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ABSTRACT: Precise preparation strategies are required to
fabricate molecular nanostructures of specific arrangement. In
bottom-up approaches, where nanostructures are gradually
formed by piecing together individual parts to the final structure,
the self-ordering mechanisms of the involved structures are
utilized. In order to achieve the desired structures regarding
morphology, grain size, and orientation of the individual
moieties, templates can be applied, which influence the
formation process of subsequent structures. However, this
strategy is of limited use for complex architectures because the
templates only influence the structure formation at the interface
between the template and the first compound. Here, we discuss
the implementation of so-called templated templates and analyze to what extent orientations of the initial layers are inherited in
the top layers of another compound to enable structural control in binary heterostructures. For that purpose, we prepared
crystalline templates of the organic semiconductors pentacene and perfluoropentacene in different exclusive orientations. We
observe that for templates of both individual materials the molecular orientation is inherited in the top layers of the respective
counterpart. This behavior is also observed for various other molecules, indicating the robustness of this approach.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the mechanisms of molecular assembly and
structure formation is of key importance for the realization of
novel artificial structures. One particular approach is templat-
ing, which occurs in nature on various length scales. For
example, natural or artificial trellises are used to enable
alignment and structuring of macroscopic plant growth, while
biocompatible templates even allow one to steer the formation
process of organic and inorganic adlayers ranging from
mesoscopic to microscopic scales. Moreover, DNA templates
can be used to build nanostructures of organic and inorganic
materials.1,2 Also imprints of biocells are applied to manipulate
the shape and molecular characteristics of different stem cells.3

Other examples are patterned arrays of proteins, which enable
control of the nucleation sites, particle size, and shape as well as
crystallographic orientation of natural biominerals,4,5 as utilized
in the bone growth or formation of sea shells.6 These examples
have inspired novel structuring methods to create artificial
nanostructures by piecing together individual molecular entities
to the final structure (bottom-up approach).
In a surface science approach, single-crystalline substrates are

used as templates to control the adsorption structure of
molecular films. Spontaneous ordering mechanisms are found
such as self-assembly7,8 and supramolecular architectures,9,10

which result from covalent intermolecular coupling and
chemisorption at the substrate surface. Although these
mechanisms allow one to construct sophisticated two-dimen-

sional structures especially on single-crystalline metal surfa-
ces,11,12 they cannot be directly applied to construct three-
dimensional objects. Instead, the structural precision is lost
upon the deposition of additional material, and further growth
is found to be decoupled from the initial seeding layer because
the growth is mostly governed by the crystalline structure and
surface free energy of the adlayer material.13 One possible
alternative allowing for the preparation of three-dimensional
objects are metal−organic frameworks.14 Utilizing covalent
linkers between different metal−organic entities, complex
structures can be built. With the aid of appropriate anchor
groups, these frameworks can also be attached to surfaces,
yielding so-called surface-attached metal−organic framework
(SURMOF) multilayers.15−17

Unfortunately, most of these strategies cannot be applied to
van-der-Waals-bound solids like organic semiconductor (OSC)
films because they are based on covalent coupling mechanisms.
Because their optoelectronic characteristics are highly aniso-
tropic, structural control over OSC thin films is an important
challenge for the fundamental study and realization of organic
electronic devices.18−21 Therefore, appropriate strategies are
required to gain structural control in these systems. Some
recent reports indicate that templates with rather weak coupling

Received: August 11, 2015
Accepted: August 25, 2015
Published: August 25, 2015

Research Article

www.acsami.org

© 2015 American Chemical Society 20485 DOI: 10.1021/acsami.5b07409
ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2015, 7, 20485−20492

www.acsami.org
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.5b07409


are promising in this context: using lattice matching between
substrate and adsorbate (e.g., graphite or alkali halide surfaces)
allows control of the molecular orientation and alignment in
the initial layer.22−24 Because the rather weak binding situation
of the molecules on such inert surfaces allows for a slight
molecular reorientation, the relaxed interface structures become
compatible with packing motifs in the bulk structures, which
results in homogeneous, rather extended crystallites with the
desired molecular orientation.22,25 This is strongly advanta-
geous compared to thin films grown on metal surfaces.
Although upon deposition on metal surfaces planar π-
conjugated molecules almost exclusively adsorb in lying
orientations in the first layer, this arrangement is frequently
lost in further molecular layers and changes to upright
orientations.26−28

However, using weakly interacting substrates does not
directly provide structural control over stacked binary
heterostructures because growth of the subsequently processed
moieties is decoupled from the supporting substrate.
Furthermore, common templates can only be used to achieve
one specific final structure. Besides strategies, where the quality
of the supporting substrate is intentionally lowered to obviate a
template effect,22,25 it is not possible to independently control
the molecular and crystalline orientation on top of the
template. These are undesirable limitations because the
optoelectronic properties in multinary organic films like energy,
diffusion, and decay dynamics of charge-transfer excitons
depend decisively on the mutual orientation of the molecules
as well as the crystalline order in such films.29−31 Moreover, the
microscopic characterization and experimental examination of
the present theoretical models of elementary charge-transfer
processes and exciton dynamics at internal interfaces are largely
hampered by the ill-defined nature of such interfaces in real
devices.32 Therefore, efficient alternative structuring strategies
are required for these materials. This is especially important
because top-down structuring methods like lithography cannot
be applied to organic films.
Here, we report on the detailed investigation of a different

strategy to gain structural control even in complex systems such
as binary molecular heterostructures: if the bottom layer
features high structural order and sufficient molecular
anisotropy, the bottom layer can also act as a template for
the top layer. Controlling the molecular and crystalline
orientation in the bottom layer will then allow one to also
direct the final structure of the second compound even in thick
multilayer films. In selected cases, this approach has been
proven successful, e.g., in molecular combinations of p-
sexiphenylene (p-6P, C36H26) and α-sexithiophene (6T,
C24H14S6)

33,34 as well as 3,4,9,10-perylenetetracarboxylic
dianhydride (PTCDA) and copper phthalocyanine (CuPc)35

or CuPc/F16-CuPc heterostructures.36 Also, for the combina-
tion of the OSC pentacene (PEN, C22H14) and perfluor-
opentacene (PFP, C22F14), indications are found that upright
molecular orientations can be inherited in the top layers.37−39

However, a number of important points typically have not been
addressed sufficiently in these previous studies:
(i) In subsequently processed heteroorganic stacks with two

compounds and two distinctly different molecular orientations
(upright and lying configurations), at least four different stack
formations must be examined (both molecular orientations in
the bottom layer for both compounds). Most importantly,
structural inheritance can only be reasoned if for all mutual
configurations the orientation of the bottom layer is inherited

in the top layers. This constitutes an important difference from
cases where coincidentally top-layer orientations similar to
those in the bottom layer are observed as result of the
respective surface free energies. This is, e.g., the case for CuPc/
PTCDA combinations, where lying molecular orientations of
PTCDA are observed on CuPc bottom layers in both, upright
and lying orientations. In such cases, one can hardly argue that
the bottom layer has controlled the growth mode of the top-
layer compound, but instead these films grow equivalently to
molecules on bare, weakly interacting substrates.
(ii) Although in molecular bilayer systems the molecular

orientation of the bottom layer is adopted in many cases,40−42

this structural precision is frequently lost in higher film
thicknesses. Therefore, the molecular orientation in such
heterostructures has to be precisely analyzed in different
thickness regimes of both compounds, requiring a compre-
hensive study. In particular, this can only be achieved by
combining appropriate methods enabling different probe
depths.
(iii) In the previous studies, only the molecular orientation is

controlled, but no evidence for polymorphism control mediated
by the bottom layers has been reported.
In this work, we present a detailed study in which all of these

aspects are appropriately addressed by comparing all possible
mutual configurations of PEN and PFP directly at the interface
and in bulklike multilayer films. The combination of these two
OSCs serves as an important model system for organic donor/
acceptor pairs and has already been used for the fabrication of
ambipolar organic field-effect transistors.43 By variation of the
supporting substrate for the bottom layer, the initial orientation
and crystal polymorph of the templating bottom layer can be
precisely controlled,22−24,44−47 allowing the preparation of all
aforementioned different stack combinations. This has enabled
us to study the templating effect of different molecular
orientations and also of different polymorphs in the template
for both materials. In particular, we directly observe poly-
morphism control in the top layer mediated by the bottom
layer. Furthermore, the concept of structural inheritance has
been additionally qualified in this work by analyzing
complementary heterostructures of PFP with p-6P as well as
5,7,12,14-pentacenetetrone (P-TET).
To gain insight into the surface of the processed stacks, as

well as the molecular orientation in thick layers and at the
internal interface, experimental methods with different probe
depths have been combined (cf. Figure 1b): atomic force
microscopy (AFM) was used to analyze the surface and

Figure 1. (a) Schemes of different molecular templates depicted for
the case of PFP (green) with subsequent deposition of PEN (black),
explaining the symbols and color code used in all figures. (b) Summary
of the utilized characterization methods showing different probe
depths (color code: template, black; interface layer, light blue;
templated multilayer, dark blue).
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morphology of the templates and templated films without
providing information from deeper layers. X-ray diffraction
(XRD), by contrast, is sensitive to the crystalline order in the
complete sample, i.e., in top layers as well as bottom layers in
comparably thick samples (typically 30 nm thickness of both
compounds). To exclusively determine the orientation at the
interface between both compounds, synchrotron-based near-
edge X-ray absorption fine-structure spectroscopy (NEXAFS)
has been applied to samples in the initial stage of growth of the
top-layer compound (nominal thickness 2 nm). Because of its
low probe depth (∼2 nm), this technique is highly surface-
sensitive, hence allowing one to derive the effective molecular
orientation ϕ (cf. Figure 1) directly at the interface even in
noncrystalline configurations.48

2. EXPERIMENTAL SECTION
All organic thin films were grown under high-vacuum conditions by
molecular-beam deposition from resistively heated Knudsen cells. SiO2

substrates were cleaned by rinsing in ethanol and acetone. Atomically
smooth graphite surfaces were prepared via exfoliation of HOPG
substrates (ZYA quality, mosaic spread <0.4°) in air or using
graphene-coated quartz substrates (Graphenea, Spain). The
KCl(100) surfaces were prepared by cleaving slabs from a single
crystal rod (Korth Kristalle) in air. After loading into the vacuum
chamber, all substrates were heated at 500 K to remove residual
contaminations and the incorporated water. Pentacene (PEN; Sigma-
Aldrich) and perfluoropentacene (PFP; Kanto Denka Kogyo Co.)
growth rates were monitored by a quartz crystal microbalance and
films were processed at rates of about 6 Å min−1. Complementary
layers of 5,7,12,14-pentacenetetrone (P-TET, C22H10O4; abcr GmbH)
and p-sexiphenylene (p-6P, C36H26; TCI GmbH) were prepared using
equivalent deposition conditions.
Thin films in upright orientations have been prepared by using

oxidized silicon wafers as substrates,44,46 while graphite and graphene
samples have been used to prepare molecules in lying config-
urations22,25,45,47 using the above-mentioned process parameters. To
prevent effects from contamination, all samples were prepared without
contact to air; i.e., the pure compound films as well as the films with
small and large thickness of the top compound were prepared
separately. The stacked films were prepared at room temperature to
prevent molecular intermixture, which occurs at higher temperatures.
In selected cases, the pure compound films have been prepared at 330
K to enhance the crystallite sizes.
The morphology of the films was characterized by AFM using an

Agilent SPM 5500 system operated in tapping mode. MikroMasch
cantilevers with a resonance frequency of about 325 kHz and a spring
constant of 40 N m−1 were used. The crystalline structure of the
samples was investigated by means of XRD with a Bruker D8
Discovery diffractometer using Cu Kα radiation.
NEXAFS measurements were performed at the HE-SGM dipole

beamline of the synchrotron storage ring BESSY II in Berlin, providing
linearly polarized light (polarization factor = 0.91) and an energy
resolution at the C K-edge of about 300 meV. All NEXAFS spectra
were recorded in partial electron yield mode using a channel-plate
detector with a retarding field of −150 V. For calibration of the
absolute energy scale, the photocurrent from a carbon-coated gold grid
in the incident beam (absorption maximum = 284.9 eV) was recorded
simultaneously. To determine the average molecular orientation
relative to the sample surface, NEXAFS spectra were recorded at
different angles of incidence (30°, 55°, 70°, and 90°), and the observed
dichroism was analyzed after flux normalization and considering the
transmission of the monochromator. Contributions from the substrate
that overlap with the sample signature were subtracted to isolate the
sample spectra, and the signal contributions of both compounds were
separated by the appropriate subtraction of the pure compound
spectra (details are given in the Supporting Information).

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. Interface between the Template and Top Layer.

The molecular orientation of the heterostructures at the
interface between the template and templated top layer has
been determined by analyzing the dichroism observed in
NEXAFS spectroscopy measurements for samples with very
thin top layers (dnom = 2 nm). Because the characteristic
NEXAFS signatures of PEN and PFP are sufficiently energy-
separated, they can be well distinguished from another and thus
allow an independent investigation of the molecular orientation
of both compounds (for more information on the experimental
setups and data processing, see the Supporting Information).
The corresponding data sets are presented in Figure 2. As

shown in panel (a) for small amounts of PEN deposited on top

of PFP templates with upright molecular orientation, the
strongest absorption efficiency is found under normal incidence
(θ = 90°, red curve), while rather weak absorption in the energy
range between 282 and 288 eV occurs under gracing incidence
(θ = 30°). Because the resonances at these energies correspond
to excitations into unoccupied π* orbitals, the transition dipole
moments (TDM) of these resonances are known to be oriented
normal to the molecular backbone.49 Therefore, the molecular
orientation in the top layers can be precisely determined.
As summarized in Table 1, this analysis reveals that indeed in

the top layer the vertical orientation of the templating bottom
layer is adopted. In the case of upright orientations of the
molecules in the bottom layer, the molecular orientations are
equal in the range of experimental error (Δϕ ≈ 5°). The
deposition of small amounts of PEN onto PFP in a lying
orientation (ϕPFP = 10°) leads to an orientation of the PEN
molecules of ϕPEN = 28°. Clearly, this value corresponds to
molecules in a rather lying conformation. However, it is
significantly higher than the value found for the PFP molecules
in the bottom layer. This can be understood by considering the

Figure 2. C 1s NEXAFS spectra of the initial growth (2 nm) of a
second compound on the multilayer film (30 nm) of the first
compound: PEN on PFP on (a) SiO2, together with spectra of pure
PEN (black dashed line) and PFP (green dashed line), and (b)
graphite; PFP on PEN on (c) SiO2 and (d) graphite with schemes of
the molecular arrangements. Angles ϕ denote the determined
molecular orientation of the individual compounds (angle between
the molecular and surface planes).
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packing motif of PEN in its crystalline arrangement. Because of
the herringbone angle between both molecules of about 55°,
the molecular backbones of the individual molecules cannot be
perfectly parallel to one another. Instead, one molecule that
adopts a horizontal backbone orientation always comes along
with one molecule that has a significantly tilted short axis [cf.
visualization of the (12 ̅1 ̅)PEN orientation presented in section
B]. Because the orientations derived by NEXAFS are
determined by incoherent contributions of all molecules, the
lowest possible TDM orientation of PEN amounts to 28°.22

Therefore, the determined orientation corresponds to a lying
orientation of the molecules such that the long axis of the
molecules is parallel to the surface but some molecules exhibit
tilts of their short axis. We note that the derived value of 28°
does not allow one to directly differentiate between an
arrangement where all molecules are tilted by this value and
a balanced coexistence between perfectly flat molecules (long
and short axes of the molecules parallel to the surface) and
molecules tilted by about 55°. The sketched arrangement in
Figure 2 therefore corresponds to the structure motif that has
been deduced from the XRD measurements (presented in the
next section), showing that the first mentioned scenario is
correct, which is perfectly compatible with the determined
orientation of the PEN molecules.
Upon deposition of PFP on top of PEN, a similar situation is

found. The PEN molecules adopt a lying orientation with a
TDM orientation equivalent to that found on top of PFP (ϕPEN
= 30°). The geometry of the PFP molecules in the top layer is
again very similar to that of the PEN molecules in the bottom
layer and amounts to ϕPFP = 26°. The higher value compared to
PFP growth on pristine graphite (ϕPFP = 10°) results from the
higher roughness of the PEN template compared to pristine
graphite surfaces. This results in slight misorientations at the
interface, which are healed out in thicker layers (see section B),
possibly accompanied by individual uprightly oriented mole-
cules nucleating at surface defects (cf. the inset in Figure 2d).25

Taking this into account, the derived orientation of the PFP
molecules clearly proves that the discussed templating effect is
also observed for this case. Furthermore, it should be noted that
this TDM orientation cannot be explained by any configuration
in the PFP bulk structure. On the basis of arguments similar to
those for the case of PEN molecules, the lowest observable
TDM orientation for PFP in its bulk structure is 45° (in this
case, higher than that for PEN because of the perpendicular
herringbone angle in the PFP unit cell). Clearly, the present
value is not compatible with the PFP bulk structure, hence
indicating that in this case the molecules have crystallized in a
different polymorph with a less pronounced herringbone angle.
The observation of this π-stacked PFP polymorph will be
discussed in detail in the next section.
B. Top Layers with Increased Thickness. Morphological

analyses of heterostructures with higher amounts of the top
compound (typically 30 nm nominal thickness) show that the

morphologies observed at the interfaces persist well into the
thicker layers, indicating that also the orientations are
equivalent (a complete set of AFM micrographs is presented
in the Supporting Information). Furthermore, morphological
analyses allow one to derive that the top layer covers the
bottom layer rather homogeneously, thus indicating efficient
wetting, as exemplarily presented in Figure 3 for hetero-

structures where PFP has been deposited on top of PEN in an
upright molecular orientation. In this case, also monomolecular
steps can be observed, which correspond to upright molecular
orientations in both layers, suggesting that the upright
orientation of the template is indeed adopted in the templated
layer.
The sufficient scattering intensity of the extended top layers

also allows for their analysis by means of XRD, enabling the
precise identification of the crystalline phases. These measure-
ments are summarized in Figure 4. For both heterostructures

Table 1. Determined Effective Molecular Orientations from
NEXAFS Dichroisms for Thin Template Top Layers
Deposited on Differently Oriented Templating Bottom
Layers

PEN on PFP PFP on PEN

upright ϕPEN = 83° (top layer),
ϕPFP = 75° (bottom layer)

ϕPFP = 79° (top layer),
ϕPEN = 81° (bottom layer)

lying ϕPEN = 28° (top layer),
ϕPFP = 10° (bottom layer)

ϕPFP = 26° (top layer),
ϕPEN = 30° (bottom layer)

Figure 3. AFM micrographs of (a) a PEN template layer (30 nm) in
an upright molecular orientation (on SiO2) and templated
heterostructures with (b) 2 nm PFP and (c) 30 nm PFP, showing
that the morphology at the interface is similar to that in larger
thicknesses. Furthermore, efficient wetting of the PFP film on the PEN
template can be clearly observed.

Figure 4. X-ray diffractograms of PEN/PFP stacks with nominal
thickness of 30 nm in the top and bottom layers: PEN on PFP on (a)
SiO2 and (b) graphite; PFP on PEN on (c) SiO2 and (d) graphite.
Schemes of the molecular arrangements are shown in the respective
insets.
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with upright molecular orientation in the bottom compound
layer, only the (n00)PFP and (00n)PEN reflexes are observed,
which correspond to upright orientations.50 Therefore, it can be
concluded that the upright orientation of the bottom layer is
perfectly transferred into the top layer also for increased
thicknesses. In the case of lying PFP molecules as templates,
three peaks in addition to the substrate signal are observed (cf.
Figure 4c): a peak at 2θ = 29.4° resulting from PFP molecules
in a lying, parallel configuration [(002) orientation in the π-
stacked polymorph (PSP, details below)], the (12 ̅1 ̅)PEN peak,51

and an additional peak at 2θ = 27.5° that cannot be attributed
to either PEN or PFP. Previous studies have shown that PEN
and PFP are capable of forming stoichiometric intermixed
crystals with an alternating arrangement of both opponent
molecules.52,53 Therefore, this unacquainted signal is attributed
to the formation of regions with molecular intermixture at the
interface. Indeed, in a recent study, it has been shown that such
an intermixture can occur not only upon the simultaneous
evaporation of both compounds but also upon subsequent
deposition.54 Because this intermixture is thermally activated,
all stacks have been prepared at room temperature to minimize
this intermixture and no indications of an intermixture have
been found for the other samples. In the (12 ̅1̅) plane, both
PEN molecules in the unit cell adopt configurations with their
long axis oriented parallel to the surface but different tilts of
their short axis: while one molecule lies nearly perfectly
horizontal on the surface, the other one is inclined with its
short axis by about 55° (cf. the scheme in Figure 4b and
visualization of the packing motif in Figure 5). Nevertheless,
again it can be clearly stated that the lying orientation of the
PFP molecules in the bottom layer is inherited in the PEN
molecules in the top layer.

The diffraction patterns acquired for PFP multilayer films
prepared on top of PEN templates in a lying molecular
conformation again reveal three thin-film related peaks:
(11 ̅2 ̅)PEN and (022)PEN peaks as well as the PFP (002)PSP
peak. The observation of the two first peaks, which again
correspond to lying orientations of the PEN molecules with
slight tilts of the short axis, is in good agreement with previous
studies on the growth of unitary PEN films on graphite and
graphene surfaces.22,47 As mentioned before, the PFP-related
peak does not result from a lattice plane in the original PFP
bulk crystal structure but instead is a fingerprint of a distinctly
different polymorph, where the PFP molecules adopt a
coplanar configuration without a herringbone angle (cf. Figure
6a). This π-stacked polymorph has so far only been observed

for PFP thin films grown on graphite or on Ag(111) and has
been attributed to lattice matching respectively strong
interaction with the substrate.45,55 Its occurrence also in
heteroorganic stacks with pentacene is therefore somewhat
unexpected. This is especially true because the mutual
interaction between PFP and PEN is considerably weaker
than that with a metal substrate and the surface of the template
exhibits significant nanoroughness because of the slight
molecular tilt angle of 28° of the bottom PEN molecules (cf.
Figure 5), which was expected to prevent efficient lattice
matching at the interface. In all cases of templates with a lying
orientation in the bottom layer compound, no diffraction peaks
related to upright orientations in the top-layer compounds are
observed, thus underlining the stability of this concept.
To further investigate the stability of the heterostructures

over time and upon postheating, additional experiments have
been conducted to address this issue. For that purpose, the
multilayer samples have been characterized in an equal manner
after 6 months of aging under environmental conditions and
furthermore after postheating to temperatures of 373 K.
Because no indications for structural transitions have been
found, we conclude that the present molecular heterostructures
are stable against aging and heat-induced structural changes
(corresponding data are presented in the Supporting
Information).

C. Influence of Molecular Polymorphism. In addition,
we have addressed the influence of molecular polymorphism on
the concept of orientation inheritance. To this end, also
heterostacks of PEN and PFP have been prepared on KCl
(100) surfaces. There, the PFP molecules again adsorb with
their long axis parallel to the surface like on graphite. However,
the molecules crystallize in the bulk herringbone polymorph in
the (102)PFP orientation instead of the coplanar π-stacked
polymorph as on graphite.23 The most important difference
between both geometries is the perfectly flat arrangement of
the PFP molecules on graphite surfaces compared to the
significantly tilted molecules (with their short axis) in thin films
on KCl, yielding an angle of 45° between their short axis and

Figure 5. Sketch of the molecular arrangement of PEN adopted in the
(12̅1 ̅) and (011) planes. Despite slight tilts of the molecular backbone,
all molecules are aligned with their long axis parallel to the planes
shown.

Figure 6. Investigations of heterostructures with lying PFP in a
herringbone arrangement on KCl(100) substrates. (a) Scheme of the
molecular arrangement of π-stacked PFP, as observed on graphite; (b)
herringbone-lying arrangement of PFP on KCl(100); (c) NEXAFS
dichroism; (d) X-ray diffractogram of the heterostructures with
corresponding molecular schemes. The asterisk denotes contributions
of λ/3 content in the X-ray beam.

ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces Research Article

DOI: 10.1021/acsami.5b07409
ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2015, 7, 20485−20492

20489

http://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsami.5b07409/suppl_file/am5b07409_si_001.pdf
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acsami.5b07409/suppl_file/am5b07409_si_001.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.5b07409


the surface (cf. Figure 6a,b). This enables one to study the
resulting orientation of PEN layers on top of PFP thin films in a
lying orientation but different polymorphs. Indeed, the
orientation of the on-top pentacene layer is strongly different
in this case. As derived from the NEXAFS spectra presented in
Figure 6c, the effective TDM orientation of PEN molecules at
the interface amounts to 52°, which corresponds to either
molecules in a disordered fashion or the coexistence of domains
with upright and lying molecular orientations. In thicker top
layers, PEN crystallizes in an upright orientation, as reflected by
the exclusive appearance of the (00n)PEN diffraction peaks in
the XRD patterns presented in Figure 6d,56 which resembles
the situation of PEN growth on polycrystalline gold.57 Clearly,
this situation is strongly different from the adsorption of
pentacene on π-stacked PFP on graphite, where also the
pentacene molecules adopt a lying orientation at the interface
as well as in thicker layers.
D. Inheriting Molecular Orientation for Other Organic

Materials. So far, the concept of inheriting molecular
orientations has been discussed for the combination of PEN
and PFP. To find out about the applicability of this concept
also for other materials, two additional material combinations
have been studied. Commonly an upright molecular orientation
is found in thin films grown on weakly interacting substrates
like SiO2 because the surface free energy is lowest in such
configurations and the substrate−adsorbate interaction is too
weak to influence the molecular orientation.13,44,46 Therefore,
the inspection of stacks with a lying molecular orientation in
the bottom layer appears to be the more interesting case to
investigate the effect of structural inheritance. To that purpose,
bottom layers with PFP molecules in a lying configuration, as
prepared on graphite surfaces, are used on which multilayer
films of P-TET and p-6P have been prepared. These two
compounds appear to be rather interesting because they
represent different levels of similarity compared to PFP. In the
previously considered heterostructures of PEN and PFP, both
compounds are structurally similar and furthermore exhibit
strong quadrupolar interaction because of the inverted charge-
carrier distribution resulting from the fluorinated rim of PFP.
Clearly, P-TET is again rather similar from a structural point of
view because the molecular backbone is nearly equal to that of
PEN (cf. the scheme of the molecule in Figure 7a), but the
quadrupolar interaction between both compounds is clearly
reduced compared to the combination PEN/PFP. p-6P, finally,

is an OSC that features a structure distinctly different from that
of PEN and its derivatives (cf. Figure 7b).
As presented in Figure 7, the final structures of multilayer

films in these combinations have been analyzed by means of
XRD analyses. For both combinations, only one additional peak
besides the substrate peak and the PFP-related signal is
observed. In the case of P-TET, a peak at 2θ = 28.3° emerges
that corresponds to the (12̅0)P‑TET orientation. In this
crystalline arrangement, the molecules adopt a perfectly lying
orientation that is comparable to that of the PFP molecules (cf.
the inset in Figure 7a) and detailed visualization in the
Supporting Information). Such a coplanar orientation can be
adopted by the P-TET moleculesin contrast to PEN
molecules, as discussed beforebecause the P-TET molecules
do not crystallize in a herringbone arrangement but in a
coplanar configuration as a result of the electrostatic coupling
between the individual molecules.58

For the p-6P/PFP stacks, finally, only one p-6P-related signal
at 2θ = 28.2° is observed. This value represents the (312 ̅)P6P
orientation, which again corresponds to molecules oriented
with their long axis parallel to the surface (i.e., lying
configuration). Because of the herringbone packing in the
crystal structure, some molecules feature tilts of their short axis,
like in the case of pentacene on PFP templates with a lying
molecular orientation.
In previous studies by Koller et al. and Oehzelt et al., it has

been shown that the molecular orientation of p-6P molecules
can also be transferred to top layers of 6T and vice versa,33,34

and similar observations were made for the combination of
CuPc and PTCDA by Chen et al.35 Therefore, a comparison of
their results with our reports on structural inheritance for the
case of structurally similar (PEN and PFP) as well as
structurally inequivalent molecules (PFP, P-TET, and p-6P)
indicates that structural inheritance seems to be a rather general
concept to gain structural control in organic heterostructures.

4. CONCLUSION
In summary, we have demonstrated that ordered molecular
films can serve as templates for heteromolecular growth and
thus enable structural control over subsequently grown
heterolayers. As summarized in Figure 8, for the case of

PEN/PFP heterostructures, the initial orientation of the
template layer is passed on to the templated top layer of the
antipodal molecule both at the interface with the template and
in thicker layers of the templated top layer. This proves the
stability of this concept, especially compared to substrate-
mediated growth utilizing inorganic, e.g., metal surfaces, where
the initial orientation at the interface does not reside in
consecutive molecular layers. Moreover, we note that in single-
crystal-mediated growth of unitary thin films a high

Figure 7. X-ray diffractograms of (a) P-TET, (b) p-6P multilayer films
deposited onto PFP templates with molecules in a lying orientation
(prepared on graphite substrates). The exclusive observation of the
(12̅0)P‑TET and (312 ̅)p‑6P peaks shows that the lying orientation of the
PFP bottom layer is adopted in the templated top layer, as depicted by
the schematics of the molecular arrangements.

Figure 8. Summary of obtained PEN/PFP heterostructures using the
concept of templated templates. In all cases the molecular orientation
of the bottom layer is also adopted in the top layer (color code like in
Figure 1).
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susceptibility of the final molecular orientation on the
coherence and long-range smoothness of the substrate has
been reported.22,25,59 By contrast, the presently studied organic
multilayer templates render an inheritance of the template
orientation possible despite the comparably high roughness of
the templates. Interestingly, the template orientation is
maintained in a film thickness of 30 nm, thus providing an
interesting route to facilitate complex heterostructures with the
desired molecular orientation.
The present study indicates that molecular recognition is of

key importance in controlling the molecular orientation in seed
layers, which are decisive for the molecular orientation and
crystalline assembly upon subsequent film growth. This
approach appears to be very useful because it enables model
studies with well-defined molecular interfaces. Such systems are
of importance for various fields ranging from biological
interfaces aimed at understanding molecular recognition
processes60,61 to organic photovoltaics enabling microscopic
studies of charge-transfer processes at acceptor/donor inter-
faces with specific molecular orientation.
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