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W e develop a general theory of electron {hole recom bination In organic light em iting diodes that
Jeads to formm ation of em issive singlet excitons and nonem issive triplet excitons. W e brie y review
other existing theories and show how our approach is substantively di erent from these theordies.
U sing an exact tin e-dependent approach to the interchain/interm olecular charge{transfer w ithin a
Iong{range interacting m odelwe nd that, (i) the relative yield of the singlet exciton In polym ers
is considerably larger than the 25% predicted from statistical considerations, (ii) the singlet exciton
yield increases with chain length in oligom ers, and, (iil) In sn all m olecules containing nitrogen
heterocatom s, the relative yield of the singlet exciton is considerably an aller and m ay be even close
to 25% . The above results are independent of whether or not the bond-charge repulsion, X > , is
Included In the Interchain part of the H am iltonian for the two-chain system . The larger (an aller)
yvield of the singlet (triplet) exciton in carbon-based long-chain polym ers is a consequence of both
its ionic (covalent) nature and sm aller (larger) binding energy. In nitrogen containing m onom ers,
wavefinctions are closer to the noninteracting lim it, and this decreases (Increases) the relative yield
of the singlet (triplet) exciton. O ur resuls are in qualitative agreem ent w ith electrolum Inescence
experin ents involving both m olecular and polym eric light em itters. T he tin e-dependent approach
developed here for describing Intemm olecular charge-transfer processes is com pletely generaland m ay

be applied to m any other such processes.

PACS numbers: 78.60F i, 73.50P z, 72.80Le, 7135y, 31.15D Vv

I. NTRODUCTION

Charge recombination and photoinduced charge—
transfer lie at the heart of current attem pts to con-
struct viable optoelectronic devices using organic sem i-
conducting m aterials consisting of -conjugated poly—
m ers or m olecules. Charge recom bination is the finda-
m entalprocess of interest in organic light em itting diodes
O LEDS). E lectrolum inescence EL) In OLED S resuls
from , (@) the nction of electrons and holes into thin

In s containing the em issive m aterial, (o) m igration of
these charges, which can involve both coherent m otion
on a single chain and interchain or interm olecular charge—
transfer betw een neutral and charged species, (c) recom —
bination ofglkgtronsand holeson the sam epolym er chain
orm oleculd!2? | Tfthe recom bination leads to the shglet
opticalexciton, light em ission can occur. If, on the other
hand, the nalproduct of the recom bination is a triplet
exciton, only nonradiative relaxation can occur in the
absence of strong soin-orbit coupling. EL in OLED S is
of strong current nterest, both because of applications
In display devjoeﬁ'é and the potential for cbtaining or-
ganic solid state lasers®. The fiindam ental process that
occurs In photoinduced charge-transfer is the exact re-
verse of that In EL : optical excitation to the sihglet ex—
citon in a donor m olecul is followed by charge separa—
tion and m igration of charge to a neighboring acosptor
m olecule. T he latter process is of interest in photovoltaic
applicationd?.

T he fundam entalelectronic process of charge recom bi-
nation or sgparation is therefore of strong current inter-
est. E specially in the context of EL in OLED S, charge
recom bination has received both experim ental and theo—
retical attention (see below ). The overall quantum e —
clency ofthe EL depends on, (i) the fraction of the total
num ber of incted carriers that end up as excitons on
the sam e polym eric chain or m olecule, (i) the fraction
ofthese excitons that are spin singlets, since only singlet
excitons are em issive, and (ifi) the fraction of singlet exci-
tonsthat actually undergo radiative decay. In the present
paper we focus on (il), which determ ines the m axim um
possblk EL e ciency.

Fom ally, the charge recom bination process can be
W ritten as,

P*+P ! G+ S=T @)

where P are charged polaronic states of the am issive
molecule, G is the ground state of the neutralm olecule,
and S and T are singlet and triplet excited states of the
neutralm olecule. E q.:j Indicates that both singlet and
triplet excitons are lkely products of the charge recom —
bination process. W e shall denote the fraction of singlet
excions generated In O LED S by the above recom bina—
tion process as

Early discussions of were based on statistical argu—
m ents alone. Since electrons and holes are in gcted inde-
pendently from the tw o electrodes, and since tw o spin-1/2
particles can give three Independent spin 1 states (w ith
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Ms = {1,0 and +1) but only one spin 0 state M 5 =
0), it ollow s that is 025. N ote, how ever, that this ar-
gum ent is strictly valid only for noninteracting electrons,
such that single-con guration m olecular orbital descrip—
tions of all eigenstates are valid. In such a case, the
highest occupied and lowest unoccupied m olecular or-
bials HOM O and LUM O) are identical for the singlet
and triplet excited states. C harge recom bination E q.:_]:)
then involves m erely the m igration of an electron from
the doubly (singly) occupied HOM O (LUMO) of P to
the singly occupied (unoccupied) HOM O (LUM O) ofthe
*, for both singlkt and triplet channels. The singlt
channel and all three triplet channels of the charge re—
com bination process are equally lkely within the MO
schem e. Ifelectrons are Interacting, how ever, this sin ple
sihgle-con guration descnptjon breaks down, as all the
states included in Eq. -]. are now superpositions ofm uli-
plk con gurations. There is no longer any fiindam ental
reason for the singlet and triplet channels to be equally

likely processes, and hence there isno reason for to be
025.
E xperin enta]]y, hasbeen ound to range from 025

{0 6622244 i1 §i erent m aterials. Tn OLED S w ith the
m olcular soecies A lum inum tris (8-hydroxyquinoline)
(A lg;3) as the em issive m aterialBaldo et. al. have deter—

m ined 022 0.03, in agreem ent w ith that expected
from statistical argum ents£. O n the other hand, consid—
erably larger 045 has been found In derivatives of

poly pargsphenylenevinylene) PPV) by Cao et al. and
Hoet. al?2%. W chlgenannt et. al,, using spin-dependent
recom bination spectroscopy, have determ ined the form a-
tion cross—sections of singlt and triplet excitons, s and

T , respectively, for a Jarge num ber of polym ericm ateri-
als (inhcliding nonem issive polym ers In which the lowest
tw o-photon state 2A ; occurs below the optical 1B, exci-
ton), and found that 5= 1 is strongly m aterial depen-
dent and in all cases considerably larger than 1 (thereby
Inplying that  ism aterial dependent and much larger
than 0 25)%1 .M ore recently, W ilson et al? and W chlge—
nannt et. al?} have shown that can depend strongly
on the e ective conjugation length, w ith values ranging
from 025 for am allm onom ers to considerably larger
than 025 for long chain oligom ers.

T heorgtically, - hasbeen investigated by a number of
group&l"l"‘lg'm’” including ourselves. There is general
agreem ent that can be substantially greater than 025
In -oconjigated polym ers and that this is an electron
correlation e ect. T here exist, however, substantial dif-
ferences between the assum ptions and form alism s that
go into these theories. T he goalofthe present work is to
develop a form alism that gives a clear physicalpicture of
the electron-hole recom bination and explanswhy sub-—
stantially larger than 025 is to be expected in organic
polym eric system s. Ideally, since photoinduced charge-
transfer is the exact reverse process of electron-hole re—
com bination, i should also be possble to extend our
approach to photoinduced charge-transfer in the future.
B rief presentation of our work has been m ade ear]jefll:,

w here, however, the em phasis was m ore on the experi-
m entaltechnigue used by ourexperin entalcollaborators.
Here we present the fi1ll theoretical details of our earlier
work, provide a critique of the earlier theories and also
report on the new and interesting resuls of our nves—
tigation of extemalelctric eld e ectson , abeit for
arti clally large elds, and also on the role of nitrogen
heteratom s In electron {hol recom bination. Speci cally,
our theoretical approach involres a tin edependent for-
m alism , w thin which the Iniial state com posed of two
oppositely charged polarons is allowed to propagate In
tin e under the in uence of the com plete Ham ittonian
that includes both on-chain and interchain interactions.
For the sake of com pleteness, e also discuss other exist—
ing theoretical approachedt 4232447, and their applicabil-
ity to realsystem s. In particular, there existsa super cial
sin ilarity between the approach used In references :LG :17
and ours. For a physical understanding of the electron-—
hole recom bination process it isessential (seebelow ) that
the di erencebetw een our approach and that used by the
authors of reference 16,17 is precisely understood.

T he plan of the paper is as follow s. In section 'ﬂ_EL we
present our theoretical m odels for intrachain and inter-
chain interactions, and also d:ISCLlSS the m odel system s
that are studied. In section I]ZII we present a brief cri-
tique of the existing theories. A m ore extended discus—
sion of the approach used by Shuaiet. al%47 is given
In Appendix 1. In section -'_I\-{: we present the m ethod of
propagation of the initial state, while in section V! we
present our num erical results. In this section we also dis—
cuss an altemate approach to the tin e propagation for
the sin plest case of two ethylenes that con m s the va-
lidity of the m ore general approach used In section :N:,
and that also gives a physical picture of the recom bina-
tion process. W hile > 025 is found in our calculations
w ith interacting electrons, the absolute yields ofboth sin—
glet and triplet excitons are found to be extrem ely sm all
w ith standard electron correlation param eters. W e there—
fore investigate the e ects ofthe extermalelctric eld on
these yieldsw ithin a highly sin p1i ed m odel. It is found
that for su clently lJarge elds the yields w th interact-
Ing electrons are as large as those w th noninteracting
electrons in the eld-free case, and that in the relatively
an all ed region continues to be greaterthan 025. In
the very high eld regmme it is found that can even
be an aller than 025. W hile the bare electric elds re—
quired to see the reversal of the singlettriplet ratio are
rather large and therefore only of academ ic interest, if
Intemal eld e ects are taken into acoount, it is pos—
sble to envisage situations where the e ective electric

eld is lJarge enough to bring about such a reversal in
the singlet-triplet ratio. Follow Ing the discussion of elec—
tric eld e ects, we discuss how the dqa,Jn.Jength depen-
dence of , as observed experim enta]yi fl= , can be un-—
derstood w thin our theory. W e then consider the role of
heteroatom s, especially in the context ofm olecular em i—
ters. W e show that in sn all system s w ith heteroatom s
can approach the statistical lim it, thus explaining quali-



tatively the m onom er results ofiW ilson et. al"iq, and the
resultsofBaldo et. al. forA ]q3é . Theem phasis in allour
calculations is on understanding the qualitative agpects
of charge recom bination and not on detailed quantitative
aspects. Finally in section -'y-_i w e discuss the conclusions
and scope of future work.

II. THEORETICALMODEL

The goal of the present work is to provide bench-
m ark results for the charge recom bination reaction which
are valid for the strong C oulom b interactions that char-
acterize -conjigated system s. A ccurate treatm ents of
electron-electron interactions are not possible for Iong
chain system s, and In this iniial study we have therefore
chosen pairs of short polyene chains, with 2 { 6 carbon
atom s in each chain asourm odel system s. Since polyene
elgenstates possess m irrorplane and inversion symm e—
tries, we shall henceforth refer to the ground state G
(sce Eq.i) as1'Ag,and S and T as1'B, and 1°B,,, re—
spectively. Them odel system containing tw o hexatrienes
(12 carbon atom s overall) is the largest system that can
be treated exactly at present w ithin correlated electron
m odels.

Ourapproach su ers from two apparent disadvantages.
First, polyenes and polyacetylenes are weakly em issive
because the 2'A, state in these occur below the opti-
cal 1'B, state. This presents no problm as far as the
analysis of the EL In em issive m aterials is concemed,
as the spectroscopic technique of W ochlgenannt et. alll

nd a strong deviation of s= ¢ from 1 even in system s
with energy ordering sin ilar to that in polyened (see
results for PTV in this paper, for instance), and aswe
show in the ollow ing, this is a direct consequence of the
large energy di erence between the singlet 1'B,, exciton
and the triplet 1°B u exciton, as well as the fundam ental
di erence in their electronic structures. Both, in tum,
are consequences of strong electron-electron interactions,
which also characterize systems lke PPV and poly—
paraphenylene PPP), asevidenced from the lJargedi er—
ence In energies between the singlet and triplet ex¢ions
in these system s, determ ined experin entallytiL92923 as
well as theoreticalty?4%3. A second apparent disadvan—
tage of our procedure is related to the lim itation of our
calculations to short system s. T his prevents direct eval-
uation of the chain length dependence of . W e believe
that this problem can be circum vented once the m ech—
anism of the physical process that lads to the di er—
ence between singlet and triplet generation is precisely
understood, and for this purpose it is essential that the
electron correlation e ects are investigated thoroughly
using exactly solvablem odels. A swe show later, our ap—
proach gives a precise though qualitative explanation of
the chain length dependence.

Our m odel system consists of two polyene chains of
equal lengths that lie directly on top of each other, sep—
arated by 4 A . W e consider the charge recom bination

process ofE q.-'}', and there are tw o possble initial states:
(1) a speci ¢ chain (say chaln 1) is positively charged,
w ith the other (chain 2) having negative charge, a con—

guration that hereafter we denote asP, P, , where the
subscripts 1 and 2 are chain indices, or (i) the super—
position PP, P, P, , in the same notation. In our
calculationswe have chosen the rst asthe proper nitial
state, since experim entally in the OLED S the symm e-
try between the chains is broken by the extemal electric

eld (e em phasize that the consequence of choosing the
sym m etric or antisym m etric superposition can be easily
predicted from our all our num erical calculations that
follow ). Even wih initial state (i), the nal state can
consist of both (1'A4); 1'By), and (1'Ag), I'By)1 i
the singlet channel. T he sam e is true In the triplet chan—-
nel, ie., eitther of the two chains can be In the ground
(excited) state. Hereafter we w ill w rite the initial states
as jis 1 and Jir i, where the subscripts S and T correspond
to spin states S = 0 and 1. W e consider only theM 5 =
0 triplet state. The initial states are sin ply the product
states w ith appropriate soin com binations,

Jsi= 2 e (j?l+;"ij?2;#i :Pf;#ifZ;"i) @)

Joi= 2 (P LiP, 1+ PryiP, . d) €)

There exist of course two other initial triplet states
with Mg = 1. The overall H am ittonian for our com -
posite two-chain system consists of an intrachain tem s
H ihtra and interchain InteractionsH i ter - A dditional in—
teractions m ust be explicitly lnclided to discuss exter-
nal in uences like the electric eld etc. H jytra describ—
ng individual, chains is the ParisesrParrPople PPP)
Ham itonian2423 or -electron system s, w ritten as,

X X
Hintra = tiy@y, aj; +HCH)+ N+
<ij>; i
X
Uingrngs + Vis g z3) by z3) @)
i >3
w here az; createsa -electron ofspin  on carbon atom
i, n; = az; a;, Iis the number of electrons on atom i
wih spin andn; = n;; isthe totalnumberofelec-

tronson atom i, ; isthe site energy and z; are the local
chem ical potentials. T he hopping m atrix elem ent t5 in
the above are restricted to nearest neighborsand in prin—
ciple can contain electron-phonon interactions, although
a rigid bond approxin ation is used here. U; and Vi are
the on-site and intrachain intersite C oulom b interactions.
W e use standard param eterizations for H ihtrs . The
hopping integrals for single and double bonds are taken
tobe 2232 &V and 2568 €V, respectively and allthe site
energies of carbon atom s in a polym erw ith allequivalent
sites are set to zero. W e choose the Hubbard interaction
param eter Uc for carbon to be 1126 €V, and for the Vi



-
w e choose the O hno param eterization?§,

" # 1
28:794 ’

Vi = 143897 ———— 4+ 2
. Ui+ Uy =

)

where the distance rj5 isin A, Vi3 is in €V and the local
chem icalpotentialz: r sp® carbon is one. & should be
noted then when hetero atom s like nitrogen are present,
the on-site correlation energy, the site energy and the
Jocalchem icalpotential could be di erent from those for
carbon. For H iy ter, we choose the follow ing fom ,

X

Hinter = © @ al, +HCH+
i;
X
0y .Y 0 .
+X, i+ ny)@; aj, + HC:+
i
X 0
Vi;y i zi) 3 zy) (6)

i3

In the above, prin ed and unprin ed operators corresoond
to siteson di erent chains. N ote that the interchain hop—
pihg t; is restricted to corresponding sites on the two
chains, which are nearest interchain neighbors. The in-
terchain Coulomb interaction Vj;5, however, includes in—
teraction between any site on one chain w ith any other
site on the other chain. In addition to the usual one—
electron hopping that,cgours w ithin the zero di erential
overlap approxin ation®423 wehave also inclided am any—
electron site chargebond charge repulsion X , (operating
betw een nearest interchain neighbors only) that consists
ofm ulticenter Coulom b Integrals. T his term should also
occurw ithin H i +ra, but isusually ignored there becayse
of its sm allm agnitude, relative to all other term £42%27,
In contrast, the t; In H inter Is expected to be much
an aller, and X , cannot be ignored in interchgin pro-
cesses, especially at large interchain separation£4. W e
have done calculations forboth X, = Oand X, 6 O.

ITII. BRIEF CRITIQUE OF EXISTIN G
THEORIES

To put our work in the proper ocontext we
present a disgussien,of the existing theories of charge
recom bination4232427 1 this section. The natures of
H ijntra Wihin all these m odels are sin ilar in the sense
that they all incorporate intrachain Coulomb interac—
tions, w ithout which of course there cannot be any dif-
ference between singlet and triplet generation. Follow -
Ing this, there is a fundam ental di erence between the
m odels of references '14, :15 on the one hand, and those
of references :16 -17 and ours on the other. W ihin the
theory of references _lfl :_L§ there is no di erence In sin—
glkt or triplet generation in the st stage ofthe charge—
recom bination process, which involves interchain charge—
transfer. W ithin thesem odels, interchain charge-transfer
yields high energy sihglt and triplet excited states of

long chains that occur in the continuum , and the low—
est singlet and triplet excitons result from relaxations
of these high energy states. D i erences In the relative
yields of the lowest singlet and triplet excitons are con—
sequences of di erences in the intrachain relhxation pro—
cesses In the singlet and triplet channels, that occur In the
second sta,g.e of the overall process. In contrast, WJtth
our theory® and the theory of references 16 and {11, the
Jow est singlet and triplet excitons are generated directly
from two oppositely charged polarons, and their di er—
ent yields are consequences of the di erent cross-sections
of the interchain charge-transfer reactions in the singlet
and triplet channels.

W ithin the m odel of Hong and M end!?, the contin—
uum singlet state decays to the lowest singlkt exciton,
while the continuum triplet state decays to a high en-
ergy triplet state T, consisting ofa loosely bound triplet
excion, which then relaxes nonradiatively to the lowest
tightly bound triplet exciton T;. The energy gap be—
tween T, and T; is large, and according to Hong and
M eng, this nonradiative relaxation has to be a multi-
phonon cascade process. The large energy gap and the
m ultiphonon nature of the relaxation creates a \bottle-
neck" in the T, ! T; nonradiative transition, and spin-—
orbi coupling leads to Intersystem crossing from T, to
the singlkf exciton, thereby increasing the relative yield
of singletdt4. W e believe that the key problem w ith this
approach is that the m odel is in disagreem ent w ith what
isknown about the spectrum oftriplet,states from triplet
absorptions in  -con jagated polym erfd and theoretical
solutions to the PPP m odeﬁ-ip E xperin entally, :n PP\L
for instance, the low est triplet occurs at about 1 55 eved 1,
while .n M EH PPV this state occursat 1.3 ev24. The
triplet absorption energy in these system s is about 14
eV . T heoretically, the nalstate n t:dp]et,absorptjon oc—
curs slightly below the continuum band??, and this-is
therefore the T, state (@lso referred to as the m 3Aggq) )
T he energy region between T, and T; @ A4 and 1°B,,)
In the triplet subspace isnot at all sparse, as assum ed by
Hong and M eng, but rather, w ithin the correlated PPP
Ham iltonian H s in Eq. 4, thisenergy region contains
num erous other tripkt state®49. Thus any nonradia—
tive relaxation from T, to T; in the realistic system s
should invole a num ber of interm ediate triplet states
w ith sn all energy gaps between them , and therefore the
phonon bottleneck sim ply will not occur. An additional
problem w ith them odelofH ong and M eng isthat even in
the singlet channel, generation ofthe low est exciton from
a continuum singlet state cannot be direct but can oceur
only through the m 'A, loosely bound singkt exciton?3
In principle, this can lead to a bottleneck even in the sin—
gkt channel. To summ arize, we believe that the m odel
of Hong and M eng is In disagreem ent w ith the known
singlet and triplet energy spectra w thin the P PP m odel

W ithin the m odel of K cbrak and BJi:tner'ly also po-
laron pairs are orm ed on the single chain rst. These
authors take into acocount the electron-phonon interac-
tions explicitly, and the two-particle states on a single



chain are allowed to evolve by interacting w ith a one—
din ensional classical vibrational lattice. D i erent cross—
sections for singlet and triplet excitons are found w ithin
the authors’m odel, and the di erence originates from the
di erence in them ixing betw een the polaron and exciton
states w ith di erent spin. The theory nclides only the
Coulomb interactions between the polaron charges and
not the Coulomb interactions between all the electrons
that appear in the PPP Ham iltonian. The theory also
assum es large quantum e ciency for the generation of
the high energy states w ith the two polaron charges on
the sam e chain, starting from a state w ith the chgeson
di erent chains. A recent calculation by Ye et. al%? indi
cates very weak cross-sections for the generation ofhigh
energy 'B, and 3B, states starting from the initialstate
containing the charges on di erent chains (see Fig. 8 In
reference :17) T his is supported also by our exact calcu—
]atl:lons (see below ). However, the calculations by Ye et
alﬂ as well as ours are for relatively short chains, and
further work is needed to test the validity of the m odel
of Kobrak and Bittner. A s we show in section :y-:, >
025 is predicted from considerations of the initial stage
of nterchain charge-transfer alone. W hether additional
contrbutions can com e from di erences in the intrachain
relaxation processes needs to be studied further. ., -
We now come to the work by Shuai et. altétl,
who, lke us, have determ ned > 025 in oligom ers of
PPV from oonsiderations of interchain charge-transfer.
P recisely because of the apparent sin ilarity of our ap—
proaches, it is essential that we discuss the approach of
Shuaiet. al. In detail, since our ultin ate goalis to ar-
rive at a physical explanation of the greater yield of the
sihglet exciton than what is predicted from statistical
considerations, and as we show later, the physicalm ech—
anism s w ithin references :_l-é, :_l-]' and w ithin our work are
quite di erent. T he quantity that is calculated In refer-
ences :_1-6, :_L-j is g= t, viz., the ratio of the fom ation
cross-sections of the 1'B, singlkt and 1°B, triplkt exci
ton. For fast spin-lattice interaction, the exp.tessmn for
in tem sof g and 1 can be written aslf'l

= s=(s+3 1) (7)

and thus, for = > 1, > 025.
Shuai et. al. consider the same H jtra as us, and
H jhter that is sim ilar (see below ). T he authors then use
the Fem 1 \G olden Rulk" approach to calculate s and
t . Acocording to the authors, the cross—section ratio is
given by,

s= 1 = s Hineer Fs if=Tir Hinter Frif  ®)

w here ji5 1 and jir i arethe singlet and triplet initial states
(e Egs. 2 and 3), and fsi and ffri are the corre—
soonding nal states, respectively. Since the interchain
Coulom b interaction isdiagonalin the space ofthe states
considered n Eq. :g, the authors ignore Vj;5 in Eq.g but
retain the other tem s. Shuaiet. al. nd that for X »

= 0 in Eq. 4, when the interchain charge-transfr is due

to the hopping t; only, the right hand side ofE q.-'_é is

1, a resut we agree with (see Appendix 1). T he authors
then clain that for nonzero positive X , , and for positive
t; (ote negative sign in front of the one-electron tem
in Eq. ), the right hand side of Eq.i§ can be substan—
tially larger than 1. The authors calculated the m atrix
elem ents in Eq.-'_g for pairs of PPV oligom ers in parallel
con guration using approxin atem ethods (singlescon g-—
uration nteraction®4 and coupled-clusterm ethod®?), and
have found the right hand side of Eq.:_é to show diver-
gent behavior over a broad range of X ; =t; (seeFig. 1
in referenceil6 and Figs. 3, 4, 6 and 7 in reference 17).
Based on these calculations the authors conclude that a
m oderate to large X - ,js gssential for the experim entally
cbserved large = E padatidad

This result is surprising, n view of the fact that the
site charge-bond charge repulsion is spin—-independent, ex—
actly as the oneelectron interchain hopping in Eg. -é
Since this question is Intim ately linked w ith the m echa-
nisn of charge recom bination that we are after we have
re-exam Ined this issue by perform ing exact calculations
for pairs of polyene chains wih lengths N = 2, 4 and
6. The conclusions from these exact calculations are de—
scribed below .

As discussed above, even with PP, as the ini
tial state Wih, of ocourse, appropriate spin finc-
tions) the nal state contains two temm s, with one
of the two chains in the ground state and the other
In the excited state. Instead of working wih di er—
ent superpositions of the nal states we consider ¢
to be pmpoﬁjonal to j]:lg :H inter j(llAg)l (llBu )Zlf +
Hig Hointer JA'Ag)2 A'By)1if . Sinilarly, 1 is taken
to be proportional to fuir H inter JL'Ag)1 I°By)2if +
Fir Hinter JA'AG)2 ®By)1if. As shown explicitly in
the Appendix, the m agmi:udes of the m atrix elem ents
ofthe initial singlet friplet]P, P, wih (1'Ag); 1'By),
[(M'Ag)1 IPBy)z2l and ('Ag); M'By)1 [A'Ag)2 1PBy):]
aredi erent forX , & 0,and hencethe nalstatescannot
be 1: superpositions of these con gurations. N ote that
by taking the sum s ofthe squareswe exhaust allpossibil-
JtJes autom atically. For the conclusions of references '16:
.17 to be valid the calculated 5= ¢ wihi Eq. '8 should
now show strong dependence on X, =t; (as m entioned
above divergent s= 7 is inplied in references {L6,7).
O urexact resuls for the three di erent chain lengths are
shown in Fig. 1 below ,wherewe see that only orX , =t;
very close to 0.5 is s= 1, as caloulated w ithin Eq. 1, is
substantially di erent from 1. At all other X ; =t; the
RHS oqu.:g is very close to 1. Furthem ore, except for
X .=t = 05 the chamn length dependence of = 1 is
weak. If we now recall that all chain length dependent
quantities (for exam ple, optical and other energy gaps in
polyeneé%gn) exhibit strongest length dependence at the
shortest lengths, the conclusion that em erges is that ex—
cept for the unique point X, =t;, = 05, s= r remains

1 wihin the Golden Rulk approach even in the long
chain Iim it.

In order to understand this di erence from the resuls



of Shuaiet. altit? i firther detailwe present analytic
results forthe case oftwo ethylenes N = 2) in Appendix
1. These results are In portant In so far as they begin
to give a physical picture for the charge recom bination
reaction, even as they indicate that the site chargefond
charge repulsion isnot the origin of large . The analytic
calculations also m ake the origin of the uniqueness ofthe
pointX , =t, = 0.5 absolutely clear. Indeed it is seen that
precisely at thispoint both g and 1, asde ned n Eq.
:@’, approach zero. M ore im portantly, the chain length-
Independence, as suggested in Fig. 1 can be understood
very clearly from the analytic calculations. F inally, it can
also be seen from these calculations that had we taken
the initial state to be the superposition P, P, P, P, ,
Instead of only one of these, the 5= 1, as calculated
from Eqg. :_8 would be exactly 1 forallX , =t; .

O ur basic conclusion then is that the Fem i G olden
Rul approach isnot valid forcalculationsof g= ¢ or
T his isto be expected also from a di erent consideration,
viz., the Fem iG olden Rule approach isvalid for calcula—
tions of states that lie w thin a narrow band, whereas in
the present case the energy di erence between the initial
and nalstates, and that between the singlet and triplet
excitons are both much larger than t; and X, . The
origin of the di erence between our exact calculations
ofm atrix elem ents and the approxin ate calculations of
Shuaiet. al. is harder to ascertain. O ne possbility is
that the polaron wavefunctions are open shell, and ap—
proxin ating these w thin mean eld or lin ited C I could
Jead to w rong conclusions.

In the ollow Ing sections we therefore go beyond the
Fem iG olden Rule approach to understand the origin of
large

Iv. TIME EVOLUTION OF THE POLARON
PAIR STATE

A straightforw ard num erical solution of
Hintra * H inter willm erely give the electronic structure
of the com posite two-chain system . Such a calculation
does not contain any inform ation about the relative
yields of speci ¢ nal states starting from the nitial
twopolaron states. Our approach therefore consists
of propagating the initial state In tine under the
In uence of the com plete Ham iltonian, and m onitoring
the tim eevolved state to obtain inform ation about the

nalproducts.

In princlpl, given a Ham itonian, propagation of
any initial state is easily achieved by solving the tin e-
dependent Schrodinger equation. O ne could use the in—
teraction picture to sgparate the nontrivial evolution of
the initial state from the trivial com ponent w hich occurs
as a resul of the evolution of the product of the eigen—
states of the Ham iltonian of the subsystem £1. In the
context of the m any-body PPP Ham iltonian such an ap—
proach is di cult to in plem ent num erically. T his isbe-
cause the total num ber of eigenstates for the two-chain

system is very large: the num ber of such states for two
chains of six carbon atom s each is 853,776 In the M ¢
= 0 subspace. Obtaining all the eigenstates of the two—
com ponent system and expressing the m atrix elem ents of
H inter In the basis of these eigenstates is therefore very
Intensive com putationally. It is sim pler to calculate the
tin e evolution in the Schrodinger representation, deter-
m ine the tin eevolved states, and pro gct them on to the
desired nal eigenstates (r instance, j1'Agi 1'Byip).
T his is the approach we take.

We rstobtah the eigenstates P, i, P, i aswellas
the product states exactly n the valence bond (VB)
basi®? (in which the total spin S is a good quantum
num ber) in order to avoid spin contam ination. Follow ing
the tin e-evolution, however, we need to calculate over—
laps of the tin eevolved states w ith various nal states
(see below ), which is cum bersom e w thin the nonorthog—
onalVB basis. A fter calculating the exact spin singlket
and triplt initial states, we therefore expand these In an
orthonom al basis that has only well de ned totalM g
value.

Henceforth we refer to the initial states Jig i and Jir i
collectively as  (0) and the tin eevolved statesas ().
In principle, the tin e evolution can be done by operating
on (0) wih the tin e evolution operator,

U O;t) = exp( iH t) )

where H isthe totalH am iltonian H jntra + H inter - This
approach would, how ever, require obtaining am atrix rep—
resentation of the exponential tim e evolution operator,
which in tum requires the determm ination of the pro—
hbiively large number of eigenstates of the com posite
two-chain system . W e can avoid this problem by using
an alldiscrete tim e Intervals and expanding the exponen-—
tialoperator in a Taylor series, and stopping at the linear
term . Such an approach, however, has the undesirable
e ect of spoiling unitariy, and for long tim e evolutions
would lead to loss of nomm alization of the evolved state.
The way around this dilemm a has been proposed and
used by other$i2 1 di erent contexts and nvolves us—
Ing the ollow ing truncated tim eevolution schem e,

(1+jH7t) t+ v= @@ H —) @© (10)
In the above equation, on the lkft hand side, we evolve
the state at tine (t+ t) backwardsby t=2 whilke on

the right hand side, we evolve the state at tim e t forward
by t=2. By Prcing these two to be equal, we ensure
unitarity in the tin e evolution of the state. It can be

seen easily that this tim e evolution which is accurate to
th isunitary. For a given m any-body H_alm iltonian and
iniial state, the right hand side ofEq. 10 is a vector in
the H ibert space ofthe two-chain Ham itonian. T he left
hand side corresponds to the action of a m atrix on an
as yet unknown vector, that is cbtained by solving the
above set of linear algebraic equations. Further details

of the num erical procedure can be found in Appendix 2.



A ftereach evolution step, the evolved state ispro fcted
onto the space of neutral product eigenstates of the two-
chain system . The relative yield I, , () for a given prod—
uct state Jn ;ni= jn i hi, is then obtamned from,

Lon (©= h ®©dn;nij® a1

In our case the states In ;nican be any ofthe nalstates
of interest, viz., J1'A4)1 1'By)21, JA A 4)1 °By )21, ete.
It isfore cient caloulations of the overlaps (while at the
sam e tin e m aintaining soin purity) in Eqg. :;Ll: that we
expand our exact eigenstates of the neutral system in
the VB basis to the totalM g basis. W e em phasize that
Inn (0 Is a measure of the yield of the state jn ;ni at
tim e t and is not a cross—section.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we report the results of our calculations
of recom bination dynam ics for for pairs of ethylenes, bu—
tadienes and hexatrienes, both w thin the noninteracting
Huckelmodel U; = Vi3 = X, = 0) and the interact-
Ing PPP model. Follow ing this, we show the results of
our Investigation of electric eld e ects on the sam e sys—
tem s, discuss the chain length dependence of , and -
nally present the num erical resuls for a m odel system
containing nitrogen heteroatom s. The calculations for
the noninteracting case provides a check of our num erical
procedure, and the com parison betw een the noninteract-
Ing and the Interacting m odel allow s us to determm ine the
e ect of electron-electron interactions.

A . Dynam ics in the HuckelM odel

W hile there isno di erence In energy between singlets
and triplkts In the HuckelM odel, it is nevertheless pos—
sble to have spin singlket and triplet iniial states Jigi
and Jir i, as well as singlet and triplet nal states. In
Fig. 2 we show the yield for the electron-hole recom —
bination in the singlkt channel, for pairs of ethylenes,
butadienes and hexatrienes. The yields for the triplet
channels are not shown separately in this case, { we have
ascertained that these are identical to those In the sin—
gkt channel in this case, as expected. T hese calculations
are brt, = 01 &V withinh Eq. @ W e note that the
yields Iy , (t) oscillate w ith tim e. This is to be expected
w ithin our purely electronic Ham ittonian, within which
an electron or hole jum ps back and forth between the
tw o m olecular species. These oscillations are the analogs
of the R abi oscillation$£42% that occur upon the stinu-
lation of a system with light, where absorption of light
can occuronly w ith nonzero dam ping. W ithin ourpurely
electronic H am iltonian, com plete transition to the nal
states can only occur in the presence of dam ping (for
exam ple, radiative and nonradiative relaxationsofthe -
nal states), that has not been explicitly included in our

Ham iltonian. The frequency of oscillation is higher for
larger interm olecular transfer integral t; , as expected.
T he frequency of the oscillation also depends upon the
size ofthem olecule and is Iow er for Jargerm olecules (see
below for an explanation of this). The equalities In the
yields of the singlet and triplet excited states found nu-
m erically conform sto the sin ple free spin statisticswhich
predicts that in theM 5 = 0 state form ed from electron-—
hole recom bination, the probability of singlet and triplet
form ation are equal. Shce the M s = 1 cases always
yield triplets, the soin statistics corresponding to 25%
singlets and 75% triplets is vindicated in this case.

A Tthough the Huckelcalculations do not yield any new
Inform ation, i is usefil to pursue them further in order
to arrive at a physicalm echanian of the charge recom —
bination process. To this end we have developed an al-
temate procedure for calculating the above dynam ics for
the an allest m odel system , viz., a pair ofethylenes. T his
alremate approach consists ofexpanding the iniial state

(0) as a superposition of the eigenstates ; ofthe com —
posite two-chain system w ith eigenvaliesk ;,
X

j O)i= cj 1 0)i 12)

T he evolution of the state
X

(0) isnow sim ply given by

j ©i= GJ 1 O)iexp( iE;t=h) 13)

i
Thevyield I, , (t) In a given channelw ith nalstate jn ;ni
is then obtained from ,
mn@=gmmj®ﬁ2
= i ;nj;O)iexp( iE;t=h){

i

X
= Zminj;Oif +
Xll X
2 Re fcigghm ;nj ;1 0)ih 5 (0)dn ;nig
i 3>1i

cos(E; E;)t=h) (14)

The quantitiestm ;nj ; (0)iare readily obtained from the
eigenstates of the neutral one-chain subsystem s and the
com posite eigenstates of the tw o-chain system . In Tables
I and IT we list the nonzero values of the coe cients c
and thelm ;nj ; (0)ivalues for the case oftwo ethylenes.
Tt is seen that sets of degenerate states of the com pos—
ite system together contribute equally to the singlet and
triplet channels, although ndividualm em bers of the set
m ay contrbute unequally. W e have determ ined that the
tin e evolution obtained from this approach is exactly the
sam e as that obtained from the generalm ethod described
In the previous section.

T he contribution arising from the right hand side of
Eqg. ié has been separated into tim e-independent and
tin edependent parts. The latter com es about when-
ever the two eigenstates In question are nondegenerate.



TABLE I:Signicantc; =< (0)j i> andthe< m ;nj ;>
valies and their product in the Huckel m odel for a pair
ethylenes in singlet channel. The index i corresponds to the
index of signi cant’ eigenstates of the total system and E ;
the corresponding energy eigenvalue.

i|lE; €V) G <m;nji>|(<m;nji>c
2| -4.3360| 03691 0.1362 0.0503
3| -43360|-03373 0.1138 -0.0384
41-41360|-0.0171 0.0120 -0.0002
5|-4.1360|-05000 0.0058 -0.0029
6|—4.1360| 04989 0.0120 0.0057
7| -4.1360|-0.0285 0.0059 -0.0002
8 | 3.9360 |-0.3558 0.1266 -0.0450
9]-39360| 03513 0.1234 0.0433

TABLE II: Signicantci =< (0)j ;1> and < m;nj; >,
for the triplet channel, for a pair of ethylenes.

ilE; @V)|< Q) i>|<m;nji>|<m;nji>c
2| -4.3360 03373 01138 0.0384
3| 43360 03691 01362 0.0503
4| -41360 -0.0179 0.0037 -0.0001
5|-4.1360 0.4985 0.0180 0.0090
6|—4.1360 05005 0.0047 0.0024
7| -41360 0.0251 0.0170 0.0004
8 | 3.9360 03513 01234 0.0433
9| 3.9360 03558 0.1266 0.0450

Furthem ore, at t = 0 the contribution from the tim e in—
dependent part exactly cancels the contribution from the
tin e dependent part. W hen the sign of the tin e depen-
dent part becom es positive the tw o contributions add up
to give them axinm um yield of025 in both the singlet and
the triplet channels observed in the discrete calculations.
T he periodicity of the oscillation corresponds to the en—
ergy di erence between the two pairs of the degenerate
states. This analysis could in principle be extended to
the case ofthe larger system sbut would be quite tedious
in view ofthe lJargerH ibert space dim ensions. N ote that
the decrease of the oscillation frequency of L, , (t) wih
Increasing chain length Fig. 2) is explained wihin the
above altemate procedure. T he length dependence ofthe
oscillation frequency ordiginates from thesmaller E; E5)
in longer chains.

B. Dynam ics in the PPP m odel

W e now present our results for interacting electrons
In Hintra @and H jter - In all cases for the interchain Vi;4
w e have chosen the O hno param eters, and the Interchain
hoppingt; = 01 eV .ForX, , we present the results of
calculationswih both X, = 0and 0.1eV.InFigs. 3 @)

TABLE III:Signi cantc; =< (0)j ;> andthe< m;nj ;>

values and their product for PPP m odel in the absence of
elctric eld, fora pairofethylenes In the singlet channel. T he
index i corresponds to the Index of signi cant’ eigenstates of
the totalsystem and E ; the corresponding energy eigenvalie.

E; Ci <m;nji>|cg<m;nj;>
05295 |-0.0249| -0.6992 0174
0.7328 |-0.0458| -0.6953 0318

11| 3.7748 | 0.7066 -0.0258 -0182
13| 3.7844 |-0.7056 0.0446 -0315
29|11 2503| 0.0082 0.1020 .0008
30 |11.6379|-0.0025 0.1206 -0003
32(14.0483| 0.0050 0.0028 00001
34|14.0611|-0.0054 0.0081 -00004

and 3 (b) we show the plots of I, 4 (t) In the singlet and
triplet channels for pairs of ethylenes, butadienes and
hexatrienes, respectively, for the case ofX, = 0. The
sam e results are shown In Figs 3 () and 3(d) orX, =
0l1ev.

Them ost obvious di erence from the Huckelm odel is
that theyields T, 5 (t) in both the singlet and triplet chan—
nels are considerably reduced in the present cases. Two
other points are to be noted. F irst, there isnow substan—
tial di erence between the singlkt and triplet channels,
w ith the singlkt yield higher in all cases. Second, the
strong di erences In singlet and triplet yields are true
for both X, = 0 and X, 6 0,-This is In contradic—
tion to the G olden Rule approach?42?, which ignores the
energy di erence between the 1'B, and the 1°B,. The
only consequence of nonzero X , is the asymm etry be-
tween the yields of (1'A4); 1'By)2 and ('A4), M'By)1
In the singlet channels, and a sin ilar asymm etry in the
triplet channels. Further discussion of this asymm etry
can be found In Appendix 1. T he overallconclision that
em erges from the results of Figs. 3 (@) — (d) is that
nonzero elkctron-electron interactions substantially en-—
hances

In order to understand the above resuls in fiirther de—
tailw e have also carried out the dynam ics calculation for
pairs of ethylenes according to Eq. :_Ll_i‘ A s in the Huckel
case these calculations yield the sam e results as them ore
generalm ethod. O ur results for the wavefuinctions of the
com posite tw o-chain system and the overlapsofthe prod—
uct eigenstates of the nalneutralm olecules w ith these
are shown in Tables ITT and IV . T he degeneracies In the
elgenstates of the com posite system that characterized
the Huckelm odel are now lifted, which is a known elec—
tron correlation e ect. W hat is m ore signi cant in the
present case is that the com posite state wavefunctions
that have large overlapsw ith  (0) are now not the sam e
ones that have large overlapsw ith the product w avefiinc—
tionsofthe nalstates. T hisiswhat reducesthe yieldsof
the charge-transfer processes in the PPP m odel, relative
to the Huckelm odel.



TABLE IV:Signicantc; =< (0)j ;> andthe< m;nj ;>
values and their product for PPP m odel in the absence of
ekctric eld, for a pair of ethylenes in the triplet channel.

E; Ci <mn;nj;i>|g<m;nj;i>

-2.7283|-0.0215 -0.6980 0150
3 |=2.7238|-0.0091 0.6982 -0064
10| 3.7697 | 0.7068 0.0060 0042
12| 3.7775 |-0.7067 0.0203 -0143
19| 8.0804 [-0.0056 0.1115 -0006
20| 8.0875 |-0.0190 -01114 0021
31(14.0475| 0.0051 -0.0056 -00003
33|14.0515|-0.0052 -0.0023 00001

Tables ITT and IV give a clear physical picture of the
charge recom bination process. For a large yild what
appears to be essential is that the com posite two—chain
system m ust have at kast som e eigenstates which have
sin ultaneously large overlps w ith both the direct product
of the initial polaronic states and the direct product of
the pair of eigenstates of the neutral subsystem s in the
the chosen channel. This can be interpreted as a \tran—
sition state theory" for the charge recom bination reac—
tion oqu.-:I:. Large overlaps w ith the initial polaronic
pair states occur for the states 11 and 13 in the singlet
channel (see Table III), and for the states 10 and 12 in
the triplet channel (see Table IV). This is n contrast
to the Hudkel case, where the large overlaps w ih the
polaron pair wavefunctions were w ith the sam e com pos—
ite two-chain eigenstates. T he overlaps of these speci ¢
two chaln elgenstates are larger for products of singlet

nal states jl'A4i; J'B,i; than for tripkt nal states
J'A 41 3By 1o, and this is what gives a larger yield for
the singlet exciton.

C. E ects ofexternalelectric eld

Our results in the previous subsection already indi-
cate that can be substantially larger than 025 for the
correlated electron H am ilttonian oqu.:fI . From com par-
ison of Fig. 2 and Figs. 3 @) - (d), we see however,
that the relative yields I, 5 (t) are lower by orders of
m agniude for interacting electrons. This is easily un-
derstandable w ithin tim e~independent second order per—
turbation theory, wihin which the extent to which the
niial polaron-pair state is m odi ed is directly propor-
tionalto them atrix elem ent ofH i, e between the initial
and nalstates, and inversely proportionalto the zeroth
order energy di erence. Since the energy di erences be-
tween the polaron-pair states and the nalneutral states
are substantial w ithin the PPP H am iltonian, the yields
are low . There are two possble interpretations of these
results. First, the actual yields of excitons in OLED S
is Indeed low , com pared to the theoreticalm axin um for
noninteracting electrons (recall that no direct com par-

ison of the experim ental light em ission intensities w ith
the theoreticalm axin um ispossble). Second, the exper-
In entally observed yields are in uenced substantially by
extemal factors ignored so far. W e consider this second
possbility here, and calculate w ithin our tin e-dependent
form alisn the yields I, , () In the presence of an exter—
nalelkectric eld (\extemal" in the follow Ing includes the
e ects of both the actual bias voltage as well as all in—
temal eld e ects). W hat ollow sm ay be thought of as
overly sin ple, but nevertheless, we believe that it gives
the correct physicalpicture. W e rst present our ormm al-
ism and num ericalcalculations, and only then we discuss
the interpretation of these results.

A sbefore, we consider pairs ofm olecules that are par-
allel to each other, w ith the m olecular chain-axes aligned
parallel to the x-axis. The electric eld is chosen along
the y-axis, such that the total H am iltonian now has an
additional contribution,

X
Hrfiey=E (O

i

Dyi+ @) 1)y ()

In the above E is the strength ofthe electric eld, and y;
?) gives the y-com ponent of the Jocation of the ith (fth
carbon atom In molcule 1 (). W e now perform our
dynam ical calculations w ith the com plete Ham ittonian
jl'lC]lejl’lg H fie1q -

In Figs. 4 and 5 we show the e ect ofthe extermalelec—
tric eld on the yield in the singlkt and triplkt channels
for a pair ofethylenes. W e see that in all the cases there
is a strong nonlinear dependence of the yield on the ex—
temal eld. In both the singlet and the triplet channels,
we see sharp increases in the yields over a range of eld
strengths. The eld strengths at which the increases in
the yields occur are about tw o orders ofm agnitude larger
than the experim ental elds in the OLED S, and we com —
m ent upon this below. Here we only observe that the

eld strength E over which the singlkt yield is larger is
an aller than eld strength over which the triplet yield
dom Inates.

W e have perform ed sin ilar calculations for the longer
chain system s, and in all cases the e ects are the sam e,
viz., there exists a range of eld strength where a sud-
den increase In the singlt yield occurs, while at still
larger elds there occurs a sin ilar jimp in the triplkt
yield. In Figs 6 (@) and 6 (b) we have shown the singlet
and triplet yields for eld strengthsof03V /A and 1.0
V /A , respectively, for hexatriene. In general, for a given
soin channel the threshold eld strength decreases w ith
the chain length (the threshold eld for the singlkt chan—
neldecreases from 0.7 V/A to 03V /A on going from
ethylene to hexatriene, while the threshold eld for the
triplet channeldecreases from 16V /A to10VA ).The
m ost in portant conclusions that em erge from these cal-
culations are that, (@) m acroscopically observabk yields,
com parable to the zero— eld yields w thin the noninter—
acting Huckelm odel, are found for large elds, and ()
while the calculated are greater than 025 for am aller

elds, this is reversed w ith further Increase in the eld



TABLE V: In case of a pair of ethylnes the states w ith
signi cant ¢ =< (0)j i1 > and < m ;nj ; >, or the PPP
m odelw ith electric eld of 0.7 V/A in the singlet channel.

ilE; €V) Ci <m;nji>|cg<m;nj;>
4| 05153 | 02086 0.7629 0.1591
5| 0.6828 | 03824 0.4933 0.1886
11| 1.0479 |-0.9001 0.3868 -0.3482
21| 65753 | 0.0005 -0.0055 0.0000
27(112881|-0.0016| -0.0577 0.0001
30(11.6946| 0.0040 -0.1175 -0.0005

strength.

In orderto understand the origin ofthe Increased yields
over ranges ofthe electric eld, we have analyzed the case
of a pair of ethylenes extensively, w ithin Eqg. :_Ifl . Firstly
i is worth noting that the geom etry In which the eld
is Introduced, the product states of the neutralH am itto—
nian are una ected by the electric eld. W e also notice
that the eigenvalues ofthe totalH am iltonian are not very
sensitive to the extemal eld. A s in the eld-free cases,
w e have obtained the pro fctions ofthe eigenstates ofthe
two-chain system on the initial state aswellas the prod—
uct ofthe nalstates, asa finction ofthe applied electric

eld in both the singlkt and the triplet channels. In Fig.
7, we plot the coe clents h ;1 ;ni as function of the
electric eld for the singlet and the triplet channels. W e
see that there are several states that show strong vari-
ation in both cases as a function of the eld. However,
when a product ofthese coe cientswith < (0)j ;> is
analyzed, the num ber of the states that sim ultaneously
have a Jarge value of these coe cients at the sam e elec—
tric eld is analler. In Fig. 8, we plot the dom inant
coe cients of these pro ctions, as a function of the ap-
plied eld. W e note that only a few states have both
profctions sin ultaneously large. W e also note that both
the pro ections peak at the sam e eld strength. It isthis
that leads to an abrupt increase in the yield at that eld
strength.

T he eigenstates ofthe fullH am iltonian that have large
progctions sin ultaneously to both the iniial and the

nal states can in fact be expressed alm ost com pletely
as a linear com bination of the initial polaron product
state and the nal product state of the neutral system
eigenstates. In Tables V and VI, we show the profc—
tions of the eigenstates of the fiill Ham iltonian at the
resonant electric eld on to (i) the mnitial state and (i)
to the product of eigenstates of the neutral system for
which resonance is observed. W e note that there are a
few elgenstates of the i1l H am iltonian which have large
coe clents for both profctions. This seem s to be In—
dependent of the energy of the eigenstate of the total
system . T he energetics decide the period of oscillations
and not the am plitude of the oscillations.

W e now com e to our interpretations of the above nu-
m erical calculations. In all cases the applied elds in
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TABLE VI: In case of a pair of ethylenes the states w ith
signi cant ¢ =< (0)j 1 > and < m ;nj; >, or the PPP
m odelw ith electric eld of 1.6 V/A in the triplet channel.

i1lE; €V) G <m;nji>|cg<m;nj;>
2| 2.8347| 05927 03031 0.1796
3| -2.7237| 0.0052 0.9142 0.0048
525174 | 0.8053 02179 -0.1755
20| 7.5928 | 0.0089 -0.0180 -0.0002
23| 8.0821 | 0.0054 0.1518 0.0008
24| 81387 [-0.0031 0.0364 -0.0001
26(10.1769| 0.0001 0.0163 0.0000

our calculations are substantially lJarger than what is ex—
pected from the extemally applied volage in OLED S.
N ote, how ever, that our m olecules are rather an all, and
the calculated threshold elds at which the e ect be-
com es observable decrease w ith the m olecular size. In
this context, i is worth recalling a previous exact cal-
culation of electroabsorption ©r short nite polyenestd.
T here the electric eld was parallel to the chain axis (as
opposed to perpendicular, as In the present case), and
it was found that the calculated electroabsorption can
sin ulate the experim entally observed behavior in long
chain polym er$?8¢, provided the ekctric eld used i
the short chain calculation was larger by two orders of
m agnitude than the experim ental eld. This is because
ofthe large energy gaps In short chains. W e believe that
a sin ilar argum ent applies In the present calculations of
Interchain charge-transfer: the energy di erence betw een
the initial polaron-pair state and the nalstates ismuch
larger In the an allm oleculepair system than in the ex—
perin ental system s, even when oligom eric. T he analogy
to electroabsorption would then in ply that the enhanced
m acroscopic yields would occur in the real system s at
much am aller, perhaps even realistic elds.

One nalpoint concems the geom etry used In our calk-
culations. In real OLED S the relative ordentations of
the m olecules of a given pair, as well as the ordentation
of the electric eld with respect to individual m em bers
of the pair will both be di erent from that assum ed in
our sinpl calculations above. E lctric elds that are
nonorthogonal to the chain axis of a m olecule w ill have
even stronger e ects than fund in our caloulations3¢,
while the random arrangem ents of the m olecul pairs
w ith respect to the eld In the experim ental system s in —
plies that the range of eld overwhich a given spin chan—
neldom natesw illbe substantially Jargerthan that found
In our calculations. W e therefore believe that a proper
Interpretation of our calculations is that in the experi-
m ental systam s, there occurm acroscopically large yields
of both sihglt and triplet excitons over a broad range
of electric eld. For small to m oderate eld strengths,
the singlkt channel dom inates over the triplet channel.
However, at still arger elds it is possible that this situ—
ation reverses. W hether or not this higher regim e of eld



strength is experin entally accessble is a topic of future
theoretical and experin ental research.

D . Chain length dependence

W e now discuss the chain length dependence of as
has recently been determ ined experin entalt323. From
carefiilm easurem ents using di erent, techniques, W ilson
et. al%% and W ohlgenannt et. al®? have established
that Increasesw ith conjigation length. W ilson et. al
have shown that while is glose to the statistically ex—
pected 025 in the m onom ertd, i is substantially larger
iIn the polymer. W ohlgenannt et. al. have shown that

= s Increases linearly with the nverse of the conjiga—
tion length.

W ithin ournum ericalprocedure, it isdi cult to deter-
m Ine the chain length dependence of directly. This is
because of multiple reasons, which include, (i) the lim i-
tation to rather sm all sizes, (ii) the necessity to integrate
In n (©) overa com plete period in each case In Figs. 3 @)
- (d) to obtain the totalyield over that period, and (i)
the di erence in the periods for singlkt and triplet chan—
nels, aswellasthe di erencesam ong di erent singlet and
triplet channels. W e therefore present our discussion of
chain length dependence within a sinpli ed form alisn
that is consistent w ith our tim edependent procedure.

Consider a transition Which could be of the charge-
transfer type) between the states ki and pi ofa two—
state systam , such that at tine t = 0 the system is In
state Bl (s 0) = 1, & 0) = 0). W e are interested iIn
the yield ¥ (t) F at a Jater tin e t due to a perturbation
Vis. This is a standard textbook problem®4, and the
tin edependent Schrodinger equation in this case is,

i .
Jhaon = Vgsexp (d!xst) 1e)
For tin e-independent Vig, as is true here (Vis In the
present case issin ply H inter OfE q.-_é) the above equation
is easily integrated to give,
cos ! st

. o L
B ©F = 23k ¥ if —5—06— ()
€, E)

In our case Bi = P, P, i, with the appropriate spin
combinations, and ki = j(1'A4); 1'By).i or the sin—
gkt channel, and ki= j1'A4); 1°By),1i for the tripkt
channel (@s usual, ki can also have the chain indices
reversed). W e have already dem onstrated (see section
IIT and Appendix 1) that the m atrix elem ent hky Fi is
nearly the sam e for the singlet and triplt channels, ex—
cept near the unigque point X, =t; = 05. Ignoring the
oscillation involring ! x5 we note that the relative yield of
the singlet exciton is Inversely proportionalto the square
ofEs=E®')+E® ) E(1'Ay) E (1'By)),whik
that of the triplet exciton is inversely proportional to
the square of E 1, n which E (I'B,) in the above is
replaced with E (1°B,) Mote, however, that w thin the
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tw o-state approxin ation we have assum ed that the sin—
glt and triplet states that are of interest are the lowest
singlet and triplet states; this can only be jisti ed by the
com plete m any-state calculations of the previous subsec—
tions). W e see Imm ediately that this sin ple two-state
om alisn predicts higher singlet yield, since E (1'By)
is considerably higher than E (1°B,). Im portantly, the
chain—length dependence of is also understood from the
above. Both E g and E 1 decrease with increasing
chain length. However, the ratio E g=E 1 also de-
creases, because of the covalent character of the 13Bu
and the lonic character of the 1'B,,. This is seen m ost
easily in the lin i of the sin ple Hubbard m odel for the
Individualchains (zero Intersite C oulom b interaction and
zero bond alemation in Eq.:ff), where E 5 approaches
Oand E 1 approachesU in the long chain lim it.

W ehavecalculated E g5 and E 1 exactly forallchain
lengths N = 4 - 10 within the PPP-O hno potential.
W hile the ratio E 1= E g shows the correct qualita—
tive trend (viz., Increasing E 1= E g wih increasing
N ) necessary for increasing w ith increasing N, the ac—
tualvariation is sm all. T his is to be expected, since our
chain length variation is am all, and the O hno potential
decays very slow ly. W ih our lin itation on N, it is nec—
essary that the Coulomb potential is short range, such
that we have the sam e H am iltonian at all chain lengths,
as is approxiy ately true for the experin ental system s
nvestigated??2d. W e have therefore done exact calcula—
tionsof E g and E 1 forthe extended Hubbard H am it
tonian (Viy in Eq.:_4: lim ied to nearest neighbor interac—
tion V) w ith param eters tj; = 1.08ty and 0.92t; for dou-
bl and single bonds, V=ty = 2 and U=ty = 5 and 6. In
Fig. 9 we show our calculated resultsfor E 1= E g for
the two cases, for di erent N . In both cases, Increasing

E 1= E s wih IncreasihgN indicates arger fOorlonger
chain lengths. Energy convergences are fasterw ith larger
U , which explains the steeperbehaviorof E 1= E g for
larger U, and gives additional support to our argum ent.

E. Role of heteroatom s

The experin ents by Baldo et. al.:f.’ and W ilson et.
al'% both indicate that in small m okcular system s
can be close to 025. This is In contrast to our results
for ethylene (see Fig. 3). for which  is calculated to
be substantially larger. One reason for this m ight be
that the Coulomb correlation e ects n thin In sam -
ples are an aller than wihin the PPP Ham iltonian due
to Intermm olecular interactions. T hedom inante ect, how —
ever, is due to the heteroatom s in the m olecules investi-
gated by these authors, as we show below . Speci cally,
the site-energy (electronegativity) di erence between the
heteroatom and carbon atom sm akesthese system scloser
to the Huckel Iim it and this is what decreases

In orderto com parew ith them odelpolyene system swe
consider pairs of CH=N ), in the follow ing calculations.
T he single chain H am ilttonian (Eq.:fl) isthen m odi ed as



follow s;id . TheHubbard U forthe nitrogen atom s, Uy =
1234. &V . The Iocal chem ical potential zy for nitrogen
wih  Ione pair involved In conjigation is 2. Finally,
nitrogen has site energy = { 2.96 &V relative to that of
the carbon atom s. T here are two possble arrangem ents
for the two chains In a parallel con guration, (i) carbon
(nirogen) on one chain lying directly above carbon i
trogen) atom on the other, and (i) carbon atom on one
chain kying above nitrogen atom on the second chain. W e
have chosen arrangem ent (i), { there is no findam ental
reason for arrangem ent (ii) to have a very di erent

In Figs. 10 (@) and () we have pltted the I, , ()
for the singlkt and triplt channels, respectively, for the
case ofX, = 0. Figs. 10 (c) and (d) show the same
forX, = 01 eV.The most In portant conclision that
em erges from these calculations is that the relative yields
of triplets are substantially larger in the present case, so
much so that can be even close to the statistical lim i
of 025 (note that there are three triplet channels and
the gures show the resuls for only one of these). W e
believe that these results give a qualitative explanation
of the observation ofBaldo et. alf. Taken together w ith
the chain length dependence of , as found In the pre—
vious subsection, these resuls also explain qualitatively
the observationsby W ilson et. al.'lzn, since the sam e chain
length dependence found In the case of sin ple polyenes
should be true here also, although it is conceivable that
rate of increase of wih N herem ay be slower.

VI. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSION S

W ith a parallel arrangem ent of two polyene chains,
we have shown that several experim entally observed
qualitative features of the singlet-to-triplt yield ratios
In -oonjigated system s can be understood wihin a
welkde ned totalH am iltonian for the two-chain system .
W hile our m odel system s are rather sinple, our theo—
retical treatm ent of the charge-transfer process betw een
the two chains is exact. W e have given a full tine-
dependent approach to the interchain chargetransfer
process, and have shown that In system s containing only
carbon atom s, the overall yield of the singlkt exciton is
considerably lJarger than that of triplet excitons and >
025. This is a direct consequence of m oderate electron—
electron Coulomb interactions which has strong e ects
on both the energies and the wavefiinctions of the singlet
and triplet excitons. T hem echanisn ofthe exciton yields
that em erges from our calculations is as Pllows. For
large yields, it is essential that there exist excited states
of the com posite two-chain system whose wavefunctions
have sin ultaneously large overlaps w ith the wavefunc—
tion of the iniial state consisting of polaron pairs, and
the nalstate consisting of the two chains in the neutral
states. O verlaps of the excited states of the two-chain
system with nal states in the singlet channel are con—
siderably larger than for nalstates in the triplt chan—
nel, and this is what gives a large yield for the singlet
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exciton. This is a consequence of the di erent natures
of the singkt and triplet excitons, which are ionic and
covalent, respectively, In the VB notation. Our result
here is congsistent w-ith experin entson long oligom ersand
polym ers L4283 | A ¥hough our exact caloulations are
lim ited to short chains, wihin a two-state approxin a—
tion that is consistent w ith the fullm ultidevel calculation
we have shown that increases with the chai-length,
in agreem ent w ith experin ental observation€321. The
tw o-state approxin ation gives an altemate explanation
of the higher yield of the singlet exciton that is related
to the singlet and triplet exciton binding energies, w hich
are substantially di erent In  -conjigated polym ers. F i~
nally, we have exam ined the role of heteroatom s, and
have shown that In sm allm olecular system s w ith niro—
gen as the heteroatom , is substantially sm aller, and
m ay be even close to the statistically expected value of
025. The wavefunctions In this case, due to the strong
electronegativity di erence between the heteroatom and
carbon atom s, are closer to the Huckel Ilim it, and this is
what Increases the relative yield of the triplet excion.
O ur results here successfilly explain the di erence-be-
tween A ]q3§ and heteroatom containing m onom erd? on
the one hand, and polym eric system s on the other, and
thereby provide additional strong support to our theo—
retical approach.

The tim edependent approach to the charge-transfer
process developed here is com pletely general and can be
applied to m any other sim ilar processes, for exam ple,
photoinduced charge-transfer, triplet-triplet collisions in
OLED S, etc. These and other applications are currently
being nvestigated. Sim ilarly, for a m ore com plete un—
derstanding of the chain length dependence of ,wewill
Investigate charge-transferprocessw ithin thedensity m a—
trix renom alization group technique.

W hilke this m anuscript was under preparation we re—
ceived a In_a_n_u_sgr_jgt (S.K arabunarliev and E R .B ittner,

‘cond-m at/0206013) from E . Bitmner that discusses the
relative yields of singkt and triplet excitons w ithin the
context of ntrachain processes (see section :1];'[) as op—
posed to the interchain process discussed here. A though
the approach ofthese authors isdi erent from ours, they
also nd that the relative yields of singlet and triplet ex—
citons are detem Ined by their binding energies (an aller
binding energies giving larger yields). It is not clear
w hether the approach used by these authors applies to
m olculebased O LED S. T hese authors have also investi-
gated the e ect ofbroken electron-hole sym m etry, which
is related to our calculationson chainsof CH=N),.Our
results here are di erent. W hile K arabunarliev and B i
ther nd even higher relative yield of singlet excitons
(com pared to electron-hole sym m etric case) we nd that
here is an aller (see above). W hile a com plte analy—
sis of the electron-hole recom bination m ust lnclude both
Interchain and Intrachain processes (@nd is a sub Ect of
future work in this area), we believe that this last resul,
w hen com pared to experin ents, jistify ourbasic assum p—
tion that spin-dependence ofthe yields ofexcitons can be


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0206015

understood largely w ithin the context of intermm olecular
and interchain charge-transfer.
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VIII. APPENDIX 1

W e present here detailed analytic calculations of the
m atrix elem ents of H ity fOr the case of two ethylenes.
W e believe that these calculations give clear understand—
ngs of the chain-length independence of the calculated

s= 7 wihin the Fem iG olden Rule approach Eqg. -8)
that was presented In section ']It (see Fig. 1). We also
believe that even as these calculations show the inade—
quacy ofthe G olden Rul approach they provide an indi-
rect understanding of the actualm echanian behind large

In long chain polym ers.

A s in the rest of the paper we consider parallel ar-
rangem ents of the ethylene m olecules, w ith sites 1 and 2
(3 and 4) corresponding to the lower (upper) m olecule.
Subscripts 1 and 2 that are assigned to wavefunctions
describe the lower and upperm olcule, resoectively. T he
relevant single-m olecule eigenstates, corresponding to the
Iowerm olecule then can be w ritten as

j o
1 (R — y y y Y :
j]- Agll - (C]_— 2) (al;" al;# + aZ;" az;#)j)l +

p_
@= 2)@].a],

ay ,a;..) Pi (16a)
P -
1'Buhi = A= 2)@,.al, aj.al,)Pi (16b)
j o=
PBuis = (= 2)@.a), + a] )0 Pi (160)
+ P v y :
P a= 0= 2)@, +a )Pi (16d)
S
P oh= (= 2)@al,a), a.ap,al, )Pi (L6e)

In the above P1i is the vacuum for chain 1 and ¢ and ¢,
are the ocoe cients of the ionic and covalent con gura—
tions in the 1A ; ground state that are to be determ ined
by solving orthe 2 2 A4 subspace gf ethylene w ithin
the PPP Ham itonian (¢ = o = 1/ 2 in the Huckel
Ham iltonian and them atrix elem ents In Eqg. -é in the sin—
glkt and triplet channels are exactly equal in this case).

W e have chosen the M § = 0 waveflinction for the 1°B,,
but what ollow s is equally true fortheM 5 = 1 wave—
functions. W e have not assigned de nie spin states to
the charged polaronic wavefiinctions, since the charged
m olecules can have either spin, and since di erent com bi-
nations of these spin states give the niial spin singlet or
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triplet product eigenstates or P * P i. Note, however,
the relative m Inus signs between the two con gurations
In P i, asopposed to the relative plus signsbetween the
two con gurationsin P * i. Thisiswhat ensuresthat the
product wavefunctions ofthe type j?{r P, i, wih positive
charge on m olecule 1 and negative charge on m olecule 2
has odd parity w ith respect to the center of inversion on
a singke chai, and charge recom bination can therefore
only generate neutral states that have odd parity (for
example, 1A i J'B i, but not 1A i R'A D).

W e consider the initial states jis 1 and Jir 1 rst, which
are constructed from taking products of the polaronic
wavefiinctions given above. Since these product func—
tions contain four tem s each, and also since one of
our goals is to arrive at a visual representation of the
charge recom bination process In con guration space, we
have chosen not to write their explicit form but have
given in Fig. 11 the wavefunctions in the VB notation,
where a singlet bond between sites i and j is de ned
as 2 ' @l.ayy,;  al,ayi.)Pi, a trplkt bond (W ih
an arrow pointing from site i to site j) is de ned as
2 7% @ .ay;,; + al,ay;.)Pi, and crosses correspond to
doubly occupied sites aBi’;.. ay;s Pi. G wen the initial and

nalstates, it isnow easily seen thatVi;y I H iper -E q.:é)
playsno rolew ithin the Golden Rule approadﬂq"l"’:, sinoe
this term causes no transition between the initialand -
nal states (note, however, V;;5 can play a Sng’ll cant role
In the full dynam ics calculation of section IN) Thema—
trix elem ents of the rem aining term s n H jer are now
readily evaluated and these are given below ,

h(1'Ag)1 @'Bu)2 H inter P1 P, s

= @@= 2( 6 +2X;) @= 2(t+X,) @A7a)
h(I'Ag); 1'Byu)1H ineer P1 P, !

= @@= 2)( & +2X;)+ (= 2)( & + 3X;) @7b)
h(I'Ag)1 ®Bu)eH inter 1 P, iTp

= @= 2(t+X:) (@ 2)( & +2%;) Q70
h(llAg)]]:O(l3Bu)2j-I inter P71 P, iTp

= @@= 2( & +3K;)+ = 2)( & +2X,) @Q7d)

Severalpointsareto benoted now . First, forX , = 0, the
squares of all the m atrix elem ents are equal, and hence
there is no di erence between singlet and triplet genera—
tion within the G olden Rule approgch in this lim it, and
we agree on this w ith Shuaiet. a1td Second, how ever,
de ning overall g asthe sum ofthe squares ofthem a—
trix elem ents in Egs. 17 @) and and (), and t as the
sum of the squares of the m atrix elem ents in Egs. 17 (c)
and (d), respectively, we see that 5= ¢ depends very
weakly on X, =t;, at allX , =t; exoept for X , =t; very
C]O%t00.5,WheIe t?+2X?=Oa.nd t + X and

t; + 3X , have opposite signs. This is particularly so



for the calculated ¢ and ¢, for PPP-O hno param eters
(¢ = 05786, = 0.8156). W e now exam ne the di er—
ent tetm s n Egs. 17@) - d) In detail. From Fig. 11
we note that there are three classes of interchain elec—
tron transfers: (i) chargetransfer between sites that are
both singly occupied, keading to a doubly occupied site
or an empty site denoted by 1 + 1 ! 2 + 0, where
the num bers denote site occupancies) { or the exact re—
verse process, (i) chargetransfersofthetypel + 0! 0
+ 1, using the sam e notation, and (iil) charge-transfers
ofthetype 2+ 1! 1+ 2, agaih wih the same no—
tation. These three processes have di erent m atrix ele—
ments (b + 2X-), ( &b + X, )and ( & + 3X, ), re—
spectively. The role 0ofX ; now becom es absolutely clear.
Nonzero X ; creates an asymm etry between the upper
and lowerm olecule, leading to a di erence between the
yiedsof 1'A 41 1'Byi; and 1A 41 1'B i, but i does
not create a signi cant di erence between s and .

Atexactly X, =t;, = 05tem scontaining ( t, + 2X ;)
in the m atrix elem ents vanish, while the other tem s are
also an all and of opposite signs. The singlkt channel
m atrix elem ents now involve only ¢, whilk the triplet
channel m atrix elem ents nvolve only ¢ . Since for re—
pulsive Coulom b interactionsc, > ¢, the sum ofthe the
squares ofthem atrix elem ents here are larger for the sin—
gkt channelthan for the triplet channel. This iswhat is
re ected In our plot of Fig. :g N ote, how ever, that the
calculated yields approach zero In both cases here. It is
also clear from Egs. 17 that this di erence between the
sinhglet and triplet channels persist over a very narrow
region about X , =t; = 05. W e therefore do not believe
that this is of any relevance for realistic system s.

Our nalpoint concemsthe chain-length independence
of our resuls in Fjg.-'_g (except near X , =t; = 0.5). For
arbitrary chain lengths there can occur only the three
classes of interchain charge-transfers discussed above (1
+ 1! 2+40,1+0! 04 1land2+ 1! 1+ 2).The
detailed wavefuinctions of longer chains are di erent, but
the expectation values jnniyi for the di erent wave-
functions are nearly the sam e for xed intrachain corre—
lation param eters. Thus although In long chains there
can In principl occur m any m ore interchain hops that
areofthetypel+ 1! 2+ 0, such chargetransfers lead
to additional doubl occupancies (relative to the over—
all initial states) that are energetically costly because of
electron correlation e ects. Such charge-transfers there—
fore m ake weak contributions to the overall interchain
charge-transfer. T he net consequence is the weak chain-
length dependence found in Fig. 1 at all points other
than X = = 05.

W e believe that the above detailed calculation, aside
from indicating the napplicability of the G olden Rule,
also Indicates that the proper theoreticaltreatm ent m ust
Inclide the di erences in the energies and wavefinc-
tions of the nal states, as indeed is done in our tin e~
dependent calculations.
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IX. APPEND IX 2

D etails of the num erical procedure that were not dis-
cussed in section M are given below . T he charged aswell
as neutral elgenstates of H ih+ra Or ndividual chains are
obtained In the VB xepresentation by using a diagram —
m atic VB approach?? w ith bit representation ofthe basis
states. T he eigenstates ofa given spin S are obtained for
M s = S.TheVB eigenstatesare then transform ed to the
basis of Slater determ nantswith M g = S by expanding
the temm s In each sihglkt pair and assigning an up-spin
at each unpaired site with single occupancy. Thus, a
triplet VB basis consisting of two singlet pairs and cor-
resoonding to a function with M g = 1 is expanded into
four Slater determ inantseach with M g = 1. To obtain
eigenstate corregoonding to otherM g valies w ith Slater
determm inantal basis, we apply the $ operator on the
state, asm any tim es as is necessary.

W e use the eigenstatesof P *iand P 1ito om the
Iniial state of chosen spin in the fom ,

A\l

. 7.1 1. 18)
1 7 HEE

1 ]5 22

1l 1, 5 1 N 1.
;=i ? 3+ =i
L7 pnihitow
where the subscripts 1 and 0 refer to the total spin of
the initial state. The direct product of the states are
expressed In the Slater determm inantal basis of the com —
posite system w ith the coe cient cy ofthe basis state ki
In the com posite system being given by
X
& = didy < ki?m > 19)
1m

where d; and d,, are the coe cients of the basis states

Ji and dn i in the ground states of the subsystem s 1 and
2 respectively. The direct product itself is e ected by
shifting the 2n; bits of the Integer representing the basis
state of system 1w ith n; sitesto the In m ediate left ofthe
2n, bits in the integer that represents the basis state of
system 2 wih n; sites. T he resulting larger integer w ith
2 (1 + ny) bits correspond to an Integer that represents
one ofthebasis states ofthe com posite system of (n1+ ny)

sites.

T he evolution of the iniial state nvolves solving the
linear algebraic equations, Ax (t+ t) = b, where, the
m atrix elem ents of the m atrix A and the com ponents of
b are given by,

. t
Ajj = (4t JhHij7) (20)
X
b = (13

3

t
i 55— )% © 1)

The matrix A In the largest system we have studied is
nearly of order one m illion and for reasonable conver—
gence of the solution of the system of equationswe need



a toftheorderof0:05eV=h which istypically 0.033 fam —
toseconds, and this guaranteesdiagonaldom inance ofthe
m atrix A . Thus, ifone w ishes to follow the dynam ics for
even as long as say 60 fam toseconds one needs to solve the
linear system about 2000 tin es. T his is rendered possible
by the sparseness of the m atrix A . For,e cient conver-
gence, we use a mm allm atrix algorithm *% which is very
sin ilarto the D avidson’s algorithm form atrix eigenvalue
problem . In the case of the largest system size, it takes
about twelve hourson a DEC A Ipha 333 M H z system to
evolve the state by 60fs for a given channel.

At the end of each ieration In the evolution of the
state, we obtain the intensity or the yield n a pair of
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states in the neutral subsystem . The number of such
pairs is enom ous when we dealw ith say two system s of
six siteseach. T he num ber ofpairs in the singlet channel
is 30,625 while that in the triplet channel is 33,075. W e
can reduce the pairs onto which we progct the evolved
state by restricting ourselves to a few low -energy states
of the neutral subsystem . However, even in this case,
the num ber of pairs could be rather large. To overcom e
this problem , we select only those pairs which have a
mnimum yied ofsay 10 * at alltin es. T his restriction
when Im plem ented judiciously leavesusw ith only a few

pairs with signi cant yields.
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Figure C aptions

Figure 1 : The ratio ofthe squares of the singlet and
triplet m atrix elem entsofH jhter ( s= 1 accordingtoEq.
:_é), asa function ofX , =t; forpairsofethylenes (circles),
butadienes (squares) and hexatrienes (diam onds).

Figure 2 : Y ild in the singlt channel as a fiinction
of tin e, for pairs of ethylnes (top panel), butadienes
(m iddle panel) and hexatrienes (pottom panel),w ihin
the smple Huckelmodel U = Vi = X, = 0). Sig-
nicant yield in all cases occur only for nal states
JA'AL) @B, )2 > and jA'B, )1 A'A}), >, between
which the yields are identical. Yields in the triplt
channel JA'AY ); I°B ), > and JA°B [ ); 'AL ), > are
identical to those in the singlet channel.

Figure 3 : Yields in the singlet and triplt chan—
nels within the PPP Ham iltonian. In all cases the top
panel corresponds to pair of ethylenes, the m iddle panel
to pairs of butadienes, and the bottom panel to pairs of
hexatrienes. (a) Singkt channel, t; = 0:1&V; X, = 0;
) Triplt channel, t; = 01eV; X, = 0; (¢) Sihgkt
channel, t; = 0:leV; X, = 0:1eV; (d) Tripkt channel
t, = 0deV; X, = 0deV. Evolution in case of hexa—
trienes is tracked for 20 fs while In other cases, the evo—
ution is tracked for 60fs. Signi cant yields in singlkt
channel occurs only ©r nal states j(llA; )1 'B, ) >
and J1'B, )1 (11A; )2 >, between which the yields are
dentical in (@) and (@) but dierent n () and d).
Sin ilbarly, yields In triplt channel are to the states
WAL PBY ), > and JWPBJ ) W'AY), >, between
which the yields are iddenticalin (@) and () but di erent
In () and d).

Figure 4 Yields in the sihglkt channels (@)
1A )1 @B )24, b) JA'AL)2 (1B )14, as a function of the
electric ed V/A)andtine (8) . Heret, = 01 &V and
X, =0l1ev.

Figure 5 Y ields in the triplet channels (a)
1A )1 38 )24, ©) J1'A4), (B )14, as a function of the
electric eld (V/A) and tine (f58). Param eters are sam e

16

asin Fig. 4.

Figure 6 : Y ilds In the singlkt channel for pairs
of hexatriene m olecules, as a function of tine (fs) with
t; = 01eV and X, = 0:1eV In an extemalelectric eld.
(@) Singlkt channelat 03 V/A, (o) shglt channel at
042V /A and triplkt channelat 10V /A .

Figure 7 : Evolution of signi cant < im;n > as
a function of electric eld (V/A), in case of the explicit
tin e evolution of eigenvectors the PPP Ham iltonian for
a pair ofethylenes iIn (@) singlet and (o) triplet channels.

Figure 8 :<mnj;>< (0)j ;> pltted asa func-
tion of electric eld (V/A), for signi cant states 'Y for
(@) the singlkt—singlet channeland () the singlet-triplet
channel Por a pair of ethylenes. T he singlket-singlet chan—
nel n (@) corresponds to mgs, > and Jg, > and the
singlet-triplet channelin () corresponds to jng, > and
T >

Figure 9 : E 1=E g vs 1=N for the case of linear
chains with "U-V" m odel Ham iltonian for the case of
(i) U=5eV and V=2&V (squares) and (i) U=6eV and
V=2eV (circles).

Figure 10 : Y ieldsinthePPP m odelforthe CH=N);,
system . (@) singlketand () triplet channelswith X, = 0;
() and (d) singlket and triplt channelswih X, = 0de&V.
T he statetowhich theyield issigni cantin (@) is $¢S1 >
while in () it is to the state B¢T > . The yield to states
PB1Sp > In singlet channeland T Sy > In triplet channel
are dentical to those for $4S; > and $,T > In (@) and
() respectively. In (c) theyieldsto $1S¢ > and $¢S1 >
are not the sam e and are shown separately. Sim ilarly, in
d) yieldsto TSy > and BT > are shown separately.

Figure 11 : The initial (@) singlet and () triplet
states P, P, i for the case of two ethylenes, and the
result of operating with H ihter . The upper (lower) two
sites correspond to m olkecule 1 (molecule 2). The result
(©) is a linear relationship between covalent triplet VB
diagram s.
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