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Spin Polarization from Circularly Polarized Light Induced Charge Transfer
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We show how a spin polarization can be generated through the photo-induced electron transfer of an achiral
donor-acceptor complex following chiral light excitation. In particular, we illustrate the basic energetic and
symmetry requirements for chirality induced spin selectivity where the chirality emerges from the electronic
degrees of freedom following excitation with circularly polarized light. We study this effect in a simple model
of a metalloporphyrin complex with an axial acceptor ligand using quantum mechanical rate theories and
numerical simulations. We find that the spin polarization emerges due to the selective excitation of a ring
current within the porphryin, breaking the degeneracy of the two degenerate spin states. The resultant spin
polarization increases with the spin orbit coupling between the metal in the porphyrin and the axial ligand,
and is transient, with a lifetime dependent on the rate of dephasing from the Jahn-Teller distortion mode.

This proposed effect should be observable in spin-resolved photoemission spectroscopy.

The chirality-induced spin selectivity (CISS) effect,
where electron transmission through chiral molecules is
spin-dependent, has been observed in both photoelec-
tron transport through ground-state chiral molecules'?
and photoinduced electron transfer.® CISS is typically
attributed to chirality defined by nuclear geometry, how-
ever achiral donor-acceptor systems excited with circu-
larly polarized light (CPL) can admit transient chirality
when both nuclear and electronic degrees of freedom are
considered.* % This suggests that a transient spin polar-
ization may be generated following CPL in achiral com-
plexes. In this Letter, we illustrate that a spin polar-
ization in CPL-driven electron transfer in achiral donor-
acceptor complexes is indeed possible transiently and dis-
cuss the underlying mechanism. This presents a novel
means of controlling electron spin in molecular systems
with potential application for molecular qubits.”

When a molecule absorbs CPL, the photon’s angu-
lar momentum is transferred to it, resulting in excited
states with nonzero projection of electronic orbital an-
gular momentum along the light axis. For concrete-
ness, we consider an achiral donor molecule with CPL-
addressable degenerate excited states |1D >\> where the
label A = 4 depends on its orbital angular momen-
tum, as sketched in Fig. 1. Examples of such donors
include 7m-conjugated molecules like metalloporphyrins'®
and metallophthalocyanines,''"'? as well as monolayer
transition metal dichalcogenides.'®> We define a molec-
ular frame (Xmol, Ymol, Zmol), With Zp pointing from
donor to acceptor and the molecule is oriented such that
the light axis aligns with z,0 as in Fig. 1. To under-
stand the subsequent charge-transfer dynamics, we con-
struct a minimal electronic Hamiltonian for this donor—
acceptor system using only its frontier orbitals. Within
this framework, two charge-transfer pathways emerge: a
spin-conserving channel (|'Dy) — [*CT,)), and a spin-

orbit-coupled channel (leA> — ’3CT>\>) that depends
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FIG. 1. Electron transfer in an achiral donor-acceptor
complex driven by circularly polarized light. Left- and
right-circularly polarized light excite the donor singlet states
|'Dy) = '[Di-A] with A\ = & from the ground state |¥o) =
!D-A]. Singlet and triplet charge transfer states |1CTA> =
'ID3T-A*7] and |3CT,\> = *|D$T-A®"] are nearly degenerate
and detuned from |1D>\> by A, while v and vsoc, mediate
spin-conserving and spin-orbit coupled electron transfer.

on the helicity of the exciting CPL. The model predicts
a net spin polarization that reverses under A — —A\
and grows with the spin—orbit coupling (SOC) strength
vsoc, - This spin polarization decays due to vibronic cou-
pling in this case originating in Jahn-Teller distortions
that lift the A = £ degeneracy,'*'® which we model us-
ing Bloch-Redfield equations. The transient generation
of a spin polarization therefore, occurs when the charge-
transfer rate exceeds the rate of A = =+ orbital angular
momentum state mixing. Since such ultrafast coherent
charge transfer has been observed in dyads with a met-
alloporphyrin donor and an axially bound acceptor,6-'8
we take this as a representative system for our study but
expect the basic mechanism to hold generally.

To build a minimal Hamiltonian, we consider complex-
valued frontier orbitals for the donor porphyrin, with cre-
ation operators JL .o for the HOMOs and d{ .o for the
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LUMOs. For the acceptor, we have real-valued LUMOs

with creation operators d{a, where o € {«, 3} denotes

spin. The complex donor orbitals are constructed from
Gouterman’s four-orbital model, the canonical model for
porphyrin optical spectra.'® The Gouterman model in-
cludes two exactly degenerate LUMOs and two acciden-
tally degenerate HOMOs all of which are real-valued and
have transition dipole moments along xmol and ymol-
We construct complex frontier orbitals, dH , and d{ Lo
as linear combinations of the degenerate Gouterrnan or-
bitals and singly excited states built from these yield
transition dipoles Xm0l * tYmol, Which are selectively
addressable with CPL (see Supplementary S1). When
donor-acceptor dyads have orthogonal w-systems, they
can exhibit substantial SOC-assisted charge transfer,?%:2!
therefore, we choose to study a m-conjugated dyad with
perpendicular donor and acceptor w-planes. Since the
acceptor is bound to the donor axially via a metal cen-
ter, the metal forms part of both donor and acceptor
m-systems and charge transfer occurs via it.

Using the frontier orbitals and the electronic ground
state |¥o) of the donor-acceptor dyad, we define the
donor singlet excited states as

D)) = —=(d], ditye + df sdu,s) o), (1)

\[
where A = =4 corresponds to states excited with left-
and right-CPL (see Supplementary S1). These will be
our initial states. The donor excited states, |1D+>
and |1D_>, constitute an enantiomeric pair linked by
spatial inversion. Although the donor lacks continu-
ous rotational symmetry about z, its discrete sym-
metry (e.g., Dy in metalloporphyrins) supports quasi-
angular-momentum states that are approximate eigen-
states of the z-component of orbital angular momentum
L. =1L 2y, with L, ‘1D>\> ~ )\mﬁ‘lDQ These
quasi-angular momentum states are selectively excitable
with CPL and carry opposite ring currents for A = +£.19:22
Under spatial inversion, the orbital angular momentum
transforms as PL. P! = —L because it is the
scalar product of a polar vector z,.1, that under inversion
transforms as zyo — —Zmol, and an axial vector oper-
ator L, with PLP~! = L. Consequently, the excited
states are related to each other through spatial inver-
sion P|'Dy) o ['D_), similar to enantiomers of chiral
molecules. We will refer to these chiral states as transient
enantiomers. In a randomly oriented ensemble of achi-
ral donor-acceptor complexes, circularly polarized light
generates equal populations of the transient enantiomers,
yielding zero net spin polarization. Thus, a finite net spin
polarization requires oriented complexes as in Fig. 1.

The singlet and Mg = 0 triplet charge-transfer (CT)
states are

Zmol

'CTs) = —=(af odinsa + @) 4di,p) [Wo),  (2a)

PCTy) = —=(a] odu,a — 4] 5di,5) [Wo) . (2b)

S

The CT state retains the label A\ = 4+ because the donor
hole carries a ring current, resulting in finite expectation
value of L, . The singlet CT state is detuned by A
from the singlet donor excited state. The singlet charge
transfer state ‘1CT >\> is coupled to the donor singlet state
’1D>\> through a diabatic coupling with magnitude vq
mediate by the metal center. Due to the orientation of
the m-planes, for the donor we include only the p, atomic
orbitals of its atoms and for the acceptor, only the p,
orbitals. We include the metal’s d,, and d,, orbitals,
where d,, contributes to both 7-systems and thus can
mediate charge transfer directly.

To account for the SOC-assisted charge transfer, we
include the mean-field Breit-Pauli form of the spin-orbit
coupling.?? Within our minimal model basis, only the
metal center contributes to the one-center SOC.2%2% The
one-center SOC terms are defined as matrix elements
where the angular momentum operator and both atomic
orbitals are centered around the same nucleus. Because
the angular momentum operators are pure imaginary op-
erators and have zero diagonal matrix elements in a real-
valued atomic orbital basis and since we retain only one
atomic orbital per atom except for the metal, it is ev-
ident that only the metal center will contribute to the
one-center SOC. Therefore, the diabatic states are ad-
ditionally coupled through a single-electron SOC term
of the Hamiltonian with magnitude vsoc, , as derived in
Supplementary S2 using the mean-field SOC and Hiickel
theory. A

The resultant electronic Hamiltonian, H,, spanned by
|1D>\>, |1CT)\>, and |3CT>\> is thus

> A(]'CTy) ('CTy| + [PCTy) (3CTy|)
A=+,—
o (1D3) (CCTa |+ [romy) (o)) @)
+vsoc, (|"Da) (*CTx| + |>CTy) ("Da|)

where all energy differences are with respect to the donor
singlet. Note vsoc, depends on helicity with vsoc_ =
—vsoc, - One can interpret this difference in sign of the
SOC matrix element as due to an effective transient mag-
netic field produced by the ring current upon excitation
with CPL. The spin-conserving electron transfer occurs
solely via the d,, orbital while the SOC charge transfer
involves both the d,. and d,,, orbitals of the metal center.
Unlike previous work where the spin-preserving electron
transfer matrix element is real and the SOC matrix ele-
ment is purely imaginary,?® in our case both the direct
and SOC-assisted electron transfer matrix elements are
real-valued as we have complex frontier orbitals with fi-
nite angular momentum.
The triplet donor states with spin projection Mg = 0
along the quantization axis Zpyel are
D) =

<d£wdHw —d} sdu,p)|To).  (4)

%

In a mean-field Hamiltonian, the singlet and triplet states
are degenerate. However, the full Hamiltonian would in-



clude additional exchange interaction terms of the form
ngzaﬂ ZT=O¢,B d}twdAchichsz that lower the en-
ergy of the triplet with respect to the singlet. For
donor excited states, the singlet-triplet energy gap 2.J ~
400meV for metalloporphyrins.?” In the CT configura-
tion, the electron and hole are spatially separated, so the
exchange interaction is small and the singlet and triplet
CT states are nearly degenerate.?® For our calculations
we use H, as defined in Eq. 3, where we take the en-
ergy difference between the singlet and triplet CT states
to be zero as it will be much smaller than other energy
scales in the problem, and we exclude the state |3D ,\>
from our analysis as it will be far-detuned from |1D ,\>,
|1CT>\>, and |3CT>\>. The electronic Hamiltonian with
|3D A> included is in Supplementary S2.

While the donor singlets and Mg = 0 triplets |1(3)D)\>

are eigenstates of both SDZmol and S Azmo With eigenvalue
0, the charge transfer states are not. The total 2,0 pro-
jected spin S, ., = Sbs,, + SAz,..,, Where the spin of
electrons localized on the donor is

S 2 (e s
F- )
+ dixadLAa - dJIrJA,Bdeﬁ)

and of those in the acceptor is
Sz = h/2(4] yLa — ] savs). (6)

The spin polarization is defined as P, = Sz, — Sp,.
and will be the primary observable of our interest. In the
representation of our electronic states, the spin polariza-
tion manifests as the real part of the coherence between
the charge transfer singlets and triplets,

> (nlPem) (eTyf+he) (@)

A=+,—

P, =

as has been noted in previous work.?%

We want to model ultrafast coherent electron trans-
fer and will not explicitly include a vibrational mode
that is displaced between the donor excited state and the
charge transfer state, so our analysis works best for rigid
donor-acceptor complexes with minimal outer and inner-
sphere reorganization, small detunings A, and large elec-
tronic couplings that facilitate this ultrafast charge trans-
fer process.?? 3! For our calculations, we use vg = 75 meV
which is reasonable for systems that satisfy the above
criteria,?” and we use vsoc, = £25meV based on SOC
matrix elements in donor-acceptor complexes with heavy
transition metal atoms.32:33

Given an initial state |1D+> the subsequent uni-
tary dynamics for the population and spin polariza-
tion can be deduced exactly. These are shown in
Fig. 2(a-b). The population of the donor, ppp,)(t) =
| (*D4(t)|'D4(0))|?, singlet charge transfer state,
ppoery () = [(*CTL(t)['D4(0)) |> and triple charge
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FIG. 2. Unitary dynamics. (a) The populations in the singlet
donor Plip,) (black), singlet charge transfer Plior,) (yellow)

and the triplet charge transfer Ppscr,) (red) states and (b)
the spin polarization (P, (t)) following excitation into ’1D+>.
(c) Mean spin polarization P, for different detunings A and

its dependence on initially excited state. Black star indicates
condition in (a) and (b).

transfer state, pjscr,)(t) = |<3CT+(t)‘1D+(0)> |2 each
VA2 403 +vdo, -
The donor state is exactly out of phase with the two
charge transfer states, whose relative amplitudes depend

on the ratio of U(Q)/U§00+' The spin polarization has a
time dependence that is given by

beat with a Rabi frequency, 2 =

- _ hwgvsoc,

(P(t) = 220

which we plot in Fig. 2(b). The spin polarization beats
with the same Rabi frequency as the populations, and
with an amplitude proportional to the size of the spin-
orbit coupling. Therefore, the mean spin polarization
P, = lim, % fOT dt(P,(t)) is non-zero and takes on
opposite sign depending on whether the initial state is
|'Dy) or ['D-)

{1 - Cos(2Qt/h)], (8)
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that is, the mean spin-polarization flips sign when ex-
cited with right- versus left-circularly polarized light as
Usocy = —UsocC._- We plOt Pz in Fig. Q(C)7 when the
initial state is ’1D+> and |1D_> as a function of A, the
energy difference between the donor and charge transfer
states. We find ~ 0.3% mean spin polarization at A = 0.

Ideal systems to test our predictions in Fig. 2(c) are
donor-acceptor dyads with identical donor and accep-
tor molecules (A = 0). By introducing substituents on
the acceptor, its LUMO-and hence A—can be tuned.?#3°
Across such a series, a CPL pump followed by spin-
resolved photoemission spectroscopy would provide an
experimental plot of mean spin-polarization like Fig. 2(c).
However, in reality the initial excitation will dephase
through vibronic coupling. Specifically, it is known that
in metalloporphyrins and related systems, the degenerate
|'D4) and |'D_) are coupled through Jahn-Teller dis-
tortions with the typical depolarization rate ~ 1.6 ps.?6
Since the spin polarization depends on the nature of
the excited donor state, this dephasing should cause the
mean spin polarization to decay.

We quantify these spin relaxation rates using Bloch-
Redfield equations, assuming that the electron-phonon
coupling is small compared to vy and vsoc,.>" *° Typ-
ically, for degenerate electronic states ’1Di> which are
quasi-eigenstates of the orbital angular momentum oper-
ator, the (F X e) Jahn-Teller Hamiltonian is used where
a pair of degenerate vibrational modes couple them."
However, for molecules like metalloporphyrin that have
an approximate four-fold symmetry, the Jahn-Teller ac-
tive vibrational modes are non-degenerate.'*'> We model
this by coupling the degenerate A = + orbital angular
momentum states to a bath through a bilinear system-
bath coupling of the form Ve_, =V, ® B where

Vo =fo ') ('D_| + fer ['OT,) ('CT_|

(10)
+ for [*CT4) (*CT_| + hc,

with dimensionless coupling constants fp and fop. The

bath operator B = Zk(gkbz + gibi) where by, is the an-

nihilation operator of the bath mode k and the bath has

a Drude-Lorentz spectral density

2 WWe
7@) = Y sy = 2 gy
k

w? 4 w?

with reorganization energy A = 0.2meV so the coupling
strength is much smaller than other energy scales in H,
for a range of fp, for € [—0.4,0.4]. We consider a fast
bath with cutoff frequency fiw, = 30 meV (1/w. =~ 221s),
corresponding to a bath-correlation decay time in the
typical condensed-phase range of ~ 20 — 150 fs.*!+*?
Along with the spin polarization P,, we also study the
relaxation rate of the difference in population between
the two transient-enantiomers AN = N, — N_ where

o= D) (Dol + 10T) (T4 + [OT2) Ty
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FIG. 3. Relaxational dynamics. (a) Population difference

(AN(t)) = (N4 (t)) — (N_(t)) (solid light orange) and its ex-
ponential fit exp(—I'nt) (dashed orange) and (b) the spin
polarization (P, (t)) (solid light blue) and the exponential fit
to its envelope exp(—I'pt) (dashed blue) for A = —30meV
and fp = fcr = 0.4. (¢) The decay rates I'p (blue circles)
and I'y (orange squares) as a function of dimensionless cou-
pling strengths fp and fcr. The solid line is the expected
rate from our analytic expression in Eq. 13.

is the population of the A enantiomer. Within Redfield
theory when the initial state is ‘1D+>, the approximate

equation of motion of the population difference (AN(t))
has a simple form

d(AN(t))  2rwksT A
a ho hw,

F2(AN(t)), (13)

where kT is Boltzmann’s constant times temperature.
We derive this approximate form for the relaxation rates
in Supplementary S4. The decay rate is proportional
to the reorganization energy and the temperature, and
inversely proportional to the cutoff frequency. The
rate also scales quadratically with an effective coupling



strength, F', where

vy — "Ugoc
F=fp+ for——"—+ (14)
g +v30c,

is the effective system-bath coupling strength. We com-
pute the relaxation rates I'y and I'p of the population
difference and spin polarization, respectively, numerically
by fitting an exponential to the time series of (AN (t))
and to the envelope of (P,(t)) propagated with a Red-
field equation of motion, and shown in Figs 3(a-b). Over
a range of couplings, we find that both decay with a sim-
ilar rate that is approximately given by Eq. 13, as shown
in Fig. 3(c). Through engineering the bath properties,
the spin polarization could be preserved for 10s of ps.

We find spin-dependent electron transfer, when an
achiral donor-acceptor dyad is excited with a circularly-
polarized pump. Theoretical and experimental works
in the 1960s-90s have established that photoelectrons
ejected by circularly polarized light have spin angular
momentum correlated with the light’s angular momen-
tum due to spin-orbit coupling.**** Contrary to such
direct photoemission with circularly-polarized light, our
initial excitation results in a singlet with the component
of total spin angular momentum along the light’s prop-
agation axis S, ., = SDz,.. T Az, (Zmol in Fig. 1)
being zero and remaining zero during the dynamics as
it is a conserved quantity. However, the difference be-
tween spin angular momentum of electrons localized on
the donor and the acceptor P, becomes nonzero during
electron transfer and its value depends on the helicity of
the exciting light. The CPL excites a transiently chiral
electronic state that results in spin-polarization of elec-
trons during charge transfer. This suggests that our work
is better understood as a transient-electronic CISS ef-
fect and is conceptually different from direct conversion
of electronic orbital angular momentum to spin angular
momentum via spin-orbit coupling during photoemission
with a circularly-polarized pump.

In recent experimental work, Liu et al. have demon-
strated that upon exciting a transition metal dichalco-
genide with CPL followed by electron transfer to an or-
ganic molecule, the generated spin polarization decays
more slowly.*> However, in that work the spin of the
electron in the conduction band is fixed at the time of
excitation as up or down depending on the helicity of the
light and this electron is then transferred due to spin-
valley locking. Our proposal takes this a step further,
as the CPL excitation in itself only generates a singlet
and during the dynamics of electron transfer, the sys-
tem develops spin polarization. This idea can be further
developed to include other notions of transient nuclear
chirality.*0 The CISS effect has been demonstrated in
donor-bridge-acceptor system when the bridge is chiral,?
and it is known that IR excitation of the bridge vibra-
tional modes can modify electron transfer rates,*” so
in future work, it would be interesting to study spin-
polarization during photoinduced electron transfer in a

donor-bridge-acceptor system when an IR pulse excites
vibrational modes making the bridge transiently chiral.
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S1. GOURTERMAN FOUR-ORBITAL MODEL

Metalloporphyrins approximately belong to the Dy, point group and the Gouterman orbitals include two exactly
degenerate LUMOs that have e, symmetry and two accidentally degenerate HOMOs that have a1, and ag, symmetries

[1, 2]. Let the HOMOs with ag, symmetry have creation operator (leU and with a;,, symmetry have creation operator
ciLQU where o = a, 8 is the spin and we use restricted spin orbitals (the convention is the same as Gouterman’s in [1]).
Let the LUMOs with eg,, symmetry (transforms as yz) and ey, symmetry (transforms as xz) have creation operators
d}:la and d£2a, respectively. Then the transiAtionAdipole (W] f"d}:zadHlf’ |\IJP> is along +a, while (¥ ﬂd{ladHW |Wy) is
along —z. On the other hand, both (¥| ﬂd{ladng |To) and (Ty| ﬂd}:wdeU |¥g) are along +y. The singlet Q-band

electronic states in terms of the real-valued frontier molecular orbitals with creation operators &ng, dALQU, dl . and

A Lio?
d}:w, are
17w & . PR .
'Qu) =5 [(d]aditsa + d],sdiss) + (0], o ditse + df, )] 190) (Sla)
17w & I o o
Q) =5 [ (4], aditsa + df, st ) = (], otz +df, )] 190) (S1b)
The donor A = +, — singlet and triplet excited states are defined as [3]
1 . 1 - A . .
|'D) Z\ﬁ( 'Qe) i |1Qy>) = *Q(dltiadHia +dl,, gdu, p) [ Vo), (S2a)
1 1 - A . .
3 _ 3 213 _ i t
#D2) =5 (PQ) £ PQ) ) = T oditsn — dl ydie. ) 190) (520)
where
. 1 . .
d}:ia :ﬁ(d};QO’ =+ Zdilg)’ (SBa)
. 1 . .
dly,, =—=(dl;,, £idly ). (S3b)

S2. MOLECULAR ORBITALS AND HUCKEL THEORY

We write down a Hiickel Hamiltonian in the basis of the atomic orbitals involved in the w-conjugation within the
donor and acceptor. Each donor atom contributes a p, orbital, each acceptor atom a p, orbital, and the metal
center contributes both d,. and d,. orbitals. Let the donor-acceptor complex contain N, atoms, with indices j €
{1,2,..., N, — 1} labeling all atoms except the metal. Define np as the set of donor atom indices and n4 as those
of the acceptor excluding the metal. Since only the metal is shared between donor and acceptor, np Nna = 0
and np Una = {1,2,...,N, — 1}. We denote the atomic orbitals (AOs) as |p. ;) for j € np, |ps ;) for j € na,
and |d;,),|dy.) for the metal center. Let nn; denote the neighbors of atom j (excluding the metal) and nnys the
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neighbors of the metal. The s1ngle—e1ectron form of the mean-field Hamiltonian h = h D+ h A + U+ Usoc contains a
Hiickel term that is partitioned into donor hD, acceptor h A, and coupling v, and a mean-field SOC term 0goc, where

BD = Z @ |pz.j) (D=,

+ |dxz> <dacz| + ay |dy2> <dy2|

JjENp
+ > (ﬁza" |daz) (P2,jr| + Byy ldy=) (P2 5] +h-0-) + > D Bigrlpe) 0=l
j'eEnnpyNnp JEND jlen’ﬂ]‘

; (54)

ha = Z @ |Pa,j) Pajl + O |doz) (doz| + Z Z Bjjr |px,j) (Payr| + Z (Bwj’ |d2) (P, | + h.c.)7
JENA Jj€ENna j'eEnn; jEnnyNna

U =— Ay ‘dzz> <dwz| 5
Usoc = [§M |dyz> <dmz| ih + h.C.:| -8,
with B;/; = B3, Bjra = By; and Bjry = By, and the term © = —ay, |dy.) (dz-| accounts for the double counting of the

dzz orbital energy in both hp and ha. The form © vsoc of the SOC coupling can be derived from the Breit-Pauli form
Hsoc = > &(ry )l j1-8; where j labels the electrons and I the nuclei [4] keeping only single-center integrals. Within
our AO basis, only the metal center contributes to the one-center SOC [5, 6], Hsoc ~ 3 & M0 2872 Where
M labels the metal nucleus. The one-center SOC terms are defined as matrix elements where the angular momentum
operator ij 7 and both AOs are centered around the same nucleus. Because the angular momentum operators are pure
imaginary operators and have zero diagonal matrix elements in a real-valued AO basis and since we retain only one
AO per atom except for the metal, it is evident that only the metal center will contribute to the one-center SOC.
Therefore, we can write the single-electron SOC term of the Hamiltonian as 9soc = [Ear |dyz) (dyz| ih + h.c.]§, where

Envr = (dy:| £(rjmr) |dz) is real-valued.

By dlagonahzmg hp, we can compute the degenerate pair of HOMOs and LUMOs of the donor given by creation
operators dH o dLW, d{la and d£ » as a LCAO, and similarly by diagonalizing ha, we can obtain the LUMO of
the acceptor given by creation operator a{a The MOs are d{w |0) = |éD.Ly) |0), de |0) = |ép.u,) o), aLU |0) =
|¢A,L> |O’>7 and they satisfy }ALD ‘¢D,L)\> = €D,L ‘¢D,L)\>7 hD ‘¢D,H>\> = €D,H |¢D,HA>7 and iLA |¢A,L> = GA,L |¢A,L>- BOth
the spin-preserving and the spin-orbit coupled electron transfer happens via the d, orbitals of the metal; therefore,
the contribution of the d, orbitals of the metal to the LUMOs of the donor and acceptor determine the charge transfer
matrix elements. Due to symmetry, the d;. orbital only contributes to d and Ez{g MOs, and d,. orbitals only to
d}[lg. Since dLU, J{N and a aLg are creation operators for purely real MOs, B,. = (dz.|¢p 1.,), By> = (dy:|¢p 1,) and
Ay, = (dg.|éda L) are purely real. Then we can show using Eq. S3 that <dmz|¢D,Li> = B,./V2 and <dyz|¢)D7Li> =
+iB,./v/2. The matrix elements of the frontier MOs are

20

(¢p.n,| (hp + ha + 1) |¢p.1, ) =€p.1 (¢p.H, |¢DH,) + (¢D.H, | (ha + 1) |¢p.1, )

=€p,H
{¢pL,| (hp + ha + ) |¢p.L,) =€ep.L (¢D.L,|¢DL,) + (¢DL, | (ha + ) |ép.L, )
~ED,L
(dar] (hp + ha +0)[dar) =ear (barldar) + (darl (hp +0)|dar) (S5)
REA,L

(¢p.L, | (hp + ha + ) |paL) = (¢p.L, | ho |éar) + (b1, | ha|dar) + (¢p,1, | 0]da,L)
=ep L (#D.L, [#A.L) +ear (dDL, |paL) — au (dD.L, |daz) (doz|da L)
~(ep,L + €aL — ) (dp.L, |daz) (doz|da,L)
=(epr +ear — az)BozAp./V?2



and

(¢p,u, | (hp + ha +0) |paL) = (¢p,u, | hp |paL) + (¢p,u, | ha|dar) + (¢p.u, | 0]da,L)
=ep,u (6.1, [pa.L) + €ar (¢pm, [¢a.L) — 0o (dD 1, |doz) (doz|dA,L)
%(ED,H + e — ag) (¢, |doz) (doz|da,L)

<¢>D H, =0
<¢D H,

<¢>DL+

(hp + ha +0) ‘¢D Ly,

(hp + ha + ) ‘¢DH

)-
)=
(hp + ha + 1) ‘¢DL >
)

¢p,L, | (ha+10) ’éf’DL >

B
<

(1] #s0c |2) |ép., ) = (9D, | [ihrr |dy2) (das] = ihEax daz) (dy=] ] [ép.1, ) (1] 52 o)

[zth(¢szz) 222 — ih€as Bus (£iB,y. /2)} (01] 3, |ow)
== <Ul| <§z |U2> thByszz

<¢D L. .

<¢DL+ (01| 500 [02) ‘¢D’L7> :<¢D’L+ [ith |dy2) (dyz| — ihén | o) <dyz|] ‘¢D,L,> (01] 32 |o2)
- [ith(nByz)Bm/z - z'thBm(ﬂFiByzﬂ)] (1] 82 |o2)
=0
<¢D,HM (o1] Dsoc |o2) ‘¢D,Hk2> =0
<¢D,Li (o1] Bs0c |o2) [Pa L) = (S, | [mgM |dyz) {daz| — ih&nr |daz) <dyz\] |#12.,0) {01] 32 |o2)

=+ <01| <§Z |O-2> hé.MByzAA;cz/\/5
(pa.L| (01| Vsoc |o2) [pa 1) =0

where A1, Ay € {+,—} and we have assumed that the overlap of atomic orbitals of non-neighboring atoms is zero,
80 (p2,j|pa,j7) = 0. The atomic orbital basis is non-orthogonal; therefore, the orbital |d,.) has non-zero overlap with

Ip. ;) of adjacent atoms, so <qZ>D,Li ¢>A,L> # <<Z5D,Li du> (dyz|¢a L) but it will be almost equal to it.

The many-electron mean-field Hamiltonian is Hyp = > {HD(j) + ha(4) + 9(§) + dsoc(j )} where j labels the

electrons. After projecting this Hamiltonian into the subspace of frontier orbitals using the matrix elements in Eq.
S5 and S6, it decomposes into A = + sectors Hgontier HMF L frontier = ZA:+_7 Hy with

Hy = Z <€D,Ld£dew + GD,HJLWC?HW + GA,LdLT&La + UodTLw&La + Uoded{U)
o=a,f (87)
+ vIsc, (dEAQdLAa - d]t/\gdLMB) + vsoc, (dikadLa — dikﬁdL,@ + h.c.)7

where v9 ~ (ep L + €A — Qz)Ap. By /V?2, Uiscy = :l:fMBzszzhz/Q and vsoc, = j:SMAzZByZHQ/?ﬁ are all
real-valued.

The mean-field Hamiltonian Hyp only contains single-electron terms and does not include exchange coupling that
results in the singlet-triplet energy gap. We can phenomenologically include the two-electron exchange interaction
term Vo, = JZA1 ZAQ Yoo aﬁZT aBdL,\ o‘dAI—I/\leLAZTdH)\IU that results in an energy gap between |1D>\> and

|3D ,\>. The Hamiltonian HC defined in Eq. 3 of the main text represents ]EIMF + VCX in the subspace spanned by

|1D ,\>, |1CT>\>, and |3CT,\> as the triplet donor is far detuned from the other states, and therefore all calculations in
this work are performed with this Hamiltonian. For completeness, here we include the mean-field Hamiltonian along



with the exchange coupling in the space spanned by |1D)\>, ‘3D,\>, 1 >, and |3CT,\>,

Hoa= Y (A['CTy) ("CT| + A PCTy) (CTy| = 27 'Dy) ("D,
A=+,
+ Vg ‘1D,\> <1CT)\’ + vo |ICT/\> <1D)\| + o ’3D)\> <3CT)\| + Vg ‘3CT)\> <3D)\’ (SS)
+vsoc, |'Da) CCTa| +vsoc, |*CTx) ('Da| + vsoc, [°Da) ('CTA| + vsoc, |'CTA) (*Dy|

+vsc, |'Da) (*Da| + visc, |°Da) ('Dy| )

We omit the triplet states with spin projection Mg = 41, because the initial state |1Di> lies in the Mg = 0 manifold,
and given [, Hy,S.] = 0, the dynamics conserves Ms.

The term with coefficient vigc, in Eq. S8 comes from the difference in energy between a spin-up and a spin-down
electron occupying the J{i’d orbitals due to the magnetic field generated by the ring currents in these MOs. The
orbital angular momentum of these states interacts with the spin analogous to an effective magnetic field via spin-orbit
coupling. By comparison, due to the magnetic field generated by the hole current in the charge transfer states (which
is why they retain the label \), we would expect intersystem crossing between charge transfer states leT,\> and

|3 CT ,\>. However, since the HOMOs of the donor do not have any metal d,. or d,. character, they do not contribute
to the spin-orbit coupling and therefore any orbital angular momentum of the hole does not produce an effective
magnetic field for the electron spin in the charge transfer states.

S3. DYNAMICS WITHOUT VIBRONIC COUPLING

In this section, we solve for the dynamics of the system under unitary evolution with I:Ie, in the absence of vibronic
coupling. As the charge transfer states are degenerate, we change basis such that only one of them couples to the
singlet donor llD ,\>. These new charge transfer states include one that has mostly singlet character ‘1>>3CT>\> and
one with mostly triplet character ’3>>1CT )\>,

PP30T,) =2 |'CT,) + ——2%_ |3CT,) (S9a)
\/’Uo +v30c, \/’Uo Jr"Usock
P210T,) = - —99 __ 10T,)) + ——2 3T, (S9b)

2 2
\/ Y0 t YSoc, \/”0 +v30c,

In this basis, the Hamiltonian

He= Y |A[™3CT,) ("P3CTy| + A [PZ1CT,) (*>1CT,|
A (S10)

/3 +odoc, (172CTN) (Da] + 'Da) (PFCTy )|

The spin polarization in this basis is

]52 = Z 71} 0 [21]0’030(»\ |1>>SCT)\> <1>>SCTA| - 21)01}50(;)\ |3>>ICTA> <3>>ICT)\|

(S11)
+(U§—Uso (‘1>>BCT ><3>>1CTA‘ —&—hc)]
The eigenstates of H, are
|'+1) =cos6 |'Dy) +sind ["Z3CTy), (S12a)
|'=x) =—sin6 |'Dy) + cos 6 |">3CT,) , (S12b)

P>1CT, ) = [P>1CTy), (S12¢)



with energies F14. = A/2+ Q, E1- = A/2 — Q and E3 = A, where Q = \/(A/2)2+U3+U§OCA7 cosf =
(2 —A/2)/29, and sinf = /(Q + A/2)/2Q. When the initial state is |'D.), the donor singlet population is
p|1D+>(t) — <1D)\’ eiHet/fL ‘1DA> <1D/\| e—iHet/h ‘1D)\>
:(eiEHt/h cos <1—|—>\| — Bt/ gin g <1—>\‘ ) |1D>\> <1D)\|
(e*’E”t/h cosf ["4,) — e Er-t/hging |1—,\>>

2 2
U5t Ysoc,
202

(S13)

=1 [1 — cos(2Qt/h)]

Similarly, when the donor singlet is the initial state, the charge-transfer states have populations

2
Vo

Pror)(8) = 5oz |1 = cos(292/h), (S1da)

2
v
Pyt (t) = Z%i* [1 - cos(mt/h)] (S14b)

When the initial state is |'Dy), the spin polarization
(Pz(t)> - <1D,\| eiﬁet/hapzmle—met/h ]1D,\>

:(eiEHt/h cos 6 <1+,\‘ —eBr-t/hging <1—>\’ ) 735?1;320% ‘1>>3CT> <1>>3CT’
0 T YSoc,

~ , (S15)
(e*lE”t/h cos f |1+>\> — e B-thging ‘1—>\>)

hvgv
=00 [1 - cos(mt/ﬁ)]

S4. RELAXATION RATES: REDFIELD TENSOR

The Bloch-Redfield equations in the Markovian approximation are,

dpap (t)
dt

- *iwabpab(t) + Z Rab,cdpcd(t)a (816)

c,d

where p;; = (i| p|7) are matrix elements of the system’s density operator with |i) and |j) being the eigenstates of H,
with Bohr frequencies w;; = w; — wj, and Ry cq is the Redfield tensor. The Redfield tensor

Rap,ca = — <5db Zrik-,kc - F;Lb,ac - Fc?b,ac + dac ngk,kb) (S17)
k k

where

1
n?
_ 1
ab,cd :ﬁ

Tayca =73 (al Ve lb) (c] Ve |d) C(wac)

) o (S18)
(a] Ve [b) (c] Ve |d) C(wab),
and |a),|b),|c), and |d) are eigenstates of He. The spectral representation of the bath correlation function
Clw) = [ drer e[ B BO)A],
Re[C(w)] =mhJ (jw]) [n(w]) + O(w)] (819)
m[C(w)] =P /0 h dw’J(w’)[”(‘*"):,l C |

w— w+w




0.0008 1
0.0006 1
o
S
2 0.0004
3
=
“ 0.0002
0.00001
-0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2
E=hw (eV)

FIG. S1. The real part of the spectral function Syr(w) = Re[C(w)] = whJ(|w|) [n(|w|) + @(w)] for a Drude spectral density
J(w) = 2eve with A = 0.2meV and w. = 30meV.

w2+wg

The Im[C(w)] term in the Redfield tensor results in Lamb shifts in the bare Hamiltonian and does not directly affect

relaxation, so we ignore it. We define Syr(w) = Re[C(w)] = 7hJ (|w]) [n(|w|)—|—@(w)} and use a Drude-Lorentz spectral
density J(w) = 29 with A = 0.2meV and w, = 30meV; Syr(w) for this set of parameters is plotted in Fig. S1.

w2 +w?
We have S;7(0) = 2rAkpT /w.. For numerical results with the Bloch-Redfield equation plotted in Fig. 3 of the main
text and Fig. S2, the equations of motion in Eq. S16 were propagated using the adaptive BDF integrator (using
solve ivp in SciPy) with relative and absolute tolerances of 10~8 and 107!, respectively. We do not make the secular
approximation for the numerical calculations.
Representing V. in the eigenbasis |1++>, |3>>1CT+>, ’1—+>, ‘1+,>, ’3>>1CT,>7 and |1—,> of H,, where the states
are labeled by the numbers 1 through 6, we have
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FIG. S2. Relaxation rates. The decay rate (a) of the population difference between transient enantiomers, I'y, and (b) the
spin-polarization, I'p, for different values of system-bath coupling parameters fp and fcr when the initial state is the singlet
donor ‘1D+>.
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Our initial density matrix p(0) = ’1D+> <1D+} in the H, eigenbasis would only contain non-zero density matrix

elements p11, p33, p13, and p31. When |vg] > |vsoc, |, the terms Vis, Va5, Vay, and Ve will be much smaller
than others; as a result, starting with populations p;; and p33 will lead to populations psq and pgg, but far lower
population would flow into ps5 and p22. For our parameters, vg = 75meV, vgoc, = £25meV, and A = —30meV, we

have ) =~ 80meV. Therefore, the energy differences between eigenstates of H, are OmeV, ~ 80meV and ~ 160meV.
From Fig. S1, we see that Syr(w) is about four times larger for w = OmeV than w = 80meV and w = 160meV, so we
can focus our attention on terms of the Redfield tensor that involve Vi4, Vo5 and V3¢ as they involve degenerate states.
When both fp and fcr are positive or negative, the F' dominates both Vi4 and V36 and we expect the relaxation
rate to be o< F'2 as can be clearly seen from the contour lines in Fig. S2 and from Fig. 3(c) in the main text. When
2 2

fo~- f@piéi%, we expect the relaxation rate to be oc G? and slower as F' ~ 0 and G has an additional coefficient
of |A/29] in Vi agd V36. We can qualitatively observe this from the dark blue region in Fig. S2(a-b); however, we
have not quantified this, as we need to run longer simulations to obtain reliable I'y and I'p in this region because the
relaxation is slow. A A

The population difference (AN) = p11 + pas + p3z — paa — P55 — Pes in the eigenbasis of H,. As Syr(w) is larger
when w = 0 than at other Bohr frequencies of H, for our parameters, within the partial-secular approximation, we
only need to consider population transfer between degenerate A = =+ eigenstates with wy = wy, wa = ws, and w3z = wg.
This would give us an approximate equation of motion for AN,

d(AN
<dt ) R — 2R11,44(p11 — paa) — 2R22 55(p22 — pss) — 2R33,66(p33 — pes)
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where have ignored Rag 55(p22 — ps5) as initially there is no population in the states involved p22(0) = p55(0) = 0 and
we have also assumed |AG/2Q| < |F|, so Via &~ Va6 ~ F/2.
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