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A physically realizable molecular motor driven by the Landauer blowtorch effect
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We propose a model for a molecular motor in a molecular electronic junction driven by a nat-
ural manifestation of Landauer’s blowtorch effect. The effect emerges via the interplay of the
electronic friction and diffusion coefficients, each calculated quantum mechanically using nonequi-
librium Green’s functions, within a semi-classical Langevin description of the rotational dynamics.
The motor functionality is analysed through numerical simulations where the rotations exhibit a
directional preference according to the intrinsic geometry of the molecular configuration. The pro-
posed mechanism for motor function is expected to be ubiquitous for a range of molecular geometries
beyond the one examined here.

I. INTRODUCTION

Experimental demonstrations of molecular motors
have used a range of external energy sources such as light
[1–5], chemical reactions [6–8], thermal gradients [9], or
applied electric currents [10–17], the latter being of par-
ticular interest due to its conceptual compatibility with
nanoelectronics. With this in mind, this work considers a
molecular rotor subject to an applied electric current as
supplied by a pair of conducting electrodes. The molec-
ular rotor serves as the main conducting element in a
molecular electronic junction, capable of producing me-
chanical work.
There already exists a wealth of theoretical litera-

ture describing such systems whose motor functionalities
arise from a range of physical phenomena, including, but
not limited to, quantum tunneling [10] and excitation-
relaxation [18, 19] processes in asymmetric ratchet po-
tentials, non-Markovian behaviour of the current-induced
forces leading to a bias in the directionality [20], and
non-conservative forces [21, 22]. However, previous stud-
ies have overlooked the possible functionality which can
arise due to the inhomogeneous dissipative-excitational
current-induced forces present in such systems.
In this paper, we consider a model in which a molecu-

lar rotor is driven by the current-induced forces imparted
by electrons tunneling through it. These forces provide
the required energy to the rotational degree of freedom
in order to overcome the potential barrier for rotation.
In parallel with previous work [18, 19, 21], we model the
rotational degree of freedom classically according to a
Keldysh-Langevin approach where its time-evolution is
governed by three components; an adiabatic force which
sets the shape of the ratchet potential, as well as a dissi-
pative frictional force and a stochastic force, the balance
of which yields the steady-state temperature of the clas-
sical rotator. Each of these forces, which arise due to the
interaction with the quantum nonequilibrium electronic
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environment, is calculated self-consistently via nonequi-
librium Green’s functions.

The directionality of our rotation is a result of - to our
knowledge - a hitherto unexplored contribution for mo-
tors in molecular junctions, that being a consequence of
Landauer’s blowtorch effect [23, 24] in the ratchet poten-
tial, which emerges via the interplay of the coordinate-
dependent diffusion and viscosity coefficients. This phe-
nomena is well-understood in the context of chemical re-
action rates [25], whereas here the scope is extended to
the study of ratchets. This is in contrast to previous re-
search where the directional rotation comes as a result
of the non-conservativity of the adiabatic force [18, 21]
- a phenomena which is also easily accessible with our
model via an appropriate choice of Hamiltonian, but is
not the aim of this study. Driving the motor by the
blowtorch effect is of particular interest since the dis-
sipative and stochastic forces generally act to degrade
the device performance rather than enforce it [21]. We
note that while the effect of inhomogeneous viscosity and
diffusion coefficients in ratchets has been explored on a
mathematical level [26, 27], here we propose a physically
realizable molecular electronic junction in which the ef-
fect emerges naturally. This effect does not require an
explicit time-dependence of the Hamiltonian as it arises
due to the molecular geometry. Additionally, the direc-
tional rotation does not require an asymmetric ratchet
potential, although such asymmetric potentials can arise
from our calculations via the adiabatic force, further
reinforcing motor performance. We note that the func-
tion of our motor is reliant on the rotational dynamics
being sufficiently damped; a regime which is generally
fulfilled in molecular electronic junctions since the con-
ducting molecule is usually embedded into an insulating
solvent or it is a part of a molecular monolayer.

It has been shown theoretically that a non-zero charge
current can be pumped through a quantum system in
equilibrium via the periodic variation of two indepen-
dent parameters [28]. A particularly relevant example is
described in Ref.[29], where the coupling of a quantum
system to the left and right electrodes each assumes a pe-
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riodic time-dependence. Since in our model the coupling
to each lead is implicitly time-dependent through the evo-
lution of the nuclear geometry, this would be equivalent
to a constant, manual rotation of our molecular motor
with constant angular velocity. We use our model to in-
vestigate the converse effect to equilibrium charge shut-
tling, in which an applied charge current via the nonequi-
librium electrodes produces a time-dependent variation
of two independent parameters (the coupling to the left
and right electrodes) which emerges via the directed rota-
tion of the molecular geometry. Thus, this is an example
of an adiabatic quantum motor. We do, however, find
that the operational parameter regimes of our molecular
motor differ from that of models of equilibrium charge
shuttling, which we further discuss in the results sec-
tion. Our choice of Hamiltonian also mirrors an example
demonstrated in Ref. [30], where the rotation is instead
considered from a quantum perspective.

II. MODEL

A visualisation of our proposed molecular junction con-
figuration is shown in Fig. 1. We have two planar elec-
trodes bridged by a biphenyl based molecule. The phenyl
rings are prepared such that they are displaced by a dihe-
dral angle φ from each other - this angle is a constant for a
given simulation. The motor effect arises through the an-
gle θ, which represents the uniform rotation of the entire
molecular bridge as a rigid body. To produce an observ-
able directionality to the rotations, the vibrations must
be adequately damped. We find that the electronically
calculated forces are generally insufficient to achieve this
regime and so we additionally include an external equi-
librium environment; for example, a solvent or molecular
monolayer surrounding the junction, which acts to fur-
ther dampen the classical vibrations. We emphasize that
the proposed geometry is merely a physically reasonable
suggestion. The proposed motor effect should be ubiqui-
tous in molecular junction geometries provided that there
is an asymmetry in the Hamiltonian, in our case arising
from the dihedral angle φ.
The system is described by a generic tunneling Hamil-

tonian as per

Ĥ(t) = ĤM+ĤL+ĤR+ĤLM (θ(t))+ĤMR(θ(t))+Hcl(t).
(1)

The total system Hamiltonian is partitioned into the fol-
lowing components; the molecular Hamiltonian ĤM for
the molecular bridge, the left and right electrodes Hamil-
tonians ĤL and ĤR, the electrodes-molecule coupling
Hamiltonians ĤLM (θ(t)) and ĤMR(θ(t)) which describe
the coupling between the electronic states on the rotor
and the left and right electrodes, respectively, and the
classical Hamiltonian Hcl(t) which describes the time-

evolving molecular geometry. Note that ĤLM (θ(t)) and

ĤMR(θ(t)) depend on time implicitly via the classical,
rotational degree of freedom θ.

current
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FIG. 1: Schematic of the model system. A biphenyl
based molecule (green) connects two graphene

electrodes. The molecule represents a rigid rotator. The
dihedral angle between the two phenyl rings, which is
critical for motor functionality, can be adjusted by the
inclusion of appropriate side groups to atoms 1,2,3, and
4. An applied current induces a directional rotation
about the red bonds when the dihedral angle between

the phenyl rings is non-zero.

The molecular Hamiltonian consists of two conduct-
ing electronic levels, each localised on one of the phenyl
rings. It then takes the form

ĤM = E1d̂
†
1d̂1 + E2d̂

†
2d̂2 + v(d̂†1d̂2 + d̂†2d̂1). (2)

E1 and E2 are the energies of the first and second elec-
tronic levels, respectively, while v is the hopping ampli-
tude.

The electrodes are described as non-interacting
fermionic baths and the Hamiltonian is taken in the stan-
dard form,

ĤL + ĤR =
∑

kα

ǫkαd̂
†
kαd̂kα, (3)

where we use a subscript kα to denote an operator acting
on state k in the α electrode which has energy ǫkα.

The molecule-electrode coupling, ĤLM and ĤMR, are
defined according to

ĤLM =
∑

k∈L

(

tk1(θ(t))d̂
†
k d̂1 + h.c.

)

, (4)

ĤRM =
∑

k∈R

(

tk2(θ(t) + φ)d̂†k d̂2 + h.c.
)

. (5)

The matrix elements tki (and their conjugates) describe
the tunneling amplitudes between electrode states k and
the molecular bridge states i, where state 1 is only cou-
pled to the left electrode and state 2 is only coupled to
the right electrode. Note that tki depends explicitly
on the classical rotational coordinate θ. We choose to
express tkα,i(θ) = tkα,isα(θ), where the classical depen-
dence emerges through sα(θ), which takes the following
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forms for the left and right electrodes:

sL = 1 +
A

2
(cos(2θ)− 1) , (6)

sR = 1 +
A

2
(cos(2(θ + φ))− 1) . (7)

With this dependence, the coupling amplitude is max-
imised when a phenyl ring is coplanar with its corre-
sponding electrode and minimised when the phenyl ring
is orthogonal to the electrode with a magnitude of 1−A
times the maximum value. This dependence of the tun-
neling amplitudes on the rotational angle can be realized
physically using graphene electrodes, where the rotation
of the molecular bridge out of the electrode plane low-
ers π-conjugation, reducing the corresponding tunneling
amplitude.
Finally, the classical Hamiltonian is given by a rigid

rotator expression,

Hcl(t) =
L2

2I
+ Ucl(θ), (8)

where L is the angular momentum of the molecular ge-
ometry, I is the moment of inertia and Ucl(θ) is the clas-
sical potential for the rotation. In our calculations we
set Ucl(θ) = 0, such that the rotational potential results
entirely from the interaction with the electronic environ-
ment, calculated quantum mechanically. In any case, the
inclusion of a non-zero classical potential will not have a
qualitative difference on the observed motor effect.

III. CURRENT-INDUCED TORQUE AND

”BLOWTORCH” TEMPERATURE

The operator for the torque acting on the classical ro-
tational coordinate due to the quantum, electronic envi-
ronment is given by

τ̂ = −∂θĤ(t) = −
∑

kα,i

[

∂θtkαi(θ)d̂
†
kαd̂i + h.c.

]

, (9)

where ∂θ is the partial derivative with respect to θ. The
summation in the above runs over both electrodes, α ∈
{L,R}, and both molecular electronic states, i ∈ {1, 2}.
The torque operator is then expressed in terms of a mean
term and a deviation from the mean,

τ̂ = 〈τ̂ 〉+ δτ̂ , (10)

where each can be quantified in terms of nonequilibrium
Green’s functions. As is covered in detail in the appendix,
a time-scale separation between the slow classical rota-
tion of the rotor and the fast electron tunneling allows
for a perturbative expansion of the mean torque in terms
of the small parameter - the derivative with respect to
central time in the molecular bridge Green’s functions.
The perturbative expansion is

〈τ̂ 〉 = τ(0)(θ) + τ(1)(θ, θ̇) + ..., (11)

where τ(n) is of nth order in the central time deriva-
tives. We truncate the expansion after the first order.
We calculate a conservative potential according to

U = −

∫ θ

θ0

dθ′τ(0)(θ
′), (12)

where the choice of θ0 is arbitrary. Equation (12) entirely
defines the ratchet potential for our rotational coordinate
due to the electronic environment. Finally, the torque
operator is then mapped onto a classical torque such that
we obtain a classical equation of motion for the rotational
coordinate. It takes the form of a Langevin equation,

Iθ̈ = τ(0)(θ)− (ξsolv + ξ(θ))θ̇ + δτ(t), (13)

where ξ(θ), calculated via τ(1), is the electronic friction
coefficient while ξsolv is the friction due to the interac-
tion with an external solvent. δτ(t) is a classical stochas-
tic force quantified according to a diffusion coefficient,
Dtot = D(θ) +Dsolv, where the electronic part is defined
according to

〈δτ(t)δτ(t′)〉 = D(θ)δ(t − t′). (14)

Each of the electronic forces, τ(0)(θ), ξ(θ), and D(θ),
are calculated quantum mechanically via nonequilibrium
Green’s functions while the forces due to interaction with
the external solvent, ξsolv and Dsolv, are input parame-
ters to the model which allow us to artificially increase
the damping of the dynamics. We have applied the
white-noise approximation in calculating the electronic
part of the diffusion coefficient which is justified due to
the clear separation of time-scales between the electronic
and classical dynamics [31]. The same cannot be said
for the external damping, whose dynamics may occur on
similar time-scales to the classical rotations. However,
the operation of our motor is governed chiefly by the
behaviour of the electronic component and as such, we
predict that a more accurate approach to the modelling
of the external solvent is not important for the observed
motor effect. In analogy with the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem, we can define an effective ”blowtorch” temper-
ature for the classical rotation according to [25, 32–34]

kBTeff(θ) =
D(θ) +Dsolv

2(ξ(θ) + ξsolv)
. (15)

Expressions for the diffusion coefficient, viscosity and av-
erage torque in terms of nonequilibrium Green’s functions
along with relevant derivations are given in the appendix.

IV. RESULTS

We now present results for our model system. Re-
sults are acquired via computational simulations of the
Langevin dynamics produced by our model according to
(13). From long Langevin trajectories in time, we calcu-
late the average rotation rate for the classical rotational



4

FIG. 2: U calculated according to (12) with kBTeff

overlaid on top for different voltages. The
nonhomogeneous temperature with local hot spots is
the manifestation of the Landauer blowtorch effect.
Dihedral angle between phenyl rings: φ = −π/4.

degree of freedom for a chosen set of parameters. The
common parameters for all calculations, unless otherwise
specified, are as follows. The electrode temperatures
are set such that kBTα ≈ 2.72 × 10−2eV, and the sol-
vent is in thermal equilibrium with the electrodes with
a corresponding viscosity coefficient of ξsolv = 5 a.u..
The moment of inertia of the classical rotational coordi-
nate is approximated according to two phenyl rings as
I = 4.5×105 a.u.. We use the wide-band approximation,
and express the level broadening as

Γα = Γmax
α s2α(θ), (16)

where the maximum level broadenings Γmax
α are input

parameters in our calculations. We take the maximum
level broadenings due to the left and right electrodes,
respectively, as Γmax

L ≈ 0.272eV and Γmax
R = Γmax

L /2.
For the molecular Hamiltonian, we take E1 = E2 = 0
while the hopping amplitude is given by v = 1.25eV.
We apply the voltage, V , symmetrically in all cases such
that µL = −µR. Finally, we take A = 0.95, such that
the Hamiltonian coupling element when the phenyl ring is
perpendicular to the electrode is 5% of the corresponding
coplanar value.
In Fig. 2, we observe the periodic ratchet potentials

generated for a range of voltages along with the corre-
sponding inhomogeneous effective temperatures overlaid
on top. At equilibrium, the rotational coordinate is in
thermal equilibrium with the electrodes and solvent. Of
principal importance are the energies of the molecular or-
bitals which are ±1.25eV for our parameters, which are
off-resonant when V < 2.5V . Increasing the voltage in
the off-resonant regime - exemplified by the V = 2V case
- increases the height of the energy barrier for rotation
while the temperature of the rotational coordinate differs

FIG. 3: U calculated according to (12) with kBTeff

overlaid on top for different dihedral angle between
phenyl rings φ. Voltage V = 5V .

only slightly from equilibrium. Conversely, in the reso-
nant regime when V > 2.5V , the inhomogeneous tem-
perature as a function of θ yields clear periodic hot-spots
which we refer to as the blowtorch. Further increasing
the voltage magnifies these hotspots while decreasing the
energy barrier for rotation. The value of φ = −π/4 was
chosen specifically here to illustrate a situation in which
a periodic blowtorch increases the probability for the for-
wards rotation (increasing θ). This is because the effects
of the potential gradient are nullified in the region where
the blowtorch is applied, resulting in an effective decrease
to the barrier for rotation in the forwards direction [25].
We also observe numerically that our Langevin coeffi-
cients are independent of the sign of the voltage. Thus,
the rotational direction must also be independent of the
sign of the voltage. In other words, our mechanism for
the rotation of the molecular structure is independent of
the direction of electron tunneling through the junction.
If we take this to be true, this then justifies our decision
to have Γmax

L 6= Γmax
R , since otherwise the symmetry of

the system would prevent any non-zero average rotation.
We additionally observe the dependence on φ in Fig.

3. When φ = 0 and the two phenyl rings are coplanar,
the ratchet potential and corresponding effective temper-
ature distribution are symmetric, ruling out any possible
rotation as is to be expected. Upon comparing φ = π/4
with φ = −π/4, corresponding to opposite chiralities of
the molecular bridge, we observe the dependence on θ to
be flipped such that we should observe equal and oppo-
site average rotation rates - a result which we observe
directly in Fig. 4. The case of φ = 1.3 was chosen to
highlight the possibility of deformation to the potential
which can have a significant effect on the rotation rate.
We now turn to numerical simulations of the dynamics.

In Fig. 4, we observe the average rotation rate, R, over
a trajectory as a function of φ. The rotations go to zero
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FIG. 4: The rotation rate, R, as a function of dihedral
angle between phenyl rings φ. Each R point is

calculated via averaging over a trajectory with a length
of ≈ 1.6× 106 ns. Voltage V = 5V .

when φ = 0 and ±π
2 , as is to be expected from symmetry

arguments. We find that R(−φ) = −R(φ) as expected
from the previous discussion. Short example trajectories
of the rotational coordinate as a function of time are
plotted for different values of φ in Fig. 5, for the readers
intuition.
In Ref. [29], equilibrium charge shuttling was shown

to be maximised when φ = ±π/4; a result which we can
readily reproduce by applying a manual rotation to θ such
that it increases or decreases linearly with time. We find
here that the rotation rate due to an applied voltage fol-
lows a similar trend, reaching a minimum/maximum at
φ = ±π/4. However, we observe a deviation from this
behaviour around φ = ±1.3 due to the rapid current-
induced deformation of the ratchet potential. We also
note that equilibrium charge shuttling can even be ob-
served even when Γmax

L = Γmax
R ; a regime in which we

do not observe a net rotation by applying a voltage since
our mechanism for rotation is independent of the direc-
tion of the current. In contrast, models for equilibrium
charge pumping show that the produced current is re-

versed upon reversing the rotation of the molecular con-
figuration [29]. We find that the direction of rotation in
our model is determined by the choice of φ as well as
the choices of Γmax

L and Γmax
R . We have arbitrarily cho-

sen Γmax
L > Γmax

R to produce the displayed results. If
we instead choose Γmax

R > Γmax
L , the observed rotational

directions are reversed - a result we have observed nu-
merically but not shown here.
Fig. 6 demonstrates the voltage dependence of the

rotational rate. We observe negligible rotation in the off-
resonant regime when V < 2.5V . In the resonant regime,
the average rotation rate increases approximately linearly
due to the increasing magnitude of the applied blowtorch
with increasing voltage along with the lowering of the en-
ergy barrier required for rotation. For even higher volt-

R
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io
ns

FIG. 5: Short time trajectories of the rotational angle θ
(expressed here in terms of the number of revolutions)
for different values of the dihedral angle φ. Voltage

V = 5V .

0 1 2 3 4 5
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

FIG. 6: The rotation rate, R, as a function of voltage
V . Each R point is calculated via averaging over a

trajectory with a length of ≈ 1.6× 106 ns. Dihedral
angle φ = −π/4.

ages, we expect that the rotation rate would begin de-
creasing back towards zero since the large effective tem-
peratures will overwhelm the potential entirely, removing
any directional preference. This, however, would occur
beyond the realms of physically achievable voltages for
our model.

The function of our molecular motor requires sufficient
damping - a regime we achieve via the inclusion of an ex-
ternal solvent to the system. In Fig. 7, we observe the de-
pendence of the rotation rate on the moment of inertia of
the molecular configuration, where I ≈ 1.15×10−45kgm2

is the physically reasonable value corresponding to our
chosen molecular configuration. In the overdamped case
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FIG. 7: The rotation rate R, and directionality, Dir, as
a function of the moment of inertia of the classical
rotational coordinate. The final point on each plot
corresponds to our usual choice of I for two phenyl

rings. The trajectory length was chosen for each value
of I to ensure convergence of the results. Dihedral angle

φ = −π/4, voltage V = 5V .

where I is unrealistically small, the rotation rate is orders
of magnitude larger than for realistic values for I. The
rotation rate asymptotically decreases towards zero with
increasing moment of inertia, where in the underdamped
case, the preference of a given direction will become van-
ishingly small. As an additional insight, we define the
directionality according to

Dir =
nforw

nforw + nback
, (17)

where nforw and nback are the number of forward and
backward rotations over the full length of the trajectory.
Dir = 1 would correspond to a trajectory in which the
molecular motor rotates unidirectionally forwards. For
the physically realistic value of I, 50.68% of all rotations
are forwards. This directionality is far smaller than what
has been demonstrated for motors governed chiefly by
quantum effects [10].

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have proposed an experimentally
realizable model for a molecular motor in a molecular
electronic junction whose operation is governed by Lan-
dauer’s blowtorch effect. This contrasts with other theo-
retical models for molecular motors which generally dis-
regard the inhomogeneous temperature of the electronic
environment induced by the nonequilibrium electrodes.
We have demonstrated that directional rotations can be
produced entirely as a result of the behaviour of the vis-
cosity and diffusion coefficients - these are exerted by

tunneling quantum electrons on the classical rotator and
calculated exactly via nonequilibrium Green’s functions
- while the rotational potential is periodic and subse-
quently introduces no intrinsic directionality of its own.
This effect is, however, limited to regimes where the ro-
tations are sufficiently damped and we anticipate that
the small electronic friction alone will not be enough to
produce a non-negligible rotational preference, hence our
choice to additionally include an external solvent which
increases the dampening of the rotation.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The data that supports the findings of this study are
available within the article.
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Appendix A: Torque, Rotational Viscosity and Diffusion Coefficient in Terms of Nonequlibrium Green’s

functions

We use the standard definitions for the lesser G<
ij(t, t

′), greater G>
ij(t, t

′), retarded GR
ij(t, t

′) and advanced GA
ij(t, t

′)
components of the electronic Green’s functions in our derivations. Expressing the torque operator in the Heisenberg
picture, we compute the average torque as

〈τ̂ 〉 = i
∑

kαi

[

∂θtkαi(θ)G
<
ikα(t, t) + ∂θtikα(θ)G

<
kαi(t, t)

]

. (A1)

This torque is computed for the exact, nonadiabatic Green’s functions.
We now perform a perturbative expansion of the mean torque given in (A1). It is a mathematical convenience to

perform this expansion under a Wigner transformation of the time since it allows for the easy recognition of different
time-scales within the system. The Wigner time coordinates are defined according to

T =
t+ t′

2
, τ = t− t′, (A2)

where T is the central time, associated with the long time-scales of classical vibration and τ is the relative time, related
to electronic tunneling. Thus, in our theory the small parameter naturally emerges via derivatives with respect to T .
We introduce an auxilliary two-time function,

T (t, t′) = i
∑

kαi

[

∂θtkαi(θ(t
′))G<

ikα(t, t
′) + ∂θtikα(θ(t))G

<
kαi(t, t

′)
]

, (A3)

where T (t, t) = 〈τ̂ (t)〉. Next, the Green’s functions spanning both the electrode and molecular space can be decom-
posed via the Dyson equation

G<
kαi(t, t

′) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dt1
∑

j

[

g<kα(t, t1)tkαj(t1)G
A
ji(t1, t

′) + gRkα(t, t1)tkαj(t1)G
<
ji(t1, t

′)
]

, (A4)

where gkα(t, t1) is the free Green’s function for electrode α. The resultant equation for T (t, t′) is

T (t, t′) = i
∑

ij

∫ ∞

−∞

dt1

[

G<
ij(t, t1)Φ

A
ji(t1, t

′) +GR
ij(t, t1)Φ

<
ji(t1, t

′) + Ψ<
ij(t, t1)G

A
ji(t1, t

′) + ΨR
ij(t, t1)G

<
ji(t1, t

′)
]

. (A5)

Here we have introduced the self-energy-like terms, Ψ and Φ, which contain any information about the coupling to
the electrodes. These are defined as (c =<,>,R,A)

Ψc
ij(t, t

′) =
∑

kα

∂θtikα(θ(t))g
c
kα(t, t

′)tkαj(θ(t
′)), (A6)

Φc
ij(t, t

′) =
∑

kα

tikα(θ(t))g
c
kα(t, t

′)∂θtkαj(θ(t
′)). (A7)

Application of the Wigner transform to (A5) results in

∫

dτeiωτT (t, t′) = Tr
{

ie
1

2i
λ(∂G

T ∂Φ

ω−∂
G
ω ∂Φ

T )
(

G̃<Φ̃A + G̃RΦ̃<
)

+ ie
1

2i
λ(∂Ψ

T ∂G
ω−∂

Ψ

ω ∂G
T )

(

Ψ̃<G̃A + Ψ̃RG̃<
)}

, (A8)

where we use G̃ to denote the Wigner transform of G, defined as

G̃(T, ω) =

∫

dτeiωτG(T, τ), (A9)

and the same applies for the self-energy-like terms. Functions in the Wigner space carry dependence on T and ω
which we subdue for brevity. We now propose the ansatzes,

G̃ = G̃(0) + λG̃(1) + λ2G̃(2) + ..., (A10)
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Ψ̃ = Ψ̃(0) + λΨ̃(1) + λ2Ψ̃(2) + ..., (A11)

Φ̃ = Φ̃(0) + λΦ̃(1) + λ2Φ̃(2) + ..., (A12)

in which G̃(n) is of n
th order in our small parameter, and the same applies to Ψ̃ and Φ̃. Terms with n = 0 correspond

to the adiabatic approximation, while the higher order terms go beyond this and account for the dynamical corrections
due to molecular rotations. We use λ in the above as a book-keeping term which makes clear the ”smallness” of the
term in question. For example, a term proportional to λ will be first order in our small parameter, and so on. We let
λ = 1 at the end of the derivation.
We substitute these expansions into (A8) and consider each order of λ separately. In the adiabatic case, we retain

only the n = 0 terms from (A10)-(A12) while the exponentials in (A8) disappear, resulting in

∫

dτeiωτT(0)(t, t
′) = iTr

{

G̃<
(0)Φ̃

A
(0) + G̃R

(0)Φ̃
<
(0) + Ψ̃<

(0)G̃
A
(0) + Ψ̃R

(0)G̃
<
(0)

}

, (A13)

where we have let λ = 1. We then apply the inverse Wigner transform and let τ = 0 which yields

τ(0) = −

∫

dω

π
ImTr

{

Ψ̃<
(0)G̃

A
(0) + Ψ̃R

(0)G̃
<
(0)

}

. (A14)

We use ImTr to denote the imaginary part of the trace, where we have used the fact that (X<)† = −X< and
(XA)† = XR for an arbitrary term X . (A14) specifies the adiabatic torque.
We now consider the first-order non-adiabatic correction to the average torque. This is found by retaining the

first-order terms in (A8), which are linear in λ. With some work, we find

τ(1) = −
1

π

∫

dωImTr
{

Ψ̃R
(0)G̃

<
(1) + Ψ̃<

(1)G̃
A
(0) +Ψ̃R

(1)G̃
<
(0) + Ψ̃<

(0)G̃
A
(1)

}

+
1

2π

∫

dωReTr
{

∂T Ψ̃
<
(0)∂ωG̃

A
(0) + ∂T Ψ̃

R
(0)∂ωG̃

<
(0) −∂ωΨ̃

<
(0)∂T G̃

A
(0) − ∂ωΨ̃

R
(0)∂T G̃

<
(0)

}

, (A15)

where ReTr denotes the real part of the trace. We find that τ(1) is proportional to θ̇ and as a result, it can be
alternately expressed as

τ(1) = −ξ(θ)θ̇, (A16)

where ξ is the electronic viscosity coefficient. Thus, (A15) denotes the dissipative frictional torque.
The fluctuations about the average torque are treated as a Gaussian stochastic variable which is quantified entirely

by its first two moments:

〈δτ̂ (t)〉 = 0, 〈δτ̂ (t)δτ̂ (t′)〉 = Dδ(t− t′), (A17)

where D is the electronic diffusion coefficient which we aim to find an expression for. Note that we have taken the
white-noise approximation such that the stochastic force is delta-correlated.
Here, we provide a final expression for D, while the derivation follows Ref. [33]:

D(θ) =
1

2π

∫

dωTr
{

G̃>
(0)Φ̃

A
(0)G̃

<
(0)Φ̃

A
(0) + G̃R

(0)Φ̃
>
(0)G̃

<
(0)Φ̃

A
(0) + G̃>

(0)Φ̃
A
(0)G̃

R
(0)Φ̃

<
(0) + G̃R

(0)Φ̃
>
(0)G̃

R
(0)Φ̃

<
(0) + Ψ̃>

(0)G̃
A
(0)Ψ̃

<
(0)G̃

A
(0)

+ Ψ̃R
(0)G̃

>
(0)Ψ̃

<
(0)G̃

A
(0) +Ψ̃>

(0)G̃
A
(0)Ψ̃

R
(0)G̃

<
(0) + Ψ̃R

(0)G̃
>
(0)Ψ̃

R
(0)G̃

<
(0) + G̃>

(0)ζ̃
<
(0) + ζ̃>(0)G̃

<
(0) + G̃>

(0)Ψ̃
<
(0)G̃

A
(0)Φ̃

A
(0)

+ Ψ̃>
(0)G̃

A
(0)Φ̃

A
(0)G̃

<
(0) + G̃>

(0)Ψ̃
R
(0)G̃

<
(0)Φ̃

A
(0) +Ψ̃R

(0)G̃
>
(0)Φ̃

A
(0)G̃

<
(0) + G̃>

(0)Ψ̃
R
(0)G̃

R
(0)Φ̃

<
(0) + Ψ̃R

(0)G̃
R
(0)Φ̃

>
(0)G̃

<
(0)

}

, (A18)

where we have introduced an additional self-energy-like term, defined as (c =<,>,R,A)

ζcij(t, t
′) =

∑

kα

∂θtikα(θ(t))g
c
kα(t, t

′)∂θtkαj(θ(t
′)), (A19)

whose perturbative expansion is defined in the usual way. The diffusion coefficient according to (A18) then gives a
means of quantifying the stochastic force in numerical simulations.
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Appendix B: Solving for the Adiabatic and First Order Green’s Functions

What remains is to calculate explicit expressions for both the adiabatic and first order Green’s functions, as well as
the self-energy-like terms, in the frequency domain. The Green’s functions evolve according to the Keldysh-Kadanoff-
Baym equations, given in the Wigner space as [25, 31, 33]

(

ω +
i

2
∂T − e

1

2i
λ∂G

ω ∂h
T h(T )

)

G̃R/A = I + e
1

2i
λ(∂Σ

T ∂G
ω−∂

Σ

ω ∂G
T )Σ̃R/AG̃R/A, (B1)

(

ω +
i

2
∂T − e

1

2i
λ∂G

ω ∂h
T h(T )

)

G̃</> = e
1

2i
λ(∂Σ

T ∂G
ω−∂

Σ

ω ∂G
T )

(

Σ̃RG̃</> + Σ̃</>G̃A
)

, (B2)

where we have shown the retarded/advanced and the lesser/greater terms collectively. Here, we adopt the convenient
notation for derivatives, ∂G

T , which denotes a partial derivative acting on the G term with respect to T , and so
on. We have once again introduced the book-keeping parameter, λ, for clarity in our perturbative expansions. The
self-energies take the conventional form (c =<,>,R,A):

Σc
ij(t, t

′) =
∑

kα

tikα(θ(t))g
c
kα(t, t

′)tkαj(θ(t
′)), (B3)

and we apply our usual ansatz to the self-energies,

Σ̃ = Σ̃(0) + λΣ̃(1) + λ2Σ̃(2) + .... (B4)

To solve for the form of the adiabatic and first-order Green’s functions, we take a perturbative expansion of the
exponentials in (B1) and (B2) as well as substituting in our perturbative ansatzes, (A10) and (B4). Truncating after

the zeroth order and solving for G̃(0) yields the standard adiabatic Green’s functions as follows:

G̃
R/A
(0) =

(

ωI − h− Σ̃
R/A
(0)

)−1

, (B5)

G̃
</>
(0) = G̃R

(0)Σ̃
</>
(0) G̃A

(0). (B6)

For the first-order, we consider terms linear in λ such that we obtain

G̃
R/A
(1) =

1

2i
G̃

R/A
(0)

[

G̃
R/A
(0) , ∂Th

]

G̃
R/A
(0) , (B7)

G̃
</>
(1) = G̃R

(0)Σ̃
</>
(0) G̃A

(1) + G̃R
(1)Σ̃

</>
(0) G̃A

(0) +
1

2i
G̃R

(0)

(

∂ThG̃
R
(0)∂ωΣ̃

</> + G̃
</>
(0) ∂Th+ h.c

)

G̃A
(0). (B8)

We now solve for the adiabatic and first-order components of the self-energy-like terms. Rather than considering each
variant of self-energy individually, we will instead consider the following more general expression (c =<,>,R,A)

Ξc
α,ii′ =

∑

k

Aikα(t)g
c
kα(t, t

′)Bkαi′ (t
′), (B9)

where A and B are arbitrary functions of time. Obviously, when Akαi = Bkαi = tkαi, we obtain Σc, while different
choices allow us to obtain Ψ, Φ and ζ. We apply the Wigner transform to the above while making use of the shift

operator, defined according to f(x+ h) = ehd
f
xf(x) where we use dfx to denote the derivative with respect to x which

acts on f (to avoid ambiguity) , to obtain

Ξ̃c
α,ii′ =

∑

k

∫ ∞

−∞

dτeiωτ e
τ
2
dA
T Aikα(T )g

c
kα(t, t

′)e
−τ
2

dB
T Bkαi′(T ) (B10)

=
∑

k

∫ ∞

−∞

dτeiωτ e
1

2i

←−
∂e
ω(dA

T−d
B
T )Aikα(T )g

c
kα(t, t

′)Bkαi′ (T ), (B11)
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where the
←−
∂e
ω notation denotes the derivative operator acting to the left on the exponential. Now we take all the terms

that are independent of τ outside of the integral, leaving us with

Ξ̃c
α,ii′ =

∑

k

e
1

2i

−→
∂e
ω(dA

T−d
B
T )Aikα(T )Bkαi′(T )

∫ ∞

−∞

dτeiωτgckα(t, t
′) (B12)

=
∑

k

e
1

2i

−→
∂G
ω (dA

T−d
B
T )Aikα(T )Bkαi′ (T )g̃

c
kα(T, ω). (B13)

Finally, we take a power series expansion of the exponential to find

Ξ̃c
α,ii′ =

∑

k

Aikαg̃
c
kαBkαi′ +

1

2i

∑

k

∂g̃ckα
∂ω

(

dAikα

dT
Bkαi′ −Aikα

dBkαi′

dT

)

+ ... = Ξ̃c
(0),α,ii′ + Ξ̃c

(1),α,ii′ + ..., (B14)

where the functional dependencies are clear from the context. Thus, (B14) allows us to calculate each of the required
orders of self-energy-like terms. If we consider Akαi = Bkαi = tkαi, the adiabatic component corresponds to the
standard self-energy. We make the wide-band approximation for the electrodes. The retarded/advanced component
is given by

Σ̃
R/A
(0),α,ii′ = ∓

i

2
Γα,ii′ , (B15)

where the level-broadening takes the form

Γα,ii′ = 2πt∗αitαi′ρα, (B16)

where density of states ρ is a constant and tαki = tαi under the wide-band approximation. The equation for the lesser
case takes the form

Σ̃<
(0),α,ii′(ω, T ) = ifα(ω)Γα,ii′(T ), (B17)

where fα(ω) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution;

fα(ω) =
1

e
ω−µα
kBTα + 1

. (B18)

Here, µα is the chemical potential for the α lead while Tα is the macroscopic temperature and kB is Boltzmann’s
constant. The form of Ψ, Φ and ζ can be found equivalently by replacing Γ in the above equations with, ΓΨ, ΓΦ and
Γζ , respectively, as given by

ΓΨ
α,ii′ = 2π∂θt

∗
αitαi′ρα, (B19)

ΓΦ
α,ii′ = 2πt∗αi∂θtαi′ρα, (B20)

Γζ
α,ii′ = 2π∂θt

∗
αi∂θtαi′ρα. (B21)

Under the wide-band approximation, Ξ̃
R/A
(1) = 0, and so we need only consider the lesser case.
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