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W e show how one can m easure the signalfrom slow jim psofa singlem olecule between m etastable
positions using a sestup where them olecule is xed to one lead, and one of the coupling strengths is
controlled extemally. Such a m easurem ent yields inform ation about slow processes deform ing the
m olecule in tim esm uch longer than the characteristic tim e scales for the electron transport process.

One of the key ideas in studies of electron trans—
port through single m olkcules is the ain to relate the
properties of the studied m icroscopic m olecule to the
current owing through it. Then measuring this cur-
rent will yield inform ation about the m olecule. There
are m any interesting transport phenom ena, known from
larger structures, eg., sam joonductorlq;uﬁntum dots, that
have been also observed 1n m olecules?# . H ow ever, per—
haps a feature m ost speci ¢ to the m olecular system s is
the large signature of the m echanical vlbrations on the
transport properties. Such e egts include the electron
shuttling? and polaronic e ect.'al.al.@, eg., the vbration—
assisted electron tunneling e ect, cbserved, thmugh the
side peaks in the di erential conductance?®P4d at post-
tions corresponding to the vibrational frequencies. An—
other m olecule-speci ¢ property can be seen when one
is able to vary the coupling of the m olequle to the leads
between weak and strong coupling lin it<l%. In this case,
one can quantitatively characterize the di erent coupling
strengths, by tting the experim entally m easured con—
ductance to a fairly generic m odel describing transport
through the closest m olecular level(s). Such a m odel re—
lies on the fact that the m olecule is coupled to the leads
only from one side, allow Ing one to tune the other cou—
pling over a wide range. From this t, one then ob-
tains ourm olecule—speci ¢ param eters corresoonding to
the two coupling strengths at given positions, an energy
scale describing the position ofthe HOM O /LUM O level
(whichever is closer) and a length scale describing the
change of the coupling as a function of the distance.
T hese param eters can then be used as a ngerprint of
that particularm olecule.

T he typically considered vibrational e ects are char-
acteristic of weak coupling for the electron hopping be-
tw een the leadsand them olecule, in which case the vibra—
tional frequency scales exceed or are of the sam e order
as the coupling strength. In such system s, it is essen-
tial to consider the fairly fast and low-am plitude vibra—
tions Inside a single parabolic con ning potentialaround
som e Iong-lived m etastable position . H ow ever, on am uch
slower scale, the molecule may jmp between di erent
m etastable states corresponding to di erent conform a—
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tions or positions. Our ain is to discuss in this paper
how these jim psm ay be observed and characterized.

FIG . 1l: Schem atic illistration of the considered situation:
Left: A small molcule is connected to the left lead via a
Iinker (this particular m olecule is from Ref. [11). D ue to the
coupling via a single linker, the m olecule-linker-lead system
hasmultiple m etastable con gurations, corresponding to dif-
ferent positions. The distances di and dé to the two leads
are also indicated. Right: A possble potential pro le corre-
soonding to the position of the m olecule, shown In the lft

gure by the coordinate x. D ue to the directional character
of the bonding to the lads, due to the solvent, or due to
the particular atom ic arrangem ent of the left lead, therem ay
be a few m etastable con gurations indicated by the potential
m inin a. The hopping between these con gurations depends
on the heightsU; and U, ofthe potentialbarrier. IfU; € U,
the probability p1 to occupy state 1 is lJarger than the corre—
soonding probability p; for state 2.

Consider a potential energy curve depicted in FJg:_ZI:
The horizontal axis could quantify di erent m olecu—
lar conformm ations or average positions. The vibrations
wihin a s:ingﬂ;&enu'alwe]l are govemed w ith a fre—
quency !y = k=m, where k is the spring constant de-
scribing the potentialand m  is them ass of them olecule.
B row nian m otion ofthe particle w ithin thispotentialwell
at the tem peratBre T willthen result into vbrationsw ith
am plitude s kg T=k. The am plitude of such vibra-
tions ismuch am aller than the distance between succes—
sive potential m Inin a, and hence i is at m ost of the
orderofa few A . W e can use this as an estin ate for the
frequency !x. At room tem perature, or the case of a
m olecule w ith m ass of the order of 1000 ::: 10000 m ,
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wewould thusget 'y & 0:d :::1 THz. These vbrations
are dam ped by a friction force described by the charac—
teristic rate ¢ = ¢ R=m , where ¢ is a constant of order
uniy depending on the shape of the molcule (c= 6
for a sphericalm olecul), R characterizes the size of the
molcul, and is the viscosity describing the m olecule
environm ent. For a sphericalm olecule of size R 1nm,
m ass as given above and using the viscosiy of water,

=1g/ms),wewould thusget ¢ 10 TH z. N ote that
In practice, the e ective viscosity of the solvent depends
also on them olecule itselfand thusthisnum ber should be
used as indicative only. T he jum psbetween the di erent
potentialm nin a have a m uch lower rate than the sn alk-
sca]i.zmbratjons. T his rate is described by the A rthenius
law

U1
kg T

= exp( ); @
where U; descrbesthe height ofthe potentialbarrier (see
Fjg.-'_]:), = '—;;—k In the overdam ped lim it ¢ . and

= 1 =Q2 ) or ! ¢. Here ! . describes the w idth
of the potential barrier, and is of the sam e orderas !y .
W ith the above estin ates for the frequencies !, ! and

£, the prefactor thusranges from GHz to THz. How—
ever, the exponential factor m akes the Jum ps between
di erent m nim a much less frequent. A ssum,e for exam —
pk a potential barrier height of U~ 05 eVi3. At room
tem perature, wewould then get = exp( 20); ranging
between Hz and kH z. This is close to the characteristic
scale n which the m easurem ents op- the m olecules are
m ade and indeed such m easurem entdd showed large uc—
tuations in the m easured conductance, clearly connected
to the presence of the m olecule.

T he distancedependent linear conductance G = G T
through a single m olgcular level can be described by the
B reit-W igner ormultl,

L R

T = : 2
T+ (1+ r)?=4 @

HereG, = 26®°=h, ; isthe energy ofthe closest m olecular
levelto themetalFem ienergy (ie., LUMO orHOMO,
w hichever is closer) assum ing it has an appreciabl cou—
pling to the leads, and 1 and gy characterize the cou—
pling to the keft and right leads, resgpectively. The level
1 m ay be degenerate —this degeneracy would only tune
the e ective coupling strengths ; and y com pared to
the non-degenerate case. For sim plicity, we neglect in-—
teraction e ects. This assum ption still captures the es—
sential physics in the strong-coupling regin e w here the
coupling energy 1, + r exceedsthe them alenergy and
thus describes the lifetin e of the level. M oreover, addi-
tionalm olecular levelsm ay be considered, but their con—
tribution show sup m ostly to slightly rescale the coupling
constant<4.
Consider now what happens if the m olecule is con—
nected to one of the leads, say kft, thus xing the av—
erage 1 . Assume furthem ore 1, 1. The average

coupling to the right lead depends on the distance dy
between the m olecule and the furthem ost atom of this
lad through g = ;exp( ), where dependson
the solvent and on the m okcule/lad m aterialdd. For

R 1, decreasing dr w ill increase the conductance.
However, when the right lead is close enough, r may
exceed the evelenergy ;. Inﬁ:hjs case, the conductance
showsamaxinum at g = 437+ 2 21 and fur-
ther decrease of di leads to a decrease In the conduc—
tance. This type ofam odelwas em ployed to explain the
observed conductance-distance curve In Ref. :_l-]_} wih a
quantitative agreem ent betw een the theory and them ea—
sured average conductance.

Considernow the uctuation ofthis conductance, due
to the slow hoppings of the m olecule between di erent
average positions. Such hopping corresponds to a ran—
dom telegraph noise n a tim edependent signal. Let us
denote the average distance between the right lead and
the m olecule by d (average m eaning averaging over the
di erent positions of the m olecule corresponding to the
given positions of the leads). Let us furthem ore choose
the coupling strengths corresponding to this average po—
sition to_L and_R = pexp( d). Then, the uctua-
tions of the position around this average position can be
characterized by the values £ d'; ¢ d'g, i indexing the
di erent potentialm inin a, and the two num bers corre—
soonding to the deviations ofthe distance to the left and
right leads, respectively. In a typical case, one could ex—
pect that ifthem olecule m oves further from the left lead
(d> 0), i com es closer to the right kad (as in Fig.i).
This would thus correspond to a positive c;. However,
for certain situations it m ay be possble to increase the
distance to both leads - this would be describbed wih a
negative ¢;. W ih these deviations, the couplings change
to 1= _Jexp( dand L= pexp( g d).Note
that choosing the same forboth 1 and gy doesnot
mean a lack of generality, as a possble di erence in the
two ’scan be included to scale c;.

T he tranam ission averaged over the positions of the
m olcule is

X X
piTi
1 1
Herep; isthe probability orthem olecule to be in the po—
sition/con guration i. T hus, already the average trans-
m ission HT i depends on the am plitude d of uctuations
(see Fjg.-'_Z) . However, such a dependence is di culk to
see In 1T i, as a sim ilar behavior could be observed also
w ithout vbrations, but w ith a slight rescaling of _L R -
T he variance of the transm ission values due to these
slow uctuationsisvar(T')= h(f  HT ifi. A ssum hgwe
can neglect the electronic noise (see below) which also
show s up as a tem poral variation of the current, this
var(T ) would vanish w ithout the vibrations. In general,
var(T ) depends on d, the separation of the leads. How —
ever, if we assum e that the positions of the m etastable
states w ith respect to the lft lead are independent of
d, we can separate two lin its in the d-dependence. O ne

Hri=
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FIG .2: Average tranam ission asa function of coupling r for
di erent am plitudes of variations d. The coupling r can be
varied by varying the distance between the electrodes, and
the transm ission peak details inform ation about them olecule
and its coupling to the leads. The hopping between di er—
ent m etastable con gurations corresponding to di erent d
a ects the tranam ission: from top to bottom, d = 0 (@®o
hopping), d= 05= and d= 1= . Wechose 1 = 001
and ¢ = 05 and describe hopping between two degenerate
con gurations (ie. with equal probabilities) separated from

the average position by d. The dashed lines indicate tsto
the Breit-W igner tranam ission w ith no account of the uctu-
ations, but wih an increased ; and a snaller g .

is the case when d is large, such that &z 1. Ifalso

L 1, we can neglct the lifetin e of the level (the
term 1 + R In the denom inator of T;). Then
, ii - - .

T, R 2 R ep( o) d): @

2 2
1 1
T hus, the transm ission probability for each i can be w rit—
ten ina form T;= TTZ,, where T is independent of the
random hoppings, but depends on the position d, and
Tfi1 depends on the hoppings, but not on the position d.
In this case, we m ay express the relative variance as

2 var(T) Var(Tfil)
T 2 i ;2
hT i HT 7, 1°
P n P 02

;pioexpl di @ @)] spsexpl ds @ g)]
[lP (_)2
jpsexpl ds @1 g)]

T hus, this quantity no longer depends on the exact value
ofd,aslongas + = 21.

T he sam e happens in the oppos:ire]jmji:,_R 21.In
this case, we can neglect allotherterm sbut y from the
denom nator of the tranam ission and

i
rp21 41

= —exp((l+cy) d) TTL: ()

R R

T;

The relative uctuations  again follow Eq. (E), w ith
the only exception that the sign of each ¢ is reversed.

If the sign of ¢; is predom inantly positive, : in the
case g 2 1 will be larger than in the case 23
and vice versa for a predom inantly negative ¢;. Thus,
we can sketch the rough behavior of ; as a function
of the distance d (@ssum Ing ¢ > 0): At rst, when the
leads are far apart, r stays mostly constant. W hen
_R becom es of the order of 2 1, t starts to increase
w ih d, until saturating into another constant value at
_R 21 (see Fjg.:g) . Such a behavior holds as long as
the m etastable positions of the m olecule are una ected
by the right lead. The latter type of a m echanicale ect
would show up also in the average conductance curves
if the right lead changes the potential landscape seen by
them olecule. T hiswas probably observed in Ref. |13, but
only when g wasalready much largerthan ;.
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FIG. 3: Relative variance In the measured conductance
curves, observed as tin edependent uctuations. The two
solid lines are for hopping between two degenerate con gura—
tions w ith d= 0:5 (ottom) and d= 1 (top), and the
dashed curve represents the case w th four degenerate con g-
urations, at d= 05= and d= 1= .Wechosec= 05
for each curve.

To explore this behavior explicitly, lt us con-—
sider a sinple twoposition m odel with the positions
f d=2; cd=2gand f d=2;c d=2g. In thiscase, we get
a fairly sin ple expression or ¢ i the limit 1 1,

42shh( (1 ) d=4)+ = shh( L+ c) d=4)
42c0s( (L <) d=4)+ o cosh( (L+ c) d=4)
(7)
In the Im it 2 1, this gives
R 2 . .
r ! 7' dtanh( (1 o) d=4)3 @®)
and in the opposite Iim it 21,
r "1 Stanh( L+ o) d=4)% ©)

These lim its ollow the qualitative discussion above.
Apart from hopping between di erent positions, In
som e cases one m ay also envisage the m olecule to hop



betw een di erent confom ations on the slow tim e scales.
Such a change in the conform ation in generalm ay lad
to a change both in the energy level ; and In the cou—
pling strengths 1 _g . This behavior can be illistrated
by considering the sin plest case of hopping between two
conformm ations corresponding to the energies ; =2
and couplings 1, L=2, R r =2. The relative
variance r now depends on the relative m agniude of
these changes: if [_g=(1 + =Rr) = 1, the behav—-
Jjor is analogous to that discussed above. In the opposite

Iim it of large , the relative variance of the conductance
valies r = var(T )=HT i* is given by
2 2
;= 16 71 : 10)
( 2+ (+ r)Z+4D)?

T hus, the relative variance is largest w hen the couplings
arem uch an allerthan the levelenergies, and it decreases
as etther of the couplings is ncreased. A sin ilar concli—
sion can be drawn for the general case w ith m any di er-
ent conform ations, along the sam e argum ents as above.
There are a faw experin ental constraints for the ob—
servation of the predicted behavior In the uctuations,
characterized by the di erent tim e scales in the problem .
An easily satis ed condition is that the m easurem ent
tine , should exceed the tine scales 1=!y, ~= g,
e = e=hli characterizing the Individual charge transport
processes (typically between ps and ns) by a few orders
of m agnitude. Here hIi is the average current through
the m okcule. In this 1m i, shot noise yields a contribu-
tion e=(n hIi) = <=, to the relative variance and
can hence be neglected. The sam e applies for the ther—
m al noise provided that kg T=E€V ) = T, Where
V is the bias volage applied over the sam ple. Another
natural condition is that the tim e scale 4 fOor the vari-
ationsm ade in the structure (ke changing the distance
betw een the leads) should be longerthan , and thetmme
scale nops = 1= for the slow changes in the con gura—

tions. To obtain a relative accuracy p for the m easured
variance, one has to m easure at least 1= points and
thereore yar=n > 1=p°.

Ifthere are only a few m etastable con gurations in the
problem , and the tin e scales for hopping between them
is Jonger than the m easurem ent tim €, onem ay be abl to
m easure the nform ation about them already by follow -
ing the telegraph noise in the average transm ission as a
function oftin e. H owever, form any con gurations, or if
at least som e of the hopping tin e scales are am aller than

n s 1L is better to m easure the relative variance. W hen
mn and neops are well separated, the m easured variance
In the signalw illbe proportional to

min(gy; hops) .

—_— 11)
max(m i hops)

varG )n = var@G)e

Here var(G ), is the m easured variance and varG ). =
G2Zvar(T) is the variance calculated above. In the case
when there are muliple tin e scales descrbing the slow

uctuations, and the m easurem ent tim e is betw een these
scales, the m easured variance w illbe independent of  ,
characteristic for icker noise.

Sum m arizing, In this paper we predict that the di er-
ent m etastable atom ic con gurations in m olecular junc-
tions have a considerable e ect in the m easured conduc—
tance, as the tim e scale of typical conductance m easure—
m ents isofthe sam e orderasthe tin e scales for the jum ps
betw een the di erent con gurations. W e utilize a sin ple
Breit-W ignerm odelto illustrate this behavior and show
that such variations lead to a fairly universalbehavior in
the relative variance of the m easured conductance values
as one of the coupling constants between the m olecule
and the leads is controlled.
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