
Non-perturbative Green’s function method to determine the electronic
spectral function due to electron-phonon interactions: Application to a

graphene model from weak to strong coupling

Jean Paul Nery1, 2, ∗ and Francesco Mauri1, 2, †
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In solid state physics, the electron-phonon interaction (EPI) is central to many phenomena. The
theory of the renormalization of electronic properties due to EPIs became well established with
the theory of Allen-Heine-Cardona (AHC), which is usually applied to second order in perturbation
theory. However, this is only valid in the weak coupling regime, while strong EPIs have been reported
in many materials. As a result, and with AHC becoming more established through density-functional
perturbation theory (DFPT), some non-perturbative (NP) methods have started to arise in the last
years. However, they are usually not well justified and it is not clear to what degree they reproduce
the exact theory. To address this issue, we present a stochastic approach for the evaluation of the
non-perturbative interacting Green’s function in the adiabatic limit, and show it is equivalent to the
Feynman expansion to all orders in the perturbation. Also, by defining a self-energy, we can reduce
the effect of broadening needed in numerical calculations, improving convergence in the supercell
size. In addition, we clarify whether it is better to average the Green’s function or self-energy. Then
we apply the method to a graphene tight-binding model, and we obtain several interesting results:
(i) The Debye-Waller term, which is normally neglected, does affect the change of the Fermi velocity
vF , and should be included to obtain accurate results. (ii) Although at room temperature second
order perturbation theory (P2) agrees well with the NP change of vF and of the self-energy close
to the Dirac point, at high temperatures there are significant differences. For other k points, the
disagreement between the P2 and NP self-energies is visible even at low temperatures, raising the
question of how well P2 works in other materials. (iii) Close enough to the Dirac point, positive
and negative energy peaks merge, giving rise to a single peak. (iv) At strong coupling and high
temperatures, a peak appears at ω = 0 for several states, which is consistent with previous works
on disorder and localization in graphene. (v) The spectral function becomes more asymmetric at
stronger coupling and higher temperatures. Finally, in the Appendix we show that the method has
better convergence properties when the coupling is strong relative to when it is weak, and discuss
other technical aspects.

I. INTRODUCTION

The electron-phonon interaction (EPI) is a fun-
damental aspect of condensed matter physics. It
determines the electrical conductivity in metals
and the mobility in doped semiconductors. It
drives the temperature dependence of the elec-
tronic bands, and thus of the bandgap in semi-
conductors, and it also distorts phonon dispersions
through kinks and Kohn anomalies. It also leads to
conventional superconductivity, among other im-
portant physical phenomena1.

EPIs are usually studied using lowest or-
der perturbation theory, following the Allen-
Heine-Cardona (AHC) approach2–4, which is
valid when the coupling is weak. How-
ever, strong EPIs have been measured in the
last decades in perovskites5–7, numerous 2D
materials8,9, interfaces10, and quantum-dots11.
Furthermore, it is ubiquitous in high temperature

superconductors12, and it has even been reported
in graphite13 and twisted bilayer graphene14.
Thus, it plays a fundamental role in some of the
most important systems currently studied in con-
densed matter physics.

In such systems, higher order terms are needed,
but they tend to pose serious numerical challenges
(namely, additional dense integrations and larger
electron-phonon matrices). For example, using the
standard perturbative approach, Ref. 15 has cal-
culated some fourth order Feynman diagrams in
GaAs, and obtained that scattering rates are as
large as half the usual second order Fan value (so
even higher order terms might be needed for pre-
cise results). However, not all diagrams are in-
cluded, and the cost of the fourth order diagrams
is 104 − 105 higher than the lowest-order ones15.
There are a few first-principles implementations
of AHC16,17 which calculate electron-phonon ma-
trix elements via DFPT16,18, and some works have
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started to look further into non-perturbative meth-
ods.

A common non-perturbative approach consists
of simulating an instantaneous snapshot of a sys-
tem at a given temperature, including quantum
fluctuations at T = 0 (zero point motion), in which
the atoms are displaced from their equilibrium po-
sitions; calculating the desired quantity in each
of these configurations; and then averaging. In
this approach, the phonons are introduced as static
classical effective external parameters, rather than
as a quantum dynamical particle of the system.
In principle, however, both electrons and phonons
should be internal quantum mechanical degrees of
freedom in an exact description. It is not prop-
erly emphasized in the literature that, although
this averaging approach is intuitive, it remains an
uncontrolled approximation. The relation to the
fully quantized theory should be adequately estab-
lished, to understand its advantages and possible
shortcomings.

Ref. 19 considered distorted configurations and
recovered AHC, but limited the analysis to the elec-
tronic energies (as opposed to studying the spectral
function) and to lowest order. In Ref. 20 the au-
thors use a stochastic approach to calculate the
dielectric function as we just described (averag-
ing over an ensemble). Then the same authors
in Ref. 21, by looking at the form of the result,
showed that the shift of the electronic energy (in
the weak coupling regime) corresponds to AHC.
For the electronic lifetime however, the expression
is similar, but not the same as the standard result,
which is attributed to the semiclassical rather than
adiabatic expression of the dielectric function be-
ing used. It would thus be desirable to calculate an
observable which is exact in the adiabatic limit of
the fully quantized theory. Ref. 21 also proposed
a particular distorted configuration to reduce the
number of configurations needed to achieve con-
vergence. However, we will show that in order to
use Wick’s theorem and recover Feynman diagrams
beyond second order in our approach, a Gaussian
distribution is required. Other works have focused
on the spectral function 22–25 . Allen et al.24 rig-
orously show how to unfold states defined in the
supercell (SC) to states defined in the primitive
cell (PC), and write an expression for the spec-
tral function in terms of distorted SC states (see
Ref. 24 for additional references and a more de-
tailed discussion related to unfolding). Although
the starting point is defined in terms of a Green’s
function, no further elements of Green’s function

theory are used, and no connection to AHC is es-
tablished. Another non-perturbative approach is
that of Ref. 26, which uses a path-integral quantum
Monte Carlo approach to determine the bandgap,
but there is no link to AHC either.

To address these issues, we develop a non-
perturbative Green’s function method and rigor-
ously show how it relates to the standard expan-
sion in terms of Feynman diagrams. Our method
involves averaging a Green’s function over config-
uration and defining a self-energy in the PC that
is momentum dependent. It turns out to be the
same type of method used to study impurity scat-
tering as described in Mahan27, which also involves
a diagrammatic expansion, and similar methods
are used to study properties in disordered sys-
tems such as amorphous semiconductors and al-
loys. For example, the coherent potential approxi-
mation (CPA) averages the Green’s function and
defines an effective self-energy for the medium.
There are many references on Green’s functions
methods to study disordered crystals, such as the
review article of Elliott et al.28 or the book by
Economou29. Our goal here however is to study
the effect of phonons in otherwise periodic systems,
rather than disorder.

In the first part of this paper, we describe
how to define the Green’s function and self-energy
(Sec. II.A). Then we show that to lowest order the
self-energy coincides with the DW and Fan terms
of AHC in the adiabatic limit (Sec. II.B). Subse-
quently, we look at higher order terms, show that
they can be represented diagrammatically, and see
that such diagrams have the same shape as those of
the exact theory (Sec. II.C). In Sec. II.D, we show
that the expressions of the equivalent diagrams (of
our theory and of the Feynman expansion) are ex-
actly the same in the adiabatic limit, completing
the proof. In Sec. III, thanks to the introduction
of the self-energy, we can modify the usual ap-
proach of Sec. II.A, and obtain a spectral function
with reduced error in the broadening parameter
needed in numerical calculations. Then in Sec. IV,
we apply the method to a tight-binding graphene
model. First, we present the spectral function for
several couplings and temperatures, including the
strong coupling regime, where bands merge and a
non-perturbative method becomes indispensable.
Then we compare AHC and our approach at the
experimental coupling, and observe some differ-
ences even at room temperature. We also show
how the bands and in particular the Fermi velocity
changes close to the Dirac point. Finally, we study
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how the spectral function becomes more asymmet-
ric in the strong coupling regime. The Appendix,
among other things, considers an alternative defi-
nition of the self-energy and includes some conver-
gence studies.

II. THEORETICAL ASPECTS

A. Green’s function and self-energy

We are interested in determining the electronic
spectral function due to EPIs. To do this, we
consider an ensemble of distorted ionic configu-
rations in a SC according to the phonons of the
system. For each configuration, we determine a
Green’s function, which are then averaged to ob-
tain the Green’s function of the system. The av-
eraged Green’s function can be used to determine
the spectral function and define a self-energy, as we
describe in this subsection.

Let us consider a N1 ×N2 ×N3 SC, and let uliα
be the displacements from the equilibrium position,
where l is the index of the PC in the SC, i is the
index of the ion in the PC, and α the Cartesian di-
rection. In the harmonic approximation, the prob-
ability distribution of finding the system in a gen-
eral ionic configuration {uliα} is30,31

P ({uliα}) = Ae
−

∑
li,mj,
αβ,qν

√
MiMj2ωqν

2(2nqν+1)
Eliαqν E

mjβ
qν uliαumjβ

(1)

where q is in QSC, the set of SC reciprocal lattice
vectors in the primitive Brillouin zone (PBZ) (i.e.
q is commensurate with the SC), ν is the phonon
branch, ωqν the phonon frequency of mode qν, nqν
is the Bose-Einstein occupation factor (at a tem-
perature T and frequency ωqν), Mi is the mass of
atom i, A is just the normalization constant, and
E liαqν are the polarization vectors in the SC (which
can be chosen real, since the corresponding dynam-
ical matrix is symmetric and real) written in terms
of the polarization vectors εiαqν in the PC,

E liαqν =


eiq·Rlεiαqν if q ∈ D1

eiq·Rl εiαqν+e−iq·Rl (εiαqν)∗
√

2
if q /∈ D1,q ∈ D2

eiq·Rl εiαqν−e
−iq·Rl (εiαqν)∗
√

2i
if q /∈ D1,q /∈ D2

(2)
where D1 ⊂ QSC is the set of points for which q
and −q differ by a reciprocal lattice vector, and
D2 ⊂ QSC is the irreducible BZ considering only

time-reversal symmetry. In D1 (first line), εiαqν is
chosen real (the dynamical matrix is symmetric
and real) and eiq·Rl is just 1 or -1 . In the other
cases we pick (εiαqν)∗ = εiα−qν . The second and third
line correspond to the real and imaginary part, re-
spectively, of eiq·Rleiαqν . So in all cases E liαqν is real.
We write it in this way, explicitly in terms of ex-
ponentials with momentum q or −q, to later use
momentum conservation and establish more easily
the connection with Feynman diagrams.

We consider an ensemble of stochastic distorted
configurations which follows the distribution of
Eq. (1),

uIliα =
1√
N

∑
qν

E liαqν√
2Miωqν

ξIqν , (3)

where I = 1, ..., Nc is the index of the configura-
tion, N = N1N2N3 is the number of cells in the
SC, and

ξIqν = ξ̃Iqν
√

2nqν + 1, (4)

where ξ̃qν is a random number following a normal
distribution (centered at 0, of standard deviation
1). The temperature dependence enters through
nqν . For each static distortion uIliα, we will de-
termine the electronic energies and wavefunctions.
This means that the phonons are introduced as
classical parameters, which do not dynamically in-
teract with the electrons. But as we see later,
this correctly reproduces the usual contribution of
(quantum mechanical) phonons to the electronic
Green’s function (in the adiabatic limit), which we
will now define.

Let us consider a momentum k in the PBZ where
we want to determine the spectral function, and we
first consider k in QSC. Let H0 be the undistorted
Hamiltonian, and let Bk

PC = {|kn〉, n = 1, ...,M}
be a basis of eigenstates in the PC with band in-
dex n, Bloch symmetry k, and eigenvalues ε0

kn,
H0|kn〉 = ε0

kn|kn〉 (in general there are infinite
bands, but in practical calculations the number of
bands M is typically restricted to include a few
above the Fermi level). In the SC, a Hamiltonian
in general will not be diagonal in k, and a basis is
BSC = {|qn〉,q in QSC, n = 1, ...,M}.

Each configuration I is described by a distorted
static and single-particle Hamiltonian HI . Let
{|J〉I} be a set of eigenstates of configuration I,
with energies εIJ . Ref. 24 defined a distorted
Green’s function by starting from the usual second
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quantization expression for the retarded Green’s
function. Here instead, we define the retarded
Green’s function (the one normally used to com-
pare to experiments) via

GIkn,k′n′(ω + iδ) = 〈kn| 1

ω + iδ −HI
|k′n′〉, (5)

where ω corresponds to an electronic energy, and
δ is a positive parameter, that in principle (to get
the exact result) is considered in the δ → 0 limit
after taking first the SC limit N → ∞. Since we
are interested in determining the spectral function
in the original PC basis, we focus on k = k′ and
define a Green’s function GI in the PC. We use
cursive for objects defined in the SC Hilbert space,
and non-cursive for objects defined in the PC (see
Table I for clarification on the notation). Inserting
also the identity

∑
J |J〉II〈J |, we have

GIk,nn′(ω + iδ) =
∑
J

〈kn|J〉II〈J |kn′〉
ω + iδ − εIJ

(6)

which coincides with the expression of Ref. 24. One
can then define an averaged Green’s function over
the Nc distorted configurations,

Gk,nn′(ω + iδ) = 〈GIkn,kn′(ω + iδ)〉

with 〈〉 = lim
Nc→∞

1/Nc

Nc∑
I

(7)

and determine the spectral function in the usual
way,

Ak(ω + iδ) = − 1

π
=mTrGk(ω + iδ)

= − 1

π

∑
n

=mGk,nn(ω + iδ)

=
∑
n

Akn(ω + iδ)

(8)

Experimentally the spectral function is typically
accessed by angle-resolved photoemission experi-
ments (ARPES). Akn can be assigned to the spec-
tral function of band n if the bands are well sepa-
rated. If there is a well defined peak, the maximum
determines the quasiparticle energy, and the width
determines the broadening (inverse lifetime). Us-
ing Eqs. (6)-(8), the spectral function is22,23

Ak(ω) = 〈
∑
Jn

|I〈J |kn〉|2δ(ω − εIJ)〉 (9)

after taking the δ → 0, N →∞ limit.
In the next subsections, we will rigorously show

that Gk has the usual diagrammatic expansion
in terms of Feynman diagrams, putting on firm
grounds the approach we just described, which has
been used somewhat heuristically in the literature.
We now introduce a self-energy with two purposes:
help establish the connection to the diagrammatic
expansion, and to later modify the approach above
to reduce the error in the broadening parameters
that are needed in numerical calculations to de-
scribe the delta function in Eq. (9). The self-energy
Σk is defined through the Dyson equation (with
band indices n, n′)

Gk(ω + iδ) =
1

(ω + iδ)IPC − ε0
k − Σk(ω + iδ)

,

(10)
where IPC is just the M×M identity, and ε0

k,nn′ =

〈kn|H0|kn′〉 = ε0
knδnn′ . Since Gk has the usual

diagrammatic expansion (in the adiabatic limit),
Σk will correspond to the sum of irreducible di-
agrams. If k is not commensurate with the SC,
there is a unique K = k + q0 in the super Bril-
louin zone (SBZ) with q0 in QSC. Then the
grids are just shifted by K. That is, BSC =
{|K + q, n〉,q in QSC, n = 1, ...,M}. Thus, the
spectral function can be determined at any k.

Before moving on to the proof, we want to men-
tion an important conceptual point. Since Σk is
a sum of irreducible diagrams, it is not Hermitian
(it has complex eigenvalues) and is energy depen-
dent. On the other hand, Eq. (5) can be written in
terms of VI = HI−H0, which is then also a Dyson
equation, that relates the Green’s function GI with
the self-energy VI , which is Hermitian and static.
Why is this?

The key difference is that Σk only depends on
k, while Eq. (5) and VI depend on k and k′, so
the inverse of VI in Eq. (5) involves off-diagonal
elements. Forcing the k diagonal part of GI to be
expressed in terms of a self-energy that is diagonal
in k (defined in the smaller PC space), makes the
self-energy acquire a more complicated structure.
In other words, the reduced information contained
in momentum is compensated by additional infor-
mation in an imaginary part and ω dependence.
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Symbol Description Hilbert space basis First appearance

H0 Undistorted Hamiltonian BSC After Eq. (4)

G0 Undistorted Green’s function BSC Eq. (17)

HI Distorted Hamiltonian BSC Eq. (5)

VI = HI −H0 Self-energy or “External potential” BSC After Eq. (10)

GI Distorted Green’s function BSC Eq. (16)

GIkn,k′n′
Distorted Green’s function matrix

elements in BSC basis
BSC Eq. (5)

〈〉 Average over ensemble BSC Eq. (7)

〈O〉 Average of some SC operator O
The implied matrix element is Okn,kn′

BSC for O
Bk

PC for 〈O〉
Eq.(19)

Gk,nn′
Averaged Green’s function matrix

elements in Bk
PC basis

Bk
PC Eq.(7)

Gk Averaged Green’s function Bk
PC Eq.(10)

Σk Self-energy Bk
PC Eq.(10)

G Averaged Green’s function (implicit k index) Bk
PC Eq. (20)

Σ Self-energy (implicit k index) Bk
PC Eq. (33)

TABLE I. Some of the symbols used in this work. We consider first k in QSC, the set of reciprocal SC lattice
vectors, to compute the spectral function. Quantities in cursive are defined in the SC Hilbert space, with basis
BSC = {|qn〉,q in QSC, n = 1, ...,M}, with M the number of bands in the PC. Averaged quantities are in the PC
Hilbert space, with basis BPC = {|kn〉, n = 1, ...,M}. In the SC we use other basis as well, namely the set of
eigenstates {|J >I} in Eq. (6). When doing the average (over infinite configurations) the same momenta k′ = k
are implied unless otherwise specified. If k is not commensurate with the SC, then the SC basis is shifted by the
K in the SBZ such that K = k + q0 for some q0 in QSC.

B. Comparison to AHC

1. AHC self-energy

The standard Hamiltonian to second order in the
electron-phonon interaction is given by1

H =
∑
kn

εknc
†
knckn +

∑
qν

ωqν(a†qνaqν +
1

2
) +

1√
N

∑
knn′
qν

gqνk,nn′c
†
k+qn′ckn(aqν + a†−qν)

+
1

N

∑
knn′

qνq′ν′

gDW,qνq′ν′

k,nn′ c†k+q+q′n′ckn × (aqν + a†−qν)(aq′ν′ + a†−q′ν′),
(11)

where, in the static approximation,

gqνk,nn′ =
∑
iα

〈k + qn| ∂V

∂uiα(q)
|kn′〉 1√

2Miωqν

εiαqν

gDW,qνq′ν′

k,nn′ =
1

2

∑
iα,jβ

〈k + q + q′n| ∂2V

∂uiα(q)∂ujβ(q′)
|kn′〉 1√

2Miωqν

εiαqν
1√

2Mjωq′ν′
εjβq′ν′

(12)

and

∂

∂uiα(q)
=
∑
l

eiq·Rl
∂

∂uliα
, (13)
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g and gDW can also be expressed in the primitive
cell, using the periodic part of the wavefunctions
(see Sec. III.2 of Ref. 1), but we write it in this
way to make more explicit the connection with our
method later.

Defining the retarded Green’s function

GRknn′(t) = −iθ(t)〈{ckn(t), c†kn′}〉, one can
obtain that to lowest order the self-energy is given
by Σk,nn′(ω) = ΣFan

k,nn′(ω) + ΣDW
k,nn′ , where

ΣDW
k,nn′(ω) =

1

N

∑
qν

gDW,qν−qν
k,nn′ (2nqν + 1), (14)

and in the adiabatic limit,

ΣFan
k,nn′(ω) =

1

N

∑
qν,n′′

g−qνk+q,nn′′g
qν
k,n′′n′

ω + iδ − ε0
k+qn′′

(2nqν + 1).

(15)
The diagonal n = n′ part of this self-energy is what
we referred to as the AHC self-energy in the adi-
abatic limit. In DFPT implementations of AHC,
the second derivative gDW so far has been avoided
by using the rigid ion approximation (RIA) and
the acoustic sum rule, which allows to write ΣDW

in terms of the first derivative g. Our method and
others that use SC methods19 do not need to use
the RIA. AHC theory is usually applied by tak-
ing n = n′, and originates on the diagrammatic
expansion of many-body perturbation theory, so it
can actually be applied to higher order terms. So
when we apply our method to the tight-binding
model, we will usually refer to the (non-diagonal)
Eqs. (14) and (15) and second order quantities in
the ionic displacements as P2.

2. NP second order self-energy

In order to establish the connection of our
method with perturbation theory, we start by writ-
ing Eq. 5 as another form of the Dyson equation
(now writing the operator as opposed to the matrix
element),

GI = G0 + G0VIGI , (16)

where

G0 =
1

ω + iδ −H0
. (17)

Thus,

GI = G0 + G0VIG0 + G0VIG0VIG0 + ... (18)

and averaging,

〈GI〉 = G0 + G0〈VI〉G0 + G0〈VIG0VI〉G0 + ... (19)

Defining Σred = 〈VI〉+ 〈VIG0VI〉+ ...,

G = G0 +G0ΣredG0 (20)

where G0
k,nn′ = G0

kn,kn′ . The notation Σred will

become more clear in the next subsection (it cor-
responds to a reducible self-energy).

We want to see that the self-energy ΣNP of our
approach, to lowest order, is equal to ΣFan + ΣDW

of Eqs. (14) and (15). So we now focus on an ex-
pansion of GI in terms of the displacements of the
ions uliα. We have assumed that the geometric sum
GI = G0(1 + VIG0 + (VIG0)2 + ...) in Eq. (18) con-
verges, but so far the result is exact under the as-
sumption of harmonic phonons. Perturbation the-
ory in the displacements has not been used yet. If
perturbation theory holds, we can write

VI = VI,(1) + VI,(2) + ...

=
∑
liα

∂V

∂uliα
uIliα

+
1

2

∑
liα
mjβ

∂2V

∂uliαumjβ
uIliαu

I
mjβ + ...

(21)

where we use the usual notation V = V ({uliα}) (as
in Eq. (12)) for the potential seen as a function of
the displacements (as opposed to VI , which is for
a fixed distortion uIliα). We will now see that the
lower order terms of the self-energy correspond to
the standard Fan and Debye-Waller (DW) terms.
Writing indices explicitly in the BSC basis, these
terms are:

(a)〈
∑
q̃n′′

VI,(1)
kn,k+q̃n′′G

0
k+q̃n′′V

I,(1)
k+q̃n′′kn′〉

(b)〈VI,(2)
kn,kn′〉

(22)

where the sum in (a) just comes from the usual
product of operators (in this case in the SC Hilbert
space).

Using Eqs. (21) and (3) in (a), we get (before
averaging)
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q̃n′′

VI,(1)
kn,k+q̃n′′G

0
k+q̃n′′V

I,(1)
k+q̃n′′kn′ =

1

N

∑
liα,mjβ

q̃n′′,qν,q′ν′

〈kn| ∂V
∂uliα

E liαqν |k + q̃n′′〉〈k + q̃n′′| ∂V

∂umjβ
Emjβq′ν′ |kn

′〉

× 1

ω + iδ − ε0
k+qn′′

√
2nqν + 1

√
2nq′ν′ + 1

2
√
ωqνωq′ν′

√
MiMj

ξ̃Iqν ξ̃
I
q′ν′

(23)

The configurational average only affects the last
two factors,

lim
Nc→∞

1

Nc

Nc∑
I=1

ξ̃Iqν ξ̃
I
q′ν′ =

=

{
0 if qν 6= q′ν′∫
dxqνx

2
qν

e
−x2qν/2√

2π
= 1 if qν = q′ν′

(24)

That is, each mode qν has associated its own ran-
dom number, and the average of the product of
different random numbers is just 0. Instead, when
the modes are the same, the product of the ran-
dom number with itself is positive, and the average
(with the chosen normalization) is 1.
E liαqν is defined in Eq. (2), and is made up of terms

with momentum q or −q. Due to the usual mo-
mentum conservation, k ± q = k + q̃, so q̃ = ±q
(so q̃ corresponds as usual to the momentum wave
vector). Momentum conservation holds for each
of the matrix elements, and also for second or-
der or higher derivatives of the potential (in which
case the difference of the bra and ket momenta
of the matrix element corresponds to the sum of
the momenta of the multiple modes contained in
the higher order terms). Using Eq. (24) and mo-
mentum conservation, we can now proceed to es-
tablish the connection with ΣFan. The derivation
is straightforward but a little bit cumbersome be-
cause of how the cases have to be divided between
different q’s to get real displacements.

Since qν = q′ν′ from Eq. (24), we can look at
each of the cases of Eq. (2) separately. For the
second line (case), we have that the product of the
SC polarization vectors is

eiq·Rlεiαqν + e−iq·Rl(εiαqν)∗
√

2

eiq·Rmεjβqν + e−iq·Rm(εjβqν)∗
√

2
(25)

The usual contribution (corresponding to Eqs. (15)
and (12)), involves the factors3

e−iq·Rl(εiαqν)∗eiq·Rmεjβqν . (26)

We want to see that the terms of Eq. (25) can be
written in this way.

The product of the first and last terms in
Eq. (25) can be written as

e−i(−q)·Rl(εiα−qν)∗ei(−q)·Rmεjβ−qν
2

(27)

which gives half of the correct result for −q. The
product of the second and third term gives one half
of the result for q. In the same way, we can write
Eq. (25) but for the third case of Eq. (2), and we
also get one half of the contributions for q and
−q. In addition, the non-cross terms (the ones with
the same momenta) cancel out instead of adding
up. Therefore, only terms with opposite momenta
contribute

For the first case, the polarization vectors are
real and q = −q + G by definition, so eiq·Rl =
e−iq·Rl , and the contribution is

Fan

DW

FIG. 1. Second order diagrams of Σred in Eq. (20). To

the left we have VI,(1)G0VI,(1) and VI,(2). When doing
the average over the ensemble, the phonon legs have to
be paired, leading to the diagrams on the right, which
coincide with AHC in the adiabatic limit.

eiq·Rlεiαqνe
iq·Rmεjβqν = e−iq·Rl(εiαqν)∗eiq·Rmεjβqν

(28)
as we wanted to see.

Therefore,
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〈
∑
q̃n′′

VI,(1)
kn,k+q̃n′′G

0
k+q̃n′′V

I,(1)
k+q̃n′′kn′〉 =

1

N

∑
iα,jβ
n′′,qν

〈kn| ∂V

∂uiα(−q)
|k + qn′′〉〈k + qn′′| ∂V

∂ujβ(q)
|kn′〉

× 1

ω + iδ − ε0
k+qn′′

(εiαqν)∗εjβqν

2ωqν

√
MiMj

(2nqν + 1)

=
1

N

∑
n′′,qν

g−qνk+q,nn′′G
0
k+qn′′g

qν
k,n′′n′(2nqν + 1)

(29)

which corresponds to the usual Fan term, Eqs. (15)
(and (12)). (Here we have used that the eigenstates
|kn〉

The proof for Eq. (22)(b) is similar. So aside
from the 2nqν + 1 factor, the result corresponds to
identifying V with g and, without worrying about
the sign, q̃ with the phonon wavevector. Also,
we see that averaging is necessary to obtain the
standard diagrams, and not just a way to obtain
smoother spectral functions.

The pairing of factors of u can be done dia-
grammatically by assigning a “leg” to each factor
and joining them. This is illustrated in Fig. 1.
In the case of 〈VI,(2)〉, the two legs come out
from one point. In the case of 〈VI,(1)G0VI,(1)〉,
they come from two different points. In the next
section we look at terms of higher order and their
corresponding diagrams.

C. Higher order terms

1. Wick’s theorem

For terms of order 2, we had two modes, which
we labeled qν and q′ν′. For terms of order n, we
use the label ql = qlνl, with l = 1, .., n. Now,
instead of the “2-point correlator” 〈ξ̃q1 ξ̃q2〉 (omit-
ting the I index), we have to evaluate the n-point

correlator 〈ξ̃q1 ...ξ̃qn〉. If the distribution that gen-
erates the phonons is Gaussian, because of Wick’s
theorem32, we can exactly write

〈ξ̃q1 ...ξ̃qn〉 =
∑
P

〈ξ̃qP (1)
ξ̃qP (2)

〉...〈ξ̃qP (n−1)
ξ̃qP (n)

〉

(30)
where the sum is over all possible pairings P of
the indices. If all ql are different, the correla-
tor is 0. If they can be grouped in pairs, but
not more than two ql are the same, the correla-
tor is 1. If more than two ql are the same, more

than one pairing will contribute. (For example, for
n = 4 and a given set of vertices of Fig. 2, and
q1 = q2 = q3 = q4, there are 3 permutations, which
equally contribute to the 3 diagrams corresponding
to such vertices). For an odd number of terms, the
result is 0. So n-point correlators reduce to prod-
ucts of 2-point correlators. Then, for higher order
terms, legs can also be assigned to each u, and all
possible diagrams are created by joining legs in all
possible ways, just as for the standard diagrams.

The momenta conservation we mentioned earlier
corresponds diagrammatically to the conservation
of momenta in each vertex. When joining legs, the
terms that contribute are those of opposite mo-
menta, so the diagrams have the usual momenta
structure: the leg carries out a momenta q from
one point (adds momenta −q to the vertex), and
brings it back in to another vertex (adds q to the
vertex). As we see in more detail in Secs. II C 3 and
II D, this leads to the standard Feynman diagrams.

2. Non-Gaussian distributions

First, let us say a few more words about non-
Gaussian distributions. In this case, higher-order
moments have to be evaluated separately. That is,
if we have more than two ql (an even number) that
correspond to the same mode, then their correlator
does not reduce to a product of 2-point correlators.
For example, for n = 4, we have

〈ξ̃q1 ξ̃q2 ξ̃q3 ξ̃q4〉 =


〈ξ̃q1 ξ̃q1〉〈ξ̃q3 ξ̃q3〉

if q1=q2,q3=q4
q1 6=q3

or permutations

〈ξ̃q1 ξ̃q1 ξ̃q1 ξ̃q1〉 if all equal

0 if all different

(31)
If the distribution is such that the 2-point correla-
tor is 1, because of Eq. (24), then we recover Fan

and DW terms. But 〈ξ̃q1 ξ̃q1 ξ̃q1 ξ̃q1〉 will depend on
the distribution, and higher order terms will not
coincide with the Feynman diagrams.
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Ref. 25 proposed using a particular configuration
to determine k averaged quantities, which would
require the use of only one configuration instead
averaging over Nc configurations. Their configura-
tion corresponds to setting ξ̃qν = ±1 (not follow-
ing a Gaussian distribution), alternating the sign
of nearby q points in the BZ to maximize the can-
cellation of terms that are not present in the ex-
act thermally averaged expression to second or-
der. In our proof, for the k resolved self-energy,
we saw that for finite SCs, averaging is necessary
to get Wick’s theorem and match opposite mo-
menta. Using one configuration, different branches
and different momenta (which need not be oppo-
site) remain correlated. Pictorically, the legs re-
main unpaired. Indeed, we tested the configura-
tion of Ref. 25 for different temperatures and cou-
plings, and got the same type of unconverged spec-
tral function as when using one random configura-
tion with the Gaussian distribution. See Fig. 7
after the introduction of the graphene model in
Sec. IV B. Thus, the displacement of Ref. 25 does
not seem useful to reduce the number of configura-
tions for k resolved quantities.

3. Higher order diagrams and 4th order as an
example

We mentioned that Wick’s theorem leads to the
usual diagrams. To understand higher-order terms
in more detail, let us now look at the diagrams of
order 4. The contributions to Σred are:

(a)〈V(2)G0V(2)〉
(b)〈V(2)G0V(1)G0V(1)〉
(c)〈V(1)G0V(2)G0V(1)〉
(b)′〈V(1)G0V(1)G0V(2)〉
(d)〈V(1)G0V(1)G0V(1)G0V(1)〉

(32)

and the corresponding diagrams are illustrated in
Fig. 2. Diagrams of (b)’ are analogous to those
of (b). ‘R’ diagrams are reducible (can be cut in
two to give other diagrams), while ‘I’ diagrams are
irreducible (they cannot be cut into two allowed
diagrams)27. They correspond to a subset of the

usual diagrams of the full theory (see the next sub-
section for more details), and the same holds for
higher order terms.

Thus, if we define Σ in the usual way, as the sum
of the irreducible diagrams without the external
legs G0, we can write

G = G0 +G0ΣG0 +G0ΣG0ΣG0 + ...

= G0 +G0ΣG,
(33)

which is just the Dyson’s equation and coincides
with definition Eq. (10). So Σ is given by terms
of the form 〈VG0VG0...VG0〉 which are irreducible.
Diagrammatically, this means drawing a straight
(fermionic) line and vertices on top of it with one,
two or more wavy (phononic) lines, and doing all
possible contractions of the wavy lines that give rise
to an irreducible diagram. The usual theoretical
expression for the Hamiltonian, Eq. (11), includes
one and two derivatives with respect to ionic dis-
placements. In principle, all derivatives should be
included in the Hamiltonian. Such terms are auto-
matically included in our work and other numerical
approaches that consider distorted ionic configura-
tions. The term with p derivatives corresponds in
the diagrams to a vertex with p legs. A generic
diagram of our theory can be observed in Fig. 4,
where the order of the derivative is explicitly indi-
cated in each vertex. We remind the reader that
our method is non-perturbative, so that we can ob-
tain the Green’s function even when the variation
of the potential with the displacements in not an-
alytical (cannot be expressed using perturbation
theory).

The last thing we have to do is check that dia-
grams have exactly the same analytical expression
as the corresponding standard Feynman diagram
(in the fully quantized theory), in the adiabatic
limit. Let us show this for a particular diagram,
the one of the middle of Fig. 3(d). From this anal-
ysis, it will then be easy to see that any diagram
corresponding to our method coincides with the
standard diagram.

The diagram we just mentioned comes from
〈V(1)G0V(1)G0V(1)G0V(1)〉. Just writing indices ex-
plicitly for matrix element kn,kn′ before averag-
ing, this is
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R

I

(a)

R

Ix 2x 2

(b)

x 2

I

I

(c) (d)

I

I

R

FIG. 2. Diagrams to order 4 in the displacements u corresponding to Eq. (32), without including indices for
simplicity (to keep track of the momenta indices and momentum conservation, arrows should be added to each
diagram). Vertices with one phonon line correspond to a g factor, and the ones with two phonon lines to gDW. The
factors 2 correspond to different contractions that give rise to the same diagram, just as in the Wick contractions
of the standard approach. The diagrams that determine Σ are the irreducible ones I, as opposed to the reducible
ones R.

∑
q̃1q̃2q̃3

∑
n1n2n3

V(1)
kn,k+q̃1n1

G0
k+q̃1n1

V(1)
k+q̃1n1,k+q̃1+q̃2n2

G0
k+q̃1+q̃2n2

V(1)
k+q̃1+q̃2n2,k+q̃1+q̃2+q̃3n3

×G0
k+q̃1+q̃2+q̃3n3

V(1)
k+q̃1+q̃2+q̃3n3,kn′

(34)

As before, each term V(1) has a displacement written in momentum space, with a random factor ξ̃qiνi for
each mode. Taking the average and using Wick’s theorem, we can look at the diagram we are interested in
now (pairing terms 1 and 3, and 2 and 4). In Eq. (29) we put all cases of Eq. (2) together, paired momenta
and used momenta conservation. Proceeding in the same way, we can write (with more generality in the
indices),

〈V(1)
k1n1,k2n2

V(1)
k3n3,k4n4

〉 =
1

N

∑
ν

gνk1n1,k2n2
gνk3n3,k4n2

(2nk2−k1,ν + 1)δk2−k1,−(k4−k3) (35)

where we have switched to the notation gqνk,nn′ to gνk+qn,kn′ . Pairing terms 1 and 3, and 2 and 4 in Eq. (34),

and using Eq. (35) for each pairing, we get

1

N2

∑
q1q2
ν1ν2

∑
n1n2n3

gν1kn,k+q1n1
G0
k+q1n1

gν2k+q1n1,k+q1+q2n2
G0
k+q1+q2n2

gν1k+q1+q2n2,k+q2n3
G0
k+q2n3

gν2k+q2n3,kn′

× (2nq1ν1 + 1)(2nq2ν2 + 1).

(36)

Similarly, one can work out diagrams with higher order derivatives. The difference is that the ma-
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trix element g(p) of order p has p momenta indices.
Therefore, if we want to extract the result more
directly from a diagram, we see that momenta fol-
lows the usual rules, due to momenta conservation
at each vertex and each phonon line carrying mo-
mentum in and out (i.e. the pairing of opposite
momenta in each 2-point correlator after applying
Wick’s theorem). To label momenta indices cor-
rectly, arrows should be drawn in each straight or
wavy line. Each straight line is associated with a
G0, each vertex with the corresponding g(p) matrix
element, and each wavy line with a mode qν and
a 2nqν + 1 factor. In the next subsection, we show

that the usual Feynman diagrams have the same
expression in the adiabatic limit. First, we will see
that Feynman rules applied to the middle diagram
of Fig. 2(d) leads to the exact same expression of
Eq. (36).

D. Comparison to the full theory

The diagram we just analyzed in more detail in
our method is analogous to a diagram in the fully
quantized theory. Following Feynman rules in the
Matsubara formalism, the diagram can be labeled
with the indices of Fig. 3, and written as

− −1

(βN)2

∑
qν
q′ν′

∑
n1n2n3

∑
j1j2

gqνk−q,nn1
gq
′ν′

k−q−q′,n1n2
g−qνk−q′,n2n3

g−q
′ν′

k,n3n′

×D0
qν(ωj1)D0

q′ν′(ωj2)

×G0
k−qn1

(ωi − ωj1)G0
k−q−q′n2

(ωi − ωj1 − ωj2)G0
k−q′n3

(ωi − ωj2)

(37)

where

G0
kn(ωj) =

1

iωj − ε0
kn

(38)

and

D0
qν(ωj) =

1

iωj − ωqν
− 1

iωj + ωqν

= − 2ωqs

ω2
j + ω2

qν

(39)

are the unperturbed time-ordered electron and
phonon Green’s function in imaginary time, respec-
tively.

After doing the sums over the Matsubara fre-
quencies, the phonons frequencies ωqν in D0 and
G0 are set to 0. This is what we refer to as the
adiabatic limit, which corresponds to the usual
adiabatic limit in the Fan self-energy (dropping
phonons frequencies in the energy denominators).

The sum over Matsubara frequencies ωj is done
in the standard way, by converting it into a com-
plex integration with the Bose-Einstein factor n.
Since D0

qν(ωj) ∝ ωqν → 0 if ωqν → 0, the only

poles that contribute are those of D0 (the poles of
G0 give terms with a D0 → 0 factor). This gives
factors −n(ωq′ν′) and n(−ωq′ν′) = −1 − n(ωq′ν′),
and the frequencies ωj = ±ωq′ν′ are dropped
in the G0’s (making the factors −n(ωq′ν′) and
−n(ωq′ν′)− 1 proportional to the same term, sim-
plifying the result). Performing these steps for j2,
we have

1

N2

1

β

∑
qν
q′ν′

∑
n1n2n3

∑
j1

gqνk−q,nn1
gq
′ν′

k−q−q′,n1n2
g−qνk−q′,n2n3

g−q
′ν′

k,n3n′

×D0
qν(ωj1)

×G0
k−qn1

(ωi − ωj1)G0
k−q−q′n2

(ωi − ωj1)G0
k−q′n3

(ωi)

× (−2nq′ν′ − 1)

(40)
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Notice how the procedure leads to a factor of -1 proportional to the usual factor 2n+ 1.
Doing the sum over j1, and switching again to the notation of Eq. (35) for g,

1

N2

∑
qν
q′ν′

∑
n1n2n3

gνkn,k−qn1
gν
′

k−qn1,k−q−q′n2
gνk−q−q′n2,k−q′n3

gν
′

k−q′n3,kn′

×G0
k−qn1

(ωi)G
0
k−q−q′n2

(ωi)G
0
k−q′n3

(ωi)

× (2nq′ν′ + 1)(2nqν + 1)

(41)

k-q-q',n2

ωi - ωj1 -ωj2

k-q',n3

ωi - ωj2

q,ν

q',ν'

kn kn'k-q,n1

ωi - ωj1

FIG. 3. Fourth order diagram of Fig. 2d including all
indices. It is worked out in detail in the text.

Doing the analytical continuation iωi → ω+ iδ, we
get the final expression. It coincides (changing the
sign of the phonon momenta q,q′ to −q1,−q2, and
ν, ν′ → ν1, ν2) with Eq. (36).

In general, we see that the G0’s will be evalu-
ated at ωi after doing all the Matsubara sums and
each of the D0

qlνl
gives a factor −(2nqlνl + 1). Our

method also has such factors for each phonon line.
The momentum structure of the g and G0 with the
Feynman rules is straightforward, and earlier we
saw that our method follows the same rules (we
also have momentum conservation, and pairings
also correspond to the phonon momenta coming in
and and out). Using the Feynman rules, the sign is
less straightforward. It is (−1).(−1)v.(−1)b.(−1)f ,
with v, b, f the number of vertices, phonon prop-
agators and fermionic propagators, respectively.
The first -1 just comes from the definition of G.
Each vertex has a − sign, coming from the expo-
nential e−βH that gives rise to the Feynman ex-
pansion. And from the definition of G0 and D0,
with a − in front, each contraction that gives a G0

and D0 give an additional sign. Furthermore, we
saw that each Matsubara sum gives an additional
−. Thus, D0 together with the corresponding Mat-
subara sum gives a +1 factor. Finally, if there is
one vertex, there is no internal G0. For each addi-

V(2) V(4) V(1) V(3)

FIG. 4. Generic diagram corresponding to the self-
energy in our theory (order 10), including also vertices
with 3 and 4 legs, not present in the previous figures.

tional vertex (-1 factor) there is an additional G0

(additional −1). Since the sign of ΣDW (one ver-
tex) is +1, then the total sign is +1 in all diagrams,
just as in our method. This completes the proof.

We see from the proof that the diagrams are ex-
act for any SC (i.e. for a given q-grid commensu-
rate with the SC). There are no additional unde-
sired terms that become negligible in the thermo-
dynamic limit, or q points that are neglected. In
the alternative self-energy of Sec. A4 for example,
there are terms missing in the sum over momenta.
Averaging the most convenient quantity could also
be relevant in the determination of other quantities
through distorted configurations.

The results do not depend on the Fermi-Dirac
distribution f , since there is no contribution from
a fermionic Matsubara sum. This occurs because
transforming the phonon into a parameter prevents
electrons and phonons from exchanging energy; in-
stead, the electronic cloud is continuously distorted
according to the ionic displacement. Since there
are no electronic excitations due to phonons, there
is no need to know the probability that electrons
are in a given state or that they will transition to
an unoccupied state, so concentration plays no role.
The phonons do keep a quantum character in the



13

way they distort the crystal, via the factor
√

2n+ 1
in the ionic displacements.

We proved that our method contains an infi-
nite number of diagrams that coincide with the
standard diagrams in the adiabatic limit. The ex-
act theory has additional diagrams actually: those
with a fermionic bubble, as in Fig. 5. Diagrams of
type (a), with a bubble or some structure in be-
tween two phonons lines, correspond to a phonon
renormalization. Since we are using experimental
phonons (phonons fitted to experimental data), all
diagrams that correct the phonons are already in-
cluded. That is, the phonon lines in this work
correspond to renormalized phonon lines. Dia-
grams of type (b) are not included, but after in-
tegrating out the bubble, can be seen as an an-
harmonic term. Since we are not including an-
harmonicities, it is consistent in our approach to
ignore these terms (of at least order 6). As a fi-
nal remark, off-diagonal elements of the self-energy
are automatically included in our method. That
is, the usual diagonal approximation33 is (omitting
the k index) Gnn = 1/(ω − ε0

n − Σnn), instead of
Gnn = (ωI − ε0 − Σ)−1

nn as in our method. Off-
diagonal terms should be included close to band-
crossing points if terms beyond second order are
relevant.

(a) (b)

FIG. 5. (a) Diagrams with additional bubbles are actu-
ally included, since they correspond to a phonon renor-
malization, and the phonons corresponding to DFT cal-
culations are screened quantities. Diagrams like (b) in-
stead are not included, but correspond to anharmonic-
ities, which we are not considering.

III. NUMERICAL IMPLEMENTATION

In Sec. II A we described the method, which in-
volves determining the Green’s function for each
configuration of the ensemble, averaging, and de-
termining the spectral function via Eqs. (5), (7)
and (8). In the limit of an infinite SC and δ → 0,
one gets Eq. (9) for the spectral function, but in nu-
merical calculations a broadening parameter needs
to be introduced to describe the delta function,

typically by considering a finite δ in the previous
equations. The problem of introducing a finite δ
is that the peak is artificially broadened by ∼ δ.
To see this more explicitly, let us assume peaks
are well separated and that we can use the diag-
onal approximation (to be clear, in this work we
do not use these diagonal approximation and make
no assumptions about the separation of the peaks).
From Eq. (10),

Akn(ω̃) =

− 1

π

Σ2,knn(ω̃)

(ω − ε0
kn − Σ1,knn(ω̃))2 + (δ + Σ2,knn(ω̃))2

(42)

where Σ1 is the real part and Σ2 the imaginary part
of Σ, and ω̃ = ω+ iδ for a more compact notation.
If the frequency dependence of the self-energy can
be neglected in the region of the peak, then one
gets the usual Lorentzian distribution, widened by
exactly δ. But the larger δ is, the more the shape
of the spectral function gets distorted. For exam-
ple, in a wider spectral function, the frequency de-
pendence of the self-energy tends to become more
relevant, and the peak becomes more asymmetric.
Also, δ can impact the shape significantly when
peaks overlap (in this case of course Eq. (42) is not
a good approximation).

To reduce the error introduced by δ, we define a
new Green’s function

G̃k(ω) =
1

ωIPC − ε0
k − Σk(ω + iδ)

, (43)

without a finite imaginary part outside of the self-
energy, and a new spectral function

Ãk(ω) = − 1

π
Tr=mG̃k(ω). (44)

Both G̃k and Ãk depend on δ. In this way, we
remove the artificial width from G0

k (which is ac-
tually a delta function, and not a Lorentzian of
width δ), but retain the width coming from Σk.
Since Σk corresponds to the usual sum of retarded
diagrams, it has the usual analytical properties, so
we should have Ãk ≥ 0 (which is the case in all of
our calculations). Later in Sec. IV B and Fig. 6,
after we define the graphene model, we show with
some numerical examples that this expression gives
a better spectral function than the one calculated
directly from Eq. (10) (i.e., Eqs. (5), (7), and (8)).
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In actual calculations, one also has to consider a
finite ensemble. Here we consider enough config-
urations so as to get an error of about 1-2%. See
Fig. A7.

In the previous section, we defined a Green’s
function for each configuration, Eq. (6), and then
averaged. Another possibility could be to define
a self-energy for each configuration, and then av-
erage. Let us define a self-energy ΠI

k that only
depends on k (as opposed to VIkk′),

GIk(ω + iδ) =
1

(ω + iδ)IPC − ε0
k −ΠI

k(ω + iδ)
.

(45)
In the Appendix we show that defining the self-
energy as Πk = 〈ΠI

k〉 coincides with Σk of Eq. (10)
in the thermodynamic limit, but for finite super-
cells Σk provides a better definition than Πk to
determine the Green’s and spectral functions.

Therefore, our optimized method to determine
the spectral function is the following. First,
determine Gk according to Eqs. (6) and (7), and
Σk using Eq. (10). Then, determine a new Green’s

function G̃k, Eq. (43), and finally the spectral

function Ãk via Eq. (44).

IV. GRAPHENE TIGHT BINDING
MODEL

A. Model

We will now apply our method to a graphene
tight-binding model34. Let us consider (localized)
pz orbitals |ls〉 in the SC, with l again the in-
dex of the cell and s = 1, 2 of the atoms in each
PC. We use as a basis the Bloch states |ks〉 =

1√
N

∑
l e
ik·(Rl+τττs)|ls〉. If we only consider nearest

neighbors (n.n.s), the matrix elements of the undis-
torted Hamiltonian in the PC H0

k,ss′ = 〈ks|H0|ks′〉
are given by

Hk =

(
0 f(k)

f∗(k) 0

)
(46)

where f(k) = −t0
∑
i e
ik·τττ i , t0 is the hopping pa-

rameter, and τττ i are the vectors that connect the
s = 1 atom with its n.n.s, which are all s = 2
atoms. The eigenvalues are ±|f(k)|, which give
the characteristic conical bands around the Dirac
point K.

In the SC we use as a basis the states |S〉 =
|ls〉. The n.n.s correspond to different atoms and
the matrix elements 〈S|H|S′〉 are just −t0 (in the
undistorted case). We consider that the hopping
parameter t changes linearly35 with the distance
dSS′ between atoms S, S′ in the SC,

tISS′ = t0 + η(1− dISS′/d0), (47)

with d0 the equilibrium distance 1.42 Å. η is an
electron-phonon coupling parameter, that deter-
mines how much the hopping parameters changes
for a given distortion.

B. Comparison to the standard method and
to the configuration of Ref. 25

We mentioned that the use of a finite SC implies
the use of finite broadening parameters, and that a
usual approach is to use a finite δ in the expression
of the Green’s function, Eq. (6), and to calculate
the spectral function using Eqs. (8) and Eq. (10).
In Sec. III we showed that this artificially increases
the width, and to tackle this issue, we introduced a
modified method, which uses Eq. (43) and Eq. (44).

With the usual method, the width of the peak
increases by about δ, so δ should be a fraction of
the width of the peak. For example, a common
width is of the order of 0.1 eV, so δ should be less
than 0.01 eV, but then a large SC is required. In-
stead, with our method, we can use values that are
a fraction of typical energy differences (of the or-
der of the eV), such as δ = 0.1 eV, and the SC can
be smaller. A comparison of both methods can be
seen in Fig. 6. If the peak is very wide as in (d),
then the usual method and our method give similar
spectral functions. But if the width is comparable
or lower than δ, then our method gives a much
more accurate spectral function.

After improving the spectral function for a given
δ, we also wanted to see if the particular configu-
ration of Ref. 25 (in principle proposed for quan-
tities that are k averaged) could be used to get

converged results for Ãk. We generated the con-
figuration for each SC and temperature using the
implementation ZG.x in Quantum Espresso 7.018.
We considered both a small N1 = 8 and a large
N1 = 48 SC, and experimental parameters and a
strong coupling regime. In all cases, the spectral
function is similar to the one obtained with just
one standard Gaussian configuration. See Fig. 7.
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FIG. 6. Comparison between the spectral functions us-
ing our method Eq. (44) (blue) and the usual approach
Eq. (8) (red), for different temperatures, k points and
couplings, using δ = 0.1 eV (lower values can lead to
noise in some cases). DP stands for Dirac point (in-
stead of K, to avoid confusion with Kelvin). Values of
η are defined at the beginning of Sec. IV C. (a) For
narrow linewidths, of the order of 0.1 eV, the red curve
is considerably distorted. (b) Close to K, peaks are ac-
tually separate, but in the red curve they are partially
merged. (c) The asymmetry is also different between
both curves. (d) Only when the linewidth is very big,
here of the order of 2 eV (� δ), both curves are similar
(δ does not have much impact on the spectral function,
as expected).

Thus, the configuration of Ref. 25 does not seem to
improve the convergence of the spectral function.
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FIG. 7. Comparison between the displacement of
Ref. 25 and one configuration using the standard Gaus-
sian distribution. The noise of both curves looks sim-
ilar. The blue line shows the converged spectral func-
tion.

C. Results

Now that we have showed that our method im-
proves the spectral function, we proceed to apply it
more generally to the tight-binding model. In this
work we use several values of the electron-phonon
coupling constant η: a very weak coupling value
ηweak = 10−4ηexp, an experimental value ηexp (see
Sec. A1), an intermediate value ηinter = 2.5ηexp,
and a strong regime value ηstrong = 5ηexp.

Let us first look at the spectral function in Fig. 8
(scale on the right vertical axis) along the Γ-K-M
path (left vertical axis), for several values of η and
temperature. At ηexp and T = 300 K, the broad-
ening is very small. At ηinter and T = 1000 K, the
peaks are significantly broadened, but qualitatively
the spectrum still looks basically the same (except
for a little of overlap at the k point closest to K). At
ηstrong and T = 1000 K, two new qualitative differ-
ences become clearly visible. First, for points close
to K, the negative and positive energy peaks merge
together. This can be understood as a result of the
energy renormalization lowering the energies close
to K (see Fig. 10) and the peaks getting broader
at higher temperatures and stronger coupling. Sec-
ond, a peak appears at ω = 0, both for k’s in which
the main peaks are separated (closer to M), but
also for k’s in which the main peaks have merged
(closer to the Dirac point, or DP). For ηstrong and
T = 3000 K, the peaks of more k’s become merged,
and the peak at ω = 0 becomes visible even at Γ
(where ε0

k and −ε0
k are the furthest apart).

P2 is not expected to be able to describe these
qualitative changes of the features of the spectral
function in the strong coupling regime (larger dis-
placements, which occur at higher temperatures,
and/or a strong coupling constant), nor to give ac-
curate widths and shifts. Indeed, in Fig. 8 (e) and
(f) we can see the P2 spectral function varies signif-
icantly with respect to Fig. 8 (c) and (d) (which use
the same coupling and temperature). Compared to
our exact NP approach, peaks do not merge prop-
erly, there is not a peak at ω = 0, there is a double
peak structure for each state instead of one, and
the weight is artificially restricted to the bare val-
ues. Quantitatively, widths and shifts are also in-
correct. In general, non-perturbative approaches or
higher-order terms should be included in the strong
regime.

Let us now look in more detail at the points men-
tioned in the abstract: (i) Contribution of DW to
the change of the Fermi velocity. (ii) Failure of
AHC (P2) even at experimental values of the cou-



16

ηexp, T=300K

(a)

Non-perturbative Non-perturbative
ηinter, T=1000K

(b)

Non-perturbative
ηstrong, T=1000K
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Perturbative 2nd order
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Perturbative 2nd order
ηstrong, T=3000K
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FIG. 8. Spectral functions Ãk(ω) (scale on the right) as a function of the energy ω for several values of k along
the Γ-K-M path (left label), with our non-perturbative approach (NP), (a), (b), (c), and (d), and the perturbative
approach to second order (P2), (e) and (f). The colorbar saturates below the maximum value to help visualize
the peaks. Notice that the scale varies; peaks get broader at higher coupling and temperatures. The dashed line
corresponds to ε0k. (a) At low temperatures and coupling, the width is of the order of ∼ 0.01-0.1 eV and peaks
are very narrow. (b) At higher temperatures and coupling, the shift is larger and peaks become broader. Some
overlap can be seen between positive and negative peaks at the points closest to K. (c) At ηstrong and T=1000 K,
the bands of k points next to K merge, forming a single peak. A small peak also appears at ω = 0 for several k.
(d) At ηstrong and T=1000 K, even the bands at M merge, and a large peak forms at ω = 0. (e) and (f) use the
parameters of (c) and (d), respectively. There are several differences with the NP spectral functions: 1. There is
no peak at ω = 0. 2. For most states, there is a double peak structure, more easily seen in (e) close to M. So there
are four peaks instead of two. 3. Energies do not go beyond the highest bare energy, of about 8 eV, so the weight
is artificially restricted to the bare values. 4. There is no merging of peaks at 3000 K. 5. Peaks are not as wide.
Thus, P2 completely fails to describe the strong coupling regime. (e) and (f) use δ = 0.2 eV since noise is present
at δ = 0.1 eV.
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300K 1000K 3000K

∆vF /vF 0.04 0.07 0.22

DW 0.21 0.30 0.41

ΣP2
1 /ΣNP

1 0.98 0.94 0.83

TABLE II. Change of the Fermi velocity ∆vF relative
to the bare value vF , fraction of the DW contribu-
tion to ∆vF , and ratio of the P2 to the NP self-energy
for different temperatures (which agrees very well with
∆vP2

F /∆vNP
F ). Results were obtained at k = 0.97 DP,

with ε0 = 0.3 eV. At room temperature, of the 4%
change of vF , 21% corresponds to the DW term, and
grows to 41% at 3000 K. So the DW term, although
normally neglected, should be included. The third line
also shows that P2 agrees with NP at room tempera-
ture, but differs significantly at high temperatures. For
k points further away from DP, P2 differs much more
from NP (see Fig. 9).

pling, specially at high temperatures. (iii) Merging
of peaks at high temperature/coupling. (iv) Peak
at ω = 0. (v) Asymmetry of the spectral function.

1. Contribution of DW to the Fermi velocity

EPIs change the values of the electronic energies,
and in particular, of states close to the Dirac point.
Although all terms of the self-energy contribute to
the electronic renormalization, the DW term has
been frequently ignored36,37. In the NP approach,
all derivatives with respect to the ionic displace-
ments are automatically taken into account, which
means that DW (and higher order terms) are in-
cluded as well. Although to lowest order it does
not affect the linewidth or lifetime, since it is real,
it does affect the Fermi velocity (it is k dependent).
At the experimental values (blue curve in (a)), the
Fermi velocity changes by about 4%, and DW ac-
counts for 20% of this effect. (By Fan contribution,
we mean the change given by the linearized version
of Eq.(47), Eq. (A8). By DW, we mean the rest of
the contribution. In the weak coupling limit, they
coincide with ΣFan and ΣDW, respectively.) See Ta-
ble II. At T = 3000 K, the Fermi velocity changes
by about 20% and the contribution of the DW term
is about 40%. A first-principles calculation should
be carried out to determine these values more ac-
curately, but our results indicate that the DW can-
not be neglected and plays a significant role at high
temperatures.

2. Failure of AHC at ηexp

We already saw that in the strong coupling
regime (Fig. 8 (c), (d) vs (e) and (f)), P2 can vary
drastically from NP. Here we focus on ηexp, where
differences between P2 and NP are also visible. At
higher temperatures, the agreement between P2
and NP to obtain ∆vF gets worse. See third line
of Table II, ∆vP2

F /∆vNP
F ' ΣP2

1 /ΣNP
1 (at ηexp, the

usual approximation ∆ε = Σ1 works well). More
in general, Fig. 9 shows that at room temperature
there are visible differences between P2 and NP.
This means graphene is not in the weak coupling
limit, but rather in what we can call an interme-
diate regime, in which higher order terms start to
become relevant. This is significant, since it shows
that the assumption of weak coupling might be ill-
justified in many materials. It is hard to know a
priori for which states P2 works well, and in which
cases higher-orders terms are relevant. Commonly,
P2 (AHC) is used because it is essentially the only
available option, rather than because it has been
shown that higher order terms are negligible. The
difference becomes larger at higher temperatures.

In non-polar systems like graphene, the matrix
element in Eq. (15), gqνk,nn′ goes as q0 for small q,
so the imaginary part of the self-energy at T = 0 is
proportional to

∫
d2qδ(ω−εk+qn), which is propor-

tional to the density of states. In 2D, the density of
states (DOS) diverges logarithmically at a saddle
point, which is the case of the M point in graphene.
So when evaluating the imaginary part of the self-
energy at the bare energy ω = εM to determine
its width, it diverges. This is also reflected in the
point between Γ and K which has the same energy
as M. In the non-adiabatic expression of the self-
energy, there are additional phonon frequencies in
the denominator, and the imaginary part will still
be ill-defined for several values of ω. Thus, the
spectral function at M is ill-defined using pertur-
bation theory and is hard to converge close to M.
On the other hand, NP is well defined, and the
curves of Fig. 9 are also smooth for lower values of
δ, while P2 starts to show some noise.

3. Merging of peaks

Another effect that NP helps to describe is the
merging of peaks at sufficiently high values of the
coupling or temperature. See Fig. 10. In (a), we
can see how the peak of the spectral function gets
closer to ω = 0. When the peak is at 0 and k is
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FIG. 9. Comparison between the P2 and NP self-energy at ηexp (the lines are a guide to the eye) and δ = 0.2 eV.
Close to DP at T = 300 K, they agree. But for some other k points there are visible differences. This is likely
the case in other materials as well. In fact at high temperatures (commonly included in works that calculate Σ to
second order38), ΣP2 is far from ΣNP for many k points. We show the negative part of the imaginary part since
it corresponds to the linewidth.

not K, it means that the peaks have fully merged.
For other k close to K, there are two maxima (see
(b)), but the peaks still have significant overlap,
and the full-width-half-maximum (FWHM) is not
well defined (the value of the spectral function at
ω = 0 does not reach half of the maximum). At
stronger coupling and higher temperatures, peaks
merge further away from K, as in Fig. 8(d). The
fact that bands close to K get closer to the Fermi
level is similar to what happens in semiconduc-
tors, in which the band renormalization due to
phonons usually reduces the gap, and bands merg-
ing is analogous to the gap closure in solid hydrogen
at high-pressures, attributed to strong electron-
phonon coupling resulting from large quantum fluc-
tuations of hydrogen39. Hydrides more in general
are also expected to have a large electron-phonon
coupling λ, such as LaH10 with λ = 3.6 at 129
GPa40, and NP effects might be relevant as well.

4. Peak at ω = 0

An unexpected effect of the strong coupling
regime is a peak at ω = 0, which appears in ad-
dition to the positive and negative peaks. It can
be observed in more detail for k = 0.63 DP (with
DP the Dirac point, instead of K, to avoid confu-
sion with Kelvin) in Fig. 11. The peak gets nar-
rower and higher for smaller values of δ (the noise
for the lower values of δ can be eliminated by aver-
aging over more configurations). This means that
the width of the peak is smaller than δ. The same
ω = 0 peak can be observed for other k points,
including points as in Fig. 8(d) where the positive
and negative peaks merge together.

Since the density of states (DOS) in the inter-
acting case can be obtained by averaging the spec-
tral function over all k points in the PBZ, a peak
will be also present in the DOS. This is consistent
with the results of Ref. 41, in which disorder is
considered via a random Gaussian hopping param-
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FIG. 10. Renormalization of the Fermi velocity and
merging of bands close to the Dirac point. (a) Energy
of the QP peak maximum for several k points close to
K. At ηexp, the renormalization of vF increases with
temperature (see Table II for more details). Lines con-
necting the calculated values are a guide to the eye.
At higher coupling and temperatures, the peak of the
spectral function (the QP energy) of π∗ shifts to even
lower energies (π to higher energies). The peaks also
get broader, and close enough to K, the peaks of of π
and π∗ merge, leaving only a maximum at ω = 0. (b)
This can be observed at k = 0.97 DP (between Γ and
DP) and k = 1.03 DP (between DP and M=1.5 DP).
Slightly further away, at k = 0.94 DP and k = 1.06
DP, there are two distinct peaks, but they also merge
substantially.

eter. The authors also obtain that the peak be-
comes narrower with decreasing smearing param-
eter, and suggest that the DOS diverges in the
thermodynamic limit. Interestingly, they observe
that the peak disappears with a weak on-site dis-
order, so the chiral symmetry plays a crucial role
in the divergence. Ref. 42 points out that the
DOS has a power law close to the Dirac point, and
that a minimal (non-zero) conductivity is observed
in graphene. If this still holds above the critical
disorder, it would imply a transition from ballis-
tic transport to localization. Ref. 41 follows the
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FIG. 11. Peak in the spectral function at ω = 0, for the
state k = 0.63 DP. The peak appears in addition to the
two other maxima at positive and negative energy (see
Fig. 8(c)). The width is similar to the value of δ being
used, so the actual width is less than 0.01 eV. This is
consistent with the peak in the DOS of Ref. 41 and is
related to a localization transition in the presence of
off-diagonal disorder and chiral symmetry41,42.

same argument, but observes a non-zero DOS be-
low the critical disorder, and suggests a transition
from diffusive transport to an insulating phase. It
appears like the divergence at ω = 0 is still not
well understood41. In the context of Landau level
broadening and the quantum Hall effect, a diver-
gence is also observed when considering the so-
called off-diagonal disorder (disorder in the hop-
ping or interatomic coupling constant, involving
different atoms) in the presence of a magnetic field.
See Ref. 43 and references therein.

5. Asymmetry of the spectral function

Another effect of the strong coupling regime is
an increase of the asymmetry of the peak of the
spectral function. In order to characterize it, we
make use of the following line-shape44,

A(ω) =
A0

π

Γ(ω)

(ω − ω0)2 + Γ(ω)2

with Γ(ω) =
2Γ0

1 + ea(ω−ω0)
.

(48)

That is, a Lorentzian with a width that varies sig-
moidally. We can define α = aΓ0 as the dimen-
sionless parameter the quantifies the asymmetry of
a spectral function (see Sec. A8). In Fig. 12, we
show the spectral function (blue) for a particular
k point close to the Dirac point, together with the
fit using Eq. 48 (red). The agreement is very good,
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FIG. 12. Illustration of how the spectral function looks
asymmetric at higher temperatures or coupling, for a
particular k point. The spectral function calculated
with our method (blue) is very well fitted with Eq. 48
(red) with α = −0.99. The dashed line corresponds to
a Lorentzian lineshape (α = 0), to better visualize the
asymmetry.

and the asymmetry of the peak can be visualized by
plotting also a Lorentzian curve (dashed-black). In
the Appendix, we can also see that the asymmetry
increases with temperature (Fig. A9(a)) and cou-
pling (Fig. A9(b)) for all the considered k’s. This
might be a general feature of crystals in the strong
coupling regime, related to the asymmetry of bands
above and below the energy of given state.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have developed a non-perturbative (NP)
method to determine the electronic Green’s func-
tion in presence of electron-phonon interactions,
and rigorously proved how it relates to the stan-
dard Feynman diagrammatic approach to all or-
ders. Such a proof to all orders and involving both
the real and imaginary part of the self-energy was
missing in the literature. The diagrams coincide
exactly with those of the standard theory, with-
out any additional spurious terms. In particular,
the method reproduces AHC to second order in
the adiabatic limit. The diagrams include most
of the diagrams of the standard theory, except for
diagrams containing bubbles, which are unimpor-
tant when using fixed harmonic phonons fitted to
experimental data. In addition, we showed that
averaging over an ensemble is necessary to get the
pairing of legs through Wick’s theorem and recover
the usual Feynman diagrams, and not just a proce-
dure to get a smooth spectral function. Increasing
the number of configurations improves the calcula-

tion until a certain point, when convergence to the
Feynman diagram is achieved. The smoothness of
the spectral function still depends on choosing δ
that is large enough for a given SC. The small-
est value of δ for a given SC that gives a smooth
spectral function can be larger than the linewidth
of the state under consideration, unless the SC is
very large. To solve this issue, by using the self-
energy, we presented an optimized method with a
reduced error in the broadening parameter. Basi-
cally, the method removes the artificial broaden-
ing introduced in the unperturbed spectral func-
tion (which should be a delta function), and keeps
the broadening contained in the self-energy. In this
way, the broadening parameter does not need to be
extremely small, and does not require very large
SCs.

We then applied the method to a graphene tight-
binding model, and observed that AHC (or P2 in
this work) completely fails in the strong coupling
regime. We obtained several interesting results,
most of them related to the strong coupling regime.
(i) First of all, in the tight-binding model, the role
of the DW term in the change of the Fermi ve-
locity (lineshift close to the Dirac point) is com-
parable to the Fan contribution, as is usually the
case. This holds at room temperature, where P2
is accurate, and at higher temperatures, where P2
and NP start to differ. (ii) At ηexp, for several
k points further away from the Dirac point, differ-
ences in the self-energy are visible at room temper-
ature, and significant at higher temperatures. (iii)
As the coupling and temperature increase, positive
and negative energy peaks of the spectral function
merge for k close enough to the Dirac point. In the
strong coupling regime, the lineshift and linewidth
are so large, that peaks merge for a wide range of
k, including points far away from the Dirac point.
(iv) In the strong regime, a sharp peak becomes
visible at ω = 0, resulting in spectral functions
with 3 peaks, instead of the standard 2 peaks asso-
ciated to the π and π∗ bands. Previous works on
disordered graphene identify this peak with a diffu-
sion or ballistic transport to localization transition.
(v) With increasing temperature and coupling, the
peaks become more asymmetric. This could be a
generic feature of strongly coupled systems. High
resolution ARPES might be needed to identify this
effect.

By putting our approach on solid grounds (and
comparing to the exact conical model in Sec. A6),
it becomes more clear under which conditions non-
perturbative methods can be used. The method
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should give good results in non-polar semiconduc-
tors and insulators, and in metals and semi-metals
(as we explicitly showed here for graphene) not
close to the Fermi level (where the Fermi-Dirac fac-
tors are relevant). Another interesting approach
to study the electron-phonon interaction that goes
beyond AHC and which has gained traction in the
last years, is the cumulant method45,46. It is non-
adiabatic and it includes higher order terms by ba-
sically putting the AHC self-energy in an exponen-
tial. The disadvantage is that higher-order terms
are included in an approximate way. On the other
hand, non-perturbative methods like the one de-
scribed here are adiabatic, but include all higher-
order terms exactly. Combining both methods
could lead to very precise results, and in fact, adia-
batic and non-adiabatic methods have already been
used conjunctly in polar materials with Fröhlich-
type models25,47.

An analysis like the one we performed here can
probably be applied to the dielectric function or
other correlation functions, in order to establish
a clear connection with non-adiabatic methods.
In future work, we plan to apply our method to
systems in the strong coupling regime, like high-
pressure hydrogen26,39, using first principles calcu-
lations.

As a final remark, the fact that for some states
the self-energy differs appreciably between the per-
turbative and non-perturbative approaches, is a
salient result of this work. It seems hard to know
a priori for which states lowest order perturbation
theory might work, and in which cases higher-order
terms are relevant. So it is likely that the accurate
determination of the electronic properties of many
other materials, specially above room temperature,
also requires going beyond second order perturba-
tion theory.
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APPENDIX

A1. Calculation details

The phonons used to generate the ensemble of
random configurations were obtained using the in-
teratomic potential of Ref. 48, which is fitted to
DFT-PBE calculations. For completeness, the
phonon dispersion is shown in Fig. A1. The lat-
tice parameter is a = 2.467 Å. Displacements are
considered both in and out of plane.
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FIG. A1. Phonon dispersion

In the tight-binding model, the hopping constant
t0 is picked so that the slope around the Dirac point
is β = 5.52 eV Åas in Ref. 36, so

√
3/2at0 = β. We

also use ηexp = 4.42 eV/Å, obtained from 〈g2
Γ〉 =

~/(2MωΓ)9/4η2 (see Ref. 34, Sec. II C) and 〈g2
Γ〉 =

0.0405 eV2 (see Ref. 36 after Eq. (6)).
Recall from the main section that if k is not

in QSC, then the grids have to be shifted by K,
with K the only wavevector in the SBZ such that
k = K+q0 for some q0 in QSC. To determine the
Green’s function, for each configuration, HI has to
be diagonalized to get the eigenstates |J〉I needed
in Eq. (6). Then the inner product can be done
for any k = K + q (using Eq. (A1) in our model).
So by diagonalizing an ensemble of Hamiltonians
HI , the Green’s function can be determined in a
set of points {k = K + q,q in QSC} without diag-
onalizaing additional Hamiltonians.

Calculations are done in a 48× 48× 1 supercell,
with a smearing parameter δ = 0.1 eV, and 100
configurations, unless otherwise stated. Also N1 =
N2 in all calculations, so the supercells are N1 ×
N1 × 1 and we only specify N1. Using K = Γ
and commensurate points, this gives 25 k points
along Γ-DP-M (i.e. Γ-K-M), as in Fig. 8. The
closest point to DP has a bare energy of 0.6 eV.
To determine the change of the Fermi velocity, the
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calculation is done at K = DP/32, to get the energy
at k = 31/32 DP = 0.97 DP, with ε0 = 0.3 eV (K =
0.97 DP can actually be directly used as well).

A2. Tight binding model

Calculations in the SC in the tight-binding case
are a little bit subtle, because the basis depends
on the positions of the atoms. In the SC, we use
|S〉I = |ls〉I as a basis, and in the PC we consider
|ks〉I = 1√

N

∑
l e
ik·(Rl+τττs)|ls〉I . Thus, in order to

work out the inner product of Eq. (6), we need to
determine I〈S|ks′〉I ,

I〈S|ks′〉I =
1√
N

∑
l′

eik·(Rl′+τττs′ )I〈ls|l′s′〉I

=
1√
N
eik·(Rl+τττs)δss′

(A1)

In the distorted SC, the localized basis of orbitals
is naturally shifted. Consequently, the PC basis
has to be shifted as well (considering it has to
be defined in the SC Hilbert space for the inner
product to be well defined), so there is actually no
dependence on the basis in the matrix element of
Eq. (6). So, the information on how the interac-
tion changes is contained in the hopping parame-
ter, and the proof of the main section holds. What
really matters in the model is how the distance
between atoms changes in each configuration and
the hexagonal topology (which atoms interact with
each other); where the basis is centered plays no
role. For incommensurate k = K + q0, eiK·τττS |S〉I
is the SC basis and the result of the inner product
(second line of Eq. (A1)) has q0 instead of k.

A3. Self-energy

To get a better understanding of why the P2 and
NP spectral functions in Fig. 8 are so different, we
plot here also the real and imaginary part of the
self-energy. See Fig. A2. In P2, the shape of the
self-energy at a given temperature does not change
with coupling, since the frequency dependence is
only contained in the Fan term. The magnitude
just changes as η2. This explains for example why
in P2 there is no peak at ω = 0. Instead, a small
peak is visible in <eΣ at ω = 0 at ηstrong. See also
the caption of Fig. A2.
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FIG. A2. Real and imaginary part of the self-energy.
(a) Parameters of Fig. 8(a). In this case, P2 and NP
give very similar results, and the ω − ε0 line (which
looks almost vertical) intersects <eΣ at only one point,
resulting in just one peak (which is the usual behavior).
We plot the full range of energy, rather than a window
around the bare energy, to better visualize the com-
parison to the strong case. (b) Parameters of Fig. 8(c)
and (e). The shape of P2 would be exactly the same
as in (a), if the temperature were the same. In any
case, the shape changes little; the main change is in
the amplitude (compare the y-axis scale). Here as well
as for other k, ω− ε0 intersects or is very close to <eΣ
in two points, resulting in the anomalous double peak
structure of Fig. 8(e). On the other hand, the shape of
NP changes significantly, and ω − ε0 intersects <eΣ at
one point. Here δ = 0.2 eV to obtain a smoother curve
for P2.

A4. Alternative self-energy definition

In the main section, we defined the self-energy by
averaging the Green’s function GI . This is a good
definition, since we saw it reproduces AHC and also
higher-order terms of the standard diagrammatic
expansion. Here, we consider an alternative defi-
nition, by averaging ΠI

k of Eq. (45). Writing mo-
mentum indices explicitly (and band indices implic-
itly, and omitting the I index to simplify notation)
Eq. (16) can be written

Gkk = G0
kk +

∑
k′

G0
kkVkk′Gk′k, (A2)

From Eq. (45),

Gk = G0
k +G0

kΠkGk (A3)
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FIG. A3. Comparison between both definitions of the
self-energy for different supercells (linearized Hamilto-
nian Eq. (A8)). Terms with internal momenta ki equal
to the external momenta k are not included in Πk (that
is, the phonon momenta qi equal 0). So in the 1×1×1
case, Πk = 0 for any k because ki = k are the only
terms. For larger supercells, the difference between
both definitions gets smaller.

These equations are matrix equations in the band
indices n, n′ (Gk′k, G0

kk, Vkk′ , G0
k, Gkk, and Πk are

matrices in such indices). We remind the reader
that calligraphic symbols G,G0,V are defined in the
SC (Hilbert space) and have two momentum in-
dices, while G,G0 are defined in the PC and have
one momentum index. In the case of G0, which is
diagonal in k, we can write G0

kk = G0
k.

In order to obtain an expression for Πk, we write
these equations as

Gkk = G0
k + G0

kVkkG0
k +

∑
k1

G0
kVkk1

G0
k1
Vk1kG0

k + ...

(A4)

Gk = G0
k +G0

kΠkG
0
k +G0

kΠkG
0
kΠkG

0
k + ...

(A5)

By definition, Gk = Gk and G0
k = G0

k (see after
Eqs. (5) and (20)). In Eq. (A5), G0 only appears
with index k. So, in Eq. (A4), we separate the sums
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FIG. A4. Comparison at ηweak between P2 and NP
(linearized Hamiltonian Eq. (A8)), for N1 = 24 at T =
0 K, for different number of configurations. At Ncfgs =
1000 there is perfect agreement, and even Ncfgs = 10 is
already good for most k points.

∑
ki

as
∑

ki 6=k +
∑

ki=k. The terms with ki 6= k

can be grouped together, and it can be seen that49

Πk =Π
(1)
k + Π

(2)
k + Π

(3)
k + ...

with: Π
(1)
k = Vkk

Π
(n+1)
k =

∑
k1 6=k,...,kn 6=k

Vkk1G0
k1
...G0

knVknk

(A6)

Averaging, terms have to be grouped in pairs as
before, so we recover the same type of structure as
Σ = 〈VI〉irred + 〈VIG0VI〉irred + ..., because ki 6=
k (reducible diagrams cannot be present). So by
defining (putting back the I index)

Πk,nn′ = 〈ΠI
k,nn′〉 (A7)

we see that Π almost coincides with Σ in Eq. (10),
except for the fact that internal momenta cannot
be k. Although both definitions coincide in the
thermodynamic limit, for finite supercells Σ pro-
vides a better definition than Π to determine the
Green’s and spectral functions.
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A5. Comparison between AHC and NP in
the very weak coupling limit

In order to check that the method is correctly
implemented, we compared our method to AHC,
by using the analytical expression of the electron-
phonon matrix element Eqs. B4 and B50 of Ref. 34
together with Eq. (15) of our work. To do so, we
linearized the distorted HI ,

tISS′ = t0 −
η

d0
τττ i · (uIS′ − uIS) (A8)

to omit the DW term, and used ηweak = 10−4ηexp,
to make sure there are no contributions from higher
order terms.

In Fig. A4, we can see the comparison be-
tween the perturbative AHC self-energy (black)
and our non-perturbative approach (blue), for dif-
ferent number of configurations Ncfg, for several k
points along the Γ-K-M path. For Ncfg = 10 the
curves are quite similar, but there are clear differ-
ences. At Ncfg = 100 the values are the same for
most points and at Ncfg = 1000 they overlap per-
fectly (here the self-energy is evaluated at the bare
value of the energy, but the same holds for any ω).
More configurations are needed for smaller super-
cells (see Fig. A7).

A6. Comparison between P2 and exact
analytical results

To better understand how our results compare
to an exact adiabatic and non-adiabatic calcula-
tion (N1, N2 → +∞ and δ → 0), let us look at
Fig. A5. It includes the analytical imaginary part
of the self-energy in a conical model36, with the
same slope around the Dirac point as in the tight-
binding model, in the adiabatic and non-adiabatic
cases. The self-energy in the tight-binding model
should coincide very close to K, where the disper-
sion is linear. First, we notice that far away from
K, the values are quite similar, so the adiabatic
approximation works well. Second, the use of a fi-
nite SC and a finite δ introduces some error. But
we see that the adiabatic exact calculation (black
curve) and the perturbative result (blue curve) are
similar, again, not too close to K (where the Fermi
level lies).
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FIG. A5. Comparison of =mΣ(ε0) between the per-
turbative tight-binding model (with a N1 = 48 SC and
δ = 0.1 eV), and the exact (analytical) conical model36,
in the static and dynamical cases, where ε0 is the bare
energy of the corresponding k state in the Γ-K-M line.
The static result is similar to the dynamical one, ex-
cept close to the Fermi level, where the dynamical part
has additional features due to the Fermi-Dirac factors.
In the tight-binding model, the dispersion is also con-
ical close to K, and the contribution from states that
are further away (where the dispersion is not conical)
is smaller because energy denominators are larger. So,
the perturbative result in the conical and tight-binding
models should be very similar in the N →∞ and δ → 0
limit. The difference gives an estimate of the error in-
curred by using a finite SC.

A7. Convergence of NP

In Fig. A6, we show how the real and imaginary
part of self-energy at the bare value converges as
a function of the SC size N1, at the experimental
and strong couplings. For ηstrong, convergence is
achieved for smaller supercells. So the stronger the
coupling, the more important a NP method is, and
the easier it will likely be to achieve convergence.
This is important, since SC methods are usually
too computationally demanding to be applied to
very large SCs.

A8. Asymmetry

With the rescaling a, ω, ω0, A,Γ0 →
λa, λω, λω0, λA, λΓ0 in Eq. (48), the spectral
function does not change. This implies that if a
and Γ0 are rescaled simultaneously in this way, the
amount of asymmetry does not change. Fig. A8
illustrates how asymmetric the peak is for several
values of α = aΓ0 and Fig. A9 how |α| increases
with temperature and coupling.
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FIG. A6. Convergence of the self-energy with the su-
percell size N1 for several k points, at ηexp and ηstrong
(δ = 0.1 eV is fixed). At ηexp, the real part is not well
converged for all k points, while for the imaginary part
arguably at least N1 = 24 to get a good result (tuning
δ for each SC would give more similar results for dif-
ferent SCs). Instead at ηstrong, convergence is good at
already N1 = 8.
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FIG. A7. (a) and (b): Convergence of the error of the
self-energy as a function of δ, for different number of
configurations (indicated in the label). The error is
obtained by doing the ratio between the self-energy (at
the bare energy) at successive number of configurations
(for the commensurate points along the Γ-K-M line),
and averaging. The error at 2048 configurations is ob-
tained by dividing the error of 512 by

√
2048/512 = 2.

(c) Number of configurations needed to achieve less
than 1% error, as a function of 1/N1. The largest num-
ber of configurations used for N1 = 4, 8, 12, 24, 48 is
18432, 4608, 2056, 512, 128, respectively. The dashed
line is 1/N2

1 , so the number of configurations needed
roughly decreases with the number of atoms. The
imaginary part has less error than the real part.
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FIG. A8. Spectral function for different values of the
asymmetry parameter α. α = 0 corresponds to a sym-
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considerate moderate, while α = 5 gives a very asym-
metric shape.
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FIG. A9. (a) Asymmetry parameter |α| vs Temper-
ature for ηexp. Asymmetry increases with tempera-
ture for all points considered and results are similar
at ηinter and ηstrong. (b) |α| vs Coupling. Asymmetry
also increases when increasing the coupling. Thus, the
asymmetry of an experimental spectral function could
be an indicator of strong coupling, and that a non-
perturbative method is required to describe the mea-
surements.

A9. Comparison between including and not
including DW in the Hamiltonian

In the main section, we mentioned the contribu-
tions from the Fan and DW to the change in the
Fermi velocity. Here, we compare calculations lin-
earizing the hopping parameter as in Eq. (A8), and
using the full distance Eq. (47) (that is, including
DW and higher order terms). See Fig. A10. For
the imaginary part, the DW term can be neglected
at T = 0 K, but not at higher temperatures, which
means it contributes through higher order terms
(=mΣDW = 0, so the DW term does not contribute
to lowest order). At stronger coupling, the DW
piece reduces <eΣ at both temperatures, just as
for ηexp. It is interesting to notice how the DW
piece is still barely relevant at T = 0 K for the
imaginary part. At T = 3000 K, DW contribu-
tions play a larger relative role compared to ηexp

and increase the width of all k points.
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FIG. A10. Comparison between NP calculations with and without including quadratic (DW) and higher order
terms in the Hamiltonian at (a) ηexp and (b) ηstrong, for both T = 0 K and T = 3000 K (that is, using Eqs. (47)
(blue) and (A8) (red)). For the real part, contributions from the higher order terms are negative for all k. They
do not affect the imaginary part at T = 0 K (at ηexp and just barely at ηstrong), but they do at T = 3000 K
(through terms that involve g and gDW). Also, as mentioned earlier, we notice how the DW relative contribution
to the Fermi velocity is larger at higher temperatures (for both ηexp and ηstrong).
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19 S. Poncé, G. Antonius, Y. Gillet, P. Boulanger,
J. L. Janssen, A. Marini, M. Côté, and X. Gonze,
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