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Abstract
The field of molecular electronics has emerged
from efforts to understand electron propaga-
tion through single molecules and to use them
in electronic circuits. Serving as a testbed
for advanced theoretical methods, it reveals
a significant discrepancy between the opera-
tional time scales of experiments (static to GHz
frequencies) and theoretical models (femtosec-
onds). Utilizing a recently developed time-
linear nonequilibrium Green’s functions formal-
ism, we model molecular junctions on experi-
mentally accessible timescales. Our study fo-
cuses on the quantum pump effect in a Ben-
zenedithiol molecule connected to two copper
electrodes and coupled with cavity photons. By
calculating both electric and photonic current
responses to an ac bias voltage, we observe
pronounced electroluminescence and high har-
monic generation in this setup. The mechanism
of the latter effect is more analogous to that
from solids than from isolated molecules, with
even harmonics being suppressed or enhanced
depending on the symmetry of the driving field.

Introduction. Molecular systems are
prospective elements of future electronic de-
vices.1,2 One of the most interesting functional-
ities is their role as nano-junctions.3–6 State-of-
the-art calculations are able to accurately pre-
dict ground and excited properties of techno-

logically relevant molecules. However, ab initio
description of photo-assisted tunneling, opti-
cal rectification, and electrically driven photon
emission requires a new set of tools.

The theory of quantum transport was ini-
tially developed by Landauer and Büttiker,7–9

and further extended by Meir, Wingreen, and
Jauho.10,11 They introduced a formula to calcu-
late electric current in correlated junctions us-
ing nonequilibrium Green’s functions (NEGF),
which is applicable both in transient and
stationary regimes. However, applying the
Jauho-Meir-Wingreen formula is computation-
ally challenging due to NEGF’s intricate two-
time structure, which hinders real-time simula-
tions.3,12,14

Recently, we introduced a time-linear scaling
Green’s function approach for simulating open
and correlated quantum systems out of equi-
librium.15 This method, rigorously tested on
correlated lattice models,1 has proven highly
efficient and applicable to realistic 3D sys-
tems like molecules. It stands in compe-
tition with density functional theory (DFT)
methods,17,18 offering distinct advantages by
accommodating collision terms for correlated
electrons and bosons. Furthermore, it dif-
fers technically from transport calculations re-
liant on time-dependent density functional the-
ory (TDDFT), where Kohn-Sham orbitals are
evolved in time.19

Here, using the method from Ref. 15, we
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Figure 1: Setup and molecular geometry used in
the calculations. A BDT molecule (finite quantum
system) is contacted to macroscopic copper elec-
trodes, and the electrons within the molecule are
coupled with cavity photon fields. The molecu-
lar junction is driven out of equilibrium by time-
dependent voltages Vα(t) on the electrodes, which
generate time-dependent charge current Iα(t) and
photon energy flux J(t). Structural parameters in
Å obtained from all-electron DFT geometry opti-
mization performed with the orca program20 us-
ing Perdew-Burke-Erzerhoff (PBE) GGA density
functional21 and def2-TZVP22 basis set with six
frozen terminal Cu atoms. Subsequent transport
calculations are performed with cheers nonequi-
librium Green’s function code.1

study electron current and photonic flux in a
nano-junction of the 1,4-Benzenedithiol (BDT)
molecule connected to two copper (Cu) elec-
trodes (see Fig. 1). We observe significant
current rectification, electrically-driven photon
emission (the inverse of optical rectification23),
quantum pumping,24 and strong upconversion,
where photon energies exceed the applied field
bias. Similar to how the efficiency of the famous
Archimedes’ screw depends on the tilting angle
and the spiral step, the efficiency of the quan-
tum pump depends on the magnitude and phase
difference of the bias voltages, as previously
demonstrated for model systems.25,26 Addition-
ally, we uncover effects related to the interac-
tion with cavity photons. Given the flexibility
to tune the strength of electron-photon coupling
in optical cavities by changing the quantization
volume,27 we focus on the moderate coupling
regime, whereas for stronger couplings non-

perturbative treatments like the GW̃ method,28

or even considerably more expensive, numeri-
cally exact quantum Monte Carlo methods29,30

may be necessary.
The BDT molecule has been extensively stud-

ied since the conductivity measurement of Reed
et al. 31 using a mechanically controlled break-
junction. Current–voltage, differential conduc-
tance, and inelastic electron tunneling spec-
troscopy measurements show that BDT is one
of the very rare organic molecules able to span
low to high transmission ranges, making it
highly useful for molecular electronics appli-
cations and as a testbed for quantum trans-
port.32 It was used to test quantum chem-
istry calculations for molecules coupled to reser-
voirs,33 quantify the applicability of the wide-
band limit in DFT transport calculations,34

and to assess structural properties’ influence on
electronic transport with Au, Ag, and Cu elec-
trodes.35 It was shown theoretically36 and then
confirmed experimentally,32 that current varies
significantly with molecule orientation. Mat-
suhita et al. 37 reported on vibrational modes
and their shifts due to electrode interaction.

Model and method. We focus on nonequi-
librium transport phenomena triggered by pe-
riodic zero net bias Vα(t) and observed through
electronic currents Iα(t) and photonic energy
flux J(t)6 (see Fig. 1). Our approach includes:
i) a fully ab initio treatment of the molecule
coupled to electrodes using the wide band limit
approximation, and ii) a linear time-scaling
approach for open systems coupled with pho-
tons. While Floquet formalism has been used
for studying long-term dynamics of periodically
driven open systems,38,39 our time-resolved ap-
proach also accommodates nonperiodic driving
(e.g., short pulse excitations) and allows for the
adiabatic switching procedure to prepare the
initial correlated state.3

In our calculations, we assume that the
molecule interacts with three photonic modes
with energies ωµ coupled to the electron sys-
tem via three-projections of the dipole moment
operator, gµ,ij =

√
ωµd

µ
ij. Here, we follow the

notation introduced in Ref. 40, i.e., the greek
index µ = (µ, ξ) specifies the bosonic mode
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and the component of the mode displacement
vector: ϕ̂µ = x̂µ for ξ = 1 and ϕ̂µ = p̂µ for
ξ = 2 with commutation rules [ϕ̂µ, ϕ̂µ′ ] = σµµ′

and σµµ′ = −δµµ′ ( 0 −i
i 0 )

ξξ′ .
Next, we consider a typical quantum trans-

port setup, the finite system (A) being the junc-
tion and the electronic reservoirs being the elec-
trodes (indexed by α = {L,R} and collectively
denoted as B; with applied time-dependent
voltages Vα(t)). The correlation effects in the
electrodes and between the electrodes and the
system are neglected, leading to the equation
of motion (EOM) for ρij(t) = ⟨d̂†j(t)d̂i(t)⟩—the
electron density matrix15

i
d

dt
ρ(t) = he

eff(t)ρ(t) +
i

4
Γ(t)

+ i
∑
ℓα

sα(t)
ηℓ
β
ΓαGem

ℓα (t)− h.c., (1)

where he
eff(t) ≡ he(t) − iΓ(t)/2 is the effec-

tive (non-self-adjoint) mean-field Hamiltonian,
sα(t) is a ramp function for the contact be-
tween the system and electrode α, Γα is the re-
spective quasi-particle line-width matrix, and
Γ(t) =

∑
α s

2
α(t)Γα. The mean-field Hamilto-

nian he(t) comprises the induced potentials due
to the electron density and the cavity photons

he
ij(t) = hij + V HF

ij (t) +
∑
µ

gµ,ijsω(t)ϕµ(t), (2)

where hij is the single-particle part, and
V HF
ij (t) =

∑
mn[vimnj − vimjn]ρnm(t). vimnj

are the Coulomb matrix elements and gµ,ij
are the electron-photon coupling coefficients.
The ramp function sω(t) is used in the adia-
batic switching protocol to generate a corre-
lated electron-photon initial state. Eqs. (1)
and (2) apply to the A subsystem, omitting
the AA block designation for brevity. The pure
electronic Hartree-Fock (HF) Hamiltonian is
hHF
ij (t) = hij + V HF

ij (t). Photonic displacements
ϕµ are co-evolved according to the Ehrenfest
equations of motion

i
d

dt
ϕµ(t)−

∑
ν

hph
µνϕν(t) =

∑
ij

ḡµ,ijsω(t)ρji(t),

(3)
where we introduced the photonic Hamiltonian

hph
µν = σµνων , and ḡµ,ij =

∑
ν σµνgν,ij. Finally,

Gem
ℓα (t) is the embedding correlator propagated

according to

i
d

dt
Gem
ℓα (t) = −sα(t)− Gem

ℓα (t)
(
he†
eff(t)

− Vα(t)− µ+ i
ζℓ
β

)
(4)

with µ being the chemical potential. The
residues ηℓ and poles ζℓ result from an efficient
expansion41 of the Fermi distribution f(ω) ≡

1
eβω+1

= 1
2
−
∑

ℓ ηℓ
(

1
βω+iζℓ

+ 1
βω−iζℓ

)
with β being

the inverse temperature.
The main equations of our approach include

the EOMs for the electron density matrix (1),
photonic displacements (3), and the embed-
ding correlator (4), along with the mean-field
electronic Hamiltonian (2). Derived within
the nonequilibrium Green’s formalism using the
generalized Kadanoff-Baym Ansatz (GKBA)
and wide band limit approximation (WBLA),
these equations respect fundamental conserva-
tion laws, avoid time-convolutions, thus en-
suring numerical evolution scales linearly with
physical simulation time. Unlike more gen-
eral theories,28,42–45 our formulation excludes
computationally demanding electronic and pho-
tonic correlations, which would be necessary for
strongly correlated systems.

Equations (1)-(4) can, in principle, be solved
in any basis, but a set of HF molecular orbitals
is clearly of advantage since i) their compatibil-
ity with many-body perturbation theory, and
ii) initially (when A and B subsystems are de-
coupled, i.e., sα(ti) = 0) the electron density
matrix is diagonal and stationary. Our initial
conditions are thus

ρij(ti) = fiδij, ϕµ(ti) = 0, Gem
ℓα (ti) = 0, (5)

where fi is the occupation of ith molecular
orbital (the i index comprises a spatial and
a spin parts, i. e. i ≡ (i, σ); i = 1, . . . , 14
with 7 initially occupied states). Still, choos-
ing the basis is nontrivial. One could argue
that Kohn-Sham orbitals from frozen-density
embedding46 or other quantum embedding the-
ories47 might better describe the correlated ini-
tial state and simplify partitioning between sub-
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systems A and B. Partition density func-
tional theory, while formally exact for calculat-
ing molecular properties from the Kohn-Sham
description on isolated fragments,48 requires
fractionally occupied fragments.49 In contrast,
we prefer such charge transfer to arise natu-
rally from transport theory, while also captur-
ing long-range Coulomb interactions such as
mutual polarization of the fragments.

To this end, we introduce coupled self-
consistent field (SCF) equations, in which the
mean-field Hamiltonian hHF is constructed from
the block-diagonal density matrix

ρ =

(
ρAA 0
0 ρBB

)
. (6)

The density matrix blocks are obtained by di-
agonalizing hHF

AA[ρ] and hHF
BB[ρ]. The HF Hamil-

tonian for the central part (A) includes the ki-
netic part, interaction with nuclei of A and B,
and is partially neutralized by the electrostatic
and exchange potential associated with ρAA and
ρBB. The same applies to the electrode part
(B). Constructed via the Aufbau principle,
ρAA and ρBB ensure no charge flows between
fragments but polarization effects are included
(Fig. 2). The converged density matrix ρ0 is ob-
tained this way: The off-diagonal Hamiltonian
blocks, T ≡ hHF

AB[ρ0], determine the Γα matrix
for electrode α as

Γα,ij =
∑
a

γ

π

Ti,αaTj,αa

(ϵαa − µ)2 + γ2
, (7)

where ϵαa are the eigenvalues of hHF
BB[ρ0], γ is a

small positive parameter, and µ is the chemical
potential of A.

Initial-state preparation. In order to study
time-resolved, correlated quantum dynamics in
the molecular junction we prepare a coupled
and correlated initial state by adiabatically
switching on the contacts to the electrodes and
the electron-photon interaction.50 Depending
on the photon energies (infrared to ultravio-
let) and electron-photon coupling strength, the
switching times required for a smooth relax-
ation vary in the (sub-)picosecond timescale.

𝜖=-9.73 eV

𝜖=-4.87 eV

𝜖=-5.49 eV

a)

b)

c)

NL=58 NC=36 NR=58

Figure 2: A representative molecular orbital in-
cluded in our transport simulations, along with its
energy as obtained from: a) stand-alone calcula-
tion of the BDT molecule; b) fragment calculation
neglecting off-diagonal density blocks; c) full cal-
culation of the Cu4 BDT Cu4 molecule. Density
localization is performed constraining the number
of electrons in each fragment as indicated in b).

All time-resolved calculations are performed
with the cheers code.1

Nonzero net currents with zero net driv-
ing. The molecular junction is driven out of
equilibrium by a biharmonic bias-voltage profile

Vα(t) = V 0
α +A(1)

α cos(Ωαt+ϕα)+A(2)
α cos(Ωαt),

(8)
where a constant dc value V 0

α is modulated by
first and second harmonics with amplitudes A(1)

α

and A
(2)
α . Both harmonics share the same driv-

ing frequency Ωα, and the phase ϕα creates a
temporal shift between them and the separate
electrodes α ∈ {L,R}. The bias voltage is rela-
tive to the chemical potential µ = −1.93 eV, set
in the middle of the HOMO-LUMO gap ∆ =
5.88 eV. All calculations are done at room tem-
perature 293 K corresponding to β = 40 eV−1.
To simplify the large parameter space of the
driving protocol in Eq. (8), we take V 0

L = V 0
R ≡

V0, A
(1)
L = A

(2)
L = A

(1)
R = A

(2)
R = V0/2, and
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ΩL = ΩR ≡ Ω. This setup allows for studying
various zero-net drivings by adjusting V0 and
ϕ ≡ ϕL − ϕR.

We define a rectified net electric current by
the condition

Iel ≡
1

W

∫ tf

0

dtw(t) [IR(t)− IL(t)] ̸= 0, (9)

with tf being the final simulation time, and
Iα(t) are the individual time-dependent cur-
rents at the αth electrode evaluated from the
Jauho-Meir-Wingreen formula10,11,15

Iα(t) = 2sα(t)ReTr
[
Γα

(
sα(t)

2ρ(t)− 1

4

−
∑
ℓ

ηℓ
β
Gem
ℓα (t)

)]
. (10)

We average the current oscillations by a Gaus-
sian window w(t) = exp[− (t−t0)2

2W 2 ] centered
around t0 and normalize the current with the
spread W .

Similarly, the electroluminescence rectifica-
tion is defined by the condition

Jpt ≡
1

W

∫ tf

0

dtw(t)J(t) ̸= 0, (11)

where the photon energy flux is given by
the rate of change of photon number J(t) ≡
d
dt

∑
µ ωµnµ(t). In Ehrenfest approximation the

number of photons in each mode is nµ(t) =∑
ξ⟨â†µ(t)âµ(t)⟩ = 1

2

∑
ξ ϕ

2
µ,ξ(t). Here, we also

average the current oscillations by the Gaussian
window, w, and then Eq. (11) is conveniently
performed via integration by parts.

In addition to the above characterization of
the molecular junction, we focus on ultravio-
let photons, ωµ = (5.44, 5.44, 8.16) eV (mean
photon energy ωµ = 6.35 eV), and electron-
photon coupling of g = 0.218 eV, classified
as the weak-coupling regime by the effective
interaction λ ≡ g2/(ωµ∥Γ∥) = 0.08, where
∥Γ∥ = 0.097 eV denotes the euclidean norm
of the total line-width matrix. This further
indicates a weak-contacting regime (electrode-
molecule), where WBLA is a good approxima-
tion.34,51,52 Intermediate (λ = 0.43) to strong
(λ = 0.64) coupling with visible-light and in-
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A]
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-2.50
0.00

0 20 40 60 80 100
t [fs]
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2.15

2.20

2.25

a
a

 [e
V]

 (c) = 1.47 eV

Figure 3: Time evolution of (a-b) net electric cur-
rent and (c) total photon energy for two repre-
sentative points in the ac driving protocol. Adi-
abatic switching (extending over the figure frame
to negative times) is shown with dotted lines. In
panel (a) a bias voltage with driving frequency
Ω = 4.14 meV = 10 THz (0.00152 a.u.) is switched
on at t = 24 fs (1000 a.u.). In panels (b-c) a bias
voltage is switched on at t = 12 fs (500 a.u.) with
frequency Ω = 1.47 eV (0.054 a.u.). The legend
applies to all panels.

frared photons are detailed in the Supporting
Information.50 Fig. 3 shows the time evolution
of net electric current and total photon en-
ergy for two driving frequencies: one achiev-
able with state-of-the-art electronics,53 Ω =
41.4 meV = 10 THz (0.00152 a.u.), and one
for systematic parameter investigation, Ω =
∆/4 = 1.47 eV (0.054 a.u.). The latter al-
lows shorter propagation times to extract rec-
tified currents. We use an adiabatic switching
protocol and confirm the observables are satu-
rated before switching on the driving. Phase
difference, ϕ = {−π/5, π}, and voltage cen-
ter values, V0 = {2.74, 3.60} V, illustrate cases
of suppressed and enhanced rectification, show-
ing dynamical response and time-varying cur-
rent due to persistent bias oscillations (periods
of 2π/Ω). A distinct “ringing” oscillation,11,54
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Figure 4: Rectified electric current (a) and photon energy flux (b) in terms of the ac driving phase shift
ϕ (horizontal axes) and central value V0 (vertical axes). The crosses display the two representative time
evolutions in Fig. 3 with respective coloring. Panel (c) shows a line cut of panels (a) and (b) for two
voltages V0, and panels (d) and (e) show similar line cuts for varying photon energies (ωµ) and coupling
strengths (effective interaction λ), respectively, cf. Supporting Information.50 In panels (c-e), the electric
current Iel is shown with solid lines and the photon energy flux Jpt with dashed lines; the vertical axes are
shifted in order to display both electric and photonic currents in the same frame (arbitrary units).

originating from an intra-molecular transition,
is also visible causing current signal resonances
[see the insets of Fig. 3(a,b)]. At periodic sta-
tionary states (t ≳ 50 fs), the photonic flux
slope decreases when electric current is most
rectified (and vice versa). Comparing slow and
fast driving scenarios, similar peak currents are
achieved in the range of microamperes (typical
for molecular electronics2,37), with rectified cur-
rent magnitude being sensitive to driving fre-
quency. In the following, we consider the case
of fast driving, which enhances the rectification
effect without affecting the underlying physical
mechanisms.

A sweep over the ac driving parameters ϕ and
V0 is performed, and in Fig. S1(a-b) we show
the rectified electric current and the photon en-
ergy flux. These are evaluated from Eqs. (9)
and (11) with the Gaussian window with cen-
tering t0 = 73 fs and spread W = 15 fs [po-
sitioned within the periodic stationary regime;
see Fig. 3(b,c)]. The two representative time
evolutions of Fig. 3 are marked by crosses with
respective coloring in Fig. S1(a-b). Key obser-
vations are: 1) If the bias voltage is well be-
low the transport channels relative to the Fermi
level (HOMO/LUMO), there is no transport
or radiation. 2) When ac driving nearly cov-
ers individual levels in the transport window

but remains below them, a negative rectified
current appears. Maximum electric current, at
ϕ = ±π, coincides with minimum photon flux,
and vice versa at ϕ = {0,±2π}. This is due to
“plasma oscillations” within the junction: maxi-
mal charge sloshing without transmission maxi-
mizes radiation, while maximal rectified current
reduces oscillations and radiation. 3) When
the bias window exceeds the HOMO-LUMO
gap, the current maximizes in the positive di-
rection. Unlike single-level transport explained
by electron- and hole-transfer processes,14,25 in-
tramolecular transitions in the junction influ-
ence the photon energy flux over various phase
differences ϕ, eliminating minima in the radia-
tion profile.

Electroluminescence rectification also occurs
for intermediate to strong couplings and for
visible-light and infrared photons. Fig. S1(c-
e) touches on these features, and more detailed
data, such as strength dependence of the pho-
ton flux on the photon energies and the ef-
fective interaction, is available in the Support-
ing Information.50 Fig. S1(c) presents line cuts
from Fig. S1(a-b) for two voltages, fixed ul-
traviolet photon energy, and weak coupling,
showing consistent behavior with Fig. S1(a-
b). Fig. S1(d) explores different photon ener-
gies, ωµ = (1.63, 1.63, 2.45) eV (visible light,
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mean photon energy ωµ = 1.90 eV) and ωµ =
(54.4, 54.4, 81.6) meV (infrared, mean photon
energy ωµ = 0.06 eV), at fixed voltages and
coupling strength. While the electric current re-
sponse remains similar, the photon flux varies,
particularly with infrared photons, where ad-
ditional maxima around ϕ = ±π/2 and ϕ =
±3π/2 appear due to ‘slower’ cavity photons
forming metastable configurations. Fig. S1(e)
demonstrates that strong electron-photon cou-
pling can completely reverse the electrolumines-
cence rectification, suggesting potential break-
downs of HF+Ehrenfest dynamics or competing
mechanisms at different time scales, which shall
be addressed next.

High-harmonic generation. Our simula-
tions demonstrate that the molecular junc-
tion exhibits pronounced high-harmonic gen-
eration due to their non-linear characteristics
(cf. Eqs. (1)-(4)). Importantly, by modifying
the external bias we uncover phenomena that
cannot be obsered in conventional optical se-
tups, e.g., enhance or suppress the even har-
monics response. To simplify the discussion,
we concentrate on a monoharmonic drive: In
Eq. (8), set A

(2)
α = 0. It can be expected

that bias profiles with odd inversion symme-
try, Vα(t + π/Ω) = −Vα(t), tend to suppress
even harmonics, whereas breaking this symme-
try enhances them.25,26 This is demonstrated
by choosing V 0

L = V 0
R = 0, A

(1)
α = ∆/2 and

ϕ = π for the former case, and V 0
L = V 0

R = ∆/4,
A

(1)
α = ∆/4 and ϕ = π for the latter, asym-

metric case. We set the driving frequency by
the slower protocol of Fig. 3(a), Ω = 41.4 meV
= 10 THz (0.00152 a.u.).

In Fig. 5, we present the high-harmonic gen-
eration (HHG) power spectrum

Pd(ω) = ω4
∑

p=x,y,z

| ∫ dp(t)eiωtdt|2 (12)

as the Fourier transform of the electric dipole
moment

dp(t) =
∑
i,j

dp,ijρji(t), (13)

using the matrix element dp,ij of the pth pro-
jection of the molecule’s dipole operator. We
employ a trapezoidal envelope to prevent exci-
tation of high-energy modes by sudden voltage
increases [see Fig. 5(d)]. The spectrum shows
suppression of even harmonic multiples in odd
inversion symmetric driving within certain fre-
quency ranges. The inset of Fig. 5(a) displays
distinct peaks at frequencies ω = (2n+1)Ω with
n integer. In contrast, with asymmetric driving,
peaks appear at even multiples, ω = 2nΩ, of
the driving frequency. This selection between
even/odd harmonics is very clearly present in
the electric current signal,50 which is also par-
tially visible when interacting with cavity pho-
tons, as shown in panels (b) and (c).

Intrinsic molecular excitations are imprinted
in the HHG spectra. Notably, the two dis-
tinct peaks in Fig. 5(b,c) linked to photon cav-
ity modes and their strong interaction with the
electric dipole, clearly shift with varying pho-
ton energy. Higher-energy peaks (harmonic or-
der ≳ 80) correlate with intramolecular tran-
sitions, as detailed in the time- and energy-
resolved HHG spectra in Fig. 5(d). Initially,
an electronic state at 3.49 eV with high oscilla-
tor strength dominates, but as the pulse pro-
gresses, energy is redistributed and other in-
tramolecular states are excited. Additionally,
the spectral peaks are slightly red-shifted and
broadened compared to the isolated molecule.
Further simulations rescaling the Γα-matrices
(not shown) confirmed these effects are related
to the embedding correlator of the electrodes.

In Figs. 5(e) and 5(f), we examine how driv-
ing frequency affects the high-harmonic dipolar
and electric current spectra. The overall HHG
signal shows weak dependence on driving fre-
quency. The current response displays a two-
plateau shape typical in optical HHG experi-
ments, but the cut-off energy does not strongly
depend on excitation frequency. The explana-
tion is similar to HHG in bulk materials: the
three-step model,56,57 valid for gas systems as-
suming free electron evolution, loses validity.58

In solids, electrons do not behave as free par-
ticles due to non-parabolic band structures.59

In our model of the molecular junction, elec-
tronic reservoirs are treated in the wide band

7
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Figure 5: HHG power spectrum of the molecular junction evaluated by the Fourier transform of the dipole
moment. (a) Without cavity photons, (b) weak coupling to visible-light photons, (c) weak coupling to
infrared photons. Solid blue lines denote the first bias protocol while thin orange lines denote the second
bias protocol. For the same set of parameters as in (c), the dependence of the dipole power spectrum on
the position of the window is demonstrated in panel (d), whereas in panels (e) and (f) the dependence of
the dipole moment and electric current power spectra on the driving frequency Ω is depicted. The three
small panels in (d) represent the instantaneous Fourier transform of the dipole moment within specific time
windows indicated in the dx(t) plot [using a Gaussian window, cf. Eqs. (9) and (11)]. Red vertical lines
mark the molecular excited states, computed for the isolated molecule by solving the Casida equation55

within the time-dependent Hartree-Fock framework (without photons).

limit, and electron motion in the electrodes is
neglected, which is physically justified and dis-
tinct from the free-electron electrodes. In the
underlying GKBA formulation, anything but
WBLA would be inconsistent and could lead to
a finite recurrence time-scale for the leads and
spurious physical effects.15 Thus, HHG from
molecular junctions is more akin to that from
solids than from isolated atomic or molecular
systems.

We emphasize that bias-driven molecu-
lar junctions are more complex than typical
atomic, molecular, or bulk systems: HHG is
simultaneously observed in dipolar radiation,
electric current, and photonic flux, with very
high harmonic orders in all cases. This shows
strong upconversion in electrically-driven pho-
toemission, where generated photon energies
far exceed the applied bias voltage, indicat-
ing operation well beyond the linear-response

regime.

Conclusion. We studied electrically-driven
molecular junctions, focusing on electrolumi-
nescence and the rectification or pumping of
electrical currents and photon fluxes. We
showed that coupling electrons within the
molecule to cavity photons creates a complex
nonequilibrium scenario, necessitating equal
treatment of electron-electron and electron-
boson interactions, external driving, and cou-
pling to metallic electrodes. Using a time-
linear, wide-band limit NEGF approach for a
realistic molecular junction required developing
an atomistic formalism, partitioning the system
into a central fragment and electrodes, and de-
termining the effective Hamiltonian and tunnel-
ing rate matrices.

We focused on Benzenedithiol molecular junc-
tions driven by periodic fields in both transient

8



and stationary regimes. Using a fully atom-
istic all-electron approach with well-established
approximations, we performed geometry op-
timization at the hybrid DFT level. This
approach, while neglecting some correlations,
aligns with studies involving larger electrodes.35

Higher-order electronic and photonic correla-
tions, though feasible within our scheme,15,28

are beyond the excitation regimes considered.
Employing a biharmonic bias-voltage profile,
we demonstrated how phase differences between
oscillating bias voltages affect long-time recti-
fied electric and photonic currents. We also per-
formed time-dependent calculations of the elec-
tric dipole moment response to monoharmonic
driving. By adjusting the inversion symme-
try of the ac bias-voltage profile, we selectively
generated high-order harmonics of odd or even
multiples of the driving frequency. Our find-
ings imply that discrete on/off states of electric
and photonic currents could be produced from
analog waves, which is significant for design-
ing molecular-junction-based frequency modu-
lators, switches, and detectors.60–62 Our current
values align with steady-state results from Ref.
35 and experimental values in Ref. 32. Com-
paring the power carried by the photon flux
[Fig. S1(b)] with the total power, we found
quantum efficiency around ten percent,50 simi-
lar to quantum-dot devices.63–65

The presented methodology holds promise for
future studies on ab initio time-resolved quan-
tum transport in molecular junctions. We fore-
see a potentially illuminating, direct extension
of the present work to the time-dependent cur-
rent fluctuations and the associated noise spec-
tra12,14,66–69 of quantum correlated molecular
junctions out of equilibrium.
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Supporting Information: Electroluminescence rectification and high
harmonic generation in molecular junctions

Preparing a coupled initial state and restarting The initial state for our time-dependent
simulations is the uncoupled system consisting of the BDT molecular junction. In order to describe
the time-dependent response to, e.g., bias-voltage driving, a preparatory simulation is first needed
to reach a coupled (and correlated) equilibrium state. In our simulation protocol, negative times
(t < 0) correspond to this preparatory step, in which we adiabatically switch on the coupling to the
leads and many-body interactions (electron-electron and electron-photon) with the same envelope
function s(t) = sα(t) = sω(t) = sin2(π

2
t
ti
) for t ≤ ti and s(t) = 1 otherwise, with ti being the initial

switching time. It needs to be assessed case-by-case that the preparatory step is indeed adiabatic
and no spurious transient effects take place due to the switching. In practice this can be done by
continuing the simulation for t ≥ 0 in the absence of external fields (e.g. bias-voltage driving) to
verify that typical observables, such as electronic populations and currents remain stable.

In our time-linear framework with the cheers code,S1 there are no memory integrals (in contrast
to the equivalent integro-differential GKBA formalismS2,S3). This means we may simply save the
adiabatically prepared equilibrium state, and start a new simulation by using this as the initial
state. This reduces the computational cost significantly since the same initial state can be utilized
for a large number of different out-of-equilibrium simulations.

For the numerical solution of Eqs. (1-4) in the main text, we employ the fourth order Runge-Kutta
(RK4) method, and we use a fixed step length of δt = 0.01 a.u. ≈ 0.24 as. We have monitored that
the relative error of the RK4 stepping stays below 10−6.

Electronic and photonic rectification profiles Similar to Fig. 4 of main text, here we present
auxiliary plots for electric current and photon flux rectification for various cavity-photon energies
and electron-photon coupling strengths, see Tab. S1 and Figs. S1-S9. The line cuts of Fig. 4(d,e)
of main text are obtained from Figs. S4, S7, and S3. The coupling strength between electrons
and cavity photons is analyzed in terms of the effective interaction λ ≡ g2/(ωµ∥Γ∥), where ∥Γ∥
denotes the euclidean norm of the total line-width matrix, which in our Cu-BDT-Cu junction is
∥Γ∥ = 0.003574 a.u. The effective interaction strength thus relates the different energy scales of
our setting: How strongly the electrons and photons are coupled together and how fast/slow the
dissipation of electrons to the metallic leads is compared to the cavity photons.

Table S1: Cavity-photon parameters: ultraviolet (UV), visible-light (VIS), infrared (IR).

photon energies ωµ el-pt coupling g (a.u.) eff. interaction λ (dim.less)
UV (0.2, 0.2, 0.3) a.u. 0.008 0.08 (weak)

≈ (5.44, 5.44, 8.16) eV 0.019 0.43 (intermediate)
0.023 0.64 (strong)

VIS (0.06, 0.06, 0.09) 0.0046 0.08 (weak)
≈ (1.63, 1.63, 2.45) eV 0.0103 0.43 (intermediate)

0.0127 0.64 (strong)
IR (0.002, 0.002, 0.003) 0.0008 0.08 (weak)

≈ (54.4, 54.4, 81.6) meV 0.0019 0.43 (intermediate)
0.0023 0.64 (strong)

We observe for weak electron-photon interaction, the rectification profiles are qualitatively sim-
ilar between UV, VIS and IR. For intermediate to strong coupling it is possible to enhance the

S1



electroluminescence rectification or even reverse the behaviour of the photon flux, cf. Fig. 4(e) in
the main text.
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Figure S1: UV photons and weak coupling. This data is also shown in Fig. 4(a,b) in the main text,
where the annotated points are discussed.

2 3
2 2 0 2

3
2

2

1

2

3

4

5

V 0
  [

V]

2 3
2 2 0 2

3
2

2

1

2

3

4

5

V 0
  [

V]

4.5

3.0

1.5

0.0

1.5

3.0

4.5

I e
l  

[µ
A]

0.0

1.5

3.0

4.5

6.0

7.5

9.0

J p
t  

[µ
W

]

Figure S2: UV photons and intermediate coupling.

Based on the rectification profiles of the photonic energy flux, we may estimate the energy-
conversion efficiency of such a molecular-junction based device. For example, in Fig. S1, the orange
cross corresponds to Iel ≈ 0.55 µA, which results from an oscillating electric current of maximum
value Imax

el ≈ 1.88 µA [cf. Fig. 3(b) in the main text]. At voltage V = 2.74 V, this would amount to
the total power Pmax

el = V Imax
el ≈ 5.15 µW. The corresponding point in the photon energy flux gives

Jpt ≈ 0.63 µW, which leads to the efficiency Jpt/P
max
el ≈ 12%. Overall, based on the data reported

in Figs. S1-S9 similar comparisons result in the quantum efficiency levels in the neighborhood of
ten percent.

Time-dependent response and higher-order harmonics In Fig. 5 of the main text, we
present high-harmonic generation spectra by using the Fourier transformation of the time-dependent
dipole moment. While this corresponds to the experimentally relevant power spectrum, similar
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Figure S3: UV photons and strong coupling.
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Figure S4: VIS photons and weak coupling.
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Figure S5: VIS photons and intermediate coupling.

characteristics appear also in the electric and photonic currents. We thus define the power spectra
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Figure S6: VIS photons and strong coupling.
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Figure S7: IR photons and weak coupling.
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Figure S8: IR photons and intermediate coupling.

of the electric and photonic currents [Eqs. (10) and (11) of the main text] as

Pα(ω) = ω2| ∫ Iα(t)eiωt|2dt, (S1)
Ppt(ω) = ω2| ∫ J(t)eiωtdt|2. (S2)
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Figure S9: IR photons and strong coupling.

In Figs. S10, S11, and S12 we show, for comparison, the time-dependent electric current response
and the photon flux when the molecular junction is driven by the monoharmonic bias profile ac-
cording to Fig. 5 in the main text. We observe that without cavity photons the selection between
even and odd harmonics is very clearly demonstrated in the electric current signal [see Fig. S10(c)].
When coupling to cavity photons, the electric-current responses still possess high-harmonic gen-
eration [Figs. S11(e) and S12(e)]. The photon-flux response contains the associated harmonics of
the basic driving frequency, but the time-resolved signal is heavily masked by higher-frequency
oscillations [see Figs. S11(b,d) and S12(b,d)]. These higher-frequency oscillations precisely match
with the cavity photon energies [see Figs. S11(f) and S12(f)], which is also demonstrated by the
dipole power spectrum in Fig. 5 of the main text. It is interesting, however, that such peaks are
absent in the electric-current response but very clearly appear in the photon-flux response. This is
because the electron dynamics at the electrodes is not coupled to the cavity fields, in contrast to
the electronic dipole and the photon flux at the molecular region.
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Figure S10: (a-b) Time-dependent electric current response to two monoharmonic bias-voltage
driving of frequency Ω = 0.00152 a.u., without cavity photons, cf. Fig. 5(a) in the main text. (c)
Fourier transformation of the current signals.
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Figure S11: In addition to Fig. S10, here we display both electric (a,c) and photonic currents (b,d),
and the associated Fourier transformations in panels (e) and (f). The electrons are weakly coupled
to cavity photons of energy ωµ = (0.06, 0.06, 0.09) a.u., cf. Fig. 5(b) in the main text.
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Figure S12: Same as Fig. S11 but with weak coupling to cavity photons of energy ωµ =
(0.03, 0.03, 0.045) a.u., cf. Fig. 5(c) in the main text.
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