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We introduce an exact framework to compute the positive frequency moments M (α)(q) = 〈ωα〉
of different dynamic properties from imaginary-time quantum Monte Carlo data. As a practical
example, we obtain the first five moments of the dynamic structure factor S(q, ω) of the uniform
electron gas at the electronic Fermi temperature based on ab initio path integral Monte Carlo
simulations. We find excellent agreement with known sum rules for α = 1, 3, and, to our knowledge,
present the first results for α = 2, 4, 5. Our idea can be straightforwardly generalized to other
dynamic properties such as the single-particle spectral function A(q, ω), and will be useful for a
number of applications, including the study of ultracold atoms, exotic warm dense matter, and
condensed matter systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The accurate understanding of interacting quantum
many-body systems constitutes a highly active frontier
in physics, quantum chemistry, and related fields. Cur-
rent challenges include the understanding of the energy
loss dynamics of a projectile in a medium [1, 2], pho-
toionization processes in atoms and molecules [3, 4], and
energy relaxation towards a state of equilibrium [5, 6].
The accurate description of such nonequilibrium dynam-
ics constitutes a most formidable challenge [7, 8]. Indeed,
there as of yet exists no reliable method that is available
for all systems and parameters of interest. Instead, one
usually introduces approximations with respect to the
coupling strength.

In thermodynamic equilibrium, different variants of
the ab initio quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) paradigm [9]
are, in principle, capable of exactly taking into account
the full complex interplay between nonideality (i.e., cou-
pling) and quantum effects. Moreover, the widely used
path integral Monte Carlo (PIMC) method [10–12] allows
to further include thermal excitations without any ap-
proximation. Unfortunately, by construction, most QMC
methods are limited to the imaginary time domain and,
thus, cannot be used in a direct way to compute dy-
namic properties of interest. On the other hand, many
imaginary-time correlation functions (ITCF) [13, 14] are
connected to a dynamic spectral function via an inte-
gral expression. For example, the dynamic structure
factor (DSF) S(q, ω) is connected to the imaginary-
time density–density correlation function via a two-sided
Laplace transform

F (q, τ) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dω S(q, ω) e−τω =: L [S(q, ω)] , (1)
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with −i~τ ∈ −i~[0, β] the imaginary time argument. In
practice, the LHS of Eq. (1) is known with high accuracy
from ab initio QMC simulations [15–23]; the task at hand
is thus to numerically invert Eq. (1) to obtain S(q, ω).
This so-called analytic continuation is ubiquitous within
different fields of physics, including the study of ultra-
cold atoms [15, 16, 19, 21, 22, 24] and exotic warm dense
matter [18, 25, 26]. In particular, it is of high importance
within condensed matter physics [27–29] and constitutes
an important ingredient to dynamical mean-field theory
simulations [30, 31]. Yet, the analytic continuation con-
stitutes a notoriously difficult problem [32, 33]. Indeed, it
is ill-posed with respect to the Monte Carlo error bars of
F (q, τ) and subject to a number of practical instabilities.

Due to the pressing need for an accurate dynamic de-
scription of interacting quantum many-body systems, a
number of methods have been suggested to deal with the
above problem. For example, maximum entropy meth-
ods [17, 34, 35] are based on Bayes’ theorem and have
been successfully applied in different contexts. Yet, the
thus reconstructed spectral properties might be biased
by the prior model function, although improvements over
the original idea are continually being developed [17]. A
second line of thought is based on averaging over a large
number of noisy random trial solutions [15, 19, 27, 36],
which includes the genetic inversion by falsification of
theories (GIFT) method by Vitali and co-workers [15, 37]
and the stochastic optimization method [38] introduced
by Mishchenko et al. [27]. While being computation-
ally more expensive, such methods have the advantage
that no prior information about the spectrum of inter-
est is required. Finally, we mention the sparse-modeling
technique by Otsuki et al. [39–41], which is capable of
efficiently filtering out the relevant information from the
noisy QMC input data.

Despite the aforementioned considerable methodolog-
ical advances, a direct analytic continuation only based
on Eq. (1) is often insufficient to capture all physical fea-
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tures [16, 18]. Therefore, one must consider additional
information such as the frequency moments

M
(α)
S (q) = 〈ωα〉S =

∫ ∞
−∞

dω S(q, ω) ωα (2)

to further constrain the analytic continuation. Hitherto,
four moments have been known for interacting quan-

tum systems: the normalization M
(0)
S (q) = S(q) that is

given by the static structure factor, the inverse moment

M
(−1)
S (q) that is determined by the imaginary-time ver-

sion of the fluctuation–dissipation theorem [23], and the
cases α = 1, 3 that can be evaluated from commutator
expressions, known as sum rules [42]. In fact, it is pos-

sible to reconstruct the DSF from its moments M
(α)
S (q),

which is known as the Hamburger problem in the litera-
ture [43]. This formalism has been successfully utilized
by Tkachenko and co-workers to estimate the dynamic
structure factor of a number of classical and quantum
systems [44–46]. Yet, it is clear that the lack of accurate
data for the even moments (except α = 0) constitutes
a substantial bottleneck both with respect to the Ham-
burger problem, and to constrain the traditional analytic
continuation based on Eq. (1).

In this work, we overcome this fundamental limitation
by introducing a new exact approach to estimate the pos-
itive integer (even and odd) frequency moments based on
imaginary-time QMC data. As a practical example, we
consider the uniform electron gas (UEG) [47–49], also
known as jellium or quantum one-component plasma in
the literature, at the electronic Fermi temperature [50]
Θ = kBT/EF = 1, where T is the temperature and EF is
the usual Fermi energy. This system has attracted con-
siderable interest over the last decade [51–66] due to its
fundamental importance for so-called warm dense mat-
ter [67–70]—an exotic state that naturally occurs in as-
trophysical objects like giant planet interiors [71, 72] and
is realized in experiments for example in the context of
inertial confinement fusion [73, 74].

In particular, we find good agreement with the sum
rules for α = 1 and α = 3, and present the first results for

M
(2)
S (q), M

(4)
S (q), and M

(5)
S (q) over a wide range of wave

numbers. Our results can directly be used as input for an
improved prediction of S(q, ω) via different methods, and
constitute an valuable benchmark for the development of
new dynamic simulation methods and approximations.
Moreover, our idea can be straightforwardly generalized
to other dynamic properties such as the single-particle
spectral function A(q, ω), as we demonstrate in Sec. IV.
Therefore, we expect it to be of use in a number of fields
including the study of ultracold atoms, warm dense mat-
ter, and condensed matter physics. Finally, we note that
the extraction of physical properties from imaginary-time
correlation functions is interesting in its own right, and
has given important insights both from a theoretical per-
spective [23, 75], and also for the interpretation of X-ray
Thomson scattering experiments [76, 77].

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we in-
troduce the required theoretical background, including a

brief introduction to the PIMC estimation of the ITCF
(II A), its connection to the frequency moments of the dy-
namic structure factor (II B), the frequency moment sum
rules (II C), and some basic relations from linear response
theory (II D). Sec. III is devoted to the presentation of
our numerical results, starting with an overview of the
UEG model in Sec. III A and a discussion of the poly-
nomial fitting procedure in Sec. III B. In Sec. III C, we
present our new data for the first six (i.e., α = 0, . . . , 5)
frequency moments of the DSF and compare them to var-
ious theoretical estimates. The paper is concluded by a
summary and outlook in Sec. IV.

II. THEORY

We assume Hartree atomic units throughout this work.

A. Path integral Monte Carlo

It is well established that different QMC methods [9]
allow for the highly accurate computation of different
imaginary-time correlation functions. In this work, we
focus on the path integral Monte Carlo approach, which
operates at finite temperatures T and gives one straight-
forward access [13] to both the Matsubara Green func-
tion [16, 78] and also the imaginary-time density–density
correlation function that is explored in this work, and
that is defined as

F (q, τ) = 〈n̂(q, τ)n̂(−q, 0)〉0 . (3)

Since a detailed introduction to the PIMC method has
been presented elsewhere [10, 47], we here restrict our-
selves to a brief discussion of its main features that are of
relevance for the evaluation of Eq. (3). The basic idea be-
hind PIMC is the celebrated classical isomorphism [79],
where the complex, nonideal quantum many-body sys-
tem of interest is mapped onto a classical ensemble of
interacting ring polymers. In particular, each quantum
particle is represented by an entire path of particle coor-
dinates on each of the P imaginary-time slices, that are
separated by an interval of ε = β/P .

This is schematically illustrated in Fig. 1, where we
show an example configuration of N = 4 electrons in the
x-τ -plane. The basic idea of PIMC is to randomly gener-
ate a Markov chain of such path configurations that are
taken into account according to their appropriate config-
uration weight; this can be done efficiently based on mod-
ern implementations of the Metropolis algorithm [81]. An
additional detail originates from the indistinguishability
of fermions and bosons under the exchange of particle
coordinates, which requires extending the usual parti-
tion function by a summation over all possible permu-
tations. In the path-integral picture, such permutations
manifest as so-called exchange-cycles [82], which are tra-
jectories with more than a single particle in it; see the
two intermediate paths in Fig. 1 that form such a cycle.
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the PIMC method and the
estimation of the ITCF F (q, τ). Shown is a path-integral con-
figuration with N = 4 electrons in the τ -x-plane. The single
pair exchange of the two paths in the center leads to a nega-
tive contribution in the case of fermions, thereby contributing
to the notorious fermion sign problem [80]. The dotted green
lines illustrate the correlated evaluation of the density in re-
ciprocal space at different imaginary-time arguments for the
estimation of F (q, τ) via Eq. (3). The yellow Gaussian on
the RHS illustrates the kinetic contribution to the thermal
density matrix, which effectively connects beads on adjacent
imaginary-time slices via a harmonic spring potential. Taken
from Ref. [23] with the permission of the authors.

While the sampling of all possible permutation topolo-
gies within a PIMC simulation is not trivial, it can be
efficiently accomplished via the worm algorithm intro-
duced in Refs. [78, 83].

A particular challenge is given by the PIMC simulation
of quantum degenerate Fermi systems, as the sign of the
respective contribution to the total partition function al-
ternates with each pair exchange. This is the root cause
of the notorious fermion sign problem, which leads to an
exponential increase in the required compute time with
important system parameters such as the temperature T
or the system size N ; a topical review on the sign problem
in PIMC has been presented in Refs. [80, 84]. On the one
hand, the sign problem can be formally avoided by im-
posing a nodal restriction on the thermal density matrix.
Yet, this simplification comes at the cost of an uncon-
trolled approximation in practice [85], as the exact nodal
structure of an interacting quantum many-body system
is not known. On the other hand, such a nodal restriction
would destroy the imaginary-time translation invariance
in any case, which prevents the straightforward estima-
tion of imaginary-time correlation functions. Therefore,
we perform direct PIMC simulations in this work that
are computationally demanding due to the sign problem,

but exact within the given Monte Carlo error bars.
In addition, the direct PIMC method allows for a

straightforward estimation of F (q, τ) via Eq. (3) in terms
of the correlated evaluation of the density in reciprocal
space on different imaginary-time slices; see the dashed
green lines in Fig. 1.

B. Dynamic structure factor and frequency
moments

The dynamic structure factor S(q, ω) constitutes the
central property in scattering experiments and is given
by the Fourier transform of the intermediate scattering
function F (q, t) [86],

S(q, ω) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dt eiωtF (q, t) , (4)

with the latter being defined as

F (q, t) = 〈n̂(q, t)n̂(−q, 0)〉0 . (5)

Naturally, the direct evaluation of Eqs. (4) and (5) re-
quires the availability of dynamic simulations; this is
relatively straightforward for classical systems e.g. via
molecular dynamics (MD) simulations [87, 88], but con-
stitutes a most formidable challenge for interacting quan-
tum many-body systems. Similarly, the numerical inver-
sion of Eq. (1) to compute S(q, ω) based on QMC results
for the ITCF F (q, τ) constitutes an ill-posed problem as
it has been explained in the introduction. In lieu of the
full DSF S(q, ω), we will show here how one can still ob-
tain dynamic properties of the given system of interest

in the form of the frequency moments M
(α)
S (q) defined

in Eq. (2) above.
Let us start by considering the derivative of the ITCF

with respect to the imaginary-time argument τ

∂α

∂τα
F (q, τ) = (−1)α

∞∫
−∞

dω ωαe−τωS(q, ω) . (6)

In particular, the τ -derivative at the origin is given by

∂α

∂τα
F (q, τ)

∣∣∣
τ=0

= (−1)α
∞∫
−∞

dω ωαS(q, ω) , (7)

thereby giving one direct access to all positive frequency
moments of the DSF without the need for an explicit
analytic continuation. While being formally exact, we
note that the numerical differentiation inherent to Eq. (7)
is cumbersome in practice and exclusively relies on high-
quality information around τ = 0. A better alternative is
to perform a Taylor expansion of F (q, τ) around τ = 0,

F (q, τ) =

∞∑
α=0

{
1

α!

∂αF (q, τ)

∂τα

∣∣∣∣
τ=0

τα
}

(8)

=

∞∑
α=0

cα(q)τα . (9)
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In practice, we truncate Eq. (9) at a finite degree αmax

and perform a corresponding polynomial fit to our PIMC
data for F (q, τ). Combining Eqs. (7) and (9), we thus
obtain the frequency moments of the DSF as

M
(α)
S (q) = (−1)

α
α! cα(q) . (10)

C. Frequency moment sum rules

In what follows, we briefly summarize the established
literature background on the DSF frequency moment sum
rules. From a practical perspective, their main utility
lies in the computation of the various 〈ωα〉S purely on
the basis of equilibrium expectation values and, there-
fore, without the need for dynamic simulations or of an
analytic continuation.

The inverse frequency moment is easily calculated by
combining the static limit of the Kramers–Kronig rela-
tion for the real part of the density response function
(see also Sec. II D below) with the fluctuation–dissipation
theorem and the detailed balance condition. It is given
by [89, 90]

〈ω−1〉S = −χ(q)

2n
, (11)

where χ(q) ≡ χ(q, 0) is the static density response func-
tion that is a real quantity and n = N/V is the number
density with V = L3 the volume of the PIMC simulation
cell. Given its origin, it is no surprise that it also directly
follows from the ITCF via the imaginary time version of
the fluctuation–dissipation theorem [23, 91]

χ(q) = −n
∫ β

0

dτF (q, τ) , (12)

leading to the equivalent relation

〈ω−1〉S =
1

2

∫ β

0

dτF (q, τ) . (13)

The zero frequency moment is the normalization of the
DSF and directly emerges from the static structure fac-
tor (SSF) definition S(q) = 〈n̂(q)n̂(−q)〉0 = F (q, 0). It
simply reads [49, 88, 92]

〈ω0〉S = S(q) . (14)

Recall that the combination of the zero frequency mo-
ment with the fluctuation–dissipation theorem is the ma-
jor building block of all schemes of the self–consistent di-
electric formalism and the reason that it has been dubbed
as self–consistent [47, 93–95].

Odd frequency moments of the imaginary part of the
density response function 〈ω2m+1〉Imχ can be expressed
as the statistical averages of equal time commutators at
equilibrium [49, 94]. This general result stems from the
high–frequency expansion of the Kramers–Kronig rela-
tion and the short time expansion of the standard defini-
tion χ(q, t) = −ıH(t)〈[n̂(q, t), n̂(−q, 0)]〉0, where H(.) is

the Heaviside step function [92, 96]. Repeated applica-
tion of the Heisenberg equation of motion converts the ar-
bitrary order time derivatives into iterated commutators,
reminiscent of those emerging in the Baker–Campbell–
Hausdorff formula, with the number of Hamiltonian nests
coinciding with the order of the frequency moment [49].
The connection between 〈ω2m+1〉Imχ and 〈ω2m+1〉S is
naturally established by the fluctuation–dissipation the-
orem and it reads as

〈ω2m+1〉S = − 1

2πn
〈ω2m+1〉Imχ . (15)

The first frequency moment, the universal f–sum rule,
expresses particle number conservation [97] and is given
by [49, 90, 92, 97, 98]

〈ω1〉S =
q2

2
. (16)

The third frequency moment, the cubic sum rule, involves
the static structure factor (or the pair correlation func-
tion) and is given by [49, 92, 99]

〈ω3〉S =
q2

2

{
q4

4
+ 2q2K + 4πn+

4π

V
∑

k 6=q,0

(
q · k
qk

)2

[S(q − k)− S(k)]

 , (17)

where K = 〈
∑
i p̂

2
i /2〉0 is the total kinetic energy. The

first two terms are kinetic and the last terms pair inter-
acting in nature, with the third term being the Hartree
contribution. In the literature, an equivalent form is also
encountered that involves a symmetrized Coulomb pair
interaction rather than the symmetrized SSF [42, 100–
102]. It is worth noting that the third frequency moment
is directly connected to the high–frequency limit of the
dynamic local field correction (LFC) G(q, ω) [101, 103].
This has been exploited for the construction of a static
LFC functional of the SSF in the generalized random
phase approximation of Pathak & Vashishta [104] and
for the construction of a dynamic LFC functional of the
SSF in the dielectric scheme of Utsumi & Ichimaru [105].
To our knowledge, the nested commutator formula has
not been yet utilized for the computation of higher-
order odd-frequency moments. Higher moments have
only been reported within the classical limit [106–109],
where the commutators are replaced with Poisson brack-
ets and the calculations simplify considerably after the
application of Yvon’s theorem [88]. Nevertheless, there
should be a correspondence between the frequency or-
der of the moments and the correlation order of the
static distribution functions. For instance, the fifth fre-
quency moment must involve the triplet structure fac-
tor S(3)(q, q′) = 〈n̂(q)n̂(q′)n̂(−q − q′)〉0 in reciprocal
space or the ternary correlation function g(3)(r, r′) in
real space [100].

Furthermore, it is important to point out that the even
moments of the imaginary part of the density response
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function 〈ω2m〉Imχ are zero given the odd frequency par-
ity of Imχ(q, ω) [49]. Consequently, the even moments
of the DSF 〈ω2m〉S cannot be reduced to the equilib-
rium expectation value of an equal-time commutator. Fi-
nally, we point out that in the classical limit β~ω � 1,
the fluctuation–dissipation theorem establishes a differ-
ent correspondence rule, this time between the even DSF
moments and the odd Imχ moments, that reads as [108–
111]

〈ω2m〉clS = − 1

πnβ
〈ω2m−1〉clImχ , (18)

and the detailed balance condition collapses to the even
frequency parity of the DSF, which implies that the odd
DSF moments identically vanish, i.e. [109–111]

〈ω2m+1〉clS = 0 . (19)

D. Linear response theory

An alternative route towards the dynamic structure
factor comes from linear response theory [49, 112]. More
specifically, the well-known fluctuation–dissipation the-
orem relates the imaginary part of the dynamic linear
density response function χ(q, ω) to the DSF,

S(q, ω) = − Imχ(q, ω)

πn(1− e−βω)
. (20)

Here χ(q, ω) describes the response of a given system to
an external perturbation of wave vector q and frequency
ω, see Ref. [112] for a recent comprehensive discussion.
It is more convenient to utilize the following exact ex-
pression for χ(q, ω) [96]

χ(q, ω) =
χ0(q, ω)

1− 4π
q2 [1−G(q, ω)]χ0(q, ω)

, (21)

where χ0(q, ω) denotes the Lindhard function which de-
scribes the density response of a noninteracting Fermi
gas and can be easily evaluated in practice [49]. The
complete wave-vector and frequency-resolved informa-
tion about electronic exchange–correlation effects is en-
coded into the dynamic local field correction G(q, ω),
which is formally equivalent to the exchange–correlation
kernel Kxc(q, ω) known from time-dependent density
functional theory simulations [113]. While the exact
G(q, ω) is generally unknown, Eqs. (20) and (21) allow
one to compute various approximations to S(q, ω). For
example, when employing G(q, ω) ≡ 0, there is no polar-
ization field and the random phase approximation (RPA)
emerges that constitutes a mean-field description [7]. Or,
when assuming that G(q, ω) ≡ 1, the polarization field
exactly cancels out the mean field and the non-interacting
density response χ(q, ω) ≡ χ0(q, ω) is retrieved. A
sophisticated more accurate approach is given by the
static approximation G(q, ω) ≡ G(q, 0), which has been
shown [18, 25] to give highly accurate results for S(q, ω)

in the regime of metallic densities rs . 4. In practice,
the static approximation can be readily evaluated either
using the neural-net representation of G(q, 0; rs,Θ) from
Ref. [114], or employing the analytic representation of
G(q, 0; rs,Θ) from Ref. [115].

In the context of the present work, the main utility
of Eqs. (20) and (21) is a) to generate realistic synthetic
data that can be used to verify our idea, and b) to gen-
erate approximate reference data for the frequency mo-
ments that we extract from our PIMC data for the UEG.

III. RESULTS

All PIMC results that are presented in this work have
been obtained using the extended ensemble approach in-
troduced in Ref. [116], which is a canonical adaption of
the worm algorithm by Boninsegni et al. [78, 83]. More
specifically, we employ a primitive factorization scheme
with P = 200 imaginary-time slices, and the convergence
with P has been carefully checked. Furthermore, we have
carried out simulations with N = 34 unpolarized elec-
trons, and finite-size effects are known to be small in this
regime [26, 55, 117].

A. Uniform electron gas model

The UEG [47–49], also known as jellium, is the quan-
tum version of the classical one-component plasma [87,
88, 118] and constitutes one of the most fundamental
model systems in physics and related disciplines. From
a theoretical perspective, it is convenient to character-
ize the UEG in terms of a few reduced parameters [50].
The density parameter serves as the quantum coupling
parameter of the UEG and is defined as the ratio of the
Wigner-Seitz radius to the Bohr radius, rs = d/aB. In
the limit of rs → 0 (i.e., high density), the UEG be-
comes an ideal Fermi gas as the ratio of potential to ki-
netic energy vanishes proportionally to rs in this regime.
Conversely, the UEG becomes a strongly coupled elec-
tron liquid [18, 61, 65] for rs & 10, which gives rise
to a number of interesting physical phenomena such as
the roton minimum in the spectrum of density fluctua-
tions [66, 119]. In addition, the degeneracy temperature
Θ = kBT/EF indicates the degree of quantum degen-
eracy, with Θ � 1 being fully degenerate and Θ � 1
being semi-classical [63]. In principle, a third parameter
is given by the spin-polarization ξ = (N↑ −N↓)/N with
N↑ and N↓ being the number of electrons with major-
ity and minority spin-orientation. In the present work,
we restrict ourselves to the fully unpolarized, i.e., the
paramagnetic case with N↑ = N↓ and ξ = 0. For com-
pleteness, we note that finite values of 0 ≤ ξ ≤ 1 (see
also Refs. [47, 52, 56, 58, 120–124]) are relevant for var-
ious applications such as spin-density functional theory
calculations in quantum chemistry [125].
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In the ground-state limit with Θ = 0, the UEG consti-
tutes a simple model for the conduction electrons in al-
kali metals [90]. Moreover, the accurate parametrization
of its properties [124, 126–128] based on highly accurate
ground-state QMC simulations [123, 129–131] has facili-
tated many applications including the arguably unrivaled
success of density functional theory with respect to the
description of real materials [132]. In this work, we con-
sider the case of Θ = 1 and rs ∼ 1, which is commonly
referred to as warm dense matter (WDM) in the liter-
ature [47, 67, 68]. These extreme conditions naturally
occur in astrophysical objects such as giant planet interi-
ors [69, 72] and can be realized in the laboratory for ex-
ample in inertial confinement fusion experiments [73, 74].
From a theoretical perspective, the accurate description
of WDM is notoriously challenging due to the intriguingly
intricate interplay of Coulomb coupling with strong ther-
mal excitations and quantum degeneracy effects such as
Pauli blocking and diffraction [67, 68]. Therefore, first
accurate results for the warm dense UEG [47, 133] have
become available only recently based on different ther-
mal QMC methods [52, 57, 85, 134–138]. In addition, we
consider the case of Θ = 1 and rs = 10, which is located
at the margin of the electron liquid regime. These condi-
tions are particularly interesting as they exhibit a wealth
of interesting phenomena, including the aforementioned
roton minimum in the dynamic structure factor [18, 25]
which has been explained only recently [66].

B. Canonical representation of the ITCF

In Fig. 2, we demonstrate the proposed fitting proce-
dure for the UEG at rs = 10 and Θ = 1, and for the wave
number q = 0.63qF. The red circles in panel a) have been
computed by obtaining S(q, ω) within the static approx-
imation (see Sec. II D), and subsequently evaluating the
two-sided Laplace transform Eq. (1) on a realistic τ -grid
(P = 200). The solid black curve depicts a correspond-
ing canonical fit according to Eq. (9). Empirically, we
find a maximum significant order of αmax for the poly-
nomial expansion for this example, see Appendix A for
more details about the fitting procedure. For complete-
ness, we note that F (q, τ) is symmetric around τ = β/2,
i.e., F (q, τ) = F (q, β − τ). In practice, even though the
information about the ITCF for β/2 < τ ≤ β is techni-
cally redundant, it is still strongly beneficial to fit Eq. (9)
over the entire τ -range as the symmetry condition is not
automatically incorporated into the canonical representa-
tion of the polynomial. Therefore, the range β/2 < τ ≤ β
significantly helps to determine the coefficients cα(q) and
in this way to get more reliable information in particu-

lar about the higher frequency moments M
(α)
S (q). We

further note that the detailed discussion of the physical
behavior of F (q, τ) is beyond the scope of the present
work and has been presented in the recent Refs. [23, 75].

In Fig. 3, we show the corresponding frequency mo-
ments that have been obtained from the canonical fitting
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FIG. 2. Illustration of the fitting procedure for the UEG
at rs = 10 and Θ = 1 for q = 0.63qF. a) Synthetic data
for F (q, τ) within the static approximation (red) and corre-
sponding canonical fit of order αmax = 10 (black). b) PIMC
data for F (q, τ) (green) and corresponding fit with αmax = 6;
c) magnified segment showing the PIMC error bars.
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FIG. 3. Comparison of synthetic frequency moments (lines) computed directly from S(q, ω) via Eq. (2) for the ideal Fermi
gas (yellow) and within the static approximation (red) to results that have been extracted from the coefficients of canonical fits
to the ITCF (circles) via Eq. (10).
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FIG. 4. The zero frequency moment M
(0)
S (q) for the UEG

at Θ = 1 for a) rs = 10 and b) rs = 4. Green squares: PIMC
reference data for the static structure factor S(q) = F (q, 0);
black crosses: moments extracted via Eq. (10); dashed blue,
solid red, and dotted yellow: reference data within RPA, static
approximation, and for the ideal Fermi gas computed from
synthetic S(q, ω) directly via Eq. (2).

coefficients via Eq. (10) as a function of the wave number
q. The panels a)-f) show the orders α = 0, . . . , 5. The
solid red and dashed yellow curves show exact reference
data that have been directly computed via Eq. (2) from
synthetic results for S(q, ω) within the static approxima-
tion and for the ideal Fermi gas model, respectively. The
corresponding circles show the frequency moments that
have been extracted from the ITCF via Eq. (10). Clearly,
the proposed extraction of the Mα from canonical fits to
the ITCF works exceptionally well in all cases, and over
the entire relevant range of wave numbers. This consti-
tutes a strong empirical verification of our method and
serves as an important benchmark for the following anal-
ysis of PIMC results, for which reliable benchmark data
exist only for a subset of moments. In particular, this
analysis of synthetic results demonstrates that even the

extraction of the fifth moment M
(5)
S (q) is, in principle,

possible.
In Fig. 2b), we show the canonical fitting to our PIMC

data for F (q, τ) for the same conditions as in panel a). In
this case, the input data for the ITCF are afflicted with
statistical error bars, see the magnified segment shown
in panel c). Therefore, our fitting procedure gives access
to a smaller number of polynomial coefficients compared
to the synthetic data from the static approximation, and
we find αmax = 6 in this case.

C. Frequency moments

Let us begin our analysis of the frequency moments
extracted from PIMC results for the ITCF with a discus-
sion of M

(0)
S (q) = S(q) = F (q, 0) shown in Fig. 4. In

the following, all results have been obtained for Θ = 1,
and panels a) and b) show results for rs = 10 and rs = 4.
From a physical perspective, these cases correspond to
an electron liquid [18] that exhibits interesting effects
such as the roton feature in the dispersion [66], and to
a metallic density that can be realized either in exper-
iments with e.g. sodium [139] or in hydrogen jets [140].
The green squares show our direct PIMC results for S(q)
and are in perfect agreement with the zero-order fitting
coefficient c0(q) for both densities and over the entire
range of wave numbers. As a reference, we also include
synthetic data computed via Eqs. (20) and (21) within
the RPA (dashed blue), the static approximation (solid
red), and for the ideal Fermi gas (dotted yellow). Overall,
the static approximation that has been evaluated using
the neural-net representation from Ref. [114] exhibits the
highest degree of accuracy, as it is expected. The RPA
and the ideal Fermi gas model are substantially less accu-
rate and can easily be distinguished both from the exact
PIMC results and from the extracted fitting coefficients.

In Fig. 5, we repeat this analysis for the first moment

M
(1)
S (q), with the solid green curve depicting the exact

f-sum rule, Eq. (16). Clearly, all data sets are in per-
fect agreement with the latter, including all synthetic
curves. As an alternative route to the polynomial ex-
pansion Eq. (9), one might also attempt to numerically
evaluate the first derivative of the ITCF with respect to
τ on the given PIMC τ -grid,

∂F (q, τ)

∂τ

∣∣∣∣
τ=0

≈ F (q, ε)− F (q, 0)

ε
. (22)

The results are shown as the yellow circles in Fig. 6a).
Evidently, the numerical derivative only agrees with the
exact f-sum rule for q . 3qF, but becomes increasingly
inaccurate in the limit of large q. This observation can be
directly traced back to the behavior of the ITCF, as it is
illustrated in Fig. 6b). Specifically, the ITCF becomes in-
creasingly steep for large q. For q = 0.63qF (red crosses),
the ITCF is comparably flat, and the corresponding eval-
uation of Eq. (22) is accurate. In contrast, we find a very
sharp τ -decay around τ = 0 for q = 4.56qF (green stars),
and the available τ -grid in the PIMC simulation is not
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FIG. 5. The first frequency moment M
(1)
S (q) for the UEG

at Θ = 1 for a) rs = 10 and b) rs = 4. Green line: f-sum
rule, Eq. (16); black crosses: moments extracted via Eq. (10);
dashed blue, solid red, and dotted yellow: reference data
within RPA, static approximation, and for the ideal Fermi
gas computed from synthetic S(q, ω) directly via Eq. (2).

sufficient to accurately estimate the first derivative di-
rectly. At the same time, we stress that the proposed
polynomial fit of F (q, τ) [Eq. (9)] completely overcomes
this issue and, therefore, constitutes the preferable op-
tion.

Next, we consider the second moment M
(2)
S (q) shown

in Fig. 7. In this case, no exact reference data are avail-
able either from a sum-rule or from another source. At
the same time, the RPA and static approximation are in
close agreement with each other and also closely agree
with the extracted moments for both densities. In con-
trast, the reference data computed from the ideal Fermi
gas model exhibits significant deviations for small wave
numbers. Lastly, we point out that the extracted mo-
ments for the higher density of rs = 4 exhibit small yet

visible fluctuations for q & 3qF for M
(2)
S (q), while no

such fluctuations are visible for rs = 10 with the naked
eye. This is a direct consequence of the increased statisti-
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FIG. 6. Panel a) shows the first frequency moment M
(1)
S (q)

for the UEG at Θ = 1 and rs = 10, with the yellow cir-
cles having being evaluated from the approximate derivative
Eq. (22); b) τ -dependence of PIMC results for the ITCF for
q = 0.63qF (red crosses) and q = 4.56qF (green stars).

cal uncertainty in the PIMC data, which, in turn, is due
to the more severe fermion sign problem at rs = 4 [80].
At the same time, we find that the observed fluctuations

in M
(2)
S (q) are well captured by the corresponding error

bars, the calculation of which is explained in more detail
in Appendix A.

A particularly interesting frequency moment of the

DSF is given by M
(3)
S (q), as it is directly connected to

the high-frequency limit of the local field correction [101].
The corresponding results are shown in Fig. 8, with the
green squares being reference data computed from the cu-
bic sum rule, Eq. (17), using PIMC data for the kinetic
energy K and the static structure factor S(q). Over-
all, the latter is in close agreement with the RPA and
static approximation data sets over the entire q-range for



10

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

 0  1  2  3  4  5

rs = 10

a)S
M

(2
)

q/qF

RPA
Static
ideal

fit

10-2

10-1

100

101

 0  1  2  3  4  5

rs = 4

b)S
M

(2
)

q/qF

RPA
Static
ideal

fit

FIG. 7. The second frequency moment M
(2)
S (q) for the UEG

at Θ = 1 for a) rs = 10 and b) rs = 4. Black crosses: moments
extracted via Eq. (10); dashed blue, solid red, and dotted yel-
low: reference data within RPA, static approximation, and for
the ideal Fermi gas computed from synthetic S(q, ω) directly
via Eq. (2).

both densities; the ideal Fermi gas model again deviates
for small q. For rs = 10, the proposed canonical fitting
method gives accurate results over four orders of mag-

nitude in M
(3)
S (q) and is in good agreement with the

sum-rule reference data. For rs = 4, the agreement is
noticeably less good. This is likely a consequence of the
larger statistical errors in the PIMC results for the ITCF
but only captured by the error bars of the extracted mo-
ments for q & qF. At the same time, it is important to
note that the results for the cubic sum rule, too, are not
carved in stone and might be subject to a small bias,
e.g. due to the discrete sum in Eq. (17) that only be-
comes a continuous integral in the thermodynamic limit
(i.e., N →∞).

Let us proceed to the fourth moment M
(4)
S (q) shown

in Fig. 9. In this case, we find that our method is still

capable of accurately resolvingM
(4)
S (q) over five orders of
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FIG. 8. The third frequency moment M
(3)
S (q) for the UEG

at Θ = 1 for a) rs = 10 and b) rs = 4. Green squares:
cubic sum rule, Eq. (17); black crosses: moments extracted
via Eq. (10); dashed blue, solid red, and dotted yellow: ref-
erence data within RPA, static approximation, and for the
ideal Fermi gas computed from synthetic S(q, ω) directly via
Eq. (2).

magnitude for rs = 10, whereas the quality is noticeably
less good for rs = 4. Still, we can obtain valuable insights
into the correct qualitative behavior even for the higher
density.

Finally, we analyze M
(5)
S (q) in Fig. 10. In this case,

both the synthetic data and our extracted values span
seven orders of magnitude in the depicted relevant range
of wave numbers. For rs = 10, we obtain reasonable re-
sults for all q, although there do appear noticeable fluctu-
ations in the extracted moments. For rs = 4, the quality
is significantly worse, as it is expected, and the fluctua-
tions are not fully captured by the error bars.
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FIG. 9. The fourth frequency moment M
(4)
S (q) for the UEG

at Θ = 1 for a) rs = 10 and b) rs = 4. Black crosses: moments
extracted via Eq. (10); dashed blue, solid red, and dotted yel-
low: reference data within RPA, static approximation, and for
the ideal Fermi gas computed from synthetic S(q, ω) directly
via Eq. (2).

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have presented a new, formally exact
method to extract all positive integer frequency moments
of dynamic properties from imaginary-time correlation
functions. As a practical example, we have investigated
the DSF S(q, ω) of the UEG, which is directly connected
to the ITCF F (q, τ) via the two-sided Laplace trans-
form Eq. (1). We have demonstrated that the frequency

moments M
(α)
S (q) directly correspond to the fitting co-

efficients from a polynomial fit to PIMC data for the
ITCF in the canonical representation. In practice, we
find good agreement between our newly extracted results
and the existing sum rules for α = 0, 1, 3. In addition,
we have presented, to our knowledge, the first data for
the cases of α = 2, 4, 5. These results are interesting
in their own right and will serve as a valuable bench-
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FIG. 10. The fifth frequency moment M
(5)
S (q) for the UEG

at Θ = 1 for a) rs = 10 and b) rs = 4. Black crosses: moments
extracted via Eq. (10); dashed blue, solid red, and dotted yel-
low: reference data within RPA, static approximation, and for
the ideal Fermi gas computed from synthetic S(q, ω) directly
via Eq. (2).

mark for future developments such as the derivation of

the M
(5)
S (q) sum-rule featuring static three-body correla-

tion functions, or the construction of novel DSF approxi-
mation schemes. From a physical perspective, we observe

that only M
(0)
S (q) (and also M

(−1)
S (q), see e.g. Ref. [112])

exhibits a pronounced structure with respect to the wave
number q, whereas the cases of α = 1, . . . , 5 are strictly
monotonic. This constitutes a nontrivial finding that de-
serves to be explored in more depth in future works.

We are convinced that our work opens up entic-
ing opportunities for impactful future research in a
gamut of research fields, including the study of ultracold
atoms [16, 22, 24], warm dense matter [18, 25, 141], as
well as condensed matter physics [27, 31]. For example,

the accurate knowledge of different M
(α)
S (q) is directly

useful to further constrain the analytic continuation from
the imaginary-time domain to real frequencies [15, 16].
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Moreover, the frequency moments are the key input for
the method of moments [43], which constitutes a promis-
ing route for the direct calculation of dynamic properties
based on static QMC simulation data without the need
for an explicit numerical inversion of Eq. (1). The corre-
sponding recent results for the warm dense UEG based
on the odd moments already look promising [46], and it
is likely that the incorporation of the hitherto unknown
moments of α = 2, 4, 5 would lead to further improve-
ment.

In addition to its value for quantum many-body the-
ory, our approach for the study of the frequency moments
of the DSF is also of direct practical use for the inter-
pretation of XRTS experiments of matter under extreme
conditions. In particular, the measured XRTS intensity
signal is given by the convolution of the DSF with the
combined probe and instrument function R(ω) [142],

I(q, ω) = S(q, ω) ~R(ω) . (23)

In practice, XRTS thus does not give one direct access
to the DSF (and its frequency moments Mα) as the de-
convolution is typically rendered highly unstable by the
inevitable noise in the experimental measurement. This
restriction does not pose an obstacle in the Laplace do-
main, where one can make use of the well-known convo-
lution theorem, which, in combination with Eqs. (1) and
(23), gives [23, 76]

F (q, τ) =
L [I(q, ω)]

L [R(ω)]
. (24)

Since, in addition to the actual intensity I(q, ω), the
source and instrument function is often known with high
accuracy e.g. from additional source monitoring as it
is employed at modern X-ray free-electron laser facili-
ties [143], the evaluation of the RHS of Eq. (24) gives
one access to the ITCF F (q, τ) of the probed system.
Therefore, our new framework for the estimation of the

frequency moments M
(α)
S (q) is also directly useful for the

interpretation of XRTS experiments of real materials.
Finally, we stress that our idea is not limited to the

DSF and the corresponding ITCF F (q, τ) and can easily
be extended to other dynamic properties. For example,
the Matsubara Green function GM(q, τ) [see Ref. [78]
for an accessible discussion] is connected to the single-
particle spectral function A(q, ω) via the relation [16,
144]

GM(q, τ) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dω

2π

e−τω

1± e−βω
A(q, ω) , (25)

with the ± in the denominator corresponding to fermions
and bosons, respectively. Single particle excitations of
the system are most visible in A(q, ω) as peaks, plasmons
as well as other quasi-particles leave their signatures in
the spectral function. An integration over the momenta
will produce the density of states from the spectral func-
tion [49]. It is easy to see that the frequency moments

of A(q, ω) —here denoted as M
(α)
A (q) —can be obtained

from GM(q, τ) via

M
(α)
A (q) = (−1)

α
2π

{
∂αGM(q, τ)

∂τα

∣∣∣∣
τ=0

(26)

± ∂αGM(q, τ)

∂τα

∣∣∣∣
τ=β

}
.

In contrast to the DSF, the frequency moments of the
single-particle spectral function thus require evaluation
of the derivatives around both τ = 0 and τ = β. This
makes intuitive sense as the Matsubara Green function
does not have a symmetry relation around τ = β/2 such
as F (q, τ), for which both derivatives would be equal
up to a sign change. The practical evaluation of Eq. (26)
thus requires polynomial expansions around both bound-
ary values of τ , which does not pose an obstacle.

Appendix A: Methodology of the fitting scheme

Classic 1-dimensional polynomial interpolation goes
back to Newton, Lagrange, and others, see, e.g.,
Ref. [145]. Its generalization to regression tasks was
mainly proposed and developed by Gauß, Markov, and
Gergonne [146, 147] and is omnipresent in mathematics
and computing till today. Due to Ref. [148], however,
there are theoretical and practical limits when it comes
to fitting functions sampled on equidistant data nodes
or grids. Here, often the term ”over-fitting” is used for
pointing to Runge’s phenomenon, being a classic problem
in applied mathematics [149–151].

In Ref. [152] the problem is addressed even in multi-
dimensions, and, based on the results in Refs. [153–
156], implementations are condensed into the open source
package minterpy [157]. In contrast to näıvely fitting
functions with respect to the canonical polynomial basis
1, x, x2, . . . , xn, minterpy rests on Lagrange polynomi-
als

li(x) =

n∏
j 6=i

x− qj
qi − qj

, li(qj) = δij , 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n

being located in the Chebyshev-Lobatto nodes [158]

qi ∈ Chebn =

{
cos
( iπ
n

)
: 0 ≤ i ≤ n

}
.

Fitting a function f : [−1, 1] −→ R, sampled in (equidis-
tant) data points P = {p1, . . . , pm} ⊆ [−1, 1], F =
(f(p1), . . . , f(pm)) ∈ Rm, m ∈ N is realised due to solv-
ing a classic least square problem

C = argminX∈Rn+1‖RX − F‖2 ,

where R = (rk,i)1≤k≤m,1≤i≤n+1 ∈ Rm×n+1, with rk,i =
li(pk), denotes the regression matrix. Once the coeffi-
cients C = (c0, . . . , cn) are computed, the polynomial
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Qf,n of degree n ∈ N fitting the function f is given by

f(x) ≈ Qf,n(x) =

n∑
i=0

cili(x) .

This Lagrange-regression scheme turns out to main-
tain stability for high polynomial degrees, and shows
more approximation power, suppressing Runge’s phe-
nomenon than regression with respect to the canonical
basis [152, 155, 158]. minterpy includes a domain re-
scaling routine and a basis transformation that enables a
numerically stable transformation of the Lagrange coef-
ficients to the canonical coefficients D ∈ Rn+1

Qf,n =

n∑
i=0

cili(x) =

n∑
i=0

dix
i , D = (d0, . . . , dn) ,

fitting the initial data.

For determining the maximum degree αmax used for
the truncation in Eq. (9), we apply a Monte-Carlo cross-
validation strategy. In this strategy, a large proportion
of the dataset (90%) is randomly sampled and used to
fit a polynomial of a given degree, while the rest of the
dataset (10%) is used to compute the maximum absolute
error. Furthermore, to have a more robust estimate of the
maximum degree, we randomly and uniformly perturb F
within the range of its PIMC error bars. This procedure
is then repeated multiple times (250), each time giving an
estimate of the maximum polynomial degree for the given
dataset split. We pick αmax as the polynomial degree that
both minimizes the maximum absolute error and appears
the most over many repetitions.

Once αmax has been determined, we estimate the er-
ror associated with the polynomial coefficients by fitting
polynomials of the same degree many times (1000) using
the whole dataset. As before, F is also randomly and
uniformly perturbed within the range of its error esti-
mate. The standard deviation of the polynomial coeffi-
cients over many repetitions represents the error estimate
of the coefficients.

In Fig. 11, we show the truncated polynomial degree
αmax over the entire considered range of wave numbers
q. Overall, we find that αmax tends to increase with q, as
F (q, τ) exhibits more curvature for large wave numbers.
These trends are similar for rs = 10 (red squares) and
rs = 4 (green stars), although αmax tends to be slightly
lower in the latter case.
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FIG. 11. Truncated polynomial degree αmax for rs = 10 (red
squares) and rs = 4 (green stars) as a function of the wave
number q.
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Höchstleistungsrechnen (HLRN) under grant shp00026
and on a Bull Cluster at the Center for Information Ser-
vices and High Performance Computing (ZIH) at Tech-
nische Universität Dresden.

[1] I. Nagy, A. Arnau, and P. M. Echenique, “Nonlinear
stopping power and energy-loss straggling of an inter-
acting electron gas for slow ions,” Phys. Rev. A 40,
987–994 (1989).

[2] Karsten Balzer, Niclas Schlünzen, and Michael Bonitz,
“Stopping dynamics of ions passing through correlated
honeycomb clusters,” Phys. Rev. B 94, 245118 (2016).

[3] C. I. Blaga, F. Catoire, P. Colosimo, G. G. Paulus, H. G.
Muller, P. Agostini, and L. F. DiMauro, “Strong-field
photoionization revisited,” Nature Physics 5, 335–338
(2009).

[4] D. Hochstuhl, K. Balzer, S. Bauch, and M. Bonitz,
“Nonequilibrium green function approach to pho-
toionization processes in atoms,” Physica E: Low-
dimensional Systems and Nanostructures 42, 513–519
(2010), proceedings of the international conference
Frontiers of Quantum and Mesoscopic Thermodynamics
FQMT ’08.

[5] J. Vorberger, D. O. Gericke, Th. Bornath, and
M. Schlanges, “Energy relaxation in dense, strongly
coupled two-temperature plasmas,” Phys. Rev. E 81,
046404 (2010).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.40.987
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.40.987
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.245118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys1228
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys1228
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physe.2009.06.044
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physe.2009.06.044
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physe.2009.06.044
https://journals.aps.org/pre/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevE.96.023203
https://journals.aps.org/pre/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevE.96.023203


14

[6] Jia Zhang, Rui Qin, Wenjun Zhu, and Jan Vor-
berger, “Energy relaxation and electron-phonon cou-
pling in laser-excited metals,” Materials 15 (2022),
10.3390/ma15051902.

[7] M. Bonitz, Quantum kinetic theory (Springer, Heidel-
berg, 2016).

[8] G. Stefanucci and R. van Leeuwen, Nonequilibrium
Many-Body Theory of Quantum Systems: A Modern In-
troduction (Cambridge University Press, 2013).

[9] J.B. Anderson, Quantum Monte Carlo: Origins, Devel-
opment, Applications (Oxford University Press, USA,
2007).

[10] D. M. Ceperley, “Path integrals in the theory of con-
densed helium,” Rev. Mod. Phys 67, 279 (1995).

[11] M. F. Herman, E. J. Bruskin, and B. J. Berne, “On
path integral monte carlo simulations,” The Journal of
Chemical Physics 76, 5150–5155 (1982).

[12] Minoru Takahashi and Masatoshi Imada, “Monte carlo
calculation of quantum systems,” Journal of the Physi-
cal Society of Japan 53, 963–974 (1984).

[13] Devarajan Thirumalai and Bruce J. Berne, “On the
calculation of time correlation functions in quantum
systems: Path integral techniquesa),” The Journal of
Chemical Physics 79, 5029–5033 (1983).

[14] Tobias Dornheim, Zhandos A. Moldabekov, and Jan
Vorberger, “Nonlinear density response from imaginary-
time correlation functions: Ab initio path integral monte
carlo simulations of the warm dense electron gas,” The
Journal of Chemical Physics 155, 054110 (2021).

[15] E. Vitali, M. Rossi, L. Reatto, and D. E. Galli, “Ab
initio low-energy dynamics of superfluid and solid 4He,”
Phys. Rev. B 82, 174510 (2010).

[16] A. Filinov and M. Bonitz, “Collective and single-particle
excitations in two-dimensional dipolar bose gases,”
Phys. Rev. A 86, 043628 (2012).

[17] Youssef Kora and Massimo Boninsegni, “Dynamic
structure factor of superfluid 4He from quantum monte
carlo: Maximum entropy revisited,” Phys. Rev. B 98,
134509 (2018).

[18] T. Dornheim, S. Groth, J. Vorberger, and M. Bonitz,
“Ab initio path integral Monte Carlo results for the dy-
namic structure factor of correlated electrons: From the
electron liquid to warm dense matter,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
121, 255001 (2018).
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[149] Carl Runge, “Über empirische Funktionen und die Inter-
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