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Large scale num ericalinvestigation ofexcited states in poly(phenylene)
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A density m atrix renorm alisation group schem e isdeveloped,allowing forthe � rsttim e essentially
exact num ericalsolutions for the im portant excited states ofa realistic sem i-em piricalm odelfor
oligo-phenylenes.By m onitoringtheevolution oftheenergieswith chain length and com paringthem
to the experim entalabsorption peaksofoligom ers and thin � lm s,we assign the fourcharacteristic
absorption peaks of phenyl-based polym ers. W e also determ ine the position and nature of the
nonlinearopticalstatesin thism odel.

The phenyl-based conjugated polym ers have at-

tracted im m ense interest from physicists and chem ists

as a result of the discovery of electrolum inescence in

poly(phenylenevinylene)(PPV)[1].In particular,agreat

dealoftheoreticaland experim entale�orthasbeen de-

voted to understanding the im portant neutral excita-

tionsdriving nonlinearopticalprocesses,thepositionsof

tripletstatesand thenatureofexciton bindingand decay

[2{6]. Correlation between �-electronshasproved to be

im portantin obtainingan accuratedescription ofexcited

statesin conjugated system s.Itisthusdesirableto have

accuratenum ericalsolutionsofcorrelated electron m od-

els for these system s (without recourse to uncontrolled

approxim ation schem essuch ascon�guration interaction

approxim ation schem es,orperturbativeschem esstarting

from a noninteracting m olecularorbitalork-spaceband

description).In thispaperweprovide,forthe�rsttim e,

accurate results for a realistic sem i-em piricalm odelfor

poly(phenylene) and its oligom ers,a m odelsystem for

phenyl-based conjugated polym ers.

As our starting point for describing poly(phenylene),

weadoptthe Pariser-Parr-Pople(P-P-P)m odel[7],
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where< > representsnearestneighbors,ci� destroysa �-

electron on conjugated carbon atom i,ni� = c
y

i�ci� and

ni = ni" + ni#. W e use the O hno param eterisation for

the Coulom b interaction,Vij = U=
p
1+ (U rij=14:397)

2,

whererij istheinter-atom icdistancein �A and U = 10:06

eV [8].The transferintegrals(tij)and bond lengthsare

2:539 eV and 1:4 �A respectively for phenylbonds,and

2:22 eV and 1:51 �A respectively forsingle bonds[8]. In

the following weconsideroligophenylsofN repeatunits

(phenylrings),asdepicted in Fig.3.

W hen solved accurately,the P-P-P theory hasproved

rem arkably accuratein describing m any ofthe low-lying

excitationsin a widerangeofconjugated m olecules[8,9].

G iven such debatesasto thenatureofexciton binding in

PPV and the related issuesofinterpreting variousspec-

tralfeatures[2{6],itisintriguing asto whatthe P-P-P

theorypredictsforlargephenylsystem s.Exactdiagonal-

isation iscurrently restricted to system swith two phenyl

rings. The advent of the density m atrix renorm alisa-

tion group (DM RG )m ethod [10]hasbeen fortuitousin

thatithasthe potentialto provide e�ectively exactnu-

m ericalsolutions ofthe P-P-P theory for system s with

hundredsofconjugated carbon atom s. The DM RG has

obstensively been restricted to system s with acetylene-

like(sim ple,linearchain)geom etry [11,12]to date.This

is because it has not been possible to keep a com plete

basis for the phenylrepeat unit (4096 basis states) as

wellas su�cient system and environm ent block states.

In thiswork wedevelop an accuratem ethod fortreating

the phenylblock based on localHilbertspace optim isa-

tion [12,13].

O urapproach startswith the assum ption thatan op-

tim ised localHilbert space prepared in a sm allsystem

should also be suitable for a large system . W e em ploy

the following procedure:

1.The P-P-P m odelis solved exactly for the 12-site

(N = 2) biphenylm olecule. The right-hand ring

acts as the environm entfor the left-hand ring. A

reduced densitym atrixfortheleft-hand ringiscon-

structed by perform ing a partialtraceofthetarget

state(s) projection operator overthe states ofthe

right-hand ring.Them A optim alstatesfortheleft-

hand ring (i.e.the optim ised localHilbert space)

arethosedensity m atrix eigenstateswith thehigh-

esteigenvalues. These are the naturalm any body

states ofthe phenylring at the end ofan oligo-

phenylenem olecule,in analogy to thenaturalone-

electron orbitalsofquantum chem istry.

2.For phenylrings added to the m iddle ofthe lat-

tice during the DM RG iterations (i.e.rings with
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neighbours to the left and right),we apply peri-

odicboundary conditionsto thebiphenylm olecule

to again construct an optim albasis,ofwhich the

m B m ost im portant states are retained. W e note

thatthis m ethod ofdeterm ining a suitable repeat

unitHilbertspace from a sm all,exactly diagonal-

isable system is em ployed atthe �rststage ofthe

\four-block" DM RG m ethod [14].

3.O nce the localHilbert space has been optim ised

the usualini�nite lattice DM RG approach isused

to build up oligophenyls.W e use a three-block in-

�nite lattice m ethod,the environm entblock being

the reected system block. Thisenablesusto ap-

ply the fullsym m etriesofthe Ham iltonian,which

are the two planes ofreection,and particle-hole

and spin-ip sym m etries. W e use the sym bolsAg
and B 1u to denotestatesthataresym m etricunder

long-axisreection,theAg statesbeing sym m etric

undershortaxisreection,theB1u statesbeingan-

tisym m etric under short axis reection (polarised

along the m olecularaxis).W e use the sym bolB 2u

to denote states that are polarised perpendicular

to the m olecular axis,i.e.,states which are sym -

m etricunderlongaxisreection and antisym m etric

under short axis reection. The spin-ip sym m e-

try isused to distinguish singletand tripletstates,

i.e.,singletstatesin theA g sectoraredenoted
1A g

whilsttripletstatesare denoted 3A g. Finally,the

particle-hole sym m etry of states is denoted by a

\+ " or \� " superscript. For exam ple,the second

loweststate in the A g singlet sector with positive

particle-holesym m etry isdenoted 21A +
g .

4.O ligophenylswith an even num berofphenylrings

are constructed by perform ing DM RG iterations

with no repeat unit (i.e.,just with a system and

environm entblock).

W eem bellish thebasicapproach described abovewith

som e further optim isations that serve to accelerate the

convergence ofenergieswith m A and m B . Fig.1 shows

the construction of the initial phenyl bases: the end

phenylunit basis (for the �rst system block)is derived

from the exact diagonalisation of biphenyl with open

boundary conditions;the initialm iddle phenylunit ba-

sis is derived from exactly diagonalising biphenylwith

periodicboundary conditions.However,beforeusing the

m iddleblockbasisin DM RG iterationsitpaystoperform

an im provem entstep using thetrim er(N = 3).Nam ely,

wediagonalisethetim erusing a relatively sm allnum ber

m
(0)

A
ofstatesin thesystem block,and a largenum berof

statesm
(0)

B
in them iddleblock.A reduced densitym atrix

isthen form ed forthem iddleunit(by perform ing a par-

tialtraceoverthesystem and environm entblock Hilbert

spaceson an appropriateprojection operator)and diag-

onalised to give the basis used for m iddle units in the

subsequentDM RG iterations.

Fig.2 shows a DM RG iterative step in the in�nite

latticealgorithm .

1.First, a system block and its reection are com -

bined withouta m iddle unitin orderto treatsys-

tem swith an even num berofrepeatunits.In this

calculation m
(1)

A
statesareretained in the blocks.

2.Next,a m iddle unit is inserted in the superblock.

However,we perform two further basis optim isa-

tionstoim provethem iddleblock and system block

basesin the contextofthissystem size before ob-

taining our�nalenergy estim ates.

3.In the�rststep weim provethem iddle block basis

(obtained from the trim er calculation depicted in

Fig.1)by again retainingarelativelysm allnum ber

m
(2)

A
states in the system and environm entblocks

and a relatively large num ber m
(2)

B
states in the

m iddleblock,with m
(2)

B
� m

(0)

B
.A reduced density

m atrix is again form ed for the m iddle block and

diagonalised togivean im proved m iddleblockbasis

forthissystem size.

4.A sim ilar optim isation is then carried out for the

system block,this tim e keeping a relatively sm all

num ber of states m
(3)

B
in the m iddle unit and a

relatively largenum berofstatesm
(3)

A
in thesystem

and environm entblocks.A reduced density m atrix

isform ed forthe system block by tracing outover

the m iddle unitand environm entblock spaces.

5.Finally,the energy estim atesare obtained forthis

system size by retaining m A < m
(3)

A
states from

thereoptim ised system block basisand m B < m
(2)

B

statesfrom the optim ised m iddle block basis.Itis

also atthisstagethatthesystem block and m iddle

unit are augm ented to produce the system block

used in the nextiteration.

Beforediscussingourresults,weassesstheconvergence

oftheDM RG procedurewith m A and m B .W e�rstcon-

siderthenoninteractinglim it(U = 0)wherecom parisons

can be m adewith exactresults.Table Ishowsthe ener-

giesobtained fora num berofstatesin varioussym m etry

channels for N = 11 phenylringsusing m A = 280 and

m B = 468. In thisexam ple m
(0)

A
= 112 and m

(0)

B
= 606

and theextram iddleunitand system blockoptim isations

((b)and (c)in Fig.2)arenotused.Theaccuracy varies

with thestatestudied buteven them ostinaccuratestate

isresolved to within 0.02 eV.Theseresultsarea num ber

ofordersofm agnitudem oreaccuratethan a previousef-

forttoapply theDM RG totheoligo-phenylenegeom etry

[15].

In the interacting case ofinterest the convergence of

energiesism onitored asa function ofboth m A and m B .

W e�rstconsiderbiphenyl(N = 2)in ordertogetan idea

ofthe e�ciency ofthe phenylbases. In Table IIwe list
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the energiesofthetwo lowest1A +
g statesasfunctionsof

m
(1)

A
,thenum berofsystem block statesretained in step

(a) ofthe procedure depicted in Fig.2. The indication

is that even around 100 states around 3% ofthe total

basisgivesa reasonably accuratetruncated basisforthe

phenylblock. W e next consider the initialtrim er step

(N = 3)depicted in Fig.1. In Table IIIwe listresults

forthe21A +
g transition energy asa function ofm

(0)

A
and

m
(0)

B
. The energy is converged to within around 0.01

eV.W e have found that,once thisinitialreoptim isation

ofthe m iddle phenylblock hasbeen done forthe trim er

system ,theparam eterthatcontrolstheconvergence(the

param etertowhich theenergiesarem ostsensitive)isthe

usualDM RG truncation param eter m A ,the num ber of

states retained in the system and environm ent blocks.

A typicalexam ple isgiven in Table IV where the 21A +
g

energy stateislisted forvariousm A and m B .Thevalue

of m
(0)

A
is set at 140 throughout, the value of m

(0)

B
is

varied with m B asshown,and theextra m iddleunitand

system blockoptim isations(steps(b)and (c)from Fig.2)

arenotused.The resultsindicatethatthe 21A +
g energy

isresolved to within around 0.02 eV orbetter.

In production calculations we use allthe em bellish-

m ents depicted in Fig.2. A typicalexam ple ofthe pa-

ram eters used is given by: m
(0)

A
= 168,m

(0)

B
= 1000,

m
(1)

A
= 340, m

(2)

A
= 140, m

(2)

B
= 740, m

(3)

A
= 290,

m
(3)

B
= 300,m A = 180 and m B = 520. W e have not

carried out a com prehensive study ofthe e�ect ofthe

em bellishm ents(b)and (c)but,from running a few sets

ofparam eters for the sam e target states,and from ob-

serving the change in energy obtained from using a re-

duced,reoptim ised basis for either the system block or

the m iddle phenylunit,the indication is that they al-

low usto work with e�ectively largervaluesofmA and

m B . Thatis,using the em bellished procedure with the

aboveparam etersetisprobablyequivalenttothesim pler

schem e (withoutsteps(b)and (c))with m A � 290 and

m B � 740. W e are fairly con�dentthat,in the calcula-

tionsin thispaper,thelowestlyingeigenstatesin agiven

sym m etry channelareresolved to within around 0.02 eV

orbetter[16].

W e now turn to a discussion ofour results. W e �rst

em bark on an investigation of the four characteristic

absorption peaks of poly(phenylene) oligom ers [17,18]

and thin �lm polym ers[17,19,20]. Since the excitations

ofbiphenyl(N = 2) are relatively wellunderstood, a

knowledge oftheir evolution with chain length enables

us to identify the key excitations in poly-phenyls. As

theoligophenylspossessD 2h sym m etry,thedipole-active

statesare polarised eitheralong the long axis(1B
�
1u)or

short axis (1B
�
2u). Fig.3 shows the N -dependence of

transition energiesofsom ekey states,along with exper-

im entalresultsforbiphenyl(N = 2)(see [8]),oligom ers

(N = 3;:::;6 [17]and N = 6 [18]) and polym er thin

�lm s (N = 1 ) [17,19,20]. W e note that the particle-

holedipole-forbidden state(11B +

2u)liesbelow thedipole-

active11B
�
1u statein biphenyl.However,the1

1B
+

2u state

very weakly hybridises,and thusitsenergy isalm ostin-

dependent ofchain length,converging to 4.4 eV.This

energy agrees very wellwith the very weak second ab-

sorption peak at4.4{4.5eV [19,20]in polym erthin �lm s.

Adding weight to this interpretation is the observation

ofa weak but wellde�ned 4.40 eV absorption peak in

a highly textured �lm of sexiphenyl (N = 6), orien-

tated perpendicular to the substrate [18,21],as wellas

the weak,perpendicularly polarised absorption peak de-

tected in orientated PFO �lm in the region 4.2{4.8 eV

[22]. In contrast,the 11B �
1u state strongly delocalises.

As can be seen from Fig.3,our DM RG results for the

11B �
1u in the N = 3;:::;6 system s practically coincide

with oligom erdata[17,18].ForlargeN the11B
�
1u energy

approaches3.73 eV in reasonableagreem entwith theex-

perim entalpeak observed at3.63{3.68 eV [17,20],or3.2

eV [19]. Together these results indicate that the �rst

(strong)and second (weak)absorption peaksin phenyl-

based system s are the 11B
�
1u and 11B

+

2u states,respec-

tively.

The third and fourth absorption peaks are polarised

norm al(1B �
2u) and parallel(1B �

1u) to the long axis,re-

spectively. In thin �lm s they lie at 5.2{5.3 eV [19,20]

and 5.7{6.0 eV [19,20]respectively. The 1B
�
1u state is

a localised intra-phenyl(Frenkel)excitation which liesat

6.16eV in biphenyl[8].Totracktheposition ofthisstate

asa function ofN ,we perform calculationstargeting a

num ber of 1B
�
1u states together with the ground state

11A +
g and calculatethedipolem om ents



11A +

g ĵ�jj
1B

�
1u

�
,

where �̂ �
P

i
xini (with xi the x coordinate ofthe ith

atom ) is the dipole operator along the long m olecular

axis.A typicalsetofdipolem om ents,forN = 8,isgiven

in TableV.In general,itisfound thattherearetwo 1B
�
1u

statesthatare strongly dipole connected to the ground

state. The �rst is the 11B
�
1u,i.e.,the �rst absorption

peak. The second is the localised intra-phenylexcita-

tion,i.e.,thefourth absorption peak.(In theN = 8 case

thisisthe51B �
1u state.) TheN -dependenceofthishigh-

lying,strongly dipole connected 1B
�
1u state isplotted in

Fig.3.

A conspicuous failure ofthe P-P-P m odelis its pre-

diction forthe rem aining state,nam ely the lowestlying
1B

�
2u state. The exact solution for biphenylplaces this

stateat6.66 eV,whereasexperim entally itisatca.5.85

(and below the 21B �
1u state).Asshown in Fig.3 itscal-

culated energy is5.9 eV in the long chain lim it,0.6{0.7

eV higherthan theexperim entalvalue.Recentwork has

shown thatthepredicted energy ofthisstateisim proved

ifdielectric screening isintroduced into the O hno inter-

action [23].

Fig.3 also showsthe lowestlying triplet(13B +

1u)and

thedipole-forbidden 21A +
g state.Electroabsorptionstud-

iesplacethe21A +
g stateataround 4.6eV [20,24],around

0.5 eV below the extrapolated P-P-P result of5.1 eV.

(A m orerecentstudy [19]placesthe 21A +
g substantially

lower).Thisdiscrepancy m ightpossibly be explained in
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term s ofthe characteristic red shifts generally observed

for certain excited states when going from wellisolated

chainsto polym ersin the solid state. Typicalestim ates

forthispolarisation orinterchain screening shiftare ca.

0.3eV forthe1B
�
1u stateand ca.0.6eV forthe21A +

g [25].

Ascan be seen from TableV the21A +
g statehasa large

dipolem om entwith the11B �
1u state,and unlikethecase

for polyenes,it is not pre-dom inantly a pair ofbound

m agnons,but a particle-hole excitation. (It is usually

labelled the m 1A +
g state.) This particle-hole excitation

iseithera ‘p’-wave exciton,orthe edge ofthe unbound

particle-holecontinuum .

To investigate this further, and the nonlinear opti-

cal properties of poly(phenylene) in general, we con-

sider dipole m om ents between various 1A +
g states and

the 11B
�
1u state,aswellasbetween the 21A +

g state and

various 1B
�
1u states. The N = 8 values,listed in Ta-

ble V,are representative ofthe generalsituation. W e

note that,in addition to the 11A +
g and 21A +

g ,another,

higher lying state,which we denote the k1A +
g ,also has

an appreciable dipole m om entwith the 11B
�
1u.(Forthe

N = 8 case k = 5.) W e also observed a pattern in the

21A +

g ĵ�jj
1B

�
1u

�
values. Nam ely,the j = 1 state has a

strongdipolem om entwith them 1A +
g ,asdoesthehigher

lying 1B
�
1u absorption peak state (localised intra-phenyl

exciton).In addition,thereisanotherstate,lying higher

still,thathasthelargestdipolem om entwith them 1A +
g .

W e adoptthe usualconvention ofdenoting thisstate as

the n1B
�
1u.(In the N = 8 casen = 7.)

In Fig.4weplotanum berof1A +
g and 1B

�
1u statetran-

sition energies as functions of1=N 2 [26]. W e see that

there are a num ber ofstates in the 1B
�
1u sector which

seem to convergeto thesam eenergy asthe11B
�
1u in the

bulk lim it. This is the band of‘s’-wave charge-transfer

excitons. Sim ilarly, the m 1A +
g (i.e., the 21A +

g ) has a

num berofm om entum branchesconverging to the sam e

energy,which istheband of‘p’-wavecharge-transferex-

citons. Above this lies the localised intra-phenyl1B
�
1u

state [28]. Higher in energy stillare the k1A +
g and the

n1B
�
1u which appear to converge to the sam e energy in

the N = 1 lim it. The strong dipole m om entsfrom the

m 1A +
g to the n1B

�
1u and the 11B �

1u to the k1A +
g ,and

thecloseproxim ity in energy ofthek1A +
g and then1B

�
1u

statesindicate thatthese m ark the onsetofthe contin-

uum ofunbound particle-hole excitations. Lying below

this continuum are the ‘s’-and ‘p’-wave charge-transfer

excitonsand the Frenkelexciton.Thishypothesiscould

be checked further by calculating the average particle-

holeseparation forthe variousstatesto seeifthe n1B
�
1u

is the �rstunbound state in the1B �
1u sector. The con-

vergenceofthek1A +
g and then1B

�
1u energiesto ca.6.25

eV asN ! 1 would im ply a very large binding energy

(ca.2.5 eV)forthe 1B
�
1u exciton. However,band states

are generally expected to be strongly e�ected by solid

statescreening (a red shiftof1.5 eV hasbeen estim ated

forpolyacetylene [25]).Taking such a shiftinto account

would bring the n1B
�
1u and hence the exciton binding

energy m uch closer to the results im plied by electroab-

sorption experim ents[19].

In conclusion,we used a �-electron m odelto investi-

gatetheexcited statesofpoly(phenylene),a m odellight

em itting polym er. The transition energies were calcu-

lated using a new DM RG m ethod. In order to acco-

m odate the large repeatunitin the DM RG calculation,

a truncated localHilbert space was constructed for the

phenylunit. Using an optim al(or ‘natural’) basis af-

fordsusconvergencein the excitation energiesto within

a sm allfraction ofan eV.Forthe m ostpart,the calcu-

lated transition energiesagreewellwith theexperim ental

resultsforbiphenyl.By m onitoring the evolution ofthe

energieswith chain length and com paringthem totheex-

perim entalabsorption peaks ofoligom ers and thin �lm

polym ers,we can assign the four characteristic absorp-

tion peaks ofphenyl-based light em itting polym ers. In

ascending orderthey arethe11B
�
1u,1

1B
+

2u,1
1B

�
2u and a

high lying,localised intra-phenyl(Frenkelexciton)11B
�
1u

state.A failure ofthe P-P-P m odelisthe incorrectpre-

diction thatthe 11B
�
2u state liesabovethe Frenkelexci-

ton [29].W ehavealso investigated the�nite-sizescaling

ofthe nonlinear opticalstates in the longitudinally po-

larised one-(1B �
1u) and the two-(1A +

g ) photon sectors

and found evidence fortwo 1B
�
1u and one 1A +

g excitonic

bandslying below the continuum .
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TABLE I. Com parison ofD M RG and exactresultsforthe
N = 11 phenyloligom erin the noninteracting (U = 0)lim it.
In the D M RG calculationsm A = 280 and m B = 468.

E (11A +
g ) E (11B �

1u
) E (21A +

g ) E (11B �
2u
)

D M RG � 231:0210234 � 228:4828 � 228:331 � 227:195
EXACT � 231:0210256 � 228:4832 � 228:328 � 227:213

TABLE II. Convergence ofthe lowest two states in the
1
A
+
g sectorwith m

(1)

A
forbiphenyl(N = 2).

m
(1)

A
E (11A +

g ) E (21A +
g )

34 � 63:0095953 � 56:7041530
92 � 63:0125556 � 56:7137143
140 � 63:0126802 � 56:7140886
188 � 63:0126995 � 56:7141368
260 � 63:0127066 � 56:7141589
322 � 63:0127078 � 56:7141631
exact � 63:0127086 � 56:7141653
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TABLE III. Convergence ofthe two-photon (21A +
g )state

transition energy with the D M RG param etersm (0)

A
and m

(0)

B

forthe trim er(N = 3).

m
(0)

B
m

(0)

A
= 34 m

(0)

A
= 92 m

(0)

A
= 140

420 5.7626 5.7498 5.7486
574 5.7578 5.7449 5.7437
692 5.7562 5.7433 5.7421
952 5.7544 5.7415 5.7405

TABLE IV. Convergence ofthe two-photon (21A +
g )state

transition energy with the D M RG param eters m A and m B

forthe N = 11 system .

m B m
(0)

B
m A = 34 m A = 85 m A = 130 m A = 165

34 140 5.38712 5.35049 5.36911 5.36862
92 204 5.23364 5.17443 5.19057 5.18949
140 322 5.21740 | 5.16678 5.16533
202 420 5.20744 | 5.15356 5.15170
268 574 5.20605 5.17076 5.15089 5.14903
346 692 5.20490 5.16566 5.14948 5.14757
418 848 5.20441 5.16545 5.14901 5.14715
468 952 | 5.16525 | 5.14696

TABLE V. D ipole m om ents connecting various 1
A
+
g and

1
B

�
1u

statesforthe N = 8 system .

j


11A +

g ĵ�jj
1
B

�
1u

� 

j
1
A
+
g ĵ�j1

1
B

�
1u

� 

21A +

g ĵ�jj
1
B

�
1u

�

1 2.85 2.85 2.64
2 0.68 2.64 0.48
3 0.19 0.31 0.06
4 0.11 0.14 0.02
5 2.52 1.17 1.57
6 1.03 | 1.31
7 0.62 | 5.06
8 0.48 | 0.04

m
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(0)
m
B

(0)
m
A

(0)

FIG .1. The initial step in developing the optim ised
phenyl block bases used in subsequent D M RG iterations.
D ashed lines indicate the form ation ofreduced density m a-
trices.
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FIG .2. The steps involved in a D M RG iteration: (a)
Two system blocks are com bined in order to treat system s
with even N ;(b)Them iddlephenylunitbasisisreoptim ised
in the context of this system size; (c) The system block is
reoptim ised forthissuperblock;(d)The� nalenergy estim ates
are m ade,and thesystem block isaugm ented to producethe
system block used in thenextD M RG iteration.D ashed lines
indicate the form ation ofreduced density m atrices.
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FIG .3. The transition energies as a function ofinverse
chain length: 13B +

1u
(pentagons),11B �

1u
(diam onds),11B +

2u

(stars),21A +
g (squares),11B �

2u
(circles) and the localised in-

tra-phenyl1
B

�
1u

(Frenkel) state (triangles). The � lled sym -
bols are the experim entalvalues for biphenyl(see ref.[8]),
oligom ers (N = 3;:::;6 [17] and N = 6 [18]) and thin
� lm polym ers (N = 1 ) [17,19,20]. The inset shows the
oligo-phenylene geom etry.
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FIG .4. The transition energies ofa num berof1
A
+
g and

1
B

�
1u

statesasa function of1=N 2,where N isthe num berof
repeatunits:11B �

1u
(large,open circles),21B �

1u
(open,down

triangles),31B �
1u

(up triangles),41B �
1u

(diam onds),the high
lying localised intra-phenyl 1

B
�
1u

excitation (open squares),
n
1
B

�
1u

(pentagons),m = 21A +
g (sm all, solid circles), 31A +

g

(sm all,solid squares),41A +
g (� )and k1A +

g (stars).Thelarge,
solid circle and solid down triangle show the position ofthe
� rstand second long-axispolarised absoprtion peaksrespec-
tively forsexiphenyl(N = 6)[18,21].The dotted linesare to
guide the eye.
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