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Abstract:



Quantum Dots (QDs) are promising alternatives to organic dyes as sensitisers for photocatalytic electrodes. This review article provides an overview of the current state of the art in this area. More specifically, different types of QDs with a special focus on heavy-metal free QDs and the methods for preparation and adsorption onto metal oxide electrodes (especially titania and zinc oxide) are discussed. Eventually, the key areas of necessary improvements are identified and assessed.
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1. Introduction


Dye sensitized photoelectrodes (e.g., electrodes coated with a photocatalyst) form the basis of many exciting applications such as solar powered energy conversion (artificial photosynthesis) [1,2] self-cleaning glass [3], sterilisation [4], and others. In these applications, a dye is excited by incident light and the resulting exciton is then split at the dye/photocatalyst interface by “injection” of one charge carrier into the photocatalyst. Thus, the life-time of the charge carriers is increased and the photocatalyst is activated. The most common embodiment of this principle involves an oxide photocatalyst (for example titania (TiO2) or zinc oxide (ZnO)), which is sensitized by an organic or inorganic dye. A crucial component of any photocatalytic system is the dye. While most applications use organic dyes and metal organic complexes, a minority employs semiconductor nanocrystals (or so called Quantum Dots (QDs)) for the same purpose.



QDs are used because they have unique and scalable optical properties where photoluminescence and absorption of the QDs are tunable. As an example the luminescence of QDs may be tuned from the infra-red red region of the spectrum to the blue, by changing the particle size and/or composition [5]. QDs additionally provide attractive alternatives to fluorescent organic dyes because they show stable optical properties with very little or no photobleaching, have relatively narrow emission line widths and large extinction coefficients (in the order of 17,000 mol−1 [6]). These properties make them interesting candidates for many applications including life sciences [7], light-harvesting ‘antennas’ for solar energy conversion [8], down-converters for electro-optical devices [9], building-blocks for electronics and many other applications.



Although the above advantages sound very promising, there are three major concerns with QD sensitized photocatalysts: First, the most commonly used and commercially available QDs are all cadmium and lead based. This makes them extremely toxic and less attractive for practical use, especially in the environment. Although the production of non-toxic QDs is rapidly becoming common, they are still not as commercially available. Second, QDs have to be bound strongly onto photocatalyst films in order to obtain robust oxide based photoelectrodes for the applications mentioned above. Finally, the charge transfer kinetics between QDs and photocatalysts has to be fast in order to achieve a highly efficient photoelectrode.



In this article we review and discuss the production and properties of QD sensitized photocatalyst films. We will discuss different types of QDs that have been used to sensitise photoelectrodes and address the attachment of QDs onto these oxide films, namely TiO2 and ZnO. This includes a variety of approaches to obtain the most optimum surface coverage on the metal oxide photoelectrode films, to be used in photocatalytic devices.




2. Quantum Dots


There are a range of commercially available QDs, including CdS, CdSe, CdTe, PbS, PbSe and other class A and B elements containing semiconductors. Although these QDs are advantageous due to their optical properties, they are unacceptable for most applications particularly in environmental, medicinal and biological research due to their intrinsic toxicity. Non-toxic, high quality QDs, which can be synthesised in an economically viable way, are now paving the way for new energy related, biological and medical applications.



Cadmium and lead-based QDs are un-questionably the most studied, however it is clear that a non-toxic alternative is needed. This goal turned out to be extremely difficult to achieve. Even though some publications on InP QDs started to appear as early as 1994 [10], until recently the monodispersity and optical properties of these particles could not match those of CdSe QDs [11]. InP has band-gap characteristics similar to the cadmium materials, there are now established synthesis and characterisation methods of achieving monodisperse and highly luminescent indium-based QDs [11–14]. Significantly, these materials have the tunable photophysical attributes of the cadmium chalcogenides without their unacceptable toxicity. Fast, controlled and homogenous heating of the polar reactants tris(trimethylsilyl) phosphine (TMS3P) and indium salts avoids hot-spots and inhomogeneities such that nucleation and growth of the nanocrystals are separated, promoting the formation of monodisperse QDs. However, the synthesis of InP QDs has two significant drawbacks. TMS3P is a very difficult to handle reagent and cannot be purchased in many countries, and the synthesis of InP QDs requires Schlenk-techniques which cannot be scaled up easily. However, given the non-toxic nature, and robust covalent lattice of the QDs makes them very attractive for sensitising photoelectrodes, and the medical research community [15]. Furthermore, in 2010 Nann et al. showed InP QDs to be a suitable sensitiser for solar water splitting applications whereby they were coated with an iron catalyst forming a 3-dimensional nanophotocathode for the production of hydrogen [1]. In this work, it was possible to realise a photocathode as gold was chosen as the electrode material, as opposed to the commonly used oxide photocatalysts, which are n-type semiconductors and thus photoanodes.



CuInX2, CuGaX2, AgInX2, AgGaX2 (X = S, Se) and similar materials are alternatives to InP because they are composed of abundant, readily available, non-toxic elements (no class A and B elements present) and the use of reactive phosphine precursors is avoided. Furthermore, their optical properties cover the whole visible and near infra-red range of the spectrum [16]. CuInS2 QDs (CIS) have proved to be a promising compound exhibiting good light-absorbing characteristics due to them being direct band gap materials containing intrinsic highly optical absorbing coefficients [17]. The synthesis of these ternary systems is much more difficult as compared with both, IIB/VI and III/V semiconductors. The most successful synthesis method for the preparation of monodispersed nanocrystals is the hot injection method [18]. A sulfur solution is injected into a hot solution of copper and indium ions in the presence of stabilising ligands. The injection causes an immediate nucleation burst and subsequent growth of the nanocrystals. Due to the difficulty of the synthesis, first publications on the preparation of CuInX2 and similar QDs started to appear only recently [19,20]. However, the optical quality of these QDs was relatively low. A major break-through has been achieved by Peng et al., who have published a synthesis method which results in CuInX2/ZnS nanoparticles with optical properties that resemble those of CdSe QDs [18]. Notably, all of the types of QDs discussed above have been used as sensitisers for photocatalytic metal oxide films. The type of the QDs affects the optical properties and performance of a photocatalytic device, where the adsorption and electronic linkage between QDs and metal oxides are governed by the surface ligands (and thus indirectly by the synthesis method) [21,22].




3. Photocatalytic Metal Oxides


Titania is an extensively studied and probably the most popular photocatalytic material. It is a wide-band gap semiconductor and does thus absorb ultra-violet light. Even though being very efficient, its overall ability to convert sunlight into any other form of energy is limited by its wide band-gap. Dye sensitisation extends the spectrum of light being absorbed into the visible range. The intrinsic presence of oxygen vacancies in TiO2 causes this metal oxide to be an n-type photoanode (the same applies to ZnO, which is the second most studied photocatalytic material).



ZnO is a semiconducting material which also has a wide-band-gap structure possessing similar properties to that of TiO2. The similar properties include the crystal structure, band gap and refractive index [23]. What makes ZnO a favourable material is the high electron mobility, desirable for good electron transport. This was recognised in previous literature where the typical electron mobility in ZnO was stated to be 10–100 times higher than that for TiO2, supporting lower electrical resistance and higher electron-transfer [24]. Although there is a considerable amount of literature on the use of ZnO semiconductors for applications in solar cells, their conversion efficiencies were reported to be 0.4–5.8% [25,26] compared with 11% for TiO2 [27]. It was also reported that these low efficiencies may be related to the ZnO being unstable in an acidic environment. The unstable structure was formed by an acidic dye and the Zn2+ ions aggregating together and/or the damage of the ZnO colloidal nanoparticles on the surface of the material [28]. The aggregation of nanoparticles makes it much harder to obtain an even surface coverage; in the following section we discuss the different adsorption methods of QDs onto metal oxide photoelectrodes.



P-type metal oxides are required in order to realise a photocathode. In 2008, Mor et al. generated a p-type TiO2 photocathode by anodisation of copper-rich titanium metal films which were co-sputtered onto fluorine-doped tin oxide (FTO) glass [29]. The conduction band of these photocathodes was found to be above the H2 evolution potential. However, research on p-type metal oxide semiconductors is still in its infancy [30].




4. Adsorption of QDs onto Metal Oxide Surfaces


There are two common approaches when attaching QDs to metal oxides, namely the chemical bath deposit (CBD) and the linker chemistry. CBD is a growth/deposition method where QDs are directly grown onto a metal oxide photocatalyst surface [31]. The other approach is using bi-functional molecules, for example carboxyl/thiol molecules as linkers [32,33]. Despite of the attachment of QDs onto metal oxide photocatalysts, surface properties such as hydrophobicity, contribution of the linker molecules to the electronic structure and electron transfer barriers contribute to the overall performance of a QD sensitized photoelectrode. Here, we focus on the linker based methods, because these methods allow for the highest flexibility of sensitising photocatalytic metal oxides and have been widely used.



Since the elemental and optical properties for QDs differ greatly upon the synthesis method, the underlying factors for surface functionalisation are the solvents and surface ligands. QDs are commonly synthesised in organic solvents such as octacedene, oleic acid, oleyamine, or trioctylphosphine (TOP). These solvents are organic and the mixtures contain many hydrophobic ligands. Therefore it can be expected that the resulting QDs are less likely to adsorb onto a hydrophilic surfaces such as TiO2 or ZnO. There are ways around this such as exchanging the ligands for hydrophilic ones [34]. In order to achieve hydrophilic QD surfaces, the ligand exchange methods commonly studied, all require the addition of an acidic medium. The usual exchange occurs with an excess addition of mercapto acids such as mercaptopropanoic acid (MPA) [35]. This occurs whereby the mercapto end adsorbs onto the QD surfaces by replacing the original ligands and the carboxylic end pointing into the solution. It was observed that hydrophilic QDs, adsorb onto the hydrophilic metal oxide surface (either TiO2 or ZnO) however there is a drawback, directly related to the now more acidic solutions these ligand exchanges create. Since metal oxides like ZnO tend to be unstable in acidic solutions (for example by dissolution or formation of hydroxides), the acidic surface ligands will react with ZnO and cause the QDs to aggregate (causing uneven coatings and difficult to achieve monolayer coverage).



Other recent studies have compared mercapto linker absorption (LA) with direct absorption (DA) [36,37]. The coating procedures for direct adsorption stay consistent throughout literature whereby the metal oxide is soaked in the QD solution, sometimes ranging from a few seconds to a few hours. Some studies even employed heating to aid their direct attachments [38]. Linker adsorption is carried out using the same way as direct adsorption; however bi-functional linker molecules like MPA are introduced. The studies illustrated that after comparing direct deposit with bi-functional ligand adsorption (using mercapto acids), the direct adsorption leads to a higher degree of QD aggregation [37]. As mentioned before, the aggregation has been thought to be due to decrease in pH, forming a more acidic solution reacting with the metal oxide surface. By addition of the base tetramethyl ammonium hydroxide (TMAH), MPA ligand exchange and hydrophilicity of the QDs is further fostered [39]. Recently, we have found that excess addition of this base increases the stability of the QDs in a ZnO metal oxide electrode but does not solve the aggregation problem. This suggests that the pH of the solution is not the only factor causing aggregation. We hypothesise that reaction of the mercapto acid with ZnO depletes the solution of ligand, which then causes aggregation of the QDs.



Recently, we were able to observe very good adsorption of aqueous CdTe QDs onto ZnO photoelectrodes (cf. Figure 1). This was indicated by a deep colour change on the photoelectrodes from white to pink.


Figure 1. (A) Bare nanoporous ZnO electrode. (B) CdTe coated ZnO electrode. Quantum Dots (QDs) have been synthesised in aqueous solution with MPA ligands.



[image: Nanomaterials 01 00079f1]






Although it would be much more convenient to synthesise the QDs in water or discard the use of excess hydrophobic ligands and thiols, the quality and the stability of the QDs are better when synthesised in organic solution. The thiol ligands provide strong assembly and capping for the QDs while they remain highly dispersible in organic solvents such as chloroform and toluene. While there has been some work on the synthesis of thiol free CIS QDs aiding the ligand exchange, they are still synthesised in an organic solvent making them hydrophobic and not readily adsorbed onto a hydrophilic surface [17]. Recently, Meng et al. have reported strong adsorbing aqueous CIS QDs, where the advantage of this was that they were synthesised in an aqueous solution making the QD suspension completely hydrophilic [40]. This hydrophilic dispersion has been shown (Figure 2) to readily adsorb onto porous TiO2 photoelectrodes due to its water based solvent. These structures offer long term stability, low toxicity and show excellent photocatalytic performance in solar cells [41].


Figure 2. CIS QDs adsorbed onto TiO2 films, (A) a bare TiO2 film (B–E) QD/TiO2 film after heating for 0 s, 30 s, 80 s, and 120 s respectively (Reprinted from [40], by permission of The Royal Society of Chemistry).
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ZnO is still thought of as an alternative to use over TiO2 because of its ease of crystallisation and anisotropic growth along with its desirable electronic properties [28]. Since ZnO is a semiconducting film it is necessary to compare the pure film against a coated QD ZnO film. This experiment was undertaken by Chen in 2010 by using one-dimensional ZnO nanowires. They report that ZnO nanowires loaded with QDs (24 h deposition time) showed a photocurrent three times larger than that of pristine ZnO nanowires. The tests were completed using nanowires of a similar thickness (ca. 0.7 mA cm−1) indicating that QDs harvest light at a greater efficiency than pure ZnO nanowires [24]. Photo conversion efficiency was quantitatively reported to be 1.83%, setting the highest efficiency reported from QDs on ZnO. The current literature clearly shows that QDs require hydrophilic surface coatings in order to adsorb onto metal oxide surfaces. However, the acidity and reactivity of common ligands is a major problem for ZnO photocatalysts. This dilemma may be solved by exploring new hydrophilic linker molecules that do not affect ZnO surfaces in the future.




5. QDs versus Organic Dyes as Photosensitisers


Quantum dot and organic dye sensitized nanoporous films have increasingly become the focal point for creating an ideal photocatalytic device. TiO2 and ZnO are two of the most common materials to be used for nanoparticle adsorption due to their proven photocatalytic activity. Thus far, the most efficient dye-sensitized solar cell was reported by O'Regan and Grätzel in 1991 where they reported exceptionally high efficiencies for the conversion of incident photons to electrical current of greater than 80%, giving an overall cell efficiency of 11% using a ruthenium based organic dye [27]. This limits the cells light harvesting ability due to the dye complex containing a relatively low extinction coefficient and having the possibility of electron recombination during the charge transfer process. Furthermore, organic dyes are intrinsically prone to photooxidation when exposed to heat and light, making it difficult to produce highly stable cells that are robust. Another disadvantage of organic dyes is that only few of them can absorb a broad spectral range, making this an issue when trying to absorb the whole solar spectrum.



Given these disadvantages and the improved optical properties of QDs, one would expect QD sensitized photocatalysts to be superior. So far, this has not been the case and we attribute the inferior properties of QD-sensitized devices to the difficulties in preparation discussed above. This problem was recognised by Zaban and Oron in 2011 who sought to widen the absorption spectra of dyes as well as improve the efficiency of the current dye-sensitized photovoltaic cells [8]. The design incorporated both the use of organic dyes as well as QDs working simultaneously as sensitisers for a photovoltaic cell. The QD antennas transferred the energy of the absorbed light to the dye molecules (most likely by Förster Resonance Energy Transfer (FRET)) resulting in a highly efficient energy transfer and improved performance of the device. Exchanging the use of organic dyes for QDs or using a combination of both therefore shows optimisation of light harvesting for use in photovoltaic devices.




6. Conclusions


The superior optical properties of QDs make them clearly interesting candidates as dyes for dye-sensitized photoelectrodes. Compared with organic dyes, they show better optical stability, large extinction coefficients and adaptability to the solar spectrum. A major drawback has always been the fact that almost any high-quality QDs comprised of highly toxic elements. However, the recent advent of less-toxic alternatives like InP or CIS seems to solve this problem. Given these circumstances, it is surprising that the most efficient photocatalytic electrodes use organic sensitisers so far. This leads to the conclusion that the methods for sensitising the underlying metal oxide photocatalysts still have a high potential for improvement.



It has been shown that QDs need to possess hydrophilic surface properties in order to adsorb onto metal oxide surfaces efficiently (QDs with hydrophobic surface ligands do adsorb to some degree, but not as readily as hydrophilic ones). There are two major strategies to obtain hydrophilic QDs: first, synthesis of QDs in aqueous solution; second, synthesis of QDs in organic solution with subsequent ligand exchange. Both methods lead to similar results.



The two most important photocatalytic metal oxides are titania and zinc oxide. Even though their physical properties are very similar, it has been observed that QD adsorption shows some distinct differences. Especially with zinc oxide, typical surface ligands such as MPA react with the oxide surface and influence the QD adsorption and may disrupt the heterojunction between QDs and zinc oxide. However, these phenomena have not been studied thoroughly yet.



It can be concluded that QDs are promising sensitisers for photocatalytic applications; however, current sensitisation methods do not lead to a satisfactory heterojunction between QDs and metal oxides. This is most likely to do with the surface ligands of the QDs as noticed by several authors already. Future work is necessary to investigate the interaction of QD surface ligands with metal oxides, the QD/metal oxide heterojunction and, in particular, the influence of the QD surface ligands on the electronic structure of the metal oxide surface and heterojunction.













References


	1. 
Nann, T.; Ibrahim, S.K.; Woi, P.-M.; Xu, S.; Ziegler, J.; Pickett, C.J. Water splitting by visible light: A nanophotocathode for hydrogen production. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2010, 49, 1574–1577. [Google Scholar]

	2. 
Kudo, A.; Kato, H.; Tsuji, I. Strategies for the development of visible-light-driven photocatalysts for water splitting. Chem. Lett. 2004, 33, 1534–1539. [Google Scholar]

	3. 
Fujishima, A.; Rao, T.N.; Tryk, D.A. Titanium dioxide photocatalysis. J. Photochem. Photobiol. 2000, 1, 1–21. [Google Scholar]

	4. 
Linsebigler, A.L.; Lu, G.; Yates, J.T. Photocatalysis on TiO2 surfaces: Principles, mechanisms, and selected results. Chem. Rev. 2011, 95, 735–758. [Google Scholar]

	5. 
Robel, I.; Kuno, M.; Kamat, P.V. Size-dependent electron injection from excited CdSe quantum dots into TiO2 nanoparticles. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2007, 129, 4136–4137. [Google Scholar]

	6. 
Yu, W.W.; Qu, L.; Guo, W.; Peng, X. Experimental determination of the extinction coefficient of CdTe, CdSe, and CdS nanocrystals. Chem. Mater. 2003, 15, 2854–2860. [Google Scholar]

	7. 
Bakalova, R.; Zhelev, Z.; Aoki, I.; Ohba, H.; Imai, Y.; Kanno, I. Silica-shelled single quantum dot micelles as imaging probes with dual or multimodality. Anal. Chem. 2011, 78, 5925–5932. [Google Scholar]

	8. 
Buhbut, S.; Itzhakov, S.; Tauber, E.; Shalom, M.; Hod, I.; Geiger, T.; Garini, Y.; Oron, D.; Zaban, A. Built-in quantum dot antennas in dye-sensitized solar cells. ACS Nano 2011, 4, 1293–1298. [Google Scholar]

	9. 
Brennan, T.P.; Ardalan, P.; Lee, H.-B.-R.; Bakke, J.R.; Ding, I.-K.; McGehee, M.D.; Bent, S.F. Atomic layer deposition of CdS quantum dots for solid-state quantum dot sensitized solar cells. Adv. Energy Mater. 2011. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	10. 
Micic, O.I.; Curtis, C.J.; Jones, K.M.; Sprague, J.R.; Nozik, A.J. Synthesis and characterization of InP quantum dots. J. Phys. Chem. 1994, 98, 4966–4969. [Google Scholar]

	11. 
Xu, S.; Ziegler, J.; Nann, T. Rapid synthesis of highly luminescent InP and InP/ZnS nanocrystals. J. Mater. Chem. 2008, 18, 2653–2656. [Google Scholar]

	12. 
Xu, S.; Klama, F.; Ueckermann, H.; Hoogewerff, J.; Clayden, N.; Nann, T. Optical and surface characterisation of capping ligands in the preparation of InP/ZnS quantum dots. Sci. Adv. Mater. 2009, 1, 125–137. [Google Scholar]

	13. 
Xu, S.; Kumar, S.; Nann, T. Rapid synthesis of high-quality InP nanocrystals. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2006, 128, 1054–1055. [Google Scholar]

	14. 
Battaglia, D.; Peng, X. Formation of high quality InP and InAs nanocrystals in a noncoordinating solvent. Nano Lett. 2002, 2, 1027–1030. [Google Scholar]

	15. 
Yong, K.-T.; Ding, H.; Roy, I.; Law, W.-C.; Bergey, E.J.; Maitra, A.; Prasad, P.N. Imaging pancreatic cancer using bioconjugated InP quantum dots. ACS Nano 2011, 3, 502–510. [Google Scholar]

	16. 
Omata, T. Size dependent optical band gap of ternary I-III-VI2 semiconductor nanocrystals. J. Appl. Phys. 2009, 105, 073106:1–073106:5. [Google Scholar]

	17. 
Chiang, M.-Y.; Chang, S.-H.; Chen, C.-Y.; Yuan, F.-W.; Tuan, H.-Y. Quaternary CuIn(S1–xSex)2 nanocrystals: Facile heating-up synthesis, band gap tuning, and gram-scale production. J. Phys. Chem. C 2011, 115, 1592–1599. [Google Scholar]

	18. 
Xie, R.; Rutherford, M.; Peng, X. Formation of High-Quality I–III–VI Semiconductor nanocrystals by tuning relative reactivity of cationic precursors. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2009, 131, 5691–5697. [Google Scholar]

	19. 
Castro, S.L.; Bailey, S.G.; Raffaelle, R.P.; Banger, K.K.; Hepp, A.F. Synthesis and characterization of colloidal CuInS2 nanoparticles from a molecular single-source precursor. J. Phys. Chem. B 2004, 108, 12429–12435. [Google Scholar]

	20. 
Kuo, K.-T.; Chen, S.-Y.; Cheng, B.-M.; Lin, C.-C. Synthesis and characterization of highly luminescent CuInS2 and CuInS2/ZnS (core/shell) nanocrystals. Thin Solid Films 2008, 517, 1257–1261. [Google Scholar]

	21. 
Fuke, N.; Hoch, L.B.; Koposov, A.Y.; Manner, V.W.; Werder, D.J.; Fukui, A.; Koide, N.; Katayama, H.; Sykora, M. CdSe quantum-dot-sensitized solar cell with ∼100% internal quantum efficiency. ACS Nano 2010, 4, 6377–6386. [Google Scholar]

	22. 
Szymanski, P.; Fuke, N.; Koposov, A.Y.; Manner, V.W.; Hoch, L.B.; Sykora, M. Effect of organic passivation on photoinduced electron transfer across the quantum dot/TiO2 interface. Chem. Commun. 2011, 47, 6437–6439. [Google Scholar]

	23. 
Zhang, Q.; Dandeneau, C.S.; Zhou, X.; Cao, G. ZnO nanostructures for dye-sensitized solar cells. Adv. Mater. 2009, 21, 4087–4108. [Google Scholar]

	24. 
Chen, H.M.; Chen, C.K.; Chang, Y.-C.; Tsai, C.-W.; Liu, R.-S.; Hu, S.-F.; Chang, W.-S.; Chen, K.-H. Quantum dot monolayer sensitized ZnO nanowire-array photoelectrodes: True efficiency for water splitting. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 2010, 49, 5966–5969. [Google Scholar]

	25. 
Leschkies, K.S.; Divakar, R.; Basu, J.; Enache-Pommer, E.; Boercker, J.E.; Carter, C.B.; Kortshagen, U.R.; Norris, D.J.; Aydil, E.S. Photosensitization of ZnO nanowires with CdSe quantum dots for photovoltaic devices. Nano Lett. 2007, 7, 1793–1798. [Google Scholar]

	26. 
Ko, S.H.; Lee, D.; Kang, H.W.; Nam, K.H.; Yeo, J.Y.; Hong, S.J.; Grigoropoulos, C.P.; Sung, H.J. Nanoforest of hydrothermally grown hierarchical ZnO nanowires for a high efficiency dye-sensitized solar cell. Nano Lett. 2011, 11, 666–671. [Google Scholar]

	27. 
O'Regan, B.; Gratzel, M. A low-cost, high-efficiency solar cell based on dye-sensitized colloidal TiO2 films. Nature 1991, 353, 737–740. [Google Scholar]

	28. 
Chou, T.P.; Zhang, Q.; Cao, G. Effects of dye loading conditions on the energy conversion efficiency of ZnO and TiO2 dye-sensitized solar cells. J. Phys. Chem. C 2011, 111, 18804–18811. [Google Scholar]

	29. 
Mor, G.K.; Varghese, O.K.; Wilke, R.H.T.; Sharma, S.; Shankar, K.; Latempa, T.J.; Choi, K.-S.; Grimes, C.A. p-Type Cu–Ti–O nanotube arrays and their use in self-biased heterojunction photoelectrochemical diodes for hydrogen generation. Nano Lett. 2011, 8, 1906–1911. [Google Scholar]

	30. 
Janotti, A.; van de Walle, C.G. Fundamentals of zinc oxide as a semiconductor. Rep. Prog. Phys. 2009, 72, 126501. [Google Scholar]

	31. 
Lai, C.-H.; Chou, P.-T. All chemically deposited, annealing and mesoporous metal oxide free CdSe solar cells. Chem. Commun. 2011, 47, 3448–3450. [Google Scholar]

	32. 
Bang, J.H.; Kamat, P.V. Quantum dot sensitized solar cells. A tale of two semiconductor nanocrystals: CdSe and CdTe. ACS Nano 2011, 3, 1467–1476. [Google Scholar]

	33. 
Robel, I.; Subramanian, V.; Kuno, M.; Kamat, P.V. Quantum dot solar cells. Harvesting light energy with CdSe nanocrystals molecularly linked to mesoscopic TiO2 films. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2006, 128, 2385–2393. [Google Scholar]

	34. 
Pong, B.-K.; Trout, B.L.; Lee, J.-Y. Modified ligand-exchange for efficient solubilization of CdSe/ZnS quantum dots in water: A procedure guided by computational studies. Langmuir 2011, 24, 5270–5276. [Google Scholar]

	35. 
Mora-Seró, I.; Giménez, S.; Moehl, T.; Fabregat-Santiago, F.; Lana-Villareal, T.; Gómez, R.; Bisquert, J. Factors determining the photovoltaic performance of a CdSe quantum dot sensitized solar cell: The role of the linker molecule and of the counter electrode. Nanotechnology 2008, 19, 424007:1–424007:7. [Google Scholar]

	36. 
Mora-Seró, I.; Likodimos, V.; Giménez, S.; Martínez-Ferrero, E.; Albero, J.; Palomares, E.; Kontos, A.G.; Falaras, P.; Bisquert, J. Fast regeneration of CdSe quantum dots by Ru dye in sensitized TiO2 electrodes. J. Phys. Chem. C 2010, 114, 6755–6761. [Google Scholar]

	37. 
Guijarro, N.; Lana-Villarreal, T.; Mora-Seró, I.; Bisquert, J.; Gómez, R. CdSe quantum dot-sensitized TiO2 electrodes: Effect of quantum dot coverage and mode of attachment. J. Phys. Chem. C 2009, 113, 4208–4214. [Google Scholar]

	38. 
Nam, M.; Lee, S.; Park, J.; Kim, S.-W.; Lee, K.-K. Development of hybrid photovoltaic cells by incorporating CuInS2 quantum dots into organic photoactive layers. Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 2011, 50, 1–5. [Google Scholar]

	39. 
Pong, B.-K.; Trout, B.L.; Lee, J.-Y. Modified ligand-exchange for efficient solubilization of CdSe/ZnS quantum dots in water: A procedure guided by computational studies. Langmuir 2008, 24, 5270–5276. [Google Scholar]

	40. 
Hu, X.; Zhang, Q.; Huang, X.; Li, D.; Luo, Y.; Meng, Q. Aqueous colloidal CuInS2 for quantum dot sensitized solar cells. J. Mater. Chem. 2011, 21, 15903–15905. [Google Scholar]

	41. 
Liu, W.; Mitzi, D.B.; Yuan, M.; Kellock, A.J.; Chey, S.J.; Gunawan, O. 12% efficiency CuIn(Se,S)2 photovoltaic device prepared using a hydrazine solution process. Chem. Mater. 2011, 22, 1010–1014. [Google Scholar]





© 2011 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/).







nav.xhtml


  nanomaterials-01-00079


  
    		
      nanomaterials-01-00079
    


  




  





media/file3.png





media/file1.png





media/file0.jpg





media/file2.jpg
S -





