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Luminescent solar concentrators (LSCs) are devices that trap a portion of the solar spectrum and funnel it towards pho-
ton harvesting devices. The modelling of LSCs at a quantum chemical level however, remains a challenge due to the
complexity of exciton and photon dynamic modelling. This study examines singlet exciton dynamics occurring within
a typical LSC device. To do this, we use a rejection-free kinetic Monte Carlo method to predict diffusion lengths,
diffusion coefficients, substrate anisotropy, and average exciton lifetimes of perylene diimide (PDI) and tetracene based
substrates in the low concentration scheme. Ab initio rate constants are computed using time-dependant density func-
tional theory based methods. PDI type substrates are observed to display enhanced singlet exciton transport properties
when compared to tetracene. Simulations show that substrates with dipole-aligned chromophores are characterised by
anisotropic exciton diffusion, with slightly improved transport properties. Finally, a PDI-tetracene substrate is simu-
lated for both disordered and dipole-aligned chromophore configurations. In this multi-dopant substrate transport is
predominantly mediated by PDI due to the asymmetry in the transport rates between the two dyes considered. We
conclude discussing the properties of multi-dopant substrates and how they can impact the design of next generation
LSCs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Luminescent Solar Concentrators (LSCs) are devices which
use the concept of exciton hopping and total internal reflec-
tion to trap light from a large surface area, and guide pho-
tons to photovoltaic (PV) cells of a smaller surface area1–4.
Here, total internal reflection allows for transport of energy
across macroscopic scales, while exciton dynamics mediate
the efficient transfer of energy between molecular bodies, in
addition to the recycling of otherwise unusable excitions via
multi-exciton interactions5–9. LSCs are obtained by embed-
ding chromophores in a transparent matrix substrate with a
large refractive index. When a photon enters the LSC, it is ab-
sorbed by a chromophore. Then, upon photon emission, such
as fluorescence, the photon is guided within the matrix due
to a condition of total internal reflection10,11. Light is thus
concentrated within the matrix, and is funnelled towards the
edges, where PV cells are fixed to absorb each photon1.

While the idea at the core of this strategy is simple, a few
hurdles complicate the design of effective LSCs. On one hand,
a large concentration of chromophores within the substrate is
required such that photons will always interact with the de-
vice. However within such an amorphous matrix, the chro-
mophores tend to aggregate and clump together, creating un-
desired sources of luminescent quenching12,13, where quench-
ing refers to processes competing with radiative pathways. On
the other hand, if the concentration of chromophores is too
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low, then the majority of photons are lost as they pass through
the LSC10. Other sources of loss include photons escaping
the device11 upon fluorescence, and the intrinsic photolumi-
nescence quantum yield (PLQY) loss, i.e., the probability of
fluorescence of the host chromophore. Previously, we have
investigated the parameters behind excitonic quenching12–14,
providing us a strong foundation with which to consider the
processes within a given device.

Modelling of an LSC device at a quantum level can be split
into two categories. The first concerns modelling of exciton
dynamics, i.e., how long the exciton takes to dissociate and
return to a photon. The second concerns modelling of the
photon dynamics, i.e., when an exciton has dissociated into
a photon, how that energy packet propagates through the sub-
strate, whether it is reabsorbed by another chromophore, by
the PV, or escapes. The former requires an understanding of
the quantum chemistry and corresponding rate constants of
the numerous de-excitation pathways, while the latter requires
tracking of photons through the substrate, or ray tracing15,16.

The dynamics of both interacting and non-interacting exci-
tons have been simulated using kinetic Monte Carlo (KMC)
methods in a variety of studies, providing insights on the fun-
damental features of exciton transport as well as practical
guidelines for the design of optoelectronics and PV applica-
tions5,17–24. Engels in particular has studied exciton diffusion
and charge-carrier mobilities using Marcus theory25–27. How-
ever, it was noted that diffusion properties calculated using
Marcus theory were drastically underestimated with respect to
experiment and other methods28, despite being qualitatively
correct with respect to trends. Further, the Monte Carlo ap-
proach allows simulation of transport properties within a time
dependent framework. As such, a method involving computa-
tion of the full spectral density within a time dependent frame-
work may allow for accurate results comparable with experi-
ment.
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While modelling of the photons’ dynamics in the substrate
has been studied rigorously4,29–31, a treatment at the atomic
scale is very complex; we will therefore address this prob-
lem in a future study. In this paper we focus on exciton
migration through a medium such as an LSC. To do so, we
use a KMC method based on transition rates that we obtain
from quantum chemical calculations14. KMC methods have
been used in surface based simulations32, and exciton diffu-
sion/hopping studies33, making it an ideal tool for our pur-
pose. Herein, we simulate exciton diffusion and dissociation
in homogeneous and heterogeneous Perylene Diimide (PDI)
and Tetracene chromophores in a Toluene medium. PDIs10,13

are important in the field of organic light emitting diodes
(OLEDs) and LSCs, typically displaying large PLQYs, while
Tetracene34–36 has been well studied as a host for singlet fis-
sion type applications. We investigate transport properties
such as the average diffusion lengths, diffusion coefficient,
and the anisotropy profile of the exciton migration across dis-
ordered chromophore configurations with both random and
forcibly aligned transition dipoles. For convenience, we refer
to these two types of systems as disordered configurations and
dipole-aligned configurations respectively. We also study the
frequency of different dissociation pathways within favoured
dissociation sites, and the average exciton lifetimes, which
can provide valuable guidelines for LSCs design.

II. THEORY & IMPLEMENTATION

A. Transport Model

Exciton transport, often referred to as exciton diffusion, is
one of the key processes behind the operation of organic opto-
electronic devices33,37,38. In addition to the exciton transport,
we also need to model the processes that result in loss of the
electron-hole quasiparticle, such as charge recombination, in-
ternal conversion (IC) and inter-system crossing (ISC). These
latter two are relaxation processes mediated by heat, in which
heat is exchanged with the environment when spin is and is
not conserved13,14 respectively.

In essence, exciton transport corresponds to the the migra-
tion of an energy packet from some molecule A to another
molecule B, simply shown as:

1A?+ 1B→ 1A+ 1B?. (1)

Here, an exciton residing on chromophore A is transferred, or
hops, to chromophore B. Exciton hopping can be modelled
within both Coulombic and Exchange picture, using either
Förster theory39 or Dexter theory40 respectively. In this work,
we only consider Förster type hopping, which is modelled us-
ing rigorous quantum chemical calculations, as discussed in
the next section.

Two chromophores that undergo energy transfer are as-
sumed to be in resonance, where molecule A donates an exci-
ton to an accepting molecule B, which is known as Förster
Resonance Energy Transfer (FRET). The transition rate of
a FRET mechanism can be modelled using Fermi’s Golden

Rule, where the matrix element can be shown using the sim-
ple dipole approximation41, given as:∣∣∣〈 f

∣∣∣H(1)
∣∣∣ i〉∣∣∣= 1

4πε0

κ |µD| |µA|
n2r3 , (2)

where µD (µA) is the transition dipole moment of a given
donor (acceptor) chromophore, ε0 is the permittivity of free
space, κ is the dipole angular orientation factor, given in
Eq. (4), n is the refractive index of the medium, and r is
the interchromophore separation. The density of states across
the energy continuum ρ can be expressed as the integral of
the normalised absorption band of the acceptor molecule and
emission band of the donor, Abs(ω) and Emi(ω) respec-
tively, weighted by the PLQY of the donor in the absence of
the acceptor, QD:

ρ = QD

∫
Abs(ω)Emi(ω)dω. (3)

The angular orientation factor κ can be expressed as:

κ = µ̂A · µ̂D−3
(
µ̂D · R̂

)(
µ̂A · R̂

)
, (4)

where R̂ is the normalized inter-chromophore separation, and
where all three vectors are unit vectors. We then substitute
both Equation 2 and Equation 3 into Fermi’s Golden Rule to
yield the following:

kFRET =
2π

h̄
1

(4πε0)
2

κ2 |µD|2 |µA|2

n4r6 ×

×QD

∫
Abs(ω)Emi(ω)dω.

(5)

All terms within the integrand are often collected together and
termed the spectral overlap.

When we consider excitonic quenching, we examine the
probability of radiative decay upon charge recombination.
This comes back to the quantum yield QD of the chromophore.
As per Kasha’s Rule42, fluorescence will occur from the first
singlet excited state. Therefore, the quantum yield of fluores-
cence is a ratio of radiative decay rates against the combined

FIG. 1. Energy diagram illustrating how the system excites and
relaxes. Here, an incident photon excited the ground state chro-
mophore to an excited state, be it the first or second singlet excited
state. Following relaxation to the ground vibrational state of first sin-
glet electronic excited state, the energy can transition between nearby
electronic excited states.
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rate of all possible mechanisms, as shown in Figure 1. In the
case of an isolated monomer, the likely competing mecha-
nisms are IC and ISC. Each process is dependant on differ-
ent photophysical coupling terms: fluorescence on the tran-
sition dipole moment, IC on vibronic coupling between sin-
glet states, and ISC the spin-orbit coupling between singlet
and triplet states. These rate constants can be very difficult to
compute, however we have recently developed a methodology
to do so at the Time-Dependant Density Functional Theory
(TDDFT) level of theory14.

B. The KMC method

KMC is a numerical method to simulate the dynamics of
a process, based on known transition rates between the states
of a considered system. KMC methods are widely adopted
in many areas of Physics and Chemistry due to their compu-
tational efficiency, and can be used to simulated both equi-
librium and non-equilibrium processes43–52. They provide an
ideal approach to simulate FRET and Dexter exciton trans-
port processes in disordered systems, which are known to
correspond to a classical random walk over an ensemble of
sites38,53. Moreover, when the occurrence of multi-exciton in-
teractions processes, such as triplet fusion and singlet fission,
can be neglected, each exciton can be treated independently,
turning the KMC simulation into an embarrassingly parallel
computational problem.

In this work we adopt a rejection-free KMC method to
simulate the dynamics of an ensemble of non-interacting ex-
citons that undergo FRET-mediated transport, fluorescence,
IC or ISC. The molecular geometries and rates associated
with these processes were computed using a combination of
DFT and DFT based multireference configuration interaction
DFT/MRCI approaches54. The considered systems are static
arrangements of PDI and Tetracene chromophores in a sub-
strate. This is done to simulate the transport of excitons in
a solid, where chromophores’ position and dipole orientation
do not vary during the transport process. The photo-physical
properties of the substrate are based on Toluene — despite
it being a liquid solvent —, due to its high refractive index,
ideal for the requirements of total internal reflection neces-
sary for the LSCs working mechanism. For each considered
system, we simulate transport within a cubic portion of the
LSCs, whose size is such that the probability of transport out-
side the simulation box is negligible. In all cases we consider
concentrations corresponding to a low concentration solution,
such that chromophores are close enough to maximise exciton
transfer, but not so close such that exciton quenching path-
ways facilitated by molecular aggregation can be considered
negligible.

It should be noted that since we do not consider photon
dynamics, we therefore do not consider photon reabsorption,
a process whereby exciton dissociation at site ~ri results in a
photon propagating through the substrate, and is reabsorbed
by another site ~r j. Rather, simulations begin and terminate
at the birth and death of a given exciton, due to the foreseen
complexity of ray tracing at the quantum chemical level.

First, we generate the geometry of the considered systems.
A number of sites, corresponding to the chromophores loca-
tions, is randomly generated to match the dyes concentration
within the simulation box. The sites are uniformly distributed
in the considered volume. Then, the dipole orientation of each
chromophore is randomly generated, with different distribu-
tions being used for disordered and dipole-aligned materials.
Once the geometry of the systems is fixed, exciton dynam-
ics is simulated using the KMC method. A state St = {t,~ri}
of the process at time t is given by the location (site) ~ri of
a singlet exciton. Exciton transport is simulated propagating
the state in time St → S ′

t+∆t , using the routine outlined in
Alg. 1, until a dissociation event occurs. Transport occurs via
FRET from the current site~ri to a site~r j within the interaction
range rmax, which depends on the dye and is determined as
specified in Sec. IV A.

III. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

A. Systems generation and KMC implementation

Using the KMC method described in the previous section
we simulated exciton transport for single and multi-dopant
substrates for two classes of 3D systems: disordered chro-
mophore configurations with both random and aligned transi-
tion dipoles, labelled as disordered configurations and dipole-
aligned configurations respectively. The former case of dis-
ordered geometries were chosen as they most closely repre-
sented exciton diffusion between nanofibres in bulk33. The
latter case corresponds to the scenario for which most dipoles
are aligned and parallel to a given axis. Despite of the fact
that dipole alignment methods can vary greatly55, the result-
ing geometries allow for possible circumvention of high dye
concentration loss mechanisms9,29,56.

Algorithm 1: Rejection-free KMC routine
input : The current state St .
output: The propagated state S ′

t+∆t if FRET occurs, the
dissociation pathway otherwise.

1 Calculate the FRET transition rates kFRET (i→ j) from the
current site~ri to any site~r j within interaction range rmax;

2 Determine the dissociation rates kr, kIC, and kISC, which
depend on the chromophore species of the current site~ri;

3 Calculate the cumulative function Rm = ∑
M
m=1 km of all the

M rates involved, and the cumulant Q = RM ;
4 Sample a uniform random number u ∈ (0,1];
5 Determine which event occurs, by choosing the rate km

such that Rm−1 ≤ uQ≤ Rm;
6 if km = kFRET (i→ j) then
7 FRET occurs, the new site is~r j;
8 Sample another uniform random number u′ ∈ (0,1];
9 Determine the time-interval ∆t = Q−1 ln(1/u′);

10 Return the new state S ′
t+∆t .

11 else
12 Dissociation occurs via kr, kIC or kISC;
13 Return the dissociation pathway, end the routine.
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TABLE I. Calculated rates and transfer properties for Perylene Diimide and Tetracene monomers simulated in Toluene.

Species µD (au) µA (au) J (au−1) QD kr (s−1) kIC (s−1) kISC (s−1) RC (nm) RI (nm)

PDI 4.005 3.836 46.243 0.99 1.505×108 1.316×104 1.025×106 1.6 15
Tetracene 1.340 1.299 31.734 0.26 2.245×107 2.707×107 3.565×107 1.4 8

To generate each arrangement, chromophore concentra-
tions were set to 6.02× 106 µm−3 and 8.03× 106 µm−3 for
homogeneous PDI and Tetracene systems, respectively (see
Supplementary Information for further details on heteroge-
neous chromophore concentrations). Simulations were car-
ried out in a cubic box with side length of 0.25 µm. Ran-
dom sites were uniformly generated to match the desired con-
centration. An iterative approach was used to ensure that
inter-chromophore separations were always larger than the
culling sphere radius rmin, which depends on the chromophore
species, as discussed in Sec. IV. This was done by repopulat-
ing the simulation box after removing the sites that were too
close too each other.

For disordered arrangements, dipole orientations µ̂ =
(cosθ sinφ ,sinθ sinφ ,cosφ) were randomly generated by
uniformly sampling angles θ ∈ (−π,π] and φ ∈ (0,π], to
obtain a uniform distribution on the sphere. For the case
of dipole-aligned arrangements, the two angles were sam-
pled uniformly in θ ∈ (−pπ, pπ] and φ ∈ ((1− p)π/2,(1+
p)π/2], with p = 0.01, thus returning dipoles mostly aligned
with the x̂ direction. Defects were simulated by randomly
changing p→ 1, with defect probability of 1%.

For every KMC trajectory a singlet exciton was initialised
at time t0 = 0 ns, on a random site~ri within a sphere of radius
2rmax located in the centre of the simulation box. Initial states
St0 were then propagated with the KMC routine describe in
Alg. 1 until a dissociation event occurred. For each system,
5000 trajectories were sampled.

B. Quantum Chemistry

Quantum chemically optimised geometries of the relevant
excited states, rate constants, and photophysical properties of
PDI and tetracene were computed as per our previous study14.
Here, electronic ground and excited state geometries were
computed at the DFT level of theory using the Becke 3-
parameter Lee–Yang–Parr exchange-correlation hybrid func-
tional B3LYP57 using the valence triple-zeta polarization ba-
sis set TZVP58 as implemented in the GAUSSIAN16 software
package59. A solvent of Toluene was simulated using a polar-
izable continuum model (PCM). The same parameters were
used to compute the electronic Hessian. Single-point cal-
culations were performed using DFT/MRCI, using the def2-
TZVP basis set. The one-particle basis was computed us-
ing the Becke half-and-half Yang-Lee-Parr BHLYP exchange-
correlation functional60 as implemented in the TURBOMOLE
software package61. Here, the PCM was employed using the
COSMO module62. Spin-orbit matrix elements were com-
puted using the SPOCK.CI module63–65 of the DFT/MRCI
platform. System temperature was set to 300 K, correspond-

ing to standard room temperature conditions.
The culling radius was derived from the Lennard-Jones po-

tential. Here, each atom is modelled as a sphere, with radius
equal to it’s collision radius dependant on it’s isotropic static
polarizability. Following, a box is built around these spheres,
such that the volume of this structure in minimised, hugging
the spheres66,67. The culling radius is taken as the largest di-
mension of this box, and is computed using the CHEMCRAFT
visualisation package68.

IV. RESULTS & DISCUSSION

A. Quantum Chemistry

Expansion of the DFT/MRCI wavefunction for PDI shows
a strong S0 → S1 transition from the highest unoccupied
molecular orbital (HOMO) to the lowest unoccupied molecu-
lar orbital (LUMO), agreeing well with Yang & Jang69. Here,
absorption and emission energies were computed to be 2.36
eV and 2.09 eV respectively, with a corresponding adiabatic
energy of 2.23 eV. Absorption and emission spectra, shown in
Figure 2A, compares well with experiment10. While typically
at the Franck-Condon point we expect a degree of symmetry
with respect to the zero-phonon line of absorption to emission
spectra, here we see a very slight shift in the density of states
in the absorption spectra, with a slightly smaller secondary
peak with respect to the emission bandstructure. We attribute
this to the switching of intensities between two vibrational
normal modes at the Franck-Condon points of the two tran-
sitions, more commonly known as the Duschinsky effect70.
This change does not appear to affect the rate of either exciton
transfer or de-excitation pathways. Tetracene also yielded a
strong HOMO→LUMO transition for the first singlet excited
state upon DFT/MRCI wavefunction expansion. Absorption
and emission energies were found to be 2.61 eV and 2.28 eV,
with a resulting adiabatic energy of 2.44 eV. Similar to PDI,
the spectral bandshapes compare well to literature36, while
also displaying some slight asymmetry about the 0-0 phonon
line, as shown in Figure 2B.

Rate constants and important quantum chemical qualities
are reported in Table I. For a homogeneous PDI exciton trans-
fer pathway, the computed bandshapes result is a large spec-
tral overlap of 46 au−1. Further, donor and acceptor transition
dipole moments of 4.00 au and 3.84 au were measured. For
the three monomer deexciatation pathways, rate constants of
1.505× 108 s−1, 1.316× 104 s−1, and 1.025× 106 s−1 were
used for fluorescence, IC and ISC respectively, as per Ref. 14,
resulting in a near-unity fluorescence quantum yield of 0.99.

Tetracene on the other hand displays significantly weaker
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FIG. 2. (Top) Normalised absorption and emission spectra for homogeneous A) Perylene Diimide and B) Tetracene systems solvated in
Toluene, in atomic units. (Bottom) Spectral overlap schemes for heterogeneous 2 dye substrates when the exciton transport path is from C)
Perylene Diimide to Tetracene, and D) Tetracene to Perylene Diimide. Paired overlap functions are computed upon combination of absorption
and emission spectra, as per Equation 2.

fluorescent properties. While displaying a sizeable homoge-
neous overlap of 32 au−1, the donor and acceptor transition
dipole moments are almost four times smaller than that of
PDI, computed to be 1.34 au and 1.30 au respectively. The
computed rate constants of 2.245×107 s−1, 2.707×107 s−1,
and 3.565×107 s−1 for fluorescence, IC, and ISC respectively
result in a much smaller quantum yield of 0.26. It is worth
noting here that while photophysical properties computed for
Tetracene in Toluene here are very similar to those computed
in CycloHexane14, smaller derivative components for the sec-
ond order corrections result in a significantly smaller ISC rate
constant, and therefore a larger quantum yield.

Upon comparison to experimental data reported by
Burgdorff and coworkers71, we see that our predicted PLQY
is slightly overestimated with respect to experiment. The fast
fluorescence lifetime noted as 4.8 ns infers the stabilisation of
higher lying excited states, increasing the effect of second or-
der terms. However, Burdett and coworkers36 noted a range
of lifetimes spanning 20-100 ns. This suggests that aggrega-
tion in Tetracene has a negative effect on the photophysics of
the substrate, with strong aggregation slowing down the flu-
orescence lifetime. As such, the rates computed here can be
deemed accurate with respect to a chromophore in isolation.

If we examine how the exciton hopping rate of an exam-
ple PDI dimer system evolves as a function of the interchro-
mophore separation, as shown in Figure 3, we can see that any

TABLE II. Computed spectral overlap for multi-dopant substrates.
Donors are given in column, while acceptors are given in row. Over-
laps in units of au−1.

Transfer Path↗ PDI Tetracene
PDI 46.243 0.056

Tetracene 59.875 31.734

separation beyond 50 nm yields rate constants smaller than
103 s−1. Here, all terms used for computation of the rate con-
stant are fixed, as per Equation 5, assuming this test system is
anisotropic72 and taking the standard value of κ2 = 2

3 for the
orientation. With rmin as a limiting factor, measured here as
16 Å (see Supplementary Information), we may then define
a range of inter-chromophore separations in which excitonic
processes dominate. Here, we note that the rate drops below
105 s−1 for separations larger than 15 nm. In this regime, exci-
ton dissociation is the dominating process. We will therefore
adopt this as the maximum to the interaction range rmax for
PDI chromophores. The same logic applies for a tetracene
anisotropic dimer, where the exciton hopping rate drops to
less than 105 s−1 when dimer separation increases beyond
rmax = 8 nm. Furthermore, the culling sphere radius rmin for
Tetracene can be taken as 14 Å (see Supplementary Informa-
tion).
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FIG. 3. Excitonic transfer rate computed using Förster theory as a
function of interchromophore separation for homogeneous PDI and
Tetracene (TET) substrates. The horizontal lines represent the com-
bined dissociation rates kdiss = kr+kIC+kISC for the two dyes. Inter-
action ranges for PDI and Tetracene are represented by the vertical
dashed lines, while the culling radii, equal to 16 Å and 14 Å for
PDI and Tetracene, respectively, are approximately represented by
the solid black vertical line.

In this study we also consider a novel system whereby an
even mixture of the PDI and Tetracene dyes are in the same
substrate. For this system, transition probabilities will not be
symmetric upon the exchange of donor and acceptor, and must
be calculated separately. Our results show that PDI-Tetracene
displays a drastically different overlap to Tetracene-PDI, as
shown in Table II and Figure 2. More specifically, for the
transfer of an exciton from PDI-Tetracene, a very poor over-
lap of 0.056 au−1 is observed, as shown in Figure 2C. Here,
the respective donor and acceptor spectra are not compatible,
suggesting that PDI-PDI exciton hopping is more favourable.

However, in the reverse case, where an exciton propagates
via a Tetracene-PDI pathway, we see an appreciable over-
lap of 60 au−1, as shown in Figure 2D. Here, the primary
peaks of both respective donor and acceptor spectra overlap
considerably, resulting a less intense overlap across a larger
portion of the energetic continuum. This larger overlap sug-
gests that an exciton pathway of Tetracene-PDI is in fact more
favourable than homogeneous hopping, with very interesting
implications on exciton transport properties for the case of
mixed dyes. In this particular case, Tetracene has signifi-
cantly poorer photophysical properties with respect to PDI.
Therefore, in this 2-dye system, an exciton is less likely to
hop from a PDI onto a Tetracene, and if it does, is likely to
jump back. This asymmetry can be exploited, when trying to
ensure charge recombination via a particular pathway, in this
case fluorescence.

B. Exciton transport properties

The results of KMC simulation were analysed to obtain av-
erage transport properties. The mean square displacement

〈r2(t)〉= 1
N

N

∑
i=1
‖~ri(t)−~ri(t0)‖2, (6)

was calculated for each ensemble of N = 5000 trajectories,
where~ri(t) is the position of the exciton at time t for the i-th
trajectory. The mean square displacement was then used to
infer the diffusion transport properties according to the fol-
lowing model:

〈r2(t)〉= 2Dα
2k−α

γ(α,kt)
Γ(α)

Γ(α +1)
, (7)

which represents the time-evolution of the mean square dis-
placement for anomalous diffusion with generalised diffu-
sion coefficient D, diffusion anomaly α (regular diffusion for
α = 1, sub-diffusive transport for α < 1), and dissociation rate
k, while the special functions Γ and γ in Eq. (7) are the gamma
and the lower incomplete gamma functions, respectively (see
Supplementary Information for the derivation of the model).

Exciton transport in disordered materials is well known
to have diffusive to sub-diffusive character73. To accurately
infer the anomaly α of the considered diffusion processes
we also simulated dissociation-free exciton transport. This
was done by removing the dissociation rates from the KMC
routine, and sampling 5000 trajectories until t > 2τdiss, with
τ
−1
diss = kr +kIC +kISC being the theoretical exciton lifetime of

the considered dye (or the largest dissociation lifetime for the
case of mixed dyes). The mean square displacement obtained
from these ensembles was used to fit the anomaly α using the
following dissociation-free model

〈r2(t)〉 ∝ tα . (8)

The model of Eq. (7) was then used to fit the remaining
parameters D and k, by fixing the anomaly α = αFit gath-
ered from the dissociation-free trajectories. For single-dopant
substrates, the dissociation rate is expected to be equal to
kr + kIC + kISC. This allows us to use Eq. (7) as a consis-
tency check of the transport model, since one has to expect
kFit ≈ kr +kIC +kISC. The mean exciton lifetime 〈τ〉 was also
calculated from the KMC trajectories,

〈τ〉= 1
N

N

∑
i=1

τi, (9)

with τi being the time at which dissociation occurred for the
i-th trajectory. For single-dopant substrates 〈τ〉, τdiss and k−1

Fit
are all expected to be in good agreement with each other, pro-
viding a consistency condition for the transport simulation and
model.

In order to gather information on the anisotropy of the
transport process, each cartesian component of the square dis-
placement for the dissociation-free trajectories was studied to
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TABLE III. Exciton transport properties for disordered and dipole-aligned configurations. Generalised diffusion coefficient D and diffusion
anomaly α have been obtained fitting the data to the models of Eq. (7) and Eq. (8), respectively. Mean exciton lifetime 〈τ〉 and average diffusion
length 〈r〉 have been obtained averaging over the KMC trajectories. Transport anisotropy is shown via the Dx, Dy, and Dz components of D.
The ratio of each dissociation pathways is shown for radiative (Rad), inter-conversion (IC), and inter-system crossing (ISC). See sec. IV B for
further details.

Disordered Configurations:

Species D (nm2/ns) α 〈τ〉 (ns) 〈r〉 (nm) Anisotropy (Dx,Dy,Dz) Rad (%) IC (%) ISC (%)
PDI 2.82 0.94 6.51 4.76 0.33, 0.32, 0.34 99.34 0.64 0.02
TET 0.02 0.84 11.89 0.46 0.33, 0.32, 0.34 26.12 42.82 31.06

PDI + TET 0.89 0.94 7.65 2.78 0.33, 0.33, 0.33 83.14 9.80 7.06

Dipole-aligned Configurations:

Species D (nm2/ns) α 〈τ〉 (ns) 〈r〉 (nm) Anisotropy (Dx,Dy,Dz) Rad (%) IC (%) ISC (%)
PDI 3.42 0.95 6.66 5.23 0.51, 0.24, 0.25 99.34 0.64 0.02
TET 0.03 0.81 11.58 0.5 0.50, 0.24, 0.26 26.04 41.58 32.38

PDI + TET 1.10 0.97 7.56 3.15 0.49, 0.25, 0.26 85.76 8.49 5.74

obtain Dx, Dy and Dz, where D = Dx +Dy +Dz, 〈r2(t)〉 =
〈x2(t)〉+ 〈y2(t)〉+ 〈z2(t)〉 and where

〈x2(t)〉= 1
N

N

∑
i=1
|xi(t)− xi(t0)|2, (10)

and equivalently for y and z. The anisotropy profile, shown in
Table III, was then determined comparing the relative magni-
tude of each component with respect to their sum, D j/D for
j = x,y,z.

Dissociation pathways, sites and dyes were also analysed.
For single-dopant substrate the frequency of each dissociation
pathway (r, IC or ISC) is expected to be in agreement with its
respective dissociation rate (kr, kIC or kISC). For multi-dopant
substrates instead, KMC simulation results provide insight on
the interplay between different chromophore species, valuable
to guide the design of efficient LSCs.

1. Disordered configuration

The exciton transport properties for disordered configura-
tions are presented in Table III and Figures 4 and 5. In
disordered substrates transport is isotropic, as expected, due
to the random relative orientation of chromophores. Single-
dopant PDI substrates display the best transport properties,
with an average diffusion length 〈r〉 = 4.76 nm, near-unit
anomaly α = 0.94, and diffusion coefficient D= 2.82 nm2/ns,
despite having the shortest exciton lifetime 〈τ〉 = 6.51 ns.
As expected from the PLQY, PDI’s dissociation is predomi-
nately radiative (99.34%), with marginal contributions from
IC (0.65%) and ISC (0.02%) recombination pathways; a de-
sirable property for the realisation of LSCs. The mean exciton
lifetime 〈τ〉= 6.51 ns and that obtained by fitting to the model
of Eq. (7) τfit = k−1

fit = 6.72 ns are in good agreement with
PDI’s theoretical lifetime τdiss = k−1

diss = 6.60 ns, confirming
the validity of the model.

Transport in Tetracene is sub-diffusive, with α = 0.84, and
diffusion coefficient D = 0.02 nm2/ns. The average diffusion

length 〈r〉= 0.46 nm is about one order of magnitude smaller
than PDI, despite the longer exciton lifetime 〈τ〉 = 11.89 ns.
For comparison, singlet-exciton diffusion in Tetracene crys-
tals is around 12 nm21. As opposed to PDI, Tetracene dis-
sociation is dominated by IC (42.82%) and ISC (31.06%),
while radiative recombination only accounts for 26.12% of
the dissociation events, establishing it as a poor choice for
single-dopant substrate LSCs. The mean exciton lifetime
〈τ〉 = 11.89 ns and that obtained by fitting to the model of
Eq. (7) τfit = k−1

fit = 11.62 ns are in good agreement with
Tetracene’s theoretical lifetime τdiss = k−1

diss = 11.74 ns, con-
firming the validity of the model.

The transport properties of the multi-dopant PDI+Tetracene
substrate are remarkably unbalanced towards PDI’s proper-
ties. This is due to the fact that the excitons spend the ma-
jority of their lifetime (〈τ〉 ≈ 7.65 ns) on PDI chromophores,
as expected from the strong asymmetry in the inter-species
FRET rates shown in Table II. Transport is near-diffusive with
α = 0.94, diffusion coefficient D = 0.89 nm2/ns, and aver-
age diffusion length 〈r〉 = 2.78 nm. Radiative dissociation
(83.14%) is remarkably more frequent than IC (9.82%) and
ISC (7.06%), returning an effective PLQY of around 0.83.
While the PDI+Tetracene transport properties do not seem to
favor a multi-dopant substrates over single-dopant ones, they
suggest that mixed-dyes LSCs could prove effective for har-
nessing singlet excitons, from PDI, and up-converted triplets,
from Tetracene, while avoiding Tetracene-induced singlet-
quenching. The mean exciton lifetime 〈τ〉= 7.65 ns is in ex-
cellent agreement with that obtained by fitting to the model of
Eq. (7) τfit = k−1

fit = 7.65 ns, confirming the validity of the
model.

2. Dipole-aligned configuration

The exciton transport properties for dipole-aligned config-
urations are summarised in Table III. In dipole-aligned sub-
strates transport is mildly anisotropic. Perfect anisotropy,
characteristic of purely crystalline materials, is not to be ex-
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FIG. 4. Exciton transport in single-dopant substrates for disordered (left) and dipole-aligned (right) configuration. Singlet transport is more
efficient in PDI (top) than in Tetracene (bottom), despite the former being characterised by shorter exciton lifetimes. Dipole-aligned configura-
tions have enhanced transport properties and a slight anisotropy towards the dipoles’ orientation, which coincides with the x-axis. Generalised
diffusion coefficient D and diffusion anomaly α are fitted to the data as discussed in Sec. IV B.

pected, as the orientation factor κ depends on donor and ac-
ceptor dipoles and their orientation with respect to the inter-
chromophore separation. Here, instead, the combination of
aligned dipoles and randomly distributed sites returns an in-
termediate regime of anisotropy. For both single-dopant and
multi-dopant system the anisotropy is unbalanced towards the
x direction, i.e., the typical dipole orientation, with no prefer-
ential contribution between the y and z components.

Exciton diffusion is noticeably enhanced by the alignment
of the dipoles, with improved transport properties across all
considered substrates. As for the case of disordered configura-
tions, single-dopant PDI substrates display the best transport
properties, with an average diffusion length 〈r〉 = 5.23 nm,
near-unit anomaly α = 0.95, and diffusion coefficient D =
3.43 nm2/ns, despite having the shortest exciton lifetime

〈τ〉 = 6.66 ns. PDI’s dissociation pathways are unchanged
with respect to the case of disordered configurations. Numer-
ical, fitted and theoretical exciton lifetimes are in good agree-
ment with each other, with 〈τ〉= 6.66 ns, τfit = k−1

fit = 6.69ns
and τdiss = k−1

diss = 6.60 ns.

Transport in Tetracene is sub-diffusive, with α = 0.81, and
diffusion coefficient D = 0.03 nm2/ns. The average diffu-
sion length 〈r〉 = 0.5 nm is only marginally improved by the
alignment of the dipoles, and the dissociation pathways are
unaffected. Numerical, fitted and theoretical exciton lifetimes
are in good agreement with each other, with 〈τ〉 = 11.89 ns,
τfit = k−1

fit = 11.88 ns and τdiss = k−1
diss = 11.74 ns.

Similar improvement to the transport properties are also
obtained for the case of PDI+Tetracene substrates. Trans-
port is near-diffusive with α = 0.97, diffusion coefficient
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FIG. 5. Exciton transport in multi-dopant substrates for disordered (left) and dipole-aligned (right) configuration. Singlet transport in PDI-
Tetracene mixtures is vastly more efficient than in Tetracene, as excitons spend the majority of their lifetime on PDI chromophores. As for the
case of single-dopant substrates, dipole-aligned configurations have enhanced transport properties and display anisotropy towards the dipoles’
orientation, given by the x-axis. Generalised diffusion coefficient D and diffusion anomaly α are fitted to the data as discussed in Sec. IV B.

FIG. 6. Dissociation sites in single and multi-dopant substrates with disordered configurations for samples of 5000 exciton trajectories. All
exciton trajectories start in the centre of the simulation box. Remarkably, exciton transport properties of PDI-Tetracene mixtures are almost as
good as in PDI, and vastly better than in Tetracene. As a result, mixed-dye materials provide a PDI-Tetracene singlet-bus mechanism which
allows excitons to reach Tetracene sites that would otherwise be out of range in single-dopant substrates (see the Supplementary Information
for the case of dipole-aligned configurations).

D= 1.10 nm2/ns, and average diffusion length 〈r〉= 3.15 nm.
Radiative dissociation (85.76%) remains dominant over IC
(8.49%) and ISC (5.74%), returning an effective PLQY of
around 0.85. Numerical and fitted exciton lifetimes are in ex-
cellent agreement with each other, with 〈τ〉= 7.56 ns, τfit =

k−1
fit = 7.56 ns.

It should be noted that the direction of photon emission dur-
ing a fluorescence event is directly related to the direction of
transition dipole alignment74. While in the case of a truly

disordered system, this propagation is random, in the case of
a dipole-aligned system, emitted photons can all be consid-
ered to propagate in the same direction. However, aligned-
dipole systems have been shown to increase the probability of
molecular aggregation74, resulting in an increased chance of
excitonic quenching pathways13. As such, some work into the
molecular dynamics of dipole-aligned heterogeneous systems
may need to be considered, in addition to bulkier derivative
which mitigate aggregative tendencies.
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These results highlight the possible advantages of using
multi-dopant substrates. Here, we have shown that for hetero-
geneous PDI-Tetracene substrates, transport is mostly medi-
ated by a particular species of chromophore (PDI). Although
transport tends to terminate upon such dye, it is possible for
it to also end on Tetracene chromophores. More importantly,
it can end on Tetracene chromophores that are much further
away from the original excitation site than for single-dopant
Tetracene materials, as shown in Figure 6. As a result, mixed-
dye materials provide a PDI-Tetracene singlet-bus mechanism
which allows excitons to reach Tetracene sites that would oth-
erwise be out of range in single-dopant Tetracene substrates.

V. CONCLUSION

Quantum chemical analysis revealed very strong emission
properties for PDI, in contrast to weaker emission properties
for Tetracene. Simulated homogeneous substrates were ob-
served to display strong spectral overlaps, resulting in diffu-
sion properties which agreed well with the literature. Hetero-
geneous PDI-Tetracene systems on the other hand, displayed
a favouritism between diffusion sites. Here, singlet excitons
residing on Tetracene sites were observed to have higher prob-
abilities to hop to PDI sites.

The KMC simulations provided a fast, computationally
inexpensive and reliable approach to simulate the transport
properties of singlet excitons in single and multi-dopant sub-
strates. While some exciton transport properties of single-
dopant substrates can be predicted analytically, multi-dye ma-
terials often necessitate a numerical treatment. The results
presented in this work have been entirely obtained from ab-
initio calculations and did not require any experimental nor
phenomenological parametrisation. This establishes our ap-
proach as a powerful technique for LSCs design with existing
and yet-to-be synthesised dyes. Furthermore, the approach
used in this work can be extended to other exciton pathways,
assuming that the corresponding rates are known or can be
calculated.

While here we have only considered singlet exciton trans-
port, the inclusion of triplet excitons dynamics highlights an-
other benefit of multi-dopant substrates, i.e., the harvesting
of a broader portion of the available spectrum via upconver-
sion pathways. This can be achieved by engineering substrates
containing chromophores with efficient singlet transport (A),
and dyes with efficient triplet transport and up-conversion
mechanism (B), such that the singlet-bus can be utilised to
maximize device efficiency. The dyes would be required to
favour FRET transport of singlets from B to A, and Dexter
transport of triplets from A to B. In such way, singlet excitons
would mostly undergo FRET transport in A, while triplet exci-
tons can be recycled into higher-energy singlets instead of be-
ing lost to non-radiative pathways. The approach used in this
work can be adapted to address the design of these materials,
and we expect it to be used in future studies. Our outlook to
build on this work will involve adding in ray tracing elements,
and multi-exciton interactions, so that we can push towards an
even more accurate model.

VI. SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

Supplementary information contains the method used to
ascertain a chromophore concentration analogous to the low
concentration scheme, pictorial representation of the culling
radius, and a derivation of the anomalous diffusion with disso-
ciation rates. We also present the dissociation sites for dipole-
aligned configurations. Finally, the optimised cartesian coor-
dinates of all relevant electronic states are given.
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Mork, A. P. Willard, V. Bulović, and W. A. Tisdale, “Subdiffusive exciton
transport in quantum dot solids,” Nano Letters 14, 3556–3562 (2014).

21X. Xie and H. Ma, “Opposite Anisotropy Effects of Singlet and Triplet Ex-
citon Diffusion in Tetracene Crystal,” ChemistryOpen 5, 201–205 (2016).

22W. Kaiser, J. Popp, M. Rinderle, T. Albes, and A. Gagliardi, “Generalized
Kinetic Monte Carlo Framework for Organic Electronics,” Algorithms 11,
37 (2018).

23A. Ligthart, X. de Vries, L. Zhang, M. C. W. M. Pols, P. A. Bobbert, H. van
Eersel, and R. Coehoorn, “Effect of Triplet Confinement on Triplet–Triplet
Annihilation in Organic Phosphorescent Host–Guest Systems,” Advanced
Functional Materials 28, 1804618 (2018).

24R. Saxena, T. Meier, S. Athanasopoulos, H. Bässler, and A. Köhler, “Ki-
netic Monte Carlo Study of Triplet-Triplet Annihilation in Conjugated Lu-
minescent Materials,” Physical Review Applied 14, 034050 (2020).

25R. A. Marcus, “On the theory of oxidation-reduction reactions involving
electron transfer. i,” J Chem Phys 24, 966–978 (1956).

26V. Stehr, J. Pfister, R. F. Fink, B. Engels, and C. Deibel, “First-principles
calculations of anisotropic charge-carrier mobilities in organic semiconduc-
tor crystals,” Physical Review B 83, 155208 (2011).

27V. Settels, A. Schubert, M. Tafipolski, W. Liu, V. Stehr, A. K. Topczak,
J. Pflaum, C. Deibel, R. F. Fink, V. Engel, and B. Engels, “Identification of
ultrafast relaxation processes as a major reason for inefficient exciton dif-
fusion in perylene-based organic semiconductors,” Journal of the American
Chemical Society 136, 9327–9337 (2014).

28V. Stehr, R. F. Fink, B. Engels, J. Pflaum, and C. Deibel, “Singlet exci-
ton diffusion in organic crystals based on marcus transfer rates,” Journal of
Chemical Theory and Computation 10, 1242–1255 (2014).

29S. McDowall, B. L. Johnson, and D. L. Patrick, “Simulations of lumi-
nescent solar concentrators: Effects of polarization and fluorophore align-
ment,” Journal of Applied Physics 108, 053508 (2010).
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