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ABSTRACT: Bio-inspiration and advances in micro/nanomanufacturing
processes have enabled the design and fabrication of micro/nanostruc-
tures on optoelectronic substrates and barrier layers to create a variety of
functionalities. In this review article, we summarize research progress in
multifunctional transparent substrates and barrier layers while discussing
future challenges and prospects. We discuss different optoelectronic
device configurations, sources of bio-inspiration, photon management
properties, wetting properties, multifunctionality, functionality durability,
and device durability, as well as choice of materials for optoelectronic
substrates and barrier layers. These engineered surfaces may be used for
various optoelectronic devices such as touch panels, solar modules,
displays, and mobile devices in traditional rigid forms as well as emerging flexible versions.
KEYWORDS: superomniphobicity, flexible substrates, antireflection, light scattering, pressure stability, optoelectronics, stain resistance,
condensation resistance, mechanical durability

INTRODUCTION

Over the past decade, there has been a proliferation in
optoelectronic devices such as solar panels, displays, tablets,
phones, touch panels, light-emitting diodes (LEDs), and
sensors. An essential component in these devices is the
substrate or barrier layer, which needs to provide high optical
performance, protect the device from the environment, as well
as provide for multifunctionality. The substrate or barrier layer
can be rigid, such as glass, or flexible, such as plastics and
papers.
Figure 1 shows various optolectronic substrates and barrier

layers as well as sources of bio-inspiration for achieving
different material properties and functionalities. This review
article summarizes sources of bio-inspiration and recent
advances in micro/nanomanufacturing. Future challenges and
possibilities for using optolectronic substrates and barrier
layers in modern optoelectronic devices are discussed.
This review article consists of four main sections. In the

Introduction, we provide a brief overview of optoelectronic
substrates and barrier layers. We briefly discuss optoelectronic
device configurations, source of bio-inspiration, photon
management properties, wetting properties and multifunction-
ality, durability considerations, as well as choice of materials. In
the second section, we discuss photon management properties,
which includes broadband and broad angle antireflection as

well as haze management. In the third section, we discuss
wetting properties and various functionalities. Desirable
functionalities for optoelectronics include antisoiling, self-
cleaning, stain resistance, antifogging, and anti-icing. Finally, in
the last section, we discuss the durability of optoelectronic
devices with regard to device durability, stability in the
presence of different stressors, property and functionality
durability, and durability strategies.

Optoelectronic Device Configurations. Figure 2 shows
three different configurations of optoelectronic devices: (a)
superstrate, (b) substrate, and (c) bifacial. This classification is
based on which side the light passes through to reach the
device layer. In the superstrate configuration (Figure 2a), light
passes through the transparent substrate. Devices in the
superstrate configuration are deposited on a transparent
substrate, which acts as a supporting material. On the other
side of the device, there is an encapsulation layer, which may
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be opaque. In the substrate configuration (Figure 2b), light
passes into or out of the cell through the transparent barrier
film on the other side of the substrate. The optical properties
of the substrate are not important, and thus a wide variety of
substrates including opaque materials such as metal foils or
stainless steel may be used. In this configuration, the device
requires an encapsulant and transparent barrier layer on the
top of the device. In the bifacial configuration (Figure 2c), the
substrate layer and top barrier layer must both be transparent
for light to pass through to or from the device in both
directions. This review paper focuses on describing substrates
and barrier films where optical transparency is important. That
is, this paper discusses the substrate in the superstrate
configuration, the barrier layer in the substrate configuration,
as well as both the substrate and barrier layer in the bifacial
configuration.

Bio-Inspiration. Natural species have surfaces with specific
topography and functionalities that may help them survive in
their environment. Textures found in nature provide for
various optical properties such as transparency, antireflection,
light absorption, and antihazing, as well as various desired
functionalities from micro/nanoscale features that are related
to liquid repellency such as antisoiling, self-cleaning, stain
resistance, antifogging, and anti-icing. Biological surfaces have
inspired research to understand how the physical and chemical
properties of different surfaces provide for such functionalities
and guided the development of various synthetic surfaces.

Photon Management Properties. Optoelectronic sub-
strates and barrier layers must have high transparency to allow
photons to either pass into or out of the active layer in the
device with high efficiency. To increase transparency, reflection
from the surface−air interface needs to be minimized. The
antireflection may be desired across a wide range of

Figure 1. Glass, plastics, and papers are the most common optoelectronic substrates and barrier layers. Inspired by nature, many
functionalities such as self-cleaning,1 antifogging,2 as well as stain resistance3 can be created for these substrates or barrier layers. Surfaces in
nature such as the moth eye,4 wings of cicada,5 and glasswing butterfly wing6 provide bio-inspiration. Micro/nanostructures provide
controlled optical properties such as light scattering7,8 and tunable wetting properties.1 Multifunctional optoelectronic substrates and barrier
layers can be used in many devices such as smart phones, e-paper, solar modules, and flexible devices. Cicada wing image reprinted from ref
5. Copyright 2015 American Chemical Society. Antifogging image reprinted from ref 9. Copyright 2012 American Chemical Society. Light
scattering image reprinted with permission from ref 8. Copyright 2017 The Optical Society.

Figure 2. Schematic of the (a) superstrate, (b) substrate and (c) bifacial layer configurations for optoelectronic devices.
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wavelengths, which is referred to as broadband antireflection.
Additionally, the antireflection may be needed over a broad
range of incidence angles, which is referred to as broad angle
antireflection, or over all angles, which is referred to as
omnidirectional antireflection. Broadband and broad angle or
omnidirectional antireflection properties are essential for many
optoelectronic substrates and barrier layers.
Light scattering is also important for several optoelectronic

devices such as solar cells10 and light-emitting diodes
(LEDs),11 where the efficiency of these devices can be
enhanced by increasing light scattering. Haze is a parameter
for quantifying the light scattering and will be discussed in
detail in the haze management section. While many
applications such as displays, need low light scattering, to
achieve high clarity,12−15 high haze can increase the power
conversion efficiency or extraction efficiency of solar cells and
LEDs, respectively.
Wetting Properties and Multifunctionality. Function-

alities such as antisoiling, self-cleaning, and antifogging provide
value to optolectronic devices as these functionalities help the
device perform with high efficiency in different environmental
conditions. A surface with liquid repellency results in droplets
balling up on the surface and easily rolling off as opposed to
droplets soaking, penetrating, or leaving behind a wet residual
on the surface that may interfere with optical performance.
Antisoiling surfaces reduce the adhesion of dust or other
airborne particulates onto the surface, which negatively affect
the optical performance of the device. Dust and dirt particles
can be removed from self-cleaning surfaces with the use of
water or solvent. Many applications require stain resistance
functionality. Various liquids leave behind a stain or change in
color after they dry, which can reduce transmission. Stain
resistance functionality helps to prevent this negative effect.
This functionality can also prevent fingerprint marks, for
example, from remaining on the surface (also referred to as
smudge resistance). Antifogging surfaces inhibit condensation
formation so that visibility is not hindered even in humid
environments. Anti-icing surfaces reduce the formation of ice,
which can also inhibit visibility. These functionalities can be
achieved by changing the micro/nanostructure and chemistry
of the surface and are often correlated with the wetting
behavior of the surface.
Durability of Optoelectronic Devices. Optoelectronic

substrates and barrier layers are important for the long-term
durability of the optoelectronic device. The substrate and
barrier film is part of the encapsulation, where it acts as a
protective layer between the device and the environment.
Oxygen and water vapor must be prevented from diffusing
through the substrate and interacting with and degrading the
optoelectronic device. In addition to this essential function, the
various properties and functionalities of the optoelectronic
device must be maintained in the presence of various stressors,
such as abrasion, elevated temperature, liquid droplet impact,
and particulate impact. Various strategies are being researched
to enhance the durability of optoelectronic substrates and
barrier layers.
Choice of Materials. The three materials that are typically

considered for optoelectronic substrates and barrier layers are
glass, plastics, and paper. The most common material is glass
due to its high transmission, reasonable cost, and excellent
barrier properties. Common types of glass include soda lime
and fused silica. Recent demands for lighter weight and
flexibility for flexible optoelectronic applications have led to

research into thinner glass. This not only helps reduce the
overall weight of the device but may also enable flexibility as
the bending stiffness is proportional to the thickness of the
material to the third power.16

Plastics may also be integrated into flexible optoelectronics
due to their flexibility. Plastics have acceptable mechanical
durability, light weight, and low price in combination with
good optical performance and may be manufactured scalably
and with low cost by methods such as roll-to-roll
manufacturing. However, their low melting point provides
challenges in their incorporation into optoelectronic devices,
and their poor barrier properties result in challenges in long-
term durability. Also, issues with the recycling of plastics is a
major concern and a hindrance for their wide usage.
Transparent paper has attracted much attention from both

industry and researchers as a flexible substrate for optoelec-
tronics. Paper is an environmentally sustainable material that
can be made with scalable roll-to-roll manufacturing
processes.17 It is lightweight, low cost, and flexible and can
be engineered to be transparent. Paper is mainly made of
cellulose fibers up to 50 μm in diameter and several millimeters
in length where the microfibrils consist of nanofibrils with a
diameter of a few nanometers.18 Paper’s roughness and
microstructure are typically what makes it opaque. In recent
years, researchers have demonstrated transparent paper for
optoelectronics by reducing the presence of pores and surface
roughness.19−36 Transparent paper can be incorporated in
photovoltaics as a substrate37−46 or antireflection coating.47,48

Also, paper may be integrated with transparent conductive
electrodes28,42,49−70 and used in optoelectronics such as
organic light-emitting diodes (OLEDs),71−81 displays, and
touch screens.49,82 However, major challenges exist for paper in
demonstrating scalability of manufacturing for transparency,
abrasion resistance, and barrier properties. Creating function-
alities related to liquid repellency also present a challenge.

PHOTON MANAGEMENT
Optoelectronic substrates and barrier films must allow light to
transmit through the material with high efficiency so that light
can either couple into or out of the active layers of the device.
Optical losses may occur due to reflection or absorption of
light. For non-absorbing materials, the transparency and
reflection must sum to 100%, and thus, maximizing trans-
parency is the same as minimizing reflection. Optoelectronic
substrates and barrier layers consist of two interfaces where
reflection may occur: between the substrate (or barrier layer)
and the air and between the substrate (or barrier layer) and the
device material. Antireflection is important for increasing
power conversion efficiencies in solar modules, extraction
efficiencies in displays or LEDs, and the sensitivity or
responsivity of sensors.
Substrates and barrier layers are typically used with a quarter

wavelength thickness antireflection layer coating that reduces
reflection losses at the interfaces using destructive interfer-
ence.83 This antireflection coating consists of an intermediate
thin film layer with an index of refraction that is the geometric
mean of the materials on both sides n0 and n2, =n n n1 0 2 ,

and thickness = λd
n4 1
, where λ is the wavelength of light. A

single layer antireflection coating can suppress reflection to 0%
at normal incidence at a particular wavelength by destructive
interference. However, antireflection is often desired over a
broad range of wavelengths. Multilayer antireflection coatings
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may be used, but the destructive interference effects of each
layer in the system need to be considered to suppress reflection
to close to 0% across a wider spectral range.84

Also, broad angle antireflection over a wide range of
incidence angles or omnidirectional antireflection over all
possible incidence angles is often desirable. This is important
for displays where a wide viewing angle is desirable. In
addition, this is relevant for solar modules due to the
movement of the sun through the sky and the fixed nature
of most solar module installations. The property of reducing
reflection across a wide variety of wavelengths is referred to as
broadband antireflection. The property of reducing reflection
over a broad range of incidence angles is called broadband
antireflection and over all incidence angles is called omnidirec-
tional antireflection.
Another important optical property is optical haze. The

American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) standard
D100385 defines the haze factor as the percentage of scattered
light as a function of wavelength (λ):

λ λ
λ

= ×H( )
scattered transmission( )

total transmission( )
100%

Ä

Ç

ÅÅÅÅÅÅÅÅÅ

É

Ö

ÑÑÑÑÑÑÑÑÑ (1)

The scattered transmission is the transmitted light that deviates
from the incident beam direction greater than 2.5°. The total
transmission is equal to all of the transmission that passes
through the material, which is the sum of the direct
transmission (light that deviates less than or equal to 2.5°
from the incident light direction) and the scattered trans-
mission (light that deviates greater than 2.5° from the incident
light direction).
Depending on the application, high or low optical haze is

desired. For photovoltaics, high transparency and high haze
substrates can increase absorption in the solar cell by
enhancing the light path length inside the active layer.37

LEDs also benefit from increased haze as this leads to
increased extraction efficiency. On the other hand, low optical
haze is of high importance for displays and touch screens due

to the importance of higher clarity of images and text
viewed.2,86

Many antireflecting surfaces can be found in nature. Figure 3
shows (a) optical and (b) scanning electron microscope
(SEM) images of a (i) moth eye,4 (ii) cicada wing,87 and (iii)
glasswing butterfly wing. Moths eyes are well-known for their
antireflection properties.88−90 Moth eye surfaces consist of
hexagonal close-packed nanostructures that are roughly 200
nm tall with 300 nm pitch. These structures act as an effective
continuous refractive index gradient between the air and the
surface to provide for better antireflection. This antireflection
enables insects to see better under low light conditions or at
night.91 In addition to moth eyes, various insect wings, such as
that of the glasswing butterfly,92,93 hawk moth,94 and
cicada,87,95 exhibit antireflection properties. Nanopillars of
random size and high aspect ratio cover the transparent
sections of the wings. In the case of the glasswing butterfly, the
random distribution of height and width of the pillars provides
for omnidirectional antireflection.6 The antireflection proper-
ties of insect wings make it more difficult for predators to spot
the insect.
The surfaces of these natural surfaces consist of nanostruc-

tures that are smaller than relevant optical wavelengths.
Modeling the interaction of light with these nanostructures
can involve methods such as rigorous coupled mode analysis
(Fourier modal method), finite element method, or finite-
difference time-domain method.96 Effective medium approx-
imations can also be used where the nanostructures are
modeled as layers of composite materials, where each layer has
an effective index of refraction based on averaging the indices
of refraction in that layer. This approximation allows one to
solve Maxwell’s equations analytically using the transfer matrix
method.97

Researchers have pursued two main approaches for creating
subwavelength nanostructured antireflecting surfaces. The first
strategy consists of creating subwavelength porous and
patterned structures where the effective refractive index is
reduced by decreasing the volume fraction of the solid in the
layer. These structures function like a medium where the

Figure 3. Antireflection surfaces in nature. (a) Optical and (b) scanning electron microscope (SEM) images of a (i) moth eye,4 (ii)
transparent cicada wing,87 and (iii) transparent glasswing butterfly. Moth eye images reprinted with permission from ref 4. Copyright 2011
The Royal Society of Chemistry. Cicada images reproduced with permission from ref 87. Copyright 2014 AIP Publishing.
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effective index of refraction can be tuned by adjusting the solid
fraction. These structures perform comparably to a single layer
film with the ideal index of refraction,98 but this approach is
often used because durable materials with an appropriately low
index of refraction may not exist.
The second strategy to reduce reflection, proposed by

Rayleigh99 and seen in the natural surfaces described above, is
to gradually change the refractive index between the two
materials at the interface. Han et al. recently reviewed several
nanostructure arrays with these properties such as nanocones,
nanograss, nanowires, nanoholes, and nanopyramids.100 These
antireflection structures can be fabricated by a variety of
different methods such as dry etching, wet etching, multistep
etching, and colloidal lithography.101−103 Nanostructures based
on the moth eye have been demonstrated, showing broadband
antireflectivity.104−106 Random nanostructures inspired by
glasswing butterfly can also be utilized to reduce the reflection
of light at high incidence angles.2,6

Broadband and Broad Angle Antireflection. Both
nanowires107 and nanocones108 have been evaluated for solar
top glass sheets, which require broadband and broad angle
antireflection. For example, it has been shown that by
fabricating nanowire arrays on both sides of a glass substrate,
normal reflection can be reduced to 0.97% in the wavelength
range of 425−1000 nm.107 Nanocone arrays have been
investigated by several research groups. Different fabrication
processes such as self-assembly,109 metal dewetting,110 and
lithography9 have been used to fabricate nanocones in glass.
Recently, we used machine learning and optimization

together with optical simulations to study the broadband and
omnidirectional performance limits of three common antire-
flection structures including single layer films, nanowire arrays,
and nanocone arrays.98 In this work, we calculated the
integrated reflection over the solar spectrum by

∫
∫

λ λ λ

λ λ
=

( ) ( )
( )

R
b R

b

d

d
solar

s

s (2)

where R(λ) is the reflection spectrum, bs(λ) is the photon flux
density of the AM1.5 global solar spectrum,111 and λ is the

wavelength. The reflection spectrum was assessed at normal
incidence angle (Rsolar,0°) and 65° incidence angle (Rsolar,65°).
We searched for solutions to the optimization problem

∈
° °R Rx xmin ( ), ( )

x
solar,0 solar,65 (3)

where is the space of all possible design parameters. We
used the finite-difference time-domain method for simula-
tions.112

For a single antireflection layer, only one parameter can be
adjusted: the thickness of the antireflection layer t, as shown in
Figure 4a(i). In this work, we assumed that the material of the
single layer has the ideal wavelength-independent refraction
index of n1 = 1.21, which is the geometric mean of refraction
indices of air, n0 = 1, and fused silica glass, n2 = 1.46. Figure
4a(ii) shows the NW array system, which can be defined by
three parameters: pitch (a), height (h), and diameter (d).
Figure 4a(iii) shows nanocone arrays as defined by the four
variables, pitch (a), height (h), top diameter (dtop), and
bottom diameter (dbot). The nanowires and nanocones are
made of the same glass as the underlying layer with the same
refraction index at each wavelength.
The results of the simulations of the systems based on

machine learning optimization are shown in Figure 4b. In these
plots, the x-axis is Rsolar,0° and the y-axis is Rsolar,65°. As shown in
Figure 4b(i,ii), the performance of single layer thin films and
nanowire arrays is similar. However, nanocone arrays show
near perfect broadband and omnidirectional antireflection
(Figure 4b(iii)). The purple box in each plot shows the
performance of bare glass. Figure 4b(iv) compares the
performance of the three systems and shows the advantage
of nanocone arrays over nanowire arrays or single layer films.
Nanocone arrays exhibit Rsolar,0° = 0.15% with corresponding
Rsolar,65° = 1.25% or minimum Rsolar,65° = 0.78% with
corresponding Rsolar,0° = 0.23%. Effective medium analysis of
near optimal nanocone arrays showed that nanocones that
grade the refraction index smoothly and minimize the
discontinuity between the bottom of the nanocone arrays
and the top surface of the glass result in the best antireflection
performance.

Figure 4. (a) Schematic and (b) scatter plots for (i) single thin film layer, (ii) nanowire array, and (iii) nanocone arrays. (b) (iv) Comparison
of Pareto frontier of three systems in a single plot. Reprinted with permission from ref 98. Copyright 2020 The Optical Society.
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Haze Management. High transparency and low haze is
essential for high clarity in touch screens and display
applications. Antireflection coatings, as discussed in the
previous section, are a practical solution to increase the
transparency as well as the clarity. Surface roughness needs to
be controlled in order to avoid light scattering.2 Examples of
high transparency, low haze optical substrates, and barrier
layers were provided in the previous section, such as optimized
nanocone arrays on glass substrates.
On the other hand, high haze has been shown to increase

light absorption in the active region of solar cells.113,114

Transmission and haze tend to be inversely proportional,115

where increasing haze tends to decrease transparency and vice
versa. Therefore, achieving high transparency, high haze

substrates or barrier layers with values more than 80% has
been challenging.
Figure 5 highlights recent work on high transparency, high

haze results for (a) optical paper, (b) glass, and (c) plastic
substrates and barrier layers. The total transmission and haze
(at 550 nm) is plotted in (i) in each of these subfigures. For
each material, the best performing data as defined by Pareto
optimality are plotted. A datapoint is considered Pareto
optimal or Pareto efficient if there are no other datapoints with
both higher transparency and haze. In each subfigure for (a)
paper, (b) glass, and (c) plastic, (ii) optical and (iii) SEM
images of high haze and high transparency materials are shown.
Until recently, there were no reports on optical substrates or

barrier layers with transparency over about 90% and haze more
than 20%.21,113,114,116,117 In 2014, Fang et al. reported a

Figure 5. High transparency, high haze results for optical (a) paper, (b) glass, and (c) plastic. For (a) (i) paper, the plot includes mesoporous
wood cellulose paper,120 nanostructured paper,37 microwood fiber in nanofiber paper,118 wood composites,121 and plastic−paper hybrids.71
(b) (i) Nanograss glass with1 and without8 OTS coating, as well as the aggregated alumina nanowire arrays on glass122 and imprinted PDMS
on glass.123 (c) (i) Nanograss PET,7 as well as plastic−paper,71 silica nanoparticle array on PET,124 and doped poly(methyl methacrylate)
(PMMA)/poly(ethylene terephthalate) (PET) without125 and with shear.126 Dashed lines show the Pareto frontier. Also shown are (ii)
optical and (iii) SEM images of high transparency, high haze (a) paper,37 (b) glass,8 and (c) plastics.7 Paper images reprinted from ref 37.
Copyright 2014 American Chemical Society. Glass images reprinted with permission from ref 8. Copyright 2017 The Optical Society. Plastic
images reprinted with permission from ref 7. Copyright 2018 IOP Publishing.
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transparent paper based on wood fibers, with ultrahigh
transparency of ≈96% as well as high optical haze
(≈60%).118 By integrating an organic solar cell with this
ultrahigh transparency, high haze substrate, the power
conversion efficiency (PCE) increased from 5.34 to
5.88%.118 Afterward, they also reported the fabrication of
transparent paper with haze that could be tuned from 18 to
60% by vacuum filtration.37 In addition, in 2016, Yao et al.
reported high transparency (more than 85%) and high haze
(more than 90%) plastic−paper substrates by roll-to-roll
compatible fabrication methods.71 They showed that this
substrate increases the current efficiency of an OLED by 35−
40%, and the power conversion efficiency for thin film solar
cells can be increased by 15%.71 Zhu et al. demonstrated
wood/polymer composites and demonstrated the combination
of more than 90% transparency and 80% haze, which increased
the efficiency of a GaAs solar cell by 18%.119 Figure 5a(i)
compares a variety of high transparency, high haze papers
demonstrated, such as cellulose paper made of mesoporous
wood,120 nanofiber (and microfiber) paper,118 wood compo-
sites,121 nanostructured paper,37 and plastic−paper hybrids.71
Figure 5a shows an (ii) optical and (iii) SEM image of high
transparency and high haze paper fabricated by nanostructured
wood microfibers.37 Most work on both high haze and high
transparency optoelectronic substrates or barrier films have
focused on paper and wood composites.
There have been few reports on high transparency and high

haze glass. This has included glass with aggregated alumina
nanowire arrays122 and imprinted polydimethylsiloxane
(PDMS) on glass, which showed 94.6% transparency and
92.7% haze.123 Recently, we reported the fabrication of
nanograss on glass,1,8 which provides transparency and haze
both over 90%. We used maskless reactive ion etching for

fabrication of nanograss structures on fused silica glass. We
showed that the optical properties of the glass substrate can be
controlled by adjusting the height of the nanograss. Shorter
nanograss provides better antireflection, and longer height
nanograss increases the optical haze.
We also coated the nanograss structures with octadecyltri-

chlorosilane (OTS) to improve the hydrophobicity and show
self-cleaning functionality.1 The optical properties of nanograss
glass did not change significantly with OTS coating. Figure
5b(i) shows the optical performance of nanograss glass with
green circles and OTS-coated nanograss glass with blue
squares. In order to compare the performance of our high
transparency, high haze glass substrates, we plotted the data for
optoelectronic glass substrates with the best optical properties
in literature with gray color. Aggregated alumina nanowire
arrays122 and imprinted PDMS on glass123 showed a significant
optical performance improvement compared to that of other
glass. As shown in Figure 5b(i), two of the green circles
(nanograss glass) and two of blue squares (OTS-coated
nanograss glass) are on the Pareto frontier, plotted with the
dashed line. The details of the fabrication process and the
dimensions of the nanograss glass and OTS-coated nanograss
glass are described elsewhere.1,8 Figure 5b shows (ii) optical
and (iii) SEM images of our high transparency and high haze
nanograss glass.8

The nanograss structure can also be made on plastic.7

Similar to glass, the optical properties can be tuned by
controlling the height of the nanograss. We have reported the
fabrication of high transparency, high haze flexible plastics.7

Figure 5c(i) shows the optical performance of the best plastic
substrates reported in the literature (gray markers) as well as
the performance of our high transparency high haze plastic
substrates, plotted with green circles. The literature data

Figure 6. (a) Schematic of the three phase system (solid, liquid, and vapor) showing a static contact angle along with the surface tension
interfaces at the contact line. (b) Optical and SEM images of surfaces from nature that demonstrate interesting wetting properties including
(i) Nelumbo nucifera (sacred lotus), (ii) Papilio ulysses (Ulysses butterfly), and (iii) Isotomorus palustris (springtail). (c) (i) Examples of re-
entrant structures (left to right) (top row) include microspheres, microspheres with nanospheres, microhoodoos, mushroom pillars (bottom
row) serif T or doubly re-entrant microposts, nanosphere re-entrant microposts, triply nano-re-entrant microposts, and triply hierarchical
nano-re-entrant microposts. (c) (ii) Schematic of a Cassie−Baxter wetting for triply nano-re-entrant microposts. Butterfly image reproduced
with permission from ref 144. Copyright 2006 Journal of Experimental Biology. Springtail image credited to Lucarelli under Creative
Commons license.
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plotted includes plastic−papers,71 poly(ethylene terephthalate)
(PET) coated with silica nanoparticles,124 and doped poly-
(methyl methacrylate) (PMMA)/PET without125 and with
shear.126 As shown in Figure 5c(i), the Pareto line consists of
only nanograss PET substrates with different height of the
nanograss. Figure 5c shows (ii) optical and (iii) SEM images of
our high transparency and high haze plastic.7

WETTING PROPERTIES AND MULTIFUNCTIONAL
SURFACES
A variety of functionalities are desirable for optoelectronic
substrates and barrier films related to maintaining their optical
properties after exposure to various liquids or particulates.
These functionalities are often closely correlated to the wetting
properties of the surface and include antisoiling, self-cleaning,
stain resistance, antifogging, and anti-icing. Other function-
alities such as antibacterial127 and antivirofouling128 may also
be of interest.
Surfaces may be engineered to promote various wetting

states such as Cassie−Baxter and Wenzel states, which may be
applied to water, oils, as well as a host of other liquids.
Superhydrophobic surfaces are defined as substrates that
strongly repel water with static contact angles more than 150°
and hysteresis less than 10°. This type of wetting may be
achieved from a metastable Cassie−Baxter wetting state.129−131
These types of surfaces demonstrate their functionalities by
maintaining an air barrier to prevent liquids from infiltrating or
contaminants from adhering. Literature has also adapted the
nomenclature with the prefixes oleo-, amphi-, and omni- to
classify the wettability of oils, all Newtonian liquids, and all
types of liquids, respectively. For example, superoleophobic
surfaces demonstrate static contact angles more than 150° and
hysteresis less than 10° for oils.
In contrast, superhydrophilic and superoleophilic substrates

show low water and oil static contact angles, respectively, of
generally less than 10° and high hysteresis from a Wenzel
wetting state. Superhydrophilic/superoleophilic substrates may
be helpful for applications such as oil−water separation, self-
cleaning, and antifogging. These types of surfaces demonstrate
these functionalities by creating a high energy liquid barrier to
prevent infiltrating liquids or the adhesion of contaminants. In
comparison, superhydrophobic/superoleophobic surfaces
maintain an air barrier to minimize the potential contact area
between the substrate and infiltrating liquids or contaminants.
Most of the research in recent years has focused on the
development of superhydrophobic/superoleophobic substrates
due to the performance of these substrates. Surface wetting
properties will first be explained in order to fully discuss these
mechanisms.
Surface wettability is composed of a three phase system

between solid, liquid and vapor (gas), where all three meet at
the three-phase contact line. A static contact angle is formed
once the contact line is motionless from reaching an
equilibrium of tangential forces caused by the interfacial
surface tensions. Figure 6a(i) shows a schematic of a droplet at
equilibrium. Tangential surface tension forces acting along the
solid−vapor, solid−liquid, and liquid−vapor interfaces are
represented by γSV, γSL, and γLV, respectively.
Young was credited for describing the wetting contact angle

of a completely smooth surface in contact with a liquid. The
intrinsic contact angle of the surface, θY is described in terms of
the interfacial energies involved in the three phase (surface,
liquid, vapor) system such that132

θ
γ γ

γ
=

−
cos Y

SV SL

LV (4)

However, Young’s equation is unable to explain the
observation of naturally occurring superhydrophobic surfaces.
The force balance phenomenon that results in super-
hydrophobic repellency occurs when sufficient air is trapped
between a liquid and a surface that causes a spherical droplet to
form as the thermodynamic energy on the surface is
minimized.
Further surface analyses determined that wetting properties

were dependent on surface morphology, spawning the
development of Wenzel and Cassie−Baxter equations.133,134

Wenzel noted that roughness increases the true surface area
and added a roughness factor coefficient, r, to Young’s
equation in order to describe the apparent contact angle of a
liquid θW on a rough surface by133

θ θ= rcos cosW Y (5)

where r is the ratio of the actual rough surface area to the
projected area. In the Wenzel model, the liquid completely
wets the surface and fills all the voids in the rough surface. The
inherent wetting behavior of the surface can be hydrophobic or
hydrophilic and is based on the Young’s contact angle. Since r
is always larger than 1, roughness will further enhance the
inherent wetting behavior when a surface is in a Wenzel state.
Later on, Cassie and Baxter proposed a model to describe

the apparent contact angle when the surface morphology
induces air pockets that make parts of the surface energetically
unfavorable to be wet by liquid.134 Ultimately, the equation is
derived from considering a composite interface between the
surface and the entrapped air, where the entrapped air is
considered to be a fully liquid repellent surface layer. The
apparent contact angle of a composite surface made partly of
entrapped air θCB can be expressed as

θ θ θ= +f fcos cosCB 1 Y 2 Y1 2 (6)

θ= + −f fcos 11 Y 11 (7)

θ= + −f (cos 1) 11 Y1 (8)

where f1 is the fraction of the surface area that is in contact
with the liquid. f1 + f 2 = 1 and θ = ◦180Y2

for air. Typically, a
Wenzel state shows higher surface to liquid adhesion, whereas
a Cassie−Baxter state shows lower adhesion at the solid−liquid
interface. The above-mentioned contact angles are determined
solely by the region at the contact line, independent of
pressure, gravity, drop size, defects, and other external
factors.135

Wettability studies have further characterized the dynamic
wetting of fabricated surfaces with the advancing contact angle,
receding contact angle, contact angle hysteresis, and the
transition state between Wenzel and Cassie−Baxter
states.136−138 The advancing contact angle is the angle
produced in the course of being wetted; the receding angle
is the contact angle where the surface has already been wetted
and is in the course of being dewetted. The advancing angle is
always larger than or equal to the receding angle and the
contact angle hysteresis is the advancing contact angle minus
the receding contact angle. The contact angle hysteresis
describes the tendency of a droplet to roll off the surface when
tilted and is a strong indication of the total solid−liquid
interfacial area. In a physical sense, the contact angle hysteresis
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is a measure of the energy dissipated while a liquid droplet
moves along a surface.139

The transition from a Cassie−Baxter to Wenzel state occurs
when water enters the air pockets of the surface and this
transition is described by the Gibbs surface free energy barrier.
Calculations of the global minimum Gibbs surface free energy
barrier of the interface system can predict which wetting state
is energetically favorable and are important for designing
stable, super-repellent surfaces.136,140,141 Furthermore, the four
typical wetting states (Young, Cassie−Baxter, transition, and
Wenzel) have been reported for different surface tension
liquids (i.e., oil), as well as different surrounding media (i.e.,
underwater).142,143

Nature has inspired researchers to achieve different
wettability properties and desirable functionalities by fabricat-
ing micro- and nanostructures that mimic those found on
natural surfaces.145−149 Nelumbo nucifera, or the lotus plant, is a
famous example of a natural superhydrophobic surface. The
lotus leaf utilizes simultaneous microscale convex cell papilla
and nanoscale texturing from low surface energy epicuticular
wax crystals that stabilize a Cassie−Baxter wetting state, even
under the impact of rainfall.127,150,151 The wax crystals are
derived from long hydrocarbon chains with 20−60 carbon
atoms that are inherently hydrophobic.152,153

Butterflies offer not only a variety of interesting colors but
also waterproofing functionality in their wings.154,155 Their
colors come from appropriately scaled nanostructures for
reflecting wildly diverse colors to intimidate predators,
camouflage, communicate between other butterflies, and
attract mates (Figure 6b(ii)).144 Butterfly wings also
demonstrate anisotropic liquid repellency from overlapping,
nanogrooved microscales for stability during flight and self-
cleaning in moist environments.156 The Morpho aega butterfly
wings were shown to be capable of reversible pinning and
rolling droplet behavior due to the direction of flexible
nanotips on ridging nanogrooves in overlapping microscales.157

Smaller organisms offer an impressive spectrum of nanoscale
applications, including arguably some of the most repellent
exoskeleton structures found in nature. An organism that has
developed impressive surface technology is a subclass of tiny
soil arthropods called springtail (Collembola), as shown in
Figure 6b(iii). Different species of springtail grow highly
ordered, overhanging cuticular layers of complex geometries
that repel lower surface tension liquids to help them thrive in
harsher soil environments.158 Their surfaces are composed of a
lamellar chitin skeleton, structural proteins, and a topmost
envelope of lipids.150,159 The overhanging cuticles are grown at
a length scale and curvature that effectively stabilize a Cassie−
Baxter wetting state even while immersed under elevated
pressures.141,159 Scientists have used these fascinating discov-
eries from nature to further influence and support the
development of functional, repellent surfaces.
Based on lessons from nature, common fabrication methods

for creating repellent surfaces include small length scale
roughening techniques and the use of lower surface energy
materials.160−162 Sufficiently low surface tension materials are
needed in order to repel lower surface tension liquids.163 The
free energy of a surface determines its wetting and is
determined by the constitution and configuration of the
atomic groups comprising the surface.164 The surface energy of
atomic bonds decreases in the following order: −CH2 > −CH3
> −CF2 > −CF2H > −CF3.164,165 Surface tension is further
reduced in the presence of longer hydrocarbon or fluorocarbon

chains. Fabrication of super-repellent surfaces using perfluori-
nated compounds (PFCs) or long fluorine chain molecules
(−CFx, −CFxH) and roughening techniques are in abundance
with impressive results.162,166−168 However, the use of PFCs
bring undesirable human and environmental toxicology
risks.169−173 Therefore, it is essential for future work to
consider techniques with nonfluorinated materials for practical
applications.174,175

Surfaces that repel low surface tension liquids are feasible
with the use of complex, re-entrant geometries that enable
repellency without the need for fluorination. Techniques for
fabricating stable, superoleophobic surfaces use a low surface
energy layer, roughened micro/nanostructures, and re-entrant
surface curvature.163,176,177 At appropriate angles and length
scales, the overhang of re-entrant surface geometry creates net
traction in the upward direction which drives the liquid−air
interface to recede to the top edge of the microstructures in a
three-phase system.163,177,178 Nosonovsky used Lagrangian
optimization to show that, given a surface with re-entrant
nanoroughness on top of micron asperities and a stable
advancing liquid at the solid−liquid interface, there exists a
local Gibbs surface free energy minima based on the liquid−air
interface surface tension component and its principal radii of
curvature.178 The principal radii of curvature are the two radii,
R1 and R2, that describe the curvature of the liquid−air
interface by 1/R1 + 1/R2. Therefore, hiearchical roughness and
re-entrant curvature were shown to provide metastable
equilibrium states of liquid pinning and stabilize a Cassie−
Baxter composite interface.177,178 The stability of a Cassie−
Baxter state on hieararchically rough, re-entrant surfaces has
further been demonstrated and modeled with different
structures, including woven fabrics,179 textured fabrics,180

microsphere arrays,181 roughened pillars,181 microhoodoos,176

mushroom and serif T nanostructures,182,183 doubly nano-re-
entrant microposts,184 doubly nano-re-entrant microarrays,185

and triply nano-re-entrant microposts.186 Figure 6c(i) shows
examples of multiple re-entrant structure strategies for robust
Cassie−Baxter wetting.
Multireentrant, hieararchical structures such as doubly/triply

nano-re-entrant microposts/arrays maximize the liquid−air
interface and the principal radii of curvature, which achieves a
local energy minima for Cassie−Baxter repellency. Further-
more, increasing the number of re-entrant curvatures across
various length scales enhances Cassie−Baxter wetting
repellency and stability by extending the sites for local energy
minima to occur. Figure 6c(ii) shows the shape of the liquid
and vapor phase of a Cassie−Baxter wetting state for triply
nano-re-entrant micro posts.
Theoretically, given the system is in a Cassie−Baxter state,

any surface may demonstrate superphobicity of an intrinsically
wetting liquid θY = 0° if the fractional surface−liquid interface
area is below 6%.184 Feasibility is difficult in practice because
re-entrant structures typically require precise instrumentation
and multiple fabrication steps; however, exceptional repellency
using intrinsically wetting materials has been achieved with
repeating nanoscale re-entrant micro posts and micro
arrays.184−186 This work is important for utilizing surface
wetting properties for desirable functionalities without the use
of toxic or environmentally harmful materials, such as long
chain fluorocarbons.

Antisoiling and Self-Cleaning. Antisoiling and self-
cleaning functionalities are strongly related to each other as
well as wettability properties. Antisoiling refers to the ability of
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a surface to resist adhesion from various particulates, which
may reduce transmission. Self-cleaning refers to the ability of a
surface to easily remove particulates on the surface with the
application of water, solvent, or some external stimuli. These
two functionalities are often studied hand-in-hand since better
antisoiling leads to easier self-cleaning.
Both antisoiling and self-cleaning functionalities may be

achieved by reducing the fraction of surface area in contact
with the particulate, which can be accomplished by roughening
the surface at length scales smaller than particulates such as the
nanoscale. These functionalities are thus often seen with
superhydrophilic or superhydrophobic surfaces depending on
whether high surface energy or low surface energy surfaces are
used, respectively.187

Kirschner and Brennan188 reviewed multiple bio-inspired
antisoiling strategies, including chemical-, physical-, and
stimuli-responsive ones. While chemical- and stimuli-respon-
sive strategies are more applicable for organisms or
biomaterials, nature inspired physical strategies, such as
mollusk shells, where the structure of the surface plays a
critical role on reducing the adhesion of particles on the
surface, are more useful for designing antisoiling systems. A
study on 36 mollusk species found that low fractal dimension,
high skewness of roughness and waviness, high isotropy, and
low mean surface roughness were correlated with lower
antisoiling.189

Bahattab et al.190 reported nanoporous SiO2 antireflection
films prepared by sol−gel process. The fabricated samples were
exposed to standard Arizona test dust as well as outdoor
exposure, and cleaned by an electrical fan, that demonstrated
antisoiling functionality. The relative transmission loss due to
outdoor exposure was reported to be 13% for the coated
sample, whereas for bare glass, this loss was reported to be
19%.
Several reports in the literature of self-cleaning behavior by

superhydrophilic and superhydrophobic surfaces can be

found.191 Superhydrophilic surfaces provide self-cleaning
when water forms a thin layer that carries away particulates.
In contrast, superhydrophobic surfaces depend on liquid
repellency, where a slightly tilted surface causes water droplets
to easily roll away while removing dust or dirt particles. This
type of self-cleaning ability has been recognized on the lotus
leaf, so it is known widely as the lotus effect.192,193 The rough
surface of the leaf reduces the adhesive force between particle
and the surface, and when the droplet rolls across the surface,
particles stick to the droplet instead of the surface, and thus
leave a clean area behind. In this way, superhydrophobic
surfaces can be cleaned from particulates.
The self-cleaning effect of removing particulates for both

superhydrophilic and superhydrophobic surfaces typically
require the presence of water. However, rain is not common
in dry environments where sunshine is available for most hours
of a day and is a great location for installing solar panels. There
is thus great interest in the use of dew droplets.194

Stain Resistance. There are a limited number of research
reports on stain resistance for optoelectronic substrates and
barrier films. Antigraffiti technology has wide usage in large-
scale applications, where transparency and wetting behavior are
simultaneously important. Antigraffiti coatings have different
forms including transparent and self-adherent polymer films,
polymeric paints and self-cleaning ceramic coatings. Research
to find alternatives to traditional antigraffiti coatings are
currently in progress.196 Stain-resistant materials must not only
be super-repellent toward a range of liquids but also be able to
repel the residue of liquids after dehydration and solidification.
Many liquids leave a residual stain after drying, which may
reduce or change the optical properties of the substrate or
barrier layer.
Recently, we reported on the fabrication of nanoenoki

mushroom-like structures on a flexible plastic substrate that
demonstrated stain resistance functionality and repelled
various liquids including mustard and blood in both liquid

Figure 7. Stain resistance functionality of nanoenoki PET substrates. (a) Transparency at 550 nm wavelength for bare and nanoenoki PET,
before and after staining of (i) mustard and (ii) blood droplets before and after evaporation. (b) Optical images of (i) mustard and (ii) blood
on nanoenoki and bare PET. (c) Droplet flaking off the tilted nanoenoki PET for dried (i) mustard and (ii) blood. Reproduced with
permission from ref 195. Copyright 2019 The Royal Society of Chemistry.
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and solid states, as shown in Figure 7.195 The transparency of
the nanoenoki PET did not change after staining as the
nanoenoki structure repels the dried liquid and keeps the
surface clean (Figure 7a). Optical images of wet and dried
stains of mustard and blood are shown in Figure 7b(i,ii),

respectively. Stains on bare PET are also shown in this figure
for comparison. The adhesion forces of the dried liquids are
small so that the liquid rolls away easily with slight tilting and
the dried liquid easily flakes off the surface, as shown in Figure
7c.

Figure 8. Condensation failure of superhydrophobic surfaces. (a) Transition of a water droplet on re-entrant structure from Cassie−Baxter
state to Wenzel state due to condensation. (b) SEM images of nucleation and growth of water droplet during condensation on the reentrant
structures. (c) Schematic of transition from a Cassie−Baxter state to a Wenzel state during condensation. (d) Optical images of water
droplets on reentrant pillars before and after condensation on a wicking substrate. (e) Schematic of nonwicking structures that block the
growth of water nucleates.146 Reprinted from ref 146. Copyright 2018 American Chemical Society.

Figure 9. (a) Image of mosquito eyes, which are antifogging. (b) SEM images of (i) mosquito eye, (ii) hcp microhemispheres (ommatidia)
on the surface of the eye, (iii) ommatidia, and (iv) microstructure that covers the ommatidial surface.203 Reproduced with permission from
ref 203. Copyright 2007 John Wiley and Sons.
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Antifogging. Condensation-resistant substrates are impor-
tant for antifogging applications.2,145,146 Re-entrant structures
can repel different liquids, but tiny droplets may penetrate
inside the structure. During condensation, droplets can
nucleate in the microstructures and propagate, pushing out
the trapped air, which results in a transition from a Cassie−
Baxter to a Wenzel wetting state.184,197−201 Hot liquids may
also cause failure when in contact with re-entrant structured
surfaces by nucleation and growth of droplets on the cooler
substrate.145,202

Figure 8 shows how repellency can be lost due to
condensation. Condensed droplets may lead to a transition
from a Cassie−Baxter state to a Wenzel state (Figure 8a).
Figure 8b shows environmental scanning electron microscope
(ESEM) images of the condensation of droplets between
pillars. Figure 8c shows the transition of a droplet from a
Cassie−Baxter state to a Wenzel state when the substrate is
wicking. After droplets nucleate, the droplets grow because of
the wicking substrate and fill all the empty spaces between the
pillars and repellency is lost. Figure 8d shows optical images of
the same substrate where repellency has been lost due to this
process. Nonwicking re-entrant cavities prevent growing of the
water nucleates as shown in Figure 8e.146 The nanoscale
structures are smaller than nucleation droplets and therefore
prevent nucleation. However, the silicon used in this work is
nontransparent at wavelengths smaller than the mid-infrared. It
remains to be seen if these principles may be adapted for
transparent optical materials without affecting the optical
properties.
Surfaces found in nature such as mosquito compound

eyes,203 superhydrophobic cicada wings,204 and glasswing
butterfly wings2 offer practical ways to avoid condensation
and retain repellency even in humid environments through
feature sizes smaller than mist droplets. Figure 9a shows an
optical image of mosquito eyes resisting condensing water
droplets. Figure 9b(i−iv) shows SEM images at different

length scale features of a single mosquito eye. The eye consists
of packed microhemispheres about 30 μm in diameter. The
microhemispheres are textured with nanoscale nipples
approximately 100 nm in diameter that are hexagonally packed
20 nm apart. The antifogging properties are influenced by the
multilength scale structuring of the moth eyes.
There are two main approaches to achieve antifogging: (a)

wet-style and (b) dry-style. The wet-style approach relies on
superhydrophilicity. Photocatalytic TiO2 nanoparticle coatings
have been demonstrated to become superhydrophilic under
UV irradiation.147,205−209 In this approach, micrometer-sized
water droplets spread easily and quickly and make a thin film
that covers the surface and helps to reduce reflection and light
scattering from tiny water islands. Dry-style is preferred to wet-
style particularly in optoelectronic applications such as displays
or applications like glasses and sunglasses where wetting the
screen, TV, or glass is not an option. Gao et al. reported a
superhydrophobic approach203 and used soft lithography
technique to fabricate nanoscale closed-packed nipples similar
to those in mosquito eyes (Figure 9a). Although there are
some reports on superhydrophobic, antifogging nontranspar-
ent substrates,210 the number of reported articles on
transparent, superhydrophobic antifogging substrates are
limited.
Recently, we reported on high transparency glass based on

the glasswing butterfly structure with more than 90%
antifogging efficiency.2 We measured the antifogging behavior
of the fabricated nanostructures by dispensing water droplets
with a significant difference in temperature with the glass
substrate on the surface as well as exposing the glass substrate
to a humid environment with controlled humidity over a
specific time period. As shown in Figure 10a, when hotter
water jets touch the cold substrate, larger wetting areas are
formed caused by the significant nucleation of small droplets
(Figure 10a(ii)). However, the antifogging glass shows

Figure 10. (a) (i) Optical images of water jet with various temperatures hitting antifogging glass. ΔT is the difference in temperature
between the water and the surface. (a) (ii) Microscopic images of water droplets on the antifogging glass surface with different ΔT. (b)
Optical microscope images of condensation on (i) bare and (ii) antifogging glass over time period of 45 min. The optical images after
condensation are shown in (c) for (i) bare and (ii) antifogging glass. (d) (i) Plot of the percent of droplets that jump away from the substrate
over time for both bare and antifogging glass. (d) (ii) Plot of the percent of jumping water droplets versus radius of the coalescent droplets.2

Reproduced with permission from ref 2. Copyright 2019 The Royal Society of Chemistry.
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incredible hot water repellency. The small water nuclei move
quickly and roll away off the substrate.
The glass samples were placed in a high humidity

environment (about 80% humidity) to facilitate the formation
of condenstaion on the surface. Figure 10b shows the
nucleation and growth of water droplets on (i) bare and (ii)
normal glass over time. For the normal glass, the small water
nuclei grow and merge together and ultimately cover the whole
surface. As a result, the transparency of the glass reduced
significantly after 45 min, as shown in Figure 10c(i). However,
on the antifogging glass, water nuclei roll away from the surface
when they reach a specific size and after 45 min, the surface
remains transparent and clean, as shown in Figure 10c(ii). We
also quantified the antifogging efficiency as defined by the
number of droplets that roll away and jump off the glass
substrate over the total droplets formed on the glass (N),145

over time, as shown in Figure 10d(i) for both bare and
antifogging glass. More than 90% of the droplets that form on
the antifogging glass jump off shortly after formation; however,
nearly no droplets jump off the normal glass. In addition,
Figure 10d(ii) shows the size dependency of the jumping
droplets. The droplets start to jump off the glass when their
size reaches around 2 μm and almost all (N ≈ 99%) of the
droplets with size of 12 μm and above jump off the antifogging
glass substrate.
Anti-icing. Icing may cause damage to optoelectronics such

as solar panels, displays, sensors, or other outdoor applications.
Currently, antifreeze fluids and heating the substrates are the
most common strategies employed to combat icing. Surface
engineering has recently been used to reduce ice formation and
the adhesion of ice to the surface. Anti-icing depends on
superhydrophobicity as well as the length scales of the features
of the surface.211 Classical heterogeneous nucleation theory
suggests that smaller features increase the energy barrier for ice
formation.212 The lack of commercially viable fabrication
processes might be an obstacle for spreading anti-icing
technologies based on superhydrophobic surfaces with small
feature sizes.213

Recently, various lubricants have been infused into porous
superhydrophobic surfaces to make the substrate slippery.214

On these slippery substrates, cold water droplets rolled away
off the surfaces. Also, phase change liquids (PCL) have been
shown to delay frost formation by releasing latent heat as water
droplets condense on the substrate. PCL have a melting point
higher than the freezing point of water and remain in a liquid
state under ambient conditions.215 Solidified PCL surfaces
display varying degrees of optical transparency and can repel
various types of liquids.215 However, using a lubricating
technique, such as porous surfaces or PCL, may not be a viable
option for optoelectronics due to the requirement of a top
liquid layer, which is not preferable for substrates that are
adjacent to electronic circuits.
The fabrication of superhydrophobic substrates with ultra-

low hysteresis, high condensation resistance, and good
mechanical durability are needed for optoelectronic substrates.
Stainless steel surfaces have been fabricated with super-
hydrophobicity, anti-icing properties, and mechanical durabil-
ity. However, these surfaces are not optically transparent.216

There is a need to research this functionality more with regard
to transparent materials.

DURABILITY OF OPTOELECTRONIC DEVICES

Optoelectronic substrates and barrier layers are important
protective layers in the encapsulation of optoelectronic devices
where they play an effective role in determining the long-term
durability of the optoelectronic device. The substrate/barrier
layer must restrict the diffusion of oxygen and water vapor
which may interact with and degrade various optoelectronic
components. The substrate also acts as an important protective
layer for the optoelectronic device, which may degrade under
the influence of many external stressors, such as high
temperatures or moisture. Different approaches can be used
to enhance the durability and stability of multifunctional
optolectronic substrates.
Glass offers the best barrier properties; therefore, most

device applications utilize glass as a substrate or top sheet.
Glass cover sheets sealed with epoxy resin217−219 are used in
solar modules, displays, and sensors. Desiccants included
within an air gap are utilized for OLED technology.220 Glass is
a thicker, crystalline solid compared to thinner, semicrystalline
polymers or paper, which have cavities that promote vapor
species permeation. Different optical properties have been
investigated for glass and various PET substrates as barrier
films.221 Polymers and paper offer higher film flexibility;
however, their barrier properties need improvement for
optoelectronic devices. There is great interest in a variety of
different barrier/encapsulation strategies to improve the
lifetime of devices including atomic layer deposition on
glass222 and polymers,223 polymer nanocomposite films,224

and fibrillar cellulose films.19,21,116

In addition to barrier properties, the various properties and
functionalities of the optoelectronic device must be maintained
in the presence of various stressors. For example, while a
variety of photon management properties and functionalities
have been demonstrated in optoelectronic substrates and
barrier layers, mechanical durability of many of these surfaces
are still an important issue. Even with finger touching or
cleaning with soft tissues, many of these functionalities on
optoelectronic substrates can be damaged.225−230 Failure may
occur in the structure itself (topography) or in the chemical
coating or in both. The most common durability character-
ization techniques have been extensively reviewed be-
fore.196,226,228 In particular, Bayer recently reviewed challenges
and advances in the durability of transparent water repellent
coatings and future research directions and considerations for
transparent superhydrophobic coatings that resist wear.196

Methods to characterize the mechanical durability of these
substrates include linear/rotary wear abrasion, tape peeling,
pencil tests, macro/micro scratching, liquid impalement, and
powder/spray exposure. ASTM standards from the paint
industry provides standard mechanical durability testing
methods. Different types of abradant and downward pressure
may be applied in these different tests. Resistance to standard
wear abrasion is the primary indicator of mechanical durability;
however, secondary testing such as resistance to tape peeling,
blade scratching, powder/spray exposure, elevated temper-
atures, UV light exposure, and solvent resistance may be
conducted and reported.
In this section, we will review the most successful and recent

durable transparent substrates and barrier layers by focusing on
(1) optoelectronic device stability to vapor species, environ-
mental stressors, and liquid droplets, (2) substrate or barrier
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layer property and functionality durability, and (3) durability
strategies.
Device Stability. Optoelectronic devices require barrier/

encapsulation properties, or specifically water and oxygen
vapor hermeticity. OLEDs and organic devices are sensitive to
degradation by diffusion of vapor species. Vapor permeation is
also a major issue for perovskites, which are among the most
moisture-sensitive optoelectronics applications.231 Organic
layers will react with molecular oxygen and water to cause
degradation. In general, vapor species such as water and
oxygen pass through sub-nanometer pinholes and diffuse into
the cathode, producing hydrogen gas by reacting with the
cathode. The performance and lifetime of the device degrades
as vapor species permeate. Therefore, optoelectronic devices
require encapsulation strategies with extremely low water
vapor and oxygen permeability to ensure adequate lifetime.

A common device requirement for optoelectronics is a low
water vapor transmission rate (WVTR).232 WVTR is a
measure of the passage of water vapor through a substance.
Standard methods such as ASTM or ISO are utilized when
measuring WVTR levels where temperature and humidity
must be controlled and reported. Commercially available films
used to protect OLEDs have a WVTR of about 10−3−10−6 g
m−2 per day at 25 °C and 90% relative humidity. Recent
research focuses on reducing the WVTR of the substrate
without altering the substrate optical properties for optoelec-
tronic device stability.
Glass substrates are widely used for encapsulations and

considered the norm for evaluating alternative encapsulation
methods.223,233 The reduction of glass thickness and
fabrication of flexible glass preserves the barrier properties of
the glass since the fabrication process of normal and flexible

Figure 11. (a) Optical images of water droplet pressurized tests on micro and nano/microporous structures. (b,c) Plots of the contact angle
and pressure difference as a function of distance between plates for microporous and micro/nanoporous structures, respectively.248 (d)
Relationship between droplet radius and laplace pressure as a function of time.183 (e) Static contact angle versus time plot for nanoenoki
mushroom-like PET with various pillar heights of 4, 9, 18, 27, and 34 μm compared to the lotus leaf.195 (a), (b), and (c) reprinted from ref
248. Copyright 2014 American Chemical Society. (d) reprinted from ref 183. Copyright 2017 American Chemical Society. (e) Reproduced
with permission from ref 195. Copyright 2019 The Royal Society of Chemistry.
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glass is similar and both of them are made of molten glass that
prevents the formation of pinhole defects.16 Although
adhesives and glass frit bonding can be used for sealing the
glass in the encapsulation process, there are still limitations in
hermetically encapsulating devices using normal and flexible
glass, such as edge sealing.16

Multiple layers of barrier films can be deposited to enhance
the barrier properties of polymer films. The chance of existing
pinhole defects in these types of structures is high.
Encapsulation techniques by thin film layering using atomic
layer deposition (ALD) have been reported to reduce pinhole
defects for improved barrier properties. Single Al2O3 ALD
films on polymers showed WVTR as low as 10−3 g m−2 per
day, whereas two bilayers of Al2O3 and SiO2 reduced the
effective WVTR to ≈5 × 10−5 g m−2 per day.234 Additionally,
alternating thin film layers of Al2O3 by ALD and parylene by
chemical vapor deposition showed enhanced barrier properties
for OLEDs.235 The multilayer ceramic−polymer thin film
obtained a WVTR value lower than 10−5 g m−2 per day.
Polymer nanocomposites such as polyimide/graphene oxide224

have also been used to enhance barrier properties from vapor
species.
Paper substrates typically perform poorly when it comes to

moisture protection. This is one of the main challenges that
limits the application of paper substrates in optoelectronics.
Strategies to improve moisture protection for paper substrates
include oxidized cellulose,21 carboxymethylated microfibril
cellulose,116 nanostructured wood fibers,37 and nanofibril
cellulose.19 Future improvements in barrier properties for
optical device stability are highly desirable.
Stability to Stressors. There are a range of external

stressors that can hinder the performance of optoelectronic
substrates or barrier films such as exposure to high temper-
ature, salt water, and UV. The multifunctionality of the
optoelectronic substrate must be durable enough to withstand
different environments. There are protocols for assessing the
durability of superhydrophobic surfaces after exposure to
various stressors;236 however, there are no standards or
protocols to test the durability of multifunctional optoelec-
tronic substrates or barrier films. Typically, the multi-
functionality is tested after exposure to stressors such as
heat, light, various solvents, and liquid impalement.
Numerous coating strategies have been tested for improving

the durability of multifunctional surfaces against external
stressors. A transparent superhydrophobic gel showed super-
hydrophobicity up to 6 h at 150 °C and self-healing up to eight
cycles after being damaged by 1 M HCl.237 A transparent
superhydrophobic surface from porous silica capsules main-
tained properties at 400 °C for 10 h.238 A durable, sprayable
polyurethane−acrylic colloidal suspension was shown to
preserve 70% transparency at 400 nm and superhydrophobic
performance after 50 h exposure to strong UVC light (254 nm,
3.3 mW/cm2), 24 h of oil contamination, and 24 h of highly
acidic conditions (1 M HCl).239 Long-term durability of
transparent, superhydrophobic silicone nanofilament coatings
has been shown by outdoor weathering for 12 months, acid
dew and fog tests, and 240 h of UV-lamp exposure.240 Mesh
structure enhanced superhydrophobic surfaces maintained
superhydrophobicity and transparency of about 80% after
240 min of exposure to liquids with a pH range of 2−14.241
Armored PDMS films by laser ablation have maintained
superhydrophobicity and transparency of about 90% after 8
times the density of sunlight exposure or at elevated

temperatures of 325 °C.242 Future work should improve on
the performance of optoelectronic substrates against various
external stressors and work toward standardized testing
protocols.

Stability to Liquid Droplets. In this section, we focus on
one method to characterize durability using the pressure
stability of liquid droplets. Cassie−Baxter state stability has
been investigated in several works,167,243−245 where the
thermodynamic stability of the droplet and structure was
thoroughly studied.
Various research groups have used pressure tests to examine

the thermodynamic stability of the observed Cassie−Baxter
state.246−248 For instance, surface topography effects on
Cassie−Baxter state stability were studied on superhydropho-
bic glass.248 Glass substrates were coated with different
combinations of micro/nanoporous layers, and the pressurized
droplet test was used to study Cassie−Baxter state stability.
Figure 11a shows the comparison test of a water droplet
between a nanoporous hydrophobic coating plate at the
bottom and a microporous superhydrophobic coating at top.
For the microporous structure, after compression and in
relaxation mode, water droplets stick to the surface which
indicates a transition to a Wenzel state; however, for micro/
nanoporous structure in relaxation mode, water droplets do
not stick to plates and stay in a Cassie−Baxter state. To
quantify the stability of the Cassie state, in situ contact angle
and pressure as a function of distance between plates
measurements have been reported, as shown in Figure 11b,c,
respectively. The transition to Wenzel state happened at 80 Pa
for the microporous structure, whereas micro/nanoporous
structures could tolerate high pressure of 260 Pa.
In addition to pressurized water droplets, slow evaporation

of sitting droplets on the surface while monitoring changes in
contact angle, is another common method to evaluate the
stability of Cassie−Baxter state.183,195,248 Figure 11d shows the
relationship between evaporating ethanol droplet radius
dispensed on mushroom-like pillars and Laplace pressure
calculated from

γ=P t R t( ) 2 / ( )LV (9)

where γLV is ethanol surface energy.183 By evaporating the
droplet, its radius becomes smaller, which increases the
Laplace pressure inside the droplet. When the radius of the
droplet was about 195 μm, the contact angle dropped
suddenly, which indicates that the droplet transitioned to a
Wenzel state from a Cassie−Baxter state. The equivalent
Laplace pressure corresponding to this radius is 230 Pa, which
is considered its breakthrough pressure. The breakthrough
pressure is defined as the pressure at the sudden drop in
contact angle point where the droplet penetrates inside the
structure and a transition from Cassie−Baxter to Wenzel state
happens.243

We also used evaporating droplet experiments to measure
the stability of the Cassie−Baxter on nanoenoki mushroom-
like structures on PET.195 Figure 11e shows the change in
contact angle of a single water droplet sitting on the nanoenoki
PET with different pillar heights over time. A sudden drop in
contact angle is an indication of the droplet breaking through
into the nanostructure and transitioning to a Wenzel state. As
can be seen in Figure 11e, a sudden drop in contact angle was
observed in 4 μm tall nanonenoki. This experiment shows that
taller nanoenoki mushroom structures prevent the droplet
from breaking through and touching the substrate.249
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We observed a droplet with radius of about 160 μm without
any breakthrough. This radius corresponds to more than 900
Pa in Laplace pressure. Most research on re-entrant structures
such as micropillar mushroom-like arrays183 or hierarchical
structures167 exhibit lower breakthrough pressures. The pitch
size, or the distance between adjacent pillars, in those studies is
more than 20 μm. However, nanoenoki PET are approximately
5 μm apart, which provides a significant energy barrier for
infiltration. Fabrication of re-entrant structures with smaller
pitch size can significantly enhance the breakthrough pressure
and needs to be studied more in the future.
Substrate Property and Functionality Durability. This

section focuses on current fabrication and characterization
strategies for mechanical abrasion durability for optoelectronic
substrates. While there have been multiple efforts to produce
mechanically durable transparent superhydro/oleophobic coat-
ings,149,237,238,250−262 the number of successful research reports
with very high transparency (>90%) and mechanical robust-
ness is very limited. Adhesion or welding of transparent
primers or nanoparticles on top of transparent flexible plastic
surfaces by methods such as thermal annealing as well as self-
similar layering have been recently reported.196 A variety of
abrasion resistance testing against wear, scratching, peeling,
and/or powder/spray exposure is a very important aspect that
is missing in much research. Some works have used the tape
peel test or sand grain test as an alternative to an abrasion
test.238 However, durability against mechanical abrasion

determines the capabilities of the coating to be used in real
life applications.
Figure 12a(i) shows an optical image of a mechanically

durable polyester mesh that demonstrated both super-
hydrophobicty as well as high transparency.241 This structure
was fabricated using low surface tension coated fibers, coated
with low surface energy SiO2 nanoparticles. An SEM image of
this mesh-like structure is shown in Figure 12a(ii). After 100
abrasion cycles at a pressure of 10 kPa (with cotton textile),
this structure showed water contact angle of more than 150°
with sliding angle less than 25°, as well as transmission of 79%.
However, a transparency of less than 80% after abrasion tends
to be lower than what is needed for optoelectronics.
Figure 12b(i) shows transparent PDMS with super-

hydrophobicity.242 The microstructure on the PDMS is
shown in Figure 12b(i). These structures consisted of
microgrooves and microhole arrays duplicated by using a
laser-ablated template. The water contact angle and sliding
angles were reported as 154.5 ± 1.7 and 6 ± 1.7°, respectively,
initially, and that there were only slight changes after 100 cycle
of abrasion under 300 gr load with sand paper, as shown in
Figure 12b(i).
Figure 12c shows (i) optical and (ii) SEM images of a

transparent polymer made of self-assembled hierarchical
interpenetrated polymer networks.239 This structure showed
abrasion resistance by maintaining superhydrophobicity after
120 abrasion cycles under a 250 g load based on ASTM D4060

Figure 12. (i) Optical image, (ii) SEM image, and (iii) abrasion cycle plot for (a) superhydrophobic polyester mesh,241 (b) transparent
PDMS surface with superhydrophobicity,242 and (c) self-assembly hierarchical interpenetrated polymer networks.239 (a) Reprinted from ref
241. Copyright 2015 American Chemical Society. (b) Reprinted from ref 242. Copyright 2016 American Chemical Society. (c) Reprinted
from ref 239. Copyright 2016 American Chemical Society.
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abrasion standards (Figure 12c(iii)). However, the trans-
parency of the coated substrate is about 70% at 400 nm
wavelength, which may not be high enough for optoelectronic
applications, where over 90% is generally desired.
Durability Strategies. Several strategies can be used to

fabricate a mechanically durable functional coating: (a)
constraining material elimination to keep performance under
abrasion, (b) designing self-similar materials, and (c)
introducing self-healing properties where the surface can retain
its initial characteristics after healing. Verho et al.263 reviewed
several methods for mechanically durable superhydrophobic
surfaces including self-similar layering and self-healing. In self-
similar layers, as the coating wears away, the newly exposed
layers are self-similar and thus, maintain the properties of the
previously exposed top layer. In self-healing surfaces, the
coating regenerates its original texture with hydrophobic
chemistry by the aid of external stimulus. However, durable
transparent substrates have not been reviewed. There exist
some reports on nontransparent, durable, nonwetting coatings
based on polymer nanocomposites;128,226 however, these
strategies are not viable for optoelectronic substrates or barrier
films. There are few reports of mechanically durable,
nonwetting coatings for optoelectronic applications.
Self-similar layers of low surface energy material is a strategy

to maintain durable, nonwetting performance.128 Glass slides
have been coated by silicone nanofilaments with antireflective,
transparent properties to test the long-term environmental
durability.240 Static and sliding water contact angles were
characterized for over 30 days; the transmittance was up to
93% after 12 months of outdoor exposure to UV light and
rainfall. Aytug et al. fabricated nanoscale pores surrounded by
silica nanostructure on glass which showed antireflective
properties as well as abrasion resistance.264 Nanoindentation

and drop tests of 50 g of Al2O3 were used to demonstrate the
antiscratch properties of the films by self-similar layering;
however, the abrasion resistance by mechanical abrasion of the
film was not reported. These abrasion resistant transparent
coatings can be a good candidate to be used for antigraffiti
applications.
Another strategy for the fabrication of robust coatings is the

use of self-healing materials. This class of materials have the
capability of repairing damage that might have been created
with external forces such as dust, heat, and friction. Polymeric
self-healing materials have been investigated broadly.265−270

Similarly, self-healing fabric materials have been reported in
several works.166,271 However, these substrates have not been
suitable for optoelectronics because they are not sufficiently
transparent. There is a lack of research in durability strategies
(such as self-similarity or self-healing) that are specifically for
optoelectronic substrates or barrier films that maintain
functionality and optical properties.
Recently, we reported the fabrication of self-healing,

superomniphobic transparent glass.2 The random nanostruc-
ture of our superomniphobic glass, provides for self-similarity
as well as self-healing ability. We used a Scotch-Brite abrasive
pad with a pressure of 1225 N/m2 for abrading the
nanostructure. The water and oil contact angle after 400
cycles of abrasion reduced significantly as shown in Figure
13a(i). However, after heating the glass substrate at 95 °C for
15 min, the water and oil contact angle increased to near initial
values, as shown in Figure 13a(ii). The main reason for this
self-healing behavior comes from two characteristics of the
surfaces: the abraded structures are very similar to the
nonabraded structures, and flourine molecules are mobile, so
with heating they find their path to the surface and help to

Figure 13. (a) (i) Static contact angle of water and ethylene glycol droplets as a function of abrasion cycles. (ii) Increasing static water and
contact angle of water and ethylene glycol droplets as a function of heating time. (b) (i) Cross section and (ii) overhead SEM images of
nonabraded and abraded nanostructures after 500 abrasion cycles. (iii) Outset of nonabraded SEM images highlighting structural
uniformity. (iv) Outset of abraded SEM image after 500 abrasion cycles. Reproduced with permission from ref 2. Copyright 2019 The Royal
Society of Chemistry.
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reduce the surface energy, similar to epicuticular wax in plant
cuticles.272

The nanostructure of our superomniphobic glass is shown in
Figure 13b(i−iv), before and after abrasion, respectively, with
different magnifications. After the abrasion for 500 cycles, the
height of the pillars decreased; however, the re-entrant shape
of the structure did not change significantly in comparison with
nonabraded samples.
Self-similar structures as well as low surface tension

molecules trapped in the structure are keys to retaining the
superomniphobic properties. However, there are still several
limitations in this approach as, ultimately after several
thousand of abrasion cycles or much higher load, all the
surface structures would be destroyed. This field needs much
more research particularly for glass and paper substrates. For
future research, the fabrication of a self-healing structure that
does not use low surface tension materials or are able to self-
roughen without sacrificing optical properties could lead to a
revolution in optoelectronic substrates.

CONCLUSION

Research on optoelectronic substrates will promote the
development of various applications in industries from energy
to electronics. Advancements in optoelectronic substrates and
barrier layers have been inspired by nature and offer a wide
variety of functionalities that improve technological perform-
ance. These functionalities include antireflection, light
absorption, haze control, liquid repellency, antisoiling, self-
cleaning, stain resistance, antifogging, and anti-icing. A range of
advances and future prospects in optoelectronic substrate
research have been summarized and discussed. Techniques to
characterize and compare liquid droplet stability were
introduced. Functionality durability strategies such as reducing
wear removal, self-similar layering and self-healing were
compared. Efficiency, protection from the ambient environ-
ment, and durability remain key challenges for optotoelec-
tronic substrates and barrier layers. Future research will impact
the development of solar module technology, lighting, displays,
wearables, sensors, and more.
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VOCABULARY

Optoelectronic, electronic devices that use light, such as
light emitting diodes(LED’s) and solar cells
Bio-inspired, inspired by biological structures, features and
models
Superhydrophobic, surfaces that demonstrate static contact
angles more than 150° and hysteresis less than 10° for water
Superomniphobic, surfaces that demonstrate static contact
angles more than 150° and hysteresis less than 10° for all
types of liquids
Antireflection coating, type of an optical coating used in
industry to reduce reflection of an optical device
Broadband antireflection, property of a surface with
reduced reflection across a broad range of wavelengths
Omnidirectional antireflection, property of surface with
reduce reflection across all possible incidence angles
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(38) Águas, H.; Mateus, T.; Vicente, A.; Gaspar, D.; Mendes, M. J.;
Schmidt, W. A.; Pereira, L.; Fortunato, E.; Martins, R. Thin Film
Silicon Photovoltaic Cells on Paper for Flexible Indoor Applications.
Adv. Funct. Mater. 2015, 25, 3592−3598.
(39) Hu bler, A.; Trnovec, B.; Zillger, T.; Ali, M.; Wetzold, N.;
Mingebach, M.; Wagenpfahl, A.; Deibel, C.; Dyakonov, V. Printed
Paper Photovoltaic Cells. Adv. Energy Mater. 2011, 1, 1018−1022.
(40) Wang, B.; Kerr, L. L. Dye Sensitized Solar Cells on Paper
Substrates. Sol. Energy Mater. Sol. Cells 2011, 95, 2531−2535.
(41) Leonat, L.; White, M. S.; Głowacki, E. D.; Scharber, M. C.;
Zillger, T.; Ru hling, J.; Hu bler, A.; Sariciftci, N. S. 4% Efficient
Polymer Solar Cells on Paper Substrates. J. Phys. Chem. C 2014, 118,
16813−16817.
(42) Hu, L.; Zheng, G.; Yao, J.; Liu, N.; Weil, B.; Eskilsson, M.;
Karabulut, E.; Ruan, Z.; Fan, S.; Bloking, J. T.; McGehee, M. D.;
Wagberg, L.; Cui, Y. Transparent and Conductive Paper from
Nanocellulose Fibers. Energy Environ. Sci. 2013, 6, 513−518.
(43) Kim, T.-S.; Na, S.-I.; Kim, S.-S.; Yu, B.-K.; Yeo, J.-S.; Kim, D.-Y.
Solution-Processible Polymer Solar Cells Fabricated on a Papery
Substrate. Phys. Status Solidi RRL 2012, 6, 13−15.
(44) Zhou, Y.; Fuentes-Hernandez, C.; Khan, T. M.; Liu, J.-C.; Hsu,
J.; Shim, J. W.; Dindar, A.; Youngblood, J. P.; Moon, R. J.; Kippelen,
B. Recyclable Organic Solar Cells on Cellulose Nanocrystal
Substrates. Sci. Rep. 2013, 3, 1536.
(45) Wang, F.; Chen, Z.; Xiao, L.; Qu, B.; Gong, Q. Papery Solar
Cells Based on Dielectric/metal Hybrid Transparent Cathode. Sol.
Energy Mater. Sol. Cells 2010, 94, 1270−1274.
(46) Lamprecht, B.; Thu nauer, R.; Ostermann, M.; Jakopic, G.;
Leising, G. Organic Photodiodes on Newspaper. Phys. Status Solidi A
2005, 202, R50−R52.
(47) Ha, D.; Fang, Z.; Hu, L.; Munday, J. N. Paper-based Anti-
Reflection Coatings for Photovoltaics. Adv. Energy Mater. 2014, 4,
1301804.
(48) Ha, D.; Murray, J.; Fang, Z.; Hu, L.; Munday, J. N. Advanced
Broadband Antireflection Coatings Based on Cellulose Microfiber
Paper. IEEE Journal of Photovoltaics 2015, 5, 577−583.
(49) Fang, Z.; Zhu, H.; Preston, C.; Han, X.; Li, Y.; Lee, S.; Chai, X.;
Chen, G.; Hu, L. Highly Transparent and Writable Wood All-
Cellulose Hybrid Nanostructured Paper. J. Mater. Chem. C 2013, 1,
6191−6197.
(50) Wang, X.; Gao, K.; Shao, Z.; Peng, X.; Wu, X.; Wang, F. Layer-
By-layer Assembled Hybrid Multilayer Thin Film Electrodes Based on
Transparent Cellulose Nanofibers Paper for Flexible Supercapacitors
Applications. J. Power Sources 2014, 249, 148−155.
(51) Li, S.; Huang, D.; Zhang, B.; Xu, X.; Wang, M.; Yang, G.; Shen,
Y. Flexible Supercapacitors Based on Bacterial Cellulose Paper
Electrodes. Adv. Energy Mater. 2014, 4, 1301655.

ACS Nano www.acsnano.org Review

https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.0c06452
ACS Nano 2020, 14, 16241−16265

16259

https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2178213
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat1061
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmat1061
https://dx.doi.org/10.1889/JSID17.11.941
https://dx.doi.org/10.1889/JSID17.11.941
https://dx.doi.org/10.1889/1.2825093
https://dx.doi.org/10.1889/1.2825093
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3EE43024C
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3EE43024C
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aelm.201700593
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aelm.201700593
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/am401046x
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/am401046x
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b919112g
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b919112g
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bm801065u
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bm801065u
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la9013009
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/la9013009
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200400597
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200400597
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10570-012-9794-1
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10570-012-9794-1
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bm100490s
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bm100490s
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bm100490s
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4804361
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4804361
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bm200766v
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bm200766v
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3nr01951a
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3nr01951a
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3nr01951a
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C1SM06785K
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C1SM06785K
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C1SM06785K
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3154547
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3154547
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3154547
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00339-007-4175-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00339-007-4175-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10570-011-9514-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10570-011-9514-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10570-011-9514-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ie0010417
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ie0010417
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ie0010417
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10570-008-9268-7
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10570-008-9268-7
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10570-008-9268-7
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2146056
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2146056
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2146056
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200702559
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200702559
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.200702559
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl404101p
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl404101p
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201500636
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201500636
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201100394
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201100394
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.solmat.2011.02.032
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.solmat.2011.02.032
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp5020912
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp5020912
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C2EE23635D
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C2EE23635D
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pssr.201105440
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pssr.201105440
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep01536
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep01536
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.solmat.2010.03.023
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.solmat.2010.03.023
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pssa.200510010
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201301804
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201301804
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JPHOTOV.2015.2392940
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JPHOTOV.2015.2392940
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JPHOTOV.2015.2392940
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3tc31331j
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3tc31331j
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2013.09.130
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2013.09.130
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2013.09.130
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2013.09.130
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201301655
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201301655
www.acsnano.org?ref=pdf
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.0c06452?ref=pdf


(52) Razaq, A.; Nyholm, L.; Sjo din, M.; Strømme, M.; Mihranyan,
A. Paper-based Energy-Storage Devices Comprising Carbon Fiber-
Reinforced Polypyrrole-Cladophora Nanocellulose Composite Elec-
trodes. Adv. Energy Mater. 2012, 2, 445−454.
(53) Preston, C.; Fang, Z.; Murray, J.; Zhu, H.; Dai, J.; Munday, J.
N.; Hu, L. Silver Nanowire Transparent Conducting Paper-Based
Electrode with High Optical Haze. J. Mater. Chem. C 2014, 2, 1248−
1254.
(54) Peng, C. Q.; Thio, Y. S.; Gerhardt, R. A. Conductive Paper
Fabricated by Layer-By-Layer Assembly of Polyelectrolytes and ITO
Nanoparticles. Nanotechnology 2008, 19, 505603.
(55) Koga, H.; Nogi, M.; Komoda, N.; Nge, T. T.; Sugahara, T.;
Suganuma, K. Uniformly Connected Conductive Networks on
Cellulose Nanofiber Paper for Transparent Paper Electronics. NPG
Asia Mater. 2014, 6, No. e93.
(56) Koga, H.; Saito, T.; Kitaoka, T.; Nogi, M.; Suganuma, K.;
Isogai, A. Transparent, Conductive, and Printable Composites
Consisting of TEMPO-Oxidized Nanocellulose and Carbon Nano-
tube. Biomacromolecules 2013, 14, 1160−1165.
(57) Wu, H.; Kong, D.; Ruan, Z.; Hsu, P.-C.; Wang, S.; Yu, Z.;
Carney, T. J.; Hu, L.; Fan, S.; Cui, Y. A Transparent Electrode Based
on a Metal Nanotrough Network. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2013, 8, 421−
425.
(58) Gao, K.; Shao, Z.; Wu, X.; Wang, X.; Li, J.; Zhang, Y.; Wang,
W.; Wang, F. Cellulose Nanofibers/reduced Graphene Oxide Flexible
Transparent Conductive Paper. Carbohydr. Polym. 2013, 97, 243−
251.
(59) Pushparaj, V. L.; Shaijumon, M. M.; Kumar, A.; Murugesan, S.;
Ci, L.; Vajtai, R.; Linhardt, R. J.; Nalamasu, O.; Ajayan, P. M. Flexible
Energy Storage Devices Based on Nanocomposite Paper. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 2007, 104, 13574−13577.
(60) He, S.; Hu, C.; Hou, H.; Chen, W. Ultrathin MnO2
Nanosheets Supported on Cellulose Based Carbon Papers for High-
Power Supercapacitors. J. Power Sources 2014, 246, 754−761.
(61) Feng, J.-X.; Li, Q.; Lu, X.-F.; Tong, Y.-X.; Li, G.-R. Flexible
Symmetrical Planar Supercapacitors Based on Multi-Layered MnO2/
Ni/graphite/paper Electrodes with High-Efficient Electrochemical
Energy Storage. J. Mater. Chem. A 2014, 2, 2985−2992.
(62) Lyu, S.; Chang, H.; Fu, F.; Hu, L.; Huang, J.; Wang, S.
Cellulose-Coupled Graphene/polypyrrole Composite Electrodes
Containing Conducting Networks Built by Carbon Fibers as Wearable
Supercapacitors with Excellent Foldability and Tailorability. J. Power
Sources 2016, 327, 438−446.
(63) Ren, G.; Li, S.; Fan, Z.-X.; Hoque, M. N. F.; Fan, Z. Ultrahigh-
Rate Supercapacitors with Large Capacitance Based on Edge Oriented
Graphene Coated Carbonized Cellulous Paper as Flexible Free-
standing Electrodes. J. Power Sources 2016, 325, 152−160.
(64) Yan, J.; Yan, M.; Ge, L.; Yu, J.; Ge, S.; Huang, J. A Microfluidic
Origami Electrochemiluminescence Aptamer-Device Based on a
Porous Au-Paper Electrode and a Phenyleneethynylene Derivative.
Chem. Commun. 2013, 49, 1383−1385.
(65) Feng, J.-X.; Ye, S.-H.; Lu, X.-F.; Tong, Y.-X.; Li, G.-R.
Asymmetric Paper Supercapacitor Based on Amorphous Porous
Mn3O4 Negative Electrode and Ni(OH)2 Positive Electrode: A
Novel and High-Performance Flexible Electrochemical Energy
Storage Device. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2015, 7, 11444−11451.
(66) Glatzel, S.; Schnepp, Z.; Giordano, C. From Paper to
Structured Carbon Electrodes by Inkjet Printing. Angew. Chem., Int.
Ed. 2013, 52, 2355−2358.
(67) Nogi, M.; Karakawa, M.; Komoda, N.; Yagyu, H.; Nge, T. T.
Transparent Conductive Nanofiber Paper for Foldable Solar Cells. Sci.
Rep. 2015, 5, 17254.
(68) Ahn, J.; Seo, J.-W.; Lee, T.-I.; Kwon, D.; Park, I.; Kim, T.-S.;
Lee, J.-Y. Extremely Robust and Patternable Electrodes for Copy-
Paper-Based Electronics. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2016, 8, 19031−
19037.
(69) Wang, F.; Mao, P.; He, H. Dispensing of High Concentration
Ag Nano-Particles Ink for Ultra-Low Resistivity Paper-Based Writing
Electronics. Sci. Rep. 2016, 6, 21398.

(70) Xu, X.; Zhou, J.; Jiang, L.; Lubineau, G.; Ng, T.; Ooi, B. S.;
Liao, H.-Y.; Shen, C.; Chen, L.; Zhu, J. Y. Highly Transparent, Low-
Haze, Hybrid Cellulose Nanopaper as Electrodes for Flexible
Electronics. Nanoscale 2016, 8, 12294−12306.
(71) Yao, Y.; Tao, J.; Zou, J.; Zhang, B.; Li, T.; Dai, J.; Zhu, M.;
Wang, S.; Fu, K. K.; Henderson, D.; Hitz, E.; Peng, J.; Hu, L. Light
Management in Plastic-Paper Hybrid Substrate Towards High-
Performance Optoelectronics. Energy Environ. Sci. 2016, 9, 2278−
2285.
(72) Asadpoordarvish, A.; Sandstro m, A.; Larsen, C.; Bollstro m, R.;
Toivakka, M.; O sterbacka, R.; Edman, L. Light-emitting Paper. Adv.
Funct. Mater. 2015, 25, 3238−3245.
(73) Wang, T.; Zhang, Y.; Yan, Y.; Jones, C. G.; Lidzey, D. G.
Polymer Light Emitting Diodes Powered via Paper-Mounted
Electronics. J. Disp. Technol. 2016, 12, 583−588.
(74) Gomez, E. F.; Steckl, A. J. Improved Performance of OLEDs on
Cellulose/Epoxy Substrate Using Adenine as a Hole Injection Layer.
ACS Photonics 2015, 2, 439−445.
(75) Najafabadi, E.; Zhou, Y. H.; Knauer, K. A.; Fuentes-Hernandez,
C.; Kippelen, B. Efficient Organic Light-Emitting Diodes Fabricated
on Cellulose Nanocrystal Substrates. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2014, 105,
063305.
(76) Purandare, S.; Gomez, E. F.; Steckl, A. J. High Brightness
Phosphorescent Organic Light Emitting Diodes on Transparent and
Flexible Cellulose Films. Nanotechnology 2014, 25, 094012.
(77) Zhu, H.; Xiao, Z.; Liu, D.; Li, Y.; Weadock, N. J.; Fang, Z.;
Huang, J.; Hu, L. Biodegradable Transparent Substrates for Flexible
Organic-Light-Emitting Diodes. Energy Environ. Sci. 2013, 6, 2105−
2111.
(78) Min, S.-H.; Kim, C. K.; Lee, H.-N.; Moon, D.-G. An OLED
Using Cellulose Paper as a Flexible Substrate. Mol. Cryst. Liq. Cryst.
2012, 563, 159−165.
(79) Ummartyotin, S.; Juntaro, J.; Sain, M.; Manuspiya, H.
Development of Transparent Bacterial Cellulose Nanocomposite
Film as Substrate for Flexible Organic Light Emitting Diode (oled)
Display. Ind. Crops Prod. 2012, 35, 92−97.
(80) Okahisa, Y.; Yoshida, A.; Miyaguchi, S.; Yano, H. Optically
Transparent Wood−Cellulose Nanocomposite as a Base Substrate for
Flexible Organic Light-Emitting Diode Displays. Compos. Sci. Technol.
2009, 69, 1958−1961.
(81) Legnani, C.; Vilani, C.; Calil, V. L.; Barud, H. S.; Quirino, W.
G.; Achete, C. A.; Ribeiro, S. J. L.; Cremona, M. Bacterial Cellulose
Membrane as Flexible Substrate for Organic Light Emitting Devices.
Thin Solid Films 2008, 517, 1016−1020.
(82) Mazzeo, A. D.; Kalb, W. B.; Chan, L.; Killian, M. G.; Bloch, J.-
F.; Mazzeo, B. A.; Whitesides, G. M. Paper-based, Capacitive Touch
Pads. Adv. Mater. 2012, 24, 2850−2856.
(83) Wehrspohn, R. B.; Rau, U.; Gombert, A. Photon Management in
Solar Cells; John Wiley & Sons, 2016.
(84) Priyadarshini, B. G.; Sharma, A. K. Design of Multi-Layer Anti-
Reflection Coating for Terrestrial Solar Panel Glass. Bull. Mater. Sci.
2016, 39, 683−689.
(85) ASTM D1003-13, Standard Test Method for Haze and Luminous
Transmittance of Transparent Plastics; ASTM International: West
Conshohocken, PA, 2013; www.astm.org.
(86) Han, Z. W.; Wang, Z.; Feng, X. M.; Li, B.; Mu, Z. Z.; Zhang, J.
Q.; Niu, S. C.; Ren, L. Q. Antireflective Surface Inspired from
Biology: A Review. Biosurface and Biotribology 2016, 2, 137−150.
(87) Dellieu, L.; Sarrazin, M.; Simonis, P.; Deparis, O.; Vigneron, J.
P. A Two-In-One Superhydrophobic and Anti-Reflective Nanodevice
in the Grey Cicada Cicada Orni (hemiptera). J. Appl. Phys. 2014, 116,
024701.
(88) Miller, J. C. Reflection Efficiencies of a Periodic Absorbing
Surface. J. Opt. Soc. Am. 1964, 54, 353−356.
(89) Clapham, P. B.; Hutley, M. C. Reduction of Lens Reflexion by
the “moth Eye” Principle. Nature 1973, 244, 281.
(90) Wilson, S. J.; Hutley, M. C. The Optical Properties of ’moth
Eye’ Antireflection Surfaces. Opt. Acta 1982, 29, 993−1009.

ACS Nano www.acsnano.org Review

https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.0c06452
ACS Nano 2020, 14, 16241−16265

16260

https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201100713
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201100713
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/aenm.201100713
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3TC31726A
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3TC31726A
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/19/50/505603
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/19/50/505603
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/19/50/505603
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/am.2014.9
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/am.2014.9
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bm400075f
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bm400075f
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bm400075f
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2013.84
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2013.84
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2013.03.067
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2013.03.067
https://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0706508104
https://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0706508104
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2013.08.038
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2013.08.038
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2013.08.038
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3TA14695B
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3TA14695B
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3TA14695B
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C3TA14695B
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.07.091
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.07.091
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.07.091
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.06.021
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.06.021
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.06.021
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpowsour.2016.06.021
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C2CC37402A
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C2CC37402A
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C2CC37402A
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.5b02157
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.5b02157
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.5b02157
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.5b02157
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.201207693
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/anie.201207693
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep17254
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.6b05296
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.6b05296
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep21398
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep21398
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep21398
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6NR02245F
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6NR02245F
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6NR02245F
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6EE01011C
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6EE01011C
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C6EE01011C
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201500528
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JDT.2016.2544946
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JDT.2016.2544946
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ph500481c
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ph500481c
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4891046
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4891046
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/25/9/094012
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/25/9/094012
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/25/9/094012
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3ee40492g
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3ee40492g
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/15421406.2012.689153
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/15421406.2012.689153
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2011.06.025
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2011.06.025
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2011.06.025
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compscitech.2009.04.017
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compscitech.2009.04.017
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compscitech.2009.04.017
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tsf.2008.06.011
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tsf.2008.06.011
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201200137
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201200137
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12034-016-1195-x
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12034-016-1195-x
http://www.astm.org
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bsbt.2016.11.002
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bsbt.2016.11.002
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4889849
https://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4889849
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/JOSA.54.000353
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/JOSA.54.000353
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/244281a0
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/244281a0
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/713820946
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/713820946
www.acsnano.org?ref=pdf
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.0c06452?ref=pdf


(91) Bernhard, C. Structural and Functional Adaptation in a Visual
System. Endeavour 1967, 26, 79−84.
(92) Johnsen, S. Hidden in Plain Sight: The Ecology and Physiology
of Organismal Transparency. Biol. Bull. 2001, 201, 301−318.
(93) Binetti, V. R.; Schiffman, J. D.; Leaffer, O. D.; Spanier, J. E.;
Schauer, C. L. The Natural Transparency and Piezoelectric Response
of the Greta Oto Butterfly Wing. Integrative Biology 2009, 1, 324−329.
(94) Yoshida, A.; Motoyama, M.; Kosaku, A.; Miyamoto, K.
Antireflective Nanoprotuberance Array in the Transparent Wing of
a Hawkmoth, Cephonodes Hylas. Zool. Sci. 1997, 14, 737−741.
(95) Zhang, G.; Zhang, J.; Xie, G.; Liu, Z.; Shao, H. Cicada Wings: A
Stamp from Nature for Nanoimprint Lithography. Small 2006, 2,
1440−1443.
(96) Wang, B.; Gao, T.; Leu, P. W. Computational Simulations of
Nanostructured Solar Cells. Nano LIFE 2012, 02, 1230007.
(97) Yeh, P. Optical Waves in Layered Media, 2nd ed.; Wiley:
Hoboken, NJ, 2005.
(98) Haghanifar, S.; McCourt, M.; Cheng, B.; Wuenschell, J.;
Ohodnicki, P.; Leu, P. W. Discovering High-Performance Broadband
and Broad Angle Antireflection Surfaces by Machine Learning. Optica
2020, 7, 784−789.
(99) Rayleigh, L. On Reflection of Vibrations at the Confines of
Two Media Between Which the Transition Is Gradual. Proceedings of
the London Mathematical Society 1879, s1−11, 51−56.
(100) Han, Z.; Jiao, Z.; Niu, S.; Ren, L. Ascendant Bioinspired
Antireflective Materials: Opportunities and Challenges Coexist. Prog.
Mater. Sci. 2019, 103, 1−68.
(101) Li, Y.; Zhang, J.; Yang, B. Antireflective Surfaces Based on
Biomimetic Nanopillared Arrays. Nano Today 2010, 5, 117−127.
(102) Cai, J.; Qi, L. Recent Advances in Antireflective Surfaces
Based on Nanostructure Arrays. Mater. Horiz. 2015, 2, 37−53.
(103) Yao, L.; He, J. Recent Progress in Antireflection and Self-
Cleaning Technology − From Surface Engineering to Functional
Surfaces. Prog. Mater. Sci. 2014, 61, 94−143.
(104) Tan, G.; Lee, J.-H.; Lan, Y.-H.; Wei, M.-K.; Peng, L.-H.;
Cheng, I.-C.; Wu, S.-T. Broadband Antireflection Film with Moth-
Eye-Like Structure for Flexible Display Applications. Optica 2017, 4,
678−683.
(105) Ji, S.; Song, K.; Nguyen, T. B.; Kim, N.; Lim, H. Optimal
Moth Eye Nanostructure Array on Transparent Glass Towards
Broadband Antireflection. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2013, 5,
10731−10737.
(106) Ye, X.; Huang, J.; Geng, F.; Sun, L.; Liu, H.; Jiang, X.; Wu, W.;
Zu, X.; Zheng, W. Broadband Antireflection Subwavelength
Structures on Fused Silica Using Lower Temperatures Normal
Atmosphere Thermal Dewetted Au Nanopatterns. IEEE Photonics J.
2016, 8, 1−10.
(107) van de Groep, J.; Gupta, D.; Verschuuren, M. A.; Wienk, M.
M.; Janssen, R. A. J.; Polman, A. Large-Area Soft-Imprinted Nanowire
Networks as Light Trapping Transparent Conductors. Sci. Rep. 2015,
5, 11414.
(108) Zhang, C.; Li, W.; Yu, D.; Wang, Y.; Yin, M.; Wang, H.; Song,
Y.; Zhu, X.; Chang, P.; Chen, X.; Li, D. Wafer-scale Highly Ordered
Anodic Aluminum Oxide by Soft Nanoimprinting Lithography for
Optoelectronics Light Management. Adv. Mater. Interfaces 2017, 4,
1601116.
(109) Jin, B.; He, J. Self-templated Fabrication of Robust Moth-Eye-
Like Nanostructures with Broadband and Quasi-Omnidirectional
Antireflection Properties. ACS Photonics 2017, 4, 188−196.
(110) Infante, D.; Koch, K. W.; Mazumder, P.; Tian, L.; Carrilero,
A.; Tulli, D.; Baker, D.; Pruneri, V. Durable, Superhydrophobic,
Antireflection, and Low Haze Glass Surfaces Using Scalable Metal
Dewetting Nanostructuring. Nano Res. 2013, 6, 429−440.
(111) Solar Spectral Irradiance: Air Mass 1.5; http://rredc.nrel.gov/
solar/spectra/am1.5/.
(112) Yee, K. Numerical Solution of Initial Boundary Value
Problems Involving Maxwell’s Equations in Isotropic Media. IEEE
Trans. Antennas Propag. 1966, 14, 302−307.

(113) Jeong, S.; Hu, L.; Lee, H. R.; Garnett, E.; Choi, J. W.; Cui, Y.
Fast and Scalable Printing of Large Area Monolayer Nanoparticles for
Nanotexturing Applications. Nano Lett. 2010, 10, 2989−2994.
(114) Kang, G.; Park, H.; Shin, D.; Baek, S.; Choi, M.; Yu, D.-H.;
Kim, K.; Padilla, W. J. Broadband Light-Trapping Enhancement in an
Ultrathin Film A-Si Absorber Using Whispering Gallery Modes and
Guided Wave Modes with Dielectric Surface-Textured Structures.
Adv. Mater. 2013, 25, 2617−2623.
(115) Gao, T.; Haghanifar, S.; Lindsay, M. G.; Lu, P.; Kayes, M. I.;
Pafchek, B. D.; Zhou, Z.; Ohodnicki, P. R.; Leu, P. W. Fundamental
Performance Limits and Haze Evaluation of Metal Nanomesh
Transparent Conductors. Adv. Opt. Mater. 2018, 6, 1700829.
(116) Siro ́, I.; Plackett, D.; Hedenqvist, M.; Ankerfors, M.;
Lindstro m, T. Highly Transparent Films from Carboxymethylated
Microfibrillated Cellulose: The Effect of Multiple Homogenization
Steps on Key Properties. J. Appl. Polym. Sci. 2011, 119, 2652−2660.
(117) Zhu, H.; Parvinian, S.; Preston, C.; Vaaland, O.; Ruan, Z.; Hu,
L. Transparent Nanopaper with Tailored Optical Properties. Nano-
scale 2013, 5, 3787−3792.
(118) Fang, Z.; Zhu, H.; Bao, W.; Preston, C.; Liu, Z.; Dai, J.; Li, Y.;
Hu, L. Highly Transparent Paper with Tunable Haze for Green
Electronics. Energy Environ. Sci. 2014, 7, 3313−3319.
(119) Zhu, M.; Li, T.; Davis, C. S.; Yao, Y.; Dai, J.; Wang, Y.;
AlQatari, F.; Gilman, J. W.; Hu, L. Transparent and Haze Wood
Composites for Highly Efficient Broadband Light Management in
Solar Cells. Nano Energy 2016, 26, 332−339.
(120) Zhu, H.; Fang, Z.; Wang, Z.; Dai, J.; Yao, Y.; Shen, F.; Preston,
C.; Wu, W.; Peng, P.; Jang, N.; Yu, Q.; Yu, Z.; Hu, L. Extreme Light
Management in Mesoporous Wood Cellulose Paper for Optoelec-
tronics. ACS Nano 2016, 10, 1369−1377.
(121) Zhu, M.; Li, T.; Davis, C. S.; Yao, Y.; Dai, J.; Wang, Y.;
AlQatari, F.; Gilman, J. W.; Hu, L. Transparent and Haze Wood
Composites for Highly Efficient Broadband Light Management in
Solar Cells. Nano Energy 2016, 26, 332−339.
(122) Kang, G.; Bae, K.; Nam, M.; Ko, D.-H.; Kim, K.; Padilla, W. J.
Broadband and Ultrahigh Optical Haze Thin Films with Self-
Aggregated Alumina Nanowire Bundles for Photovoltaic Applications.
Energy Environ. Sci. 2015, 8, 2650−2656.
(123) Chu, W.-P.; Lin, J.-S.; Lin, T.-C.; Tsai, Y.-S.; Kuo, C.-W.;
Chung, M.-H.; Hsieh, T.-E.; Liu, L.-C.; Juang, F.-S.; Chen, N.-P.
Using High Haze (>90%) Light-Trapping Film to Enhance the
Efficiency of A-si:h Solar Cells. Opt. Commun. 2012, 285, 3325−3328.
(124) Yun, J.; Wang, W.; Kim, S. M.; Bae, T.-S.; Lee, S.; Kim, D.;
Lee, G.-H.; Lee, H.-S.; Song, M. Light Trapping in Bendable Organic
Solar Cells Using Silica Nanoparticle Arrays. Energy Environ. Sci.
2015, 8, 932−940.
(125) Liu, X.; Xiong, Y.; Shen, J.; Guo, S. Fast Fabrication of a Novel
Transparent PMMA Light Scattering Materials with High Haze by
Doping with Ordinary Polymer. Opt. Express 2015, 23, 17793−17804.
(126) Liu, X.; Zhao, Z.; Xiong, Y.; Yi, P.; Guo, S. Cost-Effective Way
to Improve the Optical Properties of Poly(methyl Methacrylate)/
poly(ethylene Terephthalate) Light Scattering Materials: Drop
Coalescence. Appl. Opt. 2018, 57, 2107−2114.
(127) Kayes, M. I.; Galante, A. J.; Stella, N. A.; Haghanifar, S.;
Shanks, R. M.; Leu, P. W. Stable Lotus Leaf-Inspired Hierarchical,
Fluorinated Polypropylene Surfaces for Reduced Bacterial Adhesion.
React. Funct. Polym. 2018, 128, 40−46.
(128) Galante, A. J.; Haghanifar, S.; Romanowski, E. G.; Shanks, R.
M. Q.; Leu, P. W. Superhemophobic and Antivirofouling Coating for
Mechanically Durable and Wash-Stable Medical Textiles. ACS Appl.
Mater. Interfaces 2020, 12, 22120−22128.
(129) Genzer, J.; Efimenko, K. Recent Developments in Super-
hydrophobic Surfaces and Their Relevance to Marine Fouling: a
Review. Biofouling 2006, 22, 339−360.
(130) Teisala, H.; Tuominen, M.; Kuusipalo, J. Superhydrophobic
Coatings on Cellulose-Based Materials: Fabrication, Properties, and
Applications. Adv. Mater. Interfaces 2014, 1, 1300026.

ACS Nano www.acsnano.org Review

https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.0c06452
ACS Nano 2020, 14, 16241−16265

16261

https://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1543609
https://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1543609
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b820205b
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/b820205b
https://dx.doi.org/10.2108/zsj.14.737
https://dx.doi.org/10.2108/zsj.14.737
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/smll.200600255
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/smll.200600255
https://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S1793984411000517
https://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S1793984411000517
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.387938
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.387938
https://dx.doi.org/10.1112/plms/s1-11.1.51
https://dx.doi.org/10.1112/plms/s1-11.1.51
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2019.01.004
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2019.01.004
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nantod.2010.03.001
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nantod.2010.03.001
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4MH00140K
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4MH00140K
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2013.12.003
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2013.12.003
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2013.12.003
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.4.000678
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.4.000678
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/am402881x
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/am402881x
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/am402881x
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JPHOT.2015.2508723
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JPHOT.2015.2508723
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JPHOT.2015.2508723
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep11414
https://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep11414
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/admi.201601116
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/admi.201601116
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/admi.201601116
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsphotonics.6b00888
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsphotonics.6b00888
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsphotonics.6b00888
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12274-013-0320-z
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12274-013-0320-z
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12274-013-0320-z
http://rredc.nrel.gov/solar/spectra/am1.5/
http://rredc.nrel.gov/solar/spectra/am1.5/
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAP.1966.1138693
https://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAP.1966.1138693
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl101432r
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/nl101432r
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201204596
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201204596
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adma.201204596
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adom.201700829
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adom.201700829
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/adom.201700829
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/app.32831
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/app.32831
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/app.32831
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/c3nr00520h
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4EE02236J
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4EE02236J
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2016.05.020
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2016.05.020
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2016.05.020
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.5b06781
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.5b06781
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.5b06781
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2016.05.020
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2016.05.020
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2016.05.020
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5EE01757B
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C5EE01757B
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.optcom.2012.02.088
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.optcom.2012.02.088
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4EE01100G
https://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C4EE01100G
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.23.017793
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.23.017793
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.23.017793
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.57.002107
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.57.002107
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.57.002107
https://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.57.002107
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.reactfunctpolym.2018.04.013
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.reactfunctpolym.2018.04.013
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.9b23058
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsami.9b23058
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08927010600980223
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08927010600980223
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08927010600980223
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/admi.201300026
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/admi.201300026
https://dx.doi.org/10.1002/admi.201300026
www.acsnano.org?ref=pdf
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.0c06452?ref=pdf


(131) Roach, P.; Shirtcliffe, N. J.; Newton, M. I. Progess in
Superhydrophobic Surface Development. Soft Matter 2008, 4, 224−
240.
(132) Young, T., III An Essay on the Cohesion of Fluids.
Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London 1805, 95,
65−87.
(133) Wenzel, R. N. Resistance of Solid Surfaces to Wetting by
Water. Ind. Eng. Chem. 1936, 28, 988−994.
(134) Cassie, A. B. D.; Baxter, S. Wettability of Porous Surfaces.
Trans. Faraday Soc. 1944, 40, 546.
(135) Seo, K.; Kim, M.; Kim, D. H. Re-derivation of Young’s Equation,
Wenzel Equation, and Cassie-Baxter Equation Based on Energy
Minimization; Intech, 2015.
(136) Marmur, A. From Hygrophilic to Superhygrophobic:
Theoretical Conditions for Making High-Contact-Angle Surfaces
from Low-Contact-Angle Materials. Langmuir 2008, 24, 7573−7579.
(137) Chu, Z.; Seeger, S. Superamphiphobic Surfaces. Chem. Soc.
Rev. 2014, 43, 2784−2798.
(138) Zheng, Q.-S.; Yu, Y.; Zhao, Z.-H. Effects of Hydraulic Pressure
on the Stability and Transition of Wetting Modes of Super-
hydrophobic Surfaces. Langmuir 2005, 21, 12207−12212.
(139) Gao, L.; McCarthy, T. J. Contact Angle Hysteresis Explained.
Langmuir 2006, 22, 6234−6237.
(140) Drelich, J.; Marmur, A. Physics and applications of
superhydrophobic and superhydrophilic surfaces and coatings. Surf.
Innovations 2014, 2, 211−227.
(141) Hensel, R.; Neinhuis, C.; Werner, C. The Springtail Cuticle as
a Blueprint for Omniphobic Surfaces. Chem. Soc. Rev. 2016, 45, 323−
341.
(142) Liu, M.; Zheng, Y.; Zhai, J.; Jiang, L. Bioinspired Super-
Antiwetting Interfaces with Special Liquid-Solid Adhesion. Acc. Chem.
Res. 2010, 43, 368−377.
(143) Yong, J.; Chen, F.; Yang, Q.; Zhang, D.; Farooq, U.; Du, G.;
Hou, X. Bioinspired Underwater Superoleophobic Surface with
Ultralow Oil-Adhesion Achieved by Femtosecond Laser Micro-
fabrication. J. Mater. Chem. A 2014, 2, 8790−8795.
(144) Prum, R. O.; Quinn, T.; Torres, R. H. Anatomically Diverse
Butterfly Scales All Produce Structural Colours by Coherent
Scattering. J. Exp. Biol. 2006, 209, 748−765.
(145) Mouterde, T.; Lehoucq, G.; Xavier, S.; Checco, A.; Black, C.
T.; Rahman, A.; Midavaine, T.; Clanet, C.; Queŕe,́ D. Antifogging
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