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Nanofiber mats containing poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythio-
phene) (PEDOT) hold potential for use in wearable electronic A
applications. Unfortunately, the use of PEDOT is often limited by the
acidic nature of polystyrenesulfonate (PSS), a common dispersant for
PEDOT. In this study, we explored the impact of increasing the pH value of
PEDOT:PSS/poly(vinyl alcohol) (PVA) precursors on the morphological
and electrical properties of the resultant electrospun fibers. Specifically,
electrospun nanofibers were analyzed using scanning electron microscopy,
bright-field microscopy, and two-point probe measurements. We
discovered that neutral and even slightly basic PEDOT:PSS/PVA
precursors could be electrospun without affecting the resultant electrical
properties. While cross-linking effectively stabilized the fibers, their
electrical properties decreased after exposure to solutions with pH values between S and 11, as well as with agitated soap
washing tests. Additionally, we report that the fiber mats maintained their stability after more than 3000 cycles of voltage application.
These findings suggest that PEDOT:PSS-based fibers hold potential for use in wearable textile and sensor applications, where long-
term durability is needed.
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the most common method for synthesizing PEDOT is
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(PVA),*~** polyvinylpyrrolidone (PVP),* or poly(ethylene
oxide) (PEO)***° to improve the electrospinnability. In one
study by Huang et al,,”’ the carrier polymer was avoided by
blending PEDOT:PSS with a small amount of magnesium
nitrate that acted as a thickener to facilitate electrospinning.
There are other studies that used coaxial electrospinning; in
these, the optical and electrical properties of fibers containing
PEDOT:PSS in the core’”*® or in the shell®® were evaluated.

The electrical performance of single nozzle electrospun
PEDOT:PSS-based fiber mats has been explored in many
studies. For example, Park et al.”’ electrospun PEDOT:PSS-
based fibers and evaluated the effect of the carrier polymers
(PEO or PVA) and cosolvents (dimethyl sulfoxide or ethylene
glycol) on the electrical conductivity. PEDOT:PSS/PEO fibers
had a higher conductivity than the PEDOT:PSS/PVA fibers
because when PEO was used, the more conductive quinoid
structure was in abundance, as indicated by a broad peak at
1430 cm™ in the Raman spectra. Additionally, while ethylene
glycol increased the conductivity more than dimethyl sulfoxide,
using either solvent improved the conductivity of the
PEDOT:PSS/PVA and PEDOT:PSS/PEO fibers, which was
also supported by a broader peak in the Raman spectra. The
conductivity of the as-spun PEDOT:PSS/PEO fibers was also
improved after they were immersed in ethanol™ or ethylene
glycol’”*” due to the removal of PEO and change in PEDOT
conformation. In these studies, the use of PSS was essential in
dispersing PEDOT in the appropriate solvents.

Due to the presence of sulfonic groups in PSS, commercial
formulations of PEDOT:PSS dispersions have a pH value
between 1.5 and 2.5.*' This high acidity leads to corrosivity;
for example, when PEDOT:PSS was deposited and dried as a
hole-injecting layer on indium doped tin oxide (ITO) anode
for light-emitting diodes, the ITO etched into the PEDOT:PSS
layer due to the acidic nature of the latter.” The etching
process has been observed in other systems as well and
decreases the lifetime and performance of the devices
signiﬁcantly.43’44 Therefore, in many studies, EDOT mono-
mers are polymerized on the substrate producing a thin film of
PEDOT without involving acidic PSS.* Another method to
eliminate the adverse effects of PEDOT:PSS’s acidity is to
increase its pH value by mixing it with a base, such as sodium
hydroxide (NaOH). For example, Mochizuki et al.*® increased
the pH value of PEDOT:PSS dispersions up to 13 by adding
NaOH and found that the electrical conductivity of the cast
thin films decreased as the pH value increased due to dedoping
of PEDOT. While many strategies to overcome the adverse
effects caused by the acidity of PSS have been reported for thin
films,*” only one strategy has been explored for electrospun
fibers.”® " This involved the polymerization of EDOT
monomers within or onto fibers to enhance their biocompat-
ibility as well as their electrical and mechanical properties.
Moreover, for the more common PEDOT:PSS-based fibers,
there are no studies that discuss how altering the pH value of
these commercial precursors impacts the final morphological
or electrical properties of the electrospun fibers. Furthermore,
many applications, such as in vivo sensors, require the
conductive fibers to be used in different pH environments
and to-date no studies have investigated how exposing
PEDOT:PSS-based fibers to different environments impacts
their properties.

In the current work, we examined the effect of increasing the
pH value of PEDOT:PSS-based precursors from ~2.5 to ~12
on the electrospinnability and electrical properties of the
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resulting fiber mats. For PEDOT:PSS-based fibers to be
appropriate for applications, it is important to understand their
long-term performance and stability in various environments in
which they might be used. For this reason, we also cross-linked
the mats and evaluated if their electrical conductivity changed
after submersion in solutions with various pH values, as well as
after multiple rounds of washing tests featuring soapy water.
The electrical conductivity of as-spun fiber mats over multiple
months and 3000 current—voltage scans was also evaluated.
This study demonstrates that the electrical properties of
PEDOT:PSS-based fibers persist when electrospun from a
wide range of pH values and after application of multiple
current—voltage cycles, making them suitable for a variety of
applications, including wearable textiles and sensors.

All chemicals were used as received. Poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophe-
ne):polystyrenesulfonate (PEDOT:PSS) was purchased from Sigma-
Aldrich as a dispersion in water with 1.3 wt % solid content (0.5 wt %
PEDOT and 0.8 wt % PSS) and a reported conductivity of 1 S/cm.
Acetic acid, glutaraldehyde solution (50 wt % in water), and Mowial
18-88 poly(vinyl alcohol) (PVA) with a molecular weight of 130 kDa
and degree of hydrolysis of 87—89% were also purchased from Sigma-
Aldrich. Sodium hydroxide (NaOH), acetone, Sparkleen 1, sodium
iodide (Nal), sodium bromide (NaBr), sodium chloride (NaCl), and
magnesium chloride (MgCl,) were purchased from Fisher Scientific.
Deionized (DI) water was obtained from a Barnstead Nanopure
Infinity water purification system (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham,

Fisherbrand microscope glass slides were purchased from Fisher
Scientific. Interdigitated electrodes (IDEs) consisted of 20 platinum
electrodes (10 pairs) that were SO nm thick and 4.5 mm in length,
with a 100 pm spacing (Figure S1A). The IDEs were fabricated in Dr.
Jun Yao’s Laboratory (Department of Electrical and Computer
Engineering, UMass Amherst) on Si wafers (N-Type, P doped, single-
side polished with 1 pm thermal oxide layer purchased from
University Wafer, Boston, MA). Then, a 30-gauge (0.31 mm) copper
wire was attached to each electrode by using silver conductive epoxy
adhesive (MG Chemicals).

An aqueous PVA solution (20 wt %) was obtained by mixing PVA
with water at 60 °C for 48 h on a magnetic hot plate (Corning Inc.,
Corning, NY). Next, the PVA solution was mixed with the
PEDOT:PSS dispersion overnight at room temperature in 1:1.5 and
1:3 weight ratios using an end-overend mixer (Benchmark Scientific,
Sayreville, NJ) at 20 rpm. The final concentrations of the PVA,
PEDOT, and PSS in the precursors used in this study were (1) 8, 0.3,
and 0.48 wt % and (2) S, 0.375, and 0.6 wt %, which we will refer to as
LowPEDOT and HighPEDOT, respectively. The pH values of the as-
prepared LowPEDOT and HighPEDOT precursors were 2.6 and 2.4,
respectively, as measured at room temperature using a Fisherbrand
accumet AB 150 pH benchtop meter (Hampton, NH). NaOH pellets
were added to the LowPEDOT and HighPEDOT precursors to
explore the impact of changing the precursor pH value (from 5.3 to
12.0) on electrospinnability (see Table 1).

A precursor was loaded into a S mL Luer-Lock syringe (Norm-Ject,
Tuttlingen, Germany) and capped with an 18-gauge hypodermic
beveled-tip needle (Exelint, Redondo Beach, CA). The syringe was
mounted to a horizontal syringe pump (Cole Parmer, Vernon Hills,
IL) that delivered the precursor at a constant volumetric flow rate of
0.5 mL/h (Figure 1A). A copper plate, wrapped with aluminum (Al)
foil and placed 1S cm away from the tip of the needle, was used as a
collector. IDEs were attached to Al foil after subsequently rinsing with
DI water and acetone followed by exposure to UV/Ozone (Bioforce
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Table 1. Electrospun Fiber Mat Names and Electrospinning
Precursor Compositions Used in this Study

PEDOT:PSS/PVA PEDOT in final  precursor
fiber mat name (wt %:wt %/wt %) fibers (wt %) pH value
LowPEDOT3“" 2.6
LowPEDOTS S.3
LowPEDOT7 0.30:0.48/8 3.42 7.3
LowPEDOTS8 8.5
LowPEDOTI11 114
HighPEDOT2 2.4
HighPEDOTS 53
HighPEDOT7 0.38:0.60/5 6.28 7.3
HighPEDOTS 8.5
HighPEDOT12 12.0

“LowPEDOT3 was also cross-linked using glutaraldehyde vapor for
38 h and used in stability studies including exposure to solutions of
various pH values and soapy water.

Nanosciences, Virginia Beach, VA) for 15—20 min. For electro-
spinning, the collector and the needle were connected to a high-
voltage supply (Gamma High Voltage Research, Ormond Beach, FL),
that was used to apply a high voltage of 25 kV. The entire
electrospinning setup was placed inside an acrylic box with a
controlled relative humidity of 21—-23% that was maintained by
passing air through Drierite desiccants. The electrospinning was
carried out at room temperature (23—24 °C) for ~30 min.

As-spun LowPEDOTS3 fiber mats collected on IDEs were cross-linked
by exposure to glutaraldehyde vapor for 38 h*"** (see Figure 1B).
These samples will be referred to as cross-linked fiber mats
throughout the Results and Discussion. To evaluate the effect of
exposing the cross-linked fiber mats to different pH environments, the
mats were immersed in a NaOH/water (pH = 7, 11, or 14) or acetic
acid/water (pH = §) solution for 16 h followed by drying at 60 °C for
1 h (See Figure 1B). As one application of PEDOT:PSS-based fiber
mats is wearable textiles, we examined if washing the cross-linked fiber
mats with soapy water would affect their performance. The cross-

A)

=

Nozzle (Spinneret)

linked fiber mats were washed by immersion in 1 wt % Sparkleen 1
(soapy water) and simultaneous mixing at 80 rpm using an orbital
shaker (Fisher Scientific) for 1 h at room temperature. Then fiber
mats were rinsed using DI water three times followed by heating at 60
°C for 1 h to dry them. For each fiber mat, at least two rounds of
washing and drying were performed, and their electrical performance
was re-evaluated after each round.

Scanning electron microscopy (SEM; FEI Magellan 400 XHR-SEM,
Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, WA) was used to determine the
morphology and diameter of the as-spun fibers. Fibers were
electrospun onto Al foil before being mounted on SEM stubs that
were sputter coated (Cressington 208 Sputter Coater, Watford, UK)
with 3 nm of platinum before imaging. The average fiber diameter and
diameter distribution were calculated by measuring at least S0 random
fibers within SEM micrographs using Image] software (version 1.53a).
Microsoft Excel was used to conduct two-tailed, unpaired student’s ¢
tests to determine statistical significance, as will be mentioned in the
Results and Discussion. Brightfield microscopy of IDEs was
performed using Zeiss SteREO Discovery.V12 to determine the
coverage and thickness of as-spun fiber mats. Moreover, to visualize
the effect of cross-linking and immersion in aqueous solutions of
various pH values, the cross-linked and immersed fiber mats were also
imaged (see Figure 1B). Raman spectroscopy was performed using
Horiba iHR320 Raman microscope equipped with a laser of 532 nm
wavelength on fibers mats that were electrospun for 30 min on glass
slides.

For electrical measurements under vacuum, the IDEs were placed
inside an in-house-built environmental chamber that created a
vacuum; the copper wires extended out of the chamber and were
connected to a two-point probe (Signatone HS100 and Keithley
$4200-SCS) (see Figure S1B). The electrical current was measured as
a function of time for 20 s at each voltage from —2.5 to 2.5 V with a
0.1 V step. Then the average and the standard deviation in the
electrical current were calculated over the last 15 s and reported as a
function of voltage. Electrical measurements on the as-spun
LowPEDOTS3 fiber mats were also acquired as a function of relative
humidity, from 30 to 90%. A Petri dish containing saturated aqueous

Collector
Electrodes

Tinned
copper

Syringe pump

H

Apply voltage using power supply

B) i) As-spun E— i) Crosslinked _ iii) Immersed
A i A o A
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Y N } é § g § Vapor } ‘\) N ;
Brightfield Brightfield Brightfield
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Figure 1. (A) In this study, conductive fibers were electrospun directly onto different substrates, including interdigitated electrodes (IDEs). (B)
Schematic diagram showing the flow of experiments conducted in this study. (i) Fiber mats were electrospun on IDEs and their electrical and
morphological properties were characterized using two-point probe measurements and brightfield microscopy, respectively. (ii) Fiber mats were
cross-linked using glutaraldehyde vapor and recharacterized. (iii) The cross-linked fiber mats were immersed in either aqueous solutions with a pH

value between S and 14 or soapy water, dried, and recharacterized.
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Figure 2. SEM micrographs and fiber diameter distribution for (A) LowPEDOT3, (B) LowPEDOTS, (C) LowPEDOT7, and (D) LowPEDOTS8
fiber mats. The average diameter is shown in upper-right corner of the distribution graphs and the pH value of each precursor is also provided.

salt solutions was employed for various relative humidities, i.e., MgCl,
for 33%, Nal for 38%, NaBr for 58%, NaCl for 75%, and pure water
for >90%,”> which was kept inside the environmental chamber
overnight prior to acquiring electrical measurements, as previously
described. To evaluate the electric performance over multiple
current—voltage scans, a voltage sweep was used, and the current
was measured at each voltage for 2 s under vacuum.

B RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Effect of Precursor pH on the Electrospinability and
Morphology of PEDOT:PSS-Based Fiber Mats

We have successfully obtained electrospun fibers from
PEDOT:PSS-based precursors as a function of different pH
values, as outlined in Table 1. Uniform and smooth fibers with
spherical cross sections (see Figure 2 and Table S1) that were
electrospun from LowPEDOT3, LowPEDOTS, LowPEDOT?7,
and LowPEDOT8 precursors had average diameters of 190 +
30, 240 + 33, 220 + 36, and 290 + 54 nm, respectively.
According to a paired two tailed t test, the fiber diameters were
statistically different with p < 107>, It was observed that as the
precursor’s pH value increased, so did the solution viscosity,
especially for the precursor that had a pH value of 8.5 (which
also deposited fewer fibers). The increase in viscosity of PVA
solutions with increasing pH value has been reported by
Kasselkus et al.>* When the viscosity of a precursor solution
increases, it leads to increases in fiber diameter because the
resistance to stretching increases.””*® When the pH value of
the LowPEDOT precursor was further increased to 11.4, the
precursor was gel-like (Figure S2) and could not be processed
via electrospinning.

In contrast, the HighPEDOT precursors resulted in fibers
with beads-on-a-string morphology across all pH values tested
(Figure S3 and Table S1). When electrospun from a precursor
with a pH value of 2.4, the average bead and fiber diameter
were 400 + 200 and 70 + 13 nm, respectively (see Figure S4).
The HighPEDOT precursors result in beads-on-string
morphology was likely due to the lower concentration of the
carrier polymer PVA. Typically, uniform fibers are obtained
only when the concentration of the polymer is above
entanglement concentration.'”*” For HighPEDOT, as ob-
served for LowPEDOT precursors, the fiber collection rate
visually decreased at a pH value of 8.5; at a pH value of 12, the
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precursor was not electrospinnable due to gelation/precip-
itation (Figure SS).
Effect of Fiber Mat Thickness on Their Electrical Properties

The effect of fiber mat thickness on their electrical properties
was explored by electrospinning LowPEDOTS3 fiber mats with
different thicknesses directly onto IDEs. We categorically
named the fiber mats as thin, medium, thick, and very thick
based on their transparency (see Figure 3). To evaluate their

A) Thin B) Medium

D) Very thick

"3

Figure 3. Brightfield microscopy images of as-spun fiber mats on IDEs
were categorized as (A) thin, (B) medium, (C) thick, and (D) very
thick based on their transparency. All fibers were electrospun from
precursor LowPEDOTS3. For scale, we note that the spacing between
the electrodes is 100 ym.

electrical properties under vacuum, the current was measured
as a function of time (see Figure S6) at each voltage between
—2.5 to 2.5 V. As shown in Figure S6, the variation in the
current (~0.002 pA) with time was much smaller than the
average current (~3.66 ;A), which implies that the current was
constant with time at each voltage. Next, the average current
was plotted as a function of voltage, as shown in Figure 4.
Figure 4 shows that no correlation between the electrical
current and the thickness of the fiber mats was observed. For
example, the electric current through the Very thick 2 sample
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Figure 5. Current (I)—voltage (V) data measured under a vacuum for as-spun (A) LowPEDOTS3, (B) LowPEDOTS, and (C) LowPEDOT?7 fiber
mats. The y and x axes represent electrical current (I) and voltage (V), respectively. In each case, the current was measured for 4 distinct fiber mats
with different thicknesses. The thickness increased from sample 1 to sample 4. See Figures S7—S9 for the microscopy images of the fiber mats.

(0.02 uA at 2.4 V) was orders of magnitude smaller than those
through the Very thick 1 (4.4 puA at 2.4 V) and Thin 1 (1.2 yA
at 2.4 V). For sample Thin 2, the current was too low to be
measured by using our two-point probe setup. We suggest that
the reason for the disconnect between thickness and the
electric current is due to the variation in adhesion of the fibers
to IDEs, as well as interfiber packing within the mats. Poor
adhesion leads to high contact resistance between mats and
IDEs.

The adhesion of electrospun fibers on the collector depends
on many factors, such as applied voltage during electro-
spinning, the thickness of the fiber mats, the conductivity and
roughness of the collector, cross-linking process, thermal
treatment, and surface interactions between the collector and
fiber mats.”*”*° We observed that many of the thick fiber mats
delaminated from the IDEs, possibly due to residual electric
charge between fiber layers.””°" For such fiber mats, both the
interlayer resistance and contact resistance increase with
thickness. Hence, for fiber mats, unlike the films/sheet, the
relationship between electrical current and thickness is not
linear due to inconsistency in adhesion. Therefore, the
calculations of true electrical conductivity require values for
thickness and adhesion both of which are challenging to
acquire; many thickness measurement techniques, such as
ellipsometry and profilometry, cannot be used on rough and
porous surfaces like fiber mats and incorporating the fiber
adhesion values into the calculation for contact resistance is
beyond the scope of this study. We note that using a 4-point
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probe setup would eliminate the need for contact resistance
measurements; however, we did not have access to 4-point
probe setup and the roughness of the fiber mats would remain
a concern and lead to inaccurate electrical measurements.
Nonetheless, the resistance of our well-adhered as-spun fiber
mats (~0.1—2 MQ) was similar to what other studies have
obtained for similar PEDOT:PSS fiber mats.>>*’

With the insight that producing well-adhered fiber mats is
more important than obtaining electrospun mats with precisely
the same thickness, we next selected well-adhered fiber mats to
evaluate the effect that the precursor pH value had on the
electrical current. Figures S and S7—S9 display the results for
the LowPEDOT3, LowPEDOTS, and LowPEDOT?7 fiber
mats. We note that the current—voltage data are not shown for
LowPEDOTS fibers because, at this pH value, not enough
fibers could be obtained on the IDEs for current measure-
ments. The current at 2.5 V varied from 1 to 15 pA irrespective
of the pH value of the precursor, indicating that the pH value
of the precursor did not impact the electric current. This
finding is consistent with prior studies involving films cast from
pure PEDOT:PSS, which found that even though the
conductivity decreased as the pH increased between pH 4
and 11, the decrement was not as significant as between pH
values of 1 and 4 or above a pH value of 11.*° However,
directly comparing the conductivity of these fiber mats was not
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Figure 6. Current (I)—voltage (V) data for LowPEDOTS3 fiber mats measured under vacuum. (A) Effect of relative humidity (RH) on as-spun
fiber mats. (B) Effect of cross-linking on the conductivity of four different fiber mats. Filled and open circles represent as-spun and cross-linked fiber
mats, respectively. (C) Conductivity of cross-linked fiber mats before and after immersion in aqueous solutions with pH values of 5, 7, 11, and 14.

carried out, because of the aforementioned challenges in
measuring thickness and contact resistance. Our data suggest
that we successfully electrospun fiber mats from PEDOT:PSS-
based precursors from acidic to neutral pH, without affecting
their electrical properties.

We also evaluated the electrical properties of HighPEDOT?2,
HighPEDOTS, and HighPEDOT?7 fiber mats, as shown in
Figure S10. For the HighPEDOT?2 fiber mats, the electric
current varied from ~0.01—1 pA, possibly due to variation in
thickness and the adhesion of the fiber mats to the electrodes
as discussed previously. However, when the pH value of the
HighPEDOT precursor increased to 5.3 and 7.3 (High-
PEDOTS and HighPEDOT?7), the electric current increased
by 2 orders of magnitude (see Figures S10 and S11). We note
that the reason for this increase was likely the appearance of
precursor droplets on the electrodes. We suggest that the
apparent precursor droplets flew off from the tip of the needle
without developing Rayleigh instability or electrospraying. The
distance between these droplets was too large to be observed
using SEM. However, they significantly affected the electric
measurement, as shown in Figure S11. This observation
provides a pathway to remarkably increase the conductivity of
the fiber mats by doping them with small droplets that
potentially would not impact the porosity or mechanical
properties of the fiber mats.

Understanding the performance of PEDOT:PSS-based fibers
after exposure to different relative humidities is critical to
knowing the different environments in which they could be
used. For these experiments, we selected LowPEDOT3 fiber
mats for preliminary studies due to the ease of sample
preparation (i.e, no pH value modification to the solution
precursor). As can be seen from Figure 6A, as the relative
humidity increased up to 70%, the electrical current of the as-
spun fiber mats decreased slightly, whereas it increased
significantly at 90%. As the relative humidity increased (up
to 70%), the absorption of water molecules by PSS swells the
PSS chains and thus increases the distance between PEDOT
chains making it more difficult for electrons to hop.®>**
However, when the relative humidity increased above 90%, the
ambient water condensed on the fiber mat and partially
dissolved them due to their high content of water-soluble PVA,
which led to a significant increase in the electrical current.
Thus, for situations where dissolution should be avoided, we
cross-linked the LowPEDOTS3 fibers with glutaraldehyde vapor
and evaluated the effect of cross-linking. As can be seen from
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Figure S12, the cross-linking did not have any impact on fiber
mat appearance including area coverage, fibrous morphology,
and transparency (i.e., relative thickness). Moreover, as can be
seen from the overlaid data plotted in Figure 6B for four
different fiber mats, the electric current was equivalent for as-
spun (closed symbols) and cross-linked (open symbols) fiber
mats indicating that the cross-linking process did not impact
the electrical conductivity either.

We also explored if there was any impact on electrical current
after immersing the cross-linked LowPEDOT3 fiber mats in
aqueous solutions with different pH values. We note that the
as-spun fiber mats could not be used in these experiments, as
they immediately dissolved upon immersion in solution. As can
be seen from Figures 6C and S13, the electrical current
decreased by ~60—70% compared to cross-linked fiber mats
after immersion in solutions that had pH values of S, 7, and 11.
However, after immersion in a pH 14 solution, the current
decreased by 3 orders of magnitude. Increasing the pH value
could have potentially changed the conformation and there-
fore, reduced the conductivity of the PEDOT polymer;*®
however, our Raman analysis for fibers postimmersion in
solutions with pH values from 5 to 11 did not support this. We
note that because immersing the fibers in pH = 14 solutions
caused the cross-linked fibers to release from their substrates,
they could not be analyzed using Raman. We hypothesize that
the electric current might have decreased due to a decrease in
the quantity of well-adhered fibers, diffusion of PEDOT:PSS
from the cross-linked fibers into solution, and/or decrease in
the conductivity of PEDOT postimmersion due to dedoping
and/or change in conformation of PEDOT.

We performed Raman spectroscopy on as-spun and cross-
linked fiber mats, as well as on fiber mats postimmersion in
solutions with pH values from S to 11 (see Figure S14). For all
of the fiber mats, we observed a peak at 1430 cm™', which
indicates the presence of PEDOT within these fiber mats. We
also observed that the width of the peak at 1430 cm™" was the
same for all fiber mats, regardless of the pH value of their
precursor or the pH value of the immersion solution. This
result is consistent with our electrical data as the pH value of
precursor did not affect the electrical properties of fiber mats.
Moreover, as the width of the peak remained the same
postimmersion in pH 5 to 11 solutions, we suggest that the
decrease in the current is most likely not due to the change in
the conformation of PEDOT.
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Figure 7. Electrical stability of as-spun (A) LowPEDOT3 and (B) LowPEDOT?7 fiber mats (top) over 3000 cycles of voltage application as well as

(bottom) multiple months of storage.

We also evaluated the electrical performance of the cross-
linked LowPEDOTS3 fiber mats before and after washing with
soap water as shown in Figure S1S for two different samples.
For Sample 1, the electrical current reduced by 40% after the
first wash compared to the cross-linked fibers. However, upon
the second wash, the reduction in the current was 18%
compared to the first washing. Similarly, for Sample 2, the
reduction in the electrical current was 55% and 20% for the
first and second washes, respectively. Upon washing, it is
possible that the PEDOT:PSS might diffuse out of the fibers
because it is most likely physically trapped within the fibers
and not chemically immobilized. This will affect the electrical
stability of the fibers upon washing as well as upon immersion
in different pH solutions. While ideally these fabrics could be
washed many times without any loss, this preliminary
evaluation suggests that the current decreased with subsequent
washings and that the fabrics might be more appropriate for
single wear applications (such as bandages). Notably, cross-
linking (the PVA component of the fibers) enabled the ability
to wash and reanalyze the same fiber mats. Future work could
explore alternative cross-linking methods that completely avoid
leakage of PEDOT from fibers because that would improve the
mat’s durability and electrical stability postwashing.

We also examined the stability of the as-spun LowPEDOT3
and LowPEDOT?7 fiber mats. Even after more than 3000
cycles of voltage applications, the current remained the same
for both the LowPEDOT3 or LowPEDOT?7 fiber mats (see
Figure 7). These fiber mats were stored at room temperature
and ambient relative humidity for 3 months before being
reevaluated. Even though electrical current decreased for both
LowPEDOT3 and LowPEDOT?7 fiber mats, the reduction was
~50% for LowPEDOT?7 fiber mats compared to >75% for
LowPEDOTS3 (see Figure 7, bottom). This long-term storage
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study indicates that more stable fiber mats were obtained from
precursor electrospun from the less acidic precursors.

In this study, we have electrospun PEDOT:PSS/PVA
nanofibers by adjusting the pH of the precursors by adding
NaOH. We found that electrospinnability and electrical
properties, were not impacted when the pH became slightly
basic (pH = 7.3). We also explored the performance of the
fibers after cross-linking, exposure to different pH value
solutions, as well as washing with agitated soap water. The
electrical current was retained after glutaraldehyde vapor cross-
linking, but it decreased by a factor of 3 upon immersion in
solutions with pH values of S to 11. Moreover, the reduction in
current after the first wash with soap water compared to cross-
linked fiber mat was ~50%. Our results indicate that
PEDOT:PSS/PVA fibers are suitable for applications requiring
exposure to acidic or basic environments. We also evaluated
their stability for long-term storage and found that fiber mats
obtained from less acidic precursors are more stable. Future
work to improve these fabrics toward wearable devices could
explore alternative cross-linking methods, which would provide
more electrical stability postimmersion and multiple washings
of the fabrics.

The Supporting Information is available free of charge at
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsengineeringau.3c00044.

Experimental setup, digital images of gelled precursors,
electrospun fiber morphology (brightfield microscopy,
SEM micrographs, analysis), electrical (current—voltage)
data for electrospun fibers, washing stability data, Raman
spectroscopy data (PDF)
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