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Schr�odinger equation for current carrying states
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Abstract

Schr�odinger equation with given,a priori known current is form ulated. A non-zero current

density ism aintained in the quantum system via a subsidiary condition im posed by vector,local

Lagrangem ultiplier.Constrained m inim ization ofthetotalenergy on them anifold ofan arbitrary

currentdensity topology resultsintoanon-linearself-consistentSchr�odingerequation.Theapplica-

tionsto electronictransportin two-term inalm oleculardevicesaredeveloped and new m acroscopic

de�nition ofa m olecularcurrent-voltage characteristic isproposed.TheLandauerform ula forthe

conductance ofan idealone-dim ensionallead is obtained within the approach. The m ethod is

exam ined by m odeling ofcurrentcarrying statesofone-dim ensionalharm onicoscillator.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The rem arkable m iniaturization ofconventionalm icroelectronic devices has been wit-

nessed overthelastdecades.Ifthem iniaturization trend isto continue,elem entsofm icro-

electroniccircuits,e.g.transistorsand contacts,willsoon shrink to singlem oleculesoreven

atom s. In the pastfew years,there have been considerable advancestowardsfabrications

and experim entalstudies ofm ono-m olecularelectronic devices [1]. Thisactivity hasbeen

largely spurred on by developm entofexperim entaltechniquesto form atom icscale electri-

calcontactssuch asscanning tunneling m icroscopy [2]and m echanically controllablebreak

junctions[3].M easurem entsofcurrent-voltage(I-V)characteristicshavebeen recently per-

form ed on a single benzene-1,4-dithiolate m olecule [4],buckm insterfullerene [5],individual

atom s [6],nanoclusters [7]and carbon nanotubes [8]. These initialobservations ofcon-

duction in m olecules were followed quickly by experim entaldem onstration ofthe sim plest

devices: m oleculardiodes[9],switches [10]and m em ory elem ents [11]although m olecular

equivalentofa transistorisyetto bediscovered.

Severaltheoreticalapproacheshave been recently developed to describe electronic con-

ductivity ofm olecules[12].Oneofthewidely used m ethodsisbased on thecom bination of

extended H�uckelm odelordensity functionaltheory to treatthem olecularelectronicstruc-

ture,an electronic reservoir m odelfor the contacts and linear response approxim ation to

com putetheelectroniccurrentasa function oftheapplied voltage[13,14,15,16,17].The

m ost recent applications used Lippm ann-Schwinger or non-equilibrium Green’s functions

form alism splus\jellium " m odelforthecontactsand forthem olecular-contactinteractions

[18,19].In allthese approaches,thesystem ispartitioned into threeparts:m olecularwire

and two electron reservoirsto representm etalliccontacts.Theuseofthem odeldependent

reservoir-m oleculeinteraction asoneofthem ostpivotalingredientdim inishestheability of

these m ethodsand preventsfrom a developm ent ofpredictive and quantitative techniques

for the electronic transport problem . Recent density functionaltheory based calculation

dem onstratesthata m olecularwireisbonded to a gold contactby thethiolbridgewhich is

known to bethestrong covalentinteraction [20].Theem pirically treated coupling between

m etalcontactsand them olecularwire,which servesastheinteraction forthelinearresponse

calculationsand representsthe kernelofthe corresponding Lippm ann-Schwingerequation,

isatleaststrong asinterm olecularinteraction.Recentpapersalsoindicatetheexactnature
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ofthe m olecule-contactbonding iscriticalin predicting the correctorderofm agnitude for

thecurrentwith applied bias[18].

The m iniaturization shrinksthe size ofthe system to a levelwhen the problem can be

addressed by ab initio electronic structure m ethods. As an exam ple consider a standard

prototypem oleculardevice system with a singlebenzene-1,4-dithiolate m olecule covalently

bonded to two gold electrodes [4]. The problem can be reduced to the system where the

m oleculeisbonded to two sm allAu clusters[17].A gold clusterwith reasonably sm alledge

inuence on the m olecular-surface bonding contains10 atom s[20].W ith a single benzene-

1,4-dithiolatem oleculeasthem olecularwirethecontact-wire-contactsystem consistsofjust

32 atom s.System sofsuch sizecan beroutinely sim ulated by standard quantum chem istry

codes.Them ain obstaclefortheapplication ofthe�rstprincipleelectronicstructurem eth-

odsisnotthe size ofthe system butm odeling ofthe electronic currentand interpretation

oftheapplied voltage.Supposethatwehavesolved Hartree-Fock orKohn-Sham equations

foram oleculardevice.Theground statewavefunction isrealin absenceofam agnetic�eld

and therefore the currentdensity com puted from thiswave function iszero everywhere in

the sam ple. Anotherim portantissue isan interpretation ofthe applied voltage. Virtually

allpresenttheoreticalapproachesarepivotally relied on sim pli�ed,noninteracting electrons

typem odelsforthem etalcontactswheretheexternalvoltagebiascan bestraightforwardly

associated with the Ferm ienergies shift between left and right electronic baths. One of

thereasonsforuseelectronicreservoirm odelsto representthem etalliccontactsisprinciple

theoreticaldi�culties related to a rigorous quantum m echanicalde�nition ofthe applied

voltage.

Inthispaper,weadvocateanalternativeapproachwheretheuseoftheelectronicreservoir

tom odelcontactsiscom pletely avoided from thevery beginningand aquantum system with

current is treated e�ectively as a closed system . W e begin by describing the variational

principle for a quantum system with current. W e then derive the Schr�odinger equation

with probability ux which providesexactwavefunctionson them anifold ofa given current

density.W enextspecify two-term inalm oleculardevicesteady currentsubsidiary condition

and develop the Schr�odingerequation fora two-term inalm oleculardevice. W e discussthe

useoftheenergy ballancecondition to com putecurrent-voltagecharacteristicsofquantum

system s. W e then derive the Landauer form ula fornon-interacting charge carriers within

the form alism . Finally,we dem onstrate the salient features ofthe approach through the
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num ericalsolution oftheself-consistentSchrodingerequation forone-dim ensionalharm onic

oscillatorwith constrained current.

II. SC H R �O D IN G ER EQ U AT IO N W IT H P R O B A B ILIT Y C U R R EN T

A . Variationalprinciple

W estartwiththenonrelativisticHam iltonianforaparticleintheexternalscalarpotential

v(r)(atom icunitsareused throughoutthepaperunlessotherwisem entioned):

H = �
1

2
r

2 + v(r): (1)

W ede�nedensity and param agneticcurrentdensity as:

�(r) =  (r) �(r) (2)

j(r) = Im f 
�(r)r  (r)g (3)

where (r)isnotgenerally an eigenvectoroftheHam iltonian H .W ewillspecify an eigen-

problem forthe  (r)in the nextsection. The physicalcurrentisequivalentto the param -

agneticcurrentdensitiesin absenceofan externalm agnetic�eld.

An eigenvector for a bound state ofa realHam iltonian can be always m ade realby

a change ofthe phase ofthe wave function. The Ham iltonian H is realtherefore ifwe

justsolvestandard Schr�odingerequation with theHam iltonian H ,wewillobtain realwave

function  (r)and the current density j(r) willbe autom atically zero. The standard way

to get a com plex wavefunction out ofa realHam iltonian is to assum e certain boundary

conditions.These boundary conditionscould bean assum ption ofan incom ing planewave

in scattering theory orperiodicboundary conditionsfora translationally invariantsystem .

To solve a scattering problem fora m oleculardevice ispossible only atthe costofm ajor

unphysicalapproxim ations,e.g. via considering the m oleculardevice asa singe scattering

center.Anotherapproachistoassum eperiodicboundaryconditions.Theperiodicboundary

conditionspreventonefrom studying any situationswherethechangeofchem icalpotential

acrossthesystem isof�nitem agnitudebecausethechem icalpotentialm ustbealsoperiodic

in space. The localchem icalpotentialis the decreasing function in the direction ofthe
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current and therefore the system can not be treated as translationally invariant at least

along thecurrentaxis.

W ehavedeveloped an alternativeapproach wherea currentcarrying quantum system is

treated e�ectively asaclosed system with asubsidiary condition forthegenerally discontin-

uouscurrentdensity distribution.W estartourderivation with theassum ption thatcurrent

carryingstatesofan open quantum system can bedescribed in term sofwavefunctionsofan

e�ectively closed quantum system ifthecurrentism aintained via explicitconstraint.This

assum ption isasim pli�ed,particularcaseofthestandard assum ption in statisticalm echan-

ics: a system coupled to a therm albath can be described with statisticalensem bles ofa

closed system in which thesystem -bath interaction isnotexplicitely considered,butenters

only viaLagrangem ultipliersand subsidiary constraints.Ithasbeen recently dem onstrated

that a steady current open m esoscopic system can be described in term s ofan ensem ble

ofcarrierstatesin the closed m esoscopic device itselfifthe steady currentisadditionally

constrained [21,22].

W erequirethatthecurrentdensity isconstrained tobespeci�ed function I(r).Itresults

in thesubsidiary constraintequation:

j(r)� I(r)= 0: (4)

Theexpression (4)generallycannotbeobtainedbydi�erentiatingofafunctionalof and �

with respectto r.Itm eansthattheconstrainteq.(4)isnonholonom ic[23].Thevariational

problem is to m inim ize the totalenergy with respect to  subject to the nonholonom ic

constraintforthe currentdensity (4). Two typesoftreatm entare possible: we can either

choose  (r)in which the constraintisim plicitorwe can im pose the constraintexplicitely

by using the Lagrange m ultiplier. W e willfollow the second approach which wasrecently

suggested byKosovand Greer[24],elim ination thepartofthewavefunction byim posingthe

explicitconstraint.Although theconstraintform ulated aseq.(4)isvectorand nonholonom ic

itcan be included into a variationalfunctionalvia pointwise,vector Lagrange m ultipliers

a(r)[24].

W ithin the Lagrange m ultiplierapproach the constraintisexplicitly achieved via intro-

duction oftheauxiliary functional:


[ ]= h jH j i� E (h j i� 1)�

Z

a(r)� (j(r)� I(r))dr: (5)
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The �rsttwo term sare standard in the variationalderivation ofthe Schr�odingerequation

with the�rstgiving thetotalenergy and thesecond isintroduced to m aintain thenorm al-

ization ofthewave function.Thethird term with thevectorLagrangem ultipliersa(r)has

been introduced to im posethesubsidiary constraintforthecurrentdensity.

A useofthevariationalprinciple can bejusti�ed only forclosed quantum system s.The

choice ofI(r) can not be obviously com pletely arbitrary to m aintain the closed system

boundary condition. The localized in space quantum system willbe considered closed if,

�rst,there are no in-and out-probability ows in the system ;and,second,ifthe wave

function  isan eigenvectorofa Herm itian operator(itpreventsthecom plex eigenenergies

and therefore e�ectively closesthe system ). W e willdem onstrate in the nextsection that

both theseconditionsaresatis�ed within ourapproach.

B . Self-consistent Schr�odinger equation

Them inim ization ofthetotalenergy subjectto thesubsidiary constraintforthecurrent

density (4),i.ethevariation oftheauxiliary functional
[ ],resultsinto thefollowing non-

linearSchr�odingerequation:

�

�
1

2
�+ v(r)�

1

2i
[a(r);r ]

+

�

 (r)= E  (r): (6)

Theanti-com m utatorterm ,

1

2i
[r ;a(r)]

+
=

1

2i
(r a(r)+ 2a(r)r ); (7)

istheadditionalcom pletely im aginary potentialarising directly from theconstrainton the

currentdensity(consultwith appendixA forthecorrespondingfunctionalderivatives).This

additionalconstraintpotentialforcesthewavefunction  (r)tobeirrem ovably com plex and

insuresthat (r)producestherequired currentdensity I(r).

A physicalinterpretation oftheLagrangem ultipliera(r)can bem adem oreexplicitifwe

re-writeeq.(6)in thefollowing form :

�
1

2
(�ir � a(r))

2
+
1

2
a(r)� a(r)+ v(r)

�

 (r)= E  (r): (8)

Itcan be now established thatthe currentconstrainthasintroduced the term swhich are

m athem atically equivalent to an externalvector potential. But unlike an externalvector
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potential,theLagrangem ultipliera(r)doesdepend upon thewavefunction  (r)and eq.(8)

becom es nonlinear and m ust be solved self-consistently. The eigenvalue problem eq.(8) is

generated by Herm itian operatorsincetheLagrangem ultipliera(r)isreal.Beingasolution

ofthe Herm itian eigenproblem the eigenenergy E is realand the wavefunctions  form a

com plete set in Hilbert space. W ithin our approach we dealwith the localized in space

system with thewave functionsgenerated by theherm itian eigenproblem (8).Such system

isby de�nition closed and thereforetheuseofthevariationalprincipleisform ally justi�ed.

TheSchr�odingerequation with current(8)isnotyetin a form allowing fora solution to

befound astheLagrangem ultipliera(r)isnotknown yet.W enextseek a solution forthe

Lagrangian m ultiplier a(r). In the developing ofthism ethod we have found outthatthe

m ostsigni�cantsourceofnum ericalinstabilitiesin thesolution ofthenonlinearSchr�odinger

equation (8)arisesfrom the determ ination ofthe Lagrange m ultipliera(r). The described

below procedureobtainingoftheLagrangem ultiplierhasbeen found tobethem ostrobust.

M ultiplying eq.(6)from thelefton the  (r)� and subtracting from the obtained equation

itsown Herm itian conjugate,yields

r � j(r)= r � (a(r)�(r)): (9)

Equation (9)can be resolved fora(r)with the assum ption thatboth the density �(r)and

thecurrentdensity j(r)decay to zero atin�nity.In thiscasethedirectintegration ofeq.(9)

resultsinto thefollowing expression fortheLagrangem ultipliera(r):

a(r)=
j(r)

�(r)
(10)

Substitution ofthe constraintforthe current density eq.(4)into eq.(10)yields the sim ple

expression in which the Lagrange m ultiplierdependsupon the wave function only via the

density in thedenom inator:

a(r)=
I(r)

�(r)
(11)

There is a direct sim ilarity between equation for the Lagrange m ultiplier (10)and the

de�nition ofthevelocity ofaquantum trajectory within deBroglie-Bohm causaldescription

ofquantum m echanics[25].W ithin thedeBroglie-Bohm dynam icsthevelocity u(r;t)ofa

trajectory ata given pointiscom puted as[26]:

u(r;t)=
j(r;t)

�(r;t)
; (12)
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therefore,atleastforstationary system sthevectorLagrangem ultipliera(r)can bedirectly

related to thevelocity fora corresponding deBroglie-Bohm trajectory.By thisanalogy we

can m ake the physicalinterpretation ofthe Lagrange m ultiplier m ore explicit. In the de

Broglie-Bohm quantum dynam icsto m aintain theconstantux atthegiven density pro�le

oneneedsto adjustthelocaltrajectory velocities.The vectorLagrangem ultiplierappears

to play thesim ularrolein theSchrodingerequation with constrained current.Likewise for

a pointwith thenon-zero trajectory velocity,thecurrentdensity has�nitevalueata point

with the non-zero vectorLagrange m ultiplier. And likewise the de Broglie-Bohm velocity,

a product ofthe vector Lagrange m ultiplier on the probability density yields the current

density.

W ith thischoiceoftheLagrangem ultiplier(11)weobtain theSchr�odingerequation with

thecurrentI(r)in theself-consistentand closed form :

"

1

2

�

�ir �
I(r)

�(r)

�
2

+
1

2

I2(r)

�2(r)
+ v(r)

#

 (r)= E  (r): (13)

Thederivationoftheself-consistentSchr�odingerequationeq.(13)com posesoneofthecentral

resultsofthepaper.

III. SC H R �O D IN G ER EQ U AT IO N FO R A T W O T ER M IN A L M O LEC U LA R D E-

V IC E

Thedesireto develop thebasicSchr�odingerequation forcalculationsofI� V character-

isticsoftwo term inalm oleculardevicesistheim petusforthepresentstudy.To achievethis

aim ,wespecify them olecularwireconstrainton thecurrentdensity:

Z

dydzjx(r)= Ix �(x � L;R � x); (14)

whereIx isthesteady currentthrough them oleculardevice.Thestep function,

�(x � L;R � x)= �(x � L)�(R � x); (15)

equals to 1 ifL � x � R and zero otherwise. L and R are the leftand rightboundaries

for the m olecular device. W ithin this description, net current ow is aligned along the

x�axis and there are no in-and out ow: the current starts at the left boundary L and

com pletely absorbed atthe right R.W ith this constraint itis notrequired to �x the full
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vector j(r) everywhere in the sam ple. Only the net current ow across a cross section
R
dydzjx(r)isconstrained,and thisquantity isreadily available experim entally. Thisisa

sim plegeom etricarrangem entto specify currentow forthetwo term inalm oleculardevice

and can beextended to m orecom plex devicetopologies,e.g.forthethreeterm inaldevices

wherethreetipsareconnected to a singlem olecule[27].

Likewise,asforthederivation oftheexactSchr�odingerequation in thepreceding section,

with thischoiceoftheconstraint(14)them inim ization oftheauxiliary functional(5)now

yieldstheSchr�odingerequation forthesteady currenttwo term inalm oleculardevice:

�

�
1

2
�+ v(r)�

1

2i

�

ax(x);
@

@x

�

+

�

 (r)= E  (r): (16)

The expression for the Lagrange m ultiplier given by eq.(11) can be straightforwardly

extended to thesteady currentm oleculardevice,with theresultis

ax(x)=
Ix

�yz(x)
�(x � L;R � x); (17)

wherewehaveintroduced thequantity

�yz(x)=

Z

dydz�(r): (18)

W ith the expression for the Lagrange m ultiplier ax(x) in hands,we can com plete the

Schr�odingerequation forthetwo-term inalm oleculardevicewith steady currentIx(x)

�

�
1

2
�+ v(r)�

Ix

2i

�
�(x � L;R � x)

�yz(x)
;
@

@x

�

+

�

 (r)= E  (r): (19)

Som easpectsofeq.(19)deserve specialdiscussion.Theim aginary potentialwhich enforces

the wave function to produce steady currentIx dependsupon the x coordinate only. The

rangeofthispotentialisrestricted by them oleculardeviceboundaries.Oneoftheterm sin

thispotentialisproportionalto thederivativeofthestep function,

@

@x
�(x � L;R � x)= �(x� L)� �(x � R); (20)

and therefore yieldsthe singularim aginary �-function potentialon the device boundaries.

Itisknown from the standard quantum m echanicstextbooks[28]thata �-function poten-

tialresultsin the discontinuity ofthe �rstderivative ofthe corresponding solutionsofthe

Schr�odingerequation.Likewise,theim aginary com ponentofthe eigenfunction  (r)ofthe
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Schr�odinger equation fora m olecular device (19) has the discontinuous �rst derivative at

thepointsx = L and x = R.

The�nalcom m entregarding thecom putation oftheI-V characteristicofa two-term inal

m oleculardevice isin due order. The currentcarrying statesobtained asthe solutionsof

them oleculardeviceSchr�odingerequation (19)m ustnow beassociated with current-voltage

characteristicsavailable experim entally. The rigorousde�nition ofthe applied voltage isa

controversialissue ifone doesnotinvoke to noninteracting electron reservoirsto represent

contacts.W eproposethefollowing m acroscopicde�nition oftheapplied voltagewhich has

the directrelation with the quantitiesm easured experim entally. The energy increase from

theapplied voltageU iscom puted by thenum ericalintegration with an assum ption oflinear

voltagedrop between theleftand rightboundaries:

�E d(U)=
U

R � L

RZ

L

dx(R � x)�yz(x): (21)

W e com pute the energy ofthe non-active,i.e. with zero current,m olecular device and

com pute the totalenergy ofthe sam e m oleculardevice atan experim entally given current

Ix. Then the energy increase forthe establishm ent ofthe current carrying state,i.e. the

energy di�erence

�E d(Ix)= E d(Ix)� E d(Ix = 0) (22)

iscalculated. Because ofthe energy ballance condition the �E d(U)m ustbe equalto the

�E d(Ix)and itresultsinto thefollowing equation fortheapplied voltagebias:

U =
(R � L)

RR

L

dx(R � x)�yz(x)

�E d(Ix): (23)

Theeigenenergy E oftheSchr�odingerequation (19)should notbeconfused with theenergy

ofm oleculardevice. The eigenenergy E serves only asthe Lagrange m ultiplier to enforce

orthogonality ofthewave function.Theenergy ofthem oleculardevice can beobtained as

an expectation value oftherealphysicalHam iltonian H with the integration restricted by

them oleculardevice region:

E d(Ix)=

Z

dydz

RZ

L

dx 
�(r)

�

�
1

2
�+ v(r)

�

 (r); (24)
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where  (r) is the solution ofthe Schr�odinger equation (19) with the given Ix. Since the

wavefunction  (r)iscom plex and the integration (24)isnotperform ed overwhole space,

itisnotobviousfrom the expression (24)thatthe device energy E d(Ix)m ustbe real. W e

willshow now thatthe device energy E d(Ix)isrealifthe wavefunction  (r)producesthe

constrained currentdensity (14). To prove thiswe subtractfrom eq.(24)itsown com plex

conjugateand aftera bitofalgebra arriveto thefollowing expression:

E d(Ix)� E d(Ix)
� = �i

Z

dydz

RZ

L

dxr � j(r)= �i

I

S

dSn � j(r): (25)

The length ofthe quantum wire isaligned along the x�axisand the surface integraldoes

theintegration overthesurfaceoftherectangularbox with oney� z faceatx = L,another

y� z faceatx = R and any ofthex� y orx� z facesarerem oved atthein�nity.W ithin

ourconstraint,there isa positive currentowing into the y� z face atx = L and exactly

the sam e positive currentowing outofthe y� z face atx = R. There isno currentow

outoftheregion in any ofthex � y orx � z faces.Thereforethesurfaceintegralvanishes

I

S

dSn � j(r)= 0 (26)

and thedeviceenergy E d(Ix)de�ned via eq.(24)becom esreal.

IV . EX A M P LE C A LC U LAT IO N S

A . C onductance ofan idealone-dim ensionallead

In ordertoestablish connection with standard approachesand testthem ethod wederive

theLandauerform ula[29]usingtheSchr�odingerequation forcurrentcarryingstateseq.(13)

as the starting point. Consider noninteracting electrons m oving along a one-dim ensional

wire without any scatterer. The electronic density does not depend upon x yielding the

following Schr�odingerequation with steady currentI:

�

�
1

2

d2

dx2
+ i

I

�

d

dx

�

 k(x)= E k k(x): (27)

Equation (27)hastheplane-wavesolution

 k(x)� exp(ikx) (28)
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with eigenenergy

E k =
k2

2
�
Ik

�
: (29)

The sim ilardispersion relation asgiven by eq.(29)hasbeen obtained within the sam e ap-

proach foruniform electron gaswith applied directcurrent[24].Forthe sm allvoltageand

tem perature transm issionsofelectronstake place only through the statesin close vicinity

ofthe Ferm ilevel. There are two vectors k,one is positive and one is negative,which

correspond to theFerm ienergy:

k+ =
I

�
+

s

2E F +

�
I

�

�
2

; (30)

k� =
I

�
�

s

2E F +

�
I

�

�
2

: (31)

Following the Landauerapproach we associate the voltage drop (atthe zero tem perature)

with thegap between thesinge-electron energiesoftheelectronsm oving in thedirection of

thecurrent(k > 0)and electronsm oving in theoppositedirection (k < 0):

U =
k2
+

2
�
k2
�

2
: (32)

Substituting theexpressionsforthek+ and k� eqs.(30,31)into theLandauer’sde�nition of

theapplied voltage(32),wereadily �nd

I = GU ; (33)

with theconductance

G =
�

2

r

2E F +

�
I

�

�
2

: (34)

Then,theuseofthestandard relation between theFerm im om entum kF and theelectronic

density � = kF =� along with the sm allcurrentexpansion ofthesquare rooteq.(34)results

into the Landauerform ula fora single transportchannelofan idealone-dim ensionallead

[30]:

G =
1

2�
: (35)
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Ifwe take into account the spin degeneracy ofrealelectrons, the conductance becom es

m ultiplied by 2.By accountingthedegeneracy and convertingtheconductanceeq.(35)toSI

unitsthestandard valueG = e2=(��h)= (12:9K 
)�1 isobtained.Re-deriving thestandard

result we dem onstrate thatin the low current and zero tem perature lim its ourm ethod is

equivalentto thetraditionalapproacheswhich arebased on theLandauerform ula.

B . N um ericalsolution ofthe Schr�odinger equation w ith current

W e dem onstrate applications ofthe m ethod with num ericalexam ples. The num erical

solution ofa self-consistentSchr�odingerequation isoften perform ed within a �nitebasisset

expansion forthewavefunction with subsequentdiagonalization oftheHam iltonian m atrix

untiltheselfconsistencyisreached.W ehavefoundoutthatitiscom putationalconvenientto

form thecom plete,realbasissetfrom thesolutionsofthezero-currentSchr�odingerequation:

�

�
1

2
�+ v(r)

�

��(r)= "���(r): (36)

Then weexpand thewave function ofa currentcurrying stateon thisbasis

 (r)=
X

�

C���(r); (37)

thecoe�cientsC � m ustbecom plexforthewavefunction which producesanon-zerocurrent.

W ith theexpansion (37)wearriveto thefollowing com plex,Herm itian eigenproblem :

X

�

("���� � iw��(I))C� = E C� ; (38)

wherethecurrentdependentm atrix elem entw��(I)iscom puted in appendix B and isgiven

by thefollowing integral:

w��(I)=
1

2

Z

dr
I(r)

�(r)
� (�m (r)r �

�

n(r)� �
�

n(r)r �m (r)) : (39)

The m atrix elem ents w��(I)are realand depend on the expansion coe�cients C � via the

density �(r)thereby m aking theeigenvalueproblem (38)nonlinear.Theeigenproblem (38)

is Herm itian because the m atrix elem ent w��(I) changes its sign when we swap � and �

indeces:

w��(I)= �w��(I): (40)
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The num ericalcalculations were carried out for the one-dim ensionalsystem . W ith an

eyeon m oleculardevicesim ulationswesolvetheself-consistentSchr�odingerequation forthe

step function constraintasa prim ary exam ple:

j(x)= I �(x � L;R � x) (41)

The externalpotentialwas taken in the harm onic oscillator form and we put L = �2:0

and R = 2:0 asleftand rightboundariesforthe currentcarrying partofthe system in all

our calculations. Our basis set was built up from the 25 eigenvectors ofthe zero current

Ham iltonian.The self-consistency wasassum ed to beachieved when therootm ean square

deviation ofthewavefunction vectorsofthetwo subsequentiterationswaslessthen 10�8 .

First,weplottheLagrangem ultiplierasafunction ofthecoordinateon the�gure1.The

Lagrangem ultiplierisdiscontinuousatthe system boundaries.The Lagrangem ultiplieris

vanishing outofthe system region and itisthe inverse function ofthe density �(x)inside

the system . As it can be expected from the analogy with the de Broglie-Bohm quantum

hydrodynam ics(12)(thelowerthedensity,thelargerthelocalvelocity)theLagrangem ul-

tiplierreachesitsm axim um valuesin the regionsofdepleted density and hasthe m inim al

valueatthepointofm axim aldensity.

In ournextexam plewestudied thedeviation ofthecurrentcarrying wavefunction  (r)

(I = 0:1)from the zero-currentground state wave function �0(r). The realcom ponentis

depicted on the upperpanelofthe �g.2.The shape and m agnitude ofthe realcom ponent

do not undergo signi�cant transform ation with the establishm ent ofthe current carrying

state.Although theadm ixtureofthehigherterm sin theexpansion (37)resultsin thesm all

dam pingoscillationson thetailsoftherealcom ponentofthewavefunction.Theim aginary

partofthe wave function (plotted on thelowerpanelofthe �g.2)isidentically zero when

thecurrentisvanished.Theim aginary com ponentreachesitsnegativem inim um attheleft

boundary L = �2:0 ofthe currentcarrying partofthe system and then itdiscontinuously

changesthesign ofthe�rstderivativeand undergoesalm ostlinearincreaseuntilitreaches

itsm axim um attherightboundaryR = 2:0.W hen thecoordinatex goesoutofthenon-zero

currentregion theim aginary partofthewavefunction rapidly decaysto zero value.

Theestablishm entoftheim aginarypartofthewavefunction directly indicatesthedevel-

opm entofthecurrentcarrying state.W estudied transform ationsoftheim aginary com po-

nentasafunction oftheincreased current.Theim aginarycom ponentsofthewavefunctions

14



are plotted on the �g. 3 forthree representative steady currents: I = 0:01,I = 0:5 and

I = 0:1. At the very sm allcurrent I = 0:01 the im aginary wave function is alm ost zero

everywhereexcepttheonly sm allnegativem inim um attheleftboundary and with theposi-

tivem axim um attheright.Them agnitudesoftheim aginary com ponentattheextrem um s

are nearly linearly proportionalto the value ofthe constrained current. The slope ofthe

im aginary com ponent,i.e. the derivative,isalways positive and alm ostconstantbetween

the left and right boundaries ofthe system . The im aginary part becom es zero when the

realcom ponentreaches itsm axim um ,i.e. atthe pointx = 0:0. Although the totalwave

function isrealatthe pointx = 0:0 the currentisnotvanished because the derivative of

thewavefunction rem ainscom plex.

Now we turn to the calculationsofa \device" energy required to establish the current

carrying state.Being theLagrangian m ultiplierto m aintain thewavefunction orthonorm al-

ity,the eigenenergy E ofthe eigenproblem (38)isnotdirectly related to the energy ofthe

system .Theenergy increaseduetotheestablishm entofthecurrentcarryingstateisde�ned

via thespacerestricted expectation valueoftheHam iltonian (24):

E d(I)=

RZ

L

dx  
�(x)

�

�
1

2

d2

dx2
+ v(x)

�

 (x)=
X

��

C
�

�C�"�

RZ

L

dx ��(x)��(x): (42)

Thetable1 containstheenergy E d(I)and theenergy di�erencebetween thenonactive,i.e.

zero-current,andcurrentIcarryingstateasafunctionoftheincreasedcurrent.The\device"

energy isgradually increased with increasingcurrent.Asitcan bededuced from thetable1,

weneed to pum p into thesystem ’ 0:14a:u:ofenergy to establish thecurrentI = 0:1a:u:

carrying state. A sim ple �tofthe data from the table 1 provides only the quadratic and

cubicdependencesofthe\device" energy upon thesteady current(forI � 0:1):

E d(I)= E d(I = 0)+ 17:4I2 � 36:5I3 ; (43)

thereby dem onstrating thattheterm linearin thecurrenthasthem inorim portanceforthe

energeticsofthecurrentcarrying quantum system and them ain energy contribution com es

from the I2 term . This energy dependence is generally agreed with the current-density

functionaltheory ofinhom ogeneous interacting electron gas where the current dependent

correction tothestandard exchange-correlation energyfunctionalisalsom ainlyproportional

to I2 [31].
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V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaper,we have given a variationalform ulation ofthe Schr�odingerequation with

non-zero current.The Schr�odingerequation with currentisderived via a constrained m in-

im ization ofthe totalenergy with a subsidiary condition forthe currentdensity. The sub-

sidiary condition forthe currentdensity ism aintained during the course ofvariation by a

vector,pointwise Lagrange m ultiplier. An explicit elim ination ofthisLagrange m ultiplier

resultsintotheclosed,self-consistentform ofSchr�odingerequation with current.W eshowed

thatthe currentcarrying statesare eigenvectorsofthe com plex,Herm itian operator. The

form ulation hasbeen developed forgeneralcurrentdensity topologiesand then speci�ed for

thecaseofa two-term inalm oleculardevice.W eshowed how theenergy ballancecondition

can beused forrigorouscom putation ofI-V characteristicsofm oleculardevices:theenergy

increase dueto theestablishm entofa currentcarrying state isassociated with the applied

voltage bias. W e dem onstrate the salientfeaturesofthe approach by re-deriving the Lan-

dauerform ula fortheconductanceofan idealone-dim ensionallead and through a solution

oftheone-dim ensionalSchr�odingerequation with �xed currentdensity.Thecom plex,Her-

m itian m atrix was form ed on a basis ofthe eigenvectors ofthe zero-current Ham iltonian.

Thenum ericalsolution wasachieved via theself-consistentsolution ofthecom plex,Herm i-

tian eigenproblem .W efound outthata basissetform ed from thezero currentHam iltonian

eigenvectors provides a robust algorithm forthe self-consistent convergence. Ourm ethod

hasthegreatcom patability with standard electronicstructurem ethodswhich arealsobased

on a variationalprinciplee.g.Hartree-Fock orcon�guration interaction approxim ations.
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A P P EN D IX A :FU N C T IO N A L D ER IVAT IV ES O F T H E C O N ST R A IN T FU N C -

T IO N A L

In thisAppendix wecom putethefunctionalderivativeoftheconstraintfunctional.The

constraintfunctionalhasthefollowing form

�[ ]=

Z

dra(r)� (j(r)� I(r)): (A1)

Thedirectvariation oftheconstraintfunctionalwith respectto the �(r)yields:

��[ ]

� �(r)
=

Z

dr
0
��

�j(r0)
�
�j(r0)

� �(r)
=

Z

dr
0
a(r0)�

�j(r0)

� �(r)

=
1

2i

Z

dr
0
a(r0)�

�

� �(r)
f 

�(r0)r  (r0)�  (r0)r  �(r0)g

=
1

2i
a(r)� r  (r)�

1

2i

�

� �(r)

Z

dr
0
a(r0)�  (r0)r  �(r0)

=
1

2i
a(r)� r  (r)�

1

2i

�

� �(r)

Z

dr
0
r � fa(r0) (r0) �(r0)g

+
1

2i

�

� �(r)

Z

dr
0
 
�(r0)r � fa(r0) (r0)g

=
1

2i
a(r)� r  (r)�

1

2i

�

� �(r)

I

dS n � a(r0) (r0) �(r0)+
1

2i
r � fa(r) (r)g

=
1

2i
a(r)� r  (r)+

1

2i
r � fa(r) (r)g=

1

2i
[a(r);r ]

+
 (r)

A P P EN D IX B :M AT R IX ELEM EN T S O F T H E A N T I-C O M M U TAT O R [a(r);r ]
+

Thecom putation ofthem atrix elem entoftheanti-com m utatorispresented below.The

notation r a m eansthatthegradientactson theLagrangem ultipliera(r)only.

h�nj[a(r);r ]+ j�m i= h�njr
a
� a(r)+ 2a(r)� r j�m i

=

Z

dr�
�

n(r)�m (r)r � a(r)+ 2

Z

dra(r)� �
�

n(r)r �m (r)

=

Z

drr � fa(r)��n(r)�m (r)g�

Z

dra(r)� r f�
�

n(r)�m (r)g+ 2

Z

dra(r)� �
�

n(r)r �m (r)

=

I

dS n � a(r)��n(r)�m (r)�

Z

dra(r)� (�m (r)r �
�

n(r)� �
�

n(r)r �m (r))

= �

Z

dra(r)� (�m (r)r �
�

n(r)� �
�

n(r)r �m (r))
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Table 1.Theenergy oftheactive,i.ecurrentcarrying L � x � R,partofthesystem asa

function ofthesteady current.�E d = E d(I)� E d(I = 0)istheenergy increaseto establish

ofthecurrentI carrying state.

I E d(I) �E d(I)

0.00 0.4977 0.0000

0.01 0.4994 0.0017

0.02 0.5043 0.0066

0.03 0.5124 0.0147

0.04 0.5233 0.0256

0.05 0.5368 0.0391

0.06 0.5526 0.0549

0.07 0.5706 0.0729

0.08 0.5905 0.0928

0.09 0.6122 0.1145

0.1 0.6356 0.1379
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Figure 1. The Lagrange m ultiplier a(x) is plotted as a function of the coordinate x.

Calculationswereperform ed forthestep function currentdensity distribution j= 0:1�(x�

2;2� x).
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Figure 2.Thespatialdependencesofrealandim aginarycom ponentsofthecurrentcarrying

wavefunction.Calculationswereperform edforthestep functioncurrentdensitydistribution

j= 0:1�(x� 2;2� x).Thedashed lineon theupperpanelistheground statewavefunction

ofthesystem with zero current.
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Figure 3. The spatialdependences ofim aginary com ponents ofthe wave functions are

plotted fordi�erentvaluesofthecurrent.Thecurrentdensity isconstrained to bethestep

function j = I �(x � 2;2� x). The solid line correspondsto I = 0:01,dotted to I = 0:05

and dashed to I = 0:1.
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