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Real-time nonequilibrium Green functions (NEGF) have been very successful to simulate the
dynamics of correlated many-particle systems far from equilibrium. However, NEGF simulations are
computationally expensive since the effort scales cubically with the simulation duration. Recently
we have introduced the G1–G2 scheme that allows for a dramatic reduction to time-linear scaling
[Schlünzen et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 076601 (2020); Joost et al., Phys. Rev. B 101, 245101
(2020)]. Here we tackle another problem: the rapid growth of the computational effort with the
system size. In many situations where the system of interest is coupled to a bath, to electric contacts
or similar macroscopic systems for which a microscopic resolution of the electronic properties is not
necessary, efficient simplifications are possible. This is achieved by the introduction of an embedding
selfenergy – a concept that has been successful in standard NEGF simulations. Here, we demonstrate
how the embedding concept can be introduced into the G1–G2 scheme, allowing us to drastically
accelerate NEGF embedding simulations. The approach is compatible with all advanced selfenergies
that can be represented by the G1–G2 scheme [as described in Joost et al., Phys. Rev. B 105, 165155
(2022)] and retains the memory-less structure of the equations and their time-linear scaling. As a
numerical illustration we investigate the charge transfer between a Hubbard nanocluster and an
additional site which is of relevance for the neutralization of ions in matter.

The nonequilibrium properties of correlated many-
particle systems following a rapid excitation have recently
attracted high interest. This applies to many fields such
as atoms in optical lattices [1, 2], correlated electrons
in solids [3], femtosecond laser pulse excited atoms and
molecules [4, 5], or dense plasmas [6]. Understanding the
nonequilibrium behavior is the basis for potential applica-
tions such as ultrafast light-driven electronics [7] or novel
material diagnostics using highly charged ions [8].

A theoretical description of correlated fermions far away
from equilibrium is very challenging. Among the tools
available are wave-function based methods, e.g. [9], time-
dependent density functional theory (TD-DFT), density
matrix normalization group (DMRG) simulations, re-
duced density matrix theory and nonequilibrium Green
functions (NEGF) theory. Here, we focus on NEGF sim-
ulations because they have undergone a dramatic devel-
opment during recent years, for an overview, see e.g. the
monographs [10, 11] and the recent reviews by Schlünzen
et al. and Ridley et al. [12, 13]. At the same time, NEGFs
are not plagued by many restrictions of other methods
and do not exhibit the exponential scaling with the system
size known from wave-function-based approaches.

However, NEGF simulations exhibit a very unfavorable
cubic scaling of the computation time with the number of
time steps Nt, which restricts the simulations to very short
times. With the restriction to the time diagonal, which
is achieved with the generalized Kadanoff-Baym ansatz
(GKBA) [14], the scaling improves to O(N2

t ), but only

for the low-order selfenergies, such as the second-order
Born approximation. For more accurate approximations
(T -matrix, GW etc.) the cubic scaling remains. The
situation radically changed with the introduction of the
G1–G2 scheme by Schlünzen et al. [15] which exactly refor-
mulates the GKBA into coupled time-local equations for
the one-particle and two-particle Green functions, G<(t)
and G(t). This scheme eliminates all memory integrals
and, therefore, scales linearly with Nt. Interestingly, this
favorable scaling is achieved already after a small number
of time steps and for all common selfenergies, includ-
ing the second-order Born approximation, the T -matrix
approximation and GW , as was demonstrated by Joost
et al. [16]. The G1–G2 scheme was recently applied to
the photoionization of organic molecules [17] and ultra-
fast electron-boson dynamics [18]. In particular, G1–G2
simulations with the GW selfenergy were reported for
the simulation of ultrafast carrier and exciton dynamics
in 2D materials by Perfetto et al. [19]. Despite the im-
portance of GW simulations, they apply only to weakly
and moderately coupled many-particle systems. At the
same time, recently, many moderately or strongly corre-
lated materials came into the focus of research, including
transition-metal dichalcogenides (TMDC) and twisted
bilayers of graphene or TMDCs, e.g. [20–23]. Such sys-
tems can be treated more accurately via a selfconsistent
combination of GW and T -matrix diagrams which leads
to the dynamically screened ladder approximation (DSL)
that has recently been realized within the G1–G2 scheme
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by Joost et al. [24].

In G1–G2 simulations, now the memory consumption
is the main bottleneck due to the need to store the two-
particle Green function G. Recently, a novel quantum
fluctuations approach was presented that eliminates the
need to store G and allows to drastically reduce the mem-
ory requirements of nonequilibrium GW simulations [25].
An alternative approach to reduce the basis dimension
is to restrict the simulations to a small number of “ac-
tive” orbitals or degrees of freedom, as done also in time-
dependent restricted active-space methods in atomic and
molecular physics, e.g. [9, 26] and references therein.

An alternative idea to reduce the dimensionality of
the problem is an “embedding” approach: here, the
(sub-)system of interest is treated with full microscopic
detail, whereas its environment, the dynamics of which
are of minor importance, is computed in a suitably sim-
plified fashion. Such schemes have been developed in
many fields, including quantum chemistry, e.g. the hybrid
quantum mechanics/molecular mechanics approach [27],
condensed matter, e.g. within dynamical mean-field the-
ory [28], the statistical theory of open systems [29], and
plasma-surface interaction [30, 31]. In NEGF simulations,
the embedding concept has been successfully applied as
well and allows, in particular, for an efficient treatment of
nonequilibrium problems and ultrafast electron dynamics.
This includes quantum transport in nanoscale junctions
coupled to macroscopic leads [32, 33], the excitation dy-
namic of excitonic insulators [34], the photoionization of
atoms in strong laser fields [4], or the Auger decay in
molecules [35], for a text book overview see Ref. [10].

In this paper, we extend the NEGF embedding con-
cept to the G1–G2 scheme. We derive explicit general
expressions for the embedding selfenergy and the embed-
ding collision integral, allowing for interaction effects in
the environment and the system-environment coupling
on the mean-field (Hartree-Fock) level. Compared to the
standard G1–G2 scheme, the embedding selfenergy gives
rise to an additional equation for the system-environment
coupling Green function, Ges,<, which is time-local as
well. Thus, the resulting equations of motion retain
the time-local structure of the equations, for any cor-
relation selfenergy, and thus the favorable time-linear
scaling. As a numerical illustration, we consider the
time-dependent charge transfer between a finite Hubbard
nanocluster and an additional site which mimicks the neu-
tralization of highly charged ions in matter [8, 36]. We
verify good agreement with previous NEGF simulations,
as long as the charge transfer is weak. In contrast, for
strong charge transfer, deviations arise. We demonstrate
how the G1–G2 embedding scheme has to be modified in
order to restore complete agreement with full two-time
NEGF (embedding) simulations.

I. NONEQUILIBRIUM GREEN FUNCTIONS
THEORY

A. Keldysh-Kadanoff-Baym equations (KBE)

Nonequlibrium Green functions theory is formulated in
second quantization (for textbook or review discussions,
see Refs. [10, 37, 38]). For an arbitrary single-particle
basis with orbital |i〉 and spin projection σ, one defines

creation and annihilation operators, ĉ†iσ and ĉiσ, that
obey the known anti-commutation rules. These operators
are time-dependent via the Heisenberg representation of
quantum mechanics. The central quantity of the theory
is the one-particle NEGF (we use ~ = 1),

Gijσ(t, t′) = −i〈TC ĉiσ(t)ĉ†jσ(t′)〉 ,

where the expectation value is computed with the equi-
librium density operator of the system. Furthermore,
times are running along the Keldysh contour C, and
TC denotes ordering of operators on C, for details see
Ref. [11]. Referring to observables, for example, the time-
dependent electron density in orbital i follows from G via
〈n̂iσ〉(t) = −iGiiσ(t, t+), where t+ ≡ t + ε, with ε > 0
and ε→ 0. If the orbital indices differ, i 6= j, the Green
function describes time-dependent transitions of electrons
between two orbitals. In similar manner one computes
the density matrix, currents, mean energies, optical ab-
sorption or electrical conductivity from G.

The NEGF obeys the two-time Keldysh-Kadanoff-
Baym equations (KBE) [37],∑

k

[
i∂tδik − hHF

ikσ(t)
]
Gkjσ(t, t′) (1)

= δC(t, t
′)δij +

∑
k

∫
C

dt̄Σikσ(t, t̄)Gkjσ(t̄, t′) ,

where hHF contains the one-particle kinetic, potential
and mean-field (Hartree-Fock) energy contributions, and
correlation effects, on the other hand, are included in the
selfenergy Σ [we do not consider spin changes and omit
the second equation which, is the adjoint of Eq. (1)].

Without the right hand side, Eq. (1) would be equiva-
lent to a Vlasov equation or its quantum generalization
(time-dependent Hartree-Fock, TDHF). The r.h.s. con-
tains correlation effects that are responsible for relaxation
and dissipation and include scattering of electrons with
electrons, ions or lattice vibrations (phonons). Notice the
time integral on the r.h.s. which incorporates memory
effects that are important to correctly treat correlations.
The standard Boltzmann equation is recovered by evalu-
ating this time integral approximately via a retardation
expansion (Markov limit) [39, 40].

The NEGF formalism is formally exact if the selfen-
ergy would be known exactly. The approach is internally
consistent, obeys conservation laws and is applicable to
arbitrary length and time scales. Its accuracy is deter-
mined by the proper choice for a single function – the
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selfenergy. For an overview on the treatment of weak
and strong correlations in solids and optical lattices, see
Refs. [12, 38].

B. Embedding selfenergy approach

In this section, we briefly summarize the nonequilibrium
embedding selfenergy approach of NEGF theory following
the presentation of Ref. [30], generalizing the methods
described in Sec. I A to open systems. We start from the
second-quantized many-body Hamiltonian for the elec-
trons in the entire many-body system and separate it into
a “central” system system (s) and its “environment” (e)
[we denote Ω = {e, s} and do not write the spin index
explicitly],

Ĥtotal(t) =
∑
αβ∈Ω

∑
ij

hαβij (t)ĉα†i ĉ
β
j

+
1

2

∑
αβγδ∈Ω

∑
ijkl

wαβγδijkl ĉ
α†
i ĉ

β†
j ĉ

γ
k ĉ
δ
l . (2)

Here, the operator ĉα†i (ĉαi ) creates (annihilates) an elec-
tron in the state |i〉 of part α. The one-particle Hamilto-
nian, h(t) = T + V (t), contains the electron’s kinetic and
the (in general, time-dependent) potential energy, whereas
w accounts for all possible electron-electron Coulomb in-
teractions within and between the two parts. We under-
line that “environment” is only a notation for a part of
the total system that is going to be treated approximately.
In most cases of practical interest, the environment is
much larger than the system, but it does not necessarily
completely enclose the system as a heat bath. Aside from
a “bath”, this part can also describe leads in quantum
transport, atomic or molecular energy levels that are not
participating in a certain excitation (such as continuum
states) or the gas or plasma phase surrounding atoms or
a solid. At the same time this part of the system can be
very complex and heterogeneous, consisting of many sub-
parts, so the index “e” can be a multi-index describing
many baths [30, 36]. In this paper, we focus on short-time
phenomena. For long-time effects such as thermalization
and emergence of irreversibility in the NEGF formalism,
see e.g. Refs. [41, 42].

We describe the total system (2) by a one-particle

nonequilibrium Green function (NEGF) Gαβij (t, t′), as in-
troduced in Sec. I A, but here with an additional 2 × 2
matrix structure (α, β = Ω),

Gαβij (t, t′) = −i〈TC ĉαi (t)ĉβ†j (t′)〉 ,

ραβij (t) = −iGβαji (t, t+) , (3)

e.g., Refs. [10, 11], and the time-diagonal elements provide
the density matrix (3), as discussed in Sec. I A. The
diagonal elements ρss

ij (ρee
ij ) refer to the system part (to

the environment part). Moreover, the density matrix
component ρes

ij is related to charge and energy transfer

processes between system and environment and will be of
special interest in the following.

The equations of motion for the NEGF are the general-
ization of Eq. (1) to the total system (we use Einstein’s
convention and imply summation over repeating orbital
indices k)

i∂tG
αβ
ij (t, t′)−

∑
δ=e,s

hHF,αδ
ik (t)Gδβkj (t, t′) (4)

= δαβij δC(t, t′) +
∑
δ=e,s

∫
C

dt̄Σαδik (t, t̄)Gδβkj (t̄, t′) .

In many cases, a full quantum-mechanical treatment of
the entire system, including the many degrees of freedom
of the environment, is neither possible nor necessary. In
the following, we show how it is possible to derive approx-
imate equations for the dynamics of the electrons in the
system that still incorporate the leading order influences
of the environment. While this “embedding” approach is
based on a formal decoupling of the system and the envi-
ronment parts of the KBE, it retains one-electron charge
and energy transfer in the single-particle Hamiltonian
hHF,se, cf. Eq. (10) below.

Let us start with the key approximation that corre-
lations in the environment part are negligible, i.e., we
will assume Σee = 0. We still retain interaction effects
on the mean-field level. Furthermore, for a macroscopic
environment it is reasonable to expect that the coupling
to the system is irrelevant for the dynamics of the environ-

ment, which allows us to neglect the Hamiltonian hHF,es
ik

in the equation for Gee and to set Σse = Σes = 0. Then,
the KBE (4) for the system, the environment and the
cross parts simplify to (we denote Gss → Gs, Gee → ge

[we reserve the notation Ge for a different quantity, see
Sec. III B below], hHF,αα → hHF,α and Σαα → Σα){

i∂tδik − hHF,s
ik (t)

}
Gs
kj(t, t

′) (5)

= hHF,se
i k (t)Ges

k j(t, t
′) + δijδC(t, t′)

+

∫
C

dt̄Σs
ik(t, t̄)Gs

kj(t̄, t
′) ,{

i∂tδi k − hHF,e
i k (t)

}
Ges
k j(t, t

′) = hHF,es
i k (t)Gs

kj(t, t
′) , (6){

i∂tδi k − hHF,e
i k (t)

}
ge
k j(t, t

′) = δi jδC(t, t′) . (7)

Here and in the following, we will use underlined indices
for the orbitals in the environment, for a better distinction.

The NEGF ge fulfills a simple isolated Hartree-Fock
dynamics, whereas Ges, in addition, is affected by the
Hartree-Fock renormalization of the system-environment
coupling. We immediately recognize that the equations
for ge and Ges contain the same term on the left hand
side (parentheses) which is nothing but the inverse Green
function ge−1

i k . Thus, multiplying Eq. (6) by ge
l i(t, t

′) and

integrating over the time contour, we obtain an explicit
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solution for Ges:

Ges
l j(t, t

′) =

∫
C

dt̄ ge
l i(t, t̄)h

HF,es
i k (t̄)Gs

kj(t̄, t
′) . (8)

Equation (8) allows us to eliminate Ges from the equation
for Gs and to rewrite this term in the form of an additional
selfenergy, Σemb:{

i∂tδik − hHF,s
ik (t)

}
Gs
kj(t, t

′) (9)

= δijδC(t, t′) +

∫
C

dt̄
{

Σemb
ik (t, t̄) + Σs

ik(t, t̄)
}
Gs
kj(t̄, t

′) .

This embedding selfenergy is given by

Σemb
ij (t, t′) = hHF,se

i k (t)ge
k l(t, t

′)hHF,es
l j (t′) , (10)

hHF,se
i j (t) =

∫
d3r φs∗

i (r)[T̂ + V̂ HF(t)]χe
j(r; t) ,

and involves the system-environment coupling Hamilto-
nian hHF,se, which is renormalized by the Hartree-Fock
mean field.

The KBE (9) shows how the many-body description
of an isolated (but correlated) system is altered in an
open system, i.e. by the presence of the environment: the
electronic states of the environment give rise to an addi-
tional selfenergy, Σemb(t, t′), that renormalizes the energy
spectrum of the system. While, for Σemb = 0, Eq. (9)
conserves the particle number [assuming a conserving ap-
proximation for Σs, such as Hartree-Fock, second-order
Born or GW ], the inclusion of the embedding selfenergy,
in general, explicitly gives rise to time-dependent changes
of the particle number and energy in the system. This
issue is discussed in more detail in Sec. III B.

For the practical solution of Eq. (9), the coupling Hamil-
tonian hHF,se(t) has to be computed by selecting the
relevant electronic transitions between system and envi-
ronment and computing the matrix elements of the kinetic
and HF-renormalized potential energy operators, T̂ and
V̂ HF, with the electronic single-particle wave functions φs

(χe) in the system (environment).

C. Energy and particle transfer between system
and environment

While the equation of motion for Gs approximately
includes the overall influence of the environment via the
embedding selfenergy, there is no information visible how
different orbitals of the environment contribute. This
information is contained in the two-time structure of the
embedding selfenergy, Eq. (10). However, it enters the
equation for Gs in such a way that all orbitals of the
environment are traced out. Nevertheless, our approach
allows for reconstructing orbital-resolved properties by
analyzing the Green function Ges, Eq. (8). From this

equation we get the correlation function

Ges<
l j (t, t′) =

∫
dt̄

{
ge,R
l i (t, t̄)hHF,es

i k (t̄)Gs<
kj (t̄, t′)

− ge<
l i (t, t̄)hHF,es

i k (t̄)Gs,A
kj (t̄, t′)

}
, (11)

and can compute orbital resolved expectation values of a
single-particle observable that couples system and envi-

ronment, Â =
∑
i j A

es
i j ĉ

e†
i ĉ

s
j , by tracing over the system

states,

〈Âl〉(t) = ±i
∑
j

Aes
l j G

es<
l j (t, t) .

II. TIME-LOCAL HF-GKBA EQUATIONS
(G1–G2 SCHEME)

A. General equations

To derive the form of the embedding selfenergy in the
HF-GKBA of Green functions theory, we start from the
two-time equation of the system part, Eq. (9), and take
the “less” component which involves the retarded and less
component of the two selfenergy contributions [10, 11]
(we also skip the superscripts “s” in the following),{

i∂tδik − hHF
ik (t)

}
G<kj(t, t

′)

=

∫
dt̄
{

ΣR
ik(t, t̄)G<kj(t̄, t

′)− Σ<ik(t, t̄)GA
kj(t̄, t

′)
}

+

∫
dt̄
{

Σemb,R
ik (t, t̄)G<kj(t̄, t

′)− Σemb,<
ik (t, t̄)GA

kj(t̄, t
′)
}
.

Computing the difference of this equation and its ad-
joint, the equation of motion for the single-particle Green
function G<(t) = Gs,<(t, t) on the time diagonal (first
equation of the G1–G2 scheme) becomes

i∂tG
<
ij(t)−

[
hHF, G<

]s
ij,t

=
(
I(t) + I†(t)

)
ij
, (12)

Iij(t) = Icor
ij (t) + Iemb

ij (t) ,

Icor
ij (t) =

∫ t

t0

dt̄
{

Σ>ik(t, t̄)G<kj(t̄, t)− Σ<ik(t, t̄)G>kj(t̄, t)
}
,

(13)

Iemb
ij (t) =

∫ t

t0

dt̄

{
Σemb,>
ik (t, t̄)G<kj(t̄, t)

− Σemb,<
ik (t, t̄)G>kj(t̄, t)

}
, (14)

where we introduced the short notations

[A,B]
α
ij,t = (AB)αij,t − (BA)αij,t , α = s, e , (15)

(AB)s
ij,t =

∑
k∈s

Aik(t)Bkj(t) , (16)

(AB)e
ij,t =

∑
k∈e

Ai k(t)Bk j(t) ,
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where the superscript indicates the sub-space over which
the internal summation is performed.

Note that Eq. (12) is not closed for G<(t), but still
involves two-time functions under the integral. This prob-
lem will be solved via the generalized Kadanoff-Baym
ansatz (GKBA) in the next section.

B. HF-GKBA approach to the embedding
selfenergy

Applying the Hartree-Fock GKBA [14, 43] allows us to
eliminate the two-time functions in Eq. (13) away from
the time-diagonal, according to

G
≷
ij(t, t

′) = i
[
GR
ik(t, t′)G

≷
kj(t

′)−G≷
ik(t)GA

kj(t, t
′)
]
,

where the retarded and advanced Green functions are
approximated by Hartree-Fock Green functions of the
system [Note that there are different versions of the GKBA
possible. This issue will be addressed in Sec. III B, where
we discuss an extension of the embedding scheme]. With
the above ansatz the correlation part of the selfenergy,
Σs,≷ can be eliminated, giving rise to an equation of
the time-local correlation part of the two-particle Green
function G(t) [15, 16],

i∂tGijkl(t)−
[
h(2),HF(t),G(t)

]
ijkl

= Ψ±ijkl(t) , (17)

h
(2),HF
ijkl (t) = hHF

ik (t)δjl + hHF
jl (t)δik ,

Ψ±ijkl(t) = i2
∑
pqrs

w±pqrs(t)
{
GH,>
ijpqG

H,<
rskl − (>↔<)

}
t
,

GH,≷
ijkl (t) := G

≷
ik(t, t)G

≷
jl(t, t) ,

where we introduced the (anti-)symmetrized interaction,
w±pqrs = wpqrs ± wpqsr [the time dependence arises from
the preparation of the correlated initial state via “adia-
batic switching”]. Furthermore, Eq. (17) is given for the
case of the second-order Born selfenergy. The extension to
more advanced selfenergies has been presented in Ref. [24].
The equation is however not affected by the embedding
selfenergy which appears as an additional contribution to
the collision integral, on the r.h.s. of the equation for G<,
Eq. (12). Thus, our results for the embedding selfenergy
are compatible with any correlation selfenergy.

We now demonstrate that, as the collision integral Icor,
also the non-Markovian collision integral Iemb of Eq. (14)
can be transformed into a time-local expression. First,
using the definition of the embedding selfenergy (10), we
write the embedding collision integral as

Iemb
ij (t) =

∫ t

t0

dt̄

{
hHF,se
i l (t) ge>

lm(t, t̄)hHF,es
mk (t̄)G<kj(t̄, t)

− hHF,se
i l (t) ge<

lm(t, t̄)hHF,es
mk (t̄)G>kj(t̄, t)

}
,

where ge,≷ are Hartree-Fock Green functions of the envi-
ronment that are explicitly known from Eq. (7). Second,

we separate the Hartree-Fock Hamiltonian that is not
under the time integral,

Iemb
ij (t) = hHF,se

i k (t)Ges,<
k j (t) , (18)

Ges,<
i j (t) =

∫ t

t0

dt̄ hHF,es
k l (t̄)

[
ge,>
i k (t, t̄)G<lj(t̄, t)

− ge,<
i k (t, t̄)G>lj(t̄, t)

]
. (19)

Differentiating Ges,< with respect to time results in two
terms. The first is due to differentiation of the upper
integration boundary,

i

[
d

dt
Ges,<
i j (t)

]
∫ = ihHF,es

k l (t)

[
ge,>
i k (t, t)G<lj(t, t)

− ge,<
i k (t, t)G>lj(t, t)

]
=
(
hHF,esG<

)s
i j,t
−
(
ge,<hHF,es

)e
i j,t

,

whereas the second arises from the time dependence of
the integrand in Eq. (19),

i

[
d

dt
Ges,<
i j (t)

]
t

=

∫ t

t0

dt̄ hHF,es
k l (t̄)

[
hHF,e
im (t)ge,>

mk(t, t̄)G<lj(t̄, t)

− ge,>
i k (t, t̄)G<lm(t̄, t)hHF

mj(t)

− hHF,e
im (t)ge,<

mk(t, t̄)G>lj(t̄, t)

+ ge,<
i k (t, t̄)G>lm(t̄, t)hHF

mj(t)
]

=
(
hHF,eGes,<

)e
i j,t
−
(
Ges,<hHF

)s
i j,t

,

where, in the differentiation of G<, the HF-GKBA was
used. Collecting the two terms together, we finally obtain

i
d

dt
Ges,<
i j (t)−

{(
hHF,eGes,<

)e
i j,t
−
(
Ges,<hHF

)s
i j,t

}
=
(
hHF,esG<

)s
i j,t
−
(
ge,<hHF,es

)e
i j,t

. (20)

Here, the l.h.s. contains the single-particle (Hartree-Fock)
dynamics of Ges, whereas the r.h.s. can be understood
as inhomogeneity, which is a consequence of the coupling
of Ges to the Green functions of the system and the
environment, respectively.

With this we have succeeded in deriving a time-local
equation of motion for the Green function that couples
our system to the environment. Inserting the solution
of this equation into Eq. (18), the embedding collision
integral can be computed and inserted into the equation of
motion for G<, Eq. (12), which closes the G1–G2 scheme
for the case of an embedding selfenergy.
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III. NUMERICAL EXAMPLE AND FURTHER
IMPROVEMENT OF THE G1–G2 SCHEME

A. Time-dependent charge transfer model between
a finite Hubbard cluster and its environment

We consider a finite Hubbard nanocluster which is
coupled to external sites or orbitals that represent the
“environment”. This can be considered as a prototype
model for current flow between a correlated material and
external leads or for resonant charge transfer between a
correlated target and an impacting ion. In fact, a NEGF
embedding selfenergy approach was recently presented for
the latter case for finite graphene clusters in Ref. [36] and
extended to monolayers of graphene and MoS2 in Ref. [8].
Here, we use the same model and apply it to the present
G1–G2 scheme. This allows us to compare the G1–G2
results to known NEGF benchmark data.

To simplify the model, we consider interactions on the
Hartree-Fock level, i.e.

hHF,s
ij (t) = −Jδ〈i,j〉 + δij U

(
〈n̂s
i〉(t)−

1

2

)
, (21)

where J is the nearest-neighbor hopping constant (δ〈i,j〉 =
1 for nearest neighbors and zero otherwise), U denotes
the on-site Hubbard interaction strength, and 〈n̂s

i〉(t) =
−iGs,<

ii (t). Note that we drop any spin indices as the
system is assumed to be throughout in the paramagnetic
state. Furthermore, the nanocluster couples to one addi-
tional environment site (with index “0”) via the lattice
site “1”, and for the system-environment coupling we
apply the model of Ref. [36],

hse
i0(t) = δi1γ(t) ,

γ(t) = γ0 exp[−(t− tγ)2/(2τ2
γ )] ,

which was found to reproduce the charge transfer between
a highly charged ion impacting graphene monolayers very
well. In case of highly charged ions, this charge transfer
can be very intense (depending on the ion charge) and
rapid (depending on the ion velocity). Both properties can
be directly controlled by the amplitude γ0 and the pulse
duration τγ . In the numerical simulations, we measure
energies in units of J , and times in units of t0 = ~J−1.

To simplify the situation even further, here we con-
centrate on a finite Hubbard chain of length L, which is
prepared in the ground state at half-filling [〈n̂s

i〉(0) = 0.5
with i = 1, . . . , L; coupling to the environment site at the
chain’s one end], and choose he

00(t) = ε and ne
0 = 〈n̂e

0〉(0)
to be the energy and initial occupation of the environment
site “0”, respectively. We performed extensive simula-
tions for various system sizes and excitation conditions.
The main results can be summarized as follows: for weak
charge transfer (small γ0) the present G1–G2 embedding
scheme exhibits very good agreement with the previous
NEGF embedding results. However, for γ0 & 0.5J , notice-
able deviations are found that increase with γ0. Charge
transfer may even lead to negative site occupations which

is, of course, unphysical. No such behavior is observed in
the two-time simulations, for identical model parameters.

B. Analyzing and fixing the problems of the
G1–G2 embedding scheme

Let us analyze the problems of the G1–G2 scheme in
more detail. To this end, we study the case of just L = 6
Hubbard sites. We vary the intensity and duration of the
charge transfer in broad ranges so that the model covers
realistic situations of highly charged ion experiments [8].
Three examples are shown in Fig. 1. Panels (a) and (b)
refer to the simplest case of a non-interacting Hubbard
chain (U = 0) coupled to an initially empty site, ne

0 = 0.
Consider first part (a), where the amplitude is moderate,
γ0 = 0.5J . During the pulse γ(t) [cf. the black lines peak-
ing at time t = tγ ], the density at site “1” (red) decreases,
followed by a delayed and weaker depletion of sites “2”
and “3”. Simultaneously the occupation of the external
site (“0”, yellow) increases, reaching about half-filling.
Notice that there are two sets of curves: full lines refer to
two-time NEGF embedding simulations whereas the dot-
ted lines refer to the present G1–G2 embedding scheme.
In Fig. 1a, there is overall good agreement between both
simulations. The largest deviations are observed in the
density 〈n̂e

0〉(t) which are of the order of 20%.
The situation dramatically changes in Fig. 1b, where

we increase the amplitude to γ0 = 3J . Consider first the
two-time NEGF simulations (full lines). Already before
the peak of γ(t) the site nearest to the external one (i.e.
site “1”) is almost completely depleted whereas the exter-
nal site exceeds half filling. After the pulse has passed,
the density 〈n̂e

0〉(t) remains almost constant whereas the
site occupations of the chain continue to exhibit nonlinear
oscillations. Note that the two-time embedding simula-
tions are easily tested: to this end we have performed
NEGF simulations for the total system, including the
additional site, i.e. for a 7-site chain (avoiding the em-
bedding concept). The agreement is perfect in all cases
we considered.

Consider now the G1–G2 results (dotted lines). Initially,
for small γ(t) the densities are in good agreement with the
two-time results. However, when the excitation reaches
about half of the maximum value, the two results start
to differ qualitatively: the density on site “1” becomes
negative whereas site “0” is more than doubly occupied.
Such unphysical behavior persists for the entire duration
of the simulation. Similar behavior was observed in many
other situations of strong charge transfer (large γ0). For
illustration, another example is shown in Fig. 1c. There,
we kept the same γ0, but considered an increased initial
occupation, ne

0 = 0.3 and also included interaction effects
in the chain on the Hartree-Fock level (U = 4J). While
the problem of densities outside the allowed range is
reduced, the deviations from the two-time results are
striking as well. We verified that the observed problems
are not numerical artifacts, but must be a rooted in the
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Figure 1. Strong charge exchange between a six-site Hubbard
chain and a single site with index“0”. Shown are the time-
dependent electron densities on the three sites “1”, “2”, “3”
of the chain, that are adjacent to the external site. Initially,
the chain is at half-filling. (a) and (b): The lattice electrons
are non-interacting (U = 0), and the additional site is empty,
ne
0 = 0. (c): Interaction of the electrons is treated on the

Hartree-Fock level with U = 4J and ne
0 = 0.3. The black solid

lines indicate the function γ(t) [scaled by a factor 1/3] with
the pulse width τγ = 1t0 in all panels. The amplitude equals
γ0 = 0.5J (a) and γ0 = 3J , (b) and (c). Three sets of results
are shown: two-time NEGF embedding results (full lines), the
G1–G2 model of Sec. II (dots) and the extended embedding
model, Eqs. (25) and (26) (dashes).

present G1–G2 embedding model.

So what is wrong? The answer is simple: when solving
Eq. (20), the present model does not take into account the
time evolution of the density on the additional site “0”;
this density is assumed to be constant, cf. Eq. (7). This
assumption is certainly justified in typical “embedding”
situations where the central system is coupled to a very
large environment with many degrees of freedom which is
not modified by the system. In the present case, however,
we considered a completely different situation where the
environment is represented by a single orbital (site “0”),
the occupation of which changes significantly during the
interaction with the system which is very strong. In this
case, obviously, Pauli blocking and “population inver-
sion” of sites “0” and “1” should be expected to become
relevant. Since the latter situation of very strong and

spatially localized excitation is a case of direct experimen-
tal relevance in the interaction of highly charge ions with
matter [8], it would be desirable to extend the G1–G2
embedding scheme to the case of very strong coupling.
In the following, we present the solution to this task and
demonstrate how to eliminate the observed problems.

To this end, we return to Eqs. (5)–(7) and replace
Eq. (7) by{

i∂tδi k − hHF,e
i k (t)

}
Ge
k j(t, t

′) = hHF,es
i k (t)Gse

k j(t, t
′)

+ δi jδC(t, t′) , (22)

where the Green function of the environment that obeys
Eq. (22) is now denoted by Ge. In contrast to the former
system that involved the environment Green function ge

that obeys Eq. (7), the new system, obviously, conserves
the total particle number. It is easily seen that, when
computing the total particle number, the charge transfer
terms in the equations for Gs and Ge compensate each
other. We now use Eq. (22) and re-derive the equations
for the G1–G2 embedding scheme. We proceed exactly
like in Sec. II, so it is sufficient to sketch the main steps.
Details of the derivation are given in Appendix A.

1. One easily verifies that the solutions of Eqs. (7) and
(22) are connected by

Ge
l j(t, t

′) = ge
l j(t, t

′) +

∫
C

dt̄ ge
l i(t, t̄)h

HF,es
i k (t̄)Gse

k j(t̄, t
′) .

(23)

2. The solution for Ges, Eq. (8), remains unchanged.

3. The embedding selfenergy, Eq. (10), remains un-
changed. The same applies to all two-time embed-
ding results.

4. A crucial modification occurs upon the transition to
the time-diagonal expressions of the G1–G2 scheme:
The HF-GKBA has to be modified to

G
s,≷
ij (t, t′) = i

[
Gs,R
ik (t, t′)G

s,≷
kj (t′)−Gs,≷

ik (t)Gs,A
kj (t, t′)

]
+ i
[
Gse,R
i k (t, t′)G

es,≷
k j (t′)−Gse,≷

i k (t)Ges,A
k j (t, t′)

]
, (24)

and also includes contributions from the retarded
and advanced functions that couple the system
parts, Gse,R/A.

5. With this, the time derivative of Ges,<(t) can be
computed as described in Appendix. A.

We summarize the final set of equations for the charge
transfer and environment Green functions which we refer
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to as extended embedding scheme:

i
d

dt
Ges,<
i j (t) =

(
hHF,esGs,<

)s
i j,t
−
(
Ge,<hHF,es

)e
i j,t

(25)

+
(
hHF,eGes,<

)e
i j,t
−
(
Ges,<hHF,s

)s
i j,t

,

i
d

dt
Ge,<
i j (t) =

[
hHF,e, Ge,<

]e
i j,t

(26)

+
(
hHF,esGse,<

)s
i j,t
−
(
Ges,<hHF,se

)s
i j,t

.

Note that the equation for Ges,<, Eq. (25), remained
formally the same as before, except for the replacement
ge,< → Ge,<. The main new ingredient is, of course,
Eq. (26) for the time evolution of the environment density
matrix.

Equations (25) and (26) are the main result of this sec-
tion. They constitute the extension of the G1–G2 embed-
ding scheme to situations of strong system-environment
coupling. To verify the correctness of these equations, we
apply them to the charge transfer model studied above
and, in particular, to the cases that were presented in
Fig. 1. The new results are also depicted in this figure
by dashed colored lines. In all cases these lines exactly
coincide with the two-time NEGF embedding results.

C. Charge transfer simulations for larger systems

After verifying the correctness of the extended embed-
ding scheme, Eqs. (12), (25) and (26), we now take ad-
vantage of the time-linear scaling behavior of the G1–G2
approach and apply it to significantly larger systems. We
choose the same charge transfer model as introduced in
Sec. I C, but consider a one-dimensional Hubbard chain
of L = 50 sites which is sufficiently long such that density
reflections at the other end do not influence the charge
transfer results for the parameters considered. We under-
line that this system is already challenging for full two-
time NEGF simulations but, based on the comparisons
presented above, we expect that our G1–G2 simulations
have predictive power. Moreover, we study the resonant
charge transfer more in detail. In particular, we analyze
the dependence of the charge transfer on the value of the
energy ε of the external site.

In the trivial case of ne
0 = 0.5 and ε = 0 no dynamics,

in particular no charge transfer, will be triggered in the
system, independently of the ratio U/J and the form of
γ(t). In the following, we set ne

0 = 0.3 and consider four
cases, where the energy ε is located either within or outside
of the chain’s density of states which has a bandwidth
W = 4J , cf. Fig. 2a. Moreover, we vary the coupling
parameter U of the chain and the pulse parameters γ0

and τγ . As quantity of primary interest, we consider the
total transferred charge from the chain to the attached
site,

∆N s→e = N s(0)−N s(t→∞) ,

N s(t) =
∑
i

〈n̂s
i〉(t) = −i

∑
i

Gs,<
ii (t) ,

Figure 2. (a) Density of states of the 50-site Hubbard chain
and four cases of the position of the energy ε of the additional
site [for better visibility all discrete states were Gaussian-
broadened]. (b) and (c): Time evolution of the density
on the attached site “0” and on the first site “1” of the
chain, respectively. Parameters: γ0 = 2J , ne

0 = 0.3 and
τγ = 1.311t0. The line styles distinguish different Hubbard
interaction strengths U .

as well as the densities on sites “0” and “1”.

For fixed parameters, there exist different regimes which
lead to characteristic responses of the system: (a) τγ � t0
(adiabatic regime), (b) τγ → 0 (perturbative regime), and
(c) τγ ∼ t0 (intermediate regime). In our simulations,
we have studied the full range between τγ = 0.02t0 and
10t0 for different values of U , γ0 and ε. In Fig. 2, we
concentrate on the most interesting case of the interme-
diate regime. The general trends are as expected: the
charge transfer is strongest when the energy level ε is
inside the Hubbard band (red and green curves) and is
significantly lowered in the opposite case (blue and yel-
low curves). Note, that the short pulse duration plays a
significant role. In contrast, for very broad pulses (slow
projectiles in an ion impact scenario) we would approach
Fermi’s golden rule, and the overall charge transfer for
the blue and yellow curves would approach zero. This is
fully confirmed in Fig. 3, where we show the behavior for
a broad range of pulse durations and three interactions
strengths. Indeed, for sufficiently long pulses, the charge
transfer to the additional site practically vanishes for the
off-resonant cases.
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Figure 3. Total charge transfer ∆N s→e as function of the pulse
length τγ for the system of Fig. 2: (a) γ0 = 0.5J , (b) γ0 = 2J ,
and (c) γ0 = 4J . In the numerical simulations, we used
tγ = 50t0 and extracted the value of ∆N s→e at time t = 150t0.
For very large γ0, reflections at the other end of the chain
influence the adiabatic results around τγ ∼ 10t0, cf. the red
lines in (c). Furthermore, the thin black curves indicated
f(τγ) = a exp(−bτγ) are fits to the tails of the blue solid lines
for τγ → 10t0.

In addition to the finite interaction time, also electron-
electron interactions inside the chain play an important
role. In the present model, the Hartree-Fock term in
Eq. (21) acts as an additional local potential. Thus,
depending on the time evolution of the local density
〈n̂s

1〉(t) = −iGs,<
11 (t), the resonance situation with the

energy level ε may change as function of time. In the
intermediate regime, this should have an essential influ-
ence on the charge transfer ∆N s→e, particularly for larger
Hubbard interactions. This is exactly what we observe:
for the off-resonant cases (yellow and blue lines), increase
of U “tunes” the energy ε into the renormalized band, and
the charge transfer increases. While a similar interaction-
induced enhancement is observed also for the resonant
case of ε2, in the second resonant case (red curve) inter-
actions lead to a partial de-tuning of the energy ε3 away
from the resonance, and the charge transfer is slightly
reduced. The analysis of the interaction dependence is
extended to a broad range of pulse durations in Fig. 3.
For long pulses, interaction effects have the strongest in-
fluence, whereas for short pulses with τγ . 0.3 interaction

effects have no time to build up and practically do not
affect the charge transfer.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have extended the NEGF embed-
ding concept to the time-local HF-GKBA model – the
G1–G2 scheme. Any two-time embedding result that was
reported previously, can now be translated into a time-
local version. This has the benefit of time-linear scaling
and the possibility of long simulation times. We have
demonstrated the G1–G2 embedding scheme numerically
for the example of charge transfer between an interacting
Hubbard cluster and a single external site and observed
excellent agreement with two-time NEGF simulations for
the case of weak system-environment coupling. However,
in cases of strong coupling, the time-local embedding
equations drastically deviate from the two-time results,
and we have shown how they can be generalized to prop-
erly account for the dynamics of the environment. An
interesting observation is that our starting point – the
two-time embedding selfenergy formulation – has a re-
markable advantage: it does not require an update of the
state of the environment and works for weak and strong
coupling.

Moreover, also higher-order correlation selfenergies,
such as the T -matrix, GW approximation or the dynam-
ically screened ladder approximation [24] that were too
costly or not accessible in two-time calculations or ear-
lier GKBA simulations, can now be used for embedding
simulations. Aside from the choice of the selfenergy, our
scheme involves two approximations which we briefly dis-
cuss. The first is the choice of Hartree-Fock propagators
in the GKBA (i.e. HF-GKBA). Our previous tests showed
that, for finite systems, this approximation is of the same
quality as two-time NEGF results, e.g. Ref. [44], regard-
less of the chosen selfenergy. On the other hand, for
macroscopic systems such as the electron gas or electron-
hole plasmas, the HF-GKBA is not always as accurate
as two-time NEGF simulations, and it may, furthermore,
exhibit instabilities for long times. This was shown to
be due to aliasing effects which can be mitigated using a
small damping of the propagators [45]. A more systematic
approach would use correlated propagators, as proposed
in Refs. [39, 46]. The second approximation is the use
of the Hartree-Fock approximation for the environment
Green function, Ge, as well as for the coupling function,
Ges. While this is already a significant improvement
over most previous embedding calculations [which used
non-interacting Green functions], the validity, of course,
depends on the strength of the interactions in the system
parts. In fact, the embedding approach is not limited
to the Hartree-Fock approximation, as we will show in a
forthcoming paper.

Our results can be straightforwardly applied to a broad
variety of embedding problems, including electronic trans-
port in nanoscale systems, where macroscopic leads are
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treated as an “environment”, e.g. [32, 33], to photoioniza-
tion of atoms and molecules where the continuum states
are regarded as “environment” [4], to the dynamics of
excitonic insulators [34], or to the charge transfer during
the impact of a projectile onto a solid [36].

Let us summarize the resulting time-local equations
of our extended NEGF embedding scheme using the no-
tations (16) and (15). The equation of motion of the
time-local one-particle Green function is now coupled to
the equations for two auxiliary quantities – one for the cor-
related part of the two-particle Green function, G(t), and
one for the environment-system coupling single-particle
Green function, Ges,<(t),

i
d

dt
G<ij(t)−

[
hHF, G<

]s
ij,t

=
(
hHF,seGes,<

)e
ij,t
−
(
Gse,<hHF,es

)e
ij,t

± i~
∑
mnp

{wimnp(t)Gnpjm(t)− Gimnp(t)wnpjm(t)} ,

i
d

dt
Gijkl(t)−

[
h(2),HF,G

]s
ijkl,t

= Ψ±ijkl(t) ,

i
d

dt
Ges,<
α j (t)−

{(
hHF,eGes,<

)e
α j,t
−
(
Ges,<hHF

)s
α j,t

}
=
(
hHF,esG<

)s
α j,t
−
(
Ge,<hHF,es

)e
α j,t

,

i
d

dt
Ge,<
α j (t)−

[
hHF,e, Ge,<

]e
α j,t

=

=
(
hHF,esGse,<

)s
α j,t
−
(
Ges,<hHF,se

)e
α j,t

,

where the indices i, j, k, l,m, n, p refer to the system or-
bitals φs, and the underlined indices α, j correspond to
the environment functions χe.

It is characteristic for the G1–G2 scheme that the place
of the two-time selfenergies is taken over by a set of
time-local functions: Σcor gives rise to G, whereas Σemb

determines Ges,< and Ge,<. Note that the apparent asym-
metry between the correlation and embedding selfenergies
which are associated to a two-particle correlation function
and single-particle Green function, respectively, is due
the special embedding approximation imposed during the
derivation. Going back to the Keldysh-Kadanoff-Baym
equations (4), the interaction terms (selfenergies) origi-
nally appear in a fully symmetric way with respect to
parts (s,e) of the total system. If we were to treat the
environment part on the same level of accuracy as the
system part, the component Eqs. (6) and (7) would have
the same structure as the system equation (5), containing
full correlation selfenergies. Such a symmetric treatment
of all system parts has been successfully applied to multi-
band or multilevel systems, e.g. [39], and it has been
extensively used in semiconductor optics in the frame of
the semiconductor Bloch equations [47], for a two-time
NEGF version of these equations, see e.g. Refs. [48]. In
the context of a two-band system (containing e.g. one
valence and one conduction band, “v” and “c”, respec-
tively), the present coupling function Ges corresponds to
the interband polarization function Gcv.

In contrast, the present embedding approach aims at a
simplified treatment of the environment and the system-
environment coupling, on the Hartree-Fock level. The
resulting equation for the coupling Green function is eas-
ily recovered from the full multi-band equations. Obvi-
ously, the neglect of the correlation selfenergy for the
environment part leads to single-particle (Hartree-Fock)
equations for Ges and Ge. They follow straightforwardly
by considering the time-dependent Hartree-Fock equation
for the operator Green function (we suppress the orbital
indices), G = Gαβ , Eq. (3),

i∂tG− [hHF, G] = 0 ,

and by computing the “matrix elements”, Ges = 〈e|G|s〉
and Ge = 〈e|G|e〉 of this equation [39]:

i∂tG
es −

∑
β=e,s

{
hHF,eβGβs −GeβhHF,βs

}
= 0 ,

i∂tG
e −

∑
β=e,s

{
hHF,eβGβe −GeβhHF,βe

}
= 0 .

One readily verifies that these are exactly the operator
versions of the above equations for the matrix functions
G es,<
i j and Ge,<

i j , respectively. In fact, the present ex-

tended set of time-local equations that is equivalent to
the NEGF embedding equations, can be derived directly
from the Keldysh-Kadanoff-Baym equations without in-
troducing an embedding selfenergy. This is shown in
appendix B.

In this paper we have focused on short-time phenom-
ena in correlated quantum systems. The equations under
consideration are time-reversible. It is an interesting ques-
tion for future research to connect this approach to the
long-time asymptotics that are governed by irreversible
equations and to the thermodynamics and stationary
transport of open systems, e.g. [13, 41, 42, 49] and refer-
ences therein.

Appendix A: Derivation of the extended embedding
scheme, equation (25)

For the extended embedding scheme, we start from
the set of Eqs. (5), (6) and (22) and use the modified
HF-GKBA, Eq. (24), to evaluate the time derivative of
Ges,<(t) [Eq. (19), time-diagonal element of Eq. (11)]:

i
d

dt
Ges,<
i j (t) = i

d

dt

∫ t

t0

dt̄ hHF,es
k l (t̄)

[
ge,>
i k (t, t̄)Gs,<

lj (t̄, t)

− ge,<
i k (t, t̄)Gs,>

lj (t̄, t)
]

= i

[
d

dt
Ges,<
i j (t)

]
∫ + i

[
d

dt
Ges,<
i j (t)

]
t

.
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The first term is due to differentiation of the upper inte-
gration boundary,

i

[
d

dt
Ges,<
i j (t)

]
∫ = ihHF,es

kl (t)

[
ge,>
i k (t, t)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=−iδi k+ge,<i k (t,t)

Gs,<
lj (t, t)

− ge,<
i k (t, t) Gs,>

lj (t, t)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=−iδlj+Gs,<

lj (t,t)

]

=
(
hHF,esGs,<

)s
i j,t
−
(
ge,<hHF,es

)e
i j,t

.

The second term arises from the time dependence of the
integrand,

i

[
d

dt
Ges,<
i j (t)

]
t

=

∫ t

t0

dt̄ hHF,es
k l (t̄)

{[
i∂tg

e,>
i k (t, t̄)

]
Gs,<
lj (t̄, t)

+ ge,>
i k (t, t̄)

[
i∂tG

s,<
lj (t̄, t)

]
−
[
i∂tg

e,<
i k (t, t̄)

]
Gs,>
lj (t̄, t)

− ge,<
i k (t, t̄)

[
i∂tG

s,>
lj (t̄, t)

]}
Eq. (19)

=

∫ t

t0

dt̄ hHF,es
k l (t̄)

{
hHF,e
i l (t)ge,>

l k (t, t̄)Gs,<
lj (t̄, t)

− hHF,e
i l (t)ge,<

l k (t, t̄)Gs,>
lj (t̄, t)

+ ge,>
i k (t, t̄)

[
i∂tG

s,<
lj (t̄, t)

]
− ge,<

i k (t, t̄)
[
i∂tG

s,>
lj (t̄, t)

]}
.

In the first two terms of the integral on the r.h.s., we can
factor out hHF,e(t) and identify the definition of Ges,<(t).
Furthermore, the partial derivatives of the two-time quan-
tities Gs,< and Gs,> with respect to time can be evaluated
using the following property of the HF-GKBA ansatz (24)
(cf. Ref. [16]),

i∂tG
s,≷
ij (t, t′)

∣∣∣
HF-GKBA

=−Gs,≷
ik (t, t′)hHF,s

kj (t′)

−Gse,≷
i k (t, t′)hHF,es

k j (t′) .

Thus, we obtain

i

[
d

dt
Ges,<
i j (t)

]
t

−
(
hHF,eGes,<

)e
i j,t

=

=

∫ t

t0

dt̄ hHF,es
k l (t̄)

{
− ge,>

i k (t, t̄)Gs,<
lm (t̄, t)hHF,s

mj (t)

+ ge,<
i k (t, t̄)Gs,<

lm (t̄, t)hHF,s
mj (t)

− ge,>
i k (t, t̄)Gse,<

lm (t̄, t)hHF,es
mj (t)

+ ge,<
i k (t, t̄)Gse,<

lm (t̄, t)hHF,es
mj (t)

}
Eq. (19)

= −
(
Ges,<hHF,s

)s
i j,t

+

∫ t

t0

dt̄

{
− ge,>

i k (t, t̄)Gse,<
lm (t̄, t)hHF,es

mj (t)

+ ge,<
i k (t, t̄)Gse,<

lm (t̄, t)hHF,es
mj (t)

}
hHF,es
k l (t̄)

= −
(
Ges,<hHF,s

)s
i j,t
−
(
(Ge,< − ge,<)hHF,es

)e
i j,t

,

where on the last equals sign, we have identified the
difference Ge,< − ge,< from Eq. (23),

Ge,<
i j (t)− ge,<

i j (t) =

∫ t

t0

dt̄

{
ge,>
i k (t, t̄)hHF,es

k l (t̄)Gse,<
l j (t̄, t)

− ge,<
i k (t, t̄)hHF,es

k l (t̄)Gse,>
l j (t̄, t)

}
.

Collecting all terms together, we observe that the terms
involving ge,< cancel. The final result is given by

i
d

dt
Ges,<
i j (t) =

(
hHF,esGs,<

)s
i j,t
−
(
Ges,<hHF,s

)s
i j,t

+
(
hHF,eGes,<

)e
i j,t
−
(
Ge,<hHF,es

)e
i j,t

,

which is the result presented in Eq. (25).

Appendix B: Alternative derivation of the extended
embedding scheme for Hartree-Fock selfenergies

Starting from the equations (5), (6) and (22) on
the Keldysh contour, where we drop the collision term
(putting Σs → 0), we take the “<” component of all
equations:

i∂tG
s,<
ij (t, t′)− hHF,s

ik (t)Gs,<
kj (t, t′) = hHF,se

i k (t)Ges,<
k j (t, t′)

(B1)

i∂tG
es,<
i j (t, t′)− hHF,e

i k (t)Ges,<
k j (t, t′) = hHF,es

i k (t)Gs,<
kj (t, t′) ,

(B2)

i∂tG
e,<
i j (t, t′)− hHF,e

i k (t)Ge,<
k j (t, t′) = hHF,es

i k (t)Gse,<
k j (t, t′) .

(B3)
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To derive the equations on the time diagonal, we first
compute the complex adjoint of these equations and then
use the symmetries,

[Gs,<
kj (t, t′)]∗ = −Gs,<

jk (t′, t) ,

[Ges,<
k j (t, t′)]∗ = −Gse,<

j k (t′, t) ,

[hHF,es
i k (t)]∗ = hHF,se

k i (t) .

The adjoint of Eq. (B3) is given by

0 = −i∂t[G
e,<
i j (t, t′)]∗ − [Ge,<

k j (t, t′)]∗[hHF,e
i k (t)]∗ − ...

= i∂tG
e,<
j i (t′, t) +Ge,<

j k (t′, t)hHF,e
k i (t)− ...

= i∂t′G
e,<
i j (t, t′) +Ge,<

i k (t, t′)hHF,e
k j (t′)

−Gse,<
i k (t, t′)hHF,se

k j (t′) , (B4)

where, in the last line, we exchanged i ↔ j and t ↔ t′.
Now, we add Eqs. (B3) and (B4), taking into account
that ∂t + ∂t′ = ∂T , where T = (t + t′)/2. On the time
diagonal, we obtain (we also add the terms from the r.h.s.)

i∂tG
e,<
i j (t)−

[
hHF,e, Ge,<

]e
i j,t

(B5)

=
(
hHF,es<Gse,<

)s
i j,t
−
(
Ges,<hHF,se<

)s
i j,t

.

In similar manner, we compute the adjoint of Eq. (B1).
The l.h.s. of this equation is transformed exactly as before
(replacing the superscript e → s), so we concentrate on
the r.h.s.:[

hHF,se
i k (t)Ges,<

k j (t, t′)
]∗

= [Ges,<
k j (t, t′)]∗[hHF,se

i k (t)]∗

= −Gse,<
j k (t′, t)hHF,es

k i (t)→ −Gse,<
i k (t, t′)hHF,es

k j (t′) ,

where, in the last expression, we exchanged i ↔ j and
t↔ t′. Adding this to the r.h.s. of Eq. (B1) and taking
the time-diagonal limit, we obtain

i∂tG
s,<
ij (t)−

[
hHF,s, Gs,<

]s
ij,t

=
(
hHF,seGes,<

)e
ij,t
−
(
Gse,<hHF,es

)e
ij,t

. (B6)

Finally, we turn to the adjoint of Eq. (B2) and transform
it:

− i∂t[G
es,<
i j (t, t′)]∗ − [Ges,<

k j (t, t′)]∗[hHF,e
i k (t)]∗

= [Gs,<
kj (t, t′)]∗[hHF,es

i k (t)]∗

= i∂tG
se,<
j i (t′, t) +Gse,<

j k (t′, t)hHF,e
k i (t)

= −Gs,<
jk (t′, t)hHF,se

k i (t) .

The final step is to again exchange i ↔ j and t ↔ t′.
But, in order to obtain an equation for Ges< on the time
diagonal, we also need to exchange s ↔ e (in case of
products, only for the outer superscripts):

i∂t′G
es,<
i j (t, t′) +Ge,<

i k (t, t′)hHF,es
k j (t′)

= −Ges,<
i k (t, t′)hHF,s

kj (t′) .

Now, we again add this equation to its adjoint, Eq. (B2),
and take the time-diagonal limit:

i∂tG
es,<
i j (t)−

(
hHF,eGes,<

)s
i j,t

+
(
Ges,<hHF,s

)e
i j,t

=
(
hHF,esGs,<

)s
i j,t
−
(
Ge,<hHF,es

)e
i j,t

. (B7)

This is the final result. The three Eqs. (B6), (B5) and
(B7) exactly agree with the extended G1–G2 equations
derived in the main manuscript [cf. Sec. IV], starting from
the embedding selfenergy formulation.
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H. Kählert, E. Pehlke, F. X. Bronold, M. Pamperin,
M. Becker, D. Loffhagen, and H. Fehske, Towards an
integrated modeling of the plasma-solid interface, Fron-
tiers of Chemical Science and Engineering 13, 201 (2019).

[31] F. X. Bronold and H. Fehske, Invariant embedding ap-
proach to secondary electron emission from metals, Jour-
nal of Applied Physics 131, 113302 (2022),.

[32] E. Khosravi, A.-M. Uimonen, A. Stan, G. Stefanucci,
S. Kurth, R. van Leeuwen, and E. K. U. Gross, Correlation
effects in bistability at the nanoscale: Steady state and
beyond, Phys. Rev. B 85, 075103 (2012).

[33] T. J. Levy and E. Rabani, Steady state conductance
in a double quantum dot array: The nonequilibrium
equation-of-motion Green function approach, The Journal
of Chemical Physics 138, 164125 (2013),.

[34] R. Tuovinen, D. Golež, M. Eckstein, and M. A. Sentef,
Comparing the generalized Kadanoff-Baym ansatz with
the full Kadanoff-Baym equations for an excitonic insula-
tor out of equilibrium, Phys. Rev. B 102, 115157 (2020).

[35] F. Covito, E. Perfetto, A. Rubio, and G. Stefanucci, Real-
time dynamics of auger wave packets and decays in ultra-
fast charge migration processes, Phys. Rev. A 97, 061401
(2018).

[36] K. Balzer and M. Bonitz, Neutralization dynamics of slow
highly charged ions passing through graphene nanoflakes
– an embedding self-energy approach, Contrib. Plasma
Phys. 61, e202100040 (2021).

[37] L. Kadanoff and G. Baym, Quantum Statistical Mechanics
(Benjamin, New York, 1962).

[38] N. Schlünzen and M. Bonitz, Nonequilibrium Green Func-
tions Approach to Strongly Correlated Fermions in Lattice
Systems, Contrib. Plasma Phys. 56, 5 (2016).

[39] M. Bonitz, Quantum Kinetic Theory, 2nd ed., Teubner-
Texte zur Physik (Springer, Cham, 2016).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04565-9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.086802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.086802
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjst/e2014-02092-3
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjst/e2014-02092-3
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/ab2d32
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/ab2d32
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ac7119
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ac7119
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.34.6933
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.076601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.245101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.035124
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.035124
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.036402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.036402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.016801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.026402
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03874-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03874-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03590-4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.165155
https://doi.org/10.5488/CMP.25.23401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.053424
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.053424
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-2836(76)90311-9
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-2836(76)90311-9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.90.062119
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11705-019-1793-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11705-019-1793-4
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0082468
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0082468
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.075103
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4802752
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4802752
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.115157
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.061401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.061401
https://doi.org/10.1002/ctpp.202100041
https://doi.org/10.1002/ctpp.202100041
https://doi.org/10.1002/ctpp.201610003


14

[40] M. Bonitz, M. Scharnke, and N. Schlünzen, Time-reversal
invariance of quantum kinetic equations II: Density oper-
ator formalism, Contrib. Plasma Phys. 58, 1036 (2018).

[41] H. Haug and A.-P. Jauho, Quantum Kinetics in Transport
and Optics of Semiconductors (Springer, Berlin, Heidel-
berg, 2008).

[42] N. Bergmann and M. Galperin, A Green’s function per-
spective on the nonequilibrium thermodynamics of open
quantum systems strongly coupled to baths, Europ. Phys.
J. Spec. Top. 230, 859 (2021).

[43] S. Hermanns, N. Schlünzen, and M. Bonitz, Hubbard nan-
oclusters far from equilibrium, Phys. Rev. B 90, 125111
(2014).

[44] N. Schlünzen, J.-P. Joost, F. Heidrich-Meisner, and
M. Bonitz, Nonequilibrium dynamics in the one-
dimensional Fermi-Hubbard model: Comparison of the
nonequilibrium Green-functions approach and the density

matrix renormalization group method, Phys. Rev. B 95,
165139 (2017).

[45] C. Makait, F. Borges Fajardo, and M. Bonitz, Time-
dependent charged particle stopping in quantum plasmas:
testing the g1–g2 scheme for quasi-one-dimensional sys-
tems, Contrib. Plasma Phys. e202300008 (2023).

[46] M. Bonitz, D. Semkat, and H. Haug, Non-Lorentzian
spectral functions for Coulomb quantum kinetics, Europ.
Phys. J. B 9, 309 (1999).

[47] M. Lindberg and S. W. Koch, Effective Bloch equations
for semiconductors, Phys. Rev. B 38, 3342 (1988).

[48] N. H. Kwong, M. Bonitz, R. Binder, and H. S. Köhler,
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