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ABSTRACT: In this work, we prepared few-layered graphene
(FLG) films and investigated their thermoelectric properties. It
was found that pristine FLG films showed a low thermopower
of∼40 μV/K. We further processed these FLG films by attach-
ing them with 1,10-azobis(cyanocyclohexane) or 1,3,6,8-pyrene-
tetrasulfonic acid. The thermopower of FLG films with attached
molecules increased to above ∼180 μV/K. Such enhancement
in the thermopower led to an increase in their power factor by
more than 4.5 times. Theoretical investigation indicated that a
potential difference can be introduced between the outer layer and inner layer of FLG films upon molecule attachments. Simulation
of the thermopower based on Kubo’s formula provided qualitative support to our experimental results.

’ INTRODUCTION

Graphene, a single layer of carbon honeycomb lattice,1 has at-
tracted vast attention recently due to its unique properties. For
instance, extremely high electronic mobility2 (∼200 000 cm2/
V 3 s),

3 high thermal conductivity (∼5000 W/m 3K),
4 ballistic

transport,5 and evenmagneto transport response.6 There is enor-
mous interest in tuning the electronic properties of graphene to
expand their functionalities, for example, by chemical doping,7

hydrogen attachment,8 molecular attachments,9-11 and so on. A
variety of applications for graphene-based electronics have been
proposed, such as single-molecular gas sensors,12 spintronics,13

high-speed transistors,2,14 transparent electrodes,15 and energy
storage devices.16-19 Besides the above-mentioned efforts, there
is also interest in investigating their thermoelectric properties
for thermoelectric energy conversion.20-22 For thermoelectric
materials, the efficiency is evaluated as a dimensionless figure of
merit ZT = S2σT/κ, where T is the temperature in K, S is the
thermopower, σ is the electrical conductivity, and κ is the thermal
conductivity. Although there are theoretical predictions that ZT
can be tuned to as high as >5.8,23,24 the experimental demonstra-
tion of thermoelectric properties of graphene or even that in-
cluding carbon nanotubes (CNTs) is not promising,21,25-31 for
instance, ZT≈ 10-2. The factors that caused such low ZT values
are mainly due to (1) the high lattice thermal conductivity and
(2) the extremely low thermopower of graphene/CNTs. For the
former issue, although pristine graphene/CNTs are well-known to
possess high thermal conductivities,4 there are several theoretical

works24,32,33 that showed that the thermal conductivity of pro-
cessed graphene can be reduced. In particular, zigzag graphene
nanoribbons with disordered edges can reduce phonon thermal
conductance by a few orders of magnitude.24 For the latter issue,
however, the reported maximum thermopower is only 40-
50 μV/K.21 Developing an engineering process that can significantly
increase the thermopower without affecting much of the high
electrical conductivities of graphene will then be a promising
approach to open up possibility of using graphene for thermo-
electric energy conversion, which can also contribute to the
understanding of the intrinsic electrical properties of graphene.

Previously, the exploitation of using aromatic molecular dop-
ing on carbon materials has been well-reported.9-11,34 Through
such doping, the electron density distribution of pristine gra-
phene can be altered as the aromatic molecule contains either
electron-donating or electron-withdrawing groups that vary the
electronic band structures.9,11 Herein, we report a study on the
temperature-dependent thermopower of molecule-attached chemical
vapor deposition (CVD)-grown few-layered graphene (FLG) films
up to 573 K. It was found that the pristine FLG films showed low
thermopowers in the range of∼40 μV/K, with electrical resistivities
of 9� 10-6-2� 10-5Ω 3m. Attaching the pristine graphene with
two different molecules, for example, 1,10-azobis(cyanocyclohexane)
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(ACN) and 1,3,6,8-pyrenetetrasulfonic acid (TPA), the S values
increased to above 180 μV/K at 573 K, with electrical resistivities
ranging from 3� 10-5 to 4.5� 10-5Ω 3m. Such enhancement in
the thermopower of molecule-attached graphene may open the
possibility to improve the thermoelectric performance toward
the theoretical prediction.

’EXPERIMENTAL SECTION

FLG films were first prepared by CVD process as reported35

on a 50 μm thick copper foil (Alfa Aesar). The copper substrate
was first heated to 1173 K under a 100 sccm argon/hydrogen
(Ar/H2) environment. A certain amount of organic precursor
was then introduced for a few minutes at 1173 K. After the CVD
growth, the foil was cooled down to ambient temperature under
the Ar/H2 environment. The FLG film on copper was removed
from the furnace and then spin-coated with a layer of poly-
methylmethaacrylate (PMMA). The copper foil was then etched
away with iron nitrate solution, and the remaining film was
floated on deionized water (DI H2O). The film was then trans-
ferred to the desired substrates, and the PMMA was easily dis-
solved away using acetone. The FLG on the substrate was then
blow-dried. Details of this technique will be addressed in a future
publication. Substrates such as glass and silicon (1.5 cm �1 cm)
were washed with ethanol and DI water and subsequently dried.36

The FLG films were then transferred to the glass and silicon sub-
strates for further processing. Treatment was made to the pristine
FLG by using ACN (98%) and TPA (85%) that was purchased
from Aldrich. ACN was dissolved in N,N-dimethyl formamide

(DMF) solution with concentrations of 0.02 and 0.1 mol/L.
Similarly, TPA was dissolved in DI H2O with concentrations of
0.008 and 0.04 mol/L. After, the solutions were heated on a mag-
netic hot plate at 423 K for 30 min. It is reported that heating
would dissociate ACN into two free radicals.10 FLG films on sub-
strates were then added into the respective solutions at 423 K for
15 min to allow interaction between the radicals and graphene.
The FLG films on the substrates were subsequently removed and
rinsed with either DMF (for ACN-attached samples) or DI H2O
(for TPA-attached samples) for 15 min. Finally, the FLG films
were blow-dried.

Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR) (Perkin-
Elmer) was utilized to identify the bonding from samples. The
spectrum obtained was scanned from 1500 to 500 cm-1 using the
specular reflectance mode. WITec confocal Raman microscopy
that used a 488 nm laser wavelength was employed to obtain
Raman spectra of the samples. Reference from Si substrates at
520 cm-1 was used for calibration. Atomic force microscopy
(AFM) (Digital Instruments) was used to determine the thick-
ness of the FLG grown.

The thermopower and electrical resistivity (F) values (where
resistivity is related to conductivity by σ = 1/F) were measured
on pristine FLG films and treated FLG films from 300 to 573 K
using a commercial ZEM 3 Seebeck meter. Before performing
the measurement, the chamber was evacuated three times to
remove ambient air and purged with helium gas. For comparison
purpose, one set of pristine FLG films was first measured in the
ZEM 3. Then, they were treated with 0.02 mol/L ACN in DMF
solution. The treated FLG films were measured in the ZEM 3

Figure 1. (a) Optical microscope image of a FLG film transferred to a SiO2(300 nm)/Si substrate. (b) AFM image of the pristine FLG films on a
SiO2(300 nm)/Si substrate. (c) Cross-sectional height of the FLG measured. (d) Raman spectra of FLG tested using a 488 nm wavelength.
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again. The same treated FLG films were again treated with ACN
in DMF solution with a higher concentration (0.1 mol/L) and
tested in the ZEM 3. Another set of pristine FLG films were
treated and tested in a similar way with TPA in DI H2O solutions
of different concentrations, with 0.008 and 0.04 mol/L.

’RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The optical image (see Figure 1a) showed that the pristine
FLG films were continuous and were fairly uniform on the
SiO2(300 nm)/Si substrate. The AFM image (see Figure 1b) and
the cross-sectional height profile (see Figure 1c) of the FLG films
indicated that it was multilayered with a thickness of ∼5 nm. In
the Raman spectra of pristine FLG films (see Figure 1d), the
relative intensity of the 2D band (located at 2710 cm-1) with
respect to that of the G band (located ∼1584 cm-1) was around
∼1.1, indicating that these graphene films are multilayered.37,38 A
weakD band located at 1350 cm-1 was also observed in Figure 1d,
which suggested the existence of structural defects in the graphene
films.37,39

The Raman spectra of 0.1 mmol ACN-treated and 0.04 mmol
TPA-treated FLG films were shown in Figure 2. In both cases, the
intensity ratio between the D band and G band, I(D)/I(G),
increased after the treatments, which was evidence of the attach-
ment. TPA attached to graphene by π-π electron interaction,
which caused an increase in the intensity of the D band after
molecular treatment. In the case of ACN, it separated into two
radicals upon heating. The radicals attached to graphene were
similar to the functionalization process of CNT.10,38 The intensity of
the D band was enhanced because of the radical grafting. The peak
positions ofG and 2Dbands in theRaman spectra of pristine, ACN-
treated, and TPA-treated FLG films were summarized in Figure 3.
Both ACN andTPA treatments lead to the upshifting of bothG and
2D bands, suggesting the attachment of these molecules.9

The attachments of ACN and TPA onto the FLG films were
also investigated by FTIR (see Figure 4). For ACN-treated FLG
films, an absorption band at 1157 cm-1 could be attributed to the
CN stretch. This observation suggested that ACN dissociates into
two radicals through heating and the nitrogen group of the mole-
cule functionalized with graphene. As for TPA-treated FLG films,
an absorption band at 1143 cm-1, corresponding to the diaryl
sulfones, confirmed the successful attachment of TPA molecules.

The thermopower and electrical resistivities were investigated
for the FLG films before and after the molecular attachment in
the temperature range of 300-573K (see Figure 5a,b). The pristine
FLG films showed low S values of∼40μV/K. Themaximumvalues

of S increased for FLG films after treatment with ACN or TPA
solutions of different concentrations. For example, FLG films
treated with a 0.2 mol/L ACN solution showed maximum S values
of ∼125 μV/K at 573 K, which increased to ∼180 μV/K for the
same sample treated with an ACN solution of a higher concentra-
tion, 0.1 mol/L. Similarly, the maximum S values were amplified to
∼70 and∼140 μV/K at 523 K for the FLG films treated with 0.008
and 0.04 mol/L TPA in DI H2O solutions, respectively.

Upon treatment with ACN and TPA solutions, the electrical
conductivities of the FLG films decreased (see Figure 5c,d),
although it was reported that attachment of aromatic molecules

Figure 2. (a) Raman spectra of pristine FLG (bottom) and ACN-treated FLG (top). (b) Raman spectra of pristine FLG (bottom) and TPA-treated
FLG (top).

Figure 3. Raman G and 2D peak positions for pristine, ACN-treated,
and TPA-treated FLG; error bars are drawn to specify the standard
deviation of approximately 20 random measurements per sample.

Figure 4. FTIR spectra of pristine, ACN-treated, and TPA-treated
FLG.
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led to an increase in electrical conductivities through doping of
the graphene films.9 The measured F values of pristine FLG films
were in the range of 9 � 10-6-2 � 10-5 Ω 3m in the tempera-
ture range of 300-573 K, which was comparable to those pre-
viously reported.40 Upon treatment with the molecule solutions,
the electrical resistivities of the graphene films increased
slightly within the same order of magnitude, for example, to
3� 10-5-4.5� 10-5 Ω 3m after treatment with the 0.1 mol/L
ACN solution and to 2 � 10-5-3.5 � 10-5 Ω 3m after treat-
ment with the 0.04 mol/L TPA solution. Although the electrical
resistivity increased for FLG films upon molecule attachments,
the maximum power factor increased, for example, by 7 times for
0.1 mol/L ACN solution treatment and by 4.5 times for 0.04
mol/L TPA solution treatment (see Figure 5e,f). In terms of
thermal conductivity of the FLG, we expected the value to reduce
with the molecular attachment. Several theoretical studies have

been reported to show a reduction in thermal conductivity, for
instance, through defect generation23 and isotope doping33 in
graphene. In our molecular-attached FLG, the increment in the
D band (Figure 2a,b) provided disorder to the outer layers of the
graphene, which could act as phonon scattering sites to reduce
the lattice thermal conductivity.

To understand the role of molecular attachment on graphene
and the enhancement in S, we analyzed a bilayer graphene
through Bernal stacking. A tight-binding Hamiltonian model
for the Pz band with the nearest-neighboring intralayer and inter-
layer hopping terms is written as41,42

H0 ¼
X
kσ

½TðkÞðaþ
1kσb1kσ þ aþ

2kσb2kσÞþ t^ðbþ
1kσa2kσ þ bþ

2kσa1kσÞ

þ h:c:� þV
2
ðaþ

1kσa1kσ þ bþ
1kσb1kσ - aþ

2kσa2kσ - bþ
2kσb2kσÞ

Figure 5. Thermopower (a, b), resistivity (c, d), and power factor (e, f) of pristine FLG and different concentrations of ACN- and TPA-treated FLG.
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with
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where t ≈ 3.0 eV is the intralayer nearest-neighbor hopping
energy between the different sublattices A and B and t^≈ 0.3 eV
is the next-nearest-neighbor interlayer hopping energy; a = 1.42 Å
is the nearest-neighbor interplayer carbon-carbon bond length,
and V is the potential energy difference between the first and
second layers induced by the charged molecules adsorbed on the
surface of the graphene. Here, a1kσ

þ and b1kσ
þ denote creation of

R(=1, 2) layer states with wave vector k and spin σ on the A and B
sublattice, respectively.

The energy band derived from the Hamiltonian has the fol-
lowing forms

E1þ ¼ 1ffiffiffi
2

p
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
V 2

2
þ t2^ þ 2T�ðkÞTðkÞþ

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
t4^ þ 4T�ðkÞTðkÞðV 2 þ t2^Þ

qr
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2

p
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
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p
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qr

where the positive sign represents the conduction band and the nega-
tive sign represents the valence band, with E1þ > E2þ > E2- > E1-

Figure 6a,b shows the schematic diagram of the difference in
the electronic band structure of monolayer and bilayer graphene

with V = 0. We used a bilayer graphene band structure, instead of
a monolayer model, to explain our results as it relates closer to
our FLG samples. Due to the asymmetry in the bilayer graphene
with V 6¼ 0, a gap can be introduced (see Figure 6c) as the outer-
layer and innerlayer graphene molecular adsorptions are different
and lead to the potential difference between them.42Notice that to
simplify themodel, we neglect the changes of hopping energy t, the
interlayer hopping t^, and the gap open due to hole doping,43

defects,44 and/or interlayer41,42 interaction upon attachment of
the molecule on the FLG films.

The calculation for thermopower is based on Kubo’s formula,45

and the current-current correlation functions are used as reference.46

Hall measurements on the FLG samples showed a carrier density
with a magnitude of 1012-1013. Figure 7 shows the results of the
calculated thermopower versus temperature for several values of
V induced by the molecules adsorbed on the surface of the FLG
samples. (Note that the thermopower coefficient S is in units of
KB/e, 1 KB/e≈ 86 μV/K.) It is shown that the increased surface
potential leads to enhancement of the thermopower, which gives
qualitative support to our experimental observation.

’CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we investigated the thermoelectric properties of
ACN- or TPA-treated FLG films. It was shown that the max-
imum thermopower of the FLG films after molecular attachment
can reach above 180 μV/K, as compared to only 40 μV/K for the
pristine ones. Although the electrical resistivities increased
slightly for the samples after ACN or TPA treatments, the power

Figure 6. Schematic diagram of the electronic structure of (a) monolayer and (b) bilayer graphene and (c) molecular attached bilayer graphene.

Figure 7. Calculated thermopower of treated FLG in different voltage
potentials induced by the molecular absorption.
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factors were able to increase by 7 times (e.g., 0.1 mmol ACN
solution treatment) and 4.5 times (e.g., 0.04 mmol TPA solution
treatment), respectively. We proposed that the attachment of the
molecules on the FLG led to the variation of the surface potential
and the opening of the band gap, which was investigated through
the tight-binding Hamiltonian model. The simulated curves of
the thermopower provided qualitative support to our hypothesis.
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