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Abstract

Chirality-induced spin selectivity (CISS) is a striking quantum phenomenon in which elec-
tron transport through chiral molecules leads to spin polarization—even in the absence of mag-
netic fields or magnetic components. Although observed in systems such as DNA, helicenes,
proteins, and polymers, the fundamental physical origin of CISS remains unresolved. Here, we
introduce a time-dependent relativistic four-current framework, in which charge and current
densities evolve according to the time-dependent variational principle. Real-time relativistic
four-current simulations enable direct analysis of helical currents and induced magnetization
dynamics. Applied to helicenes—axially chiral molecules lacking stereocenters—our simula-
tions reveal curvature-induced helical electron currents that generate spontaneous magnetic
fields aligned along the molecular axis. These fields are handedness-dependent and reach mag-
nitudes of 10−1 ∼ 10−2 Tesla per single helicene strand. Our results suggest that CISS may
arise from intrinsic, relativistic curvature-induced helical currents and the associated magnetic
fields within chiral molecules. This four-current mechanism offers a self-contained explanation
for spin selectivity, independent of interfacial effects or strong spin–orbit coupling. Further-
more, our results lead to several testable hypotheses that can be explored in experiments.

Chiral molecules play a vital role in biologi-
cal processes,1–8 and have emerged as promising
platforms for engineering spin-dependent tech-
nologies.9–21 Owing to their lack of inversion
symmetry, these molecules exhibit a strong cou-
pling to electron spin, manifesting in the phe-
nomenon known as chirality-induced spin selec-
tivity (CISS).22,23 The CISS effect was first ob-
served in DNA,24–26 where electron transport
through chiral structures led to spin-polarized
currents even in the absence of an external mag-
netic field.

Since this pioneering discovery, the CISS
effect has been experimentally confirmed in
a broad range of systems, including he-
licenes,27–34 proteins,35–46 and synthetic poly-
mers.42,47–52 Although numerous theoretical
models have been proposed to explain the un-
derlying mechanism,53–58 the physical origin of
the CISS effect remains a subject of ongoing
debate and investigation.

Contemporary theoretical explanations for
the CISS effect can be broadly categorized into
two classes. The first viewpoint posits that
an effective spin–orbit coupling term must be
added to the Hamiltonian describing the elec-
tronic structure of a chiral system. However,
such a framework struggles to account for the
observation of CISS effects in certain hydrocar-
bon systems, where intrinsic spin-orbit coupling
is negligibly small.59,60

The second viewpoint attributes spin selectiv-

ity primarily to interface effects between elec-
trodes or substrates and the chiral molecules.
In this class of theories, spin–orbit interac-
tions in the substrate convert the orbital angu-
lar momentum, filtered by the chiral molecule
into spin angular momentum, resulting in spin-
polarized transmission.58,61–63 While this mech-
anism offers a plausible explanation for surface-
bound systems, it fails to explain recent gas-
phase experiments,64 where clear CISS effects
were observed in the complete absence of elec-
trodes or supporting substrates.

These inconsistencies highlight the need for a
more general and intrinsic explanation of the
CISS phenomenon—one that captures the fun-
damental role of chirality in shaping spin dy-
namics, independent of external interfaces or
large spin–orbit couplings. In this context,
a fully ab initio relativistic electron dynamics
based on the four-current formalism may offer
a promising path forward.

Accurately describing electron dynamics in
atoms, molecules, and materials remains a cen-
tral challenge in modern theoretical chemistry
and physics. Real-time time-dependent density
functional theory (RT-TDDFT)65–77 and time-
dependent wave function approaches, such as
time-dependent coupled-cluster (TD-CC)78–86

and time-dependent configuration interaction
(TD-CI),87–92 have enabled practical simula-
tions of electronic excitations and real-time
electron dynamics.93,94 However, conventional
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formulations of these methods often neglect es-
sential relativistic and gauge-covariant aspects
critical to the accurate modeling of current-
carrying systems. A fully consistent and com-
plete description of electron dynamics requires
adopting the four-current formalism, which in-
cludes both the charge density and the three-
component current density vector.

The current density is the most important
quantum mechanical property that underlies
the magnetic response and dynamics of the
electrons, including NMR spectroscopy, mag-
netic susceptibilities, spin transport, and mag-
netically induced current pathways in molecules
and materials.95 Within the Schrödinger frame-
work, current can be introduced as a veloc-
ity density.96,97 However, the nonrelativistic ve-
locity density fails to capture spin-dependent
currents or those arising from spin-couplings
(e.g., spin–orbit, spin–spin), such as those de-
scribed by the Dirac–Coulomb–Breit opera-
tor.98–100 The full treatment of the four-current
within the four-component relativistic frame-
work was developed by Saue and co-workers
for studies of magnetically induced current den-
sity,101 and was later extended to the London
orbital framework.102

Figure 1. Simulation workflow. The relativis-
tic two-component TDDFT equations are prop-
agated in real time, generating the four-current
density on-the-fly via the Gordon decomposition.
Integration of the resulting four-current reveals
a spontaneous magnetization arising from chiral,
curvature-induced helical currents.

In this work, we present a time-dependent rel-
ativistic four-current framework in which both
charge and current densities evolve according to
the time-dependent variational principle. Fig-
ure 1 illustrates the workflow of the relativis-
tic four-current dynamics approach. The sim-
ulation begins with relativistic two-component

RT-TDDFT electron dynamics. The resulting
two-component density is then transformed into
the four-current formalism using the Gordon
decomposition. Spatial integration of the four-
current yields an effective magnetic field.

Figure 2. Computed ECD spectra of (L)-
[24]helicene and (R)-[24]helicene.

Figure 3. Highest singly occupied molecular
orbital of anionic [24]helicene: (top) field-free
ground state and (bottom) under a 0.01 au elec-
tric field aligned along the −z-direction.

We apply this framework to investigate CISS
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effects in a helicene system using real-time rela-
tivistic exact-two-component RT-X2C-TDDFT
quantum dynamics. Although helicenes do not
possess chiral carbon stereocenters, they exhibit
axial chirality, which plays a crucial role in de-
termining their electronic dynamics. As illus-
trated in Fig. 2, the computed electronic circu-
lar dichroism (ECD) spectra confirm the chiral
nature of L- and R-[24]helicene.

For the electron transport simulations, an ex-
tra electron is added to the helicene molecule,
forming an anionic molecular system. The spa-
tial distribution of this additional electron in
the ground state is shown in Fig. 3. In the ab-
sence of an external electric field, the electron
is delocalized across the entire molecule, with
the highest density concentrated near its cen-
ter. The relativistic RT-X2C-TDDFT electron
dynamics are initiated from an electric-field-
polarized state (see Theory and Computational
Details for more information), with the initial
molecular orbital depicted in Fig. 3. The quan-
tum dynamics are driven by an external field
Ez = −0.01 au in the −z direction.

Relativistic four-current dynamics simultane-
ously capture the time-dependent behavior of
both charge ρs and current (Jx, Jy, Jz) densi-
ties. We begin by examining the evolution of
the charge density. Figure 4 presents the time-
resolved charge or scalar density, shown as the
difference density δρs = ρs(t)−ρs(0), at selected
time points. While the charge density evolution
reflects a typical electron transfer process, the
dynamics indicate that the electron density re-
mains confined to the helicene backbone. This
suggests that the helical curvature of the struc-
ture plays a key role in shaping the character-
istics of charge transport.

The helical curvature of the molecule can in-
duce a rotational component in the electron
current. This effect is demonstrated in Fig. 5,
where the vector form of the electron current,
represented by (Jx(r, t), Jy(r, t), Jz(r, t)), is
shown as a function of space at t = 0.1 fs when
the helical-current is at its maximum at the
center of the helicene. Rather than exhibit-
ing a simple axial velocity current along the
z-direction, the current vector displays a pro-
nounced rotational behavior that tracks the he-

lical curvature of the structure, as seen in Fig. 5.
This rotation highlights the direct influence of
molecular chirality on current dynamics.

Figure 5. Side and top views of the helical current
in (L)-[24]helicene and (R)-[24]helicene at 0.10 fs.

To examine the current vector in more de-
tail, Fig. 5 displays the current direction in
the plane perpendicular to the chiral axis (the
z-direction). As shown, (L)-[24]helicene pro-
duces a counterclockwise current, whereas (R)-
[24]helicene generates a clockwise current when
viewed from above, looking down along the −z-
axis. We would like to emphasize that in both
simulations, the direction of charge transfer is
identical, specifically, from +z to −z. This sug-
gests that the observed difference in current cir-
culation arises solely from the molecular hand-
edness.
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Figure 4. Time-resolved charge density, shown as the difference δρs = ρs(t) − ρs(0), at selected time
points for (L)-[24]helicene and (R)-[24]helicene.

Figure 6. Side and top views of the helical-
current-induced magnetic field in (L)-[24]helicene
and (R)-[24]helicene at 0.10 fs.

According to classical electrodynamics, heli-
cal currents within a molecule generate a mag-
netic field whose direction can be determined
using the right-hand rule. In the case of (L)-
[24]helicene and (R)-[24]helicene, the handed-
ness of the molecule causes the induced mag-
netic fields to point in opposite directions.
Within the ab initio framework, this emergent
magnetic field can be computed by integrating
the current density using Jefimenko’s equations

(see the Theory and Computational Details sec-
tion for details). Figure 6 illustrates the emer-
gence of a magnetic field induced by the pro-
gression of helical curvature-induced currents.
Notably, (L)-[24]helicene and (R)-[24]helicene
produce magnetic fields of similar magnitude
but opposite direction, reflecting their mirror-
image structures.

The emergence of the helical-current-induced
magnetic field is a likely physical driving force
underlying the CISS effect. A magnetic field
can break spin (Kramers’) symmetry, lifting
the degeneracy between spin-up and spin-down
states (see Fig. 7 for an illustration). The di-
rection of the field determines which spin man-
ifold is energetically favored, thereby enabling
a spin-filtering effect.

Figure 7. A schematic representation of the
helical-current-induced magnetic field giving rise
to broken spin (Kramers’) symmetry.

To investigate the length dependence of the
helical-current-induced magnetic field, a series
of helicenes with varying heights were simulated
using four-current dynamics. The maximum
magnetic field generated for each helicene is
shown in Fig. 8. The field strength ranges from
10−1 ∼ 10−2 Tesla. As evident from the fig-
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ure, the magnetic field increases with helicene
height, reaching a peak at [16]helicene. This
trend suggests the presence of a critical he-
lical length beyond which the helical-current-
induced magnetic field saturates. This behav-
ior can be attributed to the finite delocalization
length of π-conjugated electrons, which governs
low-energy electron transport in such systems.

Figure 8. The maximum generated helical-
current-induced magnetic field for a variety of he-
licene lengths.

Conclusion

The physical origin of chirality-induced spin se-
lectivity (CISS) effects in helicenes was inves-
tigated using relativistic four-current dynamics
within the RT-X2C-TDDFT framework. Sim-
ulations revealed a curvature-induced helical
current arising from the electron dynamics in
the helicene structure. Integration of this he-
lical current over the transport region gener-
ates a spontaneous magnetic field aligned with
the helical axis. Although the direction of elec-
tron transport remains the same in both L-
and R-helicenes, the direction of the resulting
helical-current-induced magnetic field depends
on the molecular handedness, providing com-
pelling evidence for a chirality-induced mag-
netic response.

The computed helical-current-induced mag-
netic field for a single helicene lies in the range
of 10−1 to 10−2 Tesla. Its magnitude increases
with the length of the helicene, reaching a max-
imum at a critical threshold length, around

[16]helicene, beyond which further increases in
length do not significantly enhance the field.

The helical-current-induced magnetic field
likely drives the CISS effect by breaking spin
symmetry and favoring one spin orientation, en-
abling spin filtering.

Figure 9. Contributions of paramagnetic, dia-
magnetic, and spin-dependent paramagnetic terms
to the magnetic field induced by helical currents.
The inset highlights the spin-dependent paramag-
netic contribution. The helicene structure is shown
with current arrows indicating the point where the
time-dependent magnetic field is evaluated.

Perspective and Hypotheses

The four-current expression comprises three
terms, each offering key insights into the na-
ture of the helical current. As shown in Fig. 9,
the velocity current (first term in Eq. (5)) dom-
inates, being approximately two to three orders
of magnitude larger than the spin-dependent
paramagnetic current (third term). The dia-
magnetic term (second term) is absent due to
the lack of an external vector potential. Both
the velocity and spin-dependent currents origi-
nate from the molecular helical curvature; the
latter additionally depends on the intrinsic an-
gular momentum of the system.

Together, these analyses and simulation re-
sults form the foundation for informed hypothe-
ses regarding the physical origin of the CISS
effect:

• The low-energy conduction band elec-
trons in organic helical systems pos-
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sess a finite delocalization length. Once
this threshold is exceeded, additional π-
conjugation no longer contributes effec-
tively to the helical-current-induced mag-
netic field.

• The helical pitch and radius determine
the curvature-induced helical current.
Therefore, molecular engineering of these
structural parameters offers a viable route
to modulate the magnitude of the helical
current.

• Although a single helical strand can gen-
erate a chirality-dependent magnetic field
in the range of 10−2 to 10−1 Tesla, this
field is likely too weak to fully account for
complete spin filtering. Potential ampli-
fication mechanisms include strong spin–
orbit coupling within the molecule or at
the electrode interface, as well as the for-
mation of ordered aggregates to enhance
current density.

• The helical-current-induced magnetic
field can, in turn, enter the expression
for the helical current itself as a vector
potential in the second term of Eq. (5).
Consequently, a self-consistent treatment
of the field–current interaction may fur-
ther amplify the observed magnetic field.

• In insulators, mechanistic driving forces,
such as chiral phonons with non-zero mo-
mentum, can transport four-current den-
sities through a helical structure, thereby
generating helical currents and sponta-
neous magnetic field.

Theory and Computational

Details

In this paper, the following notation is adopted,
unless otherwise specified:

• {µ, ν, λ, σ} : atomic orbitals (AOs)

• φi(r, t), i ∈ p, q, r, s : molecular orbitals
(MOs)

Relativistic RT-X2C-TDDFT

In this work, we use the exact-two-component
(X2C) transformation to yield an electron-
only relativistic Hamiltonian.75,103–122 Specifi-
cally, we use the one-electron X2C transfor-
mation, which allows for one-step approach to
construct a unitary transformation matrix to
“fold” the small component coefficients into the
large component. The one-electron X2C ap-
proach makes use of the effective one-electron
spin–orbit Hamiltonian and avoids the four-
component self-consistent-field procedure. In
this work, we use the new Dirac–Coulomb–
Breit-parameterized effective one-electron spin–
orbit Hamiltonian in the X2C approach.123

The iterative solution of the two-component
self-consistent-field equations yields a set of
complex-valued molecular spinors,

ψp(x, t) =

(
φα
p (r, t)
φβ
p (r, t)

)
=

(∑
µC

α
µp(t)χµ(r)∑

µC
β
µp(t)χµ(r)

)
,

(1)
where x is a collective coordinate of both spatial
{r} and spin coordinates {α, β}. The spatial

functions φ
{α,β}
p (r, t) are a linear combination

of real-valued atomic orbitals. Cµp(t) are the
time-dependent coefficients.

Time-dependent density functional theory
(TDDFT) can be formulated and evolved using
the Liouville von Neumann equation in matrix
form,93,94

i
∂P(t)

∂t
= [F(t),P(t)] (2)

where F and P are the Fock/Kohn–Sham and
the density matrices in orthonormal basis.

For two-component real-time methods, the
density matrix can be represented in spin-
blocked form or as a sum of the scalar den-
sity Ps and the vector magnetization density
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Px,Py,Pz:

P =

(
Pαα Pαβ

Pβα Pββ

)
(3)

= Ps ⊗ I2 +
∑

k∈{x,y,z}

Pk ⊗ σk (4)

Ps =
1

2
(Pαα + Pββ)

Px =
1

2
(Pαβ + Pβα)

Py =
i

2
(Pαβ −Pβα)

Pz =
1

2
(Pαα −Pββ)

where σ = (σx, σy, σz) is the vector of Pauli
matrices.

Commonly used density functional approxi-
mations that only depend on the spin-collinear
densities (Pαα and Pββ) must be modified to
be compatible with two-component Hamilto-
nians.107,108,117,124–142 The non-collinear DFT
framework used in this work redefines the func-
tionals (in the similar spirit of spin-polarized
DFT) to depend on a set of auxiliary general-
ized variables which take the full magnetization
vector density into account,117,134,137,138 As this
approach has been developed and calibrated,
we refer readers to Ref. 117 for mathematical
derivations and implementations and Ref. 143
for a recent review of non-collinear DFT meth-
ods.

Two-Component Four-Current

While the two-component density is convenient
for implementing the time-dependent varia-
tional principle, its corresponding four-current
representation offers a more physically mean-
ingful description in capturing the interplay be-
tween charge, current, and spin dynamics, par-
ticularly in relativistic and magnetically active
systems.

The Gordon decomposition of the two-
component current density can be derived in
the following manner. The current density is

given by144

J(r) =
1

me

R
{
ψ†σ(σ · π)ψ

}
where the mechanical momentum π = p − qA
includes the linear momentum p = −i∇ and
the vector potential A = 1

2
B × r for electrons

and εabc is the standard Levi-Civita tensor. Us-
ing the Dirac identity, followed by mathemat-
ical derivations and rearrangement (see SI for
details), we arrive at the following working ex-
pression for computing the ab initio current:

J(r) =
1

me

I
{
ψ†∇ψ

}
− q

me

R
{
ψ†Aψ

}
+

1

2me

R
{(

∇× (ψ†σψ)
)}

(5)

The three terms in Eq. (5) are often referred
to as the paramagnetic, the diamagnetic, and
the spin-dependent paramagnetic contributions
to the current density, respectively. Although
the last two terms are fully real, we retain the
explicit notation to provide clarity when pre-
senting the expressions in the Pauli represen-
tation. The programmable expressions in the
atomic orbital basis are provided in the SI.

Four-Current-Induced Magnetic
Field

The relativistic magnetic field arising from a
four-current density can be obtained from Jefi-
menko’s equation of the magnetic field,145,146

B(r, tr) = −µ0

4π

∫ ∫ ∫ [
(r− r′)

|r− r′|3
× J(r′, tr)

+
(r− r′)

|r− r′|2
× 1

c

∂J(r′, tr)

∂t

]
d3r′ (6)

In Eq. (6), the retarded time, tr, is relativis-
tic phenomena arising from the finite speed of
light,

tr = t− |r− r′|
c

. (7)

In this work, the relevant velocities are much
smaller than the speed of light; therefore, it
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is safe to neglect relativistic retardation ef-
fects. In the physical limit of a slowly vary-
ing current density, where its time dependence
can be ignored, Eq. (6) reduces to the familiar
Biot–Savart law.

Computational Methodology

We constructed a periodic single helicene chain
in an orthogonal lattice with lattice con-
stants a = 20 Å and b = 20 Å to
eliminate interchain interactions along the x-
and y-directions. The helical axis is along
the z-direction. The lattice constant along
z was optimized using the Vienna Ab ini-
tio Simulation Package (VASP).147 The elec-
tron–ion interaction was treated using the pro-
jector augmented-wave (PAW) method148 with
a plane-wave energy cutoff of 525 eV. For the
exchange–correlation functional, the Perdew–
Burke–Ernzerhof (PBE) form of the gener-
alized gradient approximation (GGA)149 was
used, along with Grimme’s DFT-D3 dispersion
correction.150 A 1 × 1 × 10 Gamma-centered
Monkhorst–Pack k- point mesh was employed.
The optimized lattice constants were a = 20
Å, b = 20 Å, c = 3.515 Å for both left- and
right-handed helicenes.

The helicene molecule was cleaved from the
periodic model and further geometry-optimized
using the Gaussian 16 package with the B3LYP
exchange–correlation functional and Def2-
SV(P) basis set. Grimme’s DFT-D3 disper-
sion correction with Becke–Johnson damping
(DFT-D3BJ) was also included.151 The opti-
mized helicene exhibited no imaginary frequen-
cies, confirming a stable minimum.

To investigate the electronic dynamics, we
employed the relativistic RT-X2C-TDDFT ap-
proach using a development version of the open-
source Chronus Quantum package.152,153

The initial state (t = 0) was prepared via a
self-consistent field (SCF) calculation under a
static electric field of 0.01 au along the −z-
direction. To initialize the electronic dynamics,
an electric field of equal magnitude but opposite
direction was applied, and the system was prop-
agated in real time using the RT-X2C-TDDFT
method. The time evolution was carried out

for 3 fs with a time step of 0.05 au At each
step, the time-dependent two-component den-
sity was Gordon-decomposed into four-current.
All real time calculations used the 6-311G(d,p)
basis set.
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(101) Bast, R.; Jusélius, J.; Saue, T. 4-
Component Relativistic Calculation of
the Magnetically Induced Current Den-
sity in the Group 15 Heteroaromatic
Compounds. Chem. Phys. 2009, 356,
187–194.

(102) Sulzer, D.; Olejniczak, M.; Bast, R.;
Saue, T. 4-Component Relativistic Mag-
netically Induced Current Density using

15



London Atomic Orbitals. Phys. Chem.
Chem. Phys. 2011, 13, 20682–20689.

(103) Dyall, K. G. Interfacing Relativistic and
Nonrelativistic Methods. I. Normalized
Elimination of the Small Component in
the Modified Dirac Equation. J. Chem.
Phys. 1997, 106, 9618–9626.

(104) Dyall, K. G. Interfacing Relativistic and
Nonrelativistic Methods. II. Investiga-
tion of a Low-Order Approximation. J.
Chem. Phys. 1998, 109, 4201–4208.

(105) Dyall, K. G.; Enevoldsen, T. Interfacing
Relativistic and Nonrelativistic Methods.
III. Atomic 4-Spinor Expansions and In-
tegral Approximations. J. Chem. Phys.
1999, 111, 10000–10007.

(106) Dyall, K. G. Interfacing Relativistic and
Nonrelativistic Methods. IV.. One- and
Two-Electron Scalar Approximations. J.
Chem. Phys. 2001, 115, 9136–9143.

(107) Kutzlenigg, W.; Liu, W. Quasirelativis-
tic Theory Equivalent to Fully Relativis-
tic Theory. J. Chem. Phys. 2005, 123,
241102.

(108) Liu, W.; Peng, D. Infinite-Order
Quasirelativistic Density Functional
Method Based on the Exact Matrix
Quasirelativistic Theory. J. Chem. Phys.
2006, 125, 044102.

(109) Peng, D.; Liu, W.; Xiao, Y.; Cheng, L.
Making Four- and Two-Component Rel-
ativistic Density Functional Methods
Fully Equivalent Based on the Idea of
From Atoms to Molecule. J. Chem. Phys.
2007, 127, 104106.

(110) Ilias, M.; Saue, T. An Infinite-Order Rel-
ativistic Hamiltonian by a Simple One-
Step Transformation. J. Chem. Phys.
2007, 126, 064102.

(111) Liu, W.; Peng, D. Exact Two-component
Hamiltonians Revisited. J. Chem. Phys.
2009, 131, 031104.

(112) Liu, W. Ideas of Relativistic Quantum
Chemistry. Mol. Phys. 2010, 108, 1679–
1706.

(113) Li, Z.; Xiao, Y.; Liu, W. On the
Spin Separation of Algebraic Two-
Component Relativistic Hamiltonians. J.
Chem. Phys. 2012, 137, 154114.

(114) Peng, D.; Middendorf, N.; Weigend, F.;
Reiher, M. An Efficient Implemen-
tation of Two-Component Relativistic
Exact-Decoupling Methods for Large
Molecules. J. Chem. Phys. 2013, 138,
184105.

(115) Egidi, F.; Goings, J. J.; Frisch, M. J.;
Li, X. Direct Atomic-Orbital-Based Rel-
ativistic Two-Component Linear Re-
sponse Method for Calculating Excited-
State Fine Structures. J. Chem. Theory
Comput. 2016, 12, 3711–3718.

(116) Konecny, L.; Kadek, M.; Komorovsky, S.;
Malkina, O. L.; Ruud, K.; Repisky, M.
Acceleration of Relativistic Electron Dy-
namics by Means of X2C Transforma-
tion: Application to the Calculation of
Nonlinear Optical Properties. J. Chem.
Theory Comput. 2016, 12, 5823–5833.

(117) Egidi, F.; Sun, S.; Goings, J. J.;
Scalmani, G.; Frisch, M. J.; Li, X.
Two-Component Non-Collinear Time-
Dependent Spin Density Functional The-
ory for Excited State Calculations. J.
Chem. Theory Comput. 2017, 13, 2591–
2603.

(118) Liu, J.; Cheng, L. Relativistic Coupled-
Cluster and Equation-of-Motion
Coupled-Cluster Methods. WIREs
Comput. Mol. Sci. 2021, 11, 1536.

(119) Sharma, P.; Jenkins, A. J.; Scal-
mani, G.; Frisch, M. J.; Truhlar, D. G.;
Gagliardi, L.; Li, X. Exact-Two-
Component Multiconfiguration Pair-
Density Functional Theory. J. Chem.
Theory Comput. 2022, 18, 2947–2954.

16



(120) Lu, L.; Hu, H.; Jenkins, A. J.; Li, X.
Exact-Two-Component Relativistic Mul-
tireference Second-Order Perturbation
Theory. J. Chem. Theory Comput. 2022,
18, 2983–2992.

(121) Hoyer, C. E.; Hu, H.; Lu, L.; Knecht, S.;
Li, X. Relativistic Kramers-Unrestricted
Exact-Two-Component Density Matrix
Renormalization Group. J. Phys. Chem.
A 2022, 126, 5011–5020.

(122) Knecht, S.; Repisky, M.; Jensen, H.
J. Aa.; Saue, T. Exact Two-component
Hamiltonians for Relativistic Quantum
Chemistry: Two-electron Picture-change
Corrections Made Simple. J. Chem.
Phys. 2022, 157, 114106.

(123) Ehrman, J.; Martinez-Baez, E.; Jenk-
ins, A. J.; Li, X. Improving One-Electron
Exact-Two-Component Relativistic
Methods with the Dirac–Coulomb–
Breit-Parameterized Effective Spin–
Orbit Coupling. J. Chem. Theory
Comput. 2023, 19, 5785–5790.

(124) Capelle, K.; Vignale, G.; Györffy, B. Spin
Currents and Spin Dynamics in Time-
Dependent Densit-yFunctional Theory.
Phys. Rev. Lett. 2001, 87, 206403.
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