leo, Surf. Sci. 2000, 445, 358 -367.

F. Sellam, T. Schmitz-Hiibsch, M. Toerker, S. Mannsfeld, H. Proehl, T.
Fritz, K. Leo, C. Simpson, K. Mullen, Surf. Sci. 2001, 478, 113-121.

D. Kasemann, C. Wagner, R. Forker, T. Dienel, K. Mullen, T. Fritz, Lang-
muir 2009, 25, 12569.

B. Xu, C. Tao, W. G. Cullen, J. E. Reutt-Robey, E. D. Williams, Nano Lett.
2005, 5, 2207.

L. Sun, C. Liu, D. Queteschiner, G. Weidlinger, P. Zeppenfeld, Phys.
Chem. Chem. Phys. 2011, 13, 13382.

M. Héaming, M. Greif, M. WieBner, A. Schéll, F. Reinert, Surf. Sci. 2010,
604, 1619-1622.

M. Haming, M. Greif, C. Sauer, A. Scholl, F. Reinert, Phys. Rev. B 2010,
82, 235432.

R. Forker, D. Kasemann, T. Dienel, C. Wagner, R. Franke, K. Millen, T.
Fritz, Adv. Mater. 2008, 20, 4450.

J. Zhang, . Salzmann, P. Schifer, M. Oehzelt, S. Duhm, J. P. Rabe, N.
Koch, J. Mater. Res. 2009, 24, 1492.

J. Zhang, I. Salzmann, S. Rogaschewski, J. P. Rabe, N. Koch, F. Zhang, Z.
Xu, Appl. Phys. Lett. 2007, 90, 193117.

M. L. Anderson, V. S. Williams, T.J. Schuerlein, G.E. Collins, C. D. Eng-
land, L-K. Chau, P. A. Lee, K. W. Nebesny, N.R. Armstrong, Surf. Sci.
1994, 307-309, 551-558.

H. Akimichi, T. Inoshita, S. Hotta, H. Noge, H. Sakaki, Appl. Phys. Lett.
1993, 63, 3158.

T. Nonaka, Y. Mori, N. Nagai, Y. Nakagawa, M. Saeda, T. Takahagi, A. Ishi-
tani, Thin Solid Films 1994, 239, 214-219.

S. Kowarik, A. Hinderhofer, T. Hosokai, A. Gerlach, F. Schreiber, in prep-
aration.

J. Xue, B. P. Rand, S. Uchida, S. R. Forrest, Adv. Mater. 2005, 17, 66.

J. Xue, S. Uchida, B.P. Rand, S.R. Forrest, Appl. Phys. Lett. 2004, 85,
5757.

H. Riel, S. Barth, T. A. Beierlein, W. Bruetting, S. Karg, P. Mueller, W.
Riess, Proc. SPIE-Int. Soc. Opt. Eng. 2001, 4105, 167.

R. Pandey, R.J. Holmes, IEEE J. Sel. Top. Quantum Electron. 2010, 16,
1537.

R. Winter, M. S. Hammer, C. Deibel, J. Pflaum, Appl. Phys. Lett. 2009, 95,
263313.

N. Koch, I. Salzmann, R. L. Johnson, J. Pflaum, R. Friedlein, J. P. Rabe,
Org. Electron. 2006, 7, 537 - 545.

F. Flores, J. Ortega, H. Vazquez, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2009, 11,
8658.

D. Beljonne, J. Cornil, L. Muccioli, C. Zannoni, J.-L. Brédas, F. Castet,
Chem. Mater. 2011, 23, 591.

X. Zhu, A. Kahn, MRS Bull. 2010, 35, 443.

W. Chen, D.-C. Qi, H. Huang, X. Gao, A.T.S. Wee, Adv. Funct. Mater.
2011, 21, 410.

N. R. Armstrong, W. Wang, D. M. Alloway, Di. Placencia, E. Ratcliff, M.
Brumbach, Macromol. Rapid Commun. 2009, 30, 717 -731.

H. Ishii, K. Sugiyama, E. Ito, K. Seki, Adv. Mater. 1999, 11, 605.

K. M. Lau, J.X. Tang, H.Y. Sun, C.S. Lee, S.T. Lee, D. Yan, Appl. Phys.
Lett. 2006, 88, 173513.

0. V. Molodtsova, M. Knupfer, J. Appl. Phys. 2006, 99, 053704.

H. Vazquez, W. Gao, F. Flores, A. Kahn, Phys. Rev. B 2005, 71, 041 306.
H.Y. Mao, R. Wang, H. Huang, Y.Z. Wang, X.Y. Gao, S.N. Bao, A. T.S.
Wee, W. Chen, J. Appl. Phys. 2010, 108, 053706.

H. Y. Mao, F. Bussolotti, D.-C. Qi, R. Wang, S. Kera, N. Ueno, A. T.S. Wee,
W. Chen, Org. Electron. 2011, 12, 534-540.

A. Wilke, P. Amsalem, J. Frisch, B. Broker, A. Vollmer, N. Koch, Appl.
Phys. Lett. 2011, 98, 123304.

P. E. Schwenn, P. L. Burn, B. J. Powell, Org. Electron. 2011, 12, 394-403.

ChemPhysChem 2012, 13, 628 - 643


http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la020649c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la011732n
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2011.02.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2011.02.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2011.02.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.synthmet.2011.01.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.synthmet.2011.01.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.synthmet.2011.01.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.synthmet.2011.01.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0921-4526(99)01895-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0921-4526(99)01895-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0921-4526(99)01895-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.61.7678
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0039-6028(99)01083-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cm049563q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cm049563q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200500517
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b924230a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cap.2011.02.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cap.2011.02.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cap.2011.02.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cap.2011.02.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2011.03.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2011.03.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2011.03.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/smll.200901291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/smll.200901291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1615492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1615492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cphc.200700494
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cphc.200700494
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.200901374
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.200901374
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.200801453
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.200801453
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3280858
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3280858
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c0cc03251d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja106350d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja077407p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja077407p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la900968d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la900968d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja801577z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja801577z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nchem.517
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b708902n
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b708902n
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja063601k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja063601k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature01915
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nchem.901
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/20/18/184002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/20/18/184002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/smll.200901909
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja904481j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b822476e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b822476e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b822476e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b822476e
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature07096
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.200900436
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ange.200900436
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.200900436
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0039-6028(99)01081-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0039-6028(99)01081-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0039-6028(99)01081-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0039-6028(01)00901-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0039-6028(01)00901-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0039-6028(01)00901-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la901760j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la901760j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl051415r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl051415r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c1cp21151j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c1cp21151j
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2010.06.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2010.06.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2010.06.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.susc.2010.06.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200801112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1557/jmr.2009.0163
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2738193
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(94)90452-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(94)90452-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(94)90452-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(94)90452-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(94)90452-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0039-6028(94)90452-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.110234
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.110234
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0040-6090(94)90854-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0040-6090(94)90854-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0040-6090(94)90854-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200400617
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1829776
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1829776
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3276694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3276694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2006.07.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2006.07.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2006.07.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b902492c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b902492c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cm1023426
http://dx.doi.org/10.1557/mrs2010.582
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201000902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201000902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/marc.200900075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/marc.200900075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/marc.200900075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1521-4095(199906)11:8%3C605::AID-ADMA605%3E3.0.CO;2-Q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2198484
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2198484
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2175468
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3475716
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2011.01.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2011.01.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2011.01.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3571286
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3571286
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2010.11.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2010.11.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2010.11.025
www.chemphyschem.org

Organic-Organic Heterostructures

[225] S.-H. Lim, T. G. Bjorklund, F.C. Spano, C.J. Bardeen, Phys. Rev. Lett.
2004, 92, 107 402.

[226] V.K. Thorsmglle, R.D. Averitt, J. Demsar, D. L. Smith, S. Tretiak, R. L.
Martin, X. Chi, B.K. Crone, A.P. Ramirez, A.J. Taylor, Phys. Rev. Lett.
2009, 702, 017401.

[227] D. Kurrle, J. Pflaum, Appl. Phys. Lett. 2008, 92, 133306.

[228] R.J. Stohr, G.J. Beirne, P. Michler, R. Scholz, J. Wrachtrup, J. Pflaum,
Appl. Phys. Lett. 2010, 96, 231902.

[229] A.C. Durr, F. Schreiber, H.D. Carstanjen, M. Kelsch, H. Dosch, O.H.
Seeck, J. Appl. Phys. 2003, 93, 5201.

[230] A.C. Durr, F. Schreiber, M. Kelsch, H.D. Carstanjen, H. Dosch, Adv.
Mater. 2002, 14, 961.

[231] S.R. Forrest, MRS Bull. 2005, 30, 28.

[232] A. Opitz, M. Bronner, W. Briitting, M. Himmerlich, J. A. Schaefer, S. Kri-
schok, Appl. Phys. Lett. 2007, 90, 212112.

[233] B.P. Rand, J. Genoe, P. Heremans, J. Poortmans, Prog. Photovoltaics
2007, 15, 659.

[234] F. Yang, M. Shtein, S. R. Forrest, Nat. Mater. 2005, 4, 37.

[235] A. Opitz, J. Wagner, B. Ecker, U. Hérmann, M. Kraus, M. Bronner, W.
Britting, A. Hinderhofer, F. Schreiber, Mater. Res. Soc. Symp. Proc. 2009,
1154, 9.

[236]

[237]

[238]

[239]

[240]

[241]

[242]

D. Zhang, U. Heinemeyer, C. Stanciu, M. Sackrow, K. Braun, L. E. Henne-
mann, X. Wang, R. Scholz, F. Schreiber, A.J. Meixner, Phys. Rev. Lett.
2010, 7104, 056601.

N. Koch, A. C. Durr, J. Ghijsen, R. L. Johnson, J. J. Pireaux, J. Schwartz, F.
Schreiber, H. Dosch, A. Kahn, Thin Solid Films 2003, 441, 145-149.

C. McNeill, J. Polym. Sci. Part B 2011, 49, 909.

R. Fitzner, E. Reinold, A. Mishra, E. Mena-Osteritz, H. Ziehlke, C. Kérner,
K. Leo, M. Riede, M. Weil, O. Tsaryova, A. Weif3, C. Uhrich, M. Pfeiffer, P.
Bauerle, Adv. Funct. Mater. 2011, 21, 897-910.

M. Safont-Sempere, G. Fernandez, F. Wirthner, Chem. Rev. 2011, 111,
5784-5814.

A. J. Mozer, C.-Q. Ma, W. W. H. Wong, D. J. Jones, P. Bauerle, G. G. Wal-
lace, Org. Electronics, 2010, 11, 573-582.

D. Wynands, M. Levichkova, M. Riede, M. Pfeiffer, P. Bauerle, R. Renten-
berger, P. Denner, K. Leo, J. Appl. Phys. 2010, 107, 014517.

Received: September 22, 2011
Published online on January 27, 2012

ChemPhysChem 2012, 13, 628 - 643 © 2012 Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, Weinheim www.chemphyschem.org 643


http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2896654
http://dx.doi.org/10.1557/mrs2005.5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2742640
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pip.788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pip.788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat1285
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0040-6090(03)00925-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0040-6090(03)00925-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0040-6090(03)00925-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/polb.22270
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201001639
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201001639
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201001639
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr100357h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr100357h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr100357h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr100357h
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3271407
www.chemphyschem.org

