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Studying optoelectronic properties in FAPb1−xSnxI3 perovskites as a function of the lead:tin
content, Parrott et al. observed the broadest luminescence linewidth and the largest luminescence
Stokes shift in mixed compositions with Sn < 25% and with > 0.85%. Since the largest effects of alloy
disorder were expected for the 50:50 composition, it was concluded that the revealed disorder effects
might arise from extrinsic factors that can be eliminated upon further crystal growth optimization.
This comment shows that the largest effects of alloy disorder for perfectly random fluctuations in
FAPb1−xSnxI3 perovskite are, in fact, expected for x < 0.25 and for x > 0.85. Therefore, further
crystal growth optimization is futile.

Alloyed lead-tin perovskites exhibit lower bandgaps
than the compositions with only lead, or only tin, metal
cations. This feature makes alloys promising for appli-
cations in tandem solar cells to absorb the low-energy
portions of the solar spectrum. The price for the tun-
able bandgap is a disorder potential caused by alloying.
In this journal [1], Parrott et al. published results on a
series of FAPb1−xSnxI3 alloys showing that the impact
of disorder is maximal around mole fractions (alloy com-
positions) xa < 0.25 and xb > 0.85, as evidenced by
the contribution of the disorder potential to the lumi-
nescence linewidth ∆ε and to the luminescence Stokes
shift 〈ε〉Stokes (see Fig. 3a,b in Ref. [1]). This observa-
tion was in striking contrast to the expected in Ref. [1]
maximal influence of the disorder at x = 0.5. The dis-
crepancy between observations and expectations was at-
tributed to extrinsic sources of disorder, which might be
improved upon further crystal growth optimization [1].
In this comment we show that the observations of max-
imal disorder effects around xa,b are to be expected for
perfectly random potential fluctuations. Thus, crystal
growth optimization will not change the observed disor-
der effects.

Statistical fluctuations of the local alloy composition
around the average value x cause a disorder potential
acting on electrons and on holes. The band edge of the
conduction band, Ec, and that of the valence band, Ev,
depend on the composition x. Consequently, their deriva-
tives, αc(v) = dEc(v)/dx, measure the amplitude of the
potential fluctuations caused by statistical alloy disor-
der. Several theoretical studies [2–5] have shown that,
for perfectly random fluctuations, the energy scale ε0(x)
for alloy disorder in three dimensions is determined by
the following combination of material parameters,

ε0(x) =
[α(x)]4x2(1− x)2m3

~6N2
, (1)

where N is the concentration of lattice sites occupied by
alloy atoms, m is the effective mass of charge carriers,
~ is the reduced Planck constant, and α is the derivative
of the band edge with respect to x. In two dimensions,
a slightly different combination of material parameters
determines the scale of energy disorder [5, 6].

Equation (1) permits to elucidate the dependence of
the disorder energy scale ε0 on the alloy composition x in
the lead–tin perovskite FAPb1−xSnxI3. If the parameters
α, m and N did not depend on x, ε0(x) would solely be
proportional to x2(1−x)2 and would display a maximum
at x = 0.5. However, the parameter α in FAPb1−xSnxI3
strongly depends on x, α ≡ α(x). It enters Equation (1)
in the forth power, which drastically alters the compo-
sition dependence of the disorder energy scale ε0(x). In
order to calculate α, let us use the dependence of the
band gap Eg(x) on x, estimating α as

α = dEg/dx . (2)

In their comprehensive study of the absorption edge, Par-
rott et al. [1] deduced the dependence Eg(x) in the form

Eg(x) = xESn
g + (1− x)EPb

g − x(1− x)b , (3)

with b = 0.73 eV, EPb
g ≈ 1.55 eV, ESn

g ≈ 1.39 eV for the

room-temperature phase, and b = 0.84, EPb
g ≈ 1.47 eV,

ESn
g ≈ 1.21 eV for the low-temperature phase.
Using these data, Equations (1), (2), and (3) lead

to ε0(x) shown in Figure 1 (blue line: low-temperature
phase; red line: room-temperature phase). In the calcu-
lations, a concentration of lattice sites N = 4 · 1021 cm−3

was used, based on the estimates for the lattice constant
a ' 6.3 · 10−8 cm [7, 8]. There is uncertainty in the
choice of the effective mass m in Equation (1). If elec-
trons and holes appear in the form of excitons, the sum
me +mh should be used. In the opposite case, either me,
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FIG. 1. Dependence of the disorder energy scale ε0(x) on the
composition x, as predicted by Equations (1), (2), and (3)
for the low-temperature phase (blue line) and for the room-
temperature phase (red line). The arrows point at the compo-
sitions that correspond to maximal disorder effects revealed
in Ref. [1].

or mh should enter the equation. Since me and mh in
such perovskites are close to each other [9, 10] we use in
Equation (1), for the sake of certainty, the hole effective
mass mh = 0.273m0.

Figure 1 shows that the energy scale of alloy disor-
der ε0(x) has two maxima at xa < 0.25 and xb > 0.85,
in excellent agreement with the observations of Par-
rott et al. [1] for the x-dependences of the luminescence
linewidth ∆ε(x) and of the luminescence Stokes shift
〈ε〉Stokes(x) as a function of the Sn concentration x.

A fit of ∆ε(x) and of 〈ε〉Stokes(x), as measured by
Parrott et al., requires quantitative relations between
ε0(x) on the one hand, and ∆ε(x) and 〈ε〉Stokes(x) on
the other hand. Computer simulations [11, 12] predict
that ∆ε(x) ≈ βε0(x) and 〈ε〉Stokes(x) ≈ γε0(x) with
factors β and γ varying in the range 2 . β, γ . 8,
depending on material parameters and on temperature.
Without requiring the precise values for β and γ, this
comment elucidates the excellent agreement between the

values xa,b for the maxima of the disorder energy scale
ε0(x), as predicted by Equations (1), (2), and (3), and
the Sn concentrations for the maximal disorder effects in
the luminescence linewidth ∆ε(x) and in the Stokes shift
〈ε〉Stokes(x), observed by Parrott et al. [1]. Since the the-
ory is based on the assumption of perfectly random po-
tential fluctuations, the nice agreement between theory
and experiment shows that the crystal growth conditions
for FAPb1−xSnxI3 [1] are already optimal, and further
crystal growth optimization is futile.
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