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The fluorescence of triplet excitons and color-centers is strongly dependent on magnetic field that
mixes the zero field spin eigenstates that determine the radiative recombination rates back into the
singlet ground state through spin-orbit coupling. For films of molecules, and polycristaline color-
centers samples an average over molecular orientations has to be performed to model the magneto-
fluorescence lineshapes. This limits our analytical understanding of the lineshapes and complicates
the analysis of the fluorescence dependence on magnetic field. Here, we present a framework that
allows to average over triplet molecular orientations analytically. Our approach achieves provides
very accurate numerical routines computing precisely the averages matrix elements that appear in
magneto-fluorescence and semi-analytical approximations that can be used to model experimental
traces.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spin dependent fluorescence is central to many quan-
tum sensing techniques that rely on ground-state or
excited-triplet spin manifolds [1–3]. The fluorescence
yield is governed by the overlap of the spin-wavefunction
with the zero-magnetic-field eigenstates that emerge via
spin–orbit–mediated intersystem crossing [4–6]. Further-
more, the magnetic-field dependence of the fluorescence
lineshape is controlled by the relative orientation be-
tween the applied field and the triplet fine-structure axes,
which has been seen in diverse systems such as defects
in solids like NV centers in diamond [7–9] , triplet ex-
citons in organics [10–13] and more recently organic di-
radicals [14, 15]. In systems comprising randomly ori-
ented triplets, the observed lineshape thus corresponds
to an ensemble average over orientations, which is often
computed using Monte Carlo simulations [16–19]. How-
ever, relying solely on Monte Carlo averaging makes it
difficult to extract analytical insights into the lineshape
behavior or to perform a precise theory–experiment com-
parison, since fitting simulated data to measurements can
become time-consuming task.

Here, we introduce an analytical framework for com-
puting the ensemble average of the matrix elements rel-
evant to spin-dependent fluorescence. We develop both
a series representation and asymptotic approximations
that accurately reproduce the low-field and high-field lim-
its while retaining good accuracy throughout the inter-
mediate magnetic-field regime. For this purpose we in-
troduce a theoretical method to analytically incorporate
the effect of magnetic field orientation. The proposed
approach reduces computational effort while maintain-
ing fidelity to the physical behavior of triplet excitons.
Moreover, it provides a transparent analytic connection
between field orientation effects and experimentally ob-
served MPL spectra. The framework presented here of-
fers a new approach for the theoretical treatment of spin-
dependent processes in excitonic and molecular systems.

II. THEORY

In the molecular frame the Hamiltonian of a triplet in
a magnetic field takes the following form:

Ĥ = Dz

(
Ŝ2
z − 2

3

)
+ E(Ŝ2

x − Ŝ2
y) +B · Ŝ (1)

where Ŝx,y,z are the spin-matricies for a spin S = 1. The
eigenvalues of this Hamiltonian are λ0, λ1, λ2.
At zero magnetic field eigenvectors are given by |Z⟩ =

|0⟩, |X⟩ = |1⟩−|−1⟩√
2

and |Y ⟩ = |1⟩+|−1⟩√
2

. These states form

an orthonormal basis corresponding to spin projections
along the Z, X, Y respectively. They obey Ŝ2

x|X⟩ =

Ŝ2
y |Y ⟩ = Ŝ2

z |Z⟩ = 0 and are associated with radiative

recombination rates k0w,S (w = X,Y, Z).
Omitting coherence effects in the recombination of su-

perpositions of zero field eigenfunctions, we can write the
radiative recombination rate into the singlet ground-state
for an eigenstate |ψn(B)⟩ at finite B as:

kn(B) =
∑

w=X,Y,Z

k0w|⟨ψn(B)|w⟩|2 (2)

In this expression the magnetic field dependence of the
rates enters only through |ψn(B)⟩ [7, 20–22]. The flu-
orescence yield changes with kS(B). If the changes of
the rates with magnetic field are small, it is possible to
linearize the rate equations near their values at B = 0.
In this case the isotropic orientation-averaged PL spec-
trum will be proportional to the angle average of the wave
function overlaps |⟨ψn(B)|X,Y, Z⟩|2, where the overbar
denotes the isotropic angle averaging. The focus of this
work is to compute these averages.
For this calculation it is convenient to make the con-

nection between the wave function overlaps and matrix
elements of the fine structure tensor:

Σz,n = ⟨ψn|Ŝ2
z |ψn⟩ (3)

Σxy,n = ⟨ψn|Ŝ2
x − Ŝ2

y |ψn⟩ (4)

The average eigenstate projectors on the zero magnetic
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field eigenbasis can then be written as:

|⟨ψn|Z⟩|2 = 1− Σz,n (5)

|⟨ψn|X⟩|2 = (Σz,n − Σxy,n)/2 (6)

|⟨ψn|Y ⟩|2 = (Σz,n − Σxy,n)/2 (7)

The advantage of introducing the quantities Σ is that
these values are obtained from derivatives of the eigen-
values λn. Thus the powder (isotropic) average of the
overlaps |⟨ψn(B)|w⟩|2 are linked to isotropic averages of
the eigenvalues:

Σz,n =
2

3
+ ∂Dzλn , Σxy,n = ∂Eλn (8)

Since TrĤ =
∑

n λn = 0, we have the following identities
that connect ∑

n

Σz,n = 2 ,
∑
n

Σxy,n = 0 (9)

so knowing two of the quantities Σz,n and Σxy,n is suffi-
cient, in the following we will focus on the case n = 0, 2.

III. EXPANSION AROUND AVERAGE
CHARACTERISTIC POLYNOMIAL

Random matrix theory provides elegant analytical
techniques to find analytically the average eigenvalue
distribution of eigenvalues [23–25]. However these tech-
niques generally apply to the limit of large matrix dimen-
sions which is not the case here. Computing the average
resolvent operator, a central quantity in random matrix
theory, is in principle feasible. However even in the sim-
pler case E = 0, the resulting expression for the average
resolvent becomes very complicated. Moreover even if we
find some simplifications, this calculation would give the
average distribution of the eigenvalues and not the aver-
age of each eigenvalue λn, thus an alternative approach
tailored for this problem is needed. Here we propose to
approximate the averages λn by an expansion around the
average characteristic polynomial:

det(uÎ − Ĥ) = u3 −
(
B2 + E2 +D2

z/3
)
u+

2

27
q (10)

with

q = D3
z − 9DzE

2 (11)

Using the Cardan formulas the average characterisitc
equation has three roots u0, u1, u2, that can be expressed
as function of the discriminant

∆ = (3B2 +D2
z + 3E2)3 − (D3

z − 9DzE
2)2 (12)

and through the following expressions (where ω = e2πi/3)

u2 =
1

3

[
(−q + i

√
∆)1/3 + (−q − i

√
∆)1/3

]
(13)

u1 =
1

3

[
ω2(−q + i

√
∆)1/3 + ω(−q − i

√
∆)1/3

]
(14)

u0 =
1

3

[
ω(−q + i

√
∆)1/3 + ω2(−q − i

√
∆)1/3

]
(15)

For Dz > 0 the eigenvalues un are ordered by increasing
energy. The subsequent discussion will therefore focus
on this regime. The expressions can be Dz < 0 obtained
by swapping the order of the eigenvalues (ground state
eigenvector is given by λ2 and so forth).
Using the roots of the average characeteristic polyno-

mial un the eigenvalue equation for an arbitrary B can
be written in the following form:

det(λÎ − Ĥ) =

2∏
n=0

(λ− un)− ϵ (16)

where the parameter ϵ characterizes the fluctuations of
the characterstic polynomial around its mean value.

ϵ =
Dz(2B

2
z −B2

y −B2
x)

3
+ E(B2

x −B2
y) (17)

clearly for an isotropic average ϵ = 0. The random direc-
tion of the magnetic field B only changes the offset of the
characteristic polynomial. This occurs because the only
term combining λ and powers of B in the characterstic
polynomial comes from the Zeeman splitting for which,
det(λÎ−S·B) = λ(λ2−B2). Due to this simple form, it is
possible to use the Lagrange inversion theorem to obtain
a series expansion in powers of ϵ giving the eigenvalues
λ0:

λ0 = u0 +

∞∑
m=1

ϵm

m!
∂m−1
z=u0

1

(z − u1)m(z − u2)m
(18)

The advantage of this series over other expansions is that
the isotropic averages of the powers ϵm can be easily com-
puted. We note that this expansion is valid for any order-
ing of the eigenvalues λn so the expansion for λ1 can be
obtained through the permutation of u0 and u1, and λ2
through the permutation of u0 and u2. In the following
provide only formulas for λ0 as the formulas for other av-
erage eigenvalues can be obtained by simple permutation
of the indices.

λ0 = u0 +

∞∑
m=1

ϵm
Sn

(u1 − u0)2m−1(u2 − u0)2m−1
(19)

The Tab. I provides the expressions for Sn and ϵm up to
orderm = 4, we computed these average to orderm = 10
using the python simpy symbolic calculation packages,
and use it to provide efficient python numerical routines
implanting the Lagrange summation and its derivatives.
The code is available at [26].

IV. SEMI-ANALYTIC LINESHAPES,
COMPARISON WITH MC

To obtain a simpler semi-analytical approximation for
the elementary lineshapes Σz,n,Σxy,n we normalize them
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n ϵm Sn

1 0 1

2 4
45
B4(D2

z + 3E2) −3u0

3 16
945

B6Dz(D
2
z − 9E2) 16u2

0 − u1u2

4 16
945

B8(D2
z + 3E2)2 −15u0(7u

2
0 − u1u2)

TABLE I: Analytical expression for the coefficients of
the power serives Eq. (19)

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 0  1  2  3  4  5  6
B/Dz

Ψz,0  MC
Ψz,0  Theory

Ψz,0  Padé
Ψz,2  MC

Ψz,2  Theory
Ψz,2  Padé

FIG. 1: Isotropic average of Ψz,0 and Ψz,2, the
normalized versions of Σz,0 and Σz,2 defined in
Eqs. (20,21), for E = 0.2Dz. The averages are

computed using a numerical Monte-Carlo method, the
series expansion around averaged characteristic

polynomial and the semi-analytic Padé approximation
(see Tab. II). The difference between MC and the series
expansion is within the numerical Monte Carlo noise.
The Padé approximation is accurate in the limits
B → 0 and B → ∞ with sufficient 10% accuracy at
B ∼ Dz, the accuracy is lower in this regime because
this approximation takes into account only on the

second order term of the power series.

to look like a positive peak of amplitude 1 at B = 0:

Ψz,0 = −3

2
Σz,0 + 1 =

3

2
|⟨ψ0|Z⟩|2 −

1

2
(20)

Ψz,2 = 3Σz,2 − 2 = −3|⟨ψ2|Z⟩|2 + 1 (21)

The averages of Ŝ2
x − Ŝ2

y , Σxy,2 already goes to unity at
B = 0 and vanishes at B → ∞ and thus does not need
no resealing.

To describe these lineshapes semi-analytically, we in-
troduce a Padé approximant decomposition:

P (B) =
1

1 + α1B2

1+
α2B2

1+α3|B|

(22)

This expression can be viewed as a Lorentzian with B
dependent width leading to slower B−1 decay at infinity.
It has leading even terms B2, B4 at B = 0 and leading
B−1 term at B → ∞. The Pade approximant structure

α1 α2 α3

Ψz,0
1

D2
z
+ 3E2

D4
z

0.24
D2

z
+ 1.6E2

D4
z

0.6
Dz

+ 2.2E2

D3
z

Ψz,2
1

(Dz+E)2
4

5(Dz+E)2
1

Dz

Σxy,2
1

6E2 + 1
D2

z

0.28
E2 + −1.23

D2
z

2.1
E

− 13.5E
D2

z

TABLE II: Parameters α1,2,3 for the Padé
approximation Eq. (22) obtained by asymptotic

matching of the Lagrange inversion series up to order ϵ2

(Eq. (23).

ensures that only even powers of B contribute to the
expansion near B = 0, the first odd term for Eq. (22)
is B5, higher order terms in the nested fraction series
would give a higher order for the apperance of the first
odd power in the expansion around B = 0.

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 0  1  2  3  4  5  6
B/Dz

(Dz/E) Σxy,0   MC
(Dz/E) Σxy,0   Theory

(Dz/E) Σxy,0   Padé
Σxy,2   MC

Σxy,2   Theory
Σxy,2   Padé

FIG. 2: The isotropic average of Σxy,0 and Σxy,2 based
on the three methods for E = 0.1Dz.

The expressions for α1,2,3 are then obtained by match-
ing the leading asymptotic terms around B = 0 and
B = ∞ to the power series Eq. (19). Keeping the order ϵ2

terms gives a simple expression approximation accurate
to order B4 at zero and order B−2 at ∞:

⟨λ0⟩ = u0 −
4B4(D2

z + 3E2)u0
15(u2 − u0)3(u1 − u0)3

(23)

We thus use this expression to fix the values of numerical
coefficients α1,2,3. The parameters for Ψz,0 and Ψz,2 are
essentially fixed by Dz (with E/Dz corrections), while E
is the main paramter for Ψxy,2 (with also E/Dz correc-
tions).
Fig. 1 shows the perfect overlap between Monte Carlo

averages of Ψz,n and the summation of the Lagrange in-
version series, we used E = 0.2Dz to show that the ex-
pression remains accurate even for relatively large values
of E. The Padé approximation becomes exact in the
limits B = 0,∞, thus the worse error for the Padé ap-
prximation is 13% for Ψz,2 at B/Dz ≃ 1.5.
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The lineshape Σxy,0 is zero at B = 0 and cannot
be approximated by Eq. (22). To approximate it semi-
analyically we introduce the linshape:

P̃ (B) =
β0B

2

(1 + β1|B|)(1 + β2B2)
(24)

A good approximation to Dz

E Ψxy,0 can be obtained us-

ing the values: β0 = − 4DzE
3(D2

z−E2)2 , β1 = 6
5Dz

and β2 =

25D2
z

18(D2
z−E2)2 as shown in Fig. 2.

Fig. 1 also shows the comparison between the Lagrange
series and the Monte-Carlo average for Σxy,2, we notice
that the agreement between Monte-Carlo simulation and
Eq. (19) is not perfect and a small discrepancy exists.
This is due to the fact that the Lagrange inversion for-
mula is not aware of possible level-crossings between |±1⟩
states and even if the series is convergent it does not nec-
essarily converge to the right root. To account for this
we stoped the summation of the Lagrange seres at order
ϵ4 for which the best numerical agreement was achieved.
The codes for the Lagrange series and Monte Carlo are
provided on [26].

These equations Eqs. (22,24) together with Tab. II pro-
vide a complete set of semi-analytical approximations for
the isotropic average of the matrix elements. The func-
tions Ψz,n are all very similar even if their precise line-
shape differs (see Fig. 1), it will thus be difficult to dis-
tinguish their contributions from experimental magneto-
photo luminescence traces. The characteristic magnetic
field scale is of order D with small corrections of order
E2/D but the numerical prefactors depend on n = 0, 2.

For matrix elements of Ψxy,n the lineshapes for Ψxy,0

and Ψxy,2 are very different. The E term mixes the |±1⟩
states competing with their mixing by the magnetic field,
Ψxy

2 is thus a narrow peak of the same Padé form as Ψz,n

but with a width mainly fixed by the E value. The mixing
of |0⟩ with the two other |±1⟩ states occurs on an energy
scale fixed by D but the small anisotropy breaks x, y
symmetry perturbatively, the line shape for this matrix
element then looks like the field derivative of lineshapes
Ψxy,n with a maximum amplitude of order E/Dz.
Using the relation between the symbols Ψ and ma-

trix elements we find that the lineshape for the matrix
overlaps |⟨ψn|Z⟩| (n = 0, 1, 2 numbers the triplet eigen-
states) is well described by peaks with of order Dz, the
semi-analytical parameters are given in Table. 2. For
Dz > 0, the lineshapes for |⟨ψ0|X,Y ⟩| will be a com-

bination of |⟨ψ0|Z⟩| and a derivative looking lineshape.

Finally matrix elements |⟨ψ1,2|X,Y ⟩| will be a combina-
tion of lineshapes with a width of order Dz and narrower
peaks with width E. The case of Dz < 0 can be re-
duced to Dz > 0 by flipping the order of the eigenstates
n = 0, 1, 2.

The calculations were performed for each of the eigen-
states separately, which is the case of a strong optical
polarization of the spin-states. For a spin-distribution
close to thermal equilibrium we may need the thermal

averages at temperature T .

Σz =
1

ZT

∑
n

e−λn/T ⟨ψn|Ŝ2
z |ψn⟩ (25)

where ZT =
∑

n e
−λn/T is the normalization. We show

numerically that it is justified to neglect correlations in
this average, and thus the finite temperature average can
be reduced to quantities that we have already computed:

Σz ≃ 1

ZT

∑
n

e−λn/TΣz,n (26)

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0  1  2  3  4  5

Σ
z

B/Dz

T / D = 0.1
T / D = 0.3
T / D = 0.5
T / D = 0.8

T / D = 1

FIG. 3: Monte Carlo simulation of Σz the finite
temperature averages of the matrix elements for Ŝ2

z

introduced in Eq. (25) compared with the uncorrelated
approximation Eq. (26). A very good agreement is

observed at both low and high temperatures.

The comparison between expressions Eq. (25,26) is
shown in Fig. 3, to approximate Σz,n we use Padé ap-
proximation Eq. (22) (with Table II) and Eq. (23) for
λn. We see the uncorrelated approximation gives the fi-
nite temperature averages with good accuracy. We notice
that in practice the small difference between the Padé ap-
proximation and exact lineshapes is likely to be absorbed
in a small renormalization of Dz of a few percent. If a
systematic high temperature expansion is needed we pro-
vide in appendix an identity on the trace of powers of the
triplet Hamiltonian that can be useful. It connects the
trace of powers of the spin Hamiltonian for E = 0 with
combinatorics.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we proposed a theoretical method to
find analytically the average over magnetic field orien-
tation for eigenvalues and matrix elements expected to
appear in the photo-luminescence rate for triplet exci-
tons. We consider the average characteristic polynomial
of the spin Hamiltonian and perform an expansion in
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powers of the orientation-dependent correction terms, al-
lowing to find the analytical order by order averages. We
showed the good agreement between analytical series ex-
pansion and Monte-Carlo simulations, and dervied semi-
analytical approximations for the lines-shapes that we
expect to appear in experiments. Since the fine-structure
parameters Dz and E can be determined from magnetic
resonance experiments with high precision, this analyt-
ical treatment should allow to link experimental MPL
lineshape with spin-dependent recombination rates and
triplet state populations.
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Appendix A: High temperature expansion

At finite temperature, the average will involve the trace

Tr e−βĤ

Ψ(Dz, B) =
2

3
− 1

β
∂Dz

⟨log Tr e−βĤ⟩ (A1)

Expansion of the exponential as function of β leads to
the trace of successive powers of Ĥ.
We find the following expansion for the trace of powers

of: Ĥ = DzŜ
2
z +BxŜx +BzŜz:

Tr ĤN =
∑

2n+2m+p=N

Tn,m,pB
2n
x B2m

z Dp
z (A2)

the coefficient of the expansion are given by

Tn,m,p =
(2m+ n)N

(m+ n)(N − n)

(
n+m

m

)(
N − n

n+ 2m

)
(A3)

with the special value where the sums runs over all inte-
gers n,m, p ≥ 0 obeying the summing condition.
This expresion is obtained by noticing that all the

traces of the form

TrŜ1...Ŝk (A4)

where each matrix Si is either Sx or Sz are all equal to 0
or 1, Eq. (A3) is then obtained by counting the number
of non zero configurations [27].
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