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A wide range of supercritical fluids (SCFs) have
been studied as solvents for electrochemistry with
carbon dioxide and hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs) being
the most extensively studied. Recent advances have
shown that it is possible to get well-resolved
voltammetry in SCFs by suitable choice of the
conditions and the electrolyte. In this review, we
discuss the voltammetry obtained in these systems,
studies of the double-layer capacitance, work on the
electrodeposition of metals into high aspect ratio
nanopores and the use of metallocenes as redox
probes and standards in both supercritical carbon
dioxide–acetonitrile and supercritical HFCs.

1. Introduction
The supercritical phase was first discovered by Baron
Charles Cagniard de la Tour in 1822. Cagniard de
la Tour’s first experiment in which he observed the
supercritical phase involved rolling a flint ball in a sealed
Papin digester (a predecessor to the autoclave) filled with
liquid (water, alcohol, ether and carbon disulfide) [1–3].
Rolling the device resulted in a splashing noise as the
flint penetrated the liquid–vapour interface [3]. Cagniard
de la Tour noted that, by heating the device to far beyond
the point of the liquid, the splashing sound stopped. At
this point, the boundary between the liquid and gaseous
phase was gone, and marked the discovery of the
supercritical phase. Cagniard de la Tour also described
how he heated a sealed glass tube of alcohol under
pressure [1,3]. He observed that the liquid expanded to
twice its original volume until it vanished altogether,
making the tube appear completely clear [3]. When the
system was re-cooled, a thick cloud appeared. Cagniard
de la Tour named his discovery ‘état particulier’ [1–3].
He also measured the critical temperature at which the
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interface tension vanished and discovered that at certain temperatures beyond which total
vaporization of the liquid occurs no increase in pressure will liquefy the gas [2,3].

In 1845, Michael Faraday [4] wrote and commented on the critical point; he referred to this as
‘Cagniard de la Tour’s state’ and ‘the Cagniard de la Tour point’. Later in 1861, Dmitri Mendeleev
also commented on the phenomenon and referred to it as the ‘absolute Siedetemperatur’ or
absolute boiling point [3,5]. Eventually, Thomas Andrews coined the modern term critical point
[3,6].

In 1869, Andrews [6] described his experiments on the effects of temperature and pressure on
sealed glass tubes of partially liquefied carbonic acid. In his paper, he describes the critical point
as the temperature was raised to 88◦F (304 K) ‘the surface of demarcation between the liquid
and gas became fainter, lost its curvature, and at last disappeared’ [6, pp. 575–576]. Andrews
further noted that the space was occupied by a ‘homogenous fluid, which exhibited, when the
pressure was suddenly diminished or the temperature slightly lowered, a peculiar appearance of
moving or flickering striae throughout its entire mass’. Andrews noted that the ‘great changes of
density which occur about this point (critical point) produce the flickering movements’. Andrews
also commented on attempting to take the substance above its critical temperature and pressure;
‘at temperatures above 88◦F no apparent liquefaction of carbonic acid, or separation into two
distinct forms of matter, could be effected, even when a pressure of 300 or 400 atmospheres was
applied’ [6, p. 576].

A substance above its critical temperature (TC) and pressure (pC) is called a supercritical fluid
(SCF). SCFs have increased transport properties which are a result of their low viscosity [7]. The
solvent properties of an SCF can be dramatically altered with only modest changes to temperature
or pressure, making them attractive as tuneable solvation media [7]. The gas-like properties of
SCFs include low viscosities and the absence of surface tension, while their liquid-like properties
allow for the dissolution and transport of materials. SCFs have been applied to fine and speciality
chemistry, polymer and material modification, biotechnology and pharmaceuticals, dry cleaning
[8], extraction and chromatography [9], and the processing of nanomaterials and nanostructures
[10]. SCFs have been employed in making nanowires [11], nanostructures [12], nanocrystalline
materials [13], thin film deposition [14] and deposition into mesoporous silica templates [8].
A review by Romang & Watkins [10] highlights the advantages of SCFs for the fabrication of
semi-conductor devices.

2. Supercritical fluids as solvents for electrochemistry

(a) Supercritical fluids studied for electrochemistry
Although SCFs have unique properties, including low viscosity that leads to enhanced mass
transport to and from the electrode surface [7], there is relatively little literature on SCFs
as solvents for electrochemistry. A range of different substances have been used as SCFs
for electrochemistry, including ammonia (NH3), sulfur dioxide (SO2), acetonitrile (CH3CN),
water (H2O) [15] and more recently hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs). HFCs are useful SCFs due
to their easily accessible critical temperatures and pressures, high polarity [16] and very high
densities in the supercritical state [17]. One of the earliest reports of different SCFs being
used for electrochemical processes was by Silvestri et al. [18] in 1981. They investigated CO2,
bromotrifluoromethane (CBrF3), hydrogen chloride (HCl) and NH3. Their research showed that
CO2 was a poor conductor in both the liquid and supercritical state [18]. They also noted that
CBrF3 was a very poor conductor and that electrolytes were practically insoluble; they concluded
that both CO2 and CBrF3 were unsuitable as solvents. Work with scHCl, although having a higher
dielectric constant and appreciable solvent properties in the supercritical state, was unsuitable
due to its high corrosivity. Even though it was unsuitable for further experiments, elemental
iodine was produced at the anode in a scHCl/KI system [18]. Ammonia was also noted to
have a higher dielectric and appreciable solvent properties in supercritical conditions; these
investigations accomplished the anodic dissolution of silver and iron [18,19].
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Bard and co-workers provided the most extensive work on the use of SCFs as solvents
for electrochemistry by performing voltammetric studies at near- and supercritical conditions.
Bard’s group studied a range of inorganic compounds in a range of supercritical solvents;
these solvents included NH3, H2O, CO2/H2O, CH3CN and SO2 [9,20–26]. The aim of
their work was to understand the thermodynamics and kinetics of chemical reactions in
SCFs, then use SCF solutions for electrosynthetic purposes [19]. Initial work with NH3
showed through chronocoulometric techniques that the diffusivity and thus mass transport
of m-chloronitrobenzene was enhanced in supercritical conditions [26]. Crooks & Bard [22,23]
also reported on the first electrochemistry of organic compounds in scNH3; they noted that
reactions in liquid NH3 could also be accomplished in scNH3. Their work demonstrated that
the dielectric constant and density could be manipulated in scNH3 by changing the pressure
or temperature [22]. Bard and co-workers [24,25,27] studied the use of H2O as an SCF for
electrochemistry. The unique properties of water near its critical point render it a good solvent
for both organics and salts [19]. The experimental difficulties associated with scH2O, including
high critical temperatures, pressures (TC = 647 K, pC = 22.1 MPa) and corrosion, make it difficult
to use [19,24]. McDonald et al. [24] described additional difficulties associated with working with
scH2O including long equilibration times and the fact that electrodes could not be removed and
replaced for cleaning or inspection; the latter is a common problem when working with any SCF.

Toghill et al. [28] have recently published a mini-review on SCFs that gives a brief overview of
the literature relating to the electrochemistry in SCFs. Grinberg & Mazin [29] have reviewed the
literature on electrochemistry in scCO2 and scCO2 with various co-solvents, up to 1998.

(b) Electrochemistry in supercritical carbon dioxide
Although being dismissed as an SCF for preparative electrolyses by Silvestri et al. [18],
carbon dioxide has been used as an SCF for electrochemistry [7,8,10,12–14,30–57]. Supercritical
CO2, although having a low dielectric constant (ε < 2) [31], is of interest as a solvent for
electrochemistry as it is non-toxic, inexpensive, non-flammable and relatively inert. The easily
accessible critical temperature and pressure (TC = 304 K, pC = 7.3 MPa) also make it attractive
for electrochemical investigations [31]. The most extensive fundamental electrochemical studies
of CO2 as an SCF have been performed by Abbott and co-workers. Abbott & Harper [31]
carried out electrochemical investigations in scCO2 by dissolving hydrophobic electrolytes
(tetrakis(decyl)ammonium tetraphenylborate) to give a conducting medium. They found some
conductivity (approx. 10−6 S cm−1) and obtained some, poorly resolved, voltammetry [31].
Abbott & Harper [58] then used tetraalkylammonium tetraarylborates to make the first
measurements of double-layer capacitance and conductivity in scCO2. In their work, they showed
that tetraalkylammonium tetraarylborates in scCO2 led to an increased conductivity of the
system. They also noted that high concentrations of the supporting electrolyte led to an increase
in the viscosity of the supercritical media, thus small concentrations were used ranging from 0 to
0.03 mol dm−3.

The use of polar co-solvents has been investigated with the aim of raising the dielectric
constant of scCO2. Goldfarb et al. [32] used varying amounts of methanol with scCO2 and studied
the dielectric and voltammetric properties. Increasing the mole fraction of methanol resulted in a
rise of the dielectric constant for the mixtures. The most extensive study of the use of co-solvents
on the phase behaviour and conductivity of scCO2 has been reported by Bartlett et al. [47]. The
investigation used both acetonitrile (CH3CN, ε = 37) and methanol as potential co-solvents for
scCO2. The high dielectric constant and complete miscibility with CO2 under easily accessible
experimental conditions made both viable candidates [47]. Using a fixed molar ratio of co-solvent
to CO2 (0.14), tetrabutylammonium tetrafluoroborate ([NBun

4][BF4]) was found to be five times
more soluble (for similar pressures and temperatures) when acetonitrile was used as a co-solvent
than methanol in scCO2 mixtures. The high solubility of the supporting electrolyte meant that
acetonitrile was chosen as a co-solvent over methanol, although increasing the concentration of
[NBun

4][BF4] in scCO2/MeCN raises the pressure required to form a homogeneous solution.
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Figure 1. Space-filling representations of the cations and anions used as supporting electrolytes (green= F), illustrating their
approximate sizes. The dimensions correspond to the estimated diameter across the respective ions based upon van der Waals
radii [59]. (Reproduced with permission from PCCP Owner Societies.)

To enhance the conductivity of scCO2/MeCN mixtures, a range of electrolyte salts were
synthesized (figure 1). The salts replaced the tetrabutylammonium cation or the tetrafluoroborate
anion with varying derivatives. It was found that changing the anion from tetrafluoroborate
to BARF (fluorinated derivatives of [BPh4]−) had the largest effect on the conductivity [47].
A tetrabutylammonium cation with a BARF anion ([NBun

4][B(3,5-C6H3(CF3)2)4]−) was the most
suitable supporting electrolyte. The electrolyte was found to have an order of magnitude
higher molar conductivity than [NBun

4][BF4]. Adding the fluorous ponytail to the cation in
[N{CF3(CF2)7(CH2)3}Et3]+ and [N{CF3(CF2)7(CH2)3}nBu3]+ has only a small effect, presumably
because it does not significantly reduce the effect of ion-pairing.

(c) The double layer in supercritical fluids
There has been very little work on the structure of the double layer at the electrode–SCF
electrolyte interface, even though this determines the interfacial potential distribution and exerts
a significant effect on the kinetics of electrode reactions.

Abbott & Eardley [60] have reported double-layer capacitance measurements in supercritical
difluoromethane containing 20 mM tetrabutylammonium tetrafluoroborate at platinum elec-
trodes at 363 K and three pressures. They concluded that at the lower pressures (13.5 and 16 MPa),
where the dielectric constant for the solvent was lower (ε = 8.5 and 8.1), the double-layer structure
was described by the Helmholtz model whereas at higher pressure (26 MPa), where the dielectric
constant was higher (ε = 9.5), there was evidence for a contribution from the diffuse, or Gouy-
Chapman, layer. Abbott & Harper [58] studied the double-layer capacitance for long chain
quaternary ammonium electrolytes in supercritical CO2 under the low dielectric condition for
scCO2 (ε = 1.8); they found Helmholtz-like behaviour with the double-layer capacitance only very
weakly dependent on the electrode potential.

Recently, Bartlett & Cook [61] published results for the study of the double-layer capacitance in
scCO2/11 wt% MeCN mixtures of constant density between 306 K, 15.5 MPa and 316 K, 20.2 MPa.
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Figure 2. Comparison of Cdl for different substrates in scCO2/11 wt% CH3CN with 12.15 mM [NBun4][BF4] at 306 K and 15.5 MPa.
Open symbols represent data taken on the cathodic scan; filled symbols on the anodic scan. Black squares: 0.5 mm diameter
platinum disc; red circles: 0.5 mm diameter gold disc; blue triangles: 1 mm diameter glassy carbon disc [61]. (Reproduced with
permission from [61]. Copyright c© Elsevier.)

They found that the results for Pt and Au electrodes could be described by a simple Helmholtz
layer model. In contrast, for glassy carbon electrodes, the results for the double-layer capacitance
show a parabolic-like potential dependence attributed to the lower density of states near the
Fermi level and the space charge contribution to the measured capacitance (figure 2).

(d) Electrochemistry in supercritical hydrofluorocarbons
Another approach is to use HFCs as supercritical solvents as these are polar and give higher
dielectric fluids while retaining reasonable critical temperatures and pressures. Fundamental
studies of the conductivity of scHFCs with [NBun

4][BF4] have been reported in the literature
by Abbott and co-workers [62,63] and Olsen & Tallman [64]. Abbott and co-workers
performed additional fundamental studies in scHFCs, which included the solubility of aromatic
hydrocarbons [65], hydrogen bond interactions [16], electrochemical reduction of CO2 (performed
in scCO2 with 1,1,1,2-tetrafluoroethane as a polar modifier) [33] and the effects of electrolyte
concentration on viscosity and voltammetry [66].

Bartlett et al. [67] reported the phase behaviour and conductivity of electrolytes in scHFCs
in a study analogous to their work in scCO2. HFCs have a higher dielectric constant
than scCO2 and thus avoid the need for a polar co-solvent. The phase behaviour of
trifluoromethane (CHF3), difluoromethane (CH2F2) and 1,1,1,2-tetrafluoroethane (CH2FCF3)
containing [NBun

4][BF4], [NBun
4][B(3,5-C6H3(CF3)2)4] and Na[B(3,5-C6H3(CF3)2)4] was studied

and the conditions for forming a single supercritical phase were established. All three HFCs
were found to be good solvents for [NBun

4][BF4], but the results showed that the CH2F2
system had the lowest pC for dissolving a given amount of [NBun

4][BF4]. Additionally, the
solubility of Na[B(3,5-C6H3(CF3)2)4] in CH2F2 was found to be unexpectedly high. The
conductivity of [NBun

4][B(C6F5)4], [NBun
4][B(3,5-C6H3(CF3)2)4], [NRf Bun

3][B(3,5-C6H3(CF3)2)4]
(Rf = (CH2)3C7F15) and Na[B(3,5-C6H3(CF3)2)4] was studied in scCH2F2. The results showed
that these salts were more conducting than [NBun

4][BF4] under the same conditions but the
increase was much less significant than that reported for scCO2/MeCN [67]. It was concluded,
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however, that both the [NBun
4][BF4] and BARF salts would be suitable background electrolytes

for electrodeposition from scCH2F2.

(e) Electrodeposition from supercritical fluids
Electrodeposition from SCFs is also sparse in the literature. The earliest work is that of Williams
& Naiditch [68] in 1976 with Silvestri et al. [18] 5 years later. Williams & Naiditch [68] presented
the deposition of silver from near- and supercritical NH3. In their work, Williams and Naiditch
used silver nitrate (AgNO3) to electrodeposit silver in the form of needles and dendrites on a Pt
cathode. AgNO3 was chosen due to its solubility in liquid NH3; additionally, electrodeposited Ag
metal is insoluble in NH3. Although depositing Ag from the mixture, there is no identification as
to the phase behaviour of the system. The temperature of the system is quoted by the authors
but there is no indication of the pressure of the system. Having the system above a critical
pressure and temperature is fundamental to being in the supercritical phase. Williams & Naiditch
[68] concluded that electrodeposition had been performed in the supercritical phase. However,
with no indication as to the pressure of the system, it is not clear that the system was indeed
supercritical. Finally, McDonald et al. [24] in 1986 reported on the deposition of Cu from copper
(I) chloride (CuCl2) under supercritical, or close to supercritical, H2O containing KCl at 573 K
and 8.2 MPa.

Electrochemical syntheses of polymers from scCO2 and scCHF3 have also been reported
[41,69]. Yan et al. [41] successfully electrochemically synthesized polypyrrole onto an indium tin
oxide (ITO) electrode from a single-phase scCO2/MeCN mixture. The polypyrrole was found
to form a smoother film than when deposited from acetonitrile. It was found that additional
CO2 decreased the polymerization rate of the film in scCO2/MeCN, suggesting that the low
viscosity of the sc system was not important in the growth rate of the smooth polypyrrole film.
Atobe et al. [69] reported in 2004 the first successful electrochemical synthesis of polypyrrole and
polythiophene from scCHF3 containing 10 mM pyrrole or thiophene with 40 mM [NBun

4][PF6] at
323 K and 15 MPa. Cyclic voltammetry performed in the system indicated that polymerization
rates were increased in scCHF3 compared with MeCN [69]. It was reported that the films
polymerized from scCHF3, although, being thinner than those produced in acetonitrile, they
exhibited a higher electrochemical capacity (approx. 6× bigger for polypyrrole and approx.
10× higher for polythiophene). It was also observed that adjusting the pressure of scCHF3
resulted in switching the polymerization on or off [69]. This was attributed to the precipitation of
[NBun

4][PF6] at lower pressures.
SCFs combine the properties of liquid and gas, and the lack of surface tension allows full

penetration of high aspect ratio nanopores [8]. The first demonstration of electrodeposition into
nanoporous templates was performed by Ke et al. [8] in 2009.Their work reported the deposition
of 3 nm diameter copper nanowires in mesoporous silica templates on ITO. Depositions
were carried using specially selected metal precursors, [Cu(MeCN)4][B(3,5-C6H3(CF3)2)4], and
supporting electrolyte, [NBun

4][B(3,5-C6H3(CF3)2)4], in scCO2/MeCN (12.1 wt%) at 311 K and
17.2 MPa [8]. Ke et al. [8] also demonstrated the deposition of copper (from [Cu(MeCN)4][BF4]),
silver ([Ag(MeCN)4][BF4]) and cobalt ([Co(Me(CN)6)][BF4]2) in scCO2/MeCN (13 wt%) using
[NBun

4][BF4] as a supporting electrolyte onto both micro- and macro-electrodes [8].
In 2010, Cook et al. [44] reported the deposition of copper from two precursors, [Cu(II)(hfac)2]

(where hfac is hexafluoroacetylacetonate) and [Cu(I)(MeCN)4][BF4], in scCO2/MeCN and
supercritical trifluoromethane (CHF3) at 310–311 K and 17–20 MPa using either [NBun

4][BF4] or
[NBun

4][B(3,5-C6H3(CF3)2)4] as the supporting electrolyte. A disadvantage of using the Cu(II)
salt is that the Cu(II) complex is quite oxidizing and can react with the deposited copper
film, stripping it from the electrode as soluble Cu(I). Investigations with [Cu(MeCN)4][BF4] in
scCO2/MeCN showed copper reduction with a single wave which reached a plateau along with
a clear stripping peak on the reverse anodic scan, indicating that it was a more suitable complex
for electrodeposition. To determine the solubility of [Cu(MeCN)4][BF4] in scCO2/MeCN, a series
of microelectrode experiments were carried out with varying concentrations of the copper (I)
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Figure 3. Copper voltammetry performed in scCO2 with 12.1 wt % CH3CN and [NnBu][BF4] (20 mM) at 310 K and 17.24 MPa.
Electrodes were: 25µm diameter platinum disc working electrode, 0.5 mm diameter platinum disc pseudo reference and
0.5 mm diameter platinum wire counter electrode. The sweep rate was 20 mV s−1. The insert shows the limiting current as
a function of the concentration of the copper complex. (Adapted from [44].)

complex. It was observed that the limiting current increased linearly at low concentrations and
then reached a plateau at higher concentrations, leading to a solubility of 0.49 mM (figure 3).
The diffusion coefficient for [Cu(MeCN)4][BF4] in scCO2/MeCN containing 20 mM [NBun

4][BF4]
at 310 K was calculated to be 2.30 × 10−5 cm2 s−1; only slightly higher than the corresponding
value in liquid MeCN at 296 K. Changing the counter-anion from [BF4] to [B(3,5-C6H3(CF3)2)4]
allowed for a higher concentration to be used due to its greater solubility. Voltammetry performed
showed identical features to those obtained with [NBun

4][BF4], with an increased solubility up to
at least 16 mM. The diffusion coefficient for [Cu(MeCN)4]+ in scCO2 with 12.1 wt% MeCN and
20 mM [NBun

4][B(3,5-C6H3(CF3)2)4] at 310–311 K was calculated to be 3.30 × 10−5 cm2 s−1, which
is approximately 1.5 times larger than the corresponding value in scCO2/MeCN with 20 mM
[NBun

4][BF4].
In 2012, Ke et al. [70] reported the electrodeposition of germanium from both scCO2/MeCN

and supercritical difluoromethane (scCH2F2). The electrochemistry and electrodeposition of
[NBun

4][GeCl3] was studied both in liquid MeCN and in scCO2/MeCN. In scCO2/MeCN,
amorphous deposits were produced on platinum and silicon working electrodes at low
overpotentials (−1.4 V and 0.9 V versus Pt) with long plating times which produced only thin
films. The films deposited in the supercritical phase contained very high levels of impurities
of oxygen and carbon compared with liquid MeCN along with additional contamination from
chlorine, fluorine and iron (which was attributed to chemical attack of the steel vessel of the
reactor). Ke et al. [70] further investigated Ge (IV) reagents in both scCO2/MeCN and scCH2F2.
GeCl4 was investigated as a Ge (IV) reagent; it was also found that GeCl4 was more stable at
higher temperatures, providing a wider operating temperature range for electrodeposition. In
scCH2F2, an initial reduction peak was observed at −0.7 V versus Pt followed by a less resolved
increase in cathodic current at −1.5 V versus Pt, which was presumed to be the two-step reduction
of GeCl4 observed in liquid CH2F2. Energy dispersive X-ray analysis confirmed the presence
of Ge and Raman spectroscopy confirmed that amorphous elementary Ge was electrodeposited
from scCH2F2.

Bartlett et al. [46] reported on the electrodeposition of silver from scCO2/MeCN. In the study,
five silver precursors were investigated. For the precursor, [Ag(CH3CN)4][BF4], typical cathodic
metal deposition and anodic stripping were observed; fluctuations are seen on the steady-state
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Figure 4. Cyclic voltammetry in 0.09 mM [Ag(CH3CN)4][BF4] in 20 mM [nBu4N][BF4] scCO2/CH3CN (approx. 15% v/v) at 310 K
and 172 bar, at a 51µm Pt disc, recorded at 0.02 V s−1. (Adapted from [46].)

current and these are attributed to the convection in the cell caused by temperature gradients and
are exacerbated by the low viscosity of the medium (figure 4).

A comprehensive review of electrodeposition from SCFs can be found in the recent perspective
article by Bartlett et al. [59].

3. Electrochemistry of metallocenes in supercritical fluids

(a) Metallocenes as redox standards in non-aqueous solutions
Conventional reference electrodes, such as the saturated calomel electrode, are unsuitable for
use in SCFs and for this reason it is desirable to have some suitable internal reference standard
that can be used in combination with a Pt pseudo (or quasi) reference electrode for experimental
measurements. In the case of non-aqueous solutions, the International Union of Pure and Applied
Chemistry (IUPAC) recommends the use of the ferrocene/ferrocenium (Fc/Fc+) redox couple
[71–73]. In 1999, Noviandri et al. [74] questioned the use of the ferrocene/ferrocenium redox
couple as an internal standard as studies had shown that in some media there was a tendency
for the Fc+ ion to react with nucleophiles. Bashkin & Kinlen [73] have proposed the use of
decamethylferrocene/decamethylferrocenium (DMFc/DMFc+) as an internal reference standard
on the basis of its stability to molecular oxygen and other factors. In this case, the bulky
methyl groups of the DMFc/DMFc+ are expected to reduce specific and non-specific interactions
between the redox couple and the solvent molecules [74].

The electrochemistry of DMFc/DMFc+ in non-aqueous solvents has been studied by a number
of groups under a variety of conditions and the couple exhibits a reversible one-electron redox
process at the electrode with facile electron transfer kinetics [9,73–79]. Noviandri et al. [74]
extensively studied the solvent dependencies of the formal redox potential of the Fc/Fc+,
DMFc/DMFc+ and 1,2,3,4,5-pentamethyl-ferrocene (Me5Fc) couples in 29 solvents including
water. They concluded that DMFc/DMFc+ was a more suitable redox standard than Fc/Fc+
[74]. They also concluded that DMFc/DMFc+ complied with all of the IUPAC requirements for
a reference redox standard and was superior to the Fc/Fc+ redox system for studying solvent
effects on the thermodynamics of electron transfer of other couples.

The cobaltocenium (CoCp+/CoCp2) redox couple should give a formal redox potential that is
sufficiently separated from the DMFc/DMFc+ to give a half-wave potential separation which is
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constant and solvent independent. Stojanovic & Bond [80] examined the CoCp+
2 /CoCp2 couple

with respect to the Fc/Fc+ couple and found that the half-wave potential separation calculated
was essentially independent of the electrode material, electrolyte and solvent used [80]. Aranzaes
et al. [81] made measurements of the redox potential (E1/2) of a variety of metallocenes (including
decamethylferrocene and decamethylcobaltocene) in a range of solvents (including acetonitrile
and dichloromethane). They found that the difference in E1/2 values for decamethylferrocene and
decamethylcobaltocene was solvent independent [81].

(b) Metallocenes as redox probes in supercritical fluids
In 1988, Crooks & Bard [21] studied the electrochemistry of ferrocene and phenazine in near-
and supercritical acetonitrile between 298 and 573 K. It was found that the one-electron oxidation
wave of ferrocene at low scan rates was reversible or nearly reversible throughout the entire
temperature range studied. Due to the high temperatures employed, tetraalkylammonium
salts could not be used as they are not thermally stable; therefore, CF3SO3Na was used as
the supporting electrolyte. When CF3SO3Na was used as a supporting electrolyte in scNH3,
the resistance of the solution increased with increasing temperature; however, in acetonitrile, the
conductivity of the system approximately doubled as the temperature was increased from 298
to 373 K and continued to rise up to 573 K. At subcritical temperatures, an uncomplicated one-
electron oxidation of Fc to Fc+ was observed. Near theoretical peak-to-peak potential separation
was seen at low scan rates; also, the peak potential was found to be independent of scan rate
over four decades with the ratio of peak anodic and peak cathodic current being unity over 523 K.
The diffusion coefficient of ferrocene was also measured at both 298 and 548 K. It was found
that the diffusion coefficient increased from 2.6 × 10−5 cm2 s−1 at 298 K to 2.4 × 10−4 cm2 s−1 at
548 K (12.5 MPa). This order of magnitude increase in the diffusion coefficient was comparable to
that measured for phenazine. It was also noted that ‘mild filming’ of the electrode occasionally
occurred above TC, but when the solution was cooled no evidence for the filming was observed.

In 1989, Cabrera & Bard [9] studied the electrochemistry of various organometallic complexes,
including decamethylferrocene, in near- and supercritical acetonitrile. Decamethylferrocene
exhibited reversible or quasi-reversible behaviour from 298 to 555 K (supercritical region).
As the temperature was increased the peak-to-peak potential separation increased; this was
attributed to an increase in uncompensated resistance. To calculate the diffusion coefficient of
decamethylferrocene in the system, Cabrera and Bard used the peak anodic current and assumed
a reversible wave at the given temperature. It was found that the diffusion coefficient increased
from 1.8 × 10−5 cm2 s−1 at 298 K (0.1 MPa) to 9.3 × 10−5 cm2 s−1 at 521 K (11.6 MPa). This large
increase in D parallels Fc in MeCN (as described above) and reflects the strong decrease in
viscosity of the solution at higher temperatures.

In 1994, Olsen & Tallman [82] studied the voltammetry of ferrocene in sub- and supercritical
chlorodifluoromethane (scCHClF2). Chlorodifluoromethane has a critical temperature and
pressure of TC = 369.15 K and pC = 4.97 MPa, along with a higher dielectric constant (ε =
2.31 at the critical point) than carbon dioxide (ε = 1.18 at the critical point). Furthermore,
the more polar solvent permits the dissolution of a small quantity of electrolyte, making
voltammetric measurements at microelectrodes possible with minimal Ohmic distortion [82].
Electrochemistry of ferrocene was obtained at three conditions: normal liquid conditions (299 K,
5.2 MPa), near critical and supercritical (378 K, 15 MPa) conditions. Although it was possible
to obtain voltammetry near the critical point, it was not possible to obtain reproducible
electrochemistry. This is attributed to the changes in fluid composition with respect to the amount
of electrolyte added, making the precise control of the density and dielectric constant extremely
difficult [82]. Cyclic voltammetry of ferrocene performed in the supercritical phase showed a
typical microelectrode response and was analogous to that performed at 299 K, although the
similar limiting current recorded for both conditions was ascribed to some passivation of the
electrode surface. The diffusion coefficient of ferrocene was determined for both liquid and
supercritical conditions and showed an increase from 2.36 × 10−5 cm2 s−1 (298 K, 5.20 MPa) to
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1.30 × 10−4 cm2 s−1 (388 K, 9.00 MPa); this order of magnitude increase is consistent with that
found by Crooks & Bard [21].

Olsen & Tallman [82] also demonstrated the reduction of cobaltocenium hexafluorophosphate
to cobaltocene. The steady-state voltammogram displayed nearly reversible behaviour from
Nernstian analysis. Voltammetry was also performed in liquid CHClF2 containing both ferrocene
and cobaltocenium; the half-wave potential separation of 1.33 V was in good agreement with
literature value and further tests were to be performed in supercritical conditions.

In 1996, Olsen & Tallman [64] reported further on the conductivity and voltammetry of
ferrocene and cobaltocenium in liquid and scCHClF2. Voltammetry of both ferrocene and
cobaltocenium at equal concentration in liquid conditions (298 K, 5.20 MPa) show Nernstian
behaviour. At 298 K, the half-wave potential difference was found to be 1.32 V and is
again in good agreement with the literature. The hydrodynamic radii of both ferrocene and
cobaltocenium in both acetonitrile and dichloromethane were estimated from the Stokes–Einstein
equation. Ferrocene has an estimated hydrodynamic radius of 2.8 Å in acetonitrile and 4.0 Å in
dichloromethane; cobaltocenium has an estimated hydrodynamic radius of 3.5 Å in acetonitrile
and 5.5 Å in dichloromethane. Voltammetry of the metallocenes performed in scCHClF2 at
varying pressures (12, 20 and 30 MPa) showed two interesting changes in the responses for
ferrocene oxidation and cobaltocenium reduction; one is that both waves were shifted to more
negative potentials but not to the same magnitude, the second is that the limiting current for
ferrocene decreased with pressure but those for cobaltocenium remained constant. The potential
of the quasi-reference is likely to be a function of pressure but should shift each potential wave
by identical amounts and not have an effect on �E1/2: although the shift is small (approx. 40 mV)
the behaviour was noted as reproducible. The variation in �E1/2 with pressure was attributed
to the variation in fluid resistance with pressure and the variation in ohmic distortion of the
voltammograms [64]. Analysis of the limiting current for ferrocene at increasing pressure showed
a decrease, whereas cobaltocenium remained constant. The diffusion coefficient was measured
for multiple concentrations of ferrocene at the same pressure; the diffusion coefficient was shown
to decrease rapidly with pressure, which is the result of a rapid increase in density and viscosity
with pressure. Voltammetry of ferrocene was also performed in supercritical trifluoromethane
(CHF3) where reversible Nernstian behaviour was observed.

In 2000, Goldfarb & Corti [83] studied the electrochemistry of decamethylferrocene and
decamethylferrocenium hexafluorophosphate (DMFc+) in supercritical trifluoromethane. In the
study, linear sweep voltammetry was performed at a platinum microelectrode (25 µm Ø) on
both DMFc and DMFc+ at 323.15 K at several densities with and without supporting electrolyte
(tetrabutylammonium hexafluorophosphate). It was found that, even in the complete absence
of supporting electrolyte, the shape of the voltammogram (for DMFc) was still preserved, and
despite the large Ohmic drop the analysis of the limiting current obtained from the curve
did not lose accuracy. A plot of E versus log[(IL − I)/I] was performed for DMFc and gave
a value of 64.1 mV for the exchange of a single e− under reversible conditions at 323.15 K; in
excess of supporting electrolyte the value was as high as 192 mV. This is attributed to the lower
dielectric constant of the solvent at lower densities, leading to a higher degree of association
and consequently less free ions from the supporting electrolyte. In the absence of supporting
electrolyte, impurities from the solvent contribute to some extent to the conductivity of the
medium. In contrast, it was found that DMFc+ is strongly influenced by the concentration
of supporting electrolyte. The decrease in concentration of supporting electrolyte increases the
limiting current of DMFc+; this is due to the increases in the migrational current.

In 2004, Goldfarb & Corti [84] further studied the diffusion of decamethylferrocene and
decamethylferrocenium hexafluorophosphate in supercritical trifluoromethane. The diffusion
coefficients of DMFc and DMFc+ in scCHF3 were measured at a temperature of 323.15 K as a
function of density, with TBAPF6 as the supporting electrolyte on a platinum microelectrode.
For DMFc+, the temperature of the system and concentration of DMFc+ and TBAPF6 were kept
constant and the pressure of the system was altered to give a different density and thus a varying
viscosity [84]. At 323.15 K and a concentration of cDMFc+ = 1 × 10−6 mol dm−3, the pressure was
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Figure 5. Cyclic voltammetry in 1.42 mM DMFc in supercritical CO2 with 15 wt% MeCN containing a 20 mM [NBun4][BF4]
supportingelectrolyte at 309 K. Theworkingelectrodeswerebothnominally 50µmdiameter platinumdiscswith andwithout a
baffle; the counter and reference electrodewere 0.5 mmdiameter platinumwires. p= 17.58 MPa; p= 17.49 MPa, respectively.
Sweep rate 10 mV s−1 for all electrodes [85]. (Reproduced with permission from PCCP Owner Societies.)

varied from 7.67 to 15.73 MPa to give a density range from 0.4971 to 0.9058 g cm−3 and a viscosity
of 3.23 to 6.88 × 10−5 Pa s [84]. This increase in density decreases the diffusion coefficient from
12.3 × 10−5 to 7.1 × 10−5 cm2 s−1, as indicated by the decrease in the limiting current from 60 to
35 pA, and the trend is repeated for lower and higher concentrations of DMFc+ and when the
temperature of the system is lowered. The same study was performed on DMFc at 323.15 K and
cDMFc = 4.83 × 10−6 mol dm−3; the pressure was varied from 8.45 to 15.66 MPa to give a density
range from 0.6011 to 0.9045 g cm−3 and a viscosity of 3.90 to 6.86 × 10−5 Pa s. The increase in
density again decreases the diffusion coefficient from 13.0 to 7.3 × 10−5 cm2 s−1 and the limiting
current decreases from 292 to 171 pA; again, this trend continues for varying temperatures and
concentrations.

In 2013, Toghill et al. [45] studied the voltammetry of decamethylferrocene in a supercritical
carbon dioxide medium (containing acetonitrile). In their experiments, they used scCO2 with
up to 0.41 mole fraction MeCN and tetradecylammounium tetrakis(pentafluorophenyl)borate
(TDATFPB; a room temperature ionic liquid) as the supporting electrolyte. Cyclic voltammetry
performed with 0.5 mM DMFc and 10 mM TDATFPB in scCO2/MeCN (0.41 mole fraction)
at 100 bar and 313 K showed a redox process occurring with the typical peak shape (above
25 mV s−1) attributed to semi-infinite linear diffusion. They attributed this to the presence of an
approximately 60-µm-thick, liquid-like layer at the electrode surface.

Branch et al. [85] carried out detailed studies of the voltammetry of decamethylferrocene in
scCO2/MeCN (15 wt%), 20 mM [NBun

4][BF4] at 309 K and 17.5 MPa at Pt microdisc electrodes of
three different sizes. They found that, on Pt, a passivating film could be formed but that if this
was removed by cathodic cycling, the voltammetry was well behaved. There was no evidence
for the formation of this type of film on gold macro-electrodes under the same conditions. In
all cases, the voltammetry showed significant noise under mass-transport-limited conditions
caused by natural convection within the cell and they were able to significantly reduce this by
placing a baffle around the microelectrode (figure 5). For the platinum microelectrode, they found
reversible 1e− redox behaviour for decamethylferrocene with a formal potential of 0.115 versus
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Pt pseudo reference electrode. From the microdisc electrode measurements, they obtained a value
for the diffusion coefficient of DMFc of D = 4.06 × 10−5 cm2 s−1 in scCO2/MeCN (15 wt%), 20 mM
[NBun

4][BF4] at 36◦C and 17.5 MPa.

4. Conclusion
In this review, we have given an overview of electrochemistry in SCFs from the earliest studies
to the current state of the art. We have highlighted key results in SCF electrochemistry including
double-layer capacitance studies, electrodeposition of 3 nm diameter nanowires, and the use of
metallocenes as redox probes and standards. We have shown how carbon dioxide is used as
an electrolyte for electrochemistry by the addition of a polar co-solvent (such as acetonitrile)
along with variations of tetraalkylammonium tetraarylborate supporting electrolytes. We have
also discussed how HFCs, through their polar nature and higher dielectric constant, can be
used as supercritical solvents without the addition of a co-solvent. Notwithstanding the recent
advances in the use of SCFs as media for electrochemistry, SCF electrochemistry remains relatively
little studied. However, despite this, there are clear benefits to using SCFs for electrochemistry,
particularly in the area of nanomaterial deposition.

Authors’ contributions. J.A.B. and P.N.B. contributed equally to the preparation of this review and both gave final
approval for publication.
Competing interests. We declare we have no competing interests.
Funding. This work is part of the Supercritical Fluid Electrodeposition project (www.scfed.net), which is a
multi-disciplinary collaboration of British universities investigating the fundamental and applied aspects of
SCFs funded by a Programme grant from the EPSRC (EP/I013394/1). P.N.B. gratefully acknowledges receipt
of a Wolfson Research Merit Award.

References
1. Cagniard de la Tour C. 1822 Exposé de quelques résultats obtenu par l’action combinée de la

chaleur et de la compression sur certains liquides, tels que l’eau, l’alcool, l’éther sulfurique et
l’essence de pétrole rectifiée. Ann. Chim. Phys. 21, 127–132.

2. Cagniard de la Tour C. 1823 Nouvelle note sur les effets qu’on obtient par l’application
simultanée de la chaleur et de la compression à certains liquides. Ann. Chim. Phys. 22, 410–415.

3. Berche B, Henkel M, Kenna R. 2009 Fenômenos críticos: 150 anos desde Cagniard de la Tour.
J. Phys. Stud. 31, 2602.2601–2602.2604. (doi:10.1590/s1806-11172009000200015)

4. Faraday M. 1845 On the liquefication and solidification of bodies generally existing as gases.
Phil. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. 135, 155–177. (doi:10.1098/rstl.1845.0006)

5. Mendeleev D. 1861 Ueber die Ausdehnung der Flüssigkeiten beim Erwärmen über ihren
Siedepunkt. Ann. Chem. Pharm. 119, 1–11. (doi:10.1002/jlac.18611190102)

6. Andrews T. 1869 The Bakerian lecture: On the continuity of the gaseous and liquid states of
matter. Phil. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. 159, 575–590. (doi:10.1098/rstl.1869.0021)

7. Abbott AP, Eardley CA. 1999 Solvent properties of liquid and supercritical
hydrofluorocarbons. J. Phys. Chem. B 103, 2504–2509. (doi:10.1021/jp9835317)

8. Ke J et al. 2009 Electrodeposition of metals from supercritical fluids. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA
106, 14 768–14 772. (doi:10.1073/pnas.0901986106)

9. Cabrera CR, Bard AJ. 1989 Electrochemistry in near-critical and supercritical fluids. 8. Methyl
viologen decamethylferrocene Os(bpy)2+

3 and ferrocene in acetonitrile and the effect of
pressure on diffusion coefficients under supercritical conditions. J. Electroanal. Chem. 273,
147–160. (doi:10.1016/0022-0728(89)87009-3)

10. Romang AH, Watkins JJ. 2009 Supercritical fluids for the fabrication of semiconductor devices:
emerging or missed opportunities? Chem. Rev. 110, 459–478. (doi:10.1021/cr900255w)

11. Barrett CA, Gunning RD, Hantschel T, Arstila K, O’Sullivan C, Geaney H, Ryan KM. 2010
Metal surface nucleated supercritical fluid–solid–solid growth of Si and Ge/SiO(x) core-shell
nanowires. J. Mater. Chem. 20, 135–144. (doi:10.1039/b914950c)

12. Cabanas A, Long DP, Watkins JJ. 2004 Deposition of gold films and nanostructures from
supercritical carbon dioxide. Chem. Mater. 16, 2028–2033. (doi:10.1021/cm034739u)

 on January 19, 2016http://rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org/Downloaded from 

http://www.scfed.net
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1590/s1806-11172009000200015
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1098/rstl.1845.0006
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1002/jlac.18611190102
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1098/rstl.1869.0021
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/jp9835317
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1073/pnas.0901986106
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/0022-0728(89)87009-3
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/cr900255w
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1039/b914950c
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/cm034739u
http://rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org/


13

rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org
Phil.Trans.R.Soc.A373:20150007

.........................................................

13. Chung ST, Tsai WT. 2010 Effect of pressure on the electrodeposition of nanocrystalline Ni-C
in supercritical CO2 fluid. Thin Solid Films 518, 7236–7239. (doi:10.1016/j.tsf.2010.04.095)

14. Karanikas CF, Watkins JJ. 2009 Kinetics of the ruthenium thin film deposition from
supercritical carbon dioxide by the hydrogen reduction of Ru(tmhd)2cod. Microelectron. Eng.
87, 566–572. (doi:10.1016/j.mee.2009.08.011)

15. Goldfarb DL, Corti HR. 2004 Electrical conductivity of decamethylferrocenium
hexafluorophosphate and tetrabutylammonium hexafluorophosphate in supercritical
trifluoromethane. J. Phys. Chem. B 108, 3358–3367. (doi:10.1021/jp0345102)

16. Abbott AP, Corr S, Durling NE, Hope EG. 2003 Hydrogen bond interactions in liquid
and supercritical hydrofluorocarbons. J. Phys. Chem. B 107, 10 628–10 633. (doi:10.1021/
jp034763v)

17. Abbott AP, Eltringham W, Hope EG, Nicola M. 2005 Hydrogenation in supercritical 1,1,1,2
tetrafluoroethane (HFC 134a). Green Chem. 7, 721–725. (doi:10.1039/b507554h)

18. Silvestri G, Gambino S, Filardo G, Cuccia C, Guarino E. 1981 Electrochemical processes in
supercritical phases. Angew. Chem. Int. Edn 20, 101–102. (doi:10.1002/anie.198101011)

19. Savage PE, Gopalan S, Mizan TI, Martino CJ, Brock EE. 1995 Reactions at supercritical
conditions: applications and fundamentals. AlChE 41, 1723–1778. (doi:10.1002/aic.
690410712)

20. Cabrera CR, Garcia E, Bard AJ. 1989 Electrochemistry in near-critical and supercritical fluids.
7. SO2. J. Electroanal. Chem. 260, 457–460. (doi:10.1016/0022-0728(89)87161-x)

21. Crooks RM, Bard AJ. 1988 Electrochemistry in near-critical and supercritical fluids. 6. The
electrochemistry of ferrocene and phenazine in acetonitrile between 25◦C and 300◦C. J.
Electroanal. Chem. 243, 117–131. (doi:10.1016/0022-0728(88)85033-2)

22. Crooks RM, Bard AJ. 1988 Electrochemistry in near-critical and supercritical fluids. 5.
The dimerization of quinoline and acridine radical anions and dianions in ammonia
from −70◦C to 150◦C. J. Electroanal. Chem. 240, 253–279. (doi:10.1016/0022-0728(88)
80327-9)

23. Crooks RM, Bard AJ. 1987 Electrochemistry in near-critical and supercritical fluids. 4.
Nitrogen-heterocycles, nitrobenzene, and solvated electrons in ammonia at temperatures to
150◦C. J. Phys. Chem. 91, 1274–1284. (doi:10.1021/j100289a048)

24. McDonald AC, Fan FRF, Bard AJ. 1986 Electrochemistry in near-critical and supercritical
fluids. 2. Water. Experimental techniques and the copper(II) system. J. Phys. Chem. 90, 196–202.
(doi:10.1021/j100273a044)

25. Flarsheim WM, Tsou YM, Trachtenberg I, Johnston KP, Bard AJ. 1986 Electrochemistry in near-
critical and supercritical fluids. 3. Studies of Br−, I−, and hydroquinone in aqueous solutions.
J. Phys. Chem. 90, 3857–3862. (doi:10.1021/j100407a066)

26. Crooks RM, Fan FRF, Bard AJ. 1984 Electrochemistry in near-critical and supercritical fluids.
1. Ammonia. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 106, 6851–6852. (doi:10.1021/ja00334a069)

27. Bard AJ, Flarsheim WM, Johnston KP. 1988 High pressure electrochemical oxidation of
benzene at lead dioxide electrodes in aqueous bisulfate solutions at 25◦C to 250◦C.
J. Electrochem. Soc. 135, 1939–1944. (doi:10.1149/1.2096184)

28. Toghill KE, Méndez MA, Voyame P. 2014 Electrochemistry in supercritical fluids: a mini
review. Electrochem. Commun. 44, 27–30. (doi:10.1016/j.elecom.2014.04.008)

29. Grinberg VA, Mazin VM. 1998 Electrochemical processes in liquid and supercritical carbon
dioxide. Russ. J. Electrochem. 34, 223–229.

30. Michael AC, Wightman RM. 1989 Voltammetry in supercritical carbon dioxide at platinum
microdisk electrodes coated with perfluorinated ion exchange membranes. Anal. Chem. 61,
2193–2200. (doi:10.1021/ac00194a016)

31. Abbott AP, Harper JC. 1996 Electrochemical investigations in supercritical carbon dioxide.
J. Chem. Soc. Faraday Trans. 92, 3895–3898. (doi:10.1039/ft9969203895)

32. Goldfarb DL, Fernandez DP, Corti HR. 1999 Dielectric and volumetric properties of
supercritical carbon dioxide(1) + methanol(2) mixtures at 323.15 K. Fluid Phase Equilib. 158,
1011–1019. (doi:10.1016/s0378-3812(99)00146-6)

33. Abbott AP, Eardley CA. 2000 Electrochemical reduction of CO2 in a mixed supercritical fluid.
J. Phys. Chem. B 104, 775–779. (doi:10.1021/jp9932867)

34. Blackburn JM, Long DP, Cabanas A, Watkins JJ. 2001 Deposition of conformal copper
and nickel films from supercritical carbon dioxide. Science 294, 141–145. (doi:10.1126/
science.1064148)

 on January 19, 2016http://rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org/Downloaded from 

http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.tsf.2010.04.095
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.mee.2009.08.011
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/jp0345102
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/jp034763v
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/jp034763v
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1039/b507554h
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1002/anie.198101011
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1002/aic.690410712
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1002/aic.690410712
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/0022-0728(89)87161-x
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/0022-0728(88)85033-2
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/0022-0728(88)80327-9
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/0022-0728(88)80327-9
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/j100289a048
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/j100273a044
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/j100407a066
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/ja00334a069
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1149/1.2096184
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.elecom.2014.04.008
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/ac00194a016
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1039/ft9969203895
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/s0378-3812(99)00146-6
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/jp9932867
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1126/science.1064148
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1126/science.1064148
http://rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org/


14

rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org
Phil.Trans.R.Soc.A373:20150007

.........................................................

35. Yoshida H, Sone M, Mizushima A, Abe K, Tao XT, Ichihara S, Miyata S. 2002 Electroplating
of nanostructured nickel in emulsion of supercritical carbon dioxide in electrolyte solution.
Chem. Lett. 31, 1086–1087. (doi:10.1246/cl.2002.1086)

36. Badlani RN, Mayer JL, Anderson PE, Mabrouk PA. 2002 Electrochemical synthesis and
characterization of conducting polypyrrole films in supercritical carbon dioxide. Abstr. Pap.
Am. Chem. S 124, 10 284–10 285. (doi:10.1021/ja026494c)

37. Anderson PE, Badlani RN, Mayer J, Mabrouk PA. 2002 Electrochemical synthesis and
characterization of conducting polymers in supercritical carbon dioxide. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
124, 10 284–10 285. (doi:10.1021/ja026494c)

38. Hunde ET, Watkins JJ. 2004 Reactive deposition of cobalt and nickel films from
their metallocenes in supercritical carbon dioxide solution. Chem. Mater. 16, 498–503.
(doi:10.1021/cm034433n)

39. Yoshida H, Sone M, Wakabayashi H, Yan H, Abe K, Tao XT, Mizushima A, Ichihara S, Miyata
S. 2004 New electroplating method of nickel in emulsion of supercritical carbon dioxide and
electroplating solution to enhance uniformity and hardness of plated film. Thin Solid Films
446, 194–199. (doi:10.1016/j.tsf.2003.09.072)

40. Kim MS, Kim JY, Kim CK, Kim NK. 2005 Study on the effect of temperature and
pressure on nickel-electroplating characteristics in supercritical CO2. Chemosphere 58, 459–465.
(doi:10.1016/j.chemosphere.2004.09.030)

41. Yan H, Sato T, Komago D, Yamaguchi A, Oyaizu K, Yuasa M, Otake K. 2005 Electrochemical
synthesis of a polypyrrole thin film with supercritical carbon dioxide as a solvent. Langmuir
21, 12 303–12 308. (doi:10.1021/la050806i)

42. O’Neil A, Watkins JJ. 2007 Reactive deposition of conformal metal oxide films from
supercritical carbon dioxide. Chem. Mater. 19, 5460–5466. (doi:10.1021/cm070288s)

43. Kong CY, Nakamura M, Sone K, Funazukuri T, Kagei S. 2010 Measurements of binary
diffusion coefficients for ferrocene and 1,1′-dimethylferrocene in supercritical carbon dioxide.
J. Chem. Eng. Data 55, 3095–3100. (doi:10.1021/je901096d)

44. Cook D et al. 2010 The electrodeposition of copper from supercritical CO2/acetonitrile
mixtures and from supercritical trifluoromethane. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 12, 11 744–11 752.
(doi:10.1039/c004227g)

45. Toghill KE, Voyame P, Momotenko D, Olaya AJ, Girault HH. 2013 Steady-state macroscale
voltammetry in a supercritical carbon dioxide medium. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 15, 972–978.
(doi:10.1039/c2cp42856c)

46. Bartlett PN et al. 2014 The electrodeposition of silver from supercritical carbon
dioxide/acetonitrile. ChemElectroChem. 1, 187–194. (doi:10.1002/celc.201300131)

47. Bartlett PN, Cook DC, George MW, Ke J, Levason W, Reid G, Su WT, Zhang WJ. 2009
Phase behaviour and conductivity study on multi-component mixtures for electrodeposition
in supercritical fluids. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 12, 492–501. (doi:10.1039/b918981e)

48. Yoshida H, Sone M, Mizushima A, Yan H, Wakabayashi H, Abe K, Tao XT, Ichihara
S, Miyata S. 2003 Application of emulsion of dense carbon dioxide in electroplating
solution with nonionic surfactants for nickel electroplating. Surf. Coat. Tech. 173, 285–292.
(doi:10.1016/s0257-8972(03)00734-5)

49. Ohde H, Hunt F, Kihara S, Wai CM. 2000 Voltammetric measurement in supercritical
CO2 utilizing a water-in-CO2 microemulsion. Anal. Chem. 72, 4738–4741. (doi:10.1021/
ac000271s)

50. Cabanas A, Blackburn JM, Watkins JJ. 2002 Deposition of Cu films from supercritical
fluids using Cu(I) beta-diketonate precursors. Microelectron. Eng. 64, 53–61. (doi:10.1016/
s0167-9317(02)00783-9)

51. Byun HS, Hasch BM, McHugh MA. 1996 Phase behavior and modeling of the systems
CO2-acetonitrile and CO2-acrylic acid. Fluid Phase Equilib. 115, 179–192. (doi:10.1016/0378-
3812(95)02830-7)

52. Licence P, Dellar MP, Wilson RGM, Fields PA, Litchfield D, Woods HM, Poliakoff M,
Howdle SM. 2004 Large-aperture variable-volume view cell for the determination of phase-
equilibria in high pressure systems and supercritical fluids. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 75, 3233–3236.
(doi:10.1063/1.1790563)

53. Wakayama H, Fukushima Y. 2006 Supercritical CO2 for making nanoscale materials. Ind. Eng.
Chem. Res. 45, 3328–3331. (doi:10.1021/ie050658r)

 on January 19, 2016http://rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org/Downloaded from 

http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1246/cl.2002.1086
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/ja026494c
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/ja026494c
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/cm034433n
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.tsf.2003.09.072
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.chemosphere.2004.09.030
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/la050806i
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/cm070288s
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/je901096d
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1039/c004227g
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1039/c2cp42856c
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1002/celc.201300131
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1039/b918981e
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/s0257-8972(03)00734-5
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/ac000271s
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/ac000271s
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/s0167-9317(02)00783-9
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/s0167-9317(02)00783-9
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/0378-3812(95)02830-7
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/0378-3812(95)02830-7
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1063/1.1790563
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/ie050658r
http://rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org/


15

rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org
Phil.Trans.R.Soc.A373:20150007

.........................................................

54. Niehaus D, Philips M, Michael A, Wightman RM. 1989 Voltammerty of ferrocene in
supercritical CO2 containing water and tetrahexylammonium hexafluorophosphate. J. Phys.
Chem. 93, 6232–6236. (doi:10.1021/j100353a052)

55. Kazemi S, Belandria V, Janssen N, Richon D, Peters CJ, Kroon MC. 2012 Solubilities of
ferrocene and acetylferrocene in supercritical carbon dioxide. J. Supercrit. Fluids 72, 320–325.
(doi:10.1016/j.supflu.2012.10.009)

56. Yan H, Sone M, Sato N, Ichihara S, Miyata S. 2004 The effects of dense carbon dioxide on
nickel plating using emulsion of carbon dioxide in electroplating solution. Surf. Coat. Tech.
182, 329–334. (doi:10.1016/j.surfcoat.2003.07.006)

57. Chanfreau S, Cognet P, Camy S, Condoret JS. 2007 Electrochemical determination of ferrocene
diffusion coefficient in liquid media under high CO2 pressure: application to DMF-CO2
mixtures. J. Electroanal. Chem. 604, 33–40. (doi:10.1016/j.jelechem.2007.02.026)

58. Abbott AP, Harper JC. 1997 Double-layer studies in solutions of low permittivity. J. Chem. Soc.
Faraday Trans. 93, 3981–3984. (doi:10.1039/a704308b)

59. Bartlett PN, Cook DA, George MW, Hector AL, Ke J, Levason W, Reid G, Smith DC, Zhang
W. 2014 Electrodeposition from supercritical fluids. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 16, 9202–9219.
(doi:10.1039/c3cp54955k)

60. Abbott AP, Eardley CA. 1999 Double layer structure in a supercritical fluid. J. Phys. Chem. B
103, 6157–6159. (doi:10.1021/jp991706m)

61. Bartlett PN, Cook DA. 2015 Measurements of the double layer capacitance for
electrodes in supercritical CO2/acetonitrile electrolytes. J. Electroanal. Chem. 746, 18–24.
(doi:10.1016/j.jelechem.2015.03.022)

62. Abbott AP, Eardley CA, Harper JC, Hope EG. 1998 Electrochemical investigations in liquid
and supercritical 1,1,1,2-tetrafluoroethane (HFC 134a) and difluoromethane (HFC 32). J.
Electroanal. Chem. 457, 1–4. (doi:10.1016/s0022-0728(98)00337-4)

63. Abbott AP, Eardley CA. 2000 Conductivity of (C4H9)4N BF4 in liquid and supercritical
hydrofluorocarbons. J. Phys. Chem. B 104, 9351–9355. (doi:10.1021/jp0003353)

64. Olsen SA, Tallman DE. 1996 Conductivity and voltammetry in liquid and supercritical
halogenated solvents. Anal. Chem. 68, 2054–2061. (doi:10.1021/ac9511152)

65. Abbott AP, Corr S, Durling NE, Hope EG. 2002 Solubility of substituted aromatic
hydrocarbons in supercritical difluoromethane. J. Chem. Eng. Data 47, 900–905. (doi:10.1021/
je0155397)

66. Abbott AP, Hope EG, Palmer DJ. 2005 Effect of electrolyte concentration on the viscosity
and voltammetry of supercritical solutions. Anal. Chem. 77, 6702–6708. (doi:10.1021/
ac050883i)

67. Bartlett PN, Cook DC, George MW, Ke J, Levason W, Reid G, Su W, Zhang W. 2011 Phase
behaviour and conductivity study of electrolytes in supercritical hydrofluorocarbons. Phys.
Chem. Chem. Phys. 13, 190–198. (doi:10.1039/c0cp01202e)

68. Williams RA, Naiditch S. 1970 Electrodeposition of silver from dense gaseous solutions of
silver nitrate in ammonia. Phys. Chem. Liq. 2, 67–75. (doi:10.1080/00319107008084080)

69. Atobe M, Ohsuka H, Fuchigami T. 2004 Electrochemical synthesis of polypyrrole and
polythiophene in supercritical trifluoromethane. Chem. Lett. 33, 618–619. (doi:10.1246/
cl.2004.618)

70. Ke J et al. 2012 Electrodeposition of germanium from supercritical fluids. Phys. Chem. Chem.
Phys. 14, 1517–1528. (doi:10.1039/C1CP22555C)

71. Gritzner G, Kuta J. 1984 Recommendations on reporting electrode-potentials in nonaqueous
solvents (recommendations 1983). Pure Appl. Chem. 56, 461–466. (doi:10.1351/pac1984560
40461)

72. Rogers EI, Silvester DS, Poole DL, Aldous L, Hardacre C, Compton RG. 2008 Voltammetric
characterization of the ferrocene | ferrocenium and cobaltocenium | cobaltocene redox couples
in RTILs. J. Phys. Chem. C 112, 2729–2735. (doi:10.1021/jp710134e)

73. Bashkin JK, Kinlen PJ. 1990 Oxygen-stable ferrocene reference electrodes. Inorg. Chem. 29,
4507–4509. (doi:10.1021/ic00347a034)

74. Noviandri I, Brown KN, Fleming DS, Gulyas PT, Lay PA, Masters AF, Phillips L. 1999 The
decamethylferrocenium/decamethylferrocene redox couple: a superior redox standard to the
ferrocenium/ferrocene redox couple for studying solvent effects on the thermodynamics of
electron transfer. J. Phys. Chem. B 103, 6713–6722. (doi:10.1021/jp991381+)

 on January 19, 2016http://rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org/Downloaded from 

http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/j100353a052
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.supflu.2012.10.009
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.surfcoat.2003.07.006
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.jelechem.2007.02.026
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1039/a704308b
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1039/c3cp54955k
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/jp991706m
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.jelechem.2015.03.022
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/s0022-0728(98)00337-4
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/jp0003353
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/ac9511152
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/je0155397
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/je0155397
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/ac050883i
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/ac050883i
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1039/c0cp01202e
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1080/00319107008084080
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1246/cl.2004.618
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1246/cl.2004.618
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1039/C1CP22555C
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1351/pac198456040461
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1351/pac198456040461
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/jp710134e
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/ic00347a034
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/jp991381{{$+$}}
http://rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org/


16

rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org
Phil.Trans.R.Soc.A373:20150007

.........................................................

75. Gennett T, Milner DF, Weaver MJ. 1985 Role of solvent reorganization dynamics in electron-
transfer processes. Theory-experiment comparisons for electrochemical and homogeneous
electron exchange involving metallocene redox couples. J. Phys. Chem. 89, 2787–2794.
(doi:10.1021/j100259a018)

76. Koelle U, Khouzami F. 1980 Permethylated electron-excess metallocenes. Angew. Chem. Int.
Edn 19, 640–641. (doi:10.1002/anie.198006401)

77. Robbins JL, Edelstein N, Spencer B, Smart JC. 1982 Syntheses and electronic structures of
decamethylmetallocenes. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 104, 1882–1893. (doi:10.1021/ja00371a017)

78. Ching S, McDevitt JT, Peck SR, Murray RW. 1991 Liquid-phase electrochemistry at ultralow
temperatures. J. Electrochem. Soc. 138, 2308–2315. (doi:10.1149/1.2085966)

79. Richardson JN, Harvey J, Murray RW. 1994 Heterogeneous electron-transfer dynamics of
decamethylferrocene from 130 to 181 K. J. Phys. Chem. 98, 13 396–13 402. (doi:10.1021/j100101
a045)

80. Stojanovic RS, Bond AM. 1993 Examination of conditions under which the reduction of the
cobaltocenium cation can be used as a standard voltammetric reference process in organic and
aqueous solvents. Anal. Chem. 65, 56–64. (doi:10.1021/ac00049a012)

81. Aranzaes JR, Daniel MC, Astruc D. 2006 Metallocenes as references for the determination of
redox potentials by cyclic voltammetry: permethylated iron and cobalt sandwich complexes,
inhibition by polyamine dendrimers, and the role of hydroxy-containing ferrocenes. Can. J.
Chem. 84, 288–299. (doi:10.1139/v05-262)

82. Olsen SA, Tallman DE. 1994 Voltammetry of ferrocene in subcritical and supercritical
chlorodifluoromethane. Anal. Chem. 66, 503–509. (doi:10.1021/ac00076a014)

83. Goldfarb DL, Corti HR. 2000 Electrochemistry in supercritical trifluoromethane. Electrochem.
Commun. 2, 663–670. (doi:10.1016/s1388-2481(00)00099-0)

84. Goldfarb DL, Corti HR. 2004 Diffusion of decamethylferrocene and decamethylferrocenium
hexafluorophosphate in supercritical trifluoromethane. J. Phys. Chem. B 108, 3368–3375.
(doi:10.1021/jp034511u)

85. Branch JA, Cook DA, Bartlett PN. 2015 Electrochemical studies of decamethylferrocene in
supercritical carbon dioxide mixtures. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 17, 261–267. (doi:10.1039/
C4CP04545A)

 on January 19, 2016http://rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org/Downloaded from 

http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/j100259a018
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1002/anie.198006401
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/ja00371a017
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1149/1.2085966
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/j100101a045
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/j100101a045
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/ac00049a012
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1139/v05-262
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/ac00076a014
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/s1388-2481(00)00099-0
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1021/jp034511u
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1039/C4CP04545A
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1039/C4CP04545A
http://rsta.royalsocietypublishing.org/

	Introduction
	Supercritical fluids as solvents for electrochemistry
	Supercritical fluids studied for electrochemistry
	Electrochemistry in supercritical carbon dioxide
	The double layer in supercritical fluids
	Electrochemistry in supercritical hydrofluorocarbons
	Electrodeposition from supercritical fluids

	Electrochemistry of metallocenes in supercritical fluids
	Metallocenes as redox standards in non-aqueous solutions
	Metallocenes as redox probes in supercritical fluids

	Conclusion
	References

