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Abstract
The performance of organic solar cells strongly depends on the bulk-heterojunction (BHJ) morphology of the photoactive layer. This BHJ forms
during the drying of the wet-deposited solution, because of physical processes such as crystallization and/or liquid-liquid phase separation
(LLPS). However, the process-structure relationship remains insufficiently understood. In this work, a recently developed, coupled phase-field
–fluid mechanics framework is used to simulate the BHJ formation upon drying. For the first time, this allows to investigate the interplay
between all the relevant physical processes (evaporation, crystal nucleation and growth, liquid demixing, composition-dependent kinetic
properties), within a single coherent theoretical framework. Simulations for the model system P3HT-PCBM are presented. The comparison
with previously reported in-situ characterization of the drying structure is very convincing: the morphology formation pathways, crystallization
kinetics, and final morphology are in line with experimental results. The final BHJ morphology is a subtle mixture of pure crystalline donor and
acceptor phases, pure and mixed amorphous domains, which depends on the process parameters and material properties. The expected
benefit of such an approach is to identify physical design rules for ink formulation and processing conditions to optimize the cell’s performance.
It could be applied to recent organic material systems in the future.
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occurring during the fabrication of solution-processed OSC.10
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These phenomena are triggered by the concentration

increase upon drying of the wet film. At the end of the drying,
Context. Organic solar cells are a promising photovoltaics

the morphology evolution is kinetically quenched far from its

technology. They can be produced using solution processing, a

thermodynamic

cheap, scalable and ecologically-friendly method. This also

concentration. However, the process-structure relationship

allows for the fabrication of flexible or semi-transparent

remains poorly understood: first, the assessment of the film

modules, opening the way to new applications like building-

morphology at the nanoscale, with many different phases, in

integrated or portable photovoltaics. However, the efficiency of

blends of purely organic materials, is an experimental challenge.

such solar cells needs to be improved. In parallel to the
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development of new photoactive materials, understanding and

applications so that a large number of different blends is

improving the processing route is promising, because the

investigated, which might hinder the determination of a

nanomorphology of photoactive layers required for high device

coherent picture.9 Third, the BHJ formation strongly depends on

performance forms during the fabrication process. In organic

the thermodynamic and kinetic properties of the donor-

solar cells (OSC), the photoactive layers are typically 100 −

acceptor-solvent(s) mixture, which makes it a very complicated

300 𝑛𝑚 thick and made of two materials, one electron donor

coupled thermodynamic and kinetic problem and thus a

(frequently a polymer) and one electron acceptor. The current

theoretical challenge.19 20 21

understanding of the structure-property relationship can be

Objectives. The present paper is a contribution to the progress

summarized as follows:

1 2 3 4

equilibrium

due

to

vanishing

solvent

Second, new materials are frequently developed for OSC

light absorption leads to the

on the theoretical understanding of BHJ formation. The idea is

formation of strongly bound excitons, which need to be

to use a unified simulation framework handling the minimal

separated into free charge carriers. This occurs usually in a mixed

physics required to describe the problem. First, crystal

interphase between a donor-rich region and an acceptor-rich

nucleation and growth of donor and acceptor materials, LLPS,

region. Since the excitons’ mean free path is about 10 𝑛𝑚, the

and evaporation of solvents are the basic phase transformations

domain size of the donor and acceptor regions should not

to be taken into account. Second, the film composition is

exceed 10 − 20 𝑛𝑚. After the separation, the electrons and

constantly changing due to solvent removal, and the kinetic

holes have to be efficiently transported to the electrodes. Thus,

properties defining the evolution rate of the morphology

charge transport should occur in relatively pure and crystalline

(diffusion coefficients for diffusive mass transfer, viscosities for

donor and acceptor phases, respectively. In addition, the charge

advective mass transfer, crystallization rates) might vary over

carriers should be provided pathways to their respective

orders of magnitude. Their composition-dependence has to be

collecting electrode, either through the pure phases or a mixed

integrated in the model. Third, the typical length scales to be

phase, provided its composition allows for charge transport.

described range from a couple of nanometres to more than one

Therefore,

‘bulk

micrometre for the wet film thickness and typical processing

heterojunction’ (BHJ), a co-continuous nanostructure of pure,

times are, for example, at least in the range of seconds or

significantly crystalline donor and acceptor phases eventually

minutes for the drying step. Fourth, the expected presence of

bridged with mixed phases.

many different liquid and solid domains with various

The bulk heterojunction concept has led to very successful

compositions requires a straightforward handling of all

results over the last 20 years, with the best organic solar cell

interfaces between the phases.

the

desired

structure

efficiencies now reaching 16 − 18%

is
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a

so-called

These results have

Even if some very interesting insights have been obtained by

been obtained by developing new donor and acceptor materials

simulations at small scales using molecular dynamics or

(notably non-fullerene acceptors

4

optoelectronic

also

properties,

but

8

9)

by

with improved
tuning

dissipative particle dynamics,22

23 24 25 26

the length and times

their

scales of the problem, as well as the acknowledged importance

thermodynamic properties and the processing conditions. This is

of kinetics makes continuum mechanics methods more

because the BHJ formation is controlled by thermodynamic

appropriate to tackle the problem. Among these, phase-field

processes (crystallization, liquid-liquid phase separation (LLPS))

(PF) simulations are particularly well-appropriated, because they

are basically thought to describe the kinetic evolution of a

Furthermore, one needs to understand in which order and at

multiphase system towards its thermodynamic equilibrium,

which vertical position, from the substrate to the film surface,

using a diffuse interface approach.27

PF is a well-

they appear. Of course, interactions between the different

established and versatile method which has been used to model

phase transformations, for instance LLPS-induced crystallization

LLPS, crystallization in various systems, precipitation, liquid-

or conversely crystallization-induced LLPS can complicate the

vapour transformations and many more, and which has been

morphology formation. As will be illustrated below, the analysis

coupled to fluid mechanics (FM) equations. 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40

of the phase diagrams and of the characteristic time scales for

41 42 In the fields of OSC, it has already been applied to investigate

the various rate processes (evaporation, crystal nucleation,

the evolution of a dry amorphous donor-acceptor mixture.43 44 A

crystal growth, grain coarsening, diffusion, advection, spinodal

significant step towards understanding of the morphology

decomposition, liquid phase coarsening,) provides very useful

formation upon drying has

simulating

hints, even if one has to keep in mind that these time scales are

decomposition.45 46 47 48 49 50 51

actually composition- and thus time-dependent. Questioning

Unfortunately, the crystallization was not taken into account in

the characteristic length scales (initial wet film height, dry film

these works. However, in another research field (drug delivery

height, critical radius of emerging nuclei, minimal size of

applications),

successfully

demixed regions for spinodal decomposition) also helps to

simultaneous LLPS and crystallization in a drying ternary polymer

understand how the phase transformations take place. For

evaporation-induced spinodal

mixture,

52

53

Saylor
54

55

and

28 29 30 31

been done

Kim

by

simulated

even if several processes like crystal

instance, if the minimal size for liquid-liquid demixing is

impingement or advection were not taken into account. Building

comparable with the film height, this might result in vertical

on these seminal works, we recently proposed a new PF

layering or even hinder the LLPS in the z-direction,33 and vertical

framework taking into account all the physical features listed

concentration gradients due to diffusional limitations are more

above. 56 57 58

likely in thick films. Indeed, the vertical organization of the

In the present paper, we apply this PF model to simulate the BHJ

photoactive layer is a sophisticated problem, which is

formation upon drying of a polymer-small molecule organic

determined by all the aspects described above. It will certainly

photoactive layer. A major improvement as compared to

be a long-standing research topic to sort out the various relevant

previous studies is that crystallization is taken into account: of

morphology formation pathways for OSC photoactive layers,

course, the morphology formation mechanisms and the final

and this cannot be the topic of the current paper. Instead, we

structure are significantly affected. The objectives are to test the

focus in the following on one particular case, basing on the well-

ability of our framework to handle “realistic” OSC systems with

known P3HT-PCBM system.

appropriate material parameters, to understand the BHJ
formation

pathways,

to

quantitatively

characterize

Model

the

morphology evolution, and to compare with experimental
results for validation.

Kinetic equations

Relevant questions for the morphology formation pathways. In
general, depending on the material properties, several phase

Field variables. Our coupled Phase Field – Fluid Mechanics (PF-

transformations can take place in the drying ternary donor-

FM) model has been presented extensively in a previous paper

acceptor-solvent solution: liquid-liquid demixing due to donor-

the reader is referred to for more details.58 Here, we describe

acceptor, donor-solvent or acceptor-solvent immiscibility, donor

only the main features and underlying equations of the

crystallization,

simulation method.

and

acceptor

crystallization.

Since

these

processes are not instantaneous and since the mobilities in the

The system of 𝑛 materials (here: donor, acceptor, one solvent

drying mixture decreases tremendously upon drying, the time

and the air), among which 𝑛𝑐 can crystallize (here: donor and

provided for significant phase transformation is limited.

acceptor) is described by the 𝑛 volume fraction fields 𝜑𝑖 , the 𝑛𝑐

Therefore, identifying qualitatively the morphology formation

order parameter fields 𝜙𝑘 varying between 0 and 1 from the

pathway requires first of all to find out whether these processes

amorphous/liquid to the crystalline/solid phase, 𝑛𝑐 marker fields

are thermodynamically expected, if they have sufficient time to

𝜃𝑘 for identification of single crystallites. (𝜃𝑘 being undefined

occur and at which solvent concentration this would be.

outside the crystals), one order parameter field 𝜙𝑣 varying

3

between 0 and 1 from the amorphous to the vapour phase, and

material which remains in the gas phase only. Using Equations 2

a single velocity field 𝒗. The density is assumed to be constant

and 3 with a high mobility coefficient 𝑀𝑣 , evaporation is a two-

and homogeneous in the whole simulation box.57 58

step process with a fast LV transition for the solvents, the buildup of local LV equilibrium at the film surface, and a slow diffusion

Mass transport. The evolution equation for the volume fractions
is given by the advective Cahn-Hilliard-Cook equation

59 60 61

process away from the equilibrium vapour layer. The

for

evaporation kinetics is fully driven by the diffusive flux (Equation

𝑖 = 1 … 𝑛 − 1:

33) so that the Hertz-Knudsen theory of evaporation
𝑛−1

𝜕𝜑𝑖
𝑣0
𝛿𝐺
𝛿𝐺
+ 𝒗𝛁𝜑𝑖 =
𝛻 [∑ 𝛬𝑖𝑗 𝜵 (
−
)] + 𝜁𝐶𝐻 𝑖
𝜕𝑡
𝑅𝑇
𝛿𝜑𝑗 𝛿𝜑𝑛

65

is

recovered.57
(1)

Crystallization. The evolution of the order parameters 𝜙𝑘 for the

𝑗=1

𝑛𝑐 crystalline materials is given by the stochastic Allen-Cahn
equations

and the last volume fraction is deduced from the required
volume

conservation,

∑ 𝜑𝑖 = 1.

This

is

a

generalized,

𝜕𝜙𝑘
𝑣0
𝛿𝐺
+ 𝒗𝛁𝜙𝑘 = −
𝑀𝑘
+ 𝜁𝐴𝐶 𝑘
𝜕𝑡
𝑅𝑇
𝛿𝜙𝑘

multicomponent advection-diffusion equation where the
exchange chemical potentials act as driving forces. The

(4)

potentials are obtained from a free energy functional 𝐺 including

Here, 𝜁𝐴𝐶 𝑘 are Gaussian noise terms which allow for

surface tension contributions which will be detailed below,

spontaneous nucleation events. The Allen-Cahn mobility

𝛿𝐺 ⁄𝛿𝜑𝑗 standing for the functional derivative of the free

coefficient for crystals is 𝑀𝑘 = 𝑀𝑘,0 𝐷𝑠,𝑘 ({𝜑})⁄𝐷𝑠,𝑘𝑘 (where

energy. 𝑅 is the gas constant, 𝑇 the temperature and 𝑣0 the

𝑙𝑖𝑞
𝐷𝑠,𝑘𝑘

molar volume of the lattice site as defined in the Flory-Huggins

made of pure 𝑘, 𝑀𝑘,0 the Allen-Cahn mobility in the pure

theory.62 63 𝛬𝑖𝑗 are field-dependent symmetric Onsager mobility

material 𝑘 and 𝐷𝑠,𝑘 ({𝜑𝑘 }) the self diffusion coefficient in the

coefficients which are related to the self-diffusion coefficients of

mixture) so that the crystallization process is favoured in highly

each material by the slow-mode theory.64 The composition-

mobile media like dilute solutions, as will be discussed below. In

dependence of the self-diffusion coefficients in the liquid phase

addition to this, a marker value 𝜃𝑘 is attributed randomly to each

𝑙𝑖𝑞

𝑙𝑖𝑞

is the self-diffusion coefficient of material 𝑘 in a matrix
𝑙𝑖𝑞

will be discussed below. 𝜁𝐶𝐻 𝑖 are coupled Gaussian noise terms

newly created nucleus as soon as the order parameter 𝜙𝑘 and

whose expression can be found in58

the volume fraction 𝜑𝑘 both exceed given thresholds. Upon

Evaporation. The evolution equation for the vapour order

crystal growth, the newly crystallizing nodes at crystal

parameter 𝜙𝑣 is given by the advective Allen-Cahn equation

boundaries are given the marker value of the crystal core.

𝜕𝜙𝑣
𝑣0
𝛿𝐺
+ 𝒗𝛁𝜙𝑣 = −
𝑀
𝜕𝑡
𝑅𝑇 𝑣 𝛿𝜙𝑣

Finally, as soon as the volume fraction or order parameter drop
below the threshold, the marker value becomes undefined

(2)

again. With such a simple procedure, the marker value is

where 𝑀𝑣 is the Allen-Cahn mobility coefficient for the vapor.

uniform in a given crystal and is bound to the evolution of the

The Allen-Cahn equation is non-conservative so that during the

order parameter and volume fraction field.

simulation of a drying film, the condensed phase region shrinks

Fluid flows. The Allen-Cahn and Cahn-Hilliard equations lead to

upon solvent liquid-vapour phase transition. The evaporation

the minimization of the free energy, so that the kinetic evolution

flux of each solvent is defined at the top boundary of the

of system towards its thermodynamic equilibrium is calculated.

simulation domain by

In order to take into account the role of advective mass
transport, they are coupled to fluid mechanics equations. In such

𝑣0 𝑁𝑖
𝑣𝑎𝑝
𝑗𝑖,𝐻𝐾 = 𝛼√
𝑃 (𝜑
− 𝜑𝑖∞ )
2𝜋𝑅𝑇 𝜌𝑖 0 𝑖

a small system, the Reynolds number is always small and fluid

(3)

inertia can be neglected. In addition, buoyancy forces are
negligible as compared to the capillary forces generated at the

where 𝜑𝑖∞ is defined as 𝜑𝑖∞ = 𝑃𝑖∞ /𝑃0 with 𝑃𝑖∞ being the partial
𝑣𝑎𝑝

pressure in the environment, 𝑃0 is a reference pressure, 𝜑𝑖

many interfaces in the film. Assuming also incompressibility, the

is

continuity and momentum conservation equations read

the volume fraction of material 𝑖 in the vapor phase close to the

𝛻𝒗 = 0
{− 𝛁𝑃 + 𝛁(2𝜂 𝐒) + 𝑭 + 𝑭 = 𝟎
𝑚𝑖𝑥
𝝋
𝝓

film, and 𝛼 is the evaporation-condensation coefficient. The
solvent leaving the simulation box is replaced by a buffer

4

(5)

Here, 𝑃 is the pressure, 𝐒 is the strain rate tensor and 𝜂𝑚𝑖𝑥 a
composition-dependent viscosity given by 𝜂𝑚𝑖𝑥 = ∏𝑛𝑖=1 𝜂𝑖 𝜑𝑖 in

𝜌𝑘 𝜑𝑘 2 (𝑔(𝜙𝑘 )𝑊𝑘 + 𝑝(𝜙𝑘 )𝐿𝑐𝑘 )
𝐺𝑘𝑐 =

the liquid, 𝜂𝑖 being the viscosities of the pure materials. The
significantly higher (resp. lower) than in the liquid. 𝑭𝝋 and 𝑭𝝓

(9)

In the equation above, the first line of the RHS stand for the

are the capillary forces arising at interfaces from the volume

energy change upon crystallization. 𝜌𝑘 is the material density,

fraction and order parameter gradients, respectively:41 58 66

𝑊𝑘 fixes the height of the energy barrier upon phase change
together with the double-well function 𝑔(𝜙) = 𝜙 2 (𝜙 − 1)2 ,

𝑛

𝑭𝝋 = 𝜵 [∑ 𝜅𝑖 (|𝜵𝜑𝑖 |𝟐 𝜤 − 𝜵𝜑𝑖 × 𝜵𝜑𝑖 )]

and 𝐿𝑐𝑘 is the heat of crystallization calculated from the heat of

𝑖=1
𝑛𝑐

𝑓𝑢𝑠

fusion 𝐿𝑘

(6)

∑ 𝜀𝑘 2 (|𝜵𝜙𝑘 |𝟐 𝜤 − 𝜵𝜙𝑘 × 𝜵𝜙𝑘 )

and the melting temperature 𝑇𝑚,𝑘 using 𝐿𝑐𝑘 =

𝑓𝑢𝑠

𝐿𝑘 (𝑇 ⁄𝑇𝑚,𝑘 − 1). The second line stands for modified pair
interaction energies in the crystal between the crystallized

𝑘=1

[ +𝜀𝑣 2 (|𝜵𝜙𝑣 |𝟐 𝜤 − 𝜵𝜙𝑣 × 𝜵𝜙𝑣 ) ]

{

𝑅𝑇
∑ 𝜙𝑘 2 𝜑𝑘 𝜑𝑗 𝜒𝑘𝑗,𝑠𝑙
𝑣0
𝑗≠𝑘

viscosity in the crystals (resp. vapor phase) are set to be

𝑭𝝓 = 𝜵

𝑛

+

molecules of material 𝑘 and amorphous molecules of material 𝑗.
The solid-liquid Flory-Huggins interaction parameters 𝜒𝑘𝑗,𝑠𝑙 fix

Here 𝜅𝑖 , 𝜀𝑘 and 𝜀𝑣 are surface tension parameters for liquid-

the intensity of this augmented contributions. The vapour phase

liquid (LL), liquid-solid (LS) and liquid-vapour (LV) interfaces

is assumed to be an ideal gas, so that defining 𝜑𝑠𝑎𝑡,𝑖 = 𝑃𝑠𝑎𝑡,𝑖 /𝑃0

which fix the interfacial tensions and the intensity of the capillary

from the vapor pressures 𝑃𝑠𝑎𝑡,𝑖 , the free energy density of the

forces.

gas phase simply reads

Thermodynamics: the free energy

𝑛

𝐺𝑣 =
The thermodynamic behaviour is encoded in the free energy

In addition, 𝐺𝑘𝑐𝑣 = 𝐸𝑘 𝜙𝑘 2 𝜙𝑣 2 is a crystal-vapor interaction

𝑛𝑐

energy density whose intensity is given by the solid-vapour (SV)

(1 − 𝑝(𝜙𝑣 )) (𝐺 𝑙 + ∑ 𝐺𝑘𝑐 ) + 𝑝(𝜙𝑣 )𝐺 𝑣 + ∑ 𝐺𝑘𝑐𝑣

𝐺 = ∫ 𝑑𝑉

𝑘=1

𝑉

[+𝐺 + 𝐺
𝑛

energy 𝐸𝑘 . This term is active in the crystalline regions only

(7)

𝑘=1

(defined as nodes where the marker value is defined) and

]

𝑖

(10)

𝑖=1

functional 𝐺 which contains different contributions:
𝑛𝑐

𝑅𝑇
𝜑𝑖
∑ 𝜑𝑖 𝑙𝑛 (
)
𝑣0
𝜑𝑠𝑎𝑡,𝑖

prevents the overlap of vapour with crystalline order parameters
𝐺 𝑙 is the LL free energy density of mixing in the condensed

which might occur due to the diffuse interface nature of the PF

phase, 𝐺𝑘𝑐 is the contribution related to the LS phase transition

method, and which could lead to unphysical crystal instability at

of material 𝑘, 𝐺 𝑣 is the free energy density in the gas phase, 𝐺𝑘𝑐𝑣

the film surface. More details on this topic can be found in

are crystal-vapour interaction terms, 𝐺 𝑛 is a purely numerical

𝐺𝑛

contribution and 𝐺 𝑖 the interfacial tension energy density. At the

fraction values to escape the physically meaningful ]0,1[

LV interface, the free energy is interpolated between the

interval, and thus providing enhanced numerical stability and

condensed phase and the vapour phase value using the classical

efficiency.52 𝛽 is chosen small enough to avoid any significant

phase-field interpolation function 𝑝(𝜙) = 𝜙 2 (3 − 2𝜙). For the

modification of the mixture physical properties. Finally, the

LL free energy density of mixing, we use the Flory-Huggins

interfacial, non-local energy density is related to the gradients of

theory: 62 63

the field variables by
𝑛

𝐺𝑙

𝑛

𝑛

𝑛

𝑅𝑇
𝜑𝑖 𝑙𝑛𝜑𝑖
=
(∑
+ ∑ ∑ 𝜑𝑖 𝜑𝑗 𝜒𝑖𝑗,𝑙𝑙 )
𝑣0
𝑁𝑖
𝑖=1

=

𝛽 ∑𝑛𝑖=1 𝜑𝑖 −1

∑

(8)

𝑖=1 𝑗>𝑖

𝐺𝑖 =

Here, 𝑁𝑖 represents the molar volume 𝑣0 𝑁𝑖 of each material and
30 67 68

𝑖=1

is a contribution preventing the volume

𝜅𝑖
𝜀𝑣 2
(𝜵𝜑𝑖 )2 +
(𝜵𝜙𝑣 )2
2
2

𝜋𝜀𝑔,𝑘
𝜀𝑘 2
(𝜵𝜙𝑘 )2 + 𝑝(𝜙𝑘 )
|𝜵|𝛿(𝜵𝜃𝑘 ))
+∑(
2
2

(11)

𝑖=1

𝜒𝑖𝑗,𝑙𝑙 are the binary Flory-Huggins interaction parameters in the
liquid state. Following previous works,

𝑛𝑐

58.

the free energy

Note that the 𝜵𝜑𝑖 term will contribute to the interfacial tension

density of crystallization is given by

of all kinds of interfaces, because there is a compositional
variation within any interface. This is the only contribution for LL

5

interfaces, but the LV interfacial energy also includes the 𝜵𝜙𝑣

as possible to the ones measured for P3HT-DCB and PCBM-DCB

term, the SL interfacial energy the 𝜵𝜙𝑘 term, and the SV

(see discussion below), both phase diagrams are adapted

interfaces both 𝜵𝜙𝑣 and 𝜵𝜙𝑘 terms. The 𝜵𝜃𝑘 contribution is a

considering two guidelines. First, the solubility limits have been

grain boundary energy term active at the interface between

measured to be 15 𝑚𝑔 ∙ 𝑚𝐿−1 (resp. 42 𝑚𝑔 ∙ 𝑚𝐿−1 ) at room

different crystals (i.e. having different marker values) of the

temperature,

same materials, 𝜀𝑔,𝑘 being the grain energy coefficient. This

and 3% for the liquids. They are known to increase with

allows for a proper simulation of crystal impingement and grain

temperature, the PCBM solubility remaining higher until P3HT

coarsening.

significantly increases around 50 − 60 °𝐶 and becomes higher

72

which corresponds to volume fractions of 1%

than the PCBM solubility. Even if slightly different results are
reported elsewhere in the literature, 10 our phase diagrams aim

Simulations of photoactive film drying

at reproducing these trends qualitatively. Second, P3HT is
known to crystallize upon drying almost as soon as the solubility

Thermodynamic and kinetic properties

limit is reached. 10 17 Unfortunately, as will be illustrated below,
in our PF simulations the solute volume fraction for the onset on

In this section, we report on simulations of the morphology

nucleation 𝜑𝑑𝑛𝑢𝑐𝑙,𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡 (resp. 𝜑𝑎𝑛𝑢𝑐𝑙,𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡 ) is significantly higher

formation upon drying for a typical OSC photoactive layer. The

than the liquidus volume fraction. It is related to the lowest

target system is the P3HT-PC61BM donor-acceptor blend

volume fraction for which the mixture is unstable 𝜑𝑑𝑚𝑖𝑛,𝑢𝑛𝑠𝑡

dissolved in DCB, because it is a well-known system with a large

(resp. 𝜑𝑎𝑚𝑖𝑛,𝑢𝑛𝑠𝑡 ). The polymer-solvent phase diagram is

amount of experimental data available, regarding the material

adjusted in order to have low values for 𝜑𝑑𝑛𝑢𝑐𝑙,𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡 , and thus

parameters as well as the morphology characterization. Before

𝜑𝑑𝑚𝑖𝑛,𝑢𝑛𝑠𝑡 . A side effect of this choice is that the solidus

turning to the simulations of film drying themselves, we review

composition corresponds to crystals with significant amounts of

the thermodynamic and kinetic properties of the material

solvent.

system. The objective is to provide some simple guidelines and
numbers that are of fundamental importance to understand the

For the binary donor-acceptor blend (Figure 1d), the P3HT-

complex behaviour upon drying. The phase diagram of the

PCBM eutectic phase diagram measured on the first DSC heating

ternary mixture, its drying kinetics and the crystallization kinetics

curve are recovered.

of each solute in a binary, non-evaporating solution are

below 100 °𝐶, a solid-solid equilibrium with nearly pure crystals

discussed. Finally, we comment on the parameter set we choose

of

for these simulations, and its relationship to the data available

thermodynamically stable state of the P3HT-PCBM photoactive

from the literature for the P3HT-PCBM-DCB mixture. All

layer is a two phase, fully crystalline morphology of pure P3HT

parameters are gathered in the Supporting Information S1.

and PCBM crystals (remember that the semi-crystalline nature

both

materials

73 74At

is

a typical processing temperature

expected.

In

other

words,

the

of the polymer is not taken into account in this work, and note

Thermodynamics: calculation of the phase diagrams. The

that we talk about PCBM “crystals” even if the ordered nature of

temperature-dependent binary donor-solvent, acceptor-solvent

the fullerene aggregates is still open to debate).

and donor-acceptor phase diagrams, as well as the ternary phase
diagram at 60 °𝐶 are shown in Figure 1. In order to determine

Finally, the corresponding ternary donor-acceptor-solvent phase

this phase-diagram, the order parameter values minimizing the

diagram at 60 °𝐶 is shown in Figure 1b. The unstable domains

+ 𝐺𝑎𝑐 at

arise due to the crystallization properties of the donor and the

each blend composition are calculated for both donor and

acceptor, hiding the liquid-liquid immiscibility region. Upon

acceptor (subscripts d and a, respectively). Then, the unstable

drying, a ternary liquid-solid-solid phase separation is expected

region of the phase diagram and the equilibrium compositions

between a crystalline, PCBM-free P3HT phase including small

are calculated using the derivative-free procedure proposed by

amount of solvents, a crystalline, P3HT-free PCBM phase

Horst.69

including even less solvent and a liquid, P3HT-free, solvent phase

free energy density of the condensed phase 𝐺 𝑙 +

70

𝐺𝑑𝑐

The form chosen for the free energy allows to

including PCBM. Upon further drying, the situation switches to a

generate a multitude of different phase diagrams.67 68 71

binary solid-solid equilibrium with a P3HT crystalline phase

The binary donor-solvent and acceptor-solvent phase diagrams

including solvent but no PCBM, and a crystalline PCBM phase

are shown in Figure 1a and Figure 1c respectively, featuring a
liquid-solid equilibrium. In addition to using parameters as close

6

including less solvent. The amount of solvent in both phases
goes down with diminishing overall solvent amount.

Figure 1: phase diagrams of the investigated mixture (a) binary acceptor –solvent phase diagram (b) ternary donor-acceptor-solvent phase
diagram at 60 °𝐶 (c) binary donor –solvent phase diagram (d) binary donor –acceptor phase diagram. The unstable compositions are
represented in grey, the liquidus in blue, the acceptor solidus in orange, the donor solidus in yellow and (for the ternary phase diagram) the tie
lines in green. . The unstable compositions associated with a binary equilibrium are represented in light grey and (for the ternary phase diagram)
the metastable compositions associated with a ternary equilibrium in middle grey, and the unstable compositions associated with a ternary
equilibrium in dark grey. The material parameters used for the phase diagrams can be found in the Supporting Information S1, Table S1.
Kinetics: crystal growth and nucleation rates, evaporation.

depends only on the thermodynamic properties of the blend.

Whether the morphology formation upon drying really follows

Both terms contribute to a significant decrease of the nucleation

the trends deduced from the equilibrium thermodynamics

rate with decreasing solute concentration. Finally, the first factor

considerations detailed above depends on the kinetic properties

given by the Allen-Cahn mobility is a purely kinetic factor

of the mixture. To shed some light on this, we first simulate the

reflecting the local mobility of the molecules in the mixture.

crystallization process of each solution in a DCB solution at

Remember that 𝑀𝑘 is assumed to be proportional to the self-

different, fixed volume fractions, starting from a homogenous

diffusion coefficient in the mixture. In a solution, the mobilities

crystal-free mixture (Figure 2). The nucleation rate 𝜈𝑛𝑢𝑐𝑙 is

strongly increase upon dilution. The balance with the

expected to be the product of three terms of a material k and

thermodynamic contribution leads to a maximum nucleation

can be written as the product of three terms:

rate at intermediate concentrations. The same holds for the

𝜈𝑛𝑢𝑐𝑙 ∝ 𝑀𝑘 𝐴(𝐻𝑘 )𝑒

−

∆𝐺 ∗
𝑅𝑇

crystal growth rate, the effect of increasing mobilities upon
(12)

dilution being balanced by the decreasing thermodynamic
driving force for phase change.

Here, 𝐻𝑘 is the height of the energy barrier for the liquid-solid.
58

The composition-dependence of the diffusion coefficients is a

The last term is therefore a purely thermodynamic factor

very complex scientific question, especially for polymer

where ∆𝐺 ∗ is the energy barrier to be overcome for the

solutions. In this work, however, we use for simplicity a

formation of a stable nucleus. The second term is related to the

𝜑 →1
𝑙𝑖𝑞
logarithmic mean, 𝐷𝑠,𝑖 ({𝜑}) = ∏𝑛𝑘=1(𝐷𝑠,𝑖𝑘 )

probability of a fluctuation overcoming the energy barrier and

𝜑𝑘

𝜑 →1

, where 𝐷𝑠,𝑖𝑘

is the self-diffusion coefficient of the (liquid) ith-material in the

7

kth pure (liquid) materials. Setting the diffusion coefficients of

increasing dilution, emerging coupled order-parameter-volume

the polymer donor (resp. the small-molecule acceptor) in the

fraction fluctuations tend to be smeared out instead of

pure donor (resp. acceptor) roughly five (resp. three) decades

developing into germs, because they cannot reach the unstable

below the self-diffusion coefficients at infinite dilution, the

region of the phase diagram. As a consequence, the nucleation

diffusion coefficients drop of about one decade every 20%

rate drops over orders of magnitude for concentrations

(resp. 33%) volume fraction (see Supporting Information S1 for

significantly lower than 𝜑 𝑚𝑖𝑛,𝑢𝑛𝑠𝑡 , whatever the kinetic

the exact parameter set). Using these values together with the

properties. For these reasons, nucleation very close to the

thermodynamic properties presented above, we find that the

liquidus concentration is physically penalized and hence hard to

crystallization rate of the polymer donor increases upon dilution

obtain in our theoretical framework, at least for polymers. This

𝜑𝑑𝑛𝑢𝑐𝑙,𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡

≈ 0.2, and then

raises the question why the onset of nucleation could be

abruptly drops due to the thermodynamic properties (Figure

observed as soon as the solubility limit is reached in drying OPV

2a). In addition to the critical germ radius getting always larger

films. 10 17

due to the increasing mobility until

and the driving force for crystallization always smaller with

Figure 2: Crystallization in a binary solute-solvent solution at fixed composition for various solute content. (a) Donor crystallization, timedependent total amount of crystallized donor. (b) Donor crystallization, time-dependent mean radius of donor crystals. (c) Time required to
reach 50% crystallized solute, for both donor and acceptor. The simulation box size is 256 𝑛𝑚 × 256 𝑛𝑚 with a grid spacing of 1 𝑛𝑚.
The average time-dependent radius of the crystals is shown in

In Figure 2c, the crystallization rates for the donor and the

(Figure 2b) for different volume fractions. As expected, the

acceptor in a solution at fixed global composition are compared.

crystals are larger with deceasing super saturation. With the

As can be expected from the phase diagrams (Figure 1a and c),

parameters chosen, the crystallization process is significantly

crystallization sets on at higher concentration for the small-

dominated by nucleation as compared to classical growth.

molecule acceptor, but the composition-dependency is less

Nevertheless, the crystals increase due to various phenomena

pronounced because of the smaller difference in the diffusion

after the build-up phase. In the less dilute solutions, the crystals

coefficient of pure solvent and pure solute. This results in a

touch each other and the grain size increases by grain

faster crystallization process for the pure acceptor as compared

coarsening. In the more dilute solutions, where the crystals are

to the pure polymer.

surrounded by the liquid phase, we observe two growth

In addition to the characterization of the crystallization kinetics,

mechanisms, leading to very rapid growth: first, Ostwald

the knowledge of the drying kinetics is required in order to

ripening causes smaller crystals to disappear to the benefit of

understand the behaviour of the drying film. The expected

the larger ones. Second, the concentration in the liquid phase is

drying curves, corresponding to the simulations of evaporating

decreasing with time, therefore the critical germ size increases.

films (see next section), but excluding any crystallization process,

Germs with a radius initially just above the critical radius, and

are shown in Figure 3. Thereby, the initial mixture is a 20: 13: 67

thus initially stable, become unstable and disappear. This means

donor:acceptor:solvent blend (1:1 donor:acceptor weight ratio).

that obtaining small, slowly growing crystals that nucleate early

The initial height is 450nm and the final height 148 𝑛𝑚.

(i.e. at high dilution) is difficult, and that a later nucleation

Evaporation occurs at a constant rate almost until the end as

should favour a morphology with smaller crystals.

expected for a polymer solution. The diffusion-limited

8

evaporation phase at the end of the drying is almost absent,

crystallization process ranging from 20% to higher solute

because the time scale for diffusion in the liquid remains small

volume fractions would be possible.

as compared to the time scale of the drying: we use relatively

With the description of the thermodynamic and kinetic

high diffusion coefficients of the solvent at high polymer

properties given above, the time and length scales can be

concentration, because at 60°C the systems always remain

identified. They are the fundamental elements required to

above the glass transition temperature of P3HT. The

qualitatively understand the morphology formation upon

corresponding (time-dependent) Biot number ℎ(𝑡)𝑣𝑒 (𝑡)/𝐷(𝑡) is

drying, as will be illustrated in the next section. Nevertheless, a

in the range 4.10−5 to 10−1 (ℎ being the film height, 𝑣𝑒 the

drying ternary mixture is a very complicated system. We believe

surface vertical displacement speed and 𝐷 the mutual diffusion

that investigating the crystallization behaviour of binary donor-

coefficient). In general, diffusion processes in the liquid are fast

solvent and acceptor-solvent blends at fixed solvent loading, as

as compared to the evaporation and the crystallization

described above, is a very useful milestone for the physical

processes, so that no concentration gradients due to diffusional

understanding of OPV BHJ formation. On the one hand, this is a

limitations are expected. In addition, this means that whenever

much simpler system as compared to the drying ternary mixture.

a spinodal decomposition is possible, the liquid-liquid demixing

First, the complexity due the constantly changing solvent loading

should be completed almost instantaneously (as compared to

is suppressed. Second, additional interactions that could occur

the other processes).

in the ternary mixture between the phase transformation
phenomena (donor and acceptor crystallization, donor-solvent
and acceptor-solvent LLPS, donor-acceptor LLPS) are avoided.
On the other hand, as shown above, a lot of crucial information
can be obtained from such binary blends, reducing the horizon
of possibilities. Therefore, an experimental characterization of
the crystallization and/or LLPS kinetics in non-evaporating,
binary solutions, if possible, would be highly desirable, not only
for the sake of strengthening simulations, but also for the
general comprehension of solution-processed OPV.
Relationship to known material parameters for the P3HTPCBM-DCB system. The thermodynamic and kinetic properties
detailed above have been obtained with parameters inspired by
the P3HT-PCBM-DCB mixture. The melting temperature and the
heat of fusion for P3HT are in the range 210 − 240 ℃ and 30 −

Figure 3: drying curves for the 20: 13: 67 donor-acceptor-solvent
blend at different evaporation rates such that the evaporationcondensation coefficient is 𝛼 = 𝑉𝑒 𝛼𝑟𝑒𝑓 . (Full lines) normalized film
height relative to the initial height ℎ/ℎ0 . (Dashed lines) solvent
volume fraction 𝜑𝑠 . 1D simulations without crystallization.

50 𝑘𝐽 ∙ 𝑘𝑔−1

(although 15 − 20 𝑘𝐽 ∙ 𝑘𝑔 −1

has also been

reported), and for PCBM in the range 280 − 290 ℃ and 15 −
20 𝑘𝐽 ∙ 𝑘𝑔−1 , respectively.73 74 75 76 77 78 79 We use 237 ℃, 50 𝑘𝐽 ∙
𝑘𝑔−1 , 285 ℃ and 20 𝑘𝐽 ∙ 𝑘𝑔 −1 in this work. The P3HT-PCBM
interaction parameter has been measured to be 0.7 − 0.9

76 80

In principle, understanding the morphology formation during

from the melting point depression, i.e. at temperatures above

drying requires a “convolution” of the drying curves shown in

200 ℃. Unfortunately, we are not aware of any reliable

Figure 3 with the crystallization properties shown in Figure 2:

measurement of interaction parameter values reported for

once the onset of crystallization is reached, this determines

lower temperatures. We use a linear temperature dependence

whether the crystallization process can take place and to which

𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 = 1.592 − 1.778 ⋅ 10−3 𝑇 leading to 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 = 1 at 60°C

extent. For instance, considering Figure 2a, if the evaporation

and 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 = 0.6 at 285 ℃. The phase diagram presented in

time after reaching 20% solute concentration would be less

Figure 1d has been obtained using additionally 𝑊𝑑 = 75 𝑘𝐽 ∙

than 0.5 𝑠, there would be no time for P3HT crystallization

𝑘𝑔 −1 , 𝑊𝑎 = 30 𝑘𝐽 ⋅ 𝑘𝑔−1 for the energy barriers and 𝜒𝑠𝑙,𝑑𝑎 =

during drying. On the contrary, with long evaporation time, we

𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 + 0.3 although no experimental characterization of these

would expect the crystallization to start and complete as soon as
20%

solute concentration is reached.

In

parameters is available. Using the same melting points and heat

between, a

9

of fusion values for the P3HT-DCB and PCBM-DCB phase

data set allowing precise determination of 𝜀𝑘 . 𝜀𝑣 is chosen so

diagrams, the interaction parameters 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑠 , 𝜒𝑠𝑙,𝑑𝑠 , 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑎𝑠 , 𝜒𝑠𝑙,𝑎𝑠

that the LV interface is sufficiently broad to assure numerical

are required. To the best of our knowledge, the only experimental

stability. However, this leads to overestimated SV surface

estimates available are 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑠 ≈ 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑎𝑠 ≈ 0.4 for P3HT and PCBM in

tensions, which luckily has no impact on the evaporation

DCB.76 Unfortunately, for P3HT, using this value would lead to far too

kinetics.57 The full parameter set can be found in Supporting

small solubility values at temperatures above 40°C, and to very high

Information S1.

volume fractions for the onset of crystallization 𝜑𝑑𝑛𝑢𝑐𝑙,𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡 . Since a

The previous paragraph demonstrates that identifying all the required

decrease of 𝜒𝑙𝑙 leads to higher solubility values and a lower

input parameters is a delicate task. Many parameters are difficult to

𝜑𝑑𝑛𝑢𝑐𝑙,𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡 , we use 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑠 = 0.05. The situation is the other way

measure or can be measured only indirectly, whereby the equations

around for PCBM and we use 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑎𝑠 = 77.48⁄𝑇 + 0.34, leading to

used for extracting them from the measurements should in principle

𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑎𝑠 ≈ 0.57 at 60°C. The interaction parameters in the crystalline

be self-consistent with the framework used for the simulations. Some

regions are set to 𝜒𝑠𝑙,𝑑𝑠 = 0.4

𝜒𝑠𝑙,𝑎𝑠 = 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑎𝑠 + 0.1.

parameters cannot be easily measured in the desired temperature or

Concerning the kinetic properties, the self-diffusion coefficients

composition range. For others, possible evaluation methods still need

of each material in each pure material are required. Values for

to be identified. Finally, even if all parameters were perfectly known,

the diffusion coefficients of solvents in themselves are typically

there is no warranty that all observables can be properly recovered

around 10−9 𝑚2 ⋅ 𝑠 −1 , for polymers in solvents 10−10 −

using the (in this work relatively simple) free energy and composition

10−11 𝑚2 ⋅ 𝑠 −1 ,81 for small molecules in solvents 10−9 −

dependence of the kinetic properties. Clearly, improving the

10−10 𝑚2 ⋅ 𝑠 −1 . For PCBM in DCB, it has been simulated to be 4 ∙

coherence between experimentally measured data and the material

10−10 𝑚2 ⋅ 𝑠 −1 at room temperature.82 The temperature-

properties used in the simulation is an important research topic for

dependence of the diffusion coefficient of PCBM in P3HT has

the future. Within the framework used for this paper, there is an

been investigated, leading to values of about 4 ∙ 10−15 𝑚2 ⋅ 𝑠 −1

overall compromise between using parameters close to the

at 60 ℃.83 Since at this temperature the system is far above the

experimental values, having correct solubility values, and getting

glass transition temperature, we assume the diffusion

early (close to the solubility value) nucleating, small and slowly

coefficient of the solvent in the polymer to be at least of the

growing crystals.

order of 10−14 𝑚2 ⋅ 𝑠 −1 .

84 85 86

and

We choose the remaining

diffusion coefficients assuming that they are in general lower for

Simulations of film drying

the polymer than for the fullerene, and for the fullerene than for
the solvent. In particular, the self-diffusion coefficient of the

Simulation setup. In this section, the BHJ formation of a donor-

polymer in itself is set to 10−16 𝑚2 ⋅ 𝑠 −1 . Once all these

acceptor blend in a drying solution is investigated. The

parameters are fixed, the time scale for crystallization has to be

parameters used are the same as in the previous section and we

fixed using the value of 𝑀𝑘,0 for both donor and acceptor. The

aim at mimicking the behaviour of a P3HT-PC61BM-DCB mixture.

values are chosen so that P3HT crystallization can occur during

The donor-acceptor volume fraction blend ratio is 60: 40, which

drying, and PCBM crystallization at the end of the drying as

corresponds to a 1: 1 mass ratio and the drying temperature is

observed experimentally. Note that the crystallization time is

60 ℃. This corresponds to the experimental conditions used for

about 3000 𝑠 for pure P3HT (close to the values obtained for

the in-situ characterizations performed by Güldal,12 but the

87)

and 350 𝑠 for pure PCBM,

simulation results will also be compared with the information

respectively. Regarding evaporation, the vapour pressure of DCB

obtained by Schmidt-Hansberg 10 for a 1: 0.8 mass ratio between

at 60 ℃ is set to 2 𝑘𝑃𝑎 and the pressure in the environment to

15 ℃ and 40 ℃ and by Vegso 14 for a 1: 0.66 mass ratio at room

zero. The only unknown parameter is the evaporation-

temperature. As stated above, the onset of nucleation, and

condensation coefficient 𝛼 which we adjust to obtain the

therefore the beginning of the morphology formation is

P3EHT at this temperature

evaporation rates as measured in 12 for the constant evaporation

expected for 𝜑𝑑𝑛𝑢𝑐𝑙,𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡 ≈ 0.2 so that the initial mixture

rate phase. Finally, the surface tension parameters 𝜅𝑖 and 𝜀𝑘 are

composition is 20: 13: 67. This is much later than in the

adjusted to obtain surface tensions in the range 5 − 50 𝑚𝐽 ⋅

experiment and leads to a shorter evaporation time in the

𝑚−2 .

The value of 𝜅𝑖 has a weak impact on the morphology,

simulation although the evaporation rate is consistent with

while the value of 𝜀𝑘 strongly influences the balance between

experiments. After evaporation, the dry film is maintained at

nucleation and growth. Unfortunately, we are not aware of any

60 ℃ for some more time so as to simulate a subsequent

10

annealing sequence at this temperature. The simulations are 2D

evolution upon drying and further annealing is shown in Figure

on a 512 × 256 mesh with a grid resolution of 1 𝑛𝑚. In order to

4. The first P3HT crystals appear after around 1𝑠 of drying

save computational time, the viscosities used in the calculation

(Figure 4a, g) and carry on appearing upon further drying,

are unrealistically high (see Supporting Information S1), at least

generating a phase separation between a P3HT crystalline phase

for high solvent loading. This means that the velocities are

and a liquid phase containing all the PCBM material (2 𝑠, 3 𝑠,

underestimated and therefore the potential impact of advection

Figure 4b-c, h-i). Although crystallization is a driving force from

on the BHJ formation might be underestimated at the beginning

which a P3HT-free liquid phase is expected at equilibrium (see

of the drying. In the presented simulations, the main

liquidus line in Figure 1b and c), this liquid phase still contains

consequences of advective mass transfer are that crystals

some polymer because the equilibrium is not yet reached. The

reaching the film surface are pushed down towards the

composition evolution of the liquid phase with less and less

substrate, and that crystals tend to stick together due to

polymer and solvent causes the liquid mixture to become

depletion forces between

them.58

All simulation parameters can

immiscible (see phase diagram in Supporting Information S2.1)

be found in the Supporting Information S1.

and spinodal decomposition takes place between 3 𝑠 and 3.25 𝑠

Time-dependent behaviour, structure analysis, comparison

(Figure 4c-d, i-j).

with

experimental

measurements.

The

qualitative film

Figure 4: Drying of a ternary P3HT-PCBM-DCB blend with initial blend ratio is 20: 13: 67. The volume fraction fields (top row) and the marker
fields tracking the presence of the distinct crystallites (bottom row) are shown after 1 𝑠, 2 𝑠, 3 𝑠, 3.25 𝑠, 30 𝑠 and 500 𝑠 (from left to right).
The film is completely dry after 30s. For the volume fraction fields, the polymer donor is represented in red, the acceptor in green and the
solvent in blue. For the marker fields, the donor crystals are represented in red and the acceptor crystals in green. The marker value ranges
from – 𝜋/2 (dark colour) to +𝜋/2 (bright colour). The order parameter fields can be found in the Supporting Information S2.3.
The interfacial energy cost associated with the phase separation

with depletion forces and the minimization of interfacial energy

is responsible for the fact that pure PCBM phases arise where

due to concentration gradients between crystals, contributes to

there is the more free space between crystals. This, together

the clustering of donor-rich regions and donor crystals into

11

larger-scale, branch-like structures (Figure 4e-f, k-l). At the end
of the drying, the BHJ is a 3-phase morphology with almost pure
P3HT crystallites continuously connected through a mixed
amorphous phase, and embedded pure amorphous PCBM areas.
The amount of PCBM present in these pure domains is not
sufficient to ensure continuity between them. This stresses once
again the possible role of the mixed amorphous phase for charge
transport.2 With further annealing, P3HT crystals carry on
growing and PCBM crystals appear (Figure 4f, l), reducing
progressively the amount of amorphous mixed and pure phases.
Remember that, since the partial crystallinity of the polymer is
not taken into account, the equilibrium morphology is expected
to be composed only of pure PCBM and P3HT crystals (see phase
diagrams on Figure 1b and d).
The detailed time-dependent evolution of the film is shown in
Figure 5. The evolution of the film height during drying is in line
with white-light reflectometry (WLR) or laser reflectometry (LR)
data.10 12 The volume fractions of donor, acceptor and solvent in
the liquid phase are also shown. The evaporation proceeds at
constant rate exactly as shown in Figure 3 until 3.5𝑠 . At this
point, the residual amount of solvent is 15% of the film and
further evaporation is hindered by the presence of the crystals,
so that the film is fully dry only after 30s. Such a dramatic
decrease of the evaporation rate has also been observed
experimentally.12 The time-dependent crystallinity of donor and
acceptor materials is also shown in Figure 5 and can be
compared to data obtained by grazing incidence wide angle XRay scattering (GIWAXS)

10 12 14

or UV/vis spectroscopy. The

morphology formation starts after less than 1 𝑠 of drying with
P3HT crystallization. The evolution of the solute volume fraction
in the liquid is the result of a balance between crystallization
(which can be seen as a sink term for the amount of solute in the
liquid) and solvent removal (which can be seen as a source term
for solute). In the presented case, solvent removal is the

Figure 5: Time-dependent evolution of the donor-acceptor-solvent
mixture. (Top) normalized film height relative to the initial height
ℎ/ℎ0 , donor, acceptor and solvent volume fractions in the liquid phase
𝜑𝑙𝑖𝑞,𝑑 , 𝜑𝑙𝑖𝑞,𝑎 and 𝜑𝑙𝑖𝑞,𝑠 , percentage of crystalline donor and acceptor
materials 𝜒𝑑 and 𝜒𝑎 (left y-axis), scattered intensity 𝐼𝑆𝑐𝑎𝑡 for 𝑞-vectors
corresponding to length scales in the range [5 − 150𝑛𝑚] (right yaxis). (Bottom) mean radius of donor and acceptor crystals < 𝑟𝑑 >
and < 𝑟𝑎 > (left y-axis), characteristic length scale 2𝜋/< 𝑞 > defined
from the first moment of the probability distribution of the scattered
intensity (right y-axis).

dominant mechanism and thus the donor volume fraction in the
liquid increases. As a consequence, the mobilities in the liquid

In parallel, the crystal sizes shown in Figure 5 (bottom) also

phase decrease and the crystallization process becomes slower

evolve progressively to reach a radius of 7 − 8 𝑛𝑚 in the dry

(see also Figure 2) upon drying and almost stops for some period

film, which is comparable to the experimental results obtained

in the dry film. The resulting very progressive time evolution of

from GIWAXS measurements,12

the crystallinity is remarkably close to the observations made by

assumption of isotropic growth. The crystals also become more

Güldal, Schmidt-Hansberg and

Vegso.10 12 14

14

despite of the crude

pure due to solvent extraction, as evidenced experimentally by
evaluation of the d100-spacing (not shown).
The phase separation process is initially driven by the donor
crystallization as evidenced by Güldal using light-scattering (LS)
measurements

on

P3HT-PCBM-DCB

but

also

P3HT-DCB

mixtures. Although length scales detectable by LS are not

12

accessible in our simulations, scattering data similar to the

crystals increased to a mean volume fraction of 0.92, while the

information contained in grazing incidence wide angle X-Ray

PCBM are significantly purer (0.98 volume fraction of PCBM).

scattering diffractograms (GISAXS), for length scales in the range

The residual pure amorphous phase contains 2% P3HT and the

[5 − 150 𝑛𝑚], can be obtained. The 2D structure factor of the

mean

electronic density field can be calculated at each time step and

unmodified. Further annealing leads to the progressive

angular integration gives the wave vector-dependent scattered

suppression of the amorphous mixed phase in favour of the

intensity 𝑰(𝒒). Integrating over all q-values, or calculating the

crystalline phase with large crystals. Thus, excessive annealing is

first moment of this distribution gives the total scattered

problematic for the properties of the device, as demonstrated

intensity and a characteristic length scale. Both results are

by experiments.73 77

composition

of

the

amorphous

phase

remains

shown in Figure 5 top and bottom, respectively. As a result of
the phase separation, the scattered intensity increases over
orders of magnitude as soon as crystallization takes place.
Nevertheless, the scattering signal as well as the characteristic
length scale abruptly increase with the onset on spinodal
decomposition at about 3.2 𝑠. More precise investigation of the
diffractograms (see Supporting Information S2.2) reveals a
shoulder for q-values close to 0.2 𝑛𝑚−1 , as observed by Vegso,14
which documents the phase separation.
Once the film has dried, the structure is kinetically quenched and
further evolution requires a significant annealing time. P3HT
crystallization proceeds after 100 𝑠 together with PCBM
aggregation. After about 2500 𝑠, the film is almost fully
crystalline with a mean crystal radius of 11.5 𝑛𝑚 and 13.5 𝑛𝑚
for P3HT and PCBM, respectively. Further changes in the
morphology would be due to grain coarsening but would require

Figure 6: Probability distribution of the donor volume fraction in the
amorphous phase, the donor crystals and the acceptor crystals after
30 𝑠 (end of the drying) and after 500 𝑠.

much longer times (not simulated). The overall composition of
the BHJ at the end of the drying and after 500 𝑠 annealing has

Note that the moment for PCBM crystallization can be a matter

been analysed and the probability distribution of the donor in

of discussion. Indeed, the WAXS signal of PCBM is hidden by the

the different phases in shown in Figure 6.

DCB diffusion. Whereas it could not be assessed in the

At the end of the drying, the film is composed of 3 phases: a

experiments by Güldal, Schmidt-Hansberg found out that PCBM

crystalline P3HT phase representing 23% of the volume, an

crystallizes shortly before the end of the drying at 25 °𝐶. Such a

almost pure PCBM amorphous phase representing 13% of the

situation could be easily reproduced in the simulation (see

volume and a majority amorphous mixed phase representing

below). However, Vegso suggested that PCBM aggregation

64% of the volume. The mean volume fraction of P3HT is 0.88

occurs before P3HT crystallization (at 25 °𝐶 and for a 1: 0.66 𝑤𝑡.

in the crystals, 0.025 in the PCBM amorphous phase and 0.61 in

P3HT-PCBM blend), basing on the appearance of 15 𝑛𝑚

the amorphous mixed phase. This is in line with the current

structures identified with Guinier analysis of the GISAXS spectra.

In

Unfortunately, there is no direct evidence that this is related to

particular, the amount of amorphous mixed phase and its

PCBM aggregation. On our side, the low-q range is not accessible

composition is compatible with charge transport for the

and we could not check whether this feature could be recovered

electrons and holes. After 500 𝑠, the amounts of crystalline

in the simulation.

phases are 40% and 19% for PCBM and P3HT, respectively. Due

Summary of the comparison with experiments. Apart from the

to crystallization, the amount of pure amorphous PCBM phase

semi-crystalline and fibrillary nature of the polymer donor which

has dropped to 3% but the amount of mixed phase is still as high

are not taken into account, we believe that the comparison of

as 38%. In particular, the mixed phase is present at interfaces

the simulation results with experimental data is very promising.

between P3HT and PCBM crystals. The purity of the P3HT

As detailed above and summarized in the table below, a lot of

representation of the BHJ in the case of

P3HT-PCBM.2 88
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various

morphology after 30 𝑠 of simulation time is shown in Figure 7.

sophisticated measurement techniques, are reproduced all

The order parameter fields after 30 𝑠, the morphology after

together in the simulation. We successfully reproduce the

500 𝑠 as well as the time-dependent film height, liquid phase

morphology formation pathway with P3HT crystallization,

composition, crystallinity, crystal sizes, scattered intensity and

subsequent LLPS, and late PCBM crystallization. The time

characteristic length scale can be found in the Supporting

evolution of crystallinity, crystal growth, scattering data, as well

Information S3.

as the final morphologies are qualitatively and almost

The impact of the evaporation rate is shown in Figure 7a-c, g-i as well

quantitatively compatible with experimental observations. Of

as Figure 4e, k and can be qualitatively understood from the

course, remember that observations concerning details at the

comparison of the crystallization kinetics and the evaporation kinetics

molecular scale, such as the edge-on / face-on orientation of

(see Figure 2 and Figure 3). Overall, the morphology formation

polymer crystals, cannot be taken into account in our continuum

pathway remains the same, starting with the formation of donor

mechanics simulations.

crystals followed by phase separation, spinodal decomposition and

different

experimental

features,

obtained

with

acceptor crystallization. However, one can observe a significant
Experimental result
P3HT crystallization first10 12
Crystallization start @ ~10% vol.10 12 14
Phase separation due to crystallization2 12
Progressive P3HT crystallization until end
of drying10 12 14
Crystal sizes 7-10nm12 14
Increasing crystal purity12 14
PCBM crystallization at end of drying10
Majority mixed amorphous phase2
20-30%. PCBM in amorphous phase2
Donor/acceptor-rich domain ~50nm10 14
Pathways to electrodes for charge
carriers2
Further crystallization upon annealing10
P3HT partial crystallinity2 88
P3HT crystals fibrillary structure88

In simulations


~30% wt.



 (5-7nm)



 (40%)



Flory-Huggins

available for donor crystallization. Thus, the donor crystallinity and
the crystal sizes increase. The balance between the sink and source
terms for the donor volume fraction in the liquid phase evolves such
that the sink term (crystallization) becomes dominant with lower
evaporation rate. For 𝑉𝑒 = 0.3, the donor volume fraction in the
liquid phase only increases from 0.2 to 0.215 and then drops due to
crystallization (see Supporting Information S3.3). This results in higher
materials fully crystallize and the donor volume fraction in the liquid

Cahn mobility for acceptor crystallization 𝑀𝑎 (and thus its
the

increasing evaporation rate, there is indeed more and more time

X
X

donor-acceptor miscibility. The evaporation rate 𝑉𝑒 , the Allenand

in a film that does not fully dry (at low evaporation rates). With

mobilities and hence accelerated crystallization, so that all donor

Effect of evaporation rate, acceptor crystallization rate and

rate),

dry state (at high evaporation rates) to an abrupt, full crystallization



Table 1: summary of the comparison between experimental and
simulation results

crystallization

qualitative change from a progressive, limited crystallization up to the

interaction

parameter between donor and acceptor 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 are varied to
investigate their impact on the morphology formation. The
corresponding detailed parameter sets can be found in
Supporting Information S1. The simulation presented above is
used as a reference with the evaporation rate defined as 𝑉𝑒 = 1,

quickly stabilizes towards the liquid composition. In this case, the
crystallization proceeds all of a sudden and crystal sizes also quickly
increase. An additional consequence is the accumulation of donor
crystals at the surface, fully preventing further evaporation. The film
height remains constant, and the high solvent loading ensures high
mobilities in the mixture, enabling acceptor crystallization and further
donor crystal growth. For 𝑉𝑒 = 0.6, the evaporation rate and the
donor crystallization rate are almost equal. The crystallization process
remains progressive and the film can quickly dry until 20% of solvent
is remaining. Then, evaporation is strongly hindered and the film is
not yet fully dry after 900 𝑠. On the other hand, for 𝑉𝑒 = 2,
crystallization is not fast enough and the donor crystallinity at the end
of the drying is below 10%.

the Allen-Cahn mobility 𝑀𝑎 = 15 and 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 = 1. The film
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Figure 7: Morphology of a ternary P3HT-PCBM-DCB blend with initial blend ratio is 20: 13: 67 after 30 𝑠 drying at 60 °𝐶 (except for (c, i): after
16s drying). The volume fractions fields are shown on the top row and the marker fields tracking the presence of the distinct crystallites on the
bottom row. From left to right: (a, g) 𝑉𝑒 = 2, (b, h) 𝑉𝑒 = 0.6, (c, i) 𝑉𝑒 = 0.3, (d, j) 𝑀𝑎 = 45, (e, k) 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 = 2.9, (f, l) 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 = 0.6. For 𝑉𝑒 = 0.6
and 𝑉𝑒 = 0.3, the film is not dry. For the volume fraction fields, the polymer donor is represented in red, the acceptor in green and the solvent
in blue. For the marker fields, the donor crystals are represented in red and the acceptor crystals in green. The marker value ranges from – 𝜋/2
(dark colour) to +𝜋/2 (bright colour).
This means that, with the parameters used in this work, the

donor in the liquid phase. Second, this also leads to earlier spinodal

processing window to obtain a dry film together with donor

decomposition, because the liquid phase is pushed earlier towards

crystallization during drying is typically one decade of evaporation

the liquid-liquid unstable region of the ternary phase diagram (see

time. We believe that this is unrealistically small, and we are not

Supporting Information S2.1). The consequence of all these

aware that such a very sudden crystallization and associated stop of

phenomena on the final morphology is summarized in Table 2. After

evaporation has been reported for usual OPV systems. This means

30s, the lower the evaporation rate, the higher the crystallinity, the

that the simulations probably have to be improved regarding this

higher the amount of pure amorphous phase, the lower the amount

topic and this will be considered in future work. Since the switch

of mixed amorphous phase. For 𝑉𝑒 = 0.6, the (still wet) film is even

between progressive and sudden crystallization is the result of a

fully crystalline after 500s. Therefore, and as can be seen from Figure

subtle balance between all kinetic and thermodynamic properties, an

7, the structure comes close to a co-continuous 2-phase morphology

incorrect prediction can have various reasons, ranging from the

with lower evaporation rate. Otherwise for higher evaporation rates,

assumption of full crystallinity of the polymer donor to a bad

it can be thought of as a three phase morphology with a majority

estimation of the composition-dependence of the crystallization rate,

mixed phase containing donor crystals, separated from pure acceptor

or an excessive Ostwald ripening rate. A lower evaporation rate also

islands. It is also worth mentioning that the roughness tends to

promotes the LLPS during drying. First, as stated before, with slower

increase with increasing evaporation time, as experimentally

evaporation for a given film overall composition / height, there is less

observed by Schmidt-Hansberg,

10

even if more statistics would be

purity of both crystal phases increase. The composition of the mixed

required to quantify properly this effect in the simulations.

amorphous phase is nearly stable. This is also true for the effect of the

For dry films, the effect of annealing always obeys the following

acceptor’s crystallization rate and of the donor-acceptor miscibility.

trends: the crystallinity and crystal sizes increase for both donor and

The main exception is that, with higher acceptor crystallization rate

acceptor while the amount of pure and mixed amorphous phase

(𝑀𝑎 = 45), the donor content in the mixed phase increases because

decreases. Since the solidus concentrations are not reached yet, the

the acceptor crystallization is faster than the donor crystallization.

𝑉𝑒 = 2
30
500

30

500

𝑉𝑒 = 0.6
30*
500*

% donor crystals
% acceptor crystals
% pure amorphous
% mixed amorphous

7
0
9
84

19
11
3
67

23
0
13
64

40
19
3
38

43
1
16
40

61
39
0
0

𝜑𝑑 , donor crystals
𝜑𝑑 , acceptor crystals
𝜑𝑑 , pure amorphous
𝜑𝑑 , mixed amorphous

0.86
NA
0.03
0.64

0.92
0.02
0.02
0.64

0.88
NA
0.03
0.61

0.92
0.02
0.02
0.61

0.79
0.1
0.02
0.43

0.84
0.08
NA
NA

Time [s]

Ref.

𝑉𝑒 = 0.3
16*

𝑀𝑎 = 45
30
500

𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 = 2.9
30
500

𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 = 0.6
30
500

48
25
11
16

17
7
10
66

30
36
1
33

21
0
32
47

35
25
6
34

24
0
0
76

41
11
4
44

0.66
0.01
0.01
0.16

0.89
0.22
0.02
0.67

0.93
0.07
0.02
0.88

0.96
0.06
0.01
0.84

0.96
0.01
0.01
0.85

0.82
NA
NA
0.53

0.9
0.04
0.03
0.53

Table 2: summary of the composition of the BHJ morphology after 30 𝑠 and 500 𝑠 for different parameter sets. Morphologies marked with a
star are not fully dry.
The most important impact of a faster acceptor crystallization (𝑀𝑎 =

decomposition during drying or annealing. The only driving force for

45) is that PCBM crystals may appear before the end of the drying

phase separation is the crystallization process. At the end of the

(Figure 7d, j), which has been observed in experiments.

10

In this

drying, we obtain a 2-phase system with donor crystallites quite

example, acceptor crystallization remains very limited during drying,

homogeneously dispersed in a mixed amorphous phase. The acceptor

but it also partly hinders the donor’s crystallization (see Table 2,

crystallites and percolated donor crystal network appear upon

values after 30 𝑠). The mixed amorphous phase contains more donor

annealing. As a general trend, spinodal decomposition helps phase

material due to consumption of the acceptor for crystallization. This

separation and hence contributes to the generation of more pure

is particularly clear after annealing (500 𝑠), where there is more

phases, a smaller amount of mixed amorphous phase and a less well-

crystalline acceptor than crystalline donor available, due to the faster

balanced composition of this amorphous phase.

acceptor crystallization rate without solvent.

In general, the few examples detailed above show that the film

Finally, the morphologies for a highly incompatible donor-acceptor

morphology is the result of a complex interplay between the different

pair (𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 = 2.9) and an almost compatible one (𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 = 0.6) are

possible phase transformations, namely evaporation, crystallization

shown in Figure 7e, k and Figure 7f, l, respectively. For the highest

of donor and acceptor, and liquid-liquid demixing. This cannot be

Flory-Huggins interaction parameter, the spinodal decomposition

understood without taking into account the thermodynamic as well

now takes place before the onset on donor crystallization. Acceptor

as kinetic behaviour of the mixture. As already discussed in the past,89

rich phases appear in the upper part (but not at the surface) of the

it turns out that the equilibrium morphologies are not optimal for the

film. Their size is initially about 40 𝑛𝑚 radius and very quickly grows

device properties, and that the film structure has to be kinetically

to form an acceptor rich layer on top of the film, which leads to the

quenched in an out-of-equilibrium state. This state should allow not

layered structure seen in Figure 7. We believe that it is reasonable to

only for efficient charge generation in donor and acceptor phases and

think that phases arising from LLPS generate a length scale much

fast charge transport in pure crystal areas, but should also provide

longer than the crystals, and that they reach over 100 𝑛𝑚 or even

percolated pathways to the electrodes for the charge carriers.

micrometres, which is quite common for polymer solutions.
Therefore, it might result in a larger scale lateral structuring and could
change the result on vertical structuring. Unfortunately, this cannot

Conclusions and perspectives

be observed with our current simulation box size. For the lowest
Flory-Huggins

interaction

parameter,

there

is

no

spinodal

In this work, we showed how our recently developed coupled
fluid mechanics - phase field framework can be used to
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investigate the formation of bulk heterojunctions upon drying of

BHJ morphology are already caught in the model. Beyond this,

organic photoactive layers, which is a complex coupled

several morphology formation pathways are conceivable and

thermodynamic and kinetic problem. The structure formation is

can be sorted out with further investigations. The parameter

driven by three main thermodynamic processes (solvent

space is huge and many other formation mechanisms are

evaporation, crystallization, liquid-liquid phase separation) and

possible, for sure.

the kinetic evolution of the structure during drying is simulated

We believe that the quality of the simulations can still be

taking into account the composition dependent kinetic

improved in the future. On the one hand, the local free energy

properties of the mixture (diffusion coefficients, viscosity,

functional used for the thermodynamic properties and the

crystallization and evaporation kinetics). Advection and diffusion

functional dependencies of kinetic properties on composition

are the active mass transfer processes, enabling the structure

are probably the simplest that can be imagined. Taking into

formation until the structure is kinetically quenched with

account the much more complex behaviour or real material

decreasing solvent content. Such a tool helps to understand why

systems is a major research topic for the future. On the other

and how a given morphology forms, depending on the complex

hand, several physical phenomena of crucial importance,

interplay between thermodynamic and kinetic properties. Many

especially for such OPV materials, are currently missing in the

different scenarios are possible for BHJ formation in organic

model and will be implemented in near future, namely the

photovoltaics systems and can be simulated. The simulation

description of material-specific interactions with the substrate,

gives fast and deep insights into the morphology and simple

crystal growth anisotropy and semi-crystallinity.

quantitative analysis tools can be applied for comparison with
experimental data obtained with various techniques. The
qualitative comparison with measurements published in
previous works on the well-known P3HT-PCBM system
processed with DCB is very promising. Such a simulation
framework could be hopefully a very useful tool in the future to
increase the control over the process-structure relationships for
researchers working in the field.

Nevertheless, the priority research topic in near future will be to
extend the comparison of simulations and experiments on other
material

systems,

including

more

recent

polymer-small

molecule and all-small molecules organic bulk heterojunctions
with non-fullerene acceptors (NFA) but also solution-processed
perovskite films. To ensure a better understanding of the
crystallization behaviour and a better identification of input
parameters, measuring, if possible, the crystallization process of

We do not claim having fully unravelled the BHJ morphology

each single material in a solvent at fixed concentrations (similar

formation mechanisms in general or even for this particular

to what has been simulated in Figure 2) would be certainly very

material system. It has been shown that the identification of

helpful. In general, for a detailed understanding of the

proper input parameters is complicated and that the match with

morphology

experimental results is not perfect yet. Some physical trade-offs

thermodynamic and kinetic parameters have to be performed,

identified in this work questions the picture of small, early

as well as an exhaustive in-situ experimental structure

forming crystals (starting from the solubility limit), growing

assessment during drying. The morphology descriptors can

slowly over a large period of the drying process. Moreover, a

easily be adapted to various measured quantities. Note that the

perfect quantitative match of such simulations with experiments

framework is in principle versatile regarding the processing

is probably out of reach, due to limitations inherent to the

route and can be used for solvent or thermal annealing steps, or

simulation

approach,

even for investigations on morphological stability during device

unrealistically thick interfaces or viscosity values due to

usage. Systematic studies concerning the impact of process

numerical limitations). Despite of these, the experimentally

parameters on the morphology formation pathways and the

observed BHJ formation mechanism and interactions between

final structure can also be performed. The overarching goal

crystallization and LLPS, the time-dependent crystallinity and

would be to gain control over the process-structure relationship

crystal sizes, as well as the final three phase morphology with a

and propose physics-based design rules for the fabrication

majority mixed amorphous phase featuring pathways to the

process. Finally, following previous work,

electrodes for both charge carriers, have been successfully

morphology

simulated for the first time. The simulated effect of thermal

performance can be defined for estimation of the structure-

annealing is also in line with experimental observations. This

property

method

(continuum

mechanics

indicates that the main physical phenomena responsible for the
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formation,

descriptors

relationships.

careful

related
Applying

measurements

to

the

43 44 90 91 92 93

the

them

of

optoelectronic
to

simulated

morphologies obtained with various process parameters opens
the way to an improved understanding of the impact of the
process on the performance of solution-processed solar cells.
Therefore, we hope that the results presented in this paper

(7)

represent the starting point of a fruitful contribution to the
development of solution-processed solar cells.

Conflicts of interest

(8)

The authors declare no conﬂict of interest.

Acknowledgements

(9)

The authors acknowledge financial support by the German
Research Foundation (DFG, project HA 4382/14-1) the European

(10)

commission (project 101008701), and the Impulse and
Networking Fund of the Helmholtz Society. They gratefully thank
Prof. Dr. Christoph Brabec, Dr. Ning Li, Dr. Hans-Joachim
Egelhaaf and Prof. Dr. Tobias Unruh for fruitful discussions as
well as Stefan Langner for solubility and solvent data.

(11)

Notes and references
(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

Brabec, C. J.; Durrant, J. R. Solution-Processed Organic Solar
Cells.
MRS
Bulletin
2008,
33
(7),
670–675.
https://doi.org/10.1557/mrs2008.138.
Bernardo, G.; G., D. Recent Progress in the Understanding and
Manipulation of Morphology in Polymer: Fullerene
Photovoltaic Cells. In Optoelectronics - Advanced Materials
and
Devices;
Pyshkin,
S.,
Ed.;
InTech,
2013.
https://doi.org/10.5772/51115.
Wang, Q.; Xie, Y.; Soltani-Kordshuli, F.; Eslamian, M. Progress
in Emerging Solution-Processed Thin Film Solar Cells – Part I:
Polymer Solar Cells. Renewable and Sustainable Energy
Reviews
2016,
56,
347–361.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.11.063.
Wadsworth, A.; Hamid, Z.; Kosco, J.; Gasparini, N.; McCulloch,
I. The Bulk Heterojunction in Organic Photovoltaic,
Photodetector, and Photocatalytic Applications. Advanced
Materials
2020,
32
(38),
2001763.
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.202001763.
Yuan, J.; Zhang, Y.; Zhou, L.; Zhang, G.; Yip, H.-L.; Lau, T.-K.; Lu,
X.; Zhu, C.; Peng, H.; Johnson, P. A.; Leclerc, M.; Cao, Y.;
Ulanski, J.; Li, Y.; Zou, Y. Single-Junction Organic Solar Cell with
over 15% Efficiency Using Fused-Ring Acceptor with ElectronDeficient Core. Joule 2019, 3 (4), 1140–1151.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.2019.01.004.
Cui, Y.; Yao, H.; Zhang, J.; Zhang, T.; Wang, Y.; Hong, L.; Xian, K.;
Xu, B.; Zhang, S.; Peng, J.; Wei, Z.; Gao, F.; Hou, J. Over 16%

(12)

(13)

(14)

(15)

(16)

18

Efficiency Organic Photovoltaic Cells Enabled by a Chlorinated
Acceptor with Increased Open-Circuit Voltages. Nat Commun
2019, 10 (1), 2515. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-01910351-5.
Cui, Y.; Yao, H.; Zhang, J.; Xian, K.; Zhang, T.; Hong, L.; Wang,
Y.; Xu, Y.; Ma, K.; An, C.; He, C.; Wei, Z.; Gao, F.; Hou, J. SingleJunction Organic Photovoltaic Cells with Approaching 18%
Efficiency. Advanced Materials 2020, 32 (19), 1908205.
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201908205.
Wadsworth, A.; Moser, M.; Marks, A.; Little, M. S.; Gasparini,
N.; Brabec, C. J.; Baran, D.; McCulloch, I. Critical Review of the
Molecular Design Progress in Non-Fullerene Electron
Acceptors towards Commercially Viable Organic Solar Cells.
Chemical
Society
Reviews
2018.
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7CS00892A.
Zhu, L.; Zhang, M.; Zhong, W.; Leng, S.; Zhou, G.; Zou, Y.; Su, X.;
Ding, H.; Gu, P.; Liu, F.; Zhang, Y. Progress and Prospects of the
Morphology of Non-Fullerene Acceptor Based High-Efficiency
Organic Solar Cells. Energy Environ. Sci. 2021, 14 (8), 4341–
4357. https://doi.org/10.1039/D1EE01220G.
Schmidt-Hansberg, B.; Sanyal, M.; Klein, M. F. G.; Pfaff, M.;
Schnabel, N.; Jaiser, S.; Vorobiev, A.; Müller, E.; Colsmann, A.;
Scharfer, P.; Gerthsen, D.; Lemmer, U.; Barrena, E.; Schabel, W.
Moving through the Phase Diagram: Morphology Formation in
Solution Cast Polymer–Fullerene Blend Films for Organic Solar
Cells.
ACS
Nano
2011,
5
(11),
8579–8590.
https://doi.org/10.1021/nn2036279.
Schmidt-Hansberg, B.; Klein, M. F. G.; Sanyal, M.; Buss, F.; de
Medeiros, G. Q. G.; Munuera, C.; Vorobiev, A.; Colsmann, A.;
Scharfer, P.; Lemmer, U.; Barrena, E.; Schabel, W. Structure
Formation in Low-Bandgap Polymer:Fullerene Solar Cell
Blends in the Course of Solvent Evaporation. Macromolecules
2012,
45
(19),
7948–7955.
https://doi.org/10.1021/ma300945k.
Güldal, N. S.; Kassar, T.; Berlinghof, M.; Ameri, T.; Osvet, A.;
Pacios, R.; Li Destri, G.; Unruh, T.; Brabec, C. J. Real-Time
Evaluation of Thin Film Drying Kinetics Using an Advanced,
Multi-Probe Optical Setup. Journal of Materials Chemistry C
2016,
4
(11),
2178–2186.
https://doi.org/10.1039/C5TC03448E.
Kassar, T.; Güldal, N. S.; Berlinghof, M.; Ameri, T.; Kratzer, A.;
Schroeder, B. C.; Destri, G. L.; Hirsch, A.; Heeney, M.;
McCulloch, I.; Brabec, C. J.; Unruh, T. Real-Time Investigation
of Intercalation and Structure Evolution in Printed
Polymer:Fullerene Bulk Heterojunction Thin Films. Advanced
Energy
Materials
2016,
6
(5),
1502025.
https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201502025.
Vegso, K.; Siffalovic, P.; Jergel, M.; Nadazdy, P.; Nadazdy, V.;
Majkova, E. Kinetics of Polymer–Fullerene Phase Separation
during Solvent Annealing Studied by Table-Top X-Ray
Scattering. ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces 2017, 9 (9),
8241–8247. https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.6b15167.
Machui, F.; Maisch, P.; Burgués‐Ceballos, I.; Langner, S.; Krantz,
J.; Ameri, T.; Brabec, C. J. Classification of Additives for Organic
Photovoltaic Devices. ChemPhysChem 2015, 16 (6), 1275–
1280. https://doi.org/10.1002/cphc.201402734.
Ma, W.; Yang, G.; Jiang, K.; Carpenter, J. H.; Wu, Y.; Meng, X.;
McAfee, T.; Zhao, J.; Zhu, C.; Wang, C.; Ade, H.; Yan, H.

(17)

(18)

(19)

(20)

(21)

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)

(27)

(28)

(29)

Influence of Processing Parameters and Molecular Weight on
the Morphology and Properties of High-Performance PffBT4T2OD:PC 71 BM Organic Solar Cells. Adv. Energy Mater. 2015, 5
(23), 1501400. https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201501400.
Güldal, N. S.; Kassar, T.; Berlinghof, M.; Unruh, T.; Brabec, C. J.
In Situ Characterization Methods for Evaluating Microstructure
Formation and Drying Kinetics of Solution-Processed Organic
Bulk-Heterojunction Films. Journal of Materials Research 2017,
32 (10), 1855–1879. https://doi.org/10.1557/jmr.2017.190.
Rechberger, S.; Gasparini, N.; Singh, R.; Kim, M.; Chochos, C. L.;
Gregoriou, V. G.; Cho, K.; Brabec, C. J.; Ameri, T.; Spiecker, E.
Unraveling the Complex Nanomorphology of Ternary Organic
Solar Cells with Multimodal Analytical Transmission Electron
Microscopy. Solar RRL 2020, 4 (6), 2000114.
https://doi.org/10.1002/solr.202000114.
Ye, L.; Collins, B. A.; Jiao, X.; Zhao, J.; Yan, H.; Ade, H. MiscibilityFunction Relations in Organic Solar Cells: Significance of
Optimal Miscibility in Relation to Percolation. Advanced Energy
Materials
2018,
8
(28),
1703058.
https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201703058.
Treat, N. D.; Westacott, P.; Stingelin, N. The Power of Materials
Science Tools for Gaining Insights into Organic
Semiconductors. Annual Review of Materials Research 2015,
45 (1), 459–490. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-matsci070214-021113.
Jackson, N. E. Coarse-Graining Organic Semiconductors: The
Path to Multiscale Design. J. Phys. Chem. B 2021, 125 (2), 485–
496. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.0c09749.
Lee, C.-K.; Pao, C.-W. Multiscale Molecular Simulation of
Solution Processing of SMDPPEH: PCBM Small-Molecule
Organic Solar Cells. ACS Applied Materials & Interfaces 2016, 8
(32), 20691–20700. https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.6b05027.
Schaefer, C.; Paquay, S.; McLeish, T. C. B. Morphology
Formation in Binary Mixtures upon Gradual Destabilisation.
Soft
Matter
2019,
15
(42),
8450–8458.
https://doi.org/10.1039/C9SM01344J.
Harrelson, T. F.; Moulé, A. J.; Faller, R. Modeling Organic
Electronic Materials: Bridging Length and Time Scales.
Molecular Simulation 2017, 43 (10–11), 730–742.
https://doi.org/10.1080/08927022.2016.1273526.
Du, C.; Ji, Y.; Xue, J.; Hou, T.; Tang, J.; Lee, S.-T.; Li, Y.
Morphology and Performance of Polymer Solar Cell
Characterized by DPD Simulation and Graph Theory. Scientific
Reports 2015, 5 (1). https://doi.org/10.1038/srep16854.
Xu, X.; Ji, Y.; Du, C.; Hou, T.; Li, Y. The Prediction of the
Morphology and PCE of Small Molecular Organic Solar Cells.
RSC
Advances
2015,
5
(87),
70939–70948.
https://doi.org/10.1039/C5RA12318F.
Chen, L.-Q. Phase-Field Models for Microstructure Evolution.
Annu. Rev. Mater. Res. 2002, 32 (1), 113–140.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.matsci.32.112001.132041.
Moelans, N.; Blanpain, B.; Wollants, P. An Introduction to
Phase-Field Modeling of Microstructure Evolution. Calphad
2008,
32
(2),
268–294.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.calphad.2007.11.003.
Steinbach, I. Phase-Field Models in Materials Science.
Modelling Simul. Mater. Sci. Eng. 2009, 17 (7), 073001.
https://doi.org/10.1088/0965-0393/17/7/073001.

(30)
(31)

(32)

(33)

(34)

(35)

(36)

(37)

(38)

(39)

(40)

(41)

(42)

(43)

19

Provatas, N.; Elder, K. Phase-Field Methods in Material Science
and Engineering; Wiley-VCH, 2010.
Tonks, M. R.; Aagesen, L. K. The Phase Field Method:
Mesoscale Simulation Aiding Material Discovery. Annu. Rev.
Mater.
Res.
2019,
49
(1),
79–102.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-matsci-070218-010151.
Biner, S. B. Programming Phase-Field Modeling; Springer
International
Publishing:
Cham,
2017.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-41196-5.
Nauman, E. B.; He, D. Q. Nonlinear Diffusion and Phase
Separation. Chemical Engineering Science 2001, 56, 1999–
2018.
Shang, Y.; Fang, L.; Wei, M.; Barry, C.; Mead, J.; Kazmer, D.
Verification of Numerical Simulation of the Self-Assembly of
Polymer-Polymer-Solvent
Ternary
Blends
on
a
Heterogeneously Functionalized Substrate. Polymer 2011, 52
(6),
1447–1457.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2011.01.038.
Tegze, G.; Pusztai, T.; Tóth, G.; Gránásy, L.; Svandal, A.; Buanes,
T.; Kuznetsova, T.; Kvamme, B. Multiscale Approach to CO2
Hydrate Formation in Aqueous Solution: Phase Field Theory
and Molecular Dynamics. Nucleation and Growth. The Journal
of Chemical Physics 2006, 124 (23), 234710.
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.2207138.
Gránásy, L.; Börzsönyi, T.; Pusztai, T. Nucleation and Bulk
Crystallization in Binary Phase Field Theory. Phys. Rev. Lett.
2002,
88
(20),
206105.
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.206105.
Gránásy, L.; Rátkai, L.; Szállás, A.; Korbuly, B.; Tóth, G. I.;
Környei, L.; Pusztai, T. Phase-Field Modeling of Polycrystalline
Solidification: From Needle Crystals to Spherulites—A Review.
Metallurgical and Materials Transactions A 2014, 45 (4), 1694–
1719. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11661-013-1988-0.
Rathi, P.; Kyu, T. Theory and Computation of
Photopolymerization-Induced
Phase
Transition
and
Morphology Development in Blends of Crystalline Polymer and
Photoreactive Monomer. Physical Review E 2009, 79 (3).
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.79.031802.
Badillo, A. Quantitative Phase-Field Modeling for Boiling
Phenomena. Physical Review E 2012, 86 (4), 041603.
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.86.041603.
Schweigler, K. M.; Ben Said, M.; Seifritz, S.; Selzer, M.; Nestler,
B. Experimental and Numerical Investigation of Drop
Evaporation Depending on the Shape of the Liquid/Gas
Interface. International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer
2017,
105,
655–663.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2016.10.033.
Nestler, B.; Wheeler, A. A.; Ratke, L.; Stöcker, C. Phase-Field
Model for Solidification of a Monotectic Alloy with Convection.
Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena 2000, 141 (1–2), 133–154.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-2789(00)00035-X.
Wang, F.; Altschuh, P.; Ratke, L.; Zhang, H.; Selzer, M.; Nestler,
B. Progress Report on Phase Separation in Polymer Solutions.
Adv.
Mater.
2019,
31
(26),
1806733.
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201806733.
Ray, B.; Nair, P. R.; Alam, M. A. Annealing Dependent
Performance of Organic Bulk-Heterojunction Solar Cells: A
Theoretical Perspective. Solar Energy Materials and Solar Cells

(44)

(45)

(46)

(47)

(48)

(49)

(50)

(51)

(52)

(53)

(54)

(55)

(56)

2011,
95
(12),
3287–3294.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.solmat.2011.07.006.
Ray, B.; Alam, M. A. Random vs Regularized OPV: Limits of
Performance Gain of Organic Bulk Heterojunction Solar Cells
by Morphology Engineering. Solar Energy Materials and Solar
Cells
2012,
99,
204–212.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.solmat.2011.11.042.
Buxton, G. A.; Clarke, N. Predicting Structure and Property
Relations in Polymeric Photovoltaic Devices. Phys. Rev. B 2006,
74 (8), 085207. https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.74.085207.
Michels, J. J.; Moons, E. Simulation of Surface-Directed Phase
Separation in a Solution-Processed Polymer/PCBM Blend.
Macromolecules
2013,
46
(21),
8693–8701.
https://doi.org/10.1021/ma400269j.
Kouijzer, S.; Michels, J. J.; van den Berg, M.; Gevaerts, V. S.;
Turbiez, M.; Wienk, M. M.; Janssen, R. A. J. Predicting
Morphologies of Solution Processed Polymer:Fullerene
Blends. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2013, 135 (32), 12057–12067.
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja405493j.
Schaefer, C.; Michels, J. J.; van der Schoot, P. Structuring of
Thin-Film Polymer Mixtures upon Solvent Evaporation.
Macromolecules
2016,
49
(18),
6858–6870.
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.macromol.6b00537.
Wodo, O.; Ganapathysubramanian, B. Modeling Morphology
Evolution during Solvent-Based Fabrication of Organic Solar
Cells. Computational Materials Science 2012, 55, 113–126.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2011.12.012.
Wodo, O.; Ganapathysubramanian, B. How Do Evaporating
Thin Films Evolve? Unravelling Phase-Separation Mechanisms
during Solvent-Based Fabrication of Polymer Blends. Applied
Physics
Letters
2014,
105
(15),
153104.
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4898136.
Negi, V.; Wodo, O.; van Franeker, J. J.; Janssen, R. A. J.;
Bobbert, P. A. Simulating Phase Separation during Spin Coating
of a Polymer–Fullerene Blend: A Joint Computational and
Experimental Investigation. ACS Appl. Energy Mater. 2018, 1
(2), 725–735. https://doi.org/10.1021/acsaem.7b00189.
Saylor, D. M.; Kim, C.-S.; Patwardhan, D. V.; Warren, J. A.
Diffuse-Interface Theory for Structure Formation and Release
Behavior in Controlled Drug Release Systems. Acta
Biomaterialia
2007,
3
(6),
851–864.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2007.03.011.
Kim, C.-S.; Saylor, D. M.; McDermott, M. K.; Patwardhan, D. V.;
Warren, J. A. Modeling Solvent Evaporation during the
Manufacture of Controlled Drug-Release Coatings and the
Impact on Release Kinetics. Journal of Biomedical Materials
Research Part B: Applied Biomaterials 2009, 90B (2), 688–699.
https://doi.org/10.1002/jbm.b.31336.
Saylor, D. M.; Guyer, J. E.; Wheeler, D.; Warren, J. A. Predicting
Microstructure Development during Casting of Drug-Eluting
Coatings. Acta Biomaterialia 2011, 7 (2), 604–613.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actbio.2010.09.019.
Saylor, D. M.; Forrey, C.; Kim, C.-S.; Warren, J. A. Diffuse
Interface Methods for Modeling Drug-Eluting Stent Coatings.
Ann
Biomed
Eng
2016,
44
(2),
548–559.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10439-015-1375-7.
Ronsin, O. J. J.; Harting, J. Role of the Interplay between
Spinodal Decomposition and Crystal Growth in the

(57)

(58)

(59)

(60)

(61)

(62)
(63)
(64)

(65)

(66)

(67)

(68)

(69)

(70)

(71)

20

Morphological Evolution of Crystalline Bulk Heterojunctions.
Energy
Technol.
2020,
8
(12),
1901468.
https://doi.org/10.1002/ente.201901468.
Ronsin, O. J. J.; Jang, D.; Egelhaaf, H.-J.; Brabec, C. J.; Harting, J.
Phase-Field Simulation of Liquid–Vapor Equilibrium and
Evaporation of Fluid Mixtures. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces
2021,
13
(47),
55988–56003.
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.1c12079.
Ronsin, O. J. J.; Harting, J. Phase-Field Simulations of the
Morphology
Formation
in
Evaporating
Crystalline
Multicomponent Films. Advanced Theory and Simulations
2022,
n/a
(n/a),
2200286.
https://doi.org/10.1002/adts.202200286.
Cahn, J. W.; Hilliard, J. E. Free Energy of a Nonuniform System.
I. Interfacial Free Energy. J. Chem. Phys. 1958, 28 (2), 258–267.
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1744102.
Cahn, J. W. On Spinodal Decomposition. Acta Metallurgica
1961, 9 (9), 795–801. https://doi.org/10.1016/00016160(61)90182-1.
Cook, H. E. Brownian Motion in Spinodal Decomposition. Acta
Metallurgica
1970,
18
(3),
297–306.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0001-6160(70)90144-6.
Flory, P. J. Principles of Polymer Chemistry; Cornell University
Press, 1953.
Rubinstein, M.; Colby, R. H. Polymer Physics; Oxford University
Press: Oxford, New York, 2003.
de Gennes, P. G. Dynamics of Fluctuations and Spinodal
Decomposition in Polymer Blends. J. Chem. Phys. 1980, 72 (9),
4756–4763. https://doi.org/10.1063/1.439809.
Persad, A. H.; Ward, C. A. Expressions for the Evaporation and
Condensation Coefficients in the Hertz-Knudsen Relation.
Chemical
Reviews
2016,
116
(14),
7727–7767.
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.5b00511.
Liu, C.; Frank, F.; Thiele, C.; Alpak, F. O.; Berg, S.; Chapman, W.;
Riviere, B. An Efficient Numerical Algorithm for Solving
Viscosity Contrast Cahn–Hilliard–Navier–Stokes System in
Porous Media. Journal of Computational Physics 2020, 400,
108948. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2019.108948.
Matkar, R. A.; Kyu, T. Role of Crystal−Amorphous Interaction in
Phase Equilibria of Crystal−Amorphous Polymer Blends. J.
Phys. Chem. B 2006, 110 (25), 12728–12732.
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp061159m.
Matkar, R. A.; Kyu, T. Phase Diagrams of Binary
Crystalline−Crystalline Polymer Blends. J. Phys. Chem. B 2006,
110 (32), 16059–16065. https://doi.org/10.1021/jp062124p.
Horst, R. Calculation of Phase Diagrams Not Requiring the
Derivatives of the Gibbs Energy Demonstrated for a Mixture of
Two Homopolymers with the Corresponding Copolymer.
Macromol. Theory Simul. 1995, 4 (3), 449–458.
https://doi.org/10.1002/mats.1995.040040304.
Horst, R. Calculation of Phase Diagrams Not Requiring the
Derivatives of the Gibbs Energy for Multinary Mixtures.
Macromol. Theory Simul. 1996, 5 (5), 789–800.
https://doi.org/10.1002/mats.1996.040050501.
Rathi, P.; Huang,
T.-M.; Dayal, P.; Kyu, T.
Crystalline−Amorphous Interaction in Relation to the Phase
Diagrams of Binary Polymer Blends Containing a Crystalline

(72)

(73)

(74)

(75)

(76)

(77)

(78)

(79)

(80)

(81)

(82)

(83)

Constituent. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 2008, 112
(20), 6460–6466. https://doi.org/10.1021/jp800275p.
Machui, F.; Langner, S.; Zhu, X.; Abbott, S.; Brabec, C. J.
Determination of the P3HT:PCBM Solubility Parameters via a
Binary Solvent Gradient Method: Impact of Solubility on the
Photovoltaic Performance. Solar Energy Materials and Solar
Cells
2012,
100,
138–146.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.solmat.2012.01.005.
Müller, C.; Ferenczi, T. A. M.; Campoy-Quiles, M.; Frost, J. M.;
Bradley, D. D. C.; Smith, P.; Stingelin-Stutzmann, N.; Nelson, J.
Binary Organic Photovoltaic Blends: A Simple Rationale for
Optimum Compositions. Advanced Materials 2008, 20 (18),
3510–3515. https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.200800963.
Li, N.; Machui, F.; Waller, D.; Koppe, M.; Brabec, C. J.
Determination of Phase Diagrams of Binary and Ternary
Organic Semiconductor Blends for Organic Photovoltaic
Devices. Solar Energy Materials and Solar Cells 2011, 95 (12),
3465–3471. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.solmat.2011.08.005.
Remy, R.; Weiss, E. D.; Nguyen, N. A.; Wei, S.; Campos, L. M.;
Kowalewski, T.; Mackay, M. E. Enthalpy of Fusion of Poly(3Hexylthiophene) by Differential Scanning Calorimetry. Journal
of Polymer Science Part B: Polymer Physics 2014, 52 (22),
1469–1475. https://doi.org/10.1002/polb.23584.
Perea, J.; Langner, S.; Salvador, M.; Sanchez, B.; Li, N.; Zhang,
C.; Járvás, G.; Kontos, J.; Dallos, A.; Aspuru-Guzik, A.; Brabec, C.
Introducing a New Potential Figure of Merit for Evaluating
Microstructure Stability in Photovoltaic Polymer-Fullerene
Blends. The Journal of Physical Chemistry C 2017, 121.
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcc.7b03228.
Liu, F.; Chen, D.; Wang, C.; Luo, K.; Gu, W.; Briseno, A. L.; Hsu,
J. W. P.; Russell, T. P. Molecular Weight Dependence of the
Morphology in P3HT:PCBM Solar Cells. ACS Appl. Mater.
Interfaces 2014, 12.
Chang, L.; Jacobs, I. E.; Augustine, M. P.; Moulé, A. J.
Correlating Dilute Solvent Interactions to Morphology and OPV
Device Performance. Organic Electronics 2013, 14 (10), 2431–
2443. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2013.06.016.
Leman, D.; Kelly, M. A.; Ness, S.; Engmann, S.; Herzing, A.;
Snyder, C.; Ro, H. W.; Kline, R. J.; DeLongchamp, D. M.; Richter,
L. J. In Situ Characterization of Polymer–Fullerene Bilayer
Stability. Macromolecules 2015, 48 (2), 383–392.
https://doi.org/10.1021/ma5021227.
Kozub, D. R.; Vakhshouri, K.; Orme, L. M.; Wang, C.; Hexemer,
A.; Gomez, E. D. Polymer Crystallization of Partially Miscible
Polythiophene/Fullerene Mixtures Controls Morphology.
Macromolecules
2011,
44
(14),
5722–5726.
https://doi.org/10.1021/ma200855r.
Zettl, U.; Hoffmann, S. T.; Koberling, F.; Krausch, G.; Enderlein,
J.; Harnau, L.; Ballauff, M. Self-Diffusion and Cooperative
Diffusion in Semidilute Polymer Solutions As Measured by
Fluorescence Correlation Spectroscopy. Macromolecules
2009,
42
(24),
9537–9547.
https://doi.org/10.1021/ma901404g.
Wang, C. I.; Hua, C. C. Solubility of C 60 and PCBM in Organic
Solvents. J. Phys. Chem. B 2015, 119 (45), 14496–14504.
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpcb.5b07399.
Treat, N. D.; Mates, T. E.; Hawker, C. J.; Kramer, E. J.; Chabinyc,
M. L. Temperature Dependence of the Diffusion Coefficient of

(84)

(85)

(86)

(87)

(88)

(89)

(90)

(91)

(92)

(93)

21

PCBM in Poly(3-Hexylthiophene). Macromolecules 2013, 46
(3), 1002–1007. https://doi.org/10.1021/ma302337p.
Mamaliga, I.; Schabel, W.; Kind, M. Measurements of Sorption
Isotherms and Diffusion Coefficients by Means of a Magnetic
Suspension Balance. Chemical Engineering and Processing:
Process
Intensification
2004,
43
(6),
753–763.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0255-2701(03)00077-1.
Krüger, K.-M.; Sadowski, G. Fickian and Non-Fickian Sorption
Kinetics of Toluene in Glassy Polystyrene. Macromolecules
2005,
38
(20),
8408–8417.
https://doi.org/10.1021/ma050353o.
Mueller, F.; Krueger, K.-M.; Sadowski, G. Non-Fickian Diffusion
of Toluene in Polystyrene in the Vicinity of the Glass-Transition
Temperature. Macromolecules 2012, 45 (2), 926–932.
https://doi.org/10.1021/ma202283e.
Yu, L.; Davidson, E.; Sharma, A.; Andersson, M. R.; Segalman,
R.; Müller, C. Isothermal Crystallization Kinetics and Time–
Temperature–Transformation of the Conjugated Polymer:
Poly(3-(2′-Ethyl)Hexylthiophene). Chemistry of Materials 2017,
29
(13),
5654–5662.
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemmater.7b01393.
P3HT Revisited – From Molecular Scale to Solar Cell Devices;
Ludwigs, S., Ed.; Advances in Polymer Science; Springer Berlin
Heidelberg:
Berlin,
Heidelberg,
2014;
Vol.
265.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-45145-8.
Ye, L.; Li, S.; Liu, X.; Zhang, S.; Ghasemi, M.; Xiong, Y.; Hou, J.;
Ade, H. Quenching to the Percolation Threshold in Organic
Solar
Cells.
Joule
2019,
3
(2),
443–458.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joule.2018.11.006.
Wodo,
O.;
Roehling,
J.
D.;
Moulé,
A.
J.;
Ganapathysubramanian, B. Quantifying Organic Solar Cell
Morphology: A Computational Study of Three-Dimensional
Maps. Energy Environ. Sci. 2013, 6 (10), 3060.
https://doi.org/10.1039/c3ee41224e.
Pokuri, B. S. S.; Sit, J.; Wodo, O.; Baran, D.; Ameri, T.; Brabec,
C. J.; Moule, A. J.; Ganapathysubramanian, B. Nanoscale
Morphology of Doctor Bladed versus Spin-Coated Organic
Photovoltaic Films. Adv. Energy Mater. 2017, 7 (22), 1701269.
https://doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201701269.
Gebhardt, R. S.; Du, P.; Wodo, O.; Ganapathysubramanian, B.
A Data-Driven Identification of Morphological Features
Influencing the Fill Factor and Efficiency of Organic
Photovoltaic Devices. Computational Materials Science 2017,
129,
220–225.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2016.12.020.
Kaka, F.; Singh, R. K.; Ramamurthy, P. C.; Choudhury, A.
Modeling Process–Structure–Property Relationship in Organic
Photovoltaics Using a Robust Diffuse Interface Approach. AIP
Advances
2020,
10
(6),
065304.
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0009355.

Supporting Information
“Formation of crystalline bulk heterojunctions in
organic solar cells: insights from phase-field
simulations”
Olivier J.J. Ronsin [a,b]* and Jens Harting [a,b,c]

[a]

Forschungszentrum Jülich GmbH, Helmholtz Institute Erlangen-Nürnberg for Renewable Energy (IEK-11),
Fürther Straße 248, 90429 Nürnberg, Germany
[b]
Department of Chemical and Biological Engineering, Friedrich-Alexander-Universität Erlangen-Nürnberg,
Fürther Straße 248, 90429 Nürnberg, Germany
cf]
Department of Physics, Friedrich-Alexander-Universität Erlangen-Nürnberg, Fürther Straße 248, 90429
Nürnberg, Germany

Corresponding Authors
E-mail: o.ronsin@fz-juelich.de (O.R.)

s22

S1. Simulation parameters
Unless otherwise specified, the parameters below are used for all simulations of the paper. For the
phase diagrams, only the thermodynamic parameters are used. For the simulations of crystallization in
a binary mixture at fixed concentration, the parameters relative to evaporation and the gas buffer
material are not used. Subscripts ‘d’, ‘a’, ‘s’, ‘g’ stand for ‘donor’, ‘acceptor’, ‘solvent’, and buffer
‘gas’, respectively.
The parameter highlighted in red are the ones that have been varied for the simulations of film drying
(see Table S2 below).
Parameters

Full name
GENERAL
Grid spacing
Temperature
Density
Molar mass
Molar volume of the Flory-Huggins lattice site
Molar volume (given as number of lattice site)

𝑑𝑥, 𝑑𝑦
𝑇
𝜌𝑑 , 𝜌𝑎 , 𝜌𝑠 , 𝜌𝑔
𝑚𝑑 , 𝑚𝑎 , 𝑚𝑠 , 𝑚𝑔
𝑣0
𝑁𝑑 , 𝑁𝑎 , 𝑁𝑠 , 𝑁𝑔

THERMODYNAMICS
Liquid-liquid interaction parameter

𝜒𝑑𝑎,𝑙𝑙 , 𝜒𝑑𝑠,𝑙𝑙 , 𝜒𝑑𝑔,𝑙𝑙
𝜒𝑎𝑠,𝑙𝑙 , 𝜒𝑎𝑔,𝑙𝑙 , 𝜒𝑠𝑔,𝑙𝑙
𝜒𝑑𝑎,𝑠𝑙 , 𝜒𝑑𝑠,𝑠𝑙 , 𝜒𝑑𝑔,𝑠𝑙
𝜒𝑎𝑑,𝑠𝑙 , 𝜒𝑎𝑠,𝑠𝑙 , 𝜒𝑎𝑔,𝑠𝑙
𝑇𝑚,𝑑 , 𝑇𝑚,𝑎

Solid-liquid interaction parameter (1st material
in solid state, 2nd material in liquid state)
Melting temperature
Heat of fusion

𝑓𝑢𝑠 𝑓𝑢𝑠
𝐿𝑑 , 𝐿𝑎

𝑊𝑑 , 𝑊𝑎
𝑃0
𝑃𝑠𝑎𝑡,𝑑 , 𝑃𝑠𝑎𝑡,𝑎 , 𝑃𝑠𝑎𝑡,𝑠 , 𝑃𝑠𝑎𝑡,𝑔
𝑃𝑑∞ , 𝑃𝑎∞ , 𝑃𝑠∞ , 𝑃𝑔∞
𝐸𝑝,0 , 𝐸𝑠𝑚,0
𝛽
𝜅𝑑 , 𝜅𝑎 , 𝜅𝑠 , 𝜅𝑔
𝜀𝑑 , 𝜀𝑎
𝜀𝑔,𝑑 , 𝜀𝑔,𝑎
𝜀𝑣

𝜑 →1

𝐷𝑠,𝑑𝑑

𝜑 →1

, 𝐷𝑠,𝑑𝑎

𝜑 →1

, 𝐷𝑠,𝑎𝑎

𝜑 →1

, 𝐷𝑠,𝑠𝑎

𝜑 →1

, 𝐷𝑠,𝑔𝑎

𝐷𝑠,𝑎𝑑
𝐷𝑠,𝑠𝑑
𝐷𝑠,𝑔𝑑

𝜑 →1

, 𝐷𝑠,𝑑𝑠

𝜑 →1

, 𝐷𝑠,𝑎𝑠

𝜑 →1

, 𝐷𝑠,𝑠𝑠

𝜑 →1

, 𝐷𝑠,𝑔𝑠

𝜑𝑔 →1

, 𝐷𝑠,𝑑

𝜑𝑔 →1

𝜑 →1

, 𝐷𝑠,𝑎

𝜑 →1

, 𝐷𝑠,𝑠

𝜑 →1

, 𝐷𝑠,𝑔

𝑀𝑑,0 , 𝑀𝑎,0
𝑀𝑣
𝛼
𝜂𝑑 , 𝜂𝑎 , 𝜂𝑠 , 𝜂𝑔

𝜑𝑔 →1

Energy barrier upon crystallization
Reference pressure
Vapor pressure
Partial pressure in environment
Solid-vapor interaction energy
Numerical free energy coefficient
Surface tension parameter for composition
gradients
Surface tension parameter for liquid-solid order
parameter gradients
Surface tension parameter for grain boundaries
Surface tension parameter for liquid-vapor
order parameter gradients
KINETICS
Self-diffusion coefficients in pure materials
𝜑 →1
(ex: 𝐷𝑠,𝑑𝑎 is the self-diffusion of the donor in a
pure acceptor matrix)

Values

Units

1
333
1100, 1600, 1300, 1300
30, 0.91, 0.147, 0.03
2.3.10-5
1182, 24.6, 4.9, 1

nm
K
kg.m-3
kg.mol-1
m3.mol-1
-

1.592 − 1.778 ⋅ 10−3 𝑇, 0.05, 0
77.48⁄𝑇 + 0.34, 0, 0

-

𝜒𝑑𝑎,𝑙𝑙 + 0.3, 𝜒𝑑𝑠,𝑙𝑙 + 0.35, 0
𝜒𝑑𝑎,𝑙𝑙 + 0.3, 𝜒𝑑𝑠,𝑙𝑙 + 0.1, 0
510, 558
5.104, 2.104

K
J kg-1

7.5.104, 3.104
105
.
2
1.7 10 , 102, 2.103, 108
0, 0, 0, 0
5.109, 5.109
10-5
-10
-10
10 , 10 , 10-10, 2.10-9

J.kg-1
Pa
Pa
Pa
J.m-3
J.m-3
J.m-1

10-5, 10-5

(J.m-1)0.5

3.10-2, 3.10-2
1.5.10-4

J.m-2
(J.m-1)0.5

10-16, 5.10-16, 5.10-11, 5.10-11
4.10-15, 10-13, 5.10-10, 5.10-10
10-14, 10-12, 2.10-9, 2.10-9
10-14, 10-12, 2.10-9, 2.10-9

m2.s-1

1.2.10-6, 𝑀𝑎 .6.10-4
106
.
-𝑉𝑒 2.3.10-5

s-1
s-1
-

(108,.105, 101, 10-1)/ 𝑉𝑒

Pa.s-1

.

𝜑𝑔 →1

Allen Cahn mobility coefficients for crystals
Allen Cahn mobility coefficients for the vapor
Evaporation-condensation coefficient
FLUID MECHANICS
Viscosity

Table S3: thermodynamic and kinetic parameter set used for the simulations presented in the paper.
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Concerning the simulations of film drying, only the parameters 𝜒𝑑𝑎,𝑙𝑙 , 𝑀𝑎 and 𝑉𝑒 have been varied,
taking following values:

𝜒𝑑𝑎,𝑙𝑙 (333𝐾)
𝑀𝑎
𝑉𝑒

Ref.

𝑉𝑒 = 2

𝑉𝑒 = 0.6

𝑉𝑒 = 0.3

𝑀𝑎 = 45

𝜒𝑑𝑎,𝑙𝑙 = 2.9

𝜒𝑑𝑎,𝑙𝑙 = 0.6

1
15
1

1
15
2

1
15
0.6

1
15
0.3

1
45
1

2.9
15
1

0.6
15
1

Table S4: parameters that have been varied for the simulations of film drying. For 𝜒𝑑𝑎,𝑙𝑙 , only the
value at 333K (the temperature used for the simulations) is given.
The model requires some additional parameters for the noise terms, the diffusion coefficients in the
vapor phase, detection threshold for the presence of the crystals and the gas phase that are given in the
table below. A penalty for the kinetic properties (diffusion coefficients, order parameter fluctuations,
viscosity, order parameter mobility in the SV interface) inside the crystals is applied using the penalty
function f defined by
1
𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑓(𝑥, 𝑑, 𝑐, 𝑤)) = 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑑) (1 + 𝑡𝑎𝑛ℎ(𝑤(𝑥 − 𝑐)))
2

where x is a field variable. The parameter values for the penalties are given in the table below. More
details on the meaning of these parameters can be found in 1.
Parameters
𝜎𝐶𝐻 , 𝜎𝐴𝐶
𝑣𝑎𝑝

𝑣𝑎𝑝

𝑣𝑎𝑝

𝐷𝑑 , 𝐷𝑎 , 𝐷𝑠

𝑣𝑎𝑝

, 𝐷𝑔

𝑡𝜙,𝑑 , 𝑡𝜙,𝑎
𝑡𝜑,𝑑 , 𝑡𝜑,𝑎
𝑡𝜙𝑣

𝑑𝑠𝑙 , 𝑐𝑠𝑙 , 𝑤𝑠𝑙
𝑑𝜁 , 𝑐𝜁 , 𝑤𝜁
𝑑𝜂 , 𝑐𝜂 , 𝑤𝜂
𝑑𝑠𝑣 , 𝑐𝑠𝑣 , 𝑤𝑠𝑣

Full name
THERMODYNAMICS
Prefactors for noise terms in the Cahn-Hilliard and
Allen-Cahn equation
KINETICS
Diffusion coefficients in the vapor phase
DETECTION THRESHOLDS
Threshold for crystal detection related to order
parameter values
Threshold for crystal detection related to volume
fraction values
Threshold for vapor detection related to order
parameter values
PENALTY FUNCTIONS
Amplitude, center and width of the penalty function
for diffusion coefficients upon solid-liquid transition
Amplitude, center and width of the penalty function
for order parameter fluctuations
Amplitude, center and width of the penalty function
for the viscosity upon solid-liquid transition
Amplitude, center and width of the penalty function
for Allen-Cahn mobility and interaction energy upon
solid-vapor transition

Values

Units

10-5, 1

-

𝑉𝑒 .(10-17, 10-17, 2.10-9, 2.10-9)

m2.s-1

0.4, 0.4

-

0.2, 0.2

-

0.02

-

10-6, 0.97, 35

-

10-2, 0.85, 15

-

10-7, 0.2, 20

-

10-3, 0.3, 15

-

Table S5: thermodynamic and kinetic parameter set used for the simulations presented in the paper.

1 O. J. J. Ronsin and J. Harting, Advanced Theory and Simulations, 2022, 2200286.

s24

S2. Supporting information for the reference simulation
This section provides some details regarding the simulation presented in the section ‘Time-dependent
behavior, structure analysis, comparison with experimental measurements’ of the main text.

S2.1 Ternary phase diagram without acceptor crystalline state
The ternary phase diagram can also be calculated without considering the crystalline state for the
acceptor. This is useful for the understanding of the film behavior upon drying, because the acceptor
kinetically does not have time to crystallize, so that the film behaves as if the acceptor were amorphous.
The unstable domain on the left with a maximum around 25% donor and 60% acceptor corresponds
to the liquid-liquid demixing. Once the composition of the liquid phase reaches this region, it
undergoes a spinodal decomposition.

Figure S8: ternary donor-acceptor-solvent phase diagram at 60 °𝐶 of the investigated mixture, not
taking into account acceptor crystallization. The unstable compositions are represented in grey, the
liquids in blue, the acceptor solids in orange, the donor solids in yellow and the tie lines in green.

S2.2 Kratky diffractograms for the reference simulation
The figure below shows the diffractograms of the scattered intensity depending on the wave vector q
(after angular integration) in the Kratky representation. During the drying phase, a clear structure
appears around 0.2𝑛𝑚−1 .

Figure S9: Kratky plot of the scattered intensity during the drying phase.
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S2.3 All phase fields for the time-dependent film morphology
The figure below shows the order parameter fields (upper row) for the simulation presented in the
section ‘Time-dependent behavior, structure analysis, comparison with experimental measurements’
of the main text. The volume fraction and marker fields presented in Figure 4 of the main text are
reported in the figure below for clarity (top and middle row, respectively).

Figure S10: drying of a ternary P3HT-PCBM-DCB blend with initial blend ratio 20: 13: 67. The
volume fraction fields (top row), the marker fields tracking the presence of the distinct crystallites
(middle row) and the order parameter fields (bottom row) are shown after 1 𝑠 (a, g, m), 2 𝑠 (b, h, n),
3 𝑠 (c, i, o), 3.25 𝑠 (d, j, p), 30 𝑠 (e, k, q) and 500 𝑠 (f, l, r) (from left to right). The film is completely
dry after 30 𝑠. For the volume fraction fields, the polymer donor is represented in red, the acceptor in
green and the solvent in blue. For the marker fields, the donor crystals are represented in red and the
acceptor crystals in green. The marker value ranges from – 𝜋/2 (dark color) to π/2 (bright color). For
the order parameter fields, the polymer donor crystals are represented in red, the acceptor crystals in
green and the vapor phase in blue.
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S3. Supporting information for the simulations with parameter
variations
This section provides further details on the simulation presented in the section ‘Effect of evaporation
rate, acceptor crystallization rate and donor-acceptor miscibility’ of the main text.

S3.1 All phase fields for the film morphology after 𝟑𝟎 𝒔
The figure below shows the order parameter fields corresponding to Figure 7 of the main text. The
volume fraction and marker fields are reported in the figure below for clarity.

Figure S11: morphology of a ternary P3HT-PCBM-DCB blend with initial blend ratio is 20: 13: 67
after 30 𝑠 drying at 60 °𝐶 (except for (c, i, o): after 16s drying). The volume fractions fields are shown
on the top row, the marker fields tracking the presence of the distinct crystallites on the middle row
and the order parameter fields on the bottom row. From left to right: (a, g, m) 𝑉𝑒 = 2, (b, h, n) 𝑉𝑒 =
0.6, (c, i, o) 𝑉𝑒 = 0.3, (d, j, p) 𝑀𝑎 = 45, (e, k, q) 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 = 2.9, (f, l, r) 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 = 0.6. For 𝑉𝑒 = 0.6 and
𝑉𝑒 = 0.3, the film is not dry. The color code is the same as compared to Figure 3.
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S3.2 All phase fields for the film morphology after 𝟓𝟎𝟎 𝒔
The figure below shows all phase fields for the simulations presented in the section ‘Effect of
evaporation rate, acceptor crystallization rate and donor-acceptor miscibility’ of the main text, but after
500 𝑠. The case 𝑉𝑒 = 0.3, for which evaporation is blocked by crystals at the film surface, is not
represented.

Figure S12: morphology of a ternary P3HT-PCBM-DCB blend with initial blend ratio is 20: 13: 67
after 500 𝑠 drying at 60 °𝐶. The volume fractions fields are shown on the top row, the marker fields
tracking the presence of the distinct crystallites on the middle row and the order parameter fields on
the bottom row. From left to right: (a, f, k) 𝑉𝑒 = 2, (b, g, l) 𝑉𝑒 = 0.6, (c, h, m) 𝑀𝑎 = 45, (d, i, n) 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 =
2.9, (e, j, o) 𝜒𝑙𝑙,𝑑𝑎 = 0.6. For 𝑉𝑒 = 0.6 the film is not fully dry. The color code is the same as compared
to Figure 3.
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S3.3 Time dependent characterization of the film height, composition and
morphology for various parameters

Figure S13: time-dependent evolution of the donor-acceptor-solvent mixture for various simulation
parameters. (Top row, from left to right) Normalized film height relative to the initial height ℎ/ℎ0 ,
solvent and donor volume fractions in the liquid phase 𝜑𝑙𝑖𝑞,𝑑 and 𝜑𝑙𝑖𝑞,𝑠 . (Middle row, from left to right)
Percentage of crystalline donor and acceptor materials 𝜒𝑑 and 𝜒𝑎 , scattered intensity 𝐼𝑆𝑐𝑎𝑡 in the
range [5 − 150 𝑛𝑚]. (Bottom row, from left to right) Mean radius of donor and acceptor crystals <
𝑟𝑑 > and < 𝑟𝑎 >, characteristic length scale 2𝜋/< 𝑞 > defined from the first moment of the
probability distribution of the scattered intensity.

s29

