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The anomalous self-energy plays an important role in the analysis of superconducting states. Its
spectral weight provides information on the pairing glue of superconductors, but it can change in
sign. In many numerical approaches, for example Monte Carlo methods based on the Nambu formal-
ism, the anomalous self-energy is obtained on the Matsubara axis, and nonpositive spectral weight
cannot be directly obtained using the standard maximum entropy analytic continuation method.
Here, we introduce an auxiliary self-energy corresponding to a linear combination of the normal
and anomalous self-energies. We analytically and numerically prove that this auxiliary function
has non-negative spectral weight independent of the pairing symmetry, which allows to compute
the sign-changing spectrum of the original self-energy using the maximum entropy approach. As an
application, we calculate the momentum-resolved spectral function of K3C60 in the superconducting
state.

Introduction. The anomalous self-energy Σano(k, ω),
defined in the Gor’kov-Nambu formalism [1, 2], with k
the crystal momentum and ω the real frequency, plays a
crucial role in the theory of superconductivity. It is pro-
portional to the superconducting gap function ∆(k, ω)
[3], which provides information on the spatial and dy-
namic structure of Cooper pairing. The spatial structure,
encoded in the k dependence of Σano, determines the
pairing symmetry as s, p, d wave, etc. The static value
Σano(k, 0) measures the strength of pairing, the high fre-
quency limit Σano(k,∞) is proportional to the supercon-
ducting order parameter ∆, and the ratio Σano(k, 0)/∆
defines the effective attractive interaction [4]. The
Cooper pairing in realistic superconductors is retarded.
According to Migdal-Eliashberg theory [5–11], the retar-
dation effect of conventional superconductors comes from
the phonon dynamics, but shows up in the frequency-
dependent electron self-energy. In unconventional super-
conductors, the retardation originates from other types
of excitations, such as spin [12, 13], orbital [4, 14, 15], or
nonlocal magnetic fluctuations [16–19]. The retardation
effect is described by the frequency-dependent gap func-
tion, the calculation of which is closely related to that
of Σano(k, ω). Obtaining the real-frequency Σano is thus
essential for understanding the properties of supercon-
ductors and in particular the pairing mechanisms.

The retarded nature of the pairing can be experimen-
tally measured. For example, the frequency-dependence
of the local gap function can be measured in scanning
tunneling microscopy (STM) experiments [20–22]. In the
last two decades, the development of laser angle-resolved
photoemission spectroscopy (laser ARPES) [23, 24] made
it feasible to extract Σano(k, ω) and hence the gap func-
tion or pairing Eliashberg function with high momentum
and frequency resolution [25, 26]. Machine learning tech-
niques have also recently been used to extract Σano(k, ω)
from ARPES data [27].
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In numerical simulations of superconducting states, the
normal and anomalous self-energies are usually obtained
as a function of imaginary time or Matsubara frequency
iωn. Analytic continuation from the imaginary axis (iωn)
to the real frequency axis (ω+ iη) is needed to obtain the
real-frequency self-energy. In Migdal-Eliashberg studies
of conventional phonon-mediated paring, Σnor and Σano

can be obtained on the Matsubara axis with high nu-
merical accuracy, so that the Padé approximation can be
used for the analytic continuation [28]. Dynamical mean-
field theory [29–33] and its cluster extensions [34–40] in
the Gor’kov-Nambu formalism can be used to explore
the typically unconventional superconducting states of
strongly correlated electron systems. These methods
map the interacting lattice system in the superconduct-
ing state to a self-consistently determined quantum im-
purity model with a superconducting (SC) bath. Such
an impurity model with SC bath can be solved with the
exact diagonalization (ED) method [16, 41, 42] directly
on the real frequency axis, circumventing the problem of
analytical continuation [43–45]. However, ED impurity
solvers can only treat a limited number of impurity and
bath orbitals, which results in spiky spectra of the gap
function or self-energy.

Quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) methods provide a
more accurate description of the unconventional pairing
state on the Matsubara axis [38, 46–53]. However, since
QMC results contain noise in the Green’s functions and
self-energies, the Padé approximation, which is not ro-
bust against noise, can become unreliable. This method
also does not ensure the positive spectral weight of the
normal self-energy. The maximum entropy (MaxEnt)
method [54] is a more robust and widely used method
for the continuation of noisy numerical results, but its
direct application is limited to functions with a positive
definite spectrum. Unfortunately, the spectral weight of
Σano generally has sign changes on the real axis and thus
MaxEnt cannot be directly applied.

An auxiliary gap function ∆̃(iωn) = [∆(iωn) −
∆(i0+)]/(iωn), which is odd in ωn, was introduced in
Ref. [3] and it was assumed that the spectral weight

−Im∆̃(ω + iη) is positive. However, ED results (e. g.
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Fig. 1 in Ref. 43) show that sign changes may appear

in −Im∆(ω + iη) and hence −Im∆̃(ω + iη). In the
case of particle-hole symmetric systems, one can intro-
duce and analytically continue an auxiliary self-energy
Σ± = Σnor±Σano with non-negative spectral weight [55],
but this method does not apply to particle-hole asymmet-
ric systems, such as cuprates with realistic band struc-
tures, or the fulleride compound K3C60 studied below.
Reymbaut et al. [56] proposed the so-called MaxEntAux
method, where MaxEnt is applied to a properly defined
auxiliary Green’s function for a particle-hole mixed oper-
ator with positive-definite spectral weight Aaux(k, ω) ≥
0. In this method, the spectral function of the
anomalous Green’s function Aano(k, ω) can be extracted
as Aano(k, ω) = 1

2 [Aaux(k, ω)−A↑(k, ω)−A↓(k,−ω)],
where A(ω) is the normal spectral function. By using
the Dyson equation, one can obtain from this the spectral
function of the normal and anomalous self-energy, if the
normal inter-orbital components of the lattice Green’s
function vanish. However, many realistic systems do not
satisfy this condition for generic k. Also, to get the k-
resolved spectral function or optical conductivity in the
SC state, one has to perform MaxEntAux for each k
point, which is more time consuming than performing the
analytic continuation of the self-energy, especially when
the self-energy can be assumed to be local or restricted
to a small cluster.

Auxiliary self-energy. The self-energy of an interacting
system, regardless of whether it is local or non-local, can
be reproduced by an auxiliary non-interacting Hamilto-
nian [57–59]. This is achieved by connecting noninteract-
ing bath sites to the sites of the lattice. The frequency
dependence or retardation of the self-energy is mimicked
by the hopping between the bath and lattice sites. (Note
that this auxiliary bath is different from the effective bath
of the DMFT impurity model, which represents the lat-
tice environment.) Such an auxiliary model Hamiltonian
is also used in the hidden fermion theory [44], where the
c electrons are the electrons of the system and the f elec-
trons (hidden fermions) are those of the auxiliary bath
sites. The self-energy of the interacting system can be
obtained by integrating out the f degrees of freedom. In
the SC state of the interacting system, the hidden fermion
model reads [44]

Hcf =
∑
kσ

{
[εc(k) + s(k)] c†kσckσ +

∑
α

εfα(k)f†αkσfαkσ

}
+
∑
kσα

Vα(k)
(
f†αkσckσ + c†kσfαkσ

)
−
∑
k

Dc(k) (ck↑c−k↓ + H.c.)

−
∑
αk

Dfα(k) (fαk↑fα−k↓ + H.c.) , (1)

where εc(k) and εfα(k) are the bare dispersions of the
c and f fermions, while Dc(k) and Dfα(k) represent
the pairing strength between the c and f fermions, re-

spectively. The pairing symmetry is encoded in the k-
dependence of Dc(k) and Dfα(k). In Eq. (1), we consider
the one-band case for the c fermions.

Let us introduce the notations ω+ ≡ ω + iη [(−ω)+ ≡
−ω+ iη ] with η = 0+. By integrating out the f degrees
of freedom, one obtains the normal and anomalous self-
energy of the c fermion as

Σnor
k (ω+) = s(k) +

∑
α

Vα(k)2 [ω+ + εfα(k)]

(ω+)2 − εfα(k)2 −Dfα(k)2
,

(2)

Σano
k (ω+) = Dc(k) +

∑
α

−Vα(k)2Dfα(k)

(ω+)2 − εfα(k)2 −Dfα(k)2
.

(3)

The derivation of these expressions is provided in Ap-
pendix A of Ref. 44. s(k) [Dc(k)] is the frequency-
independent part of the normal (anomalous) self-energy.
Obviously, the poles of Σnor

k and Σano
k are located at the

same energies ωk = ±
√
εfα(k)2 +Dfα(k)2.

We now define the auxiliary self-energy in the Matsub-
ara frequency space as the following linear combination
of the normal and anomalous self-energy,

Σaux
k (iωn) = Σano

k (iωn) +
Σnor

k,↑(iωn)− Σnor
k,↓(−iωn)

2
= Σano

k (iωn) + iImΣnor
k (iωn), (4)

where in the second step a paramagnetic state is assumed
with Σnor

k,↑ = Σnor
k,↓ = Σnor

k . Up to a factor 1
2 , Eq. (4) cor-

responds to the sum of all the elements of the self-energy
matrix in the Nambu formalism, which is similar to
the auxiliary Green’s function Gaux

k (iωn) = Gnor
k,↑(iωn) −

Gnor
k,↓(−iωn) + 2Gano

k (iωn) introduced by Reymbaut et al.

in the MaxEntAux approach [56].
The real frequency auxiliary self-energy of the param-

agnetic state thus reads

Σaux
k (ω+) = Σano

k (ω+) +
Σnor

k (ω+)− Σnor
k (−ω+)

2

= ReΣano
k (ω+) +

ReΣnor
k (ω+)− ReΣnor

k [(−ω)+]

2

+ iImΣano
k (ω+) + i

ImΣnor
k (ω+) + ImΣnor

k [(−ω)+]

2
(5)

where the property f(−ω+) = f(−ω − iη) = f(−ω +
iη)∗ = f [(−ω)+]∗ has been used.

The auxiliary self-energy corresponding to Eqs. (2) and
(3) has positive definite spectral weight. A straightfor-
ward derivation [see Supplementary Material (SM)] gives

ImΣaux(ω + iη) = −
∑
α

Vα(k)2η

× (ω −Dfα(k))2 + η2 + εfα(k)2

[ω2 − η2 − εfα(k)2 −Dfα(k)2]
2

+ 4ω2η2
< 0,

(6)
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which yields Aaux
Σ (ω) = −ImΣaux(ω + iη)/π > 0. Hence,

the auxiliary self-energy defined in Eq. (4) has positive
spectral weight, and thus can be analytically continued
with MaxEnt.

If the normalization of Anor
Σ (ω) and Aaux

Σ (ω) can be
determined by calculating static four-particle correlation
functions [60], it is possible to perform MaxEnt directly
on Σnor(iωn) and Σaux(iωn). Alternatively, one may de-
fine two auxiliary Green’s functions for Σaux and Σnor,

G̃aux
1,k (iωn) = 1/

[
iωn −

[
Σnor

k (iωn)− Σnor
k,∞
]]
,

G̃aux
2,k (iωn) = 1/

[
iωn −

[
Σaux

k (iωn)− Σaux
k,∞
]]
, (7)

respectively. Since both G̃aux
1,k (iωn) and G̃aux

2,k (iωn) have
positive definite spectral weight, we can perform a stan-
dard MaxEnt analytic continuation [54] and then apply

the Kramers-Kronig transformation to get G̃aux
1,k (ω + iη)

and G̃aux
2,k (ω + iη). We note that MaxEnt is not the only

choice for the continuation of G̃aux
2,k (iωn). All analytic

continuation methods taking into account the positiv-
ity of the spectral weight can be used, including Max-
Ent [54], Sparse Modeling (SpM) [61, 62], an artificial
neural network approach [63] for numerical results with
stochastic noise, and the Nevanlinna analytical contin-
uation method [64]. Also the Padé approximation [28]
can in principle be used if the stochastic noise is small
enough. After this step, we can obtain the real-frequency
self-energy as follows:

Σnor
k (ω+) = ω+ − G̃aux

1,k (ω+)−1 + Σnor
k,∞,

Σaux
k (ω+) = ω+ − G̃aux

2,k (ω+)−1 + Σaux
k,∞,

Σano
k (ω+) = Σaux

k (ω+)− Σnor
k (ω+)− Σnor

k (−ω+)

2
. (8)

Benchmarks. In the following, we provide two bench-
marks to verify that Aaux

Σ (ω) is positive definite.
(1) s-wave spin-singlet pairing. Here, we consider an

Anderson impurity model with a single bath site with
s-wave pairing. The Hamiltonian is

H =Un̂d↑n̂d↓ − µ(n̂d↑ + n̂d↓) + εbc
†
↑c↑ + εbc

†
↓c↓

+ ∆(c↑c↓ + h.c.) + (V d†↑c↑ + V d†↓c↓ + h.c.), (9)

with d the impurity operators and c the bath operators.
U is the onsite interaction, µ the chemical potential, V
the hybridization parameter, εb the bath energy level
and ∆ the pair field. The real-frequency normal and
anomalous Green’s functions can be calculated using the
Lehmann representation, with eigenstates and eigenener-
gies obtained by ED. The Dyson equation in the Nambu
formalism then yields the self-energy. The real-frequency
auxiliary self-energy is obtained according to Eq. (5). As
shown in Fig. 1, which corresponds to a system away
from half-filling, ImΣaux(ω + iη) is negative for all real
frequencies.

(2) d-wave spin singlet pairing. In the 2 × 2 cellular
DMFT description with ED impurity solver, the d-wave

FIG. 1. (a) [(b)] Imaginary part of the real-frequency nor-
mal and anomalous (auxiliary) self-energy corresponding to
an impurity system with s-wave pairing (Eq. (9)). The pa-
rameters are εb = 0, V = 0.2, T = 0.1, U = 1.0, ∆ = 0.05,
µ = 0.5U−0.4, η = 0.005. The total filling of the system (im-
purity plus bath site) is 1.77, while half-filling corresponds to
2.

SC state of the single band Hubbard model on the square
lattice is mapped to a four-site cluster impurity model
with, e. g., two bath orbitals coupled to each site [16, 42,
43, 65, 66]. The cluster Green’s function in the Nambu
formalism is diagonal in the four cluster momenta Γ =
(0, 0), X = (π, 0), Y = (0, π) and M = (π, π). In the SC
state, only the anomalous self-energies for X and Y are
non-zero, and they are opposite in sign. We choose the
X point and show the results for filling n = 0.935 per site
in Fig. 2. As can be seen in panel (b), the spectral weight
of the auxiliary self-energy −ImΣaux(ω+)/π is positive.
Application to the superconducting state of K3C60.

The alkali-doped fullerides A3C60 (A=K, Rb, Cs) are
strongly correlated electron systems which exhibit a SC
dome next to a Mott insulating phase [67–75]. They
are described by a three-band Hubbard model with an
inverted Hund’s coupling resulting from the overscreen-
ing of the small bare Hund’s coupling by Jahn-Teller
phonons [69, 72, 76]. The intra-orbital spin-singlet SC
state is unconventional, with a pairing glue originating
from local orbital fluctuations, according to DMFT stud-
ies [4, 15, 77].

To the best of our knowledge, there are no experimen-
tal ARPES results for the SC state of A3C60, possibly
due to the strong air-sensitivity of these compounds and
the lack of good single crystals. We are also not aware
of any calculated momentum-resolved electronic struc-
tures for the SC state of A3C60. The analytic contin-
uation method presented in this work makes it possible
to obtain the real-frequency anomalous self-energy, gap
function and A(k, ω).
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FIG. 2. (a)[(b)] The imaginary part of the real-frequency
normal and anomalous (auxiliary) self-energy at the X point
for a d-wave SC solution of the Hubbard model, calculated
within CDMFT with an ED impurity solver. The filling per
site is 0.935 and the interaction is U = 8. The data of the
normal and anomalous self-energy are reproduced from Fig. 4
of Ref. [44]. The solid (dashed) line shows the result deep
blow (close to) Tc.

Here, we focus on K3C60 which is superconducting be-
low Tc ≈ 18 K [67]. The interaction parameters are ob-
tained using the constrained random phase approxima-
tion (cRPA) [78], which yields UcRPA = 0.8552 eV and
JcRPA = 0.0378 eV, roughly consistent with the values in
Ref. 71. Considering the effect of phonon screening on the
interactions within constrained density functional pertur-
bation theory [79], the effective interaction parameters
become Ueff = 0.703 eV and Jeff = −0.0122 eV. We solve
the realistic three t1u band Hubbard model with rotation-
ally invariant Kanamori interactions in the framework of
density functional theory (DFT) plus DMFT [32, 33]. To
deal with the s-wave intra-orbital spin-singlet pairing, we
implement DFT+DMFT in the Nambu formalism [72]
and solve the corresponding three-orbital Anderson im-
purity model with normal and anomalous hybridization
functions using continuous-time quantum Monte Carlo
simulations in the hybridization expansion (CT-HYB)
[80, 81]. To ensure the ergodicity of the Monte Carlo sam-
pling, we also implemented four-operator updates [52, 53]
in CT-HYB.

The real-frequency Σnor(ω) and Σano(ω) at T = 10 K
in the SC state, obtained with the auxiliary analytic
continuation method and the MaxEnt code of Ref. 82,
are plotted in Fig. 3. As shown by the green curves,
Σano(ω) features sign changes both in the real and imag-
inary parts. The corresponding A(k, ω) is presented in
Fig. 4. Panel (a) shows the results for T = 10 K (< Tc ≈
18 K), and panel (b) a zoom of the low-energy spectrum
along the Γ−X path. We find a tiny SC gap with ∆sc ≈

FIG. 3. The real frequency Σnor(ω) and Σano(ω) of K3C60

at T = 10 K obtained by the auxiliary analytic continuation
method. Panels (a,b) [(c,d)] show the results on a smaller
(larger) energy window. ReΣnor(ω) (red line) in panel (a)
is shifted down by the Hartree-Fock value ReΣnor

∞ =1.82 for a
better visualization. The corresponding Matsubara frequency
Σnor(iωn) and Σano(iωn) are provided in the SM. Here, we
only show results for one of the degenerate t1u orbitals.

7.31/2 = 3.66 meV, extracted at the half peak-height [4]
(panel (d)), which is slightly larger than the experimen-
tal value of 3.0 meV extracted from optical conductivity
measurements [83]. The ratio 2∆sc/kBTc ≈ 4.71 is in
good agreement with the value recently extracted from
Raman scattering in Ref. [84]. A 2∆sc/kBTc ratio not
much larger than the BCS result is consistent with the
fact that K3C60 is on the weak-coupling side of the SC
dome [73].

As one can see from Fig. 4(b), faint spectral features
exist inside the gap. This residual spectral weight leads
to a partial filling-in of the gap in the local spectral func-
tion, as seen in panel (d). It also contributes to the op-
tical conductivity, which is consistent with the experi-
mentally observed upturn in the real part of the opti-
cal conductivity in the energy range < 5 meV, which
grows as temperature is raised from T = 6 K to T = Tc
[83]. If T is increased above Tc, the gap disappears, see
the spectrum for 30 K in panel (c). Furthermore, the
bands broaden, which shows that the system becomes
less coherent. Indeed, according to previous model stud-
ies, we expect the system to approach an orbital freez-
ing crossover at even higher temperatures [15]. The k-
resolved spectra in a larger energy window, which also
show the Hubbard bands, can be found in the SM.

Conclusions. We have addressed the problem of ana-
lytic continuation of the anomalous self-energy with non-
positive spectral weight. We introduced an auxiliary self-
energy, Σaux, which is a linear combination of the nor-
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FIG. 4. Momentum-resolved spectral function A(k, ω) of K3C60. (a) A(k, ω) for the superconducting state at T = 10 K. (b)
Zoom of the low-energy spectrum along Γ − X in the region marked by the white dashed box in (a). The white arrows highlight
the back-bending of the Bogoliubov bands. (c) A(k, ω) for the normal state at T = 30 K. (d) Low energy structures of the

k-integrated normal and anomalous spectra Anor(ano)(ω) = − 1
π

Im 1
Nk

∑
kG

nor(ano)(k, ω).

mal and anomalous self-energy, and showed both analyt-
ically and numerically that this function has positive def-
inite spectral weight, regardless of the space-time or spin
structure of the pairing state. This allows us to use the
MaxEnt method to analytically continue Σaux from the
Matsubara to the real-frequency axis and to extract the
spectral weight of Σano. Our method paves the way for
systematic studies of the momentum-resolved electronic
structures of conventional and unconventional supercon-
ductors. Access to the real-frequency anomalous self-
energy makes it possible to calculate the gap function,
spectral function and optical conductivity, which are im-
portant for comparisons with experiments, and for reveal-
ing the pairing mechanism. We have demonstrated the

usefulness of our approach by computing spectral func-
tion of K3C60 in the SC state. In the future, it will be
interesting to extend these calculations to other types of
superconductors, and in particular to the d-wave super-
conducting state of cuprates.
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SM1. POSITIVE DEFINITENESS OF THE SPECTRAL WEIGHT OF THE AUXILIARY SELF-ENERGY

In this part, we prove that Σaux has positive spectral weight, i.e. Aaux
Σ (ω) = −ImΣaux(ω + iη)/π > 0. For

convenience, we define the real function ξ(ω,k) ≡ ω2 − η2 − εfα(k)2 −Dfα(k)2 = ξ(−ω,k) and first rewrite the
normal and anomalous self-energy using ξ(ω,k).

(1) The normal self-energy reads

Σnor
k (ω + iη) = s(k) +

∑
α

Vα(k)2 [ω + iη + εfα(k)]

[(ω + iη)2 − εfα(k)2 −Dfα(k)2]

= s(k) +
∑
α

Vα(k)2 [ω + iη + εfα(k)]

ω2 − η2 − εfα(k)2 −Dfα(k)2 + i2ωη

= s(k) +
∑
α

Vα(k)2 [ω + iη + εfα(k)]

ξ(ω,k) + i2ωη

= s(k) +
∑
α

Vα(k)2 [ω + iη + εfα(k)] [ξ(ω,k)− i2ωη]

ξ(ω,k)2 + 4ω2η2
. (S1)

(2) The anomalous self-energy reads

Σano
k (ω + iη) = Dc(k) +

∑
α

−Vα(k)2Dfα(k)

(ω + iη)2 − εfα(k)2 −Dfα(k)2

= Dc(k) +
∑
α

−Vα(k)2Dfα(k)

ω2 − η2 − εfα(k)2 −Dfα(k)2 + i2ωη

= Dc(k) +
∑
α

−Vα(k)2Dfα(k)

ξ(ω,k) + i2ωη

= Dc(k) +
∑
α

−Vα(k)2Dfα(k) [ξ(ω,k)− i2ωη]

ξ(ω,k)2 + 4ω2η2
. (S2)

Σaux
k (ω + iη) thus becomes

Σaux
k (ω + iη) = Σano

k (ω + iη) +
Σnor

k (ω + iη)− Σnor
k (−ω − iη)

2

= Σano
k (ω + iη) +

Σnor
k (ω + iη)− Σnor

k (−ω + iη)∗

2
(S3)

with

Σnor
k (−ω + iη)∗ = s(k) +

∑
α

Vα(k)2 [−ω − iη + εfα(k)] [ξ(ω,k)− i2ωη]

ξ(ω,k)2 + 4ω2η2
. (S4)

∗ changming.yue@unifr.ch † philipp.werner@unifr.ch
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Now we plug Eqs. (S1), (S2) and (S4) into Σaux
k (ω + iη)

Σaux
k (ω + iη) = Dc(k) +

∑
α

−Vα(k)2Dfα(k) [ξ(ω,k)− i2ωη]

ξ(ω,k)2 + 4ω2η2

+

{
�
�
�1

2
s(k) +

1

2

∑
α

Vα(k)2 [ω + iη + εfα(k)] [ξ(ω,k)− i2ωη]

ξ(ω,k)2 + 4ω2η2

}

−

{
�
�
�1

2
s(k) +

1

2

∑
α

Vα(k)2 [−ω − iη + εfα(k)] [ξ(ω,k)− i2ωη]

ξ(ω,k)2 + 4ω2η2

}

= Dc(k) +
∑
α

Vα(k)2

[
−Dfα(k) +

[ω+iη+εfα (k)]−[−ω−iη+εfα (k)]
2

]
[ξ(ω,k)− i2ωη]

ξ(ω,k)2 + 4ω2η2

= Dc(k) +
∑
α

Vα(k)2 [ω −Dfα(k) + iη] [ξ(ω,k)− i2ωη]

ξ(ω,k)2 + 4ω2η2

= Dc(k) +
∑
α

Vα(k)2 [ω −Dfα(k)] ξ(ω,k) + 2ωη2

ξ(ω,k)2 + 4ω2η2
+ iη

∑
α

Vα(k)2 [ξ(ω,k)− 2ω [ω −Dfα(k)]]

ξ(ω,k)2 + 4ω2η2
. (S5)

The spectral weight of Σaux
k (ω + iη) is

Aaux
Σ (ω) = − 1

π
ImΣaux

k (ω + iη) = − 1

π
η
∑
α

Vα(k)2 [ξ(ω,k)− 2ω [ω −Dfα(k)]]

ξ(ω,k)2 + 4ω2η2

= − 1

π
η
∑
α

Vα(k)2

[
ω2 − η2 − εfα(k)2 −Dfα(k)2 − 2ω2 + 2ωDfα(k)

]
ξ(ω,k)2 + 4ω2η2

= − 1

π
η
∑
α

Vα(k)2− [ω −Dfα(k)]
2 − η2 − εfα(k)2

ξ(ω,k)2 + 4ω2η2

=
1

π
η
∑
α

Vα(k)2 [ω −Dfα(k)]
2

+ η2 + εfα(k)2

[ω2 − η2 − εfα(k)2 −Dfα(k)2]
2

+ 4ω2η2
> 0, (S6)

and thus positive. When ω = ±
√
εfα(k)2 +Dfα(k)2, Aaux

Σ (ω) diverges. Hence, ±
√
εfα(k)2 +Dfα(k)2 are not only

the poles of Σnor
k and Σano

k , but also those of Σaux
k .

SM2. MATSUBARA-FREQUENCY SELF-ENERGY OF K3C60 IN THE SC STATE

For the SC state of K3C60 at T = 10 K, Fig. S1 shows the self-energies Σnor(iωn) and Σano(iωn) on the Matsubara
frequency axis. The corresponding real-frequency counterparts are shown in Fig. 3 of the main text. The
high-frequency tail exhibits considerable noise from the QMC sampling.

SM3. MOMENTUM-RESOLVED SPECTRAL FUNCTION logA(k, ω) AND HUBBARD BANDS

Fig. S2 shows logA(k, ω) of K3C60 in a large energy window. The logarithmic scale is used to make the Hubbard
bands more visible than it would be the case on a linear scale.
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FIG. S1. Matsubara-frequency self-energy of K3C60 at T = 10 K in the SC state. The red (green) line shows Σnor(iωn)
[Σano(iωn)]. ReΣnor(iωn) (red line in panel (a)) is shifted downward by the Hartree-Fock value ReΣnor

∞ =1.82 for a better
visualization. ImΣano(iωn) is exactly zero (green line in panel (b)). Here, we only show results for one of the degenerate t1u
orbitals.

FIG. S2. Momentum-resolved spectral function logA(k, ω) of K3C60 in a larger energy window. (a) logA(k, ω) for the
superconducting state at T = 10 K. (b) logA(k, ω) for the normal state at T = 30 K.


