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Abstract: This study is meant to address the understanding of the interactions between poly
para-phenylene vinylene (PPV) oligomers, graphene and single-walled carbon nanotubes (SWCNT).
To this end, the binding energies of the PPV oligomers with graphene and SWCNTs were investigated.
Calculations are performed and the parameters related to van der Waal vdW interactions are discussed
to achieve and confirm the crystallization of oligomers of PPV into herringbone (HB) structure
arrangement, which is known to be the most stable conformation at 300 K. Finally, the interfacial
interactions between crystal PPV, graphene and SWCNT are carried out. According to the results, the
intramolecular potential energies of PPV chains are found to increase linearly with each extending PPV
monomer unit by approximately 50 kcal/mol. Moreover, the interfacial interaction properties analysis
using radial distribution functions (RDFs) for PPV-graphene and PPV-SWCNT show significant
disordering of the arrangement of molecules, which is more pronounced for PPV-SWCNT than that in
PPV-graphene. The radius of gyration (Rg) profiles show a net decrease of ∼ −0.8, for PPV-graphene
with different surface coverage, and, a net increase of ∼ +0.6, for PPV-SWCNT; meaning that,
the binding between PPV-graphene is much stronger than with PPV-SWCNT.

Keywords: poly para-phenylene vinylene (PPV) oligomers; graphene; carbon nanotube;
interfacial interaction

1. Introduction

Nanomaterials are presently a major focus in materials science & engineering. The ability to
uniquely tailor their electrical, thermal, and mechanical properties amongst others through doping and
stacking configurations has demonstrated their importance in engineering properties of bulk materials.
Their understanding and development are crucial and makes them an attractive approach to improve
the properties of classical materials, and the design of new ones. The potential applications of these
nanomaterials are broad, and span across almost every industry. For example, intrinsically conducting
polymers (ICPs) have become a significant aspect in the continuation of Moore’s law in the electronic
industry, i.e., the number of transistors on integrated circuits roughly doubles biennially [1]. The reason
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for this is that the organic molecules can be easily processed, and uniquely adapted through doping in
order to surpass the limitations of contemporary metal-oxide devices [2]. Electrical devices such as
organic light-emitting diodes (OLEDs) [3], organic field-effect transistors (OFETs) [4], photovoltaic cells
(PVCs) [5], light amplification by stimulated emission of radiation (LASER) devices [6] and sensors [7]
have been manufactured from conducting polymers, and as such, significant resources have been
invested in their research. Moreover, oligomers of conducting polymers have been proven to be
an alternative to longer-chain polymeric systems. They require less effort to be functionalized and
produced in large quantities and their synthesis can be well controlled to achieve high quality. This is
compounded by the fact that oligomeric systems possess similar physical attributes to longer-chain
systems such as the molecular arrangement, density, and conductivity [2,8], and thus, can be reliably
used in characterization and substitution of larger systems.

Poly (para-phenylene-vinylene), (PPV), is an organic polymer that is semiconducting [9]
and possesses high crystallinity. It is currently used in PVCs [10], OLEDs [11] and OFETs [4].
Potential applications in laser technologies [12,13], and in bio-imaging [14], have also been reported.
Characterizing and controlling the properties of PPV oligomers, in order to improve the performance
and efficiency of application has been receiving a lot of research attention in the scientific community
and industry. Furthermore, PPV oligomers and derivatives have been shown to be efficient in multiple
applications [15–19].

Carbon nanomaterials (CNMs), such as graphene and carbon nanotubes (SWCNTs) have very
attractive engineering properties, which include high conductivity, thermal stability, light-weight,
ultra-strength, and covalent doping capabilities, which have made them such promising candidates for
applications in nanoelectromechanical systems (NEMS). In some organic solar devices, CNMs perform
as acceptors while conducting polymers operate as the donors [20]. Previous studies indicate that
incorporating CNMs into nanocomposites improves the conductivity, thermal stability, and strength
of the nanocomposite [21–23]. For example, pristine graphene, which has no band gap, can be
covalently doped into a semiconductor by polymers for potential transistor gate applications [24].
Additionally, Guo et al., [25] reported a significant band gap closing in semiconducting SWCNT to a
semi-metallic state upon interaction with distyrylbenzene (an oligomer of PPV, three-PPV oligomer
chains (3PPV or P3V2) and an upward shift in energy levels of SWCNTs, see Figure 1. It is essential to
investigate (post) crystallization interfacial effects of CNMs with its polymer matrix as this influences
the electronic states of nearby atoms and molecules.

Molecules 2020, 25, x FOR PEER REVIEW 2 of 24 

 

intrinsically conducting polymers (ICPs) have become a significant aspect in the continuation of 

Moore’s law in the electronic industry, i.e., the number of transistors on integrated circuits roughly 

doubles biennially [1]. The reason for this is that the organic molecules can be easily processed, and 

uniquely adapted through doping in order to surpass the limitations of contemporary metal-oxide 

devices [2]. Electrical devices such as organic light-emitting diodes (OLEDs) [3], organic field-effect 

transistors (OFETs) [4], photovoltaic cells (PVCs) [5], light amplification by stimulated emission of 

radiation (LASER) devices [6] and sensors [7] have been manufactured from conducting polymers, 

and as such, significant resources have been invested in their research. Moreover, oligomers of 

conducting polymers have been proven to be an alternative to longer-chain polymeric systems. They 

require less effort to be functionalized and produced in large quantities and their synthesis can be 

well controlled to achieve high quality. This is compounded by the fact that oligomeric systems 

possess similar physical attributes to longer-chain systems such as the molecular arrangement, 

density, and conductivity [2,8], and thus, can be reliably used in characterization and substitution of 

larger systems. 

Poly (para-phenylene-vinylene), (PPV), is an organic polymer that is semiconducting [9] and 

possesses high crystallinity. It is currently used in PVCs [10], OLEDs [11] and OFETs [4]. Potential 

applications in laser technologies [12,13], and in bio-imaging [14], have also been reported. 

Characterizing and controlling the properties of PPV oligomers, in order to improve the performance 

and efficiency of application has been receiving a lot of research attention in the scientific community 

and industry. Furthermore, PPV oligomers and derivatives have been shown to be efficient in 

multiple applications [15–19]. 

Carbon nanomaterials (CNMs), such as graphene and carbon nanotubes (SWCNTs) have very 

attractive engineering properties, which include high conductivity, thermal stability, light-weight, 

ultra-strength, and covalent doping capabilities, which have made them such promising candidates 

for applications in nanoelectromechanical systems (NEMS). In some organic solar devices, CNMs 

perform as acceptors while conducting polymers operate as the donors [20]. Previous studies indicate 

that incorporating CNMs into nanocomposites improves the conductivity, thermal stability, and 

strength of the nanocomposite [21–23]. For example, pristine graphene, which has no band gap, can 

be covalently doped into a semiconductor by polymers for potential transistor gate applications [24]. 

Additionally, Guo et al., [25] reported a significant band gap closing in semiconducting SWCNT to a 

semi-metallic state upon interaction with distyrylbenzene (an oligomer of PPV, three-PPV oligomer 

chains (3PPV or 𝑃3𝑉2) and an upward shift in energy levels of SWCNTs, see Figure 1. It is essential 

to investigate (post) crystallization interfacial effects of CNMs with its polymer matrix as this 

influences the electronic states of nearby atoms and molecules. 

 

Figure 1. Poly (para-phenylene-vinylene) (PPV) oligomers and their designated names in this work. 

The physical configuration at interfaces is of importance as the arrangements of vicinity particles 

dictates how much the electron densities (or distributions) interact, which has a direct consequence 

on several bulk properties of the nanocomposite. It was observed that the organic-based electronics 

Figure 1. Poly (para-phenylene-vinylene) (PPV) oligomers and their designated names in this work.

The physical configuration at interfaces is of importance as the arrangements of vicinity particles
dictates how much the electron densities (or distributions) interact, which has a direct consequence on
several bulk properties of the nanocomposite. It was observed that the organic-based electronics possess
better and amenable properties, resulting in more potential applications than silicon-based electronics [1].
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It was shown that interfaces of some organic devices become misaligned, and that substrate choice
affects the final structure [26–28]. Therefore, making the case that efficiency, effectiveness, and lifespan
of such devices are dictated by interaction energy and interfacial conformation.

Additionally, there are challenges in predicting the end assembly/configuration of the molecule,
which poses a problem when regulating the manufacture and industrial production of the materials.
This results in variations in batch quality and performance. In some cases, small defects (sometimes
much less than 1%) have a large impact on intended application performances. Experimental [11,26,29]
and ab initio (quantum mechanical) [9,30,31] studies in literature aim at understanding electronic and
structural properties of materials such as PPV and CNMs, and their interactions. Quantum mechanics
provides highly accurate solutions that possess some drawbacks to the inherent accuracy of ab initio
simulations such as restricting the calculations at ground state and computational costs including
simulation time and hardware. Classical molecular dynamics present an alternative to study these
properties. However, it lacks the high accuracy of ab initio studies due to the lack of accountability of
electronic effects. Fortunately, several developed potential force fields allow insight into bulk material
configuration and thermodynamic influences on application properties that are not possible in ab
initio systems. Therefore, this work is geared towards understanding the interactions between PPV,
graphene, and SWCNT using molecular dynamics simulation approach at room temperature (~300 K).
This model will be used to confirm the herringbone (HB) arrangement of weak C-H . . . π interactions,
which are known to be the most stable configuration for pristine PPV at 300 K. Furthermore, the
interfacial properties between crystal PPV having the herringbone structure together with graphene
and SWCNT were investigated and compared. This can be used as a benchmark for further analysis
and application of carbon nanomaterial (CNM)-based PPV nanocomposites.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Simulation Method

All simulations have been carried out using Large-Scale Atomic/Molecular Massively Parallel
Simulator (LAMMPS) software package [32]. Accordingly, universal force field (UFF) is used
for modeling the energetics and interactions of systems [33]. Force switching (fsw) and shifting
(fsh) functions were applied to the 6–12 Lennard-Jones potential (LJ) and columbic interactions,
respectively [34–36]. It is important to note here that due to the large variations of LJ σ and ε pairs that
have been reported in the literature for C and H, a comparative study between pairs from different
sources on the PPV monomer is performed. The Lorentz–Berthelot approach gives the arithmetic and
geometric averages between pair interaction of non-identical atoms, Equations (1) and (2), respectively.

σij =
σi + σj

2
(1)

εij =
√
εiεj (2)

The pairs are identified by their origins: (i) experimental, and (ii) theoretical. For simplicity,
LJ parameters from mixed experimental and ab-initio works were classified as theoretical. The best
performing parameter set is used in all subsequent simulations. The visual stability of the trajectories of
the molecule (with their periodic images) in capturing the setting angle, φs during the final equilibration
phase was used as judging criteria where φs is defined by the angle between the plane of the PPV
molecule and the horizontal plane. The performance of a set of LJ parameters for the monomer
did not necessarily transfer effectively to the oligomer systems with the chosen annealing regime.
This was because the oligomers contained more atoms per simulation cell, and, therefore, more degrees
of freedom.

Thereafter, all simulations were regulated with Nose–Hoover algorithms for thermostats and
barostats [37–41], and velocity-Verlet time integration scheme was applied to the equations of motion.
A fixed time step of 1 fs was used for all simulations with a cut off distance of 10 Å. A periodic
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boundary condition was imposed on all crystallization simulations and shrink-wrap boundary
conditions were applied to all isolated systems. It should be noted that shrink boundaries are
non-periodic boundary conditions (BCs) in LAMMPS that isolate the system and expand or shrink
accordingly to prevent particle loss, simultaneously. The tested difference in the potential energies
with respect to the application of a large vacuum around the specimen was much less than one
percent. Moreover, geometric optimizations were performed with universal force fields (UFFs) as
implemented in Arguslab [42–50]. The Hamiltonian for the energy expression was evaluated using
a Broyden–Fletcher–Goldfarb–Shanno (BFGS) non-linear line search minimization algorithm with a

gradient of convergence of 10−1 kcal mol−1Å
−1

. Weak interactions were calculated with a cut-off range
between 8–10 Å.

For the binding energies, the systems were equilibrated for 50 ps, followed by a 50 ps production
run. Final potential energies were averaged over the production run. The sampling of the ensemble was
performed every 0.1 ps. This approach follows closely the methodology employed by Ajori et al. [51,52]
and Mirabbaszadeh et al. [53]. To account for crystallization, the systems were first equilibrated
at 550 K for 100 ps, then cooled to 300 K for 100 ps, and equilibrated again at 300 K for 100 ps.
Finally, the interfacial interaction between HB-PPV, graphene and SWCNT was calculated at 300 K.

2.2. Simulation Models

Oligomers were placed within 10 Å of the CNMs. After the energy minimization, canonical
ensemble (NVT) was applied to the isolated systems, while isobaric-isothermal ensemble (NPT) with
zero pressure was implemented in crystal systems to allow the volume of the system to readjust. System
properties were averaged over the final equilibration run. Furthermore, one-PPV chain 1PPV was
assumed to be in liquid form at 300 K and therefore its crystallization was not studied. Simulation time
for which the generated supercells of PPV were stable without CNM interactions was determined to
be approximately 20 ps to calculate the interaction energy by Equation (3).

Einteraction = ECNT/PPV − EPPV − ESWCNT (3)

Where ECNT/PPV, EPPV, and ESWCNT are the potential energies of the system, the isolated PPV,
and isolated SWCNT, respectively. Moreover, PPV oligomers were P1V1, P2V1, P3V2, P4V3, P5V4,
these are termed as 1PPV, two-PPV oligomer chains (2PPV )(also known as (trans-) stilbene), 3PPV,
four & five-PPV oligomer chains (4PPV and 5PPV) in this study, respectively, as illustrated in Figure 1.

The open bonds of the monomer were linked across the periodic boundaries to obtain an “infinitely”
continuous polymer chain, as shown in Figure 2. This was done correctly through inspection of the
stiffness parameters for longer oligomers that have been optimized (namely 2PPV, 3PPV and 4PPV).
Moreover, Figure 3 illustrates the correct labeling of atoms in the monomer used in the validation of
the optimized geometry following Capaz et al. [54] and Zheng [9].

1 

 

 

Figure 2. Top view of PPV monomer in unit cell.
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A 7 nm× 7 nm graphene sheet was used in the simulations for the interaction energies with the
oligomers. The dimensions were chosen such that the largest PPV molecules were at least a factor of
2.0 times that of the pairwise interaction cut off distance away from the hydrogen atoms at the edge
of the sheet. Consequently, this eliminated or minimized unwanted steric interactions between the
molecule and the hydrogen at the edges of the sheet, which would influence the results. In addition,
metallic and semiconductor SWCNT with approximate diameters of 4, 6, 8 and 10 Å were selected with
the geometrical parameters presented in Table 1. The metallic SWCNTs have a length of lm = 71.4 Å,
and the semiconductor SWCNTs have a length of ls = 72.5 Å. The same separation factor of 2.0 times
the cut-off distance was used, as in the case for the graphene sheets.

Table 1. Geometrical parameters of single-walled carbon nanotubes (SWCNTs).

Approximate
Diameter (Å)

Metallic SWCNTs Semiconductor SWCNTs

n m Actual Diameter (Å) Length (Å) n m Actual Diameter (Å) Length (Å)

4 3 3 4.01 71.4 5 0 3.98 72.5
6 5 5 6.75 71.4 8 0 6.27 72.5
8 6 6 8.14 71.4 10 0 7.83 72.5

10 8 8 10.85 71.4 13 0 10.11 72.5

3. Results

3.1. Geometry Optimization

Van der Waal interactions are the major contributors to the final geometry during energy
minimizations, with little contributions from the bonds and angles. For example, 12.080 kcal/mol out
of the final energy of 15.894 kcal/mol of the styrene, i.e., 1PPV, is from van der Waals interactions;
and only 1.833 kcal/mol and 1.981 kcal/mol are from the bonds and angular interactions while there are
no considerable contributions from dihedrals, improper and coulombic interactions. The optimized
bond lengths and angles for the PPV oligomers were compared to experimental and theoretical values
reported in the literature (see Table 2).

Theoretical data [9,54], from Table 2, were obtained with ab initio simulation, while experimental
data [55] were obtained through X-ray measurements. There are various non-bonding interaction
parameters that exist in the literature. PPV oligomers at 300 K would form the herringbone (HB)
structures 300k. Achieving HB structure is due to van der Waals dispersion forces and consequently,
it was crucial to obtain the necessary parameters that will result in an HB structure. Obviously, this was
not the case for all LJ potentials whether quantum mechanics or molecular mechanics (QM or MM).
It turns out different LJ parameters in literature give varying results. Therefore, the simulations have
been performed considering provided parameters to reach the most stable parameter for HB. To this
end, six LJ parameters were studied: AMBER94 [56], AM1/TIP3P [57], HF/3-21G/TIP3P [58], UFF [47],
B3LYP/6-31+G*/AMBER [59] and AUTODOCK [60]. These are henceforth to referred as LJAMBER,
LJAM1, LJHF, LJUFF, LJB3LYP and LJAUTODOCK, respectively. They were classified into two groups:
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experimental and theoretical. Parameters obtained from combined experimental and theoretical work
were classified as theoretical. The corresponding σ and ε values are presented in Table 3.

Table 2. A comparison of PPV geometry optimization obtained in this study and cited works.

Parameters UFF Stilbene
(This Work)

UFF 3PPV
(This Work)

Isolated
Chain [9]

Isolated
Chain [54]

Experiment
[55]

Styrene
[9]

Bond Lengths (Angstroms)

C2–C4 1.398 1.398 1.375 1.383 1.387 1.381
C1–C2 1.398 1.398 1.401 1.411 1.397 1.384
C1–C3 1.398 1.398 1.403 1.414 1.394 1.395
C6–C7 1.464 1.467 1.451 1.443 1.469 1.449
C7–C8 1.323 1.323 1.349 1.361 1.318 1.329
C2–H 1.085 1.085 1.096 1.103 0.93 1.095
C3–H 1.085 1.085 1.096 1.104 1.02 1.096
C7–H 1.085 1.085 1.101 1.108 1.00 1.098

Bond Angles (Degrees)

C2–C1–C3 120.0 120.0 116.7 117.3 117.8 119.6

C1–C2–C4 120.0 120.0 120.9 121.1 121.4 119.7
C1–C3–C5 120.0 120.0 122.4 121.6 120.6 120.7

C6–C7–C8 119.7 119.6 127 126.3 126.7 128

C1–C2–H 119.9 119.9 119.9 119.4 117.2 120.2
C1–C3–H 119.9 119.9 117.9 118.7 119 119.6

C6–C7–H 120.8 120.8 114.6 115 116.1 113.5

Table 3. Lennard Jones σ and ε values for (a) theoretically and (b) experimentally obtained parameters.

(a) THEORETICAL

B3LYP/6-31+G*/AMBER [59] AUTODOCK [60] HF/3-21G/TIP3P [58] AM1/TIP3P [57]

Sigma Epsilon Sigma Epsilon Sigma Epsilon Sigma Epsilon

C . . . C 4.02 0.06 4.00 0.150 3.80 0.08 3.50 0.08
H . . . H 2.22 0.03 2.00 0.020 2.60 0.01 2.00 0.01
C . . . H 3.12 0.04243 3 0.05477 3.2 0.02828 2.75 0.02828

(b) EXPERIMENTAL

AMBER-94 [56] UFF [47]

Sigma Epsilon Sigma Epsilon

C . . . C 3.40 0.10 3.851 0.105

H . . . H 2.53 0.02 2.886 0.044

C . . . H 2.965 0.04472 3.3685 0.06797

It can be observed from Figure 4 that the experimentally obtained σ and ε pairs resulted in
pronounced out-of-plane rotation of vinyl link with respect to the plane of the PPV molecule (UFF)
compared to the theoretically calculated LJ parameters (i.e., LJB3LYP).
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Figure 4. (a) PPV molecule with minimal rotation of vinyl link using B3LYP/6-31+G*/AMBER; (b) PPV
molecule using universal force field (UFF).

Two theoretical terms, LJB3LYP [59] and LJAUTODOCK [60] gave the most stable HB structure by
annealing the monomer from 850 K to 300 K. At higher temperatures the parameters of the remaining
terms exhibited unstable non-uniform HB structures, which disappeared into brick-wall shapes upon
cooling to 300 K, irrespective of the applied cooling rate. Hence, these were unsuitable for modeling
weak C-H . . . π interactions of PPV. Consequently, the focus of further discussion is based on the values
and behavior of well depth ε and finite distance of σ regarding B3LYP and AUTODOCK. To achieve
a physical insight to this conclusion, carbon–carbon (C . . . C), hydrogen–hydrogen (H . . . H) and
carbon–hydrogen (C . . . H) interactions between PPVs were discussed. Considering C . . . C interaction,
Figure 5 shows that LJB3LYP and LJAUTODOCK have very high σ values, σB3LPY ≈ σAUTODOCK ≈ 4,
but significantly different well depths, εB3LYP ≈ 0.042 and εAUTODOCK ≈ 0.15, [59,60]. This suggests
that for HB arrangements in PPV, the van der Waals radius of the carbon is more important than the
strength of its relative attraction. Consequently, this also contributes to a larger van der Waals radius
for the weak carbon to hydrogen interaction.
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Figure 5. Comparison of Lennard-Jones (LJ) parameters for carbon–carbon.

Figure 6 shows the potential profiles for LJB3LYP and LJAUTODOCK parameters. They ranked
as having the smallest interatomic equilibrium distance, σB3LYP ≈ 2.2 Å and σAUTODOCK ≈ 2.0 Å.
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It is noted that, despite AM1 having the lowest H...H equilibrium distance, considering B3LYP and
AUTODOCK, AUTODOCK equilibrium distance is approximately equal to that of AM1, then followed
directly by B3LYP parameter. The strength of attraction is comparatively similar, εB3LYP ≈ 0.02
and εAUTODOCK ≈ 0.03. This similarity in both σ and ε parameters indicates that the range of both
parameters is important in weak-interacting hydrogen–hydrogen in HB-PPV.
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Figure 6. Comparison of LJ parameters hydrogen–hydrogen.

Weak carbon–hydrogen interactions are governed by the arithmetic mean for σ, and the geometric
mean for ε. It is seen that LJB3LYP and LJAUTODOCK had similar mean parameters for weak interacting
carbon–hydrogen, σ ≈ 3.0 Å and ε ≈ 0.05, Figure 7, therefore, shows the range where both parameters
are independent of each other in the weak carbon–hydrogen interactions in HB-PPV.

Molecules 2020, 25, x FOR PEER REVIEW 8 of 24 

 

Figure 6 shows the potential profiles for 𝐿𝐽𝐵3𝐿𝑌𝑃 and 𝐿𝐽𝐴𝑈𝑇𝑂𝐷𝑂𝐶𝐾 parameters. They ranked as 

having the smallest interatomic equilibrium distance, 𝜎𝐵3𝐿𝑌𝑃 ≈ 2.2 Å and 𝜎𝐴𝑈𝑇𝑂𝐷𝑂𝐶𝐾 ≈ 2.0 Å. It is 

noted that, despite AM1 having the lowest H...H equilibrium distance, considering B3LYP and 

AUTODOCK, AUTODOCK equilibrium distance is approximately equal to that of AM1, then 

followed directly by B3LYP parameter. The strength of attraction is comparatively similar, 𝜖𝐵3𝐿𝑌𝑃 ≈

0.02 and 𝜖𝐴𝑈𝑇𝑂𝐷𝑂𝐶𝐾 ≈ 0.03. This similarity in both 𝜎 and 𝜖 parameters indicates that the range of 

both parameters is important in weak-interacting hydrogen–hydrogen in HB-PPV. 

 

Figure 6. Comparison of LJ parameters hydrogen–hydrogen. 

Weak carbon–hydrogen interactions are governed by the arithmetic mean for 𝜎 , and the 

geometric mean for 𝜖. It is seen that 𝐿𝐽𝐵3𝐿𝑌𝑃 and 𝐿𝐽𝐴𝑈𝑇𝑂𝐷𝑂𝐶𝐾 had similar mean parameters for weak 

interacting carbon–hydrogen, 𝜎 ≈ 3.0 Å and 𝜖 ≈ 0.05, Figure 7, therefore, shows the range where 

both parameters are independent of each other in the weak carbon–hydrogen interactions in HB-PPV. 

 

Figure 7. Comparison of LJ parameters carbon–hydrogen. 

3.2. Crystallization 

It is crucial to have the unit cell dimensions in the ab- or zx-plane very close to their optimized 

values as shown in Table 4. The annealing process will otherwise most likely settle in a local 

-0.045

-0.035

-0.025

-0.015

-0.005

0.005

0.015

0.025

0.035

1.8 2.3 2.8 3.3 3.8

P
O

TE
N

TI
A

L 
EN

ER
G

Y
 [

K
C

A
L/

M
O

L]

DISTANCE, R [Å]

AMBER94 AM1/TIP3P HF/3-21G/TIP3P B3LYP AUTODOCK UFF

-0.07

-0.05

-0.03

-0.01

0.01

0.03

0.05

2.6 3.1 3.6 4.1

P
O

TE
N

TI
A

L 
EN

ER
G

Y
 [

K
C

A
L/

M
O

L]

DISTANCE, R [Å]

AMBER94 AM1/TIP3P HF/3-21G/TIP3P B3LYP AUTODOCK UFF

Figure 7. Comparison of LJ parameters carbon–hydrogen.

3.2. Crystallization

It is crucial to have the unit cell dimensions in the ab- or zx-plane very close to their optimized
values as shown in Table 4. The annealing process will otherwise most likely settle in a local minimum,
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with varying degrees of HB and brick-wall conformations. All molecules were initially parallel to each
other in the z-direction (Figure 8).

Table 4. Initial simulation cell for oligomer crystallizations.

PPV a=∆x b=∆z c=∆y

Monomer 8.07 Å 6.05 Å 6.54 Å
2PPV [55] 12.381 Å 5.723 Å 15.71 Å
3PPV [61] 8.1 Å 6.05 Å 24.55 Å

4PPV 9.5 Å 6.0 Å 31.4 Å
5PPV [26] 8.58 Å 6.13 Å 39.14 Å
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Crystals were produced by replicating unit cells into supercells (SCs) and optimized to achieve the
HB structure. Due to periodic boundaries, molecules at the boundaries may wrap across the boundary
depicted in Figure 9. An initial 8 × 1 × 8 supercell of 4PPV is generated. Upon removal of wrapped
molecules, a 6 × 1 × 5 supercell remained. Crystals of 4PPV were used in interfacial simulations as
3PPV and 5PPV behave similarly.
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The initial concentration/density of molecules in the simulation cell affected the conformation of the
resulting crystal structure. Sparsely populated simulation cells have more space to freely orient, and in
some cases, there is re-ordering to other HB-structures, similar to that observed in trans-stilbene crystals.
This highlights the fact that HB-structured PPV is of a densely packed nature; and perhaps, as well,
hints to other possible conformations of the oligomers dependent on concentrations [17]. Simulation of
the unit cell with four molecules as specified by Finder et al. [55] resulted in an HB structure with
a high degree of misalignment (Figure 10a). Constraining the simulation cell to a = ∆x = 6.2 Å,
b = ∆z = 6.0 Å and c = ∆y = 14.4 Å, where ∆x ≈ 12.381/2 (half of that in reference [55]) with only
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two molecules of 2PPV results in a proper HB arrangement similar to that specified by Finder et al.
(Figure 10b). In doing so, the reduction in the initial ab-plane cross-section of the unit cell results in the
reduction in its volume as well. This shows how the number of interacting molecules and the ab-plane
cross-section of the simulated unit cell dictate the final structure.
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simulation using 2 molecules.

Based on the above discussions, stilbene was simulated with an ab-plane cross-section of
a = ∆x = 8.07 Å and b = ∆z = 6.05 Å. The result was an HB-structure as obtained for the higher
oligo-PPV molecules, as seen in Figure 11.
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Figure 11. HB-structure of stilbene at a = ∆x = 8.07 Å and b = ∆z = 6.05 Å.

Considering 3PPV in Figure 12, the unit cell is of the dimensions a = ∆x = 8.89 Å, b = ∆z = 5.92 Å
and c = ∆y = 18.76 Å. The ∆y dimension is roughly three times the length of the monomer unit
cell c = 6.54 Å ≈ ∆y/3 and the setting angle φs ∼ 60

◦

. It should be noted that all dimensions are
comparable to the monomer crystal. Consequently, HB arrangements are obtained for 4PPV and 5PPV
under simulation conditions as specified in the methodology, Figures 13 and 14, respectively.
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Figure 14. 5PPV HB-packing from simulation.

3.3. Intramolecular Interactions and Binding Energy

The intramolecular energies of the isolated oligomers are presented in Figure 15. As expected,
the potential energy of 1PPV, 2PPV, 3PPV, 4PPV and 5PPV, increased linearly by approximately
50 kcal/mol, corresponding directly to the increase in consecutive chains by one monomer unit each.

The potential energy of the 7 nm× 7 nm hydrogen-terminated graphene sheet was obtained as
2,191,330 kcal/mol. Considering the SWCNTs shown in Figure 16, SWCNTs with larger diameters
contain more atoms, and therefore, have more energy. Metallic SWCNTs (M-SWCNTs) have slightly
more potential energy than semiconducting SWCNTs (SC-SWCNTs), this was to be expected as the
diameters of metallic SWCNT are fractionally larger, and hence they contain more atoms.
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Figure 16. Intramolecular potential energy of SWCNTs.

In order to study the interface, CNMs are kept fixed by setting the force during each step to zero.
This eliminated the interaction of responses of the two systems (CNM and crystal) and allowed the
pure behavior of the polymer crystal with respect to the CNMs to be identified. Moreover, it has
been reported by Yang et al. [62] that fixing the CNM reduces computation time. A validation of
this procedure was confirmed through simulating the interaction 5PPV with fixed and free SWCNT.
The difference in the potential energy of the systems was found to be smaller than 1%. The 4PPV HB
crystal was interfaced with 6 nm× 6 nm and 7 nm× 7 nm graphene sheets, with coverages of 0.3653
(36.53%) and 0.4972 (49.72%). Perfect alignment between the sheet and 4PPV crystal was not crucial as
multiple interfacial orientations occur in practice (Figure 17). Additionally, a SWCNT was embedded
into a supercell of PPV crystal where the periodic and shrink boundaries were maintained as shown in
Figure 18.

The potential energies of isolated 3PPV, isolated (13,0) SWCNT, and 3PPV/(13,0) SWCNT systems,
are presented in Figure 19a–c. All plots show the systems to be equilibrated within the first 10 ps of
simulation, which occurred much earlier than the ensemble sampled times between 50 ps to 100 ps.
Similar equilibration patterns are evident in the temperature versus time plots of the three systems.
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Figure 18. Boundary conditions of simulated PPV with embedded SWCNT.
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Figure 19. Potential energy equilibration over simulation time of 3PPV and (13,0) SWCNT systems:
(a) Potential energy vs. time of isolated 3PPV; (b) potential energy vs. time of isolated (13,0) SWCNT;
(c) potential energy vs. time of composite 3PPV–(13,0) SWCNT.

The average binding energies of the oligomers are higher with graphene as compared to SWCNTs.
This is because the surface area for binding is maximized for better π− π interactions. The reported
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binding energy of 3PPV–graphene, ≈−24 kcal/mol (Figure 20), is in good agreement with the values
reported by Yaya et al. [63] for 3PPV–graphene (−24.67478 kcal/mol (−1.07 eV)).
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Figure 20. Binding energy PPV oligomers–graphene.

From the simulations, calculated binding energies for 3PPV-(13,0), 3PPV-(10,0), 3PPV-(8,0), and
3PPV-(5,0) were 22.5 kcal/mol, 22 kcal/mol, 18 kcal/mol, and 19 kcal/mol, respectively, and compared
well to the obtained results from Yaya et al., [63] for “axial-parallel” configuration between 3PPV and
SWCNT (see Figure 21 and Table 5). Moreover, the calculated binding energies of (8,8) and (6,6) metallic
SWCNT to 3PPV were ∼ 22 kcal/mol and ∼ 23 kcal/mol, which are in good agreement with reported
values from first-principle studies by Yaya et al., [63] for 3PPV-(6,6) in three different configurations
with SWCNTs and 3PPV-(8,8), 3PPV-(4,4) for “axial-parallel” configuration. Furthermore, the calculated
binding energies for 3PPV-(5,5) and 3PPV-(3,3) were ∼ 25 kcal/mol and ∼ 21 kcal/mol, respectively.
These values were relatively higher (see Figure 22 and Table 6).
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Table 5. Binding energies of 3PPV w.r.t semiconductor SWCNT.

This Work This Work Yaya et al. [63]

3PPV-(13,0) ~−22.5 kcal/mol −22.3687 kcal/mol (−0.97 eV)
3PPV-(11,0) —- −21.6769 kcal/mol (−0.94 eV)
3PPV-(10,0) ~−22 kcal/mol —-
3PPV-(9,0) —- −21.4463 kcal/mol (−0.93 eV)
3PPV-(8,0) ~−18 kcal/mol —-
3PPV-(7,0) —- −20.0627 kcal/mol (−0.87 eV)
3PPV-(5,0) ~−19 kcal/mol —-
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Table 6. Binding energies of PPV oligomers w.r.t metallic SWCNT.

This Work This Work Yaya et al. [63]

3PPV-(10,10) —- −23.2911 kcal/mol (−1.01 eV)
3PPV-(8,8) ~−22 kcal/mol −22.3687 kcal/mol (−0.97 eV)
3PPV-(6,6) ~−23 kcal/mol −21.4463 kcal/mol (−0.93 eV)
3PPV-(5,5) ~−25 kcal/mol —-
3PPV-(4,4) —- −20.5239 kcal/mol (−0.89 eV)
3PPV-(3,3) ~−21 kcal/mol —-

3.4. Structural Configurations

3.4.1. PPV/Graphene

An initial 8 × 1 × 8 supercell of 4PPV is generated. Upon removal of wrapped molecules,
a 6 × 1 × 5 supercell remains. This is interfaced with 6 nm× 6 nm and 7 nm× 7 nm graphene sheets,
with coverages of 0.3653 (36.53%) and 0.4972 (49.72%). As the results for both graphenes are practically
identical, final configuration, radial distribution function (RDF) and radius of gyration plots for HB
PPV–7 nm× 7 nm graphene are presented. According to Figure 23, on the interaction with graphene,



Molecules 2020, 25, 4812 16 of 24

PPV molecules nearest to the sheet orient perpendicular to the surface and after the adsorption,
they reoriented to lie parallel to the sheet.
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Figure 23. Interaction: 4PPV–7 nm × 7 nm graphene (final).

The radial distributions for the initial and final states are depicted in Figures 23 and 24, showing highly
organized systems. Figure 24 represents a highly crystalline HB structure, while Figure 25 shows that
the crystalline system becomes more diffused than the HB arrangement but not strictly amorphous,
for example, the coarsely arranged brick-wall conformation.
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Figure 24. Radial distribution function: HB-4PPV–7 nm × 7 nm graphene (initial).

The radius of gyration profile over the simulation period, as shown in Figure 26, dropped from
about 20 to 18. The supercell initially contracts and then spreads onto the sheet surface after about 3 ps.
This was confirmed by the trajectories of the molecules. The net difference between the initial and
final configurations was ∼ −0.8, which indicates that the system is more compact than its initial state.
Hence, there is more binding energy between the systems.
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Figure 25. Radial distribution function: 4PPV–7 nm × 7 nm graphene (final).
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Figure 26. Radius of gyration: 4PPV–7 nm × 7 nm graphene).

3.4.2. PPV/SWCNT

In all cases considered for embedded SWCNTs into PPV crystals, PPV molecules were found to be
adsorbed onto the walls of the carbon nanotube (CNT). The PPV tried to arrange its rings’ surfaces
parallel to the walls of the CNT. There were space confinements due to the bulk, and therefore not all
PPV could lie flat. In the periodic supercell of 8 × 1 × 8 PPV, all HB structures were rearranged to the
brick-wall structure within the simulation time demonstrated in Figures 27 and 28.

Therefore, it can be inferred that CNT-PPV interactions are primarily π − π dominated, as it is
evident in the rearrangement of PPV molecules to align flat with CNM surfaces. The interactions
propagate significantly through nearby lattices, forcing them to take on the brick-wall configuration,
which allows optimal interactions of the π-bonds with the molecules. The same trends were observed
for both zigzag and armchair CNTs, as well as CNTs with larger diameters. The RDF plots show the
change in morphology of the PPV supercell, before and after interacting with the SWCNT (Figures 29
and 30). The initial RDF clearly shows a highly crystalline supercell. This is characterized by the lack of
diffused states between occurring peaks. The presence of the CNT disrupts the order of the supercell,
and the disorder is propagated through the supercell. Consequently, there are more diffused states
(brick-wall) present.
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For the case of the radius of gyration, first the PPV supercell contracted and then expanded around
the SWCNT. There was a net difference of ∼ +0.6 in the radius of gyration between the initial and
final configurations (Figure 31), indicating that the system was more spread out than it initially started.
Hence, there was less interfacial energy after the simulation.Molecules 2020, 25, x FOR PEER REVIEW 20 of 24 
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4. Discussion

4.1. Geometry Optimization

Optimized bond lengths and angles are in good agreement with theoretical and experimental
results obtained from literature. LJB3LYP and LJAUTODOCK parameters capture the stable C-H . . . π
HB crystalline arrangement for PPV, the former, σB3LYP and εB3LYP was used. The reason being that
the QM/MM generated LJ parameters capture H geometries and bond energies more properly and
have good agreement with experimental results, and have better accuracy in predicting intermolecular
interaction as it has been obtained by studying over 100 independent bimolecular organic systems [59].



Molecules 2020, 25, 4812 20 of 24

4.2. Crystallization

Achieving the HB conformation is highly dependent on the starting simulation configuration.
This together with the correctly chosen LJ-parameters will lead to the correct crystal structures.
It should be noted that, due to elevated temperatures of the annealing process, all oligomers
displayed larger chain torsions at higher temperatures. The initially assigned unit cell dimensions [9],
see Section 4.2, were comparable to experimentally obtained results by [64–67] with an average density
ρ = 1.06404 g cm−3.

Due to the fluctuation in temperature in the final equilibration phase, a constant setting angle
could not be determined. Rather, the setting angle, φs, fluctuated approximately between 50

◦

− 70
◦

.
A cursory look at the trajectories of adjacent molecules show that φs varied due to the relative motion
of phenyl rings of one chain to that of the other, and consequently, as well the relative location of the
vinyl links with respect to each other on the chains. The chains re-order alongside each other in the
direction of the longitudinal molecular axis. Accordingly, φs is highest when adjacent phenyl rings
coincide in their motions, and lowest when the phenyl ring and vinyl link of adjacent chains coincide.
The φs range compares to the range given by Granier et al., [68] of approximately 56

◦

− 68
◦

.

4.3. Intramolecular Interactions and Binding Energy

As expected, the potential energy of 1PPV, 2PPV, 3PPV, 4PPV and 5PPV, increased linearly
by approximately 50 kcal/mol, corresponding directly to the increase in consecutive chains by one
monomer unit each. Metallic SWCNTs (M-SWCNTs) have slightly more potential energy than
semiconducting SWCNTs (SC-SWCNTs), this was also to be expected as the diameters of metallic
SWCNT are fractionally larger, and hence they contain more atoms.

Overall, the binding energy between oligomers and SWCNTs increased by diameter. This is due
to the fact that increasing diameter increases the surface area for binding of the SWCNT, which allows
for better π− π interactions between the molecules and SWCNTs.

4.4. Structural Configurations

Crystal PPV interfacing with SWCNTs and graphene reorganizes the crystal at the interface to
optimize π–π interactions at 300 K. The interactions are stronger with graphene than SWCNTs due to
its larger effective interfacing surface area. These results are highly localized due to the scale of the
simulation, hence limiting the viability of these findings to the nano regimes.

5. Conclusions

In the current study, initial binding energies of several PPV oligomers (1PPV to 5PPV) were
predicted using molecular dynamic simulations at 300 K. It was found that the number of molecules in
the unit cell, and the unit cell dimensions are of importance to arrive at the possible conformations,
and avoid the system being trapped in local minima. Moreover, it was observed that in achieving
HB-structure in oligo-PPV, the Lennard-Jones parameter was crucial. This comparative study suggests
that the Lennard-Jones parameters calculated by Freindorf et al. [59] for LJB3LYP is the best choice.
The binding energies of oligo-PPV to CNMs increased linearly with chain length, and SWCNT diameter.
Furthermore, the results confirm that the most stable configuration of pristine PPV at 300 K was the
herringbone arrangement, and oligo-PPV with herringbone structure reoriented to maximize the π–π
interactions with the CNMs’ surfaces. Finally, radial distribution profiles, together with the radius
of gyration profiles indicate that HB-PPV interaction with graphene was much stronger than with
embedded SWCNTs.



Molecules 2020, 25, 4812 21 of 24

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, A.Y.; methodology, A.Y. and S.A.; validation, Y.D.B., K.K.-D., S.K.A.
and B.O.-A.; formal analysis, A.Y. and S.A.; data writing—original draft preparation, N.A.D. and K.K.-D.;
writing—review and editing, A.Y., K.K.-D., and S.A.; supervision, A.Y. and S.A. All authors have read and agreed
to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: A.Y. acknowledges funding from the BANGA-Africa project grant no.UG-BA/PD-016/2016-2017
University of Ghana and the Carnegie cooperation of New York, USA. Authors are grateful to BANGA-Africa
Project, University of Ghana, for the APC.

Acknowledgments: Authors are grateful to the Centre for High Performance Computing (CHPC), Cape Town,
South Africa, for computer time on the Lengau cluster.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Pray, L. Organic Electronics for a Better Tomorrow: Innovation, Accessibility, Sustainability (A collaborative
report from the Chemical Sciences and Society Summit). R. Soc. Chem. 2012, 9, 34.

2. Ling, Y.; Kozakiewicz, P.; Blockhuys, F.; Biesemans, M.; Van Alsenoy, C.; Moons, H.; Goovaerts, E.; Willem, R.;
Van Doorslaer, S. The solid-state organization of ‘self-doped’ PPV oligomers. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2011,
13, 18516–18522. [CrossRef]

3. Segura, J.L.; Martín, N. Functionalized oligoarylenes as building blocks for new organic materials.
J. Mater. Chem. 2000, 10, 2403–2435. [CrossRef]

4. Nakanotani, H.; Saito, M.; Nakamura, H.; Adachi, C. Highly balanced ambipolar mobilities with intense
electroluminescence in field-effect transistors based on organic single crystal oligo(p-phenylenevinylene)
derivatives. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2009, 95, 33308. [CrossRef]

5. Van Hutten, P.F.; Wildeman, J.; Meetsma, A.; Hadziioannou, G. Molecular Packing in Unsubstituted
Semiconducting Phenylenevinylene Oligomer and Polymer. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1999, 121, 5910–5918.
[CrossRef]

6. Group, F. Ultrafast Dynamics and Laser Action of Organic Semiconductors; CRC Press: Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2010.
7. Jangid, N.K.; Chauhan, N.P.S.; Meghwal, K.; Punjabi, P.B. Conducting polymers and their applications. Res. J.

Pharm. Biol. Chem. Sci. 2014, 5, 383–412.
8. Cornil, J.; Beljonne, D.; Shuia, Z.; Hagler, T.W.; Campbell, I.; Bradley, D.D.C.; Müllen, K. Vibronic structure in

the optical absorption spectra of phenylene vinylene oligomers: A joint experimental and theoretical study.
Chem. Phys. Lett. 1995, 247, 425–432. [CrossRef]

9. Zheng, G.; Clark, S.J.; Brand, S.; Abram, R.A. First-principles studies of the structural and electronic properties
of poly-para-phenylene vinylene. J. Phys. Condens. Matter 2004, 16, 8609–8620. [CrossRef]

10. Nelson, J. Polymer: Fullerene bulk heterojunction solar cells. Mater. Today 2011, 14, 462–470. [CrossRef]
11. He, Y.; Cheng, N.; Xu, X.; Fu, J.; Wang, J. A high efficiency pure organic room temperature phosphorescence

polymer PPV derivative for OLED. Org. Electron. 2019, 64, 247–251. [CrossRef]
12. Varghese, S.; Park, S.K.; Casado, S.; Fischer, R.C.; Resel, R.; Milián-Medina, B.; Wannemacher, R.; Park, S.Y.;

Gierschner, J. Stimulated Emission Properties of Sterically Modified Distyrylbenzene-Based H-Aggregate
Single Crystals. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 2013, 4, 1597–1602. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Yang, Y.; Turnbull, G.A.; Samuel, I.D.W. Organic Lasers: The Development of Luminescent Concentrators for
Pumping Organic Semiconductor Lasers (Adv. Mater. 31/2009). Adv. Mater. 2009, 21. [CrossRef]

14. Peters, M.; Seneca, S.; Hellings, N.; Junkers, T.; Ethirajan, A. Size-dependent properties of functional
PPV-based conjugated polymer nanoparticles for bioimaging. Colloids Surf. B Biointerfaces 2018, 169, 494–501.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Mullen, K.; Wegner, G. Electronic Materials: The Oligomer Approach; John Wiley & Sons: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 1998.
16. Gierschner, J.; Lüer, L.; Milián-Medina, B.; Oelkrug, D.; Egelhaaf, H.-J. Highly Emissive H-Aggregates or

Aggregation-Induced Emission Quenching? The Photophysics of All-Trans para-Distyrylbenzene. J. Phys.
Chem. Lett. 2013, 4, 2686–2697. [CrossRef]

17. Oelkrag, D.; Egelhaaf, H.-J.; Gierschner, J.; Tompert, A. Electronic deactivation in single chains,
nano-aggregates and ultrathin films of conjugated oligomers. Synth. Met. 1996, 76, 249–253. [CrossRef]

18. Oelkrug, D.; Gierschner, J.; Egelhaaf, H.J.; Lüer, L.; Tompert, A. Evolution of optical absorption from small
oligomers to ideally conjugated PPV and MEH-PPV polymers. Synth. Met. 2001, 121, 1693–1694.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c1cp21786k
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b004407p
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3184588
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja990934r
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0009-2614(95)01224-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/16/47/013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1369-7021(11)70210-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.orgel.2018.10.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jz400659b
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26282965
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200990120
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2018.05.055
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29857249
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jz400985t
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0379-6779(95)03464-1


Molecules 2020, 25, 4812 22 of 24

19. Prasad, N.; Singh, I.; Kumari, A.; Madhwal, D.; Madan, S.; Dixit, S.K.; Bhatnagar, P.; Mathur, P. Improving
the performance of MEH-PPV based light emitting diode by incorporation of graphene nanosheets. J. Lumin.
2015, 159, 166–170. [CrossRef]

20. Liu, Z.; He, D.; Wang, Y.; Wu, H.; Wang, J. Effect of SPFGraphene dopant in MEH–PPV organic light-emitting
devices. Synth. Met. 2010, 160, 1587–1589. [CrossRef]

21. Kuo, J.-K.; Huang, P.-H.; Wu, W.-T.; Hsu, Y.-C. Molecular dynamics investigations on the interfacial energy
and adhesive strength between C60-filled carbon nanotubes and metallic surface. Mater. Chem. Phys. 2014,
143, 873–880. [CrossRef]

22. Sun, S.; Chen, S.; Weng, X.; Shan, F.; Hu, S. Effect of Carbon Nanotube Addition on the Interfacial Adhesion
between Graphene and Epoxy: A Molecular Dynamics Simulation. Polymers 2019, 11, 121. [CrossRef]

23. Stankovich, S.; Dikin, D.A.; Dommett, G.H.B.; Kohlhaas, K.M.; Zimney, E.J.; Stach, E.A.; Piner, R.D.;
Nguyen, S.T.; Ruoff, R.S. Graphene-based composite materials. Nat. Cell Biol. 2006, 442, 282–286. [CrossRef]

24. Guo, B.; Fang, L.; Zhang, B.; Gong, J.R. Graphene Doping: A Review. Insci. J. 2011, 1, 80–89. [CrossRef]
25. Yaya, A. Interactions Faibles Dans Les Nanosystemes Carbones. Ph.D. Thesis, Université de Nantes, Nantes,

France, 2011.
26. Veenstra, S.; Van Hutten, P.; Post, A.; Wang, Y.; Hadziioannou, G.; Jonkman, H. Structural studies on thin

films of an unsubstituted oligo(para-phenylenevinylene). Thin Solid Films 2002, 422, 104–111. [CrossRef]
27. Ishii, B.H.; Sugiyama, K.; Ito, E.; Seki, K. Energy Level Alignment and Interfacial.pdf. Adv. Mater. 1999, 11,

605–625. [CrossRef]
28. Hill, I.G.; Mäkinen, A.J.; Kafafi, Z.H. Initial stages of metal/organic semiconductor interface formation.

J. Appl. Phys. 2000, 88, 889–895. [CrossRef]
29. Viau, L.; Maury, O.; Le Bozec, H. New 4,4′-oligophenylenevinylene functionalized-[2,2′]-bipyridyl

chromophores: Synthesis, optical and thermal properties. Tetrahedron Lett. 2004, 45, 125–128. [CrossRef]
30. Zheng, G.; Clark, S.J.; Tulip, P.R.; Brand, S.; Abram, R.A. Ab initio dynamics study of poly-para-phenylene

vinylene. J. Chem. Phys. 2005, 123, 24904. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
31. Cardozo, T.M.; Aquino, A.J.A.; Barbatti, M.; Borges, I.; Lischka, H. Absorption and Fluorescence Spectra of

Poly(p-phenylenevinylene) (PPV) Oligomers: An ab Initio Simulation. J. Phys. Chem. A 2014, 119, 1787–1795.
[CrossRef]

32. Plimpton, S. Fast Parallel Algorithms for Short-Range Molecular Dynamics. J. Comput. Phys. 1995, 117, 1–19.
[CrossRef]

33. Cornell, W.D.; Cieplak, P.; Bayly, C.I.; Gould, I.R.; Merz, K.M.; Ferguson, D.M.; Spellmeyer, D.C.; Fox, T.;
Caldwell, J.W.; Kollman, P.A. A second generation force field for the simulation of proteins, nucleic acids,
and organic molecules. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1995, 117, 5179–5197. [CrossRef]

34. MacKerell, A.D.; Bashford, D.; Bellott, M.; Dunbrack, R.L.; Evanseck, J.D.; Field, M.J.; Fischer, S.; Gao, J.;
Guo, H.; Ha, S.; et al. All-Atom Empirical Potential for Molecular Modeling and Dynamics Studies of
Proteins. J. Phys. Chem. B 1998, 102, 3586–3616. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Gime, X.; Bofill, J.M.; Gonza, J. Algorithm to Evaluate Rate Constants for Polyatomic Chemical Reactions. II.
Applications. J. Comput. Chem. 2007, 28, 2111–2121.

36. Steinbach, P.J.; Brooks, B.R. New spherical-cutoff methods for long-range forces in macromolecular simulation.
J. Comput. Chem. 1994, 15, 667–683. [CrossRef]

37. Martyna, G.J.; Tobias, D.J.; Klein, M.L. Constant pressure molecular dynamics algorithms. J. Chem. Phys.
1994, 101, 4177–4189. [CrossRef]

38. Parrinello, M.; Rahman, A. Polymorphic transitions in single crystals: A new molecular dynamics method.
J. Appl. Phys. 1981, 52, 7182–7190. [CrossRef]

39. E Tuckerman, M.; Alejandre, J.; López-Rendón, R.; Jochim, A.L.; Martyna, G.J. A Liouville-operator derived
measure-preserving integrator for molecular dynamics simulations in the isothermal–isobaric ensemble.
J. Phys. A Math. Gen. 2006, 39, 5629–5651. [CrossRef]

40. Shinoda, W.; Shiga, M.; Mikami, M. Rapid estimation of elastic constants by molecular dynamics simulation
under constant stress. Phys. Rev. B 2004, 69, 16–18. [CrossRef]

41. Dullweber, A.; Leimkuhler, B.; McLachlan, R. Symplectic splitting methods for rigid body molecular
dynamics. J. Chem. Phys. 1997, 107, 5840–5851. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jlumin.2014.11.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.synthmet.2010.02.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.matchemphys.2013.10.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/polym11010121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature04969
http://dx.doi.org/10.5640/insc.010280
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0040-6090(02)00983-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1521-4095(199906)11:8&lt;605::AID-ADMA605&gt;3.0.CO;2-Q
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.373752
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tetlet.2003.10.099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1955516
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16050771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp508512s
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/jcph.1995.1039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja00124a002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp973084f
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24889800
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.540150702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.467468
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.328693
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/39/19/S18
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.69.134103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.474310


Molecules 2020, 25, 4812 23 of 24

42. Thompson, M.A.; Zerner, M.C.; Fajer, J. A theoretical examination of the electronic structure and excited
states of the bacteriochlorophyll b dimer from Rhodopseudomonas viridis. J. Phys. Chem. 1991, 95, 5693–5700.
[CrossRef]

43. Glendening, E.D.; Feller, D.; Thompson, M.A. An Ab Initio Investigation of the Structure and Alkali Metal
Cation Selectivity of 18-Crown-6. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1994, 116, 10657–10669. [CrossRef]

44. Thompson, M.A.; Schenter, G.K. Excited States of the Bacteriochlorophyll b Dimer of Rhodopseudomonas
viridis: A QM/MM Study of the Photosynthetic Reaction Center That Includes MM Polarization. J. Phys. Chem.
1995, 99, 6374–6386. [CrossRef]

45. Thompson, M.A. QM/MMpol: A Consistent Model for Solute/Solvent Polarization. Application to the
Aqueous Solvation and Spectroscopy of Formaldehyde, Acetaldehyde, and Acetone. J. Phys. Chem. 1996,
100, 14492–14507. [CrossRef]

46. Rappe, A.K.; Colwell, K.S.; Casewit, C.J. Application of a universal force field to metal complexes. Inorg. Chem.
1993, 32, 3438–3450. [CrossRef]

47. Rappe, A.K.; Casewit, C.J.; Colwell, K.S.; Goddard, W.A.; Skiff, W.M. UFF, a full periodic table force field
for molecular mechanics and molecular dynamics simulations. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1992, 114, 10024–10035.
[CrossRef]

48. Rappe, A.K.; Goddard, W.A. Charge equilibration for molecular dynamics simulations. J. Phys. Chem. 1991,
95, 3358–3363. [CrossRef]

49. Casewit, C.J.; Colwell, K.S.; Rappe, A.K. Application of a universal force field to organic molecules. J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 1992, 114, 10035–10046. [CrossRef]

50. Casewit, C.J.; Colwell, K.S.; Rappe, A.K. Application of a universal force field to main group compounds.
J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1992, 114, 10046–10053. [CrossRef]

51. Ajori, S.; Ansari, R.; Haghighi, S. A molecular dynamics study on the buckling behavior of cross-linked
functionalized carbon nanotubes under physical adsorption of polymer chains. Appl. Surf. Sci. 2018, 427,
704–714. [CrossRef]

52. Ansari, R.; Rouhi, S.; Ajori, S. On the Interfacial Properties of Polymers/Functionalized Single-Walled Carbon
Nanotubes. Braz. J. Phys. 2016, 46, 361–369. [CrossRef]

53. Zaminpayma, E.; Mirabbaszadeh, K. Interaction between single-walled carbon nanotubes and polymers:
A molecular dynamics simulation study with reactive force field. Comput. Mater. Sci. 2012, 58, 7–11.
[CrossRef]

54. Capaz, R.B.; Caldas, M.J. Ab initio calculations of structural and dynamical properties of poly(p-phenylene)
and poly(p-phenylene vinylene). Phys. Rev. B 2003, 67, 205205. [CrossRef]

55. Finder, C.J.; Newton, M.G.; Allinger, N.L. An improved structure of trans-stilbene. Acta Crystallogr. Sect. B
Struct. Crystallogr. Cryst. Chem. 1974, 30, 411–415. [CrossRef]

56. Weiner, P.K.; Kollman, P.A. AMBER: Assisted model building with energy refinement. A general program
for modeling molecules and their interactions. J. Comput. Chem. 1981, 2, 287–303. [CrossRef]

57. Gao, J. In Modeling the Hydrogen Bond. Am. Chem. Soc. 1994. [CrossRef]
58. Gao, J. Parameters for a Combined Ab Initio Quantum Mechanical and Molecular Basis Set. J. Comput. Chem.

1996, 17, 386–395.
59. Freindorf, M.; Shao, Y.; Furlani, T.R.; Kong, J. Lennard-Jones parameters for the combined QM/MM method

using the B3LYP/6-31+G*/AMBER potential. J. Comput. Chem. 2005, 26, 1270–1278. [CrossRef]
60. Morris, G.M.; Goodsell, D.S.; Huey, R.; Hart, W.E.; Halliday, S.; Belew, R.; Olson, A.J. User’s Guide Autodock

3.0.5. Methodol. J. Comput. Chem. 2009, 30, 2785–2791. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
61. Spano, F.C. The fundamental photophysics of conjugated oligomer herringbone aggregates. J. Chem. Phys.

2003, 118, 981–994. [CrossRef]
62. Yang, M.; Koutsos, V.; Zaiser, M. Interactions between Polymers and Carbon Nanotubes: A Molecular

Dynamics Study. J. Phys. Chem. B 2005, 109, 10009–10014. [CrossRef]
63. Yaya, A.; Impellizzeri, A.; Massuyeau, F.; Duvail, J.; Briddon, P.; Ewels, C. Mapping the stacking interaction

of triphenyl vinylene oligomers with graphene and carbon nanotubes. Carbon 2019, 141, 274–282. [CrossRef]
64. Martens, J.; Halliday, D.; Marseglia, E.; Bradley, D.D.C.; Friend, R.; Burn, P.L.; Holmes, A. Structural order in

poly(p-phenylene vinylene). Synth. Met. 1993, 55, 434–439. [CrossRef]
65. Moon, Y.B.; Rughooputh, S.D.D.V.; Heeger, A.J.; Patil, A.O.; Wudl, F. X-ray scattering study of the coversion of

poly(p-phenylene vinylene) precursor to the conjugated polymer. Synth. Met. 1989, 29, E79–E84. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/j100167a058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja00102a035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/j100017a017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp960690m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ic00068a012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja00051a040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/j100161a070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja00051a041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja00051a042
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apsusc.2017.08.049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13538-016-0410-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2012.01.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.67.205205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1107/S0567740874002913
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.540020311
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bk-1994-0569
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.20264
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jcc.21256
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19399780
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1521933
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp0442403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbon.2018.09.071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0379-6779(93)90970-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0379-6779(89)90279-8


Molecules 2020, 25, 4812 24 of 24

66. Chen, D.; Winokur, M.; Masse, M.; E Karasz, F. A structural study of poly(p-phenylene vinylene). Polymer
1992, 33, 3116–3122. [CrossRef]

67. Gagnon, D.R. Chemical, structural and electrical characterization of poly(p-phenylene vinylene). Ph.D. Thesis,
University of Massachusetts, Amherst, MA, USA, 1986.

68. Granier, T.; Thomas, E.L.; Gagnon, D.R.; Karasz, F.E.; Lenz, R.W. Structure investigation of poly(p-phenylene
vinylene). J. Polym. Sci. Part B Polym. Phys. 1986, 24, 2793–2804. [CrossRef]

Sample Availability: Data on PPV, SWCNTs and Graphene used for the computational calculations are available
from the authors.

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional
affiliations.

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0032-3861(92)90223-J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/polb.1986.090241214
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Simulation Method 
	Simulation Models 

	Results 
	Geometry Optimization 
	Crystallization 
	Intramolecular Interactions and Binding Energy 
	Structural Configurations 
	PPV/Graphene 
	PPV/SWCNT 


	Discussion 
	Geometry Optimization 
	Crystallization 
	Intramolecular Interactions and Binding Energy 
	Structural Configurations 

	Conclusions 
	References

