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T
he availability of inexpensive,1 trans-
parent, and conductivepristinegraphene
films has the potential to revolutio-

nize solar power harvesting, photonics, and
flexible electronics technology.2�4 Graphene
insolubility and the intrinsic tendency to
aggregate, however, have necessitated the
use of either reduced graphite oxide5�8 or
chemical vapor deposition (CVD)9�12 sources
of graphene. Chemical modification of gra-
phene significantly reduces film conduc-
tivity,13 while vapor deposition requires high
production costs. It would be tremendously
advantageous to use pristine graphene to
lower the cost and boost film conductivity.
In this paper, we describe for the first time

a one-step technique to produce laterally
macroscopic, transparent, and conductive
films frompristine (untreated andunmodified)
natural flake graphite with well-controlled
thickness. The films are one to four gra-
phene layers thick and inexpensive to pro-
duce. Furthermore, there are no theoretical
limitations to film lateral dimensions, and
such films can be easily transferred to var-
ious substrates. This technique is the first
step in the widespread utilization of natural
graphene as a substitute for materials such
as indium tin oxide (ITO) in applications
such as solar panels, organic electronics,
and batteries. The conductivity of graphene

films formedbyour interface trappingmethod
(see Supporting Information for details) shows
conductivity on the order of 400 S/cm.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The film formation occurs at the interface
of a phase-separated mixture of water and
heptane. While graphene does not form a
stable suspension in either water or hep-
tane, when placed in a mixture of the two,
with mild sonication, the graphene sheets
assemble at the heptane/water interface to
form a uniform macroscopic film that re-
mains stable for an indefinite period of time.
Figure 1 shows graphene film formation at
the water/heptane interface, with graphene
shells stabilizing a water/heptane emulsion.
The size of the drops is a function of the
volume fraction of water and heptane.
When placed in a water/heptane solvent

mixture of approximately 1:1 mass compo-
sition, the graphite, after mild sonication,
exfoliates at the solvent interface. In addi-
tion, the graphene sheets climb the sides of
the hydrophilic glass vial. As the glass of the
vial is hydrophilic, a thin layer of water is
present on the surface and is in contact with
the heptane vapor, leading to a high-energy
interface. Graphene sheets “climb” this sur-
face to minimize the interfacial energy, lead-
ing to thin graphene films. This phenomenon
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ABSTRACT Graphite's insolubility in conventional solvents is a major obstacle to its utilization. This

challenge is typically addressed by chemical modification such as oxidation, followed by reduction.

However, pristine graphene possesses superior properties as oxidation and reduction lead to degradation

of the graphene. Here we demonstrate the use of an interfacial trapping technique to assemble laterally

macroscopic films of pristine graphene that are up to 95% transparent. This is accomplished by modest

sonication of natural flake graphite in a water/heptane mixture to form continuous films at the interface

between two immiscible liquids. Furthermore, the graphene sheets readily climb hydrophilic solid

substrates, forming a homogeneous thin film one to four layers thick. These films are composed of a

network of overlapping graphene sheets and shown to have long-range structure with conductivities on the order of 400 S/cm.
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is shown in Figure 2A. The graphene film, even after
centrifugation at forces greater than 300,000g, remains
stable at the interface below the heptane and above
the water. If, however, the heptane is allowed to
evaporate, the heavier graphite will fall through the
water and precipitate at the bottom of the vial, show-
ing that the graphene is not simply suspended on the
water by surface tension.
When a glass slide is introduced to the system, the

film also climbs both sides of the slide. As the glass
provides a hydrophilic surface necessary to form the
water/heptane interface, a hydrophobic surface will
not lead to climbing. Polyethylene vials show gra-
phene at the liquid interface, but no climbing. The
same effect is seen by treating the inside of a glass vial
with trimethylsilyl chloride to make the walls of the
vials hydrophobic. As seen in Figure 2B, the graphene
no longer climbs the vial walls, instead partially coating
the now hydrophobic walls in contact with the water
phase. Placing an untreated glass slide in the treated
vial, as shown in Figure 2C, results in graphene climb-
ing the slide. Figure 2D illustrates such a film on a glass
slide, with a graphene layer on both the back and front
of the slide.
The formation of the graphene films is explained by

reassembly of graphene sheets at the oil/water inter-
face driven byminimization of interfacial free energy of
the system. Indeed, the surface energy of graphene
γg = 54.8 mN/m14,15 lies nearly in the middle between
the surface tension of water, γw = 72.9 mN/m, and the
surface tension of heptane, γh = 20.1 mN/m, at 20 �C.16

This results in a positive spreading parameter value of
S= 6.6 mN/m.17 The climbing of the graphene indicates
that the corresponding Hamaker constant of the glass/
water/graphene/heptane vapor system is negative.17

The capillary forces holding the graphene at the inter-
face of the two liquids is substantially stronger than the
gravitational force as long as the graphene film is
thinner than the corresponding capillary length of
∼0.7 mm.18

The strong affinity between graphene and the
water/heptane interface is also seen in detailed
molecular dynamics simulations preformed with sev-
eral graphene sheets dispersed at a water/heptane

interface (see Supporting Information for detail). Dur-
ing simulations, graphene sheets move along the
interface, forming stacks two and three sheets thick.
Figure 3A shows the number fraction distribution
normal to the interface (z-axis) in simulations with nine
graphene sheets. Graphene stacks are located at the
water/heptane interface with a slight preference to-
ward the heptane phase. We never observe the for-
mation of stacks with more than three sheets. The
further restacking of graphene flakes is suppressed by
an increase in aggregate bending energy.
The strength of attraction between graphene stacks

and heptane/water interfaces is evaluated by calculat-
ing the potential of the mean force between a three-
sheet stack and interface in a systemwith a total of nine
graphene sheets (see Figure 3B). The minimum of the
potential is located at the water/heptane interface. The
potential is steeper toward the water phase, confirm-
ing that thewater is a poorer solvent for graphene than
is heptane. In the heptane phase, the potential satu-
rates at distance z larger than 4Å. Themagnitude of the
potential in the plateau regime is on the order of 4.5RT
(where R is the gas constant and T = 300 K). This
confirms a strong affinity of graphene stacks for the
water/heptane interface. Note that, in a real system,
consisting of larger graphene sheets, this energy dif-
ference should be even greater, pinning graphene to
the interface even more strongly. Also, for larger
sheets, the formation of thick aggregates is suppressed

Figure 2. Images of graphene film. (A) Glass sample vial
containing water, heptane, and graphene showing gra-
phene film climbing the glass from the water/heptane
interface to the top of the vial. (B) Glass vial whose interior
surface has been made hydrophobic by treatment with a
chlorosilane. Graphene is observed at the water/heptane
and water/hydrophobic glass interface of the lower phase,
but no climbing is observed above the water layer. (C) Vial
as in panel B, but with an untreated glass slide inserted. The
graphene climbs the slide even as it does not climb the
hydrophobic glass vial. (D) Macroscopic transparent film of
graphene on a glass slide formed by interface trapping.

Figure 1. Pickering emulsion of water in heptane stabilized
by pristine, natural flake graphene. The ratio of heptane to
water is 19:1.
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due to both the necessity of diffusing large distances
along the interface and the aggregate bending energy
penalty to add a new sheet to a stack. This lack of
restacking traps graphene at liquid�liquid interface.
The use of an interface to produce nontransparent

oxidized and reduced graphite films has been demon-
strated elsewhere.19�22 The formation of transparent
conductive graphene films from modified graphitic
precursors was reported recently; however, in all pre-
vious investigations, dispersing the graphitic materials
in one of the solvent phases was the initial step.23�26

The requirement of first forming a dispersion is the
major reason for the widespread use of the water-
dispersible graphene oxide despite the damage
caused to the graphene by oxidation.27 Unlike the
previous studies, we have used the lack of grap-
hite solubility to our advantage. Placing graphene at the
interface of two immiscible liquids results in a condi-
tion where the graphene stabilizes the liquid/liquid
interface and lowers the total energy of the system.We
have found that using systems in which the graphitic
material can be dispersed in one of the solvents does
not lead to the climbing phenomenon that forms our
transparent films. The use of functionalized graphene
sheets produced by the thermal exfoliation and reduc-
tion of graphene oxide does not result in climbing gra-
phene nor does the use of solvents such as NMP or DMF.
The graphene film is formed on a glass slide simply

by placing the slide in the vial where it intersects the
water/heptane interface. After film climbing, the slide
is removed and the heptane allowed to dry. The film
can also be floated off of the glass slide onto the
surface of water, as illustrated in Figure 4A. This allows
for the transfer of the film to other surfaces, an
important aspect of the system for both applications
and characterization. This lift-off technique can be
repeated several times to produce thicker films.

By lifting the film onto an SEM stub, images such as
that shown in Figure 4B are obtained. The film is shown
to be composed of overlapping graphene sheets with
roughly micrometer lateral dimensions. These large
sheets are possible due to only brief, mild sonication
being required for the graphene exfoliation. The
trenches in Figure 4B are characteristic of the alumi-
num stub used to mount the sample.
The float-off technique is also employed to obtain

TEM images such as those shown in Figure 5A�C.
The film is observed to be composed of a network of
overlapping graphene sheets. Spaces containing no
graphene are also observed, and analysis of the TEM

Figure 3. Computational studyof graphenefilms. (A)Number fractiondistributionofwater, heptane, andgraphene along the
z-axis, normal to the water/heptane interface. Insets show snapshots of the simulation box. In the left inset, heptane is
transparent. In the insets, hydrogen atoms are shown in light gray, oxygen atoms are colored in red, carbon atoms belonging
to graphene are black, and carbon in heptane is green. (B) Potential of the mean force for three-layer graphene flake
assembly. Insets show typical configuration of the graphene flakes. The solvent intowhich the graphene assembly is pulled is
transparent.

Figure 4. Images of pristine graphene films. (A) Graphene
film formedon a glass slide by climbingbeingfloated onto a
water surface. (B) FESEM image of pristine graphene film.
The sheets have lateral dimensions on the micrometer size
scale and form an overlapping arrangement consistentwith
TEM images. The valleys seen are from the sample holder.

Figure 5. TEM images of graphene film. (A�C) One to four
layer, overlapping network morphology of the graphene
films. The films contain open regions, single sheets, and
stacked sheets.
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images indicates that nearly 20% of the film surface
contains no graphene. The overlapping graphene
sheets serve to hold the film together. The thickness
of the film is also analyzed by Raman spectroscopy.
Comparing the spectra of ourfilms, as shown in Figure 6A,
with literature examples indicates a stacking of approxi-
mately two sheets.28 The transparency of the graphene
films is as high as 95% (Figure 6B). A single graphene
sheet has been shown to absorb 2.3% of incident white
light, with hydrocarbon contamination causing slightly
lower transmission below 500 nm.29 Four graphene
sheetswouldbeexpected to lead to∼91%transmittance.
With 20% of the surface free of graphene, the transmit-
tance is expected to be ∼93%. As shown in the TEM
images and indicated by Raman spectroscopy, the film
averages less than 4 sheets, thus the observed value of
∼95%transmittance is consistentwith theseobservations.
We find experimentally that the films formed by

graphene climbing are consistently composed of four
or fewer graphene sheets normal to the substrate.
The films formed at the bulk solvent interface,
however, can be much thicker depending on the

concentration of graphite. This discrepancy is due to
the climbing phenomena being driven by lowering the
interfacial energy between the water absorbed on the
hydrophilic glass walls and the heptane vapor in
the headspace of the vial. Once graphene occupies
the interface, the driving force for climbing is dimin-
ished and no additional sheets are drawn up.

CONCLUSIONS

We have demonstrated the formation of a transpar-
ent and conductive macroscopic graphene film by
trapping exfoliated graphene sheets at a liquid inter-
face. Computational studies have shown that this
interface trapping process is the result of the strong
affinity of the graphene sheets to the interface. The film
deposition technique is simple, inexpensive, appli-
cable to a wide range of surfaces, scalable, utilizes
pristine, natural flake graphite with no prior treatment,
and requires no post-treatments such as chemical
reduction or heating. It will revolutionize the applica-
tion of graphene films in transparent electrodes in solar
panels and organic electronic devices.

METHODS
Sample Preparation. To prepare graphene films, a typical pro-

cedure is as follows: 2 mg of bulk pristine graphite was first put
into a 20 mL glass scintillation vial. Then, 5.0 mL of n-heptane
(Fisher Scientific, HPLC grade) was added, and the system was
briefly bath sonicated (Branson 80WB2510DTH) to break up any
large particles. It was then tip sonicated (Cole-Parmer 750 W
Ultrasonic processor) for 15 min at 40% power to exfoliate the
graphite and disperse it into the heptane. After the sonication,
5.0 mL of water was added and the system was bath sonicated
again briefly to helpmove the graphene sheets to the interface.
The mixture was then tip sonicated with the tip right above the
main liquid�liquid interface a second time for 15 min at 40%
power to further exfoliate the graphene sheets and to distribute
the sheets about the interface. After the second tip sonication, the
system may be shaken to create emulsion spheres, which upon
coalescence generate a film that climbs the walls of the vial.

To transfer the film, using themethod above, but before the
water dried under the graphene layer, the slide was dipped into

a beaker of water. The film detached from the slide and floated
on the top of the water. Depending on the substrate, the film
was transferred by either putting it under the water and lifting
the film onto it or pushing the substrate under while near the
film.

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare no competing
financial interest.

Acknowledgment. This work was supported by grants from
the Air Force Office of Scientific Research Award Number
FA95550-10-0462 and byNSFDMR-1111030 andDMR-1004576.

Supporting Information Available: Simulation details, Raman
spectroscopy, transmission electron microscopy, and conduc-
tivity measurements. This material is available free of charge via
the Internet at http://pubs.acs.org.

REFERENCES AND NOTES
1. Segal, M. Selling Graphene by the Ton. Nat. Nanotechnol.

2009, 4, 612.

Figure 6. Spectroscopy of pristine graphene films. (A) Raman spectra of graphene film. The shape of the 2Dpeak is consistent
with two layers of graphene. (B) UV�vis spectra of the graphene film on a glass slide. Lower transparency at shorter
wavelengths is thought to arise from the adsorption of hydrocarbons on the surface.

A
RTIC

LE



WOLTORNIST ET AL. VOL. 7 ’ NO. 8 ’ 7062–7066 ’ 2013

www.acsnano.org

7066

2. Bae, S.; Kim, H.; Lee, Y.; Xu, X.; Park, J.; Zheng, Y.; Balakrishnan,
J.; Lei, T.; Kim, H.; Song, Y.; et al. Roll-to-Roll Production of
30-Inch Graphene Films for Transparent Electrodes. Nat.
Nanotechnol. 2010, 5, 574–578.

3. Bonaccorso, F.; Sun, Z.; Hasan, T.; Ferrari, A. C. Graphene
Photonics and Optoelectronics. Nat. Photonics 2010, 4,
611–622.

4. Geim, A. K. Graphene: Status and Prospects. Science 2009,
324, 1530–1534.

5. Dikin, D. A.; Stankovich, S.; Zimney, E. J.; Piner, R. D.;
Dommet, G. H. B.; Evmeneko, G.; Nguyen, S. T.; Ruoff,
R. S. Preparation and Characterization of Graphene Oxide
Paper. Nature 2007, 448, 457–460.

6. Hecht, D. S.; Hu, L.; Irvin, G. Emerging Transparent Elec-
trodes Based on Thin Films of Carbon Nanotubes, Graphene,
andMetallicNanostructures.Adv.Mater.2011,23, 1482–1513.

7. Stankovich, S.; Dikin, D. A.; Dommet, G. H. B.; Kohlhaas,
K. M.; Zimney, E. J.; Stach, E. A.; Piner, R. D.; Nguyen, S. T.;
Ruoff, R. S. Graphene-Based Composite Materials. Nature
2006, 442, 282–286.

8. Tung, V. C.; Allen, M. J.; Yang, Y.; Kaner, R. B. High-
Throughput Solution Processing of Large-Scale Graphene.
Nat. Nanotechnol. 2009, 4, 25–29.

9. Li, X.; Magnuson, C. W.; Venugopal, A.; Tromp, R. M.;
Hannon, J. B.; Vogel, E. M.; Colombo, L.; Ruoff, R. S. Large-
Area Graphene Single Crystals Grown by Low-Pressure
Chemical Vapor Deposition of Methane on Copper. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 2011, 133, 2816–2819.

10. Suk, J. W.; Kitt, A.; Magnuson, C. W.; Hao, Y.; Ahmed, S.; An,
J.; Swan, A. K.; Goldberg, B. B.; Ruoff, R. S. Transfer of CVD-
Grown Monolayer Graphene onto Arbitrary Substrates.
ACS Nano 2011, 5, 6916–6924.

11. Li, X.; Cai, W.; An, J.; Kim, S.; Nah, J.; Yang, D.; Piner, R.;
Velamakanni, A.; Jung, I.; Tutuc, E.; et al. Large-Area
Synthesis of High-Quality and Uniform Graphene Films
on Copper Foils. Science 2009, 324, 1312–1314.

12. Kim, K. S.; Zhao, Y.; Jang, H.; Lee, S. Y.; Kim, J. M.; Kim, K. S.;
Ahn, J.; Kim, P.; Choi, J.; Hong, B. H. Large-Scale Pattern
Growth of Graphene Films for Stretchable Transparent
Electrodes. Nature 2009, 457, 706–710.

13. Gómez-Navarro, C.; Meyer, J. C.; Sundaram, R. S.; Chuvilin,
A.; Kurasch, S.; Burghard, M.; Kern, K.; Kaiser, U. Atomic
Structure of Reduced Graphene Oxide. Nano Lett. 2010,
10, 1144–1148.

14. Coleman, J. N. Liquid-Phase Exfoliation of Nanotubes and
Graphene. Adv. Funct. Mater. 2009, 19, 3680–3695.

15. Wang, S.; Zhang, Y.; Abidi, N.; Cabrales, L. Wettability and
Surface Free Energy of Graphene Films. Langmuir 2009,
25, 11078–11081.

16. Coleman, J. N.; Latya, M.; O'Neill, A.; Bergin, S. D.; King, P. J.;
Khan, U.; Young, K.; Gaucher, A.; De, S.; Smith, R. J.; et al.
Two-Dimensional Nanosheets Produced by Liquid Exfolia-
tion of Layered Materials. Science 2011, 331, 568–571.

17. Israelachvili, J. Intermolecular and Surface Forces, 2nd ed.;
Academic Press: London, 1991.

18. P. de Gennes, P.-G. Brochard-Wyart, F. Quéré, D. Capillarity
and Wetting Phenomena; Springer: New York, 2003.

19. Toelle, F. J.; Fabritius, M.; Muelhaupt, R. Emulsifier-Free
Graphene Dispersions with High Graphene Content for
Printed Electronics and FreestandingGraphene Films.Adv.
Funct. Mater. 2012, 22, 1136–1144.

20. Lee, S. H.; Kim, H. W.; Hwang, J. O.; Lee, W. J.; Kwon, J.;
Bielawski, C. W.; Ruoff, R. S.; Kim, S. O. Three-Dimensional
Self-Assembly of Graphene Oxide Platelets into Mechani-
cally Flexible Macroporous Carbon Films. Angew. Chem.
2010, 122, 10282–10286.

21. Kim, J.; Cote, L. J.; Kim, F.; Yuan, W.; Shull, K. R.; Huang, J.
Graphene Oxide Sheets at Interfaces. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
2010, 132, 8180–8186.

22. Kim, F.; Cote, L. J.; Huang, J. Graphene Oxide: Surface
Activity and Two-Dimensional Assembly. Adv. Mater.
2010, 22, 1954–1958.

23. Biswas, S.; Drzal, L.; Novel, A. Approach To Create a Highly
Ordered Monolayer Film of Graphene Nanosheets at the
Liquid�Liquid Interface. Nano Lett. 2009, 9, 167–172.

24. Ruoff, R. Calling All Chemists. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2008, 3,
10.

25. Li, D.; Müller, M. B.; Gilje, S.; Kaner, R. B.; Wallace, G. G.
Processable Aqueous Dispersions of Graphene Nano-
sheets. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2008, 3, 101–105.

26. Hernandez, Y.; Nicolosi, V.; Lotya, M.; Blighe, F. M.; Sun, Z.;
De, S.; McGovern, I. T.; Holland, B.; Byrne, M.; Gun'Ko, Y. K.;
et al. High-Yield Production of Graphene by Liquid-Phase
Exfoliation of Graphite. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2008, 3, 563–
568.

27. Bagri, A.; Mattevi, C.; Acik, M.; Chabal, Y. J.; Chhowalla, M.;
Shenoy, V. B. Structural Evolution during the Reduction of
Chemically Derived Graphene Oxide. Nat. Chem. 2010, 2,
581–587.

28. Ferrari, A. C.; Meyer, J. C.; Scardaci, V.; Casirghi, C.; Lazzeri,
M.; Mauri, F.; Piscanec, S.; Jiang, D.; Novoselov, K. S.; Roth, S.
Raman Spectrum of Graphene and Graphene Layers. Phys.
Rev. Lett. 2006, 97, 187401.

29. Nair, R. R.; Blake, P.; Grigorenko, A. N.; Novoselov, K. S.;
Booth, T. J.; Stauber, T.; Peres, N. M. R.; Geim, A. K. Fine
Structure Constant Defines Visual Transparency of Gra-
phene. Science 2008, 320, 1308.

A
RTIC

LE


