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ABSTRACT: Five novel semi-random poly(3-hexylthio-
phene) (P3HT) based donor−acceptor copolymers containing
either thienopyrroledione (TPD) or both diketopyrrolopyrrole
(DPP) and TPD acceptors were synthesized by Stille
copolymerization, and their optical, electrochemical, charge
transport, and photovoltaic properties were investigated.
Poly(3-hexylthiophene-thiophene-thienopyrroledione) poly-
mers P3HTT-TPD-10% and P3HTT-TPD-15% with either
10% or 15% acceptor content were synthesized as a point of
reference. Two-acceptor polymers containing both TPD and
DPP were synthesized with varying acceptor ratios to fine-tune
electrooptical properties, namely, P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:1)
(7.5% TPD and 7.5% DPP), P3HTT-TPD-DPP (2:1) (10% TPD and 5% DPP), and P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2) (5% TPD and
10% DPP). The two-acceptor copolymers have broad and uniformly strong absorption profiles from 350−850 nm with
absorption coefficients up to 8 × 104 cm−1 at ∼700 nm for P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2). This is reflected in the photocurrent
responses of polymer:fullerene bulk heterojunction solar cells with PC61BM as an acceptor where P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:1) and
P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2) have peak external quantum efficiency (EQE) values of 61% and 68% at 680 nm, respectively, and at
800 nm show impressive EQE values of 29% and 40%. Power conversion efficiencies in solar cells of P3HTT-TPD-10% and
P3HTT-TPD-15% are moderate (2.08% and 2.22%, respectively), whereas two-acceptor copolymers achieve high efficiencies
between 3.94% and 4.93%. The higher efficiencies are due to a combination of very large short-circuit current densities exceeding
16 mA/cm2 for P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2), which are among the highest published values for polymer solar cells and are
considerably higher than those of previously published two-acceptor polymers, as well as fill factors over 0.60. These results
indicate that semi-random copolymers containing multiple distinct acceptor monomers are a very promising class of polymers
able to achieve large current densities and high efficiencies due to favorable properties such as semicrystallinity, high hole
mobility, and importantly broad, uniform, and strong absorption of the solar spectrum.

Polymer bulk heterojunction (BHJ) solar cells offer many
interesting properties such as flexibility, being lightweight,

and low cost that potentially enable a widespread commercial
application.1 Tremendous research effort over the past decade
has led to an efficiency increase from below 3% to over 8% in
the academic literature with companies such as Polyera
reporting 9% for polymer:fullerene BHJs of unknown polymer
structure.2−9 In spite of this impressive increase, new and
innovative approaches are still necessary to obtain solar cells
with efficiencies in the range of 10−15%, which are envisioned
to compete with inorganic solar cells.10,11 The efficiency of a
polymer solar cell is proportional to the short-circuit current
density (Jsc), the open-circuit voltage (Voc), and the fill factor
(FF) requiring these values to be optimized to reach maximum
efficiencies. Of great importance is the Jsc, where poor spectral
coverage by organics is a significant limitation relative to
silicon-based solar cells. The Jsc is related to the product of the
breadth and intensity with which polymers absorb the solar
spectrum, where the broader and more intense the absorption
the larger Jsc can theoretically be.12 The general approach to

increasing the Jsc has been to focus on low band gap polymers
capable of extending the absorption range into the red and
near-infrared (NIR). Typically, perfectly alternating copolymers
of electron-rich and electron-poor units are used to target these
optical properties via the so-called donor−acceptor approach
(D/A). Interestingly in most cases polymers with lower band
gaps achieved by the D/A approach do not show broadened
absorption, but instead the absorption maxima is shifted toward
the NIR, thereby decreasing the number of photons the
polymer absorbs in the visible region of the solar spectrum and
ultimately limiting the achievable photocurrent.13−17

Recently we reported a class of D/A copolymers called semi-
random polymers mainly consisting of rr-P3HT with small
amounts (between 5 and 17.5%) of acceptor monomer
randomly distributed in the backbone.18−20 The randomized
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sequence distribution of monomers generates broadly absorb-
ing, multichromophoric polymers which retain a certain degree
of structural order due to restricted monomer linkage patterns.
Not only do the resulting polymers show very broad and
intense absorption profiles, but they also retain many attractive
properties of rr-P3HT such as semicrystallinity, high hole
mobility, and optimal blending with fullerenes at favorable
ratios. Additionally, semi-random polymers have shown high
efficiencies of up to 5% in solar cells with PC61BM.19 This is in
contrast to reported random D/A copolymers, which, despite
broadened absorption, often suffer from low hole mobilities due
to a disordered polymer structure as well as the necessity of
unfavorable polymer:fullerene ratios with high fullerene
loadings.21−23

Of special interest among the semi-random polymers is
P3HTT-TP-BTD containing two distinct acceptors, benzothia-
diazole (BTD) and thienopyrazine (TP), with a total acceptor
content of 17.5%.20 This polymer displayed unprecedented
strong and uniform light absorption properties with an
absorption onset at 1000 nm and a peak absorption coefficient

at 750 nm of almost 9 × 104 cm−1. Despite this, the solar cell
efficiency was very low at only 0.43%. For comparison, other
random conjugated copolymers containing multiple distinct
acceptors in the polymer backbone have received very little
attention for application as donors in solar cells with only a few
examples reporting solar cell data.24−27 Such polymers generally
show broad absorption of the solar spectrum, and solar cell
efficiencies of up to 3.7% with PC71BM have been reported.25

Even though the photocurrent in the latter case could be
primarily attributed to absorption by PC71BM, the achieved
efficiency highlights the unexploited potential of using multiple
acceptors in D/A copolymers.
Here we report the first examples of semi-random

copolymers containing multiple distinct acceptor monomers
that show high efficiencies in polymer:PC61BM solar cells,
which is primarily attributed to broad and intense absorption of
the solar spectrum into the near-infrared (NIR) region. We
have chosen diketopyrrolopyrrole (DPP) and thienopyrrole-
dione (TPD) as the acceptor units, and the effect of varying the
ratio between acceptor monomers (while keeping the overall

Scheme 1. Synthesis of (a) TPD Containing Semi-random Polymers P3HTT-TPD-10% and P3HTT-TPD-15% and (b) Two-
Acceptor Polymers Containing TPD and DPP (P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:1), P3HTT-TPD-DPP (2:1), and P3HTT-TPD-DPP
(1:2))
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acceptor content constant at 15%) on polymer properties as
well as solar cell performance is described. For this study five
novel semi-random D/A copolymers were synthesized,
characterized, and tested in BHJ solar cells with PC61BM,
where broad absorption in the two-acceptor polymers led to
short-circuit current densities exceeding 16 mA/cm2 and
efficiencies reaching 5%.
The synthesis of all five new polymers was carried out using a

previously established protocol for semi-random copolymers.20

P3HTT-TPD-10% and P3HTT-TPD-15% (P3HTT-TPD
stands for poly(3-hexylthiophene-thiophene-thienopyrrole-
dione) and the number indicates the acceptor content in
percent) were synthesized by copolymerizing 2-bromo-5-
trimethyltin-3-hexylthiophene with 2,5-bis(trimethyltin)-
thiopene and either 10 or 15% of dibromo-thienopyrroledione
in DMF at 95 °C with Pd(PPh3)4 as the catalyst (Scheme 1a).
Two-acceptor copolymers were made in an identical manner
(Scheme 1b) with the addition of dibromo-bisthiophene-
diketopyrrolopyrrole and varying the ratio of acceptors for a
total acceptor content of 15% resulting in P3HTT-TPD-DPP
(1:1) (7.5% TPD and 7.5% DPP), P3HTT-TPD-DPP (2:1)
(10% TPD and 5% DPP), and P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2) (5%
TPD and 10% DPP). The total acceptor monomer content was
chosen as 15% to ensure good solubility of the resulting two-
acceptor copolymers as well as to retain their P3HT-like
character while providing a broad enough range over which to
vary the relative content of the two acceptor monomers. As
with our previously published examples of semi-random
polymers, the two-acceptor polymers benefit from a highly
reproducible synthesis and batch-to-batch consistency of
polymer properties.18−20

Molecular weights determined by gel permeation chroma-
tography (GPC; calibrated with polystyrene standards) after
Soxhlet purification are between 11 730 and 22 630 g/mol (see
Synthetic Procedures in the Supporting Information, SI) with
the differences mainly due to decreased solubility of some of
the polymers. Polymer structures, and especially acceptor
contents, were confirmed using 1H NMR by comparing the
integration of distinct acceptor peaks (both in the aromatic and
alkyl region) with the benzylic CH2 peaks of 3-hexylthiophene
at ∼2.7 ppm (SI, Figures S1−S5). Importantly monomer
content and especially acceptor ratios in the polymers match
the monomer feed ratio. DPP was chosen as one of the
acceptors as it minimizes steric hindrance and induces planarity,
thus enhancing the crystallinity of the polymers.28−30 Semi-
random copolymers containing DPP have previously shown
high solar cell efficiencies.19 TPD on the other hand has
recently gained significant attention and has been used in many
D/A copolymers with high solar cell efficiencies generally
showing large Voc and strong absorption in the visible region of
the solar spectrum.17,31−35 As the previously studied P3HTT-
DPP-15% (with the same acceptor content as the investigated
two-acceptor polymers) suffers from moderate Voc (0.51 eV)
and also unbalanced absorption that is weaker in the visible
region, TPD was chosen as the complementary acceptor to
increase both the Voc and absorption intensity at shorter
wavelengths.
The optical properties of all synthesized semi-random

copolymers in o-dichlorobenzene (o-DCB) solutions (see SI,
Figure S6) and thin film (Figure 1) were studied using UV−vis
spectroscopy. P3HTT-TPD-10% and P3HTT-TPD-15% show
a slight broadening of the absorption (Figure 1a) compared to
P3HT and only one absorption peak with absorption onsets of

680 nm and 690 nm, respectively. P3HTT-DPP-10% and
P3HTT-DPP-15% have been published previously19 and
exhibit a significantly decreased optical band gap relative to
P3HT with a broad absorption profile showing two distinct
absorption bands which can be attributed to the π−π* band
and the intramolecular charge transfer (ICT) band. Figure 1a
illustrates that semi-random copolymers containing either TPD
or DPP have complementary absorption profiles which would
allow for strong and uniform absorption of the solar spectrum if
combined. The absorption profiles of the copolymers
containing both TPD and DPP are shown in Figure 1b with
all three polymers absorbing the solar spectrum very broadly
into the NIR and with high peak absorption coefficients
reaching 8 × 104 cm−1 at ∼700 nm for P3HTT-TPD-DPP
(1:2). P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:1) has an absorption onset at 836
nm, corresponding to an optical band gap of 1.48 eV, with a
uniform absorption profile enveloping the absorption profiles of
both P3HTT-TPD-10% and P3HTT-DPP-10%. Increasing the
TPD content to 10% gives P3HTT-TPD-DPP (2:1), which
shows a distinct absorption peak at 583 nm, slightly red-shifted
from the absorption peak of P3HTT-TPD-10% and P3HTT-
TPD-15% around 540 nm, whereas the long wavelength
absorption coefficient is considerably reduced compared to

Figure 1. UV−vis absorption spectra of polymers in thin films (spin-
coated from o-DCB and solvent annealed for 20 min under N2) for (a)
polymers containing one acceptor (either TPD or DPP) and P3HT
synthesized by the same method for reference and (b) polymers
containing two acceptors (TPD and DPP). (i) P3HT (black line), (ii)
P3HTT-TPD-10% (red line), (iii) P3HTT-TPD-15% (orange line),
(iv) P3HTT-DPP-10% (dark green line), (v) P3HTT-DPP-15% (light
green line), (vi) P3HTT-TPD-DPP (2:1) (cyan line), (vii) P3HTT-
TPD-DPP (1:1) (purple line), and (viii) P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2)
(magenta line).
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P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:1). The absorption onset is blue-shifted
compared to P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:1) with an optical band gap
of 1.50 eV, which is likely due to the increased amount of TPD
acceptor, considering that P3HTT-TPD-10% has a larger band
gap than P3HTT-DPP-10%. On the other hand, P3HTT-TPD-
DPP (1:2), which contains twice as much DPP (10%) as TPD
(5%), has a distinct absorption peak at 693 nm corresponding
to the ICT band of P3HTT-DPP-10% and P3HTT-DPP-15%,
together with a vibronic shoulder at 761 nm. P3HTT-TPD-
DPP (1:2) also has the lowest optical band gap (1.47 eV), with
an absorption onset at 846 nm. The vibronic shoulder visible in
both P3HTT-DPP-10% and P3HTT-DPP-15% is retained in
all three of the two-acceptor polymers, suggesting that the
semicrystalline nature of these polymers is preserved. This is
further supported by the fact that all polymers show a red-shift
going from o-DCB solution (SI, Figure S6) to thin film,
indicating increased order in the solid state. Overall, adding a
second acceptor gives polymers with intense and broad
absorption profiles mimicking the weighted sum of the
corresponding one-acceptor polymer absorption profiles with
absorption peaks rising or falling according to the change in
ratio of acceptors.
To verify the formation of semicrystalline polymer films,

grazing-incidence X-ray diffraction (GIXRD) was used (see SI,
Figures S8 and S9). P3HTT-TPD-10% and P3HTT-TPD-DPP
(2:1) are both amorphous when solvent annealed but
semicrystalline when thermally annealed at 145 °C for 45
min with an interchain distance (100) of 17.00 Å and 16.36 Å,
respectively. Both P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:1) and P3HTT-TPD-
DPP (1:2) are already semicrystalline when solvent annealed
with interchain distances of 16.50 Å and 15.96 Å (SI, Figure
S9). This distance decreases slightly for P3HTT-TPD-DPP
(1:1) after thermal annealing (from 16.50 to 16.08 Å), whereas
it remains the same for P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2), although the
intensity of the diffraction peak for P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2)
increases considerably upon annealing. P3HTT-TPD-15% on
the other hand is completely amorphous even after thermal
annealing, and it is also observed that increasing amounts of
TPD in the two-acceptor polymers reduces the intensity of the
diffraction peaks, indicating that in semi-random copolymers
TPD hinders order in the solid state (see SI, Figures S8 and
S9). The interchain distances of the two-acceptor copolymers
are comparable to P3HTT-DPP-15% (16.2 Å after annealing)
but are considerably larger than that of P3HTT-DPP-10%
(14.7 Å as cast and 15.3 Å after annealing). This is likely due to

a combination of the increased amount of longer and branched
alkyl side-chains compared to P3HTT-DPP-10% as well as the
introduction of TPD which gives a larger (100) interchain
distance (17.00 Å) in P3HTT-TPD-10%.
The highest occupied molecular orbital (HOMO) levels of

all polymers in thin film were measured by cyclic voltammetry
with ferrocene as a reference (Fc/Fc+ = 5.1 eV),36,37 and the
values are summarized in Table 1. P3HTT-TPD-10% and
P3HTT-TPD-15% show a HOMO of 5.40 eV which is
considerably lower than that of both P3HTT-DPP-10% and
P3HTT-DPP-15% (measured previously as 5.20 eV)19 and
consistent with literature values for TPD-containing perfectly
alternating D/A copolymers.32−35 Interestingly this is con-
sistent with our previous findings that the type of acceptor
monomer rather than the amount influences the HOMO
energy of semi-random copolymers.19,20 As expected P3HTT-
TPD-DPP (1:1) and P3HTT-TPD-DPP (2:1) have inter-
mediate HOMO levels with values of 5.35 eV and 5.30 eV,
respectively. P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2) on the other hand has
the same HOMO level as P3HTT-DPP-10% and P3HTT-
DPP-15% at 5.20 eV suggesting that DPP has a stronger
influence on the HOMO energy level than TPD.
Hole mobilities for neat polymers determined with the space-

charge limited current (SCLC) method are all on the same
order of magnitude as P3HT, which was measured as 2.6 ×
10−4 cm2/(Vs) (see Table 1). It is observed that polymers
containing DPP as an acceptor (either by itself or in
combination with TPD) have a higher mobility than polymers
containing only TPD (for example, P3HTT-TPD-DPP (2:1)
has a mobility of 1.6 × 10−4 cm2/(Vs) and P3HTT-TPD-15%
has a mobility of 0.7 × 10−4 cm2/(Vs)). This is generally
consistent with the results from the GIXRD measurements and
the observed trend that the degree of crystallinity goes down
with increasing amounts of TPD. An interesting case is
P3HTT-TPD-10% which has a lower mobility than P3HTT-
TPD-DPP (2:1) even though both polymers have the same
TPD content and a qualitatively similar level of crystallinity
when thermally annealed. One possible explanation for this is
that the DPP unit facilitates π−π-stacking in the solid state
(which we are not able to observe with our diffractometer) thus
improving charge transport.29,38

Considering the broad and intense absorption into the NIR,
semicrystalline nature, high hole mobilities, and lower-lying
HOMO levels compared to P3HTT-DPP-10% and P3HTT-
DPP-15%, the investigated two-acceptor polymers are promis-

Table 1. Electronic and Photovoltaic Properties of P3HTT-TPD-10%, P3HTT-TPD-15%, P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:1), P3HTT-
TPD-DPP (2:1), and P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2) as well as Optimized Solar Cell Results of P3HT, P3HTT-DPP-10%, and
P3HTT-DPP-15% with PC61BM as an Acceptor

polymer:PC61BM (ratio) HOMOa (eV) Eg
b (optical) (eV) SCLC hole mobilityc (cm2/(Vs)) Jsc

d (mA/cm2) Voc (V) FF ηavg (ηpeak) (%)

P3HTe (1:0.9) 5.20 1.90 2.6 × 10−4 9.87 0.60 0.64 3.79 (3.90)
P3HTT-TPD-10%g (1:1.5) 5.40 1.82 0.8 × 10−4 5.38 0.72 0.58 2.22 (2.30)
P3HTT-TPD-15%g 1:1.3) 5.40 1.80 0.7 × 10−4 5.33 0.68 0.56 2.02 (2.08)
P3HTT-DPP-10%e (1:1.3) 5.20 1.51 2.3 × 10−4 14.62 0.59 0.64 5.53 (5.73)
P3HTT-DPP-15%e (1:2.6) 5.20 1.46 1.3 × 10−4 14.28 0.51 0.65 4.66 (4.72)
P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:1)f (1:1.7) 5.35 1.48 1.5 × 10−4 15.26 0.51 0.64 4.93 (5.03)
P3HTT-TPD-DPP (2:1)f (1:1.5) 5.30 1.50 1.6 × 10−4 11.67 0.55 0.62 3.94 (4.11)
P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2)f (1:2.0) 5.20 1.47 1.9 × 10−4 16.37 0.50 0.61 4.92 (4.97)

aCyclic voltammetry (vs Fc/Fc+) in acetonitrile containing 0.1 M TBAPF6.
bOptical band gaps from onset of absorption in UV−vis spectra of

solvent-annealed films. cMeasured for neat polymer films. dMismatch corrected. eSpin-coated from o-DCB and placed in the N2 cabinet before
aluminum deposition for 30 min. fSpin-coated from o-DCB and placed in the N2 cabinet before aluminum deposition for 20 min. gSpin-coated from
chlorobenzene (CB) and tested as-cast.
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ing candidates as donors in combination with a fullerene
acceptor in organic BHJ solar cells. BHJ solar cells in a
conventional device configuration of ITO/PEDOT:PSS/
polymer:PC61BM/Al were fabricated in air (see the SI for
detailed solar cell fabrication procedures). The optimized
polymer:PC61BM weight ratios are shown in Table 1 and range
between 1:1.5 and 1:2.0 for two-acceptor polymers. Interest-
ingly, these ratios are intermediate relative to the limiting cases
of one-acceptor polymers P3HTT-TPD-15% (1:1.3) and
P3HTT-DPP-15% (1:2.6), which have the same overall
acceptor monomer content. Optimal processing conditions
include slow solvent evaporation (solvent annealing) from the
polymer:PC61BM blends after spin-coating and prior to
aluminum deposition for P3HT, two-acceptor, and DPP-
containing polymers. The active layer thickness for all solar
cells is between 75 nm and 85 nm. Table 1 lists η, Voc, FF, and
mismatch corrected39 Jsc obtained under simulated AM 1.5G
illumination (100 mW/cm2) (J−V curves are shown in the SI,
Figure S10). P3HT:PC61BM solar cells were fabricated as a
point of reference, and an average efficiency of 3.79% was
measured with a peak efficiency of 3.90%, which is slightly
lower than literature champion values.40 This difference is
primarily attributed to solar cell fabrication and measurement in
air as opposed to a protected environment in a glovebox. Fill
factors (FF) of all solar cells are extremely high, in the range of
0.56 to 0.65, indicating that the devices work extremely well
due to balanced charge-carrier mobilities and optimized
morphologies.41,42 P3HTT-TPD-10% and P3HTT-TPD-15%
show moderate solar cell performances of 2.22% and 2.02%
attributed to their relatively narrow and weak absorption
profiles, which are reflected in the moderate Jsc values.
As expected from the measured HOMO levels, the Voc of

P3HTT-TPD-10% and P3HTT-TPD-15% is increased to 0.72
and 0.68 V compared to 0.59 and 0.51 V for P3HTT-DPP-10%
and P3HTT-DPP-15% (Table 1). In both cases the Voc
decreases when going from 10 to 15% acceptor content even
though this change is not reflected in the measured HOMO
levels.19 Optimized processing conditions have led to a
considerable increase in efficiency compared to earlier reported
values for both P3HTT-DPP-10% and P3HTT-DPP-15% from
4.94% to 5.53% (average value) and 4.10% to 4.66% (average
value), respectively.19 The measured peak efficiency of P3HTT-
DPP-10% of 5.73% is among the highest reported efficiencies
for DPP-containing conjugated polymers and, to the best of our
knowledge, the highest efficiency ever reported for a DPP-
containing polymer when using PC61BM as the accept-
or.28−30,38 Two-acceptor copolymers P3HTT-TPD-DPP
(1:1), P3HTT-TPD-DPP (2:1), and P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2)
show high average efficiencies of 4.93%, 3.94%, and 4.92%,
respectively. Contrary to what the HOMO energies indicate,
only P3HTT-TPD-DPP (2:1) has an increased Voc compared
to P3HTT-DPP-15% (0.55 V vs 0.51 V), whereas both
P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:1) and P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2) have
Voc values which are lower at 0.51 V and 0.50 V, respectively.
This seems to indicate that the Voc in these semi-random two-
acceptor copolymers is much more determined by DPP than
TPD, although the reason for that is still unclear. In agreement
with the recorded UV−vis spectra in thin films (Figure 1), both
P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:1) and P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2) have
very large Jsc values of 15.26 mA/cm2 and 16.37 mA/cm2,
respectively, which are among the highest published values for
polymer solar cells43−45 and considerably higher than Jsc values
published previously for BHJ solar cells using two-acceptor

polymers as the donor.24,25 P3HTT-TPD-DPP (2:1) has a
lower Jsc of 11.67 mA/cm2, mainly due to the reduced
absorption at long wavelengths as well as a slightly increased
band gap because of the small amount of DPP acceptor in the
polymer. The lower Jsc is the reason for the lower efficiency of
P3HTT-TPD-DPP (2:1) compared to the other two-acceptor
polymers even though the FF is comparable and the Voc is
slightly higher.
The photocurrent response for all optimized BHJ solar cells

is shown in Figure 2. P3HTT-TPD-10% and P3HTT-TPD-

15% show a photocurrent response up to 700 nm with
moderate peak external quantum efficiencies (EQE) of 40% at
510 nm and 37% at 490 nm, respectively. On the other hand, all
two-acceptor polymers as well as the previously reported
P3HTT-DPP-10% and P3HTT-DPP-15% show a very strong
and uniform photocurrent response all the way from 350 nm
out to 850 nm (with the peak at 400 nm due to PC61BM light
absorption). P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:1) and P3HTT-TPD-DPP
(1:2) have a peak efficiency of 61% and 68% at 680 nm,
respectively, and at 800 nm show EQE values of 29% and 40%,
which are rarely achieved at this wavelength with low band gap
conjugated polymers. The integrated photocurrents from the
EQE measurements match within 5% of those from the
mismatch corrected photocurrents measured under simulated
AM 1.5G illumination (see SI, Table 1 for mismatch factors).
For further characterization the BHJ morphology of the solar

cells was analyzed by transmission electron microscopy (TEM),
and the recorded images are shown in Figure S11 (SI). All
images show uniform, bicontinuous thin films with small
length-scales of phase separation between PC61BM and the
polymers. The observed morphologies are almost indistinguish-
able from P3HT:PC61BM, which confirms the fact that the
newly synthesized polymers retain a similar miscibility with
PC61BM and also explains the high observed FF and Jsc values.
In summary, we have described a family of five new semi-

random copolymers, three of which contain two different
acceptor monomers (TPD and DPP) in varying ratios, but at a

Figure 2. External quantum efficiency of the BHJ solar cells based on
P3HT (black open squares), P3HTT-TPD-10% (red open circles),
P3HTT-TPD-15% (orange diamonds), P3HTT-DPP-10% (dark green
stars), P3HTT-DPP-15% (light green circles), P3HTT-TPD-DPP
(1:1) (purple triangles), P3HTT-TPD-DPP (2:1) (cyan squares), and
P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2) (magenta upside down triangles) with
PC61BM as the acceptor, under optimized conditions for device
fabrication.
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fixed overall content (15%). The two-acceptor polymers
P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:1), P3HTT-TPD-DPP (2:1), and
P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2) show very broad and uniform
absorption of the solar spectrum with high absorption
coefficients. This translates into broad and strong photocurrent
responses from 350 nm into the NIR with high EQE values of
up to 40% at 800 nm for P3HTT-TPD-DPP (1:2). Efficiencies
of close to 5% in BHJ solar cells are observed for two-acceptor
semi-random copolymers with currents of over 16 mA/cm2,
rivaling the highest observed values in the literature. This study
shows that semi-random copolymers containing multiple
distinct acceptor monomers are a very promising class of
polymers able to achieve high currents and high efficiencies in
solar cells due to broad, uniform, and strong absorption of the
solar spectrum. We also highlight that fine-tuning of acceptor
monomer ratios is paramount to achieve the best possible
efficiencies. Future work will focus on expanding this family of
semi-random two-acceptor polymers by investigating other
combinations of acceptor monomers, specifically targeting an
increase in Voc to achieve polymers combining high Jsc and Voc
and ultimately higher efficiencies.
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