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Abstract: Coaxial core/shell electrospun nanofibers consisting of ferroelectric P(VDF-TrFE) and
relaxor ferroelectric P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) are tailor-made with hierarchical structures to modulate
their mechanical properties with respect to their constituents. Compared with two single and the
other coaxial membranes prepared in the research, the core/shell-TrFE/CTFE membrane shows
a more prominent mechanical anisotropy between revolving direction (RD) and cross direction
(CD) associated with improved resistance to tensile stress for the crystallite phase stability and
good strength-ductility balance. This is due to the better degree of core/shell-TrFE-CTFE nanofiber
alignment and the crystalline/amorphous ratio. The coupling between terpolymer P(VDF-TrFE-
CTFE) and copolymer P(VDF-TrFE) is responsible for phase stabilization, comparing the core/shell-
TrFE/CTFE with the pristine terpolymer. Moreover, an impressive collective deformation mechanism
of a two-length scale in the core/shell composite structure is found. We apply in-situ synchrotron
X-ray to resolve the two-length scale simultaneously by using the small-angle X-ray scattering to
characterize the nanofibers and the wide-angle X-ray diffraction to identify the phase transformations.
Our findings may serve as guidelines for the fabrication of the electrospun nanofibers used as
membranes-based electroactive polymers.

Keywords: hierarchical structure; collective mechanisms; coaxial electrospun core/shell nanofibers;
tensile modulus; wide-angle X-ray diffraction

1. Introduction

Electroactive polymers (EAPs) alter their size or form when stimulated by an elec-
tric field. They have been applied in the design of advanced electronic systems, namely
electromechanical sensors, actuators, artificial muscles, and soft robots [1–7]. In response
to applied electrical stimuli, EAPs usually experience polymer collapse, electrochemical
reactions, ionic-polymer-metal interactions, or changes in electrophoretic mobility [8]. Such
response is closely dependent on various variables, including the nature of the polymeric
network, the shape and thickness of EAPs, the intensity of the applied electrical stimulus,
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and temperature [9]. Moreover, the type of processing of EAPs plays a crucial role in
determining the properties and performance of the final material [10]. Most contemporary
EAPs are fabricated by traditional processing techniques, namely solvent casting and
free radical polymerization [9]. The utilization of electrospinning techniques, especially
coaxial electrospinning, has not been sufficiently investigated in the design of EAPs. Al-
though it is a less-explored method, the coaxial electrospinning technique provides a way
to manufacture complex electroactive systems with defined architecture and improved
performance. Therefore, the understanding of the relationship between hierarchical struc-
tures, microstructure, and mechanical properties of electrospun EAPs has gained research
attention [11–18].

One of the broadly utilized EAPs is polyvinylidene fluoride (PVDF), a semicrystalline
polymer with extended zigzag chains [19–21]. The research of PVDF is not limited to PVDF
alone but also involves its copolymers and terpolymers [22–26]. Owing to its superior
properties such as tunability, stability, biocompatibility, high strength, high modulus, high
electrostrictive strain and high dielectric constant, the PVDF family has been employed
in piezoelectric and electrostrictive applications [11,27–30]. One of the most commonly
used PVDF-based copolymers is poly(vinylidene fluoride-trifluoroethylene), denoted as
P(VDF-TrFE). The copolymer P(VDF-TrFE) is a ferroelectric copolymer that manifests good
mechanical properties, high dielectric constant, low dielectric loss, and high electromechani-
cal response [27]. The superior piezoelectric properties are owing to the copolymer’s highly
electroactive polar β-phase crystalline structure along with a large crystalline domain
size [31,32]. Despite the excellent dielectric properties, the ferroelectric polymers generally
exhibit lower dielectric constants, lower energy density, broader hysteresis loop, and higher
remnant polarization than those of the relaxor-based ferroelectric polymers [2,27]. Cou-
pling the ferroelectric polymer and the relaxor-based ferroelectric polymer provides a way
to obtain a material with desirable mechanical and enhanced dielectric properties, which
stand for a higher dielectric constant and a higher energy density. The relaxor-based ferro-
electric polymers can be obtained by producing the terpolymers of PVDF [33]. The most
commonly used PVDF-based terpolymer is poly(vinylidene fluoride-trifluoroethylene-
chlorotrifluoroethylene), denoted as P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE). When producing a relaxor-based
ferroelectric polymer, the third monomer, chlorotrifluoroethylene (CTFE), is inserted in
the P(VDF-TrFE) copolymer chain to compose the terpolymer, P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) [34].
P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) owns a narrow hysteresis loop, higher polarization, higher dielectric
constant, higher electrostriction, and higher electromechanical response [35,36].

Chen et al. showed that blending the ferroelectric copolymer P(VDF-TrFE) and the
relaxor-based ferroelectric terpolymer P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) can enhance the polarization
and dielectric responses of the material [37]. An alternative method to combine P(VDF-
TrFE) and P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) is through the coaxial electrospinning technique [14]. In
that study, the mechanical properties, dielectric properties, and structure of core-shell
structured nanocomposite membranes, core/shell-copolymer/terpolymer, and core/shell-
terpolymer/copolymer were studied. The core/shell structured nanocomposite mem-
branes demonstrated superior enhancements of the mechanical and dielectric properties
over the individual composing polymers. In the research of nanocomposite materials, elec-
trospinning technology has been applied for a long time and is a versatile technique for the
mass fabrication of continuous ultrafine fibers with specific nanostructures [12,15,38–41].
Based on the concept of electrospinning, coaxial electrospinning, as an efficient and cost-
effective method to produce the core−shell structured substance, is a practical technique
that combines the advantages of different materials and is applied in wearable electronic
devices, conductive polymers, dielectric materials, and tissue engineering [11,15–17]. Over-
all, coaxial electrospinning could serve as a feasible method to fabricate nanocomposites
materials [16,18].

Small- and wide-angle X-ray scattering (SAXS and WAXS) measurements have been
proven to be a suitable nondestructive technique to capture the subtle and complex changes
in polymers, including the degree of crystallization, crystalline morphology, layer thickness,
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and preferred crystal orientation [42–44]. SAXS and WAXS are unique in their ability to
explore materials in real time, allowing researchers to learn morphology at nanometer and
angstrom scales by employing complementary SAXS and WAXS, respectively. Through
SAXS and WAXS experiments, Castagnet et al. explicitly explained the deformation
and damage mechanism of the PVDF homopolymer at room temperature [45]. They
found that the whitening phenomenon of the PVDF homopolymer can be attributed to
the growth of microvoids and the induction in the amorphous phase. Softening of the
PVDF homopolymer is linked to the growth of microvoids and the nucleation of cavities.
Wu et al., conducted in-situ synchrotron WAXD and SAXS measurements to study the
pristine PVDF fiber in the process of stretch-hold deformation [35]. The outcome suggests
that defects caused by yielding and plastic deformation facilitate the α to β crystal phase
transformation of PVDF, and the crystallites are sheared apart under high strain.

The relationship between the phase transformation and mechanical properties of
core/shell structured composites composed of core/shell-P(VDF-TrFE)/P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE)
and core/shell- P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE)/P(VDF-TrFE), denoted as core/shell-TrFE/CTFE and
core/shell-CTFE/TrFE, respectively, have been introduced in our previous study [14].
However, the coupling relationship between the crystalline structure and morphology
during the tensile deformation of the same nanocomposites has not been examined yet.
This work investigated the deformation mechanisms within and between nanofibers in
the electrospun membranes at the multi-length scale under uniaxial straining. The intro-
duced electrospun membranes include the pristine P(VDF-TrFE) copolymer membrane,
the pristine P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) terpolymer membrane, the coaxial core/shell-CTFE/TrFE
composite membrane, and the coaxial core/shell-TrFE/CTFE composite membrane. By
examining the structural and morphological characterizations of the single and coaxial elec-
trospun membranes by applying in-situ SAXS and WAXS and scanning electron microscopy
(SEM) under the stretch-hold deformation, the dependence between the morphology and
the crystalline structure of membranes under the tensile deformation was studied.

2. Results

The structural evolution of electrospun membranes in correlation with mechanical
behavior was studied to identify the dominant deformation mechanisms subjected to
tensile straining. Considering that the electrospun membranes exhibit an anisotropic
orientation of nanofibers, the membranes underwent the tensile tests along the revolving
direction (RD) and the cross direction (CD) of the electrospinning direction. Further, both
in-situ WAXS and SAXS were applied to examine the sub-nanostructure of the crystalline
lattice and the nanostructure of the lamellar region in the electrospun membranes during
the deformation.

2.1. Deformation Mechanism of Single and Coaxial Electrospun Membranes in RD

First, the tensile test on the single and coaxial electrospun membranes in RD was
examined, and the dominant deformation mechanism of each stage under tensile strain
was clarified. Figure 1b demonstrates the force-strain curve of membranes during uniaxial
tensile deformation; in addition, the SEM images at the designated strains are shown
in Figure 1c–r. Notably, the stretching direction was parallel to the preferred nanofiber
orientation in RD, as illustrated in Figure 1a. The SEM images, two-dimensional (2D)
SAXS patterns, and 2D WAXS patterns were collected at designated strains of 0%, 10%,
60%, and 100%. The microstructure of the four types of membranes, P(VDF-TrFE), P(VDF-
TrFE-CTFE), core/shell-CTFE/TrFE, and core/shell-TrFE/CTFE, are investigated from
their SEM images. Curvy nanofibers with a preferred orientation were observed before
stretching (0% strain) as shown in Figure 1c,g,k,o. Under 10% strain, nanofibers gradually
straightened and reoriented toward the tensile direction, as shown in Figure 1d,h,l,p. With
further stretching to 60% strain, as shown in Figure 1e,i,m,q the nanofibers straightened,
reoriented toward the tensile direction, and slid during deformation. The sliding between
nanofibers facilitated further nanofiber orderings, which led to a larger strain to failure, as
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shown in Figure 1f,j,n,r. P(VDF-TrFE) had an obvious yield point after 10% strain, while
P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE), core/shell-CTFE/TrFE, and core/shell-TrFE/CTFE demonstrated in-
conspicuous yield points after 60% strain. After yielding, the tensile force of all four
membranes continuously increased with increasing strain, suggesting that nanofibers
were continuously stretching and orientating along the strain direction. The deforma-
tion mechanism presented here is consistent with that reported by Lam et al. [13]. The
specimens reported by Lam et al. were randomly disordered nanofibers. After yielding,
these nanofibers were observed to stretch, slide, and align simultaneously. The researchers
also reported that such deformation behavior facilitated further fiber alignment, which
led to large strain failures [46,47]. Although the deformation mechanism was similar in
the randomly disordered nanofibers reported by Lam et al. and the preferred orientation
nanofibers studied in this study, the yield strains of the randomly and preferred orientated
P(VDF-TrFE) membranes demonstrated considerable differences, which were 45% strain
and 10% strain, respectively. Before the failure, stretch, reorientation, and slide were the
dominant deformation mechanisms in the tensile testing.
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Force-strain curves of the four types of electrospun membranes in the RD. (c–f) are SEM images of single P(VDF-TrFE) at 
Figure 1. (a) Schematic illustration of the tensile test in the RD. The black arrow represents the tensile direction. (b) Force-
strain curves of the four types of electrospun membranes in the RD. (c–f) are SEM images of single P(VDF-TrFE) at the
designated strains of 0%, 10%, 60%, and 100%, respectively. (g–j) are SEM images of core/shell-TrFE/CTFE at the same
designated strains, respectively. (k–n) are SEM images of core/shell-CTFE/TrFE at the same designated strains, respectively.
(o–r) are SEM images of single P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) at the same designated strains, respectively.

For studying the evolution of the nanostructure of the four membranes, the 2D
SAXS patterns were collected at the four designated strain levels and are presented in
Figure 2. Before stretching, all four membranes demonstrated anisotropic characteristics,
as displayed in Figure 2a,e,i,m. The 2D SAXS patterns revealed an oriented arc or an
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elliptical shape. The long radius of the ellipse was perpendicular to the stretching direction,
while the small radius was parallel to the RD. Notably; lobs observed along the meridian
direction demonstrated the ordered morphology of the long period before stretching. The
lobs indicated a periodic system of alternating crystallites and amorphous regions [48]. As
the 2D SAXS patterns in Figure 2b,f,j,n show, the samples measured at 10% strain were
still within the elastic-deformation levels, and the elliptical shape was similar to the non-
stretching specimens. With further stretching to 60% strain, as shown in Figure 2c,g,k,o,
the elliptical shape became narrower and the lobs became blurred, which attributed to
the change in the distance between lamella. Due to stretching, the amorphous region
within the long period elongated at this stage. When the strain reached 100%, the 2D SAXS
patterns became streak along the meridian, and the lobs disappeared in the core/shell-
CRFE/TrFE and the P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) membranes. The reduction in the radius of the
ellipse parallel to the deformation direction and the disappearance of the lobs were caused
by the deformation of the lamella within the long period and the cavities or microvoids
formed during deformation. The changes in the elliptical shape and the lobs occurred
after the yield points of all four membranes; this phenomenon was consistent with that
reported by Guo et al. [48]. Guo et al. applied in-situ synchrotron SAXS and WAXS to
investigate the PVDF sheet prepared by melting and tableting PVDF powder during tensile
deformation. After the yield point, the SAXS patterns presented a streak shape. Guo et al.
further illustrated that the streak in the center of the SAXS patterns was associated with
the cavities or microvoids formed by stretching. The deformation of the crystallite within
the lamella could be observed via the study of the WAXS.

The 2D WAXS results shown in Figure 3 exhibited anisotropic diffraction patterns in
the single and coaxial electrospun membranes. Previous studies implied that the electro-
spun membranes demonstrated a preferred (001)β and (201, 111)β crystallographic planes
along the RD and a preferred (110, 200)β crystalline phase along the CD [49,50]. For all four
types of electrospun membranes, no significant structural changes were detected between
0% and 10% strain from the corresponding 2D WAXS. With further increase in the strain to
60% and 100%, the crystalline phase rings demonstrated visible changes. For P(VDF-TrFE),
core/shell-CTFE/TrFE, and core/shell-TrFE/CTFE, the WAXS patterns displayed three
main peaks, and the shape of rings became vague, indicating a highly anisotropic structure.
However, for P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) under 100% strain, the 2D WAXS ring was not visible,
and the WAXS pattern was blurred, indicating the absence of the ordered crystal structure.
Further research was needed to convert 2D WAXS to one-dimensional (1D) WAXS data.

In Figure 4, the 1D intensity distributions of the electrospun membranes were studied
to further analyze the evolution of the crystallographic plane. The 1D intensity distri-
butions were obtained from the vertical sector integral of the corresponding 2D WAXS
patterns. The Fityk software and Voigt function were used to deconvolve the diffraction
profile, and the Bragg reflections were indexed according to previous reports [37,49]. In
particular, the (110, 200)β crystalline phase was located at the different 2θ regarding the
relaxor ferroelectric crystalline in P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) and the highly polar ferroelectric
crystalline in P(VDF-TrFE). The (110, 200)β-co reflection in P(VDF-TrFE) was displayed in
Figure 4a while (110, 200)β-ter reflection in P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) was presented in Figure 4b.
In Figure 4c, the core/shell-CTFE/TrFE demonstrated only the (110, 200)β-co reflection
of the ferroelectric crystalline, which implied the complete infiltration of copolymer with
terpolymer chains and their cocrystallization phenomenon. In Figure 4d, the core/shell-
TrFE/CTFE manifested (110, 200)β reflections of relaxor ferroelectric and ferroelectric
crystallites, implying that the copolymer and terpolymer chains partly penetrated each
other. The results were consistent with the previous report by Lam et al. [14].
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(a,e,i,m) Nanofibers are oriented in a preferred orientation along the tensile axis, indicated by an elliptical shape of
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the diffraction pattern. (d,h,l,p) Nanofibers are completely aligned to the tensile axis, indicated by a streak shape of the
diffraction pattern.

The 1D intensity distribution of the electrospun membranes under tensile strain pre-
sented different behaviors for the P(VDF-TrFE), P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE), core/shell-CTFE/TrFE,
and core/shell-TrFE/CTFE membranes. For the P(VDF-TrFE) electrospun membrane, the
diffraction intensity of (110, 200)β-co at 0% and 10% strain was similar, and the intensity in-
creased from 60% strain to 100% strain, as indicated in Figure 4a. The intensity of the (001)β
and (201, 111)β crystallographic planes also remained unchanged until the strain reached
60% and slightly increased beyond 60% strain. The 60% strain is the key to the change,
indicating the distortion and transformation of the crystallite. For the single electrospun
membrane P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE), the diffraction intensities of (110, 200)β-ter, (001)β, and (201,
111)β remained comparable to those from 0% to 10% strain, as shown in Figure 4b. After
60% strain, the intensities of crystalline planes decreased dramatically, which was caused
by the dissolving of crystallites. The result was comparable to its force-strain behavior
demonstrated in Figure 1b. For the coaxial electrospun membrane core/shell-CTFE/TrFE,
as shown in Figure 4c, the diffraction intensities of (110, 200)β-co, (001)β, and (201, 111)β
remained comparable or increased from 0% to 60% strain. The increase in the intensity was
caused by the further alignment of the crystalline/amorphous region under tensile strain.
While the strain reached 100%, the diffraction intensities of (110, 200)β-co, (001)β, and (201,
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111)β decreased. The drop in the intensity indicated the resolution of the crystallites. Re-
garding the coaxial electrospun membrane core/shell-TrFE/CTFE, as shown in Figure 4d,
the diffraction intensities of (110, 200)β-co and (110, 200)β-ter increased from 0% to 100%
strain. The diffraction intensities of (001)β and (201, 111)β remained comparable from 0%
to 100% strain. Compared with the intensity of crystalline planes of the pristine terpolymer
membrane, even after 60% strain, the presence of the copolymer lamella stabilized the (110,
200)β-ter crystalline plane.
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2.2. Deformation Mechanism of Single and Coaxial Electrospun Membranes in CD

Next, the single and coaxial electrospun membranes were stretched and observed
in CD. Figure 5b represents the force-strain curve of membranes during uniaxial tensile
deformation, and Figure 5c–r show the SEM images at the designated strains. It is worth
noting that the stretching direction was normal to the preferred nanofiber orientation in
CD, as illustrated in Figure 5a. The SEM images, 2D SAXS patterns, and 2D WAXS patterns
were collected at assigned strains of 0%, 10%, 60%, and 100%. The microstructure of all
four types of membranes, P(VDF-TrFE), P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE), core/shell-CTFE/TrFE, and
core/shell-TrFE/CTFE, are examined from their SEM images. Curvy nanofibers having a
preferred orientation normal to the tensile axis were observed before stretching, as shown
in Figure 5c,g,k,o. At 10% strain, nanofibers did not show the morphological change in
the SEM, as presented in Figure 5d,h,l,p. At 60% strain, the nanofibers reoriented toward
the tensile direction, as shown in Figure 5e,i,m,q. With further stretching to 100% strain,
the nanofibers exhibited straightening, a reorientation towards the tensile direction, and
sliding during deformation, as shown in Figure 5f,j,n,r. The reorientation of the nanofibers
was the dominant deformation mechanism in CD membranes.

Figure 6 demonstrates the results of 2D SAXS. Before stretching, due to the relation-
ship between the CD and RD specimens, the 2D SAXS profiles of all four membranes,
P(VDF-TrFE), P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE), core/shell-CTFE/TrFE, and core/shell-TrFE/CTFE,
demonstrated images similar to each RD sample image rotated 90 degrees, as seen in
Figure 6a,e,i,m. Similarly, the 2D SAXS pattern revealed an elliptical shape and showed
lobes along the equatorial direction. The small radius of the ellipse was perpendicular to
the tensile axis, while the long radius of the ellipse was parallel to the stretching direction.
With the increase in strain to 10%, the 2D SAXS patterns remained unchanged compared
to the non-stretching samples, as demonstrated in Figure 6b,f,j,n. With further increase
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of strain to 60%, the 2D SAXS profiles became disk-like, and the lobes became blurred in
Figure 6c,g,k,o. The disk-like shape was attributed to the decrease in the radius of the 2D
SAXS pattern in the elongation direction and the increase in the radius in the diagonal
direction. The reorientation of nanofibers towards the elongation direction precipitated
the changes in the radius of the 2D SAXS patterns. The growth of the cavities and the
deformation of the long period blurred the lobes. With further stretching to 100% strain,
the disk-like shape of the 2D SAXS profiles became more pronounced, and the lobes disap-
peared, as seen in Figure 6d,h,l,p. In this scenario, the nanofibers were further stretched
in the deformation direction, and more nanofibers were aligned in the direction between
RD and CD compared to the 60% strained membrane. The increase in the number of these
nanofibers in the direction between RD and CD helps to increase the radius of the 2D SAXS
pattern in the diagonal direction. The aggravation of both the growth of the cavities and
the deformation of the long period led to the disappearance of the lobes.
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Figure 5. (a) Schematic illustration of the tensile test in the CD. The black arrow represents the tensile direction. (b) Force-
strain curves of the four types of electrospun membranes in the CD. (c–f) are SEM images of single P(VDF-TrFE) at the
designated strains of 0%, 10%, 60%, and 100%, respectively. (g–j) are SEM images of core/shell-TrFE/CTFE at the same
designated strains, respectively. (k–n) are SEM images of core/shell-CTFE/TrFE at the same designated strains, respectively.
(o–r) are SEM images of single P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) at the same designated strains, respectively.

Figures 7 and 8 show the results of 2D and 1D WAXS for the electrospun membranes
examined in CD, respectively. For the four types of electrospun membranes, the 2D WAXS
manifested anisotropic diffraction patterns, and the diffraction rings became blurred with
the increase of the strain, as shown in Figure 7. The 1D intensity distributions were obtained
from the vertical sector integral of the 2D patterns. For the two single electrospun mem-
branes P(VDF-TrFE) and P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE), the intensities of (001)β, (201, 111)β, and (110,
200)β reflections reduced when increasing the strain, as shown in Figure 8a,b, respectively.
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In Figure 8d, the intensities of the (110, 200)β-co and (110, 200)β-ter of core/shell-TrFE/CTFE
membrane presented a similar trend as those for the two single electrospun membranes.
However, the intensities of the (001)β and (201, 111)β diffractions of core/shell-CTFE/TrFE
first reduced from 0% to 60% strain and then increased from 60% to 100% strain, as shown
in Figure 8c. The drop in the maximum intensity indicated that the crystallites were de-
formed in the direction of the tensile axis while the increase in the intensity implied the α-
to β-phase transformation induced by stretching, as reported by Wu et al. [35]. Wu et al.
performed in-situ synchrotron WAXS and SAXS measurements to study the PVDF fiber
melt-spun from pellets. The results of the SAXS and WAXD analysis showed that the for-
mation of defects or microvoids during the process of yielding and plastic flow promoted
the transformation of α-phase to β-phase, which is more compact compared to α-phase.
Therefore, the 1D WAXS intensity of core/shell-CTFE/TrFE increased at high strain.
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Figure 6. 2D SAXS patterns in the single and coaxial electrospun membranes at the designated strains in CD. (a,e,i,m)
Nanofibers are oriented in a preferred orientation normal to the tensile axis, indicated by an elliptical shape of the diffraction
pattern. (b,f,j,n). Nanofibers are slightly deformed along the tensile axis, indicated by an elliptical shape of the unchanged
diffraction pattern. (c,g,k,o) Nanofibers are reoriented towards the tensile axis, indicated by a square-like shape of the
diffraction pattern. (d,h,l,p) Nanofibers are further reoriented to the tensile axis, indicated by a disk-like shape of the
diffraction pattern.
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Figure 7. 2D WAXS patterns in the single and coaxial electrospun membranes at the designated strains in CD. (a–d) are
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core/shell-CTFE/TrFE membrane. (m–p) are patterns of single P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) membrane.
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3. Discussion

To understand the nanofiber deformation under stretching at different multi-length
scales, we investigated the long period and the normalized crystallinity versus strain
during uniaxial stretching. The variation of the long period versus strain in RD and CD
is presented in Figure 9. In RD, no significant long period changes were obtained before
10% strain. At this stage, nanofibers were mainly straightening and reorienting besides
extending the packed molecular chains. From 10% to 100% strain, as the strain of all four
types of electrospun membranes increased, there was a significant increase in the long
period. This increase indicated that the amorphous chains between the crystalline lamellae
were extended, which resulted in a larger interlamellar spacing. At this stage, nanofibers
were mainly under stretching and extending the packed molecular chains. The results
were consistent with the analysis of 2D SAXS patterns in Figure 2 and the force-strain
behavior in Figure 1b. By contrast, the changes in the long period in CD were less than
those in RD. In CD, no significant long period changes were obtained before 60% strain. At
this stage, nanofibers were mainly under reorientation. The results were also consistent
with the analysis of 2D SAXS patterns shown in Figure 6 and the force-strain behavior
shown in Figure 5b. From the trend of the long period in RD and CD, it could be found
that the trends of two core/shell membranes had the characteristics of complementing
the binary and ternary materials. In addition, the length variation in the RD was greater
than that in the CD because CD samples must first undergo reorientation before stretching
the nanofibers.



Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 12669 13 of 20Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, x FOR PEER REVIEW 14 of 22 
 

 

 
Figure 9. Strain dependence of the percentage changes in the long period of the single and coaxial electrospun 
membranes in RD and CD. 

To elucidate the effect of uniaxial stretching on the crystalline features of 
electrospun nanofibers, the degree of crystallinity was examined. The degree of 
crystallinity (Xc) was determined according to the following equation: 

/ ( )c c c aX A A A= +  

where Ac and Aa are the integrated areas of the crystalline peaks and amorphous regions, 
respectively. 

To better understand the trend, the strain dependence of the normalized 
crystallinity of the single and coaxial electrospun membranes in RD is shown in Figure 
10a. The normalized crystallinity of the single electrospun membrane of 
P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) reached the highest value at 10% strain. Then, the normalized 
crystallinity dropped dramatically after 10% strain because of the dissolving of 
crystallites. For the single electrospun membrane P(VDF-TrFE) and the coaxial 
electrospun membrane core/shell-CTFE/TrFE, the normalized crystallinity dropped after 
60% strain because of the distortion and transformation of the crystallites. For the coaxial 
electrospun membrane core/shell-TrFE/CTFE, the normalized crystallinity increased 
with the increase of strain from 0% to 100%. Again, the presence of the copolymer 
lamella stabilized the crystalline phase of (110, 200)β-ter even beyond 60% strain. The 
analysis of the crystallinity supported the observations of the 1D WAXS intensity 
profiles. The strain dependence of the normalized crystallinity of the single and coaxial 
electrospun membranes in CD is shown in Figure 10b. For all four electrospun 
membranes, the normalized crystallinity decreased with increasing strain. In CD, the 
reorientation of the nanofibers dominated the deformation mechanism and distorted the 

Figure 9. Strain dependence of the percentage changes in the long period of the single and coaxial electrospun membranes
in RD and CD.

To elucidate the effect of uniaxial stretching on the crystalline features of electrospun
nanofibers, the degree of crystallinity was examined. The degree of crystallinity (Xc) was
determined according to the following equation:

Xc = Ac/(Ac + Aa)

where Ac and Aa are the integrated areas of the crystalline peaks and amorphous re-
gions, respectively.

To better understand the trend, the strain dependence of the normalized crystallinity
of the single and coaxial electrospun membranes in RD is shown in Figure 10a. The nor-
malized crystallinity of the single electrospun membrane of P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) reached
the highest value at 10% strain. Then, the normalized crystallinity dropped dramatically
after 10% strain because of the dissolving of crystallites. For the single electrospun mem-
brane P(VDF-TrFE) and the coaxial electrospun membrane core/shell-CTFE/TrFE, the
normalized crystallinity dropped after 60% strain because of the distortion and transfor-
mation of the crystallites. For the coaxial electrospun membrane core/shell-TrFE/CTFE,
the normalized crystallinity increased with the increase of strain from 0% to 100%. Again,
the presence of the copolymer lamella stabilized the crystalline phase of (110, 200)β-ter
even beyond 60% strain. The analysis of the crystallinity supported the observations of
the 1D WAXS intensity profiles. The strain dependence of the normalized crystallinity
of the single and coaxial electrospun membranes in CD is shown in Figure 10b. For all
four electrospun membranes, the normalized crystallinity decreased with increasing strain.
In CD, the reorientation of the nanofibers dominated the deformation mechanism and
distorted the crystallites, resulting in a decrease in the normalized crystallinity. In short,
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due to the difference in the evolutions of the crystalline structure between the two core-shell
structured membranes in RD, their resistance to tensile stress also varied.
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According to the mechanical and structural characterizations, we propose the concept
of the deformation in a two-length scale, as demonstrated in Figure 11. Our proposal is
based on the research by Yang et al. who examined tear propagation in rabbit skin under
tensile loading via SAXS and SEM [51]. They concluded the deformation in terms of four
mechanisms of collagen fibril activity: fibril straightening, fibril reorientation toward the
tensile direction, elastic stretching, and interfibrillar sliding. Although the nature of the
materials discussed is different, their study shed light on the deformation mechanism of the
nanofiber scale. Guo et al., investigated the PVDF sheet prepared by melting and tableting
PVDF powder, and they proposed a deformation model of the evolution of the crystalline
and amorphous components during tensile loading [48]. They accentuated the lamellar
along the horizontal and vertical directions and the sample was stretched in the horizontal
direction. The initial structure was isotropic, and the deformation mechanisms were also
described in four stages. In the first stage, the crystalline lamellae vertical to the stretching
direction moved and the spacing between adjacent lamellae increased after elongation. By
contrast, the lamellae that are along the tensile force were compacted. In the second stage,
the lamellar stacks were broken and the lamellar structure was destroyed. In the third stage,
the spherulitic form of PVDF crystalline morphology changed into a fibrillar microstructure.
In the fourth stage, the α-β phase transformation occurred. Other than the difference in
the technique to prepare PVDF specimens, the main difference between our specimen and
Guo et al.’s, specimen is that our specimen has a preferred nanofiber orientation, leading
to a preferred lamellar orientation. The preferred lamellar orientation was proved by
the incomplete rings of WAXS in Figures 3 and 7. Although the initial orientation of the
lamellae is different in our study and Guo et al.’s, study, their explanation regarding the
evolution of the crystalline and amorphous components during tensile loading has laid
out the big picture of our research.

On the nanofibers scale, we divide the deformation mechanism under tensile load into
four mechanisms: nanofiber straightening, nanofiber reorientation to the tensile direction,
stretching of nanofibers, and sliding between nanofibers. In Figure 11A–C, we apply a
single nanofiber to describe the deformation process under tensile loading. The nanofiber
straightens, stretches, and reorients itself, increasing its projected length in the tensile axis
from L0 to L1 and L2. The increase in the nanofiber length is achieved by three factors,
which may happen simultaneously. The first factor is the straightening of the nanofiber,
that is, the radius of curvature of the curved nanofiber increases from R0 to R1, and R2. The
second factor is stretching the length of the nanofiber itself. The third factor is reorientation
of the nanofiber toward the tensile axis, which is, decreasing the angle (θ) between the
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preferred nanofiber orientation and the tensile axis. The last mechanism is that the sliding
between nanofibers may occur after the yield point. Since the nanofibers are straightened
and aligned on the stretching axis, owing to kinematic requirements, shear strains are
generated between the nanofibers. Under critical shear deformation, the shear stress at
the interface surpasses the cohesive strength of the interface between nanofibers, and the
nanofibers slide away from each other.
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On the sub-nanometer scale, we propose a deformation model for the evolution of
crystalline and amorphous components of anisotropic materials during tensile loading.
The model is modified from the first stage of Guo et al.’s, work [48]. We emphasize the
lamellar along the electrospun revolving direction and vertical to the revolving direction,



Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 12669 16 of 20

with the numbers of lamellae being different in the two directions, as shown in Figure 11D.
There are more lamellae in the electrospun revolving direction than in the vertical to the
revolving direction. Because of the dominant numbers of lamellae in the electrospun
revolving direction, the long period is defined by the distance consisting of one amorphous
region and one lamella along the electrospun revolving direction, as shown in Figure 11D.
In the RD tensile test, the relationship between the tensile axis and the lamellae layout is
demonstrated in Figure 11E. Under tensile strain, the distance between adjacent lamellae
in the electrospun revolving direction increases along the tensile axis, as presented in
Figure 11F. Therefore, the long period in the RD is elongated with strain. In the CD
tensile test, the relationship between the tensile axis and the lamellae layout is shown in
Figure 11G. Under tensile strain, the distance between adjacent lamellae on the stretching
axis increases and causes the adjacent lamella perpendicular to the stretching axis to shrink,
as shown in Figure 11H. Under tensile strain, the distance between adjacent lamellae on the
stretching axis increases and the deformation causes the adjacent lamella perpendicular to
the stretching axis to shrink, as shown in Figure 11H. Therefore, the long period contracts
in the CD. The rest of the deformation mechanisms in the sub-nanometer scale followed
well from stage two to stage four proposed by Gou et al.

4. Materials and Methods
4.1. Sample Preparation

A cosolvent was prepared by dimethylacetamide (DMC) and methyl ethyl ketone
(MEK) in a weight ratio of 2:3. The copolymer P(VDF-TrFE) (75/25 mol%) and terpoly-
mer P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) (61.7/30.4/7.9 mol%) powder was obtained from Arkema Group
(PiezoTech, Pierre-Bénite, France). The copolymer and terpolymer were separately dis-
solved in the cosolvent and heated at 60 ◦C for 3–4 h. The electrospinning method used
13 wt% P (VDF-TrFE) and 13 wt% P (VDF-TrFE-CTFE) solutions, and four types of electro-
spun nanofiber samples were prepared. The pristine P(VDF-TrFE) and P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE)
nanofiber samples were fabricated by the single electrospinning method. The other two
samples, the core/shell structured nanocomposites, core/shell-TrFE/CTFE and core/shell-
CTFE/TrFE, were prepared by the coaxial electrospinning method. More details can be
referred to in the following reports [14,52].

4.2. Electrospinning

In the single electrospinning process, a 10 mL syringe pump and a 20 G stainless steel
needle (with an inner diameter of 0.6 mm) filled with the solution were driven at a feed
rate of 1 mL/h. The coaxial electrospinning process needed two concentric detachable
stainless-steel needles, 20 G on the outside and 26 G (with an inner diameter of 0.26 mm)
on the inside. P(VDF-TrFE) and P (VDF-TrFE-CTFE) solutions were injected into two 10 mL
syringe pumps, and the core and the shell were driven at feed rates of 0.6 mL/h and
1 mL/h, respectively. The volume fraction of the core/shell structured polymer calculated
by the feed rate was 0.375:0.625.

The collector was a custom-made rotating cylindrical drum with a diameter of 18 cm,
which rotated at a speed of 800 rpm. A high DC voltage of 18 kV was applied at a working
distance of 18 cm between the positive electrode (connected to the needle) and the negative
electrode (connected to the collector).

4.3. Structural Characterization

The morphology of the electrospun nanofibers was analyzed utilizing a scanning
electron microscope (SEM, JSM-6700F, JEOL, Tokyo, Japan) operating at 15 keV.

4.4. Synchrotron Small and Wide-Angle X-ray Diffraction

The non-destructive small-angle and wide-angle X-ray diffraction (SAXS and WAXS)
were performed with the wavelength of 1.24 Å (10 keV) at the beam line (BL) 23, National
Synchrotron Radiation Research Center (NSRRC, Hsinchu, Taiwan). The experimental
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geometry for SAXS and WAXS setup is shown in Figure 12. Synchronized SAXS and WAXS
measurements were achieved through a data acquisition protocol, which can integrate two
linear gas detectors for WAXS and an area detector for SAXS [53]. As shown in Figure 12g,
the sample was dumbbell-shaped, with a total length of 50 mm, gauge length and width of
10 mm and 3 mm, respectively, and distance between the shoulders of 24 mm. The uniaxial
tensile strength test was recorded with a strain rate of 0.05 mm/s and a holding time of
10 s between consecutive strains to record the in-situ concurrent SAXS and WAXS patterns.
The diffraction pattern was recorded from 2D detectors to obtain the preferred orientation
of the crystallographic plane.
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Figure 12. Experimental geometry for SAXS and WAXS. (a) Gas detector for SAXS; (b) Interchange-
able CCD for SAXS; (c) Automatic bellow system for continuous changes in the sample-to-detector
distance under vacuum; (d) Two linear detectors for WAXS; (e) Sample stage; (f) Tensile stress
tester (Linkam TST350); (g) Schematic illustration of dumbbell-shaped tensile specimen; (h) The
arrangement of a Small-/Wide-angle X-ray scattering instrument.

5. Conclusions

The collective deformation mechanism of the core/shell composite membranes consist-
ing of the relaxor ferroelectric terpolymer P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) and ferroelectric copolymer
P(VDF-TrFE) was studied. The curvy nanofibers in the core/shell composite membranes
experienced multiple deformation mechanisms of straightening, stretching, sliding, and
reorienting toward the tensile direction. Within nanofibers, the elongation of the amor-
phous region and the deformation of lamella also occurred due to the stretching. Moreover,
the coupling effect between the terpolymer P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) and the copolymer P(VDF-
TrFE) in the core/shell-TrFE/CTFE membranes provided greater phase stability than in the
core/shell-CTFE/TrFE. This difference in the evolution of the crystalline structure between
the two core/shell structured membranes also contributed to their different mechanical
responses to tensile stress. Our findings may provide important information regarding the
deformation mechanism for various potential applications of electrospun P(VDF-TrFE) and
P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE) nanofibers used as the membranes-based electroactive polymers.
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Poly(vinylidene fluoride-trifluoroethylene-chlorotrifluoroethylene) P(VDF-TrFE-CTFE)
Relaxor ferroelectric RFE
Ferroelectric FE
Revolving direction RD
Cross direction CD
Stress–strain S-S
Fourier-transform infrared spectroscopy FTIR
Wide-angle X-ray diffraction WAXD
Two-dimensional 2D
One-dimensional 1D
Maxwell-Wagner-Sillars MWS
Piezoresponse force microscopy PFM
Scanning electron microscopy SEM
National Synchrotron Radiation Research Center NSRRC
Atomic force microscopy AFM

References
1. Bar-Cohen, Y.; Anderson, I.A. Electroactive polymer (EAP) actuators—Background review. Mech. Soft Mater. 2019, 1, 5. [CrossRef]
2. Sun, Q.; Seung, W.; Kim, B.J.; Seo, S.; Kim, S.W.; Cho, J.H. Active Matrix Electronic Skin Strain Sensor Based on Piezopotential-

Powered Graphene Transistors. Adv. Mater. 2015, 27, 3411–3417. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Brochu, P.; Pei, Q. Advances in dielectric elastomers for actuators and artificial muscles. Macromol. Rapid Commun. 2010, 31, 10–36.

[CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Karothu, D.P.; Mahmoud Halabi, J.; Li, L.; Colin-Molina, A.; Rodriguez-Molina, B.; Naumov, P. Global Performance Indices for

Dynamic Crystals as Organic Thermal Actuators. Adv. Mater. 2020, 32, e1906216. [CrossRef]
5. Taccola, S.; Greco, F.; Sinibaldi, E.; Mondini, A.; Mazzolai, B.; Mattoli, V. Toward a new generation of electrically controllable

hygromorphic soft actuators. Adv. Mater. 2015, 27, 1668–1675. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
6. Mirfakhrai, T.; Madden, J.D.W.; Baughman, R.H. Polymer artificial muscles. Mater. Today 2007, 10, 30–38. [CrossRef]
7. Bauer, S.; Bauer-Gogonea, S.; Graz, I.; Kaltenbrunner, M.; Keplinger, C.; Schwodiauer, R. 25th anniversary article: A soft future:

From robots and sensor skin to energy harvesters. Adv. Mater. 2014, 26, 149–161. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
8. Roy, D.; Cambre, J.N.; Sumerlin, B.S. Biological- and Field-Responsive Polymers: Expanding Potential in Smart Materials. In

Handbook of Stimuli-Responsive Materials; WILEY-VCH: Weinheim, Germany, 2011; pp. 27–57. [CrossRef]
9. Kanaan, A.F.; Pinho, A.C.; Piedade, A.P. Electroactive Polymers Obtained by Conventional and Non-Conventional Technologies.

Polymers 2021, 13, 2713. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
10. Correia, D.M.; Barbosa, J.C.; Serra, J.P.; Pinto, R.S.; Fernandes, L.C.; Tubio, C.R.; Lanceros-Mendez, S.; Costa, C.M. Comparative

Assessment of Ionic Liquid-Based Soft Actuators Prepared by Film Casting versus Direct Ink Writing. Adv. Eng. Mater. 2021,
23, 2100411. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1007/s42558-019-0005-1
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201500582
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25914310
http://doi.org/10.1002/marc.200900425
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21590834
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201906216
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201404772
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25556552
http://doi.org/10.1016/S1369-7021(07)70048-2
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201303349
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24307641
http://doi.org/10.1002/9783527633739
http://doi.org/10.3390/polym13162713
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34451256
http://doi.org/10.1002/adem.202100411


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 12669 19 of 20

11. Tohluebaji, N.; Putson, C.; Muensit, N. High Electromechanical Deformation Based on Structural Beta-Phase Content and
Electrostrictive Properties of Electrospun Poly (vinylidene fluoride- hexafluoropropylene) Nanofibers. Polymers 2019, 11, 1817.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Zare, M.; Davoodi, P.; Ramakrishna, S. Electrospun Shape Memory Polymer Micro-/Nanofibers and Tailoring Their Roles for
Biomedical Applications. Nanomaterials 2021, 11, 933. [CrossRef]

13. Lam, T.-N.; Wang, C.-C.; Ko, W.-C.; Wu, J.-M.; Lai, S.-N.; Chuang, W.-T.; Su, C.-J.; Ma, C.-Y.; Luo, M.-Y.; Wang, Y.-J.; et al. Tuning
mechanical properties of electrospun piezoelectric nanofibers by heat treatment. Materialia 2019, 8, 100461. [CrossRef]

14. Lam, T.-N.; Ma, C.-Y.; Hsiao, P.-H.; Ko, W.-C.; Huang, Y.-J.; Lee, S.-Y.; Jain, J.; Huang, E.W. Tunable Mechanical and Electrical
Properties of Coaxial Electrospun Composite Nanofibers of P (VDF-TrFE) and P (VDF-TrFE-CTFE). Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 4639.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Wang, X.-X.; Yu, G.-F.; Zhang, J.; Yu, M.; Ramakrishna, S.; Long, Y.-Z. Conductive polymer ultrafine fibers via electrospinning:
Preparation, physical properties and applications. Prog. Mater. Sci. 2021, 115, 100704. [CrossRef]

16. Lee, M.Y.; Oh, Y.; Hong, J.; Lee, S.J.; Seong, D.G.; Um, M.-K.; Oh, J.H. Fabrication of Stretchable and Transparent Core–Shell
Polymeric Nanofibers Using Coaxial Electrospinning and Their Application to Phototransistors. Adv. Electron. Mater. 2021,
7, 2001000. [CrossRef]

17. Keshvardoostchokami, M.; Majidi, S.S.; Huo, P.; Ramachandran, R.; Chen, M.; Liu, B. Electrospun Nanofibers of Natural and
Synthetic Polymers as Artificial Extracellular Matrix for Tissue Engineering. Nanomaterials 2021, 11, 21. [CrossRef]

18. Alharbi, H.F.; Luqman, M.; Khalil, K.A.; Elnakady, Y.A.; Abd-Elkader, O.H.; Rady, A.M.; Alharthi, N.H.; Karim, M.R. Fabrication
of core-shell structured nanofibers of poly (lactic acid) and poly (vinyl alcohol) by coaxial electrospinning for tissue engineering.
Eur. Polym. J. 2018, 98, 483–491. [CrossRef]

19. Ponnamma, D.; Chamakh, M.M.; Alahzm, A.M.; Salim, N.; Hameed, N.; AlMaadeed, M.A.A. Core-Shell Nanofibers of Polyvinyli-
dene Fluoride-based Nanocomposites as Piezoelectric Nanogenerators. Polymers 2020, 12, 2344. [CrossRef]

20. Hussain, N.; Zhang, M.-H.; Zhang, Q.; Zhou, Z.; Xu, X.; Murtaza, M.; Zhang, R.; Wei, H.; Ou, G.; Wang, D.; et al. Large
Piezoelectric Strain in Sub-10 Nanometer Two-Dimensional Polyvinylidene Fluoride Nanoflakes. ACS Nano 2019, 13, 4496–4506.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Wan, C.; Bowen, C.R. Multiscale-structuring of polyvinylidene fluoride for energy harvesting: The impact of molecular-, micro-
and macro-structure. J. Mater. Chem. A 2017, 5, 3091–3128. [CrossRef]

22. Zaccaria, M.; Fabiani, D.; Belcari, J.; Bocchi, O.; Zucchelli, A.; Cramer, T.; Fraboni, B. Electret Behavior of Electrospun PVdF-Based
Polymers. In Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on Electrical Insulation and Dielectric Phenomena, Toronto, ON, Canada, 16–19
October 2016.

23. Parangusan, H.; Ponnamma, D.; Al-Maadeed, M.A.A. Stretchable Electrospun PVDF-HFP/Co-ZnO Nanofibers as Piezoelectric
Nanogenerators. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 754. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Jin Ko, E.; Jae Jeon, S.; Woon Han, Y.; Yeong Jeong, S.; Yun Kang, C.; Hyun Sung, T.; Won Seong, K.; Moon, D. Synthesis and
Characterization of Nanofiber-type Hydrophobic Organic Materials as Electrodes for Improved Performance of PVDF-based
Piezoelectric Nanogenerators. Nano Energy 2019, 58, 11–22.

25. Mao, P.; Wang, J.; Zhang, L.; Sun, Q.; Liu, X.; He, L.; Liu, S.; Zhang, S.; Gong, H. Tunable dielectric polarization and breakdown
behavior for high energy storage capability in P (VDF–TrFE–CFE)/PVDF polymer blended composite films. Phys. Chem. Chem.
Phys. 2020, 22, 13143–13153. [CrossRef]

26. Liu, Y.Z.; Zhang, H.; Yu, J.X.; Huang, Z.Y.; Wang, C.; Sun, Y. Ferroelectric P(VDF-TrFE)/POSS nanocomposite films: Compatibility,
piezoelectricity, energy harvesting performance, and mechanical and atomic oxygen erosion. RSC Adv. 2020, 10, 17377–17386.
[CrossRef]

27. Jiang, Y.; Gong, L.; Hu, X.; Zhao, Y.; Chen, H.; Feng, L.; Zhang, D. Aligned P(VDF-TrFE) Nanofibers for Enhanced Piezoelectric
Directional Strain Sensing. Polymers 2018, 10, 364. [CrossRef]

28. Wang, T.T.; Herbert, J.M.; Glass, A.M. The Applications of Piezoelectric Polymers; Blackie: Glasgow, UK, 1988.
29. Zhao, X.; Wang, J.; Tian, B.; Liu, B.; Wang, X.; Sun, S.; Zou, Y.; Lin, T.; Sun, J.; Meng, X. Enhanced piezoelectric response in the

artificial ferroelectric polymer multilayers. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2014, 105, 222907. [CrossRef]
30. Zhang, Z.; Wang, X.; Tan, S.; Wang, Q. Superior electrostrictive strain achieved under low electric fields in relaxor ferroelectric

polymers. J. Mater. Chem. A 2019, 7, 5201–5208. [CrossRef]
31. Habibur, R.M.; Yaqoob, U.; Muhammad, S.; Uddin, A.I.; Kim, H.C. The effect of RGO on dielectric and energy harvesting

properties of P (VDF-TrFE) matrix by optimizing electroactive β phase without traditional polling process. Mater. Chem. Phys.
2018, 215, 46–55. [CrossRef]

32. Liu, X.; Xu, S.; Kuang, X.; Tan, D.; Wang, X. Nanoscale investigations on β-phase orientation, piezoelectric response, and
polarization direction of electrospun PVDF nanofibers. RSC Adv. 2016, 6, 109061–109066. [CrossRef]

33. Xia, F.; Cheng, Z.Y.; Xu, H.S.; Li, H.F.; Zhang, Q.M.; Kavarnos, G.J.; Ting, R.Y.; Abdul-Sadek, G.; Belfield, K.D. High Electrome-
chanical Responses in a Poly(vinylidene fluoride–trifluoroethylene–chlorofluoroethylene) Terpolymer. Adv. Mater. 2002, 14,
1574–1577. [CrossRef]

34. Liao, J.; Peng, B.; Tan, S.; Tian, X.; Zhang, Z. Grafting PMMA onto P (VDF-TrFE) by C F Activation via a Cu(0) Mediated
Controlled Radical Polymerization Process. Macromol. Rapid Commun. 2020, 41, 1900613. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.3390/polym11111817
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31694289
http://doi.org/10.3390/nano11040933
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.mtla.2019.100461
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms22094639
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33924977
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.pmatsci.2020.100704
http://doi.org/10.1002/aelm.202001000
http://doi.org/10.3390/nano11010021
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpolymj.2017.11.052
http://doi.org/10.3390/polym12102344
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.9b00104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30883093
http://doi.org/10.1039/C6TA09590A
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-19082-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29335498
http://doi.org/10.1039/D0CP01071E
http://doi.org/10.1039/D0RA01769H
http://doi.org/10.3390/polym10040364
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.4903481
http://doi.org/10.1039/C8TA11938D
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.matchemphys.2018.05.010
http://doi.org/10.1039/C6RA24473D
http://doi.org/10.1002/1521-4095(20021104)14:21&lt;1574::AID-ADMA1574&gt;3.0.CO;2-
http://doi.org/10.1002/marc.201900613
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31958201


Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2021, 22, 12669 20 of 20

35. Wu, J.; Schultz, J.M.; Yeh, F.; Hsiao, B.S.; Chu, B. In-Situ Simultaneous Synchrotron Small- and Wide-Angle X-ray Scattering
Measurement of Poly (vinylidene fluoride) Fibers under Deformation. Macromolecules 2000, 33, 1765–1777. [CrossRef]

36. Dmitriev, I.; Lavrentyev, V.; Elyashevich, G.; Bukošek, V. Structure and Deformational Behavior of Poly (vinylidene fluoride)
Hard Elastic Films. Acta Chim. Slov. 2007, 54, 784–791.

37. Chen, X.-Z.; Li, X.; Qian, X.-S.; Wu, S.; Lu, S.-G.; Gu, H.-M.; Lin, M.; Shen, Q.-D.; Zhang, Q.M. A polymer blend approach to tailor
the ferroelectric responses in P (VDF–TrFE) based copolymers. Polymer 2013, 54, 2373–2381. [CrossRef]

38. Liu, Z.H.; Pan, C.T.; Lin, L.W.; Huang, J.C.; Ou, Z.Y. Direct-write PVDF nonwoven fiber fabric energy harvesters via the hollow
cylindrical near-field electrospinning process. Smart Mater. Struct. 2014, 23, 025003. [CrossRef]

39. Noyori, M.; Neo, Y.; Mimura, H. Single-crystalline poly (vinylidene fluoride–trifluoroethylene) nanofiber webs fabricated by
electrospinning. Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 2015, 54, 021601. [CrossRef]

40. Yang, X.; Wang, J.; Guo, H.; Liu, L.; Xu, W.; Duan, G. Structural design toward functional materials by electrospinning: A review.
e-Polym. 2020, 20, 682–712. [CrossRef]

41. Li, B.; Zhang, F.; Guan, S.; Zheng, J.; Xu, C. Wearable piezoelectric device assembled by one-step continuous electrospinning. J.
Mater. Chem. C 2016, 4, 6988–6995. [CrossRef]

42. Wang, Z.; Li, X.; Pöselt, E.; Eling, B.; Wang, Z. Melting behavior of polymorphic MDI/BD-block TPU investigated by using in-situ
SAXS/WAXS and FTIR techniques. Hydrogen bonding formation causing the inhomogeneous melt. Polym. Test. 2021, 96, 107065.
[CrossRef]

43. Boldon, L.; Laliberte, F.; Liu, L. Review of the fundamental theories behind small angle X-ray scattering, molecular dynamics
simulations, and relevant integrated application. Nano Rev. 2015, 6, 25661. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Moslehy, A.; Alshibli, K.A.; Truster, T.J.; Kenesei, P.; Imseeh, W.H.; Jarrar, Z.; Sharma, H. Evolution of texture and internal stresses
within polycrystalline rock salt using in situ 3D synchrotron computed tomography and 3D X-ray diffraction. J. Appl. Crystallogr.
2021, 54, 1379–1393. [CrossRef]

45. Castagnet, S.; Girault, S.; Gacougnolle, J.L.; Dang, P. Cavitation in strained polyvinylidene fluoride: Mechanical and X-ray
experimental studies. Polymer 2000, 41, 7523–7530. [CrossRef]

46. Buell, S.; Rutledge, G.C.; Vliet, K.J. Predicting polymer nanofiber interactions via molecular simulations. ACS Appl. Mater.
Interfaces 2010, 2, 1164–1172. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Stachewicz, U.; Peker, I.; Tu, W.; Barber, A.H. Stress Delocalization in Crack Tolerant Electrospun Nanofiber Networks. ACS Appl.
Mater. Interfaces 2011, 3, 1991–1996. [CrossRef]

48. Guo, H.; Zhang, Y.; Xue, F.; Cai, Z.; Shang, Y.; Li, J.; Chen, Y.; Wu, Z.; Jiang, S. In-situ synchrotron SAXS and WAXS investigations
on deformation and α–β transformation of uniaxial stretched poly (vinylidene fluoride). CrystEngComm 2013, 15, 1597. [CrossRef]

49. García-Gutiérrez, M.-C.; Linares, A.; Martín-Fabiani, I.; Hernández, J.J.; Soccio, M.; Rueda, D.R.; Ezquerra, T.A.; Reynolds,
M. Understanding crystallization features of P (VDF-TrFE) copolymers under confinement to optimize ferroelectricity in
nanostructures. Nanoscale 2013, 5, 6006–6012. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

50. Yang, L.; Li, X.; Allahyarov, E.; Taylor, P.L.; Zhang, Q.; Zhu, L. Novel polymer ferroelectric behavior via crystal isomorphism and
the nanoconfinement effect. Polymer 2013, 54, 1709–1728. [CrossRef]

51. Yang, W.; Sherman, V.R.; Gludovatz, B.; Schaible, E.; Stewart, P.; Ritchie, R.O.; Meyers, M.A. On the tear resistance of skin. Nat.
Commun. 2015, 6, 6649. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Huang, E.W.; Hsu, Y.H.; Chuang, W.T.; Ko, W.C.; Chang, C.K.; Lee, C.K.; Chang, W.C.; Liao, T.K.; Thong, H.C. Visible-Light
Modulation on Lattice Dielectric Responses of a Piezo-Phototronic Soft Material. Adv. Mater. 2015, 27, 7728–7733. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

53. Jeng, U.-S.; Su, C.H.; Su, C.-J.; Liao, K.-F.; Chuang, W.-T.; Lai, Y.-H.; Chang, J.-W.; Chen, Y.-J.; Huang, Y.-S.; Lee, M.-T.; et al.
A small/wide-angle X-ray scattering instrument for structural characterization of air-liquid interfaces, thin films and bulk
specimens. J. Appl. Crystallogr. 2010, 43, 110–121. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1021/ma990896w
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2013.02.041
http://doi.org/10.1088/0964-1726/23/2/025003
http://doi.org/10.7567/JJAP.54.021601
http://doi.org/10.1515/epoly-2020-0068
http://doi.org/10.1039/C6TC01696K
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymertesting.2021.107065
http://doi.org/10.3402/nano.v6.25661
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25721341
http://doi.org/10.1107/S1600576721007809
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0032-3861(00)00077-X
http://doi.org/10.1021/am1000135
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20384291
http://doi.org/10.1021/am2002444
http://doi.org/10.1039/c2ce26578h
http://doi.org/10.1039/c3nr00516j
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23712559
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymer.2013.01.035
http://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms7649
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25812485
http://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201503325
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26480289
http://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889809043271

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Deformation Mechanism of Single and Coaxial Electrospun Membranes in RD 
	Deformation Mechanism of Single and Coaxial Electrospun Membranes in CD 

	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	Sample Preparation 
	Electrospinning 
	Structural Characterization 
	Synchrotron Small and Wide-Angle X-ray Diffraction 

	Conclusions 
	References

