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Abstract

In this work we demonstrate, for the first time, the use of polylactic acid (PLA) as a biodegradable host matrix for the construc-
tion of the active emissive layer of organic light-emitting diode (OLED) devices for potential use in bioelectronics. In this pre-
liminary study, we report a robust synthesis of two fluorescent PLA derivatives, pyrene-PLA (AH10) and perylene-PLA (AH11).
Thesematerials were prepared by the ring opening polymerisation of L-lactidewith hydroxyalkyl-pyrene and hydroxyalkyl-per-
ylene derivatives using 1,8-diazabicyclo[5.4.0]undec-7-ene as catalyst. OLEDs were fabricated from thesematerials using a sim-
ple device architecture involving a solution-processed single-emitting layer in the configuration ITO/PEDOT:PSS/PVK:OXD-7
(35%):AH10 or AH11 (20%)/TPBi/LiF/Al (ITO, indium tin oxide; PEDOT:PSS, poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) doped with poly
(styrenesulfonic acid); PVK, poly(vinylcarbazole); OXD-7, (1,3-phenylene)-bis-[5-(4-tert-butylphenyl)-1,3,4-oxadiazole]; TPBi,
2,20,200-(1,3,5-benzenetriyl)tris(1-phenyl-1H-benzimidazole)). The turn-on voltage for the perylene OLED at 10 cd m–2 was
around 6 V with a maximum brightness of 1200 cd m–2 at 13 V. The corresponding external quantum efficiency and device cur-
rent efficiency were 1.5% and 2.8 cd A–1 respectively. In summary, this study provides proof of principle that OLEDs can be con-
structed from PLA, a readily available and renewable bio-source.
© 2020 The Authors. Polymer International published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of Society of Industrial Chemistry.
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INTRODUCTION
Organic electronics are ideally suited for the interface with biol-
ogy. The ‘soft’ nature of organicmaterials offers better mechanical
compatibility with tissue compared to traditional electronic mate-
rials, while their compatibility with mechanically flexible sub-
strates is eminently suited for their fabrication into biomedical
implants.1,2 More importantly, their ability to conduct ions in addi-
tion to electrons and holes opens up a new communication chan-
nel with biology. A key aspect to this is the ability to be able to use
biodegradable and biocompatible materials wherever possible.3,4

A number of synthetic (e.g. polylactic acid (PLA),5 polycaprolac-
tone,6 polyvinyl alcohol7,8) and naturally occurring polymers
(derived from paper,9–12 silk,13,14 gelatin,15–17 cellulose-based
polymers18–20), all of which are derived from renewable resources,
have found application as either substrate or dielectric material in
the fabrication of electronic devices. Future developments, espe-
cially in the area of personalised electronic devices, will require
the fabrication of electronic implants which are capable of under-
going controlled degradation within the human body.21,22

PLA has a number of biomedical applications, especially in drug
delivery, due to its optical transparency, biocompatibility, non-
toxicity and tunable chemical stability.22–25 In addition PLA, with
a volume resistivity of the order of 109 Ω cm, is a high frequency
insulator26,27 and has been widely used in the fabrication of flexi-
ble sensors where the permanent dipole associated with the ester

carbonyl moiety enables charge trapping which results in
enhanced photosensitivity and thermal sensitivity.28 Key to our
work is the seminal contribution by Wu et al.29 in which PLA was
utilised to construct an organic semiconductor/dielectric interface
in the fabrication of organic transistors. Mattana et al.5 have also
utilised PLA in the fabrication of biodegradable organic field-
effect transistors and organic electrochemical transistors. Zim-
mermann et al.30 recently employed poly(lactic-co-glycolic acid)
(PLGA) as an ion-conducting polymer for biodegradable light-
emitting electrochemical cells, where PLGA was used to promote
ionic conductivity in the active layer of the light-emitting electro-
chemical cells. These studies highlight the possibility of fabricat-
ing low-cost organic electronic devices starting from renewable
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feedstocks which have a negligible end of life footprint.31 Critical
to biomedical applications is the observation that PLA, and
related co-polymers, are found to undergo controlled hydrolysis
under physiological conditions (37 °C, pH 7.4) leading to the gen-
eration of benign by-products.32 Germaine to our investigation is
the recent report from Rogers and colleagues32,33 concerning the
development of ‘transient’, biodegradable light-emitting diodes
(LEDs) based upon ZnO. The use of PLA as an organic support34,32

in the construction of biodegradable LEDs has not been reported
previously, to our knowledge, and is a development which we
now wish to disclose in this paper.35,36

Pyrene and perylene are highly emissive chromophores, their
light emission being in the deep blue–UV (377–420 nm) and blue
(450 nm) regions of the electromagnetic spectrum respectively.
Both pyrene and perylene are planar, polycyclic aromatic hydro-
carbons which demonstrate a tendency for self-aggregation in
both the solid and solution state. Co-facial aggregation in this
manner (generating structures which are stabilised by π–π inter-
actions) results in substantial red shifts in fluorescence emission
spectra and a decrease in fluorescence quantum yields (Φf). How-
ever, in dilute solutions, where π stacking is minimised, optical
quantum yields (Φf) for both of these compounds can exceed
90%.37 We reasoned that incorporation of a pyrene or perylene
moiety into a PLA matrix would prevent π−π stacking and that
these fluorophores would therefore behave as in dilute solution
and exhibit their usual emissive properties.38,39

In a novel departure we report the fabrication and evaluation of
an organic LED (OLED) device using solution processing tech-
niques40–43 which utilises PLA as the supporting matrix. In this
study we find that the incorporation of perylene residues
(AH11) as fluorophore within the PLA matrix generates material
suitable for OLED fabrication. We note the potential generality
of this approach by the synthesis of a pyrene-based fluorophore
(AH10)44 whose incorporation into OLED devices is currently
under investigation. Both AH10 and AH11 were readily available
from the ring opening polymerisation of L-lactide (L-LA) with
hydroxyalkyl-pyrene and hydroxyalkyl-perylene derivatives using
1,8-diazabicyclo[5.4.0]undec-7-ene (DBU) as catalyst. The choice
of alcohol partner, in this proof of principle investigation, was dic-
tated by their ease of preparation from the requisite bromoaro-
matic using well established, palladium-catalysed, cross-
coupling methodologies. This approach provides great flexibility
and, in principle, enables the incorporation of a broad range of
fluorophores into the PLA matrix. Since PLA derivatives have high
resistivity, additional electron and hole transport materials are
required to improve device conductivity and to achieve charge
balance.
In this study poly(vinylcarbazole) (PVK) and (1,3-phenylene)-bis-

[5-(4-tert-butylphenyl)-1,3,4-oxadiazole] (OXD-7) were used as
hole and electron transport materials, respectively. PLA behaves
as an electrical insulator, a property which has been put to full
effect in the fabrication of plastic electronic devices. We wish to
emphasise that in this work we demonstrate, to the best of our
knowledge for the first time, the use of PLA as a biodegradable
host matrix for the construction of the active emissive layer of
OLED devices.

EXPERIMENTAL
Materials
All reactants, reagents and dry solvents were purchased from
Merck, Arcos Organics and Fisher Scientific and were used

without further purification. Column chromatography was per-
formed using Davisil grade 636 (60 Å pore size, 40–63 mesh) silica
gel. Thin-layer chromatography (TLC) was carried out using DC-
Fertigfolie POLYGRAM® SIL G/UV254 percolated TLC sheets with
substrate detection by UV light (254 and 365 nm).

Material characterisation
Matrix-assisted laser desorption/ionisation (MALDI) mass spectra
were acquired with a Shimadzu Axima Confidence instrument
using a trans-2-[3-(4-tert-butylphenyl)-2-methyl-2-propenyli-
dene]malononitrile (DCTB) and dithranol. High-resolution mass
spectra were obtained using a Thermo Exactive Plus EMR or
Thermo Finnigan MAT95XP mass spectrometer. 1H NMR
(500 MHz) spectra were recorded using a Bruker Avance II+ spec-
trometer referencing to the residual protons in CDCl3 (7.27 ppm).
13C NMR spectra (126 MHz) were recorded using a Bruker Avance
II+ spectrometer referencing to the residual solvent peak as
appropriate: CDCl3 (77.00 ppm). All coupling constants (J) are
reported in hertz and chemical shifts (⊗) are reported in parts
per million. Signal multiplicities are designated as singlet (s), dou-
blet (d), triplet (t), quartet (q), multiplet (m) or any collection of
these. IR spectra were recorded using a Thermo Scientific Nicolet
iS5 spectrometer with an iDS ATR accessory in the solid state. UV–
visible spectra were recorded using a Varian Eclipse 5000 spectro-
photometer between 200 nm and 800 nm using quartz cuvettes
with a path length of 1 cm. Fluorescence spectra were recorded
on a Varian Eclipse fluorescence spectrometer. Samples were irra-
diated (⊗ex = 320 nm) in quartz cuvettes (10 mm) and emission
spectra (⊗em) were recorded between 300 nm and 600 nm. Gel
permeation chromatography (GPC) was used to determine the
molecular weight of polymers in tetrahydrofuran with a flow rate
of 1 mL min−1 (1–2 mg mL−1) at 40 °C using a Viscotek GPCmax
VE2001 solvent/sample module with a 2 × PL gel 10 μm MIXED-
B and a 1 × PL gel 500A column and a Viscotek VE3580 refractive
index detector. The systemwas calibrated with low-polydispersity
polystyrene standards, in the range 200 to 6 × 106 g mol−1. DSC
measurements were obtained with a PerkinElmer Diamond DSC
under nitrogen at a heating rate of 10 °C min−1.

Synthesis and characterisation of PLA derivatives
Synthesis of 5-(perylen-3-yl)pent-4-yn-1-ol
5-(Perylen-3-yl)pent-4-yn-1-ol was prepared by a modified litera-
ture synthesis.37,45

To a two-neck round bottom flask (250 mL) was added 3-bro-
moperylene46 (1.4 g, 4.22 mmol), Pd(PPh3)4 (273 mg, 0.24 mmol,
6 mol%) and CuI (37.9 mg, 0.39 mmol, 9 mol%) and the flask
was then purged with N2. In a separate two-neck round bottom
flask (100 mL) was added, via syringe, dry tetrahydrofuran
(49 mL) and Et3N (35 mL) and the solution was sparged with N2

for 25 min prior to the addition of 4-pentyn-1-ol (1 mL,
10.5 mmol). This solution was transferred, via syringe, to the first
reaction vessel, which was then heated at 70 °C for 2 h. On cool-
ing to ambient temperature the reaction mixture was concen-
trated in vacuo and the residue purified by column
chromatography (‘dry-loaded’; silica; gradient elution with
CH2Cl2-petroleum ether 3:7 v/v to ethyl acetate-petroleum ether
3:2 v/v), to afford the title compound (930 mg, 66% yield) as a yel-
low-orange solid, melting point 188–190 °C.

1H NMR: ⊐ (500 MHz, CDCl3) ⊐ 1.52 (1 H br, s, O–H), 2.00 (2 H,
quin, J = 6.8 Hz, 2 H, C–C–H), 2.7 (2 H, t, J = 6.8 Hz, C�C–C–H),
3.93 (2 H, t, J = 6.8 Hz, O–C–H), 7.50 (2 H, td, J = 7.8, 3.0 Hz, Ar–
H), 7.57 (1 H, t, J = 7.9 Hz, Ar–H), 7.62 (1 H, d, J = 7.9 Hz, C(2)H),
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7.70 (2 H, d, J = 8.1 Hz, Ar–H), 8.12 (1 H, d, J = 7.9 Hz, C(1)H), 8.17–
8.26 (4 H, m, Ar–H) ppm. 13C NMR: (126 MHz, CDCl3) ⊐ 16.7, 31.9,
62.2, 79.6, 95.5, 119.6, 120.5, 120.6, 120.7, 120.9, 126.1, 126.5,
126.6, 128.0, 128.1, 128.4, 128.5, 130.8, 131.1, 131.2, 131.4, 131.8,
131.4, 134.6, 134.8 ppm. IR: �νmax/cm

−1 3280 O–H (br), 3049.9 and
2942 (Ar C–H), 2880 (C–H), 2217.7 (C�C), 1600 and 1588 (Ar
C=C) and 1188 (C–O). MS: (m/z, MALDI-dithranol) 334.6 ([M]+,
100%), 335.6 ([M+H]+, 28%), 226.4 ([dithranol]+, 30%), 225.3
(45). High resolution mass spectrometry (ESI+) C25H19O ([M+H]+)
requires 335.1430, found 335.1425. These data are in accord with
those reported in the literature for this compound.37,45

Preparation of pyrene-PLA (AH10) and perylene-PLA (AH11)
AH10 was synthesised using our previously reported procedure
and the 1H NMR and 13C NMR spectra are shown in Fig. S1 in
Appendix S1.44 AH11 was synthesised using this same procedure
as described below.
To a solution of 5-(perylen-3-yl)pent-4-yn-1-ol (334 mg, 1 mmol)

and L-LA (1.3 g, 3 mmol) in dry CH2Cl2 (15 mL) was added DBU
(20 μL, 1% of the total monomer weight) and the resultant reac-
tion mixture was stirred for 24 h at 25 °C under an atmosphere
of nitrogen. The crude product was purified using column chro-
matography (silica gel; eluent 100% CH2Cl2 and then 100%
MeOH). The solution was concentrated in vacuo at 25 °C and pre-
cipitation of the polymer was achieved by the dropwise addition
of this solution to 500 mL of diethyl ether which was then col-
lected by vacuum filtration. The precipitated polymer was washed
with diethyl ether (5 × 20 mL) and dried under vacuum (1 Torr) at
25 °C for 24 h to obtain the purified polymer as a bright yellow
solid. The 1H NMR and 13C NMR spectra for AH11 are shown
in Fig. 1.

Device preparation
Devices were fabricated on indium tin oxide (ITO) coated glass
substrates of thickness 125 nm and possessing a sheet resistance
of 15 Ω cm. Poly(3,4-ethylenedioxythiophene) doped with a high
work function hole-injecting layer poly(styrenesulfonic acid)
(PEDOT:PSS) was spin-coated at 4000 rpm for 60 s to produce
a ca 35 nm thick hole-injecting layer. The PEDOT:PSS layer was
annealed at ca 200 °C for 5 min to remove any residual water. A
solution of 12 mg mL−1 PVK (Mw = 90 000) mixed with 40% w/w
of OXD-7 and 20% w/w of AH10 or AH11 in 2 mL chlorobenzene
was thoroughly mixed for 2 h at 50 °C; it was then filtered through
a 0.45 μmpore filter and spin-coated at 2500 rpm for 1min on top
of the PEDOT:PSS layer and baked for 10min at 120 °C to form the
emissive layer of thickness 93 nm asmeasured by an ellipsometer.
Each sample was shadow masked to produce four pixels with
three different device areas, 4 × 4 mm, 2 × 2 mm and two 4
× 2 mm, as shown in Fig.4. The samples were then introduced
into a nitrogen glove box, where 30 nm of 2,20,200-(1,3,5-benzene-
triyl)tris(1-phenyl-1H-benzimidazole) (TPBi) was evaporated as an
electron injection/hole-blocking layer at a rate of ca 1 A s−1 under
vacuum at a pressure of ca 1 × 10−6 Torr, followed by 0.8 nm LiF
and a 100 nm capping layer of aluminium under the same evapo-
ration conditions. All samples were encapsulated in a glove box
using DELO UV cured epoxy (KATIOBOND), capped with a
1.2 × 1.2 cmmicroscope glass slide, and then exposed to UV light
for 4 min. Current–voltage data, device efficiency, brightness and
electroluminescence spectra were measured in a calibrated Lab-
sphere LMS-100 integrating sphere. A bespoke NI LabVIEW pro-
gram was used to control an Agilent 6632B DC power supply,

and the emission properties of the device were measured using
an Ocean Optics USB4000 CCD fibre optic spectrometer.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Although the synthesis of 5-(perylen-3-yl)pent-4-yn-1-ol had been
previously reported37,45 we found that a slightmodification of this
procedure afforded higher yields (66%) in a more reproducible
manner. The PLA-perylene polymer(AH11) was synthesised using
a simple protocol involving the ring opening polymerisation of L-
LA with a suitable hydroxylated perylene derivative as an initiator
in the presence of DBU as a catalyst at ambient temperature.47

The use of DBU allows a high degree of polymerisation, very nar-
row molecular weight distributions and a low catalyst concentra-
tion of 1 mol%. This methodology is preferable to that employing
stannous octanoate, one of the most commonly used catalysts
currently employed for the promotion of these polymerisation
reactions, and is experimentally easy to adopt.48–50 Most notably,
the DBU-catalysed process does not utilise toxic tin-based
reagents which limits their potential utility, especially in the con-
text of biomedical applications. The polymers generated in our
study were fully characterised spectroscopically (IR, 1H NMR and
13C NMR) and using GPC. The molecular weight distributions of
the AH10 and AH11 are listed in Table 1; these polymers have
Mn values similar to those recently reported for polymers derived
from the ring opening polymerisation of L-LA with
pyrenebutanol.48

Figure 1(a) shows the 1H NMR spectra of the polymers,
highlighting the –CH and –CH3 protons in poly-L-lactide. The res-
onance at ⊐ 4.3 ppm corresponds to Hh derived from the terminal
CH–OH residue, and that at ⊐ 5.2 ppm corresponds to Hf in the
polymer backbone. The resonances between 1.3 and 1.7 ppm
are characteristic of the –CH3 groups in the backbone of the poly-
mer and the end group of the poly-L-lactide. The 13C NMR spec-
trum of AH11 is presented in Fig. 1(b). These data indicate the
presence of the lactide carbonyl, methyl (–CH3) and methine (–
CH) groups at 168, 18 and 68 ppm, respectively; the remaining
methylene resonances (–CH2) appear between 30 and 72 ppm
while the perylene carbons appear in the region typical of aro-
matic compounds (120–132 ppm). All of the polymers showed
IR absorptions at 1746 cm−1 typical of that for a saturated ester
carbonyl moiety, as shown in Fig. S2.
The thermal properties of the polylactides AH10 and AH11

were studied by TGA and DSC. The degradation behaviour of
5.6 mg samples of the polymer was measured under a nitrogen
atmosphere when heated from 30 °C to 600 °C at a constant
heating rate of 10 °C min−1. The Ti, Tf, T50% and char content
(%) at 300 °C were determined and are compiled in Table S1
in Appendix S1. The rate of decomposition (%wt min−1) was cal-
culated from the slope of the degradation curve between 20%
and 80% weight loss. Figure 2(b) shows that the decomposition
process consists of one stage starting at 208 °C and 217 °C for
AH10 and AH11 respectively. The char content for AH10 and
AH11 was found to be 9.11 and 6.75 wt% respectively. The
curve was almost constant when the temperature was below
180 °C, indicating that there was no degradation, and at 200 °
C the degradation was only 9% for AH11 and less than 6% for
AH10. Both materials therefore have good thermal stability
below 180 °C making them suitable candidates for device
fabrication.29,35

The thermal transition temperatures of the prepared polymers
were analysed from DSC thermograms as shown in Fig. 2(a) and
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Table S1 in Appendix S1. From the first heating scan, the glass
transitions Tg of the prepared polymers were 56 °C and 45 °C
for AH10 and AH11 respectively, while the crystallisation temper-
atures Tc were 129 °C and 102 °C forAH10 andAH11 respectively

(Table S2). There were two endothermal peaks corresponding to
the crystallisation temperatures for perylene polymer AH11.
Apparently, there is not enough time for the amorphous PLA
chain to adjust well on increasing the heating rate.36

Figure 1 (A) 1H NMR spectrum (500 MHz, CDCl3) and (B) 13C NMR spectrum (126 MHz, CDCl3) of AH11.

Figure 2 (A) DSC thermograms of AH11. (B) TGA thermograms of AH11.
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Materials photophysics
The normalised UV–visible spectrum of AH10 in CH2Cl2
(0.6 mg mL−1) shows absorption bands at 345 nm that can be
assigned to S0→ S2 transitions in the pyrene nucleus; a low inten-
sity, higher energy transition, S0 → S1, at 375 nm is also appar-
ent37 (Fig. 3(a)). In comparison to AH10, the UV–visible
spectrum for AH11 has absorption bands at 381, 405, 428 and
457 nm (Fig. 3(b)). The fluorescence spectra of AH10 and AH11
were measured with ⊗ex at the S0 → S2 transition, ca 340 nm for
pyrene lactide polymer and at 420 nm for perylene lactide poly-
mer at concentrations of 0.06 mg mL−1 in CH2Cl2. The pyrene
polymer shows four emission signals at 375, 379, 416 and
440 nm. Similarly, the perylene polymer AH11 also exhibits four

emission signals at 466, 498, 530 and 576 nm whose values were
concentration independent. These spectra were also largely
devoid of any longer wavelength emissions, which are character-
istic of excimer emissions for aggregated structures; this indicates
that the polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon units are essentially
isolated.

OLED device characteristics
Since the pyrene emission is in the deep blue–UV region, the
OLED devices prepared in this study using AH10 show very weak
emission mainly due to exciton quenching by the low triplet
energy levels. Given that our device characterisation system is
suitable for measuring accurately visible light between 400 and

Table 1 Molecular weight distributions for AH1044 and AH11

Polymer Mw/Mn
a (Da) Mn (Da)

b ÐM

AH10 5500/3200 4600 1.72
AH11 12 511/5853 12 485 2.13

ÐM is the ratio of the weight-average molecular weight Mw to the number-average molecular weight Mn.
aDetermined by GPC analysis.
bDetermined by 1H NMR (Fig. 1(A) .

Figure 3 Normalised UV–visible absorption and fluorescence spectra of AH10 (⊗ex = 340 nm) (A) and AH11 (⊗ex = 420 nm) (B).

Scheme 1 The device architecture and energy levels for materials used in the device.
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700 nm and is not calibrated to correctly measure the UV region
of light <400 nm, only OLED devices that used AH11 are fully
characterised; they exhibit a reasonable device performance. A
deep blue <400 nm electroluminescence emission from AH10
was not characterised due to the lack of system sensitivity at UV
wavelengths.
The device architecture and the schematic energy level dia-

grams for materials used in the device are shown in Scheme 1.
The highest occupied molecular orbital (HOMO) and lowest

unoccupied molecular orbital (LUMO) energy levels for perylene
are −5.3 eV and −2.5 eV respectively.51 In a single emissive layer
device consisting of PVK, OXD-7 and AH11, the injected electrons
from the aluminium (Al) cathode (−4.2 eV) modified by LiF pro-
vide easy injection to the TPBi layer. The LUMO energy level of
OXD-7 is located at −2.9 eV which is only 0.2 eV higher than the
LUMO of TPBi (−2.7 eV); therefore most of the injected electrons
in the TPBi layer are captured and transported by the OXD-7. Since
the perylene LUMO energy level resides at −2.5 eV, some of the
OXD-7 electrons are trapped in the perylene LUMO. In passing
we note that, in an initial analysis, replacement of the perylene
fluorophore by pyrene results in less efficient electrons because
the LUMO energy level of pyrene at −2.3 eV is 0.6 eV higher than
the OXD-7 LUMO, an effect that we are currently exploring.. At the
anode side, the nearest HOMO energy level to the PEDOT:PSS at
−5.2 eV is the HOMO level of PVK at −5.8 eV. However, direct
injection of the holes from PEDOT:PSS to the perylene HOMO
energy levels at −5.3 eV is also possible, but with the low concen-
tration content of perylene we expect that the hole trapping in
the HOMO energy level of the perylene mainly comes from the
hole transport of the PVK. Similar hole trapping efficiency occurs
in the pyrene HOMO energy level at −5.67 eV which closely
matches the HOMO energy level of the PVK at −5.8 eV. The rela-
tive HOMO–LUMO energy levels of various materials are not the
only factor affecting device efficiency. Charge balance and the
effect of the triplet energy quenching are also factors that control
exciton formation and concentration. Charge balance can be con-
trolled by adjusting the PVK:OXD-7 concentration ratio in addition
to the TPBi thickness. Charge balance optimisation was studied by
varying the OXD-7 concentration within the PVK. The best OXD-7
concentration was found at 35%–40% w:w with respect to PVK.
The final important factor affecting the device efficiency is the
triplet energy levels of the PVK and OXD-7 with respect to those
of the perylene or pyrene triplet state. The triplet energy level

for OXD-7 is 2.7 eV and that for PVK is 2.88 eV (monomer) and
2.46 eV (dimer). For the generated excitons in the pyrene or pery-
lene their triplet energy levels should be lower than that for OXD-
7 and PVK. Since the triplet energy level of perylene is higher than
OXD-7 and PVK, Dexter energy transfer may occur from the triplet
excitons on the perylene or pyrene to the low-lying triplet states
of PVK and OXD-7. This will bleach the triplet energy states and
increase the intersystem crossing from the perylene or pyrene sin-
glet to their triplet which reduces the fluorescence quantum
yields.
Figure 4 shows the brightness of the OLED device using AH11

as the emissive material. The turn-on voltage at 10 cdm–2 is about
6 V and the maximum brightness reaches 1200 cd m–2 at 13 V.
The corresponding external quantum efficiency and device cur-
rent efficiency are 1.5% and 2.8 cd A–1 respectively (Fig. 5). The
electroluminescence spectrum (Fig. 6) has the same profile as
the photoluminescence spectrum in a dilute solution (Fig. 3). This
confirms that perylene molecules are isolated on the PLA back-
bone with no ground state complex formation or π−π stacking,
which leads to strong intermolecular interactions in the solid state
and a substantial red shift of their fluorescence emission. We
believe that the 8 nm red shift observed in the electrolumines-
cence spectrum compared with the photoluminescence spec-
trum is due to differences in the spectrometer calibration. A

Figure 4 Device brightness as a function of applied voltage; the inset is a
photograph of the four devices (pixels) in one sample of the device struc-
ture ITO/PEDOT/PVK:OXD-7:AH11/TPBi/LiF:Al.

Figure 5 Device efficiencies at different brightnesses for the device struc-
ture ITO/PEDOT/PVK:OXD-7:AH11/TPBi/LiF:Al.

Figure 6 Device electroluminescence emission profile for the device
structure ITO/PEDOT/PVK:OXD-7:AH11/TPBi/LiF:Al.
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broad shoulder at 420 nmmay be a consequence of the emission
from the PVK which normally appears in the case of incomplete
energy transfer from the PVK to the perylene, due to weak spec-
tral overlap between the PVK emission with the perylene absorp-
tion which prevents sufficient Förster energy transfer.51

CONCLUSION
In this work we have demonstrated, for the first time, the feasibil-
ity of using biocompatible and biodegradable PLA as a matrix for
the active emitting layer of an OLED device. The device efficiency
can be increased further if the electron and hole transport mate-
rials are also attached to the PLA backbones. The major drawback
to the present construct is the low pyrene and perylene concen-
tration within the PLA matrix; hence increasing the pyrene and
perylene concentration within the PLA matrix will reduce the
resistivity property of the PLA and increase the dopant sites to
generate more emissive excitons. Our study also shows that the
use of PVK and OXD-7 does not lead to optimal charge balance
because phase segregation in the solution processed OLED
device leads to an increase in the device dark current and reduces
the efficiency. We posit that incorporation of additional high trip-
let electron and transport materials into the backbone of the PLA
will result in enhanced performance of these materials. We envis-
age that downstream applications of this initial study could lead
to the development of new photodynamic therapy treat-
ments,52,53 an outcome which is prescient due to the modular
nature and tunability of the fluorophore synthesis. Work in this
area is currently under investigation.
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