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Sparsity pattern of the self-energy for
classical and quantum impurity problems

Lin Lin* Michael Lindsey!

Abstract

We prove that for various impurity models, in both classical and quantum settings, the
self-energy matrix is a sparse matrix with a sparsity pattern determined by the impurity sites.
In the quantum setting, such a sparsity pattern has been known since Feynman. Indeed, it
underlies several numerical methods for solving impurity problems, as well as many approaches
to more general quantum many-body problems, such as the dynamical mean field theory. The
sparsity pattern is easily motivated by a formal perturbative expansion using Feynman diagrams.
However, to the extent of our knowledge, a rigorous proof has not appeared in the literature.
In the classical setting, analogous considerations lead to a perhaps less-known result, i.e., that
the precision matrix of a Gibbs measure of a certain kind differs only by a sparse matrix from
the precision matrix of a corresponding Gaussian measure. Our argument for this result mainly
involves elementary algebraic manipulations and is in particular non-perturbative. Nonetheless,
the proof can be robustly adapted to various settings of interest in physics, including quantum
systems (both fermionic and bosonic) at zero and finite temperature, non-equilibrium systems,
and superconducting systems.

1 Introduction

Consider the second-moment matrix G € R4*¢ of a Gibbs measure defined by a Hamiltonian H :
R? - R, ie.,
1
G=— zale B @y, (1.1)
7 Jwa

Here the partition function

7 = / e H@) gy
Rd
is the appropriate normalization factor.
We will write H in the form H = Hy+ U, where Hy = %xTAx is a quadratic form. Assume that
A and U are such that both Z and G are finite. Via the analogy with quantum many-body physics
that will be discussed below, we refer to U as the interacting part of the Hamiltonian, or simply the
interaction. Meanwhile Hy represents the non-interacting part.
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If U =0 and A is a positive definite matrix, then immediately we have G = A~'. One seeks a
generalization of this fact to the case in which U(z) depends only on a subset of the variables. We
refer to this setting as the (classical) impurity model, by analogy to the quantum impurity model to
be discussed below. Perhaps surprisingly, we have the following result:

Proposition 1.1. Let p < d, and let A € R¥*? be a symmetric matriz whose lower-right (d —
p) x (d — p) block is positive definite. Let U : R? — R be a function that depends only on its first p
arguments, i.e., U(x) = Uy(x1, ..., xp) for some Uy : RP — R, and assume that Uy satisfies sufficient

%wTAm—U(w)

growth conditions such that that the Gibbs measure with density proportional to e~ has

finite second-order moments. Then, with G defined as in (LI,

a1 _ [ X 0
Y=A-G —(O 0

where X, € RP*P {s a symmetric matric.

In fact, Proposition [Tl can be generalized by considering an arbitrary measure du4 (x1) of suffi-
cient decay in the place of e~ (1) dxy, where we denote x1 = (1, ... ,xp)T and xo = (Tp41,... ,xd)T.
In this setting the partition function is defined

Z:/ / e 3 AT (Ix, dpn (x1),
Rp JRA—P

and the Green’s function is defined accordingly. The case

p1(x1) = e~ Zrg=1 Jis®iT Z (- —o)

oe{—-1,1}»

defines a notion of a classical impurity model for spin systems, in which a spin system is coupled to
a Gaussian ‘bath.” For such a spin impurity model, we can assume without loss of generality that
the upper-left p x p block of A is zero, and the ensemble is specified by the partition function

7 = E 67% >t o1 Jijoiog / e*%yTAzzy*yTAzlff dy,
ce{—1,1}r Re-»

where As; and Ay denote the appropriate blocks of A. We will stick to the original setting, in which
the impurity is specified by a function Uj, to emphasize the analogy with the setting of the quantum
many-body problem, but we comment that the proof of Proposition [[LT] is exactly the same in this
broader context.

In statistics, G~ is sometimes called the precision matrix. In our setting, if A is positive definite
and U = 0, then A is the precision matrix of the distribution in question. Hence Proposition [I1]
states that the difference of the precision matrices in the ‘interacting’ and ‘non-interacting’ settings,
namely A — G~!, is a sparse matrix if the interaction U only depends on a subset of variables. The
proof of the theorem is non-perturbative, and in fact A need not be positive definite (though, when
U is independent of the last d — p variables, the lower-right (d — p) x (d — p) block of A must be
positive definite to ensure that e~ 2o Av=U(@) jg normalizable). To the best of our knowledge, other
than from the perspective of the Luttinger-Ward formalism to be discussed later [I8| [I7, [15] [16],
this basic linear-algebraic fact about Gibbs measures was not previously present in the literature.



As a matter of fact, we first observed a result of this type in a more complex setting, namely
that of quantum impurity problems at zero temperature (as we shall discuss below, the analogous
result is also true at finite temperature). Consider the Hamiltonian, denoted by H , for a system of
interacting fermions or bosons. Throughout we shall distinguish the cases of fermions and bosons
via a parameter ¢ given by ¢ = —1 in the case of fermions and ¢ = +1 in the case of bosons. In the
second-quantized representation [6], H can be generally written as H=H,+ U where

d
ﬁo = Z hijazaj (12)

ij=1

is viewed as the Hamiltonian for a system of non-interacting fermions or bosons. Here az, aj are
called the creation and annihilation operators, respectively, and h € C4*? is a Hermitian matrix (in
Appendix [A] we provide a brief introduction of the second-quantized representation).

Meanwhile, U is the interacting part of the Hamiltonian. Although U can be far more general,
usually we have in mind the two-body interaction

U= Z (z]|U|kl)a a aay. (1.3)
ikl

In this case, if there exists p < d so that (ij|U|kl) # O only if i,5,k,0 € {1,...,p}, then we
call the Hamiltonian H an impurity Hamiltonian. More generally, we say that H is an impurity
Hamiltonian if U can be written as a polynomial of the creation and annihilation operators aI and
a; for i = 1,...,p and is particle-number-conserving (see Appendix [A] for details).

The quantum impurity problem arose as a model for magnetic impurities in metals [2]. More
recently, the impurity problem has assumed a role of central importance in the dynamical mean
field theory (DMFT) [8, [12] and its extensions [23] [14], which all in fact concern general (i.e.,
non-impurity) quantum systems and in particular have distinguished themselves in the study of
strongly correlated fermionic systems that are difficult to treat by other means. As a ‘quantum
embedding’ method, DMFT considers a partition of physical sites of a system into relatively small
and localized fragments. For each fragment, DMFT defines an impurity problem in which the sites
i = 1,...,p correspond to the fragment and the sites ¢ > p constitute a ‘non-interacting bath,’
meant to effectively mimic the effect of the environment on the fragment. The bath sites themselves
are virtual in that they do not correspond to physical sites in the environment and are only meant
to reproduce the environment’s effect on the fragment. DMFT determines the effective impurity
problems via a self-consistency condition by which global observables are forced to be compatible
with local observables computed via the impurity problems. In an ongoing work, we use the sparsity
result for the self-energy of the impurity problem to prove that the algorithmic DMFT loop that
achieves this self-consistency is mathematically well-defined.

The key assumption underlying the self-consistency condition in DMFT is a block-diagonal ansatz
for the global self-energy, with blocks specified by the self-energy matrices for each fragment. Com-
putationally, the sparsity result implies that the self-energy can be recovered in terms of observables
measured only on the fragment part of each impurity problem. This observation plays a central role
in numerical algorithms for solving the quantum impurity problem, such as quantum Monte Carlo
(QMC) method [9], where in fact the size of the bath may be thought of as effectively infinite.

At a glance there is no connection between this impurity Hamiltonian and the type of Gibbs
measure discussed earlier. Nonetheless, we claim that there is an analogy under which A maps



to A, the single-particle Green’s function of the quantum many-body problem maps to G, and
the self-energy matrix associated with the Green’s function maps to ¥. Then the counterpart of
Proposition [[T] can be stated in words as: the self-energy matriz of a quantum impurity problem is
a sparse matriz, with nonzero entries only on the block associated with the impurity sites.

The connection between the classical impurity model and the quantum impurity problem can
be understood formally by writing quantum Green’s functions in terms of the coherent state path
integral [19], which formally resembles a Gibbs measure. We remark that in the case of fermions, the
resemblance should be noted with special caution because the coherent state path integral involves
Grassmann integrals. In this sense, the setting of Proposition [Tl can indeed be understood as the
‘classical impurity problem.” Unlike the corresponding result for Gibbs measures, the quantum result
has been well-known in the quantum physics literature since Feynman and Vernon in 1963 [7] at
the latest. Again somewhat surprisingly, this important statement is to the best of our knowledge a
‘folk theorem,’ in that we cannot find a rigorous proof of this result in the literature.

In this paper, we fill this gap by providing rigorous proofs of the sparsity of the self-energy matrix
of fermionic and bosonic quantum impurity problems at both zero and finite temperature (Theo-
rems and B.2] respectively). We will also cover the non-equilibrium setting (Theorem B.7) via the
consideration of arbitrary contour-ordered Green’s functions, as well as the anomalous setting (The-
orem [B9)), which is relevant to superconductivity. Excellent introductions to the non-equilibrium
and anomalous formalisms can be found in [22] 3], respectively.

For concreteness, we outline here the setting of zero temperature and fixed particle number N, as

well as our result in this setting. Let ’\If((JN)> denote a normalized N-particle ground state of H, and

let the corresponding eigenvalue be EéN)El Then in this setting, the single-particle Green’s function
can be understood as a rational function G : C — C?%*? defined by G(z) = G*(z) + G~ (z), where
G7 are themselves rational functiond defined by

1
z— (H - E)

1 (N)
= Z\IJ .

G:;(z) = <\I!((3N)’ai a;’\I/éN)>

G (2):= — <<\IJE)N)|a;

]

The self-energy is the rational function ¥ : C — C%*? defined by
N(2)i=z2—h—-G(z)""

As we recover via Remark below, z — h is in fact the inverse of the non-interacting Green’s
function, so this self-energy is defined analogously to the classical self-energy of Proposition [l
The reader should consult Appendix [Bl for further details and justification of these definitions. Then
our main result on the sparsity pattern of the self-energy in this setting is stated as follows:

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that H is an impurity Hamiltonian, with a fragment specified by the indices
1,...,p. Then the self-energy ¥ : C — C4*% js (up to the resolution of removable discontinuities) of

1The fact that (E(SN), {\P(()N)>) is the eigenpair corresponding to the ground state plays no role in the proof; it can

be replaced by any other eigenpair of H, and the statement remains valid. It is only natural due to physical reasons
to consider the ground state.

2Usually G* carry the extra information that their poles are viewed as being located infinitesimally below /above
the real axis. The choices that yield the ‘time-ordered’ Green’s function are described in Appendix [B.1l However,
this extra information is irrelevant for the purpose of our results.



the form

Remark 1.3. Observe that if the fragment is of size zero, i.e., p = 0, then we are in the non-
interacting setting, and Theorem [I.2 implies that ¥(z) = 0, i.e., that G(z) = (z — h)~L. Thus we
recover a proof of the formula for the non-interacting Green’s function.

Analogous results in other settings will be stated in the main text.

We hope that this work will have pedagogical value, especially to the mathematical audience
unfamiliar with the physics literature. Since it is difficult to find standard references in the mathe-
matics literature that are appropriate to our setting, we have included appendices to put our results
on firm footing. Via the appendices, we have also sought to make the work self-contained within
reason, providing in particular some brief introduction to the theory of Green’s functions, both
fermionic and bosonic, in the zero-temperature, finite-temperature, non-equilibrium, and anomalous
settings. In all of these settings, the impurity model with p = 0 is precisely the non-interacting
model, and our results on the sparsity pattern of the self-energy, applied in this special case, yield
formulas for the non-interacting Green’s functions. In the non-equilibrium setting especially, such a
formula seems to be non-trivial to establish by other means. Readers new to the subject may find
this presentation of the non-interacting Green’s functions, as well as its embedding into a unified
perspective, to be appealing in its own right.

Other perspectives:

We discuss several other ways of understanding the sparsity pattern of the self-energy for impurity
problems. First, we remark by considering the coherent-state path integral representation [I9] (in
any of the quantum settings discussed in this paper), one can formally view the quantum many-body
ensemble as a Gibbs measure. The proof of Proposition [[LT] can be mimicked in these settings at the
formal level to derive the appropriate sparsity results, but we omit such formal manipulations here.

Secondly, the sparsity pattern can be most intuitively understood via the Feynman diagrammatic
expansion, which provides another viewpoint on the formal unification of the classical and quantum
settings. Indeed, due to the connection between the classical setting of Gibbs measures and the
coherent state path integral, we limit our discussion the case of Gibbs models here for simplicity.
We do not provide here a self-contained introduction to the diagrammatic expansion; instead we
refer readers to [1L [I9] 15] for a more detailed description.

As before, define the partition function

Z:/ em2e Av—eU(x) dz, (1.4)
Rd

where A is a positive definite matrix and where we have introduced the parameter ¢ > 0 as a
prefactor for the interaction (referred to as the coupling constant). Then formally we may apply
Taylor expansion for e¢V(#) to obtain a series expansion for Z, as in

— <" n —iz7 Ax o " _1.T An
Z—/Rd’rgom(_[](x)) e 2 dl‘NZm/Rd(—U(x)) e 2 d.’I], (15)

n=0

where the ‘~’ is meant to indicate that the series is valid only in the asymptotic sense.



Assuming U(z) is a polynomial of z, then each term on the right hand side of Eq. (I3 requires
the evaluation of a possibly large, but finite, number of moments of a Gaussian distribution. The
expansion can be organized in terms of Feynman diagrams.

Feynman diagrammatic expansions can also be obtained for G and ¥. In particular, the self-
energy diagrams are truncated, one-particle irreducible Feynman diagrams [15]. To be concrete, one
can keep in mind the quartic interaction

N

1
U(x) == Z vijx?x?, (1.6)

ij=1

which mimics the two-body Coulomb interaction of quantum many-body physics. Here v is a sym-
metric positive definite matrix. In order to specify an impurity problem with fragment specified by
indices 1,...,p we take v;; = 0if 7 > p or j > p. Then, it can readily be read from the diagram-
matic expansion of ¥ as in [15] that for each term in the expansion of ¥;;, the corresponding matrix
element is nonzero only if 1 < 4,5 < p. This observation suggests that the self-energy matrix X, as
the infinite sum of all of these terms, should follow the same sparsity pattern. We remark that the
above diagrammatic argument can be applied to Gibbs models with rather general interaction form
U(x), as well as in the quantum many-body setting. , where the diagrammatic series can be derived
directly in the second-quantized representation or via the coherent state path integral.

The major caveat to this argument is that the Feynman diagrammatic expansion often has zero
radius of convergence and maintains validity only in the asymptotic sense. This is the case at least
for the Gibbs models as well as bosonic systems. Hence the sparsity for each term of the expansion
does not necessarily imply that the same is true of the self-energy itself when ¢ is positive. Even when
the series does converge (such as for fermionic systems with finitely many states), the convergence
radius may only be finite. Bootstrapping a positive radius of convergence via resummation or
analytic continuation arguments [I9] is one possible route to proving the sparsity result in such a
setting, though the details seem to be cumbersome and the proof is not as simple or general as others
considered above.

Next, we discuss a route to the sparsity of the self-energy matrix via the so-called Luttinger-Ward
formalism [I8], which expresses the self-energy as a functional derivative

_ 09[q]

D=2 (1.7)

Here ®[G] is a functional of the Green’s function, called the Luttinger-Ward functional. Recently,
for the Gibbs model, we have proved [I7, [I6] that ®[G] is a well-defined for positive semidefinite
G. In particular, we have established a projection rule, which states that for the classical impurity
problem when U(x) = Up(z1,...,xp), we have

PG| = p[Gy. (1.8)

Here G), is the upper-left p x p block of GG, and ®, is the Luttinger-Ward functional for the p-
dimensional model. Combining Eq. (L7) and (L)), one immediately obtains the sparsity pattern
for 3.

However, establishing the existence of the Luttinger-Ward functional ®[G] and its projection
rule require a significant amount of work, and the rigorous proof is so far only applicable to the
Gibbs model. In fact, the very existence of the Luttinger-Ward functional fermionic systems has



been challenged over the past few years [13] 5] [10]. Although the Luttinger-Ward perspective offers
additional insight, the direct proofs provided in this paper are at this point more generally applicable,
and certainly much simpler.

Finally, our results in the non-equilibrium setting should be compared to those in a recent
work [4], in which advanced /retarded non-equilibrium self-energies are rigorously constructed in the
case of fermions. Though not noted explicitly in the work, the appropriate sparsity results for these
quantities can be seen to follow from the construction itself. By contrast, our non-equilibrium spar-
sity result concerns the contour-ordered self-energy (for both fermions and bosons) and in particular
recovers sparsity results for the advanced /retarded Green’s functions. Moreover, our result holds for
arbitrary contour. However, we do not actually construct the contour-ordered self-energy, but rather
phrase our sparsity result in terms of operators that we suggestively name ‘G¥’ and G In so
doing we sidestep a considerable analytical challenge such as that encountered in [4]. Thus our result
can be viewed as trying to parsimoniously illustrate the broadest possible formal picture of sparsity
results for the self-energy, rather than focusing on the analytical question of the construction of the
self-energy itself. Incidentally, in our view a rigorous construction of the contour-ordered self-energy
(for arbitrary contour) seems to be an interesting and non-trivial matter.

Outline of the paper:

This paper is organized as follows. We use the classical impurity problem as a motivating example
and prove Proposition [[LT] in section Section [ treats the quantum many-body case, including
the settings of fermions and bosons in the equilibrium setting at zero and finite temperature, as
well as the non-equilibrium setting specified by an arbitrary contour in the complex plane and the
anomalous setting relevant to superconductivity.

Finally, in Appendix[Alwe record self-contained background on second quantization. In Appendix
we discuss the zero-temperature ensemble for fermions and bosons and the construction of the
frequency representation of Green’s functions in this setting. In Appendix [C] we do the same for
the finite-temperature ensemble. Some efforts must be made here to deal with analytical issues in
the bosonic case, where the Fock space is infinite-dimensional, even for finitely many states. In
Appendix [D] we discuss the technical conditions needed to define the appropriate objects in the
bosonic non-equilibrium setting and provide some background on main non-equilibrium setting of
interest, specified by the Kadanoff-Baym contour.
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2 The classical impurity problem (Proof of Proposition [I.1])

We now embark upon the proof of Proposition [T stated above.
Recall the definitions:

R4 R4

where the interaction U only depends on the first p < d variables. Let ¢ = d — p. It is not hard to
see that G is positive definite, hence invertible.
We will indicate the blocks of A via

A A
A= ,
< Agr Ago
where the upper-left block is p x p. For various integrals considered below to be convergent, we
will require that Aso = 0. More generally, we adopt the notation that for any d x d matrix M, the
notation Mas; indicates the lower-left block of M (with respect to the above block structure), etc.
Then for the theorem, we want to show that the self-energy ¥ := A — G~! satisfies X125 = 0,

o1 = 0, and Y99 = 0. In other WOI‘dS, we want to show that (G71)12 = A12, (G71)21 = A21,
and (G~ 1)9s = Agy. Since G and A are symmetric, it suffices to show that (G~1);2 = Aj5 and

(G71)ag = Agg, i.e., that B
(o) =(42)

Left-multiplying both sides by G (invertible), we see that this is in turn equivalent to showing that
(GA)12 = Opxq and (GA)QQ = Iq.
In the following our notation will make use of the splitting

where x € R?, 1 € RP, and 2 € RY. (For notational convenience, we do not use the notation x; as
in the introduction. In this section, we will make no reference to the individual entries of x, so the
notation is clear.) Then we can write U(z) = Uy (z1). Abusing notation slightly, we write U; = U.

Roughly speaking, the goal is to ‘integrate out’ the lower variables (i.e., the last ¢ variables). To
this end, we expand G as

T
_ 1 —U(x1) T L[z A A L1
G_E/Rpe 1 /Rq;m exp |~ s Ay An . drydzy.
Observe that

21\ [ An Ap z1
To Aoy Ao T2
T

2.1
= (IQ + A2_21A21I1) AQQ (1172 + A2_21A21I1) + I?(All — A12A2_21A21)I1, ( )

_ T _
— (1172 —+ A221A21I1) AQQ (IQ —+ A221A21I1) —+ xr{A%xl,



where A, is understood always to indicate (A22)~! and where we have defined the Schur comple-
ment
A%l = All — A12A2_21A21.

Then it follows that

G = L[ bl v,
Z Ju

(2.2)

1 _ T _

/ LL‘(ET exp |:—§ (1'2 + A221A21£L'1) A22 (!Ez + A221A21£L'1):| d{Ez d,’El.
R4

Recall that we want to show that (GA)12 = 0 and (GA)2e = I,. Right-multiplying the integral in
([Z2) by A, this motivates computing the upper-right and upper-left blocks of zz? A, as in

(xxTA)lg = (xlT Ig) < A1 > , (JJITA)QQ =19 (xlT 3:2T) < A > .
A22 A22

A _
(] x3) ( A;z ) = 2] Ao + 23 Az = (a] A12 A3y + a3) Az = y3 Ao,

where we have defined a new variable yo = x2 + A2_21A213:1, SO
(.IJ?TA)lg = $1y§A22, ($$TA)22 = $2y§A22. (23)

The remarkable thing is that 25 only appears in the exponent in the inner integrand of (Z2) via
the expression xo + A2_21A21:E1 = yo. This motivates us to eliminate x5 from the second equation of

@3) to obtain
(2T A)12 = 21ys Asa,  (za” A)ag = yoya Aoz — Asy Asiz1y3 Aso. (2.4)

Then consider the change of variables from x1, x5 to x1,ys2, yielded by the linear transformation

T o Ip 0 T
yvo )\ AypAx 1, z2 )

Since the Jacobian determinant of this transformation is one, it follows from (2:2)) and (Z4]) that

(GA)12 = l e‘%””lTA%wl—U(il)xl </ yge_%ygz‘lzzyz dy2) A22 del.
zZ Rp R4

But evidently the inner integrand is zero, so (GA)12 = 0, as desired. It also follows from (Z2]) and

@4) that

1 1

(GA)yy = 7 e~ 321 ATy z1—U(a1) </ y2y2Te*%szA22yz dy2) Aoo day
RP R4

1 1, TS _
— e 271 AT w1 U(11)A221A21x1
R

y2T€7%y2TA22y2 dy2) Ago dzy.
7 Jo

q
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The inner integrand in the second term of the last expression is once again zero. Meanwhile, the
inner integrand of the first term yields Z» Ay, , where

ZQ = / 6_%‘1};*422‘”2 dyg.
Ra
Then we have established

(GA)2o = I—Zp/ / o371 AT 71— 3y5 A22y2—U(z1) dys da.
Ry JRa

Changing variables back to x1,z2 and recalling from (1)) that 27 A, x1 + yL Asays = 27 Az, we see
that

1
(GA)22 _ Ep/ e—%mTAm—U(m) dr = Ip,
Rd

which completes the proof. [J

3 The quantum impurity problem

Our setting in this section is the Fock space F¢ g of fermions (( = —1) or bosons (( = +1) with

a finite number d of states. The annihilation and creation operators are denoted ay,...,aqs and
al{, ey a:;, respectively. We refer the reader to Appendix [Alfor further details of the construction of
Fec,a as well as other details of second quantization. For convenience we shall let a = (aq,. .. ,ad)T
denote the vector of annihilation operators, and accordingly a! = (aI, . ,aj;).

For nowl] we consider a particle—number—conservin@ self-adjoint Hamiltonian H on Fe.d, and we
write H of the form

H=Hy+U,
where
d
Hy:=a"ha = Z hijazaj
i,j=1

is the single-particle (or non-interacting) part of the Hamiltonian, specified by a Hermitian d x d
matrix h, and U is the interacting part, which is itself a self-adjoint operator on F¢ 4 that conserves
particle number.

In the case that U can be written as a polynomial of the aj, a; fori=1,... p, we say that H is
an impurity Hamiltonian, with a fragment specified by the indices 1,...,p. The rest of the indices
correspond to the environment. In this case, since U conserves particle number, it follows that U
commutes with a; and a; for j > p.

Before proceeding, we state and prove a simple but useful lemma that will be used repeatedly
throughout the following discussion.

Lemma 3.1. [afha, a;] = ZZ:1 hkjaz and [a;,atha] = Zfl:l hjiay.

4In sections and [34] below, the notion of the Hamiltonian will be somewhat modified.
5See Appendix [Al for a details.
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Proof. Simply compute

d
(atha)al = > huafaal

™
—

Il

—

[
M~

hklaz(ca;al +6;1)

>

—
Il
—

d
hkla}alal + Z hkjaL
1 k=1

|
I M&

=

N

d
= a}(aTha) + Z hkja;fc,
k=1

which proves the first statement of the lemma. Similarly,

d
(a'ha)a; = thlCaLajal
k=1

hkl (ajaL - 5jk)al
1

[
B

k,l

d
a;j(aha) — Z hjia
=1

which proves the lemma. O

3.1 Zero temperature (Proof of Theorem [1.2))

We consider the setting of zero temperature and fixed particle number N. The reader should recall
the notation for this setting introduced in section [[I (Note that further background and detail is
provided in Appendix [Bl) Then we turn to the proof of Theorem stated in section [l

Proof of Theorem[I.4. We can write H = Hy + U, where Hy = atha and U commutes with a; and
a;r- for j > p is the interacting part, which is itself a self-adjoint operator on F¢ 4 that conserves
particle number.

It suffices to prove that the j-th column of G(z)X(z) is zero for j > p and that the i-th row
of 3(2)G(z) is zero for i > p. We will only prove the first claim; the second follows by symmetric
reasoning.

Now G(2)X(z) = 2G(z) — G(z)h — 14, so we want to show that 2G;;(z) = [G(2)h];; + d;; for
J>p.

Then we compute, using the fact that (ﬁ — E(()N))‘\IIE)N)> =0,

1

2GH(2) = o) i~
J e

al(z — (H — ESM))|ei™M)
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1 A
= (UM aj———(z — (H = E"))al WY
< 0 ‘ Z—(H—ESN))( ( 0 )) ]‘ 0 >
1 .
+ (O —————[al, 2 — (A — E§V))|w i
(| Z_(H_E(()N))[] ( o %)

= ™ aat 8 £ (v ! A — B[

o laia;|¥G) + (¥ ’az—(H E(N))[ = ( ol 2

Now

d
[af, 2 — (H — ES"))) = [H,a}] = [a'ha,al] + [U,a]] = Y hyjal,

where we have used Lemma B.] as well as the fact that j > p (so [U, ;] =0).
Then it follows that o) )
ZG:;(Z) = <\I/0 ‘aia;‘ﬁlo > + [G+(z)h]ij.

Similarly, we compute

2G(z) = —cUV|(z+ (B — EM))al . a;| oY)
J < } a; —l—(H—E(()N)) } 0 >
(M), 1 g () L (V)
= (Vv a(z+(H - E — _a;|¥
(U la}Geo+ (0 = B )
(V) (V) L (V)
+ (= |2+ (H - Ej )0 ] a;|v
< ‘ a; (H E(SN)) ‘ 0 >
_ ) () (V) 1 (V)
= (UM ala, | w ™y — (0 [z + (B - ESM), ] a;| ¥
<0‘]|0> < | Jz+(H—E(()N))|O>
Now
N
[z + (H — E§™),al] th]ak
Then it follows that v v
2G5(2) = =¢(U6 " s [96™) + G (2)his.
Therefore ) o
ZGU(Z) = [G(Z)h]u =+ <\I/0 ‘aia} — Ca}ai’\Ifo > = [G(Z)h]u =+ 61']‘,
as was to be shown. O

3.2 Finite temperature

Now we consider the setting of finite inverse temperature 8 € (0,00) and chemical potential
p € intdom Z, where Z(u) = Tr[e #H=#N)] and int dom Z is the interior of the effective domain
domZ = {u : Z(u) < oo} (see Appendix [C] for further details). Note that int dom Z is guaranteed
to be non-empty under Assumption

We also let |¥,,,) denote the normalized eigenstates of H, where m ranges from 0 to 2¢ — 1 in the
case of fermions and from 0 to co in the case of bosons. In this setting, the single-particle Green’s
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function can be understood as a rational function G : C — C%*? defined by G(z) = G*(2) + G~ (2),
where G* are themselves rational functiondd defined by

1 - m m 1 T
Gii(2) = - Em e PUEm=pN )<‘1’m|aim%|‘1’m>
.. =€ —B(Em—pNn, f 1
Giile) = e ey g el )

and these sums are absolutely convergent away from the poles. Here

7 = ’I‘r[e_B(H_NN)] — Z e_B(Em_HNM)'

Once again the self-energy is the rational function ¥ : C — C?*? defined by
Y(2)i=z2—h—-G(z)""
The reader should consult Appendix [C] for further details and justification of these definitions.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that H is an impurity Hamiltonian, with a fragment specified by the indices
1,...,p. Then the self-energy ¥ : C — C4*4 is (up to the resolution of removable discontinuities) of

the form e o
= (52 0).

Remark 3.3. Once again (c¢f. Remark[IL3), we recover in the non-interacting setting the formula
G(z)=(z—h)"L.

Remark 3.4. There is a further object known as the Matsubara Green’s function [19], which in turn
yields the Matsubara self-energy. Although it is not usually defined this way, the Matsubara Green’s
function can be shown to be obtained from the finite-temperature Green’s function, as defined above,
by restriction to points iwy, + p, where wy,, are the fermionic/bosonic Matsubara frequencies [19].
The Matsubara self-energy can be obtained from the finite-temperature self-energy defined above via
similar restriction. Therefore Theorem [3.2 implies the same sparsity pattern for the Matsubara
self-energy.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as that of Theorem Once again we want to show that
the j-th column of G(z)X(z) is zero for j > p and that the i-th row of X(2)G(z) is zero for i > p.
We will only prove the first claim; the second follows by symmetric reasoning.

Define G,,(z) by

1
Gm,ij(z) == <\Ilm|ai )a;‘\llm> - C<\I/m‘aT7ai‘\Ilm>.

z— (H - Ep jz—i—(fl—Em)

Then by the same reasoning as in the proof of Theorem (with the roles of E(()N) and |\IJE)N)>
played by E,, and |¥,,), we find that

2Gm,ij(2) = [Gm(2)h]ij + 6i5.

Now G(z) = £, e PEn=nNu) G, .. (2), so the desired result follows. O

6The same comments as in section 3.1l apply here as well, though instead see Appendix [C1] for details relevant to
this setting.
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3.3 Arbitrary contour

There is a more general perspective in which the time-ordering operation used in Appendices [B]
and [C] to derive the Green’s functions considered above is generalized to an ordering operation on
an arbitrary contour in the complex plane. This perspective adds significant value in the non-
equilibrium setting, in which one considers a time-dependent Hamiltonian. For such time-dependent
problems, passage to the frequency representation is not possible. Instead we consider kernels on
the contour.

Let C denote a piecewise smooth contour in the complex plane (not necessarily closed). Tech-
nically one should think of C not as a subset of C, but as a parametrized path, v : I — C, where
I = (50, s1) is some interval. Then for s,s’ € I with s < ¢', we define C(s, ") to be the ‘sub-contour’
defined by restriction of v to the interval (s,s’). If s > s, we define C(s,s’) to be the contour
obtained from C(s’, s) by reversing its orientation.

Additionally let H(z) denote an operator-valued function on a neighborhood of C = (I). Here
H(z) = a'h(z)a + U(z) is particle-number-conserving, and we say that ﬁgz) is an impurity Hamil-
tonian with a fragment specified by indices 1,...,p if, for every z € C, U(z) can be written as a
polynomial of the az, a; for i = 1,...,p. As above, since U (z) must conserve particle number, it
follows that U(z) commutes with a; and a; for j > p. It is convenient to denote z(s) := 7y(s), and
abusing notation slightly we will write H(s) = H(z(s)).

For simplicity, we assume that H (s) is piecewise continuous, which will ensure that various
integrals are well-defined below. Since the Fock space is finite dimensional in the case of fermions,
the meaning of this statement is unambiguous. In the case of bosons, note that since H (s) is particle-
number-conserving, we can sensibly consider its restriction to each of the N-particle subspaces (see
Appendix [A]), each of which is finite-dimensional. Then by the continuity of H (s) we mean the
continuity of all of these restrictions individually.

Now define a (not necessarily unitary) evolution operator from contour time s’ € T to s € I as
the time-ordered exponential

Us,s) =T {e—i.fc@,s,) A(z) dz} .

This simply means that U(s, s") is taken as the solution of the differential equation

0sU(s,s') = —i2(s)H(s)U(s,s"), U(s',s")=1d. (3.1)

This initial-value problem indeed admits a unique solution in the bosonic case because the ODE can
be viewed as describing the evolution of an operator on each of the (finite-dimensional) N-particle
subspace separately.

From this definition it follows that

U(s,s")U(s",s") =U(s,s")
for all s,s’,s” € I and moreover that
O Ul(s,s') =i2(s)U(s,s")VH(s"). (3.2)

Abusing notation slightly by pretending that we can invert s = s(z), we can more cleanly write

0.U(z,2") = —iH(2)U(2,2'), 0.U(z2") =iU(z,2)H(),
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where 0, = (4(s))~10,. We will sometimes adopt this notational convention, and the meaning should
be clear from context.

The following assumption is adopted to ensure that the Green’s function can be defined in the
bosonic case:

Assumption 3.5. We assume that for all s > s', U(s,s’) is a bounded operator. Moreover, we
assume that there exists s > s’ such that the operator norm of the restriction of U(s,s’) to the
N -particle subspace decays exponentially in N.

Define the partition function
Z = TI’[U(Sl, 80)].

Note that Assumption guarantees that U(sy, sg) is trace class, so Z is indeed well-defined. In
order to define our ensemble, we must be able to divide by Z. Hence we assume:

Assumption 3.6. Z # 0.

We show in Appendix [D]l how Assumptions and are naturally satisfied in the major non-
equilibrium setting of interest, which features the Kadanoff-Baym contour.
Then we define ‘pseudo-Heisenberg’ representations of the annihilation and creation operators
via
ai(s) = Ulso, $)a;U(s,50), al(s) = Ul(so,s)alU(s, so).

2

The contour-ordered, single-body Green’s function (which we call the Green’s function for short when
the context is clear) is a function G : I x I — C4*? defined by

Cig(s, ) = T[T {as()al ()} Ulsr, 50)].

where T is the contour-ordering operator, formally defined by

a;(s aT. s’ s s
fr{ai@)a;(g)}:{ (o)al(s), o<

Ca}(s’)ai(s), s > s.
In other words we can write G = GT 4+ G~, where
1
iGi(s,8") = ETr [U(s1,5)a;U (s, s’)a}U(s’, 50)]0(s — s")

and
iG(s,8") = %Tr[U(sl, s')a}U(s/, $)a;U(s, $0)] (1 — 0(s — 8)).

0(s) = {1, s>0

Here

0, s<0.

In the bosonic case, Assumption guarantees that the traces needed for this definition do indeed
exist. For later reference, note that we can define a product of suitable functions A, B : I x I — C%*4
(with an appropriate notion of multiplicative inverse, at least formally) via

(AB)(s,s') = /51 A(s,s")B(s",s") 2(s") ds”,

50
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chosen so that formally we have
z1
(AB)(z,2) =/ A(z,2"YB(2",2") dz".
Z0

Notice that the appropriate identity §(z,2’) is then given by &(z,2') = (4(s))"1d(s — s’). This
last expression should be interpreted carefully as an integral operator A(s,s’) on L?(I). Indeed,
2(s) is generally only piecewise smooth, so (#(s))~! may be ill-defined at finitely many points, but
nonetheless the expression remains well-defined as such an operator.

We remark that the zero-temperature and Matsubara Green’s functions discussed in section 3.1
and Remark B4 respectively, can be recovered as contour-ordered Green’s functions. By contrast,
the real-time Green’s function at finite temperature considered in section cannot be recovered
directly as a contour-ordered Green’s function, though it can be obtained indirectly via analytic
continuation of the Matsubara Green’s function. For this reason, diagrammatic expansion techniques
at finite temperature are limited to the Matsubara Green’s function and must be carried over to the
real-time Green’s function via analytic continuation. For further details, see [22].

One now wants to define the self-energy as

N(z,2') =i0. — h(2) (2, 2') — G (z, 7).

However, this definition is not rigorous without further justification. Indeed, note that G' can be
viewed as an integral operator on L?(I), and under reasonable assumptions G is Hilbert-Schmidt,
hence in particular compact. Therefore its inverse is guaranteed to be an unbounded operator, if it
can be constructed. Formally, one expects that the i(2(s))710, in our definition of the self-energy
will cancel an analogous term in the formal inverse G~' and that the self-energy can be written as
a sum of a static and dynamic part as

(s, 8") = Sstar 6(s — ") + Sayn(s, ),

where Y4yy, is a properly defined integral operator.

In our view the mathematical construction of the self-energy seems to be a non-trivial matter,
and we will sidestep it in this work. (By contrast, the construction in the equilibrium setting is more
straightforward in the frequency domain; see Appendices [Bl and [C])

How then to discuss the sparsity pattern of the self-energy? Observe that formally, we should
have

(XG)(2,2") =i0,G(2,2") — h(2)G(2,2") — I40(z, 2")
(GY)(2,2) = —i0..G(z2,2') — G(z,2")h(2") — 146(2,2"),

or, more rigorously,
(BG)(s,8") = i(2(5)) " 0sG(s,8") — h(s)G(s,8") — I (4(s5)) 1 6(s — &)

/ o0 I —1 / / / . —1 / (3'3)
(GX)(s,s") = —i(2(s") " 0sG(s,8") — G(s, 8" )h(s") — 14 (2(s)) " d(s — §').

Again observe that equality is not meant to be interpreted pointwise, but rather in the sense of
integral operators, as (#(s))~! may be ill-defined at finitely many points.

Now instead of constructing the self-energy, we can define operators G and G via [B.3)) (in the
sense of distributions), with the ‘¥’ appearing here merely as a notation. Now the desired sparsity
pattern of ¥ is formally equivalent to the statement that [¥G];; = 0 (as a distribution on I) for
i > pand [GX];; =0 for j > p.
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Theorem 3.7. With notation and assumptions as in the preceding, if fl(z) is an impurity Hamil-
tonian with a fragment specified by the indices 1,...,p, then [£G|;; = 0 for i > p and [GX];; = 0
forj >p.

Remark 3.8. In the non-interacting setting p = 0, we recover the formulas
i0.G(z,2") — h(2) G(z,2") = 140(2,2"), —i0.G(z,2") — G(z,2)h(z') = 140(z,2),

where we have abused notation slightly in the manner described above. These formulas seem to be
non-trivial to establish by any other means. By contrast with the equilibrium case, this formula cannot
be established simply via a canonical transformation because it may not be possible to simultaneously
diagonalize the h(z) for all z. In fact, in [22], the non-interacting Green’s function is defined via
this formula (subject to certain boundary conditions) and shown to give the appropriate perturbation
theory within the Martin-Schwinger hierarchy.

Proof. We prove only the first statement, as the second follows from similar arguments. Recall
1
iGi(s,8") = ETF {U(sl, s)a;U (s, s’)a;—U(s', so)] O(s —s').
Then compute, using Eqs. (1)) and (B2,
L _ ) .
i(2(s)) 1856’;;(5, s = ZTI" [U(sl, S)H(s)aiU(s,s’)a;U(s', so)} O(s —s")
7 N
- ETr [U(sl, s)a; H(s)U (s, s’)a;—U(s', so)} O(s —s')
. 1
+ (2(s)) 12'1‘1“ {U(sl, s)aia}U(s, 80)} 5(s—s')

;Tr {U(sl, s)[aq, H(s)]U (s, s/)a;U(s', 50)} O(s —s")

+ (z"(s))_l%Tr {U(sl, s)aia;U(s, so)} 5(s —s').

Now for i > p, [a;, U(s)] = 0, so [a;, H(s)] = [a;,a’h(s)a] = Zfl:l hii(s)ar, by LemmaBIl Therefore

. d
i(é(s))flasG:rj(s, ) = _71 Z hi(s)Tr {U(sl, s)aU (s, s’)a;U(s/, 50)} O(s— )
1=1
+ (2(8))_1% [U(sl, s)aia;U(s, so)] 5(s—s")
= [W(s)GT(s,8))i; + (z(s))fléTr [U(sl, s)aia;U(s, so)] 5(s—s").
Similarly,
i(2(5) 710G (s,8") = %Tr Ul(s, s’)a;U(s’, $)H (s)a;U s, 80):| (1-0(s—3s"))

~

- {U(sl, s’)a;U(s’, s)a;H(s)U (s, 80):| (1-0(s—3s"))

Z

— (z(s))fléTr {U(sl, s)a;aiU(s, 80):| 5(s—s')
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I
;
-

{U(sl, s)[as, H(s)|U (s, s’)a;U(s’, so)} O(s —s")

— %Tr [U(sl, s)ata;U(s, So)} (s —s)

J

. d
= _77I< Z hzl(S)TI' |:U(Sl, S)QzU(s, S/)CL'J"_[](S/7 SO):| 9(5 -~ 5/)
=1
_ (Z(S))—liTr {U(sl, s)a;aiU(S, 50)} (s — )
= B ()l = () T [UGon, ol s, 0)] s =)

Therefore, since G = Gt + G—, we have
i(2(5)) 71 0:Gyi(s,8") = [h(s)G(s,8)]i
+ %Tr [U(sl, s)(aia} - Ca}ai)U(s, 80)} (2(s))"16(s — &)
= [h(s)G(s,")]ij + dij (3(5))~8(s = &),

which completes the proof. O

3.4 Anomalous setting

Finally we will consider a sparsity result for the self-energy of anomalous impurity problems. These
are impurity problems in which the Hamiltonian does not conserve particle number. Since the
anomalous setting is of most interest for the study of superconductivity in fermions, we will restrict
our attention to the fermionic setting. This allows us to avoid some further analytic difficulty since
our rigorous definitions in the bosonic case (in which the Fock space is infinite-dimensional) relied
on particle number conservation. It also eases the notational burden to keep track of ¢ to distinguish
the bosonic and fermionic systems. In order to simply illustrate the points that are novel to this
setting, we further restrict our attention to the zero-temperature equilibrium setting.

Now consider a self-adjoint Hamiltonian H on the fermionic Fock space J_1 4, and we write H
of the form

H=Hy+U,

where R R R R
Hy := Hxa + Hp + H);

is the single-particle part of the Hamiltonian (no longer particle-number-conserving), specified by
its non-anomalous and anomalous parts

d d
N - 1
HNA = E hijazaj, HA = 5 E Aijaza}.

i,j=1 1,5=1

Therefore, up to a scalar multiple of the identity operator, Hy is given by

() (s 5)(0)
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where we have abused notation slightly by using a to indicate both a row and a column vector of
operators. Without loss of generality we assume that A = (A;;) is a complex antisymmetric matrix.
(Note that then —A = AT, and since h is Hermitian, —h = —h™.) Meanwhile, the interacting part U
is itself a self-adjoint operator on F_; 4, and we demand that it can be written as an even polynomial
of the creation and annihilation operators, which includes the partlcle number-conserving U as a
sub-case. In the case that U can be written as a polynomial of the a ya; for 1 =1,...,p, we say
that H is an anomalous impurity Hamiltonian, with a fragment specified by the indices 1,...,p. As
in earlier settings, the rest of the indices correspond to the environment. Note that the evenness of
the polynomial specifying U guarantees that U commutes with a; and a;r- for j > p.
Now define the following Green’s functions:

P (2) 1= GIPF (2) + GV (=) o= <q>o|aima;|¢o> 4 <®0|a}mM|®o>
GEP() = G () + G () 1= (ol s allo) + (@ola) il )
G (2) = GIF (2) 4 G (2) 1= <¢o|aimaj|%> " <@o|ajmai|%>
GEF(2) 1= G2+ G (2) 1= {olal i 00) + (Bolay sl o),

where |®g) is the ground state of H and Ej is the ground-state energy. The superscripts p and h
stands for ‘particle’ and ‘hole’, respectively [3], so G*" is called the hole-hole Green’s function, GP"
is the particle-hole Green’s function, etc.

Notice that the last two Green’s functions are actually redundant because GP?(z) = —[G"P(—2)]T
and G"'(z) = [GPP(Z)]T. We can further define the anomalous Green’s function by

(G G
G "(GPP(z) GPh(z))

and the anomalous self-energy by

3(2) =2 — ( _hz _Aﬁ ) —G(2)7 .

In fact we will show the following result:

Theorem 3.9. Suppose that H is an anomalous impurity Hamiltonian, with a fragment specified
by the indices 1,...,p. Then the anomalous self-energy ¥ : C — C¥*4 s (up to the resolution of
removable discontinuities) of the form

$he(z) 0 ERR(z) 0
O 0 0 0
2(2) = SPP(z) 0 ZER(z) 0
0o 0 0 0



20

Remark 3.10. Note that in the case p =0 we recover the formula

- ( % 3)]

for the non-interacting anomalous Green’s function. .
Recall from Lemma [31] that
[Hxa. al] thgak

and
[HNAv aj] = Z hjkak

Before proceeding with the proof of Theorem [3.9 we supplement this result with a further simple
lemma:

Lemma 3.11. Let Hp = 5 ZZ =1 A”a - with A = (Ay;) being a complex antisymmetric matriz.
Then

[I’:’A,a}] = 0, [f[);,aj] = 0, HA,aJ ZAk]ak, HA? ZAﬂfak

Proof. The first two identities are obvious, and the fourth follows from the third by taking Hermitian
conjugates and using the antisymmetry of A. To see the claimed third identity, simply compute

A 1
Hpa; = 3 Z Aikajalaj
ik
1 1
= 5 Z Aikajzijk — 5 Z Aikazajaz
ik ik
1 1 1
= 5 Z Aija;f - 5 Z Aikéija;c + 5 Z Aikajaza;fc
A ik ik
1 1 .
_ T T
= i;Akjak—igAjkak‘i‘ajHA
= ZAkjal—i—ajI-flA.

k
O

Proof. (Of Theorem B3l) Throughout we will often use (- ) to indicate the expectation (Pg| - |Pp).
Now it suffices to show the following sparsity pattern

* 0 % 0 ¥ % % %
* 0 x 0 00 0 O
G(2)%(z) = * 0 % 0 , B(2)G(2) = P
* 0 x 0 00 0 O

We will only prove the first of these claims; the other follows by similar reasoning. Note that this
first claim is equivalent to the fact that each of the following equalities holds along the last d — p
columns:

G"P[z — h] — GPRAT = 1,
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—G"P A+ G"M [z 4+ 1T] =
GPP[z — h] — GPPAT =0,
—GPPA + Gz + AT) = I,

Now we begin the computations. In the following we assume that j > p. Since (fl — Ep)|®o) =0,
we have

(G (z) = <q>0|aima;(z — (H — Ep))|®0)
= o)+ el
— (aal) + <aim[ﬁm, all) + <aiM[HL al)
. +Z 7}{ - kj+z 72_}[ ) ar)Aji
= (aal) + [thv+h} + [GM AT

Similarly,

G (s) = (@o|(2+(fl—E0))a;mM|<bo>
= (afa)) + <[H,ajlm a)
— (afa) + ({fxa. a;]ma» (A, a}]ﬁa»
_ (a}ai)—l—;(azﬁ h;w—i—z ﬂaimk

_ T hp,— hh,— At
= (ala;) + [G™ h}ij—i-[G A]ij.

J

Therefore, adding our results and recognizing that <aia;> + (a}aﬁ = 0;j, we obtain

2GiP = 6y + [G™h], + [GMAT]

for all j > p, which implies our first desired result.
Next compute

1

SEMH () = <®0|aimaj(z — (H — Ey))|®o)
1 )
= (a;aj) + <aim[ﬂa a;l)
= {aiag) + (61— [Fa, a5]) + (0 —————— [Ha, ;)

z—(H — Ey) z—(H — Eo)



1
= (a;aj) — (@ ——————ar)hjr + (a
2 lai— (0 —Fp) " zk:

= (aia;) — [gh“hT} + G AL
and
G () = (Dol (F - EO))ajmai@@
= (wga) + (o)
= (ajas) + ([Hna, aﬂmw +({Hasa)-
— (aa) - zkjmﬁamjk + ij@
= (aja;) — [G"7RT] 4+ [GPPTA]

Adding our results and recognizing that (a;a;) + (a;a;) = 0, we obtain our second desired result.

Next compute

5

al) Ay,

G = @olal sl (L~ By)le)
= ala)) + (o} s o))
= ola)) + (ol s lioa, )+ ol s )
= (alal) + Sl el + Elel a0 B
— (ala)+ [P, + [6AT),

and

ACHTE) = ol (Bl o)
= {ajal) + (o)) il
= (o) + (Hnsafl ) + (Al al)
— (ala] +Z ij>hkj+;<akmaj>zjk
= (ala]) + [GPP ap [Gph**AT]ij,

yielding our third desired result.
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Finally, compute

G (2) = <¢0|azmaj(z — (H — Ey))|®0)
- <a3aj>+<a3m[g,%]>
— (alay) + (a] mﬁvm aj)) + (a mm, o))
= (afa;) - ;@mamk + z}gxajmabﬁw
= (afay) — [G*TRT] .+ [GPPFA]L

and

G (z) = <¢0|<z+<g_Eo>>ajmaz|¢o>
- <ajai>+<[ﬁ,aj]mal>
— {ayai) + ([Hxa, aﬂmab (A, aﬂmab
= (aja;) — Zk}akmabhﬂc + ;@mmﬁw

= (aja;) — [GP7RT] .+ [GPPTA]

i’

yielding the last desired result.

A Second quantization

23

Here we introduce the formalism of second quantization, with the aim of providing enough back-
ground and results to make the results of this paper rigorous. We limit our discussion to fermionic
and bosonic Fock spaces with finitely many states, i.e., finitely many creation and annihilation op-
erators. This setting can directly describe lattice models such as the Hubbard model in addition
to tight-binding approximations of continuum systems. In this sense we can view the set {1,...,d}
as indexing sites in a lattice model. More generally, one can reduce a continuum problem to this

setting via the choice of a finite orbital basis [19].

A.1 The occupation number construction

Let N_; = {0,1} and N1 = {0,1,2,...}. These are the sets of allowable occupation numbers of
a state in the fermionic and bosonic cases, respectively. (Recall that the cases ( = —1 and { = +1

indicate, respectively, the cases of fermions and bosons.)

Let d be a positive integer, the number of states, and consider the collection:

Bea = {|n1,n2,...,nq) : n; € N¢}.
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This set will be the occupation number basis for our Fock space F¢ g. For short, we may indicate
the basis elements by |n) for n € /\/Cd.

To define the Fock space, consider the set V¢ 4 of finite formal linear combinations of elements of
Be¢,a- Then V¢ g is a vector space, and it can be endowed with an inner product by stipulating that
the elements of B¢ 4 are orthonormal. (Hence B¢ 4 is an orthonormal basis of Ve 4.) For fermions,
V¢ ,q is finite-dimensional and therefore a Hilbert space, but this is not the case for bosons. Therefore
we define F¢ g to be the completion of V¢ 4 with respect to the metric induced by its inner product,
so F¢,q is a Hilbert space, and B¢ 4 is a complete orthonormal set (in fact, a basis if ( = —1).

In accordance with Dirac’s bra-ket notation, we will denote elements of F¢ 4 with the notation |¢)
(where ¢ can be thought of as a symbolic label), and we denote the adjoint of an element |¢) € F¢ 4
by (¢|. Inner products may then be denoted (¢|¢), and we denote the induced norm on F¢ 4 by
Il = V/618).

The reader should be careful to distinguish between the vacuum state |0, ...,0), denoted |—) for
short, and the zero vector of F¢ 4, denoted simply as OE which is the linear combination of elements
of B¢,q in which all coefficients are zero. In particular the vacuum state has norm 1 and the zero
vector has norm 0.

A.2 Creation and annihilation operators

The annihilation operators a; are linear operators V¢ g — V¢ 4, defined by their action on the basis
Be,a

O, n; = 0
a;jn) = S .o_.ny
¢i<i™ ng [, nim, g — Linggroonag), g # 0.
Meanwhile the creation operators a;‘ are linear operators V¢ g4 — V¢ 4, defined by their action on the
basis B¢ q:
CLT|II>: O, C:—l,nizl
g Czj«' "ymni+1 ng, .o nim1,ns + 1,ngpr .. ng),  otherwise.

In the case of fermions, V¢ g = F¢ q is finite-dimensional, so the creation and annihilation oper-

ators are defined on F¢ 4, and they are in fact Hermitian adjoints of one another in the usual sense
as the notation suggests. Moreover, a; and al-L have operator norm 1, which in particular remains
bounded in the limit of infinitely many states. In fact, as this observation suggests, the appropriate
creation and annihilation operators on fermionic Fock spaces generated by infinitely many states
(which we do not define or consider these here) are bounded operators with operator norm 1.
By contrast, in the case of bosons, a; and al-L are unbounded operators, even for finite d. Thus
a; and a;‘ are only densely defined (unbounded) operators on F¢ 4. In fact, adjoint operators can
be defined even for operators that are only densely defined on a Hilbert space [211 [I1], and in this
sense a; and al-L are Hermitian adjoints of one another. For the reader familiar only with adjoints of
bounded operators, one can merely consider the ‘t’ as a notation.

The most important feature of the creation and annihilation operators are the (anti)commutation
relations. Denoting commutator of operators A, B by [A, B]11 := AB— BA and the anticommutator

"For the zero vector we forgo the bra-ket notation here to avoid confusion.
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y [A, B]-1 = AB + BA, we have

lai, ajlc = [af,al]c =0, [as,al]lc = 6;1d, (A1)

17]

on V¢ 4. These relations can be readily verified from the definitions of a; and aj.

We say that a composition of creation and annihilation operators such as a;-faj is normally ordered
if all of the creation operators appear to the left of all of the annihilation operators. Any composition
of creation and annihilation operators can be converted to a linear combination of normally ordered
operators via the (anti)commutation relations.

For a unitary transformation 7" : R* — R?, one can define new operators ELT = Zj 1 TZJaT and
a; = Z T”aj These can be viewed as creation and annihilation operators, respectively, in that
they satlsfy the same commutation relations as in (A]). One can in turn view these as generators
for our Fock space inducing a different occupation number basis.

A.3 Number operators and eigenspaces

For each state we define a number operator
S
n; 1= a; a;,

which is a linear operator V¢ g — V¢ a. In the case of bosons 7; can be viewed as an unbounded,
self-adjoint, densely defined operator on F¢ 4. Note that the number operators all commute, i.e.,
[ni,njl+ =0 for all 4, 5.

We also define the total number operator by

d
=D
i=1

The set of eigenvectors of 7 (as a linear transformation V¢4 — V¢ q) is precisely B¢ 4, and each

eigenvector |n) has eigenvalue Zle n;. Thus the set of eigenvalues is given by {0,1,...,d} in the
case of fermions and {0, 1,...} in the case of bosons.

Then we define the N -particle subspace to be the N-eigenspace of N, which is finite-dimensional
(even for bosons), and we denote it by F. (v ) . Then we can write

Ved = @ f(N)
N=0

The N-eigenspace is understood to be {0} for any integer N ¢ {0, 1,. d} in the case of fermions
and for any N ¢ {0,1,...} in the case of bosons. Notice that a; maps ]:C i = f(N Y and a;r maps
FO) — FOY.

We say that an operator A on F¢ 4 conserves particle number if A maps }'( ) ]-"C(]Z) for

all integers N. Evidently any operator such as azaj in which an equal number of creation and

annihilation operators appear, as well as any sum of such operators, must conserve particle number.
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A.4 Hamiltonians

For convenience we shall let a = (aq,...,aq) denote the vector of annihilation operators, and ac-
cordingly at = (al,... a d) Then c0n51der a Hamiltonian H = H(a',a) that is a normally ordered
polynomial of creation and annihilation operators As an operator on V¢ 4, we stipulate that H com-
mutes Wlth the total number operator N. Hence H conserves particle number and is an operator
]:g,d ]:g,d for all N, and we demand that H is self-adjoint as such.
In general we can write
E[ = E[O + U,
where

d
HQ = aTha = Z hijazaj
i,j=1
is the single-particle (or non-interacting) part of the Hamiltonian, specified by a Hermitian d x d
matrix h, and U = U (a,a) is the interacting part. Here U is normally ordered and commutes with
N (since Hy does), and moreover U is self-adjoint on }'( ) for all N (since Hy is).

Via a unitary transformation of the creation and anmhllatlon operators, one can without loss of
generality assume that h is diagonal. However, the utility of this manipulation is limited outside of
the non-interacting setting because such a transformation may complicate the representation of the
interaction term U.

Though we need not define U more explicitly for the purposes of this paper, for concreteness one
might keep in mind the two-body interaction

U= % Z(zg|U|kl)a ajaag. (A.2)
ijkl

We comment more concretely on how such a second-quantized two-body operator may arise

from the finite dimensional approximation of a two-body potential in real space. To construct a

finite-state Fock space, one first replaces the single-particle Hilbert space H := H!(R3, :I:%; C) c

L2(R3,:I:%;(C) with a finite-dimensional subspace Hp spanned by an orthonormal single-particle

basis D := {®1,...,94}. One then defines the N-particle space as ]:C(%) = AN (Hp) if ( = —1 and

as ]-"C(N) = SN(Hp) if ¢ = +1, where AN and SV denote the N-th exterior and symmetric powers,

respectively. Then ]_-C(z;) so constructed is isomorphic to }}(JZ) as above via, in the case ( = —1,

the isomorphism |n) +— /\Z 1 @™, where the wedge in the exponent indicates a wedge power. The

analogous isomorphism holds in the case ( = +1, with wedges replaced by symmetric products.
A change of the basis D to some D = {@1,...,Pq} that is induced by a unitary transformation
T :R? — R? corresponds to a transformation of the annihilation operators by a; = 2?21 Tij aj.
Under this correspondence, a translation-invariant two-body potential v(z — y) in real space
yields the tensor elements (ij|U|kl) can be computed via the following two-body integrals [19]

U = [ [ o= i@ @) dody. (A3

The elements of h are obtained by suitable one—body integrals; see, e.g., [19].

In the case that U = Ul(a', a) depends only on a ,a; fori =1,... p, we say that His an impurity
Hamiltonian, with a fragment specified by the 1ndlces 1,...,p. The rest of the indices correspond
to the environment.
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B The zero-temperature ensemble

At zero temperature, typically one first fixes a particle number N, and attention is restricted to
the N-particle subspace. Let ‘\I/(()N)> € }}(Z) be the N-particle ground state of ﬁ, i.e., the minimal
normalized eigenvector of H considered as an operator on the N-particle subspace. The role of the
density operator is assumed by the orthogonal projector ’\IJ((JN)><\I/((JN)‘ onto the ground state ‘\IJ,(JN)>,

i.e., the statistical average of a linear operator A (with respect to the N-particle canonical ensemble)
is given by
7 N)| G (N
(A)w = (ug" | 4] eg?).

B.1 Green’s functions and the self-energy at zero temperature

For t € R, we denote the annihilation and creation operators in the Heisenberg representation by

a;(t) = eiﬁtaiefiﬁt, al(t) = eiﬁtajefiﬁt. (B.1)

3

Then for a zero-temperature ensemble with N particles, the time-ordered, single-body, real-time
Green’s function (which we call the Green’s function for short) is a function G : R x R — C*d
defined by

(N N
Gij(t.t) = =i (U | T{ai(t)al(t')} |5, (B.2)
where T is the time-ordering operator, formally defined by

a; QT, /7 /
T{aiaf(t)} = {Ca(f()t/;g()t), i ; i

Note that 7 is not really an operator and it is interpreted merely via the symbolic content of its
argument.
We can write

Gt 1) = GH (1) + G (11,

where
’LGJF <\IJ )|a T t |\IJ(N)> ( _t/)7

iGU( ) <<\I/(N)|a Jai ()| YA = 0t — 1)),

with
1, s>0

0(s) == {0 e (B.3)

It is easy to show that G(t,t'), GT(t,t'), and G~ (¢,t') depend only on t — #; so we can define
G(t) == G(t,0), GT(t) := G*(,0), and G~ (¢) := G~ (£,0) and consider these objects without any
loss of information. It is then equivalent to consider the Fourier transforms

Gw) := /R G(t)e™t=mt gt

and likewise G*(w) and G~ (w) defined similarly, so
Gw) =G (w)+ G ().
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Here 7 is interpreted as a positive, infinitesimally small quantity needed to ensure the convergence of
the relevant integrals, and G(w), GT(w), and G~ (w) are not really functions, but rather distributions
on R defined via the limit  — 0.

One can show that

1
— (A - BN+

Gli(w) = <‘1’8N)\az T\‘I’ o)

and

- 1 N)

G (w)=—(¢ iV at - a; |V,
! (%o }]w—I—(H—E(N))—in o)
where Eé ) is the energy of the N-particle ground state, i.e. H|\II(N > Ey ‘\IJ(N >

Now we can think of GF as the restriction to the real axis of the rational function G* : C — Cdxd
defined by

1

—(H - E§")

— () ()]t 1 (N)
Gij(z) = _C<\IJO |a- n (fl — ESN))aiH}O >7
and we can define G(z2) := G*(2) + G~ (z) accordingly to be rational on C.

Note that here we have left out the 4in in the denominators, which specified whether poles
should be viewed as being infinitesimally above or below the real axis. This erases the distinction
between the time-ordered Green’s function and the advanced and retarded Green’s functions, which
we do not define here, though see [I9] for details. In fact the distinction does not matter for our
sparsity results, which applies equally well in all of these cases.

The self-energy is the rational function ¥ : C — C%*? defined by

G;;(z) = <\I!((3N)’aiz a;’\I/éN)>

Y(2)i=2—h—-G(z)"!

C The finite-temperature ensemble
At inverse temperature 5 € (0,00), the partition function is defined by
7 = Tr[e PH-1N)], (C.1)

where ‘Tr’ indicates the Fock space trace. Here p € R is the chemical potential, but before com-
menting on its role, some further elaboration on the trace is owed in the bosonic case, in which the
Fock space is infinite-dimensional.

By assumption, H conserves particle number, i.e., it maps }}(Z) to itself for all N. Thus
e PH=1N) does as well and can be viewed as a positive-definite operator on each ]-}(ZZ). The
trace can then be constructed as 1

TI‘[G B(H— ,uN) Z TI‘N ﬁ(ﬁf,uJ\A/)] _ Z eﬁ,uN TrN[e*ﬁfIL

where ‘Try’ indicates the trace on the N-particle subspace. Since each of the summands is positive,
Tr[e=PH-1M)] € (0, 4+00] is well-defined.
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More generally, the trace is defined for all operators in the trace class of F¢ 4, i.e., the set of
bounded linear operators O : F¢ g — F¢ q for which

> (n[(0T0)? |n) < +o0,
nGNg

in which case

d
neN¢

See, e.g., [20] for further details on trace class operators.

Now since the partition function can be viewed as a normalization factor, the scenario Z = 400
is to be avoided. It is now that we turn to the chemical potential. We can view Z as defined above
as a function of p. Evidently u— Z(u) is non-decreasing.

First we want to rule out the case that Z = +oo. Unfortunately, this case cannot be ruled
out without further assumptions! To see why, suppose that d = 1 (so write a = a1), and let
H = —ala—atataa = —a’aata = —N2. Then

B B(N>+uN) v (N4Hd=1)
Trfe " Nzoe z TrN{Idf(N)} NZ g (d—l = 400,

for all pn € R. R
We conclude that such a choice of H is unphysical, and to rule out such pathologies, we adopt
the following:

Assumption C.1. We assume, in the case of bosons, that there exist some positive integer Ny and
some p € R such that H — uN = 0 as an operator on all N-particle subspaces for N > Ny. (It is
equivalent to require that there exist Ny, p such that U — uN = 0 on all N-particle subspaces for
N > Ny.)

This condition is satisfied in particular if U is a two-body interaction as in (A.2) such that

Uir.ji = (kj|Ulil), interpreted as a d* x d® matrix, is positive semidefinite. Indeed, in this case, U
is equal to (up to a single-body term)

1 T
5 ZUik,jl [azak} [a}al} t 0.

ijkl

If the (ij|U|kl) are derived from a real-space two-body potential v that is a positive semidefinite
function (i.e., has nonnegative Fourier transform), then it follows from (A.3)) that the matrix (Us ;i)
is positive definite as desired. Note that it is possible for v to be positive definite but take negative
values at long ranges, i.e., v can act attractively at long range.

Now that we have argued that Assumption is natural, let us see how it guarantees that
the set dom Z := {p : Z(pu) < 400} is non-empty. Indeed, choose p' negative enough such that
H-— M’N = 0 as an operator on all N-particle subspaces, and let u =y’ — §, where 6 > 0. Then

= N+d-1
e 20 S e = 3 e (V)
N=0
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Now the binomial coefficient in the last expression is O(N?~!) as N — 400, so the sum converges.

We will always assume in the finite-temperature setting that g € intdom Z. It can be shown
that if U = 0, then dom Z = {p : h = ply}. Moreover, if there exist Ny, d > 0 such that U = 6N?2
on all N-particle subspaces for N > Ny (which holds in particular if Uisis a two-body interaction
as in (A2) where the d* x d? matrix Uy, ; := (ij|U|kl) is positive definite), then dom Z = R.

Notice that if dom Z is open, then since Z is increasing we can write dom Z = (—oo, u.) for
some . possibly infinite. If p. < 400, then by Fatou’s lemma we have that lim infu us Z(pn) >
Z () = 400, so Z(pu) = 400 as pp — p. . (And in any case it follows from the definition of Z that
Z(p) — +00 as p — +00, so we can write more compactly that Z(u) — 400 as g — fic, no matter
whether g is finite or infinite.)

The grand canonical ensemble is defined by the density operator

p = Zflefﬁ(lflﬂufv)7

and the statistical average of an operator A with respect to the grand canonical ensemble is denoted

(A)g = Tr[Ap]

whenever Ap is in the trace class. Note that if A conserves particle number then

Tr[Ap] = Z Try[Ap) = 271 Z ePHN TrN[/le_'BH]
N=0 N=0

is defined under the condition that the sum is absolutely convergent, which holds in particular if
the norm of A as an operator on the N-particle subspace grows only polynomially with N, via the
assumption that p € int dom Z. When the context is clear we simply write (- ).

Of particular interest is the expected particle number

<N> _ Z?:O NeBMN 'I‘l“N [e_ﬂﬁ]
Y Neg €N TrN[e*ﬁﬁ] '

Observe that (N)g,, — 0 as p — —oo. Also note that if dom Z = R, then (N)g , — +00. Defining
the free energy Q(u) == ' log Z (), we see that (N)s ,, = Q' (1).

It is not hard to check that € is (strictly) convex, i.e., <N>/3,u is increasing in p for ;v € int dom Z.
Recall that if dom Z = (0, u.), then Z(u) — 400 as u — pc, hence Q(u) — 400 as p — pe. If
He < 400, it follows that € (u) — 400 as u — pg . (Otherwise, since ' is increasing, it approaches
a finite limit ¢ — po . But in this case it would follow from the fundamental theorem of calculus
that © approaches a finite limit as well: contradiction.) In summary we have established that if
dom Z is open, then Z(u) — 400 as i — fic, no matter whether g, is finite or infinite. It follows
that in this case u + (Nj,,) is a bijection from dom Z = (—00, 1) to (0, 4+00). Thus one can select
the chemical potential u to yield a predetermined expected particle number.

C.1 Green’s functions and the self-energy at finite temperature

Recall our definition (B of the annihilation and creation operators a;(¢) and a! (t) in the Heisenberg
representation. Then at finite inverse temperature § € (0, 00) and chemical potential u € int dom Z,
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the time-ordered, single-body, real-time Green’s function (which we call the Green’s function for
short when the context is clear) is a function G : R x R — C?*¢ defined by

Gij(t,t') = =i (T{ai()al(t)} ), -

We can write
G(t,t") = G (t,t") + G (1),

where . o
iG (1) = ET&P%@ﬁ@@ﬂe‘mH‘“quﬁ——ﬂ%
C~y— n_ G Ty —B(H—pN . oy
iG(1t) = 2T |af(®)ai (e 7T 0| (1 -0t — 1)),
where 6 is defined as above in (B.3).
Once again it is easy to show that G(t,t'), GT(¢,t'), and G~ (t,t') depend only on ¢t — ', so we
can define G(t) := G(t,0), Gt (t) :== GT(,0), and G~ (t) := G~ (¢,0) and consider these objects
without any loss of information. It is then equivalent to consider the Fourier transforms

G@%:AG@&mwwt

and likewise GT(w) and G~ (w) defined similarly, so
G(2) = GT(w) + G~ (w).

Now since H preserves particle number, we can safely diagonalize H as an operator on each of
the N-particle subspaces separately. Then the spectrum of H consists of the union of its spectra
on the N-particle subspaces. It follows from Assumption [C.1] that H-— MN has a ground state, i.e.,
that its spectrum is bounded from below, for p € intdomZ. Let m = 0,1,..., (terminating at
m = 2% in the case of fermions) index the spectrum of H, and let |¥,,) denote the m-th eigenstate.
Let Ny, be the particle number of [W,,) (which is an eigenstate of N), and let E,, be defined by
H|Y,,) = Ep V).

One can show that

1 1
G'Jr = — E —B(Ep—pNm) U,,|a; _ T v,
z](w) Z — € < |aw—(H—Em)+i77aJ‘ >
and ¢ )
G S ) E —B(Em—pNm) v, f = i|Win ).
i) Z ‘ < }a]w+(H—Em)—ina| >

Recall from (CJJ) that
7 = Ze*ﬁ(EmfﬂNM)'

Now we can think of GF as the restriction to the real axis of the rational function G* : C — C?*d
defined by

1 _ _ 1
G;;(Z) : E Ze B(Em MNm)<\I]m’aiﬁaw\I}m>

- —< —B(Em—piNom 1
Gij(2) = 7;6 Pt ><\I/m\a}HH7ai\\Ilm>,
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and we can define G(z) := G*(z) + G~ (z) accordingly to be rational on C. Once again we have
ignored the infinitesimal 7 in this definition; the same comments made in Appendix [Bl apply here.
The self-energy is the rational function ¥ : C — C%*? defined by

Y(2)i=z2—h—-G(z)" "

D Non-equilibrium setting and the Kadanoff-Baym contour

Here we briefly discuss one main non-equilibrium setting of interest, called the Kadanoff-Baym
formalism. One considers an initial time ¢y and a final time ¢, with ¢; > to, and for ¢ € [to, 1], H(t)
denotes the Hamiltonian at time ¢. This Hamiltonian determines the evolution, starting at time tg,
of a prepared grand canonical ensemble defined by a density operator p, i.e., a positive semi-definite
operator on the Fock space of unit trace. Assuming, for simplicity, strict positive definiteness, we
can write

1 I

for some Hamiltonian H and inverse temperature 3. Of course, this form leaves freedom in choosing
B, but it is good to think of 8 as a free parameter. Often H may be thought of as ﬁ(to) — N,
but this need not be the case. To ensure that Assumption holds, it will suffice to assume that
Trle=#H+eN] < 400 for some € > 0 sufficiently small. This condition is analogous to the condition
1 € int dom Z discussed in Appendix [Cl for the equilibrium finite-temperature ensemble. Assuming
the condition, let On denote the restriction of e #H to the N -particle subspace. Then it follows
that Tr[Oy] decays exponentially in N, hence ||Oy||2 does as well.

Here the contour is the Kadanoff-Baym contour CXB| specified by the path vXB, which can be
written as a concatenation

B =7yt M
Here v~ : (0,t; — t9) — C is defined by s — s +tg, v : (0,1 — tg) — C is defined by s — t; — s,
and YM : (0,8) — C is defined by s +— tg — is. Accordingly we define sub-contours, C+ and Ckg.
The concatenation vXB is viewed as a function (s, s1) — C, where sg = 0 and s; = 2(t; — tg) + f3.

We have already defined the contour Hamiltonian H (z) for z € C4+. To complete the specification
of our ensemble we stipulate that ﬁ(z) = H for z € Cy . For contour times s,s’ < t; — to, the
contour-ordered Green’s function G(s,s’) recovers the appropriate notion of the real-time-ordered
non-equilibrium Green’s function; similarly, appropriate notions of advanced and retarded Green’s
functions can be recovered from the contour-ordered Green’s function. However, only the contour-
ordered Green’s function admits a favorable perturbation theory, and this remarkable fact is one
motivation for considering it. See [22] for further details. In this work we additionally see that
the contour-ordered setting is also the natural setting in which to recover a sparsity result for the
self-energy of impurity problems in the non-equilibrium setting.

Now one can readily check that the partition function is given by Z = Tr[e ] > 0 (so As-
sumption .6l is satisfied). Now we verify Assumption BEl For s’ < s < s; — 3, note that U(s, ') is
unitary, hence bounded. Moreover, for s1 — 8 < s’ < s, we have U(s,s’) = e~(=s"H which is trace
class (by our assumption), hence bounded. It follows that for any sy < s’ < s < s1, the operator
U(s,s') is bounded. In fact, U(s1,s1 — ) = e PH and as mentioned above, the operator norm of
this operator restricted to the N-particle subspace decays exponentially in N. Thus Assumption [3.5]
is satisfied.
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