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Tuning the charge transfer and band shape of
donor–acceptor covalent organic frameworks for
optoelectronics†

Arnau Garcia-Duran and Maria Fumanal *

Donor–acceptor (D–A) covalent organic frameworks (COFs) have gained great attention in the fields of opto-

electronics due to their ability to promote charge transfer (CT) and charge transport, leading to long-lived

charge carriers and thus better device performances. The modularity of these materials makes them ideal for

computational molecular design based on electronic structure calculations, able to predict their excited state

and photoconductive properties in silico. However, the characterization of CT transitions in D–A COFs inherits

the same difficulties as their analogous molecular systems. This poses a challenge for standard cost-effective

electronic structure methods, whose reliability needs to be carefully assessed. Moreover, strong CT is usually

associated with localized states, whereas band dispersion is ascribed to delocalized states. Thus, whether the

CT and the in-plane photoconductivity can be enhanced simultaneously still needs to be addressed. In this

work, we propose 12 chemical modifications for two families of 1,3,6,8-tetraphenylpyrene (Py) 2D-COFs with

potential for light-induced CT and highly dispersive bands. Based on DFT/TD-DFT calculations, we

characterize the low-lying excited state properties of the 26 monolayers and expose the limitations of the

most common approximations to provide reliable data. Ultimately, we analyze the CT versus band shape

correlation and identify two possible candidates with improved features for optoelectronic applications.

Introduction

Covalent organic frameworks (COFs) are a versatile class of
porous crystalline materials that have been exploited in a wide
range of applications, from gas adsorption1,2 to catalysis3,4 and
energy storage,5,6 among others. COFs are composed of organic
molecules covalently bonded through reticular chemistry,
usually forming well-organized extended two-dimensional
(2D) networks, which also endowed them with great attention
in the fields of electronics7,8 and optoelectronics.9,10

From the molecular-design perspective, the modular nature
of COFs offers the possibility to control their optoelectronic
properties by using different building blocks (donors, accep-
tors, linkers, etc.)11,12 and topologies (hexagonal, rhombic,
Kagome, etc.).13,14 The performance of COF materials for
photocatalysis or photovoltaics for instance, is directly asso-
ciated with the lifetime of the photo-generated charge carriers,
which can be typically enhanced using charge transfer (CT)
donor–acceptor (D–A) pairs.15–18 In addition, 2D-COFs have the
ability to trigger both in-plane p-conjugation as well as out-of-
plane p–p-stacking interactions and, thus, favorable charge
transport pathways that promote charge separation.19,20 How-
ever, only certain 2D topologies21 and p-stacking arrangements22

are able to optimize these charge transport pathways.
The versatile modularity of COFs causes an almost unlim-

ited number of potential 2D-COF structures that can be synthe-
sized, which makes the trial-and-error strategy unfeasible. In
this context, computational modeling provides an attractive
alternative route to accelerate the discovery of new COF struc-
tures with target properties.23–25 To this end, accurately pre-
dicting the excited state and photoconductive properties
of COFs in silico is crucial. Nevertheless, COFs (together
with metal–organic frameworks or MOFs) are uniquely posi-
tioned between a molecular and periodic material and thus
may pose a challenge for the cost-effective electronic structure

Departament de Ciència de Materials i Quı́mica Fı́sica and IQTCUB, Facultat de

Quı́mica, Universitat de Barcelona, Martı́ i Franquès 1, E-08028 Barcelona, Spain.

E-mail: mfumanal@ub.edu

† Electronic supplementary information (ESI) available: Section S1: molecular
structure of the Mod9–Mod12 monolayers. Section S2: optimized cell parameters.
Section S3: HOCO, LUCO, band gap and S1 energies of the 26 monolayers. Section
S4: characterization of the orbital contributions to the S1 state. Section S5: HOMO
and LUMO energies of the constituent D and A monomers. Section S6: CT values
of the isolated D–A pairs at PBE0 and oB97XD level. Section S7: orbital contribu-
tions to the optimized S1 state of the Mod0, Mod6 and Mod10 of COF-1 D–A
dimers. Section 8: band structure of the 26 monolayers. Section S9: correlation
between the effective mass values and the dihedral and orbital energy differences
of the D and A building blocks. All data, structures, inputs and outputs, are
available in the Zenodo online repository https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.

15130360. See DOI: https://doi.org/10.1039/d5tc01966d

Received 18th May 2025,
Accepted 8th July 2025

DOI: 10.1039/d5tc01966d

rsc.li/materials-c

Journal of
Materials Chemistry C

PAPER

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 0

8 
Ju

ly
 2

02
5.

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

on
 4

/4
/2

02
6 

6:
31

:1
0 

A
M

. 
 T

hi
s 

ar
tic

le
 is

 li
ce

ns
ed

 u
nd

er
 a

 C
re

at
iv

e 
C

om
m

on
s 

A
ttr

ib
ut

io
n-

N
on

C
om

m
er

ci
al

 3
.0

 U
np

or
te

d 
L

ic
en

ce
.

View Article Online
View Journal  | View Issue

https://orcid.org/0009-0003-2708-1605
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4175-8876
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1039/d5tc01966d&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2025-07-14
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.15130360
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.15130360
https://doi.org/10.1039/d5tc01966d
https://rsc.li/materials-c
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d5tc01966d
https://pubs.rsc.org/en/journals/journal/TC
https://pubs.rsc.org/en/journals/journal/TC?issueid=TC013035


18240 |  J. Mater. Chem. C, 2025, 13, 18239–18249 This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2025

characterization of their excited states.26–28 On the one hand,
DFT/TD-DFT approaches are commonly applied owing to their
cost-accuracy prediction.29 However, the CT excited state pre-
diction of D–A COF materials inherits the same difficulties than
their partner D–A molecular systems and will strongly depend
on the charge localization features of the DFT functional of
choice.30–32 On the other hand, the band structure obtained at
DFT level is typically sufficiently accurate and it is commonly
applied to evaluate the effective mass values of 2D COFs.33–35

This work focuses on two families of 1,3,6,8-tetraphenyl-
pyrene (Py) 2D-COFs with promising features for in-plane CT and
photoconductive properties, named COF-1 and COF-2. (see Fig. 1).
These COFs were selected from the literature for three reasons.
First, they have already been synthesized and thus, their synthetic
routes are available. Second, they hold ligands whose donor and
acceptor character can be tuned at the molecular level. Finally, both
COFs have an oblique/rectangular 2D topology, which have been
reported as promising for the design of monolayers with in-plane
highly dispersive bands.21 Through DFT/TD-DFT calculations, we
characterize the ground and first excited state of 26 D–A COF
monolayers, 13 for each family, and assess the reliability of the
most common DFT approximations to predict the CT properties.
The approximations considered are (i) reduction of the dimension-
ality to a cluster model, (ii) upgrading the DFT functional to a long-
range corrected method, and (iii) optimizing the excited state
geometry. Then, we evaluate the electron and hole effective mass
values from the conduction and valence band minimum and
maximum, respectively. Finally, we analyze the correlation between
the CT and band shape and identify two possible candidates with
promising features for improved optoelectronic performance.

Methods
COF structures

As mentioned in the introduction, two experimentally reported
COF structures (COF-1 and COF-2) were chosen due to their
synthetic availability, their tunable D–A character and their
four-arm topology, whose symmetry promotes dispersive bands
and thus potential in-plane photoconductivity.21 COF-1

monolayers expand as an oblique lattice built from electron-
rich Py and electron-deficient thiazolo-[5,4-d]thiazole (Tz)
ligands connected via an imine linker (Fig. 1).15,36 Thus, it is
expected a significant Py-to-Tz CT character in its original form.
COF-2 monolayers expand as a rectangular lattice built from
the same Py ligand and the electron-richer tetrathiafulvalene
(TTF) ligand, also connected via imine linkers (Fig. 1).37,38 In
this way, the Py ligand is expected to be the donor in COF-1,
while it is expected to be a poor acceptor in COF-2. The TTF-to-
Py CT character is expected to improve by tuning the electro-
negativity of the ligands via in silico chemical modifications.

12 chemical modifications were performed to these struc-
tures in silico aiming at tuning the D–A character and the
in-plane band dispersion. 8 modifications consist in adding
electron-withdrawing groups (–F, –COOH, –NO2) and/or
electron-donating groups (–CH3, –OCHO, –OH) to the ligands
(Mod1 to Mod8, see Fig. 2). 3 modifications consist in chemi-
cally changing the ligands by substituting some heteroatoms
(Mod9 to Mod11). Finally, 1 modification consists in changing
the imine linker to amide, (Mod12, see Table 1 and Fig. S1,
ESI†). This modification is proposed based on the ability of this
linker to tune the CT properties of other Py-based COFs.39

Geometry optimization

Optimization of the cell parameters and crystal coordinates
of the 13 COF-1 and COF-2 monolayers was performed at the
G-point in 2D periodic boundary conditions with DFT using
the PBE functional40 including Grimme D3BJ dispersion
correction41 as implemented in the CP2K 9.1 program.42,43 In
all calculations, the GTH pseudopotential44 was used with a
density cutoff of 400 Ry and DZVP-MOLOPT basis set.45 This set
up has been shown to provide reliable cell and crystal struc-
tures of COFs23,46 and MOFs.47,48 The COF monolayers were
oriented parallel to the x–y plane and separated by a fixed
vacuum spacing of 25 Å in the z-direction. The optimized cell
parameters are provided in Table S1 of ESI.†

Excited state characterization

The lowest excited state singlet (S1) was computed for the opti-
mized COF monolayers in periodic boundary conditions with

Fig. 1 Molecular structure and unit cell of COF-1 (left) and COF-2 (right). Hydrogens omitted for clarity.
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linear-response TD-DFT using the truncated PBE0 functional49 and
the Tamm–Dancoff approximation (TDA) as implemented in CP2K
9.1.42,43 The auxiliary density matrix method (ADMM)50 was used to
reduce the computational cost together with the pFIT3 auxiliary
basis set (3 Gaussian exponents per valence orbital, including
polarization d-functions). The highest occupied crystal orbital
(HOCO), lowest unoccupied crystal orbital (LUCO), band gap, S1

energies, and oscillator strengths are collected in Table S2 of ESI.†
TDDFT/TDA calculations were also performed for the iso-

lated D–A pairs with PBE049 and ob97XD51 functionals using
def2-SVP basis set as implemented in Gaussian.52 The calcula-
tions of the isolated dimers were done at (1st) the optimized
geometry extracted from the 2D periodic structure, (2nd) the
optimized geometry in gas phase and (3rd) the optimized
geometry of the S1 state in gas phase. For the (1st) step,
hydrogen atoms were added to saturate the 0D structure. For
the (2nd) and (3rd) steps, the position of the atoms at the edge
of both ligands was fixed to maintain the same relative dis-
position than in the 2D periodic structure.

For each excited state evaluation, the local character asso-
ciated to the lowest excited state singlet is calculated as the
weighted average of the spatial overlap between the Kohn–Sham
occupied and virtual orbitals involved in the excitation as:53–58

L ¼

P
i;a

kia2Oia

P
i;a

kia2
(1)

where kia are the coefficients or amplitudes associated with a
given occupied-virtual pair contributions and Oia is the spatial
overlap between these occupied and virtual orbitals, which is
given by the inner product of the module of the two orbitals as:

Oia ¼ jij j j jaj jh i ¼
ð
ji rð Þj j ja rð Þj jdr (2)

Coefficients below |0.05| were not considered. The CT
character of the excited state is evaluated as 1 � L.

Effective mass calculations

The mobility of the charge carriers m is inversely related to the
effective mass, which can be approximated from the curvature
of the band structure. Band structure calculations were per-
formed with PBE0 using FHI-AIMS version 210226.59 The
‘‘light/Tier1’’ numerical atom-centered orbital (NAO) basis set
was used in all cases.60,61 The band structure was computed
using a Monkhorst–Pack scheme with a x–y k-point grid of 3� 3
to sample the 2D Brillouin zone. The dispersion of the conduc-
tion band minima (CBM) and valence band maxima (VBM) was
then evaluated as the inverse of the effective mass:

m / 1

m�
¼ 1

�h2
� @

2E

@k2
(3)

The data near the VBM and CBM was fitted to a parabola to
obtain the curvature and therefore, the effective mass values.
All high-symmetry points of the band structure path were
considered to compute the effective mass. From the VBM or
CBM, the forward and backward effective masses were com-
puted, and the smallest values were considered the most
favorable hole and electron photoconductive pathways,
respectively.

Results and discussion
Charge transfer of the D–A COF monolayers

As mentioned in the introduction, the performance of a COF
material for photocatalysis or photovoltaics will depend on its

Fig. 2 Molecular structure of the D–A dimers of COF-1 (left) and COF-2 (right) indicating the R1-to-R4 substitution positions and the respective
chemical modifications of the Mod1-to-Mod8 COF structures.

Table 1 Description of the chemical modifications applied to COF-1 and
COF-2 in Mod9-to-Mod12. See Fig. S1 in ESI

COF-1 COF-2

Mod9 Pyrene - triazapyrene Pyrene - triazapyrene
Mod10 Phenyls attached to

Tz - pyrazines
Phenyls attached to
TTF - pyrazines

Mod11 Tz - pyrrolo[3,2-
b]pyrrole

Mod3 + TTF -
naphtalene

Mod12 Imine linker - amide Imine linker - amide
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ability to generate long-lived charge carriers, which can be
promoted in D–A CT states. Following Kasha’s rules,62 we
assume that photoexcited states will decay towards the lowest
excited singlet (S1). The computed CT values (1 � L) associated
with the lowest singlet (S1) excited state of the D–A COF
monolayers are collected in Table 2 and Table 3 for the two
non-substituted structures (Mod0) of COF-1 and COF-2 and
their 12 in silico chemical modifications (Mod1-to-Mod12) as
evaluated with truncated PBE0 implemented in CP2K 9.1. CT
values from 0 to 0.5 indicate mostly local character and thus
higher chances of fast electron–hole recombination, while
values from 0.5 to 1 indicate mostly CT character and, there-
fore, longer charge carrier’s lifetimes. The CT values expand
from 0.21 to 0.77 in the case of COF-1 and from 0.27 to 0.92 in
the case of COF-2, therefore covering all possible local and CT
situations. Most COF-1 (9 out of 13) show a CT value below 0.5,

whereas all COF-2 monolayers have a CT component above 0.5
except Mod11, for which the TTF ligand has been modified to
naphthalene. This suggests that the CT character is mostly
determined by the chemical nature of the D–A combination.
The PBE0 calculations predict that three monolayers of COF-1
will show larger CT than the original structure, which corre-
spond to Mod1, Mod10 and Mod11, and four monolayers of the
COF-2 family will have larger CT: the Mod4, Mod6, Mod9
and Mod12.

The characterization of the CT in the excited state can be
made based on the occupied-virtual orbital contributions to the
S1 state. These are collected in Tables S3 and S4 of ESI† for COF-
1 and COF-2 monolayers, respectively. Remarkably, the major
contribution to the S1 state for all COF-2 monolayers is the
HOCO-to-LUCO transition, while for the COF-1 monolayers,
this is the case only in half of the systems. This shows that,

Table 2 Charge transfer CT (1 � L) and local (L) components associated to the S1 state of COF-1 (Mod0-to-Mod12) monolayers computed with TD-
DFPT with truncated PBE0. Classification of the CT and local components. Charge carriers effective mass, m�h and m�e , in electron rest mass (m0 units),
computed at the VBM and CBM, respectively, with PBE0. Corrected CT values as computed for the isolated D–A pairs with oB97XD at the optimized S1

geometry

PBE0
oB97XD

CT
(1 � L)

CT
component L

Local
component m�h m�e

Corrected
CT

Mod0 0.53 Py-to-Tz 0.47 Delocalized 0.90 1.01 0.79
Mod1 0.77 Py-to-Tz 0.23 Local in Py 24.08 5.28 0.59
Mod2 0.39 Tz-to-Py 0.61 Delocalized 13.36 8.58 0.37
Mod3 0.21 Py-to-Tz 0.79 Delocalized 4.84 2.20 0.15
Mod4 0.35 Py-to-Tz 0.65 Local in Py 2.68 1.71 0.18
Mod5 0.36 Py-to-Tz 0.64 Delocalized 1.43 0.79 0.28
Mod6 0.49 Py-to-Tz 0.51 Delocalized 1.34 4.15 0.79
Mod7 0.27 Py-to-Tz 0.73 Local in Py 9.55 1.02 0.17
Mod8 0.33 Py-to-Tz 0.67 Local in Tz 1.37 2.00 0.60
Mod9 0.34 Py-to-Tz 0.66 Delocalized 0.56 0.43 0.27
Mod10 0.64 Py-to-Tz 0.36 Delocalized 1.01 2.28 0.80
Mod11 0.77 Py-to-Tza 0.23 Delocalized 8.64 1.70 —b

Mod12 0.37 Tz-to-Py 0.63 Delocalized 2.26 1.18 0.14

a Note that the Tz ligand has changed to pyrrolo[3,2-b]pyrrole. b The S1 excited state could not be optimized.

Table 3 Charge transfer CT (1 � L) and local (L) components associated to the S1 state of COF-2 (Mod0-to-Mod12) monolayers computed with TD-
DFPT with truncated PBE0. Classification of the CT and Local components. Charge carriers effective mass, m�hand m�e , in electron rest mass (m0 units),
computed at the VBM and CBM, respectively, with PBE0. Corrected CT values as computed for the isolated D–A pairs with oB97XD at the optimized S1

geometry

PBE0
oB97XD

CT
(1 � L)

CT
component L

Local
component m�h m�e

Corrected
CT

Mod0 0.62 TTF-to-Py 0.38 Local in TTF 4.64 0.93 0.53
Mod1 0.62 TTF-to-Py 0.38 Local in TTF 2.11 6.17 0.57
Mod2 0.69 TTF-to-Py 0.31 Local in TTF 11.02 4.90 0.60
Mod3 0.62 TTF-to-Py 0.38 Local in TTF 5.81 1.99 0.57
Mod4 0.81 TTF-to-Py 0.19 — 70.78 6.67 0.56
Mod5 0.63 TTF-to-Py 0.37 Local in TTF 6.81 2.00 0.86
Mod6 0.90 TTF-to-Py 0.10 — 22.41 12.43 0.55
Mod7 0.62 TTF-to-Py 0.38 Local in TTF 5.78 1.08 0.57
Mod8 0.58 TTF-to-Py 0.42 Local in TTF 2.35 1.48 0.53
Mod9 0.73 TTF-to-Py 0.27 Local in TTF 6.44 6.41 0.53
Mod10 0.52 TTF-to-Py 0.48 Delocalized 1.74 1.94 0.58
Mod11 0.27 Py-to-TTFa 0.73 Delocalized 2.68 0.80 0.19
Mod12 0.92 TTF-to-Py 0.08 — 94.33 66.97 0.58

a Note that the TTF ligand has changed to naphtalene.
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depending on the material, the lowest energy excitation does
not necessarily correspond to the HOCO-to-LUCO transition
but to a more complex electronic transition from lower to
higher energy crystal orbitals whose exciton binding energy
compensates a slightly larger orbital energy gap. Indeed, most
COF-1 monolayers exhibit a remarkably small energy gap
(o0.1 eV) between the LUCO and LUCO+1, whereas only
Mod5 of COF-2 fulfills this condition. As a consequence,
Mod5 of COF-2 exhibits a strongly mixed HOCO-to-LUCO and
HOCO-to-LUCO+1 character (Table S4, ESI†).

Based on the crystal orbitals mainly involved in the one-
electron contributions to the S1 state, it is possible to classify
the local and CT component (Fig. S2, S3 (ESI†) and Tables 2, 3).
The CT character of most COF-1 monolayers corresponds to Py-
to-Tz except for Mod2 and Mod12 for which the CT component
originates in a Tz-to-Py contribution (although the global
character of the S1 state is still mainly local). In Mod2, the
change in CT character originates in the addition of electron-
withdrawing (–NO2) and electron-donating (–OH) substituents
to the Py and Tz ligands, respectively. In Mod12, the change in
CT character originates in the linker substitution from imine to
amide. This highlights the importance of the linkage in the CT
properties, in agreement with what has been observed in
previous work.39 In the case of the COF-2 monolayers, TTF is
significantly more donor than Py and consequently, the CT
component is TTF-to-Py in all cases except when chemically
modifying the TTF ligand to naphthalene in Mod11, in which
case the CT polarization changes.

There are two different approaches to enhance the local
component of the S1 state. On the one hand, delocalized
occupied and/or virtual orbitals will result in one-electron
transitions with a reduced CT component, thus enhancing
the local component of the excitation. This is the case for most

COF-1 monolayers, which exhibit a delocalized ‘‘local’’ compo-
nent (Table 2). An example of the delocalized nature of the
crystal orbitals of COF-1 is shown in Fig. 3a. On the other hand,
one-electron transitions between localized crystal orbitals in the
same ligand will also result in a small CT and a large local
component. This is the case for Mod1, Mod4, and Mod7 of COF-
1, which show a localized HOCO in the Py ligand, and for Mod8 of
COF-1, which shows a LUCO strongly localized in the Tz (Fig. S2,
ESI†). Similarly, the TTF-localized nature of the HOCO in most
COF-2 monolayers (Fig. 3b) originates both the CT and local
components, except in the case of Mod10 and Mod11, for which
partial delocalization of the frontier crystal orbitals results in a
diminution of the CT character (Fig. S3, ESI†).

Ultimately, the CT and localization features of the S1 state in
D–A 2D-COF strongly depend on the relative disposition of the
frontier molecular orbitals of the constituent D and A units in a
similar way than in D–A dimers63 or in 1D D–A copolymers
(Fig. 4).64,65 In Tables S5 and S6 (ESI†) are collected the PBE0
HOMO and LUMO energies of the isolated D and A monomers

Fig. 3 HOCO and LUCO of Mod0 of (a) COF-1 and (b) COF-2 monolayers as obtained with truncated PBE0.

Fig. 4 Schematic representation of the relative disposition of the HOMO
and LUMO frontier molecular energies of a given D–A pair promoting CT
or local contributions in the low-lying excited state.
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of each COF monolayer together with the relative HOMO and
LUMO energy differences. The correlation between the result-
ing local and CT orbital energy gaps of the isolated monomers
with the CT values of the 2D monolayer is shown in Fig. 5.
Those D–A combinations with smaller local orbital gaps tend to
result in smaller CT values, whereas those D–A combinations
with smaller CT orbital gaps tend to provide larger CT values.
Remarkably, COF-1 and COF-2 give rise to two parallel correla-
tions between the orbital gaps and the CT values separated by a
factor of 0.3 in the CT magnitude, as seen in Fig. 5. We ascribe
this to the different (de)localization features of the frontier

crystal orbitals (Fig. 3), which tend to result in systematically
smaller CT values for COF-1 (delocalized) than for COF-2
(localized orbitals) monolayers.

Charge transfer of the D–A isolated dimers

Global hybrid functionals such as PBE0 are not able to fully
recover the 1/r dependence of the electron–hole interaction
and, thus, tend to overstabilize the CT with respect to the local
contributions, especially in long-range CT interactions such as
the ones found in D–A pairs. In contrast, the coulomb potential
is split into a long-range and a short-range local potential term
in range-separated hybrid functionals such as oB97XD, which
has been shown to provide an accurate description of long-
range CT interactions.63–67 Herein, we compare the CT values
obtained with truncated PBE0 for the 2D monolayers with the
CT values computed in the gas phase for the isolated D–A pairs,
both with PBE0 and oB97XD methods. We first compare the CT
values at the geometry optimized for the 2D monolayers, then
reoptimize the coordinates of the isolated D–A pairs in the gas
phase, and, finally, optimize the excited state geometry and reeval-
uate the CT character. In this way, we assess (1st) the effect of the 2D
periodicity, (2nd) the limitations of the PBE0 approximation, and
(3rd) the effect of the relaxation of the excited state geometry.
Tables S7 and S8 (ESI†) collect the CT values obtained in each case,
and Fig. 6 shows the case-to-case correlations for COF-1 and COF-2.

The correlation between the CT values obtained for the
extended 2D monolayer and the isolated D–A pairs in gas phase
is shown in Fig. 6a. COF-2 shows a perfect agreement between
the 2D and isolated CT values. However, COF-1 shows a small
deviation toward larger CT values for the isolated dimers. This
is ascribed to the fact that COF-2 has mostly local crystal

Fig. 5 Correlation between the energy difference between the local and
CT orbital gaps of the isolated D and A, and the computed CT values for
the D–A COF monolayers of COF-1 (red) and COF-2 (blue). The R2 linear
regression values are provided.

Fig. 6 Comparison between the CT values of the S1 state of COF-1 and COF-2 obtained (a) with PBE0 method for the 2D monolayers and the isolated
D–A pairs in gas phase (GP), (b) with PBE0 and oB97XD methods for the isolated D–A pairs in GP, (c) with oB97XD method for the isolated D–A pairs at
the 2D optimized geometry and at the GP optimized geometry, (d) with oB97XD method for the isolated D–A pairs at the ground state (GS) optimized
geometry and the excited state (ES) optimized geometry.

Paper Journal of Materials Chemistry C

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 0

8 
Ju

ly
 2

02
5.

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

on
 4

/4
/2

02
6 

6:
31

:1
0 

A
M

. 
 T

hi
s 

ar
tic

le
 is

 li
ce

ns
ed

 u
nd

er
 a

 C
re

at
iv

e 
C

om
m

on
s 

A
ttr

ib
ut

io
n-

N
on

C
om

m
er

ci
al

 3
.0

 U
np

or
te

d 
L

ic
en

ce
.

View Article Online

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d5tc01966d


This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2025 J. Mater. Chem. C, 2025, 13, 18239–18249 |  18245

orbitals, whereas COF-1 has significantly delocalized crystal
orbitals (Fig. 3) which reduces the overall CT values as
explained above. In this way, the isolated D–A pairs fairly
represent the CT properties of the COF-2 monolayers, whereas
this is not the case for COF-1, which would require a larger-size
0D cluster model or considering point charge embedding
schemes68,69 for the correct characterization of its excited state
CT properties.

Fig. 6b shows the correlation between the CT values of the
isolated D–A pairs computed with PBE0 and oB97XD func-
tional. In the case of COF-2, PBE0 and oB97XD predict the
same CT values up to CT values of 0.7. Above 0.7, PBE0 tends to
overestimate the CT values. In the case of COF-1, PBE0 and
oB97XD methods predict the same CT values up to CT values of
0.3. Above 0.3, PBE0 overestimates the CT values. This high-
lights the difficulties of PBE0 in correctly predicting the CT
when local and non-local excitations compete, especially in
cases with strong delocalization features, such as in COF-1. In
those cases, a range-separated hybrid functional such as
oB97XD is needed.

Comparison between the CT values computed with oB97XD
at the 2D and 0D optimized geometries show no systematic
deviations towards smaller or larger values (Fig. 6c). Similarly,
optimization of the excited state geometry does not signifi-
cantly perturb the CT values in the case of COF-2 (Fig. 6d).
However, the optimization of the excited state geometry in
some COF-1 dimers results in significantly larger CT values
(Fig. 6d). This is the case of Mod0, Mod6 and Mod10 of COF-1
dimers, for which the CT increases from 0.3-0.4 at the GS
geometry to 0.8 at the ES geometry. The MO involved in the
one-electron transitions with the largest coefficients in the S1

state are depicted in Fig. S4–S6 (ESI†). These show that there is
a significant spatial redistribution of the electron and hole
densities upon excited state relaxation for these systems.
Indeed, the prediction of whether these systems have a low-
lying excited state with mostly local (CT o 0.5) or non-local (CT
4 0.5) character entirely relies on considering the excited state
optimized geometry.

Altogether, the results on the isolated D–A pairs of the COF-1
and COF-2 monolayers indicate that (i) larger cluster models
beyond the D–A pair may be needed depending on the (de)lo-
calization features of the COF monolayer, (ii) range-separated
hybrid functionals such as oB97XD are required to accurately
characterize the CT character and avoid CT overestimation in
those cases with competing local and non-local excitations and
(iii) the relaxation of the excited state towards its minimum energy
geometry may be crucial to predict the correct CT behavior in
some particular cases. This highlights the difficulties of standard
methods, such as PBE0 evaluated at the GS geometry, to accu-
rately predict the CT character and the importance of establishing
reliable computational protocols for its fair evaluation. Consider-
ing our best estimate of the CT values (obtained with oB97XD at
the S1 optimized geometries, also collected in Tables 2 and 3),
Mod10 of COF-1 will present slightly enhanced CT with respect to
the original Mod0 (CT of 0.8 versus 0.79), and Mod5 of COF-2 will
show a significant promotion of the CT in comparison to the

Mod0 analogous (CT of 0.86 versus 0.53). Therefore, Mod5 of COF-
2 is identified as a promising candidate with significantly
improved CT for enhanced charge carriers lifetimes.

Effective mass values of D–A COF monolayers

The photoconductive properties of the 2D-COF monolayers have
been evaluated in the context of a band transport model.70 The
band structure of the 2D monolayers computed at PBE0 level are
collected in Fig. S7 and S8 of ESI.† The smallest effective mass
obtained at the VBM and CBM have been assigned to the hole
m�h
� �

and electron m�e
� �

effective mass, respectively. The values,
given in electron mass units (m0), are collected in Tables 2 and 3
for COF-1 and COF-2 monolayers, respectively. On the one hand,
the results show that the experimentally reported material of
COF-1, Mod0, displays small effective mass values (B1 m0) for
both the electron and the hole. On the other hand, the Mod0 of
COF-2 shows a small effective mass for the electron (B1 m0), but
a four times larger value for the hole (B4 m0). This is ascribed to
the fact that both the HOCO and LUCO of COF-1, as well as the
LUCO of COF-2, are well delocalized crystal orbitals, while the
HOCO of COF-2 is strongly localized in the TTF units (see Fig. 3).

The 12 chemical modifications applied to the COF-1 and
COF-2 monolayers significantly modulate the hole and electron
effective mass values. For both COF-1 and COF-2 monolayers,
all Mod1-12 display larger effective mass values, except in the
case of Mod9 for COF-1, and Mod11 for COF-2. Remarkably, the
imine-to-amide substitution of the linkage in Mod12 of COF-2
drastically increases the effective mass values up to 450 m0

values. This illustrates the profound impact of the linkage in
the electronic structure of COF-2, in line with what has been
observed in other systems.71 In contrast, the proposed Mod9 of
COF-1 improves both the hole and electron mobilities by a
factor of 2 (B0.5 m0), which will potentially enhance the
photoconductive properties with respect to the original Mod0.
Therefore, Mod9 of COF-1 is identified as a promising candi-
date with potentially improved in-plane photoconductivity for
optoelectronics. The question of whether the CT and band
dispersion can be enhanced simultaneously is discussed in
the following.

CT versus effective mass values of D–A COF monolayers

The improved CT and charge carriers mobilities in semicon-
ductor materials are meant to reduce charge recombination
and thus improve the light-to-electric or light-to-chemical
energy conversion. Whether they can be optimized simulta-
neously in a single monolayer needs to be assessed since
significant CT is mostly associated with local states, whereas
band dispersion, and thus higher charge carriers mobilities,
are associated with delocalized states. To address this question,
we map the CT and effective mass values obtained for the
Mod0-12 monolayers of COF-1 and COF-2 in Fig. 7a and b,
respectively. In the case of the COF-1 monolayers (Fig. 7a),
Mod9 reduces by a factor of two the sum of the effective mass
values with respect to Mod0 (from B2 m0 to B1 m0) but
strongly penalizes the CT value (from 0.8 to 0.2). In contrast,
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Mod5 also shows reduced CT character but does not signifi-
cantly improve the charge carriers mobilities (m�e is reduced
from 1 m0 to 0.8 m0, but m�h slightly increases from 1 m0 to 1.4
m0). In the case of COF-2 (Fig. 7b), Mod5 enhances the CT from
0.5 to 0.9, considering Mod0 as the reference, at the cost of
increasing the effective mass values. In contrast, Mod11
reduces the effective mass values at the cost of reducing the
CT to 0.2. However, there are two remarkable cases, Mod8 and
Mod10, that improve the effective mass metric with respect to
Mod0 without penalizing the CT value. Thus, overall, Mod8 and
Mod10 of COF-2 display better CT and charge mobility features
than the original Mod0. These results indicate that, although
the promotion of the CT may be detrimental for the effective
mass values and vice versa, there is not a direct correlation
between the two properties, and, in principle, a targeted
chemical design of COF monolayers can lead to novel materials
with improved both CT and photoconductive features.

To identify the origin of the improvement of the band
dispersion, we mapped the effective mass values with respect
to the character of the local component of the S1 excitation,
either delocalized or local (Fig. 7c). It can be seen that relatively
low effective mass values (o3 m0) can only be obtained when
the local component is delocalized. This agrees with the fact
that band dispersion and orbital delocalization stem together.
Two typical molecular design strategies to promote charge and/
or state delocalization in D–A pairs include ensuring certain
coplanarity and a close energy matching between either the
HOMOs or the LUMOs of the molecular building blocks. In
Fig. S9 of ESI,† these two features are mapped with respect to
the m�h and m�e values. In general, more coplanar structures give
rise to the lowest m�h and m�e values. In contrast, the correlation
with the D–A orbital energy differences is less pronounced.
Further investigations with larger datasets of D–A COF mono-
layers are necessary to establish a comprehensive correlation
between the properties of the 2D COF and those of the

constituent building blocks, as well as their arrangement.
Moreover, how the ligand size, and thus the pore size, may
affect the CT and the effective mass values in D–A COF mono-
layers still needs to be assessed in a more diverse dataset of
systems.

Conclusions

In this work, we have evaluated the CT and effective mass
values of 26 D–A COF monolayers through DFT/TDDFT and
band structure calculations. These 26 structures were generated
via in silico chemical modification of 2 experimentally reported
2D Py-COFs, named COF-1 and COF-2. On the one hand, our
results show that DFT/TDDFT calculations with PBE0 func-
tional suffer from the same prediction bias as in 0D and 1D
D–A systems. Namely, an overestimation of the CT character.
Consequently, range-corrected functionals such as oB97XD are
required. Moreover, our results indicate that larger cluster
models beyond the minimal D–A pair may be needed to
evaluate the CT in COF monolayers with significantly deloca-
lized crystal orbitals. Similarly, our results show that the
optimization of the excited state may be required in some
cases. These approximations should be considered for the
accurate prediction of light-induced CT properties in these
materials. On the other hand, we have calculated the effective
mass values of the 26 monolayers at the VBM and CBM based
on the band transport model, which provided an estimate of
the hole and electron mobilities. Our results show that small
effective mass values are obtained in systems with more delo-
calized crystal orbitals, whereas local states are detrimental for
photoconductivity. Ultimately, we analyzed the correlation
between the CT and effective mass values. In some cases,
enhancing the CT is shown to be detrimental to the band
dispersion. However, there is no direct correlation between the
two properties. Therefore, it is, to some extent, possible to

Fig. 7 (a) and (b) show the correlation between the corrected CT values of COF-1 and COF-2, respectively, as computed for the D–A pairs with oB97XD
at the S1 optimized geometries, and the sum of the hole m�h

� �
and electron m�e

� �
effective mass values up to 10 m0, computed at the VBM and CBM,

respectively, from the band structure of the monolayers obtained at PBE0 level. (c) Classifies both the COF-1 and COF-2 monolayers with respect to the
local or delocalized nature of the Local component of the S1 excitation. The labels of the monolayers are shown for discussion.
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improve the CT and band dispersion simultaneously. This is
the case of Mod8 and Mod10 of COF-2, which show reduced
effective mass values with respect to the experimentally
reported Mod0 without penalizing the CT character. Based on
our calculations, we identify two possible candidates with
either significantly enhanced CT or lower effective mass values
than the originally reported materials. On the one side, Mod9
of COF-1 reduces both electron and hole effective mass values
from B1 m0 to B0.5 m0, therefore significantly improving the
in-plane band dispersion metric. On the other side, Mod5 of
COF-2 significantly promotes the CT character from 0.5 to 0.8,
therefore potentially extending the charge carriers lifetimes.
Mod9 of COF-1 consists of three aza-substitutions in the Py
ligand of the original COF, whereas Mod5 of COF-2 consists of
the addition of -NO2 groups to the phenyl rings attached to the
TTF. Altogether, our results show that aza-substitutions, the
addition of functional groups, and the substitution of the
linkage can improve, worsen, or leave unaltered the CT char-
acter and/or the band shape of the COF material, depending on
the 2D-COF family in which they are applied. This highlights
the difficulty of making simple general rules for the molecular
design of 2D-COF with improved properties and points towards
the use of automatized screening protocols and the develop-
ment of artificial intelligence algorithms for the discovery of
novel candidates. Future work devoted to the generation,
characterization and computational screening of large datasets
of chemically diverse D–A monolayers is envisioned to identify
more materials with improved optoelectronic features and to
enrich the library of systems for the development of compre-
hensive artificial intelligence algorithms.
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M. Lass, I. Bethune, C. J. Mundy, C. Plessl, M. Watkins,
J. VandeVondele, M. Krack and J. Hutter, CP2K: An Electronic
Structure and Molecular Dynamics Software Package - Quick-
step: Efficient and Accurate Electronic Structure Calcula-
tions, J. Chem. Phys., 2020, 152(19), 194103–194147.

44 S. Goedecker, M. Teter and J. Hutter, Separable Dual-Space
Gaussian Pseudopotentials, Phys. Rev. B: Condens. Matter
Mater. Phys., 1996, 54, 1703–1710.

45 J. VandeVondele and J. Hutter, Gaussian Basis Sets for
Accurate Calculations on Molecular Systems in Gas and
Condensed Phases, J. Chem. Phys., 2007, 127, 114105.

46 D. Ongari, A. V. Yakutovich, L. Talirz and B. Smit, Building a
Consistent and Reproducible Database for Adsorption Eva-
luation in Covalent–Organic Frameworks, ACS Cent. Sci.,
2019, 5, 1663–1675.

47 M. Fumanal, G. Capano, S. Barthel, B. Smit and I. Tavernelli,
Energy-Based Descriptors for Photo-Catalytically Active Metal–
Organic Framework Discovery, J. Mater. Chem. A, 2020, 8,
4473–4482.

48 M. Fumanal, A. Ortega-Guerrero, K. M. Jablonka, B. Smit
and I. Tavernelli, Charge Separation and Charge Carrier
Mobility in Photocatalytic Metal-Organic Frameworks, Adv.
Funct. Mater., 2020, 30, 2003792.

49 M. Ernzerhof and G. E. Scuseria, Assessment of the Perdew–
Burke–Ernzerhof Exchange-Correlation Functional, J. Chem.
Phys., 1999, 110, 5029–5036.

50 M. Guidon, J. Hutter and J. VandeVondele, Auxiliary Density
Matrix Methods for Hartree�Fock Exchange Calculations,
J. Chem. Theory Comput., 2010, 6, 2348–2364.

51 J.-D. Chai and M. Head-Gordon, Long-Range Corrected
Hybrid Density Functionals with Damped Atom-Atom Dis-
persion Corrections, Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys., 2008, 10,
6615–6620.

52 M. J. Frisch, Gaussian16, rev. B.01, Gaussian, Inc., Wall-
ingford, CT, 2016.

53 M. J. G. Peach, P. Benfield, T. Helgaker and D. J. Tozer,
Excitation Energies in Density Functional Theory: An Evalua-
tion and a Diagnostic Test, J. Chem. Phys., 2008, 128, 044118.

54 M. J. G. Peach, R. Le Sueur, K. Ruud, M. Guillaume and
D. J. Tozer, TDDFT Diagnostic Testing and Functional
Assessment for Triazene Chromophores, Phys. Chem. Chem.
Phys., 2009, 11, 4465–4470.

55 M. J. G. Peach and D. J. Tozer, Overcoming Low Orbital
Overlap and Triplet Instability Problems in TDDFT, J. Phys.
Chem. A, 2012, 116, 9783–9789.

56 A. A. Taka, J. M. Herbert and L. M. McCaslin, Ground state
orbital analysis predicts S1 charge transfer in donor–accep-
tor materials, J. Phys. Chem. Lett., 2023, 14, 11063–11068.

57 J. M. Herbert, Visualizing and characterizing excited states
from time-dependent density functional theory, Phys. Chem.
Chem. Phys., 2024, 26, 3755–3794.

58 J. M. Herbert and A. Mandal, Importance of Orbital Invar-
iance in Quantifying Electron–Hole Separation and Exciton
Size, J. Chem. Theory Comput., 2024, 20, 9446–9463.

59 V. Blum, R. Gehrke, F. Hanke, P. Havu, V. Havu, X. Ren,
K. Reuter and M. Scheffler, Ab Initio Molecular Simulations
with Numeric Atom-Centered Orbitals, Comput. Phys. Com-
mun., 2009, 180, 2175–2196.

60 V. Havu, P. Blum, P. Havu and M. Scheffler, Efficient O(N)
Integration for All-Electron Electronic Structure Calculation
Using Numeric Basis Functions, J. Comput. Phys., 2009, 228,
8367–8379.

61 I. Y. Zhang, X. Ren, P. Rinke, V. Blum and M. Scheffler,
Numeric Atom-Centered-Orbital Basis Sets with Valence-
Correlation Consistency from H to Ar, New J. Phys., 2013,
15, 123033.

62 M. Kasha, Characterization of Electronic Transitions in
Complex Molecules, Discuss. Faraday Soc., 1950, 9, 14–19.

63 Y. Zhu, S. Vela, H. Meng, C. Corminboeuf and M. Fumanal,
Donor–Acceptor–Donor ‘‘Hot Exciton’’ Triads for High
Reverse Intersystem Crossing in OLEDs, Adv. Opt. Mater.,
2022, 10, 2200509.

64 J. T. Blaskovits, M. Fumanal, S. Vela and C. Corminboeuf,
Designing Molecular Architectures for Singlet Fission,
Chem. Mater., 2020, 32, 6515–6524.

65 J. T. Blaskovits, M. Fumanal, S. Vela, R. Fabregat and
C. Corminboeuf, Identifying the Trade-off between Intra-
molecular Singlet Fission Requirements in Donor–Acceptor
Copolymers, Chem. Mater., 2021, 33, 2567–2575.

66 U. Salzner and A. Aydin, Improved Prediction of Properties
of p-Conjugated Oligomers with Range-Separated Hybrid
Density Functionals, J. Chem. Theory Comput., 2011, 7,
2568–2583.
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