
Photoconductivity Multiplication in Semiconducting Few-Layer
MoTe2
Wenhao Zheng, Mischa Bonn, and Hai I. Wang*

Cite This: Nano Lett. 2020, 20, 5807−5813 Read Online

ACCESS Metrics & More Article Recommendations *sı Supporting Information

ABSTRACT: We report efficient photoconductivity multiplication in few-layer 2H-
MoTe2 as a direct consequence of an efficient steplike carrier multiplication with near
unity quantum yield and high carrier mobility (∼45 cm2 V−1 s−1) in MoTe2. This
photoconductivity multiplication is quantified using ultrafast, excitation-wavelength-
dependent photoconductivity measurements employing contact-free terahertz spec-
troscopy. We discuss the possible origins of efficient carrier multiplication in MoTe2
to guide future theoretical investigations. The combination of photoconductivity
multiplication and the advantageous bandgap renders MoTe2 as a promising
candidate for efficient optoelectronic devices.

KEYWORDS: carrier multiplication, impact ionization, transition metal dichalcogenides (TMDCs), 2D materials, MoTe2,
terahertz spectroscopy

■ INTRODUCTION

Photoexcitation of semiconductors with photon energies (hυ)
exceeding their bandgap (Eg) creates energetic electrons and
holes. In most semiconductors, these so-called hot carriers can
cool down to the band-edge via carrier-phonon scattering, on a
subpicosecond time scale. Such ultrafast energy loss via hot
carrier cooling accounts for over ∼30% efficiency reduction
within the Shockley and Queisser framework.1

Optical generation of multiple pairs of electrons and holes in
semiconductors by an energetic photon (with hυ > 2Eg), a
process known as carrier multiplication (CM) or multiexciton
generation (MEG),2 provides a novel solution to circumvent
the energy losses in hot carriers relevant for high-efficiency
photovoltaics. Substantial previous research has aimed at
quantifying the CM efficiency and obtaining a fundamental
understanding of the CM mechanism with a primary focus on
semiconducting quantum dots (QDs).3−11 The benefits from
strong quantum confinement for CM in QDs come from the
enhanced Coulomb interaction and relaxed momentum
conservation condition. On the other hand, previous
theoretical12,13 and experimental14−17 studies have also
shown that the reduced density of states imposed by
confinement may constrain the energy conservation condition
so that quantum confinement does not necessarily facilitate
CM.
In this context, two-dimensional materials with atomic-level

control of the thickness, combined with strong Coulomb
effects18,19 and still relatively high density of states, are
potentially interesting platforms for efficient CM. Indeed, Aerts
et al. reported a strong MEG effect in thin PbS nanosheets
with much higher efficiency than that in zero-dimensional

QDs, one-dimensional nanorods, and 3D bulk counterparts.20

Furthermore, Kim and colleagues extended recently such
studies into multilayered van der Waals (vdW) materials of
MoTe2 and WSe2.

21 They reported near-perfect MEG in vdW
structures employing transient absorption (TA) spectroscopy,
that is, a unity quantum yield with an onset energy of 2Eg.
However, the mechanism on which the CM/MEG takes place
in vdW materials remains elusive. While the generation of
multiexcitons following MEG was proposed,21 direct spectro-
scopic evidence for these high-order excitonic states is missing.
Finally, if indeed (multi)excitons are the primary photo-
product, they would have to be dissociated, for example, for
photovoltaic applications. Therefore, establishing the nature of
the multiple carrier generation process by CM/MEG in vdW
structures is relevant for applications.

■ RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Structural Characterization. Figure 1a shows the atomic
configuration of the 2H phase of MoTe2. The sample is
produced by chemical vapor deposition (from SixCarbon
Technology, Shenzhen), and the layer thickness is about 5 nm
(= ∼7 layers). The Raman spectrum in Figure 1b exhibits two
prominent peaks at 173 and 235 cm−1 originating from the
out-of-plane A1g mode and in-plane E2g mode in 2H-
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Figure 1. Characterization of the few-layer 2H-MoTe2 sample. (a) The schematic diagrams of 2H phase structure of MoTe2. (b) Raman spectrum
of the 2H-MoTe2 with marks from the computational results.24 (c) UV−vis absorption spectrum of 2H-MoTe2.

Figure 2. Investigation of CM in MoTe2 by THz spectroscopy. (a) Schematic illustration of the optical-pump THz-probe spectroscopy. (b) The
fluence-dependent, time-resolved THz conductivity following 1.55 eV excitation. The bump at 4 ps originates from re-excitation of the sample by
the reflected pulse from the substrate/air interface. (c) The THz conductivities normalized to the absorbed photon density based on the data in
(b). (d) Illustration of CM effect by the fluence-dependent THz photoconductivity peak values (left y-axis) and rescaled photogenerated carrier
density inferred from the fitting in (e). (e) Frequency-resolved THz conductivity measured with Drude fitting, following excitations of 1.55 and
3.10 eV.

Nano Letters pubs.acs.org/NanoLett Letter

https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c01693
Nano Lett. 2020, 20, 5807−5813

5808

https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c01693?fig=fig1&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c01693?fig=fig1&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c01693?fig=fig1&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c01693?fig=fig1&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c01693?fig=fig2&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c01693?fig=fig2&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c01693?fig=fig2&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c01693?fig=fig2&ref=pdf
pubs.acs.org/NanoLett?ref=pdf
https://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.0c01693?ref=pdf


MoTe2.
22−24 Optically, multilayered MoTe2 has been shown to

possess an indirect bandgap.25 To quantify its bandgap Eg, we
have conducted UV−vis absorption measurements. On the
basis of the absorbance in Figure 1c, we quantify the bandgap
of 2H-MoTe2 to be 0.90 eV using a Tauc plots (see Figure S1).
Other optical transitions, marked by A, B, A′, B′, C, and D,
correspond to direct transitions at the K and Γ points of the
Brillouin zone.26 Note that the absorption of multilayered
MoTe2 on sapphire does not show the absorption quanta of
∼1.6% observed by Fang et al. for InAs thin films, presumably
due to the indirect nature of transitions in MoTe2.

27 For
monolayer MoTe2, strong exciton effects have been reported
with binding energy up to 600 meV.28−30 For the bulk phase,
the exciton binding energy is small at ∼15 meV, substantially
lower than the thermal excitation at room temperature
(kBT).

31

Carrier Multiplication in 2H-MoTe2. To explore the CM
effect, we employ optical-pump terahertz (THz)-probe
(OPTP) spectroscopy to measure the ultrafast photoconduc-
tivity. As a purely optical technique, OPTP spectroscopy has
been demonstrated to provide quantitative insight into the
intrinsic electrical transport properties (including charge
density, scattering time, and so forth) in a contact-free
manner.32−35 In a typical experiment, as shown in Figure 2a,
a laser pulse with tunable photon energies above the bandgap
is used to excite electrons from valence to conduction band.
Subsequently, a single-cycle THz pulse with ∼1 ps duration is
employed to probe the time-dependent photoconductivity
(Δσ) dynamics by monitoring the photoinduced THz
absorption (ΔE) at varied pump−probe delays. The photo-
conductivity is proportional to ΔE by Δσ = −ΔE = −(Epump −
E0), where Epump and E0 represent the transmitted THz field
with and without photoexcitation.
Figure 2b shows the fluence-dependent THz photo-

conductivity following 1.55 eV excitation. This transient
photoconductivity exhibits a subpicosecond rise, reflecting
free carrier generation, and a fast decay within a few
picoseconds. We attribute this fast decay to ultrafast carrier
trapping at defects (see the extended discussion in SI) in line
with previous studies.21,36 While the passivation of these
defects will be required for device applications, it does not
affect the CM process in this study as CM occurs on a
subpicosecond time scale.21 In Figure 2c, we present the
photoconductivities normalized to the absorbed photon
density. We find that within the fluence ranges used in this
study, the photoconductivities scale linearly with fluence. On
the basis of these results, we can exclude the multiplication of
charge carriers trivially by a two-photon excitation process.
To investigate the CM in MoTe2, we have further measured

pump photon energy-dependent photoconductivities. The
conductivity dynamics following the 3.1 eV excitation is
shown in Figure S2a. In Figure 2d, we compare the fluence-
dependent peak value in photoconductivity of MoTe2 under
3.1 and 1.55 eV excitations, corresponding to ∼3.4 (CM
energetically possible) and 1.7 (CM impossible) times of the
bandgap, respectively. For a given absorbed photon density, we
find that the photoconductivity upon 3.1 eV excitation is nearly
twice that of 1.55 eV excitation. While this photoconductivity
multiplication provides a strong indication of possible CM
effect in MoTe2, special care needs to be taken for data
analysis. Particularly, the photoconductivity Δσ scales with the
products of carrier density (N) and charge mobility (μ) as Δσ
= N·e·μ with e as the elementary charge. To separate the

contribution of the carrier density from the charge mobility, we
have conducted THz time-domain spectroscopy (TDS, see SI)
at the pump−probe delay close to the photoconductivity peak
(at a pump−probe delay of 1.5 ps).
In Figure 2e, we compare the frequency-resolved photo-

conductivities for both 3.1 and 1.55 eV excitations obtained
from TDS measurements. In both cases, the conductivities
display a large real conductivity and essentially zero imaginary
contribution. This result suggests that a substantial amount (if
not all) of photogenerated carriers in our sample are present as
free charges. Importantly, the free carrier response dominates
the dynamics for all excitations so that we can rule out the free
charge generation via “hot exciton dissociation”, one of the
most reported free charge generation mechanisms in excitonic
materials.37,38

To further shed light on the electrical transport properties
and disentangle the contribution of carrier density from
mobility in MoTe2 at a given pump−probe delay time, we
apply the standard Drude model (see SI).32 We find that the
model describes the data well, and we summarize the inferred
parameters in Table 1. When comparing 3.1 and 1.55 eV

excitations, the charge scattering times τ are found to be nearly
identical; the only different parameter is the plasma frequency
ωp, which is directly related to carrier density N. Microscopi-
cally, the charge carrier mobility μ in a material is given by
μ = τ·

*m
e . The same τ for both 3.1 and 1.55 eV excitations

implies that charge carrier mobility does not depend on the
excitation photon energies at the time delay chosen for TDS
(1.5 ps after photoexcitation). To make a quantitative
correlation, we have plotted the carrier densities obtained
from the fittings as the right Y-axis and compared them to the
fluence-dependent photoconductivity data, as shown in Figure
2d. The overlap between rescaled carrier densities and
photoconductivities offers direct, quantitative evidence for
efficient CM taking place in our sample. Note that the
conclusion is robust and does not depend on the model
applied. Strong support for this argument comes from the
normalized frequency-resolved conductivity, as shown in
Figure S4 (see SI) based on the same data sets in Figure 2e,
and we find no observable difference between the two. An
extended analysis based on the Drude−Smith model leads to
the same conclusion of CM (see Figure S5 and associated
discussion in SI). This result also indicates that charge carriers
reach a quasi-equilibrium condition (e.g., at the band-edge) at
1.5 ps after the excitation with both 1.5 (via cooling or phonon
emission processes) and 3.1 eV (by CM) photons.
Finally, based on the τ inferred from the fittings, we calculate

the dc electron mobility in our sample to be 45 ± 9 cm2 V−1

s−1. The value is much higher than that of the QD solids (with
the reported value in most studies way below 1 cm2 V−1 s−1

and the highest around 10 cm2 V−1 s−1).39,40 In addition, the
estimated mobility is in the same range as the results (∼30−40
cm2 V−1 s−1) from electrical transport measurements on

Table 1. Fitting Parameters for Electrical Charge Transport
Properties Based on the Drude Model

Drude model

excitation ωP (THz) τ (fs)

1.55 eV 200 ± 13 11 ± 2
3.10 eV 279 ± 28 10 ± 2
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MoTe2 thin films.41,42 As such, we conclude that 2D MoTe2
multilayers uniquely combine efficient CM with high carrier
conductivity.
Quantification of CM Efficiency in MoTe2. To evaluate

the CM quantum yields, we performed the pump wavelength-
dependent OPTP measurements on 2H-MoTe2 with up to 16
different pump photon energies. The conductivity maximum
versus fluence is shown in Figure 3a. Here, we take the
photoconductivity maximum at a given absorbed photon
density (or equivalently the slope in the fluence-dependent
conductivity in Figure 3a) to quantify the CM efficiency, as
these two values are linked in a linear fashion (see Figure 2d).
In Figure 3b, we summarize the photoconductivity normalized
to the absorbed photon density at varied photon energies. For
the range of excitation energies between 1 and 2 times that of
Eg (no CM), we find that the carrier generation efficiency is
independent of the pump photon energies, as expected. For
further data analysis, we assume the carrier generation
quantum yield for photon energy below twice the Eg to be
100% (marked in the right Y-axis). With increasing the photon
energy, we observe twice photoconductivity jumps at around
2.8 and 4.2 times of Eg, which we attribute to CM effect
following the previous discussion. Remarkably, we observe the
enhancement of photoconductivity by CM by a steplike
manner with nearly 100% CM quantum yields.43 Finally, we
investigate the recombination dynamics following CM. In QD
systems, multiple pairs of electrons and holes generated by CM
can effectively recombine in a few to tens of picoseconds via
Auger recombination.2,8,10,44 In contrast, as shown in Figure
S6, for all pump energies used in the study, we observe no
changes in the decay dynamics. Apparently, the recombination
process is dominated by the fast trapping by defects, which
effectively competes with the Auger process. Note that this was
previously also concluded by Kim et al.21

Discussion. Now we discuss the mechanism by which CM
in multilayer MoTe2 takes place. The free carrier dominant
dynamics observed in all pump photon energies implies that
CM in our system occurs through a scattering mechanism
known as impact ionization (II).12,45−48 In the II process, a hot
carrier with excess energy beyond the bandgap can effectively
re-excite an additional electron across the bandgap on
subpicosecond time scales, driven by carrier−carrier scattering
processes. As a reverse Auger recombination process, this

model has been previously applied to account for the CM
effect in bulk silicon45 and low-dimensional nanomaterials
including QDs,12,46,49 carbon nanotubes,50 and 2D materials.47

Within the II framework, the CM efficiency is directly
governed by the kinetic competition between II itself and
hot carrier cooling. To evaluate the observed CM efficiency
and compare the impact ionization rate to the cooling rate, we
conduct a further data analysis following a phenomenological
model proposed by Beard and colleagues.51 In the model, the
detailed band structure of the material is neglected, and the
CM efficiency is determined by the II and the carrier cooling
via phonon emission.
Comparing the model (shown as dash-dotted lines in Figure

3b) to the data, we find the CM efficiency in 2H-MoTe2 is
nearly unity up to ∼94% (see details for the fitting in SI). The
CM onset is found to be ∼2.8 Eg. Given the high ηCM, we can
readily conclude that the II rate dominates over the cooling
process in 2H-MoTe2. Here we estimate the energy loss rate
via cooling by (hυ − Eg)/τcooling (with τcooling ∼1.5 ps as the
cooling time following 1.55 eV excitation) to be 0.43 eV/ps.
We further assume a linear proportionality between the cooling
time and the excess energy of hot carriers. Under such an
assumption and applying the rate competition model by
Beard,51 the II rate is estimated to be nearly 1 order of
magnitude higher than the cooling rate for the first CM step
(e.g., 3.2 eV/ps for 3.1 eV excitation) to ensure a high CM
efficiency in our system. The previously reported CM onset
energy in MoTe2 of ∼2 Eg is lower than the 2.8 Eg found
here.21 This difference may be due to variations in sample
thickness and thus electronic structure but will require further
study (see an extended discussion in SI).
While the phenomenological analysis captures the essence of

CM, to fully unveil the efficient II and thus CM in 2H-MoTe2
theoretical calculations (e.g., by tight-binding calcula-
tions)3,12,46 explicitly on multilayer 2H-MoTe2 are required.
To guide future theoretical treatments in this system, we
summarize some key observations from the experiments.
(1) CM onset. In our study, the first CM onset and the

accompanying sharp rise of the photoconductivity in 2H-
MoTe2 is found to be in the range of 2.4−2.6 eV,
corresponding to the optical transition at Γ point. To shed
further insight on the CM at the Γ point, we discuss the band
structure of MoTe2 based on previous theoretical calculation

Figure 3. Determination of the carrier-multiplication efficiency. (a) The peak value of THz photoconductivity of 2H-MoTe2 as a function of
absorbed photon density for different pump photon energies. The solid lines are linear fittings to the data; three dashed lines represent CM
quantum yield of 100%, 200%, and 300%, to guide the eye. (b) The photoconductivity at a given absorbed photon density for varied photon
energies (hν, bottom x-axis) and the ratio of hν/Eg (top x-axis). The data are rescaled to match 100% quantum yield of charge generation for the
sub-2Eg excitations. The model (dash-dotted lines) is discussed in the main text. (c) Schematic drawing of band structure and carrier multiplication
in indirect semiconducting few-layer MoTe2.
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(see a simplified scheme in Figure 3c).52 MoTe2 in excess of
three layers exhibits an indirect bandgap involving the K−Λ
transition (with Eg 0.90 eV). For the first CM step, while the
absorption takes place at Γ point the CM involves the K−Λ
transition. Note that the valence band maximum (VBM) at K
and Γ points are similar in energy. This results in a favorable
“asymmetric” absorption condition, so that most of the excess
energy is transferred to hot electrons. In line with our
discussion here, Siebbeles et al. have also shown that
asymmetric transitions are involved in optical transitions and
responsible for the onset of CM effects in PbS QDs and its
bulk crystals.3 Overall, the indirect bandgap nature and the
relatively close position of VBM at the K and Γ points make
energy conservation readily achieved. Note that this character-
istic band structure shares similarities with a fictitious band
structure proposed by Queisser and his colleagues for optimal
CM.45 Finally, to fully understand why CM occurs efficiently at
Γ point insights into carrier cooling rate around Γ point are
also essential and call for further studies.
(2) Weak electron−phonon coupling in MoTe2. As we

discussed, a large rate ratio between II and hot carrier cooling
processes kII/kcool is required for efficient CM. Hence, efficient
II and slow cooling dynamics favor CM. For the latter process,
the weak coupling between the photogenerated hot carriers to
phonon modes is desirable. For MoTe2 in both layered and
bulk geometries, a few recent studies have reported an
intrinsically weak carrier−phonon coupling.53−55 For instance,
Makino et al. reported remarkably long-lived optical phonon
modes, particularly the A1g mode (with ∼20 ps lifetime) in
MoTe2, even in the presence of a large number of photoexcited
carriers.55 This observation indicates very week coupling
between photogenerated electrons and phonons; in conven-
tional semiconductors (e.g., GaN, ZnO, and so forth), the
electron−phonon coupling will lead to the coherent phonon
dephasing on ultrafast, picosecond time scale.56,57 The unusual
optical phonon dynamics and weak electron−phonon coupling
strength could favor the CM by lifting the time constraint for
II.
Implication. To illustrate the relevance of CM effect in 2H-

MoTe2 for optoelectronics, we compare the CM effect in
MoTe2 to that in other extensively studied (e.g., PbS or PbSe
systems) or technologically relevant materials (e.g., bulk Si or
Si QDs), as shown in Figure 4a. While most of materials
possess either only efficient CM (e.g., Si nanocrystals,43 PbS
nanosheets,20 and PbSe superlattice solids58) or high carrier
mobility (e.g., bulk silicon59), MoTe2 uniquely combines both.
This makes layered MoTe2 a fascinating material platform for

both fundamental study of CM effect and further device
integration. In this context, we further estimate the maximum
power conversion efficiency (PCE) for our sample using the
detailed balance model as shown in Figure 4b.60,61 In principle,
the fast, sub-10 ps trapping process in MoTe2 imposes a
challenge for its application in optoelectronics. Effective
passivation schemes for the defects have been previously
developed for other TMDC materials and should be applicable
for MoTe2. For the calculation, we assume that defects can be
effectively passivated so that all photogenerated carriers can be
efficiently collected. With a quantized band gap of 0.90 eV, the
maximum PCE can be reached to 36.8%, increased from 29.5%
without CM, with a substantial relative increase of ∼24.7%,
illustrating the relevance of CM effect in MoTe2 for
optoelectronics.

■ CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we report that efficient photoconductivity or
photocurrent multiplication occurs in few-layer 2H-MoTe2 as a
direct consequence of an efficient steplike carrier multiplication
with near unity quantum yield and extremely high carrier
mobility in MoTe2. We demonstrate that free carriers, rather
than excitons, are involved in the CM process via impact
ionization. The photocurrent multiplication, in conjunction
with its ∼1 eV bandgap and easy device integration, thanks to
the 2D geometry, makes MoTe2 a promising candidate for hot-
carrier related optoelectronics.
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Koppens, F. H. L.; Hendry, E.; Polini, M.; Tielrooij, K. J. The
Ultrafast Dynamics and Conductivity of Photoexcited Graphene at
Different Fermi Energies. Sci. Adv. 2018, 4 (5), eaar5313.
(35) Xu, F.; Yu, C.; Tries, A.; Zhang, H.; Klaui, M.; Basse, K.;
Hansen, M. R.; Bilbao, N.; Bonn, M.; Wang, H. I.; Mai, Y. Tunable
Superstructures of Dendronized Graphene Nanoribbons in Liquid
Phase. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2019, 141 (28), 10972−10977.
(36) Ghimire, M. K.; Ji, H.; Gul, H. Z.; Yi, H.; Jiang, J.; Lim, S. C.
Defect-Affected Photocurrent in MoTe2 FETs. ACS Appl. Mater.
Interfaces 2019, 11 (10), 10068−10073.
(37) Grancini, G.; Maiuri, M.; Fazzi, D.; Petrozza, A.; Egelhaaf, H. J.;
Brida, D.; Cerullo, G.; Lanzani, G. Hot Exciton Dissociation in
Polymer Solar Cells. Nat. Mater. 2013, 12 (1), 29−33.
(38) Tries, A.; Osella, S.; Zhang, P.; Xu, F.; Ramanan, C.; Klaui, M.;
Mai, Y.; Beljonne, D.; Wang, H. I. Experimental Observation of
Strong Exciton Effects in Graphene Nanoribbons. Nano Lett. 2020, 20
(5), 2993−3002.
(39) Evers, W. H.; Schins, J. M.; Aerts, M.; Kulkarni, A.; Capiod, P.;
Berthe, M.; Grandidier, B.; Delerue, C.; van der Zant, H. S. J.; van
Overbeek, C.; Peters, J. L.; Vanmaekelbergh, D.; Siebbeles, L. D. A.
High Charge Mobility in Two-Dimensional Percolative Networks of
PbSe Quantum Dots Connected by Atomic Bonds. Nat. Commun.
2015, 6, 8195.
(40) Lan, X.; Chen, M.; Hudson, M. H.; Kamysbayev, V.; Wang, Y.;
Guyot-Sionnest, P.; Talapin, D. V. Quantum Dot Solids Showing
State-Resolved Band-Like Transport. Nat. Mater. 2020, 19 (3), 323−
329.
(41) Pradhan, N. P.; Rhodes, D.; Feng, X.; Xin, Y.; Memaran, S.;
Moon, B.-H.; Terrones, H.; Terrones, M.; Balicas, L. Field-Effect
Transistors Based on Few-Layered α-MoTe2. ACS Nano 2014, 8 (6),
5911−5920.
(42) Keum, D. H.; Cho, S.; Kim, J. H.; Choe, D. H.; Sung, H. J.;
Kan, M.; Kang, H.; Hwang, J. Y.; Kim, S. W.; Yang, H.; Chang, K. J.;
Lee, Y. H. Bandgap Opening in Few−Layered Monoclinic MoTe2.
Nat. Phys. 2015, 11 (6), 482−486.
(43) Timmerman, D.; Valenta, J.; Dohnalova, K.; de Boer, W. D. A.
M.; Gregorkiewicz, T. Step−Like Enhancement of Luminescence
Quantum Yield of Silicon Nanocrystals. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2011, 6
(11), 710−713.
(44) Binks, D. J. Multiple Exciton Generation in Nanocrystal
Quantum Dots–Controversy, Current Status and Future Prospects.
Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2011, 13 (28), 12693−12704.

(45) Werner, J. H.; Kolodinski, S.; Queisser, H. J. Novel
Optimization Principles and Efficiency Limits for Semiconductor
Solar Cells. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1994, 72 (24), 3851−3854.
(46) Franceschetti, A.; An, J. M.; Zunger, A. Impact Ionization Can
Explain Carrier Multiplication in PbSe Quantum Dots. Nano Lett.
2006, 6 (10), 2191−2195.
(47) Michael, S.; Schneider, H. C. Impact Ionization Dynamics in
Small Band-Gap Two-Dimensional Materials from a Coherent
Phonon Mechanism. Phys. Rev. B: Condens. Matter Mater. Phys.
2019, 100 (3), 035431.
(48) Baer, R.; Rabani, E. Can Impact Excitation Explain Efficient
Carrier Multiplication in Carbon Nanotube Photodiodes? Nano Lett.
2010, 10 (9), 3277−3282.
(49) Califano, M.; Zunger, A.; Franceschetti, A. Direct Carrier
Multiplication due to Inverse Auger Scattering in CdSe Quantum
Dots. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2004, 84 (13), 2409−2411.
(50) Gabor, N. M.; Zhong, Z.; Bosnick, K.; Park, J.; McEuen, P. L.
Extremely Efficient Multiple Electron-Hole Pair Generation in
Carbon Nanotube Photodiodes. Science 2009, 325, 1367−1371.
(51) Beard, M. C.; Midgett, A. G.; Hanna, M. C.; Luther, J. M.;
Hughes, B. K.; Nozik, A. J. Comparing Multiple Exciton Generation
in Quantum Dots to Impact Ionization in Bulk Semiconductors:
Implications for Enhancement of Solar Energy Conversion. Nano Lett.
2010, 10 (8), 3019−3027.
(52) Sun, Y.; Wang, D.; Shuai, Z. Indirect-to-Direct Band Gap
Crossover in Few-Layer Transition Metal Dichalcogenides: A
Theoretical Prediction. J. Phys. Chem. C 2016, 120 (38), 21866−
21870.
(53) Li, T.; Zhang, Z.; Zheng, W.; Lv, Y.; Huang, F. A Possible
High-Mobility Signal in Bulk MoTe2: Temperature Independent
Weak Phonon Decay. AIP Adv. 2016, 6 (11), 115207.
(54) Helmrich, S.; Schneider, R.; Achtstein, A. W; Arora, A.; Herzog,
B.; de Vasconcellos, S. M.; Kolarczik, M.; Schops, O.; Bratschitsch, R.;
Woggon, U.; Owschimikow, N. Exciton−Phonon Coupling in Mono-
and Bilayer MoTe2. 2D Mater. 2018, 5 (4), 045007.
(55) Makino, K.; Saito, Y.; Horii, S.; Fons, P.; Kolobov, A. V.; Ando,
A.; Ueno, K.; Mondal, R.; Hase, M. Ultrafast Dynamics of Electron-
Phonon Coupling in Transition-Metal Dichalcogenides. 2018,
arXiv:1807.10879. Cond. Mat. Mtrl. Sci., https://arxiv.org/abs/
1807.10879 (accessed Sep. 16 2019).
(56) Yee, K. J.; Lee, K. G.; Oh, E.; Kim, D. S.; Lim, Y. S. Coherent
Optical Phonon Oscillations in Bulk GaN Excited by Far below the
Band Gap Photons. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2002, 88 (10), 105501.
(57) Ishioka, K.; Petek, H.; Kaydashev, V. E.; Kaidashev, E. M.;
Misochko, O. V. Coherent Optical Phonons of ZnO under Near
Resonant Photoexcitation. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 2010, 22 (46),
465803.
(58) Kulkarni, A.; Evers, W. H.; Tomic, S.; Beard, M. C.;
Vanmaekelbergh, D.; Siebbeles, L. D. A. Efficient Steplike Carrier
Multiplication in Percolative Networks of Epitaxially Connected PbSe
Nanocrystals. ACS Nano 2018, 12 (1), 378−384.
(59) Wolf, M.; Brendel, R.; Werner, J. H.; Queisser, H. J. Solar Cell
Efficiency and Carrier Multiplication in Si1−xGex Alloys. J. Appl. Phys.
1998, 83 (8), 4213−4221.
(60) Hanna, M. C.; Nozik, A. J. Solar Conversion Efficiency of
Photovoltaic and Photoelectrolysis Cells with Carrier Multiplication
Absorbers. J. Appl. Phys. 2006, 100, 074510.
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