
Citation: Kim, J.; Shin, D.; Chang, J.

Printing Polymeric Convex Lenses to

Boost the Sensitivity of a Graphene-

Based UV Sensor. Polymers 2022, 14,

3204. https://doi.org/10.3390/

polym14153204

Academic Editors: Carmen Rial

Tubio and Pedro Costa

Received: 28 June 2022

Accepted: 4 August 2022

Published: 5 August 2022

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral

with regard to jurisdictional claims in

published maps and institutional affil-

iations.

Copyright: © 2022 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license (https://

creativecommons.org/licenses/by/

4.0/).

polymers

Article

Printing Polymeric Convex Lenses to Boost the Sensitivity of a
Graphene-Based UV Sensor
Jonghyun Kim 1,* , Dongwoon Shin 2 and Jiyoung Chang 3,*

1 Department of Mechanical Engineering, Keimyung University, 1095 Dalgubeol Daero, Daegu 42601, Korea
2 Max Planck Institute for Polymer Research, Ackermannweg 10, 55128 Mainz, Germany
3 Department of Mechanical Engineering, University of Utah, Salt Lake City, UT 84112, USA
* Correspondence: kimjh@kmu.ac.kr (J.K.); jy.chang@utah.edu (J.C.)

Abstract: Ultraviolet (UV) is widely used in daily life as well as in industrial manufacturing. In
this study, a single-step postprocess to improve the sensitivity of a graphene-based UV sensor is
studied. We leverage the advantage of electric-field-assisted on-demand printing, which is simply
applicable for mounting functional polymers onto various structures. Here, the facile printing process
creates optical plano-convex geometry by accelerating and colliding a highly viscous droplet on a
micropatterned graphene channel. The printed transparent lens refracts UV rays. The concentrated
UV photon energy from a wide field of view enhances the photodesorption of electron-hole pairs
between the lens and the graphene sensor channel, which is coupled with a large change in resistance.
As a result, the one-step post-treatment has about a 4× higher sensitivity compared to bare sensors
without the lenses. We verify the applicability of printing and the boosting mechanism by variation
of lens dimensions, a series of UV exposure tests, and optical simulation. Moreover, the method
contributes to UV sensing in acute angle or low irradiation. In addition, the catalytic lens provides
about a 9× higher recovery rate, where water molecules inside the PEI lens deliver fast reassembly of
the electron-hole pairs. The presented method with an ultimately simple fabrication step is expected
to be applied to academic research and prototyping, including optoelectronic sensors, energy devices,
and advanced manufacturing processes.

Keywords: printing; electrospinning; polymer; lens; graphene; sensor; fabrication; manufacturing;
sensitivity

1. Introduction

Ultraviolet (UV) is widely used in daily life as well as in industrial manufacturing,
such as in virus sterilization, insect removal, aesthetic curing, lighting for biotherapy,
and bonding for structural assembly. However, excessive use of UV can cause serious
damage to integrated devices and even to users. Hence, precise measurement is greatly
important to properly exploit the advantages of UV [1–3]. Among measurement methods,
the use of graphene (GP) for UV sensing has received great attention for its lightweight,
superior electrical and mechanical properties [4–6], chemo-functionality [7,8], and quick
opto-response [9,10]. To overcome the sensor’s aboriginal capabilities, various techniques
to improve sensitivity have recently been suggested. First, utilizing nanostructures for
modulation of response was reported, but the methods involve time-consuming fabrication
processes, expensive facilities, or are infeasible for microscale devices [11–13]. To avoid
complicated structures, a surface modification of graphene using specialized functional
molecules was suggested. However, such a method inevitably involves expensive materials
and treatment processes [14]. Next, introducing high humidity in the sensing sequence can
be one of the alternates for enhancing sensitivity as it is simple, cost-efficient, and applicable
to microscale devices. However, exposure to graphene in a highly humid atmosphere for
a long time is known to degrade photosensitivity [15]. Furthermore, it was reported that
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the generation of a graphene oxide layer underwater improves the sensitivity, yet in turn,
the use underwater sacrifices the mobility of compact electronic devices [16]. Likewise,
Li [17], Hernaez [18], and Sanctis et al. [19] presented comparative performance tables in
reviews of graphene-based photodetectors, which supported insightful background studies.
As emerging materials and manufacturing technologies such as graphene synthesis and
printings have been developed, there is room for improving the performance of the sensor.
Thus, it is necessary to develop a new strategy for UV sensing that promises superior
sensitivity by combining low-cost materials, simple preparation, easy fabrication, and
harmonization with the graphene.

The plano-convex lens has been utilized in a wide range of applications by using
its well-established optical theory, including as a solar concentrator in photovoltaic sys-
tems [20], as optical sensors in automotive parts [21], in laser exposure systems [22], and as
an artificial eye in biomimicry robotics [23]. The simplification of the fabrication process
is important from a productive point of view. To date, a variety of fabrication processes
have been suggested to create plano-convex lenses, including inkjet printing [24], mold-
ing [25], and reflowing [26]. However, they possess complicated steps such as the need for
a customized needle and actuator [24], inevitable part replacement [25], and the difficulty
of dimension control of the individual products [26]. Besides, dimensional controllability
of the lens is the foremost interest. In particular, adjusting the focal point in the process
is a fastidious task. Even though several techniques, such as molding and etching [27],
have been demonstrated, these techniques are not capable of obtaining a smooth curved
surface. Similar to our method, one method used the electrowetting of tuned contact
angles of the individual polymeric lens by employing an external electric field (EF) after
shooting the droplet [28]. However, the process has a critical issue where the strong EF can
damage the graphene layer. Since surface treatments also have widely been studied [29,30],
the processes are limited in the selection of substrate and are not appropriate for large
manufacturing as each lens needs to be treated separately.

As shown in Figure 1, here, we employ a simple printing method to create a functional
lens on a UV sensor, leveraging the advantage of the EF. In order to use printing as the core
method of UV sensor manufacturing, we looked at the types of printing categorized into
three major technologies, i.e., stereolithography (focused laser curing), deposition printing
(extrusion) [31], and EF-assisted printing [32]. In stereolithography, layered base molds are
formed by photopolymerization. The resin stored in the tank selectively is exposed to light.
Since the photopolymerized product is submerged in the resin, this method allows lower
design freedom than constrained surface printings for the lens mounting [33]. Moreover,
the photopolymers and the tools used in stereolithography typically are expensive, thus
it is not a cost-effective method compared to deposition printing [34]. On the other hand,
deposition printing is a facile process that uses thermoplastic filaments or photopolymers.
Recently, fused deposition printing has become the most common technique for producing
thermoplastic filaments. Easily accessible materials, such as acrylonitrile butadiene styrene
(ABS) [35], polylactic acid (PLA), and thermoplastic polyurethane (TPU), can be extruded
rapidly. However, since its ability to fuse with adjacent layers is low, fused deposition is
inappropriate for use with sensor devices that require controllable high-gloss curvature [36].
The EF-assisted printing can shoot a highly viscous polymer droplet and create the optical
plano-convex lens on a sensor surface. The fundamental idea behind this technique is
based on near-field electrospinning (NFES) [37], a nanofiber-producing method utilizing
electrohydrodynamic behavior in which the polymeric jet flow rate is closed related to the
amplitude of the EF. In our prior work, electrospinning was initiated when the EF between
the needle tip and the collector exceeded the threshold level, leading to the electrostatic
force acting between the ion inside the polymer solution and the conductive collector
being stronger than the surface tension of the polymer [38]. However, when an excessive
level of the EF was formed between the tip and the collector, the unbalanced EF created a
discontinuous polymer jet rather than forming a continuous fiber [37]. When the pulling
force by both the electrostatic force and gravity on the droplet exceeded the capillary force,
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the droplet was ejected and fell toward the device [39,40]. In a recent publication [32],
we presented the printing system for a macroscale lens array which was integrated into a
microscope as a teleconverter, into fluidic tubing as a magnifier, into a laser exposing as
a concentrator, and into an LED bulb encapsulating as a light diffuser. By leveraging this
interesting phenomenon, we can apply this principle to the formation of a plano-convex
lens by accelerating and colliding droplets onto the graphene-based UV sensor channel.
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Figure 1. Concept of electric-field-assisted printing of PEI–water solution: the multi-nozzle provides
high-throughput batch fabrication of plano-convex lenses to improve the sensitivity of graphene-
based UV sensors. The sensor can be applied to various applications.

As a result, the EF-printing process fabricates functional lenses that can significantly
improve the sensitivity of graphene-based UV sensors. We first synthesized a graphene
layer and transferred it onto a microdevice. The EF printing draws a microfiber etch-
block that can pattern microscale graphene sensor channels. Batch fabrication using a
multi-nozzle with adjusting individual EF modulation accelerates, resulting in continuous
variation of the focusing power of lenses, which provides an affordable and reliable fabrica-
tion, time-efficient, and low-cost process. Accordingly, optically concentrated UV rays that
come through the refractive polymeric convex lens provide enhanced photon energy onto
the graphene sensor channel. The UV sensing response is outstandingly boosted compared
to graphene sensors without lenses, which is coupled with the change in resistance (∆R)
and which is proportional to UV photons. This result provides enhancement of small
form-factor optoelectronic sensors through single-step postprocessing. It is envisioned
that the method can be leveraged for applications in academic research and prototyping,
including optoelectronic sensors, energy devices, and advanced manufacturing processes.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Materials

Figure 2a provides the materials used for the sensor device, which are listed in the
order of the fabrication process. For the sensor substrate, silicon dioxide (300 nm, SiO2),
was grown on a silicon wafer. Chrome (Cr) and gold (Au) for electrodes (purity 9.999%)
were sequentially patterned by sputtering and mask-based UV photolithography. The
graphene sheet was grown using a copper (Cu) foil. Cu was etched with 2% ammonium
persulfate. The graphene was transferred using poly(methyl methacrylate) (PMMA).
Raman spectroscopy and a scanning electron microscope (SEM, Helios Nanolab 650, FEI)
were employed for graphene analysis. Polyethylene oxide (PEO, powder, Mw 4,000,000,
Sigma-Aldrich) was diluted in DI water (2 wt%). The transparent polyethyleneimine (PEI)
solution for the lens was purchased from Sigma-Aldrich (Mw: 600,000–900,000, dissolved
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in 50% H2O by manufacturer, transmittance >90%, hydrophilic, quality level 200, viscosity
18–40 Pas at 20 degrees, refractive index 1.44–1.45).

Polymers 2022, 14, x FOR PEER REVIEW 4 of 16 
 

 

Sigma-Aldrich) was diluted in DI water (2 wt%). The transparent polyethyleneimine (PEI) 
solution for the lens was purchased from Sigma-Aldrich (Mw: 600,000–900,000, dissolved 
in 50% H2O by manufacturer, transmittance >90%, hydrophilic, quality level 200, viscosity 
18–40 Pas at 20 degrees, refractive index 1.44–1.45).  

 
Figure 2. (a) Electric-field (EF)-assisted droplet printing mode and printed lens on the graphene-
based sensor surface. (b) Simulated EF distribution, where the strongest EF is expected at the lowest 
point of the droplet. The droplet flies on a pathway where the strongest electrostatic force is gener-
ated. (c) Schematic of droplet variation. The lenses are fabricated with different curvatures by vary-
ing the applied voltage. The stronger the EF, the larger the collision and spreading. (d) EF-assisted 
on-demand printing system. 

2.2. EF-Printing Technology 
Figure 2b provides a simulation analysis using a COMSOL electrostatic module to 

verify the effect of the EF. The strongest electrostatic force is generated at the lowest point 
of the droplet. The droplet can be shot and accelerated through a pathway where the 
strongest EF is prompted. The stronger electrostatic force associated with the higher ap-
plied voltage resulted in a faster droplet and stronger collision on the device, as shown in 
Figure 2c. Even with droplets of the same size, the level of the EF can be utilized to control 
the dimensions of the plano-convex lenses, including the radius of curvature, diameter, 
and thickness associated with focal length, effectively [32]. 

2.3. Printing System 
Figure 2d shows an in-house built printing system that can precisely deposit poly-

meric droplets on the surface of the device [32]. The printing system consisted of a micro-
pump (New Era Pump Systems), a syringe, a metallic needle (Nordson, OH), an XYZ mo-
torized moving stage (ONE-XY100 for the XY-axis, origin repeatability ± 0.1 μm, mini-
mum incremental motion 0.05 μm; GTS30V for the Z-axis, origin repeatability ± 0.05 μm, 
minimum incremental motion 0.1 μm; Newport, Irvine, CA, USA), a silicon wafer, a 
power supply (PS350, Stanford Research System®), a long-distance microscope (K2 Dis-
taMax, Infinity), a USB camera (Basler ace), a hygrometer, and a thermometer. A UV flash-
light (TaoTronics, Shenzhen, China) with a wavelength of 365 nm was used for exposure. 
A digital optical photometer (2835-C, Newport, Irvine, CA, USA) and probe (818-SL, 

Figure 2. (a) Electric-field (EF)-assisted droplet printing mode and printed lens on the graphene-based
sensor surface. (b) Simulated EF distribution, where the strongest EF is expected at the lowest point
of the droplet. The droplet flies on a pathway where the strongest electrostatic force is generated.
(c) Schematic of droplet variation. The lenses are fabricated with different curvatures by varying
the applied voltage. The stronger the EF, the larger the collision and spreading. (d) EF-assisted
on-demand printing system.

2.2. EF-Printing Technology

Figure 2b provides a simulation analysis using a COMSOL electrostatic module to
verify the effect of the EF. The strongest electrostatic force is generated at the lowest point of
the droplet. The droplet can be shot and accelerated through a pathway where the strongest
EF is prompted. The stronger electrostatic force associated with the higher applied voltage
resulted in a faster droplet and stronger collision on the device, as shown in Figure 2c. Even
with droplets of the same size, the level of the EF can be utilized to control the dimensions
of the plano-convex lenses, including the radius of curvature, diameter, and thickness
associated with focal length, effectively [32].

2.3. Printing System

Figure 2d shows an in-house built printing system that can precisely deposit polymeric
droplets on the surface of the device [32]. The printing system consisted of a micropump
(New Era Pump Systems), a syringe, a metallic needle (Nordson, OH), an XYZ motorized
moving stage (ONE-XY100 for the XY-axis, origin repeatability ± 0.1 µm, minimum incre-
mental motion 0.05 µm; GTS30V for the Z-axis, origin repeatability ± 0.05 µm, minimum
incremental motion 0.1 µm; Newport, Irvine, CA, USA), a silicon wafer, a power supply
(PS350, Stanford Research System®), a long-distance microscope (K2 DistaMax, Infinity), a
USB camera (Basler ace), a hygrometer, and a thermometer. A UV flashlight (TaoTronics,
Shenzhen, China) with a wavelength of 365 nm was used for exposure. A digital optical
photometer (2835-C, Newport, Irvine, CA, USA) and probe (818-SL, Newport, Irvine, CA,
USA) measured UV irradiance. The temperature sensor maintained a temperature of 70 ◦F
and a humidity of 20%. A self-written LabVIEW graphical user interface (GUI) system
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monitored three camera modules in real time and precisely controlled the XYZ motorized
stage. The heavily doped silicon wafer was mounted on the XYZ stage and utilized as a
conductive target collector. System parameters such as applied pressure, the hydrophobic-
ity of the needle [41], and the inner/outer diameter of the needle [42] played effective roles
in determining the size of the droplet. The droplet printing system can simply transform
into NFES by reducing the tip-to-collector distance and the applied voltage, as described
previously in the introduction.

2.4. Fabrication Processes

Figure 3 shows the fabrication process of the graphene-based photosensor with a lens,
which includes three key fabrication groups: (a) a graphene synthesis and transfer onto a
sensor chip, (b) a formation of the graphene channel using NFES, and (c) the formation of
the lens using droplet printing.
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Figure 3. Fabrication of graphene-based photosensor. (a) Synthesis of single-layer graphene and
transferring on the sensor. Raman spectroscopy verifies the graphene. Cr/Au electrodes are patterned
by employing UV photolithography. (b) Facile patterning of a graphene channel via near-field
electrospinning. PEO is spun on the graphene surface. Oxygen plasma etches the graphene. The
protected region covered by the spun fiber remains as a graphene sensor channel (c) for droplet
printing and measurement. The droplet is mounted on the graphene channel. UV exposure is from 0
and 30 degrees. Change in resistance (∆R) is proportional to UV photon.

2.4.1. Graphene Synthesis

Details of graphene synthesis and microscale channeling can be found in previous
works, which provide originality and in-depth information [43,44]. In Figure 3a, the single-
layer graphene was synthesized by the chemical vapor deposition (CVD) process [43,44].
A copper film was used for the growth substrate. The film was exposed to H2 for 100 sccm
for 1 min and CH4 for 30 sccm for 3 min in the furnace at 550 ◦C. Then, 10 sccm of H2
flowed for 100 min in the 1050 ◦C furnace. After a preheating process, the film was exposed
to both H2 of 10 sccm and CH4 of 22 sccm for 85 min simultaneously. The furnace was
shut off after 25 min into the growth process. All gases were stopped after 85 min. The
film was stored in the furnace for natural cooling to room temperature overnight. In the
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subset plot, the grown layer was identified by matching the characteristic wavelength of
the single-layer graphene-based on the characterization by Raman spectroscopy [45].

2.4.2. Graphene-PMMA Transferring

The synthesized graphene sheet was then transferred onto the device surface by a
poly(methyl methacrylate) (PMMA) transfer technique [44]. The PMMA was spin-coated
on the synthesized graphene in the copper film. The baked graphene-PMMA-Cu sheet
was floated on a 2% ammonium persulfate solution to etch the Cu layer. After 6 h, the
graphene-PMMA sheet was scooped up and transferred onto the device. The graphene-
PMMA sheet was naturally dried at room temperature for 24 h. Then, the PMMA layer
on the top surface was removed by putting it in acetone for 6 h. The subset SEM image
shows that the graphene sheet, as a photoabsorber, was successfully mounted on the device.
Conductive electrodes and contact pads were patterned using UV photolithography and
Cr/Au sputtering on the SiO2-deposited wafer.

2.4.3. Graphene Channel via Near-Field Electrospinning

Figure 3b follows a facile patterning of the graphene channel using a fiber etch-block.
We used the printing system in NFES mode to deposit microfibers by setting the process
parameters to 0.8 kV of the applied voltage and 1.0 mm of the distance between needle and
substrate. To deposit the straight-line fiber, the jet impact speed and the collector speed
should be matched [46]. We used an image processing method to account for the jet impact
speed [37], then the collector speed was equalized to the estimated jet impact speed. Since
an ultrahigh molecular weight of PEO is used as a rich crystalline polymer solution for the
NFES, the deposited fiber (width of 80–100 µm) served as a barricade mask that endures
the oxygen plasma while etching the graphene. As a result, only the protected region
covered by the spun fiber remained as a graphene photosensor channel [43,47], whereas
the uncovered graphene was fully eliminated [48].

2.4.4. Electric-Field-Assisted Lens Printing

Figure 3c and the following sections provide the details of the droplet printing high-
lighted in this paper. At the beginning of the droplet printing process, the micropump
pushes out the polymer solution through the needle, forming a droplet via the balance
between the capillary force and the gravitational force. Once the desired droplet size is
formed at the end of the needle, the micropump is turned off and the EF is generated by
applying an electrical potential difference between the needle and the silicon wafer. The
silicon wafer and the metal needle tip are connected to a high voltage supply to provide an
electric potential to generate the EF (EF = applied voltage/distance between the needle and
substrate). The programmable XYZ stage is used to locate the position of the droplets and
to adjust the tip-to-collector distance. It was reported that electric discharge occurs when a
high EF is applied with a short tip-to-collector distance [46]. However, in our design, the
SiO2 is chosen for the dielectric surface layer of the sensor device as SiO2 not only allows
the deposition of plano-convex lenses owing to its hydrophobicity, but also prevents the
electrical discharge in the EF-assisted printing process.

Here, PEI hydrogel was chosen as the key material of the plano-convex microlenses.
The PEI solution has an appropriate high viscosity (18–40 Pa s) to form a low-aspect
ratio semi-ellipse convex lens. Additionally, the PEI solution has advantageous optical
transmittance (above 90%) and a refractive index of 1.45 in a wide range of wavelengths,
which are crucial factors in determining optical performance. The PEI lenses with the
diameter of the submillimeter are fabricated by use of a microneedle (32 gauge, 235 µm
of outer diameter, 108 µm of inner diameter). With precise control, the printing system
deposits the microlens on the graphene channel. The digital optical photometer and probe
support controlling the UV irradiance, and the I-V curve is measured in real time.
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2.4.5. Controlling Curvature of Lenses

In this work, we demonstrate the consistency of the droplet size by controlling the flow
with the EF and vision monitoring. The dimensions of the lenses vary the optical refraction,
which affects the boosting effect of the UV sensor. The ability to precisely control the lens
dimensions expands the stable manufacturability and selectivity of the sensor’s measuring
range. According to a relationship between the f-number and aperture, focal point =
f-number × aperture, where the focal point is related to the diameter of the lens, which
is controlled via corresponding droplet volume and EF [32]. The radius of the curvature
of the lens significantly depends on the kinetic energy of the droplet and liquid–surface
interaction upon collision on the substrate [49]. Hence, the radius of curvature of the
droplet can be effectively adjusted by controlling the applied voltage. Therefore, a higher
EF leads to more kinetic energy of the droplet in the fixed distance between the needle
and the target surface, resulting in a stronger collision and spreading of the droplet. We
fixed the distance between the needle and substrate distance to be 3 mm while the applied
voltage was adjusted between 1.5 and 3.5 kilovolts (kV) to create the various curvatures of
the lenses.

2.5. Principle of Boosting Sensitivity

As shown in Figure 4, a photodesorption and a readsorption of molecules contained in
the PEI–water droplet are keys to boosting the sensitivity of the photosensing. Although the
ideal graphene has a pristine phase, the in-house-synthesized graphene exhibits a p-type
phase due to the polymer residues and O2 introduced during the device fabrication and
transfer sequence [50,51]. In general, once H2O molecules from the air are adsorbed on
the graphene surface [51], the Fermi level lowers the Dirac point and the resistance (R).
Upon UV exposure, R (Ω) increases. The photon energy excites the electron-hole pairs (n),
which can be expressed as molecular photodesorption (dn/dt = photon-flux × number of
molecules × photodesorption cross-section) [52]. The photodesorption, which is coupled
with the change in resistance (∆R), is proportional to both UV photons and the number
of adsorbed molecules. The sensitivity is calculated by the relative resistance change,
∆R R0

−1, where R0 is the initial resistance of a graphene channel. Without UV exposure,
H2O molecules readsorbed on the graphene layer modulate the local carrier concentration,
resulting in the recuperation of ∆R R0

−1 [51].
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Figure 4. Boosting mechanism in UV measurement. UV sensing and recovery sequence of function-
alized graphene. Upon UV exposure, the photon energy excites electron-hole pairs, increasing the
resistance (Ω). Without UV exposure, molecules are readsorbed on the graphene layer, resulting in
recovery, in which the printed polymeric lens performs boosted sensing and recovery in large ± ∆R.
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3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Lens Fabrication and Products

Figure 5a introduces sequentially varied lens products for a comparison of dimensions.
To verify the dimensional stability of lens products of the droplet printing system, the
droplet was directly printed on a transparent film substrate (refractive index 1.57, trans-
mittance 91%, Thermanox®). The printing process did not exhibit noticeable differences in
micrometers with or without the presence of the thin film. The effect of placing the thin film
(εr: 2, thickness 200 µm) on top of the wafer negligibly reduces the EF strength by about
3% [32]. Experimental results are shown in the photo presenting the varying dimensions
of the fabricated lenses by applied voltage (Vin) with a 0.5 kV increment. A Vin of 3.5 kV
causes higher kinetic energy to the droplet than Vin of 1.5 kV; thus, the larger the Vin, the
larger the diameter (D) of lenses. Figure 5b shows the curvature of lenses. The larger radius
of curvature (Rc) of the droplet is formed compared to one by the Vin of 1.5 kV. The results
shown in the three images support the idea that the larger the Vin, the smaller the static
contact angles. It implies that the higher the static contact angle, the smaller the Rc and
shorter the optical focal point, which means the graphene sensor channel can face a higher
concentration of UV photon energy rather than a large Rc.
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Figure 5. Products and quantification. (a) Droplets printed by Vin from 1.5 to 3.5 kV with 0.5 kV
increment. (b) The larger the Vin, the smaller the static contact angle and the larger the radius of
curvature. (c,d) The side and top microscopic view of the lens. (e) The diameter (aperture) of the
lens is maintained during printing and solidification. (f) Imaging mode of the printed droplet. The
droplet printed on the transparent substrate magnifies wire grids through the refraction. (g) The
higher Vin causes the larger diameter and the larger radius of curvature. (h) The higher Vin leads to
the smaller the thickness of the lens center. (i) The higher Vin produces large lateral surface area. The
volume of the droplet is maintained through the vision control system.
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Figure 5c,d magnify the side and top view of the lenses with notations of the thickness
of the lens center, Rc, and D of the lens. Herein, we highlight the effect of Vin on the
dimensions of the lenses, but foremost, we confirmed that the diameters do not change (∆D
D0

−1) after the formation of the hydrophilic lenses on the hydrophobic SiO2. Additionally,
the D (aperture) of the lens is secured during the printing process. Upon completion of
solidification, the lens did not experience noticeable deformation as shown in Figure 5e.
However, the D is enlarged and deformed if the sensor is not horizontally positioned before
curing. In Figure 5f, to verify the optical functionality through the imaging lens mode, the
deposited lens with the film is placed on a microruler that has black grid lines with an
interval of 100 µm. As shown with the arrow, the fabricated PEI droplet magnifies the grid
lines, verifying that it utilizes a refractive optical lens.

The overall dimensional quantification shown in Figure 5g–i presents how Vin can
effectively modulate the dimension of the lenses, including the D, lens center thickness,
and Rc, which affects the focusing of the UV ray. Figure 5g presents the dimensional
variation of D and Rc as a function of Vin, in which the higher Vin produces the larger D
and Rc. Figure 5h shows the modification of thickness of the lens center as a function of
Vin, exhibiting that the higher Vin leads to the smaller thickness of the lens center. This
consistently supports the tendency of D and Rc increasing as EF increases. The results
also confirm that the spreading of droplets is primarily determined by EF-assisted kinetic
energy [49]. Thus, controlling Vin in the printing process can vary the kinetic energy of
the droplet, which effectively changes the dimensions of the lenses. Figure 5i shows the
volume and change of the lateral surface area as a function of Vin, whereas volume is
calculated. The Rc and thickness of the lens center reveal that as Vin increases, the volume
of the lenses shows negligible changes (<3.7%) because the droplet size is maintained
through droplet printing, which is monitored through vision control in real time. Although
the microcontroller can maintain the size of droplets, the volume of the printed droplet is
slightly increased due to the inevitable pulling of the viscoelastic polymer ejected from the
pipeline of the needle. Next, the plot shows that the larger the Vin, the larger the lateral
surface area.

3.2. Geometrical Analysis

An optical principle to largely boost the UV sensitivity via the Vin is clarified in this
section. The greater concentrated UV irradiance caused by the geometrical refraction of
the lens gives the graphene sensor a higher sensing resolution. In general, a greater lateral
surface area (wide aperture) absorbs and delivers more optical rays. Here, however, we
provide a study of how the smaller lateral surface area aims for greater boosting. Figure 6a
presents the relationship between the incident angle (θ1), refraction angle (θ2), refraction
surfaces (S1), reflection surface (S2), and refractive index of mediums, according to Snell’s
law (n1 sinθ1 = n2 sinθ2). A smaller Rc (left lens) leads to the larger difference between
θ1 and θ2, resulting in the shorter focal point, in which the concentrated UV irradiance
transmitted onto the sensing surface (S2) is greatly enhanced. On the other hand, when
the same incident rays having the same θ1 pass through the thin droplet, the refraction
enlarges the focal point, reducing the UV irradiance on the S2. This can demonstrate the
relationship between material properties and sensing enhancement. A dome-shaped lens
was printed using the property that the hydrophilic PEI solution does not spread on the
sensor surface [41]. Conversely, if a hydrophobic solution is used, not only is it difficult to
form a lens, but it also spreads widely and has the thin thickness of the lens, which reduces
the optical focusing ability. In general, if the incident rays are propagated from a large
angle as shown in Figure 6b, the S2 inevitably reflects rays due to its glossy surface. It was
reported that the graphene-mounted SiO2 sensor reflects optical rays as a reflection surface,
in which the amount of irradiance decreases [53].
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3.3. Ray Optics Simulation

Figure 7a provides a schematic of the optocatalytic boosting of the graphene-based
photosensor. The one-step printed polymeric lens on the graphene-based sensor focuses
UV rays onto the graphene channel. The graphene channel detects enhanced UV irra-
diance. Figure 7b shows the COMSOL optics simulation, presenting the modulation of
UV exposure through the lenses where incident UV irradiance is concentrated similar to
the virtual refracted rays. The dimensions of each lens are designed to be identical to
the fabricated ones by Vin from 1.5 to 3.5 kV. According to the relationship between the
focal point and dimension for the plano-convex droplet, the focal point is expressed as
Rc (refractive index-1)−1. Figure 7c shows the simulation outcome on the output of UV
irradiance on the S2. The result indicates that the lenses fabricated by the lower Vin deliver
the higher UV irradiance (red color) with the smaller Rc (shorter focal point), allowing
more enhanced UV energy on the sensing surface, i.e., graphene. Figure 7d plots irradiation
curves of the a-a’ cross-section of each lens normalized by the irradiance without droplets
(blue color, nonrefracted irradiance). The simulation result suggests that the curves of UV
irradiance passing through the lenses have stronger maximum photon energy compared to
the irradiance without the lens.
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Figure 7. Optics simulation provides the effectiveness of ray refraction. (a) Focusing of UV rays
onto the graphene channel. (b,c) EF-dependent UV concentration. The smaller applied voltage, Vin,
provides stronger UV irradiance on the sensor channel. (d) Normalized UV irradiance distribution in
the cross-section of each lens, in which the UV irradiances with low Vin provide stronger UV.
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3.4. Verification: Improved Sensitivity

Figure 8a provides the experimental system for UV sensing. An exposure system
includes a microscope, tungsten probes, and a Z-axis stage for adjusting the strength of
the UV exposure. The irradiance, the intensity of incident UV reaching the sensor surface,
is directly measured using the photometer. The ∆R is measured by a digital multimeter.
Sensitivity, the ability to sense, is provided by the percentile resistance change (∆R R0

−1).
The UV irradiances of 3, 3.8, 5.4, and 7.8 mW cm−2 are set by adjusting the distance between
the UV exposure module and the sensor surface. To fully demonstrate the feasibility and the
functionality of the proposed method, we tested two cases of sensors: i. a nonfunctionalized
graphene sensor without a lens (p-type, before droplet print), and ii. An enhanced sensor
with a droplet (n-type, after droplet print). In this work, PEI-induced doping converts
the graphene phase into an n-type [11], increasing the Fermi level higher than the Dirac
point. The H2O molecules (50% in PEI solution) act as electron acceptors, thus the R of the
graphene increases to the initial mode. Then, R decreases by photodesorption upon the
UV exposure mode. Since the incident UV rays can penetrate the droplet and be refracted
to the focal point, the concentrated UV provides intense photonic energy to the graphene,
resulting in a significant increase in photodesorption. Figure 8b presents the measurement
result of the photodesorption for each case at varying incident irradiances, in which sensors
comparatively prove the effectiveness of optical refraction. The blue-marked box plot on
top indicates that the nonfunctionalized pure sensor (type i, before droplet print) has low
sensitivity and a nonmeasurable ∆R in the low UV irradiance of about 3 mW/cm2. On
the other hand, the orange-marked graphene with a lens (type ii, after droplet print) has
boosted ∆R. This implies that the droplet focuses the UV rays and concentrates photon
energy, effectively enhancing photodesorption. The lens also magnifies ∆R in the low
irradiance, which means that the suggested method practically utilizes a wide range of UV
irradiance, such as a very low UV exposure environment.

Furthermore, rich H2O molecules in the droplet promote the readsorption of the initial
resistance when the UV is off. As a result, the printed PEI lens contributes to the excitation
and assembly of electron-hole pairs more apparently, in which the sensor performs boosting
and recovery in ± ∆R. Figure 8c presents the continuous measurement of the sensing (UV-
on mode) and recovery (UV-off mode) of the graphene-based UV photosensor with a lens
and without a lens for 250 s. UV irradiance of 7.8 mW cm−2 is exposed for 80 s, and
then the exposure is turned off to validate the recovery of the sensors. The sensitivity
improvement is noticeable at the early stage of each mode. The graphene with the lens
exhibits an improved sensing rate ((∆R/R0) × 10−3/s) by about 410% at 0–20 s and by 220%
at 0–80 s in comparison to the graphene without the lens. Even if the incident irradiance is
5.4 mW, the sensing rate is 250% larger than the sensing without the lens. In addition, it
was observed that the recovery rate of the graphene with a lens has an effective recovery
rate compared to the graphene without the lens by about 890% at 80–100 s and 390% at
80–250 s after the UV irradiance of 7.8 mW cm−2 is exposed. The graphene with the lens
still proves it has a fast recovery rate after the exposure to UV irradiance of 5.4 mW cm−2

compared to the one without the lens under the exposure to UV irradiance of 7.8 mW cm−2.
These results conclude that the existence of a lens apparently boosts the sensitivity and
recovery rate of the graphene-based UV photosensor.
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Figure 8. (a) A tabletop UV exposure and measurement system. Two types of sensors are tested:
i. nonfunctionalized graphene sensor without lens (p-type, before droplet print), ii. enhanced sensor
with a droplet (n-type, after droplet print). (b) Improved sensing of n-type graphene, in which
the response of resistance is significantly changed. (c) Improved sensing rate and recovery rate in
continuous UV-on/off mode. The concentrated UV provides intense photonic energy. Condensed
molecules in the droplet promote the readsorption of electron-hole pairs. (d) Graphene with the lens
exhibits a boosted sensing by about 330% at 0–15 s and by 220% at 0–45 s. (e) Lens provides a much
faster recovery rate compared to the graphene without the lens by about 632% at 45–60 s and 540% at
45–180 s.

Figure 9a shows a variation of concentration according to Rc produced by Vin, which
shows selectivity of sensitivity. In accordance with the simulation result in Section 3.3, the
droplet with the smaller Rc printed at 1.5 kV (orange) exhibits a higher ∆R at every UV
incident irradiance level compared to the one with the larger Rc printed at 3.5 kV (blue).
Therefore, the results satisfy the theoretical strategy and simulation that printing with a
low Vin is beneficial for promoting photodesorption. In addition, Figure 9b shows the
sensing with UV incidence at 30 degrees relative to the vertical axis. This measurement
provides an additional advantage to the 3D convex lens that can boost photosensing where
UV propagates from various angles. In Section 3.3, we noted that if the incident rays have
a large-angle θ2, the S2 can reflect rays [53], diminishing the irradiance and the sensing
response. Therefore, overcoming the reflection contributes to improving higher ∆R. For
the test, the coordination of printing is shifted correctly according to the ray alignment,
as shown in the subset image. The result shows that the lens improves sensitivity by
about 450%. Next, UV sensing with the n-doping-only sensor (after droplet removal) at
30 degrees shows a tendency to have lower sensitivity than vertical UV exposure, which



Polymers 2022, 14, 3204 13 of 15

means that the reflection induces a small ∆R. Lastly, the lens grants that enhanced UV
sensing overcomes reflection. Unlike the general absorption in planar graphene, the S1 on
the nonplanar boundary of a three-dimensional convex lens provides diminished reflection,
resulting in boosted ∆R. However, to leverage this function, verification using various
incident angles and wavelengths is required.
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4. Conclusions

This study provides facile fabrication and enhancement of atomically thin material-
based optoelectronic devices through electric-field-assisted polymer printing. The printed
droplet not only dramatically enhances the sensitivity, but also improves the recovery rate.
The reliability of the printing method and boosting mechanism are proven by a series of
experiments. The proposed method promises a single-step printing of tunable polymeric
lenses by leveraging a number of advantages, including a low material cost, simple process,
and controllability. By implementing individually controllable polymeric lenses, optical
focusing and catalytic doping, together, successfully boost UV photodetection. To support
this presentation, we can expect more experimental evidence of photo readsorption and to
shorten the curing time by using transparent UV-curing polymers.

Note that the two-dimensional materials in their original planar form do not utilize the
full advantage of the multi-dimensional physical nature. An embedding three-dimensional
polymeric optostructure can provide an extensive platform for the enhancement of perfor-
mance and applications. This method is envisioned to broaden its applications through
scaling up by incorporating multiple needles as well as utilizing a wide range of functional
polymers and encapsulations for varying purposes. This facile method is expected to be
applicable to a wide range of fields, including research, prototyping, optical and energy
devices, and hybrid manufacturing processes.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, J.K. and J.C.; methodology, J.K.; software, D.S.; validation,
J.K.; formal analysis, J.K.; investigation, J.K.; resources, J.K. and J.C.; writing—original draft prepara-
tion, J.K.; writing—review and editing, J.C. and D.S.; funding acquisition, J.K. All authors have read
and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was supported by the Bisa Research Grant of Keimyung University in 2022,
No. 20220234.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author.



Polymers 2022, 14, 3204 14 of 15

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

References
1. Hintermueller, D.; Prakash, R. Comprehensive Characterization of Solution-Cast Pristine and Reduced Graphene Oxide Compos-

ite Polyvinylidene Fluoride Films for Sensory Applications. Polymers 2022, 14, 2546. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Van Tam, T.; Hur, S.H.; Chung, J.S.; Choi, W.M. Ultraviolet light sensor based on graphene quantum dots/reduced graphene

oxide hybrid film. Sens. Actuators A Phys. 2015, 233, 368–373. [CrossRef]
3. Weber, C.M.; Eisele, D.M.; Rabe, J.P.; Liang, Y.; Feng, X.; Zhi, L.; Müllen, K.; Lyon, J.L.; Williams, R.; Bout, D.A.V.; et al.

Graphene-Based Optically Transparent Electrodes for Spectroelectrochemistry in the UV–Vis Region. Small 2010, 6, 184–189.
[CrossRef]

4. Bogue, R. Graphene sensors: A review of recent developments. Sens. Rev. 2014, 34, 233–238. [CrossRef]
5. Hill, E.W.; Vijayaragahvan, A.; Novoselov, K. Graphene sensors. IEEE Sens. J. 2011, 11, 3161–3170. [CrossRef]
6. Chu, Z.; Li, G.; Gong, X.; Zhao, Z.; Tan, Y.; Jiang, Z. Hierarchical Wrinkles for Tunable Strain Sensing Based on Programmable,

Anisotropic, and Patterned Graphene Hybrids. Polymers 2022, 14, 2800. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
7. Bablich, A.; Kataria, S.; Lemme, M.C. Graphene and two-dimensional materials for optoelectronic applications. Electronics 2016,

5, 13. [CrossRef]
8. Ghule, B.G.; Shinde, N.M.; Raut, S.D.; Gore, S.K.; Shaikh, S.F.; Ekar, S.U.; Ubaidullah, M.; Pak, J.J.; Mane, R.S. Self-assembled α-

Fe2O3-GO nanocomposites: Studies on physical, magnetic and ammonia sensing properties. Mater. Chem. Phys. 2022, 278, 125617.
[CrossRef]

9. Mueller, T.; Xia, F.; Avouris, P. Graphene photodetectors for high-speed optical communications. Nat. Photonics 2010, 4, 297–301.
[CrossRef]

10. Zang, X.; Zhou, Q.; Chang, J.; Teh, K.S.; Wei, M.; Zettl, A.; Lin, L. Synthesis of Single-Layer Graphene on Nickel Using a Droplet
CVD Process. Adv. Mater. Interfaces 2017, 4, 1600783. [CrossRef]

11. Mohammed, A.A.A.; Suriani, A.; Jabur, A.R. The Enhancement Of UV Sensor Response By Zinc Oxide Nanorods / Reduced
Graphene Oxide Bilayer Nanocomposites Film. J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 2018, 1003, 012070. [CrossRef]

12. Lee, M.-L.; Mue, T.S.; Huang, F.; Yang, J.H.; Sheu, J.K. High-performance GaN metal–insulator–semiconductor ultraviolet
photodetectors using gallium oxide as gate layer. Opt. Express 2011, 19, 12658. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Chen, C.-H.; Wang, K.-R.; Tsai, S.-Y.; Chien, H.-J.; Wu, S.-L. Nitride-Based Metal–Semiconductor–Metal Photodetectors with
InN/GaN Multiple Nucleation Layers. Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 2010, 49, 04DG06. [CrossRef]

14. Garg, M.; Tak, B.R.; Rao, V.R.; Singh, R. Giant UV Photoresponse of GaN-Based Photodetectors by Surface Modification Using
Phenol-Functionalized Porphyrin Organic Molecules. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2019, 11, acsami.8b20694. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Berashevich, J.; Chakraborty, T. Tunable band gap and magnetic ordering by adsorption of molecules on graphene. Phys. Rev. B
2009, 80, 033404. [CrossRef]

16. Mitoma, N.; Nouchi, R.; Tanigaki, K. Enhanced sensing response of oxidized graphene formed by UV irradiation in water.
Nanotechnology 2015, 26, 105701. [CrossRef]

17. Li, J.; Niu, L.; Zheng, Z.; Yan, F. Photosensitive Graphene Transistors. Adv. Mater. 2014, 26, 5239–5273. [CrossRef]
18. Hernaez, M.; Zamarreño, C.; Melendi-Espina, S.; Bird, L.R.; Mayes, A.G.; Arregui, F.J. Optical Fibre Sensors Using Graphene-Based

Materials: A Review. Sensors 2017, 17, 155. [CrossRef]
19. De Sanctis, A.; Mehew, J.D.; Craciun, M.F.; Russo, S. Graphene-Based Light Sensing: Fabrication, Characterisation, Physical

Properties and Performance. Materials 2018, 11, 1762. [CrossRef]
20. Karp, J.H.; Tremblay, E.J.; Ford, J.E. Planar micro-optic solar concentrator. Opt. Express 2010, 18, 1122–1133. [CrossRef]
21. Yamazato, T.; Takai, I.; Okada, H.; Fujii, T.; Yendo, T.; Arai, S.; Andoh, M.; Harada, T.; Yasutomi, K.; Kagawa, K.; et al.

Image-sensor-based visible light communication for automotive applications. IEEE Commun. Mag. 2014, 52, 88–97. [CrossRef]
22. Sakai, J.; Kimura, T. Design of a miniature lens for semiconductor laser to single-mode fiber coupling. IEEE J. Quantum Electron.

1980, 16, 1059–1067. [CrossRef]
23. Brueckner, A.; Duparré, J.; Leitel, R.; Dannberg, P.; Bräuer, A.; Tünnermann, A. Thin wafer-level camera lenses inspired by insect

compound eyes. Opt. Express 2010, 18, 24379. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
24. Xie, D.; Zhang, H.H.; Shu, X.Y.; Xiao, J. Fabrication of polymer micro-lens array with pneumatically diaphragm-driven drop-on-

demand inkjet technology. Opt. Express 2012, 20, 15186. [CrossRef]
25. Tsai, S.-W.; Lee, Y.-C. Fabrication of ball-strip convex microlens array using seamless roller mold patterned by curved surface

lithography technique. J. Micromech. Microeng. 2014, 24, 015014. [CrossRef]
26. Popovic, Z.D.; Sprague, R.A.; Connell, G.A.N. Technique for monolithic fabrication of microlens arrays. Appl. Opt. 1988, 27, 1281.

[CrossRef]
27. Bian, H.; Wei, Y.; Yang, Q.; Chen, F.; Zhang, F.; Du, G.; Yong, J.; Hou, X. Direct fabrication of compound-eye microlens array on

curved surfaces by a facile femtosecond laser enhanced wet etching process. Appl. Phys. Lett. J. Laser Appl. 2016, 109, 221109.
[CrossRef]

28. Im, M.; Kim, D.-H.; Lee, J.-H.; Yoon, J.-B.; Choi, Y.-K. Electrowetting on a Polymer Microlens Array. Langmuir 2010, 26, 12443–12447.
[CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3390/polym14132546
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35808590
http://doi.org/10.1016/J.SNA.2015.07.038
http://doi.org/10.1002/smll.200901448
http://doi.org/10.1108/SR-03-2014-631
http://doi.org/10.1109/JSEN.2011.2167608
http://doi.org/10.3390/polym14142800
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35890576
http://doi.org/10.3390/electronics5010013
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matchemphys.2021.125617
http://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2010.40
http://doi.org/10.1002/admi.201600783
http://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1003/1/012070
http://doi.org/10.1364/OE.19.012658
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21716508
http://doi.org/10.1143/JJAP.49.04DG06
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.8b20694
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30821954
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.033404
http://doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/26/10/105701
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201400349
http://doi.org/10.3390/s17010155
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma11091762
http://doi.org/10.1364/OE.18.001122
http://doi.org/10.1109/MCOM.2014.6852088
http://doi.org/10.1109/JQE.1980.1070359
http://doi.org/10.1364/OE.18.024379
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21164785
http://doi.org/10.1364/OE.20.015186
http://doi.org/10.1088/0960-1317/24/1/015014
http://doi.org/10.1364/AO.27.001281
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.4971334
http://doi.org/10.1021/la101339t


Polymers 2022, 14, 3204 15 of 15

29. Kim, J.Y.; Brauer, N.B.; Fakhfouri, V.; Boiko, D.; Charbon, E.; Grutzner, G.; Brugger, J. Hybrid polymer microlens arrays with high
numerical apertures fabricated using simple ink-jet printing technique. Opt. Mater. Express 2011, 1, 259. [CrossRef]

30. Gorman, C.B.; Biebuyck, H.A.; Whitesides, G.M. Control of the Shape of Liquid Lenses on a Modified Gold Surface Using an
Applied Electrical Potential across a Self-Assembled Monolayer. Langmuir 1995, 11, 2242–2246. [CrossRef]

31. Bhattacharjee, N.; Urrios, A.; Kang, S.; Folch, A. The upcoming 3D-printing revolution in microfluidics. Lab Chip 2016, 16,
1720–1742. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Kim, J.; Shin, D.; Mahmood, T.; Chang, J. Electric-Field-Assisted Single-Step In Situ Fabrication and Focal Length Control of
Polymeric Convex Lens on Flexible Substrate. Adv. Mater. Technol. 2018, 3, 1800108. [CrossRef]

33. Fang, N.; Sun, C.; Zhang, X. Diffusion-limited photopolymerization in scanning micro-stereolithography. Appl. Phys. A 2004, 79,
1839–1842. [CrossRef]

34. Kim, J.; Shin, D.; Jang, A.; Choi, S.; Chang, J. 3D Printed Injection Molding for Prototyping Batch Fabrication of Macroscale
Graphene/Paraffin Spheres for Thermal Energy Management. JOM 2019, 71, 4569–4577. [CrossRef]

35. Bin Hamzah, H.H.; Keattch, O.; Covill, D.; Patel, B.A. The effects of printing orientation on the electrochemical behaviour of 3D
printed acrylonitrile butadiene styrene (ABS)/carbon black electrodes. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 9135. [CrossRef]

36. Stansbury, J.W.; Idacavage, M.J. Idacavage, 3D printing with polymers: Challenges among expanding options and opportunities.
Dent. Mater. 2016, 32, 54–64. [CrossRef]

37. Kim, J.; Shin, D.; Han, K.-B.; Chang, J. A Quantification of Jet Speed and Nanofiber Deposition Rate in Near-Field Electrospinning
Through Novel Image Processing. J. Micro. Nano-Manuf. 2018, 6, 031002. [CrossRef]

38. Teo, W.E.; Ramakrishna, S. A review on electrospinning design and nanofibre assemblies. Nanotechnology 2006, 17, R89–R106.
[CrossRef]

39. Yilbas, B.S.; Hassan, G.; Al-Sharafi, A.; Ali, H.; Al-Aqeeli, N.; Al-Sarkhi, A. Water Droplet Dynamics on a Hydrophobic Surface in
Relation to the Self-Cleaning of Environmental Dust. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 2984. [CrossRef]

40. He, W.; Baird, M.H.I.; Chang, J.S. The effect of electric field on droplet formation and motion in a viscous liquid. Can. J. Chem.
Eng. 1991, 69, 1174–1183. [CrossRef]

41. Dong, Z.; Ma, J.; Jiang, L. Manipulating and Dispensing Micro/Nanoliter Droplets by Superhydrophobic Needle Nozzles. ACS
Nano 2013, 7, 10371–10379. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Xu, C.; Huang, Y.; Fu, J.; Markwald, R.R. Electric field-assisted droplet formation using piezoactuation-based drop-on-demand
inkjet printing. J. Micromech. Microeng. 2014, 24, 115011. [CrossRef]

43. Regmi, A.; Shin, D.; Kim, J.-H.; Choi, S.; Chang, J. Suspended graphene sensor with controllable width and electrical tunability
via direct-write functional fibers. J. Manuf. Process. 2020, 58, 458–465. [CrossRef]

44. Kim, J.-H.; Zhou, Q.; Chang, J. Suspended Graphene-Based Gas Sensor with 1-mW Energy Consumption. Micromachines 2017,
8, 44. [CrossRef]

45. Ferrari, A.C.; Basko, D.M. Raman spectroscopy as a versatile tool for studying the properties of graphene. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2013,
8, 235–246. [CrossRef]

46. Shin, D.; Kim, J.; Chang, J. Experimental study on jet impact speed in near-field electrospinning for precise patterning of nanofiber.
J. Manuf. Process. 2018, 36, 231–237. [CrossRef]

47. Shin, D.; Choi, S.; Kim, J.; Regmi, A.; Chang, J. Direct-Printing of Functional Nanofibers on 3D Surfaces Using Self-Aligning
Nanojet in Near-Field Electrospinning. Adv. Mater. Technol. 2020, 5, 2000232. [CrossRef]

48. Xu, W.; Seo, H.-K.; Min, S.-Y.; Cho, H.; Lim, T.-S.; Oh, C.-Y.; Lee, Y.; Lee, T.-W. Rapid Fabrication of Designable Large-Scale
Aligned Graphene Nanoribbons by Electro-hydrodynamic Nanowire Lithography. Adv. Mater. 2014, 26, 3459–3464. [CrossRef]

49. Park, H.; Carr, W.W.; Zhu, J.; Morris, J.F. Single drop impaction on a solid surface. AIChE J. 2003, 49, 2461–2471. [CrossRef]
50. Sun, Z.; Yan, Z.; Yao, J.; Beitler, E.; Zhu, Y.; Tour, J.M. Growth of graphene from solid carbon sources. Nature 2010, 468, 549–552.

[CrossRef]
51. Schedin, F.; Geim, A.K.; Morozov, S.V.; Hill, E.W.; Blake, P.; Katsnelson, M.I.; Novoselov, K.S. Detection of individual gas molecules

adsorbed on graphene. Nat. Mater. 2007, 6, 652–655. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
52. Sun, P.; Zhu, M.; Wang, K.; Zhong, M.; Wei, J.; Wu, D.; Cheng, Y.; Zhu, H. Photoinduced molecular desorption from graphene

films. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2012, 101, 053107. [CrossRef]
53. Zuppella, P.; Gerlin, F.; Pelizzo, M.G. Angular reflectance of graphene/SiO2/Si in UV spectral range: A study for potential

applications. Opt. Mater. 2017, 67, 132–138. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1364/OME.1.000259
http://doi.org/10.1021/la00006a063
http://doi.org/10.1039/C6LC00163G
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27101171
http://doi.org/10.1002/admt.201800108
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00339-004-2938-x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11837-019-03803-2
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-27188-5
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dental.2015.09.018
http://doi.org/10.1115/1.4039794
http://doi.org/10.1088/0957-4484/17/14/R01
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-21370-5
http://doi.org/10.1002/cjce.5450690518
http://doi.org/10.1021/nn4048099
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24116931
http://doi.org/10.1088/0960-1317/24/11/115011
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmapro.2020.08.040
http://doi.org/10.3390/mi8020044
http://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2013.46
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmapro.2018.10.011
http://doi.org/10.1002/admt.202000232
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201306081
http://doi.org/10.1002/aic.690491003
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature09579
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmat1967
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17660825
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.4742147
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.optmat.2017.03.042

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Materials 
	EF-Printing Technology 
	Printing System 
	Fabrication Processes 
	Graphene Synthesis 
	Graphene-PMMA Transferring 
	Graphene Channel via Near-Field Electrospinning 
	Electric-Field-Assisted Lens Printing 
	Controlling Curvature of Lenses 

	Principle of Boosting Sensitivity 

	Results and Discussion 
	Lens Fabrication and Products 
	Geometrical Analysis 
	Ray Optics Simulation 
	Verification: Improved Sensitivity 

	Conclusions 
	References

