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The chiral induced spin selectivity effect is an excited states phenomenon, which can be probed using photo-
spectroscopy as well as transport measurements. On the one hand such measurements represent averaged quan-
tities, on the other hand nearly all theoretical descriptions, with only a few exceptions, have been concerned
with energy dependent properties of the pertinent structures. While those properties may or may not be rele-
vant for the chiral induced spin selectivity effect, many of those properties have been attributed as being the,
or part of the, origins of the effect. Here, it is demonstrated that, for instance, the spin-resolved transmission
provides little, if any, information about the chiral induced spin selectivity effect. Moreover, although effective
single-electron theory can be used in this context, reasons are given for why such descriptions are not viable.

I. INTRODUCTION

Chirality is an intrinsic property of some molecules and
materials, in which there is no center of inversion or mirror
plane. It turns out that, when coupling such structures to the
environment, for instance, spin selective processes is an emer-
gent phenomenon [1–3] which over the past two decades has
caused an intensive debate in chemistry and physics commu-
nities about its origin.

The chiral induced spin selectivity effect has been repro-
ducibly observed in various measurements, for instance, light
exposure [1, 2, 4–10], local probing techniques [11–15], trans-
port [12, 16, 17] and different types of Hall measurements
[5, 6, 18–20]. However, although all measurements entail
non-equilibrium conditions, with only a few exceptions, es-
sentially all theoretical accounts of the effect are based on
the transmission properties of chiral molecules embedded in
a given environment, see for instance Refs. 21–45. It should
be mentioned that despite the concept of the transmission is
not a linear response quantity in itself it is, nevertheless, in
this context nearly without exception considered in linear re-
sponse theory and, hence, account for only the ground state
properties of the molecule. Moreover, it is also often typically
the result of a single particle description which under station-
ary condition cannot account for the excited states properties
that underlie spin selectivity in chiral molecules. Finally, al-
though the intrinsic spin-dependent properties and spin cur-
rents of chiral molecules may be interesting quantities in their
own rights, see for instance Refs. 21–48, the chiral induced
spin selectivity may have little, if anything, to do with those
quantities.

The measurements where the chiral induced spin selectivity
is observed is related to a particle flux through the molecule
under two different, typically opposite, magnetic conditions.
The transport set-ups, in which the charge current is under
scrutiny, are intuitive in the sense that there is, at least, one
electrode which can be magnetized in different directions,
see Figure 1, which thereby enables a control of the exter-
nal magnetic conditions. Theoretical models to address the
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the transport set-up where the
charge current J is measured for magnetic moment of the lower lead
oriented in different directions.

measured currents under such conditions have been proposed
[9, 49–58], where essentially all these various models com-
prise a coupling between the electronic degrees of freedom
to some other, both Fermionic [50, 51, 55, 58] and Bosonic
[9, 52–54, 56, 57], degrees of freedom. Also in the photo-
spectroscopy experiments, a magnetic metal is often coupled
to the sample [9] and, hence, provide a control of the mag-
netic conditions in a similar way. The magnetic response can
also be controlled using circularly polarized light [1, 2]. How-
ever, regardless of which particle flux is investigated, this flux
reflects the total charge and magnetic properties of the chi-
ral molecules, but does not provide any detailed information
about its spin properties. In words pertaining to transport, the
measurement concerns the charge current and nothing else.

The purpose with this article is to first discuss the theoret-
ical framework which is relevant for the transport measure-
ments of the chiral induced spin selectivity effect, and how
this may be represented in mathematical form. Here, it is
stressed that studying the transmission of the junction is mean-
ingless in itself, unless it is considered as function of the ex-
ternal magnetic environment. It is, furthermore, shown that
although the transmission does carry information about the
transport properties, this information is difficult to interpret
without detailed knowledge about the corresponding actual
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FIG. 2. Schematic illustration of a chiral molecule in the junction
between a ferromagnetic and normal metal.

transport characteristics. Second, it is shown that the chiral
induced spin selectivity can be modelled using an effective
single electron description, however, such a description can
only be used as a guidance for fitting since it cannot say any-
thing about the microscopic origin of the effect.

II. RESULTS

A. Transmission and Current

The first objective is to address the charge current and cor-
responding transmission through a molecular junction. To
this end, consider a generic transport set-up, as schematically
illustrated in Figure 2, where a chiral molecule is mounted
in the junction between a ferromagnetic and normal metal-
lic lead. For the purpose of being concrete, the left lead is
assumed to be ferromagnetic whereas the right is a normal
metal. In the molecule, the nucleus adjacent to the left (right)
lead is labelled 1 (N). All discussion henceforth is conducted
under the assumption of stationary conditions, such that the
charge current through the molecule can be written [59]

J =
ie
h

sp
∫

ΓL
(

fL(ω)G>
1 (ω) + fL(−ω)G<

1 (ω)
)
dω. (1)

Here, G</>
1 (ω) denotes the lesser/greater Green function for

the site 1 which is directly coupled to the left lead with cou-
pling strength ΓL, whereas fL(ω) is the Fermi-Dirac distribu-
tion function defined at the electro-chemical potential µL for
the left lead. It should be noticed that G</>

1 and ΓL are a 2×2
matrices, and that the trace sp runs over spin 1/2 space. Also,
e denotes the electron charge, h is Planck’s constant. Hence,
the formula in Eq. (1) describes the charge current flowing
across the interface between the left lead and first site in the
molecule. The stationary conditions ensure current conserva-
tion such that this charge current is the same as the charge
current anywhere else in the system. The non-equilibrium
properties at the site 1 are given in terms of its densities of
occupied (G<

1 ) and unoccied (G>
1 ) electron states which, how-

ever, depend on the properties of total system comprising the
molecule and metallic leads. This is reflected through the re-
lation G</>

1 = Gr
1mΣ

</>
mn Ga

n1, where the self-energy Σ</>
mn ac-

counts for interactions between electrons within the molecule

but also with the local environment. In the absence of internal
many-body interactions, the self-energy reduces to

Σ</>
mn (ω) =(±i)δmn

(
δm1 fL(±ω)ΓL +δmN fR(±ω)ΓR

)
, (2)

which accounts for the coupling strengths Γχ, χ = L,R, be-
tween the left (L) and right (R) leads and sites 1 and N, re-
spectively. With these assumptions, the current can be written
[60]

J =
e
h

∫ (
fL(ω)− fR(ω)

)
sp T (ω)dω, (3)

where T (ω) = ΓLGr
1N(ω)ΓRGa

N1(ω) can be interpreted as the
transmission matrix in the Landauer sense.

By symmetry, the transmission T can always be partitioned
according to T = T0σ

0 +T1 ·σ, where σ0 and σ are the iden-
tity and vector of Pauli matrices, respectively. Effecting the
trace for the 2× 2-matrix T such that the respective charge
(T0) and spin (T1) components can be defined by T0 = spT /2
and T1 = spσT /2. In the present discussion, the transmis-
sions can be explicitly obtained in terms of the electronic
structure by putting A = Gr

1N and B = Ga
N1, hence, B† = A.

It is, furthermore, assumed that the left lead is ferromagnetic,
ΓL = Γ0(σ0 + pL ·σ)/4, where the vector pL parametrizes the
orientation of the magnetic moment in the left lead such that
pL = |pL| ≤ 1, whereas the right lead is a non-magnetic metal,
ΓR = Γ0σ

0/4. It is convenient to decompose the transmissions
into Tm =

∑
n=0,1Tmn, m = 0,1, with

T00 =

(
Γ0

4

)2
(A0B0 + A1 ·B1), (4a)

T01 =

(
Γ0

4

)2
pL · (A0B1 + A1B0 + iA1×B1), (4b)

T10 =

(
Γ0

4

)2
(A0B1 + A1B0 + iA1×B1), (4c)

T11 =

(
Γ0

4

)2(
pL(A0B0 + A1 ·B1)

+ ipL × (A0B1 + A1B0 + iA1×B1)
)
, (4d)

where A0 (B0) and A1 (B1) correspond to the charge and spin
components of A (B), such that A = A0σ

0 +A1 ·σ (B = B0σ
0 +

B1 ·σ).
Since spT = 2T0 and spσT = 2T1, it is clear that only

the components T0m contribute to the total charge current
J ∼

∫
( fL − fR)spT dω, whereas the components T1m con-

tribute to the spin current Js ∼
∫

( fL − fR)spσT dω. This
statement can be understood by considering the spin current
Js = ∂t〈M〉 = ∂t〈ψ

†σψ〉 in analogy with the charge current
J =−e∂t〈N〉=−e∂t〈ψ

†ψ〉, where ψ and ψ† define the annihila-
tion and creation field spinor operators for the total electronic
structure, whereas N and M denote the corresponding charge
and magnetic density operators, respectively. It can also be
observed that while the spin components of the Green function
and coupling matrices are explicitly included in the transmis-
sion T0, the total transmission included in the charge current
is detached from a description in terms of a spin resolved for-
mulation. This latter statement can be understood since the
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spin-resolved transmission Tσσ′ , where σ,σ′ ∈ {↑,↓}, can be
identified as

Tσσ′ =T0δσσ′ +T1 ·σσσ′ , (5)

comprising the component T1. Hence, despite the appar-
ent spin-dependence of the transmission provided by the sec-
ond contribution, only the first contribution is relevant for
the charge current. Hence, any spin-dependent change in the
transmission that can only be traced back to a corresponding
change in T1, while T0 remains unchanged, does not influ-
ence the charge current. Through the definition in Eq. (5) it
can be seen, for instance, that T↑↑ and T↓↓ differ by

T↑↑−T↓↓ =2(T z
10 +T z

11), (6)

that is, this difference does not contribute to the charge cur-
rent. The spin-resolved transmission is defined without ref-
erence to the external conditions pL and reflects the intrinsic
spin properties of the molecule. Since, the chiral induced spin
selectivity effect is measured as a response to the external con-
ditions, as discussed above, the appropriate quantity to study
is the magneto-current, that is, the difference

∆J ≡J(↑)− J(↓), (7)

where J(↑) (J(↓)) denotes the charge current for pL (−pL), see
Figure 1. From this definition one can deduce

∆J =
2e
h

∫
( fL − fR)

(
T0(↑)−T0(↓)

)
dω, (8)

such that the effect can be studied in terms of the transmis-
sion T0(σ), as function of the orientation of pL. Therefore,
this result very clearly illustrates that a non-vanishing spin-
resolved transmission Tσσ′ , in general, and the difference
T↑↑−T↓↓, in particular, may have very little, if anything, to do
with the comprehension of the chiral induced spin selectivity.
It is, then, easy to conclude that the spin-resolved transmis-
sion does not represent an appropriate quantity of reference
in the context of chiral induced spin selectivity. It, further-
more, means that the origin of the effect is not necessarily
related to a spin-resolved transmission coefficient. While this
analysis may seem obvious and trivial, investigations of the
spin-resolved transmissions have, nevertheless, been the main
focus in, for instance, Refs. 21–45.

B. Spin-resolved transmission

The phenomenology of chiral induced spin selectivity can
be investigated using a simple effective model for a molecule
embedded between two metallic leads. The model comprises
a single electronic level, which represents, without loss of
generality, the HOMO level under the assumption that the
spacing to both HOMO−n, n = 1,2,3, . . . , and LUMO+n,
n = 0,1,2, . . ., is large enough for these levels to not take part
in the conduction. The energy spectrum of this level, rela-
tive to the equilibrium chemical potential µ = 0 is represented
by the matrix ε = ε0σ

0 + ε1 ·σ, where ε0 and ε1 denote the

average energy and local spin anisotropy. The latter energy,
ε1, represents local Zeeman splitting and spin anisotropy that
may be present because of spin-orbit and many-body interac-
tions, but also because of dissipation and coupling to external
environment. However, the specific nature of the origins of
this anisotropy is not defined here.

In the spirit of the approximation used already previously,
the model for this considered configuration can be written

H =
∑

k∈L,R

ψ†kεkψk +ψ†εψ+
∑

k∈L,R

(
ψ†kvkψ+ H.c.

)
, (9)

where ψ† (ψ) is the creation (annihilation) spinor for electrons
in the molecule (second term), whereas ψ†k (ψk) is the anal-
ogous operator for electrons in the left (L) and right (R) lead
defined by the spectrum εk = ε(0)

k σ0 +ε(1)
k ·σ (first term). The

molecule and leads are connected through hybridization (last
term) with rate matrix vk = v(0)

k σ0 +v(1)
k ·σ, such that the cou-

pling Γχ, χ = L,R, can be defined in terms of the electronic
density ρk in the lead χ through Γχ =

∑
k∈χ v†kρkvk. Under

the conditions introduced previously, ΓL = Γ0(σ0 + pL ·σ)/4
and ΓR = Γ0σ

0/4.
For this example, the Green function for the molecular level

can be written

Gr(ω) =
(ω−ε0 + iΓ0/4)σ0 + (ε1− ipLΓ0/8) ·σ

(ω−ε0 + iΓ0/4)2− (ε1− ipLΓ0/8)2 . (10)

Partitioning into charge, G0 = spG/2, and spin, G1 = spσG/2,
components leads to

Gr
0(ω) =

ω−ε0 + iΓ0/4
(ω−ε0 + iΓ0/4)2− (ε1− ipLΓ0/8)2 , (11a)

Gr
1(ω) =

ε1− ipLΓ0/8
(ω−ε0 + iΓ0/4)2− (ε1− ipLΓ0/8)2 . (11b)

In relation to the transmission in the previous subsection, one
can define A0 = Gr

0 (B0 = Ga
0), and A1 = Gr

1 (B1 = Ga
1), such

that A = Gr (B = Ga).
In these expressions, the poles E± (zeros of the numerator;

(ω−ε0 + iΓ0/4)2− (ε1− ipLΓ0/8)2) can be written

E± =ε±−
i
τ±
, (12a)

ε± =ε0±Rcos
ϕ

2
,

1
τ±

=
Γ0

4
±R sin

ϕ

2
, (12b)

where R2 = [ε2
1 − p2

L(Γ0/8)2]2 + (ε1 · pL)2(Γ0/4)2 and tanϕ =

ε1 ·pLΓ0/4[ε2
1 − p2

L(Γ0/8)2]. Then, since R remains invariant
under pL→−pL, while the phase ϕ is odd, the symmetry rules
for the poles can be summarized as

ε±(−pL) =ReE±(−pL) = ReE±(pL) = ε±(pL), (13a)
1

τ±(−pL)
=ImE±(−pL) = ImE∓(pL) =

1
τ∓(pL)

. (13b)

Hence, the level broadenings 1/τ± of the two levels are in-
terchanged upon switching the sign of pL, see Fig. 3 for an
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pL>0

pL<0

FIG. 3. Example of the molecular electronic structure for two dif-
ferent, opposite, spin-polizaritions pL in the left lead, indicating the
interchanging level broadenings upon switching sign of pL. Notice
also, the slight shifts of the energy levels, indicated with faint lines.

illustration of the modifications of the electronic upon chang-
ing the sign of pL. The interchange of the level broadenings
does have a direct consequence on the total charge current, as
will be discussed in the following.

First, consider conditions in which there is no molecu-
lar spin anisotropy, that is, ε1 = 0. Then, Gr

0 is even with
respect to the sign of pL, while Gr

1 is odd, which means
that the induced spin-polarization in the molecule changes
sign with the sign change of pL. Moreover, under those
conditions, the level broadenings 1/τ± are degenerate, since
tanϕ = 0. The direct consequence of these properties is that
T00(−pL) = T00(pL), and T01(−pL) ∼ −pL · (−A0B1 −A1B0)
and T01(−pL) ∼ −pL · (−A0B1 −A1B0), such that the charge
magneto-transmission T0(pL)−T0(−pL) vanishes identically.
Hence, since the total charge current is also even with re-
spect to the sign of pL, this entails that J(pL)− J(−pL) = 0,
that is, there is no spin selectivity effect. By contrast, since
Tσσ′ , 0 and both T10 and T11 are odd with respect to pL,
the difference Tσσ′ (↑)−Tσσ′ (↓) is non-vanishing. Hence, de-
spite the vanishing magneto-current, the spin-current is non-
vanishing, since T1 , 0. Also, the spin magneto-transmission
T1(pL)−T1(−pL) , 0. This example illustrates the inappro-
priateness of considering the spin-resolved transmission in the
context of magneto-current studies, a conclusion that was also
previously drawn in Ref. 56.

These observations are visualized in Figure 4, showing
(a) the charge, −ImGr

0(ω)/π, and spin, −ImGr
1(ω)/π, den-

sities of states for pL = 0.2ẑ (bold – blue color scale)
and pL = −0.2ẑ (faint – red color scale), (b) correspond-
ing charge current (left) and normalized magneto-current,
∆̃J = 100 · ∆J/

∑
σ J(σ), (right), (c) transmissions, and (d)

spin-resolved transmissions and magneto-transmissions. The
spin-polarization pL in the left lead generates a finite spin-
density in the longitudinal (ẑ) direction, Figure 4 (a), which

T10(↑)
T10(↓)

T01(↑)
T01(↓)

T11(↑)
T11(↓)

G0
G1x
G1y
G1z

-0.5
0
0.5

-0.5
0
0.5

-0.04

0

0.04

-0.2

-0.12

-0.04

0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8

-0.05

-0.03

-0.01

-0.1
0
0.1

-0.1
0
0.1

-0.9 -0.7 -0.5 -0.3 -0.1

0

4

8

12

-1

-0.06
-0.04
-0.02
0
0.02
0.04
0.06

-1

-0.6

0

0.6

0 1 0 1
energy (eV)

-0.8 -0.2
energy (eV)

voltage (V) voltage (V)

de
ns

ity
 o

f s
ta

te
s 

(a
rb

. u
ni

ts
)

G0
G1x
G1y
G1z

pL=0.2 pL=-0.2

ch
ar

ge
 c

ur
re

nt
 (e

/h
)

tra
ns

m
is

si
on

tra
ns

m
is

si
on

transm
ission

transm
ission

m
agneto current

J(↑)
J(↓)

T00(↑)

T00(↓)

Tx(↑)
Tx(↓)

Ty(↑)
Ty(↓)

-0.8 -0.2
energy (eV)

-0.8 -0.2
energy (eV)

-0.8 -0.2
energy (eV)

Tz(↑)
Tz(↓)

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

T0(↑)-T0(↓)
T1(↑)-T1(↓)

FIG. 4. Single level model with vanishing spin anisotropy, ε1 = 0
for pL = 0.2ẑ (bold – blue color scale) and pL = −0.2ẑ (faint – red
color scale). (a) Charge, −ImGr

0(ω)/π, and spin, −ImGr
1(ω)/π, re-

solved density of electron states. (b) Charge current (left) and nor-
malized magneto-current (right). (c) Transmission coefficients. In
the lower panels, the x- and y-components are zero (not shown).
(d) Spin-resolved transmissions and magneto-transmissions. In the
lower right panel, the x- and y-components of T1(↑)−T1(↓) are zero
(not shown). Parameters used are: ε0−µ = −0.5 eV, Γ0 = 0.1 eV, and
T = 300 K.

changes polarity as pL → −pL. This property is carried over
to the transmissions Tmn, m,n ∈ {0,1}, see Figure 4 (c), illus-
trating the even (odd) property of T0m (T1m) as pL → −pL.
Consequently, the spin-resolved transmission as well as spin
magneto-transmission are non-vanishing, Figure 4 (d), while
the charge magneto-transmission vanishes.

Second, should there be a non-vanishing molecular spin
anisotropy, that is, ε1 , 0, the over all picture changes.

First it may be noticed that the two components T00 and
T01 can be written as

T00 =

(
Γ0

4

)2 (ω−ε0)2 +ε2
1 + (Γ0/4)2(1 + (pL/2)2)

|(ω−E+)(ω−E−)|2
, (14a)

T01 =

(
Γ0

4

)2
pL ·

2ε1(ω−ε0)−pL(Γ0/4)2

|(ω−E+)(ω−E−)|2
, (14b)

since A1 ×B1 ∼ pL · (ε1 ×pL) = 0. By contrast to conditions
where ε1 = 0, the component T01 is neither even nor odd with
respect to the sign of pL, which is a direct consequence of
the symmetry rules of the poles, see Eq. (13). Hence, the
difference T01(pL)−T01(−pL) is non-vanishing, such that also
the magneto-current ∆J , 0.

The plots in Figure 5 illustrate (a) the charge and spin den-
sities, (b) charge and normalized magneto-current, (c) trans-
missions, and (d) spin-resolved transmission and magneto-
transmission, for the same set-up as in the previous exam-
ple, however, with ε1 = 25ẑ meV. The non-vanishing intrin-
sic local spin moment increases the separation between the
spin states, which is signified by the double peak structure
in the charge density. It also induces an asymmetry in the
spin density, with respect to the bare level energy ε0. How-
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FIG. 5. Single level model with vanishing spin anisotropy, ε1 = ε1ẑ,
ε1 = 25 meV, for pL = 0.2ẑ (bold – blue color scale) and pL =

−0.2ẑ (faint – red color scale). (a) Charge, −ImGr
0(ω)/π, and spin,

−ImGr
1(ω)/π, resolved density of electron states. (b) Charge current

(left) and normalized magneto-current (right). (c) Transmission co-
efficients. In the lower panels, the x- and y-components are zero (not
shown). (d) Spin-resolved transmissions and magneto-transmissions.
In the lower right panel, the x- and y-components of T1(↑)−T1(↓)
are zero (not shown). Other parameters are as in Figure 4.

ever, it can be seen that the spin density is neither even nor
odd upon sign change of pL, which leads to a finite magneto-
current, see Figure 5 (b). The corresponding transmissions,
Figure 5 (c), illustrate T01 and T00, showing that the sum of
their contributions is unchanged. It can also be noticed that
the z-components of the transmissions T1m pertaining to the
spin-current carry their properties over to the spin-resolved
transmissions and magneto-transmissions, see Figure 5 (d).
It should also be noticed, however, that while the magneto-
transmission for the charge current is asymmetric with re-
spect to the bare energy level ε0, the corresponding magneto-
transmission for the spin-current is symmetric. Hence, also
in this situation where there is an intrinsic molecular spin
anisotropy, the spin-resolved transmissions provide inappro-
priate information about the magneto-current.

Among the conclusions that can be drawn from these two
examples, first one should notice that the spin-resolved trans-
mission has little, if anything, to do with the mechanisms that
are relevant for chiral induced spin selectivity since it is a mea-
sure for the spin current whereas chiral induced spin selec-
tivity is measured through the magneto-current, which is the
difference between two charge currents obtained in two sepa-
rate measurements. Second, a non-vanishing magneto-current
can only be provided in a system comprising a component,
here, the molecule, which has an intrinsic spin anisotropy.
For instance, the magneto-current should not originate in the
spin-polarized leads, since these are included for supplying
a reference spin-polarization of the injected current. Hence,
such leads merely play a role for the detection of the effect.
Third, while an effective single-electron theory can be used
to capture the phenomenon of a magneto-current, one has to
include a spin anisotropy in the description which, at this sim-
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FIG. 6. Single level model with vanishing spin anisotropy, ε1 =

ε1(x̂ + ŷ), ε1 = 25 meV, for pL = 0.2x̂ (bold – blue color scale) and
pL = −0.2x̂ (faint – red color scale). (a) Charge, −ImGr

0(ω)/π, and
spin, −ImGr

1(ω)/π, resolved density of electron states. (b) Charge
current (left) and normalized magneto-current (right). (c) Transmis-
sion coefficients. In the lower left, color code is the same as in panel
(a). In the lower right, the y- and z-components are zero (not shown).
(d) Spin-resolved transmissions and magneto-transmissions. In the
lower right, color code for T1(↑)−T1(↓) is the same as in panel (a).
Other parameters are as in Figure 4.

ple level of description, provides a phenomenological addition
for which the microscopic origin may be unknown. Fourth,
the two examples illustrate that despite the transmission itself
may provide sufficient information about the transport proper-
ties to predict and interpret the experimental results, it is nec-
essary to acquire this information for all configurations con-
sidered in the experiment. Only considering the transmission
without the influence of, e.g., a ferromagnetic lead or not com-
paring the results for the ferromagnetic lead with two opposite
spin-polarizations does not allow for a full comprehension of
the phenomenon.

Finally, before ending this section an issue that has been
raised within the community about the properties of the spin
anisotropy is addressed. It has been conjectured that the spin
anisotropy ε1 has to include a longitudinal component for the
chiral induced spin selectivity effect to arise. This conjecture
is, however, likely to have been made on a loose basis without
a solid foundation.

Within the introduced example, it is easy to see that, e.g., a
spin anisotropy ε1 = ε1(x̂ + ŷ) and spin-polarization pL = pLẑ
certainly leads to that the product ε1 · pL = 0, and that both
transmissions T0m are even with the sign of pL. However, for
a lead which is also spin-polarized in the transverse direction,
that is, pL = p⊥ + pzẑ, where p⊥ = |(px, py)| and at least one
of px and py non-zero, the transmission T01 loses its even
property with the sign of pL.

In Figure 6, the results for an example with ε1 = ε1(x̂ + ŷ),
ε1 = 25 meV, and pL = ±0.2x̂ are summarized, illustrating
the non-vanishing transverse spin-polarization, (a), and corre-
sponding magneto-current (b), as well as the transmission (c),
spin-resolved transmission, and magneto-transmission (d). It
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J(↑)≠J(↓)

J(↑)=J(↓)

FIG. 7. Schematic illustration of how a single particle theory (upper)
versus a correlated theory (lower) accounts for the chiral induced
spin selectivity effect. The arrows represent the two different config-
urations of the external force fields, the red and blue objects represent
the chiral molecule, whereas the black lines indicate the particle flux.

is interesting to notice that despite the transverse characters of
the spin-polarization and spin-anisotropy, there is, nonethe-
less, a non-vanishing longitudinal component to the spin
magneto-transmission, see Figure 6 (d).

The conclusions of this discussion can be summarized in
the following terms. First of all, in the transport set-up, the
chiral induced spin selectivity effect refers to a measure of the
charge currents obtained in one system under two very dif-
ferent conditions, or, configurations, which is outlined in Fig.
1. This picture can be generalized into some intensities I(m)
obtained from the same system configured under conditions,
say, m =↑ and m =↓. The two intensities are compared through
the normalized difference ∆I = [I(↑)− I(↓)]/[I(↑) + I(↓)], and
should it be non-vanishing there is a measurable difference be-
tween the two configurations. As it has been made clear in this
discussion, the chiral induced spin selectivity effect is neither
a measure of the spin-polarized current nor is it a measure of
the spin-current through the system. Hence, the transmission
is a quantity which very poorly accounts for the effect, first
and foremost since the effect is a result of integrated degrees
of freedom whereas the transmission relates to spectral prop-
erties.

Second, the chiral induced spin selectivity effect cannot be
captured in a single particle theory unless an effective spin
anisotropy is included, an anisotropy that inevitable originates

from the interplay between structure, spin-orbit interactions,
and electron correlations. The latter picture should, there-
fore, be referred to as a correlated description. The differ-
ence between the descriptions is summarized by means of the
schematic illustration in Fig. 7. Here, the upper and lower
panels represents transport properties using a single particle
and correlated description, respectively. In the single particle
description, the spin properties of the molecule are governed
solely by the external force field, hence, the spin-polarizations
of the molecule are equally strong but with opposite polarity
in the two configurations. Hence, the total flux through the
system is the same in the two configurations, although the
spin-polarizations of the currents are different. By contrast,
in the correlated description, there is an internal anisotropy
which can either enhance or diminish the effect of the ex-
ternal force field. One may think of this as a coercive field
that has to be overcome before the spin-polarization of the
molecule aligns with the external force field. Hence, the re-
sulting flux through the system is not equal in the two con-
figurations, since the spin anisotropy acts as an additional and
variable resistance to the charge current between the two con-
figurations.

C. Chiral lattice model

Next, the theoretical basis discussed in the previous sec-
tion is here transferred into an effective model for chiral
molecules. For the purpose of being concrete, this model is
based on the lattice model introduced in Refs. 50, 53, 54, 57
with the modifications, however, that the single electron level
per site is extended to include multiple levels. Furthermore,
the interactions (electron-electron or electron-vibration) that
were included in those previous discussions are here replaced
by a simple phenomenological spin anisotropy. The generic
molecular geometry considered here is described by the set
M = M×N of spatial coordinates rm = (acosϕm,asinϕm,cm),
ϕm = 2π(m−1)/(M−1), m = 1, . . . ,M, and cm = cϕm/2π, where
a and c define the radius and length, respectively, of the he-
lical structure, whereas M and N denote the number of turns
and ions per turn. Each coordinate denotes an ionic site which
is represented by a set of electron levels described by

Hm =
∑

n

ψ†mnεmnψmn +
∑
nn′

(
ψ†mnwmnn′ψmn′ + H.c.

)
, (15)

where ψ†mn = (d†mn↑ d†mn↓) (ψmn) is the creation (annihilation)

spinor, εmn = ε(0)
mnσ

0 +ε(1)
mn ·σ represents the bare energy spec-

trum for electrons in the nth level at the site, and wmnn′ de-
notes the matrix element for transitions between energy levels
within the site.

Electrons hopping between nearest-neighboring and next
nearest-neighboring sites occur with the energies tmmn′ and
iλmmn′v(s)

m ·σ, and spin-orbit coupling is picked up between
next-nearest neighbor sites through processes of the type
ψ†mntmnn′ψ(m±s)n′ and iλmnn′ψ

†
mnv(s)

m ·σψ(m+2s)n′ , respectively,
where s = ±1. Here, λmnn′ denotes the spin-orbit interaction
parameter, whereas the vector v(s)

m = d̂m+s × d̂m+2s defines the
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FIG. 8. (a) Normalized magneto-current for a 10× 6 sites helix
as function of the voltage bias for different spin-gaps ε(1) = gµBB,
and B = 0 (black), B = 100 T (red), B = 500 T (blue), B = 1,000 T
(magenta), and B = 1,500 T (purple). Notice that the curves are off-
set for clarity. (b) Charge currents for the set-up with B = 1,500 T.
Parameters used are: ε0−µ = −1/2, λ0 = 1/1,000, Γ0 = 1/10 in units
of t0 = 1 eV, and pL = ±0.2ẑ at T = 300 K.

chirality of the helical molecule in terms of the unit vectors
d̂m+s = (rm − rm+s)/|rm − rm+s|; positive chirality corresponds
to right handed helicity.

The chiral molecule comprisingM sites can, thus, be mod-
eled by the Hamiltonian

Hmol =

M∑
m=1

Hm−

M−1∑
m=1

(
ψ†mntmnn′ψ(m+1)n′ + H.c.

)
+

M−2∑
m=1

(
iλmnn′ψ

†
mnv(+)

m ·σψ(m+2)n′ + H.c.
)
. (16)

The molecule is coupled to metallic leads by tunneling inter-
actions

HT =
∑

p
tpψ
†
pψ1 +

∑
q

tqψ
†
qψN + H.c., (17)

where the leads are modeled by Hχ =
∑

k∈χ εkσψ
†

kψk, εkσ =

εk +∆χ/2. Here, χ= L,R denotes the left (L, k = p) or right (R,
k = q) lead, and ∆χ denotes the spin-gap in the lead. Hence,
the full metal-molecule-metal junction is described by

H =HL +HR +Hmol +HT . (18)

The current is calculated using the formula in Eq. (1), which
can be obtained by employing standard methods for non-
equilibrium Green function, see, e.g., Refs. 50, 53.

1. Single electron per site

First, consider a single stranded helix, comprising a sin-
gle electron level per site, that is, n = 1 for each m. Such a
system can be represented in terms of the model introduced
in Eqs. (15)–(18) by setting the intra-site hybridization matrix
wmnn′ = 0, while putting the nearest neighbor and next-nearest
neighbor tunneling matrices tmnn′ = t0σ0 and λmnn′v(s)

m ·σ =

λ0v(s)
m ·σ, assuming uniform tunneling rates throughout the

structure. The last assumption is not necessary in the context
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FIG. 9. Normalized magneto-current for a 2× 3 sites helix with
two energy levels per site, for different intra-site and inter-site level
hybridizations w1 and t1, respectively. (a) w1/w0 = 0, (b) w1/w0 =

(0,0,1/10), (c) w1/w0 = (1,1,0), and (d) w1/w0 = (1,1,1/10), where
t1/t0 = (1,1,1/1,000) (red); t1/t0 = (1,1,0) (blue); t1/t0 = 0 (green);
t1/t0 = (0,0,1/1,000) (purple). Parameters used are: ε0 −µ = −1/2,
λ0 = 1/1,000, Γ0 = 1/10 in units of t0 = 1 eV, and pL = ±0.2ẑ at
T = 300 K.

of single stranded helices, however, it is implemented here
for simplicity. For a chain of equivalent sites, it is, further-
more, justified to assume that εm = ε = ε0σ

0 +ε1 ·σ. For the
sake of illustrating the effect, it is instructive to express the
internal spin-anisotropy in terms of an equivalent magnetic
field B, such that ε1 = gµBB, where g = 2 is the gyromag-
netic ratio and µB is the Bohr magneton. Then, using t0 = 1
eV, and setting λ0 = t0/1,000, Γ0 = t0/10, pL = ±0.2ẑ, and
ε0 − µ = −t0/2, where µ is the common equilibrium chemi-
cal potential of the system, and performing the simulations at
T = 300 K, the resulting normalized magneto-current is shown
in Figure 8 (a) for B = 0 (black), B = 100 T (blue), B = 500 T
(red), B = 1,000 T (magenta), and B = 1,500 T (purple). The
currents for pL = 0.2ẑ (blue) and pL = −0.2ẑ (red) in Figure 8
(b), correspond to the case B = 1,500 T.

As can be expected, there is no magneto-current in absence
of the spin anisotropy (black), while the it increases with in-
creasing B. In the light of experimental observations where
magneto-currents between a few percents to nearly a hundred
percents, the values of the normalized magneto-currents plot-
ted in Fig. 8 are reasonable. However, while the magnitudes
of the equivalent B-fields are unrealistically large, they illus-
trate the inability to represent and explain the chiral induced
spin selectivity effect in single stranded helices in terms of
single electron theory using realistic values on the parameters.
Despite this inability, the observation that the chiral induced
spin selectivity effect actually can be obtained by inclusion of
the spin anisotropy ε1, suggests that is should be possible to
address the effect through electron correlations, as was previ-
ously done in, e.g., Refs. 50, 52–57.
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2. Multiple electrons per site

It has been argued that while the single stranded helix can-
not be effectively modelled to provide a non-vanishing chiral
induced spin selectivity effect [31, 32, 41], this should be pos-
sible in a double stranded helix. Hence, whereas the example
above can be regarded as to represent a single stranded he-
lix, a double, or multiple, stranded helix can be represented
in terms of the full model introduced in Eqs. (15)–(18),
by letting the intra-site and inter-site hybridization matrices
wmnn′ , and tmmn′ , respectively, assume non-zero values, with
n = 1,2, . . . for each m. Hence, transitions from all n to all
n′ are allowed. For simplicity, however, it is assumed that
wmnn′ = w0σ

0 +w1 ·σ, tmnn′ = t0σ0 +t1 ·σ, and λmnn′ = λ0, that
is, again assuming uniform hybridization rates throughout the
structure. The values from the single stranded structure are
retained, that is, t0 = 1 eV, λ0 = t0/1,000, and Γ0 = t0/10.

Regarding the model to represent a double stranded helix
with a single level per site, or a single stranded helix with two
energy levels per site, it is first assumed that the energy lev-
els are degenerate, such that εm = ε(0)

mnσ
0, and setting ε(0)

mn−µ=

ε0−µ=−t0/2, for all m and n. In Fig. 9, the magneto-currents
are plotted as function of the voltage bias for a 2 × 3 with
two degenerate energy levels per m with (a) w1/w0 = (0,0,0),
(b) w1/w0 = (0,0,0.1), (c) w1/w0 = (1,1,0), and (d) w1/w0 =

(1,1,0.1), and inter-site tunneling (green) t1/t0 = (0,0,0),
(blue) t1/t0 = (1,1,0), (red) t1/t0 = (1,1,0.001), and (purple)
t1/t0 = (0,0,0.001), and w0 = −1/100 in units of t0 = 1 eV,
while other parameters are as in Fig. 8.

Under all conditions but one, there is a non-vanishing

magneto-current, however, in all cases it is less than 0.3
%. Absence of spin-dependent hybridization, that is, both
wmnn′ = w0σ

0 and tmnn′ = t0σ0, yields a magneto-current
which vanishes identically, see Fig. 9 (a) (green). In all
cases, the next-nearest neighbor spin-orbit coupling λmnn′ , 0.
Hence, these results point towards an important aspect of
the chiral structures. Namely, the mixing of the electronic
structures of two separate helices, such that, at least one of
w(1)

mnn′ and t(1)
mnn′ are non-vanishing, introduces an intrinsic spin

anisotropy in the structure which clearly is not there in the
complete absence of this mixing. In this sense, then, these re-
sults corroborate the conclusions drawn in Refs. 31, 32, 41,
that a double stranded structure is necessary to obtain the ef-
fect. However, these results also suggest that the magneto-
current is likely to be less than a percent in a set-up with real-
istic values. The conclusions drawn in Refs. 31, 32, 41 should
be related to the inclusion of a dissipative contribution, some-
thing which would generate a large chiral induced spin se-
lectivity effect, which also corroborates the conclusions from
Refs. 50, 52–57.

It should, moreover, be noticed in the results presented in
Fig. 9, that a sole transverse spin-dependent mixing t(1)

mnn′ re-
sults in a non-vanishing magneto-current, see Fig. 9 (blue).
Despite this observation, it should also be noticed that the
magneto-current is strongly suppressed in the absence of a
longitudinal mixing. Hence, by introducing a longitudinal
spin mixing component to either of w(1)

mnn′ or t(1)
mnn′ enhances

the magneto-current by about three orders of magntidue.
The picture remains qualitatively unchanged when lifting

the degeneracy of the energy levels ε(0)
mn, letting, for instance,

ε(0)
m1 < ε

(0)
m2 < . . .. The simulated results for a 2×3 molecule with

ε(0)
m1−µ = −2t0 and ε(0)

m2−µ = −t0/2 are summarized in Fig. 10
(a) w1/w0 = (0,0,0), (b) w1/w0 = (0,0,1/10), and (c) w1/w0 =

(1,1,0), with (green) t1/t0 = (0,0,0), (blue) t1/t0 = (1,1,0),
(red) t1/t0 = (1,1,0.001), and (purple) t1/t0 = (0,0,0.001), and
w0 = −1/100 in units of t0 = 1 eV, while other parameters are
as in Fig. 8.

The lowered symmetry of the molecule is reflected in more
details in the magneto-current, however, the overall ampli-
tude of the magneto-current is reduced to less than 0.1 %.
This reduction in the amplitude can be understood as a re-
flection of the lowered symmetry, which leads to less reso-
nant states in the structure and, hence, a weaker intrinsic spin
anisotropy. Introducing more (non-degenerate) energy levels,
equidistantly distributed in the energy range between −2t0 and
−t0/2, Fig. 10 (d) (blue) two levels, (red) three levels, (pur-
ple) four levels, and (green) five levels, facilitates an enhance-
ment of the magneto-current. This enhancement can be at-
tributed to (i) the increasing number of conduction channels
and (ii) the lowered spacing between adjacent energy levels,
both conditions which increases the symmetry of the spectrum
in the sense that more and more states become nearly resonant
which, in turn, increases the intrinsic spin anisotropy.

In all the examples presented and discussed here, the ampli-
tude of the normalized magneto-current is less than one per-
cent, and it is worth to elaborate on reasons why this is the
case. First, the chiral induced spin selectivity effect is not
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a measure of the induced spin-polarization in the molecule,
or, in the composite system comprising the molecule and the
leads, due to the spin-polarization of the injected electrons.
The chiral induced spin selectivity effect is a measure of the
variations of the charge current as function of the magnetic
conditions applied to the system. The difference between the
two concepts can be understood as the difference between the
charge and spin currents, where only the former is directly
related to the chiral induced spin selectivity effect.

III. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, it has been shown that the when compar-
ing theoretical results with measurements of the chiral in-
duced spin selectivity effect, one inevitably has to study the
charge currents obtained for different configurations of the ex-
ternally applied spin-polarization or magnetic field. The spin-
polarized transmission of the system has little, if anything,
to do with the conclusions one can draw about the effect for
different compounds and configurations of the set-up. Like-
wise, while the spin-current may be used to extract deeper
information about the origin of the chiral induced spin selec-
tivity, thus far, there is no such experimental result with which
the spin-current can be compared. It is, therefore, an impor-
tant observation that studies of the chiral induced spin selec-
tivity in terms of the spin-polarrized current or the spin cur-
rent lead to conclusions that cannot be directly compared to
any of the experimental observartions reported thus far. Re-

ported observations of the chiral induced spin selectivity ef-
fect only concerns the properties that can be related to the
charge currents. It has, furthermore, been demonstrated that
while single-electron models, in general, are not viable tools
to describe the chiral induces spin selectivity effect, by intro-
ducing an effective spin anisotropy to the molecular junction
one can by, nonetheless, construct simple models as fitting
tools. However, these effective spin anisotropies typically cor-
respond to unrealistically large magnetic fields, which make
the usefulness of such constructions questionable. Moreover,
the origin of such spin anisotropies are related to the interplay
between the structure, spin-orbit interactions, and electron
correlations. The effective spin anisotropy can, in this sense,
be thought of as a parametrization of the electron correlations.
Finally, it was demonstrated that while the chiral induces spin
selectivity effect can be enhanced by introducing more chan-
nels which are spin-dependently interconnected, the enhance-
ment of the effect is still marginal, resulting in effects that are
less than 1 % in models using somewhat realistic parameter
values.

This should conclude the discussion of the potential use-
fulness of single electron models for the description of the
chiral induced spin selectivity effect, as well as to why the
spin-resolved transmissions should not be used in comparison
with the experimental observations of the effect.
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