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Abstract

It is thought that nature already exploits quantum mechanical properties to increase

the efficiency of solar energy harvesting devices. So, the operation of these devices

can be enhanced by clever design of a nanoscopic, quantum mechanical system where

the quantum coherence plays a crucial role in this process. In this investigation, we

develop a donor-acceptor two level trap dipole model converging the key role of quan-

tum coherence and aggregation effects along with different initial states. Our analysis

reveals that quenching unwanted emissions is achievable by preparing the system in

specific initial state under the effect of optimal spatial aggregation. Interestingly it

is observed that characterizing aggregation-induced properties and quantum effects of

bandgap engineering can increase the power enhancement up to 35.87% compared with

classical counterparts. This encouraging trend suggests a promising novel design as-

pect of nature-mimicking photovoltaic devices.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Photovoltaic cells (PV cells), also known as solar cells and photosynthesis, akin to classical
heat engines, convert solar energy directly into electrical and chemical energy by the means
of photovoltaic effect and a biological process, respectively. The pursuit of enhancing the
energy conversion efficiency of PVs is the subject of extensive ongoing research. The perfor-
mance of a solar energy harvesting device can be improved through the strategic design of
a nanoscopic, quantum mechanical system. While thermodynamic principles establish the
well-known Shockley-Queisser efficiency limit for classical photovoltaic devices, this limit can
be surpassed by deliberately utilizing quantum interference to disrupt the detailed balance
constraint [1]. It is hypothesized that nature leverages quantum mechanical properties to
enhance the light-harvesting efficiency of photosynthesis. Prolonged quantum coherence has
been observed in photosynthesis following laser excitation [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7]. This obser-
vation has attracted substantial interest in understanding how quantum coherence can be
amplified in complex biological environments and its potential crucial role in efficient exciton
transport processes [8, 9, 10, 11, 12]. The FMO complex which connects the antenna to the
reaction centre in the light harvesting apparatus of green sulfur bacteria, stands as the most
extensively investigated system within this context [13]. Emulating photosynthesis offers a
compelling avenue for enhancing the efficiency of contemporary solar cell technology [14].
Establishing a connection between efficiency, functionality, and fortifying room-temperature
quantum effects in these nanoscale systems could profoundly influence the design of future
quantum-based nanotechnologies.

In a recent study, Dorfman and colleagues proposed an innovative solution to enhance
light reactions in photocells [15]. They analyzed these reactions as quantum heat engines
(QHEs). By treating the light-to-charge conversion as a continuous Carnot-like cycle, they
discovered that quantum coherence could significantly increase the photocurrent in a photo-
cell based on photosynthetic reaction centers. Specifically, this boost amounted to at least
27% when compared to an equivalent classical photocell. In their theoretical framework,
the driving force behind this enhancement stems from the phenomenon of Fano interference
[16]. Fano interference has been experimentally shown to allow optical systems to deviate
from the thermodynamic detailed balance, which typically constrains the efficiency of light-
harvesting devices. Notably, this violation of detailed balance was originally highlighted
by Shockley and Queisser in their seminal work on the fundamental limits of semiconduc-
tor solar cells. In this regard, Scully and his colleagues theoretically demonstrated that
quantum coherence can enhance the performance of both a solar cell and a photosynthetic
reaction center [16, 17, 18]. Succeeding on the work of Scully et al., Creatore et al. pro-
posed a biologically inspired photocell model enhanced by a delocalized dark quantum state
involving two dipole-coupled donors [19]. Next, the authors of Ref. [20] conducted an in-
vestigation on the scenario involving three coupled donors. Furthermore, Fruchtman et al.
demonstrated that a photocell incorporating an asymmetric pair of coupled chromophores
can surpass the performance of those containing a symmetric dimer or a pair of independent
molecules [21]. The distinction between coherent and incoherent energy transfer has been
extensively investigated in molecular crystals and aggregates. It is well-established that the
interaction between exciton coupling and energetic disorder regulates the degree of exciton
delocalization, which subsequently dictates the nature of transport. As excitons become
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more delocalized, coherent effects become increasingly significant.
In this paper we set out dipole coupled emitters and spatial nano-structure two-level trap

required to fine-tune the emission properties such as power enhancement through preparing
the system in different initial state and specific aggregation model. It is well established
that emission properties are the reflection of interaction between optical molecular transi-
tion dipoles in collective excitations. We host dipole molecules of solar materials in H and
J-aggregates producing delocalized states in order to supress recombination and increase
photo-generated carriers. Theoretical studies have shown that H-aggregate is more advanta-
geous for charge transport due to the large π−π overlap. Based on this scientific background,
this research has provided systematic insights into the correlation between aggregation struc-
ture of dipole electron donors and emission induced properties causing. More interestingly,
the system preparation in multiple initial states made a big improvement in power output
enhancement intoducing unique, novel and more enhanced photocell model.

II. MODEL DESCRIPTION

In this paper, we develop the concept of a photosynthesis-inspired paradigm as QHE in order
to increase the light-harvesting efficiency of quantum photocells. The cyclic engine model
considered here is a structure with three effective sites which mimics the photosynthetic
reaction centers apparatus as in the primary model proposed by Dorfman [15]. According to
crystallography molecules in aggregates are most likely to be aligned collectively, not inde-
pendently boosting individual optoelectronic properties in tunable light-matter interactions
[22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28]. The well-defined aggregation structure we consider here con-
sists of two identical and initially uncoupled donor chromophores, (D, e.g., polymer-based
material) which flank an acceptor molecule (A, e.g., fullerene-basedmaterial), as depicted
in Figure 1. The optical excitation of donor configurations produced by solar radiation is
modeled as two-level systems with the ground state |b〉 and the excited states |a1〉 and |a2〉.
The exciton dynamics of the donor aggregate structure is described by the Hamiltonian given
by

HD =
∑

i=1,2

~ωiσ
+
i σ

−
i +

∑

i 6=j

Jij(σ
+
i σ

−
j + σ−

i σ
+
j ), (1)

where σ+
i = (σ−

i )
† = |ai〉〈b| with i = 1, 2 are the raising (lowering) operators. By consid-

ering the donor molecules as a dipole moment with the optical transition dipole moment
µi = e〈ai|r|b〉 (i = 1, 2), the electrostatic dipole-dipole coupling describes intermolecular
interaction is given by

J12 =
1

4πεε0

(

µ1.µ2

|R12|3
− 3

(µ1.R12)(µ2.R12)

|R12|5
)

. (2)

Consider dipole moment µ1 located at position R1 and dipole moment µ2 at position R2

coupled to electromagnetic radiation field through dipole transitions and the radius vector
from µ1 to µ2 is R12 = R2 − R1. Typically, the strength of the interaction term J12 is
much weaker than the optical excitation energy and depends on the alignment of dipole
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moments. In a dimer system studied by Creatore et al. [19], the donor dipole moment is
always perpendicular to the radius vector R12, resulting in the vanishing of second term in
Eq.(2). Thus, the electrostatic dipole-dipole coupling is given by J12 ∝ µ1.µ2 = µ1µ2cosϕ
where ϕ is the angle between the two dipole moments. But with the assumption that the
donor dipole moments are parallel (ϕ = 0) and when the angle between them and the vertical
axis denoted by θ, the reduced form of Eq.(2) is given by

J12(θ) = J0
12

(

1− 3cos2(
π

2
− θ)

)

. (3)

Considering the schematic of reaction center as illustrated in Figure 1(a), initially both
donor chromophores are quite optically active, synergistically facilitating the transition of
excited electrons to the acceptor A. Dipole-dipole interaction occurs because of the electro-
static attraction between the positive and negative charges of the dipoles, impacting the
electric field experienced by them, which in turn affects energy levels, transition probabili-
ties, and other characteristics. The most important phenomena among these photophysical
properties is the orbital overlap between adjacent donor molecules, resulting formation of
new optically excitable states. Stable delocalized excited states, known as exciton states,
are commonly observed in pigment-protein complexes [29]. These states play a crucial role
in producing quantum interference effects that boost the photocurrent and the power of our
QHE. In the presence of dipolar excitonic coupling J12, the new donor eigenstates are formed
as

|x1〉 =
1√
2
(|a1〉+ |a2〉), (4)

which is symmetric/bright combinations of the uncoupled donor states and

|x2〉 =
1√
2
(|a1〉 − |a2〉), (5)

which is antisymmetric/dark combinations of the uncoupled donor states. Also the corre-
sponding energy eigenvalues are

Ex1
=
E1 + E2

2
+

√

(E1 − E2)2

4
+ J2

12(θ), (6)

and

Ex2
=
E1 + E2

2
−

√

(E1 − E2)2

4
+ J2

12(θ), (7)

where E1 and E2 represent the energies of the uncoupled donor states |a1〉 and |a2〉, respec-
tively. Due to the angle dependence of the mentioned energy eigenvalues, it is obvious that
different aggregation structures will lead to distinct excited states and thus induce different
luminescent properties. Herein, we assume two coupled donors (D1 and D2) are identical
and degenerate, so the relationship between the angle and the Davidov energy splitting
between the symmetric and antisymmetric states is given by △E(θ) = 2|J12(θ)|. In the
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following, we want to discuss about the aggregation structures named the H-aggregate and
the J-aggregate structure. In H-aggregate molecular structures, the two transition dipole
moments are aligned in head-to-head manner with respect to vertical axis at θ = 0. Here,
the symmetric state is higher than the antisymmetric state (see Figure 1(b)), so the optical
transition is shifted to blue. On the other hand, in J-aggregate molecular structures, the
two transition dipole moments are aligned in head-to-tail manner with respect to vertical
axis at θ = π/2 and the antisymmetric state is higher than the symmetric state (see Figure
1(c)), so the optical transition is changed to red. It also should be noted that the shift from
the H-aggregate to the J-aggregate occurred at the approximately critical angle θc ≈ 35.26

◦

with respect to vertical axis [20]. It is worth mentioning that classically the total dipole mo-
ment is always 2|µ| when two dipole moments point to the same direction. But, the dipole
moment of |x1〉 is strengthened through constructive interference of the individual transition
dipole matrix elements, µx1

= (µ1 + µ2)/
√
2 =

√
2|µ|, whereas the dipole moment of |x2〉 is

annihilated due to destructive interference µx2
= 0. Therefore, the symmetric combination

describes an optically active bright state with the optical transition rate γh ∝ |µx1
|2 = 2|µ|2,

which is doubled in comparison with an uncoupled donor case, while the antisymmetric
combination describes an optically forbidden dark state.

Unlike previous studies in which the starting point of the cyclic light-emitting engine was
considered in only ground state, in our new scheme, the initial state of our model is assumed
to be in the following desired state given by

|ψ〉 = α|x1〉+ β|x2〉. (8)

Amazingly, we will find that under realistic constraints, different initial state effects surpass
the performance of previously investigated systems and introduce an effective novel band
gap engineering mechanism in order to harness quantum effects and coherent superposition
advantages. Next, the excited electrons can be transferred to the acceptor molecule through
electronic coupling and the emission of phonons, following the process described in [15]. Sub-
sequently, the excited electrons are utilized to perform work, resulting the charge-separated
state |α〉 decaying to the sub-stable state |β〉. Also, the recombination between the acceptor
and the donor is also considered with a decay rate of χΓ, where χ is a dimensionless fraction.
Ultimately, the state |β〉 undergoes decay, returning via Γc to the charge neutral ground state
|b〉 and complete the cycle.

We will now develop a kinetic scheme to describe the time evolution of the average
occupations associated with this specific level structure. As usual, we use the standard
Born-Markov approximations: a weak interaction between an open quantum system and
the environment and the extremely short correlation time of the environment, that is, no
memory effect. So, we can obtain the master equation for the density matrix ρ(t) of the
photocell as follows

∂ρ

∂t
= (

i

~
)[ρ,H] + Lh(ρ) + Lc(ρ) + LD(ρ). (9)

The Hamiltonian of the photocell is given byH = HD+HA whereHA = ~ωασ
+
α σ

−
α+~ωβσ

+
β σ

−
β

is the Hamiltonian of the accepter and σ+
α = (σ−

α )
† = |α〉〈b| and σ+

β = (σ−
β )

† = |β〉〈b| are the
related raising (lowering) operators. The Lindblad operator, denoted as Lh(ρ), encapsulates
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the interaction between the system and its surrounding hot bath, it is given by

Lh(ρ) = (
γh
2
)(nh + 1)

[

2ζ−ρζ+ − ζ+ζ−ρ− ρζ+ζ−
]

+ (
γh
2
)nh

[

2ζ+ρζ− − ζ−ζ+ρ− ρζ−ζ+
]

,(10)

where ζ+ = (ζ−)† = |x1〉〈b| is the corresponding raising (lowering) operator. In addition, γh
is the transition rate between ground state |b〉 and the bright state |x1〉 and nh is the average
thermal occupations at Th according to the Planck distribution [30, 31, 32]. Likewise, the
Lindblad operator Lc(ρ), arising from the interaction with the cold bath can be written as
follows

Lc(ρ) = Lc1(ρ) + Lc2(ρ) + Lc3(ρ), (11)

where Lc1(ρ) has the same form to Eq.(10) except replacing γh → γx, nh → nx and ζ+ → ξ+

with ξ+ = (ξ−)† = |x1〉〈x2|. Similarly, the Lindblad operator Lc2(ρ) (Lc3(ρ)) has the same
form to Eq.(10) except replacing γh → γc (γh → Γc), nh → nc (nh → Nc) and ζ+ → η+

(ζ+ → τ+) where η+ = (η−)† = |x2〉〈α| (τ+ = (τ−)† = |β〉〈b|) are the jump operators.
Correspondingly, nx, nc and Nc are the average thermal occupations at Tc with energies
∆E = Ex1

− Ex2
, ∆E = Ex2

− Eα and ∆E = Eβ − Eb, respectively. The average thermal
occupations at energies ∆E are given as follows

n =
1

e∆E/kBTc − 1
, (12)

where kB stands for the Boltzmann constant. Ultimately, the Lindblad operator LD(ρ) is
expressed in a more detailed form as

LD(ρ) = (
Γ

2
)

[

2λ−1 ρλ
+
1 − λ+1 λ

−
1 ρ− ρλ+1 λ

−
1

]

+ (
χΓ

2
)

[

2λ+2 ρλ
−
2 − λ+2 λ

−
2 ρ− ρλ+2 λ

−
2

]

. (13)

In the mentioned equation, λ+1 = (λ−1 )
† = |α〉〈β| and λ+2 = (λ−2 )

† = |α〉〈b| are jump oper-
ators. The transition rate Γ describes transitions from the state |α〉 to the state |β〉. The
parameter χ characterizes the recombination of charge carriers (electrons and holes) at the
acceptor-donor interface effecting the current generation in a photocell. By assuming χ = 0
we analyze the scenario where no recombination occurs. This consideration aims to achieve
the maximum power output from the photocell. The kinetics of light-matter interactions,
following the Pauli master equation, guarantee completely positive populations. It is as-
sumed that our proposed scheme functions as a quantum heat engine while being in thermal
equilibrium with both hot and cold baths at the same time.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Before the main discussion, we need to solve numerically the Pauli master equation Eq.(9)
and obtain the transient and steady states. In our calculation, we use the parameters listed
in Table 1.
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Table 1. The used parameters.
Ea1 −Eb 1.8 (eV)
Ea2 −Eb 1.8 (eV)
Ea1 −Eα 0.2 (eV)
Ea1 −Eα 0.2 (eV)
Eβ −Eb 0.2 (eV)
γh = 2γ1h = 2γ2h 1.24× 10−6

γc = 2γ1c = 2γ2c 12× 10−3

γx 25× 10−3

Γc 0.0248
J0
12 0.015

By incorporating the idea of photochemical current and voltage, we assign an effective
current and voltage to the reaction center. The resistance of an external load is described
by the electron decay rate Γ from cathode to anode. The current flows from |α〉 to |β〉
is expressed as I = eΓPα, where e represents the fundamental charge of an electron at
steady state and the probability to find the system in state i(i = x1, x2, α, β, b) is denoted
as Pi = ρi,i, where ρi,i is the diagonal elements of the density matrix. It should be noted
that the value of Γ ranges from Γ = 0 (the open circuit regime) to large Γ (the short circuit
regime). The voltage across the solar cell is determined by the chemical potential variance
between the mentioned two loads, eV ≡ e(Vβ − Vα)=µα − µβ. By employing the Boltzmann
distributions for levels |α〉 and |β〉, where Pα = e−(Eα−µα)/KBTc and Pβ = e−(Eβ−µβ)/KBTc the
solar cell’s voltage is described in relation to energy levels and populations [17, 19]

eV = Eα − Eβ +KBTc ln
Pα

Pβ

. (14)

When sunlight is absent, the system reaches thermal equilibrium with the phonon bath tem-
perature, resulting in a vanishing voltage. Consequently, V serves as a metric for quantifying
the deviation from the thermal state characterized by temperature Tc. The rapid transfer
rate of excited electrons to the acceptor results in a current proportional to the product of the
electron charge and the generation rate, typically on the order of microamperes. It should be
noted that the current and voltage are determined by analyzing the steady-state solutions
of the master equation where we calculate the populations ρα,α and ρβ,β at sufficiently long
times. Now, the power of the quantum photocell is given by

Pout = V I. (15)

In this paper, in order to reach the desired power enhancement we integrate aggregation
optimization, system preparation in different initial delocalized states, dark state protection
and bandgap engineering. We discuss how aggregation becomes important and initializing
the quantum photocell in a delocalized state gives rise to the big improvement of system
performance compared with the previous studies. In this regard, we define the enhanced
power output induced by the mentioned quantum effects as follows

PE = (
P coupled
out − P uocoupled

out

P uocoupled
out

)× 100, (16)
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where P coupled and P uocoupled being the power output in the coupled (J12 6= 0) and uncoupled
(J12 = 0) case, respectively.

Figure 3 shows the power generated by the quantum photocell as a function of the coeffi-
cient β in excitonically coupled (J12 6= 0) case for the H-aggregate configuration. Extracting
power has been evaluated at room temperature Tc = 300K. Figure 3(a) is plotted for the
operation near the short circuit regime Γ = 0.1eV and Figure 3(b) is plotted for the open
circuit regime Γ = 0.001eV. According to the Figure 3(a), when the initial state is pre-
pared in the ground state |b〉, the power output always is higher compared to the general
delocalized initial state |ψ〉. Meanwhile, this result is completely reversed in the case of
Γ = 0.001eV. The maximum power output Pmax

out = 4334.3µW of the studied photocell is
obtained for β = 0 representing the initial state |x1〉 in the H-aggregation. Also, the produc-
tion of output power values in descending order according to the preparation of the specific
initial states in H-aggregation is: Px1

> Pa1 = Pa2 > Px2
. In contrast to the previous claim,

considering the H-aggregation type for Γ = 0.001eV , when the system is initialized in the
general delocalized state |ψ〉 the resulting power output is greater than that obtained from
the ground state |b〉. In contrast to the previous case, the power output of the photocell
reaches its minimum value for the initial state |x1〉 and the maximum power corresponds to
the initial state |x2〉.

Figure 4 presents the generated power as a function of the coefficient β in excitonically
coupled (J12 6= 0) case for the J-aggregate configuration. As depicted in Figure 4(a,b),
the analysis examines two distinct values near the short circuit regime (Γ = 0.1eV) and
near the open circuit regime (Γ = 0.001eV), respectively. According to Figure 4(a), the
power output is greater when the initial state is prepared in the ground state |b〉 compared
to the prepared initial state in the general delocalized state |ψ〉. Conversely, this outcome
is entirely reversed in the case with Γ = 0.001 eV. The minimum power output obtained
using the discussed quantum effects across various configurations and by varying the Γ
parameter is Pmin

out = 78.34µW , occurring with the initial state |x2〉 in the J-aggregation and
for Γ = 0.001eV. As observed in Figure 4(a), the descending order of output power values
based on the specific initial states preparation in the J-aggregate configuration is as follows:
Px2

> Pa1 = Pa2 > Px1
. Similar to Figure 3(b) when the system is initialized in the general

delocalized state |ψ〉 the resulting power output is always greater than that obtained from
the ground state |b〉. In this scenario, the power output of the photocell reaches its minimum
for the initial state |x2〉. Conversely, the maximum power output corresponds to the initial
state |x1〉 at β = 0, demonstrating the peak performance.

The angle dependence of the power enhancement PE near the short and open circuit
regimes is illustrated in Figure 5. As shown in Figure 5(a), it is obvious that the power
enhancement is largely independent of the system’s initial state, as the graphs are nearly
identical and overlaped. In fact, the power enhancement does not significantly depend on
the initial state and starting point of the system. Moreover, the enhancement of power
is affected by the aggregation of dipole moments, with the optimal condition occurring at
the H-aggregate or when θ = 0. As θ increases, the power enhancement decreases, hitting
its minimum value in the J-aggregate state. At the critical angle θc (transition from the
H-aggregate phase to the J-aggregate), J12 becomes zero, indicating the possibility of an
uncoupled regime. Therefore, the uncoupled power is equal to the power of the coupled
regime, resulting in zero power enhancement. In the following, we investigate the angle
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dependency of the PE with the used parameter Γ = 0.001eV, as depicted in Figure 5(b).
In this scenario, the PE interestingly exhibits a significant reliance on the initial state of
the system. For the H-aggregate case, the PE demonstrates positive values and it follows a
ascending trend for the different initial β = (0, 2−1/2, 1) with approximately values of 17.64%,
26.75% and 35.87%, respectively. It drops zero at magic angle θ = θc and after crossing the
critical angle, the PE takes negative values and ultimately it approximately reaches −42.19%,
−64.64% and −87.08% in the J aggregate configuration of dipoles. Overall, we conclude that
when θ < θc, the power of coupled case in higher than the power of uncoupled case and when
θ > θc, the power of coupled case in lower than the power of uncoupled case.

To give a more clear physical reason for our results in Figure 5, we emphasize that for the
H-aggregate, the optimal state occurs at θ = 0, resulting in maximum power enhancement
due to constructive dipole coupling. As θ increases from this optimal alignment, the power
enhancement decreases, reflecting a transition from constructive to destructive interference
of dipole interactions. Conversely, in the J-aggregates, the power enhancement reaches its
lowest value. This is due to the increased destructive interference as the dipoles misaligned.
Moreover, it is worth noting that for the H-aggregate case (θ < θc), the bright state |x1〉
lies at a higher energy than the dark state |x2〉 and for the J-aggregate case (θ > θc), the
bright state |x1〉 lies at a lower energy than the dark state |x2〉. Also, by comparing the
energy splitting between the bright and dark states for the H and J-aggregates, we have
∆EJ−aggregate = 2∆EH−aggregate. Consequently, the transition from the donor to the acceptor
for the J-aggregate case is very low and the current enhancement is negative because an
electron in the bright state jumps to the dark state through only the stimulated absorption
γxnx of thermal phonons for the J-aggregate case while this transition occurs through the
stimulated and spontaneous emissions of thermal phonons γx(1 + nx) for the H-aggregate
case.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, the importance of the initial-state dependence for a photovoltaic cell efficiency
under different aggregation and realistic constraints has been investigated near the short
and open circuit regimes. We have considered dipole molecules of solar materials producing
delocalized states and amazingly found that the power output with the initially prepared
general delocalized excited state can surpass the performance of previously studied systems
with the initially prepared ground state near the open circuit regime and in the both H and J
aggregation. In addition, our findings indicated that our considered photocell can result in a
notable enhancement of power output by about 35.87% in a coherent coupled dipole system
compared with the uncoupled dipoles in the H aggregate and near the open circuit regime.
This study provides valuable insights into the improvement in PV cells conversion efficiency
offering a foundation for future investigations and practical applications in light-harvesting
industry.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Figure 1: Schematic of our PV cell with the energy level diagrams. In (a), uncoupled case,
both donors D1 and D2 exhibit optical activity and synergistically facilitate the transfer
of excited electrons to the acceptor A. The red and blue shaded/pale regions encircling
the molecules illustrate the molecular orbitals, which depict the spatial electron density
distribution. In (c) and (e), coupled cases, the interaction between D1 and D2 leads to the
formation of a coupled system which generates new eigenstates superposed of the uncoupled
donor states |a1〉 and |a2〉. (b), (d) and (f) show the level structure and electron paths
through bright and dark states of uncoupled, H-aggregate and J-aggregate, respectively.
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Figure 2: The alignment of two parallel dipole moments µ1 and µ2 is depicted as yellow
arrows. Here, the angle θ is measured with respect to the vertical axis.
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Figure 3: Power generated in PV cell as a function of the coefficient β at room temprature
when system reaches steady state operation in the presence of coherent dipole coupling
(J12 6= 0) with the H-aggregate configuration for (a) Γ = 0.1eV and (b) Γ = 0.001eV. The
red dashed line is a benchmark line denoted for comparison of the generated power in all
delocalized states with the initially prepared ground state |b〉.
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Figure 4: Power generated in PV cell as a function of the coefficient β at room temprature
when system reaches steady state operation in the presence of coherent dipole coupling
(J12 6= 0) with the J-aggregate configuration for (a) Γ = 0.1eV and (b) Γ = 0.001eV. The
red dashed line is a benchmark line denoted for comparison of the generated power in all
delocalized states with the initially prepared ground state |b〉.
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Figure 5: Power enhancement as a function of the angle θ with respect to the vertical axis
for (a) Γ = 0.1eV and (b) Γ = 0.001eV. Blue circle line denotes power proportional to
β = 0, green square line denotes β = 2−1/2 and red line denotes β = 1 representing the set
up prepared in initial states |x1〉, |a1〉 and |x2〉, respectively. The black arrow indicates the
specific angle known as the magic angle θc ≈ 35.26◦.
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