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Morphology control of perovskite films is of critical importance for high-performance photovoltaic devices. Although
solvent vapor annealing (SVA) treatment has been widely used to improve the film quality efficiently, the detailed mecha-
nism of film growth is still under construction, and there is still no consensus on the selection of solvents and volume for
further optimization. Here, a series of solvents (DMF, DMSO, mixed DMF/DMSO) were opted for exploring their impact
on fundamental structural and physical properties of perovskite films and the performance of corresponding devices. Mixed
solvent SVA treatment resulted in unique benefits that integrated the advantages of each solvent, generating a champion
device efficiency of 19.76% with improved humidity and thermal stability. The crystallization mechanism was constructed
by conducting grazing-incidence wide-angle x-ray diffraction (GIWAXS) characterizations, showing that dissolution and
recrystallization dominated the film formation. A proper choice of solvent and its volume balancing the two processes
thus afforded the desired perovskite film. This study reveals the underlying process of film formation, paving the way to
producing energy-harvesting materials in a controlled manner towards energy-efficient and stable perovskite-based devices.

Keywords: perovskite solar cell, solvent vapor annealing, dissolution, recrystallization

PACS: 81.15.−z, 81.10.−h, 81.15.Aa, 81.15.Aa DOI: 10.1088/1674-1056/abdb1f

1. Introduction

Organic-inorganic halide perovskite materials refer to ox-
ides of the chemical formula ABX3 (A= CH3NH3, (NH2)2CH,
Cs, B = Ge, Sn, Pb, and X = I, Br, Cl), which have been given
numerous attentions in recent years due to their unique proper-
ties such as magnetism, ferroelectricity, etc.[1,2] Being the ab-
sorber layers in solar cells, the perovskite materials are partic-
ularly remarkable because of their optically high absorption,[3]

superior charge transport properties,[4] and low exciton bind-
ing energy.[5,6] The power conversion efficiency (PCE) of per-
ovskite solar cells (PSCs) was only 3.8% at the beginning of
2009,[3] whereas a PCE of 25.5% was achieved in the latest
research.[7]

Nevertheless, perovskite-based devices are still con-
fronted with critical challenges, such as detrimental grain
boundaries and high densities of defect states caused by rapid
and disordered crystallization of perovskite films.[8–10] These
issues lead to radiationless recombination of carriers in per-
ovskites, degrading the device performance.[11,12] A number
of post-treatment methods have been proposed to control the
crystallization rate of perovskite films to improve the crystal
quality, eliminate the lattice defects, and eventually improve
the device efficiency. For example, using solvent engineering

to add DMSO into DMF solvent can slow down the crystal-
lization rate by taking advantage of the strong force between
Lewis acid-base adducts.[13,14] The antisolvent method, drop-
ping a solvent with strong compatibility to the original one
during the spin coating process and quickly removing the ex-
cess solvent by centrifugal force, is commonly used for con-
trolling the crystallization rate.[15,16] Solvent vapor annealing
(SVA), first proposed by Yang et al. in polymer solar cells,[17]

has been proven to effectively improve device performance
with excellent controllability in annealing temperature, an-
nealing time, vapor pressure, etc.[18]

As a common post-treatment method, SVA introduces
solvent molecules into the atmosphere of traditional thermal
annealing. The solvent molecules preferentially reach the ar-
eas with higher surface energies, such as grain boundaries. At
grain boundaries, solvent molecules enter the cubic octahe-
dral structure of perovskite, seize organic molecules, and re-
form the intermediate phase in the perovskite crystallization
process. At a certain temperature, the entry and volatilization
of the solvent molecules reach a thermal equilibrium, where
the intermediate phase is formed, leading to fusion of adjacent
grains, expansion of the size of grains, and reduction of the
density of defect states.[19–21]
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The typical solvents used in SVA are the ones commonly
used in the perovskite precursor solution.[19] However, in the
past, most researches have focused on single-component SVA
while solvent annealing adopting different solvents showed
huge differences. For instance, DMSO has obvious advan-
tages in expanding the grain size in SVA. However, due to its
high boiling point[22] and the strong interaction between sol-
vent molecules and perovskite components, the thermal equi-
librium mentioned above can be easily broken, and perovskite
films can be dissolved overly. It is also possible to form an irre-
versible poly-plumbate structure over a long period of time.[23]

In contrast, the boiling point of DMF is lower, and the in-
teraction force between DMF and perovskite is smaller. In
this case, the thermal equilibrium is established rapidly, and
the DMF molecules quickly volatilize, leaving a very short
time for their interaction, so the grain fusion becomes very
limited.[13]

In this manuscript, DMF/DMSO mixed solvent (MS) in
SVA was proposed while the effect was compared with single-
component SVA. The detailed process and mechanism of SVA
were also described to prove the effectiveness. The MS SVA
combined the advantages of the two solvents, effectively ex-

panding the grain size and reducing the density of defect states
without damaging the film. The detailed crystallization dy-
namics during SVA, which is of critical importance in under-
standing the perovskite mesophase and the transformation be-
tween mesophase and perovskite crystal, was summarized. A
champion power-conversion efficiency (PCE) of 19.76% un-
der air mass global (AM 1.5G) spectrum illumination was
achieved without any doping and interface optimization com-
pared with 17.13% of the SVA-free control device.

2. Results and discussion
Figure 1 shows the top-view SEM images of the per-

ovskite films and their corresponding grain size distribution.
The images indicate that SVA treatment increased the grain
size of perovskite films regardless of the type of solvent vapor.
DMSO vapor treated perovskite film exhibited the largest av-
erage grain size of ∼380 nm along with clear voids and breaks
between grains, which are detrimental for device performance.
In contrast to DMSO treatment, the MS SVA resulted in a
more uniform and compact perovskite film with an average
grain size of ∼330 nm.
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Fig. 1. Top-view SEM image and the corresponding grain size distribution of perovskite film processed without and with solvent annealing treatment.

Figure S1 shows the UV-vis absorption spectra of per-
ovskite films based on SVA with different solvents. The nearly
identical absorption spectra indicate that SVA treatment had
no influence on light absorption. Further, to investigate the
effect of SVA treatment on carrier recombination, we con-
ducted the steady-state photoluminescence (PL) spectra and
time-resolved PL spectra (TRPL) of bare perovskite films,
with results shown in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b). The highest PL in-
tensity was observed in MS treated perovskite films, indicating
non-radiative recombination was significantly suppressed. By

fitting the TRPL spectra with a bi-exponential function, the
carrier lifetime was extracted (Table S1) with 14.64 ns for the
control device and 23.05 ns for the MS treated device. The
prolonged carrier lifetime for the MS treated device indicates
SVA treatment effectively passivated the defects by reducing
the grain boundaries.[24,25] As for pure DMSO treated film,
the carrier lifetime was largely shortened with an average τ

of only 3.58 ns, meaning that the structure of perovskite film
was damaged under the effect of DMSO vapor. In order to
quantify the defect density, we performed space charge lim-
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ited current (SCLC) measurements based on electron-only de-
vices (ITO/SnO2/MAPbI3/PCBM/Al). As shown in Fig. 2(c),
there are three regions in the SCLC curves. In the first re-
gion, the applied voltage is lower than the kink point voltage,
and the current increases linearly with applied voltage. When
the applied voltage exceeds the kink point voltage, where the
second region is, the current increases nonlinearly, indicating
that all trap states are filled by the injected carriers. At higher
bias, the current shows a quadratic dependence (the third re-
gion), and the dark current is well fitted by the Mott–Gurney
law. Hence the intersection of the first and second region is the
kink point voltage, which is also called trap-filled limit volt-

age VTFL, and the trap density Ntrap is calculated by using the
following formula:[26,27]

VTFL = eNtrapL2/(2εε0),

where L is the thickness of the perovskite film which is
around 350 nm, ε (∼18) is the relative dielectric constant of
perovskite.[28] The devices after SVA with DMF and MS had
lower Ntrap of 1.04×1016 cm−3 and 7.91×1015 cm−3 respec-
tively, compared to that of 1.16× 1016 cm−3 for the control
one and 1.65× 1016 cm−3 for the case of DMSO SVA. The
reduction in defect states agrees with suppressed carrier re-
combination, corresponding to the significant improvement of
VOC and FF shown in Table S2.
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Fig. 2. (a) The PL spectra, and (b) time-resolved PL spectra of bare perovskite films processed with SVA treatment exposed to different solvent vapor.
(c) Space charge limited current (SCLC) of electron-only devices with a device structure of ITO/SnO2 (40 nm)/MAPbI3 (∼340 nm)/PCBM (80 nm)/A1
(100 nm). The volumes of four solvents were optimized, which is 60 µL for DMF solvent, 20 µL for DMF/DMSO mixted solvent and 20 µL for DMSO
solvent, respectively.

To relate the above results with the crystallization pro-
cess, we conducted the grazing incidence wide-angle x-ray
scattering experiments (GIWAXS). The 2D GIWAXS images
for the studied films are shown in Fig. S3, and the correspond-
ing 1D GIWAXS profiles are displayed in Fig. 3(a). In com-
parison with the control device, both DMF and MS SVA pro-
cessed perovskite films exhibited an improved crystallization,
with the latter showing the greatest improvement. While for
the DMSO case, the characteristic peak intensity of the per-
ovskite phase was subjected to an obvious decrease. In ad-
dition, new peaks occurred at q < 1.0 A−1, which could be
attributed to the characteristic scattering peak of intermediate
phase MAI-PbI2-DMSO.[29,30] The fitting results of the per-
ovskite phase at q = 1.0 A−1, including the peak area and
crystal size, are shown in Fig. 3(b). MS treated perovskite
film showed enhanced peak area and enlarged crystal size.
The results suggest that proper selection of solvent and solvent
volume for SVA treatment could simultaneously enhance the
crystallinity and crystal size by recrystallizing the perovskite
crystals.

In light of the experimental results above, Scheme 1 was
constructed to illustrate the crystallization kinetics of per-
ovskite crystals under SVA treatment, which is made up of two
processes: perovskite dissolution and recrystallization. Here
we take MS SVA as an example. When the perovskite films are

exposed to the MS vapor, the solvent molecules will preferen-
tially dissolve the grain boundaries due to its high instability,
and then form an intermediate phase of MAI-PbI2-DMF and
MAI-PbI2-DMSO,[23] which refers to the process of dissolu-
tion. However, with thermal annealing treatment, the solvent
molecules are extracted from the intermediate state, leading
to recrystallization of the perovskite phase. In the whole pro-
cess, there is a competition between dissolution and recrystal-
lization, and the equilibrium state is dependent on the donor
number[31] of solvent, boiling point, and heating temperature.
Because of the small number of donors, the weak coordina-
tion between Pb2+ and DMF enables easy transformation from
the intermediate phase to the perovskite phase. In contrast,
Pb2+ and DMSO interact more strongly, demanding more en-
ergy to break the bond. By exposing the perovskite films to a
proper amount of MS vapor, the balance of perovskite disso-
lution and recrystallization can be readily achieved, obtaining
high-quality perovskite film without byproducts, as shown in
the 2D GIWAXS patterns in Fig. S3. If the film exposes to
excess DMSO solvent vapor, the equilibrium will be broken,
and an excess amount of MAI-PbI2-DMSO will be formed,
thus increasing the activation energy for phase transition and
finally resulting in a poor film with byproducts, evidenced
by the appearance of new scattering peaks at q < 1.0 A−1

(Fig. S4).
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Fig. 3. (a) 1D GIWAXS profiles of perovskite films processed under different SVA conditions, which were derived from the 2D GIWAXS patterns
by circular integration. (b) The evolution of peak area and crystal size of perovksite phase at q = 1.0 Å−1 as a function of solvent vapor types.
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Scheme 1. Schematic diagrams illustrating the dissolution and recrystallization process of perovskite crystals under SVA treatment.

To verify the impact of SVA treatment on the resulting
photovoltaic performance, we fabricated inverted-planar per-
ovskite solar cells with the device structure shown in Fig. 4(a)
(ITO/PTAA/MAPbI3/PCBM/Al). Figure 4(b) shows the best
photocurrent density–voltage (J–V ) curves of perovskite so-
lar cells under each optimized condition without and with
SVA treatment, and the corresponding device parameters are
summarized in Table S2. The detailed device optimization
process is shown in Fig. S2. After SVA treatment, the de-
vice efficiency was improved due to the improved film qual-
ity and crystallinity as demonstrated. It can be noted that the
MS treated perovskite solar cells achieved a champion effi-
ciency of 19.76%, with improved open-circuit current (VOC) of
1.103 V, short-circuit current density (JSC) of 21.93 mA/cm2,
and fill factor (FF) of 81.72%. In addition, SVA treatment

eliminated the J–V hysteresis (Fig. 4(c)).[32,33] External quan-

tum efficiency (EQE) measurements were conducted, with re-

sults shown in Fig. 4(d). It was confirmed that the integrated

current density from EQE was consistent with the JSC derived

from the J–V curves with a deviation of 0.36 mA/cm2. Fur-

ther, we checked the stable-state photocurrent and PCE out-

put, measured at a maximum power point (0.88 V for the

control device and 0.91 V for MS SVA treated devices), as

shown in Fig. 4(e). The steady-state output PCE increased

from 17.03% to 19.88% after SVA treatment. The device re-

producibility was assessed by fabricating more than 100 cells

for devices without and with MS treatment (Fig. 4(f)). The av-

erage PCE for the control and MS treated devices were 16.53%

and 19.37%, respectively.
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Fig. 5. (a) Normalized PCEs of unencapsulated devices exposed to ambient conditions with humidity of 55%–65%. (b) Normalized PCEs of
unencapsulated devices under 85 ◦C heat treatment in a nitrogen atmosphere.

Additionally, we carried out a series of stability testing
to evaluate the effect of SVA treatment on the device stabil-
ity, the results of which are displayed in Fig. 5. First, the
humidity stability of devices was tested by leaving the non-
encapsulated devices in ambient air with a humidity of 55%–
65% for 30 days. As shown in Fig. 5(a), the control device
degraded to ∼ 70% of its initial value after 30 days of track-
ing. In comparison, the MS SVA treated devices retained
∼ 85% efficiency, unambiguously demonstrating improved
humidity stability. Then, the thermal stability of unsealed de-
vices was monitored by continuous annealing the devices at
85 ◦C under a nitrogen atmosphere for 200 h (Fig. 5(b)). The
MS treated device exhibited superior thermal stability, which
maintained ∼76% of its initial PCE after continuous anneal-
ing for 200 h. Under the same condition, the control device
dropped to ∼ 56% of its initial PCE. The above results demon-
strate that SVA treatment can not only promote photovoltaic

performance but also improve operational stability. Such im-
provement is attributed to the enlarged grain size and reduced
grain boundaries, which are reported to be vulnerable when
exposed to a harsh environment.[34]

3. Conclusion and perspectives

In summary, SVA was performed with mixed solvents to
study its synergistic effect on the intermediate phase and crys-
tallization of perovskite film formation. The solvent vapor
acted uniformly on the surface of the film; however, excess
solvent led to the dissolution of perovskite films. We pro-
posed a model based on the GIWAXS, revealing that solvent
molecules enter the grain boundaries and induce two compet-
ing processes, dissolution and crystallization, which reach an
equilibrium depending on solvent type and volume. Conse-
quently, from the overall perspective, MS SVA promoted the
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growth of grains and enlarged the grain size, suppressing ra-
diationless recombination loss. With MS SVA, the VOC and
FF of the completed device were improved due to signifi-
cantly reduced defect states in perovskite material, and the
PCE reached 19.76% compared to 17.13% of the control de-
vice. Meanwhile, both thermal stability and humidity stability
were improved significantly.

References
[1] Frost J M, Butler K T, Brivio F, Hendon C H, van Schilfgaarde M and

Walsh A 2014 Nano Lett. 14 2584
[2] Miao J, Duan X, Li J, Dai J, Liu B, Wang S, Zhou W and Shao Z 2019

Chem. Eng. J. 355 721
[3] Kojima A, Teshima K, Shirai Y and Miyasaka T 2009 J. Am. Chem.

Soc. 131 6050
[4] Laban W A and Etgar L 2013 Energy & Environmental Science 6 3249
[5] D’Innocenzo V, Grancini G, Alcocer M J, Kandada A R, Stranks S D,

Lee M M, Lanzani G, Snaith H J and Petrozza A 2014 Nat. Commun.
5 3586

[6] Tu Y, Xu G, Yang X, Zhang Y, Li Z, Su R, Luo D, Yang W, Miao Y,
Cai R, Jiang L, Du X, Yang Y, Liu Q, Gao Y, Zhao S, Huang W, Gong
Q and Zhu R 2019 Sci. China Phys. Mech. Astron. 62 974221

[7] NREL Best Research-Cell Efficiencies Record (last accessed January
2021)

[8] Zheng X, Chen B, Wu C and Priya S 2015 Nano Energy 17 269
[9] Zheng Y, Su R, Xu Z, Luo D, Dong H, Jiao B, Wu Z, Gong Q and Zhu

R 2019 Science Bulletin 64 1255
[10] Edri E, Kirmayer S, Henning A, Mukhopadhyay S, Gartsman K,

Rosenwaks Y, Hodes G and Cahen D 2014 Nano Lett. 14 1000
[11] Yin W J, Shi T and Yan Y 2014 Appl. Phys. Lett. 104 063903
[12] Luo D, Su R, Zhang W, Gong Q and Zhu R 2019 Nat. Rev. Mater. 5 44
[13] Lee J W, Kim H S and Park N G 2016 Acc. Chem. Res. 49 311
[14] Jeon N J, Noh J H, Kim Y C, Yang W S, Ryu S and Seok S I 2014 Nat.

Mater. 13 897
[15] Wang Y F, Wu J, Zhang P, Liu D T, Zhang T, Ji L, Gu X L, Chen Z D

and Li S B 2017 Nano Energy 39 616
[16] Xiao M, Huang F, Huang W, Dkhissi Y, Zhu Y, Etheridge J, Gray-Weale

A, Bach U, Cheng Y B and Spiccia L 2014 Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl.
53 9898

[17] Li G, Yao Y, Yang H, Shrotriya V, Yang G and Yang Y 2007 Adv. Funct.
Mater. 17 1636

[18] You J, Yang Y, Hong Z, Song T B, Meng L, Liu Y, Jiang C, Zhou H,
Chang W H, Li G and Yang Y 2014 Appl. Phys. Lett. 105 183902

[19] Xiao Z, Dong Q, Bi C, Shao Y, Yuan Y and Huang J 2014 Adv. Mater.
26 6503

[20] Liu J, Gao C, He X, Ye Q, Ouyang L, Zhuang D, Liao C, Mei J and
Lau W 2015 ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 7 24008

[21] Luo J, Qiu R Z, Yang Z S, Wang Y X and Zhang Q F 2018 RSC Ad-
vances 8 724

[22] Wu Y, Islam A, Yang X, Qin C, Liu J, Zhang K, Peng W and Han L
2014 Energy & Environmental Science 7 2934

[23] Guo Y, Shoyama K, Sato W, Matsuo Y, Inoue K, Harano K, Liu C,
Tanaka H and Nakamura E 2015 J. Am. Chem. Soc. 137 15907

[24] Xing G, Mathews N, Sun S, Lim S S, Lam Y M, Grätzel M, Mhaisalkar
S and Sum T C 2013 Science 342 344

[25] Stranks S D, Eperon G E, Grancini G, Menelaou C, Alcocer M J P,
Leijtens T, Herz L M, Petrozza A and Snaith H J 2013 Science 342 341

[26] Bube R H 1962 J. Appl. Phys. 33 1733
[27] Liu Y, Sun J, Yang Z, Yang D, Ren X, Xu H, Yang Z and Liu S F 2016

Adv. Opt. Mater. 4 1829
[28] Samiee M, Konduri S, Ganapathy B, Kottokkaran R, Abbas H A, Kita-

hara A, Joshi P, Zhang L, Noack M and Dalal V 2014 Appl. Phys. Lett.
105 4

[29] Song J, Zhou G, Chen W, Zhang Q, Ali J, Hu Q, Wang J, Wang C,
Feng W, Djurisic A B, Zhu H, Zhang Y, Russell T and Liu F 2020 Adv.
Mater. 32 2002784

[30] Hu Q, Zhao L, Wu J, Gao K, Luo D, Jiang Y, Zhang Z, Zhu C, Schaible
E, Hexemer A, Wang C, Liu Y, Zhang W, Gratzel M, Liu F, Russell T
P, Zhu R and Gong Q 2017 Nat. Commun. 8 1

[31] Deng Y, Brackle C H V, Dai X, Zhao J and Huang J 2019 Sci. Adv. 5
eaax7537

[32] Snaith H J, Abate A, Ball J M, Eperon G E, Leijtens T, Noel N K,
Stranks S D, Wang J T, Wojciechowski K and Zhang W 2014 J. Phys.
Chem. Lett. 5 1511

[33] Unger E L, Hoke E T, Bailie C D, Nguyen W H, Bowring A R,
Heumüller T, Christoforo M G and McGehee M D 2014 Energy En-
viron. Sci. 7 3690

[34] Niu T Q, Lu J, Munir R, Li J B, Barrit D, Zhang X, Hu H L, Yang Z,
Amassian A, Zhao K and Liu S Z 2018 Adv. Mater. 30 1706576

068103-6

http://doi.org/10.1021/nl500390f
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2018.08.192
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2018.08.192
http://doi.org/10.1021/ja809598r
http://doi.org/10.1021/ja809598r
http://doi.org/10.1039/c3ee42282h
http://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4586
http://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4586
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11433-019-9356-1
https://www.nrel.gov/pv/assets/pdfs/best-research-cell-efficiencies.20201228.pdf
https://www.nrel.gov/pv/assets/pdfs/best-research-cell-efficiencies.20201228.pdf
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2015.08.023
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scib.2019.06.006
http://doi.org/10.1021/nl404454h
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.4864778
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-019-0151-y
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.accounts.5b00440
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmat4014
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmat4014
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.nanoen.2017.07.046
http://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201405334
http://doi.org/10.1002/anie.201405334
http://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.v17:10
http://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.v17:10
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.4901510
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201401685
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201401685
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.5b06780
http://doi.org/10.1039/C7RA10695E
http://doi.org/10.1039/C7RA10695E
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4EE01624F
http://doi.org/10.1021/jacs.5b10599
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1243167
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1243982
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.1728818
http://doi.org/10.1002/adom.201600327
http://doi.org/10.1002/adom.201600327
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4EE01624F
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4EE01624F
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.202002784
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.202002784
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-016-0009-6
http://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aax7537
http://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aax7537
http://doi.org/10.1021/jz500113x
http://doi.org/10.1021/jz500113x
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4EE02465F
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4EE02465F
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201706576

	1. Introduction
	2. Results and discussion
	3. Conclusion and perspectives
	References

