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Describing non-Hermitian dynamics using a Generalized Three-Time NEGF for a

Partition-free Molecular Junction with Electron-Phonon Coupling

M. A. Lane!, L. Kantorovich!
! Department of Physics, King’s College London, Strand London, WC2R 2LS, United Kingdom

In this paper we develop the Non-Equilibrium Green’s Function (NEGF) formalism for a dissipative molec-
ular junction that consists of a central molecular system with one-dimensional electronic transport coupled
to a phonon environment and attached to multiple electronic leads. Our approach is partitionless - initial
preparation of the system places the whole system in the correct canonical equilibrium state - and is valid
for an external bias with arbitrary time dependence. Using path integrals as an intermediary tool, we ap-
ply a two-time Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation to the phonon influence functional with mixed real and
imaginary times to obtain an exact expression for the electronic density matrix at the expense of introducing
coloured Gaussian noises whose properties are rigorously derived from the environment action. This results
in a unique stochastic Hamiltonian on each branch of the Konstantinov-Perel’ contour (upper, lower, verti-
cal) such that the time evolution operators in the Liouville equation no longer form a Hermitian conjugate
pair, thus corresponding to non-Hermitian dynamics. To account for this we develop a generalized three-time
NEGF which is sensitive to all branches of the contour, and relate it to the standard NEGF in the absence of
phonons via a perturbative expansion of the noises. This approach is exact and fully general, describing the
non-equilibrium driven dynamics from an initial thermal state while subject to inelastic scattering, and can be
applied to non-Hermitian dynamics in general.



I. INTRODUCTION

In the age of nanofabrication and molecular devices, the electronic transport properties of molecular structures and one-
dimensional materials has become an appealing theoretical question, rooted in its applications to electronic engineering'. Of
particular interest are conducting structures where the strong confinement of electrons across two dimensions is of the order
of atomic diameters, rendering current flow to be effectively one-dimensional; henceforth, such structures shall be referred to
as molecular junctions. The conductance of various current-carrying molecular junctions has been measured using scanning
probe spectroscopy or nanolithography, with measurements including: scanning probe spectroscopy for single molecules
absorbed onto surfaces?®, organic molecules bonded to electrodes’ or embedded into self-assembling mono-layers®, con-
trolled absorption onto silicon’, carbon nano-tubes!’"!*, macroscopic electrodes obtained via nanolithography'®*~'?, me-
chanically controllable break junctions”'#2-23 and simultaneous measurement of charge and heat transport through single
molecules®®. Determining the current in such molecular junctions is not a purely electronic problem: the electrons interact
inelastically with vibrations of the atomic lattice so that the properties of the junction must be understood in the context of
open quantum systems, where dissipative effects play an important role in the system’s properties, for example, in scanning
tunneling microscopy where an atomic chain forms at the contact between the tip and sample with vibrations®.

The advancement of theoretical approaches for actually calculating these electronic transport properties was kick-started
by the development of phenomenological models for elastic transport in static junctions due to Landauer and Buttiker
(LB) in the LB formalism®*~?° which relates the scattering properties of a conductor to its conductance. More generally,
considering elastic transport with rigid atoms has led to an ontogeny of scattering approaches®*™*’, predominantly for one
dimensional transport, but which are elastic in the sense that they consider electron-electron interactions in the absence
of any dissipation/inelastic processes, with some notable exceptions®® **. In fact, formally inelastic effects can be included
to all orders in electron-phonon coupling within the multichannel scattering method***>. Other elastic methods include
quantum master equations*®*” and the Non-Equilibrium Green’s Function (NEGF) formalism**~>’, where the latter represents
a powerful generalization of the scattering matrix method>~>°. Crucially, first principles approaches based on NEGFs such
as DFT have been very successful at describing the electronic properties for a wide range of systems®*~®2, and are easily
combined with elastic scattering. Of course, the reality is that atomic lattice vibrations (phonons) and inelastic electron-
phonon interactions are fundamental to any description of a molecular junction®*** at finite temperature since the coupling
between electrons and phonons is strongly enhanced for one-dimensional and molecular scale systems. The NEGF formalism
has proven a fruitful method for the inclusion of interactions within the junction®***""!, in particular for inelastic effects. In
fact, the latter effects are naturally treated within the NEGF using diagrammatic methods*>"2,

Using the Feynman-Vernon influence functional formalism??, the effect of the phonon environment on the electronic open
system can be calculated exactly using path integrals. Specifically, the quantum-mechanical propagators are expressed as
phase-weighted sums over trajectories, where the phase associated with each trajectory is proportional to the action of that
trajectory in the classical system’®. This approach has since been greatly expanded upon’>~’® and applied to many open
quantum systems in first quantization, focusing on the rigorous derivation of quantum Langevin equations for the reduced
density matrix’* or stochastic Liouville von-Neumann equations®**~® via the application of a Hubbard-Stratonovich (HS)
transformation®”*®. The obtained equations of motion for the density matrix or wavefunction®#~%> are stochastic in the
sense that they contain coloured Gaussian noises, but whose properties are analytically derived from the propagator path
integral rather than being introduced artificially. These schemes all exhibit non-Hermitian dynamics associated with a Li-
ouville equation where the time evolution operators do not form a Hermitian conjugate pair, a feature which manifests in
dynamics which does not preserve the trace and can lead to numerical instability®*®. Extending this procedure to an elec-
tronic open system interacting with the nuclear lattice and heat bath? has only recently been done for molecular junctions
and applied to thermal and electronic transport®®’. The initial condition in this approach has the potential to be gener-
alised so that the electronic and phonon sub-spaces are not partitioned but are jointly thermalized”>’%°%%°, though the issue
of non-Hermicity remains a serious point.

In this work, we integrate out the phonon environment directly and generalise the NEGF to account for the resulting
non-Hermicity; even with the tools of the NEGF formalism, the inclusion of phonons leading to non-Hermitian dynamics
is formidable. Therefore, our approach is to marry together the advantages of the path integral and NEGF representations
of the system, using path integrals to integrate out the atomic vibrations exactly, while the NEGF allows us to construct a
consistent and elegant framework for the electronic dynamics in the presence of phonons. The result is the reduction of
the system to an electron-only problem in which phonons have been replaced with Gaussian noises in the Hamiltonian,
achieved via the application of a generalized HS transformation with respect to two times rather than one®%9%1%0; one
real time associated with the open system dynamics, and one imaginary time associated with thermal preparation. This
provides an exact procedure for the joint thermal preparation of the electronic and phonon subsystems together in the
correct canonical equilibrium state, ensuring that quantum coherence is retained with no adiabatic separation between
electronic states and phonons, even at the initial time. The appearance of the Gaussian noises and non-Hermicity of the
Hamiltonian requires a generalisation of the NEGF and the Kadanoff-Baym equations of motion, resulting in a stochastically
unravelled®*1"'~1% three-time Green’s function in which time reversibility with respect to real times is broken®*1%%104105 We
emphasise that this three-time NEGF is a rather different kind of NEGF and that its calculation requires the introduction of



new self-energies, auxiliary functions, and use of the generalized Langreth rules'®.

The purpose of this paper is to present a generalization of the NEGF formalism capable of handling non-Hermitian dy-
namics, such as in a molecular junction in the presence of electron-phonon coupling within the framework of stochastic
unravelling. The paper is organised as follows. We begin in Section II with a description of the model for a current junction
that includes a phonon environment in the central region which is coupled to electrons. The result of applying the stochastic
unravelling procedure to this model, transforming phonons into coloured Gaussian noises, is presented in Section III, with
a detailed derivation in Appendix A. We then develop the three-time NEGF which accounts for the additional branch de-
pendence introduced by stochasticity/non-Hermicity in Sec IV A, followed by a series expansion appropriate for numerical
simulation for the three-time NEGF in terms of the noises and phonon-free NEGF in Section IV B with a summary of the
Generalized Langreth Rules in Appendix B. An expression for the non-linear current response to an external bias on the
leads in the presence of inelastic scattering is derived in Section IV C, with a subtlety of the derivation explained in Ap-
pendix C, and expressions for the components of the self energies given in terms of energy integrals in Appendix D. Finally,
in Sections V and VI, we present a discussion of the overall procedure and our conclusions, respectively. At the time of
publication, no implementation of this method is available so calculations will not be presented here; this is left for future
work.

II. MODEL

We consider a molecular junction comprised of an interacting central region C' connected to any number of non-
interacting leads {L}, where each lead is under the influence of an external time-dependent spatially homogeneous bias
potential V7, (t). This set-up is depicted schematically in Figure 1. The system Hamiltonian in the absence of phonons
(denoted by the superscript 0) is given by
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where H(t) is the Hamiltonian of the L** lead which includes the bias V7, (), HY is the Hamiltonian of the central region
which refers to hopping events between eigenstates n and m, and H ¢ contains the coupling of the L*" lead to the central
region. Here, éj (¢;) creates(annihilates) a non-interacting electron with energy eigenvalue ¢; for any i € L in the L lead,
while an interacting electron in the central region C' of the electronic level n is created(annihilated) by the operators CZL (cin)
For the sake of clarity, electronic state indices will be restricted to specific subsystems within the molecular junction, so that
i,j,k € L,whilen,m € C,and p,q € C A {L}.
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Figure 1: (Colour online) Schematic of the molecular junction with an atomic chain (grey circles)
as the central region connected to an arbitrary number of semi-infinite leads (orange blocks, only
two are shown); the L lead has chemical potential 17, and external bias V;, which is switched on
at tg. Phonons (blue rings) in the central region couple to electronic states in the central region
via the electronic coupling operator 6.

In first quantization, atomic vibrations can be introduced to the Hamiltonian Eq. (1) via each atom A (of mass m4)
displacement coordinate u 4, defined relative to the equilibrium position within the lattice a, and the conjugated momentum



DAq operator. The resulting modification to the central region Hamiltonian H 2, is of the form

~ . 1 p2 , N
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! . . . . . .
where A = HA%‘L‘/ is the force-constant matrix. The second term describes harmonic phonons in the central region, and

the third term H,;_,, describes the electron-phonon interaction,

I:]elfph = - Z Z V;?%CZLCZmUAa = - Z a'Aaqun (4)
Aa nm Aa

where VAY = (¢,,[VA(r)|¢,,) are the matrix elements of the coupling potential VA (r) on the orbitals {¢,(r)} in the

central region, and 6 4o = >, VA%l d,, is the electronic coupling operator to the A« displacement.

nm-n

At thermal equilibrium, the total density matrix of the electronic and phonon subsystems together is given by

0
e PH

[)tot (tO) = ’ (5)

Ztot,O

where H? = H° (to)— N is the Hamiltonian of the Grand Canonical Ensemble at #o, characterised by the chemical potential
1 and the number operator N, and Zioto = Tr [e‘ﬁHO} is the partition function of the total system.

Note that this is a phenomenological description of phonons in a coupled electron-phonon system since the force-constant
matrix is already defined in our Hamiltonian (and thus so are the harmonic frequencies); the full characterisation of lattice
vibrations which are caused by ion-electron interactions®*1°¢1%7 goes well beyond the scope of this paper. Instead we have
assumed that when the lattice is properly dressed with electrons, lattice vibrations which are harmonic emerge and couple
with the electrons linearly with respect to their displacements but arbitrarily with respect to the electrons, i.e. there are no
limitations applied to the coupling strength.

It is also assumed that up until ¢y the total system was in thermodynamic equilibrium characterized by the chemical
potential p;, = p (the same for all leads) and inverse temperature /3, and not in a partitioned state, before each lead L
was subjected to the potential V7 (t) with subsequently arbitrary time dependence. The physical reality'®® of switching on
the bias at ¢y means that the energy levels in the L'" lead are shifted by V7,(ty), causing a rearrangement of electrons in
the junction and the leads, with electronic screening ensuring that the internal electric field well inside any leads will be
zero. Consequently, any potential difference introduced as a result of the bias will be confined to the central region. This
is avoided by choosing a sufficiently large central region so that the boundary layer of each lead which is most affected
by the charge redistribution is incorporated directly into the central region and any modulation of the bias by the charge
redistribution can be neglected, with V,(¢) once again being uniform within the L-th lead.

III.  UNRAVELLING THE PHONON INFLUENCE FUNCTIONAL

The central region Hamiltonian including phonons Eq. (3) corresponds to harmonic bath degrees of freedom { Aa} cou-
pled to electronic states {nm} in the central region, where the coupling strength is arbitrary in the central region’s co-
ordinates but linear in the bath displacement. Although Eq. (3) is presented in second quantization, there is of course a
corresponding Hamiltonian in first quantization which consists of an electronic sub-system made up of one-particle bra-ket
states coupled to a classical harmonic bath. As a result, the first quantization version of Eq. (3) is a more general form
of the Caldeira-Leggit Hamiltonian”® for which the process of stochastic unravelling is well known”*7>%_ Applied to Eq.
(3), stochastic unravelling replaces the sum over phonon degrees of freedom in the electron-phonon interaction of Eq. (4)
with a stochastic Hamiltonian that couples the central region electron states to a set of stochastic potential fields in the
form of coloured noises, with the physical properties of the system being recovered exactly by averaging over all possible
manifestations of these noises.

To do this (see Appendix A), we derive an exact expression for the reduced density matrix by taking the partial trace over
the atomic vibrations by means of the path integral method, expressing the influence functional in the quadratic (bi-linear)
form needed to apply the HS transformation to introduce the noises. This reduced density matrix is therefore reduced with
respect to the atomic displacements, so can be thought of as the electron-only density matrix. By then returning to the
operator language from the path integrals representation, two stochastic propagators can be introduced, U*, which enable
one to write an exact expression for the time evolution of the reduced (electronic) density matrix from its initial value, po,



at time ¢ (as a formal solution of a stochastic Liouville equation) as
p(t) = ur (t, tg)ﬁou_ (to t), (6)

where the tilde has been introduced to denote the fact that this is not the physical density matrix but a stochastic one
corresponding to a single realization of the noises. Physical quantities are only recovered after averaging over the noises
and appropriate normalisation (see below) Eq. (6) corresponds to stochastic dynamics along the horizontal branches of the
Konstantinov-Perel’ contour « depicted in Figure 2, first evolving chronologically along ™ by u+ up to the observation time
t, introduced here as the right-most real time on the contour, before evolving anti-chronologically along x~ by U~ . These
propagators take the form

.t
zfli(t,t’)zﬁexp{;;/ dtlﬁi(tl)}, (7)
t/

where the Hamiltonian A is now branch dependent,
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This corresponds to removing the harmonic phonon part from Eq. (3) and replacing the original electron-phonon interaction
Hamiltonian with an unravelled coupling term A= _ o, that contains the sets of noises {7.44(t)} and {v44(t)}, so that Eq.
(8) is for electrons only Crucially, the stochastic propagators on either side of py in Eq. (6) are not each other’s Hermitian
conjugate, that is, U is not the Hermitian conjugate of U~ . As such, the dynamics described in Eq. (6) is not Hermitian,
with Hermicity only being recovered after taking the stochastic average (. . .) ¢z- This represents a significant deviation from
standard NEGF theories, and is the main feature of this approach which requires a generalization of the NEGF.
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Rel[z] t& + M

[ _
R )Tr’n[z]

Figure 2: (Colour online) The Konstantinov-Perel’ contour « for the complex time z = ¢t — iT with
t € (to,t) on the real axis and 7 € (0, 8h) on the imaginary axis, where ¢ is the largest
(right-most) time, referred to as the observation time. The total contour & is made up of three
branches: the upper horizontal branch x* with chronological (ascending) real time ordering
enforced by the operator 7T+, the lower horizontal branch £~ with anti-chronological (descending)
real time ordering enforced by the operator 7_, and the vertical Matsubara branch k™ with
chronological time ordering enforced by 73 for the imaginary time 7, from 0 to 3.

Similarly, the equilibrium density matrix pg at ¢ is obtained by a stochastic evolution in imaginary time,
p(r) =U(7,0), (10)

with 5(8h) = po, where the over-bar denotes imaginary time stochasticity, and

17(7',7-’) %Mexp{;/T drl’}:[(rl)} (11)



is a stochastic propagator in imaginary time from 7' and 7 along the vertical branch of the contour k™ = {7 € [0, 3A]}
(see Figure 2) serving to thermalize the total system into the correct initial canonical equilibrium state corresponding to a
particular realization of the imaginary time noises, {fi 4,(7)}. The Hamiltonian on the vertical branch inherits this set of
imaginary time noises, which replace the corresponding displacement operators in the electron-phonon coupling term:

7:1(7-) = 7:10 + Felfph(’r)a (12)
Fel—ph (T) = - ZﬁA(x (T)&AO” (13)
Aa

so that there are three sets of noises {44 (t)}, {vaa(t)} and {fi 4, (7)}, with three noises Nan, VAa, B4, per atomic dis-
placement w 4.

Collectively, Egs. (6)-(13) correspond to evolution via a complex time propagator u (z,2"), where z, 2’ can take any
position on the contour, with contour ordering operator 7., which considers ascending times to run from t{ to Z, then 7
to t,, then t; to t; — ifBh so satisfies 73 and Tjs on the horizontal and vertical branches, respectively. It will be useful
to introduce the general creation(annihilation) operators a (a,) € {éj (&), le(cin)} where the states p,p’ can be in any

region (lead or central) of the total system. In doing so, the stochastic Hamiltonian can be more compactly expressed,

H(2) = hpp (2) )y (14)
pp’

(15)

_ ﬁi(t) = ﬁo(t) + ﬁi,ph(t), on kT
T H(D) = H + Heopi(7), on kM.

Writing the Hamiltonian in this way makes it possible to construct blocks of the matrix &, (t) projected onto the lead and
central region subspaces for any combination of times on the contour,

hLL(t) = {hij(t)} = {6ij [Gi + VL(t>]}, where 1,7 €L and t € Kyt
M (1) = {hf\f(T)} = {6;;¢M}, wherei,j € L, 7€ rM

{hpp (2)} = hrc = {hin} = {Tin}, where i € L, n € C and z € k=ry UM (16)
hEo(t) = {hif, (1)} = {Tpm +wik, (1)}, where n,m € C and t € ks

hoo(T) = {hpm(7)} = {Tum + Wnm(7)}, where n,m € C, 7 € kM.

Above, eﬁw = ¢; — pu1, and the stochastic part of hoo(2) is contained within the unravelling matrix wee(z) which is given
by:

we(t) = - Z [UAa(t) + ZVAa(t>:| VaS onk* 17)
Aa
Woo(T) = =Y Haa(r)VEE on kM. (18)
Aa

We take a moment to emphasise this notation. The labels + indicate the presence of stochasticity on the upper and lower
horizontal branches, while the over-bar indicates stochasticity on the vertical branch. This is distinct from the label M for
the regular Matsubara branch which does not have any stochasticity associated with it.

The physical density matrix is then recovered by the stochastic average,
p(t) = N{p(1)) ez (19)
where ¢ and £ represent the noises in real and imaginary time, respectively (Eq. (A32) in Appendix A) and
N = (p(Bh)) ¢ = U(Bh.0)) (20)
is a normalisation factor which ensures that Tr [5]=1, and is needed because of the non-Hermicity of the stochastic dynamics.
The noises themselves have non-trivial correlation functions (Egs. (A33)-(A36) in Appendix A), and are in no way arbitrary or

introduced ad hoc. Rather, they are related to the actual phonon dynamics and require knowledge of the phonon eigenstates.
Note that this is the only place where actual information of the phonons appears.



IV. THE THREE-TIME GREEN’S FUNCTION
A. Additional Branch Dependence

To justify an introduction of the three-time Green’s function, let us calculate the electronic population matrix at time ¢,

Py (t) = Tr [p(t )agt%} (21)

Using the stochastic unravelling procedure laid out in Section III, the population matrix is unravelled as

P,y (D) =N <Tr [ﬁ(ﬁh, 0~ (t5 , B)atan Ut (F, tg)} >£g (22)

= <ﬁpp’ (E»gga (23)

where the tilde on P again indicates that it is a stochastic quantity; it corresponds to the population calculated for the
Hamiltonian (16) in which the atomic displacements in the electron-phonon coupling were replaced with the noises and
hence corresponds to a particular stochastic realisation.

In order to calculate the populations 15,,,,/ (t) appearing in Eq. (22), we define the three-time NEGF,

. _ ~ i + / A
Gy (e, ') = i1 Tr [Z/I(to iBh, 2)a,U (= iz L[(zA .10 )} , for z > 2’ wrt 7} ’ (21
RII(E) | —Tr [I/l(to —ifh, z ) ZTJZ/{( )dpbl(z,tg)] , for z < 2/ wrt Ty

where the function I1(%) (given below in Eq. (34)) is introduced to ensure that the Green’s function still satisfies the regular
equations of motion,

0. G (2, 2'[8) = 82 = )0 + 3 pa(2)Gapr (2. 2 1) (25)
q
—ihdy Gy (2, 2'[t) = (2 — 2")dpq + Z Gpqg(2, 2 [D)hgp (2), (26)
q

and the hp,(z) are from Eq. (14). Here, the third time ¢ has been introduced, and is referred to as the observation time (see
Figure 2), and the full time evolution operator across the contour « is required, defined by the equations of motion (z € k),

ihoU(t, z) = H*(t)U(t ( z) @7
Zhafa(za ) Z/Al( 7t) ( ) (28)
—hd Uty —iT,z) = ’}:l(T)Z/?( — T, 2) (29)
—hd Uz, t5 —iT) = —U(z,t5 —iT)H(7), (30)
which have the solution,
Uz, 2) zﬁexp{—;/zdzlﬁ“(zl)}. (31)

For instance, when both times are on the horizontal branches k¥, we arrive at U+ (t,t"), where 7; — 7} and H* — H* (1),
while when both time arguments are on the vertical track <™, we have (7, 7’), in which 7, — Tar and H* — H(7).
When both times z and 2’ belong to different tracks on the contour k, an integration over the appropriate part of the contour
from 2’ to z is implied, with appropriate Hamiltonian on each part of the relevant tracks.

The dependence on the observation time ¢ which appears as the third time is a subtle point that must be emphasized. Since
the Hamiltonians on the upper and lower branches are now unique, there is no cancellation for regions of the contour which
would normally be shared between them, for example the deterministic dynamics of the regular Green’s function from ¢
to t on £ would annul the dynamics from ¢ to ¢’ on x~. Instead, the full dynamics of the three-time Green’s function on
k* and K~ must be considered independently, with ¢ parameterizing the dynamics up to some upper time limit ¢,,45. This
means that the Heisenberg representation cannot be used in the normal way'?, since H* # H™ andU* and{~ no longer
form a Hermitian conjugate pair; hence the need for the introduction of this new kind of three-time NEGF.



The stochastic population matrix is then obtained via relation to a particular component of this NEGF,
P(f) = —ihNI(DG<(I", T [T) = —ihNII(D) G (L, 1[7), (32)

where T and 7" are the observation times taken on the lower and upper horizontal branches, respectively, with T being
just before and ¢~ just after the actual observation time ¢ on the contour. The calculation requires the specific lesser Green’s
function G*~ (see'®) with the first argument on the upper and the second on the lower horizontal branches, but when both
tend to the observation time. Hence, the task becomes calculating the desired blocks of this lesser component of the Green’s
function Eq. (24) such as G 1, Goe, etc. when all three times are equal to the observation time.

At the same time, one needs to calculate the prefactor NII(¢). In the rest of this section we shall consider how to calculate
this prefactor, while the method of calculating the three-time Green’s function will be considered in the next section.

The function TI(¥) takes the form

() = Tr [A(tg —iBh, tﬁ{)} (33)

=Te [U(ty — iBh 15 (LG DU 1) (34)

where the ¢ dependence has been made explicit by showing the shared time in the propagators. Hence, the trace in Eq. (34)
is calculated over the complete propagation along the contour, from the initial time ¢ to the final ¢; — i3h passing through
the observation time t on the way. Differentiating II(¢) with respect to t yields

ihoIL(t) = h [ihIL( ZVA(X )tr [VAGLo (2 T[] (35)

which has the formal solution:

T1(f) =TI, exp{ / dt Y vaa(t) tr VA GEA(E, t|t)]} (36)
to Aa

where we distinguish between the trace of a matrix and the quantum-mechanical trace by writing the former using small
letters. Since the electron-phonon coupling matrix V is only non-zero for electronic states in the central region, only the
central region Green’s function appears in the trace.

Here, Iy = II(¢, ) is the initial value of IT when t= tg = to+ , that is, when there are no horizontal branches and only
the Matsubara branch remains. To calculate Iy, it is convenient to introduce yet another three-time Green’s function which
exists only on the vertical branch which we shall refer to as the thermal Green’s function:

1 Tr [ﬂ(tg, T)ap Ut 77') U(T, ty — 17')} forr > 7', 7,7 € (0,7)

Gop (1, 7'7) = ——= —
pp( | ) H(?) —Tr {u(ta, ) U(T ! ) (T ty —ZT)} forT <, TaTIG(O»?)

1
- (37)

which involves the imaginary time propagator Eq. (11) defined on the vertical track only, 2 (7, 7). Note that this G is not the
same as the normal Matsubara component of the regular Green’s function whose arguments 7,7’ are defined on the entire
vertical branch kM, r, 7/ € (0, Bh). Instead, the thermal three-time Green’s function contains 0 < 7 < fh as the third
imaginary time, and hence is defined on the subbranch within £ from 0 to 7 only. Since 7 is responsible for extending
the subbranch up to kM, it is responsible for the thermalization of the total system including phonons into the canonical
equilibrium state, and shall be referred to as the preparation time.

With these definitions, IIj is related to the imaginary time propagator for 7 = A,
o =Tr [L{( — ity U(tg , t )} (38)
= Tr [U(Bh,0)], (39)
since U (ty,td) = 1. This leads to the definition of a similar function to Eq. (34), only this time on the vertical branch,

I(7) = Tr [U(7,0)], (40)



so that
Iy = II(3A). (41)

The auxiliary function I1(7) has the equation of motion,
—hd-TI(7) = KIL(7) tr [E(?)é< (0, 0+|7)} : (42)

in which the lesser component of the three-time thermal Green’s function appears. Note that since G~ is defined only on
the vertical branch, both its arguments belong to the same branch making it clearly determined. Integrating Eq. (42) yields

TI(7) = My exp {— /0 " drtr [E(T)é< (0, o+|T)] } , (43)

where Iy = II(0) = Tr [U(0,0)] = 1.

Crucially, IT(7) depends on the entire three-time thermal Green’s function across all regions of the junction. Expanding
the trace using block notation for the matrices of each region of the junction, each block of G can be expressed in terms
of the central region G by first introducing the three-time isolated lead Green’s function g9 ; (7, 7'|7), defined on the
subbranch of x™ between 0 and 7. Its equation of motion (in obvious symbolic notation) is

—(hd + h1)g0 L =9, (44)

which has the solution

K2

9y (r.77) = 3650~ O O — ) [1 = F( 7] — (7'~ TF(EM 7] (45)

where f(e|7) is just the ordinary Fermi function but with 8% replaced by 7. Note that g9 ; is not a stochastic Green’s
function; the 7 dependence comes solely from these modified Fermi functions.

The equation of motion for G'¢ is

— (hd + hi1) Gre = hreGec, (46)
which by inverting Eq. (44) becomes
Gre =91 rhrcGoo, (47)
and similarly for G,
Ger = Gechergy (48)
Then finally for Gz,
— (0 + h1}) Grr =61 + hrcGer, (49)
applying Egs. (44) and (48) gives
Grr =911 +91hrcGochordy (50)

Substituting these into Eq. (43) and using cyclic permutations of the trace and the fact that different leads do not interact,
hrr = 0for L # L', we obtain

Ti(7) = exp {— /0 " <tr [hec(1)Goe(0,0717)] + >t (131355 (0,0%17)]
L

-
+/ dTltI'
0

+ / i, / dmr[ch(rg,n|r)Gcc(n,rz|r)])}, (51)
0 0

—

So0(0, 717G (11, 0717) + Coe (0,17 Sa0 (1,077



where hcc(7) contains the noises {Ji,,(7)} and two new imaginary time self-energies ¥ and A have been defined:
Sco(r, T'|F) = ZZ(;LC 7, 7'|7) = ZhCLg%L(r,r’ﬁ)th (52)

Ace(r,7'|7) = ZACLC T,7'|7) = ZhCLg (7,07 |7)h 395 (0, 7' |F) b (53)

Returning to Eq. (51), the presence of the term containing >, tr [h}%, 595 (0,07 |7)] is concerning at first glance as the

semi-infinite nature of the leads means it will in general be infinity. Since it does not depend on the noises, it can be taken
outside of any stochastic averages as a noise-independent pre-factor,

Y (T) :exp{—/ dr Ztr hLLgLL 0+|7')]}7 (54)

0

so that I1(7) = Y (7)II; (7), where II; is the remaining noise-dependent part. When calculating the population matrix (see
Egs. (32), (36) and (41)), this infinite prefactor appears in two places. First, it appears in the normalisation constant N in Eq.
(32), defined in Eq. (20), which takes the value

= (I(Bh)) & =Y (Bh) "I (Bh)) .

since p(7) = U(T,0). And second, it appears in the factor Ily = II(/3h) within the definition of II(#). Hence, substituting
these results into Eq. (32), the physical population matrix after stochastic averaging becomes

P — TG @ D)

<ﬁ1 (ﬂh) I3
where II; (%) is simply II(Z) but with the factor of Y'(%) removed from ITy. The factors of Y (8%) thus appear in both the

numerator and denominator and cancels out, so it is convenient to redefine II(7) to only include the stochastic part IT; (7),
as well as redefining II(?) to only include IT; (8k) in I1j. For completeness, the final form of I1(7) is

) (55)

TI(7) = exp {— /(;TdT (tr {Ecc(T)ééc(O,OJrh')}

+/ dr tr
0

—|—/ dﬁ/ dry tr mcc(Tg,7'1|T)Gcc(7'1,7'2|7')]> }, (56)
0 0

=< —_> —< =>
Yoo(0, 11T Goe (1, 077) + Gop(0, 71| 7) S0c (11,07 7)

S

which can be calculated as long as the three-time thermal Green’s function in the central region G¢¢ is known.

B. Series Expansion in W

The equations of motion for blocks of the three-time NEGF in different regions of the junction (in obvious symbolic
notation) are:

(ihd — hee)Goe = dc + Y herGre (57)
L

(thd — hee)Ger = hoGrr (58)

(ihd — hpr)Gre = hreGeco (59)

(iﬁa—hLL)GLL =0 +hrcGer. (60)

Here, hoo(z) can be split into the phonon-free part A, = {T},,,} and the unravelled part from Egs. (17) and (18) which
contain the noises. Substituting Eq. (59) into Eq. (57) yields

(ihd — h2o)Goc = dc + WeeGoe + XocGec, (61)

10



where the general two-time unravelling matrix W (z, 2’) has been introduced,

S(t—twEo(t) 22 =tt €x*
Weel(z,2') =X 6(r —wee(r) 2,2 =7,7 € iM (62)
0 otherwise,

in place of Eqs. (17) and (18) for ease of notation when appearing in contour integrals, and

Scolz,7) =Y hergln(z 2 )hie, (63)
L

is the regular embedding self-energy containing the Green’s function of the isolated leads g% ; under the bias. Similarly, the
equation of motion for the phonon-free Green’s function in which phonons are not accounted for (with the same bias) is

(ihd — h0)GLe = 6¢ + SecGleo, (64)
Comparing this with Eq. (61) one obtains a self-consistent Dyson-like formal equation for G¢¢,
Goe = Ge + GoeWeeGoo, (65)

which can be used to generate a Born-like series expansion of the full three-time NEGF in terms of the noises and the
phonon-free Green’s function, which in the symbolic form reads:

Gee = GOCC + GOCCWCcG%C + G%CWCCGOCCWCCG(()JC +.... (66)

Writing the times in Eq. (65) explicitly,

Goo(z,2[t) = GLa(z,2') + / dz1dzG% o (2, 21)Wee (21, 22)Goc (22, 2'[E), (67)

K

the integrals over x must be taken with respect to the generalized Langreth rules'® for the specific component of G of
interest. As an example, an expansion for the lesser component Gt~ (z, 2’|t) is presented in Appendix B.

Eq. (67) generates a perturbative expansion with respect to the unravelling matrix W . The expansion for the purposes
of the calculation must be truncated at certain order with respect to the unravelling matrix W that is linear with respect
to the noises.Note that this also requires knowledge of the components of the phonon-free Green’s function G, for a
variable bias; these expressions are readily available, e.g., in the wide band approximation'?®. Hence, the three-time Green’s
function can be written explicitly in a Born-like series with respect to the electrons-only Green’s function of the junction
(which is assumed known) and the noises, so that G¢¢ is expressed as a power series with respect to the noises.

In addition to the three-time Green’s function G ¢, we also need a working expression for the thermal three-time Green’s
function; this can also be expanded in a similar fashion,

Geo(r,7'|7) = Gocﬂé(T, 7' —|—/ dTlG%]VC]«(ﬂ ) wee(m1)Geco(m, 7' |7), (68)
0

where this time generalised Langreth rules are not required as the integration is performed over the subbranch of £ from
0 up to the preparation time 7.

C. The Current

Now that the central region three-time Green’s function can be calculated, any block of the Green’s function can be found.
For example, the Green’s function for the L*" lead,

Grr =9, + 9 hpcGochorgy . (69)

appears in the unravelled number operator which is just the trace of the population matrix Eq. (32) of the lead,

Ni(t) = —ibNIL(D) tr (G (E,7]F)] (70)
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= —ihANTI(%) (tr [g%f (t, f)] + / dzidzs tr {gOLL (er, zl) hroGeo(z1, z2|D)hergb s <22,t)}> (71)

where the double contour integral is again taken with respect to the generalized Langreth rules, and the expression in the
square brackets is understood as the +— projection; this is stated explicitly by the time arguments of the ¢? ; , the first one

oo — . . .
containing ¢ = and the second ¢ . Now, using cyclic invariance of the trace, we can rearrange:

N (t) = —ihNII(?) (tr [g%i(f, f)] + / dz1dzs tr [TCLC(ZQ, 21)Geco (21, 22|t)]> (72)
having introduced a new self-energy with components

’ _ / —+
Yhol(z2) = hergyy (2,8 gty (2 )hec, (73)

where the superscripts 7, v’ specify the projections of the isolated lead Green’s functions onto the different branches of the
contour, as well as their ordering with respect to 7T,.. Note that this self-energy depends on only two times on the contour
z and 2/, rather than all four of the arguments which appear on the right hand side as the inner two times are explicitly set
to the observation time £ of the indicated branch (upper and lower).

The first term in Eq. (72) involving the isolated lead g?5 will be infinite due to the trace over the orbitals in a semi-infinite
lead, where for equal arguments, ¢V is time-independent and is just the Fermi function (Eq. (D7)). However, it can be
shown that this term, after stochastic averaging, represents the total number of electrons in the isolated lead which is a
time-independent quantity (see Appendix C). Hence, only the second term in Eq. (72) is time-dependent and responsible for
the current.

Hence, differentiating the second term in the number operator of the lead and multiplying by the electron charge, —e, we
obtain the current (note that the derivative is a linear operator which commutes with the stochastic average):

Jo() = <1_[(Ziﬁ6)>£gaf<n(t)/nd21d22 tr [Yoro(z2, 21)Gee (21, 22|t)] >55' (74)

Note that the double contour integral over both the inner and outer times of Y ¢ (22, 21)Goc (21, 22|t) cannot be written
by applying the generalized Langreth rules alone. Instead, all possible combinations of times on the contour with all possible
time orderings must be seperately considered, introducing the need for the v, indices in Eq. (73). An explicit expression
for the trace in the integrand via various components of the Green’s function is given in Appendix B, while the derivation

of the components T, ., are presented in Appendix D.

V. DISCUSSION

Having derived the three-time NEGF and it’s associated functions, we should review how it is different from previous
approaches. We began by including a phonon bath in the central region Hamiltonian using phonon displacements from
equilibrium where the coupling between the bath and central region electrons is linear with respect to these displacements
but arbitrary with respect to electrons. Using path integrals to integrate out the effect of the phonons on the electronic
system, we were able to apply a HS transformation to the influence functional which exactly removed the phonon degrees
of freedom all together, replacing them with three sets of coloured Gaussian noises {Naa(t)}, {v4a(t)} and {fi4,(7)}-
There are two key points here.

The first and less important point is that this transformation included the path integral representation of the equilib-
rium partition function, resulting in the introduction of the set of imaginary time noises. The dynamics associated with
these noises is responsible for the joint preparation of the total system (electrons and phonons), initialised in the correct
equilibrium state which includes quantum correlations between the electronic and phonon sub-spaces rather than the two
sub-spaces being thermalized separately in the so-called partitioned approach. This formulation of the equilibrium density
matrix was first derived in”>!?, and then again later in’*?, and used by Tanimura'!! to develop hierarchical equations of
motion for fermionic systems with an Ohmic spectral density for the environment, and by Lane et al.®® to quantify deviations
from expected asymptotic results which occur as a result of system memory of the nonphysical partitioned state. As a result
of this formulation, the contact between electrons and phonons in the molecular junction is neither partitioned nor approxi-
mate, removing any spurious transient dynamics associated with the initial mixing of artificially separated sub-spaces which
would always otherwise be present!'?. In fact, in the approach we have developed, memory of the initial preparation appears
explicitly in the form of the cross-time correlation function between the set of real time noises {14, (t)} and imaginary time
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noises {fi 4, (7)}, which is equivalent to the initial entanglement between electrons and phonons having a direct impact on
the subsequent system dynamics.

The second and more important point is that the introduction of these noises causes the system dynamics to be non-
Hermitian, a property which manifests in three main features: the Hamiltonian is different on the upper and lower horizontal
branches of the contour; the forward and backward propagators of the electronic density matrix in the Liouville equation
are no longer Hermitian conjugates of each other; and the trace of the electronic density matrix is not preserved over the
dynamics. Dealing with this non-Hermicity isues requires the generalization of the NEGF formalism to include the stochastic
branch dependent time evolution operators that we have presented here.

The first of these three features, that the Hamiltonian is now sensitive to the upper and lower branches, supersedes the
other two as it is in some sense responsible for them. Since the dynamics over shared periods of time on the branches no
longer annul each other, we introduced a third time argument into the NEGF, the observation time ¢, which is the right
most time on the contour, as this controls the extent of the full dynamics on the horizontal branches of the contour. The
definition of this three-time Green’s function G(z, 2’|t) in Eq. (24) requires the introduction of a multiplicative prefactor
which is a function of the observation time alone, II(#), which would otherwise appear in its equation of motion. Though
an expression for I1(¥) was found, Eq. (36), its initial value when ¢ = t( was not immediately obvious, and required the
definition of a similar function II(7), this time a function of the preparation time 7 which defines a subbranch within the
vertical branch, 7 € (0,7). This provided the initial value, II(o) = II(3h), but the expression for II(7) Eq. (56) introduced
new imaginary time self-energies Xcc (7, 7/|7) and Acc (7, 7'|7) and, more importantly, a second three-time thermal NEGF
G(T,7'[7), defined exclusively on the subbranch parameterized by the preparation time.

Using the Kadanoff-Baym equations of motion for these three-time Green’s functions, we obtained a perturbative expan-
sion Eq. (67) in terms of the unravelling matrix which contains the noises and the phonon-free Green’s function for the
molecular junction in the absence of phonons. With a procedure to compute the three-time NEGFs in place, we derived an
expression for the non-equilibrium current response to an external bias on the leads in Eq. (74) which involves the three-time
NEGF, I1(#), I1(3h), and a third new self-energy Y cr.c(z, 2’), which required the application of a Girsanov transformation
presented in Appendix C to remove a problematic infinity. Finally, expressions for the self-energies in terms of energy
integrals were derived, presented in Appendix D. Performing stochastic averages over the realizations of the noises, the
physical dynamics of the system is then recovered, and this represents an exact, fully general, and elegant framework for
the inelastic dynamics of an electronic open system coupled to a phonon environment. Of course, in practice one would
need to use a finite number of terms in the Born-like expansion of the Green’s functions leading to an approximate solution,
and this finite expansion would need to converge.

For clarity, we present here a condensed form of the procedure to calculate the non-equilibrium current response to an
external bias through the leads using this method:

1. Compute quantities which are independent of the noises: components of the phonon-free NEGF G2, (2, 2") from'®,
fZC(T, 0|7) Eq. (D22) and ESC(O, 7|7) Eq. (D23), Acc (7, 7'|7) Eq. (D24) and various components of Ycrc(2,2)
(Appendix D).

2. Generate realizations of 14, Va4 and [t 4. For each realization:

I For 7 € (0,8h) :
i Use Born-like expansion Eq. (67) on the subbranch of £ up to 7 to calculate the three-time thermal NEGF
Gcc(T, T/|?).
ii Calculate II(7) Eq. (56).
I Initialize I1(t) = I1(BA).
III Fort € (to, tmaz):
i Use Born-like expansion Eq. (67) on the entire contour k to calculate the three-time NEGF G (z, 2'[T).
ii Calculate I1(t) Eq. (36).
iii Evaluate [ dz1dzeYcro(22, 21)Goc(21, 22|t).

3. Evaluate stochastic averages <ﬁ(ﬂh)>£g and (II(t) [ dz1dzYopo(22, 21)Geo (21, 22t)) ¢z
4. Differentiate the latter with respect to t.
5. Evaluate the current Eq. (74).

The feasibility of a numerical scheme involving the three-time NEGF depends on the size of the phonon environment,
since there are three noises per phonon, and the computational cost scales with the total number of noises that must be
generated, as well as the number of noises involved in a single realization of the system dynamics. Generating the noises
themselves should not be a problem, as optimized schemes for generating noises of this kind already exist®’, and should be
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easily extendable to the NEGF framework. It will also require evaluation of the integrals in Appendix D for the self energies,
which may in some cases involve the use of Matsubara sums, the Padé approximation, or an extension of the wide band
approximation (WBA); this is left for future work. Therefore, the first application of the three-time NEGF is likely to be for
a small molecular junction whose central region is on the order of single atoms, with a minimal number of phonon modes.

We are currently working on a numerical implementation of this method for a simple junction, as well as on its further
development in which the noises are integrated out analytically.

VI. CONCLUSION

Using the influence functional formalism, the electronic density matrix was obtained by reducing the total density matrix
with respect to phonons for a molecular junction with electrons coupled to a phonon environment in the central region,
attached to an arbitrary number of leads. Phonon degrees of freedom were fully removed and replaced by complex coloured
Gaussian noises via application of a two-time HS transformation, leading to a stochastic Liouville equation for the dynamics
of the electronic density matrix. This prompted the definition of a three-time stochastic NEGF G(z, 7’ |¢) to account for
the non-Hermicity of the dynamics, encapsulated by the dependence on the third time ¢ which is the rightmost time on
the Konstantinov-Perel’ contour, or the observation time. Initialization of this three-time NEGF involved the definition of a
second three-time thermal NEGF G(7, 7'|T), defined only on a subbranch of the Matsubara branch up to the third time 7, the
preparation time. A perturbative expansion for these new NEGFs in terms of the noises and the regular phonon-free Green’s
function was derived, as well as an expression for the non-linear current response to an arbitrary external bias applied to
the leads. Physical quantities are recovered by integrating over the functional distribution of the noises. This represents an
extension of the NEGF formalism to include stochastic dynamics, or more generally any non-Hermitian dynamics that is
sensitive to the upper and lower horizontal branches.
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APPENDICES
Appendix A: Hubbard-Stratonovich and the Influence Functional

By transforming into the normal mode coordinates of the bath ¢, the central region Hamiltonian becomes diagonal with
respect to the phonons (indicated by A),

- - 1
He =H8+§Z [PX +w3dd] _Z&/\Q)u (A1)
A A
q\ = Z VMAEN AaU A, (AZ)
Aa

where ey = {e) aq} are the eigenvectors of the bath’s dynamical matrix D;’;% = A%i{,/ /M aaM Ao With associated
eigenvalues w3.

The density matrix of the entire system, being a solution of the Liouville equation, evolves in time via (in this Appendix,
we use ¢ instead of the observation time ¢ to avoid cumbersome notations)

prot(t) = U(t, to) prot (to)U (to, t) (A3)

and therefore, can be thought of as a forward propagation along the real time from ¢y to ¢ by the regular time evolution
operator U (t,to) which is not stochastic (this corresponds to the upper branch xT) followed by the backward propagation
from 7 to to via U (to, t) = UT(t, to) (this corresponds to the lower branch x~). In the coordinate representation the density
matrix depends on the initial and final coordinates of both the electrons and phonons, with all electronic variables x and
phonon variables g carrying a superscript £ which corresponds to the upper and lower horizontal branches, respectively.

The forward propagator of the total system from some initial time ¢; up to a later time ¢3 along the upper branch sV,
written in the coordinate representation with respect to electronic coordinates x and phonon coordinates g, can be expressed
as a path integral over electronic trajectories ™ [s] and phonon trajectories ¢ [s],

R z+(t2):a:2 q+(t2):q i + +
(w2, q2|U (t2, t1) |1, q1) :/ D [fUJr(S)}/ D [q"(s)] et Storle" ()0 (S)]a (A4)
q

I+(t1):£v1 +(t1):q1

where Sior [x7(5), g7 (s)] is the action of the total system of electrons and phonons,
Stot [(s), a(s)] = S [w(s)] + Spn [(5), ls]] - (A5)

Here, SY [z(s)] is the classical action associated with the isolated electronic subsystem of Eq. (1), and the action Sy, [2(s), ¢[s]]
contains all terms which depend on the phonons from Eq. (A2). Note that, since phonons and electrons are coupled together,
Sp, must also depend on the electronic trajectories.

Similarly, the backwards propagator of the total system is

. 7 (t1)=z1 q” (t1)=q i _ -
(w1, q1|U(t1,t2)|22, g2) Z/ D [557(5)}/ Dlg (s)]e rorfz” ()0 (S)], (A6)
q

z~ (t2)=z2 ~(t2)=q2

where the use of the + superscripts clearly indicates which branch % the evolution is on, and with respect to which time
ordering. For the backwards propagator, the limits of integration are reversed to reflect the anti-chronological time ordering,
with the minus sign in the exponent coming from the time integral in the action going from ¢5 to ¢; with ¢; < ts.

The path integrals are performed with respect to both the open system electronic trajectories and the phonon trajectories.
However, the integration over the environment (phonons) can be performed exactly as the part of the Hamiltonian which
involves phonons in Eq. (A2) is that of a set of independent displaced harmonic oscillators. Consequently the path integral
is Gaussian and its result is well known” "7, so that the propagators becomes path integrals over the open system electronic
trajectories only. For example, the forward propagator is now given by,

R I+(tg)212 ;
<$2, q2|U(t2,t1)|x1, q1> — A+/ D [m“"(s)] eg(ng [x+(s)]+Sph [q;ﬂf,ﬁ(s)]), (A7)

zt(t1)=z1

where and ¢; and g7 are initial and final phonon normal mode coordinates associated with the initial and final time argu-
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ments in the time evolution operator, and

1F1 W
AT =][4f =
1:[ A 1:[ 2v/7h \ sin (wy (t2 — 1))

(A8)

is an oscillating amplitude which arises from a closed loop path integral for each mode. The phonon part of the action,
Spn [q;' Lqi,xt (s)], depends only on the initial and final values of the phonon variables, but is still a functional of the
electronic coordinates 27 [s] along the trajectory.

The corresponding backwards propagator takes the same form, with the replacement + — —, a minus sign in the expo-
nent, and the limits of integration reversed as before.

The electronic only density matrix is obtained by taking the diagonal element of the total density matrix with respect to
the phonon coordinates at the final time ¢ and integrating over them

p(e, t; x0,to) :/th (@1qt) Prot (t)|zoge) (A9)
:/thdeldqld@dqz@t,Qt|ﬁ(t7to)|x2aQ2><5U2aQ2|Ptot(to)\$17ql><lﬂ1,Q1|U(to,t)|$o,%>, (A10)

that is, Eq. (A10) is the reduced density matrix with respect to the phonons.
Assuming that the total system was initially in thermal equilibrium,

1 o
prot(to) = ——e ™0, (A11)
tot,0

the part associated with the equilibrium density matrix at time ¢, after integration over phonons, can also be expressed as
an electronic path integral, this time with a dummy imaginary time variable 7,

M =M (Bh)=x2
(w2, 43| prot (to) 1. g)T) = ZA / D [ar(7)] e~ # (Siile™ O]+57 [a5h.a0" =™ (1)) (A12)
tot,0 J M (0)=x;

where S% [x3/(7)] is the Euclidean action where the electronic Hamiltonian Eq. (1) is used in place of the Lagrangian in

E M M .M

an integral over 7 from 0 to 3h, and S;;, [qﬁh, a" ,x (7')} is the same but for the part of Eq. (A2) that involves phonons

P
and depends on the initial and final values of the phonon coordinates at to 7 = 0 and 7 = A, respectively. Here, the label
M serves the same role as the & labels used previously, indicating that this imaginary time evolution can be thought of as
evolution along the vertical branch kM and

o . 1 w)
AM_lz[Aﬁﬂ_lz[,/%,/m. (A13)

Eq. (A10) now becomes

1 at ()=, ™ (Bh) =2 z” (to)=21
p(ze, t; 20, t0) = A /dmldxg/ D[z (s)] / D [2M(7)] / D[z (s)]

0 *(to)=w2 M(0)=11

X exp {; (Sgl [z7(s)] — SY [z7(s")] + iSE [xM(T)])}f[x+(s),x_(s'),xM(T)] (A14)

where

CATAMA-

Fla*(s), a7 (s"),a™(7)] Zom

I_I/dqxdqidq;F;r [, 0,27 ()] F' [a, 0, 2™ (7)] Fy [g,9,27 ()] (A15)
A

is the influence functional which contains all the information about the effect of the electron-phonon coupling on the
electronic junction, having already performed the path integration over the phonon trajectories. Here, the total partition
function Z;4¢ o has been split into the partition function for the isolated phonon subsystem Zy,,

1 1
Zph = 3 1:[cosech <2ﬁhw>\> , (A16)
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and the partition function for the remaining part Zy, so that Z,; o = ZyZp,. The three functions FEM come from the
path integrals on the three branches of the contour and are exponential functions whose exponents are quadratic in the
integration variables’>”. Integration is performed for each phonon mode ) separately, and the quadratic structure of the
exponent makes the integrals Gaussian and therefore directly integrable, resulting in a single exponential of a sum over
modes,

AT AM A—

Fla*(s),a™(s), 2™ (7)) = — exp{—Z‘PA z4(s),x(s /)NcM(T)]}’ (A17)
ph

where = Z ) @) is the influence phase”®, and the prefactor AT AM A~ /Z,;, = 1, as can be shown by a simple algebra,

so that Flz T (s), 27 (s"), 2 (7)] = exp (— @/h)

This influence phase will depend on the coupling between the electronic subsystem and the phonons. Recalling the
electronic coupling operator to the Ao phonon 6 4, from Eq. (4), the operators associated with electronic states have been
replaced by classical trajectories in the path integrals, leading to the definition of the branch dependent coupling functions
oy (s) = ox[z*(s)] and o (1) = o[z (7)] which couple each phonon mode A to the electronic trajectory on one of the
three branches z& (s) or 2 (7). After much algebra®, each mode of the influence phase becomes

1 t . t
(p)\ = 5/ dtldt2K§e(t1 — tg)v)\(tl)’UA(tg) + 27,/ dtldtg(")(tl — tg)K&m(tl — tQ)UA(tl)wA(tg)

to to

Bh t
71/ dTl/ dth)\(tl 72'7'1)0'5\\/[(7'1)1))\@1)
0 to

Bh
— %/ dridre [KS (11 — T2) — K5 (|11 — 72|)] Uﬁ‘\/l(ﬁ)oﬁ\w(rz), (A18)
0

where
oA(t) = oy (t) — oy (t) and wy(t) = % [0 (t) + o) (t)] (A19)
KXe(t) = % cos(wxt) coth (;w,\ﬁh) (A20)

A
K™(t) = —% sin(wxt) (A21)
1 cosh (wA (%Bh — zz))
Ka(z) = 2wy sinh (%W)\ﬁh) (A22)
K5(r) = % coth (;wxﬁh> cosh(wy7) (A23)
W

K3(r) = i sinh(wy7). (A24)

Notably, these kernels satisfy the following relationships: that K (t) = KX°(t) + :K3(t), and K, (it) = K5 (1) + K5(7),
with K§ and K§ being even and odd functions, respectively. The first two terms in Eq. (A18) are the regular integrals which
appear in the Feynman-Vernon influence functional’®, while the remaining terms arise from considering the total system to
be in thermal equilibrium at o rather than artificially partitioned®.

Returning to the site representation for the phonons with the joint index a = (Ac), the total influence phase in Eq. (A17)
is now

1 1 t t
h Z(I)aa/ =3 {/ dt1/ dtave (t1)Caar (t1 — t2)var (t2)
aa’ to to

Bh t Bh Bh o
+2/ dT1 / dt1VZ(7‘1)C;<a, (tl,Tl)Va/ (tl) + / d7‘1 / dTQV{(Tl)Caa/(Tl — TQ)V(L/ (7'2) (AZS)
0 t 0 0
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where

va(t) = wao(t) and ( 7)/ h) (A26)
: BRSO 20()K (1) 0

Caa (t) = 22'9(—15)2{;“;/(—15)8 8 8 (A27)
0 0 0 0

CX (t,7) = ( hK““O( —im) 0 8 8) (A28)

i) = (P57 ) o)

so that the total influence phase isnow ® = >, ®,/, having used transformations of the form

Koo = €xa€ra Kz (A30)

=
MaMa
As before, the e, are the elements of the eigenvectors of the bath’s dynamical matrix.

The equations above have been written specifically in the form most suitable for the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation®%
with complex multivariate Gaussian noises® that is applied with respect to the real and imaginary times®. This transfor-
mation maps the bi-linear exponent in Eq. (A25) (the total phase in Eq. (A17)) onto a stochastic exponent which is linear in

the noises, at the expense of then averaging over all realizations of those noises,

1 t s _p
exp§ —7 (Daa’} = <6XP {Z l dt &L (t1)va(t1) + dné&, (Tl)Va(Tl)] } > ; (A31)

where

Na(t)
£a(t) = Z g and ga(T):(Hg(T)) (A32)
)

are vectors of the noises and their complex conjugates, and (. . .) ¢z indicates the average over { and £. Ttis worth emphasising

the structure of the noise vectors ¢, and £,: they contain complex conjugate pairs of the noises. This gives meaning to the
matrices in Egs. (A27)-(A29), which up until now have simply been algebraic, when in fact they are the precision matrices
of the distribution functional of the noises. For example, for R,,/: the 11 component is the correlation function of 7, and
7q’; the 12 component is the correlation function of 7, and 7},; the 13 component is the correlation function of 7, and v/,
and so on.

The noises therefore have the following correlation functions,

(O () ¢ = WS, (2~ ) (a33)

(Mo (t)var ( )> &€= = 2i0(t — ') K (t —t') (A34)
Ua(f)ua (7)) g = —hlaa (t —iT) (A35)

(0 () (7)) g = B K G (11 = 72) = Ko (IT1 = 72])] (A36)

with all other correlations not shown being zero. The matrix elements C,,/, C., and C,. of Eqs. (A27)-(A29) are therefore
identified as the correlations between the a and a’ noises, which appear as elements of a 2 x 2 block in the partitioned
covariance matrix between the noises,

C(L(J/ (j>< ’
Eaa/ = <C><T éaa/ ) 9 (A37)

aa’
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having been partitioned with respect to the real-time vector noises &, (t) and the imaginary time vector noises &, (7). The
full covariance matrix for all the a and @’ is thus ¥ = (Z4/).

It is worth emphasising the equality between Eq. (A31) and Eq. (A25): this is not an approximation. Rather, the noises have
been introduced in a mathematically exact way and their properties rigorously derived from the theory, with the average of
Eq. (A31) over the Gaussian distribution functional of the noises being formally equivalent to Eq. (A25). Reincorporating
the influence functional back into the path integrals by inserting Eqs. (A31) and (A17) into Eq. (A14), we obtain

T ()= =M (Bh)=xz 7 (to)=z1
Py, t; 20, t0) = /da:ldxg/ D [m+(s)}/ D [l‘M(T)]/ D[z (s)]
z M (

T (to)=w2 0)=x1 z= (t)=z0

cexp{ 3 (57 (o7 (0)) = 57 [ ()] + S [ )) (A38)

for the electronic density matrix, where the three actions S £ and S are now stochastic - hence the tilde over the p to indicate
that it is a non-physical stochastic quantity - and correspond to stochastic potentials in the Lagrangians,

Stk (s)] = / ds< +Z[n,4a + uAa( )} ajga(s)> (A39)

Bh
Sz (7)] :/0 dT( +ZﬂAa )oK (T )) ) (A40)

where LY, is the purely electronic (phonon-free) Lagrangian associated with the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1). The new stochastic
Lagrangians which are the full integrands of Eqs. (A39) and (A40) have the corresponding stochastic Hamiltonians that are
precisely those of Eq. (15).

Returning to the propagators associated with each of the path integrals, and using the same coordinates as in Eq. (A10),
we obtain

. :v+(t)::rt ;

(walU (8, o) 2) = / D [ (s)] ") (A41)
zt (to)=z2

M(Bh)=x _

(z2l7olzr) = / D [ (r)] e~ #5[" 0) (A12)
M (0)=z1
R z” (to)=z1 et
(@1 [T (to, )| wo) = / D [a (s)] e #5 [+ O], (A43)
z~ (t)=z0

where U* and U(h,0) = py are the stochastic time evolution operators on the upper and lower horizontal branches and
the vertical branch, respectively, which use these new stochastic Hamiltonians. This brings us to the Liouville equation of
Eq. (6) and completes the transformation.

Appendix B: Contour Integrals

The regular Langreth rules cannot be applied when expanding the contour integrals in Eqs. (67) and (74) since the un-
ravelled Hamiltonian of Eqs. (14)-(15) is sensitive to all three of the branches x* and x . Instead, the generalized Langreth
rules!® must be applied to consider all possible combinations of complex times where real times on the upper and lower
branches are treated separately due to the different values of the unraveling matrix W, and always ordered with respect

to the contour time ordering T

Adopting the following convention for the integration of three-time quantities such as with the unravelling matrix
Wee (21, 22) in the expansion for Goo (Eq. (67)),

(AeweB)(z,z/[t) ter™
/ dz1dzoA(z, 21 [O)W (21, 22) B(22, 2'|[t) = ¢ (Aowo B) (2,2'|f) t€ k™ (B1)
" (Axw* B) (2,2'[t) 7€rM
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with

T
(Aewe B) (22 [f) = / dt Az, tfw(t)B(t, #[), tert (B2)
ty
T
(Aowo B) (z,7|t) = —/ dt A(z, t|H)w(t)B(t,2'[t), te€r™ (B3)
t
Bh
(A= B) (2, #[f) = —i / dr A(z, Tw(r) B(r, 2 [F), 7€M, (B4)
0

where we have exploited the §—functions in the definition of W in Eq. (62), we can write down integrals of the product
of functions defined on the contour explicitly. Using the fact that only the unravelling matrix depends on the particular
horizontal branch, with the phonon-free Green’s function G° being the same on both branches, the perturbative expansion
for the +— component of the three-time NEGF in the central region is readily expanded out, e.g., to first order, as

Gt t'l) = Geo () + [(GEe + Goe) e woe ¢ Gee + Gog owee © (Gl — Gep)

G *Wee * G%@] ) +..., (B5)

where the dependence on the observation time ¢ on the right hand side is hidden in the definitions of the integrals for e
and o. The expressions for the components of the phonon-free NEGF (e.g., in the wide band approximation®” they are given
in Ref.!”?) can then be used to compute the three-time Green’s function as required. Higher order terms can be written
similarly by a repetitive application of the generalised Langreth rules'®.

The contour integral which appears in the current Eq. (74) is less straightforward since it involves integrating over both
the inner and outer times of Yo ¢ (22, 21)Geoc (21, 22]t). This calculation is easier to perform by representing each z integral
as a sum over either of the three branches, leading to 9 terms. Since one of the times in each of the two isolated lead Green’s
function g% 1, in the definition of Yo (22, 21) is fixed just before or after the observation time, Eq. (73), it is possible to
indicate explicitly as superscripts in the self-energy the particular components of the isolated leads Green’s function,

7 _ ! 7+
Y8 o(22,21) = harghy (20, gV (' z1)hie (B6)

where 7,7" =<, >, 7, I". Then, by considering each possible combination of the branches, one obtains

€
/dzleQ tr [TCLc(ZQ,Zl)Gcc(Zl,22|E)] Z/ dtldtg tr [Tézo(tg,tl)GJég(tl,tglf) - Tézc(tg,tl)GEg(thtgﬁ)
K to

—Y1o(ta, t1)GEG (b, talt) + YE1 o (e, 1) Gog (t, ta]f)]
t Bh
i / dt [ drie [YEL (L T)GH (ro ) ~ YLt 7)GH (11D
to 0
r 7 r - 7
YL (T OGEY (LTI = TEse(r HGEY (1, 710)]

8h
— / dridrs tr {Tg;c(m, TﬂG%é‘%ﬁJgM)] .
0

(B7)
The components of Y ¢ .¢ are given in Appendix D. This expression shows that alongside the component G, of the central
region Green’s function obtained in Eq. (B5), one also needs similar expressions for other components, such as G%g, Gégf ,
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G and GMM . These can be obtained using rules presented in'% in a straightforward manner.

Appendix C: Girsanov Transformation of the Noise Measure

Taking the average of II(¢) in Eq. (72), the average can be treated as either a statistical average over realizations of the
noises, or as the functional integral over their distribution M,

(I(#))eg = /&D[ﬁ(t)]D[é(T)] M(E(®),&(m)] TI(E), (C1)
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where ¢, and £, are the vector noises of the a = (A«) displacement from Eq. (A32), and £ = {¢,} and € = {£,} are the
sets of noises over all the displacements. The noise measure takes the form

MIEE).E)] = Mesp {—; S (&) (e B ) (& )} 2

B aa’
aa

t T
= Mexp {—; Z |:/to dtl ‘/to dt? gg(tl)Aaa’ (tl - t2)£a’(t2)
t

+2 /;0 dtq /(; dm gg(tl)Baa' (t17 Tl)ga/(ﬁ)

T T _r -~
+ [ an [ dn €D - maw)} } , (©3)
0 0
where M is the Gaussian normalization factor, and the matrix

AN Aaa’(t7t/) Baa’<t77)
P )= (50 b)) ‘C“)

is the precision matrix of the distribution; specifically, it is the particular component of the full precision matrix P = (P ),
between the a and o’ noises. This matrix shares the same structure as the covariance matrix 3,/ (Eq. (A37)), in which the
blocks are matrices themselves which correspond to the different pairs of times (¢,t'), (¢,7) and (7, 7"). The full precision
matrix P therefore has components for both the sets of noises and pairs of times. For example, (P11),,, = Pia,1a’ is the
precision matrix between noises &, (¢) and &,/ (¢') for both times being real (which is still a 4 x 4 matrix with respect to
the components of the noises), (P12),,, = Pia,24’ is the rectangular 4 x 2 matrix block for the noises &,(¢) and &, (1)
corresponding to one time real and one imaginary, and, finally, (P22),,, = P2 24’ is the 2 x 2 block corresponding to the
noises £,(7) and £, (1) for both imaginary times. The full matrix P is directly related to the covariance matrix 3 of Eq.
(A37)byitsinverse, Ppy = (271 ) wa’” Thus the block matrices C,/, C.,, and C .o which contain the correlation functions

between the noises are related to the precision matrix by C,o = (P_l)la}m/, C), = (P_l)la’ga/ and C,y = (P_l)ga’ga/.

To simplify the notation, we shall henceforth ignore the complex conjugate components since all correlation functions
which involve complex conjugate noises are equal to zero. The vector ,(t) then has only two components 7, and v,, and
&,(7) has only one component 7i,,. Next, we shall discretise both real and imaginary times and introduce three blocks for

the noises: 7 = (14(t)), ¥ = (va(t)), and & = (7, (7)), with the full noise vector x = (7 v It )T. The noise measure
can then be compactly written as

Mg, )] = Mexp {~3x7Pxc}. (©s)

Given that I1(f) of Eq. (36) is an exponential which is linear in the v, (t) noises (which are the second component of x),
it can be written as

I(f) = Dy exp (x" L), (C6)
where we have introduced a 3-component vector L = ( 0~0 )T, with

v = (va(t)) = (htr [VecGEa(t tt)]) - (C7)

86,113 can then be applied such that the average taken over the transformed measure M’ with

The Girsanov transformation

respect to the transformed noises &', E/ is analytically equivalent to the original average in Eq. (C1) taken over the original
measure M with respect to the un-transformed noises £, &:

/

Mg(®), (r) TE(D)] = T M'[€'(), € ()] - (C8)

This transformation is achieved by completing the square in the total exponent of the right hand side of Eq. (C8) to introduce
a new vector of noises,

X =x-P'L=x-3L, (C9)
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which transforms the quadratic form in the exponential —%XTPX + xTL into ¢ — % (X )T P/, where the free (noise
independent) term,

o= %LTP*1L = %LTEL (C10)
1 cm Cw C* 0
:5(070) c”m o0 0 v | =0, (C11)
cxT o C 0

is equal to zero since the correlation functions between the v noises, C4¥, (t1,t2) = (Vo (t1)Var (t2)), is itself equal to zero.
This is a very important point that the free term ¢ = 0; without it, the application of the Girsanov transformation would
introduce an additional time dependence to Eq. (71) when differentiating to obtain the current.
It is clear from Eq. (C9) that only the 7 noises are affected by the transformation:

n n cm Cm" C* 0
vVi|=|lv |- C7” 0 0 % (C12)
4 i c*T o0 C 0

Na(t) = o i dt! % (6, ) yar ()
Vo (t

Fra(T)

: (C13)

where C!”, = 2{© K™, is the 1), — V4 correlation function of Eq. (A34). Hence, when written explicitly, the new 7, noises
are

;

(0 = na(t) ~ 2ih [ dne(t — 1) S K ) [V Gl tle)] (C14)
to a’

and all the other noises are left unchanged v/, = v,, @i, = f,.

For the integral over M’ with respect to the primed noises to be analytically equivalent to the integral over M with
respect to the original noises, the Jacobian of the transformation J must be equal to unity. It is convenient to split the
Jacobian matrix into block matrices which correspond to derivatives of the different noises within the primed and original
sets. Using obvious notation, this is

.]/,7/,'7 J'f]/l/ Jn/ﬁ ‘]_7]/77 JT]’V Jn/ﬁ
J=|Jvn Jvv ¥l =0 1 0 (C15)
JE'n JE'v JE'E 0 0 I

where the second equality is obtained since the 7 noises are the only set of noises altered by the transformation; so, J” v
and J7'7 are the identity matrices, while the other blocks in the second and third rows must be zero. By considering the
elements of the 7'y block matrix, J," = |on], /on,(t')

, using Eq. (C14), and discretising times,

o, (t) ! I
L) 5 b — 2ih / a0t — 1) S K™ (t — 1) (C16)
t

S (t') o

)
~ oy (1)
it is clear that the Heaviside function bounds the integral from from above so that ¢t; < t, while the kernel K. (Il‘g, is a known
correlation function which is independent of any individual realization of any specific noise in the set, so the derivative
is applied to the three-time NEGF instead. The NEGF must satisfy causality: it can only depend on noises from the past,
which bounds the integral from below, ¢; > ¢/, meaning that the integral corresponds to an upper-triangular matrix with
zeros on the diagonal, so that its contribution to the determinant is zero. Therefore the second term does not contribute
to the Jacobian, leaving J:;n = 0qp0s» which means that J 7'M ig the identity matrix. The other two blocks, J " and J "'ﬂ,
are irrelevant since the total Jacobian matrix Eq. (C15) is an upper triangular matrix with identities along the diagonal
and hence has determinant equal to one. Finally, the simple change of variables 7, — 7/, completes the transformation
with the consequence that the regular stochastic average over realizations of the noises with the transformed {7/} must
be equivalent to the stochastic average over realizations of the original noises, in the limit of sampling over all possible
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realizations. Therefore Eq. (C1) becomes
<H(t)>.gg = <H0>§/E’ = Nila (C17)

and so the product of N and (IIj) gg In the first term in Eq. (72) is equal to one, and the infinite term in the population in
Eq. (72) becomes

—ihNTI()tr (75 (F,1)] = —ihtr [g75 (£,)] (C18)

which is the total number of electrons in the L-th lead. Since ¢Y5 (7, 7) does not depend on time Z, this term is constant and
does not contribute to the current. Concluding, the infinite term in the number operator Eq. (72) vanishes in the current
through the L'" lead after performing the average. This gives the final form Eq. (74).

Appendix D: Self-Energies in the WBA

As well as the regular embedding self-energy, three additional self energies have been introduced: Y and Ac¢ in Eq.
(56) for II(7), and Y¢rc in the expression for the current, Eq. (74). Note that the regular embedding self-energy is still
required to calculate the components of the phonon-free NEGF, see, e.g., Ref.!?. The self-energies are reproduced here for
convenience (we here set i = 1):

Soc(z,22) = Y herg? (21, 2)hie (D1)
L
Soo(r,ml7) =Y herg)p(n, mlF)hie (D2)
L
Koo (m,m2F) =Y hergy (r, 017k 9050, 2P hie (D3)
L
Tiie (a1, 22) = horgpy (21,8 [ggy (F z2lDhrc (D4)

Using the equation of motion for the isolated lead Green’s function (the index L of the lead is omitted),

(ihd — hrr)gpr, =6, (D5)

its different components are:
9i;(t1, t2) = —%5ij‘€_i¢"(tl’t2) [1— f(e)] (D6)
935 (t1,t2) = %&jefwi(“’b)f(ffw) (D7)
gij(t1,t2) = —%(ﬁj@(tl — tg)e tPilt1t2) (D8)
g5 (t1,ta) = 6;;0(t2 — tl)e_w’?‘(tl’t?) (D9)
g(s1) = —%5ij€_efw76i¢i(t’t°) [1— f(el)] (D10)
g (7) = Ty T (M) o11)
gl (1) = — by~ {0(ry — 1) [1 - F(})] — O — 1) F(el)} (D12)

Here,

gi(t,t') = /t,t dty [e; + Vi (t)] = et —t') + (¢, 1) (D13)

fori € L, f(w) = (1 + eﬁ‘*’) -t is the Fermi function, and efw = ¢; — p as before, and we also note the useful relationship
[1 — f(w)] = € f(w). There is also the isolated Green’s function on the vertical subbranch up to the preparation time,
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defined in Eq. (45),
1 M — _ )
9ij(T1, 2[T) = =3 dije™" = {O(n = 7o) [1 = f(e7)] = O(r2 — 1) F(e[7) }- (D14)

All the necessary components of the self-energies can now be obtained. For the retarded and advanced components
which involve the Heaviside function, the part that depends exclusively on a time difference must be Fourier transformed
to properly account for the Heaviside function. This gives for the two components:

d r .
t1,t2 Ze—ﬂlm(h tz)/ﬁ —iw(t1—t2) (I)nm(w)_ %an(w) )

dw [ i
—ipr (t1,t2) —iw(t1—t2) v
m(t1,t2) = E e "L /727T _(I)nm(w) + 2an(w) )

where we introduced the level width matrix in terms of the elements T;,; of the transmission matrix of the lead and central
regions:

nm Z an =27 Z Tniﬂmd(ei - w) , (D15)

Ly€L

and

/ /
(I)nm(w) = ][diirnm(w )

2r w—w

is basically the Gilbert transform of the level width matrix.

Other components of the self energy are obtained directly by introducing integration over the energies w by means of the
delta function §(w — ¢;). This enables one to essentially replace the sum over the lead’s states ¢ with the w integration of
the level width matrix: :

Seotnta) = —iem TRy el / & gt =D oo ) (1~ f) (D16)
L

SEo(t ta) = e~ h=r) Z e trlintz) / Z%e‘“““mrécw + 1) f (w) (D17)

() = it 3 v [ e e o4 ) 1 ) D1

Bleltsr) = e et [ Gae e T (w4 ) () (D19)

SYE (r1,7m) = —i / ;ljje YT (w + ) [ - F(W)] (D20)

S5 (i) =i [ G2 T oo + ) ). 021)

The same is done for the necessary components of the thermal self-energies on the subbranch up to the preparation time,

Ycc and Acc, by using G, ;, rather than g%]g ,

Ecc(ﬁa 0%7) = /*GWTIFCC(W + ) [1 = f(w|T)] (D22)
See0.nim) = [ Goem Toot + i) (023)
Reo(n, mim) = = [ §owe™ ool + wF(elr) [1 - Fel)]. (24)

Substituting in the <, >, I and 7 projections of the isolated lead Green’s functions (Egs. (D6), (D7), (D10), and (D11),
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respectively) into T (22, 21), where v and 7/ represent these projections, and then introducing the w integration by
means of 6(w — ¢;) as above, the components which appear in Eq. (B7) are obtained:

dw

TEZ by, 1) = e ibla—t) gmivnliai) / =

= Téfo(t% tl)

) ) d
Ysro(ta ty) = —eﬂ“(tr“)eﬂm(t“”tl)/*2:
, , d
Tézc(t%tl) = e tnlta—t1) g—ithr (t2,t1) / ﬁe

dw

TSio(t,7) = —e it—to) = ivL(tito) / 5

2T

, . d ,
Yoot T) = e Tl emive (i) / & emiwlt=10) DL (w4 ) f(w) [1 — f(w)]

dw

Teie(rt) = etl-tleteiti) / et o= PL (w4 ) f(w) [1 = f()]

2
dw
2T

YLFe(ryt) = =ttt [ SE-t0 T 4 ) 1 - f)

dw

Yole(mm) = [ Goe ™ Lo+ ) fw) (1 - ().

s

et =tTL (1 + ) f(w) [1 — f(w)]

e—iw(tzftl)réc(w + ) fw)?
—iw(tz—tl)r‘éc(w =+ ,u) [1 - f((")”2

eI TR (w0 + ) (w)?
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