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ABSTRACT: We demonstrate efficient physical functionalization of single layer
graphene with Au nanoparticles mediated by in-plane defects in graphene grown
by a chemical vapor deposition technique. The effect of an ultrathin Au layer on
the single layer, bi layer, and few layer graphene with intrinsic defects was
studied by resonance Raman spectroscopy and high resolution transmission
electron microscopy (HRTEM). We observed a striking enhancement in the
intensity of sharp D and D′ bands after sputter deposition of an ultrathin Au
layer on graphene. In contrast, G and 2D bands show a lower enhancement in
intensity and a change in line width due to the charge transfer from Au to the
graphene and strong interaction between the Au and graphene layers,
respectively. X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS) analysis shows a 40%
decrease in integrated intensity ratio of sp3 and sp2 bands in C-1s spectra after Au functionalization indicating bonding of Au
atoms preferentially at the defect sites in graphene. This was further substantiated by HRTEM imaging and position dependent
Raman spectral line shape analysis. The calculations of interdefect distance and areal defect density from the Raman analysis on
the graphene−Au hybrid are in close agreement with the HRTEM analysis. Further, Raman spectral line shape dependence of Au
functionalization on the number of layers in graphene reveals that Au functionalized single layer graphene behaves like a pristine
bi layer graphene due to strong interaction between Au and the graphene layer. These results open up possibilities for efficient
physical functionalization of graphene with foreign atoms through defect engineering for novel applications of graphene in
catalysis, biosensors, and optoelectronic and photonic devices.

1. INTRODUCTION

Graphene, a two-dimensional (2D) prototype material, has
revolutionized nanomaterials research1 owing to its remarkable
physical, chemical, mechanical, and electronic properties. The
huge carrier mobility,2 high optical transparency,3 and high
thermal conductivity4 make it a unique material to explore the
2D physics for the fabrication of devices with a wide range of
electronic and optoelectronics applications. Recently, graphene
and graphene based hybrid nanoassemblies have gained
considerable attention in optoelectronic devices such as
displays, light-emitting diodes, and solar cells, which demands
materials with low sheet resistivity and high transparency.5−7

Graphene can fulfill multiple functions in light-conversion
systems as the transparent conductive window, photoactive
material, channel for charge transport, and catalyst.7,8 For
exploitation in electronics and photonics, graphene must be in
close contact with other materials, which can change its
electrical and optical properties. The substrate, charge
impurities, doping with chemical functional groups, and metal
contacts can shift the position of the Fermi level of
graphene.9,10 Graphene with plasmonic NPs offers a new
perspective for light conversion systems by optimization of
visible-light absorption via the surface plasmon resonance
(SPR) of the NPs, followed by electron exchange between
graphene and NPs and charge transport through graphene.11

Note that the interaction of foreign materials with pristine
defect free graphene is very weak due to its inert nature of
covalently bonded sp2 carbon (C) atoms on the basal plane, as
compared to chemically processed graphene having surface
functionalities. It is generally believed that the covalent
interface between graphene and noble metal starts from the
defects such as nonhexagonal rings, vacancies, and oxygenated
defect sites.7 It is important to understand the possible
approaches to enhance the interaction between metal and
graphene with defect and defect free graphene for ensuing
applications. While various point defects and line defects are
unavoidable in chemical vapor deposition (CVD) grown
graphene, its exploitation in the physical functionalization of
graphene with noble metals has not been addressed in the
literature.
Recent studies on graphene have focused on the interaction

of transition metals with graphene in atomic scale, and various
experimental tools have been exploited.12−18 One of the
important tools to probe the resonant effects between graphene
and metal nanoparticles (NPs) is surface enhanced Raman
spectroscopy (SERS). Significant Raman enhancements due to
near field plasmonic effects in the vicinity of metal NPs and
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graphene were reported for different laser excitations.19,20 Urich
et al. reported the enhanced electron−phonon interaction by
monitoring the SPR effect in the Ag−graphene hybrid
structure.13 Park et al. studied the Au NPs−graphene−Au
film junction hybrid system to identify the layer breathing
mode and other out-of-plane phonon modes of few layer
graphene through SERS.21 Very recently, we reported that
graphene−metal hybrids play a crucial role in the controlled
fabrication of 1D semiconducting nanorod (NR) and nanowire
(NW) heterostructures with improved optoelectronic proper-
ties.22 To date, to our knowledge, only one report7 has
addressed the issue of the noble metal interaction with
defective graphene. However, there is a lack of in-depth
understanding on the role of defects in the interactions between
graphene and foreign atoms and molecules. It is anticipated that
a proper understanding on the interaction of noble metal with
defective graphene would pave the way for controlled
functionalization of graphene for cutting edge applications.
In this work, we present a systematic investigation on the

interaction of Au nanoparticles (NPs) with in-plane defects in
graphene by using micro-Raman spectroscopy and high
resolution transmission electron microscopy (HRTEM)
analyses. Interestingly, we found significant changes in the
characteristic D, G, and 2D Raman modes in graphene due to
attachment of Au NPs at the defect sites in graphene without
altering the sp2 crystalline nature of graphene. Evolution of G
and 2D bands is correlated with the change in the binding
energy of C atoms and full width at half-maximum (fwhm) of
the sp2 and sp3 bands along with decrease of the sp3 to sp2

integrated intensity ratio of the C-1s core level spectrum in
XPS. In the presence of defects, we find strongly enhanced
interaction of foreign atoms (transition metals) with graphene,
which to the best of our knowledge has not been reported
earlier by means of a physical approach. We compare the results
with other noble metals (e.g., Cu) and organic semiconductors
(e.g, CoPc) and elucidate the crucial role of defects in the
enhanced interaction of Au NPs with graphene, leading to
efficient physical functionalization of graphene at room
temperature.

2. EXPERIMENTAL SECTION
2.1. Synthesis of Graphene. We synthesized monolayer

and few layer graphene by using a catalytic chemical vapor
deposition (CVD) system on a Cu foil of thickness 25 μm
(Alfa-Aesar). First, the Cu foil was inserted into a quartz
chamber and flushed with argon gas for 5 min. Then, the
chamber was pumped to base vacuum 4 × 10−4 mbar and the
temperature was increased to 1000 °C (growth temperature of
graphene) at a rate of 25 °C min−1 using a horizontal muffle
furnace (Indfur, India). Substrate was pre-annealed at the same
temperature, in reduced environment by flowing 200 sccm
(standard cubic centimeters per minute) H2 gas for 30 min in
order to avoid oxidation of the Cu surface. The final reaction
was carried out by controlled flow of CH4 ∼18 sccm and H2
∼200 sccm for 30 min at a temperature of 1000 °C and a
pressure of 4.0 mbar. Since graphene was deposited on both
sides of the Cu foil, the bottom layer was removed by diamond
polishing. The graphene layer on top of the Cu foil was
transferred onto Si/SiO2 substrate by a conventional wet
transfer technique.23 In this process, poly(methyl methacrylate)
(PMMA)/toluene was spin coated on the graphene/Cu and
the underlying Cu was etched in an aqueous Fe(NO3)3 etchant
solution. PMMA/graphene floating on the etchant solution was

rinsed in deionized water for a few times, until the PMMA and
metal impurities were removed. Then, it was scooped and
transferred onto Si/SiO2 and quartz substrates.

2.2. H2 Annealing of Graphene. Achieving high quality
graphene without wrinkles, folds, and surface corrugation is one
of the challenging tasks while transferring it from Cu foil to a
required substrate. Though wet transfer is a standard protocol,
there are still leftover impurities such as PMMA and catalyst
NPs along with the oxide traces that are present on the
graphene substrate. In order to remove these impurities from
the graphene on Si/SiO2 and TEM grid, these samples were
annealed in H2 atmosphere. Initially, the samples were taken in
a quartz boat and kept in the tubular chamber. Initially, the
chamber was pumped up to a base vacuum of 10−5 mbar
followed by ramping of the temperature up to 400 °C. The
graphene annealing was performed under H2 gas environment
for 2 h. The annealing parameters were chosen optimum to
achieve a clean graphene without the residual impurities on the
graphene surface.24 The degree of improvement in the
crystallinity and spatial homogeneity of graphene layers were
confirmed by Raman spectra and Raman mapping in each case
before and after annealing, respectively (see the Supporting
Information, Figure S1). These samples are further studied for
the physical functionalization with metal and organic molecules.

2.3. Surface Functionalization of Graphene by Au. In
the next step, ultrathin Au film was deposited on the graphene
layer by a radio frequency (RF) magnetron sputtering process
under an Ar gas atmosphere with a RF power of <5 W. Au film
was deposited in a controlled way for 30 s at a deposition rate
of 0.8 Å/s. For comparison, Au film was deposited on the Si/
SiO2/graphene substrate and graphene transferred onto the
TEM Cu grid. For the convenience of discussion, we have
denoted the pristine graphene samples as GR and the Au
coated graphene sample as GRAu. For comparison, an ultrathin
Cu film (∼2 nm) was deposited on another graphene sample
by a DC sputtering method under an Ar gas atmosphere in the
same chamber. A high purity Cu disc (99.99%, Alfa-Aesar) was
used as the target material for the sputter deposition.

2.4. Characterizations. Micro Raman measurements were
performed with a high resolution spectrometer (Horiba
LabRam HR), with excitation wavelengths (λex) of 488 and
514.5 nm (Ar+ ion laser) and 632.8 nm (He−Ne laser). The
excitation source was focused with a 100× objective lens, a spot
size of 2 μm, and a laser power of 1 mW to avoid heating and
damage to the sample, and the signal was collected by a CCD
in a back scattering geometry sent through a multimode fiber
grating of 1800 grooves/mm. Raman mapping was carried out
in the 10 × 10 μm2 frame size on the samples at 514.5 nm laser
excitation. Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) was per-
formed by standard SEM (LEO 1430VP), field emission SEM
(FESEM) (Sigma, Zeiss, operating voltage 0.5−30 kV) imaging
using an in-lens detector, and HRTEM (JEOL-2100 operated
at 200 kV). X-ray photoelectron spectroscopy (XPS) measure-
ments were carried out with a fully automated XPS microprobe
(PHI-Xtool, Ulvac-Phi) using an Al Kα X-ray beam (1486.7
eV). The standard carbon 1s spectrum was used for the
calibration of the XPS spectra recorded for various samples.
Atomic force microscopy (AFM) imaging was done by a
scanning probe microscope (5500, Agilent Technologies).

2.5. Spectral Data Analysis. Line shape analysis refers to
the extraction of the center, full width at half-maximum
(fwhm), and intensity of a peak by fitting. Raman spectral lines
of GR and GRAu were fitted by Lorentzian line shapes, and
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XPS line shape analysis was performed by Gaussian peak fitting
using a Peakfit software with peak parameters as free variables.
The best fit was obtained by a large number of iterations.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
3.1. Raman Analysis of Pristine Graphene. The

crystalline nature and number of layers in CVD synthesized
graphene were probed primarily by Raman spectroscopy.
Figure 1a shows a set of typical Raman spectra of as-grown

graphene at an excitation wavelength (λex) of 514.5 nm
corresponding to scanning positions marked by the serial
numbers shown in the optical microscope (OM) image of
Figure 1b. The strong Raman feature observed at 1590 cm−1 is
the E2g mode (G band), assigned for the in-plane stretching of
C−C bonds, which dictates the graphitic sp2 crystalline nature
of the carbon. The Raman mode at 2700 cm−1 (a fingerprint of
graphene, known as the G′ or 2D band) originates from the
second order double resonance process related to a phonon
near the K point in graphene. The line shape of the 2D band is
very sensitive to the number of layers. The Raman feature at
1352 cm−1, known as the D band, arises from breathing of the
hexagonal carbon ring due to the presence of defects. This
mode originates from the transverse optical (TO) phonon due
to the intervalley double resonance process at the Brillouin
zone corner K, such as vacancies or grain boundaries, and
substitutional heteroatoms.25,26 A small shoulder at the higher
frequency side of the G band (∼1630 cm−1) arises from the
intravalley double resonance process at the K point and is called
the D′ band. The D′ band mainly originates from structural
disorder or edges in graphene.27 Raman data acquired at several
spots on graphene show similar Raman features. These
collective Raman spectra revealed the coverage of large area
single layer graphene (SLG) and bi layer graphene (BLG) in

the as-grown GR sample, as revealed from the Raman line
shape analysis of the 2D band. Note that no apparent shift in G
band was observed for spectra taken at different spots,
indicating uniformity of the as-grown graphene layer.28

However, a marginal shift in the position of the 2D band for
different spots may be due to local nonuniformity/wrinkles in
the layer while transferring from the Cu substrate to the SiO2
substrate. Graphene annealing was performed in order to
remove the charge impurities coming from the PMMA and Cu
catalyst NPs. The crystalline quality of as transferred graphene
was improved by the graphene annealing described in section
2.2. Raman spectra of cleaned graphene before and after
annealing are shown in Figure S1 (Supporting Information).
The crystalline nature of the GR was further investigated by
TEM imaging. Figure 1c shows a low resolution TEM image of
the graphene layer, and the inset represents the corresponding
selected area electron diffraction (SAED) pattern, which
confirms the hexagonal diffraction patterns of the single
crystalline graphene layer.
Further, the resonant Raman features of the graphene were

probed by λex = 632.8 nm, which show strongly enahanced
intensity of the Raman modes as compared to that found with
514.5 nm excitation. Figure 2a and b depicts the Lorentzian line
shapes (fitted lines shown with blue color) of key Raman
features in single (SLG) and bi layer graphene (BLG) that
show a substantial amount of defects characterized by the
distinct D and D′ bands. Line shape analysis of the 2D band
shows that 90% of the substrate is covered by SLG which was
further supported by the Raman mapping presented later. As

Figure 1. (a) Characteristic Raman features of as-grown graphene
transferred onto Si/SiO2 substrate and (b) corresponding OM image
showing the scanned area for each spectra marked with a serial
number. These spectra were recorded with 514.5 nm excitation. (c)
Low resolution TEM image of a graphene layer transferred onto a
TEM grid; the inset shows the corresponding diffraction pattern of the
hexagonal single crystal sp2 carbon atoms.

Figure 2. Raman spectra recorded with an excitation wavelength of
632.8 nm for (a) single layer and (b) bi layer graphene; the
experimental data are fitted with Lorentzian line shapes. Standard
peaks are marked with the peak position in cm−1 units. The spectrum
in part b is scaled up by a factor of 5 to enable comparison with part a.
(c) Raman features of single layer graphene at different locations of the
same sample, showing nearly equal intensities of sharp G and D bands.
This implies the presence of point/extended defects on the graphene
basal plane and imperfect edges.
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evident from the resonant Raman spectra of Figure 2a and b,
the intensity of the sharp D band is nearly half the intensity of
the G band (ID/IG = 0.6) and the D′ band is relatively weak.
This implies the presence of vacancy type defects on the basal
plane of graphene including reconstructive defects at the edges
that are formed during the growth process.27 In addition, we
observed equal intensities of the D and G bands with fwhm
∼31 cm−1 at some portions on the graphene layer. Usually, D
and G bands with a large fwhm (>80 cm−1) arise for a large
amount of sp3 carbon. Such features were not observed in our
CVD grown graphene, though it has been observed in the case
of chemically prepared graphene sheets and ion bombarded
graphene samples.29 In the case of chemical processing, the
surface functional groups such as hydroxyls and epoxides are
present on the basal plane of the graphene, though it shows
perfectly sp2 crystalline nature (see the Supporting Information,
Figure S2). These functional groups help to bind the metal
NPs.7,30 In our CVD graphene sample, the fwhm of both D
(ΔωD) and G (ΔωG) bands is ∼30−40 cm−1 and it implies the
presence of point defects and extended defects on the basal
plane of the graphene without losing its sp2 crystalline nature.27

This is consistent with the corresponding sharp 2D band. Note
that the 2D band in SLG shows a fwhm of 43 cm−1, while that
in BLG shows a fwhm of 68 cm−1.
Figure 2c represents a set of Raman spectra for defective

graphene at different positions where the intensities of the D
and G bands were found to be nearly equal, implying significant
presence of in-plane defects such as mono, bi, and multiple
vacancies.27 These defects play a crucial role in the interaction
of Au NPs with the graphene layer. For example, the defects
may play an important role in the adsorption of metal species
on graphene that enhance the catalytic activity of metal−
graphene hybrid structures.31,32 Electron microscopy and DFT
calculations have revealed that metal atoms are attracted by the
reconstructed defects bonded with an energy of 2 eV33 and
adsorption energy increases with the number of surface defects.
However, this leads to heavy lattice distortions of the starting
structure due to the formation of chemical bonds between the
metal atoms and defects.34 Thus, a controlled amount of in-
plane defects is crucial for controlled functionalization of
graphene with desired properties without losing the sp2

character of the resulting structure. In the present case, an
appropriate amount of defects is formed on the graphene layer
during the CVD growth as discussed below.
3.2. HRTEM Imaging of GR and GRAu. Figure 3a shows

the HRTEM image of the as grown graphene layer showing
SLG and BLG. The arrow marks indicate the wrinkles (dark
contrast regions) and edge of the graphene layer. Inset II shows
a magnified view of region I in Figure 3a, which depicts the
honeycomb hexagonal lattice of carbon atoms on the graphene
plane. Figure 3b illustrates various kinds of defects in the same
GR sample indicated by different colored arrows: green, edge
imperfections; red, line defects; pink, vacancies and corre-
sponding SAED pattern. A schematic of typical point and
extended defects on the graphene layer, such as single, bi,
multiple vacancies, line defects, and edge reconstruction, as
modeled by ATK 11.8.2, (Quantumwise), is shown in Figure
3c. Such defects are inevitably present in our CVD grown
graphene samples. Figure 3d illustrates the HRTEM images of
the GRAu hybrid grown on a TEM Cu grid. It indicates that
the Au NPs are present at the defect sites of graphene, more
prominently at the edges. Raman analysis shows that the as
synthesized graphene contains a large number of defects on the

basal plane and imperfect edges, as evident from the D′ band in
the pristine graphene. After Au deposition, it was found that the
Au islands were formed not only at the edges (see Figure 3d)
but also at the defect sites on the basal plane of graphene.
These features are extensively probed by HRTEM imaging and
Raman analysis. FESEM and TEM images of the surface
morphology of GR and GRAu are presented in Figure S3
(Supporting Information). In the case of Au coated graphene,
the size of Au NPs varies in the range 5−10 nm with oval shape
(Figure S2d, Supporting Information). The Au NPs are shown
with blue arrows in the figure. A careful look at the lattice image
of Figure 3d reveals a considerable increase in vacancy defects
after Au functionalization of GR (indicated by pink colored
arrows). Interestingly, we observed a major enhancement in the
intensity of D and D′ bands after Au deposition, as compared
to that of G and 2D bands, as discussed next.

3.3. Raman Analysis of GRAu. It is well-known that,
except for the G band, all second order double resonance
Raman modes D, D′, 2D, D+D′, and 2D′ including weak
combinational modes between 1700 and 2300 cm−1 of
graphene are strongly dispersive in nature with respect to
λex.

35,36 We have carried out Raman studies on GR and GRAu
with λex = 632.8 nm, as strong resonance Raman features were
observed in the GR sample at this wavelength. Figure 4a and b
depicts the comparison of Raman features of GR and GRAu,
and Figure 4c shows an enlarged view of the enhanced second

Figure 3. (a) HRTEM image of SLG and BLG. The white arrows
indicate wrinkles and edge on SLG. The contrast difference in the
image is due to the wrinkles of the graphene layer. Inset II is a
magnified image of region of I. (b) HRTEM image of graphene with
the corresponding SAED pattern in the inset; various colored arrows
indicate the presence of different kinds of defects (green, edge defects;
red, line defects; pink, vacancies). (c) Schematic of the molecular
model of a graphene sheet with various defects, such as (1) single
vacancy, (2) bi vacancies, (3) line defects, (4) zigzag, and (5) arm
chair edge reconstructions highlighted by colored carbon atoms on the
basal plane, which was modeled by the ATK simulation tool
(Quantumwise, 11.8.2 version). (d) HRTEM image of GRAu showing
the additional vacancy defects (pink arrows) after Au deposition; the
corresponding SAED pattern is shown as an inset.

The Journal of Physical Chemistry C Article

dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp500501e | J. Phys. Chem. C 2014, 118, 13833−1384313836

http://pubs.acs.org/action/showImage?doi=10.1021/jp500501e&iName=master.img-003.jpg&w=239&h=239


order double resonance weak Raman modes after Au
deposition on GR. For the GR sample, the data shown for
the D band in Figure 4a is scaled up by a factor of 33 and the G
and 2D bands are scaled up by a factor of 5 (blue curve) to
enable comparison of all the features before and after Au
deposition. It may be noted that no substantial change in the
fwhm and position of the D and D′ bands was observed after
Au deposition. It is clear that, in GRAu, the D band intensity is
enhanced by a factor of ∼33, while the D′ band is enhanced by
a factor of ∼13 as compared to that of GR. In contrast, the
intensity of G, 2D, D+D′, and 2D′ bands is increased by a
factor of ∼5 only in GRAu. Interestingly, the second order
weak modes are equally enhanced in GRAu. In addition, it is
found that the fwhm of the 2D band (Δω2D) in GRAu is
significantly higher (70 cm−1) than that in GR (43 cm−1). Note
that the fwhm of 2D in pristine BLG was similar to that of the
Au coated SLG (GRAu). Since fwhm is a measure of the
number of layers in graphene, this would imply that, with an
ultrathin Au layer on SLG, it behaves like a pristine BLG, where

interaction between the layers is significant. In addition, the
higher fwhm in GRAu may be partly caused by the diffusion of
Au into the graphene layer due to the presence of defects.
In order to understand the different level of enhancement of

different Raman bands and specific role of Au NPs in the
Raman enhancement, we performed functionalization of
graphene with another noble metal, Cu, and an organic
semiconductor, cobalt pthalocyanine (CoPc) thin film (∼5
nm), deposited by DC sputtering and thermal evaporation,
respectively. Figure 4d illustrates the comparative Raman
features of GR and Cu coated GR (GRCu) samples. In the
case of GRCu, the D band intensity is enhanced only by a
factor of ∼2, while that of the G and 2D bands is reduced by a
factor of 2 and 4, respectively. Further, Δω2D is almost identical
in both GR (43 cm−1) and GRCu (44 cm−1), which is in
contrast to the higher Δω2D (70 cm−1) in GRAu. In the case of
CoPc coating on GR, D, G, and D′ bands are marginally
enhanced only by a factor of 1.5, while the 2D band is reduced
to 0.6 of the original value (Supporting Information, Figure
S4). Thus, the GRAu system shows very high enhancement in
both D and D′ bands as compared to the cases of GRCu and
GRCoPc.
The Raman enhancement may have two contributions, one

caused by the SPR of Au NPs in the vicinity of defects in
graphene and the other due to the enhanced defect density in
GRAu as compared to that of GR. As compared to the Au
induced enhancement in G and 2D bands, stronger enhance-
ment in D and D′ bands suggests preferential clustering of Au
NPs at the defect sites and a SPR enhancement effect in the
Raman spectra. Since the Au NPs are well-known for their high
SPR effects as compared to the Cu NPs, our results are fully
consistent with the hypothesis that Au NPs preferentially
migrate to the defect sites in GR. In order to support the
resonance Raman effect, we have performed the absorption
measurements of GR, GRAu, and GRCu hybrids fabricated on
the quartz substrates. Figure S5 (Supporting Information)
shows the absorption spectra of GR, GRAu, and GRCu on a
quartz substrate. Au NP and Cu NP SPR peaks were found at
570 and 445 nm, respectively. The key points identified from
this data are the stronger SPR absorption peak in GRAu than
that of GRCu. Further, the SPR absorption peak of GRAu is
stronger by a factor of 2 with respect to the AuNPs alone and a
redshift, which may be due to the covalent functionalization of
Au with defective graphene. The size and shape of the Au NPs
decide the amount of SPR enhancement. Due to the small size
of the Au NPs formed here limited by the thickness of the Au
layer, SPR enhancement was only about 1 order of magnitude.
Change in the defect density can be calculated from the
intensity ratio of the D band to the G band (ID/IG), as
discussed later. Note that the SPR absorption induced
reduction in Raman intensity is insignificant here, since the
surface coverage of the Au NPs on the graphene is much
smaller than the maximum possible coverage.8 In the case of
CoPc on graphene, SPR enhancement is less, as expected from
its dielectric behavior. Despite the absorption loss in the CoPc
layer, marginal SPR enhancement was observed in this case.
One may expect aggregation and bonding of the respective
atoms/molecules covalently at the defect sites of graphene. The
strongly enhanced D and D′ bands in the GRAu spectrum thus
confirm the strong interaction of Au NPs at the in-plane defects
and edges. Our results are in contradistinction to the
conclusion of Wang et al.20 who attributed the enhanced D
and D′ bands in the Au coated graphene layer entirely to

Figure 4. Comparison of the Raman spectra of graphene before and
after Au deposition (blue and red lines): (a) D band; (b) G, D′, 2D, D
+D′, and 2D′ bands. Note the respective scaling factors in each data
set. (c) Comparison of the second order double resonance weak
Raman modes in the range 1700−2300 cm−1 (scaled up by a factor of
5) in the GR and GRAu samples. (d) Comparison of the Raman
spectra of the GR and GRCu samples.
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increase in defect density caused by the Au adatoms, without
considering the SPR effect. Ding et al. reported a decrease in
intensity of the radial breathing mode and G band in the
metal−single walled carbon nanotube (SWCNT) interface, and
it was correlated with the transfer of electron from SWCNT to
the Au NPs.7

Au NP induced charge transfer from Au to graphene was
reported8 on the basis of the downshift in the G and 2D bands.
In our experiment, no reduction in the intensities of G and 2D
bands was found on Au coated GR. However, SPR induced
Raman intensity enhancement was less in the G and 2D bands
as compared to the D band. Further, we noticed a small upshift
(∼3 cm−1) in the 2D band and relatively large upshift in the G
band after Au functionalization of graphene. This is indicative
of the hole doping of the graphene layer8 caused by the Au NPs
attached at the defect sites. Besides the SPR enhancement in D,
D′, and G bands due to functionalization with Au NPs, a
significant enhancement in second order weak modes in the
range 1700−2300 cm−1 was also observed, as shown in Figure
4c. In particular, the mode at 1948 cm−1 becomes stronger after
Au functionalization. The stronger second order modes may be
partly due to the SPR enhancement and partly due to adatom
induced defects/disorder as well as the interlayer interactions.35

The exact origin of these second order weak modes is not
understood in the literature, though it has been attributed to
combination modes by some groups. It is likely that some of
these modes may be caused by the defects/disorder induced by
the incorporation of the Au NPs in GR. In the presence of
defects, the k-selection rule is relaxed and thus some of the
forbidden modes may become Raman allowed modes in the
defective GR.

3.4. Raman Mapping. Figure 5 illustrates the areal
intensity maps of characteristic Raman modes of graphene
before and after Au deposition in the scanning area 10 × 10
μm2. Note that the intensity scale bars are separately shown for
better visibility of each band. Figure 5a and b shows the relative
areal intensity maps of the G and 2D bands, which is evidence
for the large coverage of SLG and BLG in the graphene layer.
Figure 5c−e depicts the Au coverage on GR substrate, which is
shown by the intensity variations of the D, G, and 2D bands. A
higher intensity of the D band compared to the 2D band
reveals that the Au NPs are embedded at defect sites on the
SLG and BLG.

3.5. HRTEM Analysis. The HRTEM images of GRAu at the
graphene edge and in-plane defect sites with corresponding
SAED patterns are shown in parts a and b of Figure 6,
respectively. Parts c and d of Figure 6 show the inverse fast
Fourier transform (IFFT) images of regions I and II marked in
parts a and b of Figure 6, which depict the interface of the Au
cluster at the graphene imperfect edge and in-plane defect sites,
respectively. Lattice fringes of both Au and graphene are clearly
discernible in the IFFT images (Figure 6c and d). Blue and red
colored arrows indicate the lattice fringes of SLG and BLG in
the GRAu sample, respectively. The bright and dark contrast
portions in Figure 6c arise due to the wrinkles present on the
basal plane of graphene.
The distribution of Au NPs on the graphene layers is further

probed by HRTEM imaging, as shown in Figure 7a. The
sample was obtained with direct deposition of Au on graphene
transferred onto a TEM grid. Bright and dark contrast regions
represent the lattice patterns of the graphene without and with
Au NPs located by blue colored arrows and white marked ovals,

Figure 5. Raman maps of (a, b) GR and (c−e) GRAu samples showing D (1350 cm−1), G (1595 cm−1), and 2D (2700 cm−1) bands with 514.5 nm
laser excitation. Note that each band is scanned in the same area of 10 × 10 μm2 and the intensity bar is drawn in the right for clarity.
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respectively. The white markers indicate the typical distance
between centers of two Au NPs, which are ∼5 nm (a) and ∼9
nm (b). The analyses done over the several Au NPs shown in
the HRTEM image reveal an average distance of ∼7 nm.
Presuming that the Au NPs are present only at the defect sites,
the average distance between the nearest-neighbor defect sites
would be the same as above. Interestingly, the interdefect
distance calculated from the Raman analysis (discussed later) is
found to be in excellent agreement with the above HRTEM
analysis. The defect mediated embedding of Au NPs with a size
of 10 nm in graphene is depicted in Figure 7b. The lattice
fringes of Au are clearly seen in the image. The effect of Au
clustering on the graphene layer is shown further by the IFFT
image in Figure 7c, which corresponds to region I in Figure 7b.
This image reveals covalent functionalization of graphene with
Au by displaying clear lattice fringes of both Au and graphene
side by side. Blue and red colored arrows indicate the lattice
patterns and atomic distortions due to the Au−C bonding
originated from the defect sites on the basal plane of the
graphene lattice.
3.6. AFM Analysis of GRAu. AFM topography was carried

out to monitor the distribution of Au NPs at the defect sites in
graphene. Parts a and b of Figure 8 represent the topography
images of GRAu at the planar site (with in-plane defects) and
edges, respectively. The Au islands at the edges and in-plane
defect sites are represented by dark blue and dark green arrows,
respectively. Comparison of Figure 8a and b reveals that the
density of Au NPs is higher at the edge than that at the basal
plane of graphene. Our results are consistent with the atomic
resolution transmission electron microscopy (TEM) imaging
and DFT simulations reported by Wang et al.37 It was argued
that, due to high binding energies of metal atoms to graphene
edges, atomic chains can be formed by self-assembly of metal

atoms on the zigzag edge. Through DFT calculation, it was
predicted that single metal atoms are preferentially located in
the valleys of a zigzag edge of graphene. Figure 8a also reveals
that the size of the Au NPs varied spatially to some extent
owing to the nonuniform density (areal) of defects in graphene;
i.e., bigger Au NPs correspond to sites for bigger size vacancies
and vice versa. This is fully consistent with the position
dependent Raman analysis, discussed later. In particular, our
experiments lend strong support to the theoretical prediction
that defect sites in graphene with higher surface energy are

Figure 6. HRTEM lattice images of the GRAu hybrid: (a) Au NPs at
the graphene edge and (b) Au NPs at the in-plane defects in the
graphene basal plane. The corresponding FFT patterns are shown as
an inset in each case. (c, d) IFFT images of regions I and II shown in
parts a and b, which depict the lattice fringes of both graphene and Au
NPs side by side. Blue and red arrows in part d indicate the single and
bi layer graphene lattice fringes.

Figure 7. HRTEM lattice image of GRAu placed onto a TEM grid: (a)
Au NPs (size ∼5−10 nm) located at the in-plane defects in graphene.
Lattice fringes of both graphene and Au NPs are indicated by blue
arrows and white marked oval regions (bright and dark contrast
regions), respectively. The white colored marker lines indicate the
distance (a = 5 nm, b = 9 nm) between two consecutive Au NPs. (b)
Magnified lattice image of GR and Au shown in part a indicating
covalent attachment of Au NPs (∼10 nm) with the graphene lattice.
(c) IFFT image of the marked region I shown in part b, showing the
lattice fringes of both the graphene (blue arrow) and Au cluster. The
red colored arrow shows the lattice distortion on the graphene basal
plane due to Au−C bonding.
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more favorable sites for functionalization with Au compared to
the defect free sites in graphene.34 These results demonstrate
that the defects in graphene strongly enhance the interaction of
foreign atoms with graphene. Recently, we have demonstrated
the application of graphene−Au hybrid in the growth of highly
aligned ZnO NRs and NWs on rapid thermally annealed GRAu
substrates. Due to post annealing, bigger size dumbbell shaped
Au NPs were formed preferentially at the defect sites followed
by dewetting behavior of Au on the graphene layer. Depending
on the density and size of Au NPs at these sites, ZnO NRs and
NWs are formed.22

3.7. XPS Analysis. XPS measurement was carried out to
confirm the Au functionalization at defect sites in graphene.
Parts c and d of Figure 8 represent the high resolution core
level C-1s XPS spectra in GR and GRAu samples, respectively.
Figure 8e represents the core level Au-4f spectra in the GRAu
sample. The spectrum shown in Figure 8c is deconvoluted into
four bands. The band at 284.76 eV corresponds to the CC
(sp2) bond arising from in-plane stretching of carbon atoms on
the graphene surface, and the CC band at 285.08 eV is
attributed mostly to the sp3 defects such as vacancies and point
defects and substitutional atoms,38 consistent with the Raman
spectra discussed earlier. The bands at 288.06 and 290.45 eV
are due to the partial epoxy (COC) and carboxylic
(COOH) functional groups attached to graphene, and the peak
at 293.26 eV is attributed to sp2-hybridized carbon atoms due
to the π−π* shake up features.39 After surface modification
with Au, the XPS spectra show an upshift in the binding energy
and broadening of both sp2 and sp3 bands. The changes in the
peak parameters obtained from the fitting are summarized in
Table 1. The shift in binding energy is due to the change in the
Fermi level of graphene after Au functionalization.40 This is
consistent with the Raman analysis that showed a shift in the G

and 2D bands in GRAu. XPS analysis also revealed an increase
in the fwhm of sp2 and sp3 bands by 0.15 and 0.55 eV,
respectively, which may be due to the longer AuC bonds
caused by the covalent functionalization initiated at defect sites
on graphene.40 Interestingly, the ratio of integrated intensity of
the sp3 to sp2 band calculated from Gaussian line shape fitting
was found to be 40% lower in GRAu as compared to that in
GR, strongly indicating covalent functionalization of graphene
at the defect sites with Au and enhancement (reduction) in the
sp2 (sp3) band, as evident from the data presented in Table 1.
Note that the line width of the COC band is more than
double that of the CC (sp2) band, which indicates an
attachment of native oxygenated functionalities on the
graphene layer over the sp3 sites during the room temperature
storage. The Au-4f bands show an additional two Gaussian
peaks at binding energies of 85.08 and 89.36 eV (Figure 8e)
that may be due to the nominal oxidation of the Au NP surface.
These results clearly establish the physical functionalization of
GR with Au due to the presence of in-plane defects and are
fully consistent with the Raman and HRTEM analyses. The
upshift in Raman peak position and large broadening of the 2D
band in GRAu are due to the change in electronic structure of
the graphene after Au functionalization.

3.8. Position Dependent Raman Profile. We further
looked into the spatial uniformity and Au clustering through
defect sites in GRAu by quantifying the defect density from the
Raman intensity profile of the D and G bands. If we assume
that the SPR effect caused equal intensity enhancement in both
the D and G bands such that the intensity ratio remained
unaffected, such an intensity ratio (ID/IG) can be used to the
estimate the average interdefect distance (LD) and defect
density (nD).

41 Figure 9a represents a set of Raman spectra
scanned at the different positions of GRAu, as shown in the
OM image of Figure 9b. Each spectrum was monitored by the
position of scanned area where the areal densitiy of Au NPs is
expected to be proportional to the areal density of defects.
These spectra were taken on GRAu substrate under identical
conditions. In order to calculate the nD and LD for a measured
ID/IG ratio, we have used the empirical relations presented by
Cancado et al.41 These empirical relations were proposed with
∼30% error based on the ID/IG values obtained in Raman
spectra of Ar+ ion bombarded graphene with point defects
separated by LD > 10 nm and at visible excitation wavelengths.
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Figure 8. AFM topography images of GRAu: (a) Au NPs shown by
dark green arrows at the defect sites on the basal plane and (b) Au
NPs at the edges shown by dark blue arrows. Core level XPS spectra:
(c) C-1s of GR, (d) C-1s of GRAu, and (e) Au-4f of GRAu, fitted with
Gaussian line shape in each case. Contributions from different species
are labeled in each case.

Table 1. Fitting Parameters of the C-1s Core Level XPS
Spectra of GR and GRAua

GR GRAu

band peak fwhm IGR peak fwhm IGRAu

CC (sp2) 284.76 1.19 28 067 284.82 1.34 36 380
CC (sp3) 285.08 2.09 42 046 285.42 2.64 39 008
COC 288.06 3.25 14 233 288.2 2.88 9940
ππ* 293.26 1.18 2298 293.41 2.32 4497

aPeak position and fwhm are in eV units. IGR and IGRAu represent
integrated intensities of the corresponding bands in GR and GRAu,
respectively.
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where λL is the excitation wavelength in nm. Using these
empirical relations, the calculated LD varies in the range 8.1−9.0
nm and nD varies in the range 3985−4950 μm−2 for GRAu. On
the other hand, pristine GR shows an LD value of 21.9 nm and
corresponding nD value of 673 μm−2. This implies a 6−7-fold
increase in nD after Au deposition on GR. Interestingly, manual
counting of the point defects in the HRTEM image of GR and
GRAu shown in Figure 3b and d reveals also a nearly 6-fold
increase in the defect density after Au deposition. Thus, despite
the large error bars involved in the empirical formula of eq 2,
the Raman results are in close agreement with the HRTEM
image analysis. Further, we have measured the average distance
between centers of neighboring Au NPs at several positions in

the HRTEM image. Interestingly, it is found that the average
distance between two Au NPs is ∼7 nm (see Figure 6a), which
is very close to the value of 8−9 nm calculated from the Raman
analysis. Note that Raman analysis of the defect density is
limited to the defects that are Raman active and gives rise to the
D band. It has been found that perfect zigzag edges, charged
impurities, intercalants, and uniaxial and biaxial strain in
graphene do not generate a D band.16 Thus, Raman analysis
based on D band intensity may underestimate the defect
density. However, in the above analysis, we have neglected any
additional enhancement of the D band due to the local SPR
effect of the Au NPs as compared to the SPR effect on the
other bands. Thus, these two competing effects taken together
make the result of Raman analysis fully consistent with
HRTEM analysis. Further analysis of the spectra shown for
four different positions (Figure 9a) reveals that there is no
significant shift in peak position and change in fwhm of D, G,
D′, and 2D bands for different locations of the GRAu sample
scanned. Since the scanned area covers several square
micrometers, any local nonuniformity in the nanometer scale
is not reflected in the Raman data. Thus, the GRAu sample can
be assumed to have good spatial homogeneity. A small
downshift in the 2D peak position may be arising from local
charged impurity present in the GRAu hybrid due to
functionalization with Au atoms.8

A comparison of the fwhm of different Raman bands in GR
and GRAu samples indicates that the fwhm of 2D and G bands
are nearly doubled in GRAu as compared to that of GR. On the
other hand, the fwhm of D and D′ bands do not change
significantly despite a large change in intensity (see the
Supporting Information, Figure S6). This indicates that D and
D′ bands are resonantly enhanced due to the SPR effect at the
defect sites of functionalized GRAu without losing the sp2

crystalline nature of graphene. Note that the asymmetry and
broadening of the G and 2D bands are due to the change in the
electronic structure of graphene owing to Au interaction.

Figure 9. (a) Position dependent Raman profiles of GRAu and GR
measured with λex = 632.8 nm. Interdefect distance (LD) values at each
position were calculated from the ID/IG ratio using eq 1. Note that the
spectrum for the pristine GR shown at the bottom is scaled up by a
factor of 15 for comparison. (b) Corresponding OM image of
scanning positions.

Figure 10. Comparison of Raman spectra for SLG, BLG, and FLG after Au deposition: (a) D, G, and 2D bands. (b) Lorentzian line shape fitting of
G, D′, and additional low frequency modes marked in cm−1 units. (c) 2D band, peak position, and fwhm (Δω2D) marked in cm−1 units in each case.
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3.9. Effect of Number of Graphene Layers. The effect of
the number of layers in graphene on the Au functionalization
was further studied by line shape analysis of the Raman spectra.
Figure 10a represents the Raman features of GRAu for single
layer, bi layer, and few layer graphene (FLG). From the
deconvolution of the G band using Lorentzian line shapes, as
shown in Figure 10b and c, no shifts in G (1596 cm−1) and D′
(1620 cm−1) bands were observed. Interestingly, the fwhm of
the 2D band in Au coated SLG and pristine BLG shows nearly
identical values of ∼70 cm−1 (see Figure 2b). Thus, the Au
coated SLG behaves like a pristine BLG where interaction
between the Au and SLG layers may be as significant as that
between the two layers of graphene in a BLG. This is an
important observation, and it signifies the strong interaction
between the Au and defective graphene layers.
Besides the common modes, additional Raman modes at

1581, 1576.6, and 1570 cm−1 were observed in SLG, BLG, and
FLG, respectively, after Au deposition, which may be due to the
covalent functionalization of Au at the defect sites.40 A
systematic downshift in the additional bands was observed as
the number of graphene layers increased. The lower frequency
peaks at ∼1557, 1541, and 1534 cm−1 may be resulting from
the strain caused by the formation of Au−C bonds creating
lattice distortions on the surrounding in-plane C−C stretching
bonds of sp2 carbon atoms, as discussed with reference to
Figure 6c.42 A weak feature at ∼1440 cm−1 next to the D band
in Figure 10a arises probably from the sp3 C contribution in the
functionalized GRAu. In the case of BLG−Au, the intensity of
the D band is marginally lower, which may be due to the
interlayer interaction in graphene.
Note that, despite the chemically inert nature of the perfect

graphene and Au atoms, defects in graphene cause strong
interaction with Au atoms, leading to physical functionalization
of GR. Such Au functionalized graphene may be highly
desirable for binding of graphene with other functional
molecules for biosensing and bioimaging applications. The
functionalized graphene may be useful as a nanocarrier and find
applications for drug delivery and related applications. Note
that the strength of the interaction of Au and GR is expected to
be proportional to the initial defect density and nature of
defects in GR. However, there would be a limitation on
graphene−foreign material interaction with respect to the areal
density of defects without losing the sp2 crystalline nature of
graphene. Further, control of the defect density during the
growth and by postgrowth processing will provide the
additional handle or the practical use of the concept
demonstrated here. More studies are underway to shed further
light on this issue.

4. CONCLUSION
In conclusion, we have demonstrated in-plane defect mediated
enhanced interaction of Au atoms with a graphene layer grown
by the CVD method. Our Raman studies in conjunction with
HRTEM imaging provide direct evidence of defect enhanced
strong interaction of Au with the defect sites in graphene and
physical functionalization of graphene at room temperature. A
local SPR effect at the graphene−Au interface was identified
from a strong enhancement of the D and D′ Raman modes and
enhancement of the SPR peak in the absorption spectra. Raman
mapping, AFM, and HRTEM analyses provided evidence for
bonding of Au NPs at the defect sites in graphene. The
interdefect distance and areal defect density calculated from the
Raman analysis on GRAu are in close agreement with HRTEM

analysis. These conclusions were further substantiated by the
XPS analysis. Raman line shape analysis further suggested that
ultrathin Au coated SLG behaves like a pristine BLG layer,
lending support for strong interaction between the Au and the
graphene layer. Our results open up possibilities for further
study on defect engineering in graphene appropriate for
physical functionalization of graphene with foreign atoms/
molecules to accomplish new functionalities in graphene based
hybrid structures. Our results also have important bearings on
the development of graphene based junction devices and hybrid
catalysts.
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