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Robust chiral optical force via electric dipole interactions, inspired by a sea creature
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Inspired by a sea creature, we identify a robust chiral optical force that pushes the opposite
enantiomers of a chiral molecule towards regions of orthogonal linear polarization in an optical
field via electric dipole interactions. Our chiral optical force can be orders of magnitude stronger
than others proposed to date and applies to essentially all chiral molecules, including isotopically
chiral varieties which are notoriously difficult to separate using existing methods. We propose a
realistic experiment supported by full numerical simulations, potentially enabling optical separation

of opposite enantiomers for the first time.

Chiral optical forces have now been demonstrated in
the laboratory for relatively large objects including chi-
ral liquid crystal microspheres [IHS], chiral cantilevers [9],
chiral nanoparticles [10], and chiral nanostructures [IT].
The realization of such forces at the molecular scale re-
mains an outstanding challenge, however; nobody has
demonstrated a chiral optical force for individual chiral
molecules, in spite of potential applications including the
separation of opposite enantiomers [I2HI9], tests of fun-
damental physics [20], the distillation of novel forms of
matter [21], and more [22H27].

The main difficulty is that the chiral optical forces pro-
posed to date for chiral molecules are extremely weak.
One representative example is the use of an optical helic-
ity lattice to push opposite enantiomers towards regions
of opposite circular polarization via interference between
electric dipole and magnetic dipole interactions [13] [14],
giving a chiral optical force of the form

F = - 2 G (w)Vh, (1)
€pC

where G'(w) is the molecule’s electric dipole-magnetic
dipole polarizability pseudoscalar and h is the helicity
density of the lattice, w being the angular frequency; F' is
typically smaller than traditional optical gradient forces
by three orders of magnitude or worse. Note, moreover,
that Eq. [1] neglects the molecule’s anisotropy, severely
limiting its applicability to the molecule’s unperturbed
rotational ground state.

In this Letter, we identify a fundamentally different
chiral optical force F oc a,(w) that pushes the oppo-
site enantiomers of a chiral molecule towards regions of
orthogonal linear rather than circular polarization in an
optical field via electric dipole interactions alone; F can
be several orders of magnitude stronger than the opti-
cal helicity gradient force F' o< G'(w). The key ingredi-
ent is suitable molecular orientation, explicitly realized
in this Letter using a combination of static and traveling-
wave fields. Our theory fully accounts for the molecule’s
anisotropy and rotational degrees of freedom (usually ne-

glected in the molecule-light interactions [12H27]) and we
use quantum chemical predictions of molecular properties
rather than inflated hypothetical values. We conclude by
proposing a realistic experiment supported by full numer-
ical simulations, potentially enabling optical separation
of opposite enantiomers for the first time.
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FIG. 1. (a) The two distinct mirror-image forms of Velella
velella can be separated by the wind. (b) Our chiral optical
force F is constructed by analogy. The double-headed arrows
indicate the polarizations of the traveling-wave field E’ (blue)
and standing-wave field E (black). Note that the dashed line
indicates a complete mirror flip of the molecule and fields, in-
cluding the standing wave’s wavevectors (three changes in sign
for the contributing factors of F'). F also points in opposite
directions for opposite enantiomers in a fixed field geometry
(one change in sign).

The inspiration for our chiral optical force is Velella
velella, the “by-the-wind sailor”; a hydroid colony re-
sembling a small raft with a sail that tilts either antidi-



agonally (A) or diagonally (D) with respect to a quasi-
rectangular base. The two distinct mirror-image forms
are sometimes found beached on opposite sides of the
Pacific Ocean. It is believed that both are born at sea
in roughly equal measure and are then separated by the
wind via a force with a chiral component, as illustrated
in Fig. (a); mother nature potentially uses chirality to
minimize the risk of all specimens in a fleet being blown
ashore simultaneously [28]. The effect can be understood
as follows. Gravity together with the buoyancy it gives
rise to partially orientate a Vellela velella specimen (pitch
and roll) via the specimen’s mass dipole momentﬂ The
water further aligns the specimen (yaw) relative to the
wind via drag exerted on the specimen’s base. With the
specimen’s orientation essentially fixed by gravity and
the water, air molecules are transferred from the initial
air channel into a final air channel with an orthogonal
component via the specimen’s sail. The corresponding
momentum transfer gives rise to a force with a chiral
component, as claimed. Note that gravity, the initial
air channel, and the relevant component of the final air
channel form either a left-handed or a right-handed or-
thogonal triad embodying the chiral sensitivity of the
force.

We construct our chiral optical force by analogy, as
illustrated in Fig. b). Instead of a Velella velella spec-
imen, we consider a smalﬂ polar, diamagnetic, chiral
molecule in its vibronic ground state, located at the ori-
gin say. Instead of gravity, we consider a strong and
homogeneous static electric field

E = €.12, (2)

where £, determines the field’s strength and direction; Eq
partially orientates the molecule (pitch and roll) via a dc
Stark interaction with the molecule’s permanent electric
dipole moment pg. Instead of the water, we consider an
intense and far off-resonance linearly polarized traveling
wave with complex electric field

B = gelFvey, (3)

where E&! determines the amplitude and phase of the
wave and w’ is the angular frequency, k' = w’/c being
the associated angular wavenumber; E’ further aligns
the molecule (yaw) via an ac Stark interaction with the
molecule’s traveling-wave electric dipole-electric dipole
polarizability tensor a(w’). Our inclusion here of E’ is
a vital improvement over our tentative description of F
in [29], where we assumed quantization along the z axis

1 The specimen’s centres of gravity and buoyancy can be thought
of as spatially separated masses of equal magnitude and opposite
sign, forming a mass dipole moment.

2 In this Letter, we consider a molecule to be ‘small’ if it has a
mass of M ~ 102 Da, or less.

without explicit justification. Instead of the wind, we
consider a relatively weak and far off-resonance linllin
standing wave with complex electric field

E = £,y 1 ig, el thewtiy (4)

where &, determines the amplitude and phase of the y
polarized wave, £, determines the amplitude and phase
of the x polarized wave, and w is the angular frequency
of the waves, k = w/c being the associated angular
wavenumber; with the molecule’s orientation essentially
fixed by Eq and E’, photons are transferred from the
y polarized wave to the x polarized wave or vice versa
via an ac Stark interaction with the molecule’s standing-
wave electric dipole-electric dipole polarizability tensor
a(w) [30]. The corresponding momentum transfer gives
rise to our chiral optical force F. Note that the static
field £,z and the standing-wave polarization vectors £,¥
and &, x form either a left-handed (£,€,&, < 0) or aright-
handed (£,€,&, > 0) orthogonal triad embodying the chi-
ral sensitivity of F. The analogy with Velella velella is
close but there are important differences, in particular
the fact that Ey and F are aligned rather than perpen-
dicular and the fact that the chiralities of the molecule
and fields can be chosen independently rather than being
immutably correlated.

As our chiral optical force F is based solely on off-
resonance interactions, it does not require a specific
energy-level structure and thus has a general applicability
not shared by other proposals. The precise values of the
angular frequencies w’ and w are not critical, however w’
and w must differ to help ensure that the principal axes
of the molecule’s a(w’) and a(w) polarizability ellipsoids
are not aligned and thus that F is non-vanishing in the
strong-field limit (see below). For most small molecules,
it suffices to choose w’ somewhere in the near infrared
and w somewhere in the visible, for example.

We take the molecule’s rotational (and nuclear spin)
Hamiltonian to have the form

H=V+U+H®O, (5)

where V' accounts for the molecule’s interaction with the
static field Eqg and traveling-wave field E’/ , U accounts
for the interaction with the standing-wave field E, and
HO accounts for the rotational degrees of freedom of
the molecule in the absence of the fields. Ideally, we
want V' to serve as a rotational potential energy and U
to serve as a translational potential energy, the field val-
ues being chosen such that U does not drastically affect
the molecule’s orientation. Neglecting nuclear spin and



working to leading order here, we consider

1 7 !
V=- 20z — ngQsz(w )7 (6)
1. 1 o
U= - Zgyayy(w) - Zﬁxaxx(w)
1
- ic‘,’yc‘,'xayx(w) sin(2kZy), (7)
1
H©O = ﬁ(CJf +BJZ+ AJ?) (8)
with
Hoa = Zaa’,uOOé’a (9)
a,ga(w’) = éﬁﬁréaa/aﬁrar(w’), (10)
ABa (w) = gﬁﬁ’éaa’aﬁ’a’(w)v (11)

where Zj is the lateral position of the molecule; C < B <
A are the molecule’s equilibrium rotational constants; J
is the molecule’s rotational angular momentum; /¢ is a
direction cosine matrix relating the molecule’s principal
axes of inertia ¢, b, and a to the laboratory axes z, v,
and z; and the Einstein summation convention is to be
understood with respect to indices ..., 3 o' € {¢,b,a}
and ...,0,a € {z,y,2} [3IH33]. Let us assume that the
molecule’s rotational state has the form

) = e Fr i) (12)
with

Hir) = E.|r), (13)
where |r) is a rotational energy eigenstate and E,. is the
associated rotational energy eigenvalue. Our chiral opti-
cal force then follows as

= (¥|0z,Ul)z
= kEyEu(r|lyplaa|ryapar (w) cos(2kZy)z. (14)

Note that Eq and E’ enter into Eq. [14] implicitly via |r).

Our analogy with Velella velella holds in the strong-
field regime (V > U, H®), where the static field Eq and
traveling-wave field E significantly hinder the molecule’s
rotation. The lowest-lying rotational energy eigenstates
|r) are then pendular states in which our chiral optical
force tends towards

F ~ k& €y, (w)|a cos(2kZy)z, (15)

where ) denotes a molecular orientation for which the
rotational potential energy V is minimized. There are
two such orientations, as V' has two-fold rotational sym-
metry. A Velella velella specimen’s mass dipole moment,
base, and sail constitute a chiral geometry, as illustrated
in Fig. a). In general, the molecule’s dipole moment
Lo, traveling-wave polarizability «(w’), and standing-
wave polarizability a(w) constitute an analogous chiral

geometry, as illustrated in Fig. [[b). The sign of the
orientated molecule’s dipole moment component pg.|qo
is dictated by the sign of the static field component &,
(sgnpozlo = sgné&,) and the sign of the traveling-wave
polarizability component oy, (w)|o depends on both the
sign of po.|o and the molecule’s chirality. According to
Eq. the direction of F thus depends (implicitly)
on the molecule’s chirality via the sign of the product
[H020tyz(w)]|o and on the field’s chirality via the sign of
the product £,&,E,. Note that with the molecule’s orien-
tation essentially fixed by Eg and E via V, the transla-
tional potential energy Ulg is minimized when the polar-
ization of the standing-wave field E is linear and quasi-
parallel to the short axis of the projection of the a(w)
polarizability ellipsoid in the y-z plane. For oy, (w)|a S0,
this occurs when sin(2kZy) = ¥1; F pushes the molecule
towards the nearest local minimum in Ulg.

I’LOZQJ£ |Q < 0 ,U'Ozan(w)“Q >0

FIG. 2. (a) The key elements of a Velella velella specimen. (b)
The analogous molecular properties with the molecule’s orien-
tation assumed close to a minimum of the rotational potential
energy V. The double-headed black arrows here indicate the
orthogonal linear polarizations of the standing-wave field E
where the translational potential energy Ul is minimized.

Also of interest for some molecules (see below) is the
weak-field regime (U «< V « H(®), where the static field
E, and traveling-wave field E’ only slightly affect the ro-
tation of the molecule. A perturbative treatment of the
rotational energy eigenstate |r) valid to first order in the
rotational potential energy V with the translational po-
tential energy U neglected reveals that our chiral optical
force tends towards the form

F~ kgzgygw [C’I‘MOcaba (w) + B’r‘MObaac(w) + Ar“Oaacb(w)]
x cos(2kZy)z, (16)



where C,., B, and A, are chirally insensitive coefficients,
the values of which depend on the molecule’s rotational
state [29, [33]. According to Eq. the direction of
F depends on the molecule’s chirality via the products
10cba (W), tobac(w), and poqaer(w) and on the field’s
chirality via the product £.£,&,.

Between the extremes of the strong-field limit given by
Eq. and the weak-field limit given by Eq. [I6] our chi-
ral optical force F has to be calculated using Eq. [[4] with
the rotational energy eigenstate |r) obtained numerically.
In general, we find that the associated rotational energy
eigenvalue and required expectation value have the forms

1
E.=-A, - ié'yé'rxr sin(2kZg)

1
_ (n) o3 n+l
EyEn Y n+1) T sin"" (2k2Z), (17)

n=1
(rlyprloar|ryaprar (W) = xr + Y T sin"™(2kZ0), (18)
n=1

where A, is an energy offset, x, is the leading effective
polarizability, and the Tfon) embody corrections due to
the unwanted effect of the translational potential energy
U on the molecule’s orientation. Symmetry arguments
dictate that A, and the odd Tﬁn) are chirally insensitive
whereas x, and the even Tﬁn) have opposite signs for
opposite enantiomers. The values of A,., x,., and the Tﬁ")
depend on the molecule’s rotational state. Note that the
T contribute nothing to F when sin(2kZ;) = 0 and
that Egs. and [18] are consistent with the requirement
that F = _8Z0Eri-

Shown in Fig. [ are results calculated for the opposite
enantiomers of fenchone [33]. The (1R,4S) enantiomer
can be found in wormwood, tansy and cedarleaf whereas
the (15,4R) enantiomer can be found in wild, bitter and
sweet fennel [34]; both can be present in absinthe, “the
green fairy” [35]. The states of lowest energy are close
to the strong-field limits of F, = ¥4.18 ' N given by Eq.
In contrast, Eq. [1] gives |F'| < 7x 10722N for the
enantiomers of fenchone in a one-dimensional optical he-
licity lattice with commensurate parameters [13] [14]; our
chiral optical force F is nearly three orders of magnitude
stronger here than the corresponding optical helicity gra-
dient force F’. As the energy increases, the strong-field
criterion V > H(® begins to break down and the force
values deviate accordingly. The overall enantioselectiv-
ity is excellent in the range shown; for each enantiomer,
F, has the same sign for 148 of the 150 rotational states
considered. It continues to degrade as the rotational en-
ergy is increased (not shown). Note that the plots for the
opposite enantiomers are mirror images of each other, as
they should be.

Isotopically chiral molecules constitute an interesting
and potentially very important special case for our chi-
ral optical force F. The opposite enantiomers of an iso-
topically chiral molecule differ solely by the arrangement
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FIG. 3. A scatter plot of our chiral optical force F, versus
rotational energy eigenvalue F, for the first 150 rotational
states of the opposite enantiomers of fenchone. Crosses are
two-fold quasi-degenerate (5% tolerance) and circles are non-
degenerate. Vertical lines indicate the strong-field limits given
by Eq. We have chosen 2w’ = w simply to facilitate ex-
perimental realization using a single light source. Note that
the field has a fixed right-handed geometry (£.£,E: > 0)
with intensities of I’ = eoc€2/2 = 5.00 x 10" Wem™ and
I=eoc(EF+E2)/2=1.00x 10" Wem™>.

of their neutrons, making them notoriously difficult to
separate using existing methods [36]. As the electronic
properties of an isotopically chiral molecule are achiral to
leading order, the dipole moment pug, traveling-wave po-
larizability a(w"), and standing-wave polarizability a(w)
do not constitute a significantly chiral geometry and the
strong-field limit given by Eq. is essentially zero (ne-
glecting vibrational contributions). The mass distribu-
tion is chiral, however, and affects the principal axes of
inertia ¢, b, and a such that one or more of the products
10cba (W), popac(w), and poqaes(w) is usually non-zero
and the weak-field limit given by Eq. [L6]yields non-trivial
results, similar to an ordinary chiral molecule. Optima
can be found between these extremes. Shown in Fig. []
are results calculated for an enantiomer of isotopically
chiral eucalyptol [33]. The states of lowest energy ap-
proach the strong-field limit of F, = 0 given by Eq.
As the energy increases, the molecule’s chiral mass dis-
tribution comes into play via the unperturbed rotational
Hamiltonian H(® and the force values reach sizeable
magnitudes of |F| ~ 1072°N. In contrast, Eq. [1| gives
F’' ~ 0 for isotopically chiral molecules, as G'(w) ~ 0.
The overall enantioselectivity is poor; for the enantiomer
under consideration, F, < 0 for 87/150 of the rotational
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FIG. 4. As in Fig. [3]but for a single enantiomer of isotopically
chiral eucalyptol and an optimized intensity of I’ = egc€22[2 =
1.26x 10" W em™2. Results for achiral eucalyptol (F; = 0) are
shown in dark grey for comparison.

states shown. Let us emphasize, however, that for each
rotational state individually, the enantioselectivity is per-
fect; F, points in the opposite direction for the opposite
enantiomer (not depicted).

Shown in Fig. a) is our proposed experiment. The
key elements can be summarized as follows. A beam
of molecules emerges from a buffer gas source, inter-
nally cooled to temperature T [37]. Skimmers colli-
mate and velocity select the beam, giving initial molecu-
lar wavepackets of width ¢ and linear momentum AKX,
where K is the angular wavenumber. A mechanical grat-
ing transmits only those molecules for which cos(2kZ) >
0 into the interaction region, where electrodes produce
the static field Eqg whilst a pulsed laser source produces
the traveling-wave field E’ and the standing-wave field
E to exert our chiral optical force F for a time 7. The
molecules then propagate freely through a distance L to
a detection screen, where opposite enantiomers are found
to be spatially separated. Shown in Fig. (b) are deflec-
tion patterns calculated for the enantiomers of fenchone
[33]. A significant separation is apparent.

Our work can be regarded as part of the ongoing “elec-
tric dipole revolution in chiral measurements” [38]. Of
particular interest are recent proposals for enantiosensi-
tive light bending [39] and steering of free induction decay
[40); the use of chiral molecules to deflect photons. Our
proposal is complementary; the use of photons to deflect
chiral molecules.

Inspired by nature, we have identified a robust chiral
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FIG. 5. (a) A proposed experiment to separate the opposite
enantiomers of a chiral molecule using our chiral optical force
F. (b) A molecular deflection pattern, calculated using the
parameters shown in Fig. |3] and here. Note that the separa-
tion between orders is 2kL/K =49 ym.

optical force for chiral molecules that arises via electric
dipole interactions alone, the key ingredient being suit-
able molecular orientation. We conclude by noting that
instead of the static and traveling-wave fields considered
explicitly in this Letter, the required molecular orienta-
tion might be realized using surfaces, potentially opening
the door to separation schemes with high throughput.
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Asymmetric rigid rotor

The quantum-mechanical description of the asymmetric rigid rotor has been covered extensively elsewhere. We use
the conventions below, which are slightly unusual in that we consider quantization along the x axis rather than the z
axis.

We take the molecule’s principal axes of inertia ¢, b, and a to be associated with direction cosines given by

l,. = —cosfsin¢siny + cos ¢ cos x, (19)
L. = cosfsin ¢ cos x + cos ¢sin y, (20)
l,q = sinfsin @, (21)
lyc = —cosfcos dsinx —sin ¢ cos x, (22)
Ly, = cosfcos¢cosy —singsiny, (23)
lyq = sinfcos ¢, (24)
Uy = sinfsiny, (25)
Ly = —sinfcosy, (26)
lyq = cosb, (27)

where 0 <6 <7, 0 < ¢ < 2w, and 0 < x < 27 are Euler angles relating ¢, b, and a to the laboratory axes z, y, and .
The molecule-fixed components of the molecule’s rotational angular momentum J are

J.= —ih (cos X% + csc@sinxc,% - cot fsin x%) ) (28)

Jy= —ih (sin X% - cscf cos Xf% + cot 0 cos X%) , (29)
0

Jo = —ih—. 30

ihg (30)

The laboratory-fixed components of J are

0 0 0
= - 1 _— 1 1 1
J, ih (cos (;580 cot@smqﬁad) + csc951n¢ax), (31)
. ., 0 0 0]
Jy= - 1h(—sm¢% - cot@cosgba—d) + csc@cosgba) , (32)
., 0
T = =i (33)

We take the unperturbed rotational energy eigenstates |JT,m)(O) and associated energy eigenvalues Eﬁg) to satisfy

AL m)® = ES|J, m)), (34)

(J2+ JZ+ I T, m)© = J(J + 1)A2| T, m)©, (35)

Tl Jrym)© = mh| T, m)©, (36)

where J € {0,1,...} is the rotational angular momentum quantum number, 7 € {-J,...,J} is a label that increases
with increasing energy, and m € {-J,..., J} is the laboratory-fixed rotational angular momentum projection quantum

number.
To help us identify the unperturbed rotational energy eigenstates |.J,, m)(®) and associated energy eigenvalues ES?)

explicitly, we work in a basis of unperturbed symmetric rigid rotor states |.J, ks, m)(®) satisfying
(JZ+ I3+ DT mm) D = T (T + DB2|T e, m) O, (

Tal . t5,m) ) = kAT, k5, m) @, (
JolJ,k,m) O = mh|J, k,m) ), (

w w W
© oo
= Z —



where k € {-J,...,J} is the molecule-fixed rotational angular momentum projection quantum number, the corre-
sponding wavefunctions (6, ¢, x|J, &, m)(®) being given by

(97¢7X|J’H,m>(0):\/(J+m)!(J—m)!(L;+2f$)!(J—K;)!(2J+1)eim¢eiﬁx
min(J-m,J+k) Y [608(9/2)]2J+n—m—2a[_ Sin(9/2)]m—m+2o
) 2 (=1) a(J-m-o)(m-rk+o)(J+r-0o)’

o=max(0,k—m)

(40)

The |J, &, m)(o) render the unperturbed rotational Hamiltonian H(®) block diagonal in the quantum number J, as

O k| HOLT, 5, m)(© = éJ(J F1)(C + BYS gy Grrndy — 2 [%(c +B)- A] 510G

- VT D) = Al DI+ 1) (5= D0~ 21(C = BYS a2

- i\/[J(J + 1) -k(k+D][J(J+1) = (k+1)(k+2)](C = B)dj 16 +20mrm.  (41)

The diagonalization of H(®) can completed analytically for .J € {0,...,5}, giving

100,0)” =10,0,0)(, (42)
|1—17m)(0) = |1’07m)(0), (43)
1
|107m)(0) = 7(|1717m)(0)_|17_1am)(0))7 (44)
V2
1
11,m) @ = —(11,1,m)@ + |1,-1,m)(©) (45)
V2
with
EY =0, (46)
E® =C+B, (47)
EY =044, (48)
EY =B+ A4, (49)

for example. The diagonalization of H(®) must be completed numerically for J € {6,...}.

In the symmetric rotor basis, we have

O & m |l T, 5, m) O = FryG s s H gms san (=001 + 100rm41) (mrm-1 = 10mrme1), (50)
O Km0, 5,m) O = Fyry G s g H gront g (St + 0est) (i0mrm—1 = i0mrme1), (51)
O & )| T, 5, m) O = FryG oy g H gy s O (i0mrm-1 = 0mmst ) (52)
O K [yl T, 15,m) O = Fipr 3G yoe g H gy g (=101 +100701) (Srim—1 + Ot (53)
O K [y T, 15,m) D = FyryGyrer g H g g (Sprieet + Optree1) (i1 + St (54)
O K m [yal T, 5,m) O = Fry G g Hrrns im0 (Smim-1 + Omrma1 ) (55)
O T K Vel T, 15,m) O = Fio g Gy g H s g (=101 + 1001001 ) S (56)
O K m [T, 5, m) O = Fi 3G yoer s H g g (8nme-1 + Onries1 ) mim (57)

( ) (58)

0 10 / 0
( ) J KR ,m |€za|J7’<57m ( ) = FJ’JGJ’H’J/{HJ’m’Jm(Sn’n(;m’m



with

1 1 1
R TR o Ny o o T o) ST O T P DTS ST sy To S P R
Grngn= V(T +k=1)(J+8)01 11001+ (J =6+ 1)(J+8) 11001+ (J =k +2)(J =k +1)0 1 7410kn1
+ 2V J2 = k28 1 g 16,0 + 260 51 78 rm + 20/ (J + 1)2 = 628 11 ys16 0 + /(T = 5= 1) (J = K)8.07 - 10mrms1
(T +r+1)(J=K)0 11001 = (T +E+2)(J + K+ 1)05 710041 (60)
Hyprgm = — \/(J +m-1)(J+m)dyry_10mmm-1 + \/(J -m+1)(J+m)dy j0mrm-1
(T =m+2)(J =m+1)0 1 1s16mmer + 2V T2 =26 11 718 + 28 31 18
+ 23/ (J+1)2=m26 51 1o16mrm (T == 1)(J =m)8 115 -10mmsr + /(T +m+1)(J =m)b 11y mrmen
V(T +m+2)(J+m+1)01 7310mms1, (61)

(59)

where Fy 5, Gy e, and H gy g are useful shorthands.

Cr, B-, and A,

Basic perturbation theory valid to first order in the rotational potential energy V with the translational potential
energy U neglected gives

[ rom) m | Tr,m) @+ [T, m) D) (62)
with
0 0
gm0 =y D WV o (63)
Ty J, T’ m, E(O) _ E((l)) T b
“Jrm S T

where |JT,m)(1) is the first-order correction to the unperturbed rotational energy eigenstate |JT,m)(O). Note that
OV (T, m!|V|Jr,m)® o §,,, is diagonal in the quantum number m, as is required for the self-consistent application
of the perturbation theory; the asymmetric rigid rotor has no linear dc Stark shift and the |JT,m>(0) are quantized
along z, matching the polarization axis of the traveling-wave field E’. To first order in V, the expectation value
required to evaluate our chiral optical force F is

<J‘ra m|£yﬁ’£za’|<]‘ra m>a5’a’(w) ~ (O)<J‘r’ m|£yﬁ'€m'|=7n m>(0)045r0/(w)

2E,
+ N
22 B ED

+J,7,m

m((0)<J-,—, m|€ZV/|J;,, m,)(o)(0)<J;./, m,|€yﬁl€za/|J7—, m>(0))/,l,0,y/a5/a/(bt))

£2
Y o RO Tl o T ) OO 0 |y e 1) O s (@ Yrprar (). (64)
J’,T',m' 2(EJ/, - EJT )

+J,7,m

Explicit calculation reveals that the first and final terms in Eq. vanish. As pocpa (W) = pocap(w), popaac(w) =
HobCeq(w), and pogoes (W) = pogape(w) are the only components of the product poag o/ (w) that are uniquely signed
and thus directly observable for the asymmetric rigid rotor, this leaves

(JTa m|€yﬁ’€za’|er m)aﬁ’a’ (UJ) N gz [CT,U/Oz:aba (W) + B'r‘/J/Obaac(W) + ATMOaacb(w)]
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with
2
CT' = Z ﬁm((o)(JﬂmeJJ:_/, m,)(O)(O)<J7,—’7m,|(£yb£a:a + gya£xb)|']'ra m>(0))a (65)
OO
J ' m! J, — g,
+J,7,m T
2
Br= Y~y RO il 7, m YOOI m (Gl + Lyebua) |7, m) D), (66)
VT EJ,’ -Ej
+=J,7,m K
2
Ay = — @y RO mleal T m YOOI |yl + yplae)| T2 m) D), (67)
Ly B, = B,

as reported by us previously.

Calculated molecular properties

We calculated the molecular properties below using Gaussian 09. For each molecule, we optimized the geometry at
the DFT B3LYP/6-3114++4G(d,p) level of theory then used the DFT B3LYP method with the AUG-cc-pVDZ basis
set to determine the rotational constants C, B, and A; dipole moment pg; traveling-wave polarizability a(w’), and
standing-wave polarizability a(w) with wavelengths of 27¢/w’ = 1064 nm (near infrared) and 27c/w = 532 nm (visible).
Note that the molecules are conformationally rigid.

For the enantiomers of fenchone with isotopic constitution 2C;o*H6'%0, we obtained

1
ﬂ[C B A]=[0.95501 1.15739 1.55089] GHz, (68)
i
[Hoc 1oy poa] = [£3.84267 %9.25776 +0.51659] x 107°° Cm, (69)

Qee Qch Qg [1771.27  1.63  -8.44 |

Qe Qpy e | (W) =] 1.63 1920.61 -0.29 |x107*2C*m?J7!,

Qge Qgb Olga | -8.44  -0.29 2099.19_

Qee Qeh Qg [1807.62  0.79  -9.68 |

Qe apy e | (W)= | 079 1963.76 -0.75 [x107**C?*m?J 7, (70)

Qe Qab Qag | -9.68 -0.75 2151.78]

where the upper and lower signs correspond to the (1R,45) and (15,4R) enantiomers, respectively.

For achiral eucalyptol with isotopic constitution 12C410'H15'%0, we obtained

1
ﬂ[C B A]=[1.02977 1.07159 1.53893] GHz, (71)
Y
[1oc o 1oa] = [0 -4.92754 -0.17782] x 107%° C'm, (72)

Qee Qb Qleq [1913.18 0 0 |

Qe Qpy g | (W) = 0 190554 -6.98 |[x107*2C*m?J7!,

Qac Qab Caq | o -6.98 2133.68]

Qee Qb Qg [1955.75 0 0 |

Qe Qpy g | (W) = 0  1946.78 -6.94 |x1072C*m?JL. (73)

Qge Qgh Qgq | 0 -6.94 218240_

Note that the chirally sensitive products poctpe(w), pop@ac(w), and pogaey(w) vanish, as they should.

For our isotopically chiral eucalyptol molecule (identical to achiral eucalyptol above but with hydrogen atoms 15,
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16, 19, 20, 27, 28, and 29 replaced with deuterium), we obtained

1
ﬂ[C B A]=[0.95774 0.98410 1.40288] GHz, (74)
T
[1oc pob 0] = [1.22940 -4.75609 —0.42478] x 107" C'm, (75)
Qee Qb Qleq [1913.18  1.15  10.51 |
Qe Qpy e | (W) =] 115  1906.98 -16.25 | x 10742 C*m?J!,
Qac Qab Caq | 1051 -16.25 2132.24]
Qee Qch Qg [1955.67  1.47  10.76 |
Qe Qpy e | (w) = | 1.47  1948.32 -16.53 [x107*2 C?m?J 1. (76)
Qac Qab Caq | 10.76  -16.53 2180.94]

The properties of the opposite enantiomer can be obtained by flipping the sign of the dipole moment py.

For each of these molecules, we evaluated the rotational Hamiltonian H in the symmetric rotor basis truncated to
J €{0,...,17}. Numerical diagonalization of H then gave the rotational energy states |r) and associated rotational
energy eigenvalues F,.. Finally, we calculated our chiral optical force F according to Eq. 14 in the main text.

Theory of molecular deflection

Consider a single molecule in our proposed experiment. Describing the molecule’s centre-of-mass motion quantum
mechanically, we take the transverse piece of the initial wavepacket at = =0 to have the form

1 Z22+Y72
W= exp[—( ot 0)]

(77)

 2m0? 202
and model propagation of the wavepacket through the mechanical grating and interaction with the fields by taking
U -V, =7,G7, (78)

where G accounts for the mechanical grating and 7, accounts for the fields. For the mechanical grating, we consider

N _
G= ) rect ( Zo ZD) (79)
1N d
with
rect (@) = L |Zo] < df2 (80)
d 07 |ZO| > d/Qa

where 2N + 1 is the number of slits, d = 7/2k is the slit width, and D = 7/k is the slit separation. For the fields, we
consider

o
’TT:exp(—lhT). (81)
It is helpful to partition 7, as
T = 7;(A)7;(X)7'T(T) (82)
with
iA
T = exp (7). (83)
1EyEaXrT .
7;()() = exp [% sm(QkZo)] , (84)

(1) _ lgygz'r TT
T eXpl o L (n+1)

n=1

SiIln+1(2kZ0)], (85)
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where TT(A) accounts for the energy offset A,., 7;(X) accounts for the leading effective polarizability x,., and 7}(T)

accounts for the Tg’b) corrections. Basic diffraction theory reveals that the transverse piece of the wavepacket on the
detection screen in the far field at = L tends towards

2 K (2% + 32 iK (270 + yY;
U (2,y) ~ iK”L exp[l (22L+y )]exp(iKL)f/\I/T(ZO,YO)exp[—W]dZOdYO. (6)

Making use of a Jacobi-Anger expansion of ’TT(X), we obtain

2 iK 2 2 K2 2,2 iAL oo & gx , N
V(2 ) ~ ~K7TL exp[l (z*+y )]CXp(iKL)CXp (_ oy )Cxp(l hn-) Z Jw( yCarX 7) Quin(z)  (87)
1 w=—00 l=—N

2L 202 2h
with
1 ID+d/[2 72 1K 2wkL
Quire) == [ ﬁ“(zo)exp(—%%)exp[—L(z—K )] azs. (88)

where Q1 (%) is a useful shorthand.
For a given enantiomer, we take the probability density for finding molecules on the detection screen to be

P(z,y) = 2. B[ (z,9) (89)
with

exp(~E JkpT)
>, exp(-ES [kpT)’

P, = (90)

where P, is the probability that any particular molecule occupies the rotational state |r). Note that we use the
unperturbed rotational energy eigenvalues Eﬁo) in Eq. rather than the rotational energy eigenvalues F, themselves,
as the molecules thermalize into the unperturbed rotational energy eigenstates |7")(0) at the beam source. To correlate
the P, with the |r), we assume adiabatic following and numerically track the rotational state space as the field
strengths are increased from zero at the beam source (giving the |rr)(®) and Eﬁo)) to their maximum values in the
interaction region (giving the |r) and E,.), the static field being switched on first, followed by the traveling-wave and
standing-wave fields at constant ratio.
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