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The connection between molecular vibrations and spin polarization in charge transport through
molecular junctions is currently a topic of high interest, with important consequences for a variety
of phenomena, such as chirality-induced spin selectivity (CISS). In this work, we follow this theme
by exploring the relationship between vibronic dynamics and the corresponding spin polarization
of the nonequilibrium charge current in a molecular junction. We employ the hierarchical equa-
tions of motion (HEOM) approach, which, since it is numerically exact and treats the vibrational
degrees of freedom quantum mechanically, extends previous analyses of similar models that relied
on approximate transport methods. We find significant spin polarization of the charge current in
the off-resonant, low-voltage regime, where the vibrations must be treated quantum mechanically.
Furthermore, we are able to connect the spin polarization in the charge transport to a corresponding
polarization of the vibrational dynamics, which manifests itself in the vibrational angular momen-
tum and excitation. Our analysis covers multiple molecule-lead couplings, temperatures, orbital
energies, and spin-orbit couplings, demonstrating that the vibrationally assisted spin polarization is
robust across a broad range of parameters.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spintronic devices, in which the spin of transporting elec-
trons alongside their charge is exploited for information
processing, offer an attractive alternative to conventional
charge-based technologies. Due to their high energy ef-
ficiency and fast processing speed [1], spin-based devices
have been used in a wide range of applications, such as
data storage, magnetic sensing, and quantum computing
[2, 3]. Crucial to the successful operation of these devices
is the ability to manipulate and control spin. There are
many methods to do this, including but not limited to
the spin Seebeck effect, spin-transfer torque, and the spin
quantum Hall effect [4–6].

Recently, there has also been much interest in an-
other approach for manipulating spin: the chirality-
induced spin selectivity (CISS) effect. It refers to the
experimentally observed phenomenon that the transmis-
sion of spin-polarized electrons through chiral mediums
can be highly asymmetric between the two spin orienta-
tions and enantiomers, with the underlying thesis that
molecular chirality imparts spin polarization [7, 8]. Al-
though the original effect was observed in photoelectron
spectroscopy experiments[9–12], CISS has since been ob-
served in a wide range of scenarios, such as electron trans-
fer through chiral molecules [13–15], chemical reactions of
chiral molecules at metal surfaces [16–18], and spin-Hall
measurements [19–21]. Of particular interest to this ar-
ticle are experiments observing spin polarization of elec-
tron transport through chiral molecular junctions, where
a chiral molecule is placed between two electrodes, one of
which is magnetized and can inject spin-polarized elec-
trons [22–27], demonstrating that the CISS effect occurs

∗ samuel.rudge@physik.uni-freiburg.de

even at the single-molecule level.
Despite this abundance of experimental evidence and

the intensive theoretical efforts that have accompanied
them, the underlying mechanism of CISS is still not well
understood. In the context of electron transport, for ex-
ample, various groups have investigated spin polarization
in tight-binding [28–32] and scattering [33–36] models,
as well as models based on first-principles calculations
[8, 37–39]. Although such approaches are indeed capable
of reproducing CISS qualitatively, in order to reproduce
CISS quantitatively, they rely on a spin-orbit coupling
(SOC) far larger than that typical of organic molecules
[8, 28, 40, 41]. Even extensions that include a geometric
contribution to the SOC [36, 42, 43], redefine the figure
of merit [44], or incorporate effects from the interface
[17, 38, 45] have not been able to provide a complete
explanation of the effect.
Another possible explanation is that spin polarization

in molecular junctions is a fundamentally many-body
phenomenon driven by inelastic interactions. Follow-
ing this idea, several groups have investigated the ef-
fect of electron-electron interactions on the CISS effect
[40, 42, 46, 47]. In this work, however, we are concerned
with another source of inelastic interactions, specifically
how spin polarization can arise due to an interaction be-
tween the electron spin and molecular vibrations. Re-
cently, there has been much interest in this direction,
with proposals based on vibrationally assisted SOC [48–
53], chiral phonons [54], and exchange splitting [55].
Incorporating vibrational effects can be challenging,

especially in the context of nonequilibrium charge trans-
port. Many CISS experiments and corresponding theo-
retical studies have investigated helical molecules, which
is a natural choice since the effect increases with the
length of the chiral medium [15]. However, models of
helical molecules generally have many electronic sites,
for which the accompanying Hilbert space is quite large.
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If electron-electron or electronic-vibrational interactions
are also included, then the computational effort required
to simulate the full nonequilibrium dynamics quickly
grows too large even for relatively small molecules, as
one has to also include the degrees of freedom of the
leads. These restrictions are reflected in the literature
that has investigated inelastic interactions on spin po-
larization in molecular junctions, where vibrations are
included via mixed quantum-classical methods [48, 56]
or, when treated quantum mechanically, are subject to
other approximations [55]. Despite these difficulties, fully
quantum mechanical transport calculations remain a cru-
cial goal of the field.

In this work, we present one of the first calculations
of spin polarization in the nonequilibrium charge cur-
rent through a molecular junction in which the vibra-
tional degrees of freedom are treated exactly and fully
quantum mechanically. Specifically, we investigate a two-
level, two-mode model of a molecule in a junction, which
was introduced by one of the authors in Ref. [56] and
incorporates vibrationally assisted SOC. In that work,
the nonequilibrium charge transport was simulated by
treating the vibrational mode classically with Langevin
dynamics. Although the authors found significant spin
polarization, this approximation restricted their analy-
sis to the highly adiabatic regime, where the vibrational
degreees of freedom evolve much slower than the elec-
tronic degrees of freedom. In contrast, here, we use
the numerically exact hierarchical equations of motion
(HEOM) method coupled with sophisticated solvers to
calculate nonequilibrium transport properties in a fully
quantum mechanical manner. We specifically investigate
the nonadiabatic, off-resonant transport regime, finding
significant spin polarization (∼ 20%) for well-separated
electronic states.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we first
introduce the model of a molecular junction. Next, in
Sec. III, we discuss the HEOM method and observables
of interest for our analysis. We present all results and
discussion in Sec. IV before concluding in Sec. V. Note
that throughout the publication we use units with ℏ = 1.

II. MODEL OF A MOLECULAR JUNCTION

In this section, we introduce the model of a molecular
junction. We employ the following Hamiltonian [57–60]:

H =Hmol +Hleads +Hmol-leads. (1)

Here, Hmol is the Hamiltonian of the molecule, Hleads de-
scribes the leads, and Hmol-leads contains the interaction
between them.

The molecular Hamiltonian can be written as

Hmol =H0 +HSOC, (2)

where H0 is some spin-independent vibronic Hamilto-
nian and HSOC contains the contribution arising from

FIG. 1. Schematic of the molecular junction studied in this
work. The molecule contains two electronic levels and two
harmonic vibrational modes. The left lead couples to elec-
tronic level 1 only, while the right lead couples only to elec-
tronic level 2. Nonequilibrium electrical current is driven
through the junction via a voltage bias, shown here by the
different chemical potentials of the two leads.

the spin-orbit interaction. It has the form

HSOC = ξL · S, (3)

with L and S referring to the electronic orbital angu-
lar momentum and spin, respectively. In Ref. [56], it was
shown for a two-orbital model containing no Coulomb in-
teraction, the two spin degrees of freedom can be approx-
imately decoupled via a block-diagonalization of HSOC

and subsequent rotation. The resulting molecular Hamil-
tonian has the form

Hmol =

(
H↑

mol 0

0 H↓
mol

)
, (4)

with Hs
mol referring to the Hamiltonian of rotated spin

orientation s ∈ {↑, ↓}. This simplified structure allows
one to treat the two rotated spin orientations separately.
Under such a transformation, it was shown that the SOC
can be written as an effective imaginary coupling between
the orbitals, where the sign of the coupling is opposite
between s = ↑ and s = ↓.

In this work, we employ this same block-
diagonalization and rotation scheme to separate
the spin degrees of freedom, obtaining

Hs
mol = ε1d

†
1d1 + ε2d

†
2d2 +

2∑
ν=1

Ων

2

(
x2
ν + p2ν

)
+ κx2

+
∑
m,n

λ1
mnd

†
mdnx1 + (−1)σsiBx2

(
d†1d2 + d†2d1

)
,

(5)

where σ↑ = 0 and σ↓ = 1. The electronic part of the
molecule is characterized by two orbitals, denoted by in-
dex m ∈ {1, 2}. The operators d†m and dm create and
annihilate an electron of spin s with energy εm in or-
bital m, respectively. A schematic of the junction setup
is shown in Fig. (1).



3

The molecule also contains two vibrational degrees of
freedom denoted by index ν ∈ {1, 2}. They are mod-
eled as harmonic vibrational modes with frequencies Ων

and dimensionless coordinates, x = (x1, x2), and mo-
menta, p = (p1, p2). It is important to note that mode
2 is shifted by some amount κ. The vibrational modes
are coupled to the electronic orbitals linearly in the vi-
brational coordinates, with real adiabatic coupling of
mode 1 to orbital m given by λ1

mm and real nonadia-
batic coupling of mode 1 orbitals m and n ̸= m given by
λ1
mn. The model also contains vibronic spin-orbit cou-

pling, (−1)σsiB, which couples mode 2 nonadiabatically
to the electronic orbitals. Even though the model con-
tains only two sites and two vibrational modes, it still dis-
plays pseudo-chiral properties, in that setting x2 → −x2

is not compensated by changing the sign of the spin-orbit
coupling.

We represent the position and momentum operators
with their bosonic creation and annihilation operators,

b†ν =
1√
2
(xν + ipν) ; bν =

1√
2
(xν − ipν) . (6)

Here, b†ν and bν create and annihilate a vibrational quan-
tum with energy Ων , respectively. In the numerical cal-
culations, the Hilbert space of the vibrational mode ν is
represented by a basis set of size Nν . All calculations in
this work used between 10 and 20 basis states for each
vibrational mode to obtain converged results.

Ignoring the zero point energies of the vibrational
modes as they do not affect the dynamics, the molecular
Hamiltonian reads

Hs
mol = ε1d

†
1d1 + ε2d

†
2d2 +

2∑
ν=1

Ων

2
b†νbν

+
κ√
2

(
b2 + b†2

)
+
∑
m,n

λ1
mn√
2

(
b1 + b†1

)
d†mdn

+ (−1)σsi
B√
2

(
b2 + b†2

)(
d†1d2 + d†2d1

)
. (7)

In the rotated-spin basis introduced above, the two
spin orientations are still coupled via vibrational mode 2.
However, if we assume that this coupling is weak, we can
treat the Hamiltonian of the leads and the molecule-lead
interaction as essentially spin independent. When con-
sidering spin orientation s and its corresponding molec-
ular Hamiltonian, Hs

mol, the leads’ Hamiltonian injects
only spin s electrons, with the same statistics between

the two orientations, such that Hs
leads = Hleads. In this

basis, then, we model the left and right leads, denoted
by index α ∈ {L,R}, as reservoirs of noninteracting elec-
trons,

Hleads =
∑
α

Hleads,α, (8)

with

Hleads,α =
∑
k

εkc
†
kαckα. (9)

Here, the operators c†kα and ckα create and annihilate
an electron in lead α with energy εk, respectively. The
leads are held in local equilibrium, defined by tempera-
ture T and chemical potentials µα. Nonequilibrium con-
ditions for the entire junction are induced by symmetri-
cally applying a voltage bias, Φ, around the Fermi level,
which for the sake of simplicity is set to zero, such that
µL = −µR = eΦ/2.
In all calculations, it is assumed that the molecule and

leads are initially uncoupled, such that the total density
matrix of the junction, ρ(t), factorizes at time t = 0,
ρ(0) = ρmol(0)⊗ρleads(0). Considering that the leads are
held at local equilibrium, this means that

ρleads(0) =
∏
α

e−(Hleads,α−µα)/kBT

Trleads,α
[
e−(Hleads,α−µα)/kBT

] . (10)

For times t > 0, the molecule and leads are allowed to
interact, which is governed by the interaction part of the
junction Hamiltonian,

Hmol-leads =
∑
k

(
VkL,1c

†
kLd1 + V ∗

kL,1d
†
1ckL+ (11)

VkR,2c
†
kRd2 + V ∗

kR,2d
†
2ckR

)
.

Again, we have written Hmol-leads in the transformed spin
basis, such that the molecular-lead interaction is inde-
pendent of spin. It is defined such that orbital 1 couples
only to the left lead and orbital 2 only to the right. The
strength of the interaction between the mth orbital and
state k in lead α is given by Vkα,m. The interaction is
characterized by the spectral density of lead α,

Γα,mm′(E) = 2π
∑
k

Vkα,mV ∗
kα,m′δ(E − εk). (12)

In this work, it is assumed that the spectral density is
Lorentzian,

Γα,mm′(E) = Vα,mV ∗
α,m

Wα

(E − µα)2 +W 2
α

, (13)

which has a single peak centered around the chemical po-
tential, µα, and bandwidth Wα. All calculations will use
a bandwidth of Wα = 25 eV, chosen to mimic the wide-
band limit. Note that we have also introduced the quan-
tities Vα,m, which represent a constant coupling strength
between bath α and orbital m. In our calculations, the
quantities Vα,m are input parameters, which we will often
combine into a quantity called the molecule-lead coupling
strength, Γα,mm′ = 2πVα,mV ∗

α,m′ . Furthermore, consid-
ering the chain nature of the model, Γα,mm′ is diagonal
in the orbital states, with

Γα,12 = Γα,21 = ΓR,11 = ΓL,22 = 0. (14)

Furthermore, we set ΓR,22 = ΓL,11 = ΓL = ΓR. The
total molecule-lead coupling strength is defined as Γ =
ΓL + ΓR.
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III. METHODS

In this section, we briefly introduce the hierarchical equa-
tions of motion (HEOM) approach and then, in the sec-
ond part, discuss efficient numerical techniques for solv-
ing it. In the final subsection, we introduce the ob-
servables of interest, such as the charge current, the vi-
brational excitation, and the spin polarization figure of
merit, and outline how one obtains them from the HEOM
method.

A. Hierarchical Equations of Motion Approach

For a comprehensive introduction to the HEOM ap-
proach, we refer the reader to Refs. [61–71]. As with all
quantum master equations, the central object of interest
in HEOM is the reduced density matrix of the molecule,
which is obtained by tracing out the leads’ degrees of
freedom from the total density matrix of the junction,
ρsmol(t) = Trleads {ρs(t)}. Here, we have included the
spin index s to refer to the fact that we will consider
two different molecular Hamiltonians referring to the two
different spin orientations. The molecular dynamics will
naturally contain some unitary part due to Hs

mol as well
as some dissipative part due to the interaction with the
leads.

The HEOM approach incorporates the effect of the
leads on the molecular dynamics via the Feynman-
Vernon influence functional [61, 65]. Since Hleads is non-
interacting and quadratic, and Hmol-leads linear in lead
operators, the influence functional can be written exactly
in terms of its second-order cumulant and is completely
characterized by the two-time correlation functions

Cσ
α,mm′(t− τ) =

∑
k

V σ
kα,mV σ̄

kα,m′

× Trleads
[
cσkα(t)c

σ̄
kα(τ)ρleads(0)

]
.

(15)

Here, the notation σ = ± and σ̄ = ∓ has been in-
troduced, which is then used to write the lead opera-
tors and molecule-lead couplings in a condensed man-

ner: c−kα = ckα, c+kα = c†kα, V +
kα,m = Vkα,m, and

V −
kα,m = V ∗

kα,m. Additionally, the interaction picture
with respect to the leads’ degrees of freedom has been
introduced, such that cσkα(t) = eiHleadstcσkαe

−iHleadst.
The two-time lead correlation functions can be written

in terms of the spectral density of the leads,

Cσ
α,mm′(t− τ) =

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dE eiσE(t−τ)Γα,mm′(E)fσ

α (E),

(16)

where the occupation function of lead α is

fσ
α (E) =

1

1 + eσ(E−µα)/kBT
, (17)

which describes the occupation of electrons for σ = +
and holes for σ = −. This form of the lead correla-
tion functions is useful, as it facilitates an expansion of
Cσ

α,mm′(t− τ) as a sum of exponential functions,

Cσ
α,mm′(t− τ) = Vα,mV ∗

α,m′

ℓmax∑
ℓ=0

ηα,σ,ℓ,me−κα,σ,ℓ,mt. (18)

In this work, this expansion is performed via a direct fit-
ting of Cσ

α,mm′(t−τ) in the time-domain with the matrix-

pencil method [72]. Given that all results in this work
are calculated at room temperature and for a Lorentzian
spectral density, six terms in the decomposition were suf-
ficient to obtain converged results.
By exploiting the self-similarity of the exponential

functions in Eq.(18), the leads’ influence can be incor-
porated into the molecular dynamics via coupling to
a series of auxiliary density operators (ADOs) of var-

ious tiers, ρ
(n),s
j . Here, the 0th tier corresponds to

the molecular density matrix itself, ρ(0),s = ρsmol, while

the ADOs of higher tiers, ρ
(n≥1),s
j , contain information

about molecule-lead interactions and nonmarkovian ef-
fects within the leads. The superindex j is defined as
j = [jn, . . . , j1], with individual indices referring to one
of the frequencies contained in the decomposition of the
bath-correlation function: jr = (αr, σr, ℓr,mr).
Within this approach, the ADOs couple to the time-

evolution of the molecular density matrix via a hierar-
chy of first-order differential equations, where the spin-
dependent equation of motion for an nth-tier ADO is

∂

∂t
ρ
(n),s
j = − i

[
Hs

mol, ρ
(n),s
j

]
−

n∑
r=1

κjrρ
(n),s
j

− i

n∑
r=1

(−1)n−rCjrρ
(n−1),s

j−
r

− i
∑
jr

Ajr
ρ
(n+1),s

j+
r

.

(19)

In Eq.(19), we have introduced the superoperators cou-
pling different tiers of the hierarchy,

Cjrρ
(n),s
j (t) = Vα,m

(
ηjrd

σ
mρ

(n),s
j (t)− (−1)nη∗j̄rρ

(n),s
j (t)dσm

)
,

(20)

Ajr
ρ
(n),s
j (t) = Vα,m

(
dσ̄mρ

(n),s
j (t) + (−1)nρ

(n),s
j (t)dσ̄m

)
,

(21)

as well as three further super-indices: j+r =
[jr, jn, . . . , j1], j

−
r = [jn, . . . , jr+1, jr−1, . . . , j1], and j̄r =

{αjr , σ̄jr , ℓjr ,mjr}.

B. Solving the HEOM and Numerical Details

The equations of motion in Eq.(19) represent a chal-
lenging numerical problem. This is because each ADO
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has a Hilbert space the same size as the molecule, which
in this work contains multiple electronic and vibrational
degrees of freedom, as well as the large numbers of ADOs
generated at higher tiers within the hierarchy. It is cru-
cial, consequently, to solve the HEOM with efficient nu-
merical methods. In this work, we focus on observables
in the nonequilibrium steady state, which is the molec-

ular density matrix, ρsmol,ss, and ADOs, ρ
(n),s
j,ss , obtained

by setting the left-hand side of Eq.(19) to zero. In this
subsection, we outline the two approaches used in this
work to calculate the steady state.

First, if one considers small to moderate molecule-lead
couplings, Γ ≤ kBT , then many observables of interest,
such as the charge current, can be converged at relatively
low tiers. This amounts to simply truncating the hierar-
chy at some maximum tier, nmax, and solving the result-
ing closed set of equations. In this limit, we are able to
use our recently proposed iterative technique to directly
calculate the steady state [73]. For all results presented
in Sec. IV for which the molecule-lead coupling satisfies
this criterion, we used this approach with nmax = 2.

However, in the strong-coupling regime, Γ > kBT ,
which applies only to Fig. (5) below, more hierarchi-
cal tiers are often required to describe the higher-order
molecule-lead interaction effects. For the two-level, two-
mode model considered in this work, it is numerically
infeasible to include higher tiers in the iterative solver
outlined above, as the memory required to represent
the hierarchy quickly grows beyond computational limits.
Therefore, in these regimes we use a recently-developed
approach in which the HEOM is written as an extended
wavefunction in twin space and then propagated via a
matrix-product state (MPS) representation to the steady
state [74–76]. This approach has the benefit of including
all hierarchical tiers while being highly memory efficient,
as the required memory scales polynomially as opposed
to exponentially with the number of molecular and lead
degrees of freedom. The drawback is that one must prop-
agate to the steady state, which is time consuming for
this model. For a detailed overview of the method, we
refer the interested reader to Refs. [74, 76–79].

C. Observables of Interest

In order to quantify the magnitude of the spin polar-
ization, we first calculate the steady state charge current
of spin orientation s. In the steady state, the total cur-
rent through the junction will be the same as the current
through the left lead,

⟨I⟩s = eTrmol+leads {NLρ̇
s(t)} , (22)

where NL =
∑
k

c†kLckL is the occupation number opera-

tor of the left lead. In the HEOM approach, the charge

current can be obtained via the 1st-tier ADOs [66, 67]:

⟨I⟩s = − 2e
∑
ℓ

VL,mIm
{
Trmol

(
d1ρ

(1),s
L,+,ℓ,1;ss

)}
. (23)

From this, we define the spin polarization in the charge
current as the relative difference between ⟨I⟩↓ and ⟨I⟩↑,

SP = 100× ⟨I⟩↓ − ⟨I⟩↑

⟨I⟩↓ + ⟨I⟩↑
, (24)

which will be the main quantity of interest in Sec. IV.
Note that the sign of SP is relatively arbitrary; we define
a positive spin polarization to be associated with a larger
charge current for the injection of spin-↓ in comparison
to spin-↑ electrons.
One of the main focuses of this paper is to investigate

spin-vibronic effects, or how molecular vibrations affect
spin polarization. In Refs. [48, 56], for example, it was
shown that significant spin polarization is associated with
different vibrational dynamics between the two spin ori-
entations. Motivated by this analysis, we will also inves-
tigate spin-dependent expectation values of vibrational
observables, which can be obtained from the molecular
density matrix,

⟨Oν⟩s =Trmol

(
Oνρ

s
mol,ss

)
, (25)

where Oν can be any observable of mode ν. Specifically,
we are interested in the expectation values of the position
and square of the position, xν and x2

ν , as well as expecta-
tion values of the vibrational excitation, Nν = b†νbν , and
the vibrational angular momentum,

⟨L⟩s = ⟨x× p⟩s = i⟨b†1b2 − b†2b1⟩s. (26)

To quantify the difference between the vibrational dy-
namics of the two spin orientations, we define the vibra-
tional spin polarization of mode ν as

VSPν = 100× ⟨Nν⟩↓ − ⟨Nν⟩↑

⟨Nν⟩↓ + ⟨Nν⟩↑
. (27)

If VSPν is positive (negative), then the vibrational
wavepacket is on average wider in the ν direction for the
spin-↓ (-↑) orientation than the spin-↑ (-↓).
In order to avoid spuriously large spin polarizations

arising from charge currents with a small absolute value,
we will only calculate the SP if the relative error associ-
ated with both ⟨I⟩↑ and ⟨I⟩↓ is smaller than some toler-
ance, δ, which we take to be δ = 1e-9. In Appendix A, we
demonstrate how one can estimate the error in the charge
current in the iterative solver of the HEOM approach.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we investigate the connection between
molecular vibrations and spin polarization. In particu-
lar, we aim to identify the parameter regimes of signif-
icant spin polarization in the charge current as well as
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Electronic Parameters

ε1 300 meV

ε2 600 meV

kBT 50 meV

Γα 20 meV

Vibrational Parameters

Ων 100 meV

κ 100 meV

Electronic-Vibrational Interaction Parameters

λ1
11 100 meV

λ1
22 −100 meV

λ1
12 100 meV

B 100 meV

TABLE I. Electronic and vibrational parameters for the
model of a molecular junction investigated in Fig. (2) and
Fig. (3). Note that all results in this work will use parame-
ters close to these, varying individually only Γα, kBT , ε1, ε2,
and B.

to understand the underlying mechanisms. To this end,
we apply the algorithm outlined in Sec. III to the two-
orbital, two-mode model introduced in Sec. II.

A. Vibrational Origins of Spin Polarization

To explore the interplay between vibrational dynamics
and spin polarization of the charge current, we start with
the parameters outlined in Tbl. I. Note that these param-
eters are similar to those investigated in Refs. [44, 56],
for which significant spin polarization was reported. The
main difference in our work is that we are not restricted
to the adiabatic regime of large molecule-lead coupling,
and that we do not set the orbital energies symmetrically
around zero. Since the analyses of Refs. [44, 56] were mo-
tivated by models of diphenylmethane, one could regard
this asymmetric choice of orbital energies as representing
a similar molecule, except that one of the carbon atoms in
one of the phenyl groups has been replaced with a much
heavier atom. However, we stress that these parame-
ters are not designed to recreate the spin polarization
of a specific molecular junction, but rather are chosen
to elucidate the underlying mechanisms of vibrationally
induced spin polarization.

For these parameters, Fig. (2) shows the spin-
dependent charge current, spin polarization, and vibra-
tional excitation. We observe that the charge current
does display spin polarization, with SP reaching a maxi-
mum of nearly 8%. As shown in Fig. (2a) and Fig. (2b),
this effect is strongest in the low voltage regime, as the

FIG. 2. Transport observables as a function of bias voltage for
the parameters given in Tbl. I. In (a), the spin polarization
of the charge current, SP, is plotted, while (b) displays the
corresponding charge current of spin orientation s, ⟨I⟩s, and
(c) contains the vibrational excitations of both modes for the
spin-↑ configuration, ⟨Nν⟩↑. Note that the spin polarization
is only plotted when the current satisfies the error tolerance
outlined in Subsec. III C.

first transport channel starts to open, and decreases as
the voltage increases into the resonant transport regime,
which has also been observed in experiment [7, 15]. We
note that the maximum spin polarization occurs at a volt-
age where the vibrational excitation is not particularly
large, ⟨N⟩s ≈ 1. Since kBT,Γα ≪ Ων , this implies that
the vibrational dynamics is highly quantum mechanical
at this point. Despite the overall small magnitude of the
vibrational excitation, we observe in Fig. (2c) that the
vibrational excitation is also spin polarized, indicating a
connection between the two. In the following, we attempt
to explain this phenomenon.

Spin polarization in this model has previously been
explored in Refs. [56, 80, 81], albeit in the adiabatic,
semiclassical regime of large Γα. Given that these in-
vestigations successfully connected spin polarization in
the charge current to vibrational dynamics, we will frame
our analysis in the context of this work and discuss how
one can extend it to the fully quantum picture. In these
previous investigations, the vibrational degrees of free-
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FIG. 3. Further steady-state transport observables for the
same parameters as in Fig. (2). In (a) spin polarization, SP,
(left axis in blue) and the charge current for each spin ori-
entation (right axis in red) are plotted. In (b), the angular
momentum of both spin orientations is plotted, ⟨Ls⟩, while
(c) contains the vibrational spin polarization of each mode,
VSPν . All parameters are the same as the blue line in Fig. (2).

dom were treated classically via a Langevin equation, in
which the influence of the quantum electronic degrees of
freedom appeared via electronic forces,

mν ẍν = F ad
ν −

∑
ν′

γνν′ ẋν + fν , (28)

where xν is now a classical vibrational coordinate, cor-
responding to the average path of x̂ν . Here, F ad

ν is the
adiabatic or Born-Oppenheimer contribution to the aver-
age electronic force, γνν′ is the electronic friction tensor,
and fν is a stochastic force. These forces contain the
influence of not just the electronic degrees of freedom in
the molecule, but also those within the leads, and explicit
expressions can be found in Refs. [56, 80, 81].

The electronic friction tensor has a symmetric part,
γS
νν′ , which describes dissipative effects, and an antisym-

metric part, γA
νν′ , which, as can be seen from Eq.(28), de-

scribes a Lorentz-like force in the vibrational νν′ space.
In fact, γA

νν′ is simply the Berry curvature, which arises

in the Born-Oppenheimer picture as a pseudo-magnetic
force and is critical in describing scenarios in which the
adiabatic electronic states exhibit strong geometric ef-
fects, such as for complex-valued Hamiltonians. For the
model used here, this means that the γA

νν′ pulls the vi-
brational trajectories clockwise for one spin orientation
and anticlockwise for the other. This is aided also by the
mean force, F ad

ν , which can be highly nonconservative at
finite bias voltage, resulting in different paths through
the vibrational {x1, x2} space and different steady-state
vibrational distributions. Specifically, it was observed
that the variance in the vibrational coordinates,

⟨(∆xν)
2⟩s = ⟨x2

ν⟩s − (⟨xν⟩s)2, (29)

is much larger for one spin orientation than the other. In
this picture, the charge current depends explicitly on the
classical vibrational coordinates, so different steady-state
vibrational distributions cause a spin polarization of the
charge current.
We return now to the analysis of the spin polarization

in Fig. (2). In the fully quantum mechanical picture of a
molecule-lead setup, we will not calculate the Berry cur-
vature directly, but rather focus on its effect. If, in the
classical picture, the Berry curvature induces rotational
motion of the distribution of vibrational trajectories in a
particular direction, then the analogous quantum picture
is of some finite angular momentum of the vibrational
wavepacket. Consequently, we investigate the steady-
state vibrational angular momentum for each spin ori-
entation, ⟨L⟩s, which is plotted in Fig. (3b) for the same
parameters as Fig. (2). For the sake of clarity, we have
also included the steady-state current and spin polariza-
tion again in Fig. (3a), now with the voltage of maximum
spin polarization identified.
We observe that the vibrational angular momentum

does have a different sign between the two spin ori-
entations, analogous to what is observed in the mixed
quantum-classical approach. Furthermore, we observe
that this leads to different steady-state vibrational dis-
tributions, as evidenced by the vibrational spin polar-
ization in Fig. (3c). The vibrational spin polarization,
VSPν measures the relative difference in vibrational ex-
citation of mode ν between the two spin orientations,
where a positive value indicates that the dynamics of
the spin-↓ orientation excites mode ν more than the the
spin-↑ orientation. Since the vibrational excitation de-
pends on the vibrational potential energy, VSPν is also
closely related to a spin polarization of ⟨(∆xν)

2⟩s. As a
result, we can see that the different spin orientations pro-
duce different steady-state vibrational distributions, sim-
ilar to the mixed quantum-classical picture. Finally, we
observe that, not only do the different spin orientations
yield different vibrational steady-state wavepackets, but
that these correlate in turn to the spin polarization of the
charge current. In Fig. (3), one immediately sees that the
peak in the spin polarization of the charge current cor-
responds to a peak in the vibrational spin polarization
of mode 2, which is the mode containing the spin-orbit
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vibronic coupling.
Notice also that the maximum spin polarization does

not correspond to the point where |⟨L⟩↑−⟨L⟩↓| is largest;
angular momenta of opposite sign are critical to pull the
vibrational dynamics in different directions, producing
different steady-state vibrational distributions and thus
different currents, but this needs to happen at a small-
enough voltage where a difference in the steady-state
vibrational wavepackets significantly affects the current.
At larger voltages, the vibrational dynamics may differ
between spin orientations, but the corresponding elec-
tronic eigenstates still sit well within the bias window, so
the current remains unaffected. Overall, this explanation
connects strongly to the analysis offered in Ref. [56], de-
spite the different parameter regime and mixed quantum-
classical approach used there. This suggests a common
mechanism for vibrationally induced spin polarization in
systems with spin-orbit vibronic coupling.

B. Dependence on the Molecule-Lead Coupling
Strength and Temperature

In this subsection, we explore the effect of changing
physical parameters, such as the molecule-lead coupling
and the temperature, on the strength of the CISS ef-
fect. We are motivated by the findings of the previous
section, where we found that the maximum spin polar-
ization occurs in the low-voltage regime and that the
strength of the spin polarization depends on the spin
polarization of the vibrational dynamics. On the one
hand, the dynamics at low bias voltages is dominated
by higher-order molecule-lead interactions, such as co-
tunneling, and these effects in turn directly depend on
the strength of the molecule-lead coupling. On the other
hand, the vibrational excitation, and thus the vibrational
spin polarization, is well-known to depend on the leads’
temperature [82].

Fig. (4) shows the spin polarization in the charge cur-
rent as a function of the bias voltage for four different
molecule-lead couplings, Γα. One sees that a larger Γα

corresponds to a larger spin polarization in general, and
that the maximum shifts to a higher voltage as Γα in-
creases. As demonstrated in Fig. (3), the voltage at
which the maximum spin polarization occurs, Φmax, is
also the voltage at which the maximum vibrational spin
polarization of mode 2 occurs. Although not shown here,
this also applies for each Γα.
The effect of the molecule-lead coupling on the spin

polarization can be connected to the choice of orbital
energies. Since we have chosen ε1 = 600 meV, orbital 1
actually sits outside the bias window for all voltages in
Fig. (3). Considering that orbital 2 is not coupled to the
left lead, the only mechanism for charge current at any
bias voltage is via higher-order transport effects, such as
cotunneling. The strength of these effects increases with
increasing Γα, which in turn increases the magnitude of
the spin polarization.

FIG. 4. Transport observables as a function of bias voltage
and for different values of the molecule-lead coupling, Γ. The
spin polarization in the charge current is shown in (a), while
(b) and (c) contain the corresponding charge current and vi-
brational spin polarization, respectively. Apart from Γα, all
parameters are the same as in Fig. (3).

Consider now Fig. (5a), in which the maximum spin
polarization is shown as a function of Γα. Note that
we have also included the maxima for the values Γα ≥
40 meV, which were calculated with the tensor-train ap-
proach outlined in Sec. III B. Spin polarization increases
almost linearly even in the regime of large molecule-
lead coupling Γα, reaching a value of SP ∼ 25% at
Γα = 100 meV. This is in the same realm as that pre-
dicted in Refs. [44, 56] via mixed quantum-classical cal-
culations for the high Γα regime. Accordingly, the max-
imum vibrational spin polarization of both modes also
increases with increasing Γα.

Another important parameter in nonequilibrium
charge transport in molecular junctions is the lead tem-
perature. This is highly relevant to discussions surround-
ing CISS. The work of Ref. [49], for example, showed
that an increasing temperature was associated with an
increasing spin polarization, which was attributed to the
role of molecular vibrations in the transport. In con-
trast, a more recent review in Ref. [83] that discusses
all temperature-dependent CISS measurements and the-
ory highlighted that there are also many studies that ob-
served a decreasing spin polarization with increasing tem-
perature. Our calculations demonstrate that, for the two-
level, two-mode model considered here, the spin polar-
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FIG. 5. Dependence of the maximum spin polarization on
the molecule-lead coupling, Γα. (a) Maximum of the absolute
value of the spin polarization as a function of Γα. (b) Cor-
responding maximums in the vibrational spin polarization.
Parameters are the same as in Fig. (8).

FIG. 6. Temperature dependence of the maximum spin po-
larization. (a) Maximum of the absolute value of the spin
polarization as a function of kBT . (b) Corresponding max-
imums in the vibrational spin polarization. Parameters are
the same as in Fig. (3), except for the varying kBT and the
molecule-lead coupling, Γα = 5 meV.

FIG. 7. Dependence of the maximum spin polarization on the
offset of the electronic energies, ∆ = ε1 − ε2. (a) Maximum
of the absolute value of the spin polarization as a function.
(b) Corresponding maximums in the vibrational spin polar-
ization. Parameters are the same as in Fig. (3), except for ε1,
which is varied with respect to ε2 = 300 meV.

ization also decreases with increasing temperature. This
is shown in Fig. (6), which depicts the maximum spin
polarization for varying temperatures. In order for the
calculations to converge at 2nd tier, we have used the
weakest molecule-lead coupling, Γα = 5 meV. Although
not shown here, at low voltages, a higher temperature
corresponds to a larger overall vibrational excitation for
both modes, ⟨Nν⟩s, but this thermalization decreases the
relative difference in vibrational spin polarization, which
leads to a lower spin polarization of the charge current.

C. Influence of Orbital Energies and Spin-Orbit
Coupling

In this subsection, we explore how molecular parame-
ters affect spin polarization. Specifically, we investigate
the offset between the energies of the molecular orbitals,
∆ = ε1 − ε2, and the strength of the spin-orbit coupling,
B.
As shown in Fig. (7), the magnitude of the spin po-

larization increases with increasing offset between the
electronic energies. Here, the energy of the second or-
bital is kept fixed at ε2 = 300 meV while the energy of
the first orbital is varied. Consequently, increasing ∆
raises orbital 1 further outside the bias window, reduc-
ing the overall magnitude of the current and vibrational
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FIG. 8. Steady-state expectation values of transport observ-
ables for a symmetric choice of orbital energies: ε1 = −ε2 =
150meV. All other parameters and the ordering of the plots
are the same as Fig. (3).

excitation for both spin orientations. In turn, this in-
creases the importance of higher-order molecule-lead in-
teractions, which leads to the relative difference between
the charge current of the two spin orientations increas-
ing, as shown in Fig. (7), where the magnitude of the spin
polarization increases with increasing ∆. Here, we also
see that mode 2 has a stronger influence on the spin po-
larization of the charge current, as VSP2 increases with
SP, while VSP1 plateaus at a much lower ∆.

Interestingly, the strength of the spin polarization de-
pends not just on the relative difference between the
orbital energies, but also on their absolute values. In
Fig. (8), for example, steady-state observables have been
plotted for a symmetric choice of orbital energies: ε1 =
−ε2 = 150 meV. We have used again a relatively small
molecule-lead coupling, Γα = 20 meV. Note that these
are now the same molecular parameters as those inves-
tigated in Refs. [44, 56], where spin polarization of up
to ∼ 20% was found in the high-voltage regime but with
larger molecule-lead coupling, Γα = 100 meV.

First, as shown in Fig. (8a), the current reaches a larger
absolute value at Φ = 1 V, since both orbital energies lie

FIG. 9. Dependence of the spin polarization on the strength of
the SOC, B. Parameters are the same as in Fig. (6), except
that the temperature is fixed at kBT = 50 meV and B is
varied.

within the bias window. However, the corresponding spin
polarization is quite small, max |SP| < 2%, and is essen-
tially zero in the high-voltage, resonant transport regime,
which is in stark contrast to the results of Refs. [44, 56].
Evidently, the previously identified mechanisms under-
pinning the spin polarization of this model disappear in
the nonadiabatic, quantum regime.

To understand why, we employ the same analysis as
in Sec. IVA. We see that, at the first peak in the spin
polarization at Φ ≈ 0.2 V and SP ≈ 1%, the difference in
angular momentum is much smaller than in the asymmet-
ric case, as is the accompanying vibrational spin polar-
ization. The second peak in the spin polarization occurs
around Φ = 0.55 V and, interestingly, has a different
sign: SP ≈ −1%. While |⟨L⟩↑ − ⟨L⟩↓| is much larger
at this point, the vibrational spin polarization of both
modes is still smaller than in Fig. (3), indicating that
the electronic forces acting on the vibrational degrees of
freedom are not as nonconservative as in the asymmetric
case, at least for these small vibrational excitations.

Finally, in Fig. (9), we explore the effect of the strength
of the SOC. This is evidently directly correlated to the
strength of the CISS effect, which is to be expected for
this model. Since the only difference between the two
spin orientations is the vibronic spin-orbit coupling, re-
ducing its strength brings the vibrational dynamics of
both orientations together, which diminishes the spin po-
larization in the charge current. The original value we
have used for most of our analysis, B = 100meV, is quite
high in comparison to typical values for molecules. We
see from Fig. (9a), though, that at small SOCs there is
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still spin polarization in the charge current, ∼ 2%.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we used the hierarchical equations of mo-
tion approach to investigate spin-dependent nonequilib-
rium charge transport through a two-orbital, two-mode
model of a molecular junction. Specifically, we explored
how the vibronic spin-orbit coupling impacts the spin
polarization of the charge current, finding significant
spin polarization in the low-voltage, quantum transport
regime. Next, we demonstrated that this spin polariza-
tion of the charge current is connected to a corresponding
spin polarization of the vibrational dynamics.

Specifically, motivated by previous semiclassical inves-
tigations, we used the vibrational angular momentum to
show that the two different spin orientations pull the vi-
brational dynamics in opposite rotational directions and
that this results in different steady-state vibrational dy-
namics. We quantified this difference via the vibrational
spin polarization, which measures the relative difference
in the vibrational excitation of each mode between the
two spin orientations. We observed that the maximum
spin polarization of the charge current occurs exactly at
the voltage at the maximum of the vibrational spin po-
larization of mode 2, since this is the mode containing
the vibronic spin-orbit coupling.

Next, we explored the effect of various physical pa-
rameters on the strength of the spin polarization. We
showed that the effect decreased with increasing temper-
ature, which, coupled with the fact that the spin po-
larization was strongest in the low-voltage regime where
the magnitude of the vibrational excitation was small,
implies that the vibrationally induced spin polarization
is a quantum mechanical effect. We also showed that the
spin polarization increases with increasing molecule-lead
coupling and orbital energy offset, indicating that it also
depends on higher-order transport mechanisms between
the molecule and lead. Finally, we demonstrated that
the spin polarization was present even for much smaller
and more realistic values of the spin-orbit coupling.

In summary, our analysis identified vibronic spin-orbit
coupling as a possible mechanism for spin polarization in
nonequilibrium charge transport through molecular junc-
tions. Although we have so far focused on a reduced,
relatively small model of a molecular junction, we ex-
pect that these mechanisms can also be found in more
complicated, larger molecules typical of CISS setups.
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Appendix A: Estimate of the Numerical Error in the
Charge Current

In this appendix, we introduce the method used to
estimate the error in the electric current, which we then
use to avoid spuriously large spin polarizations. Suppose
we write the HEOM in Eq.(19) in a single large coefficient
matrix A. Solving for the steady state is then equivalent
to solving for the solution in the linear equation Ax = b,

with x = [ρsmol, ρ
(1),s
j , . . . ] contains the reduced density

matrix of the molecule and all ADOs, flattened into a
joint vector space. As we use an iterative scheme to solve
for xcomp., our computed solution inherently has the error

E =Axcomp. − b. (A1)

Therefore, in order to estimate the error in the com-
puted current, E(⟨I⟩s), we calculate the background cur-
rent present due to the error E. In Fig. (10), we analyze
this error for the parameters from Tbl. I. We see that the
background current is on the order of machine precision.

FIG. 10. Charge current for the two spin orientations and
corresponding numerical error as a function of bias voltage.
Parameters are taken from Tbl. I.
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González, L. A. Zotti, D. Miguel, and J. M. Cuerva,
Angew Chem. Int. Ed. 62, e202218640 (2023).

[26] Z. Xie, T. Z. Markus, S. R. Cohen, Z. Vager, R. Gutier-
rez, and R. Naaman, Nano Lett. 11, 4652 (2011).

[27] H. Lu, J. Wang, C. Xiao, X. Pan, X. Chen, R. Brunecky,
J. J. Berry, K. Zhu, M. C. Beard, and Z. V. Vardeny, Sci.
Adv. 5, eaay0571 (2019).

[28] A.-M. Guo and Q.-f. Sun, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 218102
(2012).

[29] A.-M. Guo and Q.-f. Sun, Phys. Rev. B 86, 115441
(2012).

[30] R. Gutierrez, E. Dı́az, C. Gaul, T. Brumme,
F. Domı́nguez-Adame, and G. Cuniberti, J. Phys. Chem.
C 117, 22276 (2013).

[31] S. Matityahu, Y. Utsumi, A. Aharony, O. Entin-
Wohlman, and C. A. Balseiro, Phys. Rev. B 93, 075407
(2016).

[32] R. Gutierrez, E. Dı́az, R. Naaman, and G. Cuniberti,
Phys. Rev. B 85, 081404 (2012).

[33] S. Yeganeh, M. A. Ratner, E. Medina, and V. Mujica, J.
Chem. Phys. 131, 014707 (2009).

[34] K. Michaeli and R. Naaman, J. Phys. Chem. C 123,
17043 (2019).

[35] E. Medina, L. A. González-Arraga, D. Finkelstein-
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