arXiv:2002.08896v1 [physics.chem-ph] 18 Feb 2020

Photochemical dynamics under incoherent illumination: light harvesting in self-assembled molecular J-aggregates

Luis Felipe Morales-Curiel^1 and Roberto de J. León-Montiel^{1, a)} Instituto de Ciencias Nucleares, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, Apartado Postal 70-543, 04510 Cd. Mx., México

(Dated: 25 February 2020)

Transport phenomena in organic, self-assembled molecular J-aggregates have long attracted a great deal of attention due to its potential role in designing novel organic photovoltaic devices. A large number of theoretical and experimental studies have been carried out describing excitonic energy transfer in J-aggregates under the assumption that excitons are induced by a coherent laser-light source or initialized by a localized excitation on a particular chromophore. However, these assumptions may not provide an accurate description to assess the efficiency of J-aggregates, particularly as building blocks of organic solar cells. In natural conditions, J-aggregates would be subjected to an incoherent source of light (as is sunlight), which would illuminate the whole photosynthetic complex rather than a single molecule. In this work, we present the first study of the efficiency of photosynthetic energy transport in self-assembled molecular aggregates under incoherent sunlight illumination. By making use of a minimalistic model of a cyanine dye J-aggregate, we demonstrate that long-range transport efficiency is enhanced when exciting the aggregate with incoherent light. Our results thus support the conclusion that J-aggregates are indeed excellent candidates for devices where efficient longrange incoherently-induced exciton transport is desired, such as in highly efficient organic solar cells.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, there has been a great excitement due to the experimental observation of long-lived electronic coherences in bacterial and algal light-harvesting complexes.^{1–4} Since their observation, it has been argued that coherence effects might play an important role in the efficient energy transport of photosynthetic systems.^{5–11} However, some of these effects have been controversial, as it has been argued that sunlight, being an incoherent source of photons, does not sustain transient coherent phenomena,^{12–18} and that the efficiency can be understood as a consequence of another type of coherent phenomena that is inherent to the light-harvesting material, such as spatial delocalization of excited electronic states, which survives even under incoherent illumination, and may increase energy transport efficiency.^{19,20}

A novel design strategy for artificial light-harvesting systems relies on the use of organic molecular aggregates that possess coherent exciton properties, such as cyanine dye J-aggregates.^{21,22} Discovered almost 80 years ago,^{23,24} Jaggregates are chemical structures formed by organic fluorescent dye molecules, which can be identified by a narrow absorption band (J-band) that is shifted to a longer wavelength with respect to the monomer absorption band.^{25,26} These aggregates are characterized by unique properties including a large absorption cross section, small Stokes shift of the fluorescence line, and efficient energy transfer within the aggregate.^{25} Because of these properties, dye aggregates have led to various technological applications, for instance, J-aggregates have been used as photography^{27} and solarcell^{28,29} sensitizer dyes, as fluorescent markers of mitochondrial membrane potentials in living cells,^{30} and as enablers of efficient energy transfer in quantum dot/J-aggregate blended

a)Electronic mail: roberto.leon@nucleares.unam.mx

films.^{31} More recently, J-aggregates have been recognized as a promising material for the development of efficient, low-cost artificial light-harvesting devices.^{32,33}

Although much work has been devoted in describing the exciton dynamics of self-assembled molecular aggregates, most of the studies assume that excitation is initially localized on a particular chromophore.^{34–37} This assumption might be incorrect: unless the system is so disordered that each eigenstate is effectively localized on one site, the initial state will be at least partially delocalized. In this work, we examine energy transport in molecular J-aggregates in a more realistic scenario, namely under incoherent delocalized illumination. Remarkably, we find that long-range transport efficiency is enhanced when exciting the molecular aggregate with incoherent light. Our results thus place J-aggregates as excellent candidates for devices where efficient long-range incoherently-induced exciton transport is sought, such as in efficient organic solar cells.

II. THEORETICAL METHODS

Following previous authors,^{34} we consider the dynamics of excitons in a 2D monolayer J-aggregate comprising N fluorescent cyanine dye molecules [see Figs. 1(a,b)]. This system, in the single-exciton basis, can be described by a tight-binding Hamiltonian of the form^{38}

Ĥ =^N∑ i=1 ε_i |i⟩⟨i| + N ∑_{i≠ j}^Ji j^{|i⟩ ⟨ j| , (1)}

where ε_i and J_{i j} stand for the excitation energy of the ith-site energy and the coupling between sites i and j, respectively. We will denote the eigenstates of H as |e_i⟩, with energies E_i, that is,

H |e_i⟩ = E_i |e_i⟩. (2)

We will also denote the state where no excitons are present in the aggregate as |g⟩, and the state where the exciton has been transferred to a sink, which will be used to measure the transport efficiency at different lengths of the aggregate, as |sink⟩. Note that neither |g⟩ nor |sink⟩ are coupled to the states |i⟩ through H.

The exciton dynamics in a photosynthetic system interacting with its environment is in general complicated and non-Markovian.^{39} However, because the scope of this work is to provide qualitative features of exciton transport in Jaggregates under incoherent illumination, we will use a Markovian model that, although simplistic, captures the essential physics,^{40,41} and explains important, experimentallyobserved features of excitons in molecular J-aggregates.^{42–46} We then assume that the system-bath interaction can be modeled using a Lindblad master equation, for the system density matrix ρ, of the form^{47} ∂ ρ ∂t = − i h̄ [H,ρ] + L_{deph}[ρ] + L_{diss}[ρ] + L_{sink}[ρ], (3)

where

L_{deph}[ρ] = N ∑_{i=1}^{2γ}i^{(|i⟩ ⟨i|ρ |i⟩⟨i| − 1}_2^{{|i⟩ ⟨i|,ρ}), (4)}

describes a pure dephasing process that attenuates the coherence between different sites at a rate γ_i. Note that the symbol {.,.} stands for the anticommutator. The third term in the Lindblad equation [Eq. (3)] describes a mechanism in which the excitation can be lost to the environment, this means that the exciton can be recombined at each site at rate Γ_i:

L_{diss}[ρ] = N ∑_{i=1}^{2Γ}i^{(|g⟩⟨i|ρ |i⟩⟨g| − 1}_2^{{|i⟩⟨i| ,ρ}). (5)}

However, the exciton lifetime in J-aggregates is usually longer (∼ ps) than the relevant transport phenomena, which occurs on a shorter time scale (∼ fs).^{34,48} Therefore, in our simulations, the dissipation rate is assumed to be zero (Γ_i = 0). Finally the last term in Eq. (3) represents the process where the exciton is transferred to a sink at a rate Γ_{sink}:

L_{sink}[ρ] = 2Γ_{sink}(|sink⟩⟨k|ρ |k⟩ ⟨sink| − 1 2 {|k⟩⟨k|,ρ}), (6) where the site k is the chromophore from which energy is irreversibly lost to the sink site. Because we are interested in describing the transport efficiency of the aggregate, we define the efficiency η as the probability that the energy will arrive at the sink^{19}

η = lim_{t→∞} ⟨sink| ρ(t)|sink⟩. (7)

As mentioned above, the typical way to treat excitations in the study of photosynthetic light-harvesting complexes is to assume that the excitation is initially localized on a single site.^{6,10,34–37,49–53} This type of excitation is described by

ρ_{local} = |ini⟩ ⟨ini|, (8)

with |ini⟩ describing the site where the excitation is initialized, which we assume to be located in the central site of the J-aggregate.^{34} Note that this type of excitation might not resemble what happens in real conditions. Firstly, the size of the cyanine molecules is so small (∼ 9 nm)^{34} compared to the absorbing wavelengths (∼ 475 nm) that excitation of the molecular aggregate cannot be thought of as localized in a single site, but as an excitation that is delocalized amongst all the eigenstates of the molecular complex.^{19,38}

Secondly, in natural conditions, excitation of photosynthetic complexes is not impulsive, except in controlled ultrafast experiments. Rather, excitation occurs through a steady-state,^{15,54} where an external energy source continuously pumps the system and excitation energy is continuously lost to either the environment or a sink. In this situation, the master equation of the system dynamics includes an additional term that transfers population, with a rate Γ_{pump}, from the ground state to the eigenstates,^{55,56}

L_{pump}[ρ] = 2Γ_{pump}

{_N

∑_{i=1}^{P(e}i^{)|e}i^{⟩|g⟩ρ ⟨g|⟨e}i^{| − 1}_2^{{|g⟩⟨g|,ρ}} } , (9) where P(e_i) describes the probability of populating each of the eigenstates. It is worth pointing out that, in the steadystate context, the natural definition of efficiency is the ratio of exciton (or energy) flux to the sink from the incoming flux that pumps the system; consequently Eq. (7) may seem inappropriate. However, Jesenko and Žnidarič have shown that the efficiency of a steady-state process is equal to the efficiency of the corresponding impulsive case;^{57} and thus we can keep using Eq. (7) to describe the transport efficiency for what is in reality a steady-state process.

Thirdly, in nature, photosynthetic systems are excited by incoherent sunlight. In this situation, the various frequencies of the light only excite populations of the eigenstates of the molecular complex, with which they are resonant and not coherences between them.^{13,19,58,59} If we assume that each transition has the same oscillator strength, i.e. the probability of exciting the eigenstates is the same for all of them, incoherent light will create a mixture of eigenstates in proportion to the intensity of the light spectrum at the transition frequency, and the initial state of the system would thus be given by

ρ_{incoh} = 1 N N ∑_{i=1}^{S(E}i^{)|e}i^{⟩⟨e}i^{| , (10)}

where S(E_i) is the frequency spectrum of the light, which we assume to be the same as that of the J-aggregate absorption spectrum [see Fig. 1(c)], and N is a normalization constant.

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic representation of the 2D molecular aggregate comprising five hundred 5,5’dichloro-3,3’-disulfopropyl thiacyanine (TC) monomers in a brickstone configuration. (b) Three-dimensional model of a TC monomer. (c) Absorption spectra of the TC aggregate (red solid line) and the TC monomer (blue dashed line). Note the red shift of the aggregate’s spectrum with respect to the monomer absorption band. The absorption-spectrum data was taken from Ref.^{34}. (d), (e) and (f) show the initial energy distribution for the three different types of illumination considered here, namely localized, coherently delocalized and incoherently delocalized excitation, respectively.

For the sake of completeness, we can also consider a coherently delocalized excitation,^{60} which can be produced by a coherent source, such as a laser pulse. In this case, a superposition, rather than a mixture, of excited states is induced.^{13,19,58,59} The state will depend on the properties of the pulse, such as its spectrum, peak power, and duration; however, to enable comparison with Eq. (10), we can assume the same spectrum and write the initial state as

ρ_{coh} = 1 N N ∑_{i=1}^N∑_{j=1}^{√S(E}i^{)S(E} j^{) |e}i^{⟩⟨e} j^{|. (11)}

Note that Eq. (11) is a particular example of coherent excitation with light bearing the same spectrum as the state in Eq. (10). A more general coherent state would include control over the phases of the off-diagonal terms.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In the results that follow, we have considered a 2D monolayer J-aggregate comprising five hundred 5,5’dichloro-3,3’- disulfopropyl thiacyanine (TC) molecules arranged in a brickstone lattice, as depicted in Fig. 1(a). The site energies ε_i = 3.3 eV are taken from Reference^{34} whereas the nearest-neighbor couplings J_{i j} are calculated using the extended dipole model,^{61} where the interaction coefficient is obtained as the sum of Coulomb interactions between the transition charges located in different molecules. Interestingly, the topology of the J-aggregate allows us to simplify the calculation and define two characteristic couplings given by J^{(H)} = −0.1364 eV and J^{(V)} = −0.1077 eV, which represent the interaction of one molecule with its neighbor in the horizontal (left and right) and vertical (above and below) direction, respectively.

For the sake of simplicity, all sites are assumed to be in identical local environments. This allows us to set the dephasing rates equal for all sites. In the Markovian limit, these rates are given by^{34,49} γ_i ≈ k_BT , with k_B being the Boltzmann constant and T the temperature of the aggregate’s environment. This helps us to find that, at room temperature, the dephasing rates are γ_i ≈ 26 meV. Finally, we take the transfer rate from a monomer in the aggregate to the sink as the optimum value for all initial conditions, namely localized, coherent and incoherent excitations. By testing different rates at different sink positions we have found that Γ_{sink} = 0.5 fs^{−1} gives the best transfer efficiency in all cases. Note that this value allows us to make a fair comparison between the three initial excitation conditions.

We have calculated the efficiency η of excitonic transport using the three different initial conditions given above [see Figs. 1(d-f)]. The efficiency is measured by placing a sink that interacts with a single molecule located at the right-hand (or left-hand) side of the central site along the horizontal direction. The time evolution was set to 40 fs to avoid border effects. Figure 2 shows the transport efficiency for increasingly larger distances (in the horizontal direction) from the central site of the lattice. Note that, as expected, at short distances the best efficiency is obtained for the initially localized excitation. However, for the relevant case of long-range exciton transport, the incoherently delocalized excitation exhibits the best efficiency. This is due to the fact that the absence of off-diagonal elements in the incoherent initial state (written in the eigenstate basis) creates a highly delocalized state

FIG. 2. Transport efficiency as a function of the separation between the sink and the central site of the molecular lattice. The first column shows the efficiency for the localized excitation, whereas the second and third columns show the efficiency for coherently and incoherently delocalized excitation, respectively. The sink’s transfer rate, Γ_{sink} = 0.5 fs^{−1}, is the optimum for all initial conditions, and the time evolution is set to 40 fs.

in the site basis [see Fig. 1(f)], which ultimately leads to an enhanced long-range transport efficiency. We have quantified the efficiency enhancement in the long-range regime (121.5 nm from the central network site) and found that incoherent illumination shows a 27% higher efficiency than a coherent initial excitation condition, whereas compared to the localized excitation the incoherent illumination shows a 93% enhanced efficiency.

Interestingly, by carefully analyzing the dephasing rate used in Eq. (4), γ_i ≈ 26 meV, one can find that the dynamics of excitons under these conditions is rather coherent. This is why even an initially localized excitation can reach a far-lying sink. However, in a hypothetical case of strong dephasing, an initially localized excitation would be likely to stay in its initial position due to the Zeno effect.^{49} This would lead to an extremely low transport efficiency for the localized excitation condition; thus implying that, even in a large-dephasing scenario, the incoherently delocalized excitation condition is the best option for achieving a higher long-range transport efficiency.

From the results presented above, we can clearly see that the most realistic initial condition, namely incoherently delocalized excitation, delivers the highest energy transport efficiency. It is important to remark that, in general, the sink (or reaction center) is not a localized site, but a complex that interacts weakly with the light-harvesting molecular aggregate. In this situation, energy transport takes place via the eigenstates of both complexes,^{38} and the efficiency becomes maximum for all three types of excitation.^{19} Therefore, our results show that in the presence of a localized sink, the best long-range transport efficiency is found under incoherent illumination.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have analyzed the short- and long-range transport efficiency of a 2D monolayer J-aggregate under different illumination conditions. By making use of a simple model we have shown that while short-range transport efficiency is the highest in the localized excitation case, the more physically relevant long-range energy-transport regime is enhanced (by 27% and 93% when compared to the coherent and localized excitation, respectively) when exciting the molecular aggregate with incoherent light. Our results thus predict that J-aggregates will exhibit their best performance under incoherent illumination, and support the conventional wisdom that J-aggregates are excellent candidates for designing devices where efficient long-range incoherently-induced exciton transport is desired, such as in highly efficient organic solar cells.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by CONACyT under the project CB-2016-01/284372.

1G. S. Engel, T. R. Calhoun, E. L. Read, T.-K. Ahn, T. Mančal, Y.-C. Chen, R. E. Blankenship, and G. R. Fleming, “Evidence for wavelike energy transfer through quantum coherence in photosynthetic systems,” Nature 446, 782 (2007).

2G. Panitchayangkoon, D. Hayes, K. A. Fransted, J. R. Caram, E. Harel, J. Wen, R. E. Blankenship, and G. S. Engel, “Long-lived quantum coherence in photosynthetic complexes at physiological temperature,” Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 107, 12766 (2010).

3E. Collini, C. Y. Wong, K. E. Wilk, P. M. G. Curmi, P. Brumer, and G. D. Scholes, “Coherently wired light-harvesting in photosynthetic marine algae at ambien temperature,” Nature 463, 644 (2010).

4C. Y. Wong, R. M. Alvey, D. B. Turner, K. E. Wilk, D. A. Bryant, P. M. G. Curmi, R. J. Silbey, and G. D. Scholes, “Electronic coherence lineshapes reveal hidden excitonic correlations in photosynthetic light harvesting,” Nature Chem. 4, 396–404 (2012).

5A. Ishizaki and G. R. Fleming, “Unified treatment of quantum coherent and incoherent hopping dynamics in electronic energy transfer: reduced hierarchy equation approach,” J. Chem. Phys. 130, 234111 (2009). 6A. Ishizaki and G. R. Fleming, “Theoretical examination of quantum coherence in a photosynthetic system at physiological temperature,” Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 106, 17255–17260 (2009).

7S. Hoyer, M. Sarovar, and K. B. Whaley, “Limits of quantum speedup in photosynthetic light harvesting,” New J. Phys. 12, 065041 (2010). 8F. Fassioli and A. Olaya-Castro, “Distribution of entanglement in lightharvesting complexes and their quantum efficiency,” New J. Phys. 12, 085006 (2010).

9J. Strümpfer, M. Şener, and K. Schulten, J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 3, 536 (2012). 10T. Fujita, J. C. Brookes, S. K. Saikin, and A. Aspuru-Guzik, “Memoryassisted exciton diffusion in the chlorosome light-harvesting antenna of green sulfur bacteria,” J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 3, 2357–2362 (2012).

11R. de J. León-Montiel and J. P. Torres, “Highly efficient noise-assisted energy transport in classical oscillator systems,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 218101 (2013).

12E. N. Zimanyi and R. J. Silbey, “Unified treatment of coherent and incoherent electronic energy transfer dynamics using classical electrodynamics,” J. Chem. Phys. 133, 144107 (2010).

13P. Brumer and M. Shapiro, “Molecular response in one photon absorption:

Coherent pulsed laser vs. thermal incoherent source,” Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 109, 19575 (2012).

14W. H. Miller, “Perspective: Quantum or classical coherence?” J. Chem.

Phys. 136, 210901 (2012).

15I. Kassal, J. Yuen-Zhou, and S. Rahimi-Keshari, J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 4, 362 (2013).

16A. C. Han, M. Shapiro, and P. Brumer, “Nature of quantum states created by one photon absorption: pulsed coherent vs pulsed incoherent light,” J. Phys. Chem. A 117, 8199 (2013).

17S. Axelrod and P. Brumer, “An efficient approach to the quantum dynamics and rates of processes induced by natural incoherent light,” J. Chem. Phys. 149, 114104 (2018).

18P. Brumer, “Shedding (incoherent) light on quantum effects in light-induced biological processes,” J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 9, 2946–2955 (2018).

19R. de J. León-Montiel, I. Kassal, and J. P. Torres, “Importance of excitation and trapping conditions in photosynthetic environment-assisted energy transport,” J. Phys. Chem. B 118, 10588 (2014).

20F. Fassioli, R. Dinshaw, P. C. Arpin, and G. D. Scholes, “Photosynthetic light harvesting: excitons and coherence,” J. R. Soc. Interface 11, 20130901 (2014).

21M. V. Martínez-Díaz, G. de la Torres, and T. Torres, “Lighting porphyrins and phthalocyanines for molecular photovoltaics,” Chem. Commun. 46, 7090 (2010).

22G. Chen, H. Sasabe, W. Lu, X.-F. Wang, J. Kido, Z. Hong, and Y. Yang, “Jaggregation of a squaraine dye and its application in organic photovoltaic cells,” J. Mater. Chem. C 1, 6547 (2013).

23E. E. Jelley, “Spectral absorption and fluorescence of dyes in the molecular state,” Nature (London) 138, 1009 (1936).

24G. Scheibe, Angew. Chem. 49, 563 (1936).

25F. Würthner, T. E. Kaiser, and C. R. Saha-Möller, “J-aggregates: From serendipitous discovery to supra-molecular engineering of functional dye materials,” Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 50, 3376 (2011).

26D. A. Higgins, P. J. Reid, and P. F. Barbara, “Structure and exciton dynamics in J-aggregates studied by polarization-dependent near-field scanning optical microscopy,” J. Phys. Chem. 100, 1174 (1996).

27T. H. James, The Theory of the Photographic Process (Macmillian, New York, 1977).

28K. Saito, “Quenching of excited j aggregates on metals by surface plasmon excitations,” J. Phys. Chem. B 103, 6579–6583 (1999).

29K. Sayama, S. Tsukagoshi, K. Hara, Y. Ohga, A. Shinpou, Y. Abe, S. Suga, and H. Arakawa, “Photoelectrochemical properties of j aggregates of benzothiazole merocyanine dyes on a nanostructured tio2 film,” J. Phys. Chem. B 106, 1363–1371 (2002).

30S. T. Smiley, M. Reers, C. Mottola-Hartshorn, M. Lin, A. Chen, T. W.

Smith, G. D. S. Jr., and L. B. Chen, “Intracellular heterogeneity in mitochondrial membrane potentials revealed by a J-aggregate-forming lipophilic cation JC-1,” Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 88, 3671 (1991).

31B. J. Walker and V. Bulović and M. G. Bawendi, “Quantum dot/J-aggregate blended films for light harvesting and energy transfer,” Nano Lett. 10, 3995 (2010).

32S. K. Saikin, A. Eisfeld, S. Valleau, and A. Aspuru-Guzik, “Photonics meets excitonics: natural and artificial molecular aggregates,” Nanophotonics 2, 21 (2013).

33J. R. Caram, S. Doria, D. M. Eisele, F. S. Freyria, T. S. Sinclair, P. Rebentrost, S. Lloyd, and M. G. Bawendi, “Room-temperature micro-scale exciton migration in a stabilized emissive molecular aggregate,” Nano Lett. 16, 6808–6815 (2016).

34S. Valleau, S. K. Saikin, M.-H. Yung, and A. Aspuru-Guzik, “Exciton transport in thin-film cyanine dye J-aggregates,” J. Chem. Phys. 137, 034109 (2012).

35N. J. Hestand, R. Tempelaar, J. Knoester, T. L. C. Jansen, and F. C. Spano, “Exciton mobility control through sub-angstrom packing modifications in molecular crystals,” Phys. Rev. B 91, 195315 (2015).

36S. K. Saikin, M. A. Shakirov, C. Kreisbeck, U. Peskin, Y. N. Proshin, and A. Aspuru-Guzik, “On the long-range exciton transport in molecular systems: the application to h-aggregated heterotriangulene chains,” J. Phys. Chem. C 121, 24994–25002 (2017).

37N. J. Hestand and F. C. Spano, “Expanded theory of h- and j-molecular aggregates: The effects of vibronic coupling and intermolecular charge transfer,” Chem. Rev. 118, 7069–7163.

38V. May and O. Kühn, Charge and Energy Transfer Dynamics in Molecular Systems, 3rd ed. (Wiley-VCH, Weinheim, 2011).

39X. Chen and R. J. Silbey, “Excitation energy transfer in a non-markovian dynamical disordered environment: Localization, narrowing, and transfer efficiency,” J. Phys. Chem. B 115, 5499–5509 (2011).

40H. Haken and P. Reineker, “The coupled coherent and incoherent motion of excitons and its influence on the line shape of optical absorption,” Z. Physik 249, 253–268 (1972).

41H. Haken and G. Strobl, “An exactly solvable model for coherent and incoherent exciton motion,” Z. Phys. A: Hadrons Nucl. 262, 135–148 (1973).

42D. M. Eisele, C. W. Cone, E. A. Bloemsma, S. M. Vlaming, C. G. F. van der Kwaak, R. J. Silbey, M. G. Bawendi, J. Knoester, J. P. Rabe, and D. A. V. Bout, “Utilizing redox-chemistry to elucidate the nature of exciton transitions in supramolecular dye nanotubes,” Nat. Chem. 4, 655 (2012).

43J. M. Moix, M. Khasin, and J. Cao, “Coherent quantum transport in disordered systems: I. the influence of dephasing on the transport properties and absorption spectra on one-dimensional systems,” New J. Phys. 15, 085010 (2013).

44C. Chuang, C. K. Lee, J. M. Moix, J. Knoester, and J. Cao, “Quantum diffusion on molecular tubes: universal scaling of the 1d to 2d transition,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 196803 (2016).

45A. G. Dijkstra, H.-G. Duan, J. Knoester, K. A. Nelson, and J. Cao, “How two-dimensional brick layer j-aggregates differ from linear ones: Excitonic properties and line broadening mechanisms,” J. Chem. Phys. 144, 134310 (2016).

46B. Kriete, J. Luttig, T. Kunsel, P. Maly, T. L. C. Jansen, J. Knoester, T. Brixner, and M. S. Pshenichnikov, “Interplay between structural hierarchy and exciton diffusion in artificial light harvesting,” Nat. Commun. 10, 4615 (2019).

47H.-P. Breuer and F. Petruccione, The Theory of Open Quantum Systems (Oxford University Press, 2002).

48K. Takayoshi, J-Aggregates (World Scientific, 2012).

49P. Rebentrost, M. Mohseni, I. Kassal, S. Lloyd, and A. Aspuru-Guzik, “Environment-assisted quantum transport,” New J. Phys. 11 (2008).

50M. B. Plenio and S. F. Huelga, “Dephasing-assisted transport: quantum networks and biomolecules,” New J. Phys. 10, 113019 (2008).

51A. W. Chin, A. Datta, F. Caruso, S. F. Huelga, and M. B. Plenio, “Noiseassisted energy transfer in quantum networks and light-harvesting complexes,” New J. Phys. 12, 065002 (2010).

52I. Kassal and A. A. Guzik, “Environment-assisted quantum transport in ordered systems,” New J. Phys. 14, 053041 (2012).

53F. Caruso, A. W. Chin, A. Datta, S. F. Huelga, and M. B. Plenio, “Highly efficient energy excitation transfer in light-harvesting complexes: The fundamental role of noise-assisted transport,” J. Chem. Phys. 131, 105106 (2009).

54A. Chenu, P. Maly, and T. Mancal, “Dynamic coherence in excitonic molecular complexes under various excitation conditions,” Chem. Phys. 439, 100–110 (2014).

55T. V. Tscherbul and P. Brumer, “Long-lived quasistationary coherences in a V-type system driven by incoherent light,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 113601 (2014).

56T. V. Tscherbul and P. Brumer, “Non-equilibrium stationary coherences in photosynthetic energy transfer under weak-field incoherent illumination,” J. Chem. Phys. 148, 123114 (2018).

57S. Jesenko and M. Žnidarič, “Excitation energy transfer efficiency: Equivalence of transient and stationary setting and the absence of non-markovian effects.” J. Chem. Phys. 138, 174101 (2013).

58X.-P. Jiang and P. Brumer, “Creation and Dynamics of Molecular States Prepared with Coherent vs Partially Coherent Pulsed Light,” J. Chem. Phys. 94, 5833–5843 (1991).

59T. Mančal and L. Valkunas, “Exciton Dynamics in Photosynthetic Complexes: Excitation by Coherent and Incoherent Light,” New J. Phys. 12, 065044 (2010).

60R. de J. León-Montiel, A. Valles, H. M. Moya-Cessa, and J. P. Torres, “Coherent delocalization: views of entanglement in different scenarios,” Laser Phys. Lett. 12, 085204 (2015).

61V. Czikklely, H. D. Forsterling, and H. Kuhn, “Extended dipole model for aggregates of dye molecules,” Chem. Phys. Lett. 6, 207 (1970).