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We explore the role of molecular vibrations in the chirality-induced spin selectivity (CISS) effect in the context of charge
transport through a molecular nanojunction. We employ a mixed quantum-classical approach that combines Ehrenfest
dynamics for molecular vibrations with the hierarchical equations of motion method for the electronic degrees of
freedom. This approach treats the molecular vibrations in a nonequilibrium manner, which is crucial for the dynamics
of molecular nanojunctions. To explore the effect of vibrational dynamics on spin selectivity, we also introduce a new
figure of merit, the displacement polarization, which quantifies the difference in vibrational displacements for opposing
lead magnetizations. We analyze the dynamics of single trajectories, investigating how the spin selectivity depends on
voltage and electronic-vibrational coupling. Furthermore, we investigate the dynamics and temperature dependence
of ensemble-averaged observables. We demonstrate that spin selectivity is correlated in time with the vibrational
polarization, indicating that dynamics of the molecular vibrations is the driving force of CISS in this model within the
Ehrenfest approach.

I. INTRODUCTION

The chirality-induced spin selectivity (CISS) effect is
the observation that the transport of spin-polarized elec-
trons through a chiral medium depends on the handed-
ness of the medium. This effect has been measured in a
wide variety of experimental setups, such as spin-dependent
photoemission1–3, electron transfer reactions4–6, reactions of
molecules on ferromagnetic surfaces7–9, and electron trans-
port processes10–14. Despite the abundance of experimen-
tal evidence, the exact mechanism causing CISS remains un-
clear. While spin-orbit coupling (SOC) is known to play a
crucial role15–17, calculations suggest that, if SOC were the
sole contributor, it would need to be on the order of eV16,18–20.
However, carbon-based molecules, which show considerable
spin selectivity in experiments, have SOC values in the range
of just a few meV, even after accounting for factors like the
molecular geometry and atomic SOC15,17,21–25. This indicates
that additional mechanisms are important to explain the CISS
effect.

As a result, extensive theoretical efforts have been made
to better understand the mechanisms underlying CISS16,17,26.
These have explored aspects such as how to define the fig-
ure of merit27, environmental and interface effects8,28,29,
symmetry considerations30,31, and the role of SOC in both
the molecule and electrodes20,32,33. Other aspects like
molecular orientation34, inelastic scattering18,35,36, tempera-
ture dependence37,38, electron correlations19,23,35,36,39–49, and
nonequilibrium conditions15 have also been investigated.
Early studies have emphasized the importance of decoher-
ence in breaking time-reversibility18,35,50 and circumvent-
ing reciprocity relations that would otherwise prohibit spin
selectivity51,52. This has led to the hypothesis that CISS may
be a many-body phenomenon driven by electron-electron or
electronic-vibrational interactions49.

Building on this hypothesis, recent theoretical work has
explored how the coupling between transport electrons and

molecular vibrations could contribute to CISS. Models involv-
ing polaron transport36,44,45, geometric effects such as due to
Berry curvature47, exchange splitting39, or chiral phonons41,53

suggest that electronic-vibrational interactions might be a
key mechanism for CISS. In particular, a model proposing
vibrationally assisted SOC has been considered39. How-
ever, previous studies have generally treated molecular vibra-
tions as being in thermal equilibrium, even under finite bias
conditions37,39. Given that CISS is often observed under high
bias conditions where the molecular vibrations are often far
from equilibrium54–60, this assumption requires further inves-
tigation.

To this end, in this work, we analyze the model proposed
in Ref.39 with a method capable of treating nonequilibrium
molecular vibrations. Since the full quantum problem is, at
this point, too numerically challenging to solve for realistic
system sizes, we employ the mixed quantum-classical Ehren-
fest approach. This method treats the electronic degrees of
freedom quantum mechanically via the hierarchical equations
of motion (HEOM) approach and the molecular vibrations
classically, with the electronic influence on the vibrations ap-
pearing as a mean-field force.

Using this approach, we demonstrate that a finite spin selec-
tivity is correlated with highly nonequilibrium vibrational dy-
namics, which is measured via a quantity we call the displace-
ment polarization. This quantifies the average difference in
the displacement of the molecular vibrations from their equi-
librium positions for opposing lead magnetizations. The paper
is organized as follows. We introduce the model of a chiral
molecular junction and the mixed quantum-classical Ehren-
fest and HEOM approach in Sec. II. In Sec. III, we present
the results and discussion. We begin our analysis with the
effect of classical molecular vibrations for a single trajectory
at a fixed voltage in Sec. III B 1 and for a varying voltage in
Sec. III B 2, where we show the origin of electronic forces
and how molecular vibrations result in a finite spin selectiv-
ity. Ensemble averages of currents, spin selectivity and total
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vibrational bond displacement are presented and discussed in
Sec. III C. The paper is concluded in Sec. IV.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

In this section, we introduce both the model of a chiral
molecular junction as well as the mixed quantum-classical ap-
proach we use to calculate the dynamics. Furthermore, in the
last part of this section, we introduce the observables of inter-
est for the CISS problem, which includes the standard figure
of merit as well as a new parameter that helps us to character-
ize the polarization of the vibrational degrees of freedom.

A. Model of a Chiral Nanojunction

We consider a model based on that suggested in Ref.39,
which describes a molecular junction consisting of a chiral
molecule connected to two macroscopic leads. The setup is
illustrated schematically in Fig. 1.
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the chiral molecular junction, consisting of a
chiral molecule (center) coupled to a ferromagnetic lead L (left) and
a nonmagnetic lead R (right).

The Hamiltonian, H, of the overall system is composed of
three parts,

H = Hmol +Hleads +Hmol−leads. (1)

The molecular part, Hmol, is described by the model of a chiral

molecule introduced in Ref.39,

Hmol = H(0)
el +Hvib +Hel−vib, (2)

H(0)
el = ∑

jσ
ε0 d†

jσ d jσ −∑
jσ

t0 (d
†
jσ d j+1,σ +h.c.)+

∑
jσσ ′

λ0 (id
†
jσ (v

(+)
j ·σ)

σσ ′d j+2,σ ′ +h.c.),

(3)

Hvib = ∑
j

ω j

2
(
X2

j +P2
j
)
, (4)

Hel−vib = ∑
jσ

t1√
2

X j (d
†
jσ d j+1,σ +h.c.)+

∑
jσσ ′

λ1√
2

X j (id
†
jσ (v

(+)
j ·σ)

σσ ′d j+2,σ ′ +h.c.).

(5)

The chiral molecule is modeled as a collection of electronic
sites labeled by j with spin σ ∈ {↑,↓}. The purely electronic
part of the molecule, H(0)

el , is described within a tight-binding-
like framework. Here, d†

jσ and d jσ denote fermionic creation
and annihilation operators at site j with spin σ . The sites
can be thought of as the constituents of the chiral molecule,
such as monomers in the case of a chiral polymer, contribut-
ing with a single molecular orbital per constituent. For sim-
plicity, it is assumed that each site has the same energy, ε0.
The nearest-neighbor hopping amplitude and the Rashba-type
SOC strength are given by t0 and λ0, respectively39,42,61.
The vector v(s)j = d j+s × d j+2s is defined by the geome-
try of the chiral molecule in terms of unit vectors d j+s =
(r j − r j+s)/|r j − r j+s|, where r j = (acosφ j,asinφ j,h j) are
the position vectors to the sites of the helix with radius a and
pitch h. The helix consists of Nlaps number of windings, Nsites
sites per winding, and N = Nlaps ×Nsites total number of sites.
Within the helix, therefore, the sites are also characterized by
their polar angle, φ j = 2π( j − 1)Nlaps/(N − 1), and height,
h j = ( j−1)h/(N −1) of site j.

The chiral molecule also contains inter-site vibrational
modes, which are described by Hvib in Eq. (4). Here, X j and
Pj are the dimensionless displacement and momentum opera-
tors, respectively, and ω j denotes the frequency of the vibra-
tional mode coupling sites j and j+ 1. Physically, the vibra-
tional degree of freedom could describe the distance between
the centers of mass of neighboring constituents of the chiral
molecule62,63.

The vibrational modes couple to the electronic sites via
Hel−vib, which is given in Eq. (5). This term consists of
two contributions. The first is a spin-independent nearest-
neighbor electronic coupling to the bond vibrational modes
with a coupling strength denoted by t1. This contribution to
the electronic-vibrational coupling only is commonly referred
to as the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model64,65. The second contri-
bution is a linear spin-dependent coupling, similar in form to
the SOC with coupling strength denoted by λ1. These con-
tributions can be understood as resulting from a first-order
expansion of the hopping and spin-orbit overlap integrals in
terms of the displacement between sites37,39,42,64. In the fol-
lowing analysis, we will also employ the definition of the elec-
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tronic Hamiltonian containing the interaction part,

Hel(X) = H(0)
el +Hel−vib(X). (6)

The chiral molecule is connected to two leads, which are
modeled as noninteracting electrons,

Hleads = ∑
ℓ∈{L,R}

∑
α,σ

εℓασ
c†
ℓασ

cℓασ
. (7)

Here, the operators c†
ℓασ

and cℓασ
create and annihilate an

electron in state α of lead ℓ and with spin σ , respectively,
with εℓασ

being the corresponding energy.
The left lead couples linearly and in a spin-dependent fash-

ion to the leftmost site of the chiral molecule, while the right
lead couples to the corresponding rightmost site,

Hmol−leads = ∑
α,σ

(
γLασ

d†
1σ

cLασ
+ γRασ

d†
Nσ

cRασ
+h.c.

)
, (8)

where γℓασ are the spin-dependent coupling strengths. The
leads are also characterized by the level-width functions66,67,

Γℓ(ε) = 2π ∑
α,σ

|γℓασ |2δ (ε − εℓασ ). (9)

In this work, we assume the wide-band limit, in which the
level-width function is energy independent, Γℓ = const. In
order to inject electrons of a particular spin to the chiral
molecule, we model the left lead as ferromagnetic while keep-
ing the right lead nonmagnetic. This is done by introducing a
spin-dependent level-width function for the left lead,

ΓA
L = ΓL(1+Aσ

z), (10)

with A =± 1
2 and σ z the Pauli z matrix, whereas the right lead

is unpolarized, that is ΓR is diagonal in the spin subspace39,40.
Both ΓL and ΓR are diagonal 2N × 2N matrices with non-
vanishing matrix elements (ΓL)1σ and (ΓR)Nσ for both spins
σ , and zeroes elsewhere. The asymmetry in the molecule-
lead coupling ensures that electrons of the majority spin in
the ferromagnetic lead are injected with a higher probability
into the molecule than electrons with minority spin. Spin-flip
processes between the leads and the molecule are excluded.

B. Ehrenfest-HEOM Method

To calculate transport properties of the chiral molecular
junction, we employ a mixed quantum-classical approach.
The hierarchical equations of motion (HEOM) technique68–82

is used to propagate the electronic degrees of freedom quan-
tum mechanically, whereas the vibrational degrees of freedom
are treated classically within the Ehrenfest approach83–90.
This mixed quantum-classical method83,91,92 was introduced
in Ref.93, based on the derivation of the HEOM within the
context of quantum transport73,77,80,94. The equations of
motion given below can also be derived using the Keldysh
formalism applied to the nonequilibrium Green’s function
technique. Therefore, the electronic contribution referred to

as HEOM in this paper is also known as time-dependent
nonequilibrium Green’s functions in the literature71,72,94–98.
This equivalence holds, however, only for non-interacting sys-
tems.

From a quantum perspective, the central object of interest is
the reduced density matrix of the electronic part of the chiral
molecule, ρel, which is obtained by tracing out the degrees of
freedom in the leads from the total density matrix of the nano-
junction, ρ: ρel = trleads{ρ}. Within the HEOM framework,
for an initially uncorrelated density operator ρ = ρel ⊗ρleads,
the time evolution of ρel is given by

ih̄
∂

∂ t
ρel(t) = [Hel(X),ρel(t)]+ i∑

ℓ

(
Π†

ℓ(t)+Πℓ(t)
)
. (11)

The first term in Eq. (11) describes the unitary time evolution
due to the Hamiltonian of the chiral molecule, which acquires
an implicit time dependence due to the presence of the vibra-
tional coordinates, X j(t). The second term on the right-hand
side of Eq. (11) describes the dissipative, nonunitary time evo-
lution of the reduced density matrix due to coupling of the
molecule to the leads, which takes the form of the so-called
auxilliary density matrices (ADMs), Πℓ(t).

Since the electronic part of the molecular Hamiltonian
is noninteracting, these ADMs can also be expressed in
terms of time-dependent nonequilibrium Green’s functions
(NEGFs)66,72,98–101. Utilizing the Padé-decomposition of the
leads’ Fermi-Dirac distributions102, one obtains the form

Πℓ(t) =
1
4
(1−2ρel(t))Γℓ+

Np

∑
p=1

Πℓ,p(t). (12)

In Eq. (12), Np is the number of Padé poles used in the de-
composition and Πℓ,p(t) are the Padé-resolved ADMs of lead
ℓ, which follow the equation of motion72,94,101

ih̄
∂

∂ t
Πℓ,p(t) =

ηp

β
Γℓ+

(
Hel(t)−

i
2

Γ−χ
+
ℓ,p1

)
Πℓ,p(t). (13)

Here, Γ = ∑ℓ Γℓ denotes the total level-width function, while
ηp are the coefficients of the Padé expansion. The corre-
sponding Padé poles, ξp, enter into the frequencies, χ

+
ℓ,p, via

χ
+
ℓ,p = µℓ+ iξpβ

−1
ℓ . The frequencies also depend on the chem-

ical potentials, µℓ, and inverse temperatures, βℓ = 1/(kBTℓ),
of the leads. In this work, a DC bias voltage, Φ, is applied
as a symmetric chemical potential difference: µL = EF + eΦ

2
and µR = EF − eΦ

2 , where EF = 0 eV is the Fermi energy of
the junction. The HEOM given in Eqs. (11), (12) and (13)
are numerically exact as long as the Fermi-Dirac function is
accurately represented by the Padé decomposition. For this,
a sufficient number of Padé poles is required, which depends
on the voltage bias and the temperature of the leads. In the
following calculations, Np = 15 poles have been used.

We treat the dynamics of molecular vibrations within the
Ehrenfest method. This approach has been applied to study
nuclear dynamics in quantum transport in Refs.85,103. Specifi-
cally, the Ehrenfest-HEOM method has been used in the con-
text of transport through molecular junctions to investigate
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phenomena such as current-induced bond rupture93, nonequi-
librium transport through polymer chains104, and relaxation
dynamics and transport in spin valves99,100,105. Additionally,
this approach has been applied without incorporating feed-
back effects in Refs.101,106,107.

The time-evolution of the vibrational coordinates and mo-
menta within the Ehrenfest approach is given by the classical
equations of motion

Ẋ j = tr
{

ρel(t)
∂Hmol

∂Pj

}
= ω jPj, (14)

Ṗj =−tr
{

ρel(t)
∂Hmol

∂X j

}
=−ω jX j − tr

{
ρel(t)

∂Hel−vib(X)

∂X j

}
.

(15)

The combined Ehrenfest-HEOM method thus consists of
solving the coupled set of equations of motion Eqs. (11), (12)
and (13) in the quantum sector and simultaneously the classi-
cal equations of motion Eqs. (14) and (15).

The equations are solved numerically as an initial value
problem. The electronic equations of motion, Eqs. (11), (12)
and (13), are propagated via standard fourth-order Runge-
Kutta with a fixed time step. The classical equations of
motion, meanwhile, Eqs. (14) and (15), are solved using a
fourth order symplectic integrator108. This hybrid integration
scheme has a number of advantages. First, it conserves en-
ergy in an isolated system (Γ0 = 0), contrary to a scheme em-
ploying lower-order symplectic integrators or non-symplectic
integrators for the vibrational degrees of freedom. The sec-
ond advantage is that such a symplectic scheme is numerically
stable even for very long propagation times, which is par-
ticularly desirable for systems involving both high-frequency
electronic dynamics on the femtosecond timescale and low-
frequency vibrational modes with small couplings, which
have a timescale in the picoseconds.

C. Observables

While different definitions of the figure of merit for CISS
exist for different experimental setups, in the context of elec-
tron transport, spin selectivity is often measured in terms of
charge currents for different lead polarizations. At the inter-
face between lead ℓ and the molecule, the charge current, Iℓ(t),
is defined as the expectation value of the time-derivative of the
particle number operator Nℓ = ∑α,σ c†

ℓασ
cℓασ

in lead ℓ,

Iℓ(t)≡−e
〈

dNℓ

dt

〉
=− ie

h̄
⟨[H,Nℓ]⟩, (16)

which can be obtained directly from the ADMs within the
HEOM approach (Eq. (12))71,94,

Iℓ(t) =
2e
h̄

Retr{Πℓ(t)}. (17)

Next, we denote by IL±(t) the charge current through the inter-
face of the molecule and lead L obtained in a setup with mag-
netization asymmetry A = ± 1

2 in the molecule-lead coupling

ΓA
L (cf. Eq. (10)). From this, we can define the spin-polarized

net charge current of the junction,

I±(t) =
IL±(t)− IR±(t)

2
. (18)

The strength of the CISS effect is characterized by the so-
called spin selectivity, S109. We define the spin selectivity
figure of merit, S(t), as the normalized difference of charge
currents for opposing lead magnetizations,

S(t) =
I+(t)− I−(t)
I+(t)+ I−(t)

. (19)

This quantity requires the measurement of charge currents,
which are the natural observables in transport experiments.
The spin selectivity in Eq. (19) has been related to the magne-
toresistance within a linear response treatment27,110,111. Note,
however, that our treatment here is not limited to the linear-
response regime, and that S(t) is time-dependent since I(t) is
time-dependent.

To relate the spin selectivity dynamics with the vibrational
dynamics of the molecule, we introduce an observable that
quantifies the influence of the lead magnetization on the vi-
brational displacement, which we call the displacement polar-
ization,

SX (t) = X̄+(t)− X̄−(t). (20)

We define the displacement polarization as the difference in
average displacements X̄± for opposing lead magnetizations,
where the average displacement, X̄(t), is defined as

X̄(t) =
1

N −1 ∑
j

X j(t). (21)

Note, that for N electronic sites, there are N − 1 vibrational
modes in the model considered here. The displacement po-
larization provides a clear and quantifiable measure of the in-
fluence of lead magnetization on the vibrational dynamics of
the molecule. It also allows us to analyze symmetry-breaking
in the system26,32 from a vibrational point of view. If CISS
is driven by molecular vibrations, then it is expected that the
spin selectivity S(t) and the vibrational polarization SX (t) will
be temporally correlated.

In order to quantify the relation between electronic and vi-
brational dynamics, we introduce the total eigenstate popula-
tion difference

δ p =
1

2N

2N

∑
i

pi[Θ(ε0 − εi)−Θ(εi − ε0)]. (22)

Here, Θ(x− y) is the Heaviside step-function and ε0 the on-
site energy of the electronic sites, which also marks the band
center of the molecular electronic spectrum. This quantity
measures the time-dependent difference of the occupancy of
molecular electronic eigenstates with energies εi < ε0 (below
the center of the electronic spectrum) and the occupancy of
states with energy εi > ε0 (above the center). Here, the in-
stantaneous eigenstate populations, pi(t), are the diagonal el-
ements of reduced single-particle density matrix ρ̃el(t) in the



Influence of Nonequilibrium Vibrational Dynamics on Spin Selectivity in Chiral Molecular Junctions 5

instantaneous eigenbasis of the electronic Hamiltonian includ-
ing the electronic-vibrational interaction, Hel(X) (cf. Eq. (6)).
That is, ρ̃el(t) = U(t)ρel(t)U†(t) is obtained from the instan-
taneous unitary transformation U(t) that diagonalizes Hel(X).
By definition of the eigenstate populations 0 ≤ pi ≤ 1, it is
clear that 0 ≤ δ p ≤ 1. The derivation of the total population
difference is given in Appendix A.

III. RESULTS

In this section, we analyze the electronic and vibrational
dynamics of a chiral molecular junction driven out of equilib-
rium using the Ehrenfest-HEOM approach. We start by dis-
cussing the parameters used in our calculations. Then, we
explore the dynamics based on a single trajectory, focusing
on how molecular vibrations affect the electronic spectrum,
charge transport, and spin selectivity. This analysis helps
us understand how bias voltage, system size, and electronic-
vibrational coupling influence spin selectivity. Finally, we ex-
amine ensemble-averaged dynamics and consider the impact
of temperature on spin selectivity.

A. Parameters

Unless noted otherwise, we use the parameters introduced
in Ref.39, which sets ε0 = −240meV, ω0 = 0.4meV, t0 =
40meV, t1 = 4meV, λ0 = 1meV, λ1 = 0.1meV, ΓL = ΓR =
10meV, and kBT = 25meV. For simplicity, we also set the
helix radius and pitch to be equal, a = h = 1. Since the
thermal energy is much larger than the vibrational energy,
kBT ≫ h̄ω , and the dominant electronic energy scale is sig-
nificantly larger than the vibrational energy, t0 ≫ h̄ω , with a
ratio of h̄ω/t0 = 0.01, placing it in the adiabatic regime, a
classical approximation of the vibrational modes is expected
to be accurate.

B. Single Trajectory Analysis

We begin by considering a single trajectory with initial con-
ditions X j(0) = 0 and Pj(0) = 0 for all vibrational modes.
These conditions reflect an uncharged molecule starting at
equilibrium and decoupled from the leads. We first examine
the system at a single voltage and then discuss how the results
vary with different voltages.

1. Dynamics at a Fixed Voltage

We focus on a bias voltage of Φ = 0.48V, where the chem-
ical potential of the right lead aligns with the molecular band
center at E = ε0 = −0.24eV. Fig. 2 illustrates the time-
dependent electronic spectrum (solid lines), obtained by diag-
onalizing the electronic Hamiltonian Hel(t) at each time step
for a system with size N = 3× 6 and asymmetry parameter

A =+ 1
2 . The coloring indicates the occupation of these elec-

tronic eigenstates, represented by the corresponding popula-
tions, pi.

10 20 30 40 50
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FIG. 2. Time-dependent electronic spectrum (solid lines) and adi-
abatic state population (coloring of lines) for a system with size
N = 3 × 6 at bias voltage Φ = 0.48V and asymmetry parameter
A =+ 1

2 .

Upon applying a voltage of Φ = 0.48V, all electronic states
of the molecule become at least partially occupied. States with
energy below E ≤ 0.24eV are nearly fully populated, as they
are energetically below the right lead chemical potential. Ad-
ditionally, the electronic spectrum exhibits an oscillatory be-
havior over time, with the oscillation amplitude increasing un-
til it reaches saturation, although this occurs beyond the time
interval shown here. During this oscillation, low-energy states
temporarily come closer to the center of the electronic spec-
trum, such that even these contribute to some degree to elec-
tronic transport as their population changes over time. This
temporal behavior can be attributed to the dynamics of molec-
ular vibrations; specifically, the increasing amplitude of the
molecular vibrational coordinates is reflected by the increased
amplitude of oscillations of the electronic spectrum.

It is important to note that the instantaneous eigenstates
are two-fold degenerate due to Kramers theorem since the
molecular Hamiltonian within the fixed-nuclei approximation
is time-reversal symmetric. Consequently, when neglecting
feedback from the vibrational dynamics, no CISS effect is ob-
served in the purely electronic transport calculations112,113.

Next, we examine the spin selectivity and displacement po-
larization for various system sizes. Fig. 3 showcases the dy-
namics of various observables and the parameters stated in
Section III A for system sizes N = 1×5 (blue) and N = 3×6
(orange), and for a fixed system size of N = 3 × 6 consid-
ering no electronic-vibrational couplings t1 = λ1 = 0 (green)
and setting only the vibrationally-assisted SOC to zero λ1 = 0
(red).

Initially, the short-time charge current dynamics, shown in
Fig. 3 (a), is very similar for both system sizes and opposite
lead magnetizations, where A =+ 1

2 is indicated by solid lines
and A =− 1

2 by dashed lines. However, at longer times, a dis-
tinct modulation of the current is observed. The amplitude of
this modulation grows with time, eventually leading to a no-
table suppression of the charge current at longer times, partic-
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FIG. 3. (a) Dynamics of charge current I, (b) spin selectivity S,
and (c) displacement polarization SX , for system sizes N = 1 × 5
(black lines), N = 3×6 (red lines) and N = 3×6 without electronic-
vibrational coupling (blue lines). In (a), solid lines show currents for
A =+ 1

2 and dashed lines for A =− 1
2 .

ularly for t > 25ps. As with the oscillations in the electronic
spectrum, these oscillations saturate at longer times. This phe-
nomenon is attributed to large vibrational displacements that
significantly modify the electronic spectrum of the molecule,
as the displacement of the inter-site vibrational modes mod-
ulates the effective hopping amplitude −t0 + t1X j between
neighboring sites j and j + 1 in the molecule. Since, for a
finite voltage bias, electron transport through the molecule is
predominantly unidirectional, suppression of electronic hop-
ping leads to a suppression of charge current.

Particularly at times when the charge current is strongly
modulated by molecular vibrations, a substantial but transient
spin selectivity of up to ±80% is observed, as shown in Fig. 3
(b). The onset of the charge current suppression and large but
transient spin selectivity occurs at later times for the larger
system, indicating that the molecular length plays a critical
role in the stability and dynamical behavior of the system
under an applied voltage bias. The transient spin selectivity
is evidently correlated with the displacement polarization, as
one sees in Fig. 3 (c) where the peaks in S(t) and SX occur at
the same times.

Turning to the influence of electronic-vibrational couplings,
we find that for the system without electronic-vibrational cou-
pling (t1 = λ1 = 0), the charge current reaches a stationary

state after t ∼ 1ps. As expected, the oscillations of the current
present in the system with electronic-vibrational coupling are
completely absent in the system without such couplings. In
this case, the spin selectivity is negligibly small, S < 10−6%,
and the displacement polarization vanishes due to the absence
of electron-driven vibrational dynamics. This is in stark con-
trast to the case with t1 = 4meV and λ1 = 0 (red lines in
Fig. 3), where the spin-dependent electronic-vibrational cou-
pling is still zero and for which the charge currents are very
similar to the ones for the original parameters (orange lines).

These results show that a finite spin selectivity cannot
be solely attributed to the large displacement of vibrational
modes alone. To achieve a finite spin selectivity, the molecular
vibrational modes need to break the symmetry of the charge
current with respect to switching of the left leads magnetiza-
tion, meaning bond displacements must differ sufficiently for
opposing lead magnetizations. This is evidenced by the corre-
lation between the dynamics of SX and S.

2. Voltage-Dependence of Electronic and Vibrational
Dynamics

Next, we investigate the voltage dependence of the dy-
namics for a system of size N = 1× 5 and lead polarization
A = + 1

2 . In Fig. 4 (a), we show the voltage and time de-
pendence of the population difference, δ p (cf. Eq. (22)). To
quantify the corresponding vibrational dynamics, Fig. 4 (b)
also depicts the voltage-dependence of the average vibrational
coordinate, X̄ .
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FIG. 4. (a) Dynamics and voltage dependence of population differ-
ence δ p, and (b) dynamics and voltage dependence of average vibra-
tional coordinate X̄ . The asymmetry is A = 1

2 , and the system size is
N = 1× 5. White dashed lines denote the bare eigenenergies of the
electronic Hamiltonian.

We first discuss the population difference. In the volt-
age range 0.34V ≤ Φ ≤ 0.62V, the population difference in-
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creases rapidly, as electronic states are populated. In this volt-
age regime, only part of the bare molecular electronic eigen-
spectrum, denoted by white dashed lines, is in the bias win-
dow, such that the population difference is generally nonzero.
In contrast, for voltages 0V ≤ Φ < 0.34V, all eigenstates
are below the bias window and all states are fully populated,
pi = 1; consequently, the population difference vanishes. Sim-
ilarly, for voltages Φ ≥ 0.62V, all electronic states are in the
bias window and the electronic population converges to the
infinite-bias limit of the resonant level model with a popula-
tion of pi =

1
2 of all states66. This means pi = 0 and δ p = 0.

With this in mind, we focus on the voltage regime for which
δ p is nonzero. After the initial increase, the population differ-
ence exhibits clear oscillations over time. The amplitude and
frequency of these oscillations are voltage-dependent. This
oscillatory behavior reflects the interplay between electronic
and vibrational dynamics, as is seen in Fig. 4 (b). Here, the
voltage-dependent dynamics of the average displacement X̄
also shows sustained time-dependent oscillations, similar to
δ p. The frequency and amplitude of oscillation is influenced
by the applied voltage, highlighting the dynamic response of
the molecular structure to electronic excitations. With increas-
ing time, the oscillation amplitude of X̄ grows, indicating an
increasing energy transfer from the electronic to vibrational
degrees of freedom, eventually reaching a saturation point.
Outside of this voltage regime, the average displacement van-
ishes and X̄ = 0. This can be explained by vanishing elec-
tronic forces, indicated by δ p = 0. In this voltage regime,
vibrational dynamics is purely determined by the harmonic
potential and the initial condition, which, for these calcula-
tions, is X j(0) = Pj(0) = 0.

The similarity in temporal patterns of δ p and X̄ emphasizes
the strong coupling between electronic dynamics and molecu-
lar vibrations. From this analysis, we can deduce that when
the center of the molecular electronic spectrum is equal to
the chemical potentials of the leads in equilibrium, which is
achieved by setting the on-site energies to ε0 = 0, there is no
prominent vibrational dynamics for any voltage. Hence, in
this case, spin selectivity vanishes for all voltages within the
Ehrenfest approach.

Next, we examine the combined voltage and time depen-
dence of the spin selectivity displacement polarization, which
are shown in Fig. 5 (a) and (b). Similar to the voltage-
dependence of the population difference and the average dis-
placement shown in Fig. 4, the spin selectivity and the dis-
placement polarization are finite only in the voltage regime
0.34V ≤ Φ ≤ 0.62V which can be explained with the same
reasoning as before. Both quantities have a strong voltage-
dependent oscillation frequency and amplitude. Similar to
the comparison presented in Section III B 1, peaks in the
spin selectivity are temporarily correlated with maxima in the
displacement polarization across the entire voltage range of
0.34V ≤ Φ ≤ 0.62V. The influence of other parameters is
discussed in detail in Appendix B, indicating, that the mag-
nitude of spin selectivity is mainly determined by the static
SOC λ0 and the spin-independent electronic-vibrational cou-
pling t1.

Finally, we note that the results discussed in this section
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FIG. 5. (a) Dynamics and voltage dependence of spin selectivity S
and (b) vibrational polarization SX = X̄+− X̄− for a system with size
N = 1 × 5. Similar to Fig. 4, white dashed lines denote the bare
eigenenergies of the electronic Hamiltonian.

show that the dynamics of a single trajectory are marked by
strong oscillations at long times. It is well known that Ehren-
fest dynamics predict self-sustained Van der Pol oscillations
of the vibrational modes. A common explanation is that these
oscillations arise as the coordinates evolve into a region char-
acterized by negative friction114–117.

C. Analysis of Ensemble-Averaged Observables

The Ehrenfest approach reveals that a single trajectory in
this system does not reach a stationary state for the parame-
ters investigated. The analysis is still useful in the sense that
it helps identify the couplings responsible for spin selectiv-
ity. To obtain physically meaningful results from Ehrenfest
calculations, however, it is necessary to sample the initial vi-
brational phase-space coordinates condition from the classi-
cal limit of the corresponding quantum initial condition and
calculate an ensemble-averaged observables. In this section,
we discuss the results of such an approach. We demonstrate
that employing this averaging procedure, the long-time oscil-
lations observed for individual trajectories disappear, and the
system reaches a stationary state.

1. Initial Condition and Ensemble Averaging

In the following calculations, we assume that all electronic
states of the molecule are initially unoccupied. To obtain an
approximation to the full quantum dynamics, the wave packet
motion of the vibrational degrees of freedom is mimicked by
propagating a swarm of individual trajectories starting with
initial vibrational coordinates and momenta sampled from a
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distribution. This is the standard quantum-classical Ehren-
fest approach to molecular dynamics90,91,118,119. Under the
assumption that the electronic configuration is initially unoc-
cupied, the vibrational modes are in the thermal Gibbs state
determined by the harmonic potential in Hvib. By Wigner
transforming the thermal Gibbs state, one obtains a probabil-
ity distribution for the initial coordinates and momenta, given
by

ρ
G
W(X ,P) = ∏

j
2α je

−α j(X2
j +P2

j ), (23)

where α j = tanh
(

β h̄ω j
2

)
. In the following, ensemble-

averaged observables O (both quantum and classical) are de-
noted by ⟨O⟩, where

⟨O(t)⟩=
∫

dX dPρ
G
W(X ,P)O(t). (24)

Here, O(t) are the propagated single trajectory observables
and dX = ∏ j dX j,dP = ∏ j dPj. In practice, the initial coor-
dinates and momenta X j(0),Pj(0) are drawn from the distri-
bution Eq. (23) and then propagated along with the electronic
density matrix and the auxiliary density matrices. Results are
then obtained as an average over many single-trajectory cal-
culations.

2. Dynamics at a Fixed Voltage

Fig. 6 shows the dynamics of ensemble averaged observ-
ables for a system with N = 1 × 5 sites at a voltage bias
Φ = 0.48V. This voltage bias has been chosen because
it gives a particularly large single-trajectory spin selectivity,
which can be seen in Fig. 5 (a)). Other parameters are as in
the previous section and the ensemble average is taken over
12000 trajectories. Convergence of results has been confirmed
and is discussed in detail in Appendix C. Fig. 6 (a) shows the
dynamics of the charge currents ⟨I±⟩ for A = + 1

2 (red), and
A =− 1

2 (blue) and Fig. 6 (b) the spin selectivity ⟨S⟩, obtained
from the ensemble-averaged charge currents ⟨I+⟩ and ⟨I−⟩.
Because the spin selectivity is not an independent observable,
we do not consider the average spin selectivity in the sense
of a mean of single-trajectory spin selectivities, but rather the
spin selectivity obtained from the mean currents,

⟨S⟩(t) = ⟨I+(t)⟩−⟨I−(t)⟩
⟨I+(t)⟩+ ⟨I−(t)⟩

. (25)

To quantify the vibrational dynamics, in Fig. 6 (c) the dynam-
ics of the ensemble-averaged average bond distance ⟨X̄p⟩, for
A= 1

2 (red) and A=− 1
2 (blue), and in Fig. 6 (d) the ensemble-

averaged displacement polarization ⟨X̄+⟩−⟨X̄−⟩ is depicted.
The ensemble-averaged electronic observables reach a

nonequilibrium stationary state at ∼ 400ps (Fig. 6 (a)), con-
trary to the dynamics of single trajectories. Similarly, the vi-
brational observables also reach a stationary state, with Fig. 6
(c) showing a long-time limit of ⟨X̄±⟩< 0, indicating that the
molecule is on average contracted with respect its equilibrium
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FIG. 6. (a) Dynamics of ensemble averaged charge current ⟨I⟩ for
lead polarizations A = 1

2 (red) and A = − 1
2 (blue), (b) spin selec-

tivity, (c) average bond distance ⟨X̄⟩, and (d) displacement polariza-
tion ⟨X̄+⟩ − ⟨X̄−⟩ (d). Results are obtained from an average over
12000 trajectories. System size is N = 1×5 sites and the voltage is
Φ = 0.48V.

configuration. This can be explained with a similar analy-
sis as that given in Sec. A for a simplified two-site Peierls
model. Here, one finds that occupying all states below the
molecular band center, such that p− = 1 and p+ = 0, leads
to a shifted potential of mean force, with its minimum at a
contracted molecular geometry.

Although there are still small oscillations of the charge cur-
rent at longer times, t ≥ 400ps, we attribute these to the finite
number of trajectories in the calculations. Tests indicate that
these oscillations decrease with increasing trajectory number
(data not shown). These oscillations lead in turn to small devi-
ations in the currents ⟨I+⟩ and ⟨I−⟩, which results in an oscil-
lation of the spin selectivity around S = 0 at later times. The
spread of the spin selectivity, however, is mainly determined
by the finite number of trajectories. Therefore, we provide an
upper and lower bound on the spin selectivity in the trajec-
tory average of around S ∼±2%. This is significantly smaller
than the spin selectivity observed for a single trajectory. Simi-
larly, the difference between the ensemble-averaged mean vi-
brational displacements are significantly smaller, leading to a
strong reduction of the vibrational polarization (Fig. 6 (c) and
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(d)).
For further analysis, we investigate the ensemble statistics

of charge currents and spin selectivities, shown in Fig. 7 in
panels (a) and (b), respectively. For this, we compute the time-
average of single-trajectory charge currents within the time-
interval t ∈ [400,800]ps, denoted by ⟨I⟩t . This is the time
interval at which the system is in a stationary state (see Fig. 6).
For each trajectory, we compute the spin selectivity from the
time-averaged charge currents,

St =
⟨I+⟩t −⟨I−⟩t

⟨I+⟩t + ⟨I−⟩t
. (26)
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FIG. 7. Ensemble distribution of time-averaged charge currents (a)
(red for A = + 1

2 , blue for A = − 1
2 ), spin selectivity obtained from

single trajectories (b). In total, 12000 trajectories have been used in
this analysis. Parameters are described in the main text.

From the ensemble statistics of time-averaged charge cur-
rents (Fig. 7 (a)), it appears that time-averaged currents for op-
posite lead magnetizations (A =+ 1

2 (red) and A =− 1
2 (blue))

are very similar, although the charge current dynamics for sin-
gle trajectories was quite different for opposite lead magneti-
zations. This is also reflected in the broad ensemble distribu-
tion of the spin selectivity of approximately ±50%, with about
an equal number of trajectories contributing to a positive and
negative spin selectivity. This broad range of time-averaged
charge currents and spin selectivities is a result of the interplay
between electron and vibrational dynamics, as in the absence
of electronic-vibrational coupling, the ensemble distribution
of charge currents would have a vanishing standard deviation.
We expect that similar results are obtained for other voltages
in the regime, in which a few states are in the bias window, as
discussed in Section III B.

3. Temperature Dependence of Spin Selectivity

The finite width of the ensemble distributions discussed
in the previous section suggests an influence of the initial
thermal probability distribution on the final distribution of
ensemble-averaged observables. In order to study this influ-
ence, we analyze the ensemble distributions of time-averaged
spin selectivities for kBT = 7meV (corresponding to T =
81K) and compare it to the distribution for kBT = 25meV
as in the previous analysis. Here, we consider a system with
size N = 3× 7, and in the ensemble statistics a total of 1000
trajectories have been used. We expect the results to be repre-
sentative, also for other parameters.
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FIG. 8. Comparison of ensemble distribution of spin selectivity for
temperatures kBT = 7meV (black) and kBT = 25meV (red) at a sys-
tem of size N = 3×7 at voltage bias Φ = 0.48V. The statistics have
been collected from 1000 trajectories.

The results depicted in Fig. 8 show that reducing the tem-
perature leads to a clear reduction of the width of the ensem-
ble distributions. Consequently, numerous trajectories exhibit
a finite spin selectivity in the time average. Surprisingly, spin
selectivity nearly vanishes completely in the ensemble aver-
age, which is in stark contrast to the single-trajectory results
and to the ones reported in Ref.39, in which spin selectivities
of approximately S ∼ 12% are reported for the corresponding
system size and bias voltage. However, some of the trajecto-
ries contribute to positive spin selectivity, whereas other tra-
jectories to negative spin selectivity. In the ensemble average,
these individual contributions with finite spin selectivity bal-
ance each other out leading to a nearly vanishing spin selec-
tivity. This explains the discrepancy between single trajectory
and ensemble average results.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have analyzed the effect of molecular vibrations on
the chirality-induced spin selectivity effect using a mixed
quantum-classical approach. The results show that finite spin
selectivities correlate with vibrational dynamics in single tra-
jectories. To quantify this correlation, we have introduced a
figure of merit, termed displacement polarization, which mea-
sures the difference in average molecular displacements for
opposite lead magnetizations. This figure of merit mirrors
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the voltage-dependent, nonequilibrium dynamics of spin se-
lectivity, strongly indicating that vibrational dynamics are a
key factor in driving CISS.

However, while significant spin selectivity is observed in
single trajectories, the ensemble average reveals an almost
vanishing selectivity. This is due to the symmetric distribution
of spin selectivities around zero when averaging over multiple
trajectories. Thus, the effect observed in individual trajecto-
ries is masked in ensemble and time-averaged results.

Our findings indicate that while vibrational dynamics can
induce spin selectivity, the effect is diminished in ensemble
averages within a mean-field treatment. This suggests the
need for further studies beyond mean-field treatments to fully
understand and confirm the role of nonequilibrium dynamics
of molecular vibrations in CISS, which is the focus of ongoing
research.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the Population Difference

The motivation for the functional form of the eigenstate
population difference δ p, which is given in Eq. (22), is rooted
in the following. When the spin-independent electronic-
vibrational coupling is the dominant interaction, t1 ≫ λ1, one
can consider only this contribution to the total electronic-
vibrational interaction Hamiltonian Hel−vib. The system with
two sites only with a single inter-site vibrational mode is de-
scribed by the Hamiltonian

H(X) =− t1√
2

X(c†
1c2 +h.c.). (A1)

The spectrum of this model in the single-particle basis is given
by

ε± =±
∣∣∣∣ t1√

2
X
∣∣∣∣ , ψ± =

1√
2

(
∓sgn(X)

1

)
. (A2)

Here, sgn(X) is the sign function of the vibrational coordinate
X . For this toy model within the quantum-classical approxi-
mation, the potential of mean force takes the form

UMF(X) =
ω0X2

2
+

t1√
2

X(p−− p+), (A3)

which demonstrates that the electronic-vibrational interaction
contributes to the mean force via the difference in populations
of states below and above the molecular band center: (p−−

p+). Note, that, by virtue of the fixed-nuclei approximation
used in this analysis, p+ and p− are the adiabatic populations
when neglecting coupling to the leads.

In order to generalize this explanation to the chiral model
used in this work, the populations pi have to be evaluated
in the instantaneous eigenbasis of the electronic Hamiltonian
of the molecule, Hel(X) = H(0)

el + Hel−vib(X) (cf. Eq. (6)),
for all times. Since the electronic-vibrational interactions of
the chiral model are all within the molecular part of the to-
tal Hamiltonian, the electronic force calculated for the true
model will still only depend on population differences within
the molecule and not on states in the lead, although these of
course still influence molecular electronic eigenstates.

With these considerations in mind, δ p can be understood
as a generalization of the electronic contribution due to the
Peierls-coupling to the force of electrons in a multi-level sys-
tem on a collective vibrational displacement X̄ by making the
ansatz

H = ∑
j
− t1√

2
X j(c

†
jc j+1 +h.c.) (A4)

∼ X̄ ∑
k

εk c†
kck , (A5)

where εk are the single particle eigenenergies of the bare elec-
tronic system (that is for the case X j = 0). Although this sep-
aration is not exact, it still provides a simple measure for the
force acting on the vibrations, generated by the electrons. In
a sense, this separation neglects electronic coherences over
more than two sites. The motivation behind the proposed
functional form of the eigenstate population difference δ p
defined in Eq. (22) is based on considering only the spin-
independent electronic-vibrational interaction of the reduced
two-site model.

The contribution from the vibrationally-assisted spin-orbit
interaction to the electronic force must be considered sepa-
rately, which we will not address here. Nonetheless, the pop-
ulation difference δ p successfully captures the voltage de-
pendence of the dynamics of the average displacement X̄ .
This analysis is justified by the parameter regime considered
here, where the Peierls coupling dominates over the spin-
orbit-vibrational coupling (t1 > λ1).

Appendix B: Voltage-Dependence of Spin-Selectivity
Dynamics: Variation of Parameters

To get a better understanding of the effect of the SOC
and the electronic-vibrational coupling, in Fig. 9 the voltage
dependent spin selectivity dynamics is presented for certain
cases for the system with size N = 1× 5. In particular, we
consider the effect of SOC and vibrationally-assisted SOC
in Fig. 9 (b) and (c), and the effect of the spin-independent
electronic-vibrational coupling in Fig. 9 (d). To compare re-
sults, the spin selectivity for the original parameters is shown
in Fig. 9 (a). For the case of an achiral molecule, that is
λ0 = λ1 = 0 (Fig. 9 (b)), we observe an absence of spin se-
lectivity for all voltages. If the vibrationally-assisted SOC is
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FIG. 9. Dynamics and voltage-dependence of spin selectivity for a
system size N = 1× 5. (a) t1 = 4meV,λ0 = 1meV,λ1 = 0.1meV,
(b) t1 = 4meV,λ0 = 0meV,λ1 = 0meV, (c) t1 = 4meV,λ0 =
1meV,λ1 = 0meV, (d) t1 = 2meV,λ0 = 1meV,λ1 = 0.1meV.

zero, but the static SOC is non-zero (Fig. 9 (c)), the spin se-
lectivity is slightly reduced in comparison to the model with
original parameters. Even so surprisingly, in the model with a
slightly smaller spin-independent electronic-vibrational cou-
pling (Fig. 9 (d)), spin selectivity is of the order of S ∼ 0.01%.

Appendix C: Convergence of the Spin Selectivity with
Number of Trajectories

As mentioned in the main text Sec. III C 2, Fig. 10 displays
the dependence of the time and ensemble averaged charge cur-
rents ⟨⟨I⟩⟩ and the spin selectivity ⟨⟨S⟩⟩ on the number of tra-
jectories. For an observable O, we define the time and ensem-
ble average ⟨⟨O⟩⟩ as

⟨⟨O⟩⟩= 1
T

∫ T

0
dt ⟨O(t)⟩, (C1)

with the ensemble-averaged observable ⟨O(t)⟩, defined in
Eq. (24), and the integral in Eq. (C1) is approximated by a
Riemann sum with a time-step used in the numerical inte-
grator. This result shows that time-averaged charge currents,
evaluated in the time-interval 400ps until 800ps. The for-
mer time is chosen such that from that time on the system is
in a stationary state, and the latter is chosen for convenience
to obtain sufficient temporal statistics maintaining a reason-
able numerical cost. In the main text, Sec. III C 2, results for
ntraj = 12000 trajectories are shown. From Fig. 10 (a), it is
clear that the charge currents are well converged for this num-
ber of trajectories. With regard to the average steady-state
spin selectivity, Fig. 10 (b) clearly shows that for this number
of trajectories, time and ensemble-averaged spin selectivity is
negligibly small.
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FIG. 10. Dependence of time-averaged and ensemble averaged
charge currents (a) and spin selectivity obtained from these currents
(b) on the number of trajectories used in the ensemble average. Pa-
rameters are as in Sec. III C.
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