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T

he 2010 Nobel Prize in Physics went to K. S. Novoselov
and A. K. Geim for their ground-breaking work in the
field of low dimensional carbon allotropes, namely
graphene.
Graphite, the most abundant naturally occurring carbon
allotrope, is considered the ancestor of low dimensional
carbons.1 Graphite crystals are composed of two dimensional
sheets of sp2-hybridized, hexagonally arranged carbon atoms—
so-called graphene—that are regularly stacked. It has been
proposed as early as in ancient Greek literature that graphite,
derived from the greek word graphein (to write), consist of
such a layered structure. However, it was not until 1779
that graphite was shown to consist of carbon. The common
perception was that graphite was a metal owing to its luster
and noble appearance. In fact, this insight is reflected in the
electronic properties of the graphite-building blocks, i.e.,
graphene sheets, which are characterized as semi-metallic. In
line with theoretical predictions, charge carriers in graphene
were found to behave like mass-less Dirac fermions.2 The latter
is a direct consequence of the linear energy dispersion relation.
Such a feature is currently the inception for a material that is
poised to find its way into both low- and high-end technology
applications.
Not surprisingly, numerous controversies emerged
regarding the novelty and originality of the material as well
as its initial discovery.3 For example, if we consider another
low-dimensional carbon allotrope, namely carbon nanotubes,
presumably the oldest published work dates back to the 1880s.4
To this end, the extraordinary stiffness of the Damascenes sword
has been attributed to the content of carbon nanotubes that
are formed during the original method of producing Damascus
steel. Nevertheless, characterization techniques were deemed
necessary to be developed to establish unambiguous evidence
for the presence of low-dimensional carbon. Implicit is,
however, that a full comprehension of the material’s potential
was not possible during these early days.
The sheer exploding interest in low-dimensional carbon
allotropes, in general, and graphene, in particular, is closely
related to the massive demand for new nanocarbons with
potential applications in areas such as electronics, energy
conversion systems, etc. Thus, it is not surprising that the advent
of fullerenes in 1985 and the dawn of the nanotechnology
century triggered tremendous research activity in the field of
carbon allotropes. These efforts were rounded off by the rediscovery of carbon nanotubes (CNTs) in 1991 and graphene
in 2004 with both of them having huge potential to meet the
demands of the market.
In stark contrast to the production methods of CNT—gaseous
precursors at elevated temperatures (super growth, CVD,
HiPco, CoMoCat), arc discharge, or laser ablation—the use of
graphite as starting material for the top-down preparation of
graphene offers a cost-efficient and environmentally-friendly
alternative to low-dimensional nanocarbon. Unfortunately
these benefits are tied to the necessity of overcoming the huge
amount of crystal stacking energy stored in highly ordered
graphite. When in van der Waals contact, graphene sheets
are subjected to very efficient π-π stacking interactions. This,
in fact, minimizes the surface energy. CNTs, on the other
hand, due to their cylindrical geometry may only interact
with a very limited contact area. Nevertheless, it is possible
to move individual graphene sheets laterally to the crystal’s
stacking axis when shear forces are applied. This is the basis
for graphite serving as a lubricant on an industrial scale. We
may speculate that such considerations led to the initial idea
of micromechanical cleavage of graphene sheets from highlyordered pyrolytic graphite (HOPG) by sticky tape.2

Micromechanical exfoliation fails, however, for producing
graphene in large quantities. This then calls for the necessity
to develop alternative approaches. Actually, besides the
aforementioned top-down approach, several bottom-up
approaches have been shown to provide graphene with atomic
precision. As demonstrated by Müllen et al., organic chemistry
offers the needed toolbox for preparing spherical oligophenyl
dendrimers as precursor materials that cyclodehydrogenate to
form planar nano-graphenes.5
In complementary work, in situ growth on transition metal
substrates (i.e., from solid or gaseous carbon sources) was
recently explored as a versatile methodology to provide wafer
scale, ultra large-area graphene.6 Finally, epitaxial growth of
graphene films from SiC wafers should be mentioned, which, in
turn, opens up ample opportunities for future semiconductor
applications.7
Solution processing is, nevertheless, an indispensable
prerequisite to meet demands in emerging fields such as
printable electronics, etc. Having solutions ready at hand,
enables chemical modification/functionalization, purification,
and transferring graphene from the solution phase to every
conceivable substrate by means of spin-, spray-, drop- or dipcasting. Likewise the Langmuir-Blodgett8 technique has been
successfully implemented for cost-efficient ITO substitution in
flexible transparent conductive photostable thin films. Overall,
solution processing has graphene interacting with the solvent
or other dissolved chemicals. To this end, control over the
electronic structure of the single carbon sheets by either noncovalent or covalent chemistry has already put into effect. We
wish to refer to the endless opportunities that rest on specific
donor and acceptor functionalities that will become invaluable
assets as soon as fine-tuning graphene in a controlled and
reproducible fashion is achievable (Fig. 1).
The first success in dissolving graphite dates back to the
end of the 19th century.9 In this work, treating graphite with
strong acids—augmented by oxidation and heating—afforded
products referred to as graphite acid, which is essentially
graphite oxide. The resulting graphite oxide was found to swell
once in contact with water—an indication for its hydrophilic
nature.10 When heating to 1000°C, graphite oxide, which
consists of graphene sheets decorated with numerous different
oxygen containing functionalities (i.e., carbonyls, carboxyls,
epoxides, and alcohols) is subject to volume expansion.11
Volatile products formed during the thermal decarboxylation
of graphite oxide are trapped in the interlayer spacings and
are responsible for the expansion—a procedure that resembles
the thermal reduction of graphite oxide, which was known
and studied since at least 1918.12 Further removal of oxygencontaining functionalities on the surface requires chemical
treatment with, for example, reducing agents (i.e., hydrazine
or NaBH4),13 which impacts, however, the material’s solubility
in polar solvents. Notably, not a single procedure has yet been
shown to fully restore the pristine hexagonal framework of
the graphene lattice. Even supplying the carbon that has been
lost during the decarboxylation/reduction in a final CVD step
did not regenerate pristine graphene.14 In the literature, these
materials are often described as chemically-derived graphene
(CCG) or reduced graphene oxide (rGO). However, the resulting
nanocarbons differ from graphene, since the structural integrity
and hence the electronic properties are altered when compared
to pristine graphene.15
Chemical modification/functionalization, which aims at
activation and at better processability, includes intercalating
graphite with strong electron donors (i.e., alkali metals)
or electron acceptors (i.e., FeCl3). The obtained products
considered as graphite intercalation compounds (GICs).16
(continued on next page)
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Fig. 1. Selected pathways towards wet chemically derived graphenes obtained from graphite as starting material.

GICs, which have been synthesized stoichiometrically, reveal
highly-ordered crystal packing with alternating carbon and guest
lattices. As a result of incorporating guests, the interlayer graphene
distance is increased. This reduces per se the van der Waals forces,
on one hand, and increases Coulomb forces, on the other hand.
Coulomb interactions are introduced by charge transfer between
the guest and graphene sheets and, in turn, lead to a partial ionic
character. Owing to the strongly reducing conditions needed to
form, for example, 1st stage potassium donor GICs, such graphite
activation is limited to inert functional groups and solvents.17
The chemistry of CNTs has served as a unique test-bed
for developing/establishing non covalent and covalent
functionalization methodologies with nanocarbons (Fig. 2).
These methodologies are partially applicable to graphite.
Essential steps are activation and exfoliation of two dimensional
graphene sheets, which are induced by, for example, ultrasound
treatment prior to the functionalization. Ultrasound emerged, in
this context, as a viable method to produce nanocarbons from
bulk precursors.18 Prior to any re-aggregation in situ generated
graphene is then subjected to functionalization. The unbent and,
thus, unreactive sp2-carbons react mainly with “hot” reagents,
namely radicals,19 fluorine,20 diazonium salts,21 and nitrenes.22
Lower reactivity but better reaction control is achieved by cycloaddition reactions based on azomethine ylides23 or benzyne.24
Edge functionalization is already successful when conducting
mild Friedel-Crafts acylation routines.25
Nevertheless, all of the covalent approaches to graphene
functionalization share the rehybridization of sp2 carbon atoms
in common. The resulting sp3 carbon atoms induce alterations
in the electronic structure of graphene, as the crystal symmetry
is broken around the point defect. In summary, introducing
covalently-linked functionalities offers a great opportunity to
gain control over the local electronic structure.
An alternative approach to stabilize graphene sheets in solution
is ultrasonic treatment in organic solvents. Polar solvents such
as NMP or GBL, which match the surface energy of graphene,
turned out to be highly efficient for stabilizing few layer graphene
54

sheets in solution, preventing their re-aggregation into graphite,
and providing a unique basis for further processing.26
To overcome such intrinsic instability, graphene sheets were
suspended in aqueous media with the help of amphiphilic
surfactants—a process that is governed by hydrophobic effects.27
Such integration opens novel routes to hybrid materials that
exhibit even more exiting features than graphene itself. A
leading example is the control over the doping level to adjust
conductivity and charge carrier type transport. Such features are
crucial for harvesting the full potential of graphene in transparent
conductive electrodes, etc.28 The most promising approaches
evolve by combining the exfoliation and functionalization step
with graphite as starting material. To surmount the strong van der
Waals interactions that prevail between single graphene layers in
the graphite crystal, amphiphilic molecules should strongly attach
to the two dimensional sheets. This avoids stacking and / or reaggregation while providing energy for exfoliation. As a matter
of fact, electron deficient π-systems such as TCNQ were used in
solution processes29 to n-dope graphene sheets.30
Importantly, the use of amphiphilic π-systems increases
the driving force and renders the exfoliation process more
dominant in terms of monolayer graphene, as next to π-π
stacking also hydrophobic interactions are at force. A particularly
successful amphiphile is pyrene carboxylic acids.31 Expanding
the π-aromatic structure from pyrenes to perylenes further
strengthens the stacking, which, in turn, is seen to increase the
monolayer graphene distribution. In dendrimer-functionalized
perylene derivatives a synergy of increased π-surface and
amplified hydrophobic interactions ensure solubility and provide
stability of the dispersions due to increased coulomb repulsions.
Different starting materials—natural graphite or turbostratic
graphite—as well as different solvents—water and NMP—were
tested and electronic communication between the chromophore
and graphene was unambiguously corroborated.32 Further efforts
in this field have led to the realization of graphene flakes by
means of processing of THF solutions of a ZnPc oligomer. The
oligomer backbone is beneficial not only with respect to function
The Electrochemical Society Interface • Spring 2011

Fig. 2. Selection of currently available non-covalent and covalent functionalized graphenes.

as a template for several ZnPc but also to increase the overall π-π
stacking with graphene. Strong electronic coupling between the
individual components prevails and gives rise to new fingerprint
absorptions and a nearly quantitatively electron transfer results in
quenching of the ZnPc fluorescence.33

Concluding Remarks
In summary, a variety of sophisticated approaches have been
established to obtain stable dispersions of graphene. Differing
between top down and bottom up approach, few preparations are
known for the latter, while for the former starting from graphite
a myriad of techniques are at hands. To overcome, however,
the π-π stacking energy between individual graphene layers in
graphite crystals an activation step needs to be implemented.
Damaging the crystal lattice planes with harsh oxidants is
certainly a viable option as it is routinely carried out during the
synthesis of graphite oxide. The attached oxygen functionalities
are inception to repulsive forces and flaking of individual layers
takes place when subjected into protic media. Likewise, the use of
alkali metal intercalations activates graphite without introducing
sp3 crystal defects. Here, charge transfer from the donating
metals results in a product with widened interlayer distances.
Nevertheless, non-covalent and covalent functionalization of the
aforementioned starting materials are limited by the aggressive
conditions necessary to post-process GO or GICs to get graphene,
respectively. Functionalization is certainly a crucial step not only
for stabilizing the graphene sheets, but also for harvesting the
material’s full potential by tuning electron-donor and electronacceptor systems in solution-based processes. To this end, mild
functionalization and exfoliation techniques are required, which
would leave the lattice structure and the electronic properties of
graphene intact.					

The Electrochemical Society Interface • Spring 2011

About the Authors
Jenny Malig received her BSc in molecular science in 2007 and
her master’s degree in 2009 in molecular nano science from the
University of Erlangen-Nürnberg, Germany. She is currently
performing her PhD studies within the Graduate School of
Molecular Science at the University of Erlangen-Nürnberg. She
may be reached at jenny.malig@chemie.uni-erlangen.de.
Jan M. Englert received his BSc degree in molecular science
from the University of Erlangen-Nürnberg, Germany in 2007 on
covalent derivatization of single-walled carbon nanotubes. He
finished his MSc in molecular nanoscience in 2009 on covalent
and noncovalent functionalization of graphene at the Institute
of Advanced Materials and Processes (ZMP), for which he was
honored with the Zerweck-Award for outstanding performance
during the master’s program. As a fellow of the Graduate School
Molecular Science (GSMS) within the framework of the initiative
for excellence of the Bavarian Federal Government and as a
member of the Cluster of Excellence “Engineering of Advanced
Materials (EAM),” he is currently working as researcher at the
University of Erlangen-Nürnberg as a PhD candidate since 2010.
He may be reached at jan.englert@chemie.uni-erlangen.de.
Andreas Hirsch obtained his PhD in organic chemistry in
1990. He has subsequently carried out postdoctoral research at
the Institute for Polymers and Organic Solids in Santa Barbara,
California. In 1991 he returned to Tübingen as a research associate
at the Institute for Organic Chemistry. After his Habilitation in
1994 he joined the faculty of the Department of Chemistry at the
University of Karlsruhe as a professor. Since October 1995, he has
been Full Professor of Organic Chemistry at Friedrich-AlexanderUniversität, Erlangen-Nürnberg. Andreas Hirsch’s main research
(continued on next page)

55

Malig, et al.
(continued from previous page)
activities have been focused on the chemistry of synthetic
carbon allotropes such as fullerenes, nanotubes, and graphene
as well as supramolecular and nanochemistry. Andreas Hirsch
is the recipient of numerous honors and awards such as: DFGHabilitationsstipendium 1991, Otto-Röhm Research Award 1994,
ADUC Award for Habilitands 1994, Elhuyar-Goldschmidt Award
(Royal Chemical Society of Spain) 2006, Professor of the Year 2007
(Unicum, Germany), and ERC Advanced Grant 2009. He may be
reached at andreas.hirsch@chemie.uni-erlangen.de.
Dirk M. Guldi is one of the world-leading scientists in the field of
charge transfer/nanocarbons. In particular, he is well-known for
his outstanding contributions to the areas of charge-separation
in donor-acceptor materials and construction of nanostructured
thin films for solar energy conversion. His scientific career began
at the University of Köln, from where he graduated in chemistry
(1988) and from where he received his PhD (1990). After a
postdoctoral stay at the National Institute of Standards and
Technology in Gaithersburg/USA (1991/1992), he took a position
at the Hahn-Meitner-Institute Berlin (1992-1994). Following a
brief stay as a Feodor-Lynen Fellow at Syracuse University/USA he
joined the faculty of the Notre Dame Radiation Laboratory/USA
(1995). Then, after nearly a decade in the USA, the University of
Erlangen-Nürnberg succeeded in attracting Dirk M. Guldi back to
Germany. He is the recipient of numerous honors and awards: VCI
Abschlussstipendium (VCI, 1990), Heisenberg Preis (DFG, 1999),
Grammaticakis-Neumann Prize (Swiss Society of Photochemistry,
2000), JSPS Award (Japan Society for the Promotion of Science,
2003), JPP Award (Society of Porphyrins & Phthalocyanines,
2004), and Elhuyar-Goldschmidt Award (Spanish Chemical
Society, 2009). He was elected chairman of the ECS Fullerenes,
Nanotubes, and Carbon Nanostructures Division in 2008. He may
be reached at dirk.guldi@chemie.uni-erlangen.de.

13.

14.
15.

16.
17.
18.
19.

20.

21.

References
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

7.

8.
9.
10.
11.
12.

56

A. K. Geim and K. S. Novoselov, Nat. Mater. 6, 183 (2007).
K. Novoselov, A. Geim, S. Morozov, D. Jiang, Y. Zhang, S.
Dubonos, I. Grigorieva, and A. Firsov, Science, 306, 666
(2004).
H. P. Boehm, Angewandte Chemie International Edition, 122,
9520 (2010).
T. V. Hughes and C. R. Chambers, U.S. Patent 405, 480 (1889).
M. D. Watson, A. Fechtenkotter, and K. Mullen, Chem. Rev.,
101, 1267 (2001); B. Schmaltz, T. Weil, and K. Müllen,
Advanced Materials, 21, 1067 (2009).
S. Bae, H. Kim, Y. Lee, X. Xu, J.-S. Park, Y. Zheng, J. Balakrishnan,
T. Lei, H. Ri Kim, Y. I. Song, Y.-J. Kim, K. S. Kim, B. Ozyilmaz,
J.-H. Ahn, B. H. Hong, and S. Iijima, Nature Nanotechnology, 5,
574 (2010); Z. Sun, Z. Yan, J. Yao, E. Beitler, Y. Zhu, and J. M.
Tour, Nature, 468, 549 (2010).
K. V. Emtsev, A. Bostwick, K. Horn, J. Jobst, G. L. Kellogg,
L. Ley, J. L. McChesney, T. Ohta, S. A. Reshanov, J. Rohrl, E.
Rotenberg, A. K. Schmid, D. Waldmann, H. B. Weber, and T.
Seyller, Nat. Mater. 8, 203 (2009); C. Berger, Z. Song, T. Li, X.
Li, A. Y. Ogbazghi, R. Feng, Z. Dai, A. N. Marchenkov, E. H.
Conrad, P. N. First, and W. A. de Heer, J. Phys. Chem. B, 108,
19912 (2004).
J. Kim, L. Cote, F. Kim, and J. Huang, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 132,
260 (2010); L. J. Cote, F. Kim, and J. Huang, J. Am. Chem. Soc.,
131, 1043 (2008).
L. Staudenmaier, Chem. Berichte, 31, 1481 (1898); W. S.
Hummers and R. E. Offeman, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 80, 1339
(1958); B. Brodie, Ann. Chim. Phys. 59, 466 (1860).
H. P. Boehm, A. Clauss, G. O. Fischer, and U. Hofmann,
Zeitschrift für Naturforschung, 17b, 150 (1962).
11. H. C. Schniepp, J.-L. Li, M. J. McAllister, H. Sai, M. HerreraAlonso, D. H. Adamson, R. K. Prud’homme, R. Car, D. A.
Saville, and I. A. Aksay, J. Phys. Chem. B, 110, 8535 (2006).
12. V. Kohlenschütter and P. Haenni, Zeitschrift für
anorganische Chemie, 105, 121 (1918).

22.
23.
24.
25.
26.

27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.

33.

13. S. Stankovich, D. A. Dikin, R. D. Piner, K. A. Kohlhaas,
A. Kleinhammes, Y. Jia, Y. Wu, S. T. Nguyen, and R. S. Ruoff,
Carbon, 45, 1558 (2007); A. B. Bourlinos, D. Gournis, D.
Petridis, T. Szabó, A. Szeri, and I. Dékány, Langmuir, 19, 6050
(2003).
V. López, R. S. Sundaram, C. Gómez-Navarro, D. Olea, M.
Burghard, J. Gómez-Herrero, F. Zamora, and K. Kern, Adv.
Mater., 21, 4683 (2009).
K. Erickson, R. Erni, Z. Lee, N. Alem, W. Gannett, and A.
Zettl, Adv. Mater., 22, 4467 (2010); K. A. Mkhoyan, A. W.
Contryman, J. Silcox, D. A. Stewart, G. Eda, C. Mattevi, S.
Miller, and M. Chhowalla, Nano Letters, 9, 1058 (2009).
C. Schafhaeutl, J. Praktische Chemie, 21, 129 (1840).
C. Vallés, C. Drummond, H. Saadaoui, C. Furtado, M. He, O.
Roubeau, L. Ortolani, M. Monthioux, and A. Pénicaud, J. Am.
Chem. Soc., 130, 15802 (2008).
G. Cravotto and P. Cintas, Chemistry–A European Journal, 16,
5246 (2010).
H. Liu, S. Ryu, Z. Chen, M. L. Steigerwald, C. Nuckolls, and
L. E. Brus, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 131, 17099 (2009); L. Zheng,
Z. Li, S. Bourdo, F. Watanabe, C. C. Ryerson, and A. S. Biris,
Chem. Commun., In Press (2011); D. C. Elias, R. R. Nair, T. M.
G. Mohiuddin, S. V. Morozov, P. Blake, M. P. Halsall, A. C.
Ferrari, D. W. Boukhvalov, M. I. Katsnelson, A. K. Geim, and
K. S. Novoselov, Science, 323, 1215 (2011).
R. Zbořil, F. Karlický, A. B. Bourlinos, T. A. Steriotis, A. K.
Stubos, V. Georgakilas, K. Šafářová, D. Jančík, C. Trapalis,
and M. Otyepka, Small, 6, 2885 (2010); R. R. Nair, W. Ren,
R. Jalil, I. Riaz, V. G. Kravets, L. Britnell, P. Blake, F. Schedin,
A. S. Mayorov, S. Yuan, M. I. Katsnelson, H.-M. Cheng, W.
Strupinski, L. G. Bulusheva, A. V. Okotrub, I. V. Grigorieva,
A. N. Grigorenko, K. S. Novoselov, and A. K. Geim, Small, 6,
2877 (2010).
J. R. Lomeda, C. D. Doyle, D. V. Kosynkin, W.-F. Hwang, and
J. M. Tour, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 130, 16201 (2008); Y. Zhu, A. L.
Higginbotham, and J. M. Tour, Chem. Mater., 21, 5284 (2009);
R. Sharma, J. H. Baik, C. J. Perera, and M. S. Strano, Nano
Letters, 10, 398 (2010); A. Sinitskii, A. Dimiev, D. A. Corley, A.
A. Fursina, D. V. Kosynkin, and J. M. Tour, ACS Nano, 4, 1949
(2010).
L.-H. Liu, M. M. Lerner, and M. Yan, Nano Letters, 10, 3754
(2010).
M. Quintana, K. Spyrou, M. Grzelczak, W. R. Browne, P.
Rudolf, and M. Prato, ACS Nano, 4, 3527 (2010); Y. Cao andK.
N. Houk, J. Mater. Chem., 21, 1503 (2011).
X. Zhong, J. Jin, S. Li, Z. Niu, W. Hu, R. Li, and J. Ma, Chem.
Commun., 46, 7340 (2010).
E.-K. Choi, I.-Y. Jeon, S.-Y. Bae, H.-J. Lee, H. S. Shin, L. Dai, and
J.-B. Baek, Chem. Commun., 46, 6320 (2010).
Y. Hernandez, V. Nicolosi, M. Lotya, F. M. Blighe, Z. Sun, S.
De, I. T. McGovern, B. Holland, M. Byrne, Y. K. Gun’Ko, J. J.
Boland, P. Niraj, G. Duesberg, S. Krishnamurthy, R. Goodhue,
J. Hutchison, V. Scardaci, A. C. Ferrari, and J. N. Coleman,
Nature Nanotech, 3, 563 (2008).
M. Lotya, P. J. King, U. Khan, S. De, and J. N. Coleman, ACS
Nano, 4, 4238 (2010).
28. S. De and J. N. Coleman, ACS Nano, 4, 2713 (2010).
29. R. Hao, W. Qian, L. Zhang, and Y. Hou, Chem. Commun.,
2008, 6576 (2008).
H. Pinto, R. Jones, J. Goss, and P. Briddon, J. Physics: Condensed
Matter, 21, 402001 (2009).
X. An, T. Simmons, R. Shah, C. Wolfe, K. Lewis, M.
Washington, S. Nayak, S. Talapatra, and S. Kar, Nano Letters,
10, 4295 (2010).
J. M. Englert, J. Röhrl, C. D. Schmidt, R. Graupner, M.
Hundhausen, F. Hauke, and A. Hirsch, Adv. Mater., 21,
4265 (2009); N. V. Kozhemyakina, J. M. Englert, G. Yang, E.
Spiecker, C. D. Schmidt, F. Hauke, and A. Hirsch, Adv. Mater.,
22, 5483 (2010).
J. Malig, N. Jux, D. Kiessling, J.-J. Cid, P. Vazquez, T. Torres,
and D. M. Guldi, Angewandte Chemie, In Press (2011), DOI:
10.1002/ANIE.201003364.

The Electrochemical Society Interface • Spring 2011

