
Many Body Density of States of a system of non interacting spinless fermions
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The modeling of out-of-equilibrium many-body systems requires to go beyond the low-energy
physics and local densities of states. Many-body localization, presence or lack of thermalization
and quantum chaos are examples of phenomena in which states at different energy scales, including
the highly excited ones, contribute to the dynamics and therefore affect the system’s properties.
Quantifying these contributions requires the many-body density of states (MBDoS), a function
whose calculation becomes challenging even for non-interacting identical quantum particles due to
the difficulty in enumerating states while enforcing the exchange symmetry. In the present work, we
introduce a new approach to evaluate the MBDoS in the case of systems that can be mapped into
free fermions. The starting point of our method is the principal component analysis of the filling
matrix F describing how N fermions can be configured into L single-particle energy levels. We show
that the many body spectrum can be expanded as a weighted sum of spectra given by the principal
components of the filling matrix. The weighting coefficients only involve renormalized energies
obtained from the single body spectrum. We illustrate our method in two classes of problems that
are mapped into spinless fermions: (i) non-interacting electrons in a homogeneous tight-binding
model in 1D and 2D, and (ii) interacting spins in a chain under a transverse field.

I. INTRODUCTION

The concept of Density of States (DoS) is at the heart
of statistical physics where it defines partition function
and temperature. In nuclear physics, quantifying the
level density is necessary to describe nuclear reactions
involving excited states [1]. No less importantly, it is
one of the most appealing quantity in condensed mat-
ter physics, where one is interested in investigating how
electrons and holes populate energy bands to give rise to
material’s properties [2]. In all these fields, the density
of states is crucial to characterize a multi-particle sys-
tem and determine which states are accessible at energy
scales of interest.

For a long time, the success of mean field theories and
the quasi-particle picture to describe a highly degenerate
Fermi liquid has promoted the Single-Body Density of
States (SBDoS) and its local counterpart to the focus of
investigations of electronic systems. In the presence of in-
teractions, efforts have been concentrated in the physics
at low temperatures, so that the SBDoS around the Fermi
level suffices to obtain most of their properties. Nonethe-
less, the quest of calculating a Many-Body Density of
States (MBDoS) has became arguably necessary in the
context of isolated quantum systems undergoing an out-
of-equilibrium dynamics [3]. There, contributions from
different parts of the spectrum prevents one from relying
on a description based solely on the low-lying states and
on the SBDoS. Quantifying these contributions is crucial
to shed light on phenomena such as quantum chaos [4],
thermalization and its lack [5–7], many-body localization
[8] and more generally unconventional stationary states
[9, 10].

In this respect, a MBDoS provides useful information,
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as it allows for quantifying how interactions between indi-
vidual constituents lead to a complex many-body dynam-
ics, with coexisting single-particle and collective effects.
Even non-interacting systems pose a challenge due to the
combinatorial nature of the problem of how single-body
levels can be populated to define a distribution of many-
body energy levels. For both non-interacting and inter-
acting systems, it is possible to retrieve numerically the
full spectrum of energies and eigenstates only for system
sizes that do not exceed a dozen of particles. Symmetries
can aid this computation by allowing one to split the to-
tal Hilbert space into blocks, associated with conserved
quantum numbers. This idea has served as the basis of
exact diagonalization [11] and it is also implemented in
well established numerical methods, as for instance the
Kernel Polynomial Method (KPM) [12]. On the analyti-
cal side, methods to calculate the MBDoS started in nu-
clear physics with a Fermi gas approximation calculation
derived by Bethe [13], which inspired approaches such as
the constant temperature or the continuum shell model
(see e.g. the reviews in [1, 14]). More involved methods
using exact combinatorial counting [15, 16], recursive re-
lations [17], or saddle approximations [18] provided some
approximate results.

The calculation of the MBDoS of systems of non in-
teracting spinless fermions is the problem at the focus of
the present paper. We propose a new approach to cal-
culate the exact MBDoS based on the symmetries of a
rectangular filling matrix describing how N particles can
be combined into L single-particle energy levels to gen-
erate the many-body states. The starting point of our
method relies on the singular value decomposition of this
matrix, which allows to expand the many-body spectrum
as a weighted sum of ’principal’ spectra. These spectra
depend only on the number of single body levels and the
number of particles. The weighting factors involve a dis-
crete Fourier transformation of the single body energies,
providing renormalized energies. Our approach is illus-
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trated in the case of spinless non-interacting fermions,
and applied to the tight-binding model in one and two
dimensions, and to the transverse Ising field chain.

We organize the paper as follows. In Sec. II, we in-
troduce the idea of principal analysis decomposition of a
filling matrix and explain how it allows to access a non
interacting Many Body spectrum. In Sec. III, we develop
the method in the case of spinless fermions, discuss how
to explore symmetries of the problem of calculating the
MBDoS. Applications to tight-binding and Ising chains
are discussed in Sec. IV. Finally, our main findings are
summarized in Sec. V.

II. PRINCIPAL COMPONENTS APPROACH

We start by considering a system for which we know
the single-body spectrum given by the energies εk. Our
goal is to construct the many-body spectrum, which has

energies Ep =
∑L
k=1 εkf

k
p , where fkp is the filling factor

or occupation number of the kth single body level for
the p-th many-body state. Our first step is to rewrite
all those energies in matrix form by collecting all single-
body energies εk into a column vector ε, all many body
energies Ep into a column vector E, and finally construct
a rectangular matrix F , the ”filling” matrix, of general
term fkp . We can then write the relation between many
body and single body energies in matrix form :

E = F · ε (1)

where · denotes the matricial product.
The singular value decomposition (SVD) of the filling

matrix F = U ·Σ · V † with U, V square unitary matrices
and Σ rectangular diagonal, provides its so called ”prin-
cipal component” expansion :

F =

L−1∑
`=0

σ` U` · V †` (2)

where U` is the lth right-singular vector (i.e. the lth col-
umn of U), σ` are the singular values (i.e. the main diag-
onal of Σ), and V` is the lth left-singular vector (i.e. the
lth column of V ). To ease notations, in the following we
will incorporate the singular value σl into the definition
of Ul so that the right-singular vectors are orthogonal but
not normalized anymore. Note that with these notations,
U` and V` are simply related by U` = F · V`. By com-
bining Eqs. 1 and 2, the vector E of many-body energies
can be rewritten as :

E =

L−1∑
`=0

U`(V
†
` · ε) =

L−1∑
`=0

ε̃` U` (3)

where we defined the scalars ε̃` = V †` · ε.
The many body spectrum now appears as a sum of

”principal” spectral components given by the U` vectors.

These spectral components are weighted by the new effec-
tive energies ε̃` of a renormalized single-body spectrum.
In particular, the form of V` defines which of these ener-
gies contribute to the many-body spectrum. As we will
discuss later, a very convenient choice is given by Fourier
modes obtained from the analytical solution for the eigen-
vectors of the circulant matrix F † ·F . Depending on the
band structure of the system, it is also possible that some
renormalized energies vanish which allows the associated
` modes to be discarded.

The problem of computing the many body spectrum
is now split in two parts. The first part is to compute
the renormalized single body spectrum only depending
on the right singular part of the SVD (ie. the V`) which
can be obtained analytically or for a small computational
cost scaling like L. The second part depends on the left
singular part of the SVD (ie. the U` incorporating the σl)
which only contain information about the universal prop-
erties of many-body systems encoded in the combinatoric
structure of the F matrix. That second part requires a
statistical approach but can be efficiently computed for
large system sizes by avoiding using the F matrix explic-
itly since its number of rows scales exponentially with
the number of levels and particles considered. It should
be noted that despite the F matrix is obviously a real
matrix, the renormalized energies and the U` vectors can
be complex, as we will see in the following.

In the following, we provide a framework to compute
the singular decomposition of F in the case of a system of
non-interacting fermions with no other quantum number.

III. SPINLESS FERMIONS

In the case of fermions without any additional quantum
number, occupation numbers can only be 0 or 1, which
are the possible matrix components of F . Each row of the
filling matrix F (i.e. some configuration of a many body
state) is a binary string. All rows share the same amount
of 1’s, to account for the fixed number of particles N ,
there are a total of CNL many body state configurations
and the filling matrix F has dimensions L× CNL .

A. Right part of the SVD

We focus first on the right-singular vectors V` and the
singular values σ`. Both can be computed by considering
the eigendecomposition of the square matrix F † ·F which
has dimensions (L×L). Each matrix element (F † ·F )i,j
is the scalar product between the ith and jth columns
of F , each encoding the filling factor of the ith and jth

single body states along all of the many body states. If
i = j, simple combinatorics considerations indicate there
are CN−1L−1 many body levels with the ith single body level

filled with one particle. If i 6= j, there are CN−2L−2 many

body levels with both the ith and jth single body levels
filled with a particle. From this reasoning we deduce that
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the F † ·F matrix has the form of a circulant matrix with
only two possible values :

F † · F =


a b . . . b

b
. . .

...
...

. . . b
b . . . b a


L×L

where a = CN−1L−1 and b = CN−2L−2 . Circulant matrices are
well known and can be diagonalized using Fourier modes.
Let ω = ei2π/L, then eigenvectors of F † ·F , which are the
right-singular vectors V` of F , are given by :

V` =
1√
L

(
1, ω`, ω2`, . . . , ω(L−1)`

)
. (4)

The eigenvalues of F † · F take the following form :

λ` = CN−1L−1 + CN−2L−2

L−1∑
k=1

ωk`

from which only two distinct values can arise. After tak-
ing the square root to obtain singular values of F , we get
:

σ0 =
√
NCN−1L−1 with multiplicity 1

σ`≥1 =
√
CN−1L−2 with multiplicity L− 1 (5)

One can easily check that the V` vectors form an or-
thonormal base associated to these eigenspaces, the ` = 0
case matching the 1-dimensional eigenspace spanned by
V0 and the ` ≥ 1 case matching the L − 1-dimensional
eigenspace spanned by V`≥1.

B. Left part of the SVD

In order to compute the left-singular vectors U`, we
avoid dealing with the matrix F ·F † which is much larger
than F † · F , and prefer using the identity U` = F · V`.
We can write the components of U` as follows :

Up` =
1√
L

L−1∑
k=0

F pkω
k`

essentially, the inner product between V` and the config-
uration of the pth many body state.

We will now investigate two symmetries which provide
a good understanding of universal properties of F and
allow to reduce the very large set of configurations to a
more manageable size for numerical applications.

C. The k-symmetry

The first symmetry we observe is on the V` vectors con-
taining Fourier modes based on Lth roots of unity. Since

they contain components of the form ωk`, when calcu-
lating the inner product of V` against a configuration
represented by a binary string, a circular permutation of
those bits will multiply the Fourier modes by a power of
ω, i.e. it will rotate the result Up` in the complex plane by

a complex factor which is a power of ω`. We will denote
the associated angle θstep = 2π`/L. Note that it does not
depend on N and remains valid for all components of a
given U`. It follows that all the components of U` lie on
various circles in the complex plane, and are located at
relative angles which are multiples of θstep. We call this
structure the k-symmetry, which is illustrated on Fig. 1.

The k-symmetry suggests to group configurations to-
gether in equivalence classes defined by the underlying
relation of circular permutations. Each class contains
configurations that can be transformed into each other
by circular permutation, we choose the lowest of them
in lexicographic order as class representatives which we
will refer to as ”seeds”. All members of such an equiva-
lence class, when taking the inner product with V`, will
produce U` components which lie on the same circle in
the complex plane, for any fixed given `. Note that two
distinct classes can still map to the same circle by having
the same radius.

There will be two kind of such equivalence classes : the
non-degenerate classes contain exactly L binary strings
when the bits don’t provide any additional symmetry,
while the degenerate classes contain less than L strings
as the bits expose a shorter pattern that repeats under
circular permutation, for instance (0, 0, 1, 1, 0, 0, 1, 1) is
an 8-bits sequence but loops back early with a circular
permutation by 4 positions. This distinction will become
important later on.

Next, we notice that equivalence classes are closely
related to the factors of L. In particular, if L is a
prime number, all classes are non-degenerate. Degener-
ate classes can only have a cardinal which has a common
factor with L. This can be deduced from the action of
circular permutations on strings of various sizes. This is
of particular physical meaning : the prime decomposition
of L is a decisive feature for the symmetries of the filling
matrix and its singular value decomposition.

Finally, a counting argument can be made about those
equivalence classes by using the Pólya enumeration the-
orem, from which we can estimate the number of equiv-
alence classes to be of the order of CNL /L.

D. The `-symmetry

On the other hand, we can look at what happens when
we consider a different Fourier mode and go from some
` to another `′. As ω is by definition a primitive Lth

root of unity (i.e. ωL = 1 but ωp 6= 1 for all p < L),
then each Lth root of unity is a distinct power of ω. It
is well known that ω` is a rth primitive root of unity for
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r = L/gcd(L, `). Considering another value `′, if

gcd(L, `) = gcd(L, `′) (6)

then ω`
′

is also a rth primitive root of unity. In other
words, each power of ω` is in a one to one correspondance
with a power of ω`

′
, so the components of V`′ are just a

permutation of the components of V`. In this case, since
the permutation of V` components is equivalent to the
permutation of configurations in the F matrix, then vec-
tors U` and U`′ are also the same up to a permutation, i.e.
the distributions of their components are identical and
the resulting spectra are identical. We call this property
the `-symmetry, verified when (6) is valid, which is illus-
trated in Fig.6 where all principal spectra are provided
for L = 20 and N = 10.

In order to proceed further, we need to introduce the
language of compositions. A composition of an integer is
similar to a partition, but with order taken into account
[19]. Given some integer n (in our case the number of
particles), we decompose n into a sum of p non-zero in-
teger called the ”parts”. Any such sequence is called a
p-composition of n. If we allow some of the p parts to
be zero, then it is called a weak p-composition of n. Fi-
nally, if we also impose some integer k such that any part
can only have a maximum value of k, then such list of
integers is called a k-restricted weak p-composition of n.

The `-symmetry simplifies the study of the principal
spectra, as only a small amount of ` values are required
to obtain the complete set of U`, namely the divisors of L.
To implement this, we can change our point of view on
binary strings, and consider them as 1-restricted weak
L-compositions of the integer N . We then proceed by
considering only the `’s which divide L, and introduce the
integer q = L/`. We subdivide each binary string into
` sections of size q, and add them together component
by component, effectively folding them into a vector of
size q. We obtain `-restricted weak q-compositions of the
integer N . This leads to the following simplification :

Up` =
1√
L

q−1∑
k=0

(
`−1∑
s=0

F psq+k

)
ei2π

k
q

from which we redefine effective vectors V ′` of size q,
which now contain Fourier modes based on the qth roots
of unity ω′ = ei2π/q. Its components are of the form ω′k

with k ∈ {0, q − 1}.
Once again, we see that the divisors of L, i.e. its prime

decomposition, plays a central role. In particular, if L is
prime, we only need to compute the ` = 1 case where
the `-symmetry is trivial and the `-restricted weak q-
compositions are the binary strings themselves. For a
composite L, there is an interesting feature which can be
observed from Fig.2, where increasing ` values lead to a
fast decreasing density of U` components in the complex
plane, while the occurence counts of each points neces-
sarily goes up : we transition from a spread distribution
to a clustered distribution, i.e. with larger degeneracies,

and a lattice pattern can emerge. The full understanding
of the rich and qualitatively different behaviors displayed
on Fig.2 as l increases requires further study and will be
the subject of another article.

Fig. 1. First principal spectrum U1 of the filling ma-
trix F for L = 8 single body levels and N = 4 spinless
fermions. Each point is a distinct value of the distribution
of the components of U1 in the complex plane. Circles re-
late components belonging to one or more equivalence classes
having the same modulus. The number of occurences of each
values are : 6 (dark purple) for all degenerate classes with ra-
dius 0, 1 (yellow) which have 1 non-degenerate class per circle,
and 2 (dark orange) which have 2 non-degenerate classes per
circle.

E. Enumeration and statistics

Both symmetries described above simplify the study of
the problem. Going from the set of CNL binary strings to a
set of `-restricted weak q-compositions is not an injection,
i.e. distinct binary strings can have the same weak com-
position, so occurrence numbers should be tracked. Let’s
denote by {m0, . . . ,mq−1} the parts of an `-restricted
weak q-composition, with mk ∈ {0, `} and their sum
adding up to N . Then, the total number of binary strings
mapped to the same composition is given by a winding
factor :

Q =

q−1∏
k=0

Cmk

` (7)

From this point on, all ”folded” configurations are now
represented by a choice for each of the mk values and we
use V ′` vectors of size q containing q-roots of unity ω′k

for k ∈ {0, q − 1}. For notation simplicity, we will now
drop the primes and simply redefine V` and ω.

The next step is to apply the k-symmetry on top of
compositions, by again noticing that any circular permu-
tation of a composition is only a multiplication of V` by
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a power of ω : we group compositions together in equiv-
alence classes related by circular permutations. This is
where an interesting feature comes in : by applying the
k-symmetry on compositions, it can be shown that con-
figurations inside degenerate classes will always have a
null projection on the Fourier modes of V`. We only need
to count them to obtain the occurence count of zero com-
ponents in U`.

We now have all the tools required for our framework.
We can describe a simple recipe to obtain the exact dis-
tribution of all U` vectors. First, we look at the value
of L and construct the list of all its divisors : this gives
us the ` values we have to deal with. For each of them,
we compute q = L/` and proceed by building the list of
seeds : all `-restricted weak q-compositions which are not
related by circular permutation. For each seed, we first
look at the size of its equivalence class. If it is degenerate,
i.e. lower than q, then the class lies on a 0-radius ”circle”
which is a point at origin in the complex plane. In this
case, we only need to recover the occurrence count which
is the winding factor Q from Eq.(7) times the degen-
erate class size. Otherwise, the class is non-degenerate
and has size q : the total occurrence count is Q times q,
each vertex having an occurrence count of Q. We also
compute the inner product of the seed with V` directly
and extract the module and argument of the result. The
module needs to be normalized by 1/

√
` to give us the

radius of this seed’s circle. The argument gives us one
point on the circle from which we can reconstruct all
other points coming from this seed’s equivalence class
by using increments of θstep, i.e. the k-symmetry. We
now know everything about that particular seed and its
class. While processing all unique seeds and classes, we
can accumulate the ones found to lie on the same circle,
i.e. having the same radius, and simply add up occur-
rence counts accordingly. The end result is a list of all
the circles, their respective radius, angular positions of
all vertices if needed, and occurrence numbers (by point
or by circle, whichever is needed). This gives the exact
distribution of U` components. Finally, all other ` values
which were skipped are recovered from `-symmetry by
the criteria from Eq.(6).

As an example, let us consider the case L = 8 at half-
filling N = 4. There are a total of 70 possible many body
configurations written as binary strings. The divisors of
L are {1, 2, 4}. For ` = 1 (i.e. binary strings), the k-
symmetry gives 8 non-degenerate classes of size 8 and
2 degenerate classes of size 4 and 2, for a total of 10
seeds. For ` = 2, applying both symmetries, we have 2-
restricted weak 4-compositions, 4 non-degenerate classes
of size 4 and 2 degenerate classes of size 2 and 1, for a
total of 6 seeds. For ` = 4, applying both symmetries, we
have 4-restricted weak 2-compositions, 2 non-degenerate
classes of size 2 and 1 degenerate class of size 1, for a total
of 3 seeds. As one can see, the number of configurations
to consider is significantly reduced. For larger systems,
e.g. L = 20 at half-filling N = 10, the number of many
body configurations written as binary strings is 184756.

In the worse case, ` = 1, this is reduced to 9252 binary
seeds. In better cases like ` = 4, using `-symmetry leads
to a much smaller set of 381 compositions which is further
reduced to only 77 seeds.

For even larger systems, ie. L of the order of 100,
the lower ` values still require significant computational
time, mostly for ` = 1, unless they are truncated or a
statistical approach is added to sample the set of seeds.
However, it should be noted that those computations are
independent of the single body spectrum: they should be
performed only once for relevant values of L and N (ie.
half-filling, quarter-filling, ...) and re-used for many dif-
ferent systems. Once the distribution of U` components
is known, the many-body spectrum and its DoS are ob-
tained from Eq. (3). The spectrum for l = 1 which is
of particular importance for the applications is displayed
on Fig.5.

IV. APPLICATIONS

A variety of systems can be described in terms of spin-
less fermions, including hard core bosons [20], Mott insu-
lators in ladders [21], spin liquids [22], and, very recently,
they served as the basis to study topological phases [23]
and systems supporting Majorana fermions [24, 25].

To illustrate our method, we will apply it to two classes
of problems: (i) tight-binding describing electrons in a
one-dimensional chain and in a square lattice, and (ii)
the transverse Ising field chain that describes a critical
1D spin chain, and which can be mapped into a single-
particle problem using the Jordan Wigner (JW) trans-
formation. In both, we consider periodic boundary con-
ditions (PBC).

In the case (i), the Hamiltonian reads

H = −t
∑
〈i,j〉

(c†jcj + H.c.), (8)

where the sum 〈i, j〉 runs over first-neighbor sites, ci/c
†
i

are the annihilation/creation operators, and t is the hop-
ping amplitude. In 1D, the single-body energies are

εk = −2t cos(k), (9)

the momenta k depends on the boundary conditions of
the model. For periodic boundary conditions (PBC) k =
2πn
L , with n = 0, ..., L− 1.
The trigonometric form of the dispersion relation as-

sociated with the fact that the matrix Hamiltonian is
circulant has an interesting implication to the renormal-
ized energies in Eq.(3). The periodicity shared between
the single-body energies and the Fourier modes allows
for the cancellation of all renormalized energies ε̃` except
those associated with ` = 1 and ` = L − 1, which are
symmetric to each other. We can show that these sur-
viving contributions are equal to ε̃1 = ε̃L−1 = −t

√
L. As

a consequence, the Many Body DoS involves only one
principal spectrum, the l = 1 and is displayed on Fig. 5.
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In 2D, the band structure contains L2 single-body en-
ergies given by

εkx,ky = −2t cos(kx)− 2t cos(ky), (10)

where the momenta in each direction are kx = 2πnx

L and

ky =
2πny

L , with nx, ny = 0, ..., L− 1.

Similarly to the one-dimensional case, the renormal-
ized band structure of the square lattice will be non zero
for only a few `’s, due to the high degeneracy of the
single-body energies. In particular, εkx,ky = 0 has dege-
negeracy 2(L − 1), whereas the only non-degenegerate
energies occur at the bottom and at the top of the
band, where εkx,ky = −4J and εkx,ky = 4J , respec-
tively. By flattening the 2D band structure as a 1D
vector with L2 entries, one can show that the ε̃` do
not vanish for ` = nL + 1, n = 0, 1, ..., L/2 − 1 and
` = mL − 1,m = 1, 2, ..., L/2, and for ` = L, which
is a special case in which ε̃` is real. The band structure
in Eq. (10) and the non-vanishing renormalized energies
ε̃` for a square lattice with L = 100 sites is shown in Fig.
3. The real part decays fast with `, while the imaginary
part converges to a constant, with oscillations decreasing
with `.

In the case (ii), the Hamiltonian is

H = −J
∑
j

σxj σ
x
j+1 − h

∑
j

σzj , (11)

where σd d = x, y, z are the Pauli matrices, J is the
coupling and h is the transverse field.

The critical point occurs at h = J . After employing the
JW transformation, we can obtain the dispersion relation
of this model as follows

εk± = ±2J
√
h2 + 1− 2h cos(k)− 2Jh, (12)

with k = 2nπ
L and n = 0, ..., L− 1 being the momentum.

Note that now, two bands, one positive and the other
negative, contribute to the density of states.

In this case, the structure of the momenta k corre-
sponding to the Fourier modes result in most of the
renormalized energies to be non-zero, however only odd
indexes contribute. For the real part, all Re[ε̃`] =

4/
√

2L|h/J−1| with odd ` are independent of `. The fac-
tor in modulus introduces a symmetry around the critical
point hc = J , so that ε̃`[h − hc < 0] = ε̃`[h − hc > 0].

For the imaginary part, the Im[ε̃`] are non-zero but de-
cay very fast. The decay rate is amplified as the system
size increases. At the critical point h = J , the only sur-
viving single-body energies are ε̃1 = −ε̃L−1 = 2i

√
2L.

In other words, we recover the same renormalized single
body energies as for the 1D tight binding model.

This can be observed in Fig. 4, panel (b), where
we show the real and imaginary parts of ε̃` for h/J ∈
[0.5, 1.5].

Using these previous results, we have all ingredients
to compute the MBDoS for the applications aforemen-
tioned. In particular, for the 1D tight binding model and
the transverse Ising chain at the critical point which have
the same renormalized single body energies. As a result,
they have the same MBDoS displayed on Fig. 5.

V. CONCLUSION

In the present paper, we explored a novel approach to
compute the many-body density of states of quantum
systems whose Hamiltonian can be mapped into non-
interacting spinless fermions.

We show that the many-body spectrum can be ex-
panded over the principal components of a filling matrix
encoding the allowed many body states. These princi-
pal components describe spectral properties of systems
of spinless fermions only depending on the numbers of
particles and one body levels. This new spectral decom-
position of many body states is weighted by a renormal-
ized single body band structure, which acts as a filter for
relevant energy scales.

For gapless systems, such as the tight-binding and the
critical transverse field Ising chains, we demonstrated
that only two renormalized energies are non zero. Even
in more general scenari, such as the square lattice or the
Ising chain away from the critical point, many renormal-
ized energies still vanish. In all cases, this will signifi-
cantly reduces the number of relevant spectral compo-
nents of the filling matrix involved in the calculation of
the many body density of states.

Our framework can be extended to include additional
quantum numbers like spin, and to handle bosonic sys-
tems.
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 2. Principal spectra of the filling matrix F in the case L = 20 at half-filling N = 10 (a) or quarter-filling
N = 5 (b). Each graph represents components of the U` vector in the complex plane and their occurrence numbers. All
relevant ` values with distinct greatest common divisors with L are shown, other ` values yield identical distributions through
`-symmetry, according to the criteria from Eq.(6). The full set of ` values can be found in Fig. 6. The ` = 0 case is also shown
and corresponds to the 1-dimensional eigenspace associated to the singular decomposition of F . One can notice that increasing
values of ` yield more clustered distributions.
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Fig. 3. Band structure and renormalized energies of a
homogeneous square lattice with L = 100 sites in each
direction. Top panels show the single-body band structure
εkx,ky as a surface in 3D (left) and as a contourplot (right).
Bottom panels display the real and imaginary part of the
renormalized energies ε̃`. Note that only 2(L+1) renormalized
energies indexed as ` = nL± 1 do not vanish.
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ε k

Fig. 4. Band structure and renormalized single-
particle energies ε̃` for an Ising chain under a trans-
verse field with strength h. The number of sites/levels is
L = 100. Top contour shows the band dispersion as a func-
tion of k and h. Bottom panels display the real and imaginary
parts of the ε̃`’s for ` odd. All components with ` even van-
ish. The imaginary part decays as a function of `. Both
real and imaginary parts are degenerate around hc = J , i.e.
ε̃`[h − hc < 0] = ε̃`[h − hc > 0]. At the critical point, the
dominant renormalized energy is ε̃1, all other renormalized
energies can be neglected in a first approximation. As a re-
sult, the MBDoS will be similar to the one of the 1D tight
binding model.
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 5. Many-body DoS for a 1D tight-binding chain
with L = 20 sites at half-filling N = 10 (a), or quarter-
filling N = 5 (b). These histograms of the many body
energies are are obtained by applying Eq.(3) where the only
non-zero renormalized energies ε̃` are for ` = 1 and ` = L− 1
(see Sec. IV) and with 80 bins from the lowest to the high-
est many body energies. The MBDoS is then normalized to
a probability density. Note that the particle-hole symmetry
explains the even parity of the profile.
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 6. Full spectrum of components of U`’s for L = 20 at half-filling N = 10. All ` values with the same greatest
common divisor with L are associated to the same principal spectrum V`, illustrating the `-symmetry discussed in Sec.III.
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