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Starting from the recently proposed dynamical exchange-correlation field framework, the equation
of motion of the diagonal part of the many-electron Green function is derived, from which the spectral
function can be obtained. The resulting equation of motion takes the form of the continuity equation
of charge and current densities in electrodynamics with a source. An unknown quantity in this
equation is the current density, corresponding to the kinetic energy. A procedure à la Kohn-Sham
scheme is then proposed, in which the difference between the kinetic potential of the interacting
system and the non-interacting Kohn-Sham system is shifted into the exchange-correlation field. The
task of finding a good approximation for the exchange-correlation field should be greatly simplified
since only the diagonal part is needed. A formal solution to the continuity equation provides an
explicit expression for calculating the spectral function, given an approximate exchange-correlation
field.

I. INTRODUCTION

The total spectral function of a many-electron system,
hereafter referred to simply as the spectral function, is
given by the trace of the Green function. This implies
that to calculate the spectral function only the diago-
nal components of the Green function are required. Al-
though for solids, the momentum-resolved spectral func-
tion contains more detailed information about the elec-
tronic structure of the system, it often suffices for many
purposes to know the integrated spectral function. It is
therefore an attractive proposition to determine the spec-
tral function from the diagonal part of the Green function
since it is presumably much simpler to calculate than the
full Green function. A relevant work along this direction
is the work by Gatti et al1 who proposed using an effec-
tive potential, local in space but energy dependent, from
which the spectral function can be calculated directly.
It is quite feasible that for a given system an effective
potential that reproduces the exact diagonal part of the
Green function exists. It is, however, not evident how
to construct such an effective potential. Another work
of relevance is that of Savrasov and Kotliar2, who intro-
duced the concept of spectral density-functional theory.
In their work, the key variable is given by the local Green
function rather than the electron density.

In this paper a different approach is taken. Starting
from a recently derived equation of motion of the Green
function within the dynamical exchange-correlation field
framework3,4, an equation of motion for the diagonal part
of the Green function, is obtained. The derivation takes
advantage of the fact that the exchange-correlation field
acts locally on the Green function. It should be noted
that a similar derivation cannot be followed in a nat-
ural way within the self-energy formalism. The result-
ing equation has the form of the continuity equation of
charge and current densities in electrodynamics with a
source/sink term. An unknown quantity in the equation
is the current density, which can be associated with the

kinetic energy. By introducing the Kohn-Sham current
density and transferring the difference in kinetic energy
between the interacting system and the non-interacting
Kohn-Sham system into the exchange-correlation field,
a formally exact continuity equation for the diagonal
part of the Green function is obtained. For practical
calculations, a local-density approximation for the modi-
fied exchange-correlation field based on the homogeneous
electron gas is proposed. An example from a model of
the interacting electron gas is considered to illustrate the
exchange-correlation field and the kinetic potential.

The paper continues with a theory section, deriving
the continuity equation, followed by an illustration from
the model electron gas. It closes with a summary and
conclusions.

II. THEORY

The equation of motion of the Green function in the
dynamical exchange-correlation (xc) field framework is
given by3

(i∂t − h(r)− Vxc(r, r′; t))G(r, r′; t) = δ(r − r′)δ(t), (1)

where

h(r) = −1

2
∇2 + VMF(r), VMF = Vext + VH. (2)

r is a combined label for position and spin: r = (r, σ)
and

∫
dr =

∑
σ

∫
d3r.

A temporal density proportional to the diagonal part
of the Green function is defined as follows:

ρ(r, t) = −iG(r, r; t). (3)

For t = 0− the temporal density reduces to the electron
density:

ρ(r, 0−) = −iG(r, r; 0−) = ρ(r). (4)
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When ρ(r, t) is integrated over r and Fourier transformed
in t, it yields the spectral function or density of states:

ρ(ω) =
1

Ω

∫
dr

∫
dt eiωtρ(r, t). (5)

Considering the equation of motion for the Green func-
tion in Eq. (1) for r′ = r and defining

Vxc(r, t) = Vxc(r, r; t), (6)

one finds

[i∂t − VMF(r)− Vxc(r, t)] ρ(r, t)

− i

2
∇2G(r, r′; t)

∣∣∣∣
r′=r

= 0. (7)

By defining a current density

j(r, t) = −1

2
∇G(r, r′; t)|r′=r , (8)

the equation of motion for t 6= 0 becomes

∂tρ(r, t) +∇ · j(r, t) = S(r, t), (9)

where

S(r, t) = −i [VMF(r) + Vxc(r, t)] ρ(r, t). (10)

This can be interpreted as a continuity equation with a
source/sink term S on the right-hand side. Since the di-
vergence of the current density is the curvature of the
Green function at r′ = r, only knowledge of the diag-
onal components, G(r, r; t), and the neighboring points
along the diagonal, G(r ± δr, r; t), is needed. Substan-
tially much less information than that of the full Green
function is required to calculate the spectral function.
There is no auxiliary system invoked in this derivation
and all quantities are well defined and their existence are
guaranteed.

Integrating the continuity equation in space yields

∂tρ(t) +

∫
A(V )

dA · j(r, t) =

∫
dr S(r, t), (11)

where

ρ(t) =

∫
dr ρ(r, t). (12)

Gauss’ theorem has been used:∫
V

dr∇ · j(r, t) =

∫
A(V )

dA · j(r, t). (13)

The continuity equation can be rewritten as follows:

i∂t ln ρ(r, t) = VMF(r) + Vxc(r, t) + VK(r, t), (14)

where VK is the kinetic potential,

VK(r, t) = −i∇ · j(r, t)
ρ(r, t)

. (15)

The formal solution is given by

ρ(r, t) = ρ(r) exp [−iVMF(r)t]

× exp

{
−i
∫ t

0

dt′ [Vxc(r, t
′) + VK(r, t′)]

}
. (16)

Alternatively,

ρ(r, t) = ρ(r) +

∫ t

0

dt′ [S(r, t′)−∇ · j(r, t′)] . (17)

Assuming that a good approximation for Vxc is known,
the remaining input required to solve for the temporal
density is the current density j. The current density is
associated with the kinetic energy, which is known to be
very difficult to approximate with an explicit functional
of the electron density.

To construct a practical scheme for calculating the
temporal density, one may follow the Kohn-Sham scheme
of density functional theory5–8 by defining ∆VK accord-
ing to

∆VK = −i
{
∇ · j
ρ
− ∇ · j

KS

ρKS

}
= VK − V KS

K , (18)

where ρKS and jKS are the temporal density and the cur-
rent density obtained from the Kohn-Sham Green func-
tion. ∆VK may be interpreted as the difference in kinetic
potential between the interacting system and the non-
interacting Kohn-Sham system. The continuity equation
becomes

∂tρ(r, t) +
ρ(r, t)

ρKS(r, t)
∇ · jKS(r, t) = S̃(r, t), (19)

or

i∂t ln ρ(r, t) = VMF(r) + Ṽxc(r, t) + V KS
K (r, t), (20)

where

S̃(r, t) = −i
[
VMF(r) + Ṽxc(r, t)

]
ρ(r, t), (21)

Ṽxc = Vxc + ∆VK. (22)

The formal solution is given by

ρ(r, t) = ρ(r) exp [−iVMF(r)t]

× exp

{
−i
∫ t

0

dt′
[
Ṽxc(r, t

′) + V KS
K (r, t′)

]}
, (23)

or alternatively,

ρ(r, t) = ρ(r) +

∫ t

0

dt′
[
S̃(r, t′)− ρ(r, t)′

ρKS(r, t′)
∇ · jKS(r, t′)

]
.

(24)

This procedure is analogous to the Kohn-Sham
scheme5–8 in which the difference in kinetic energy
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between the interacting system and the auxiliary
non-interacting system is shifted into the exchange-
correlation energy. Here, the difference between the ki-
netic potentials of the interacting system and the non-
interacting Kohn-Sham system is incorporated into the
exchange-correlation field. The problem of calculating
the spectral function amounts to finding a good approx-
imation for Ṽxc, which should be much simpler com-
pared with the full exchange-correlation field that de-
pends on two position variables. Ṽxc(n, t) can be cal-
culated for the homogeneous electron gas (HEG) as a
function of the electron density n within, e.g., the GW
approximation9–11 or better approximations such as the
cumulant expansion12–17, and applied to real inhomoge-
neous systems within, for example, the local-density ap-
proximation (LDA):

Ṽ LDA
xc (r, t) = Ṽ HEG

xc (ρ(r), t). (25)

A. Non-interacting homogeneous electron gas

As an example, consider the non-interacting homoge-
neous electron gas whose Green function is given by:

iG0(R; t) =
1

Ω

∑
k>kF

eik·Re−iεktθ(t)

− 1

Ω

∑
k≤kF

eik·R−r
′
e−iεktθ(−t), (26)

where εk = 1
2k

2, kF is the Fermi wave vector, and Ω is
the space volume.

For a non-interacting electron gas Vxc = 0 and Vext is a
uniform positive background so that VMF = Vext + VH =
0. Since the system is uniform, only the case of R = 0 is
needed. The temporal density per spin is given by

ρ0(t < 0) =
1

Ω

∑
k≤kF

e−iεkt

=
1

2π2

∫ kF

0

dk k2e−itk
2/2 (27)

and the kinetic energy corresponding to the current den-
sity is given by

∇ · j0(r, t) = − 1

2
∇2G0(R; t < 0)

∣∣∣∣
R=0

=
i

Ω

∑
k≤kF

k2

2
e−iεkt

=
i

4π2

∫ kF

0

dk k4e−itk
2/2, (28)

where

k3F = 3π2n0, ρ0(0) =
1

2
n0, (29)

and n0 is the density of the homogeneous electron gas.
Since for the non-interacting electron gas S = 0, the
continuity equation in (9) is indeed fulfilled.

B. A model Green function for the interacting
electron gas

To illustrate and study the behavior of the exchange-
correlation field and the kinetic potential, a physically
motivated model for the Green function of the interacting
electron gas is considered. This model was proposed in a
previous article18 and given by the following:

G(R, t < 0) =
i

Ω

∑
k≤kF

(C1 + C2)eik·R, (30)

G(R, t > 0) = − i

Ω

∑
k>kF

(D1 +D2)eik·R, (31)

where

C1 = Ze−iEkt (32)

C2 = (1− Z)e−i(Ek−ωp)t (33)

D1 = Ze−iEkt (34)

D2 = (1− Z)e−i(Ek+ωp)t (35)

where Ek is the quasiparticle energy, Zk is the quasiparti-
cle renormalization factor, and ωk is the plasmon energy.
For simplicity, Zk and ωk are assumed to be independent
of k and Ek is taken to be a renormalized free-electron
gas dispersion:

Zk = Z, ωk = ωp, Ek = αεk =
α

2
k2. (36)

For an electron gas of density n0 the plasmon energy is
given by

ωp =
√

4πn0. (37)

For t 6= 0, the exchange-correlation field can be ob-
tained from the equation of motion:

Vxc(R, t) =
1

G(R, t)
[i∂t − h(R)]G(R, t). (38)

Since

h(R) exp (ik ·R) =
k2

2
exp (ik ·R), (39)

one finds for t < 0

[i∂t − h(R)]G(R, t < 0)

=
i

Ω

∑
k≤kF

(A1 +A2)eik·R, (40)

where

A1 = Z(Ek − εk)e−iEkt (41)

A2 = (1− Z)(Ek − εk − ωp)e−i(Ek−ωp)t (42)
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FIG. 1: The hole spectral functions of the model interacting
electron gas (blue) and the non-interacting electron gas (red),
labelled ρ0. The Fermi level is at the zero of the energy,
indicated by a vertical line. The peak at around ω = −0.25
is the plasmon satellite, located at one plasmon energy below
the main quasiparticle peak. The model corresponds to rs =
4, giving a plasmon frequency ωp = 0.217. A quasiparticle
renormalization factor Z = 0.7, a band-narrowing α = 0.8,
and a broadening η = 0.005 have been used.

For t > 0

[i∂t − h(R)]G(R, t > 0)

= − i

Ω

∑
k>kF

(B1 +B2)eik·R, (43)

where

B1 = Z(Ek − εk)e−iEkt (44)

B2 = (1− Z)(Ek − εk + ωp)e−i(Ek+ωp)t (45)

1. The exchange-correlation field and the kinetic potential

Consider the case t < 0. Defining

In =

∫ kF

0

dkk2ne−iαk
2t/2. (46)

one obtains

1

Ω

∑
k≤kF

A1 =
1

2π2
Z
α− 1

2
I2, (47)

1

Ω

∑
k≤kF

A2 =
1

2π2
(1− Z)eiωpt

(
α− 1

2
I2 − ωpI1

)
, (48)

1

Ω

∑
k≤kF

(C1 + C2) =
1

2π2

[
Z + (1− Z)eiωpt

]
I1. (49)

Using the above results leads to

[i∂t − h(R)]G(R, t < 0)|R=0 =
i

2π2
[a2I2 − a1I1], (50)

G(0, t < 0) =
i

2π2
c1I1 (51)

where

a1 = ωp(1− Z)eiωpt (52)

c1 = Z + (1− Z)eiωpt. (53)

a2 =
α− 1

2
c1 (54)

(55)

The exchange-correlation field becomes

Vxc(t < 0) =
1

2
(α− 1)

I2
I1
− a1
c1
. (56)

To calculate the difference in the kinetic potentials one
needs

−i∇ · j =
1

Ω

∑
k≤kF

k2

2
(C1 + C2) =

1

4π2
c1I2 (57)

−i∇ · jKS =
1

Ω

∑
k≤kF

k2

2
e−itk

2/2 =
1

4π2
I02 , (58)

where

I0n =

∫ kF

0

dkk2ne−ik
2t/2. (59)

The temporal densities are given by

ρ0(t < 0) = −iG0(0, t < 0) =
1

2π2
I01 , (60)

ρ(t < 0) = −iG(0, t < 0) =
1

2π2
c1I1, (61)

yielding

VK(t < 0) =
1

2

I2
I1
, (62)

V KS
K (t < 0) =

1

2

I02
I01
. (63)

It is interesting to note that the kinetic potential does
not depend on the plasmon energy and it cancels a term
proportional to I2/I1 in the exchange-correlation field:

Vxc + VK =
α

2

I2
I1
− a1
c1
. (64)
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Using the relation

∂I1
∂t

= − iα
2
I2, (65)

the exchange-correlation field and the kinetic potential
can be rewritten as

Vxc(t < 0) =
α− 1

α
i∂t ln I1 −

a1
c1
, (66)

and

VK =
i

α
∂t ln I1, (67)

so that

Vxc + VK = i∂t ln I1 −
a1
c1
. (68)

The kinetic potential cancels a term in Vxc to give the
correct band narrowing.

The first term of Vxc + VK when integrated over time
from 0 to t is given by

−i
∫ t

0

dt′i
∂

∂t′
ln I1 = ln

I1(t)

I1(0)
(69)

and the second is given by

i

∫ t

0

dt′
a1
c1

= iωp

∫ t

0

dt′
(1− Z)eiωpt

′

Z + (1− Z)eiωpt′

= ln
[
Z + (1− Z)eiωpt

]
. (70)

Collecting the above two terms leads to

e−i
∫ t
0
dt′[Vxc(t

′)+VK(t′)] =
[
Z + (1− Z)eiωpt

] I1(t)

I1(0)
. (71)

Since I1(0) = 2π2ρ(r), the formal solution in Eq. (16) is
then

ρ(r, t) =
1

2π2
[Z + (1− Z)eiωpt]I1(t), (72)

which reproduces the temporal density in Eq. (61).

C. Results

Atomic units are used throughout. A quasiparticle
renormalization factor Z = 0.7, a band-narrowing pa-
rameter α = 0.8, and a broadening η = 0.005 have been
used for all values of rs.

In Fig. 1, the hole spectral function of the model for
rs = 4 is compared with that of the non-interacting elec-
tron gas. The model essentially accounts for the quasi-
particle band narrowing and the transfer of the quasi-
particle weight to the plasmon satellite, located at one
plasmon energy below the quasiparticle band. For sim-
plicity, only one plasmon is taken into account and there
is no weight arising from states above the Fermi level.

The Fermi level of the interacting model has been ad-
justed to coincide with that of the non-interacting one.

From the model Green function, the exchange-
correlation fields can be extracted as detailed in the the-
ory section. The results are shown in Figs. 2 and 3 for
the real and imaginary parts of Vxc and Ṽxc. The for-
mer exhibits a more distinct periodicity whereas the lat-
ter appears to have a less well-defined periodicity. This
can be understood from Fig. 5, which shows the differ-
ence between Ṽxc and Vxc. This difference, which is also
the difference in kinetic potential between the interact-
ing system and the non-interacting Kohn-Sham system,
has a beat pattern which decreases in magnitude as −t
increases. The price of approximating the interacting ki-
netic potential by that of the Kohn-Sham system and
transferring the difference into the exchange-correlation
field is a more irregular behavior of the latter.

In Fig. 4 the kinetic potentials of the interacting
system and the non-interacting Kohn-Sham system are
shown, both displaying well-defined oscillations. The in-
teracting kinetic potential mimics the behavior of the
Kohn-Sham kinetic potential but with a shifted phase,
which appears to be time dependent. This suggests that
rather than approximating the interacting kinetic poten-
tial by that of the Kohn-Sham system and shifting the
difference into the exchange-correlation field, it could
be more favorable to model directly the interacting ki-
netic potential by the Kohn-Sham one but with a time-
dependent shifted phase. The phase shift between the
two kinetic potentials increases as the density is lowered,
indicating that at high density the Kohn-Sham kinetic
potential better approximates the interacting kinetic po-
tential. This is as anticipated as correlations are expected
to be less important as the density increases.

There is a general trend of the exchange-correlation
field and the kinetic potential as functions of rs. The
smaller rs or the higher the density the more oscilla-
tory the quantities become. This is understandable since
the oscillatory behavior of the exchange-correlation field
is determined to a large extent by the plasmon energy,
which increases with the density. The kinetic potential,
on the other hand, does not follow the same oscillatory
behavior of the exchange-correlation field since it does
not depend explicitly on the plasmon energy, as can be
seen in Eq. (63). In the case of the kinetic potential, it
is the Fermi wavevector that determines the oscillatory
behavior, which increases as the density increases or as
rs decreases.
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FIG. 2: The real part of the exchange-correlation potentials
Vxc (dashed) and Ṽxc (solid) as defined in the text for rs =

3, 4, 5. The difference, ∆VK = Ṽxc − Vxc, is shown in Fig. 5.

FIG. 3: The imaginary part of the exchange-correlation po-
tentials Vxc (dashed) and Ṽxc (solid) as defined in the text for

rs = 3, 4, 5. The difference, ∆VK = Ṽxc−Vxc, is shown in Fig.
5.
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FIG. 4: The real (black) and imaginary (blue) parts of the
kinetic potentials VK (solid) and V KS

K (dashed) as defined in
the text for rs = 3, 4, 5.
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FIG. 5: The real part (solid) and the imaginary part (dashed)
of the kinetic potential difference ∆VK = VK − V KS

K for rs =
3, 4, 5.

III. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The continuity equation for the temporal density has
been derived, starting from the recently proposed dynam-
ical exchange-correlation field framework. The current
density, which is an unknown quantity in this equation,
is approximated by that of the Kohn-Sham system and
the difference is transferred into the exchange-correlation
field. There remains the task of finding a good approx-
imation for the exchange-correlation field, which should
be substantially simplified since only the diagonal part
is needed. If a good approximation for the exchange-
correlation field can be constructed, the spectral func-
tion can be readily calculated from an explicit solution
to the continuity equation. A model Green function of
the interacting electron gas is used to illustrate the key
quantities in the proposed formulation.
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