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K inetics ofgem inate recom bination ofsubdi�using particles in the presence of

interparticle interaction

A. I. Shushin
Institute of Chem icalPhysics, Russian Academ y of Sciences,

117977, G SP-1, K osygin str. 4, M oscow, Russia

The kinetics ofgem inate subdi�usion-assisted reactions (SDARs) ofinteracting particles is an-

alyzed in detailwith the use ofthe non-M arkovian fractionalSm oluchowkiequation (FSE).It is

suggested thattheinterparticle interaction potentialisoftheshape ofpotentialwelland reactivity

islocated within thewell.Thereaction kineticsisstudied in thelim itofdeep well,in which theFSE

can be solved analytically. This solution enables one to obtain the kinetics in a sim ple analytical

form . The analyticalexpression showsthatthe SDAR kineticsfairly substantially dependson the

m echanism ofreactivity within thewell.Speci�cfeaturesofthekineticsarethoroughly analyzed in

two m odelsofreactivity:thesubdi�usion assisted activated rate m odeland the�rstorderreaction

m odel. The theory developed is applied to the interpretation ofexperim entalkinetics ofphoto-

lum inescence decay in am orphous a-Si:H sem iconductors governed by gem inate recom bination of

electrons and holes which are recently found to undergo subdi�usive relative m otion. Analysis of

resultsdem onstratesthatthesubdi�usion assisted activated ratem echanism ofreaction iscloserto

reality asapplied to am orphousa-Si:H sem iconductors. Com parison ofexperim entaland theoreti-

calkineticsallowed for obtaining som e kinetic param etersofthe system sunderstudy: the rate of

escaping from the welland the param eter characterizing the deviation ofthe subdi�usive m otion

from the conventionalone.

PACS num bers:05.40.Fb,02.50.-r,76.20.+ q

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Di�usion assisted reactions (DARs) is the im portant

stage ofa large num ber ofchem icaland physicalcon-

densed phase processes.1,2,3 In m any ofthese processes

the DARs are known to be strongly a�ected by inter-

action between reacting particles. The e�ect ofthe in-

teraction on the DAR kinetics is actively studied both

experim entally and theoretically fora long tim e.1,2

In thecaseofconventionaldi�usion theproblem ofthe

analysis ofDAR kinetics reduces to solving the Sm olu-

chowskiequation forthepairdistribution function (PDF)

ofreacting particles.Thisequation isfairly com plicated

and can,in general,be solved only num erically. As for

analyticalstudy,usually itism adewith theuseofsteady

stateanalyticalsolutions.1,2 Thegeneraltim edependent

analyticalsolutions can be found only for very few in-

teraction potentials,for exam ple,in the case Coulom b

interaction.4 This solutions,however,are very cum ber-

som eand com plicated forapplications.

Som eyearsagom uch m oresim pleandrigorousm ethod

ofanalyticalsolution ofthe Sm oluchowskiequation was

proposed,which isapplicable in the practically interest-

ing lim it ofdeep wellofattractive interaction (reactiv-

ity assum ed to belocalized in thewell).5,6,7 Thesolution

showsthattheinteraction strongly m anifestsitselfin the

reaction kineticsresulting in the long life tim e ofparti-

cles within the well(i.e. caging). The tim e evolution

ofthe PDF ofpairs captured and reacting in the well

appears to be non-exponential.6,7 This speci�c feature

ofthe PDF tim e evolution showsitself,for exam ple,in

non-exponentialkineticsofgem inateDARswith thelong

tim e tailofinversepowertype.6,7

In this work we will consider the kinetics of gem i-

nate reaction ofinteracting particles undergoing subd-

i�usive m otion. Recall that subdi�usion is a certain

type ofanom alous di�usion, which is characterized by

the anom alously slow tim e dependence of the m ean

square of displacem ent hr2(t)i � t� with � < 1.8,9

Recently, the speci�c features of the kinetics of subd-

i�usion assisted reactions (SDARs) is a subject of ac-

tive discussions.10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20 The anom aly

ofdi�usion is shown to a�ect fairly strongly the reac-

tion kineticsleading to thee�ectiveslowing down ofthe

reaction atlong tim es,to the strong uctuationsofcon-

centrationsofreacting particlesatlong tim es,etc.

In the absence ofinterparticle interaction (i.e. in the

caseoffreesubdi�usion)thetim eevolution ofthePDF of

subdi�using particlesisusually described by the analog

ofdi�usion equation,8,21 which iscalled fractionaldi�u-

sion equation and in which thee�ectofdi�usion anom aly

showsitselfin anom alously long tim e m em ory.The pre-

dictionsofthetheory based on fractionaldi�usion equa-

tion are analyzed in a large num ber ofpapers (see,for

exam ple,reviews[8]and [9]).

As for the SDARs ofinteracting particles,these pre-

cessesare notstudied theoretically yet. The kineticsof

them isalso determ ined by the corresponding PDF,but

the PDF evolution isdescribed by the fractionalSm olu-

chowskiequation.17,22 Sim ilarly to the case ofconven-

tionaldi�usion,thefactionalequation ism uch m orecom -

plicated fornum ericaland analyticalanalysisthan that

forfreedi�usion.In thiswork weproposetheanalytical

solution ofthe fractionalSm oluchowskiequation in the

lim itofdeep well,assum ingthereactivity to belocalized

within the well. W ith the use ofthe obtained solution
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the PDF evolution and the kineticsofgem inate SDARs

areanalyzed in detailin thislim it.

The analysis shows that, unlike the case of conven-

tionalDAR,the SDAR kineticsstrongly dependson the

m echanism ofreaction. In particular,the kinetics ap-

pears to be essentially di�erent for two m odels ofreac-

tivity:thesubdi�usion assisted activated ratem odel[or,

m ore generally,the kinetically (i.e. m obility)controlled

reaction m odel]and the �rstorderreaction m odel.This

strong di�erence enablesone to selectthe realistic reac-

tion m echanism by com parison oftheoreticalpredictions

with the experim entaldata.

The obtained resultsare applied to the interpretation

ofthe experim entalkineticsofphotolum inescencedecay

in am orphoussem iconductorsa-Si:H resultingfrom gem -

inate recom bination of photoexcited electrons (e) and

holes (h).23,24,25 Electrons in these sem iconductors are

known to behighly m obile,undergoing subdi�usive(dis-

persive) m igration, while holes are nearly im m obile.23

Recently,fairlydetailed experim entalinvestigation ofthe

kineticsofgem inate e-h recom bination atdi�erenttem -

peratures has been carried out25 and experim entalre-

sults have been sem iquantitatively described within the

freesubdi�usion m odel.Itisworth noting,however,that

the kineticsofthe processunderstudy is,clearly,signif-

icantly a�ected by the Coulom b e-h interaction which is

quite strong in the investigated sem iconductors: for di-

electricconstant"� 10 characteristicforthesesem icon-

ductorsand tem peraturesT < 300K theO nsagerradius

(distance,atwhich the Coulom b interaction isequalto

the therm alenergy)isestim ated asle > 50A.

Analysis oftheoreticalkinetic dependences,obtained

in this work,shows that the activated rate m odelde-

scribesthe experim entalresultsbetterthan the �rstor-

derreaction one.Thisanalysisallowed usto obtain the

characteristic m odelparam eters ofthe system : the pa-

ram eter� characterizing the di�usion anom aly,the rate

ofescaping from the e-h interaction well,etc.,which re-

sultin the best�tting,and estim ated their dependence

on tem perature. The proposed interpretation is com -

pared with anotheroneapplied in ref.[24]to treatsom e

earlierexperim entalresultson the sam eprocess.

II. D IFFU SIO N A SSIST ED R EA C T IO N S

W e start our analysis with the discussion of gem i-

nate reactions of interacting particles assisted by con-

ventionaldi�usion. The reacting particles are assum ed

to bespherically sym m etric.W ealsoassum ethatthein-

terparticleinteraction potentialisspherically sym m etric:

u(r)� u(r)= U (r)=kB T,where r = jrjisthe interpar-

ticle distance,and is ofthe type ofpotentialwellwith

the reaction barrier at short (contact) distance r = d,

the bottom at r = rb (see Fig. 1). It is suggested,in

addition,that the wellis deep enough so that the ac-

tivation energiesofescaping from the welland reaction

are large: ua = � u(rb) � 1 and u(d)� u(rb) � 1. In

r

kr(r)

u(r)

d rb

le

FIG .1: Schem atic picture ofthe distance dependence ofthe

interaction potentialu(r)= U (r)=(kB T)and reactivity kr(r).

In thispicture d isthe distance ofclosestapproach,rb isthe

coordinate ofthe bottom ,and le isthe O nsagerradius. The

dashed line shows the Coulom b potentialwhich leads to the

cusp-like wellatr= d.

this lim it the characteristic tim e ofreaction in the well

ism uch largerthan the tim e ofequilibration in the well

and the long distance (Coulom b) part ofthe potential

can be characterized by the e�ectiveO nsagerradius

le =

hR
1

rb
drr

� 2
e
u(r)

i� 1

: (2.1)

nearly independentofrb [thisradiussatis�estherelation

u(le)� 1].Noteworthy isthatin the deep welllim itthe

explicitshape ofthe wellofu(r)atshortdistance turns

out to be not im portantfor the kinetics: it can be,for

exam ple,ofparabolicshapewith rb > d oredgetypeone

with rb � d (see Fig.1).

IntheM arkovianapproachim plied bytheconventional

di�usion approxim ations the DAR kinetics is described

by thePDF �(r;t)ofreactivepairs,satisfying thekinetic

equation

_�(r;t)= � L̂�(r;t); (2.2)

where L̂ is the operator which determ ines space/tim e

evolution ofthesystem understudy.Theform ofthisop-

eratordependson the processconsidered (see Sec.III).

In thisworktheobservableunderstudyisthegem inate

DAR kinetics,i.e. the tim e dependentprobability Yr(t)
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ofgem inatereaction,which wewillcalltheDAR yield.In

ourfurtheranalysis,however,itwillbem oreconvenient

to analyzethe DAR ux

Jr(t)= _Yr(t): (2.3)

To obtain theexpression forDAR yield and DAR ux

oneneedsto specify them odelofreactivity.In ourwork

weassum ethatthereactivity islocalized within thewell

and considertwo m ostwellknown m odelsofreactivity:

the di�usion assisted activated rateand �rstorderreac-

tion m odels. They correspond to two di�erent reaction

m echanism s:kineticallycontrolled(controlled byrelative

m igration)and �rstorderreaction controlled reactivity,

respectively.Possible exam plesofthese reaction m odels

arediscussed below asapplied to analysisofexperim en-

talresults(see Sec. IV).Here we willrestrictourselves

to discussion ofthe m athem aticaldetailsofthe m odels.

1) Activated rate m odel. This m odeltreats the DAR

asa di�usive ux overa barrierlocated atthe reaction

surface [in the studied m odelofspherically sym m etric

particlesthisisthe barrieratr = d (see Fig. 1)]. Som e

wellknown form ulas for the reaction yield obtained in

this m odelare presented below (in Sec. IIB).The ac-

tivated rate m odelis,actually,a particular exam ple of

the generalclass ofkinetically controlled reaction m od-

els,which predict the reaction rate proportionalto the

di�usion coe�cient,or m ore generally speaking,to the

m obility ofparticles(Sec.IV).

2)Firstorder reaction m odel. In thism odelthe DAR

ux Jr(t) is determ ined by the uctuating rate kr[r(t)]

of�rst order reaction and is expressed in term s ofthe

functional:

Jr(t)=

�

kr[r(t)]exp

�

�

Z t

0

d�kr[r(�)]

��

r(t)

; (2.4)

in which theaverageism adeoverthestochasticuctua-

tionsofr(t)governed by process(2.2).

In theconsidered approach theDAR ux can bewrit-

ten in a universalform in term softhethe G reen’sfunc-

tion �(r;rijt)ofthe stochasticLiouvilleequation

_�= � [̂L + kr(r)]�+ �(t)�(r� ri): (2.5)

Jr(t)= �

Z

r> d

dr

Z

dri _�(r;rijt)�i(ri); (2.6)

where �i(r)isthe initialspatialdistribution ofparticles

[naturally,in the activated ratem odelkr(r)= 0].

A . M echanism s ofstochastic m otion

Herewewillbriey discusssom eusefulm odelsforde-

scription of relative jum p-like stochastic m otion of re-

acting particlesand analyze the validity ofthe di�usion

approxim ation fordescription oftheprocessunderstudy.

O ne ofthe m ost generalm odels ofspatialjum p-like

evolutionofthesystem isbasedon theK olm ogorov-Feller

approach in which

L̂ = � w(1� P̂); (2.7)

wherew isthejum p rate,forsim plicity assum ed tobein-

dependentofthecoordinate,and P̂ isthem atrix oftran-

sition probabilitiessatisfying the detailbalance relation

and thenorm alization condition which in thecoordinate

representation P (r;ri)for P̂ iswritten as

R
drP (r;ri)= 1: (2.8)

In general,there isa largevariety ofjum p m odelsfor

P̂ satisfying aboverelations.Herewewilldiscussa class

ofm odels especially convenient for theoreticalanalysis.

Thesem odelsarebased on therepresentation ofthem a-

trix P̂ in term softhe di�erentialSm oluchowski-likedif-

fusion operator

L̂�= � D rr(r r�+ �r ru); (2.9)

in which r r isthegradientoperatorin frg-spaceand D

isthe di�usion coe�cient,26,27

P̂ = eP (̂L)=

Z
1

0

d�e
� L̂ �

P (�): (2.10)

In therepresentation (2.10)thefunction P (�)isproperly

norm alized:
R
1

0
d�P (�) = 1,so that P̂ can be consid-

ered asthe operatorofdi�usive evolution averaged over

som edistribution function P (�)ofevolution tim es.Evi-

dently,the operator P̂ (2.10),which hasthe form ofthe

Laplacetransform ofP (�),satis�esthenorm alization re-

lation (2.8).

The m odel(2.10)isvery usefulforthe analysisofap-

plicabilityofthedi�usion (Sm oluchowski)approxim ation

which appearsto bevalid in a wideregion ofparam eters

ofthe m odeland tim es. The validity criterion can eas-

ily be obtained with the use ofeq. (2.2)written forthe

Laplacetransform in tim e e�(r;�)=
R
1

0
d��(r;�)e� ��:

�e�= � w(1� P̂ )e�: (2.11)

According to eq.(2.11)forsm all�=w � 1,when theleft

hand sideofthisequation issm all,theoperator1� P̂ in

therighthand sidecan beexpanded in L̂�:1� P̂ � �L̂�t,

where

�t=
R
1

0
dttP (t) (2.12)

istheaveragetim eofdi�usion-likeevolution resulting in

thejum p operatorP̂.Thee�ectofnextordersofexpan-

sion ofP̂ in L̂� isevidently ofhigherordersin �=w � 1

and thereforeisnegligibly sm all.Thecorrectnessofthis

statem ent can also be dem onstrated by expanding the

solution ofeq. (2.11) in the (com plete) basis ofeigen-

functionsofthe operator L̂.
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The presented analysis shows that at relatively long

tim es t > 1=w the kinetics of processes, governed by

jum p-like operator (2.10),is quite accurately described

by the corresponding Sm oluchowskiequation.

In what followswe willrestrictourselvesto this long

tim elim itofthereaction kineticsand correspondingly to

the Sm oluchowskiapproxim ation. In addition,for sim -

plicity,we willconsiderthe spherically sym m etric gem i-

nate processeswhich are described by distribution func-

tionsdepending only on distancer= jrj.

B . Equations ofdi�usion approxim ation and

tw o-state m odel

In the considered case ofspherically sym m etric gem i-

nate reactions the PDF �(r;t),depending on the inter-

particle distance r = jrj,satis�es the Sm oluchowkiki-

netic equation,which for

�(r;t)= r�(r;t) (2.13)

iswritten as

_�= D r r(r r�+ �r ru)� kr�; (2.14)

wherer r = @=@r and D isthe di�usion coe�cient.

The function �(r;t)(2.14)obeysthe boundary condi-

tions �(r ! 1 ;t) ! 0 and �(r ! 0;t) ! 0,and the

isotropicinitialcondition

�i(r)= �(r;0)= �(r� ri)=(4�ri) (2.15)

with ri � rb corresponding to the creation of parti-

cles within the well. This equation can also be rep-

resented in term s of the Laplace transform e�(r;�) =
Rt
0
d��(r;�)e� ��:

�e�� �i = D r r(r re�+ e�r ru)� kre�: (2.16)

This representation appears to be m ore convenient for

ourfurtheranalysis.

In general,eqs.(2.14)and (2.16)cannotbesolved an-

alytically.In thelim itofdeep well,however,thesolution

can beobtained in a sim pleform by expansion in a sm all

param eter �r=�e � 1,where �r � l2e=D is the tim e of

equilibration within thewelland �e � �re
� ua isthetim e

ofescaping from the well.6,7

Analysisofthissolution shows7 thatin the lowestor-

derin theparam eter�r=�e theSm oluchowskiapproxim a-

tion (2.14)and (2.16)isequivalentto the m odeloftwo

kinetically coupled states. This two-state m odeltreats

theprocessunderstudy astransitionsbetween thestate

within the well(d < r< le),whosepopulation is

n(t)= 4�

Z le

d

drr�(r;t); (2.17)

and thestateoffreedi�usion outsidethewell(r> l)de-

scribed by the distribution function C (r;t)= r� 1c(r;t).

The functions n(t) and c(r;t) satisfy sim ple kinetic

equations,6,7 which can be written in the m ostcom pact

form in term sofLaplacetransform sen(�)and ec(r;�):

�en = 1+ [S
� 1

l
K + ec(le;�)� (K� + wr)en] (2.18a)

�ec = [D r 2
rec+ (SlK � en � K+ ec)�(r� le)]; (2.18b)

whereSl= (4�le)
� 1.The term sproportionalto K � de-

scribetheabove-m entioned kineticcoupling(transitions)

between the statewithin the well,located atr= le,and

the free di�usion state outside the well. In the consid-

ered lim it�r=�e � 1 the transition ratesK � satisfy the

relations:7

K � ! 1 and K + =K � = K e = Zw ; (2.19)

where

Zw =

Z

d< r< le

drr
2
e
� u(r) (2.20)

isthe partition function forthe well.

Equations(2.18)arewritten forthe initialcondition

n(0)= 1 and c(r;0)= 0: (2.21)

correspondingtotheinitialpopulation ofthewellim plied

by eq. (2.15). Asto the boundary conditionsforc(r;t),

they aregiven by ler rc(r;t)� c(r;t)jr= le = 0 and c(r!

1 )= 0.

Theterm wren in eq.(2.18a)describesthee�ectofthe

�rstorderreaction in thewell.In theconsidered (M arko-

vian) di�usion approxim ation the two above-m entioned

m odels ofreactivity in the wellresultin the sim ilar ki-

netic equations ofthe form (2.18). The only di�erence

consistsin the analyticalexpression forwr:

a. Activated reaction m odel(kr = 0). In the dif-

fusion assisted activated reaction m odel,im plying acti-

vated di�usive passing over the barrier at r � d, one

gets5,6,7

wr = wra =
D

Zw

�Z

r� d

drr
� 2
e
u(r)

� � 1

: (2.22)

As we have already m entioned above this m odelis an

exam pleofa largeclassofkinetically controlled reaction

m odels,in which the reaction rate isdeterm ined by the

m obility ofparticles: wr � D . Som e exam ples ofsuch

m odelsarediscussed in Sec.IV.

b. Firstorderreaction m odel(kr 6= 0). In them odel

describing the reaction asa �rstorderprocesswith rate

kr(r) the expression for ,for exam ple,in quite realistic

caseofrelatively sm allvaluesofkr within the well
5,6,7

wr = wrf = hkri=
1

Zw

Z

w

drkr(r)r
2
e
� u(r)

: (2.23)

In thisequation the param eterw,used asa lim itofin-

tegration,denotes integration over the region near the

bottom ofthe well(d < r< le).
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In both m odelstheM arkovianDAR kinetics,expressed

in term softhe Laplacetransform eJr(�)ofthe DAR ux

(2.3),is proportionalto the the Laplace transform en(�)

ofthe wellpopulation:

eJr(�)= wren(�); (2.24)

i.e to analyze the reaction kinetics one should �nd the

tim e dependentwellpopulation n(t).

Forourfurtherdiscussion itisconvenientto represent

equations(2.18)in a m atrix form :

�eR = � (̂�+ Ŵ r)eR + eR i; where eR = (en;ec)> ; (2.25)

eR i = (1;0)> is the vector representation ofthe initial

condition (2.21),

�̂ =

�
K � � S

� 1

l
K +

R
dr�(r� le)

� SlK � �(r� le) � D r2r + K + �(r� le)

�

(2.26)

and

Ŵ r =

�
wr 0

0 0

�

: (2.27)

This representation shows that equations (2.18) can

be considered as a two-state analog of the SLE (2.5),

corresponding to the two-state m odelofkr-uctuations

in the functional(2.6). Naturally,in thisSLE the e�ect

ofreactivity isrepresented by (2� 2)-m atrix oftheform

(2.27).

Itisalso worth em phasizing thatthe two-statem odel

(2.18)isactually based on the approxim atereplacem ent

ofthe Sm oluchowskioperator L̂r = D r r(r r + r ru)by

the sim plerone �̂+ Ŵ r,operating on the reduced PDF
eR .The approxim ation isvalid in the lim itofdeep well,

when alleigenvalues of L̂r representing population re-

laxation within the wellare m uch larger than the low-

est one,which describes quasistationary escaping from

the welland reaction. In the deep welllim it the e�ect

ofhigh eigenvalues is negligibly sm alland the kinetics

ofthe processisquite accurately treated within the ap-

proxim ation taking into accountthecoupling ofthelow-

eststatein thewellwith thecontinuum ofstatesoutside

the well(which is just equivalent to the proposed two-

state m odel7). This m ain idea ofthe proposed m ethod

isim portantpointin ourfurtheranalysisofSDARs.

Itisalso im portantto notethatin thedeep welllim it

the two-state m odelisvalid independently ofthe shape

of the wellnear the bottom of the well(see Fig. 1).

The shape m anifestsitselfonly in the value ofpartition

function Zw de�ned in eq.(2.20).

C . R eaction kinetics

In accordancewith therelation (2.24)theDAR kinet-

ics [i.e. the reaction ux Jr(t)]is determ ined by that

ofthe welldepopulation n(t)which can be obtained by

solution ofeqs. (2.18) and subsequent inverse Laplace

transform ation:6,7

n(t)=
1

2�i

i1 + 0Z

� i1 + 0

d�
exp(�t)

�+ wr + l2eK eV (�)
: (2.28)

The function V (�) is directly related to the G reen’s

function ofthe operatorwhich controlsdi�usion outside

the well[with the reectiveboundary condition (ler g�

g)jr= le = 0]6,7

g(r;rij�):= hrj
�
�+ D r

2
r

�� 1
jrii: (2.29)

V (�):= 1=g(le;lej�)= D [l� 1
e + (�=D )1=2]: (2.30)

Substitution ofthe expression (2.30) into eq. (2.28)

leads to the following form ula for the wellpopulation

n(t):7

n(t) =
1

2�i

Z i1 + 0

� i1 + 0

d"
exp["(w

0
t)]

1+ "+ "1=2

=
"+ �

+

1 (w 0
t)� "� �

�

1 (w 0
t)

"+ � "�
; (2.31)

where =
p
(we=w 0

)(l2ewe=D ), "� = 1

2
� i

q

1� 1

4
2

arethe rootsofequation z2 � z+ 1= 0, and

�
�

1 (z)= [1� erf("�
p
z)]exp("2

�
z): (2.32)

Therate

w
0
= we + wr (2.33)

isa sum ofthe rateofescaping from the well

we =
D

Zw

�Z
1

rb

drr
� 2
e
u(r)

� � 1

= D le=Zw (2.34)

and the rate ofreaction in the wellwr [see eqs. (2.22)

and (2.23)].

Speci�c featuresofthe wellpopulation n(t)(2.31)are

analyzed in detailin refs. [6]and [7]. In general,this

function isnon-exponentialand theanalyticalproperties

areessentiallydeterm ined by theparam eterintroduced

in eq.(2.31).The physicalm eaning ofthisparam eteris

clearfrom the relation =
p
(we=w 0

)(l2ewe=D )� le=lD ,

in which lD =
p
D =w0 istheaveragedistanceofdi�usive

m otion duringthelifetim e�0 = w
� 1

0 oftheparticlein the

well.Thisrelation showsthatifthewellisdeep enough,

lD � le and therefore  � 1.The param eter controls

the qualitative change ofthe analyticalbehavior ofthe

kinetics:

n(t) = exp(� w
0
t) at� . ln(1=); (2.35)

n(t) � 1=t3=2 at� � ln(1=): (2.36)
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In the lim it ofsm all � 1 m ore detailed analysis of

the dependence n(t)ispossible,6,7 however,herewewill

restrictourselvesto these sim plerelationsonly.

In addition to thekinetictim edependencesthesteady

statecharacteristicsoftypeofthetotalDAR yield Y 1

r =

Yr(t! 1 )are also ofcertain interestforfurtherappli-

cations. They can easily be obtained with the use of

expressionsderived.Forexam ple,

Y
1

r =

Z
1

0

dtJr(t)= wren(0)=
wr

wr + we

: (2.37)

III. SU B D IFFU SIO N A SSIST ED R EA C T IO N S

A . Equations in subdi�usion approxim ation

In the case of subdi�usive m otion the evolution of

�(r;t) is described the subdi�usion (fractional) variant

oftheSm oluchowskiequation.8 Thisequation can bede-

rived within thecontinuoustim erandom walk approach8

for jum p-like m otion of particles assum ing long tim e

tailed behavior of the probability density function of

waiting tim es for jum ps and using form ula (2.10) for

the distribution ofjum psP (r;ri).Sim ilarto the caseof

theconventionaldi�usion considered (Sec.IIA)thefrac-

tionalSm oluchowskiequation isobtained in the lim itof

relatively weak deviation of�(r;t)from the equilibrium

PDF,when (t̂L)� � � and therefore one can expand

P̂ =
ê
L in powersofL̂t:

_�= D s0D
1� �
t r r(r r�+ �r ru)]; (3.1)

wherer r = @=@r,D s isthesubdi�usion coe�cient,and

0D
1� �
t �(r;t)=

1

�(�)

@

@t

Z t

0

dt0

(t� t0)1� �
�(r;t0) (3.2)

istheRiem ann-Liouvillefractionalderivative28 with �<

1. The function �(r;t) (3.1)satis�es the boundary and

initialconditions sim ilar to those used for the case of

conventionaldi�usion [seeSec.IIB].

ThecorrespondingequationsfortheLaplacetransform

e�(r;�)iswritten as

�e�� �i = D s�
1� �

r r(r re�+ e�r ru): (3.3)

It is seen that from m athem atic point ofview in the

absenceofreaction thedi�erenceofthesubdi�usion vari-

antofthe Sm oluchowskiequation forLaplacetransform

e� from the conventionalM arkovian equation reducesto

the replacem ent ofD with D s�
1� �. The problem be-

com esm ore com plicated,however,when one isgoing to

analyzethee�ectofreactivity.Below wewillobtain the

kinetic equations describing the SDAR processesin the

two m odels ofreactivity proposed above: the activated

ratem odeland the m odelof�rstorderreaction.

Since the coordinate partofthe subdi�usion di�eren-

tialequations(3.1)and (3.3)coincideswith thatofthe

Sm oluchowskiequation (2.14) and (2.16) the two state

m odelis stillapplicable though with som e m odi�cation

ofthe form oftim e dependencesor,asapplied to equa-

tionsforLaplacetransform s,thedependenceson thepa-

ram eter�[i.e.the functionsen(�)and ec(r;�)].

B . A ctivated rate reaction in the w ell

In them odelofsubdi�usion assisted activated ratere-

action in the wellthe corresponding fractionalanalog of

the kinetic equation (2.25)for eR = (en;ec)> can be writ-

ten by taking into account that the fractionalSm olu-

chowskiequations(3.2)and (3.3)di�erfrom theconven-

tionalones only in operatorswhich determ ine the tim e

dependence of the PDF.As for the coordinate opera-

tors, they are sim ilar in both equations di�ering only

in di�usion coe�cients: L̂rs = D sr r(r r + r ru)� L̂r =

D r r(r r+ r ru).Thisfactisim portantbecausethetwo-

statem odelactually reducesto thespecialtwo-staterep-

resentation ofthecoordinateoperator.Correspondingly,

ifin the deep welllim it this m odelis valid in the case

ofconventionaldi�usion itisalso valid asapplied to the

subdi�usion processessince the validity conditions(em -

phasized in theend ofSec.IIB)appealonly to thechar-

acteristicpropertiesofthecoordinateoperator(eigenval-

ues,describing population relaxation in the well,should

be m ach larger than the lowest eigenvalue representing

theescaperate).Thesim ilarity ofcoordinateoperators:

L̂rs = (D s=D )̂Lr,enablesus to easily obtain the corre-

sponding subdi�usion variantofthe two-state represen-

tation ofL̂rs:�̂s+ Ŵ �
rs
= (D s=D )(̂�+ Ŵ r),in which we

set Ŵ rs = [(D s=D )Ŵ r]
1=� to revealthe anom alous di-

m ensionality ofD s.Thus,�nally,wearriveatequation

[�+ �
1� �(̂�s + Ŵ

�
rs
)]eR = eR i;where eR = (en;ec)>; (3.4)

eR i = (1;0)> isthe initialcondition [seeeq.(2.25)],

�̂s =

�
K �

�
� S

� 1

l
K �

+

R
dr�(r� le)

� SlK
�
�
�(r� le) � Dsr

2
r + K �

+ �(r� le)

�

(3.5)

and

Ŵ rs =

�
wrs 0

0 0

�

: (3.6)

isthe m atrix ofSDAR ratesin the well.

Theparam etersin theseequationsaresim ilarto those

in eqs.(2.18)[seeeqs.(2.19)and(2.20)],exceptthee�ec-

tiverate �wrs of(anom alous)reaction in thewellm odeled

by subdi�usive passing overthe barrieratr� d:

wrs =

"

D s

Zw

�Z

r� d

drr
� 2
e
u(r)

� � 1
#1=�

: (3.7)

Recallthat in our calculation we take the lim it (2.19),

i.e.K �
�
! 1 with K e = K �

+ =K
�
�
= Zw .
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Solution ofeqs.(3.4)and inverseLaplacetransform a-

tion giveforthe wellpopulation

n(t)=
1

2�i

i1 + 0Z

� i1 + 0

d�
exp(�t)

�+ �1� �[w �
rs
+ l2eK eV (�)]

: (3.8)

As in the case ofconventionaldi�usion the function

V (�)isdeterm ined by the G reen’sfunction ofthe oper-

ator describing subdi�usive relative m otion ofparticles

outside the well[with the reective boundary condition

(ler g� g)jr= le = 0]

g(r;rij�)= hrj
�
�
� + D sr

2
r

�� 1
jrii: (3.9)

V (�)= 1=g(le;lej�)= D s[l
� 1
e + (��=D s)

1=2]: (3.10)

Form ulas(3.8)-(3.10)reducetheproblem ofcalculat-

ing n(t) to the evaluation ofthe G reen’s function (3.9)

and subsequentinverseLaplacetransform ation (3.8):

n(t)=
1

2�i

Z i1 + 0

� i1 + 0

d"

"1� �

exp["(w
0s
t)]

1+ "� + a"
�=2

=
"a+ �

+
� (w 0s

t)� "a
�
��

� (w 0s
t)

"a+ � "a
�

; (3.11)

where

a = (l2ew
�
es
=D s)

1=2(wes=w 0s
)�=2 ; (3.12)

the param eters "a
�

= 1

2
a � i

q

1� 1

4
2a are sim ilar to

those introduced earlier [see eq. (2.31)], and ��

� (�)

are expressed in term s of the M ittag-Le�er function

L�=2(� x):29

��

� (t) = L�=2[� "
a

�
(w

0s
t)�]

=
1

2�i

Z i1 + 0

� i1 + 0

d"
exp["(w

0s
t)]

"+ "a
�
"1� �=2

: (3.13)

Itiseasily seen thatfor�= 1 � �

� (t)coincidewith func-

tions de�ned in eq. (2.32). Sim ilarly to form ulas for

conventionaldi�usion in eq. (3.11) we have introduced

the rate

w
0s
=
�
w
�
es
+ w

�
rs

�1=�
(3.14)

in which

wes = (D sle=Zw )
1=� (3.15)

istherateofsubdi�usiveescaping from thewelland w rs

isthe anom alousSDAR ratein the well[seeeqs.(3.7)].

Unlike the conventional di�usive well depopulation

kinetics (2.31), the subdi�usive kinetics (3.11) is non-

exponentialat alltim es. M oreover,in the m ost inter-

esting case ofsm all � 1 with high accuracy one can

neglectthe lastterm in denom inatorofthe integrand in

eq.(3.11)and getthe expression

n(t)� L�[� (w
0s
t)�]; (3.16)

which predictsthebehaviorn(t)� (w
0s
t)� � atw

0s
t� 1.

W ith the use ofrelation (2.24),which in the subdi�u-

sion caseiswritten as

eJr(�)= �
1� �

w
�
ra
en(�); (3.17)

form ula sim ilarto eq.(3.8)can also be obtained forthe

SDAR ux Jr(t)

Jr(t) =
w

0s

2�i

w �
ra

w �
0s

Z i1 + 0

� i1 + 0

d"
exp["(w

0s
t)]

1+ "� + a"
�=2

=
(wra =w 0s

)�

"a
+
� "a

�

d

dt

h

"
a

�
�+
� (t)� "

a

+
��

� (t)

i

: (3.18)

Thisexpression showstheim portantpeculiarity ofthe

activated variant of the SDAR kinetics: the tim e de-

pendence ofthe SDAR ux Jr(t)is essentially di�erent

from that ofthe wellpopulation n(t). Unlike relations

obtained above for the conventionaldi�usion and pre-

diction ofthe expression (3.16),in the considered lim it

 � 1 at relatively short tim es � . 1=1=� the ux

Jr(t)� _L�[� (w0st)
�]so thatthetim edependenceofthe

SDAR ux isofinversepowertype:

Jr(t) � (w0st)
� (1+ �) for1< w0st< 

� 2=�
;(3.19)

Jr(t) � (w0st)
� (1+ �=2) forw0st> 

� 2=�
: (3.20)

Interestingly the expressions for steady state charac-

teristics like the totalSDAR yield Y 1

rs
= Yrs(t ! 1 )

are fairly sim ilarto those derived above (see Sec.II) for

the case ofconventionalDAR,though with wr and we

replaced by w �
rs
and w �

es
,respectively.In particular,

Y
1

r =

Z
1

0

dtJr(t)= eJr(0)=
w �
rs

w �
rs
+ w �

es

: (3.21)

C . First order reaction in the w ell

In the case of �rst order reaction in the well the

SDAR kinetics is described by m ore com plicated non-

M arkovian stochasticLiouvilleequation5,6,7 which isthe

non-M arkovian analog ofeq. (2.14). In what follows,

however,for sim plicity we willrestrict ourselves to the

m ore sim ple two-state m odelwhose subdi�usive variant

isrepresented by eqs.(3.4).W ith theuseofthem ethod

recently proposed in ref.[7]the corresponding two state

non-M arkoviankinetic(stochasticLiouville)equation for

the vector eR = (en;ec)> can be derived in the following

form :16,17,18

(̂
+ �̂s
̂
1� �)eR = R i; where eR = (en;ec)> ; (3.22)
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eR i = (1;0)> isthe initialcondition,


̂ = �+ Ŵ rf ; and Ŵ rf =

�
wrf 0

0 0

�

(3.23)

with wrf de�ned in eq.(2.23).

Solution ofthisequation (in the lim itK �
�
! 1 with

K �
+ =K

�
�
= Zw )yieldsforthe population ofthe well

n(t)=
1

2�i

i1 + "
fZ

� i1 + "
f

d"

"1� �

exp[("� "
f
)(wea t)]

1+ "� + 
f
("� "

f
)�=2

: (3.24)

where

"
f
= wrf =wes and 

f
= (l2ew

�
es
=D s)

1=2
: (3.25)

Naturally,in them odelof�rstorderreaction theSDAR

ux Jr(t)isproportionalto the wellpopulation:

Jr(t)= wrf n(t) (3.26)

sim ilarly to the caseofconventionaldi�usion.

Expressions(3.24)and (3.26)show thatin the�rstor-

derreaction m odelthe SDAR kinetics di�ers from that

obtained in the activated rate m odel [eqs (3.11) and

(3.18)]. In particular,in the m ost interesting lim it of

sm all
f
� 1 and forweak reactivity wr

f

� wes atshort

tim est< 1=(1=�
f

wes)

Jr(t)= wr
f

n(t)� wr
f

e
� wr

f
t
L�[� (west)

�]: (3.27)

M ore detailed analysis allows one to conclude that for


f
� 1 overa wide region oftim esthe tim e dependence

ofthe SDAR ux isofinversepowertype given by:

Jr(t) � t
� � for1 < west< 

� 2=�

f
;wes=wrf ;

Jr(t) � t
� (1+ �=2) forwest� wes=wrf ;

� 2=�

f
:

In other words,the long tim e behaviorofJr(t) is sim i-

larin both m odelsofreactivity,howeveratinterm ediate

tim es the �rst order reaction m odelpredicts slower ki-

neticsthan the activated rateone.

It is ofcertain interest to note that despite this dif-

ference in the SDAR kineticsthe form ula forthe SDAR

yield in the�rstorderreaction m odelappearstocoincide

with thatin thetheactivated ratem odel[seeeq.(3.21)]:

Y 1

r = w �
rf
=(w �

rf
+ w �

es
):

IV . ELEC T R O N -H O LE R EC O M B IN A T IO N

K IN ET IC S

Here we willapply the obtained results to describing

the kinetics of photolum inescence decay in am orphous

sem iconductorsa-Si:H governed by subdi�usion assisted

gem inate recom bination of photogenerated charge car-

ries: electrons (e) and holes (h).23,24,25 The gem inated

e-h recom bination is strongly inuenced by the attrac-

tive interaction u(r) ofe-and h-quasiparticles. At e-h

distancesr m uch largerthan the size leh ofthese quasi-

particlesthe potentialu(r)isofthe Coulom b form

u(r)
r� leh
= � le=r; with le = e

2
=(�skB T); (4.1)

wherele istheO nsagerradius[seeeq.(2.1)]and �s � 10

isthe static dielectric constantforthe sem iconductora-

Si:H.23,25 Note thatleh isprobably oforderofthe m ean

spacing in this sem iconductor. Is is also worth noting

thatatshortdistancesr � rb � leh the potentialisex-

pected to be som ewhatattened becauseofthee�ectof

�nitesizeofchargedistribution atthesedistancesresult-

ing in the �niteness ofe-h-interaction atr � leh. This

e�ectcan qualitatively beunderstood by considering the

potentialofinteraction between point-like charge with

thehom ogeneously changed spherewhich isknown to be

ofparabolicshapeand �niteatthe centerofthe sphere.

In the case ofquantum particlesthe qualitatively sam e

e�ect is also expected as one can see form the analysis

ofthe electronicterm softhe sim plestm oleculesH 2 and

H
+

2 .

However,independently ofbehaviorofthepotentialat

shortdistances this potentialis ofthe shape ofthe po-

tentialwell(see Fig. 1) and in the deep welllim it the

theory proposed isvalid independently ofthewellshape,

asithasbeen m entioned above. The characteristic fea-

turesofwellshapem anifestthem selvesonly in thevalue

ofthe partition function Zw and thus in valuesofrates

wr and we which areconsidered asadjustableparam eters

anyway.

Itisworth noting thatthe O nsagerradiusle isfairly

large for the system s considered (with the dielectric

constant � � 10) for the tem peratures ofexperim ents,

100 < T < 170(K ),we get 140 > le > 80(A). In such

a case the assum ption that the gem inate e-h pairs are

initially created within the well, i.e. at r < le looks

quite reasonable.The large value ofthe O nsagerradius

le � rb � leh im plies the large depth ofthe potential

well.In addition,largevalueofle also ensuresthevalid-

ity ofthe di�usion approxim ation fordescription ofthe

jum p likem otion ofelectronsapplied in ouranalysis.

The exactshape ofthe potentialand the m echanism s

ofjum p-likem otion atshortdistancesr� d < leh,which,

accordingtotheabovediscussion,determ inesthem echa-

nism ofreactionin thewell,can hardlybeen found explic-

itly.O neofthegoalsofthissection istheselection ofthe

proper m odelofrecom bination process in the well,i.e.,

actually,selection ofm echanism ofreactivity,by com -

parison ofpredictions ofthe m odels with experim ental

results.In ouranalysiswewillconsidertwo ofthem dis-

cussed above:

a)Firstorderreaction m odel.Thism odelassum esthat

e-h recom bination in the wellis the �rstorderreaction

whose rate is determ ined by the direct charge-transfer

exchange interaction2 [the m odelim plies the exponen-

tial distance dependence of the reaction rate kr(r) �
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exp(� r=re)]. This m odelis traditionally applied to de-

scribing thekineticsofcondensed phaserecom bination.2

b) Activated rate m odel. The activated rate m odelis

basedon them echanism ofdi�usivepassingoverabarrier

which can beconsidered askinetically controlled reaction

(i.e. reaction controlled by m obility ofparticles). This

m odelis quite realistic as applied to charge recom bina-

tion in polarliquidsin which the m ean-forceinteraction

potentialofcharges is known to have a fairly high po-

tentialbarrieratshortdistancesr� d.2,30 Asforsolids,

one can hardly expect sim ilar barrier in them ,in gen-

eral.Note,however,thatthe activated passing overthe

barrierisonly oneexam pleofkinetically controlled reac-

tion processes.Anotherexam pleisthe reactionslim ited

by jum p-like m igration with sm alljum p rates at short

distances (naturally, one should take into account the

discretenessofspace atshortdistances).In such a case,

thesejum psofsm allratecan controltherateofreaction.

The sm allvalue ofjum p rates atshortdistances r � d

can result from large di�erence in energy (energy gap)

between the states of m igrating electron and the �nal

electron statein theion pair.M oreover,therateofjum ps

into this�nalreacting state(thisjum psareprobably ir-

reversible) can be sm allboth for positive and negative

energy di�erence (oflarge absolute value).31 In the case

ofsm allvaluesofratesofirreversiblejum psinto the�nal

state the kineticsofthe processesiscorrectly described

by the Sm oluchowski-like equation with partially reec-

tive boundary condition,in which the reective term is

determ ined the above-m entioned sm all(reactive)rateof

jum p in the �nalstate. Analysisofthisequation shows

thatthetwo-staterepresentation ofthisequation (forthe

Laplacetransform eR )isalso oftheform (2.25)and (3.4)

in thecasesofnorm aldi�usion and subdi�usion,respec-

tively. It is im portantto em phasize that in the subdif-

fusion variantofthe two-statem odel(3.4)the term ,de-

scribing the kinetically controlled reaction in thewell,is

represented in theform �1� �Ŵ �
rs
,i.e.containsthefactor

�1� � describing the long tim e m em ory e�ectscaused by

anom alousm igration. In other words,the kinetic equa-

tions(2.25)and (3.4)derived in theactivated ratem odel

appear to be valid for a num ber ofm odels ofkinetically

controlled reactions in the well,som e ofwhich are quite

applicable to solid state recom bination reactions.

To apply thesem odelsoneneedsto specify thekinetic

schem e ofthe process under study which allows one to

relatethecalculated kineticsfunctionswith theobserved

dependences. The schem e was,actually,im plied in the

analysism adein refs.[21]and [26].W eassum ethatthe

e-h recom bination results in the form ation ofthe uo-

rescing product (P ) whose population willbe hereafter

denoted as np(t). The lum inescence intensity I(t) can

easily be determ ined from the sim ple kineticschem e:

e+ h
Jr(t)
� ! P

w I+ w d

� ! P0 (4.2)

which takesintoaccountform ation oftheproductP with

the rate Jr(t)within the well,radiationlessdeactivation
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FIG .2: The dependence ofSDAR ux Jr(�) (in arbitrary

units)on dim ensionless tim e � = w
0a
tfor two m odels ofre-

activity in the well: the activated rate m odel(fulllines)and

the �rst order reaction m odels (squares and triangles). The

ux isevaluated for: (a)�= 0:3 and (b)�= 0:8,aswellas

fornegligibly weak reactivity in theactivated ratem odeland

fortwo valuesofreactivity in the �rstorderreaction m odel:

"f = w rf
=w ea

= 0:001 (triangles)and "f = 0:1 (squares). In

evaluation the �xed value a = f = 0:2 isused.

into the ground state P0 with the rate wd and uores-

cence with the rate wi. In a quite realistic lim it offast

uorescenceand deactivation when w d+ wi � we;wr the

kinetic equation forthe population nP (t)

_nP = � (wd + wi)nP + Jr(t); (4.3)

corresponding to the schem e(4.2),predicts

I(t)� winP (t)� [wi=(wd + wi)]Jr(t): (4.4)

Thisform ula showsthetim edependenceoftheobserved

lum inescenceintensity I(t)isproportionalto thatofthe

recom bination (DAR)ux discussed aboveand therefore

givesthe directinform ation on the kineticsofgem inate

e-h recom bination.

Noteworthy isthatusually in theinterpretation ofex-

perim entalresultsradiationlessdeactivation isnottaken

into consideration. W e m entioned this process only for

thesakeofcom pletenessand becausetypically itisfaster

than uorescence transitions. It is seen from the pro-

posed kinetic schem e that the considered experim ents
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FIG .3:Com parison ofthetim e(t)dependenceofSDAR ux

Jr(t) m easured experim entally
25

(black squares) and calcu-

lated with eq.(3.18)in theactivated rate(orkinetically con-

trolled reaction)m odelofreactivity (fulllines)assum ingweak

reactivity,when w es
� w ea

,and for: (1) T = 105K ;w
0s

=

3:3� 10
4
s
� 1
;a = 0:2;(2)T = 145K ;w

0s
= 1:3� 10

5
s
� 1
;a =

0:3;(3)T = 170K ;w
0s

= 3:3� 10
5
s
� 1
;a = 0:4.

can not really give any inform ation about relative e�-

ciency ofthesetwo processesand in whatfollowsweare

notgoing to discussthispoint.

Figure2 dem onstratescharacteristicfeaturesofJr(t)-

dependencesobtained within the two m odelsofreactiv-

ity in the welldiscussed above. It is seen that at in-

term ediate tim esthe �rstorderreaction m odelpredicts

m oresharp changingJr(t)than theactivated ratem odel,

though theasym ptoticlong-tim ebehaviorofJr(t)isthe

sam e in both m odelsin accordancewith derived analyt-

icalform ulas.

Theobserved fairly substantialdi�erencebetween pre-

dictionsofthe two m odelsallowsforselecting the m ost

realisticm odelby com parison with experim entalresults.

Closeinspection showsthatthevery sm ooth experim en-

taldependencesJr(t)arem uch closerto thosepredicted

by theactivated ratem odelratherthen by the�rstorder

reaction one. Thism eansthatthe activated rate m odel

seem s to be closer to reality as applied to the process

understudy.

The �tting oftheoreticalJr(t)-dependences to exper-

im entaldata (see Fig. 3) enables one to obtain corre-

sponding param etersoftheactivated ratem odel:�;w 0s

and a.Unfortunately,becauseoftheverysm ooth shape

ofthe kinetic dependences these param eterscan be de-

term ined fairly approxim ately. The resultscan be sum -

m arized asfollows:

(1) The obtained values of� increase approxim ately

linearly with theincreaseofT in agreem entwith results

ofearlieranalysis.25 Asforabsolutevaluesoftheparam -

eter� they areabout10� 15% lowerthan those known

for the sam e system from tim e-of-ight experim ents.25

Thisdeviation,however,isquite within the accuracy of

ourm ethod (estim ated to be � 20% ).

(2)The rate w0s(T)increaseswith tem perature T,as

expected: w0s(105K )� 3:3� 104 s� 1;w0s(145K )� 1:3�

105 s� 1;and w0s(170K )� 3:3� 105 s� 1.

(3)The param eter a is found to depend on tem -

perature and a(T) increases with T: a(105) � 0:2,

a(145) � 0:3, and a(170) � 0:4 (the estim ated ac-

curacy of these values is about 30% ). This behav-

ior ofa(T)can be qualitatively interpreted within the

proposed m odel. Under quite reasonable assum ption

of sm all reaction rate in the well, wra � wes when

w0s � wes,onegetsforthe ratio

a(T)=a(T0)� (T0=T)[wes(T)=wes(T0)]
�
: (4.5)

In deriving this relation we took into account that

le(T)=le(T0) = T0=T and assum ed that D s depends on

tem peratureweakerthan other(rate)param eters.In any

casethe tem perature dependence a(T)ism ainly deter-

m ined by thatofwes(T).

Estim ation [using eq.(4.5)]yields:a(170)=a(105)�

1:40 and a(145)=a(105) � 1:31. The corresponding

values, obtained from �tting kinetic curves, are given

by:a(170)=a(105)= 1:6� 0:2 and a(145)=a(105)=

1:4� 0:2. Unfortunately low accuracy ofextracted pa-

ram etersofthe m odeldoesnotallow unam biguoustest

ofpredicted characteristicdependences.

Concluding this section it is worth discussing the re-

sultsofouranalysisand com paring them with thoseob-

tained in theearly work [24](seealso ref.[23]),in which

thekineticsofthesam eprocess,gem inatee-h recom bina-

tion in am orphoussem iconductorsa-Si:H,isinvestigated

both experim entally and theoretically in a fairly widere-

gion oftem peratures:8 < T < 150K .

O ne ofprinciple di�erencesofthe interpretation,pre-

sented thiswork,from ourstudy liesin theapplied m odel

of m igration of recom bining charges in the disordered

sem iconductors. In the work [23]the analysishas been

m adewithin the M arkovian m odelim plying the conven-

tionalSm oluchowskiequation oftype ofeq. (2.14) for

thePDF,whereasin ourstudy them igration isassum ed

to benon-M arkovian and isdescribed with theuseofthe

subdi�usion m odel. The di�erence between these two

descriptions,evidently,showsitselfin the long tim e be-

haviorofthe recom bination kinetics. Both m odels pre-

dict the inverse power type dependence ofthe reaction

yield on tim e Jr(t) � 1=t1+ �=2,however in the M arko-

vian case � = 1 while in the non-M arkovian (subdi�u-

sion) one � < 1. Analysis ofrecent experim entalm ea-

surem entsofthe recom bination kinetics25 showsthatas

applied to charge m igration in am orphous a-Si:H sem i-

conductorsthe subdi�usion m odelism orerealisticthan

the M arkovian m odel. This conclusion is strongly sup-

ported by recenttim e-of-ightm easurem entsoftransient

currentsin thesesem iconductors.32 M oreover,itisworth
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m entioning thatclose inspection ofexperim entalresults

presented in the work [24]indicates som e deviation of

the long tim e part of the recom bination kinetics from

the predicted dependence 1=t3=2. Itisalso seen thatat

tem peraturesT & 60 K the long tim e partisbetterde-

scribed by the function 1=t1+ �=2 with �< 1.

The interm ediate partofthe lum inescence decay (i.e.

e � h recom bination) kinetics is described in ref. [24]

by equation oftype ofeq. (2.14) with u(r) = le=r and

kr � e� r=re.Thiscom plicated equation issolved approx-

im ately by reducing itto thefreedi�usion one(which in

turn is solved within the prescribed di�usion approxi-

m ation) and then evaluating the e�ect ofthe Coulom b

potentialperturbatively. The weakness ofthe e�ect of

the interaction resulted from the assum ed fairly strong

reactivity atshortdistances,i.e.fastreactivedisappear-

ance ofpairs which is expected to be insigni�cantly af-

fected by the potential. This assum ption is, however,

very restrictive because in the process under study the

Coulom b interaction is quite strong: even at highest

tem peratures studied, T � 150K , for realistic values

of the contact distance d � 10A and dielectric con-

stant"� 10 the dim ensionlesswelldepth isfairly large,

u(d) = U (d)=(kB T) � 10. As for lower T � 10K ,the

dim ensionless welldepth at these tem peratures is even

m uch (15 tim es)largerthan thatatT � 150K .

The observed reasonable accuracy of the perturba-

tive solution of the Sm oluchowskiequation is due as-

sum ed fairly strong and long distanttunneling rateke �

exp(� r=re), with the tunneling length re � 11A. So

large tunneling length correspondsto a very sm allelec-

tron localization energy E l � 0:034 eV in am orphous

a-Si:H, which can easily be estim ated by the relation

re � rB
p
E H =E l,

33 whererB � 0:5A and EH � 13:5eV

aretheBohrradiusand theionization energyofhydrogen

atom ,respectively.Thelocalization energy obtained ap-

pearsto bevery closeto thetherm alenergy E th = 0:026

eV corresponding to room tem peratureT = 300 K .Such

a sm allvalue ofE l does notlook quite realistic though

som e argum entsin favorofthisestim ate havebeen pre-

sented in ref.[24].

In our interpretation,instead ofassum ing very sm all

value ofE l we properly described the e�ect ofthe well

resulting from the attractive Coulom b interaction and

treated thereactivity suggesting itto beweak enough to

neglect its m anifestation during the tim e ofpopulation

relaxation within the well. Because oflong life tim e of

pairs in the well,however,this relatively weak reactiv-

ity strongly m anifestsitselfin therecom bination kinetics

leading to m ore sm ooth recom bination kineticsatinter-

m ediatetim esthan thatpredicted byfreedi�usion m odel

in agreem entwith experim entalresults.

The analysis and com parison with results ofexperi-

m entsatrelatively high tem peraturesT & 100K dem on-

stratethattheproposed subdi�usion variantofthetwo-

state m odelm akesitpossible to reproducethe behavior

ofthe experim entallum inescence decay kinetics (i.e. e-

h recom bination kinetics)both atinterm ediateand long

tim esthusdescribing fairly accurately thekineticsin the

wholeregion ofexperim entally investigated tim es.

O fcertain interestisthe observed lum inescencedecay

kineticsatvery low tem peratureT = 8 K ,24 theslopeof

which in a sem ilogarithm icscale[i.e.theslopeofthede-

pendence lnI(t)]appeared to changenon-m onotonically

with tim e atinterm ediate tim es. In ref. [24]such a be-

haviorisdescribed assum ing therecom bining pairsto be

nearly im m obile. In thiscase the kineticsisdeterm ined

by the speci�c features ofkr � kr(r) dependence and

the initialDPF �i(r)= �(r;t= 0),which in ref. [24]is

chosen to accurately �tthe experim entalkinetics.

Itisworth notingthatin theproposed two-statem odel

sim ilar non-m onotonic behavior ofthe slope oflnI(t)-

dependenceispredicted in the�rstorderreaction m odel

(see Fig. 2). Such a behaviorfound withoutspecialas-

sum ptions on the initialPDF.However one has to as-

sum e that at low tem peratures the �rst order reaction

m echanism ofreactivity becom esm oree�cientthan the

kinetically controlled reaction one(which seem sto beof

highere�ciency athigh tem peratures). In the interpre-

tation within the �rst order reaction m odelone should

alsotakeintoaccountpossibledistribution ofcoordinates

ofthebottom ofthewellwhich,forsure,willlead to the

distribution ofaveragerecom bination rates.Thisdistri-

bution can som ewhatm odify the kineticsasin the case

ofim m obile reacting pairs.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

Thiswork concernstheanalysisofthekineticsofgem -

inateSDARsofinteractingparticles.Theinteraction po-

tentialisassum ed to beattractiveand ofthewellshape.

The e�ect ofthis interaction is shown to reduce to the

form ation ofthequasistaticstatewithin thewell(cage),

which essentially controlsthe SDAR kinetics. The reac-

tion issuggested to occuronly in the well. Two m odels

ofreactivity in thewellarediscussed:theactivated rate

(orkinetically controlled reaction)and the�rstorderre-

action m odels. The resultsobtained have been used for

theanalysisofthegem inateelectron-holerecom bination

in am orphoussem iconductorsa-Si:H.Thisanalysishave

shown that the �rst (activated rate) m odel is able to

describe the experim entalrecom bination kineticsbetter

than the second one and therefore can be considered as

m ore appropriate as applied to the processes in am or-

phous a-Si:H sem iconductors at not very low tem pera-

tures.

Com parison ofexperim entaldata with theoreticalre-

sults have enabled us to obtain the values ofcharacter-

istic param eters ofthe system under study within the

proposed m odel.Unfortunately very sm ooth experim en-

talkinetic tim e dependencesdoesnotallow foraccurate

enough determ ination oftheparam eters.In addition the

experim entalresultspresented in refs.[19]and [24]cover

only relatively narrow tem perature region in which pa-

ram etersofthe m odeldo notchangestrongly.
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For the sam e reasons it is, strictly speaking,hardly

possible to m ake absolutely unam biguousconclusionsin

favor ofany oftwo above-m entioned reactivity m odels.

The speci�c features of the recom bination kinetics at

interm ediate tim es predicted in the �rst order reaction

m odel,which seem ingly disagreewith thosefound exper-

im entally,can,nevertheless,bestrongly sm oothed in the

presence ofthe distribution ofkinetic param etersofthe

two-state m odel(average reaction rate wrf and the es-

caping ratewes).Such a distribution isquitenaturalfor

studied am orphoussem iconductor.

The results ofcom parison show that m ore extensive

experim entalinvestigationsin awidertem peraturerange

aredesirable.Thesestudieswould provideuswith m ore

detailed inform ation on them echanism sofm igration and

interaction ofquasiparticles in am orphous sem iconduc-

torswhich would allow form aking m orereliable conclu-

sionsaboutthese m echanism s.
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