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We develop a hierarchical equations of motion (HEOM) approach to compute real-time single-
particle correlation functions and thermodynamic properties of the Holstein model at finite tem-
perature. We exploit the conservation of the total momentum of the system to formulate the
momentum-space HEOM whose dynamical variables explicitly keep track of momentum exchanges
between the electron and phonons. Our symmetry-adapted HEOM enable us to overcome the nu-
merical instabilities inherent to the commonly used real-space HEOM. The HEOM method is then
used to study the spectral function and thermodynamic quantities of chains containing up to ten
sites. The HEOM results compare favorably to existing literature. To provide an independent
assessment of the HEOM approach and to gain insight into the importance of finite-size effects,
we devise a quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) procedure to evaluate finite-temperature single-particle
correlation functions in imaginary time and apply it to chains containing up to twenty sites. QMC
results reveal that finite-size effects are quite weak, so that the results on 5 to 10-site chains, de-
pending on the parameter regime, are representative of larger systems. A detailed comparison
between the HEOM and QMC data place our HEOM method among reliable methods to com-
pute real-time finite-temperature correlation functions in parameter regimes ranging from low- to
high-temperature, and weak- to strong-coupling regime.

I. INTRODUCTION

The coupling of electronic excitations (electrons or
excitons) to quantum lattice vibrations fundamentally
determines physical properties of a wide variety of sys-
tems. The examples include organic semiconductors1–3

and photosynthetic pigment–protein complexes.4–6 In
such systems, the density of excitations, which are
typically excited by light or introduced by doping, is
low. An electronic excitation in the field of phonons
is most simply modeled within the Holstein molecular-
crystal model,7 in which the excitation is locally and
linearly coupled to intramolecular vibrations. The dis-
tinctive feature of organic semiconductors and photo-
synthetic complexes is that the energy scales of the
electronic (excitonic) bandwidth, phonon energy, and
electron (exciton)–phonon couplings are all compara-
ble to one another and to the thermal energy. In
other words, there is no obvious small parameter in
which a perturbation expansion can be performed, and
the standard weak-coupling (Redfield-like8) and strong-
coupling (Förster-like9 or Marcus-like10) theories do
not properly describe excitation dynamics.11 Numeri-
cal studies are thus indispensable in tackling the most
interesting intermediate-coupling regime.

Thermodynamic and dynamic properties of the Hol-
stein model have been investigated using a host of nu-
merical methods. The most popular ones are the exact
diagonalization on finite lattices,12–18 quantum Monte
Carlo (QMC) methods,19–26 the density matrix renor-
malization group,27–29 variational techniques,30–34 and
the momentum-average approximation.35,36 The ma-
jority of these approaches were restricted to ground-

state considerations, while the evaluation of finite-
temperature (real-time) correlation functions has re-
ceived limited attention. Early approaches to the finite-
temperature single-particle spectral properties of the
Holstein model were restricted to analytical37 and nu-
merical12,38 studies on two-site systems. These were fol-
lowed by the dynamical mean-field theory.39 Recently,
Bonča and collaborators have examined the Holstein
polaron’s spectral function using the finite-temperature
Lanczos method.40,41 They have also investigated the
thermodynamics and spectral functions of the Holstein
polaron employing a finite-temperature time-dependent
density-matrix renormalization group method.42 Two-
particle correlation functions, such as the conductivity,
resistivity, mobility, or diffusion constant, were com-
puted by performing different types of unitary transfor-
mations,43–50 or by resorting to the dynamical mean
field theory,51,52 the momentum-average approxima-
tion,53 QMC,54 or finite-temperature time-dependent
density matrix renormalization group.55

On the other hand, within the chemical-physics com-
munity, the method of choice to investigate the dy-
namical properties of the Holstein model is the hierar-
chical equations of motion (HEOM) method.56–59 The
HEOM method is a numerically exact density-matrix
technique to calculate the dynamics of a quantum sys-
tem of interest (here, electronic excitations) that is
linearly coupled to a Gaussian bath (here, phonons).
Starting from the exact result of the Feynman–Vernon
influence functional theory,60 the problem is formulated
as an infinite hierarchy of dynamical equations for the
reduced density matrix (RDM), which completely de-
scribes the system of interest, and the so-called auxil-
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iary density matrices (ADMs). While the systematic
hierarchy truncation schemes do exist,61,62 the number
of ADMs that are necessary to obtain converged results
can be quite high, which severely limits the applica-
bility of the HEOM method. The HEOM method has
been employed to examine the excitonic dynamics and
absorption and emission spectra in Holstein-like models
of photosynthetic molecular aggregates,63–68 as well as
to study the equilibrium (e.g., the exciton–polaron size)
and dynamical (e.g., mobility) properties of the canoni-
cal Holstein model.69–72 Nevertheless, two aspects have
received limited attention in the HEOM-method inves-
tigations of the Holstein model. (i) The translational
symmetry, which reduces the numerical complexity of
standard density-matrix techniques,73,74 has not been
combined with the HEOM method. (ii) The HEOM
method is usually applied to situations in which nuclear
degrees of freedom constitute a genuine thermodynamic
bath, i.e., the spectral density of the electron–phonon
interaction is a continuous function. Its applications
to the canonical Holstein model, for which the spec-
tral density consists of delta-like peaks, may face seri-
ous numerical problems75 and have treated relatively
small systems76,77 and/or relatively short time scales.71

Developing novel techniques to improve the numerical
stability of the HEOM method for discrete oscillator
modes is thus an active line of research.75,78

In this study, we devise a momentum-space HEOM
method suitable to compute real-time single-particle
correlation functions and thermodynamic properties of
the Holstein Hamiltonian at finite temperature. Our
momentum-space formulation enhances the numerical
stability of the HEOM method with respect to its real-
space formulation. We then compute the spectral func-
tion and various thermodynamic quantities of the one-
dimensional Holstein model containing up to ten sites
and find quite good agreement with literature results
in a wide range of model parameters. To provide an
independent check of our HEOM results and to un-
derstand the importance of finite-size effects, we also
present QMC results for imaginary-time single-particle
correlation functions at finite temperature, which are
obtained on chains containing up to 20 sites. We con-
clude that finite-size effects are not pronounced, while
the HEOM and QMC results in imaginary time agree
exceptionally well.

The paper is organized as follows. Having specified
the model (Sec. II A) and the correlation functions we
evaluate (Sec. II B), in Sec. II C we develop the HEOM
approach, while in Sec. II D we develop the QMC ap-
proach. Section III discusses our HEOM method in light
of the well-known weak-coupling (Sec. III A) and strong-
coupling (Sec. III B) theories, whereas Sec. III C pro-
vides an interesting perspective on the artificial broad-
ening of spectral lines, which is widely used in graphic
representations of spectral functions. Section IV is de-

voted to a detailed presentation of the numerical re-
sults for the one-dimensional Holstein model. We first
present the results of the HEOM method in different pa-
rameter regimes (Secs. IVC–IVE), and then transform
them to imaginary time to enable a direct comparison
with the QMC data and to discuss finite-size effects
(Sec. IVG). Section V provides further discussion of the
methodologies used in this work, while Sec. VI summa-
rizes our main results.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

A. Holstein model

We study the Holstein Hamiltonian on a one-
dimensional lattice containing N sites with periodic
boundary conditions (PBC). We work in the limit of
low excitation (electron or exciton) density, in which it
is enough to consider only the subspaces containing no
excitations and a single excitation. The zero-excitation
subspace is spanned by the collective state |vac〉, in
which all units are unexcited. For the time being, we
assume that the energy of the collective unexcited state
sets the zero of our energy scale. An orthonormal basis
in the single-excitation subspace is the so-called local
basis {|j〉|j}, whose basis state |j〉 contains a single ex-
citation localized on site j. We develop the theory in
the momentum representation, in which the Holstein
Hamiltonian reads as

H = He +Hph +He−ph. (1)

He is the tight-binding Hamiltonian of free electronic
excitations that can hop between nearest-neighboring
sites with hopping amplitude J

He =
∑

k

εk|k〉〈k|. (2)

In Eq. (2), the dimensionless wave number k (expressed
in units of inverse lattice spacing) may assume any of
the N allowed values in the first Brillouin zone (IBZ)
−π < k ≤ π, while the free-electron dispersion is εk =
εe−2J cos(k), where εe is the on-site vertical excitation
energy. The free-phonon Hamiltonian is

Hph =
∑

q

~ωqb
†
qbq, (3)

where ωq denotes the dispersion relation of optical
phonons, for which ω0 6= 0 (in the center of the Brillouin
zone), while bq and b†q are the phonon annihilation and
creation operators. The electron–phonon interaction is
conveniently written as

He−ph =
∑

q

VqBq. (4)
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The purely electronic operator Vq increases the momen-
tum of the electronic subsystem by q,

Vq =
∑

k

|k + q〉〈k|, (5)

while the purely phononic operator Bq decreases the
momentum of phonons by q,

Bq =
γ√
N

(
bq + b†−q

)
, (6)

where γ is the constant of the local electron–phonon
coupling. The operator Vq satisfies V−q = V †

q , and the
same holds for Bq.

B. Single-particle correlation functions

The single-particle spectral function, which contains
complete information about the single-particle spec-
trum, is proportional to the imaginary part of the re-
tarded (causal) Green’s function in the real-frequency
domain. The corresponding expression in the real-time
domain reads as79

GR(k, t) = −iθ(t)
〈{

ck(t), c
†
k

}〉
. (7)

Here, ck and c†k are electron annihilation and creation
operators, which in the low-density limit should be re-
placed by

ck → |vac〉〈k|, c†k → |k〉〈vac|, (8)

while θ(t) is the step function. Temporal evolution of
the annihilation operator ck(t) = eiHt/~cke

−iHt/~ en-
tering Eq. (7) is governed by the total Hamiltonian H .
The averaging is performed in the thermal equilibrium
of the coupled electron–phonon system at temperature
T = (kBβ)

−1

〈·〉 = Tr

(
· e

−βH

Z

)
, Z = Tr e−βH . (9)

In HEOM computations, we will separately compute
the time-dependent greater

G>(k, t) = −i
〈
ck(t)c

†
k

〉
(10)

and lesser

G<(k, t) = i
〈
c†kck(t)

〉
(11)

Green’s functions for t > 0. In QMC computations, we
compute the imaginary-time counterpart of the greater
Green’s function

C(k, τ) =
〈
ck(τ)c

†
k

〉
p, (12)

where 0 ≤ τ ≤ β~ is the imaginary time, while ck(τ) =
eHτ/~cke

−Hτ/~ is the imaginary time-dependent op-
erator. The subscript p denotes that the average is
taken over the space of purely phononic states 〈O〉p =
Trp(Oe−βH)
Trp(e−βH )

.

Knowing G>, the single-particle spectral function
A(k, ω) is obtained using the fluctuation–dissipation
theorem.79 In the following, we shift the zero of the
energy scale to the on-site vertical excitation energy εe,
as is commonly done in the literature. It is physically
plausible to assume that βεe ≫ 1, i.e., that thermal
fluctuations alone cannot bridge the gap between the
unexcited and singly-excited states. The fluctuation–
dissipation theorem then reduces to

A(k, ω) = − 1

2π
ImG>(k, ω). (13)

A more detailed discussion is provided in Sec. I of
Ref. 80. While A(k, ω) describes the addition of an
electron to the system with initially no electrons, the
following quantity

A+(k, ω) =
1

2π
ImG<(k, ω) (14)

describes the removal of an electron from the sys-
tem. The electron-addition and electron-removal spec-
tral functions are not mutually independent, which is
discussed in Sec. I of Ref. 80 and Sec. IVF.

The comparison between HEOM and QMC results is
most conveniently done by transforming HEOM results
to the imaginary-time domain

CHEOM(k, τ) =

∫ +∞

−∞

dω e−ωτA(k, ω) (15)

and comparing CHEOM(k, τ) with C(k, τ).

C. HEOM method for single-particle correlation

functions

1. Preliminaries

Employing the low-density replacements [Eq. (8)] in
Eqs. (10) and (11), we obtain

G>(k, t) = −i
〈
k
∣∣ρ>k (t)

∣∣ vac
〉

(16)

ρ
(I,>)
k (t) = Trph

(
U

(I)
e−ph(t)|k〉〈vac|

e−βHph

Zph

)
(17)

G<(k, t) = i
〈
k
∣∣ρ<k (t)

∣∣ vac
〉

(18)

ρ
(<,I)
k (t) = Trph

(
U

(I)
e−ph(t)

e−βH

Z
|k〉〈vac|

)
(19)
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While Eqs. (16) and (18) are formulated in the
Schrödinger picture, Eqs. (17) and (19) are written in
the interaction picture with respect to the noninteract-
ing part He + Hph of the total Hamiltonian and the

evolution operator U
(I)
e−ph(t) reads as (T is the chrono-

logical time-ordering sign)

U
(I)
e−ph(t) = T exp

[
− i

~

∫ t

0

ds H
(I)
e−ph(s)

]
. (20)

In Eq. (17), Zph = Trphe
−βHph , while Trph denotes the

partial trace over phonons. The computation of G>

proceeds in the zero-excitation subspace, as signalized
by the free-phonon thermal distribution that is charac-
teristic for the unexcited system. On the other hand,
the computation of G< requires a precomputation of
the thermal-equilibrium state of the coupled electron–
phonon system, and it thus proceeds in the single-
excitation subspace. While the computation of G> is
analogous to the computation of the absorption spec-
trum of a molecular aggregate, the computation of G<

is analogous to the computation of the emission spec-
trum. In both cases, the HEOM computations are less
demanding than they usually are because the objects
propagated in time are not two-sided (density matrix-
like), but one-sided (wave function-like). This is re-
flected in Eqs. (17) and (19) by the absence of the back-

ward evolution operator U
(I)†
e−ph(t). Equation (17) repre-

sents temporal evolution starting from the initial state
that is factorized, and the manipulations that are nec-
essary to rewrite it as HEOM should be similar to the
ones employed in the standard HEOM derivation.58,60

Recasting Eq. (19) in form of HEOM is more compli-
cated because the initial condition for time evolution
cannot be factorized.

2. HEOM method to compute G>(k, t)

According to the Feynman–Vernon influence func-
tional theory,60 the only phonon quantity that enters

the reduced electronic description is the thermal free-
phonon correlation function

Cq2q1(t) = Trph

{
B(I)

q2 (t)B(I)
q1 (0)

e−βHph

Zph

}
. (21)

The time dependence of phonon operators is with re-
spect to the free-phonon Hamiltonian Hph, which is em-
phasized by the superscript (I). The correlation func-
tion Cq2q1(t) is a sum of two complex exponential (os-
cillating) terms (t > 0)

Cq2q1(t) = δq2,−q1(~ω0)
2

1∑

m=0

cq2me−µq2mt, (22)

where

cq0 =

(
γ

~ω0

√
N

)2

[1 + nBE(ωq, T )] , µq0 = +iωq, (23)

cq1 =

(
γ

~ω0

√
N

)2

nBE(ωq, T ), µq1 = −iωq, (24)

while nBE(ωq, T ) =
(
eβ~ωq − 1

)−1
is the number of

phonons excited in mode q at temperature T .

Integrating out phonons on the right-hand side of
Eq. (17), we obtain

ρ
(I,>)
k (t) = U (I,>)(t)|k〉〈vac|, (25)

where the reduced evolution superoperator U (I,>)(t) is
given by

U (I,>)(t) = T exp

[
−ω2

0

∑

qm

∫ t

0

ds2

∫ s2

0

ds1 V
(I)
q (s2)

C cqme−µqm(s2−s1) V
(I)
−q (s1)

C

]
. (26)

The action of the hyperoperator V C on an arbitrary
operator O is defined as V CO = V O. The hyperoper-
ator notation is similar to that used in Ref. 67. The
time-ordering sign T enforces the chronological order of
the arguments of hyperoperators V C (later times are
moved to the left). The structure of U (I,>)(t) suggests

that this superoperator conserves the momentum of the
electronic subsystem. In other words, the only nontriv-
ial matrix element of ρ>k (t) is 〈k |ρ>k (t)| vac〉, which is in
agreement with Eq. (16).

Starting from Eq. (25), the HEOM is derived in the
standard manner.58 The ADMs are characterized by the
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vector n = {nqm|q ∈ IBZ,m = 0, 1} of nonnegative
integers nqm ≥ 0 that count the order of phonon as-

sistance. The ADM σ
(I,>,n)
k,n (t), which appears on the

depth n =
∑

qm nqm of the hierarchy, is defined as

σ
(I,>,n)
k,n (t) = T

{
∏

qm

[
iω2

0 cqm

∫ t

0

ds e−µqm(t−s) V
(I)
−q (s)

]nqm

U (I,>)(t)

}
|k〉〈vac|. (27)

By virtue of the conservation of the electronic momen-

tum, the only nontrivial matrix element of σ
(>,n)
k,n (t) will

be
〈
k − kn

∣∣∣σ(>,n)
k,n (t)

∣∣∣ vac
〉
, where

kn =
∑

qm

qnqm (28)

is the electronic momentum carried by σ
(>,n)
k,n . Defin-

ing the auxiliary Green’s function (AGF) at depth n
characterized by vector n

G(>,n)
n

(k − kn, t) = −i
〈
k − kn

∣∣∣σ(>,n)
k,n (t)

∣∣∣ vac
〉
, (29)

we obtain the following HEOM for Green’s functions

∂tG
(>,n)
n

(k − kn, t) =

− i (Ωk−kn
+ µn)G

(>,n)
n (k − kn, t)

+ i
∑

qm

G
(>,n+1)

n
+
qm

(k − kn − q, t)

+ iω2
0

∑

qm

nqmcqmG
(>,n−1)

n
−

qm

(k − kn + q, t).

(30)

In the last equation, we introduce

µn = −i
∑

qm

µqmnqm =
∑

q

ωq (nq0 − nq1) , (31)

while Ωk = εk/~ is the angular frequency of the free-
electron state |k〉. The greater Green’s function is
then obtained as the root of the hierarchy, G>(k, t) =

G
(>,0)
0

(k, t). The hierarchy presented in Eq. (30) is
propagated separately for each allowed value of k (there
are N mutually independent hierarchies) with the ini-
tial condition

G(>,n)
n (k, t = 0) = −iδn,0, (32)

which follows from Eqs. (27) and (29).
In the zero-temperature limit, the hierarchy in

Eq. (30) reduces to the hierarchy presented in Refs. 35
and 36. Our HEOM may thus be regarded as an ex-
tension of the hierarchy in Refs. 35 and 36 to nonzero
temperatures. Due to the zero-temperature assump-
tion, the hierarchy in Refs. 35 and 36 has only a single

branch (our m = 0 branch). Since the thermal (or
incoherent) phonon occupations are identically equal
to zero, phonon-assisted processes proceed via virtual
(or coherent) phonons, that are first created from the
phonon vacuum and subsequently destroyed. On the
other hand, our hierarchy has two branches describ-
ing phonon-assisted processes that proceed via thermal
phonons and in which the order of phonon absorption
and emission events is immaterial. One may attempt
to solve Eq. (30) by Fourier or Laplace transform, as
was done in Refs. 35 and 36. This would transform the
hierarchy of first-order linear differential equations into
a (sparse) system of linear algebraic equations. While
such a route is certainly possible, here, we opt for solv-
ing Eq. (30) directly in the time domain, after which
the spectral properties are computed using the discrete
Fourier transform.

3. HEOM method to compute G<(k, t)

The main obstacle in the derivation of HEOM for
the lesser Green’s function is the fact that the density
matrix ρ<k (0) at the initial instant is not factorizable,
see Eq. (19). Nevertheless, one may always write

e−βH

Z
=

e−βHe

Ze

e−βHph

Zph
×

T exp

[
− 1

~

∫ β~

0

dτHe−ph(τ)

]
,

(33)

where Zph is the free-phonon partition sum, Ze =
Z/Zph is still unknown electronic partition sum (it con-
tains all the effects due to the electron–phonon inter-
action), while He−ph(τ) denotes the electron–phonon
coupling in the imaginary-time interaction picture

He−ph(τ) = e(He+Hph)τ/~He−phe
−(He+Hph)τ/~. (34)

Inserting Eq. (33) in Eq. (19), the partial trace over
phonons can be straightforwardly computed to obtain

ρ
(I,<)
k (t) =

(
U (I,<)(t, β~)

e−βHe

Ze

)
|k〉〈vac|. (35)
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The exact evolution superoperator U (I,<)(t, β~) is the
time-ordered exponential of the sum of three influence
phases

U (I,<)(t, β~) = T exp {− [Φ1(t) + Φ2(β~) + Φ3(t, β~)]} (36)

Φ1(t) = ω2
0

∑

qm

∫ t

0

ds2

∫ s2

0

ds1 V
(I)
q (s2)

C cqme−µqm(s2−s1) V
(I)
−q (s1)

C (37)

Φ2(β~) = −ω2
0

∑

qm

∫ β~

0

dτ2

∫ τ2

0

dτ1
CV −q(τ1) cqmeiµqm(τ2−τ1) CV q(τ2) (38)

Φ3(t, β~) = −iω2
0

∑

qm

∫ t

0

ds

∫ β~

0

dτ V (I)
q (s)C cqme−µqmseiµqm(β~−τ) CV −q(τ) (39)

The influence phase Φ1(t) has already appeared in
the derivation of HEOM for G> [see Eq. (26)] and
it represents the pure real-time evolution. The in-
fluence phase Φ2(β~) is representative of the pure
imaginary-time evolution, while Φ3(t, β~) contains
cross contributions among real- and imaginary-time
evolutions. We note that similar expressions have
been obtained in the course of the derivation of the
HEOM for the initial states that cannot be factorized
into a purely electronic and purely phononic part.72,81

In contrast to Refs. 72 and 81, here, the backward
evolution operator is missing from Eqs. (17) and (19),
so that the hyperoperators V C and CV act only from
one side. The action of the hyperoperator CV on an
arbitrary operator O is defined as CV O = OV . The
parentheses on the right-hand side of Eq. (35) stress
that all the hyperoperators CV −q(τ) that act from
the right should be applied before operator |k〉〈vac|.
The time-ordering sign T in Eq. (36) enforces the

chronological order of the real-time arguments s of
hyperoperators V C (later times are moved to the left)
and the anti-chronological order of the imaginary-time
arguments τ of hyperoperators CV (later times are
moved to the right). There is no specific ordering of the
real-time instants with respect to the imaginary-time
instants because the hyperoperators V C and CV act
on operator e−βHe/Ze from opposite sides. The anti-
chronological ordering of the imaginary-time arguments
of operators CV is necessary in order to maintain the
correct chronological order in the general term of
the expansion of Eq. (35) [see also Eqs. (19), (20),
and (33)], whose operators are ordered as follows:

V
(I)
qn (sn) . . . V

(I)
q1 (s1) [e−βHe/Ze] V pm

(τm) . . . V p1(τ1),
where t ≥ sn ≥ · · · ≥ s1 ≥ 0 and β~ ≥ τm ≥ · · · ≥ τ1 ≥
0, n+m is even, and qn + . . . q1 + pm + . . . p1 = 0. The

ADM σ
(I,<,n)
k,n (t) at depth n is defined as

σ
(I,<,n)
k,n (t, β~) =

{
T
∏

qm

[
iω2

0

∫ t

0

ds cqme−µqm(t−s)V
(I)
−q (s)

C+

ω2
0 e

−µqmt

∫ β~

0

dτ cqmeiµqm(β~−τ) CV −q(τ)

]nqm

U (I,<)(t, β~)
e−βHe

Ze

}
|k〉〈vac|.

(40)

The AGF on level n that is characterized by vector n

is then defined analogously to Eq. (29)

G(<,n)
n (k − kn, t) = i

〈
k − kn

∣∣∣σ(<,n)
k,n (t, β~)

∣∣∣ vac
〉

(41)

and the HEOM for lesser Green’s functions assume the
form of Eq. (30). The initial condition under which the
hierarchy for G< is solved is obtained by setting t = 0
in Eq. (40), which results in

σ
(n,<)
k,n (0, β~) =

{
T
∏

qm

[
ω2
0

∫ β~

0

dτ cqmeiµqm(β~−τ) CV −q(τ)

]nqm

e−Φ2(β~)
e−βHe

Ze

}
|k〉〈vac|. (42)
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Setting n = 0 and n = 0 in Eq. (42), we recognize

that σ
(0,<)
k,0 (0, β~) is, up to the factor |k〉〈vac|, iden-

tical to the expression for the electronic RDM, see
Eqs. (35) and (40). The equilibrium state of the coupled
electron–phonon system has been computed in different
ways. The imaginary-time HEOM was formulated only
for a specific spectral density of the electron–phonon
coupling and its structure was not compatible with
the structure of the real-time HEOM.81 The correlated
equilibrium state was also computed by the technique
of stochastic unraveling72,82 or by finding the steady
state of the real-time HEOM.83 In the following section,
we derive the imaginary-time HEOM for the correlated
electron–phonon equilibrium that is specifically suited
for the single-mode Holstein model and whose form is
fully compatible with the real-time HEOM derived in
this section.

4. HEOM method to compute the thermal equilibrium of

coupled electrons and phonons

Taking the partial trace of Eq. (33) over phonons
we obtain the following expression for the (normalized)

thermal-equilibrium RDM for an electron that is cou-
pled to phonons

ρeq(β~) = T e−Φ2(β~)
e−βHe

Ze
. (43)

However, the normalization constant Ze is not known.
To compute Ze, let us consider the unnormalized and
imaginary time-dependent analogue of Eq. (43)

ρun,eq(τ) = T e−Φ2(τ) e−Heτ/~ (44)

where 0 ≤ τ ≤ β~. The imaginary-time HEOM is then
obtained as usually, while the definition of the unnor-
malized ADM at level n reads as

σ(n,un,eq)
n (τ) = T

∏

qm

[
ω2
0

∫ τ

0

dτ ′ cqmeiµqm(τ−τ ′) CV −q(τ
′)

]nqm

e−Φ2(τ) e−Heτ/~. (45)

Because of the momentum conservation, the ADM

σ
(n,un,eq)
n (τ) has only N nonzero matrix elements, 〈k −

kn|σ(n,un,eq)
n (τ)|k〉, and it turns out that the imaginary-

time HEOM can be solved independently for each of N
allowed values of k. The imaginary-time HEOM

∂τ

〈
k − kn

∣∣∣σ(n,un,eq)
n (τ)

∣∣∣ k
〉
=

− (Ωk−kn
+ µn)

〈
k − kn

∣∣∣σ(n,un,eq)
n

(τ)
∣∣∣ k
〉

+
∑

qm

〈
k − kn − q

∣∣∣σ(n+1,un,eq)

n
+
qm

(τ)
∣∣∣ k
〉

+ ω2
0

∑

qm

nqmcqm

〈
k − kn + q

∣∣∣σ(n−1,un,eq)

n
−

qm

(τ)
∣∣∣ k
〉

(46)

is then solved with the initial condition that can be
inferred from Eq. (45) and that reads as81

〈
k − kn

∣∣∣σ(n,un,eq)
n (0)

∣∣∣ k
〉
= δn,0. (47)

This initial condition assumes that all free-electron lev-
els are equally populated, which is in agreement with
the fact that point τ = 0 corresponds to the infinite-
temperature limit. Furthermore, thermal fluctuations

are so strong that they completely suppress the ef-
fects due to the electron–phonon interaction, so that all
ADMs are initially equal to zero. Once the imaginary-
time propagation of Eq. (45) is done, the normalization
constant Ze is obtained as

Ze =
∑

k

〈
k
∣∣∣σ(0,un,eq)

0
(β~)

∣∣∣ k
〉
, (48)

so that the normalized ADMs in thermal equilibrium
read as

σ(n,eq)
n = Z−1

e σ(n,un,eq)
n (β~). (49)

Finally, the initial condition for the real-time propaga-
tion of HEOM for G< reads as

G(<,n)
n (k − kn, 0) = i

〈
k − kn

∣∣∣σ(n,eq)
n

∣∣∣ k
〉
. (50)

5. Thermodynamic properties

Thermodynamic properties of the Holstein model
have been extensively investigated using the QMC
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method in combination with the Feynman’s path-
integral theory20–22 or the canonical Lang–Firsov trans-
formation of the electron–phonon Hamiltonian25 or the
density-matrix renormalization group.42 The algorithm
presented in Refs. 20–22, in which the purely electronic
model resulting from the analytical elimination of the
nuclear degrees of freedom is simulated using the QMC,
is very close in spirit to the method developed here. It
is mainly for this reason that we here compute the same
thermodynamic quantities as in Refs. 20–22.

The kinetic energy of the electron is a purely elec-
tronic quantity and it thus depends only on the elec-

tronic RDM σ
(0,eq)
0

Ekin =
∑

k

εkfk =
∑

k

εk

〈
k
∣∣∣σ(0,eq)

0

∣∣∣ k
〉
, (51)

where fk =
〈
k
∣∣∣σ(0,eq)

0

∣∣∣ k
〉

∈ [0, 1] is the population

of electronic state with momentum k. The electron–
phonon interaction energy is a mixed quantity that is
linear in phonon coordinates. Even though our ap-
proach mainly deals with reduced, i.e., purely electronic
quantities, the results of Ref. 84 suggest that the inter-
action energy should be extracted from ADMs at depth
1 as follows

Ee−ph =
γ√
N

∑

kq

〈
|k + q〉〈k|

(
bq + b†−q

)〉

= ~ω0

∑

q

1∑

m=0

√
cqm

∑

k

〈
k − q

∣∣∣σ(1,eq)

0
+
qm

∣∣∣ k
〉
.

(52)

The fermion–boson correlation function contains infor-
mation on how the electron distorts its surroundings
by following how the presence of an electron on a site
affects the nuclear motion on sites that are r lattice
constants away

ϕr =
γ

Ee−ph

∑

j

〈
|j〉〈j|

(
bj+r + b†j+r

)〉

=
~ω0

Ee−ph

∑

q

eiqr
1∑

m=0

√
cqm

∑

k

〈
k − q

∣∣∣σ(1,eq)

0
+
qm

∣∣∣ k
〉
.

(53)

This quantity has been used to gain insight into the
spatial extent of the polaron.21,22,70

D. QMC method for single-particle correlation

function

We used a QMC method to calculate the single-
particle correlation function in imaginary time. The

method is based on the path-integral representation
of the correlation function. In this representation, it
is possible to integrate out the phononic degrees of
freedom. For this reason, one ends up with the sum
over electronic coordinates that is performed using the
Monte Carlo method. Our approach essentially follows
the path of early works in Refs. 20–22 with a difference
that we extend these works (where only thermodynamic
quantities were calculated) to calculate the imaginary-
time correlation function. In addition, we formulate
the method in such a way that phase space of elec-
tronic coordinates can be directly sampled. This is sig-
nificantly more convenient than the sampling based on
the Metropolis algorithm which needs initial equilibra-
tion of the system and which suffers from the possibil-
ity of trapping the system in local minima. The QMC
method that we used is also similar to the stochastic
path integral method developed in the chemical physics
community.82 Within that method, phonon degrees of
freedom are integrated out and the problem is eventu-
ally reduced to the problem of dynamics of the elec-
tronic subsystem in the presence of noise.

In more detail, to evaluate the imaginary time corre-
lation function

C(k, τ) =
Trp

(
e−(β−

τ
~ )Hphcke

− τ
~
Hc†k

)

Trpe−βHph
(54)

we calculate it in the site basis

Cab(τ) =
Trp

(
e−(β−

τ
~ )Hphcae

− τ
~
Hc†b

)

Trpe−βHph
(55)

and then we perform the transformation

C(k, τ) =
1

N

N−1∑

a=0

N−1∑

b=0

eik(b−a)Cab(τ). (56)

We calculate Cab(τ) starting from

Cab(τ) =
∫
d{x} d{y} 〈{x}|e−(β− τ

~ )Hph |{y}〉 〈a{y}|e− τ
~
H |b{x}〉

∫
d{x} d{y} 〈{x}|e−(β− τ

~ )Hph |{y}〉 〈{y}|e− τ
~
Hph |{x}〉

(57)

where {x} and {y} denote the vectors containing
the coordinates of all phonon modes. The term

〈{x}|e−(β− τ
~ )Hph |{y}〉 is expressed in an analytical

form, since the following identity holds for a single
phonon mode

〈x|e−αHph |y〉 =
√

mω0

2π~ sinh (α~ω0)
·

e
−

mω0
2~ sinh (α~ω0) [(x

2+y2) cosh (α~ω0)−2xy],
(58)
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while the analogous term for multiple phonon modes is
a simple product of the terms for each mode (m denotes
the mass of the oscillator that can be set to 1 without
the loss of generality). To evaluate the matrix elements
〈a{y}|e− τ

~
H |b{x}〉 and 〈{y}|e− τ

~
Hph |{x}〉 we discretize

the imaginary time τ by dividing it into K steps of
duration ∆τ = τ

K . We make use of the Suzuki-Trotter
expansion of first order which has a small controllable
error of order (∆τ)

2

e−
∆τ
~

H ≈ e−
∆τ
~

Hphe−
∆τ
~

He−phe−
∆τ
~

He . (59)

We then have

〈a{y}|e−∆τ
~

H |b{x}〉 =
∫

d{z}
∑

c

〈{y}|e−∆τ
~

Hph |{z}〉×

〈a{z}|e−∆τ
~

He−ph |c{x}〉 〈c|e−∆τ
~

He |b〉 .
(60)

The term involving the electron-phonon interaction can
be evaluated as

〈a{z}|e−∆τ
~

He−ph |c{x}〉 = δace
−∆τ

~
Cxaδ({z} − {x}),

(61)

where C = γ
~ω0

√
2~mω3

0 and xa denotes the coordinate
of the phonon at site a. The term containing He reads

〈c|e−∆τ
~

He |b〉 = 1

N

∑

k

e−∆τεkeik(c−b) ≡ f(c− b) (62)

and we denote it as f(c− b) in what follows. We thus
obtain

〈a{y}|e− τ
~
H |b{x}〉 =

∑

i1...iK−1

f(a− i1)f(i1 − i2) . . . f(iK−1 − b)
∫

d{x}(1) . . .d{x}(K−1)
〈
{y}
∣∣∣e−

∆τ
~

Hph

∣∣∣{x}(1)
〉

〈
{x}(1)

∣∣∣e−
∆τ
~

Hph

∣∣∣{x}(2)
〉
. . .
〈
{x}(K−1)

∣∣∣e−
∆τ
~

Hph

∣∣∣{x}
〉

e
−∆τ

~
C
(
x(1)
a +x

(2)
i1

+...+x
(K−1)
iK−2

+xiK−1

)

(63)

and

〈{y}|e− τ
~
Hph |{x}〉 =

∫
d{x}(1) . . .d{x}(K−1)

〈
{y}
∣∣∣e−

∆τ
~

Hph

∣∣∣{x}(1)
〉

〈
{x}(1)

∣∣∣e−
∆τ
~

Hph

∣∣∣{x}(2)
〉
. . .
〈
{x}(K−1)

∣∣∣e−
∆τ
~

Hph

∣∣∣{x}
〉
.

(64)

After substitution of expressions (58), (63) and (64) to
Eq. (57) we obtain

Cab(τ) =
N
D , (65)

with

N =
∑

i1...iK−1

f(a− i1)f(i1 − i2) . . . f(iK−1 − b)

∫
d{x} d{y}d{x}(1) . . . d{x}(K−1)

e−Q({x},{y},{x}(1),...,{x}(K−1))

e−L({x},{y},{x}(1),...,{x}(K−1))

(66)

and

D =

∫
d{x}d{y}d{x}(1) . . .d{x}(K−1)

e−Q({x},{y},{x}(1),...,{x}(K−1)).

(67)

The term Q
(
{x}, {y}, {x}(1), . . . , {x}(K−1)

)
in Eqs.

(66) and (67) denotes the quadratic form of phonon
coordinates, that contains the terms of second or-
der only (i.e. the square of a phonon coordinate or
the product of two phonon coordinates), while the

term L
(
{x}, {y}, {x}(1), . . . , {x}(K−1)

)
denotes the lin-

ear term that contains a linear combination of phonon
coordinates. The integrals in Eqs. (66) and (67) are
the Gaussian integrals that can be evaluated analyti-
cally using the formula for the Gaussian integral

∫
dnz e−

1
2z·A·zeb·z = (2π)

n/2
(detA)

−1/2
e

1
2b·A

−1·b,

(68)
where z is a real vector of dimension n, A is a real
symmetric positive definite matrix of dimension n× n,
b is a vector of dimension n, detA is the determinant
of matrix A and A

−1 is its inverse. We then obtain

Cab(τ) =
∑

i1...iK−1

f(a− i1)f(i1 − i2) . . . f(iK−1 − b)×

e
1
2b·A

−1·b,

(69)

where A is the matrix representing the quadratic form
Q and b is the vector representing the linear form L.
To evaluate the last sum, we introduce the replacement
of variables

a− i1 = j1, i1− i2 = j2, . . . , iK−2− iK−1 = jK−1. (70)

The sum then takes the form

Cab(τ) =
∑

j1...jK−1

f(j1)f(j2) . . . f(jK−1)

f

(
a− b−

K−1∑

i=1

ji

)
e

1
2b·A

−1·b.

(71)
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To evaluate the last sum, we treat the non-negative
function

g(j1, . . . , jK−1) = f(j1)f(j2) . . . f(jK−1) (72)

as the probability density. We perform Monte
Carlo summation by choosing random integers j1,
j2, . . . , jK−1 that follow the distribution h(j) =

f(j)∑
j f(j) and perform the summation of the term

f
(
a− b−∑K−1

i=1 ji

)
e

1
2b·A

−1·b. The replacement of

variables introduced in Eq. (70) enabled us to directly
sample the phase space of electronic coordinates rather
than to perform sampling based on the Metropolis algo-
rithm. The results presented in this work were obtained
from 105 samples of electronic coordinates, unless oth-
erwise stated. The integer K that defines the discretiza-
tion of imaginary time was chosen so that ∆τ ≈ 0.05 ~

J .
We used the same ideas to calculate the thermody-

namic expectation values using the QMC method. The
details of the method for these cases are given in Sec. II
of Ref. 80.

III. RELATION OF THE HEOM METHOD TO

EXISTING RESULTS

A. Weak-coupling limit

In the weak-coupling limit, the electron–phonon in-
teraction constant is the smallest energy scale in the
problem. It is then reasonable to treat the interac-
tion within the second-order perturbation theory. In
the HEOM approach, the second-order approximation
is performed by truncating the hierarchy at depth 1
and solving the resulting equations for ADMs at depth
1 in the Markov and adiabatic approximations.58,85 One
eventually obtains the Rayleigh–Schrödinger perturba-
tion theory expression for the self energy.79 More details
are provided in Sec. III of Ref. 80.

B. Strong-coupling limit

In the opposite, strong-coupling limit, the electronic
coupling J is the smallest energy in the problem. The
Holstein Hamiltonian then reduces to N independent
single-site problems (the so-called independent-boson
models), whose analytic solution is known.79 In the
following discussion, we assume for simplicity that
phonons are dispersionless, i.e., ωq = ω0 for all q. In
Sec. IV of Ref. 80, we demonstrate how the exact so-
lution presented here is recast as the Lang–Firsov for-
mula86 for the single-site Green’s function. The crux of
the derivation is to note that, in the single-site limit, the

hyperoperators appearing in the evolution superopera-
tor become time independent, which renders the time-
ordering sign ineffective.67 Here, we repeat the zero-
temperature result

G>(ω) =− 2πi e−γ2/(~ω0)
2×

+∞∑

n=0

1

n!

(
γ

~ω0

)2n

δ

(
ω +

γ2

~2ω0
− nω0

)
.

(73)

C. Artificial broadening of spectral lines

For graphic representations of the spectral func-
tion [Eq. (13)], the δ functions entering Eq. (73) are
commonly replaced by their Lorentzian representation,
δ(x) → η/[π(x2 + η2)], where the small parameter η is
the artificial broadening of the peaks. The discussion
in Sec. IV of Ref. 80 suggests that the artificial broad-
ening can be introduced in the exact result embodied
in Eq. (26) by simply replacing µqm → µqm + η. On
the level of the HEOM, this replacement is reflected as
an artificial damping at rate nη of the AGFs at depth
n, see Eqs. (30) and (31). The excellent agreement be-
tween the analytical and numerical results in the single-
site limit with different levels of artificial broadening is
demonstrated in Figs. 1 and 2 in Sec. IV Ref. 80. The
replacement µqm → µqm+η, however, changes the phys-
ical situation we are dealing with by effectively replacing
the discrete phonon spectrum by a continuous one.

To elaborate on the last point, we recall that the ther-
mal free-phonon correlation function Cq2q1(t) [Eq. (21)]
can be written as follows87

Cq2q1(t) = δq2,−q1

~

π

∫ +∞

−∞

dω J (ω)
eiωt

eβ~ω − 1
, (74)

where the spectral density of the electron–phonon in-
teraction for the (single-mode) Holstein model

J (ω) =
π

~

(
γ√
N

)2

[δ(ω − ω0)− δ(ω + ω0)] (75)

has two discrete peaks at ±ω0. In Sec. V of Ref. 80,
we demonstrate that the replacement µqm → µqm + η
means that, on the level of the spectral density, delta
peaks should be replaced by Lorentizans characterized
by the full width at half maximum η. Equation (75) is
then replaced by the so-called underdamped Brownian
oscillator spectral density88

J (ω) = Λ

[
ωη

(ω − ω0)2 + η2
+

ωη

(ω + ω0)2 + η2

]
, (76)

where Λ = γ2/(N~ω0) is the appropriate polaron bind-
ing energy. The demonstration in Sec. V of Ref. 80
leans on the fact that the artificial broadening is the
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Figure 1. (a1), (b1), and (c1) Time dependence of the real
part of the envelope G̃>(k = 0, t) of the greater Green’s func-
tion in the zone center for three different values of the broad-
ening parameter η. For a precise definition of G̃>(k, t), see
Eq. (80). (a2), (b2), and (c2) Spectral function A(k = 0, ω)
in the zone center for three different values of the broadening
parameter η. The computation is performed on a N = 8-site
chain with kBT/J = 0.4, ~ω0/J = 1, and γ/J =

√
2, while

the maximum hierarchy depth is set to D = 7.

smallest energy scale in the problem, i.e., η ≪ ω0 and
~η ≪ kBT . These assumptions are commonly satisfied
whenever spectral lines are artificially broadened.36,40

As a numerical example beyond the single-site limit,
in Fig. 1 we discuss how different levels of artificial
broadening η affect the Green’s function in real time
[panels (a1)–(c1)] and the spectral function [panels
(a2)–(c2)] in the intermediate-coupling regime and at
relatively low temperature. The broadening renders
our HEOM method more numerically stable by ensur-
ing that all dynamical quantities decay to zero on a
time scale ∼ η−1, compare Figs. 1(b1) and 1(c1) to
Fig. 1(a1), in which the Green’s function at long times
oscillates around zero. However, we see that already
η/ω0 = 0.01 greatly underestimates the decay time of
the Green’s function, which means that the width of
the quasiparticle peak and its first phonon replica is
greatly overestimated, compare Figs. 1(b2) and 1(c2)
to Fig. 1(a2). In the following, we will not introduce
any artificial broadening to our HEOM.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We assume that the phonons are dispersionless, ωq =
ω0, and focus on the so-called extreme quantum regime,
~ω0/J = 1, in which the approximate treatments specif-
ically developed for the adiabatic and antiadiabatic
regimes are not appropriate. Furthermore, we limit our
investigations to the most challenging crossover regime
γ/J =

√
2, in which the dimensionless electron–phonon

coupling constant is λ = γ2/(2J~ω0) = 1. As the de-
fault value of the temperature, we choose kBT/J = 1.
All of these dimensionless ratios (~ω0/J , γ/J , and
kBT/J) will be changed, one at a time, to examine
the applicability of the HEOM method in various pa-
rameter regimes (low-/high-temperature, weak-/strong-
coupling, adiabatic/antiadiabatic regime).

A. Hierarchy rescaling, rotating-wave system, and

twisted boundary conditions

The HEOM for G> and G< are both of the same
form, see Eq. (30). It is known that propagating such
a form of HEOM produces numerical instabilities, es-
pecially for very strong electron–phonon couplings.61

Equation (27) suggests that the ADM at depth n scales
as the (2n)-th power of the interaction strength, mean-
ing that, for sufficiently strong interaction, the mag-
nitude of ADMs increases with n. However, it is de-
sirable that the magnitude of ADMs at deeper hierar-
chy levels be smaller than at shallower levels. This is
accomplished by performing the hierarchy rescaling in-
troduced in Ref. 61. We define the dimensionless time
t̃ = ω0t and rescale the AGFs as follows

G̃(n)
n

(k − kn, t̃) = ω−n
0 f(n)G(n)

n

(
k − kn, ω

−1
0 t̃
)
, (77)

where the rescaling factor f(n) reads as

f(n) =
∏

qm

[
cnqm
qm nqm!

]−1/2
, (78)

while the factor ω−n
0 renders G̃

(n)
n dimensionless. The

dimensionless and rescaled HEOM then reads as

∂t̃G̃
(n)
n

(
k − kn, t̃

)
=

− i
Ωk−kn

+ µn

ω0
G̃(n)

n

(
k − kn, t̃

)

+ i
∑

qm

√
1 + nqm

√
cqm G̃

(n+1)

n
+
qm

(
k − kn − q, t̃

)

+ i
∑

qm

√
nqm

√
cqm G̃

(n−1)

n
−

qm

(
k − kn + q, t̃

)
.

(79)

The numerical stability of the HEOM method is
further enhanced by performing the transition to the
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so-called rotating-wave system by separating out the
rapidly oscillating from the slowly changing component

(the envelope) of G̃
(n)
n as follows

G̃(n)
n (k − kn, t̃) = exp

(
−i

Ωk−kn
+ µn

ω0
t̃

)
×

G̃(n)
n (k − kn, t̃).

(80)

We propagate the HEOM for the envelope G̃(n)
n (k−kn, t̃)

using the fourth-order Runge–Kutta method. We use
the time step ∆t̃ = ω0∆t = 0.02 in all the computations
to be presented.

Having computed G>/<(k, t̃) for 0 ≤ t̃ ≤ t̃max, the
spectral analysis is performed by first continuing the
Green’s function symmetrically for −t̃max ≤ t̃ ≤ 0 ac-
cording to G>/<(k,−t̃) = −G>/<(k, t̃)∗ and then mul-
tiplying it with the Hann window function

w(t̃) = cos2

(
πt̃

2t̃max

)
, −t̃max ≤ t̃ ≤ t̃max. (81)

The maximum time t̃max is always long enough so that
the signal windowing accurately captures the spectral
content of the short-time dynamics and yet eliminates
the long-time oscillations of G>/< around zero, which
originate from finite-size effects. In most cases, we take
t̃max = 500.

The imaginary-time HEOM [Eq. (46)] is rescaled in a
similar manner. Its propagation in dimensionless imag-
inary time τ̃ = ω0τ is performed from 0 to β~ω0. Typi-
cal number of imaginary-time steps that is sufficient to
obtain converged results for the electron–phonon equi-
librium is of the order of 100.

The number of dynamical variables G
(n)
n (k − kn, t)

entering the HEOM is in principle infinite. Neverthe-
less, converged results are obtained by truncating the
hierarchy at certain maximum depth D. The number
of active variables at depth n, 0 ≤ n ≤ D, is

(
n+2N−1

n

)
,

while their total number in the hierarchy is

nactive =

D∑

n=0

(
n+ 2N − 1

n

)
=

(
2N +D

D

)
. (82)

The dimensionality of the hierarchy grows very fast with
increasing the maximum depth D and even faster with
increasing the system size N . This limits the applica-
bility of the HEOM method to relatively small systems
and moderate maximum depths.

To reduce the influence of the finite-size effects on
the thermodynamic quantities and to obtain A(k, ω)
with a decent k-space resolution, we employ the twisted
boundary conditions (TBC),89 which are widely used
to minimize one-body finite-size effects both at van-
ishing40,41 and finite90,91 electron densities. In prac-
tice, the free-electron dispersion relation εk appearing

in Eq. (2) is replaced by εkθ = εe − 2J cos(k + θ),
where θ is the twist angle. Even though the compu-
tations are performed on a finite chain of length N , the
N allowed k points can be continuously connected by
varying the twist angle through the range [0, 2π/N).
A typical choice for the values of the twist angle is
θm = 2πm/(NNθ), where m = 0, . . . , Nθ − 1.

B. Estimate of the maximum hierarchy depth

In computations based on HEOM it is always neces-
sary to study if the depth D is sufficiently large so that
the relevant quantities do not significantly change when
D is increased further.

We show an example of such study for different ther-
modynamic quantities in Figs. 2(a)–2(d). Their depen-
dence on D is shown in full dots in these figures. The
computations are performed on a lattice with N = 8
sites, the twist angle θ may assume Nθ = 6 different
values, while D is varied between 5 and 9. The results
of the HEOM method are compared with QMC results
represented by solid lines in Figs. 2(a)–2(d), while the
width of the interval delimited by dashed lines is a mea-
sure of the statistical noise in QMC data. It is estimated
by performing 10 different realizations of the QMC al-
gorithm and computing the standard deviation of thus
generated sample. The agreement between the HEOM
and QMC results is remarkable. As a good compromise
between the numerical effort and accuracy, we opt in
this case for the maximum depth D = 7, so that the
number of active variables is nactive = 245, 157.

An example of the estimate of D when the results
for G>(k, t) and A(k, ω) are concerned is presented in
Figures 3 and 4 in Sec. VI of Ref. 80. The figures demon-
strate that the results in both time and frequency do-
mains do not change significantly when D is increased
from 7 to 8. At the same time, the late-time revival
of oscillations in Re G>(k = 0, t) for D = 6 indicates
that D = 6 may not be sufficient to obtain conver-
gent results. These observations suggest that taking
D = 7 produces meaningful results for both G>(k, t)
and A(k, ω) in this case.

C. Variations in temperature

The effects of the temperature variations on the elec-
tronic momentum distribution and the fermion–boson
correlation function are studied in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b),
respectively. The TBC are employed to obtain the elec-
tronic momentum distribution on a relatively dense grid
in the IBZ, as specified in greater detail in the caption of
Fig. 3. As the temperature is increased, the momentum
distribution flattens. At the same time, the correspond-
ing real-space distribution fr = 1

N

∑
k e

ikrfk shrinks
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Figure 2. Dependence of various thermodynamic quantities
on the maximum hierarchy depth D (full dots) and compari-
son with QMC results (solid line). Vertical distance between
the solid line and dashed lines is equal to the standard de-
viation of the sample containing 10 different realizations of
the QMC algorithm. The model parameters assume the fol-
lowing values: kBT/J = 1, ~ω0/J = 1, γ/J =

√
2, N = 8,

Nθ = 6. (a) Negative kinetic energy of the electron [Eq. (51)]
in units of J multiplied by a factor of 10 (averaging over
TBC is performed). (b) Negative electron–phonon interac-
tion energy [Eq. (52)] in units of J (averaging over TBC
is performed). (c) Population of the zero-momentum elec-
tronic state multiplied by a factor of 100. TBC are used
to generate fk for NNθ = 48 values of k in the IBZ and
the overall normalization is such that the sum of these NNθ

values of fk is equal to 1. (d) Fermion–boson correlation
function [Eq. (53)] at distance of a single lattice spacing
multiplied by a factor of 100 (PBC are used).

and develops a more pronounced peak at r = 0, which
suggests that the spatial extent of the polaron is de-
creased. This is also apparent from Fig. 3(b). These
observations are in agreement with earlier results.47

The results presented in Fig. 3(a) are further supported
by their remarkable agreement with the corresponding
QMC results, see Fig. 5 in Sec. VII of Ref. 80.

In Fig. 4 we present how temperature variations af-

fect the time dependence of the envelope G̃>(k = 0, t) of
the greater Green’s function in the zone center. At zero
temperature, the phonon-assisted processes proceed via
virtual (coherent) phonons. There is no net energy ex-
change between the electron and the phonon subsystem,
which is seen as the persistent oscillations in both the

real and imaginary parts of G̃>(k = 0, t), see Figs. 4(a1)
and 4(b1). As the temperature is increased, the oscilla-

tions in G̃>(k = 0, t) become damped, see Figs. 4(a2)–
4(b5), which is a direct consequence of the energy ex-
change between the electron and thermally excited (in-
coherent) phonons. The higher the temperature, the
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Figure 3. (a) Electronic distribution over momenta fk for
different temperatures. TBC are used to generate fk in
NNθ points in the IBZ and the overall normalization is such
that the sum of these NNθ values of fk is equal to 1. (b)
Fermion–boson correlation function ϕr for different temper-
atures (PBC are observed). Other model parameters assume
the following values: ~ω0/J = 1, γ/J =

√
2, N = 8, Nθ = 6,

D = 7.

more pronounced the damping of G̃>(k = 0, t). Accord-
ing to Fig. 4(c), the damping sets in already at the very
initial stages of time evolution. Because of the finite-
size effects, the envelopes at higher T do not decay to
zero, but rather oscillate around it, see Fig. 4(d). At the
latest instants we examine, the oscillation amplitude of

ReG̃(k = 0, t) drops to less than 10% of its value around
t = 0, compare the vertical-axis scales of Figs. 4(a2)–
4(a5) and Fig. 4(d). At the same time, the amplitude
of the imaginary part drops to less than 1% of its initial
value, which is equal to unity, see also Eq. (32).

Transforming the data in Fig. 4 to the frequency do-
main, the corresponding spectral functions for k = 0 at
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Figure 4. Time dependence of the real [(a1)–(a5)] and imaginary part [(b1)–(b5)] of the envelope G̃>(k = 0, t) of the greater
Green’s function at k = 0 for temperatures ranging from kBT/J = 0 [in (a1) and (b1)] to kBT/J = 1 [in (a5) and (b5)]. (c)
and (d) Time dependence of the envelope G̃>(k = 0, t) during the initial [(c)] and later [(d)] stages of temporal evolution
for different temperatures. Other model parameters assume the following values: ~ω0/J = 1, γ/J =

√
2, N = 8, Nθ = 6,

D = 7.

different temperatures are shown in Fig. 5(a). For the
sake of graphical presentation, the spectral functions
in Fig. 5(a) are normalized so that the quasiparticle
(QP) peak, which is located around ~ωQP/J ≈ −3, is of
unit intensity. The position of the QP peak agrees very
well with the results from the variational ground-state
study,33 the cluster perturbation theory,92 and the mo-
mentum average approximation.36 Figure 5(b) presents
the integrated spectral weight

I(k, ω) =

∫ ω

−∞

dω′ A(k, ω′). (83)

at k = 0 for different temperatures. At zero temper-
ature, the peaks of A(k = 0, ω) are quite narrow and
their structure closely resembles the single-site vibronic
progression, see the narrowest peaks in Fig. 5(a) and
the step-like increments in I(k = 0, ω) in Fig. 5(b).
The small, but finite, peak width is the consequence of

performing time propagation on a finite chain and up
to finite maximum time tmax and employing the Hann
windowing procedure [Eq. (81)]. As the temperature is
increased, the peaks become broadened, and the inten-
sity of the QP peak is redistributed towards lower en-
ergies, see the bottom left parts of Figs. 5(a) and 5(b).
The peak broadening is determined by the decay time

of the envelope G̃>(k = 0, t), see Fig. 4, and is larger at
higher temperature. The spectral-intensity shift origi-
nates from the process in which the electron destroys
one or more thermally excited phonons. The higher is
the temperature, the larger is the number of thermal
phonons and the more pronounced is the shift, compare
I(k = 0, ω) curves for different temperatures in the re-
gion ω < ωQP in Fig. 5(b). The integrated spectral
density satisfies the sum rule for the spectral function∫
dω A(k, ω) = 1, see the upper right part of Fig. 5(b).

The momentum- and energy-resolved spectral func-
tions A(k, ω) for three different temperatures are com-

pared in Figs. 6(a)–6(c). At zero temperature, our re-
sult for A(k, ω), see Fig. 6(a), agrees quite well with
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Figure 5. (a) Spectral functions A(k = 0, ω) for different
temperatures. For the sake of graphical presentation, the
spectral functions are renormalized so that the intensity
of the QP peak at ~ωQP/J ≈ −3 is equal to unity for all
the temperatures examined. (b) Integrated spectral weight
I(k = 0, ω) [Eq. (83)] at different temperatures. The sum
rule lim

ω→+∞
I(k = 0, ω) = 1 is satisfied. Other model param-

eters assume the following values: ~ω0/J = 1, γ/J =
√
2,

N = 8, Nθ = 6, D = 7.

the zero-temperature results of the cluster perturba-
tion theory92 and the momentum average approxima-
tion,36 as well as with the low-temperature results of
the finite-temperature Lanczos method.40 For a single
electron on an infinite chain, the QP peak at ωQP(k)
is a delta function, while satellite peaks are of nonzero
width. In that case, the lowest-energy polaronic band,
which is energetically narrow enough so that it is en-
tirely below the minimum energy for inelastic scatter-
ing ~ωQP(k = 0) + ~ω0, is perfectly coherent, while
higher-energy bands formed by satellite peaks are in-
coherent.39 On finite chains studied here, the width
of the QP peak is essentially determined by the fre-
quency resolution π/tmax [we continue G>(k, t) to neg-
ative times −tmax ≤ t ≤ 0], so that the lowest-lying
band in Fig. 6(a) may be regarded as perfectly coher-
ent. The satellite peaks at each k display some struc-
ture, mainly due to the finite chain length N , and are
thus somewhat wider, see the band whose minimum

regime γ/J λ N Nθ D nactive

weak-coupling 1 0.5 10 5 6 230,230
intermediate-coupling

√
2 1 8 6 7 245,157

strong-coupling 2 2 6 8 9 293,930

Table I. Values of model parameters that are changed to-
gether with the electron–phonon coupling constant.

lies at ~ω/J ≈ −2 in Fig. 6(a). This band may be re-
garded as incoherent. As the temperature is increased,
in addition to the broadening of the bands, the spectral
intensity redistributes towards the region ω < ωQP(k).
This intensity redistribution is most pronounced in the
vicinity of the zone center, where the QP weight is
appreciable. At kBT/J = 0.6, due to the moderate
spectral-intensity redistribution, the (broadened) po-
laronic band together with the associated one-phonon
replica can still be recognized, see Fig. 6(b). On the
other hand, at kBT/J = 1, the spectral-intensity redis-
tribution and the broadening are so pronounced that
all the features of the zero-temperature spectrum merge
into a continuum-like structure, see Fig. 6(c).

D. Variations in the electron–phonon coupling

constant

The stronger the electron–phonon coupling, the
larger the maximum depth of the hierarchy needed to
obtain meaningful results. To keep the numerical effort
within reasonable limits, varying the electron–phonon
coupling we varied both the maximum depth D and
the number of sites N . The precise values of the model
parameters that are changed together with the electron–
phonon coupling are summarized in Table I.

As the dimensionless electron–phonon coupling con-
stant λ is increased from 0.5 to 1 and 2 (γ/J is increased

from 1 to
√
2 and 2), the electronic momentum distri-

bution flattens, see Fig. 7(a), which together with the
narrowing of the peak of the fermion–boson correlation
function displayed in Fig. 7(b) suggests that the po-
laron becomes more localized. Increasing the electron–
phonon coupling strength thus has similar effects on the
equilibrium polaron properties as increasing the tem-
perature, compare Figs. 3 and 7, which is in line with
existing studies.47 The results presented in Fig. 7(a) are
further supported by their remarkable agreement with
the corresponding QMC results, see Fig. 6 in Sec. VII
of Ref. 80.

Spectral properties for different interaction strengths
and temperatures are summarized in Figs. 8(a1)–
8(c2). The zero-temperature results presented in
Figs. 8(a1) and 8(c1) compare favorably to available
zero-temperature36,92 and low-temperature40,42 results
for A(k, ω). Moreover, our result for the polaronic band
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 6. Spectral function A(k, ω) at temperatures (a) T =
0, (b) kBT/J = 0.6, and (c) kBT/J = 1. Other model
parameters assume the following values: ~ω0/J = 1, γ/J =√
2, N = 8, Nθ = 6, D = 7.

ωQP(k) (under TABC) in the weak-coupling regime, see
Fig. 8(a1), is in good agreement with the ground-state
polaronic dispersion relation obtained in Ref. 33. In the
strong-coupling regime and at T = 0, see Fig. 8(c1),
a clearly observable peak appears above the QP peak
~ωQP/J ∼ −4.4 and below its one-phonon replica, in
our case at around ~ωBP/J ∼ −3.55. This peak corre-
sponds to the so-called bound polaron state, in which
a phonon is bound to the polaron.33,40 At kBT/J = 1,
our data presented in Fig. 8(b2) overall agree with the

(b)
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Figure 7. (a) Electronic distribution in the momentum space
for different values of the electron–phonon coupling constant
γ (or λ). TBC are used to generate fk in NNθ points in the
IBZ and the overall normalization is such that the sum of
these NNθ values of fk is equal to 1. (b) Fermion–boson
correlation function (PBC are observed) for different values
of the electron–phonon coupling constant γ (or λ). Other
model parameters assume the following values: kBT/J = 1,
~ω0/J = 1, while the values of N,Nθ, and D are summarized
in Table I.

results of the finite-temperature Lanczos method, see
Fig. 2(d) of Ref. 40. The spectral-intensity shift below
the polaronic band becomes both larger and more inten-
sive as the electron–phonon coupling is increased. In the
weak- and intermediate-coupling regimes, the smearing
of the (shifted) polaronic band makes it barely recog-
nizable at finite temperature, see Figs. 8(a2) and 8(b2).
On the other hand, in the strong-coupling regime, see
Fig. 8(c2), the peaks at finite T are clearly recogniz-
able, mutually separated by ~ω0/J , and resemble the
vibronic progression in the single-site limit. Previ-
ous studies92 suggested that the physical effects in the
strong-coupling regime are predominantly local, which
is also reflected in the very narrow polaronic band ob-
served in Fig. 8(c1).
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(a1) (a2)

(b1) (b2)

(c1) (c2)

Figure 8. Spectral function A(k, ω) (measured in units ~/J)
for different electron–phonon interaction strengths [γ/J = 1
in (a1) and (a2), γ/J =

√
2 in (b1) and (b2), γ/J = 2 in

(c1) and (c2)] and different temperatures [kBT/J = 0 in
(a1)–(c1) and kBT/J = 1 in (a2)–(c2)]. The optical-phonon
energy is ~ω0/J = 1, while the values of N,Nθ , and D are
summarized in Table I.

regime ~ω0/J γ/J N Nθ D nactive

adiabatic 0.2
√
0.8 6 8 11 1,352,078

extreme quantum 1 2 6 8 9 293,930
anti-adiabatic 3

√
12 6 8 9 293,930

Table II. Values of model parameters that are changed to-
gether with the optical phonon frequency.

E. Variations in the optical phonon frequency

Here, we vary both the phonon energy ~ω0/J and the
coupling constant γ/J in such a way that we remain
in the strong-coupling regime λ = 2, which limits our
investigations to N = 6-site chains. The temperature is
fixed to its default value kBT/J = 1, while the precise
values of the model parameters varied are summarized
in Table II.

The adiabatic regime, ~ω0/J = 0.2, is numerically

(a1) (a2)

(b1) (b2)

Figure 9. Spectral function A(k, ω) (measured in units ~/J)
for different values of the adiabaticity ratio [~ω0/J = 0.2 in
(a1) and (a2), ~ω0/J = 3 in (b1) and (b2)] and temperature
[T = 0 in (a1) and (b1), kBT/J = 1 in (a2) and (b2)]. The
changes in the electron–phonon interaction strength that are
necessary to remain in the strong-coupling regime (λ = 2)
are summarized in Table II. The vertical-axis ranges in (a1)
and (a2) are different.

most challenging for the HEOM method. At the tem-
perature we consider, kBT/J = 1, the number of ther-
mally excited phonons is large [kBT/(~ω0) = 5], and the
hierarchical couplings are strong because they are de-
termined by the product of the large electron–phonon
coupling constant and the large number of thermally
excited phonons. Therefore, one should study in more
detail how the results for G>(k, t) and A(k, ω) change
with the maximum hierarchy depth D. In Figs. 7 and 8
in Sec. VIII of Ref. 80 we compare the real-time and
real-frequency data in the adiabatic regime for maxi-
mum hierarchy depths D = 9, 10, and 11. While the
real-time data for D = 10 and 11 are to some extent
similar, their spectral contents seems to be very dif-
ferent. A comparison between the QMC and HEOM
results, which is performed in Fig. 9 in Sec. VIII of
Ref. 80, reveals that, as D is increased from 9 to 11,
the agreement between the QMC and HEOM results in
imaginary time becomes better. This favorable com-
parison suggests that the HEOM results for A(k, ω) ob-
tained using D = 11, which are shown in Figs. 9(a1) (at
T = 0) and 9(a2) (at kBT/J = 1), may be representa-
tive of the true result.

In the antiadiabatic regime, ~ω0/J = 3, the tem-
perature we study is relatively low, kBT/(~ω0) = 1/3,
so that the zero-temperature spectrum in Fig. 9(b1)
is quite similar to the finite-temperature spectrum in
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Fig. 9(b2). The spectrum consists of the polaronic
band, the QP peak being located at ~ωQP/J ∼ −4.9,
which is accompanied by its single-phonon and two-
phonon replicas, whose minima lie at approximately
~(ωQP + ω0)/J and ~(ωQP + 2ω0)/J , respectively. In
contrast to the zero-temperature bands in Fig. 9(b1),
the finite-temperature bands in Fig. 9(b2) are some-
what broadened. The bandwidth Wpol(T = 0) of
the polaronic band at T = 0 agrees reasonably well
with the Lang–Firsov prediction Wpol(T = 0)/W0 =
exp
(
−γ2/(~ω0)

2
)

(W0 = 4J is the bare bandwidth),
while the corresponding finite-temperature expression
Wpol(T )/W0 = exp

(
−γ2 coth(β~ω0/2)/(~ω0)

2
)

un-
derestimates the width of the lowest-lying band in
Fig. 9(b2).

F. Electron-removal spectral function

Figure 10(a) presents the electron-removal spectral

function A+(k, ω) defined in Eq. (14) for γ/J =
√
2,

~ω0/J = 1, and kBT/J = 0.4. We observe a promi-
nent band whose minimum is situated at the quasi-
particle peak ~ωQP/J ∼ −3 along with its single-
phonon replica, which is much less intense and starts
at ~(ωQP + ω0)/J . The bands at frequencies ω < ωQP

are not well resolved, but one can still glimpse certain
wide structures whose minima lie at ~(ωQP − nω0)/J ,
n = 1, 2, 3, and whose intensity diminishes as n is in-
creased. The results summarized in Fig. 10(a) overall
agree with the results for A+(k, ω) presented in Ref. 42
for the same parameter regime. A+(k, ω) satisfies the
sum rule

∫ +∞

−∞

dω A+(k, ω) = fk (84)

where fk is the population of electronic state with mo-
mentum k.

According to the fluctuation–dissipation theorem,79

A(k, ω) and A+(k, ω) are not mutually independent and
are related by

A(k, ω) = N eβ~ωA+(k, ω). (85)

The normalization constant N enters Eq. (85) because
A and A+ satisfy different sum rules, while its value

N =
∑

k

∫ +∞

−∞

dω A(k, ω)e−β~ω (86)

is determined by the requirement that the number of
electrons is equal to unity. To numerically check the
validity of Eq. (85), in Fig. 10(b) we plot the spectral
function A(k = 0, ω) in the zone center computed us-
ing G>(k = 0, t) [Eq. (13), solid line] and G<(k = 0, t)
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Figure 10. (a) Momentum- and energy-resolved electron-
removal spectral function A+(k, ω) for γ/J =

√
2, ~ω0/J =

1, and kBT/J = 0.4. Note the logarithmic scale of the color
bar. (b) and (c): Numerical verification of the fluctuation–
dissipation theorem for A and A+. (b) Spectral function
A(k = 0, ω) in the zone center obtained using Eq. (13) (solid
line, labeled "from G>") and using Eqs. (14), (85), and (86)
(dashed line, labeled "from G<"). (c) Relative deviation
(in 10−3) of A(k = 0, ω) obtained from G> with respect to
A(k = 0, ω) obtained from G<.

[Eqs. (14), (85) and (86), dashed line]. Figure 10(b)
presents the relative deviation between the results ob-
tained in these two manners. While already Fig. 10(a)
indicates that the agreement is good, Fig. 10(b) reveals
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that the relative difference between the data originating
from G> and G< oscillates around zero and is smaller
than 1%. These results offer further support for the cor-
rectness of our numerical implementation of the HEOM
method.

G. Finite-size effects

The numerical cost of the HEOM method signifi-
cantly increases with the chain length N , see Eq. (82).
In all previous computations, N was restricted to rel-
atively small values (between 6 and 10). It is there-
fore highly important to understand how the finite-
size effects influence the results presented so far. To
that end, we compare the imaginary-time correlation
functions obtained from the HEOM spectral function
[Eq. (15)] and the QMC computations [Eq. (12)]. In
addition to examining finite-size effects, the compari-
son of the HEOM and QMC results provides an inde-
pendent check of the HEOM results, which makes this
study self-contained.

In Figs. 11(a) and 11(b) we compare the QMC results
for different chain lengths (empty symbols) with the
HEOM result (solid line) for kBT/J = 0.4, ~ω0/J = 1,

and γ/J =
√
2. A more detailed comparison between

the QMC and HEOM results for the fixed chain length
is performed by calculating their mutual ratio, see the
full left-triangles in the insets. The influence of the
chain length on the imaginary-time results can be in-
ferred from the ratio of QMC results for two very dif-
ferent chain lengths, see the empty right-triangles in the
insets. The QMC results in Fig. 11(a) are virtually in-
dependent of N as long as N ≥ 8, and the agreement
between the QMC results for an 8-site and a 20-site
chain is up to 0.3%, see the empty right-triangles in
the inset of Fig. 11(a). The oscillations of the ratio
QMC8/QMC20 reflect the statistical noise in the QMC
data. The HEOM result (for N = 8) agrees with the
corresponding QMC result up to 0.6%, see the full left-
triangles in the inset of Fig. 11(a). Apart from the oscil-
lations that reflect QMC statistical noise, there is also a
systematic deviation of the QMC from the HEOM data
that increases with τ . Keeping in mind that C(k, βJ) is
proportional to the equilibrium population of state |k〉,
we may conclude that the aforementioned systematic
deviation reflects small differences between the momen-
tum distribution function obtained within QMC and
HEOM methods, see also Fig. 5(b) in Sec. VII of
Ref. 80. At the zone edge, the QMC and HEOM re-
sults exhibit somewhat worse agreement, see the full
left-triangles in the inset of Fig. 11(b), yet their relative
difference is smaller than 5% for all τ . The systematic
deviation between the HEOM and QMC data is hid-
den by the very strong noise in the QMC data. The
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Figure 11. Imaginary-time correlation function C(k, τ )
[Eqs. (12) and (15)] (a) in the zone center k = 0 and (b)
at the zone edge k = π computed using QMC with different
chain lengths (empty symbols) and HEOM (solid line). In-
sets present the ratio of QMC and HEOM results for N = 8
(full left-triangles) and the ratio of QMC results for N = 8
and N = 20 (empty right-triangles). The model parameters
assume the following values: kBT/J = 0.4, ~ω0/J = 1, and
γ/J =

√
2.

statistical noise is much stronger at the zone boundary
than in the zone center, compare the ranges of the ver-
tical axes in the insets of Figs. 11(a) and 11(b), and,
in principle, it could be eliminated by increasing the
statistical sample of the QMC computation. We have
checked that this is indeed the case by performing QMC
calculations for N = 8 sites with the statistical sample
that is 10 and 100 times larger than the one used in
Figs. 11(a) and 11(b). The results of these calculations
are presented in Figs. 10(a)–10(d) in Sec. IX of Ref. 80.
There, we observe that increasing sample size reduces
the statistical noise in the QMC data and ultimately re-
veals a small systematic deviation between the HEOM
and QMC data whose magnitude is consistent with the
small differences between the HEOM and QMC momen-
tum distribution functions, see also Fig. 11(a) and Fig. 5
of Ref. 80. This relatively low-temperature regime is
challenging for both the QMC and HEOM methods.
While QMC necessitates finer discretization of the quite
long imaginary-time interval over which the algorithm
is performed, the HEOM may encounter problems with
the long-time weakly damped oscillations in the Green’s
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Figure 12. Imaginary-time correlation function C(k, τ )
[Eqs. (12) and (15)] (a) in the zone center k = 0 and (b)
at the zone edge k = π computed using QMC with different
chain lengths (empty symbols) and HEOM (solid line). In-
sets present the ratio of QMC and HEOM results for N = 10
(full left-triangles) and the ratio of QMC results for N = 10
and N = 20 (empty right-triangles). The model parameters
assume the following values: kBT/J = 1, ~ω0/J = 1, and
γ/J = 1.

functions, see Figs. 4(a2) and 4(b2).

As the temperature is increased, the finite-size effects
become less pronounced, even for reduced interaction
strengths. This may be concluded from Figs. 12(a)
and 12(b), which is obtained for kBT/J = 1, ~ω0/J =
1, and γ/J = 1. There, both in the zone center
[Fig. 12(a)] and at the zone edges [Fig. 12(b)], QMC
results depend very weakly on N (empty right-triangles
in the insets) and agree quite well (up to 1%) with the
HEOM results (full left-triangles in the insets).

For strong electron–phonon coupling and at elevated
temperatures, the finite-size effects are also not very
pronounced and the HEOM results agree very well with
the QMC results, see Figs. 13(a) and 13(b) that are plot-
ted for kBT/J = 1, ~ω0/J = 1, and γ/J = 2. Similar
conclusions may be drawn in the adiabatic and antiadi-
abatic regime, see Figs. 11 and 12 in Sec. X of Ref. 80,
which display quite a good agreement between the QMC
and HEOM imaginary-time correlation functions and
suggest that the results obtained on N = 6-site chains
are representative of larger systems.

The imaginary-time results presented in this sec-
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Figure 13. Imaginary-time correlation function C(k, τ )
[Eqs. (12) and (15)] (a) in the zone center k = 0 and (b)
at the zone edge k = π computed using QMC with different
chain lengths (empty symbols) and HEOM (solid line). In-
sets present the ratio of QMC and HEOM results for N = 6
(full left-triangles) and the ratio of QMC results for N = 6
and N = 20 (empty right-triangles). The model parameters
assume the following values: kBT/J = 1, ~ω0/J = 1, and
γ/J = 2.

tion do establish that the HEOM-method results on
short chains are representative of larger systems and
strongly suggest that the spectral functions presented
in Secs. IVC–IVE are close to the true result. We
put some caution on this claim by noting that the
operator that transforms the real-frequency spectral
function to imaginary-time correlation function has a
nontrivial null-space. For this reason, several differ-
ent spectral functions may yield the same correlation
function in imaginary time within the given small un-
certainty. Therefore the agreement of imaginary-time
correlation functions obtained by QMC and by trans-
forming the HEOM spectral function does not pro-
vide a definite proof that HEOM spectral functions
are accurate but it does provide a strong evidence.
In our most recent work,93 we compared the HEOM
spectral functions with literature results for spectral
functions obtained using the real-time/frequency nu-
merically exact methods such as the finite-temperature
Lanczos method40,41 and the density-matrix renormal-
ization group method.42 Excellent agreement between
our results and the literature results gives a definite
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proof of accuracy of HEOM for parameter values where
literature results were available.

We note however that the number of sites when finite-
size effects become negligible depends both on the pa-
rameters of the model and the physical quantity of in-
terest. For example, in our previous work on the mo-
bility in the Holstein model49 we found that for small
electron-phonon interaction when the mean free path
is large, several tens of sites are required to obtain the
converged result. Large number of sites is also neces-
sary to obtain the long-time result if one is interested
in the transport at finite bias.94

V. DISCUSSION

Despite the unfavorable scaling of the amount of com-
putational resources with system size [Eq. (82)], our
HEOM approach to evaluate real-time correlation func-
tions at finite temperatures occupies a special place in
the gamut of numerical tools for interacting electron–
phonon systems.

The exact diagonalization is a method of choice to ac-
curately compute ground-state and finite-temperature
spectral properties of relatively small clusters. However,
obtaining real-time correlation functions is quite chal-
lenging. Furthermore, strictly speaking, the spectral
function is a set of delta peaks on the frequency axis,
and to get smooth spectra, one has to introduce artifi-
cial broadening. As discussed in Sec. III C, this artificial
broadening actually changes the physical system we are
dealing with by replacing a finite number of phonon
modes by a thermodynamic reservoir consisting of in-
finitely many phonon modes. Even though the spectra
become representative of the thermodynamic limit, the
value of the broadening is to be chosen carefully.95 On
the one hand, it should be sufficiently large to remove
finite-size effects, i.e., to damp the long-time oscillations
in G>(k, t), see Fig. 4, to zero. On the other hand,
it should be sufficiently small not to overbroaden the
genuine features of spectra, i.e., not to affect the short-
time decay of G>(k, t), see Fig. 4. In other words, even
though the results are exact, the arbitrariness in the
broadening casts doubts on the exactness of the phys-
ical quantities that may be obtained from the broad-
ened data (e.g., the conductivity in the so-called bub-
ble or independent-particle approximation,96 in which
the current–current (two-particle) correlation function
is approximated as the product of two single-particle
correlation functions). QMC may treat larger clusters,
as we demonstrated, and thus minimize finite-size ef-
fects without introducing artificial broadenings. How-
ever, QMC methods to evaluate dynamic correlation
functions may face severe problems. On the one hand,
to obtain correlation functions on the real-frequency
axis, one may perform the analytic continuation from

the imaginary-frequency axis, which is in principle an
ill-posed problem. On the other hand, one may attempt
to directly evaluate correlation functions on the real-
time axis, in which case the infamous sign problem is
encountered. The difficulties in extracting real-time or
real-frequency data from the results on the imaginary
axis may be appreciated by contrasting Fig. 13 of the
main text and Figs. 11 and 12 in Sec. X of Ref. 80,
which are obtained in very different parameter regimes.
The imaginary-time data in these cases are both qual-
itatively (the overall shape of the curves) and quan-
titatively (the vertical-axis ranges) similar to one an-
other. Nevertheless, the spectral functions presented in
Figs. 8(c2), 9(a2) and 9(b2) are considerably different
from one another. In contrast to the above-discussed
approaches, the HEOM method presented here deals di-
rectly with the real-time correlation functions and pro-
vides numerically exact results for the cluster of given
size. HEOM data can be safely used to further com-
pute physical quantities of interest, and the results will
be numerically exact for the given system size. Even
though we employed HEOM on relatively short chains,
artificial broadening parameters are not necessary to
obtain results representative of larger systems, which
is demonstrated by the very good agreement between
the imaginary-time correlation functions emerging from
HEOM and QMC computations.

Another quantity relevant for the single-polaron
problem is the phonon spectral function, which can
be obtained from the greater Green’s function in the

phonon sector D>(q, t) = −i〈[bq(t) + b†−q(t)][b−q + b†q]〉.
Its computation using the HEOM formalism developed
here is complicated by at least two factors. Firstly,
the partial trace over phonons lies at the heart of the
HEOM formalism, meaning that correlation functions
of mixed electron–phonon operators are not straight-
forwardly accessible from the purely electronic ADMs.
Some other formalisms, such as the dissipaton equa-
tions of motion62 or the generalized hierarchical equa-
tions,97,98 provide prescriptions to evaluate correlation
functions of mixed electron–phonon operators using the
ADMs. Secondly, while the hierarchy for G>/<(k, t) is
single-sided [there is no backward evolution operator
in Eqs. (16)–(19)], the hierarchy for D>(q, t) would be
double-sided. The numerical effort to obtain D>(q, t)
would thus be greater than in the case of G>/<(k, t).

Strictly speaking, the phonon spectral function in the
zero-density limit, i.e., for one electron on an infinite
chain, would be equal to the free-phonon spectral func-
tion directly accessible from Eq. (22).99 Even though
our formulation is restricted to the single-electron case,
the numerical results, which would be obtained on finite
chains, would actually correspond to finite electron den-
sities.99 At low temperatures, the phonon spectra of the
Holstein model on a finite chain feature the free-phonon
line (bare, unrenormalized phonon line) at ω = ω0 and
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a band that replicates the polaron band and whose min-
imum is at (q, ω) = (0, 0).42,99,100 The minimum of the
polaron band is at ω = 0 because the zero-momentum
phonon couples to the (constant) electron density, see
Eq. (5). These features may be identified already in
the single-site limit, when the phonon spectral function
may be directly evaluated

iD>(t) = [1 + nBE(ω0, T )]e
−iω0t + 4

(
γ

~ω0

)2

+ nBE(ω0, T )e
iω0t

As the temperature is increased, the free-phonon line
at negative frequency ω = −ω0 acquires appreciable
intensity, the reflected polaron band appears at ω < 0,
while the polaron band broadens at larger momenta.42

Generally speaking, the extension of the devel-
oped method beyond the single-excitation case is not
straightforward. This is most directly seen on the
example of the equilibrium RDM (Sec. II C 4) within
the Holstein model of mutually noninteracting spin-
less fermions (the many-fermion version of the present
model). The expression for the RDM [Eq. (43)] and the

definition of the ADM σ
(n,un,eq)
n (τ) [Eq. (45)] remain the

same as in the single-electron case, the only difference

being that Vq =
∑

k c
†
k+qck, cf. Eq. (5). However, the

number of their nonzero matrix elements is significantly

increased so that Tr
(
c†q1 . . . c

†
qlcp1 . . . cpm

σ
(n,un,eq)
n

)
6= 0

only if l = m and q1+· · ·+ql−(p1+· · ·+pm) = kn. The
evolution of single-particle quantities (singlets) depends
on the evolution of two-particle quantities (doublets)
etc., and one has to truncate the hierarchy induced
by many-body effects and yet keep the hierarchy stem-
ming from the electron–phonon interaction. One pos-
sibility is to employ the cluster-expansion method, see
e.g. Ref. 74. Another possibility, particularly appealing
when studying time-dependent (exciton–)polaron for-
mation triggered by a laser excitation,101 is the dynam-
ics controlled truncation scheme, see Refs. 67 and 102.
For the Holstein–Hubbard model, an extension of the
present approach is even more complicated, and the
HEOM formalism has been successfully applied only
to the Holstein–Hubbard dimer,103,104 where a direct
enumeration of many-body states and the separation of
different spin sectors are feasible.

Another aspect of our HEOM approach that is worth
discussing is its symmetry-adapted formulation in the
momentum space. While the application of the HEOM
method to single-mode situations is not new,70,71,77 pre-
vious studies implemented the method in the real space,
without exploiting its translational symmetry. In con-
trast to perturbative theories, which lean on approxi-
mations that have to be carried out in a specific basis
(e.g., the momentum eigenbasis for the Redfield theory
or the coordinate eigenbasis for the Marcus/Förster the-

ory), the HEOM permits us to calculate the properties
of interest in any basis. Furthermore, the equilibrium
RDM of the electronic subsystem [Eq. (43)], as well as
the Green’s functions [Eq. (10)], can also be represented
in any basis. However, the most convenient representa-
tion is the one in which the electronic RDM is diago-
nal. In that representation, the effects of the electron–
phonon interaction on the reduced electronic properties
(i.e., the polaronic effects) are taken into account in
the simplest possible way. The corresponding basis is
known as the global basis,105 or pointer/preferred ba-
sis68 in the framework of decoherence theory.106,107 Ac-
cording to the momentum-conservation law, the elec-
tronic single-particle density matrix is diagonal in the
eigenbasis {|k〉} of the electronic momentum. We thus
conclude that our momentum-space HEOM is indeed
formulated in the preferred basis for the Holstein Hamil-
tonian.

Our optimal formulation of the problem comes with
another advantage. The authors of Ref. 75 pointed out
that the temporal propagation of the real-space HEOM
method developed in Ref. 71 exhibits an exponential-
instability wall. Having hit that wall, the observables
diverge, and advanced techniques have to be employed
to extract long-time dynamics of the single-mode Hol-
stein model. All the results presented here unam-
biguously demonstrate that exploiting the translational
symmetry of the model, i.e., transferring to the pre-
ferred basis of the problem, renders the equations nu-
merically stable and thus obviates the need for advanced
tools to mitigate potential instabilities. We propagated
our symmetry-adapted HEOM in various parameter
regimes up to quite long times ω0tmax ∼ 500 with a
moderate time step ω0∆t = 0.02, see Fig. 4, and ob-
served no sign of numerical instabilities in our data.

VI. CONCLUSION

We develop a novel HEOM-based approach that is
specifically suited for evaluation of real-time single-
particle correlation functions and thermodynamic prop-
erties of the Holstein Hamiltonian at finite temperature.
The conservation of the total momentum enables us to
formulate the hierarchy in the momentum space, so that
its dynamical variables describe multi-phonon absorp-
tion and emission processes in which the momentum
is exchanged between the electron and quantum vibra-
tions. Our momentum-space formulation is superior to
the commonly used real-space formulation because it
circumvents known numerical problems that arise dur-
ing the propagation of the real-space HEOM.

We use our HEOM approach to compute the spec-
tral function and thermodynamic quantities of the one-
dimensional Holstein model containing up to 10 sites.
Our results agree quite well with the available results
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of the finite-temperature Lanczos method, the coupled-
cluster theory, and the momentum average approxi-
mation. A further support to the HEOM approach
comes from the comparison with imaginary-time data
obtained using our QMC approach that provides ac-
cess to the properties of larger chains. QMC results
demonstrate that finite size effects are not pronounced
and that relatively short chains, containing 5–10 sites,
capture the behavior characteristic for longer chains.

All these results suggest that our HEOM approach
may greatly contribute to future studies of finite-
temperature Holstein polaron dynamics. Using ad-
vanced propagation techniques,108 our approach may
become viable for larger or higher-dimensional systems
and in multimode situations. It is interesting to note
that our study is concurrent with other works aiming
at extending the methods commonly applied to molec-
ular systems (chemical-physics realm) to band-like sit-
uations (condensed-matter realm).109 Our method may
contribute to revealing the (exciton-)polaron formation
dynamics, which is highly relevant for a proper inter-

pretation of ultrafast experimental signals in molecu-
lar aggregates,105 organic semiconductors,110 and pho-
tosynthetic pigment–protein complexes.101 Finally, the
HEOM developed here may be readily used to study
finite-temperature transport properties of the Holstein
model by approximating a two-particle correlation func-
tion as the product of two single-particle correlation
functions.96
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I. GREEN’S FUNCTIONS AND SPECTRAL FUNCTION

The fluctuation–dissipation theorem for single-particle Green’s functions states that the spectral function, which is
defined as

A(k, ω) = − 1

π
ImGR(k, ω), (1)

is related to the greater and lesser Green’s functions as follows1

A(k, ω) = − 1

2π
ImG>(k, ω)

(

1 + e−β~ω
)

, (2)

A(k, ω) =
1

2π
ImG<(k, ω)

(

1 + eβ~ω
)

. (3)

The Lehmann representation of G>(k, ω) reads as

G>(k, ω) = −2πi

Z

∑

nm

e−βEn δ(ω + ωn − ωm) |〈n |ck|m〉|2 , (4)

where state |m〉 belongs to the single-excitation subspace, while state |n〉 belongs to the zero-excitation subspace. It
is thus advantageous to separate out the vertical excitation energy εe from ωn by ωn = εe/~+∆ωn and to shift the
zero of the frequency axis to εe/~ by defining G>

shifted(k, ω) = G>(ω + εe/~). The corresponding spectral function
Ashifted(k, ω) = A(k, ω + εe/~) then reads as

Ashifted(k, ω) = − 1

2π
ImG>

shifted(k, ω)
(

1 + e−β~ωe−βεe
)

≈ − 1

2π
ImG>

shifted(k, ω) (5)

under the physically plausible assumption that βεe ≫ 1.
Using similar ideas, the Lehmann representation of G<(k, ω) is transformed as follows

G<(k, ω) =
2πi

Z
e−βεe

∑

nm

e−β~∆ωm δ(ω − εe/~+ ωn −∆ωm) |〈n |ck|m〉|2 . (6)

Defining

G<
shifted(k, ω) = eβεe G<(k, ω + εe/~), (7)

and employing βεe ≫ 1, we finally obtain that

Ashifted(k, ω) =
1

2π
ImG<

shifted(k, ω) · eβ~ω. (8)

In the main body of the manuscript, we will not insist on notation G
>/<
shifted(k, ω), Ashifted(k, ω), which simply shifts the

origin of the energy scale from the energy of the unexcited state to the vertical excitation energy of the singly-excited
state. The latter choice is far more common in the literature.
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II. QMC METHOD FOR THERMODYNAMIC EXPECTATION VALUES

A. Operators that depend on electronic coordinates only

We now describe the calculation of the expectation value of the operators that depend on electronic coordinates
only, such as the free electronic operator He and the operator nk = |k〉 〈k| of the number of electrons of momentum
k. The expectation value of such an operator O is given as

〈O〉 =
∑

ab

∫

d{x} 〈a{x}|e−βH |b{x}〉 〈b|O|a〉
∑

ab

∫

d{x} 〈a{x}|e−βH |b{x}〉 δab
(9)

To evaluate the integrals, we express 〈a{x}|e−βH |b{x}〉 using Eq. (63) in the main part of the paper and we analytically
calculate the Gaussian integrals over the phononic coordinates using Eq. (68) in the main part of the paper.
Equation (9) then takes the form

〈O〉 = N1

D1
(10)

with

N1 =
∑

ab

∑

j1...jK−1

f(j1)f(j2) . . . f(jK−1)f

(

a− b −
K−1
∑

i=1

ji

)

e
1
2b·A

−1·b 〈b|O|a〉 (11)

and

D1 =
∑

ab

∑

j1...jK−1

f(j1)f(j2) . . . f(jK−1)f

(

a− b−
K−1
∑

i=1

ji

)

e
1
2b·A

−1·bδab. (12)

We then perform Monte Carlo summation in the same way as for the correlation function.
The results presented in Fig. 2(a) and 2(c) of the paper were obtained with 107 samples and K = 80.
The results presented in Figs. 5 and 6 in this Supplemental Material were obtained with 105 samples and K = 80,

except for Fig. 6(b) where K = 200.

B. Interaction energy and fermion-boson correlation function

Next, we describe Monte Carlo calculation of averages of the operator of electron-phonon interaction He−ph and

the fermion-boson correlation function C(l) =∑i |i〉 〈i|
(

b†i+l + bi+l

)

. Expectation values of these operators read

〈He−ph〉 =
∑

a

∫

d{x} 〈a{x}|e−βH |a{x}〉 xaγ
√

2mω0

~

∑

a

∫

d{x} 〈a{x}|e−βH |a{x}〉 (13)

and

〈C(l)〉 =
∑

a

∫

d{x} 〈a{x}|e−βH |a{x}〉 xa+l

√

2mω0

~

∑

a

∫

d{x} 〈a{x}|e−βH |a{x}〉 . (14)

To evaluate the integrals in the numerator, we exploit the identity

∫

dnz zae
− 1

2z·A·zeb·z = (2π)
n/2

(detA)
−1/2

e
1
2b·A

−1·b
(

A
−1 · b

)

a
(15)

and obtain

〈He−ph〉 =
N2

D2
(16)



4

with

N2 =
∑

a

∑

j1...jK−1

f(j1)f(j2) . . . f(jK−1)f

(

−
K−1
∑

i=1

ji

)

e
1
2b·A

−1
b
(

A
−1

b
)

a
γ

√

2mω0

~
(17)

and

D2 =
∑

a

∑

j1...jK−1

f(j1)f(j2) . . . f(jK−1)f

(

−
K=1
∑

i=1

ji

)

e
1
2b·A

−1·b. (18)

We find as well

〈C(l)〉 = N3

D2
(19)

with

N3 =
∑

a

∑

j1...jK−1

f(j1)f(j2) . . . f(jK−1)f

(

−
K−1
∑

i=1

ji

)

e
1
2b·A

−1
b
(

A
−1

b
)

a+l

√

2mω0

~
. (20)

The sums are then evaluated using the Monte Carlo method in the same way as in previous cases.
The results presented in Fig. 2(b) of the paper were obtained with 106 samples and K = 80, while the results in

Fig. 2(d) of the paper were obtained with 107 samples and K = 80.
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III. WEAK-COUPLING LIMIT: RAYLEIGH–SCHRÖDINGER PERTURBATION THEORY

Truncating the HEOM [Eq. (30) of the main text] at depth 1, we remain with the following equations

∂tG
>(k, t) = −iΩkG

>(k, t) + i
∑

qm

G
(>,1)

0
+
qm

(k − q, t), (21)

∂tG
(>,1)

0
+
qm

(k − q, t) = −i [Ωk−q + ωq(δm0 − δm1)]G
(>,1)

0
+
qm

(k − q, t) + iω2
0cqmG>(k, t). (22)

Separating out the free-rotation contribution from G> by defining G>(k, t) = e−iΩktG>(k, t), the integration of
Eq. (22) leads to

G
(>,1)

0
+
qm

(k − q, t) = iω2
0cqm

∫ t

0

ds exp {i [Ωk − Ωk−q − ωq(δm0 − δm1)] s} e−iΩktG>(k, t− s). (23)

The Markov approximation G>(k, t − s) ≈ G>(t) assumes that G> changes very slowly in time, so that its value at
time t − s is approximately equal to its value at time t. The remaining integration can be performed analytically.
Nevertheless, one may resort to the so-called adiabatic approximation, in which the upper limit of the integral t is
replaced by +∞. Physically, this means that the last scattering on phonons that is relevant to the properties at time
t happened in the distant past. Moreover, to ensure the integral convergence, one adds a small and positive imaginary
part to the frequency difference. Finally,

G
(>,1)

0
+
qm

(k − q, t) ≈ G>(k, t)× iω2
0cqm

∫ +∞

0

ds exp {i [Ωk − Ωk−q − ωq(δm0 − δm1) + iη] s}

=
−ω2

0cqm
Ωk − Ωk−q − ωq(δm0 − δm1) + iη

G>(k, t).

(24)

We now insert Eq. (24) into Eq. (21) and transfer to the frequency domain. Keeping in mind that Eq. (21) is solved
for t > 0 under the initial condition G>(k, t = 0) = −i, we finally obtain

G>(k, ω) =
1

ω − Ωk − Σk
(25)

where the one-phonon self-energy reads as

Σk =
∑

qm

ω2
0cqm

Ωk − Ωk−q − ωq(δm0 − δm1) + iη
. (26)

The real part of the self-energy brings about the energy renormalization

Re Σk =
γ2

~

1

N

∑

q

(

1 + nBE(ωq, T )

~Ωk − ~Ωk−q − ~ωq
+

nBE(ωq, T )

~Ωk − ~Ωk−q + ~ωq

)

(27)

while its imaginary part

Im Σk = −π
γ2

~

1

N

∑

q

{[1 + nBE(ωq, T )]δ(~Ωk − ~Ωk−q − ~ωq) + nBE(ωq, T )δ(~Ωk − ~Ωk−q + ~ωq)} (28)

is related to the second-order result for carrier scattering time τk via τ−1
k = −2Im Σk.
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IV. SINGLE-SITE LIMIT: LANG–FIRSOV RESULTS

Here, we explicitly present the steps that are needed to reduce the exact Feynman–Vernon results presented in
the main text to the Lang–Firsov results in the limit of vanishing electronic coupling. While these results are by no
means new (see, e.g., Ch. 4 of Ref. 1), we feel that it is important to demonstrate how our approach reduces to this
important limiting case.
We start from the computation of G>. The exact solution in the single-site limit reduces to

G>(t) = −ie−iεet/~ exp

[

−ω2
0

∫ t

0

ds2

∫ s2

0

ds1
∑

m

cme−µm(s2−s1)

]

. (29)

To obtain this result, we used the fact that, in the single-site limit, the operator Vq reduces to |j〉〈j|, which is time-
independent, so that the time-ordering sign entering the exact solution is not effective. Solving the integral under the
exponential we finally obtain

G>(t) = −ie−iεet/~ e−(γ/(~ω0))
2(2Nph+1) exp

[

(

γ

~ω0

)2
(

(1 +Nph)e
−iω0t +Nphe

iω0t + iω0t
)

]

, (30)

where Nph =
(

eβ~ω0 − 1
)−1

. The exact result for G>(ω) can then be obtained following the procedure from Ref. 1

The crux of the derivation is to employ the following identity2

ez cos θ =

+∞
∑

l=−∞

Il(z) e
ilθ, (31)

where Il(z) are the Bessel functions of complex argument.
A similar procedure can be repeated to obtain the single-site limit of the exact result for G<:

G<(t) = ie−iεet/~e−β[εe−γ2/(~ω0)] e−(γ/(~ω0))
2(2Nph+1) exp

[

(

γ

~ω0

)2
(

(1 +Nph)e
iω0t +Nphe

−iω0t + iω0t
)

]

. (32)

Apart from the prefactors, the only difference between the single-site expressions for G> and G< is the place of phonon
factors 1 +Nph ± 1 in front of exponentials e±iω0t.

While G>/<(ω) is an infinite series of equidistant δ peaks of varying intensity, one commonly introduces the artificial
broadening η, i.e., replaces δ peaks by Lorentzians whose full width at half maximum is equal to η. To take the artificial
broadening into account, it is enough to replace

µ0 = iω0 → iω0 + η, µ1 = −iω0 → −iω0 + η. (33)

Equation (30) then becomes

G>(t) = −ie−iεet/~ e−(γ/(~ω0))
2(2Nph+1)

× exp

[

(

γ

~ω0

)2
(

(1 +Nph)e
−i(ω0−iη)t +Nphe

i(ω0+iη)t + i(ω0 + i(2Nph + 1)η)t
)

]

,
(34)

while Eq. (32) becomes

G<(t) = ie−iεet/~e−β[εe−γ2/(~ω0)] e−(γ/(~ω0))
2(2Nph+1)

× exp

[

(

γ

~ω0

)2
(

(1 +Nph)e
i(ω0+iη)t +Nphe

−i(ω0−iη)t + i(ω0 + i(2Nph + 1)η)t
)

]

.
(35)

On the other hand, the replacements of Eq. (33) affect the hierarchy through its kinetic term only, while the hierarchical
links remain unaffected. In more detail,

[

∂tG
(n)
n (k − kn, t)

]

kin
= −i(ωk−kn

+ µn)G
(n)
n (k − kn, t)

→ −i(ωk−kn
+ µn − inη)G(n)

n
(k − kn, t),

(36)

so that the auxiliary Green’s functions at depth n are damped at rate nη. Analytical and numerical result exhibit
excellent agreement in the single-site limit, which is demonstrated in Fig. 1 for γ/ω0 =

√
2 and kBT/ω0 = 1 and

different values of the artificial broadening η/ω0 = 0, 0.01, 0.02.
The influence of η on the spectral properties in the single-site limit are summarized in Fig. 2.
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Figure 1. Results for G>(t) (left panels) and G<(t) (right panels) in the single-site limit for γ/ω0 =
√
2, kBT/ω0 = 1 and

different values of the artificial broadening η = 0 (upper panels), η/ω0 = 0.01 (middle panels), and η/ω0 = 0.02 (bottom
panels). Without loss of generality, we assume that εe = 0. Analytical results are obtained using Eqs. (34) and (35), while the
kinetic terms in the HEOM assume the form of Eq. (36).
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Figure 2. Electron-addition [A(ω) = − 1
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ImG>(ω)] and electron-removal [A+(ω) = 1
2π

ImG<(ω)] spectral functions for a single

site with γ/ω0 =
√
2 and kBT/ω0 = 1 and different levels of the artificial broadening η/ω0 = 0, 0.01, 0.02. Both A(ω) and

A+(ω) are normalized so that their maximum values are equal to 1. A(ω) is presented in the positive half-plane, while A+(ω)
is presented in the negative half-plane. This style of presentation emphasises the fact that A(ω) and A+(ω) are mirror images
of one another around ωQP/ω0 = −(γ/ω0)

2 = −2.
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V. ARTIFICIAL BROADENING OF SPECTRAL LINES

When the spectral density of the electron–phonon coupling is that of an underdamped Brownian oscillator

J (ω) = Λ

[

ωη

(ω − ω0)2 + η2
+

ωη

(ω + ω0)2 + η2

]

(37)

the bath correlation function assumes the following form3

Cq2q1(t) = δq2,−q1(~ω0)
2

+∞
∑

m=0

cm e−µmt (38)

where

c0 =
Λ

~ω0

(

1− i
η

ω0

)

[1 + nBE(~ω0 − i~η, T )] , µ0 = iω0 + η (39)

c1 =
Λ

~ω0

(

1 + i
η

ω0

)

nBE(~ω0 + i~η, T ), µ1 = −iω0 + η (40)

cm = −4
η

ω0

ΛkBT

(~ω0)2
ρm−1

ξm−1

β~ω0

1−
(

ξm−1

β~ω0

)2

+
(

η
ω0

)2

[

1−
(

ξm−1

β~ω0

)2

+
(

η
ω0

)2
]2

+ 4 ξm−1

β~ω0

, µm =
ξm−1

β~
, m ≥ 2 (41)

In Eq. (41), ξm and ρm (for m ≥ 1) are the poles and residues of the Bose–Einstein function (ez − 1)−1 in the upper
half of the complex plane. The corresponding decomposition of the Bose–Einstein function into simple poles reads as

1

ez − 1
= −1

2
+

1

z
+

+∞
∑

m=1

ρm

(

1

z − iξm
+

1

z + iξm

)

. (42)

In the Matsubara decomposition, ξm = 2πm, ρm = 1. There are other possible choices, e.g., Padé decomposition.

Let us now assume that ~η is the smallest energy scale in the problem, i.e., ~η ≪ kBT and η ≪ ω0. One may then
neglect the imaginary parts of c0 and c1. For m ≥ 2, cm is linear in the small quantity η/ω0, while the corresponding
exponential factor e−µmt decays much faster than e−µ0/1t because of ξm−1/(β~η) ≫ 1. We may thus completely
discard the infinite-series part of the bath correlation function, after which it reduces to

Cq2q1(t) = δq2,−q1

Λ

~ω0

{

[1 + nBE(ω0, T )]e
−(iω0+η)t + nBE(ω0, T )e

−(−iω0+η)t
}

. (43)

By identifying Λ = γ2/(~ω0), we obtain the expression that is identical to the bath correlation function presented in
the main text, with the only difference that the oscillatory terms are replaced by damped oscillatory terms.
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VI. COMPARISON BETWEEN TIME-DOMAIN AND FREQUENCY-DOMAIN HEOM DATA FOR

DIFFERENT MAXIMUM HIERARCHY DEPTHS

In Figs. 3 and 4, we compare the real part of the envelope G>(k, t) of the greater Green’s function and the spectral
function A(k, ω) for three different values of the maximum hierarchy depth D in the following regime of model

parameters: kBT/J = 0.4, ~ω0/J = 1, γ/J =
√
2, N = 8.
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Figure 3. Time dependence of the real part of the envelope of the greater Green’s function, Re G>(k, t), for three different
values of the maximum hierarchy depth (D = 6 in the upper panels, D = 7 in the middle panels, and D = 8 in the lower
panels) and for two different values of the dimensionless wave number (k = 0 in the left column, k = π in the right column).
The ranges on the vertical axes on all three left-column plots are the same ([−0.5, 0.4]), as are their counterparts on all three
right-column plots ([−0.2, 0.2]).
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Figure 4. Spectral function A(k, ω) for three different values of the maximum hierarchy depth (D = 6 is represented by dash-
dotted black lines, D = 7 is represented by dashed red lines, D = 8 is represented by solid blue lines) and for two different
values of the dimensionless wave number (k = 0 in the upper panel and k = π in the lower panel). All the time-domain data
presented in Fig. 3 are used to compute A(k, ω), which is signalized by the label ω0tmax = 500 in the legend.
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VII. COMPARISON BETWEEN QMC AND HEOM RESULTS FOR THE ELECTRONIC MOMENTUM

DISTRIBUTION

In Fig. 5 we compare QMC and HEOM predictions for the electronic momentum distribution for two different
temperatures, kBT/J = 1 in Figs. 5(a) and 5(c), and kBT/J = 0.4 in Figs. 5(b) and 5 (d).
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Figure 5. (a) and (b): Electronic momentum distribution fk computed using QMC (black dots) and HEOM (red empty circles)
for (a) kBT/J = 1 and (b) kBT/J = 0.4. QMC error bars are smaller than the size of individual dots. (c) and (d): Difference
between QMC and HEOM electronic momentum distributions for (c) kBT/J = 1 and (d) kBT/J = 0.4. The remaining
parameters assume the following values: ~ω0/J = 1, γ/J =

√
2.
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In Fig. 6 we compare QMC and HEOM predictions for the electronic momentum distribution for two different
electron–phonon coupling strengths, γ/J = 1 in Figs. 6(a) and 6(c), and γ/J = 2 in Figs. 6(b) and 6 (d).

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
0

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

0.06

f k

QMC
HEOM

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
k

-5×10
-5

0

5×10
-5

Q
M

C
 -

 H
E

O
M

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
0

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
k

-4×10
-5

-2×10
-5

0

2×10
-5

4×10
-5

γ/J=1 (λ=0.5) γ/J=2 (λ=2)

Figure 6. (a) and (b): Electronic momentum distribution fk computed using QMC (black dots) and HEOM (red empty circles)
for (a) γ/J = 1 and (b) γ/J = 2. QMC error bars are smaller than the size of individual dots. (c) and (d): Difference between
QMC and HEOM electronic momentum distributions for (c) γ/J = 1 and (d) γ/J = 2. The remaining parameters assume the
following values: ~ω0/J = 1, kBT/J = 1.
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VIII. DISCUSSION OF THE HEOM METHOD RESULTS IN THE STRONG-COUPLING ADIABATIC

REGIME

Here, we discuss in greater detail the results of the HEOM method in the strong-coupling adiabatic regime, ~ω0/J =

0.2, γ/J =
√

4/5, at temperature kBT/J = 1.
We start with Fig. 7, in which we compare the real parts of the envelopes G>(k, t) of the greater Green’s functions

at finite temperature for different maximum depths D of the hierarchy. While the calculations are actually performed
up to maximum time ω0tmax = 400, which translates to Jtmax/~ = 2000, Fig. 7 shows only the time window
0 ≤ Jt/~ ≤ 200. For Jt/~ > 200, Re G>(k, t) exhibits small-amplitude oscillations around 0, the effect that is due
to the finite size of the system studied. Although the differences between the results for different D are difficult to
appreciate in the real-time domain, they become more visible upon transformation in the real-frequency domain, which
is demonstrated in Fig. 8. To obtainA(k, ω) shown in Fig. 8, we usedG>(k, t) up to the maximum time Jtmax/~ = 2000
for which we performed the calculations. The positions and intensities of the peaks exhibit appreciable changes with
D, which is very different from the situation presented in Fig. 4, where the positions of the peaks do not change with
D, while the changes in their intensities are minor. The results presented in Figs. 7 and 8 suggest that the HEOM
method experiences problems in the adiabatic regime.
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Figure 7. Time dependence of the real part of the envelope of the greater Green’s function, ReG>(k, t), for three different values
of the maximum hierarchy depth (D = 9 in the upper panels, D = 10 in the middle panels, and D = 11 in the lower panels)
and for two different values of the dimensionless wave number (k = 0 in the left column and k = π in the right column). The
vertical-axes ranges on all six panels are the same, [−0.3, 0.3]. The model parameters assume the following values: kBT/J = 1,

~ω0/J = 0.2, γ/J =
√

4/5, N = 6.



15

-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10
0

0.5

1

1.5

A
(k

=
0,

ω
)

D=9
D=10
D=11

-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10
h
_

ω/J

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

A
(k

=
π,

ω
)

Figure 8. Spectral function A(k, ω) for three different values of the maximum hierarchy depth (D = 9 is represented by dash-
dotted black lines, D = 10 is represented by dashed red lines, D = 11 is represented by solid blue lines) and for two different
values of the dimensionless wave number (k = 0 in the upper panel and k = π in the lower panel). The model parameters

assume the following values: kBT/J = 1, ~ω0/J = 0.2, γ/J =
√

4/5, N = 6.

In order to understand whether the HEOM-method results in the adiabatic limit are reasonable, in Figs. 9(a)
and 9(b) we compare the imaginary-time correlation function C(k, τ) evaluated using the QMC method on a N = 6-
site chain and the HEOM method on a N = 6-site chain with maximum depths D = 9, 10, and 11. The results show
that, as D is increased, the ratio QMC6/HEOM(6,D) of the QMC and HEOM results (labels are precisely defined in
the caption of Fig. 9) becomes closer to unity on the whole imaginary-time interval 0 ≤ Jτ/~ ≤ βJ . This suggests
that the HEOM results for D = 11 are reasonable in the parameter regime studied. These results are shown in
Figs. 9(a1) and 9(a2) of the main body of the paper.
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Figure 9. Imaginary-time correlation function C(k, τ ) (a) in the zone center k = 0 and (b) at the zone edge k = π computed
using QMC on a 6-site chain (label QMC6) and HEOM on a 6-site chain with different maximum depths D (label HEOM(6,D)).
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~ω0/J = 0.2, and γ/J =
√

4/5.
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IX. INFLUENCE OF THE STATISTICAL SAMPLE SIZE ON QMC RESULTS IN THE

INTERMEDIATE-COUPLING LOW-TEMPERATURE REGIME

Here, we present the results for the QMC imaginary-time correlation function C(k, τ) obtained with different sizes of
the statistical sample and compare them to the HEOM results for the same quantity. The calculations are performed
on an N = 8-site chain (the HEOM method is applied to the chain of the same length) with the following values of

model parameters: ~ω0/J = 1, kBT/J = 0.4, and γ/J =
√
2. In Figs. 10(a) and 10(b) we show HEOM and QMC

data for C(k = 0, τ) [Fig. 10(a)] and C(k = π, τ) [Fig. 10(b)], while in Figs. 10(c) and 10(d) we compare the ratios
CQMC(k, τ)/CHEOM(k, τ) for different sizes of the QMC sample.
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Figure 10. (a) and (b) Imaginary-time correlation function C(k, τ ) in the zone center [(a)] and at the zone edge [(b)] computed
using QMC with different statistical sample sizes (empty symbols) and HEOM (solid line). (c) and (d) Ratio of the QMC
and HEOM results for different QMC statistical sample sizes. For the sake of clearer visibility, in (d) we show QMC/HEOM
only for sample sizes 106 and 107, while the inset in (b) shows the ratio of the QMC and HEOM results for all sample sizes
considered. The model parameters assume the following values: kBT/J = 0.4, ~ω0/J = 1, γ/J =

√
2, N = 8.

The results presented in Figs. 10(a)–10(d) unambiguously show the reduction in the QMC statistical noise when
the sample size is increased from 105 to 106 and 107. While in the zone center decent results are obtained already
with 105 samples, at the zone edge we need as many as 107 samples to reduce the level of the statistical noise.
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X. IMAGINARY-TIME CORRELATION FUNCTION IN THE ADIABATIC AND ANTIADIABATIC

REGIME

In Figs. 11(a) and 11(b) we present comparison between imaginary-time correlation functions in the zone center
[Fig. 11(a)] and at the zone edge [Fig. 11(b)] obtained using the QMC and HEOM methods in the adiabatic regime,

kBT/J = 1, ~ω0/J = 0.2, γ/J =
√

4/5. The HEOM-method calculation is performed on a N = 6-site chain.
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Figure 11. Imaginary time correlation function C(k, τ ) (a) in the zone center k = 0 and (b) at the zone edge k = π computed
using QMC with different chain lengths (empty symbols) and HEOM (solid line). Insets present the ratio of QMC and HEOM
results for N = 6 (full left-triangles) and the ratio of QMC results for N = 6 and N = 20 (empty right-triangles). The model

parameters assume the following values: kBT/J = 1, ~ω0/J = 0.2, γ/J =
√

4/5.
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In Figs. 12(a) and 12(b) we present comparison between imaginary-time correlation functions in the zone center
[Fig. 12(a)] and at the zone edge [Fig. 12(b)] obtained using the QMC and HEOM methods in the antiadiabatic

regime, kBT/J = 1, ~ω0/J = 3, γ/J =
√
12. The HEOM-method calculation is performed on a N = 6-site chain.
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Figure 12. Imaginary time correlation function C(k, τ ) (a) in the zone center k = 0 and (b) at the zone edge k = π computed
using QMC with different chain lengths (empty symbols) and HEOM (solid line). Insets present the ratio of QMC and HEOM
results for N = 6 (full left-triangles) and the ratio of QMC results for N = 6 and N = 20 (empty right-triangles). The model
parameters assume the following values: kBT/J = 1, ~ω0/J = 3, γ/J =

√
12.



20

∗ veljko.jankovic@ipb.ac.rs
† nenad.vukmirovic@ipb.ac.rs
1 G. Mahan, Many-Particle Physics (Kluwer Academic, New York, 2000).
2 I. S. Gradshteyn and I. M. Ryzhik, Table of Integrals, Series, and Products (Elsevier Academic Press, 2007).
3 H. Liu, L. Zhu, S. Bai, and Q. Shi, “Reduced quantum dynamics with arbitrary bath spectral densities: Hierarchical equations
of motion based on several different bath decomposition schemes,” J. Chem. Phys. 140, 134106 (2014).

mailto:veljko.jankovic@ipb.ac.rs
mailto:nenad.vukmirovic@ipb.ac.rs
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4870035

	Supplemental Material forSpectral and thermodynamic properties of the Holstein polaron: Hierarchical equations of motion approach
	I Green's functions and spectral function
	II QMC method for thermodynamic expectation values
	A Operators that depend on electronic coordinates only
	B Interaction energy and fermion-boson correlation function

	III Weak-coupling limit: Rayleigh–Schrödinger perturbation theory
	IV Single-site limit: Lang–Firsov results
	V Artificial broadening of spectral lines
	VI Comparison between time-domain and frequency-domain HEOM data for different maximum hierarchy depths
	VII Comparison between QMC and HEOM results for the electronic momentum distribution
	VIII Discussion of the HEOM method results in the strong-coupling adiabatic regime
	IX Influence of the statistical sample size on QMC results in the intermediate-coupling low-temperature regime
	X Imaginary-time correlation function in the adiabatic and antiadiabatic regime
	 References


