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The Dyson series is an infinite sum of multi-dimensional time-ordered integrals, which serves as
a formal representation of the quantum time evolution operator in the interaction picture. Using
the mathematical tool of divided differences, we introduce an alternative representation for the se-
ries that is entirely free from both time ordering and integrals. In this new formalism, the Dyson
expansion is given as a sum of efficiently-computable divided differences of the exponential func-
tion, considerably simplifying the calculation of the Dyson expansion terms, while also allowing for
time-dependent perturbation calculations to be performed directly in the Schrödinger picture. We
showcase the utility of this novel representation by studying a number of use cases. We also discuss
several immediate applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Dyson series [1] is one of the fundamental results of quantum scattering theory. It is a perturbative
expansion of the quantum time evolution operator in the interaction picture, wherein each summand is
formally represented as a multi-dimensional integral over a time-ordered product of the interaction-picture
Hamiltonian at different points in time. As such, the series serves as a pivotal tool for studying transition
properties of time-dependent quantum many-body systems [2]. The Dyson series also has a close relation
to Feynman diagrams in quantum field theory [3] and to the Magnus expansion in the theory of first-order
homogeneous linear differential equation for linear operators [4].

Despite its fundamental role in quantum theory, one of the key challenges in using the Dyson series in
practical applications remains the evaluation of the multi-dimensional integrals over products of time-ordered
operators, making the calculation of the terms in the series an exceedingly complicated task [5]. In this study,
we derive an analytical closed-form expression for the summands of the Dyson series, by explicitly evaluating
the Dyson integrals. We accomplish this by utilizing the machinery of ‘divided differences’ – a mathematical
tool normally used for computing tables of logarithms and trigonometric functions and for calculating the
coefficients in the interpolation polynomial in the Newton form [6–12].

The main technical contribution of this work is an alternative, yet equivalent, formulation of the Dyson
series wherein the summands are given in terms of efficiently computable divided differences of the exponential
function. We argue that our novel representation, which is devoid of integrals and time ordering, makes it
a very useful tool in the study of perturbation effects in many-body quantum systems. In particular, this
representation allows us to write an explicit, integral-free time-dependent perturbation expansion for the
time evolution operator in the Schrödinger picture enabling us to carry perturbation calculations without
the need to switch to the interaction picture. To showcase the utility of our formulation, we work out a
number of examples, for which we explicitly calculate the first few terms of the series. We begin with a
brief introduction of divided differences, followed by the derivation of the integral-free representation of the
Dyson series.
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II. DIVIDED DIFFERENCES – A BRIEF OVERVIEW

The divided differences [7, 8], which will be a major ingredient in the derivation detailed in the next
section, is a recursive division process. The divided differences of a function f(·) is defined as

f [x0, . . . , xq] ≡
q∑
j=0

f(xj)∏
k 6=j(xj − xk)

(1)

with respect to the multi-set1 of input variables {x0, . . . , xq}. By definition the divided differences is invariant
under permutation of the input variables. The above expression is ill-defined if some of the inputs have
repeated values, in which case one must resort to the use of limits. For instance, in the case where x0 =
x1 = . . . = xq = x, the definition of divided differences reduces to:

f [x0, . . . , xq] =
f (q)(x)

q!
, (2)

where f (n)(·) stands for the n-th derivative of f(·). Divided differences can alternatively be defined, and are
often calculated, via the recursion relations

f [x0, . . . , xq] =
f [x1, . . . , xq]− f [x0, . . . , xq−1]

xq − x0
, (3)

with the initial conditions f [xi] = f(xi), for i = 0, . . . , q. As is evident from the above, the divided differences
of any given function f(·) with q inputs can be calculated with q(q − 1)/2 basic operations.

The divided differences of the exponential function f(x) = e−itx, which will be the main focus of the
present study, satisfy the following two identities which we will utilize in the next section (proofs are given
in the Appendix):

Identity 1:

(−i)q
∫ t

0

dtq · · ·
∫ t2

0

dt1e
−i(γqtq+···+γ1t1) = e−it[x0,x1,...,xq−1,0] (4)

where xj =
∑q
k=j+1 γk. This identity is a variant of what is often known as the Hermite-Gennochi formula [8].

Identity 2: Given an arbitrary multi-set of inputs {x0, . . . , xq},

e−it[x0,...,xq ] = e−itxe−it[∆0,...,∆q ] , (5)

where x is an arbitrary constant and ∆j = xj − x.

III. DIVIDED DIFFERENCES FORMULATION OF THE TIME-EVOLUTION OPERATOR

Often times, the most convenient approach to tackling the dynamics of time-dependent systems is through
the use of (time-dependent) perturbation theory in the interaction-picture [13, 14] where the Hamiltonian is
written as

H(t) = H0 + V (t) , (6)

namely as a sum of a static (or ‘free’) Hamiltonian H0 (that is assumed to have a known spectrum) and an
additional time-dependent Hamiltonian, V (t), that is treated as a perturbation to H0. The time-evolution

1 A multi-set (also known as bag, mset) is a generalization of a set where repetition of elements matters.
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operator in the interaction picture is given by UI(t) = T exp[−i
∫ t

0
HI(t)dt] — a shorthand for the Dyson

series

UI(t) = 1 +

∞∑
q=1

(−i)q

q!

∫ t

0

dt1 · · ·
∫ t

0

dtqT [HI(tq) · · ·H(t1)] , (7)

where T denotes time-ordering [15] and HI(t) = eiH0tV (t)e−iH0t. The Dyson series can also be re-written
as

UI(t) = 1 +

∞∑
q=1

(−i)q
∫ t

0

dt1HI(t1) · · ·
∫ tq−1

0

dtqHI(tq) (8)

and by relabeling the integration variables, the above equation takes the form:

UI(t) =

∞∑
q=0

(−i)q
∫ t

0

dtq · · ·
∫ t2

0

dt1HI(tq) · · ·HI(t1) , (9)

where hereafter we will use the q = 0 term to symbolize the identity operator.
The operator UI(t) evolves the interaction-picture wave-function |ψI(t)〉 which is related to the Schrödinger-

picture wave-function via |ψI(t)〉 = eiH0t|ψ(t)〉 (in our units, ~ = 1). Similarly, the Schrödinger-picture
time-evolution operator U(t) is related to the interaction-picture operator via U(t) = e−iH0tUI(t). In the
next section we present an equivalent form for the Dyson series, Eq. (9), by systematically evaluating the
integrals in the sum, writing V (t) as a sum of exponentials in t.

A. Generalized permutation operator representation of the perturbation Hamiltonian

We begin by denoting the eigenstates and eigenenergies of the free Hamiltonian H0 by B = {|z〉} and E =
{Ez}, respectively, such that H0|z〉 = Ez|z〉. (For simplicity we assume a discrete countable set of eigenstates
and eigenenergies). We will refer to B as the ‘computational basis’. Next, we write the perturbation
Hamiltonian V (t) as a sum of generalized permutation operators Πi [16]:

V (t) =

M∑
i=0

Πi(t) =

M∑
i=0

Di(t)Pi , (10)

where every generalized permutation operator is further expressed as a product of a (time dependent)
diagonal (in the computational basis) operator Di and a bona-fide permutation operator Pi. Specifically, the
action of Di and Pi on a computational basis states is given by Di|z〉 = di(z)|z〉, where di(z) is in general a
complex number, and Pi|z〉 = |z′〉 for some |z′〉 ∈ B depending on i and z. The i = 0 permutation operator
will be reserved to the identity operator, that is, P0 = 1. Armed with these notations, the action of a
generalized permutation operator Πi on a basis state |z〉 is given by DiPi|z〉 = di(z

′)|z′〉, where z′ depends
on both the state z and the operator index i. We note that any Hamiltonian can be readily cast in the above
form [11]. This representation, in terms of generalized permutation operators, was recently introduced in
the context of quantum Monte Carlo simulations [9–11].

At this point, we write each diagonal operator, Di(t), in Eq. (10) as an exponential sum in t, that is,

Di(t) =

Ki∑
k=1

eiΛ
(k)
i tD

(k)
i , (11)

where both Λ
(k)
i and D

(k)
i are (generally complex-valued) diagonal matrices and Ki denotes the number of

terms in the decomposition of Di. (For more details as to how to carry out this decomposition efficiently,
see Refs. [17–19].) Thus, V (t) can be written as

V (t) =

M∑
i=1

K∑
k=1

eiΛ
(k)
i tD

(k)
i Pi (12)

(for simplicity, hereafter we fix Ki = K ∀i, though this assumption can be easily removed).
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B. An integral-free form of the Dyson series

Using the expansion of V (t), Eq. (12), the interaction-picture Hamiltonian HI(t) is written as

HI(t) = eiH0tV (t)e−iH0t =

M∑
i=1

K∑
k=1

ei(H0+Λ
(k)
i )tD

(k)
i Pie

−iH0t ≡
M∑
i=1

K∑
k=1

eiH
(i,k)
0 tD

(k)
i Pie

−iH0t (13)

where we have defined H
(i,k)
0 ≡ H0 + Λ

(k)
i . With this form of HI(t) we can write the Dyson series for UI(t),

Eq. (9), as

UI(t) =

∞∑
q=0

(−i)q
∫ t

0

dtq · · ·
∫ t2

0

dt1

 M∑
iq=1

K∑
kq=1

eiH
(iq,kq)

0 tqD
(kq)
iq

Piqe
−iH0tq

 (14)

· · ·

(
M∑
i1=1

K∑
k1=1

eiH
(i1,k1)
0 t1D

(k1)
i1

Pi1e
−iH0t1

)

=
∞∑
q=0

∑
iq

∑
kq

(−i)q
∫ t

0

dtq · · ·
∫ t2

0

dt1

(
eiH

(iq,kq)

0 tqD
(kq)
iq

Piqe
−iH0tq · · · eiH

(i1,k1)
0 t1D

(k1)
i1

Pi1e
−iH0t1

)
.

(15)

where iq = (i1, i2, . . . , iq) and kq = (k1, k2, . . . , kq) are multi-indices. Acting with UI(t) on an arbitrary
computational basis state |z〉, we get

UI(t)|z〉 =

∞∑
q=0

∑
iq

∑
kq

(−i)q
∫ t

0

dtq · · ·
∫ t2

0

dt1e
iE

(iq,kq)
z tqd(iq,kq)

z e−iE
(iq−1)
z tq · · · eiE

(i1,k1)
z t1d(i1,k1)

z e−iEzt1Piq |z〉

=

∞∑
q=0

∑
iq

∑
kq

d(iq,kq)
z

(
(−i)q

∫ t

0

dtq · · ·
∫ t2

0

dt1e
−i(E

(iq−1)
z −E(iq,kq)

z )tq · · · e−i(Ez−E(i1,k1)
z )t1

)
Piq |z〉 ,

(16)

where we have defined Piq = Piq · · ·Pi1 and |zij 〉 = Pij |z〉 for every j = 0, . . . , q (remembering that the value

of zij depends on that of z). Moreover, we define E
(ij)
z = 〈zij |H0|zij 〉 and similarly

E(ij ,kj)
z = 〈zij |H

(ij ,kj)
0 |zij 〉 = E(ij)

z + λ(ij ,kj)
z , (17)

with λ
(ij ,kj)
z = 〈zij |Λ

(kj)
ij
|zij 〉. In addition, we have denoted d

(ij ,kj)
z = 〈zij |D

(kj)
ij
|zij 〉 and d

(iq,kq)
z =∏q

j=1 d
(ij ,kj)
z . Following Identity 1 [Eq. (4) of the previous section], the integrals appearing inside the

parenthesis in Eq. (16) evaluate explicitly to the divided-differences exponential

(−i)q
∫ t

0

dtq · · ·
∫ t2

0

dt1e
−i(E

(iq−1)
z −E(iq,kq)

z )tq · · · e−i(Ez−E(i1,k1)
z )t1 = e−it[x0,x1,...,xq−1,0] , (18)

with

xj =

q∑
`=j+1

E(i`−1)
z − E(i`,k`)

z = E(ij)
z − E(iq)

z −
q∑

`=j+1

λ(i`,k`)
z for j = 0, . . . , q − 1 (19)

(we have omitted the dependence of x0, . . . , xq−1 on z, iq and on kq for a lighter notation). Importantly,

the number e−it[x0,x1,...,xq−1,0] can be calculated efficiently, with computational complexity proportional to
q2 (see Ref. [20] for additional details). Using Eq. (18) we can write the action of UI(t) on an arbitrary
computational basis state in an integral-free form as

UI(t)|z〉 =

∞∑
q=0

∑
iq

∑
kq

d(iq,kq)
z e−it[x0,x1,...,xq−1,0]Piq |z〉 , (20)
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with the inputs to the divides-differences exponential given in Eq. (19). We thus arrive at:

UI(t) =

∞∑
q=0

∑
z

∑
iq

∑
kq

d(iq,kq)
z e−it[x0,x1,...,xq−1,0]Piq |z〉〈z| =

∞∑
q=0

∑
z

∑
iq

α(iq)
z Piq |z〉〈z| , (21)

where we have defined the (time-dependent) c-numbers

α(iq)
z =

∑
kq

d(iq,kq)
z e−it[x0,x1,...,xq−1,0] . (22)

Equation (21) is the main technical result of our paper. The equation is a reformulation of the Dyson
series, Eq. (9), yet it includes only sums of efficiently-computable terms and is devoid of both integrals and
time-ordering operators.

The current representation of UI(t) also allows us to obtain an integral-free time-dependent perturbation
expansion of the the Schrödinger-picture time-evolution operator U(t):

U(t) = e−iH0tUI(t) =

∞∑
q=0

∑
z

∑
iq

α(iq)
z e−iH0tPiq |z〉〈z|

=

∞∑
q=0

∑
z

∑
iq

α(iq)
z e−itE

(iq)
z Piq |z〉〈z| =

∞∑
q=0

∑
z

∑
iq

β(iq)
z Piq |z〉〈z| . (23)

where

β(iq)
z = α(iq)

z e−itE
(iq)
z =

∑
kq

d(iq,kq)
z e−it[y0,y1,...,yq ] . (24)

with

yj = E(ij)
z −

q∑
`=j+1

λ(i`,k`)
z for j = 0, . . . , q . (25)

We arrive at the last two equations by using Identity 2 [Eq. (5) given in the previous section].
Equation (23) allows us to carry out directly and explicitly, time-dependent perturbation calculations

directly in the Schrödinger picture without invoking the interaction picture.

IV. USE CASES

In this section we illustrate, by examining few basic examples, the utility of Eq. (23) in a variety of settings,
specifically in scenarios where the time-ordered integrals of the Dyson series are cumbersome to calculate or
lead to unnecessary complicated expressions.

A. Transition amplitudes and Fermi’s golden rule

Using the divided-differences series formulation of the time-evolution operator one may arrive at a rather
simple expression for transition amplitudes, A(zin → zfin, t) = 〈zfin|U(t)|zin〉, between an initial eigenstate
|zin〉 and a final eigenstate |zfin〉 of the free Hamiltonian H0 due to the perturbation effect of V (t), cf. Eq. (6).
Using Eq. (23) we find

A(zin → zfin, t) =

∞∑
q=0

∑
iq :〈zfin|Piq |zin〉=1

β(iq)
zin , (26)

where the second sum is over all multi-indices iq that obey Piq |zin〉 = |zfin〉.
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For example, for the canonical (non-hermitian) case H = H0 +γFeiEt where γ is a perturbation parameter
and F a permutation matrix such that F |zin〉 = |zfin〉 and F 2 = 1, the zeroth-order term of the divided-
differences series expansion corresponds to Pi0 = 1, and thus vanishes (assuming |zin〉 6= |zfin〉). The first-
order term of the series expansion (q = 1) is given by

A(1)(zin → zfin, t) = γe−it[Ezin
+E,Ezfin

] = γ
e−it(Ezin

+E) − e−itEzfin

Ezin + E − Ezfin
, (27)

in accordance with Fermi’s golden rule [21]. An interesting observation is that while the divided-differences
formulation is well-defined (by definition) even in the limit where Ezin +E−Ezfin → 0, the explicit expression
on right-hand-side of the equation above must be amended to account for the removable singularity of the
expression.

Moreover, the present formulation allows us to immediately write an expression for transition amplitudes
that are accurate to yet higher orders, that is,

A(zin → zfin, t) = γe−it[Ezin
+E,Ezfin

] + γ3e−it[Ezin
+3E,Ezfin

+2E,Ezin
+E,Ezfin

] (28)

+ γ5e−it[Ezin
+5E,Ezfin

+4E,Ezin
+3E,Ezfin

+2E,Ezin
+E,Ezfin

] + . . .

This simple expression can be contrasted with the corresponding Dyson-series-based derivation and final
expression which are considerably more cumbersome to derive and to calculate (see, e.g., Refs. [22, 23]).

B. Reduction to the time-independent case

In the special case where the Hamiltonian is time independent (TI), the formulation we derived above
reduces to a more compact form. If time does not appear in any of the Di operators, we can set K = 1

and Λ
(1)
i = 0 for all Di. As a consequence, the yj divided-differences inputs reduce to yj = E

(ij)
z and so the

time-evolution operator takes the simpler form

UTI(t) =

∞∑
q=0

∑
iq

(∑
z

D(iq)
z e−it[E

(i0)
z ,E(i1)

z ,...,E
(iq)
z ]Piq |z〉〈z|

)
, (29)

where D
(iq)
z =

∏
j d

(ij)
z . The above expression coincides with the expression worked out in Ref. [12], where

time-independent Hamiltonians were considered (in a somewhat different context).

C. Analytical calculations of time-evolved states

The divided-differences formulation above allows us to readily compute analytical closed-form expressions
in the Schrödinger picture for states evolved under a time-dependent Hamiltonian. We next work out a
couple of examples where we demonstrate the ease with which the various terms in the expansion of the
time evolution operator can be calculated analytically. Obtaining such expressions can be also useful, for
example, in numerical simulation of perturbation effects.

1. A single-spin Hamiltonian

We first consider a simple example of a time-dependent problem, explicitly, the single-spin Hamiltonian
H(t) = aZ + be−γtX where Z and X are the Pauli-z and Pauli-x operators, respectively and a, b and γ are
constants. We identify H0 = aZ and V (t) = be−γtX. The time-dependent component V (t) contains a single
permutation matrix, namely, P1 = X (M = 1) and the associated diagonal operator is D1 = be−γt1 has only
one exponential term (K = 1). This further implies a single term at every expansion order q. In this case,

the coefficients β
(q)
z , defined in Eq. (24), are given by

β(q)
z = bqe−it[y0,...,yq ] with yj = (−1)z(−1)ja− i(q − j)γ, for j = 0, . . . , q (30)
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[here z = 0(1) corresponds to the |0〉(|1〉) eigenstate of Z]. The q-th order permutation operator is Pq = Xq,
i.e., P2q = 1 and P2q+1 = X. The state of the system at time t given an initial state |z〉 is simply

|ψ(t)〉 = U(t)|z〉 =
∑
q β

(q)
z Pq|z〉 =

(∑
q β

(2q)
z

)
|z〉+

(∑
q β

(2q+1)
z

)
|z̄〉.

2. The time-dependent anharmonic oscillator

Next, we work out the expansion of the time-evolution operator for a particle moving under the influence
of a harmonic potential perturbed by a periodic time-dependent anharmonic term, namely,

H(t) =
p̂2

2m
+

1

2
mω2x̂2 +

1

4
Γ cos(Ωt) x̂4 (31)

Identifying the static component as H0 = p̂2/2m + mω2x̂2/2, we rewrite the Hamiltonian in terms of the
harmonic annihilation-creation operators (recall that ~ = 1)

â =

√
mω

2

(
x̂+

i

mω
p̂

)
=
∑
n

√
n|n− 1〉〈n| and (32)

â† =

√
mω

2

(
x̂− i

mω
p̂

)
=
∑
n

√
n+ 1|n+ 1〉〈n| , (33)

where |n〉 with n = 0, 1, . . . are the harmonic oscillator eigenstates whose energies are En = ω(n + 1
2 ). In

terms of these, the Hamiltonian becomes

H(t) = ω

(
â†â+

1

2

)
+

1

4
Γ cos(Ωt)

(
1

2mω

)2

(â† + â)4 . (34)

To express V (t) = 1
4Γ cos(Ωt)

(
1

2mω

)2
(â† + â)4 in terms of generalized permutation operators, using

the harmonic oscillator eigenstates as basis states, we rewrite the anharmonic operator
(
â† + â

)4
as(

â† + â
)4

=
∑
i∈{0,±2,±4}DiPi where Pi =

∑
n |n + i〉〈n| and the matrix elements of the diagonal oper-

ators Di are given by

(D−4)nn =
√
n(n− 1)(n− 2)(n− 3) , (35)

(D−2)nn =
√
n(n− 1)(4n− 2) ,

(D0)nn = 3(2n2 + 2n+ 1) ,

(D2)nn =
√

(n+ 1)(n+ 2)(4n+ 6) ,

(D4)nn =
√

(n+ 1)(n+ 2)(n+ 3)(n+ 4) .

In terms of the above operators, the Hamiltonian can be written as

H(t) = H0 + γ
∑
i

∑
k=±1

e−ikΩtDiPi (36)

where H0 = ω
∑
n(n+ 1

2 )|n〉〈n| and γ = 1
8Γ
(

1
2mω

)2
. Having cast the Hamiltonian in the appropriate form,

it is straightforward to calculate the β
(iq)
n terms in the divided-differences expansion of U(t), as per Eq. (24),

as well as the corresponding permutation operators Piq . These are summarized in Table I. Together, these
provide us with an easy way to compute the state of the system after time t. For an initial state |n〉, we get

the analytic closed-form expression |ψ(t)〉 = U(t)|n〉 =
∑

iq
β

(iq)
n Piq |n〉.

Having computed the coefficients, we may plot, as we do in Fig. 1(a), the population of every mode at
various times. In the figure, the populations are given at t = 0.04 for ω = 1,Ω = 2, γ = 0.02 with the initial
state |n = 4〉 and an expansion cutoff of Q = 5. To ascertain the accuracy of the Dyson series truncated
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Order iq Coefficient β
(iq)
n Piq Comments

q = 0 () e−itEn 1 0-th order perturbation

(-4) γ
√
n(n− 1)(n− 2)(n− 3)(e−it[En+Ω,En−4] + e−it[En−Ω,En−4]) P−4 vanishes unless n ≥ 4

(-2) γ
√
n(n− 1)(4n− 2)(e−it[En+Ω,En−2] + e−it[En−Ω,En−2]) P−2 vanishes unless n ≥ 2

q = 1 (0) 3γ(2n2 + 2n+ 1)(e−it[En+Ω,En] + e−it[En−Ω,En]) P0 = 1

(2) γ
√

(n+ 2)(n+ 1)(4n+ 6)(e−it[En+Ω,En+2] + e−it[En−Ω,En+2]) P2

(4) γ
√

(n+ 1)(n+ 2)(n+ 3)(n+ 4)(e−it[En+Ω,En+4] + e−it[En−Ω,En+4]) P4

(-4,-4) γ2
√
n(n− 1) · · · (n− 8) P−8 = P−4P−4 vanishes unless n ≥ 8

×
∑

k1,k2=±1 e
−it[En+(−1)k1+k2Ω,En−4+(−1)k2Ω,En−8]

(-4,-2) γ2
√
n(n− 1) · · · (n− 6) P−6 = P−2P−4 vanishes unless n ≥ 6

×
∑

k1,k2=±1 e
−it[En+(−1)k1+k2Ω,En−4+(−1)k2Ω,En−6]

q = 2 (-4,0) 3γ2
√
n(n− 1)(n− 2)(n− 3)(2n2 − 14n+ 25) P−4 = P0P−4 vanishes unless n ≥ 4

×
∑

k1,k2=±1 e
−it[En+(−1)k1+k2Ω,En−4+(−1)k2Ω,En−4]

...

Table I. First β
(iq)
n terms in the expansion of the time-dependent anharmonic oscillator, Eq. (34). The energies En

are the harmonic oscillator eigenenergies. Denoting the eigenergies by |n〉, the permutation operators are given by

Pi =
∑

n |n+ i〉〈n|. For an initial state |n〉, the state at time t is given by |ψ(t)〉 = U(t)|n〉 =
∑

iq
β

(iq)
n Piq |n〉.

at different cutoff orders Q, we may also contrast the divided-differences expansion with exact-numerical
results obtained via direct integration of the Schrödinger equation. In Fig. 1(b) we plot the infidelity
1− |〈ψ(t)|ψQ(t)〉|2 between the state |ψ(t)〉, the solution of the time-dependent Schrödinger equation of this
system, and the state as obtained by using divided-differences expansion for U(t), |ψQ(t)〉 = UQ(t)|4〉, that
is, the state obtained by evolving |4〉 under U(t) given by Eq. (23) as a function of evolution time t.

Figure 1. (a) Probabilities of the various modes at t = 0.04 for the anharmonic Hamiltonian, Eq. (34). Here,
ω = 1,Ω = 2, γ = 0.02 and the initial state is |n = 4〉. The blue circles are obtained from numerical integration of the
Schrödinger equation while the orange triangles correspond to the divided-differences expansion up to order Q = 5.
(b) Infidelity 1 − |〈ψ(t)|ψQ(t)〉|2 as a function of time The various curves correspond to different truncation orders
Q = 0, . . . , 3. As we expect, the higher the expansion order is, the better the approximation becomes.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we devised an alternative approach to time-dependent perturbation theory in quantum
mechanics. We derived an expansion that is equivalent to the usual Dyson series but which includes only
sums of closed-form analytical simple-to-calculate expressions rather than the usual Dyson multi-dimensional
time-ordered integrals. This new formalism allowed us to write an integral-free perturbation expansion to
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the time evolution operator. We illustrated the utility of our approach, we examined a number of use cases
and calculated the series coefficients in a number of examples for which the usual Dyson series calculation is
cumbersome, demonstrating the functionality and practicality of our approach.

Another area in which the divided-differences expansion can be applied, which we have not explored
here, is quantum algorithms – algorithms designed to be executed on quantum computers. Specifically, the
divided-differences expansion can be used in simulations of the time-evolution of quantum states evolving
under time-dependent Hamiltonians (the time-independent variant of a Hamiltonian simulation algorithm
which utilizes the off-diagonal series expansion was discussed in Ref. [12]). We have shown that within the
divided-differences expansion, the time evolution operator can be written as a sum of generalized permutation
matrices, equivalently a linear combination of unitary (LCU) operators. As such, this representation of the
time-evolution operator lends itself naturally to the quantum LCU lemma [24] which provides a prescription
for efficiently simulating such operators on quantum circuits. We leave that for future work.

We believe that the formulation introduced here will prove itself to be a powerful tool in the study of
time-dependent quantum many-body systems.
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APPENDIX: PROOFS OF IDENTITY 1 AND IDENTITY 2

Proof of Identity 1: We start with left-hand-side of Eq. (4). Making a change of variables tj = tsj we get

(−i)q
∫ t

0

dtq · · ·
∫ t2

0

dt1e
−i(γqtq+···+γ1t1) = (−it)q

∫ 1

0

dsq · · ·
∫ s2

0

ds1e
−it(γqsq+···+γ1s1). (37)

Next we prove by induction that

e−it[x0,x1,...,xq−1,0] = (−it)q
∫ 1

0

dsq · · ·
∫ s2

0

ds1e
−it(γqsq+···+γ1s1) (38)

where xj =
∑q
k=j+1 γk.

Proving for q = 1: Starting from the left-hand-side of Eq. (38) we have

(−it)
∫ 1

0

ds1e
−itγ1s1 =

(−it)
γ1

∫ γ1

0

dξe−itξ =
1

γ1

∫ γ1

0

dξ
d

dξ
e−itξ =

e−itγ1 − 1

γ1
= e−it[0,γ1] = e−it[γ1,0] (39)

as required. In the first equality of (39) we changed the integration variable ξ = s1γ1, so that ξ ranges from
0 to γ1, and γ1ds1 = dξ. Next, assuming the validity of Eq. (38), we prove that

(−it)q+1

∫ 1

0

dsq+1 · · ·
∫ s2

0

ds1e
−it(γq+1sq+1+···+γ1s1) = e−it[x0,x1,...,xq,0] (40)

with xj =
∑q+1
k=j+1 γk. Changing the integration variable s1 to ξ = γq+1sq+1 + · · · + γ1s1, so that ξ ranges

from γq+1sq+1 + · · ·+ γ2s2 to γq+1sq+1 + · · ·+ (γ2 + γ1)s2, and γ1ds1 = dξ we get

(−it)q+1

∫ 1

0

dsq+1 · · ·
∫ s2

0

ds1e
−it
(
γq+1sq+1+···+γ1s1

)
= (−it)q+1 1

γ1

∫ 1

0

dsq+1 · · ·
∫ γq+1sq+1+···+(γ2+γ1)s2

γq+1sq+1+···+γ2s2
dξe−itξ

= (−it)q 1

γ1

∫ 1

0

dsq+1 · · ·
∫ γq+1sq+1+···+(γ2+γ1)s2

γq+1sq+1+···+γ2s2
dξ

d

dξ
e−itξ

= (−it)q 1

γ1

∫ 1

0

dsq+1 · · ·
∫ s3

0

ds2

(
e−it

(
γq+1sq+1+···+(γ2+γ1)s2

)
− e−it

(
γq+1sq+1+···+γ2s2

))
=

1

γ1

(
(−it)q

∫ 1

0

dsq+1 · · ·
∫ s3

0

ds2e
−it
(
γq+1sq+1+···+(γ2+γ1)s2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(∗)

− (−it)q
∫ 1

0

dsq+1 · · ·
∫ s3

0

ds2e
−it
(
γq+1sq+1+···+γ2s2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

(∗∗)

)
, (41)

where form the induction assumption,

(∗) = e−it[x0,x2,...,xq,0], and (∗∗) = e−it[x1,x2,...,xq,0], (42)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.090502
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with xj =
∑q+1
k=j+1 γk. Therefore, we obtain,

(−it)q+1

∫ 1

0

dsq+1 · · ·
∫ s2

0

ds1e
−it
(
γq+1sq+1+···+γ1s1

)
=
e−it[x0,x2,...,xq,0] − e−it[x1,x2,...,xq,0]

γ1
=
e−it[x2,...,xq,0,x0] − e−it[x2,...,xq,0,x1]

x0 − x1

= e−it[x2,...,xq,0,x0,x1] = e−it[x0,x1,x2,...,xq,0]. (43)

This concludes the proof.

Proof of Identity 2: We prove Eq. (5). By definition [8],

e−it[x0,...,xq ] =
∑
j

e−itxj∏
k 6=j(xj − xk)

(44)

(assuming for now that all inputs are distinct). It follows then that

e−it[x0,...,xq ] =
∑
j

e−it(∆j+x)∏
k 6=j(∆j −∆k)

= e−itx
∑
j

e−it∆j∏
k 6=j(∆j −∆k)

= e−itxe−it[∆0,...,∆q ] . (45)

This result holds for arbitrarily close inputs and can be easily generalized to the case where inputs have
repeated values, as claimed.


	An integral-free representation of the Dyson series using divided differences
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Divided differences – a brief overview 
	III Divided differences formulation of the time-evolution operator
	A Generalized permutation operator representation of the perturbation Hamiltonian
	B An integral-free form of the Dyson series

	IV Use cases
	A Transition amplitudes and Fermi's golden rule
	B Reduction to the time-independent case
	C Analytical calculations of time-evolved states
	1 A single-spin Hamiltonian
	2 The time-dependent anharmonic oscillator


	V Summary and discussion
	 Acknowledgments
	 References
	 Appendix: Proofs of Identity 1 and Identity 2


