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A bstract
A dynam icalm odel of the dielectric screening of con juigated polym ers is introduced and solved
using the density m atrix renom alization group m ethod. T he m odel consists of a line of quantized
dipoles interacting w ith a polym er chain. T he polym er ism odelled by the P ariserParrPople P P -
P) model. It is found that: (1) C om pared to isolated, unscreened single chains, the screened 1'B u
exciton binding energy is typically reduced by ca.1l €V to just over 1 €V. (2) Covalent (m agnon
and bim agnon) states are very weakly screened com pared to ionic (exciton) states. (3) Screening

ofthe 1'B, exciton is closer to the dispersion than solvation lim it.

PACS numbers: 78.67.n, 7722 d


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0402569v1

I. NTRODUCTION

T he Intra-chain excitations of a conjigated polym er in the solid state are often strongly
screened by the environm ent of the other polym ers. This screening causes signi cant re-
ductions of the ionic singlechain excitation energies and charge gaps, and thus single-chain
calculations are expected to considerably overestin ate the actual excitation energies of
polym ers In the solid state. In particular, the energy of a point charge is typically reduced
by approxin ately 1 €V, whilk the excitation energy of the lowest dipolke allowed exciton is
reduced by approxin ately 05 €V, in plying a deviation ofapproxin ately 1:5 &V in the sihgle-

chain calculated exciton binding energy in com parison to the solid state m easurem ents2”2

Tt isusefiilto consider two 1im iting cases for the interaction between the electron-hol pair
and the polarization of the dielectric m ediim , nam ely solvation-like versus digpersion-like
Interactions. By solvation, we m ean a polarization that develops around the electron and
hole and Pollow s the m otion of these charged species (that is, the dielectric is fast com pared
to the electron-holem otion) . In thiscase, thee ectsofthe polarization can be absorbed into
a static screened electron-hole C oulom b Interaction. By dispersion, we m ean the interaction
between uctuating dipoles, such asm ay arise between the uctuating dipole of the bound
electron-holk pair n an exciton and the dipoles of the dielectric m edium . T he interactions
becom e digpersion—like when the tin e scale of the electron-hole m otion is com parable to or
Jess than the tin e scale of the dielectric response (that is, the electron-hole m otion is fast
com pared to the dielectric). In this case, the dielectric polarization does not identically
follow the electron-hol m otion, but rather uctuates in a m anner that is correlated w ith
the m otion of the electron-holk pair. Now , the e ects of the polarization m ay be m odelled
by a dynam ically screened electron-holk Coulomb interaction.

T he nature of the screening thus depends on the relative tin e scale of the electron-holk
m otion, which is approxin ately inversely proportionalto the exciton binding energy'-é, versus
the tim e scale of the dielectric polarization, which is Inversely proportional to the optical
gap of the diekectric m edium . In inorganic sam iconductors, the exciton binding energy is
one to two orders ofm agnitude an aller than the opticalgap. T he polarization is then much
faster than the electron-hol m otion, such that it can llow the electron-hole m otion and
e ectively screen the Coulomb jnteractjon:‘.; In organic sam iconductors, the exciton binding
energy is com parable to the optical gap and we expect the Interaction between the exciton



and the dielectric polarization to have a digpersion—-like character. In this regin g, there isno
a priori reason to suppose that a static dielectric regoonse function w ill correctly describbe
the relevant physicsl?l .

In thispaperwe present a dynam icm odelofthe dielectric —m aking no assum ptions about
tin e scales —w ith which we attem pt to understand the screening of the key excited states
of conjugated polym ers. W e consider the ok of lengths scales (ham ely, the electron-hole
separation versus the length scales in the m onopole-dipole Interaction), tin e scales (nam ely,
exciton excitation energy versusbinding energy), and ionicity versus covalency in the excited
states. T he correlated electron dynam ics w ithin a single chain are m odelled by the P ariser-
ParrPopl (P-P-P) model, whik the dielectric is treated as a linear chain of quantized
dipoles. This m odel is solved essentially exactly via the density m atrix renomm alization
group OMRG) method:-'g

The plan of this paper is as ollow s: In the next section the m odel is introduced and

param eterized. In the follow ing section we discuss our results, and nally conclude.

ITI. DYNAM IC DIELECTRIC MODEL

The m odel is designed to represent the dielectric response of an array of conjugated
polym ers parallel to the solute (or test) chain. T he dielectric function, (!), ofan assembly
ofpolym ers J'slf,
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where !, and f, are the frequency and oscillator strength for the nth transition, g and m
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are the ekctronic charge and m ass, o is the dielkctric constant of free—space, and N is the
num ber of polym ers per unit volum e. In this paper we consider a tw o-state’ m odel, nam ely
we only consider excitations of the dielectric from the ground state to the rstdipolkallowed
state (eg. the 1'B, state in centro-symm etric polym ers). Then, using the oscillator sum

nile, .
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FIG .1l: Thepolymerchain (dashed line), with a m onopok at x; (circke) and the line of longitudinal

dipoles (dotted line), with a dipole at x4 (arrow ).

we have
N 2h"i?!,
o h(12 12)°

In thisexpression, h"iand ! ; are the transition dipolem om ent and frequency ofthe excited
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state. h!y corresoonds to the optical gap of the polym ers. W e note that or ! >> !y Eq.

@) becom es,
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where !> = N = om is the plasna frequency. This frequency is typically 10 20 €Vs -
much larger than the optical gap or the energy scale of the electron-hol m otion — so this
Iin it need not concem us here.

Since the dipoke m om ent of the chain is paralkl to the chain axis, we consider a line of
longitudinal djpoles, each oscillating w ith a characteristic frequency, !q ."3 The dpolk at x;

Interacts w ith a point-charge on the solute chain at x; via the m onopole-dipol interaction,

ax
Us (x;1) = el 6
s &X;1) PRIy ©®)
where isthedijpolemoment, x = (X5 x3) and r is the nom al distance of the Iine of

dipoles from the chain, as illustrated In Fig. 1.

A realistic m odel of the dielectric would consist of a three-din ensional array of lines of
dipoles surrounding the solute chain. H owever, such a m odelwould not be easily solublk by
the DM RG m ethod. Instead, we consider a one-din ensionalm odel and derive an e ective
Interaction between them onopoles and the three-din ensional array of dipolesby integrating

over a cylinder w ith inner and outer radiiof r; and r,, resoectively:

Zr2

U Xinin)= 2 arUg (x;r)dr ()
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FIG . 2: The integrated m onopoledipole interaction, U X;r;1n), Prrh = 4 A, with b = 8 A
(squares) and r, = 16 A (circlkes).
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Here, is the number density of dipolks and a is the lnear separation (for convenience
taken to be the ssparation between the sites on the chain). T he purpose of this integration
procedure is that it perfomm s a type of average over the distances between the line dipoles
and the solute chain. However, r; is still the e ective length scale in the interaction, as
shown in Fig.2,which showsU (x;1;1) rdi erent p for xed 5. Forboth r, = 8 A and
16 A U (X;11;1) is strongly peaked at approxin ately the value of r; . Thus, using a singke
line dipok a distance r; away would give very sin ilar resuls to the cylinder of inner radiis
r.
The H am iltonian is thus,

H=HetHgt Hecqs @)
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is the P-P P m odel, describbing the interacting electronic degrees of freedom . ¢ creates an
A P
elkectron wih spin 1n the -orbialon siteiandN;= c\i’ci . Vi is the O hno€oulomb

repulsion,
U
1+ ﬁj

where isthe dielectric constant (generally taken to be 1), the bond lengths are nA and
= (U=14:397)?. Thebond lngths, a, used in the evaluation ofVi; are14 A, and the bond
angle is 180°. The transfer integralist; = t(1 + ( 1) ), where isthe bond din erization
param eter.
T he Ham iltonian,
Hy= * hlobbs; (1)
J
describes the oscillating dipoles. b;’ isaboson operator creating a quantum ofenergy hly ina
Inear ham onic oscillator located at x5. This temm describes the non-interacting selfenergy
ofthe oscillating dipoles. H owever, In thism odelw e neglect the dipole-dipolk interactions, as
In one din ension this nduces an unphysical sopontaneous dipolem om ent. T hus, the classical
limit de ned as !y ! 0) isnot com pletely describbed by thism odel.
U sing Eq. (%), the m onopole-dipoke Ham iltonian is,
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where we de ne the din ensionless m onopole-dipole coupling constant, , as,
= rfhél (13)
and we have used
A, (bY+ )
A= qhd_lebJ: 14)

ghdi is the transition dipolem om ent of the solvent chains associated w ith the 1'B | exciton®
and (b‘]’ + by)=2 is the din ensionless operator corresponding to the displacem ent of the os-
cillator.



In the absence of electron-electron interactions and for only localm onopole-dipole Inter-
actions the Ham iltonian, H , is the Holstein m odel, which is widely used to study charge-
density-w ave phenom ena In m olecular solids. T he m onopole-dipole Interactions in ply that
H possesses a sgoecial type of particlke-hole symm etry. In particular, H is Invarant under
the sin ultaneous partick-hol transform ation 03:9'

d ! (D (15)
and a reversal of parity In the boson operator,
b? ! b? 16)

h!y is the excitation energy of the 1'B,, exciton and qhﬂ\l is its corresponding transition
dipolem cm ent. T hese are determ ined by solving the single chain PP -P m odelin the absence
of m onopoledipok interactions. is the only adjistable param eter In the m odel, and is
adjasted to reproduce the solvation energy of a point charge found by Yaron and M oore;‘.i for
particular values of the P-P-P param eters, namely, t, U and . Having xed forone st
of PP -P param eters the m odel can be transferred to another sst of PP P param eters, by
recalculating the unscreened values of h!y and I’ﬁ\i, and the solvation of states as a fiinction

of these param eters can be m oniored.

A . Param etrization of the m odel

M oore and Yaroné studied solvation e ects in polyacetylene by surrounding a central
solute chain by Increasing num bers of solvent chains, arranged as in the crystal structure
ofreéé, and extrapolating to an n nite system . The central chain was treated with a P—
P-P modelwih parameters, t = 2:4045&v, = 0:0734,U = 1113 &V (corresponding to
ty = 2581 &V and g = 2228 €V) and the solvent chains were treated In an independent-
electron approxin ation. Coulomb interactions were Inclided between all chains. R eplacihg
the central solute chain w ith a point charge led to an estin ate of about 1 €V for the solva—
tion energy of a point charge. In the assum ption of an In niely fast dielectric, where the
solvent polarization is equilbbrated to the instantaneous position of the electron and hol,
the solvation energy of a well ssparated electron and hol is about 1.9 €V . U sing a m odel
that approxin ates the dynam ic response of the dielectric, the free electron and hole becom e



TABLE I: Unscreened energies, the transition m om ent, ndi, and the dipole bolarizability’, =
ndi?
E 1By, )

of a 50-site polym er chain m odelled by the P-P-P m odel. T he energies are In €V s.

t U E (I'B,) 1'B, bindingenergy E @'A}) E (1°B) kdia

2:4045 1113 0:0734 285 229 231 128 872 2677

dressed by the diekctric response of the solvent chains to form polarons and the solvation
energy drops to about 1.5 €V . Using the ab initio DFT-GW A-BSE m ethod, Bobbert and
co-workers calculated a point charge screening In polythiophene of 055 €V, ie. 131 for the
charge ga 11,

N otice that for the param eter values used by M oore and Yaron the P-P-P model is
strongly c:on:e]atedEE . The tripkt, 13B: , state ism ore properly described as a m agnon than
then = 1 M ott#W annier triplt exciton. Sin ilarly, the 21A; state isnot then = 2 M ott—
W annier singlet exciton, but a bim agnon, whose energy liesbelow then = 1 singlt exciton,
nam ely the 11Bu stateﬂs':l:% T he unscreened energies of a 50 site chain are shown In Tablk 1.

WesolveEq. @) by theDMRG m ethodl:r: using a program welktested on sin ilar electron—
boson m ode]s':?é. Since the boson energy scale, h!ly, is com paratively large com pared to
the electronic excitation energies, we found that only one boson per site is required for
the excitation energies to converge to within 0:01 €V . The number of superblodk states
was typically 100;000 and one nite-lattice swesp at the target chain size was always
perform ed to ensure convergence.

Takingr; = 4A,n = 16 A and = 0:14,we obtain a screening energy of 0:81 €V for
the point charge. This is interm ediate between the values of B obbert'-113 and M ooreY aroné
and is close to the charged-polaron result of 0:88 for 50 sites:'?: T he distance dependence
of the chargecharge screening arising from the dielectric m odel of Eq. 7) is sin ilar to
that obtained from the explicit solvent m odel of M ocore and Yaron:é, suggesting that the
Iongitudinal dipoles provide a reasonable description of the dielectric m edium .

T he excitation energy ofthe 1'B , exciton is reduced by 0:69 &V, which is roughly tw ice
as large as the Yaron-M oore resu]if ,and much largerthan the DFT-GW A-BSE calculation,
w hich predicts a negligible screen ing ofthe excito 1 . Thebinding energy istherefore reduced
from 23 €V to 14 V. As already noted, for these param eter ranges the ZL3B;r State is a

m agnon and the 21A; state isa bim agnon. Both states are therefore strongly covalent w ith



TABLE II: Screened energies, E, screening energies, S, and the screened llBu binding energy,

BE, ofa 50-site polym er chain. T he charge gap is denoted by 2 . The energies are In €V s.

t U ETB,)SA'B,)EQRA])SQRAL)E@B])SEB}) 2 S@ ) BE

24045 1113 00734 0:14 2116 0:69 222 0:09 125 003 353 162 137

very little jonicity and thus there is very little screening. Thisa ect can be traced badk to
the m onopole-dipoke Interaction, Eq. (2), which show s that the electric dipole couples to
charge density (or ionic) uctuations in the wavefunction. These resuls are summ arized In

Tabl TII.

ITT. RESULTS

H aving param eterized the m odel, we now investigate other param eter ranges. is found
using Eq. f13) or xed and x with the recalculated valie of hdi. First, we consider
U = 10e&V,t= 256&V and = 0i, as this corresponds to the optim al param eter st
used by B arford and Bursill in their study oftjﬁns-po]yaoety]ene:%é . The sihgle chan PP-P
excitation energies are shown In Tabl ITI. N otice that, unlke the case for the origihal P -
P-P m odel param etrization, the 2'A} state lies higher In energy than the 1'B,, state. The
screened energies are shown in Tablk IV, where we see that the charge gap is solvated by ca.
2:0 eV, and the 1'B,, and 2'A] states are screened by 0:80 eV and 0475 eV, respectively.
T he binding energy of the llBu exciton is reduced from 23 to 11 V.

W e next investigate the 0l played by the strength ofthe Coulomb interactions, partic-
ularly on the screening of the 21A;I state, whith evolves from a bim agnon to then = 2
M ott#W annier singlet exciton, and the triplet, 13B: , state, which evolves from a m agnon to
then = 1M ott-W annier triplet exciton, asU is reducedﬂa"iz’ .Wetakeavalue or of02 as
thism aps the lnear chain band structure onto the band structure ofpoly (p-phenylene). Ta—
ble IV con m sthe expected trend that asthe lonicity ofthe 2A} and 1°B states increases
relative to their covalency their screening, relative to the ionic 1'B . State, increases.

Length scales also play a ¥l in the screening of the excited states and the charge gap. A s
the separation between a polym er and a lne of dipoles, r, is increased the typical distance



TABLE IIT: Unscreened energies, the transition m om ent, hoTi, and the dipole Yolarizability’,
_ _ hdi?
E 1By )

of a 50-site polym er chain m odelled by the P-P-P m odel. T he energies are in €V s.

t U E (I'B,) 1'B, bindingenergy E @'A}) E (1°B}) hdia

251001 267 232 2:95 169 941 332
2510 02 3:69 305 469 276 815 1890
25 8 02 320 2176 4:42 2:82 881 243
25 6 02 293 2:42 410 279 914 285

TABLE IV : Screened energies, E, screening energies, S, and the screened 11Bu binding energy,

BE, ofa 50-site polym er chain. T he charge gap isdenoted by 2 . The energies are In €V s.

t U ETB,)SAB,)EQRA])SQRAL)E@B])SEB)) 2 S@ ) BE

251001 0151 187 0:80 220 0:75 1:59 0:10 300 1:99 113
251002 0131 322 0:47 4:34 0:35 2713 003 543 131 221
25 8 020141 2:60 0:60 345 0:97 271 0:11 426 170 1:66

25 6 02 0147 219 0:74 2:48 1:62 240 039 326 2:09 107

In the m onopole-dipole interaction ncreases. W hen this interaction distance is Jarger than
the particle-holk ssparation, the charge character of the exciton approaches that of a point
dipole. For the line dipolk used here, the ratio of the screening energy of the 11Bu State
versus the charge gap is 06 when r = 4 A and reduces to a roughly constant valie of 04
atr 16 A. This indicates that a substantial fraction of the screening energy ofthe 1'B

exciton is from dipole-dipole interactions.

IVv. CONCLUSIONS

In this paperwe introduced a dynam icalm odelofa dielectric to investigate the screening
of Intra-chain excitations by the environm ent. This m odel consisted of a lnear array of
quantized longitudinal dipoles Interacting w ith a conjugated polym er, represented by the
P ariserP arrPoplem odel. T he dipole param eters are ad justed to provide a realisticm odelof
the dielectric. Them odel reproduces the expected solvation energy ofa point charge in these
m aterials and sets the frequency ofthe dielectric regoonse to the opticalgap ofthem aterial.
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The m odel is one-din ensional and is solved by the density m atrix renom alization group
m ethod. The onedin ensionality of the m odel does m ean that it is In possibl to include
dipoledipol interactions, and thus the m odelm isses som e of the physical characteristics of
real dielectric m aterials.

W e make the follow ing conclusions from our results. (1) The 1'B, exciton binding
energy is typically reduced by ca.l €V to just over 1 €V . Thus, this relatively sin ple one-
din ensional m odel of the screening of conjigated polym ers by the environm ent predicts
1'B . binding energies rather close to the experim entally accepted solid state values of ca.
1evV. 2) Covalent magnon and bim agnon) states are very weakly screened com pared to
Jonic (exciton) states. (3) Screening of the llBu exciton is closer to the dispersion than

solation lim it.
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