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I. INTRODUCTION

Over the last decades, polyacene dyes have transformed from materials of purely scientific
research towards power horses of organic electronics. Their physical properties such as high
and tunable charge carrier mobility,"* above-unity quantum yields up to 200 % (through

)476

singlet fission)* ™ as well as their advantages for industrial utilization such as low cost™* and

LWL o1 bio-compatibility” have lead to a large variety of appli-

room temperature processing,
cations, from high performance organic transistors,##4245 flexible displays 2+ and sensing
applications®™ 218 to efficient light harvesting in photovoltaic applications*? It has already
been shown that optical and electronic properties of these molecules are strongly dependent
on their geometrical configuration towards each other and the environmental conditions 1%

Moreover, for a multitude of these molecules, inter-molecular interactions and related effects
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such as superradiance, singlet fission, and excimer formation can alter the

excitation dynamics and the resulting optical properties significantly.

Previous studies in our group have focussed on the excitation lifetime dependences of
polyacenes, specifically anthracene (Ac), tetracene (Tc) and pentacene (Pc), attached to
the surface of solid neon clusters, with respect to the number of molecules on the cluster
and excitation density, aiming at a better understanding of collective radiative and non-
radiative decay mechanisms and their impact on lifetime and quantum yield. The used
cluster isolation spectroscopy method provides control of the number of molecules on the
cluster surface. A collective fluorescence rate enhancement for assemblies of these molecules
was found with a strong dependence on the laser power.24#%536 The findings were accredited to
superradiance (SR), as well as a non-radiative deexcitation mechanism for dense ensembles.**
The nature of the non-radiative deexcitation channel, that was found to be similar for Tc
and Pc, was later ascribed to be singlet fission (SF), where for Ac, a more complex pathway

for the deexcitation process was proposed.?>"

In these previous studies the focus was on the interactions between the molecules, and
the influence of the neon clusters was not considered. However, it is known that the presence

of cluster can change the optical properties of molecules.
The aim of the present study is to gain insight about the influence of the environment on
the lifetimes. 243536 Argon is an ideal material for this purpose, as it offers the next stronger

interaction in the group of rare gases, but still provides a weakly interacting environment.



Also the temperature of 37K is only slightly higher compared to neon (10K)2? As the
changes of the properties of the cluster material are small, one expects that polyacenes
on argon clusters behave very similarly as on neon. In the present study we use a similar
approach as in our previous studies mentioned above. The excitation lifetimes of Ac, Tc, and
Pc attached to the surface of solid argon clusters are recorded, with respect to surface dopant
density, cluster size and laser excitation density. Despite the precise control of experimental
parameters, the complicated entanglements of experimental quantities necessitate utmost
care regarding interpretations, particularly when comparing results from different studies.
Therefore, we will direct our attention mainly on general trends, but not on the exact
numerical quantities obtained.

The paper is organized as follows. In section [[]] we introduce the experimental and
computational methods. In section [[II] we provide an overview of previous studies on the
excitation decay dynamics of polyacenes attached to neon clusters. In section [[V] we present
the observations for the argon system. In section [V| we compare the argon results to results
on neon clusters to obtain insight into the changes induced by the interaction of dopant
molecule and environment. Finally, in section [VI, we summarize our findings and give a

brief outlook.

II. METHODS

a. FEzperimental setup: A schematic sketch of the experimental setup is shown in Fig.
The clusters are produced in the source chamber by a supersonic expansion from a pulsed

839 - The pressurized argon gas (stagnation pressure 50 bars, purity

valve (Even-Lavie valve
> 99.999 %) is expanded through a front orifice of 60 or 100 pm in diameter with driver
pulse lengths of 22 — 24 ps at 200 Hz repetition rate for the laser-induced fluorescence (LIF)
spectra and 50 to 100 Hz for all other measurements. The valve is mounted onto a home-built
liquid nitrogen (LNj) cooling stage with adaptive counter heating (controller model Omega
CN 7600). This source assembly allows for temperatures down to 100 K to be reached.
The chamber is pumped by an oil diffusion pump (80001/s) backed by a roots blower and
a rotary pump, maintaining a vacuum pressure below 10~% mbar during valve operation.

A water-cooled shield protects the valve from the pump heat and reduces condensation of

pump oil on the source module. The cluster beam proceeds to the next chamber through
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Figure 1. Schematic of the experimental apparatus. 1: Source module (a: main flange, b: separator
rods, gas supply, electrical connections, LNy supply, c¢: copper valve mount), 2: pulsed valve, 3:
water cooled copper shield, 4: skimmer, 5: gas doping cell, 6: cartridge heated vaporizer cell, 7:
radiative heating vaporizer cell, 8: skimmer, 9: water cooled copper shield, 10: laser interaction
point, 11: lens assembly, 12: photomultiplier tube (PMT), 13: quadrupole mass spectrometer, 14:

rear window. The dimensions are not to scale.

a conical shaped skimmer with 2 mm opening diameter. The doping chamber houses a gas
doping cell for gaseous sample materials and 2 slots for different types of vaporizer cells
for solid or liquid samples. In this study, a cartridge heated vaporizer cell of 25 mm in
length was used to evaporate the powder samples for the gas-phase molecules to collide
with and stick to the clusters (pick-up method*"). The doping chamber is pumped by a
turbo molecular pump (5001/s), providing pressures in the 107% to 1077 mbar range. After
passing through a second skimmer orifice at the end of the doping chamber, the beam
of clusters with attached dopant molecules enters the LIF chamber, where the dopants
can be excited by pulsed laser light. For the excitation of the dopant molecules, we use
two pulsed dye laser systems (Sirah Cobra, one with optional frequency doubling unit),
that are pumped by a frequency doubled and a frequency tripled Nd:YLF solid state laser
(Edgewave Innoslab IS8II-E, Innoslab IS8III-E), respectively, covering a wavelength range
of about 12500 — 36000 cm™!. For this study, the frequency doubled system was used with
Pyridine 2 as laser dye and the KDP (potassium dihydrogen phosphate) crystal frequency
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doubling unit (=~ 27000 — 28300 cm™!) for Ac, and the frequency tripled system was used
with Coumarin 47 laser dye (=~ 21450 — 22500 cm™!) for Tc and with Coumarin 153 laser
dye (=~ 17850 — 19300 cm ™) for Pc. Upon laser excitation, fluorescence or scattered light is
detected by a photomultiplier tube (PMT, model Hamamatsu R 5600-U-01) through a lens
assembly to maximize the detection solid angle. The laser beam enters the chamber at right
angle relative to both cluster beam axis and PMT direction. A baffle system guarantees
straylight suppression. The LIF chamber is pumped by a turbo molecular pump (4001/s),
keeping the vacuum at low to medium 10" mbars. Lastly, the cluster beam proceeds to the
QMS chamber, housing an EXTREL MAX1000 quadrupole mass spectrometer, allowing for
cluster beam characterization. That chamber is pumped by another turbomolecular pump

(2601/s), providing operational pressures in the low 1078 mbar range.

The clusters are created by a supersonic expansion from a pulsed valve, which will lead to a
Poissonian distribution of cluster sizes. We estimate the mean cluster size, using the Hagena
scaling laws, extended for large argon clusters by Dorchies et al ™3 For the cluster sizes
used in this work (radius ~ 4 nm to ~ 10 nm) the clusters consist of ~ 10* to ~ 10° atoms,
which is well beyond the cluster sizes, where structural transitions are reported (hundreds
to few thousands of atoms).** Therefore, the clusters are considered to be in a bulk-like fcc
structure. The cluster temperature and therefore the resulting temperature of the dopants
on the cluster surface can be estimated*” with the heat of sublimation of Au & 8000 J/mole*®
as ' = 0.04% ~ 38.5 K, which is in good agreement with the experimental value by Farges

et alB? of 37 + 5 K.

The dopant materials anthracene (Sigma-Aldrich, purity 99 %), tetracene (Sigma-Aldrich,
purity 99.9%) and pentacene (Sigma-Aldrich, purity 99.9 %) were used without further
purification. The dopant partial pressures P in the vapor cells are calculated by the August
equation log(P) = A — B/T, using the temperatures of the vapor cell and literature values
for A and B (anthracene: Ref. 47, tetracene and pentacene: Ref.48). The vapor cell dopant
density p is calculated by p = P/kgT. The clusters are assumed to be approximately
spherical. Then the mean number of dopants on a cluster N can be estimated with the
length of the vapor cell [ and the cluster radius R to be N = [pR?r, and with this, the dopant
density on the surface is o = lp/4. The probability for picking up k& dopant molecules on a

cluster is determined by the Poissonian distribution Py (p). The mean number of molecules
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per cluster N(p) is then given by

N=> Pip)-k (1)

We further assume the dopant molecules to follow a statistical distribution regarding their
positions. A mean inter-molecular distance d can then be calculated by d = 2R sin ((0)/2)
with the mean angular distance of neighboring molecules (©), as given in Ref. 49.

b. Extraction of lifetimes from time resolved fluorescence: For the analysis of the time
evolution of the signal, the LIF signal was deconvoluted from a time-resolved Rayleigh scat-
tering signal of a bare cluster beam (without doping), which was obtained with the laser
tuned to the measurement wavenumber for Pc (v = 18000 cm™!) and a mean cluster radius
of 9.3nm. The Rayleigh signal consists of a Gaussian-shaped laser peak of about 8ns to-
tal width with a weak echo, about 7.5ns later. The laser that was used for obtaining the
Rayleigh signal (Innoslab IS8-ITIE) was used for all Tc and Pc measurements. For the Ac
measurements, the other laser (Innoslab IS8-ITE) was used with subsequent frequency dou-
bling. Due to low laser power density for this laser, we did not obtain any Rayleigh signal at
the Ac measurement conditions. Therefore, the Rayleigh signal as obtained for Pc measure-
ment conditions was used. The pulse width of the laser used for Ac was slightly longer than
the one for Tc and Pc, with FWHM of the pulse widths of 5.3 (for both fundamental and
second harmonic) and 3.9 ns, respectively. This difference is in the range of the fluctuations
of the extracted lifetimes and does not change the interpretation. A monoexponential fit
model was applied in good agreement with the deconvoluted signal throughout all measure-
ments. A biexponential model was also tested, but did not provide any improvement on the
fitting. The results of the lifetime fits are subject to fluctuations, which are mostly in the
range of about &+ 1 ns for the measurements with strong signal levels (i.e., at maximum laser
excitation and high dopant densities), and about £ 3ns for the weakest signal conditions
(i.e., low dopant density and low laser excitation density).

c.  Quantum yield (QY) measurements: Since we can not measure the total absorption,
we can not obtain absolute quantum yields. Using the total fluorescence (recorded by the
PMT within the time interval of 200ns after the laser pulse), and the vapor cell dopant
density, which is for a constant cluster size proportional to the number of dopants on the
cluster surface, the relative LIF per dopant is calculated as total fluorescence divided by

dopant density. Under the assumption of constant absorption, the LIF per dopant is equal



to a relative quantum yield. As we did not observe any sign of change in the absorption of
Tc and Pc for varying densities of dopants on the cluster surface (cf. Fig. , we consider
the LIF per dopant to be equal to the relative quantum yield, which we denote by QY.
For Ac, the LIF spectra, shown in Fig. [3h, exhibit a change upon variation of the surface
dopant density, hence, the assumption of constant absorption does not hold for this case.
Furthermore, due to low signal intensities and a resulting low signal-to-noise ratio, the LIF
per dopant will not be considered.

d. Calculation of transition dipoles: We also make use of theoretical dipole elements
and oscillator strengths calculated for Ac, Tc and Pc in the gas phase within time-dependent
density functional theory (TDDFT) as implemented in the GPAW package® 2. Numerical

settings are chosen as described in Stauffert et al®?

III. SUMMARY OF OUR PREVIOUS STUDIES ON NEON CLUSTERS

Since the present work focuses on the comparison between argon and neon clusters, a

brief overview of the main results from our previous studies of acenes on neon clusterg?25:50

152 presented excitation lifetimes and LIF per

shall be given. The study by Izadnia et a
dopant for Ac, Tc and Pc. As explained in Sec. [lI| we treat the LIF per dopant to be
equal to the relative QY. It was found that Tc and Pc exhibit a nearly identical decrease
in lifetime upon increasing number of dopants. The lifetime decreases continuously from
approximately 32ns at a surface dopant density of 0.003/nm? to approximately 2ns at a
density of 0.15/nm?. Remarkably, the QY is constant for low surface dopant densities up to
about 0.02/nm? (the border between region I and II); for larger densities it decreases and
becomes virtually zero for surface dopant densities around 0.1/nm?. The lifetime reduction
was only weakly laser power dependent for several investigated inter-dopant distances (cf.
Fig. 1c in Ref. 35). It was suggested that superradiance is responsible for the lifetime
reduction at constant QY. For the large number of dopants where the QY decreases, it was
concluded that non-radiative effects become important in this region. By considering the
dependence of the lifetime on the dopant density and the laser power, it was concluded that
SF contributes strongly to the loss of lifetime and QY for large dopant density as it leads to

a loss of QY for molecules in close vicinity, and is very fast compared to the normal or the

SR enhanced fluorescence. For Ac, where SF is energetically forbidden (Sy < Sy : 3.43 eV%,
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2:(Sy + T1): 3.66eV™? for unbound molecules), a slightly different, but still similar to Tc
an Pc, reduction of lifetime as function of the number of dopants was found. However, here
the QY starts decreasing already for small numbers of dopants. Furthermore, for Ac the
lifetime reduction was strongly laser power dependent. This rather complex dynamics was
ascribed to excimer delayed fluorescence.

The study by Miiller et al** further elucidated the cluster size dependence of the excita-
tion dynamics for Tc and Pc. There, the lifetime reduction at the same number of dopants
was found to depend strongly on the cluster size; the smaller the cluster, the larger the
lifetime reduction. From this observation it was concluded that the lifetime reduction is
stronger for smaller mean distances between the molecules. Consequently, the lifetime has
been studied as a function of the mean molecular distance and it was found that for the
same mean distance there is only a weak dependence on cluster size. For mean inter-dopant
distances above 1.5nm, larger clusters exhibit slightly larger lifetimes. For the smallest
distances, all lifetimes become virtually identical (cf. Fig. 4 of Ref. 24)).

In the previous investigations LIF spectra were recorded for all three acenes (Ac and Pc

in Ref. 36, Tc in Ref. 24)) covering the 0f transition and the first vibration. It was found

that these spectra are independent of the surface dopant density.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL OBSERVATIONS

In this section we present results that are obtained for different cluster sizes, different
vapor cell dopant densities and different laser powers. Each combination of cluster size and
vapor cell density gives a specific number of dopants on the cluster and a corresponding
surface dopant density (when there are more than one molecule on the cluster). The laser
power influences the number of excited molecules which plays for example a role for super-
radiance. The surface dopant density determines the distances between the molecules and
therefore the mutual interactions, which are for example relevant for singlet fission, and also
for superradiance.

We convert the vapor cell dopant density to surface dopant density, as described in
Sec. |[I, and present our results in terms of this quantity and the mean cluster radius. These
two quantities then provide the number of dopants on the clusters. We will often present

plots where we show a certain quantity as function of the surface dopant density for fixed
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Figure 2. Estimated average numbers of dopants per cluster N as a function of surface dopant

density and cluster radius, as introduced in sec. , Eq. .

cluster sizes. Here, one has to keep in mind that along such a function the mean number
of molecules on the cluster changes proportionally to the surface dopant density and that
for small clusters and low dopant densities one can have a single molecule on the cluster
(and then surface density or inter-dopant distance are no longer meaningful numbers). To
facilitate the interpretation of the following results, in Fig. [2| we present the mean number
of molecules as function of surface dopant density and cluster radius. The range of values
correspond to that used in the present study. Following the contour lines for the given
absolute numbers of dopants, one can see how the number of dopants corresponds to the
surface dopant density when the cluster size is varied. While for the smallest cluster size,
one needs a surface dopant density of 1072 /nm? to obtain two molecules on average on the
clusters, for the largest cluster sizes, this average number of dopants is reached already at
lower surface dopant densities around 2.5 - 1072 /nm?. At the lowest surface dopant density
of 1073 /nm? there is on average only one molecule or less on the cluster, independent of the
cluster size. This means that the probability to have 2 molecules attached to the cluster is

much smaller than the probability to have only one dopant molecule (or none).
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Figure 3. LIF spectra of a) Ac, b) Tc, and c¢) Pc on the surface of argon clusters (at three
different dopant densities), neon clusters, and embedded inside helium nanodroplets. All spectra
are normalized to the maximum of the respective 08 transition. For all spectra the zero of the
wavenumber axis is located at the maximum of the 0-0 transition. For details on transition energies
and shifts, see Tab. [l The values in the legend give the corresponding surface dopant density in
units of 1072 m~2 at which the spectrum was recorded. The spectra of acenes on neon clusters
or embedded in HeNDs are taken from the following resources: Ac in He from Ref. 56, Ac on Ne
from Ref. , Tc in He from Ref. [57, Tc on Ne from Ref. 24, Pc in He from Ref. [57, Pc on Ne
from Ref. The number of dopants on the neon clusters did not induce significant changes in the
spectra in the investigated ranges of dopant numbers, ranging from monomers to tens of dopant

molecules. The laser excitation density was 44 kW /cm?.
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A. LIF spectra

Differences and similarities between neon and argon clusters can already be seen from
LIF spectra. In Fig. [3, we show such LIF spectra of Ac, Tc and Pc on argon clusters for
three dopant densities along with spectra on the surface of solid neon clusters and spectra

where the acenes are embedded inside helium nanodroplets (HeNDs), for comparison.

Laser excitation is from the electronic ground state Sy (*A,) to the first electronic excited

state Sy (* By, for Ac, Tc, and Pc)*® (Q band).

All spectra exhibit the purely electronic transition, a prominent first vibration (with
wavenumber around 200 — 400 cm™!), and several weakly active higher vibrational modes.
For better comparison we have shifted all spectra such that the maximum of the spectra are
at the same wavenumber, which we choose as the zero, i.e., we express wavenumbers relative
to the purely electronic transition, which we denote by 03. The actual wavenumbers of the
09 transition are given in Tab. [l The signal intensity is normalized to the peak of the 0

transition.

We make the following observation: for all three acenes there is an increasing redshift of
the purely electronic transition and an increasing broadening of the peaks when going from
HeND to neon and then to argon (see Tab. . However, the relative positions and intensities

of the vibrational transitions remain mostly unaffected. For Pc on neon, a butterfly mode

36153 1

constitutes prominently at about 85 cm™", in agreement with results from a seeded beam
experiment® of 77 cm™!. For argon this transition is visible only as a weak shoulder. The
much higher intensity of the first vibration of Tc in HeNDs relative to the 0-0 transition,
compared to neon and argon clusters, is most likely a saturation effect due to high laser power
used in Ref. 57, from where the spectra are taken. For T'c on argon a significant increase on
the red side of the 0f transition is observed around and below —200cm™'. We assign this
to complex formation of Tc with residual water (a similar observation and assignment was

made for Tc embedded in HeNDs®).

The radii of the argon clusters used for recording the spectra are 5.6nm (Ac/Tc) and
7.2nm (Pc). With these cluster sizes, even for the lowest dopant densities the clusters are
doped with more than one dopant on average (Ac: 1.5, Te: 4.3, Pc: 3.2). The mean next-
neighbor inter-dopant distances were around 8 nm for Ac and Pc and 5nm for Tc for the

lowest dopant densities. For the highest dopant densities used, the mean number of dopants
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On Ar cluster|On flat Ar surface|On Ne cluster|On flat Ne surface| In HeNDs |In vacuum

v Av v Av v Av v Av v Av v
Ac  ||27084| 611 27540%9| 155 27622°0 73 | 276954
Tc ||21705| 692 2220824 189 22293°7|104| 2239701
Pc  ||[17981| 668 [17864% 785  [184473%| 202 |18426%4| 223  |18545°7|104| 1864993

Table I. Experimental values of maxima of the 58 + SY transitions of polyacenes in various media
and respective redshifts Av with respect to the 08 transition of the free molecule. Data for argon

clusters are from this study, all others from respective references. All values in cm™!.

per cluster was 17, 19, and 26 for Ac, Tc, and Pc, respectively, and the mean distance
between neighboring molecules was around 2.5 nm.

One sees that for the range of measured wavenumbers the LIF spectra of Pc and Tc on
argon are independent from the doping density. A similar observation was made for the
spectra on neon clusters. However, for Ac on argon we see that with increasing dopant
density (and thus increasing number of molecules on the clusters) the relative weight of the
high-lying vibrations is increased. These observations show that the number of molecules
and the surface dopant density can have a strong effect even for the LIF spectra. We discuss
this further in section [V Bl

Furthermore, for T'c we have recorded the LIF spectra for different cluster sizes (radii from
4.1nm to 7.2nm, surface dopant density = 0.1/ nm?, laser excitation density 44 kW /cm?).
The variation of the cluster size in the given range induced neither line shifts nor changes

of peak profiles (not shown).

B. Excitation lifetimes

In Fig. [4] the excitation lifetimes of Ac, Tc and Pc are shown as functions of the dopant
density. The red to yellow colors show the lifetimes of acenes on argon clusters (different color
indicating different cluster radii, as provided in the legend). The blue to green colors show
data of the respective acene molecules on the surface of neon clusters, taken from Refs. 24
and [35] (with number of dopants converted to dopant density). In our measurements on
argon, the excitation laser was tuned to 27084 cm™! (Ac), 21705cm™" (Tc) and 18000 cm™*

(Pc), respectively. These wavenumbers correspond to the respective maxima of the LIF
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Figure 4. Excitation lifetimes of a) Ac, b) Tc and ¢) Pc on Argon and Neon as a function of surface
dopant density. Neon data labeled by [MM] and [SI] are taken from Refs. 24l and 35 respectively.
Note, that the laser power density differs: (Neon: Ac: 3kW/cm?, Tc and Pc by [SI]: 8 kW /cm?, Te
by [MM]: 13.9kW /cm?. Argon: Ac: 1.0kW/cm?, Tc and Pc: 44kW/cm?.) The lower abscissae

give the surface dopant density, the upper abscissae give the respective inter-dopant distance.

shown in Fig[3] The power densities shown here are 1.0kW /cm? (pulse energy 0.3311J) in
the case of Ac, and 44kW/cm? (11.1pnJ) for Tc and Pc. We comment on the dependence
on laser power below. Per data point, about 8000 (Ac, Tc) or 4000 (Pc) laser shots were

averaged.

The lifetime measurements on argon show an unexpected behavior, most remarkable for
Ac, which behaves qualitatively different compared to all other cases. For Ac on argon
the lifetime increases upon increasing the dopant density. In all other cases, particularly

including Ac on neon, the lifetime decreases upon increasing the dopant density. Hence, we
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have evidence that small changes in the cluster material can substantially change the decay
dynamics. We will now discuss all lifetime dependencies shown in Fig. [4] in more detail.

a. Anthracene: As already mentioned above, Ac on argon shows a qualitatively dif-
ferent behavior than on neon. We would like to emphasize that there is a strong lifetime
reduction at low dopant densities when going from neon to argon (/~ 30 ns on neon; ~ 15 ns
on argon). At these low dopant densities there are on average around 0.3 molecules on the
smallest cluster and around 3 on the largest clusters. Around the dopant densities where on
neon a decrease of lifetime happens, on argon an increase occurs. For large dopant densities
the lifetime of Ac on argon becomes comparable to the lifetime on neon at low dopant den-
sities. The excitation lifetimes recorded for Ac on argon were independent from the cluster
size.

b. Tetracene: 'Tc shows a lifetime reduction towards higher doping in both the neon
and the argon environment (Fig. [db). Recapitulating the results from the neon system 243
the lifetime function can be divided into two regions, marked as I/II in Fig. . The
division between these regions marks the onset of a loss of QY (see section and Fig. @
Region I exhibits an average lifetime of about 32ns for the lowest dopant density with
a moderate monotonic lifetime reduction towards higher dopant density. In region II the
lifetime decreases from approximately 25ns at a surface dopant density of 0.02/nm? to
approximately 2ns at a density of 0.1/nm?.  On argon, the lifetime at low densities is
approximately 23ns. There is also a continuous decrease of the lifetimes, however, the
lifetime reduction is not as strong as on neon. At a surface dopant density of 0.1/nm?,
where for neon the lifetime has decreased by more than one order of magnitude, on argon
only a reduction by approximately 50 % is found. We note that the surface dopant density
axis is on a logarithmic scale, following Ref. [35.

Note that the cluster sizes used for argon and neon are comparable, as can be seen in the
legend of Fig. ) This implies in particular that there is the same number of dopants and
the same dopant density for the same cluster size. For argon we could not obtain reliable
lifetimes for larger dopant densities, because of low signal-to-noise ratios caused by the low
fluorescence intensities. Compared to neon, at low dopant densities, the lifetimes on argon
are significantly reduced from =~ 32ns on neon to =~ 23ns on argon. We also find that in

contrast to neon, there is a dependence of the lifetimes on the cluster size; larger clusters

have a longer lifetime. We note, that one has to be careful in comparing the different data
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Figure 5. Excitation lifetimes of Ac, Tc and Pc on Argon (filled squares) and Neon (empty
diamonds) as a function of laser power density. Cluster sizes as indicated. Neon data, labeled
[MM] and [SI] are taken from Refs. 24 and 35, respectively. For Tc on argon the measurements
are for single molecules on the cluster (mean number of dopants per cluster of approximately 0.75
or less). Only for the the lowest laser power there are about 2 dopants at an average distance of
about 8 nm. For Pc on argon there are on average approximately 1 dopant per cluster at an average
distance of about 10nm, except for the lowest laser power, where there are about 1.6 molecules
on each cluster at an average distance of about 8 nm. For Ac, the average number of dopants is

1.5 — 2, corresponding to average distances of 7 — 8 nm.

sets, since different laser powers have been used for the argon and the neon data. We will

come back to this issue later in more detail.

c. Pentacene: The lifetimes of Pc show a similar behavior as the ones of Tc. There is
also a significant reduction of lifetime at low dopant densities when compared to Pc on neon.
Similar to Tc also the lifetime reduction towards higher dopant densities is less pronounced
than on neon. One notable difference to the Tc case is that for Pc the influence of the cluster

size is significantly reduced.

d. Dependence on laser power: As already noted above, one has to be careful in com-
paring the different sets of data, since besides a variation in cluster size, also different laser
powers have been used in different measurements. In Fig. 5| we show the dependence on

the laser power in a regime of the dopant density where we expect that predominantly the

15



molecules on the cluster remain isolated from each other. We show results where the cluster
size is roughly the same for all combinations of Ac, Tc, and Pc as dopant molecules, and
argon and neon as cluster materials. On neon all acenes have roughly the same lifetime in
a narrow range of excitation densities. On argon there are huge differences of the lifetimes
of the different acenes at the same laser power. For Tc on argon we performed a systematic
scan of the laser power, which shows a rather strong decrease upon increasing the laser
power. Thus, we have to be careful comparing lifetime values of different measurements.
However, the general shape of the lifetime functions with respect to the dopant density re-
mains similar for different laser power density for both neon and argon data, respectively.
We would like to mention already here (see section |V| for a detailed discussion) that the
three acenes have very similar magnitudes of the transition dipole moment. Therefore, the
number of excited molecules is directly proportional to the laser power.

Interestingly, the lifetime functions of Pc become virtually identical, when plotted with
respect to the relative number of excited dopants (i.e., dopant density multiplied by laser

power, not shown). A similar behavior is not found for Ac and Tec.

C. Quantum yield of fluorescence

As mentioned in section [T, we are not able to measure the absolute QY. We are only able
to measure the relative QY for different dopant densities at fixed cluster size. We consider
in the following only Tc and Pc, because of a low signal-to-noise ratio in the case of Ac. In
Fig. [6] we present the relative QY as function of dopant density for different cluster sizes.
We have normalized each data set to its respective maximum. One should keep in mind
that therefore only the form of each function is significant, but the comparison of numerical
values of different functions yields no meaningful information.

For orientation we have drawn the same vertical line as in Fig. 4| and distinguish two
regimes, labeled I and II.

On the neon clusters, Tc and Pc have a very similar behavior: In regime I, below a surface
dopant density of &~ 2-1072/nm?, the relative QY is constant, above this density, in regime
I1, the relative QY drops to zero upon increase of the dopant density by about one order
of magnitude. In contrast to neon, for both Tc and Pc on argon, the QY exhibits a rather

broad maximum around the vertical line separating the two regimes. Then, towards higher
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distance.

dopant densities the QY decreases. This decrease is similar to that on neon but starts at
a larger dopant density (in particular for Tc). Also towards lower dopant densities the QY
decreases. Below a surface dopant density of about 3 - 1072/nm? the QY converges to a
limiting value. Remarkably, this limiting value is significantly depending on the cluster size
for Tc, showing a systematically lower QY for smaller clusters. For Pc, the limiting value of

the QY does not depend on the cluster size.

To get a better feeling for the dopant density dependent number of molecules on the
cluster, we remark that upon increase of the surface dopant density from 1073/nm? to
1072 /nm?, the mean number of dopants on the cluster increases from 0.5 to 5 for a cluster
radius of approximately 6.3nm. This means that at the lowest surface dopant density of

1073 /nm?, the signal can be safely assumed to be dominated by individual molecules.

Let us emphasize that Tc and Pc show on neon essentially the same relative quantum
yields as a function of surface dopant density. However, on argon only the general trends

are similar, but e.g., for Pc the loss of QY sets in much earlier than for Tec.
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Figure 7. Total (a), radiative (b) and non-radiative rate constants (c) of Ac, Tc and Pc in three dif-
ferent environments. For argon and neon the total rate constants are extracted from measurements
(present work and Ref. 35, respectively). The radiative rate constants are numerically calculated
as described in the text (see Eq. ) The non-radiative rate constants are deduced from Eq. .
The rate constants of molecules in solution from Ref. [64] are deduced entirely from experimental
results. The uncertainty levels for the measured (total) lifetimes/rate constants are given to be
less than 5% for the solution data,®® for the neon data® the lifetime fluctuations are below 10 %,
and for argon the lifetime fluctuations are below 15%. For the radiative and non-radiative rates

in solution the uncertainties are estimated to be less than 15 %.64

V. DISCUSSION

Before we discuss our observations, we will give a brief overview of several mechanisms
that might occur when several molecules are on a cluster. A particularly important in-
teraction is the long-range Coulomb interaction between different molecules. This inter-
action can lead to the formation of collective states, where electronic excitation is coher-
ently shared by several molecules. For example, for two molecules such collective states are
14) = (S1)]S0) £ [S0)|S1))/v/2 and the corresponding transition strengths are proportional
to fi1 £ fis with fi,, being the transition dipole of molecule n. Thus, these states can be
sub- or superradiant depending on the orientation of the molecules with respect to each

other®® Furthermore, the energies of these collective states are shifted with respect to the
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energies of non-interacting molecules. For large distances the Coulomb interaction takes the
form of interacting dipoles.®® The dipole-dipole interaction depends on the arrangement of
the molecules and scales as p?/R?, where u denotes the magnitude of the transition dipole
moment of the molecules and R is the distance between molecules. For all three acenes the
transition dipoles connecting Sy and S; are in the order of 1.9 Debye. At distances around
1 nm the dipole-dipole-interaction ranges then from approximately 20 to —40 cm™!, depend-
ing on the mutual arrangement. As the magnitude of this interaction energy is much smaller
than the energy gap between the 0 transition and the lowest vibrationally excited state, cou-
pling to vibrational modes is strongly suppressed. The interaction becomes stronger when
molecules are closer together. For the molecules considered here, the interaction strength,
based on the estimation of the dipole-dipole interaction strength of purely electronic states,
becomes comparable to the energy gap between the vibrational ground state and the low-
est vibrationally excited state (approximately 250 cm™!) in the electronic excited state at
an inter-molecular distance of approximately 0.5nm or below. Therefore, at such small
distances one expects changes of the absorption spectrum of the molecular assembly. All
effects caused by the coherent delocalization of electronic excitations are strongly diminished
when the temperature becomes comparable to the interaction strength.®® Therefore, such
collective effects will be more pronounced on the neon clusters. Even when coherence is
not relevant, the interaction can still lead to an incoherent hopping of the excitation from
one molecule to the other. One should keep in mind that the substrate can slightly modify
the strength of the interactions. We address the importance of the dipole-dipole interaction

below, in particular in connection with the LIF spectra.

Note, that we do not have direct information about the arrangement of the molecules.
As the doping process is a statistical process, the positions and the orientations of the
dopant molecules follow a statistical distribution. Individual molecules are assumed to be
immobile, because of the low temperature of the clusters. Whenever there are two or more
dopant molecules on a cluster, there is a chance of two (or more) molecules being placed
in close vicinity. When this happens one expects strong changes in the absorption and
emission spectra, as discussed above. Furthermore, interactions between close-by molecules
could lead to a geometrical rearrangement of dopant molecules that are considered immobile
at longer distances from each other. Due to the interaction of molecules in their electronic

excited state with other ground state molecules in close vicinity (depending on distances
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and orientation), a geometrical re-arrangement of the molecules can lead to the formation
of an excimer state, which is energetically lower than the individual molecule’s electronic

excited state.

Individual molecules have, beside the radiative decay from the S; to the Sy state, also
non-radiative decay channels, e.g., inter system crossing (ISC) and internal conversion (1C).
Particularly, the interaction of acene molecules with argon atoms has been reported to sig-
nificantly influence the rate constant of ISC and therefore also the sum of all non-radiative
decay rate constants.®” Also the interaction between molecules might change the correspond-
ing rate constants.®® Furthermore, several additional non-radiative de-excitation mechanisms
are possible. These are in particular ezciton-exciton annihilation (EEA) and singlet fis-
sion (SF). Also between collective states with multiple excitations, a change of transition
strengths may occur (akin to the so-called Dicke superradiance®), which is similar to the
sub- and superradiance of single-exciton states discussed above. The previous results on
neon clusters**¥ have been interpreted in terms of an interplay between superradiance, ex-
citon diffusion, EEA and SF, assuming that non-radiative decay channels of the individual
molecules play a negligible role.

In the following, we will discuss our experimental findings with respect to the mechanisms
mentioned above including now also non-radiative decay chanels of the individual molecules.
We restrict our discussion to qualitative aspects, since a full solution of the many-body
problem is out of hand and already reliable calculations for a single molecule attached to
the clusters are difficult to achieve.

As became apparent from the discussion above, it is important to consider radiative and
non-radiative contributions to the decay rate separately. In this context, one should keep
in mind, that although the time evolution of the fluorescence is recorded, the extracted
time constant from the mono-exponential fit model is the inverse of the total transition
rate constant (not only the radiative), i.e., Trecorded = Ttot = 1/kior- Often one assumes
the following relation between the total decay rate constant ki, and the radiative and non-

radiative rate constants:

ktot == kr + knr (2)

In the following, a particular effort will be the separation of the radiative and the non-

radiative decay constants.
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A. Lifetimes in the low doping limit — extracting non-radiative decay

constants for single molecules

Before we consider the very complicated situation of several molecules on a cluster, we
focus on the case of a single molecule on a cluster. Our goal is to obtain rough estimates of
the strength of radiative and non-radiative transition rates. To this end we use Eq. with
the total rate ki, calculated as the inverse of the experimental lifetimes Tiecorqeqa and the
radiative rate constant k, is estimated from theoretical calculations. Using these values, the
non-radiative rate is obtained from k,, = kot —k,. We now discuss the extraction of ki from
the experimentally obtained lifetimes. From Fig. [2] we see that for clusters with radii smaller
than 6.5nm and surface dopant densities smaller than 1073 /nm? the probability to have
more than a single molecule is sufficiently small. From Fig. [4] one sees that in this regime on
neon all three acenes have a lifetime around 30ns. On argon the lifetimes are significantly
reduced. When interpreting the lifetimes on argon, some caution has to be taken regarding
the laser-power. While the data for Ac have been recorded using low laser power densities
of approximately 1kW/ cm?, the data of Tc and Pc were obtained at laser power densities
in the order of tens of kW/cm? (cf. Fig. [4). From the laser-power dependence of Fig.
we see that at least for Tc there is a pronounced dependence of the lifetime on laser-power.
One sees that for Tc on argon at low laser-power we obtain lifetimes comparable to those
of single molecules on neon. For the following analysis we take for Tc the lifetime at the
lowest laser power. These lifetimes are displayed in Fig. [7h together with the values on neon
and for comparison also lifetimes obtained by Nijegorodov et al.®? in solution. These rate
constants are about four times larger than on the clusters, with a decrease when going from
Ac to Tec.

We now come to the radiative rate constant k.. For the solution case, the radiative rate is
derived entirely from experimental results, as given in Ref. [64. For the neon and the argon

environment we estimate the radiative rate constant using™

B 2rv2e’ndf

ke = (3)

£0MeC>

Here c is the speed of light, e the elementary electric charge, m. denotes the electron mass,
and ¢ is the vacuum permittivity. The refractive indices are taken to be™ n = 1.11 for solid

Ne and n = 1.29 for solid Ar, v is taken as the frequency of the respective 0 transition
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(see Tab. [[). The values of the oscillator strengths are obtained from TDDFT calculations
as f = 0.041 for Ac, f = 0.031 for Tc, and f = 0.023 for Pc.

The obtained rates are displayed in Fig. [(b. One sees that the lifetimes decrease
roughly by a factor 2, when going from Ac to Tc and from Tc to Pc (the rates are
0.028,/0.014/0.007 ns~* for neon, and 0.042/0.021/0.011 ns™! for argon). According to Eq.
the difference between neon and argon stems only from different refractive indices. We note
that Eq. is derived under the assumption that the molecule is completely surrounded by
the medium. As an alternative model, we also calculated the radiative lifetimes from the
decay of a dipole in front of a dielectric sphere ™ The resulting radiative transition rates
in this dipole model are lower than the ones calculated from Eq. . Assuming that the
molecules are lying flat on the cluster, we found a decrease of about two thirds on argon
and around one third on neon with respect to the values calculated from Eq. . Under
this assumption, the radiative rates for argon become even smaller than those for neon.
However, the systematic trend with respect to the length of the acenes remains similar.

Finally, the non-radiative rates calculated from ky, = kot — k; are shown in panel (c) of
Fig. [/l For the solution data the non-radiative rates are about three times larger than the
radiative rates, whereas for argon and neon they are comparable (for Ac on neon we even
find that the radiative rate dominates). For the case of neon clusters, the non-radiative rates
increase approximately linearly with the length of the acenes. In contrast, for argon and in
solution we find a decrease when going from Ac to Tc followed by an increase when going
from Tc to Pc.

To understand the behavior of the non-radiative rate constants, it would be desirable to
further discriminate different non-radiative decay channels, in particular ISC and IC. Unfor-
tunately, for our measurements on neon and argon clusters, it is not possible to distinguish
IC and ISC contributions, as it was done by Nijegorodov et al.*¥ for the solution data. There
it was concluded that the ISC rate is decreasing from Ac to Pc and the IC rate is increasing
in such a way that the overall non-radiative rate constant decreases from Ac to Tc and
increases again from Tc to Pc™ The argon data resemble this behavior, where the neon
data do not, indicating that argon with its higher dielectric constant might have the same
trends as found in solution.

In particular for Ac, we see a strong enhancement of the non-radiative decay rate when

changing the cluster material from neon to argon. The reason for this strong change could
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be caused by shifts of triplet states relative to the S; state, which are caused by the increased
environment interaction. A triplet state was estimated to be in the range of about 200 cm™?
around the first excited singlet state.*®™ A thermal activation of 200 cm ™, as proposed by
Widman and Huber™ is not possible in our experiment as the cluster temperatures are, as
mentioned above, 10K and 37K for neon and argon, respectively*” As the shift of the 0-0
transition is increased upon change from neon to argon (see Tab. , it seems reasonable that
also the triplet energies are significantly shifting, which could lead to an additional triplet
state being energetically accessible.

The results at low dopant density, where there are only single molecules on the clusters,
already highlight the importance of the material of the clusters. We see that it has an
effect on both the radiative and the non-radiative transition rates. When investigating the
lifetimes as function of the dopant number, it is important to keep in mind that already
individual molecules have on the cluster comparable or larger non-radiate decay rates than
the radiative ones. This is particularly pronounced for the argon clusters, but also present
for neon.

We emphasize that the given values are supposed only to provide a rough estimation
about the relative strength of the different acenes in the different environments. Despite
that, important qualitative aspects, such as the large difference of the non-radiative rates

for Ac on different clusters, are not affected by these uncertainties.

B. LIF spectra — formation of strongly interacting aggregates

The interaction between molecules can alter the absorption spectra. For example, for two
molecules interacting via dipole-dipole interaction with strength V| one expects shifts of the
09 line in the order of V, as long as V is much smaller than the vibrational frequencies.
When the interaction energy becomes comparable to the vibrational spacing, significant
changes of the spectra are expected™ In the LIF spectra of Fig. , even at the highest
dopant density the mean inter-molecule distance is on the order of 2.5nm. At such mean
distances the interaction is on the order of a few wavenumbers, which is much smaller than
the vibrational frequencies, and it is even smaller when compared to the width of the peaks
of the experimental spectra. This is consistent with the observation that the lineshape of

the 0) transition is independent of the dopant density. Also at higher frequencies all spectra
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except for Ac on argon are independent of the number of dopants and the surface dopant
density. This implies that the corresponding emission is either supressed or outside our
detection range, if changes of the absorption spectra are present from strong interaction of
molecules. Ac on argon shows an exceptional behavior with a clear dependence on dopant
density, suggesting that in this case the excited state and its dynamics is of different nature.
Unfortunately, the spectra for Ac on neon from Ref. 36/ do not cover the spectral region
where the dopant-dependent changes appear in the argon system. Therefore, it is not clear,
if the spectral changes are caused by the rare-gas interaction or if these appear from intrinsic

properties of the acene molecules.

C. Dopant density dependence of the radiative and non-radiative channels of

Tc and Pc

Now we turn our attention to multiply-doped clusters. As discussed above, there are
several dopant density-dependent mechanisms that can change the radiative and the non-
radiative rate constants. In the following, we discuss the dependence of these rates on the
surface dopant density.

We first focus on the regime I of Figs. [dand [0 In this regime, for neon one has a constant
QY and a strong decrease of total lifetime upon increasing the surface dopant density. For
argon, there is also a decrease in lifetime but an increase of the QY. Such an increase of QY is
possible, because the single molecules have a strong non-radiative decay and therefore a QY
of less than 1. In our previous studies®*** for neon, the lifetime reduction at constant QY was
explained by an increase of superradiance with increasing surface dopant density. In order to
understand the increase of the QY due to superradiance, note that the QY can be written
as QY=1 — (knr/kiot) = 1 — (knr/ (ke + kue)). Provided a non-radiative rate independent
of the dopant density, an increase of the radiative rate leads to an increase of the QY. In
section [V'A] it can be seen that individual Tc¢ and Pc molecules have non-radiative rate
constants comparable to the radiative ones on both neon and argon. Therefore, we would
expect a comparable behavior of lifetime and QY for both molecules on neon and argon.
Thus it is noteworthy that the data sets on neon and argon show pronounced differences.
It is particularly surprising that Tc has a constant QY on neon but the QY is increasing

on argon for increasing dopant density. However, one has to keep in mind that calculated
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radiative rate constants are subject to a rather large uncertainty (as discussed in section
. Since the change in QY depends sensitively on the exact numbers of k, and k., the
differences between Tc and Pc are consistent with the general conclusions of section [V A]and
consistent with the assumption that superradiance is appearing in region I. Note, that upon
increasing the dopant density, also the non-radiative decay constant changes. Mechanisms
such as SF and EEA increase the non-radiative decay rate and thus tend to decrease the QY
(both mechanisms depend on the surface dopant density; EEA has a strong dependence on
laser power as at least two excitations per cluster are needed). In the border region between
I and II, finally the non-radiative processes start dominating. Again there are pronounced
differences between argon and neon. While for neon clusters the lifetime as function of the
dopant density depends only weakly on the cluster size, for argon clusters the dependence is
much more pronounced. Consequently, the dopant density at which the onset of the decay
of the QY is found is very similar for neon clusters of different sizes and also the lifetimes
corresponding to these dopant densities are very similar for neon. However, on argon the
lifetimes exhibit a strong dependence on the cluster size. For small argon clusters, at the
dopant density at which the decay of the QY sets in, the lifetime is significantly reduced.
Contrastingly, for large argon clusters, the lifetime at that dopant density is still close to the
lifetime of the low doping limit. The lifetime in the case of argon exhibits a similar decrease
for all cluster sizes, but is strongly shifted towards higher dopant densities and slightly longer
lifetimes for larger clusters. The lifetime functions in the neon case are shifted similarly to

the argon case, but to a much smaller extent.

We will now take a brief look at the influence of the cluster size on the excitation lifetimes
and quantum yields. From Fig. [ one sees that for both Tc and Pc the lifetime is system-
atically higher at larger cluster sizes and the onset of decrease is shifted to larger dopant
densities with increasing cluster size. In particular for Tc also the relative QY in region I is
systematically higher for larger cluster sizes (cf. Fig. @ This indicates that with growing
cluster size either the radiative decay is increased or the non-radiative decay is decreased.
At the border of region I and II, in the neon case the QY starts to decrease with increasing
dopant density. Opposed to that, in the argon case at this dopant density the QY exhibits a
rather broad maximum. The onset of the decrease of the QY is at a higher dopant density,
compared to the neon case. The decrease of the QY in region II is independent of the cluster

size.
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We note that for the argon case the behavior of the QY is independent of the cluster
size in region II, but not in region I. This indicates that the decay dynamics is not solely
depending on the dopant density, but also on the absolute number of dopants. We do not
dare to draw conclusions about the underlying mechanisms responsible for these differences.
However, the experimental results and the analysis presented above indicate that they are

caused by the change of the material and the temperature of the cluster.

D. The dopant density dependence of the lifetimes of Ac

We will now discuss the fundamentally different behavior of Ac on argon compared to
neon. In particular, we address the increase of the lifetime on argon upon increasing the
dopant density, in contrast to a decrease for neon. As discussed in section [V A we find
for single Ac molecules on argon a much stronger non-radiative decay than for neon, which
could be caused by a shift of triplet states relative to the S; state. Note that, as mentioned
in sec. [Tl SF is energetically forbidden for Ac and is therefore not available as a non-
radiative decay channel. Concerning the lifetime increase upon higher doping, one possible
explanation is that the mutual interaction between the molecules induces further shifts of
the triplet levels. Another possible explanation is the formation of excimers, which has been

33534 or in solution.?” Hofmann et al®? reported on three distinct

discussed for amorphous Ac
lifetime components of Ac excimer populations in solution with decay time constants of
10ns, 35ns, and 170 ns. The lifetime increase could then be explained by the creation of an
excimer state.

The formation of excimers typically consists of two subsequent processes: the excitation
of one individual molecule into its S; excited state as the first step, and subsequently the
transformation of the individual molecules’ Sy and S; states into one joint excimer state.
As the actual excimer formation happens after the excitation, the absorption spectrum is
not altered. However, as has been discussed in section [VB] there is a pronounced change
of the LIF spectra upon increasing the dopant density (cf. Fig. ) This spectral change
could be caused by the transition dipole - dipole interaction leading to coherently delocalized
excitations. This also offers a possible mechanism for the increase in lifetime: the absorption
process populates bright states, which subsequently relax to sub-radiant states. Such sub-

radiant states have been observed in theoretical studies of disordered particles ™ Both
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processes, the excimer formation and the formation of coherently delocalized states lead
to a change of both radiative and non-radiative rate constants. Such changes can appear,
because for both processes there is a change in the accessible non-radiative channels caused
by the interaction. However, it remains surprising that these effects lead to opposite trends

on argon and neon.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work we have presented new insights in the interaction of polyacenes in a rare
gas environment. The interaction of the chromophores with the environment significantly
changes the excitation dynamics, although neon and argon are both considered as weakly
interacting environments.

Particularly, on argon the lifetime of Ac in the low doping limit is strongly reduced. It
is approximately half of the lifetime as on neon. Also towards larger dopant densities the
excitation dynamics differs strongly: on neon the lifetime decreases with increasing dopant
density, whereas it increases on argon. Our findings imply that the previous model from
Ref. 35 (including superradiance, singlet fission, exciton-exciton-annihilation and singlet
hopping) in its present form is not sufficient to qualitatively explain the experimental data
adequately. Non-radiative de-excitation channels of the individual molecules should be in-
cluded in the model and the cluster material should be taken into account. For Tc and
Pc, for which SF is energetically allowed, an identical behavior on neon was found regard-
ing excitation lifetimes and QY On argon, both molecules show quite distinct features
regarding the cluster size dependence and the extent of the quenching channel at the lowest
dopant densities, the excitation density dependence of the lifetime and the dependence of
the lifetime on the number of excited dopants.

Furthermore, we discussed additional mechanisms including the population of an excimer
state and the formation of strongly interacting aggregates in the context of the interpretation
of the different excitation dynamics of a dense Ac ensemble compared to the dense ensembles
of Tc or Pc. In future studies we would like to apply dispersed fluorescence spectroscopy
to obtain information on possible excimer or aggregate species, and a pump probe scheme
for the spectroscopy of triplet transitions, which could yield further information on ISC in

Tc and Pec, in particular, with respect to the dopant density. Finally, REMPI (resonance
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enhanced multi-photon ionization) scheme experiments could give further information on

the ratios of singlet and triplet populations.
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