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Photocatalytic water splitting can produce hydrogen in an environmentally friendly way and pro-
vide alternative energy sources to reduce global carbon emissions. Recently, monolayer fullerene
networks have been successfully synthesized, offering new material candidates for photocatalysis
because of their large surface area with abundant active sites, feasibility to be combined with other
2D materials to form heterojunctions, and the C60 cages for potential hydrogen storage. However,
efficient photocatalysts need a combination of a suitable band gap and appropriate positions of
the band edges. In this study, I employ semilocal density functional theory and hybrid functional
calculations to investigate the electronic structures of monolayer fullerene networks. I find that
only the unscreened hybrid functional, in combine with time-dependent Hartree-Fock calculations
to include the exciton binding energy, can reproduce the experimentally obtained optical band gap
of monolayer C60. All the phases of monolayer fullerene networks have suitable band gaps with
appropriate band edges for overall water splitting. In addition, the optical properties of monolayer
C60 are studied, and different phases of fullerene networks exhibit distinct absorption and recombi-
nation behavior, providing unique advantages either as an electron acceptor or as an electron donor
in photocatalysis.

The energy consumption of fossil fuels is the main
source of global carbon emissions 1. As an alternative,
hydrogen can be burnt in the presence of oxygen and
produce only water, supporting mitigation of CO2 emis-
sions. Photocatalysis can decompose water into hydro-
gen and oxygen using light, providing a low-cost ap-
proach for the green production of hydrogen. Photocat-
alytic water splitting has been extensively studied since
the discovery of electrochemical photolysis of water in
TiO2 in 1972 2–10. However, due to the wide band gap of
3.0−3.2 eV in TiO2, only the ultraviolet part of the solar
spectrum can be harnessed. To maximize the photocat-
alytic efficiency, a water-splitting material need to (i) ab-
sorb the light effectively to generate enough electron-hole
pairs; (ii) separate the generated carriers on the surface;
and (iii) overcome the potential barrier of the reaction.
For (i) and (iii), a compromise of the band gap is needed
to harness the photon energy effectively while fulfilling
the requirements of the band edges to facilitate the re-
dox reaction of water. As a result, an optimal band gap
around 2 eV is required, and the band edges must span
the redox potential 11–13. For (ii), a type-II band align-
ment can spontaneously separate the electrons and holes.
Based on these requirements, a variety of candidate mate-
rials have been proposed for efficient water splitting 14–21.
Among all the candidates, carbon nanomaterials exhibit
high physical stability and rich redox chemistry 22,23. In
particular, fullerene, the cage structure of C60

24, displays
high quantum efficiency in photocatalytic reactions be-
cause of their large surface area, abundant micropores,
increased surface active sites and efficient electron trans-
port properties 25–28. In photocatalysis, C60 can enhance
the photocatalytic activity via different mechanisms: it
can work as an electron acceptor owing to rapid carrier
separation 27,29–31, or as an energy transfer mediator 32,
or as an electron donor due to high photosensitivity 33.

In addition, for composite materials, the introduction of
fullerene results in better crystallization by reducing the
defects 28, and can also improve the stability of the com-
posites 34,35, which further enhance the photocatalytic ef-
ficiency. Most interestingly, C60 itself is a promising hy-
drogen storage material 36,37, and photocatalytic water
splitting using fullerene provides a convenient approach
to produce and store hydrogen at the same time.

Recently, a 2D material composed of covalently bonded
fullerene network structures has been synthesized, with
two configurations obtained: a quasi-tetragonal phase
(qTP) and a quasi-hexagonal phase (qHP) 38. The var-
ious structural phases of monolayer fullerene networks
can be combined with other 2D materials to form type-
II van der Waals heterostructures 39–41, which can effi-
ciently separate carriers between individual layers. In
addition, the band alignment in 2D heterostructures can
be further controlled by external strain because of the
mechanical flexibility of 2D materials 42–44. Compared
to heterostructures using C60 molecules 45, heterostruc-
tures using monolayer polymetric fullerene has a smooth
microscopic surface with uniform periodic C60 networks,
which provides high crystallinity and consequently in-
creases the photocatalytic activity. Compared to other
2D materials 46–57, monolayer C60 has larger surface area
with more active sites due to the quasi-0D network struc-
tures of C60 cages. Additionally, monolayer C60 ex-
hibits good thermodynamic stability and high carrier mo-
bility 38. All these physical/chemical properties render
monolayer fullerene networks a promising candidate for
photocatalytic water splitting. However, all theoretical
calculations underestimate the band gap of monolayer
C60 by at least 10% 42,43,58, and a correct description of
the band structures is the prerequisite for exploring the
band edge positions for water splitting or the optical ab-
sorption for photocatalysis.

ar
X

iv
:2

20
8.

00
01

5v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

tr
l-

sc
i]

  2
9 

Ju
l 2

02
2



2

a

b

c

a

c

b

(a)      qTP1 C (c)    qHP C60 60(b)      qTP2 C60

a

b

c

a

c

b

a

b

c

a

c

b

FIG. 1. Crystal structures of monolayer (a) qTP1, (b) qTP2 and (c) qHP C60 from top and side views.

In this paper, the electronic structures of monolayer
qTP and qHP fullerene networks are investigated using
semilocal density functional theory (DFT) and hybrid
functional calculations. By examining the band gap and
exciton binding energy, I find that the electronic struc-
tures and optical properties of monolayer C60 can only be
describe correctly by unscreened hybrid functional. The
band gaps of monolayer fullerene are around 2.12− 2.31
eV, with the band edge positions ideally suitable for over-
all water splitting. The carrier recombination in qTP
C60 is suppressed by weak optical transition, leading to
efficient carrier separation as an electron acceptor. On
the other hand, the strong optical absorption in qHP
C60 can provide a large amount of electrons for hydro-
gen evolution, making it promising as an electron donor.
These results indicate that monolayer fullerene networks
are promising as efficient overall water splitting photo-
catalysts.

All crystal structures of monolayer fullerene networks
are optimized using the PBEsol functional 59 as imple-
mented in vasp 60,61. A plane-wave cutoff of 800 eV and
a 5× 5 (3× 5) k-mesh are used for qTP (qHP) C60 dur-
ing the structural relaxation, with an energy convergence
criterion of 10−6 eV and a force convergence criterion of
10−2 eV/Å. To mimic the 2D monolayers with 3D peri-
odic boundary conditions, an interlayer vacuum spacing
larger than 17 Å is used to eliminate interactions between
adjacent unit cells along the c direction.

The crystal structures of monolayer fullerene networks
are present in Fig. 1. After geometry optimization, two
quasi-tetragonal phases are obtained. One phase, de-
noted as qTP1, crystallizes in space group P2/m (No. 10)
with lattice parameters a = 10.175 Å and b = 9.059 Å,
in which each C60 is linked by two neighboring C60 cages
through two [2 + 2] cycloaddition bonds along the b di-
rection, forming 1D chains of C60 cluster cages. The
shortest interchain distance between the nearest carbon
atoms is 3.065 Å along the a direction, which is much
longer than the C−C single bonds. The interchain dis-
tance is shortened merely by 0.167 Å when including the
van der Waals interactions 62, therefore the van der Waal
interactions are negligible in qTP1 C60. The space group

of the other quasi-tetragonal phase, demoted as qTP2,
is Pmmm (No. 47), with lattice parameters a = 9.097
Å and b = 9.001 Å. Similar to qTP1 C60, the in-plane
[2+2] cycloaddition bonds connect neighboring C60 cages
along the b direction in qTP2 C60. The difference be-
tween qTP1 and qTP2 C60 is along the a direction: no
bond is formed between neighboring C60 chains in qTP1
fullerene along the a direction, whereas each C60 cage
of qTP2 fullerene connects two neighboring cages along
that direction through two out-of-plane [2 + 2] cycload-
dition bonds, as demonstrated in Fig. 1(b). Monolayer
qHP C60 has a space group of Pc (No. 7) with lattice pa-
rameters a = 15.848 Å and b = 9.131 Å, where each C60

is connected to six neighboring C60 cages with four C−C
single bonds along the diagonal lines of the rectangular
unit cell and two [2 + 2] cycloaddition bonds along the
b direction. The calculated lattice constants agree well
with previous calculations 42.

From these crystal structures, the electronic structures
of qTP1, qTP2 and qHP C60 are predicted using the
PBEsol functional 59 and the screened hybrid functional
HSEsol 64. The band structures of qTP1 C60 are shown
in Fig. 2(a). The obtained PBEsol and HSEsol band gaps
are 1.09 and 1.65 eV respectively, with the valence band
maximum (VBM) at the Y high-symmetry point and
the conduction band minimum (CBM) at X. As both
PBEsol and HSEsol functionals tend to overestimate the
screening effects in low-dimensional systems and conse-
quently underestimate their band gap 65–67, the band gap
is also evaluated by using unscreened hybrid functional
in which the Hartree-Fock and PBEsol exchange ener-
gies are mixed in a 1:3 ratio along with the full PBEsol
correlation energy (denoted as PBEsol0) 68–70. With the
screening parameter decreases to 0 Å−1, i.e. the long-
range Hartree-Fock exchange is unscreened, the band gap
further increases to 2.31 eV, as listed in Table I.

To visualize the band edges, the partial charge den-
sity at specific k-points and electronic bands is shown in
Fig. 2(d). The highest valence band is flat along Γ−X,
and as expected, the corresponding charge density of VB1
is isolated within separated C60 cages. Similarly, the top
valence states and lowest conduction states at Y, denoted
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FIG. 2. Electronic structures of (a) qTP1, (b) qTP2, and (c) qHP C60 calculated with PBEsol functional and HSEsol hybrid
functional, as well as their corresponding partial charge density of the top valence states and the lowest conduction states in
(d)-(f). The default isosurface level is used, as implemented in vesta 63.

TABLE I. Calculated band gaps (eV) of qTP1, qTP2 and
qHP C60 using PBEsol, HSEsol and unscreened hybrid func-
tional PBEsol0 with their corresponding screening parameter
µ (Å−1).

PBEsol HSEsol PBEsol0

µ ∞ 0.2 0

qTP1 1.09 1.65 2.31

qTP2 0.94 1.48 2.18

qHP 0.86 1.44 2.12

as VB2 and CB2 respectively, are centered around each
single C60 cage, and such molecular-like character is con-
sistent with their flat bands. Compared to VB1, VB2 and
CB2, the lowest conduction band at X (CB1) is more dis-
persive and its charge density is more diffuse along the a
direction.

For qTP2 C60, the PBEsol functional predicts an in-
direct band gap of 0.94 eV with the VBM at Γ and the
CBM at Y, while the HSEsol hybrid functional yields
an indirect gap of 1.48 eV with the VBM at S and the
CBM at Y. As shown in Fig. 2(b), the band structures
of qTP2 C60 show distinct difference from qTP1 C60,

despite that their lattice parameters are similar. In addi-
tion, the charge density of qTP2 C60 changes significantly
compared to that of qTP1 C60. Because the space group
of qTP2 C60 (Pmmm) has more symmetry operations
than that of qTP1 C60 (P2/m), their partial charge den-
sity in Fig. 2(e) is more symmetric than that of qTP1
C60.

Figure 2(c) depicts the PBEsol and HSEsol band struc-
tures of monolayer qHP C60. Monolayer qHP C60 pos-
sesses a direct band gap at Γ. The CBM of monolayer
qHP C60 exhibits flat-band features, and its charge den-
sity is molecular-like, as shown in Fig. 2(f). On the other
hand, the charge of the more dispersive VBM is dis-
tributed in the entire Brillouin zone, connecting neigh-
boring C60 cages via both the C−C single bonds and the
[2+2] cycloaddition bonds. Therefore, holes are expected
to diffuse more effectively in qHP C60. The PBEsol band
gap of 0.86 eV is in line with previous calculations 42. The
HSEsol band gap of 1.44 eV is much narrower compared
to the PBEsol0 gap of 2.12 eV, which can be attributed
to an increase in the dielectric screening of HSEsol 71.

To gain insight into the appropriate level of theory
to correctly describe the electronic structures and op-
tical properties of the C60 monolayers, the optical band
gaps of monolayer fullerene networks are calculated and
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FIG. 3. Imaginary part of the dielectric function ε2 of (a) qTP1, (b) qTP2, and (c) qHP C60 calculated with PBEsol0 and
TDHF on top of PBEsol0, as well as the binding energy EB of the low-energy excitons in (d)-(f). The radius of the bright
excitons indicates the oscillator strength. The larger the radius, the higher the oscillator strength.

compared with the experimentally determined value. In
2D materials, the excitonic effects are stronger than
their bulk counterparts due to weaker dielectric screen-
ing 55,65,72. To include exciton binding energy, time-
dependent Hartree-Fock (TDHF) calculations are per-
formed on top of PBEsol0 using a k-mesh of 8×8 (5×8)
with the highest eight (sixteen) valence bands and the
lowest eight (sixteen) conduction bands included as basis
for qTP (qHP) C60, converging the exciton eigenenergy
within 1 meV. In 2D materials, the exciton absorption
spectrum calculated from TDHF agrees qualitatively well
with the results obtained from the Bethe-Salpeter equa-
tion (BSE) on top of the GW calculations 65, and TDHF
is computationally much less expensive than GW + BSE,
especially for large systems such as monolayer fullerene
networks. For qHP C60, PBEsol0 + TDHF yields an op-
tical band gap of 1.69 eV, in good agreement with the ex-
perimental value of 1.6 eV 38. The tiny discrepancy may
come from temperature effects such as electron-phonon
coupling 73–77, which are not included in the calculations.
On the other hand, the PBEsol and HSEsol band gaps,
even without including the exciton binding energy, are
lower than the measured gap. This is unsurprising be-
cause in quasi-0D C60 monolayers the screening effects
are much weaker than most 2D materials, and conse-
quently even the screened hybrid functional is inadequate

to describe the correct band gap. Thus a correct descrip-
tion of the band structures and optical properties can
only be obtained by using TDHF on top of the unscreened
hybrid functional PBEsol0.

The dielectric function of monolayer fullerene networks
is first calculated by using PBEsol0, corresponding to
the optical absorption of the hybrid-functional electronic
structure under the independent particle picture. A nom-
inal layer thickness of 14.78 Å and 16.94 Å are used
for the dielectric function of qTP and qHP C60 respec-
tively, corresponding to the interlayer distance of their
bulk counterparts. The imaginary parts of the dielec-
tric function of all three phases are gathered in Fig. 3(a)-
(c). Within the independent particle approximation,
the PBEsol0 dielectric function of both qTP1 and qTP2
C60 is strongly anisotropic along the a and b directions,
whereas the first absorption peaks of qHP C60 have simi-
lar energies along both directions. Moreover, the indirect
band gaps of qTP1 and qTP2 C60 give rise to low optical
absorption in the visible light region.

Beyond the independent particle approximation, the
dielectric function is evaluated by PBEsol0 + TDHF to
assess the excitonic contributions, as demonstrated by
the green and cyan curves in Fig. 3(a)-(c). In monolayer
qTP1 C60, including excitonic effects leads to a moderate
sub-band-gap optical absorption, as shown in Fig. 3(a).
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FIG. 4. Band alignment of qTP1, qTP2 and qHP C60 mono-
layers calculated with PBEsol, HSEsol and PBEsol0.

This is because the low-energy excitons are mostly dark
and the optical transitions involved in these dark exci-
tons have zero oscillator strength, as demonstrated in
Fig. 3(d). Regarding the monolayer qTP2 C60, the exci-
ton absorption peak is even higher than the band gap of
2.18 eV owing to the zero oscillator strength in the opti-
cal transitions in the low-energy range. On the other
hand, strong exciton absorption peak below the band
gap is observed in monolayer qHP C60 in Fig. 3(c). The
low-energy excitons in monolayer qHP C60 are mostly
bright with large binding energy around 200− 400 meV,
as present in Fig. 3(f). Therefore, strong exciton absorp-
tion is induced in qHP C60.

The PBEsol0 band gaps of the monolayer C60 networks
around 2 eV can maximize the solar energy absorption
for water splitting 11,13. For an overall water splitting
reaction, the energy levels of the CBM and VBM must
straddle the redox potentials of water. In other words,
at pH = 0 the CBM (with respect to the vacuum level)
should be higher than the hydrogen evolution potential
of −4.44 eV, while the VBM should be lower than the
oxygen evolution potential of −5.67 eV 53,57,78. To deter-
mine the band edge positions of qTP1, qTP2 and qHP
C60 monolayers, the vacuum levels of all three phases are
calculated by averaging the electrostatic potential along
the c axis. Figure 4 summarizes the PBEsol0 band align-
ment of all three C60 monolayers, with the PBEsol and
HSEsol band alignment plotted as well for comparison.

In monolayer qTP1 C60, the PBEsol0 CBM is 0.54 eV
higher than the reduction reaction potential of H2/H+,
which is suitable for water reduction. Moreover, the
VBM is 0.54 eV lower than the oxidation potential of
O2/H2O, which is suitable for water oxidation. Simi-
larly, the CBM of qTP2 C60 is 0.50 eV higher than the
reduction potential and the VBM is 0.45 eV lower than
the oxidation potential. Regarding the monolayer qHP
C60, the CBM lies 0.46 eV above the reduction poten-
tial and the VBM is 0.43 eV below the oxidation po-
tential. Therefore, all three C60 monolayers exhibit large
band gaps with appropriate band edge positions for over-
all photocatalytic water splitting.

In addition, monolayer fullerene networks can be com-
bined with a highly diverse set of lattice-matched 2D
materials, such as AlN and WS2 with higher CBM and
VBM 39–41,47, to form type-II heterostructures to sepa-
rate electrons and holes in individual layers, which can
further improve the photocatalytic performance. The
presence of monolayer fullerene networks can improve the
separation of electrons and holes by trapping them indi-
vidually into different nanostructures, i.e. 0D C60 cages
in all three phases, or 1D C60 chains in qTP1 fullerene.
For the 0D C60 cages in all three phases, the non-localized
π bonds in C60 allows continuous transfer and separa-
tion of the photogenerated carriers 22. For the 1D chains
in qTP1 C60, photogenerated carriers can move along
the chain direction, and such 1D chain structures usu-
ally have a high carrier mobility 13,16. Furthermore, the
enhanced surface area in monolayer fullerene networks,
with more micropores and surface active sites compared
to any 2D materials, can significantly increase the pho-
tocatalytic efficiency. Additionally, the optical transition
oscillator strength in both the qTP1 and qTP2 monolay-
ers is quite low, thereby suppresses the carrier recombi-
nation and enhances the photocatalytic efficiency as an
electron acceptor. Regarding the monolayer qHP C60,
the strong optical absorption can generate a large amount
of electrons, making it promising for providing electrons
for hydrogen evolution.

The lattice parameters of 3×1 qTP1 C60 and 2×1 qHP
C60 are matched within 3.8% for a and 0.8% for b respec-
tively, therefore monolayer qTP1 and qHP C60 can also
be combined to form qTP1/qHP heterostructures. To
identify the type of the heterostructures for device appli-
cations, the band alignment at the qTP1/qHP interface
is investigated. Compared to qTP1 C60, qHP C60 has
a consistently smaller band gap (see Table I and Fig. 4).
The offset between the conduction band edges of qTP1
and qHP C60 monolayers is 0.08 eV with the CBM of
qHP lower than that of qTP, and a higher VBM of qHP
relative to qTP1 leads to a valence band discontinuity
of 0.11 eV. Consequently, a type-I (straddling gap) band
alignment exists between qTP1 and qHP C60. The type-I
heterostructures with qTP1 and qHP C60 can be utilized
in optical devices such as light-emitting diodes owing to
high emission efficiency 79, or in lasers because of efficient
recombination of spatially confined electrons and holes in
qHP C60

39.

In summary, I use unscreened hybrid functional and
time-dependent Hartree-Fock calculations to examine the
electronic structures and exciton binding energy of mono-
layer qTP and qHP C60, rationalizing the measured op-
tical band gap. To gain insights into the photocatalytic
performance of monolayer fullerene networks, I investi-
gate the band alignment of monolayer fullerene networks,
and find that all three phases have the band edge posi-
tions suitable for overall water splitting. The distinct
optical properties between qTP and qHP fullerene pro-
vide unique advantages for different applications in pho-
tocatalysis, with qTP C60 being a likely electron acceptor
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and qHP C60 being a promising electron donor respec-
tively. Beyond water splitting, the type-I band alignment
for the qTP1/qHP heterostructures offers new opportu-
nities for optical devices and lasers.
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