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S
ingle-walled carbonnanotubes (SWNTs)
have been widely studied in the field
of electronics and optoelectronics due

to their high carrier mobility,1,2 strong
absorptivity3 and their direct bandgaps.
Applications include thin film transistors,4,5

logic circuits,6 solar cells7,8 and photo-
detectors.9 However, the as-synthesized
SWNTs are typically mixtures of tubes with
various chiralities, with approximately one-
third metallic and the remaining two-third
semiconducting. They also have a wide
range of diameters and bandgaps, which
have significant impact on device perfor-
mance. As a reference, arc-discharge SWNTs
have diameters of 1.2�1.7 nm, HiPco
SWNTs have diameters of 0.8�1.1 nm, while
CoMoCATs SWNTs have smaller diameters
of 0.7�0.9 nm. Until now, great progress has
been made on sorting SWNTs by solution-
based noncovalent functionalization of
SWNTs. This approach has the advantage
of not significantly altering the SWNTs'

electronic properties. Examples of this ap-
proach include density gradient centrifuga-
tion,10 sorting by DNAs,11 gel chromato-
graphy,12 and selective dispersion by
conjugated polymers.13�15 However, most
of these processes suffer from low-yield,
lengthy procedures or difficulty in removing
insulating sorting reagents. Sorting of
SWNTs by conjugated polymers is of parti-
cular interest because of its simplicity, high
selectivity and high-yield.13,14

Recent effort has been directed to con-
jugated polymer sorting of larger-diameter
arc-discharge SWNTs due to their poten-
tially superior electronic properties.15�17

However, less work has been done on
conjugated polymer sorting of CoMoCAT
SWNTs, the smallest-diameter mass-
produced SWNTs. It has been predicted that
CoMoCAT SWNTs have lower mobilities18

and larger Schottky barriers which together
yields lower on-current density in field-
effect transistors.19 On the other hand,
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ABSTRACT We describe herein a high-yield method to selectively

disperse semiconducting CoMoCAT (CO disproportionation on Co�Mo

catalysts) single-walled carbon nanotubes (SWNTs) with regioregular

poly(3-alkylthiophenes) polymers. We observed that the dispersion yield

was directly related to the length of the polymer's alkyl side chains.

Molecular dynamics simulations in explicit toluene (real toluenemolecules)

indicate that polythiophenes with longer alkyl side chains bind strongly to

SWNTs, due to the increased overall surface contact area with the

nanotube. Furthermore, the sorting process selectively enriches smaller-diameter CoMoCAT SWNTs with larger bandgaps, which is ideal for solar cell applications.

Compared to the larger diameter sorted HiPco (High-Pressure CO) SWNTs, solar cells fabricated using our sorted CoMoCAT SWNTs demonstrated higher open-circuit

voltage (Voc) and infrared external quantum efficiency (EQE). The Voc achieved is the highest reported for solar cells based on SWNT absorbers under simulated AM1.5

solar illumination. Additionally, we employed the sorted CoMoCAT SWNTs to fabricate thin film transistors with excellent uniformity and device performance.
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CoMoCAT SWNTs could in principle be beneficial as
part of the active absorbing layer in solar cells because
their wider bandgap would allow the formation of an
improved type-II heterojunction with C60 acceptors.

20

A similar type-II heterojunction using smaller-SWNTs
as an acceptor and P3HT as a donor has been
demonstrated.21 However, sorting of semiconducting
CoMoCAT SWNTs has only been achieved in low yields
using poly(9,9-dioctylfluorenyl-2,7-diyl) (PFO),13 and
PFO-BPy,22 which limits their scalability for industrial
applications. Arnold et al. used the sorted (7,5) (0.82 nm
in diameter) CoMoCAT tubes13 together with C60 as the
active layers in solar cells.20 It is expected that even
smaller diameter SWNTs will further improve charge
separation and increase open circuit voltage (Voc).
Herein, we report the selective dispersion of small-

diameter semiconducting CoMoCAT SWNTs using
regioregular poly(3-alkylthiophene)s (rr-P3ATs). We
observed that rr-P3ATs selectively enriched CoMoCAT
SWNTs with diameters less than 0.76 nm. By increasing
the length of the alkyl side chains, we were able to
increase the dispersion yield. As a result, thicker films
can be prepared to allow more light absorption for
solar cell devices. Molecular dynamics simulations in
presence of toluene solvent molecules indicated that
the increased yield is due to the higher contact surface
area between longer side chain polymers and SWNTs.
In comparison with poly(3-dodecylthiophene-2,5-diyl)
(P3DDT) sorted larger-diameter HiPco SWNTs, P3DDT-
sorted CoMoCAT SWNTs enabled an increase in open-
circuit voltage from 0.39 to 0.44 V when used as the
active material in solar cells. In addition, the external
quantum efficiency (EQE) of the solar cell reached 16%
at an excitation wavelength of 1020 nm, compared to
4% for HiPco SWNT solar cells at its peak wavelength
of 1100 nm.20,23 Furthermore, sorted small-diameter
CoMoCAT SWNT thinfilm transistor devices demonstrated
an averagemobility of >1 cm2/(V s) and an average on/off
ratio >104 with excellent uniformity.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Improving Yield by Side Chain Modification. The sorting
procedure was similar to our previously reported
process14 which involved only a simple sonication fol-
lowed by a centrifugation step. First, 5 mg of CoMoCATs
and 5 mg of polythiophenes were mixed in 25 mL
of toluene for the dispersion process. After the sonica-
tion and centrifugation steps, a very dark solution was
obtained (Figure 1a). Ultraviolet�visible-near infrared
(UV�vis-NIR) spectroscopy was used to measure dis-
persion yield for polymers of various alkyl side chain
lengths (where R = 8, 10, 12, 13 shown in Figure 1b).
Compared to unsorted SWNTs dispersed in N-methyl-
2-pyrrolidone (NMP), the peaks representing SWNTs
with different chiralities arewell resolved in the rr-P3AT
dispersions, indicating well dispersed SWNTs. The yields
estimated for P3OT (R=8), P3DT (R=10), P3DDT (R=12),
and P3TDT (R = 13) sorted SWNTs were 4%, 17%, 25%,
and 31%, respectively. These values were derived by
comparing the semiconducting ES11 peak resonance
areas in the absorption spectrum with those from
NMP dispersion with a known SWNT concentra-
tion.15,24 We ruled out the possibility that this increase
in dispersion yield was due to the increase in molec-
ular weight of the polymer because the molecular
weight of the polymer did not show any particular
trend when the length of the side chains were varied
from C8 to C13 (Table S1). We previously reported a
20% yield for P3DDT sorting of HiPco SWNTs,14 where
longer side chains also resulted in a higher sorting
yield. Additionally, Gomulya et al. also observed a
similar trend between alkyl side chain length and
sorting efficiency for both HiPco and arc-discharged
SWNTs in the case of polyfluorene sorted SWNTs.17

Hence, we can speculate that regardless of the di-
ameters of the SWNTs, polymers with longer side
chains generally result in a higher dispersion yield of
SWNTs.

Figure 1. (a) Sorted CoMoCAT carbon nanotube solutions by P3DDT; (b) polymer structure of polythiophenes with different
side chains. (c) Optical Absorbance spectra comparing unsorted CoMoCAT SWNTs dispersed in NMP to the ones sorted by
polythiophenes in toluene.
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To investigate the origin of observed increased
dispersion yield with increased alkyl side chain length,
we performed molecular dynamics (MD) simulations
using AMBER 1226 and the general AMBER force field
(GAFF)27 (see Methods section). The wrapping of four
polymer strands (R = 8, 10, 12 and 13; each with 32
repeating units) to a 30 nm long (6,5) nanotube was
first simulated for 100 ns in implicit toluene (i.e., bulk
solvent treated as a dielectric continuumwith ε = 2.84).
Then, an additional 60 ns simulation in explicit toluene
(i.e., polymer/SWNT complex immersed in a periodic
box of toluene molecules) was performed to account
for the interactions between the polymer and the
solvent molecules.17 During the initial stages of the
implicit solvation simulation, the polymer backbones
gradually evolved from a linear arrangement to a more
helical wrapping around the circumference of the nano-
tube. After approximately 200 ps, the polymer backbone
extended to amore stable quasi-linear conformation and
remained in contact with the nanotube surface. Previous
MD studies by Grossman,25 Mattoni,26 and our own
work15 indicated similar phenomena in the polymer
wrapping process with SWNTs. A greater propensity for
formation of helical conformations of the polymer back-
bones was observed when the simulations were per-
formed in explicit solvent. Strong contact of the alkyl
side chains with the nanotube surface was observed
throughout the simulations since most alkyl side chains
remained bound to the nanotube surface. Snapshots of
the structures of the polymers interacting with (6,5)
SWNT obtained after 60 ns simulation in explicit solvent
are shown in Figure 2a. The flexibility of the polythio-
phene backbone and the alkyl side chains, together with

the good line-up of the alkyl side chains due to the
regioregularity, collectively resulted in the tightwrapping
of the polymer to the curved nanotube surface.

We computed the binding energy (EB) of the SWNT/
polythiophene complex as follows: EB = [Ecomplex �
(ESWNT þ Epolythiophene)], where Ecomplex, ESWNT, and
Epolythiophene are the energies of the SWNT/polythio-
phene complex, the nanotube, and the polymer, re-
spectively, based on the implicit generalized Born (GB)
solvation model.27 The computed average binding en-
ergies during the 60 ns explicit solvation simulation of
the fourdifferentpolymerswith (6,5) SWNTare shown in
Figure 2. During this period, when the systems were
completely equilibrated, the average binding energies
of P3DDT (C12) and P3TDT (C13) with (6,5) CoMoCAT
SWNT were similar and the greatest among the four
polymers. This observation is in agreement with the
measured amounts of SWNTs dispersed (Figure 2b).

The origin of the greater binding energies of the
P3DDT and P3TDT polymers was attributed to their
longer side chains, which led to higher contact surface
area (CSA) for the same length of polymer and thus
promoted the binding with the nanotubes. For all the
polymers studied, the computed binding energies
correlated well with the CSA (Figure 2c). Similar corre-
lations of the polymer/SWNT contact surface area and
binding energies were observed in our previous mo-
lecular dynamics studies of dithiafulvalene/thiophene
copolymer wrapping of SWNT.15 These results were in
agreement with our previously reported hypothesis
that the side chain/SWNT interactions promoted
polymer/SWNT binding and contributed to the ob-
served selectivity in sorting of the nanotubes.15

Figure 2. (a) Representative snapshots of the MD simulations for (6,5) SWNT with P3OT, P3DT, P3DDT, and P3TDT in explicit
toluene. (b) Calculated binding energies (EB) vs yield of sorted (6,5) SWNTs. (c) Calculated binding energies (EB) vs contact
surface area (CSA) between the polythiophene polymers and (6,5) SWNTs. Energies and contact surface areas were averaged
along 60 ns MD trajectories. CSA were calculated using UCSF Chimera 1.8.49
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Another factor that might have contributed to the
efficient SWNT dispersion by polymers with longer
alkyl side chains is that the stronger side chain/solvent
interactions lead to increased solubility of the wrapped
SWNT in toluene. To explore whether the longer alkyl
side chains in thewrapped SWNT indeed interact more
favorably with the solvent molecules than with SWNT
surface, we compared the geometries and binding
energies of the polymer/SWNT complexes with and
without explicit toluene solvent molecules. When sol-
vated and equilibrated in toluene, the side chain
interactions with solvent molecules increased notice-
ably, leading to a decrease of polymer/SWNT CSA and
binding energy compared to the values obtained from
implicit solvation simulations (Figure S1). The SWNT/
polymer binding energies in explicit solvent (EB) de-
creased by approximately 3�4 kcal mol�1 per mono-
mer unit (Figure S1). Surprisingly, the effect of explicit
solvation on binding energy and CSA was more sig-
nificant for polymers with short alkyl chains than those
with the long ones. The binding energies of P3OT and
P3DT to SWNT decreased 22�23% when explicit sol-
vent was considered. In contrast, the binding energies
of P3DDT and P3TDT only decreased 14�15% in
explicit solution. Similarly, the CSA also decreased
more with the shorter side chain polymers (18�21%
for P3OT and P3DT, and 8�9% for P3DDT and P3TDT).
As depicted in the representative structures, the short-
er alkyl groups appeared to solvate better in toluene in
comparison to implicit solvent (Figure 2a and S2c). This
observation is somewhat counterintuitive and has
been observed for high molecular weight alkanes.27

Longer alkyl chains seemed to have a larger SWNT/
toluene partition coefficient than the shorter chains.
These results reinforce the notion that the origin of
greater SWNT dispersion yield with polymers with long
alkyl side chains is the stronger interactions of these
peripheral residues with the nanotubes, achieving
more effective wrapping of SWNTs. The principle of
increasing the CSA between the polymers and nano-
tubes is highly applicable to design more efficient
polymers for sorting SWNT dispersion.

Selective Dispersion of Small-Diameter SWNTs. The sorting
selectivity of the CoMoCAT SWNTs by rr-P3AT polymers

was characterized by UV�vis-NIR, Raman resonance
spectroscopy and photoluminescence measurements.
First, as seen in the UV�vis-NIR spectrum shown in
Figure 1b, we observed identical peak positions and
similar relative selectivity for SWNTs sorted by polymers
with different side chain lengths. In comparison with
unsorted SWNTs in NMP, we observed that the absorp-
tion peaks for (7,5) and (7,6) SWNTs at a wavelength of
634 nm were largely suppressed, while new features
appeared in the sorted SWNTs, e.g., a small (9,1) peak at
975 nm. To compare the selectivity of polymers with
different side chain lengths, the absorption spectra for
polymerswithdifferent alkyl chain lengthswerenormal-
ized to (6,5) peak as shown in Figure S2. We observed
that the polymers with longer alkyl side chains are
slightly less selective to SWNTs because their higher
contact surface area allows them to bind with more
types of SWNTs. Since polymers with different alkyl
chain lengths varied so little in their selectivity toward
SWNTs, the CoMoCAT SWNTs sorted by commercially
available P3DDTwill be examined further as an example
for their composition and device performance.

With the use of Raman spectroscopy,major peaks of
CoMoCAT SWNTs were probed with lasers excitation
energies of 1.96 eV (633 nm) and 1.58 eV (785 nm). The
radial breathing mode (RBM) of the SWNTs selected
before and after sorting by P3DDT is shown in Figure 3.
When the SWNTs were irradiated using the 633 nm
laser, we observed that the peaks of the metallic
SWNTs that were originally present in the unsorted
SWNTs were almost completely eliminated after sort-
ing. In the regime for semiconducting SWNT reso-
nance, the peaks for (10,3), (11,1), (7,6), (7,5), and (8,3)
SWNTs were all suppressed, which is consistent with
the reduction of (7,5) and (7,6) peaks observed by
UV�vis-NIR measurements. On the other hand, the
smallest diameter (6,5) and (6,4) SWNT peaks were
clearly enriched as evidenced from the increased
relative intensity. With the 785 nm laser excitation,
the peaks of the relatively larger-diameter (8,6), (9,5),
and (12,1) SWNTs were also suppressed significantly
after the sorting process. In comparison with (8,6)/(9,5)
peaks in UV�vis-NIR spectrum in Figure 1c, the reduc-
tion of (8,6)/(9,5) peaks at Raman 785 nm laser aremuch

Figure 3. Raman spectra of unsorted CoMoCAT SWNTs dispersed by NMP and sorted ones dispersed by P3DDT: (a) with
633 nm laser excitation (b) with 785 nm laser excitation.
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more distinct. This discrepancy might be due to the
residue burned polymers that shift the optical transi-
tions of the SWNTs outside the resonance range of the
Raman excitation lasers. It was reported that both
induced strain28 or dielectric screening29 could shift
the optical transition energies of SWNTs. The photolu-
minescence measurements presented in Figure S3 also
demonstrated the predominance of small-diameter
(6,5) species in the P3DDT sorted SWNT solutions.

Using the UV�vis-NIR and Raman spectroscopy
features, we summarize the enrichment of the semi-
conducting CoMoCAT SWNT species in the Sorted
Chirality Map shown in Figure 4. The orange hexagons
represent the relative enrichment in SWNT types, while
the light green hexagons represent the relative reduc-
tion in SWNT types. The polythiophene polymer sort-
ing process clearly dispersed semiconducting SWNTs
with diameter <0.76 nm, which are the smallest-
diameter species among all the CoMoCAT SWNTs. In
comparisonwith selecting larger-diameter SWNTswith
dithiafulvalene/thiophene copolymers previously,15

the preferred extraction of small-diameter of SWNTs
by P3DDT in this workmight be due to the lack of fused
aromatic rings in the P3DDT backbone, which allows
the polymer to adapt a more curved conformation for
achieving a better wrapping with higher curvature,
smaller-diameter SWNTs. Fortunately, the selected
SWNTs possess first interband transition (S11) larger
than 1.1 eV, which correspond to desirable bandgaps
for materials integrated in a solar cell. In fact, the
optimal bandgap for a single junction photovoltaic
cell is 1.3 eV considering the Shockley-Queisser limit.30

Photovoltaic Device. SWNTs have previously been
employed as donors in bilayer solar cell architec-
tures.7�9,20,23,31,32 Specifically, polymer-sorted SWNTs
achieved higher performance due to the near complete
removal of metallic SWNTs in the active layers, which
can cause direct shorting of the device and quenching

of excitons.25,26 Ideally, the active layer of an organic
solar cell comprises a combination of donor and accep-
tor materials engineered such that:

(1) Their energy levels are aligned to form a type II
heterojunction.33 In general, the energy offset be-
tween the LUMO level of the donor and that of the
acceptor directly influences the exciton separation
efficiency, while the difference between the LUMO of
the acceptor and the HOMO of the donor relates
directly to the upper-limit of the open circuit voltage.

(2) They typically absorb complementing regions of
the AM1.5 solar spectrum tomaximize the photons that
can be potentially harvested in the solar cell.

In principle, our rr-P3DDT sorted CoMoCAT SWNTs,
in conjunction with C60, is able to satisfy the above
requirements better than our previously reported
rr-P3DDT sorted HiPco SWNTs.8 As shown in Figure 5a,
the CoMoCAT SWNTs film possesses absorption peaks
closer to the 1.3 eV bandgap (∼950 nm) than the HiPco
SWNTs, which have peaks up to 0.85 eV (∼1450 nm). By
employing the heterojunction structure in all our
devices, we proceed to evaluate the contribution of
the sorted CoMoCAT SWNTs to the overall efficiency in
comparison with the sorted HiPco SWNTs.

The active layer consists of a bilayer of 70 nm of C60
on top of a spincoated thin layer of SWNTs (∼3�5 nm
thick). We used ITO as the anode and poly(3,4-
ethylenedoxythiophene):poly(styrenesulfonate) (PEDOT:
PSS) layer as a hole transporting layer. 70 nm of Ag
was used as the top reflective cathode. We present an
AFM image of the rr-P3DDT dispersed CoMoCAT spin-
coated film in Figure 5b, and both the schematic of the
device structure and the corresponding energy band
level diagrams are shown in Figure 5, panels c and d,
respectively.

As depicted in Figure 5e, CoMoCAT SWNTs based
solar cells exhibited systematically higher open circuit
voltages of 0.44 V, compared to the 0.39 V open circuit

Figure 4. Sorted Chirality Map showing the enrichment of CoMoCAT SWNTs by P3DDT: orange hexagons and light green
circles are showing the increase or decrease in the abundance of SWNTs after sorting with P3DDT, respectively, fromUV�vis-
NIR and Raman spectroscopy.
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voltage of solar cells fabricated from HiPco SWNTs. We
attributed this increase in open circuit voltage to the
smaller diameter and lower bandgap tubes in the sorted
CoMoCAT SWNTs. The open circuit voltage is generally
related to the difference between the HOMO of SWNTs
and the LUMO of C60, which are labeled in Figure 5d.

As mentioned previously, employing CoMoCAT
SWNTs in solar cells should enable a more efficient
charge separation which should be directly translated
into a higher short-circuit current. However, as de-
picted in the J�V curve (Figure 5e), we observed that
the currents generated from both types of solar cells
are approximately equivalent. We thus analyzed the
amount of infrared and visible photons absorbed by
the SWNTs and the polymers, respectively, in the solar
cells and compared it to the amount of charges they
each contributed to the current (Figure 5e,f).

In Figure 5a, we observed that the 5 nm thick P3DDT
wrapped HiPco SWNTs films had higher absorp-
tion peak intensities not only in the near-infrared (at
1150 nm), but also in the visible at 550 nm indicating a
slightly higher polymer content in the spin-coated
films. Thus, for HiPco based solar cells, the current

generated is dominated by the contribution of the
P3DDT absorption in the visible,8 rather than the
infrared contribution of the SWNTs. On the other hand,
for the CoMoCAT based films, there was a significant
contribution from the SWNTs due to the more efficient
charge transfer from the small diameter SWNTs to the
C60 (larger LUMO offsets between SWNTs and C60),
which was further highlighted by the high EQE peak
of 16% at 1050 nm (Figure 5f). We clearly observed a
lower near-infrared carrier separation efficiency from
the large diameter HiPco SWNTs to the C60 with the
EQE peaks at 1100 nm being suppressed reaching a
maximum of only 4% and the peaks above 1200 nm
almost completely eliminated. Arnold et al. previously
reported EQE peaks higher than 30% at 1050 nm from
PFO sorted (7,5) CoMoCAT based solar cells.20,34 Their
higher EQE value may be due to the inclusion of a buffer
layer to minimize charge recombination and the use of
optimized thickness for their SWNT film to maximize
interference effects at 1050 nm. Interestingly, the Voc
(0.44 V) of our device is higher than their Voc of
0.38 V under simulated AM1.5 solar illumination.34 This
result was due to our utilization of sorted CoMoCAT tubes,

Figure 5. (a) Comparison of the UV�vis-NIR absorption spectra between P3DDT sorted CoMoCAT and HiPco SWNTs films. (b)
AFM image of the sorted CoMoCAT SWNTs layer. (c) Device structure of the carbon based solar cell structure. (d) Schematic
diagram showing the band structure (the numbers are theoretical HOMO and LUMO range of first von Hove singularities for
both HiPco and CoMoCAT SWNTs respectively estimated according to the same method as Tange et al.16), predicted open
circuit voltage and charge transfer of SWNTs/C60 heterojunction. (e) J�V characteristics of the devices measured under
simulated AM1.5 solar illumination for CoMoCAT SWNTs and HipCO SWNTs dispersed by P3DDT. (f) External quantum
efficiency for the comparison of HiPco and CoMoCAT SWNTs in the IR regime.
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predominantly (6,5) rather than the (7,5), which highlights
the benefit of using even smaller diameter SWNTs.

Thin Film Transistors. We successfully demonstrated
the merits of our rr-P3DDT sorted CoMoCAT SWNTs for
solar cell applications. In this section, we applied these
tubes for thin film transistor applications. We fabricated
bottom-gate bottom-contact thin film transistors (TFTs)
with highly doped silicon substrate as a gate and 300 nm
SiO2 as the dielectric with the sorted CoMoCAT SWNTs.
The device structure is shown in Figure 6a and an AFM
image of the SWNT films in the channel is shown in
Figure 6b. The transfer and output curves of a typical
device are shown in Figure 6c,d. Our fabricated devices
were observed to exhibit excellent uniformity and have an
average charge carrier mobility of 1.18 ( 0.28 cm2/(V s)
and average on/off ratio of (2.36 ( 4.52) � 104, as
computed from more than 20 randomly chosen devices.
The high on/off ratio (Histogram of on/off ratios shown in
Figure S4) at this high SWNT density (Figure 6b) also
supports thehighselectivityof thesemiconductingSWNTs
by polymers. The mobility of this SWNT-film is also in the
same order of magnitude as compared to PFO sorted
CoMoCAT35 or even some of the larger-diameter SWNT
TFTs15,36 using similar device architectures. For random
network SWNT TFTs, the contact between the small-
diameter SWNTs and metals is not the limiting factor as
is the case for single SWNTdevices.19 Indeed,weobserved
negligible contact resistances as shown from the output
curves in Figure 6d. Rather, the limiting factor of our

thin-film transistor can be attributed to tube-to-tube junc-
tions between the SWNTs, which under percolation trans-
port have been shown to dominate the resistance of the
channel.37 Therefore, by implement alignment techniques
to optimally set the tube-to-tube junctions or by reducing
the tube-to-tube junction resistance can potentially im-
prove the performance of our transistor.

CONCLUSION

In summary, we have demonstrated the enrichment of
smaller-diameter semiconducting SWNTs fromCoMoCAT
SWNTs using simple sonication and centrifugation
processes. We observed that the yield of dispersion
increased upon the lengthening of polymer's alkyl side
chain. Molecular dynamics simulations indicated that the
stronger interaction is due to the higher surface contact
area between the longer alkyl side chain of the polymers
and the SWNT. We also demonstrated that the sorted,
highly concentrated smaller-diameter, wider bandgap
CoMoCAT SWNTs have great potential in solar cell appli-
cations, due to their improved open-circuit voltage and
their improved near-infrared carrier extraction over the
sorted HiPco SWNTs. Finally, thin film transistors fabri-
cated with our sorted CoMoCAT SWNTs demonstrated
excellent uniformity, mobility and on/off ratio. The high
charge carrier mobility, together with the improved
charge extraction efficiency, indicates that it would be
highly advantageous to employ polymer sorted small-
diameter SWNTs for photovoltaic applications.

METHODS

Preparation of SWNTs Solution. Five milligrams of CoMoCAT
SWNTs from Sigma-Alrich was mixed with 5 mg of rr-P3ATs in

25 mL of toluene and sonicated (Cole Parmer ultrasonic pro-
cessor 750 W) for 30 min at an amplitude level of 70%. The
solution was then centrifuged (Sorvall RC5C-plus) at 17 000 rpm

Figure 6. Electrical transport properties of thin film transistors made of P3DDT dispersed CoMoCAT SWNTs in toluene: (a)
schematic diagram of the device structure (L = 20 μm, W = 400 μm); (b) AFM image of P3DDT sorted CoMoCAT SWNTs; (c)
transfer curve of a typical device (VSD = �30 V); (d) output curve of the device in (c) at different gate voltages.
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for 1 h at 16 �C. The supernatant was collected and diluted
to 1:10 with toluene before making devices. Two milligrams
of CoMoCAT SWNTs was sonicated in 10 mL of NMP for
UV�vis-NIRmeasurements tocompare theyieldsofpolymer sorting.

SWNTs Structure Characterization. AFM images were taken using
tappingmodewith a Veeco AFM. Electrical measurements were
carried out using a Keithley 4200 SC semiconductor analyzer.
Raman spectra were obtained using a confocal Raman system
LabRam Aramis from Horiba Jobin Yvon at 633 nm (1.96 eV) and
785 nm (1.58 eV) excitation at 100� magnification, 1 μm spot
size, and 1800 grating and 5 mV excitation power. The SWNT
solution was drop casted on 300 nm silicon dioxide and was
subsequently annealed at 500 �C for 1 h in an Ar atmosphere to
remove the polymers.14 Data was taken by as an average of
multiple points mapping (9 points) for two substrates. Each
point was an average of 3 spectra. The spectrum was normal-
ized to the 521 cm�1 silicon peak. The UV�vis-NIR measure-
ments were done in 1-mm path-length quartz cells by using a
Cary 6000i spectrophotometer (Varian) with toluene as a
background.

Molecular Dynamics Simulations. The simulations were per-
formed using AMBER 1238 and the general AMBER force field
(GAFF).39 The partial charges sets for the polymers were gener-
ated within the antechambermodule of AMBER 12 by fitting the
electrostatic potential of the monomeric repeating units gen-
erated at the HF/6-31G(d) level by the RESP model.40 The
charges were calculated according to the Merz�Singh�
Kollman scheme41,42 using Gaussian 09.43 The partial charges
of the nanotube carbon atoms were set to zero. A 30 nm long
nanotube and a regioregular polymer strand with 32 repeating
units (n = 32) were employed in each simulation. The starting
structures for the MD simulations consisted of the planar
configuration of the four polymers situated ca. 5 Å from the
nanotube surface at an angle of ca. 45� with respect to the
nanotube. The simulation conditions in implicit solvent for the
initial wrapping process (100 ns) were the same used in our
previous study.15 For the simulations in explicit solvent, each
wrapped polymer/nanotube complex derived from the initial
simulations in implicit solvent was immersed in a pre-equilibrated
truncated octahedral box of toluene molecules44 with an inter-
nal offset distance of 20 Å, using the leap module,45 which
resulted in the addition of around 4200 solvent molecules. All
systems were neutral, and thus no explicit counterions were
added. A two-stage geometry optimization approach was
performed prior to the explicit solvation simulation. First, a
short minimization of the toluene molecules positions, with
positional restraints on solute by a harmonic potential with a
force constant of 500 kcal mol�1 Å�2 was performed. The
second stage was an unrestrainedminimization of all the atoms
in the simulation cell. Then, the systems were gently heated
(0�300 K) under constant-volume, periodic-boundary condi-
tions and the particle-mesh Ewald approach46 to introduce
long-range electrostatic effects. For this and the subsequent
steps, an 8 Å cutoff was applied to Lennard-Jones and electro-
static interactions. Bonds involving hydrogen were constrained
with the Shake algorithm.47 Harmonic restraints of 10 kcal mol�1

were applied to the solute, and the Andersen equilibration
scheme was used to control and equalize the temperature.48

The time step was kept at 1 fs during all stages of the simulation,
allowing potential inhomogeneities to self-adjust. Each system
was then equilibrated without restrains for 250 ps at a constant
pressure of 1 atm, and for 500 ps at constant volume. Finally, a
60 ns unrestrainedMD trajectory at constant volume and tempera-
ture (300 K) was collected and analyzed using the ptrajmodule.

Solar Cell Fabrication and Characterization. Clean, patterned ITO
(∼15 Ω/sq) on glass was used as the substrate. The substrates
were treated with 15min of UV�O3; then, a PEDOT:PSS solution
(CLEVIOS AL4083, Heraeus) was spin-coated on the substrates at
3000 rpm for 1 min followed by annealing at 120 �C for 30 min.
The substrates were then transferred to an N2 environment for
SWNT deposition. SWNT solutions were spin-coated at 700 rpm
for 30 s followed by 4000 rpm for 10 s. This processwas repeated
5 times with a 2-min annealing step at 100 �C to remove excess
solvent. After SWNT deposition, 70 nm commercially avail-
able C60 (Fullerene Powder, sublimed, 99.9þ%, Alfa Aesar) was

deposited thermally under vacuum (5� 10�5 Torr) at 0.05 nm/s
(Angstrom Engineering evaporator). Similarly, 70 nm of Ag was
vacuum evaporated on top of the C60 at 0.05 nm/s (Thermionics
Laboratory, Inc. evaporator). Solar spectra were obtained with a
Newport solar simulator with a flux of 100 mW/cm2 that
approximated the solar spectrum under AM1.5G conditions in
an N2 environment. The area of the devices was 0.04 cm2.

Transistor Fabrication and Electrical Characterization. The drain and
source electrodes for bottom-contact devices electrodes were
fabricated on highly doped 4 in. silicon wafer with 300 nm SiO2

by photolithography. A bilayer of Cr (5 nm) and Au (40 nm) was
deposited by thermal evaporation as the source-drain electro-
des, followed by a lift-off process in acetone. The substrate was
then soaked in the (1:20 ratio) diluted solution of sorted SWNTs
for 16 h. A Keithley 4200 SC semiconductor analyzer was used to
measure the electrical properties of the devices. Source-drain
voltage (VSD) of�40 V is used for all the reportedmeasurements.
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