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The Bayesian reconstruction entropy is considered an alternative to the Shannon-Jaynes entropy, as it does
not exhibit the asymptotic flatness characteristic of the Shannon-Jaynes entropy and obeys the scale invari-
ance. It is commonly utilized in conjunction with the maximum entropy method to derive spectral functions
from Euclidean time correlators produced by lattice QCD simulations. This study expands the application of
the Bayesian reconstruction entropy to the reconstruction of spectral functions for Matsubara or imaginary-
time Green’s functions in quantum many-body physics. Furthermore, it extends the Bayesian reconstruction
entropy to implement the positive-negative entropy algorithm, enabling the analytic continuations of matrix-
valued Green’s functions on an element-wise manner. Both the diagonal and off-diagonal components of the
matrix-valued Green’s functions are treated equally. Benchmark results for the analytic continuations of syn-
thetic Green’s functions indicate that the Bayesian reconstruction entropy, when combined with the preblur trick,
demonstrates comparable performance to the Shannon-Jaynes entropy. Notably, it exhibits greater resilience to
noises in the input data, particularly when the noise level is moderate.

I. INTRODUCTION

In quantum many-body physics, single-particle Green’s
function holds significant importance [1, 2]. It is typically
computed using numerical methods such as quantum Monte
Carlo [3–5] and functional renormalization group [6, 7], or
many-body perturbative techniques like random phase ap-
proximation [8, 9] and GW approximation [10–13], within the
framework of imaginary time or Matsubara frequency formu-
lation. This quantity provides valuable insights into the dy-
namic response of the system. However, it cannot be directly
compared to real-frequency experimental observables. There-
fore, it is necessary to convert the calculated values to real
frequencies, which presents the fundamental challenge of the
analytic continuation problem. In theory, the retarded Green’s
function GR(ω) and the spectral function A(ω) can be derived
from the imaginary-time Green’s function G(τ) or Matsub-
ara Green’s function G(iωn) by performing an inverse Laplace
transformation [1, 2]. Due to the ill-conditioned nature of the
transformation kernel, solving it directly is nearly impossible.
In fact, the output for this inverse problem is highly sensi-
tive to the input. Even minor fluctuations or noises in G(τ) or
G(iωn) can result in nonsensical changes for A(ω) or GR(ω),
making analytic continuations extremely unstable.

In recent decades, numerous techniques have been devel-
oped to address the challenges associated with analytic con-
tinuation problems. These methods include Padé approxima-
tion (PA) [14–17], maximum entropy method (MaxEnt) [18–
20], stochastic analytic continuation (SAC) [21–30], stochas-
tic optimization method (SOM) [31–35], stochastic pole ex-
pansion (SPX) [36, 37], sparse modeling (SpM) [38, 39],
Nevanlinna analytical continuation (NAC) [40, 41], causal
projections [42], Prony fits [43–45], and machine learning
assistant approaches [46–52], and so on. Each method has

∗ liangdu@gxnu.edu.cn
† lihuang.dmft@gmail.com

its own advantages and disadvantages. There is no doubt
that the MaxEnt method is particularly popular due to its
ability to maintain a balance between computational effi-
ciency and accuracy [18–20]. Several open source toolkits,
such as ΩMAXENT [53], QMEM [54], MAXENT by Kraberger et
al. [55], MAXENT by Levy et al. [56], ALF [57], ACFlow [58],
eDMFT [59], and ana cont [60], have been developed to im-
plement this method.

The MaxEnt method is rooted in Bayesian inference [61].
Initially, the spectral function A(ω) is constrained to be non-
negative and is interpreted as a probability distribution. Sub-
sequently, the MaxEnt method endeavors to identify the most
probable spectrum by minimizing a functional Q[A], which
comprises the misfit functional L[A] and the entropic term
S [A] [see Eq. (10)]. Here, L[A] quantifies the difference be-
tween the input and reconstructed Green’s function, while
S [A] is employed to regulate the spectrum [18]. The Max-
Ent method is well-established for the diagonal components of
matrix-valued Green’s functions, as the corresponding spec-
tral functions are non-negative (for fermionic systems). How-
ever, the non-negativity of the spectral functions cannot be
assured for the off-diagonal components of matrix-valued
Green’s functions. As a result, conventional MaxEnt method
fails in this situation.

Currently, there is a growing emphasis on obtaining the full
matrix representation of the Green’s function (or the corre-
sponding self-energy function) on the real axis [54, 62]. This
is necessary for calculating lattice quantities of interest in
Dyson’s equation [59]. Therefore, there is a strong demand
for a reliable method to perform analytic continuation of the
entire Green’s function matrix [41–43]. To meet this require-
ment, several novel approaches have been suggested in recent
years as enhancements to the conventional MaxEnt method.
The three most significant advancements are as follows: (1)
Auxiliary Green’s function algorithm. It is possible to create
an auxiliary Green’s function by combining the off-diagonal
and diagonal elements of the matrix-valued Green’s function
to ensure the positivity of the auxiliary spectrum [63–68]. The
analytic continuation of the auxiliary Green’s function can
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then be carried out using the standard MaxEnt method. (2)
Positive-negative entropy algorithm. Kraberger et al. pro-
posed that the off-diagonal spectral functions can be seen as a
subtraction of two artificial positive functions. They extended
the entropic term to relax the non-negativity constraint pre-
sented in the standard MaxEnt method [55, 60]. This enables
simultaneous treatment of both the diagonal and off-diagonal
elements, thereby restoring crucial constraints on the mathe-
matical properties of the resulting spectral functions, includ-
ing positive semi-definiteness and Hermiticity. (3) Maximum
quantum entropy algorithm. Recently, Sim and Han gener-
alized the MaxEnt method by reformulating it with quantum
relative entropy, maintaining the Bayesian probabilistic inter-
pretation [18, 61]. The matrix-valued Green’s function is di-
rectly continued as a single object without any further approx-
imation or ad-hoc treatment [54].

Although various algorithms have been proposed to en-
hance the usefulness of the MaxEnt method [53–55], further
improvements in algorithms and implementations are always
beneficial. As mentioned above, the essence of the MaxEnt
method lies in the definition of the entropic term S [A]. Typ-
ically, it takes the form of Shannon-Jaynes entropy (dubbed
S SJ) in the realm of quantum many-body physics [69]. How-
ever, alternative forms such as the Tikhonov regulator [70],
the positive-negative entropy [55], and the quantum relative
entropy [54] are also acceptable. It is worth noting that in the
context of lattice QCD simulations, the extraction of spectral
functions from Euclidean time correlators is of particular im-
portant. The MaxEnt method is also the primary tool for the
analytic continuation of lattice QCD data [71]. Burnier and
Rothkopf introduced an enhanced dimensionless prior distri-
bution, known as the Bayesian reconstruction entropy (dubbed
S BR) [72, 73], which demonstrates superior asymptotic be-
havior compared to S SJ [69]. They discovered that by using
S BR in conjunction with the MaxEnt method, a significant im-
provement in the reconstruction of spectral functions for Eu-
clidean time correlators can be achieved. They latter extended
S BR to support Bayesian inference of non-positive spectral
functions in quantum field theory [74]. But to the best of our
knowledge, the application of S BR has been limited to post-
processing for lattice QCD data thus far. Hence, some ques-
tions naturally arise. How effective is S BR for solving analytic
continuation problems in quantum many-body simulations? Is
it truly superior to S SJ? Keeping these questions in mind, the
primary objective of this study is to broaden the application
scope of S BR. We at first verify whether S BR can handle Mat-
subara (or imaginary-time) Green’s functions. Then, we gen-
eralize S BR to implement the positive-negative entropy algo-
rithm [55] for analytic continuations of matrix-valued Green’s
functions. The simulated results indicate that S BR works quite
well in transforming imaginary-time or Matsubara Green’s
function data to real frequency, no matter whether the Green’s
function is a matrix or not. We find that S BR has a tendency to
sharpen the peaks in spectral functions, but this shortcoming
can be largely overcame by the preblur trick [55, 60]. Overall,
the performance of S BR is comparable to that of S SJ [69] for
the examples involved.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II

introduces the spectral representation of the single-particle
Green’s function. Furthermore, it explains the fundamental
formalisms of the MaxEnt method, the Bayesian reconstruc-
tion entropy, and the principle of the positive-negative entropy
algorithm. Section III is dedicated to various benchmark ex-
amples, including analytic continuation results for synthetic
single-band Green’s functions and multi-orbital matrix-valued
Green’s functions. The spectral functions obtained by S SJ and
S BR are compared with the exact spectra. In Section IV, we
further examine the preblur trick and the auxiliary Green’s
function algorithm for S SJ and S BR. The robustness of S BR
with respect to noisy Matsubara data is discussed and com-
pared with that of S SJ. A concise summary is presented in
Section V. Finally, Appendix A introduces the goodness-of-
fit functional. The detailed mathematical derivations for S SJ
and S BR are provided in Appendices B and C, respectively.

II. METHOD

A. Spectral representation of single-particle Green’s function

It is well known that the single-particle imaginary-time
Green’s function G(τ) can be defined as follows:

G(τ) = ⟨Tτd(τ)d†(0)⟩, (1)

where τ is imaginary time, Tτ means the time-ordered opera-
tor, d (d†) denotes the annihilation (creation) operator [1, 2].
Given G(τ), Matsubara Green’s function G(iωn) can be con-
structed via direct Fourier transformation:

G(iωn) =
∫ β

0
dτ e−iωnτG(τ), (2)

where β is the inverse temperature of the system (β ≡ 1/T ),
and ωn is the Matsubara frequency. Note that ωn is equal to
(2n+1)π/β for fermions and 2nπ/β for bosons (n is an integer).

Let us assume that the spectral function of the single-
particle Green’s function is A(ω), then the spectral represen-
tations of G(τ) and G(iωn) read:

G(τ) =
∫ +∞

−∞

K(τ, ω)A(ω)dω, (3)

and

G(iωn) =
∫ +∞

−∞

K(iωn, ω)A(ω)dω, (4)

respectively. Here, K(τ, ω) and K(iωn, ω) are called the kernel
functions. Their definitions are as follows:

K(τ, ω) =
e−τω

1 ± e−βω
, (5)

and

K(iωn, ω) =
1

iωn − ω
. (6)
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In the right-hand side of Eq. (5), + is for fermionic correla-
tors and - is for bosonic correlators [18]. In the subsequent
discussion, our focus will be on fermionic correlators.

We observe that Eqs. (3) and (4) are classified as Fred-
holm integral equations of the first kind. When A(ω) is given,
it is relatively straightforward to compute the corresponding
G(τ) and G(iωn) by numerical integration methods. However,
the inverse problem of deducing A(ω) from G(τ) or G(iωn)
is challenging due to the ill-conditioned nature of the kernel
function K. To be more specific, the condition number of K is
very large because of the exponential decay of K withω and τ.
Consequently, direct inversion of K becomes impractical from
a numerical standpoint [19]. Furthermore, the G(τ) or G(iωn)
data obtained from finite temperature quantum Monte Carlo
simulations is not free from errors [3–5], further complicating
the solution of Eqs. (3) and (4).

B. Maximum entropy method

The cornerstone of the MaxEnt method is Bayes’ theorem.
Let us treat the input Green’s function G and the spectrum
A as two events. According to Bayes’ theorem, the posterior
probability P[A|G] can be calculated by:

P[A|G] =
P[G|A]P[A]

P[G]
, (7)

where P[G|A] is the likelihood function, P[A] is the prior
probability, and P[G] is the evidence [61]. P[G|A] is assumed
to be in direct proportion to e−L[A], where the misfit functional
L[A] reads:

L[A] =
1
2
χ2[A] =

1
2

N∑
i=1

(
Gi − G̃i[A]
σi

)2

. (8)

Here, N is the number of input data points, σ denotes the stan-
dard deviation of G, G̃[A] is the reconstructed Green’s func-
tion via Eqs. (3) and (4), and χ2[A] is called the goodness-of-
fit functional (see Appendix A for more details). On the other
hand, P[A] is supposed to be in direct proportion to eαS [A],
where α is a regulation parameter and S is entropy. Since the
evidence P[G] can be viewed as a normalization constant, it
is ignored in what follows. Thus,

P[A|G] ∝ eQ, (9)

where Q is a functional of A [18]. It is defined as follows:

Q[A] = αS [A] − L[A] = αS [A] −
1
2
χ2[A]. (10)

The basic idea of the MaxEnt method is to identify the optimal
spectrum Â that maximizes the posterior probability P[A|G]
(or equivalently Q[A]). In essence, our goal is to determine
the most favorable Â that satisfies the following equation:

∂Q
∂A

∣∣∣∣
A=Â
= 0. (11)

Eq. (11) can be easily solved by the standard Newton’s algo-
rithm [75]. In Appendices A, B and C, all terms in the right-
hand side of Eq. (10) are elaborated in detail. We also explain
how to solve Eq. (11) efficiently.

C. Bayesian reconstruction entropy

The entropy S is also known as the Kullback-Leibler dis-
tance sometimes. In principle, there are multiple choices for
it. Perhaps S SJ is the most frequently used in quantum many-
body physics and condensed matter physics [18, 69]. It reads:

S SJ[A] =
∫

dω
[
A(ω) − D(ω) − A(ω) log

(
A(ω)
D(ω)

)]
. (12)

Here, D(ω) is called the default model, providing the essential
features of spectra. Usually D(ω) is a constant or a Gaussian
function, but it can be determined by making use of high-
frequency behavior of input data as well [53]. If both A(ω)
and D(ω) have the same normalization, Eq. (12) reduces to:

S SJ[A] = −
∫

dω A(ω) log
(

A(ω)
D(ω)

)
. (13)

The S BR introduced by Burnier and Rothkopf [72, 73] is dom-
inant in high-energy physics and particle physics. It reads:

S BR[A] =
∫

dω
[
1 −

A(ω)
D(ω)

+ log
(

A(ω)
D(ω)

)]
. (14)

Note that S SJ is constructed from four axioms [18]. While
for S BR, two of these axioms are replaced [72]. First of all,
the scale invariance is incorporated in S BR. It means that S BR
only depends on the ratio between A and D. The integrand
in Eq. (14) is dimensionless, such that the choice of units for
A and D will not change the result of the spectral reconstruc-
tion. Second, S BR favors choosing smooth spectrum. The
spectra that deviate between two adjacent frequencies, ω1 and
ω2, should be penalized.

D. Positive-negative entropy

The formulas discussed above are only correct for positive
definite spectra with a finite norm, i.e.,∫

dω A(ω) > 0. (15)

However, the norm could be zero for off-diagonal elements
of matrix-valued Green’s functions due to the fermionic anti-
commutation relation [1, 42]:∫

dω A(ω) = 0. (16)

This suggests that the spectral function is not positive defi-
nite any more. The equations for S SJ and S BR [i.e., Eqs. (12)
and (14)] should be adapted to this new circumstance. The
positive-negative entropy algorithm proposed by Kraberger et
al. is a graceful solution to this problem [55, 60]. They rewrite
the off-diagonal spectral function A(ω) as the subtraction of
two positive definite spectra:

A(ω) = A+(ω) − A−(ω). (17)
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Here A+(ω) and A−(ω) are independent, but have the same
norm. Then the resulting entropy can be split into two parts:

S ±[A] = S [A+, A−] = S [A+] + S [A−]. (18)

S ±[A] (or S [A+, A−]) is called the positive-negative entropy,
which was first used for the analysis of NMR spectra [76, 77].
The expressions of positive-negative entropy for S SJ and S BR
are as follows:

S ±SJ[A] =
∫

dω

√A2 + 4D2 − 2D − A log

 √A2 + 4D2 + A
2D

 , (19)

and

S ±BR[A] =
∫

dω

2 − √A2 + D2 + D
D

+ log

 √A2 + D2 + D
2D

 . (20)

4 2 0 2 4
x

3.0

2.5

2.0

1.5

1.0

0.5

0.0

s(
x
)

sBR

s±BR

sSJ

s±SJ

FIG. 1. Comparison of entropy densities for different entropic terms.
The entropy S is related to the entropy density s via Eq. (21). For the
positive-negative entropy S ±, D+ = D− = D is assumed.

The default models for A+ and A− are D+ and D−, respectively.
To derive Eqs. (19) and (20), D+ = D− = D is assumed. For a
detailed derivation, please see Appendices B and C. Similar to
S BR[A], S ±BR[A] also exhibits scale invariance. In other words,
it depends on A/D only.

E. Entropy density

The integrand in the expression for entropy S is referred as
entropy density s, i.e.,

S [A] =
∫

dω s[A(ω)]. (21)

Next, we would like to make a detailed comparison about the
entropy densities of different entropic terms. Supposed that
x = A/D, the expressions for various entropy densities are
collected as follows:

sSJ(x) = x − 1 − x log x, (22)

sBR(x) = 1 − x + log x, (23)

s±SJ(x) =
√

x2 + 4 − 2 − x log

√
x2 + 4 + x

2
, (24)

s±BR(x) = 2 − (
√

x2 + 1 + 1) + log

√
x2 + 1 + 1

2
. (25)

They are visualized in Figure 1.
Clearly, all the entropy densities are strictly convex and

non-positive (i.e., s ≤ 0 and s± ≤ 0). The ordinary en-
tropy density s(x) is just defined for positive x. sBR(x) be-
comes maximal at x = 1, and exhibits a similar quadratic
behavior around its maximum as sSJ(x). In the case x → 0
(A ≪ D), sBR(x) is not suppressed, while sSJ(x) → −1. Thus,
sBR(x) avoids the asymptotic flatness inherent in sSJ(x) [72].
The positive-negative entropy density s±(x) is valid for any x
(x ∈ R). Both s±BR(x) and s±SJ(x) are even functions. They also
exhibit quadratic behaviors around x = 0, and s±BR(x) ≥ s±SJ(x).
In the limit of α → ∞, the goodness-of-fit functional χ2[A]
has negligible weight, and the entropic term αS [A] becomes
dominant [53]. Thus, the maximization of Q[A] (equivalently,
the maximization of S [A]) yields Â = D (at x = 1) for con-
ventional entropy, in contrast to Â = 0 (at x = 0) for the
positive-negative entropy [55].

III. RESULTS

A. Computational setups

When the conventional MaxEnt method is combined with
S SJ (or S ±SJ) [69], it is called the MaxEnt-SJ method. On the
other hand, a combination of the MaxEnt method with S BR
(or S ±BR) [72–74] is called the MaxEnt-BR method. We imple-
mented both methods in the open source analytic continuation
toolkit, namely ACFlow [58]. All the benchmark calculations
involved in this paper were done by this toolkit. The simu-
lated results for the MaxEnt-SJ and MaxEnt-BR methods will
be presented in this section. Next, we will explain the compu-
tational details.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f )

FIG. 2. Analytic continuations of single-band Green’s functions. (a)-(c) For single off-centered peak case. (d)-(f) For two Gaussian peaks
with a gap case. In panels (a) and (d), the calculated and exact spectra are compared. In panels (b) and (e), the log10(χ2) − log10(α) curves are
plotted. The inverted triangle symbols indicate the optimal α parameters, which are determined by the χ2-kink algorithm [53]. The deviations
of the reproduced Green’s function from the raw ones are shown in panels (c) and (f). Note that in panel (c), R is a function of Matsubara
frequency. However, R is τ-dependent in panel (c).

We always start from an exact spectrum A(ω), which con-
sists of one or more Gaussian-like peaks. Then A(ω) is used
to construct the imaginary-time Green’s function G(τ) via
Eq. (3), or the Matsubara Green’s function G(iωn) via Eq. (4).
Here, for the sake of simplicity, the kernel function K is as-
sumed to be fermionic. Since the realistic Green’s function
data from finite temperature quantum Monte Carlo simula-
tions is usually noisy, multiplicative Gaussian noise will be
manually added to the clean G(τ) or G(iωn) to imitate this sit-
uation. The following formula is adopted:

Gnoisy = Gclean[1 + δNC(0, 1)], (26)

where δ denotes the noise level of the input data and NC is the
complex-valued normal Gaussian noise [42]. Unless stated
otherwise, the standard deviation of G is fixed to 10−4. The
numbers of input data for G(τ) and G(iωn) are 1000 and 50,
respectively. During the MaxEnt simulations, the χ2-kink al-
gorithm [53] is used to determine the regulation parameter α.
The Bryan algorithm [78] is also tested. It always gives sim-
ilar results, which will not be presented in this paper. Once
S BR and S ±BR are chosen, the preblur trick [55, 60] is used
to smooth the spectra. The blur parameter is adjusted case by
case. Finally, the reconstructed spectrum is compared with the
true solution. We also adopt the following quantity to quan-
tify the deviation of the reconstructed Green’s function from
the input one:

Ri = 100
∣∣∣∣∣∆Gi

Gi

∣∣∣∣∣ = 100

∣∣∣∣∣∣Gi − G̃i[Â]
Gi

∣∣∣∣∣∣ , (27)

where G̃ is evaluated by Â via Eq. (3) or Eq. (4).

B. Single-band Green’s functions

At first, the analytic continuations of single-band Green’s
functions are examined. The exact spectral functions are con-
structed by a superposition of some Gaussian peaks. We con-
sider two representative spectra. (i) Single off-centered peak.
The spectral function is:

A(ω) = exp
[
−

(ω − ϵ)2

2Γ2

]
, (28)

where ϵ = 0.5, Γ = 1.0, δ = 10−4, σ = 10−4, and β = 20.0.
The input data is Matsubara Green’s function, which contains
50 Matsubara frequencies (N = 50). The blur parameter for
the MaxEnt-BR method is 0.45. (ii) Two Gaussian peaks with
a gap. The spectral function is:

A(ω) =
f1
√

2πΓ1
exp

− (ω − ϵ1)2

2Γ2
1


+

f2
√

2πΓ2
exp

− (ω − ϵ2)2

2Γ2
2

 , (29)

where f1 = f2 = 1.0, ϵ1 = −ϵ2 = 2.0, Γ1 = Γ2 = 0.5, δ = 10−4,
σ = 10−3, and β = 5.0. The synthetic data is imaginary-time
Green’s function, which contains 1000 imaginary time slices
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f )

A11 A22 A12

A11 A22 A12

(g) (h) (i)

A11 A22 A12

FIG. 3. Analytic continuations of two-band matrix-valued Green’s functions. For analytic continuations for the diagonal elements of the
Green’s function, S SJ and S BR are used in the calculations. While for the off-diagonal elements of the Green’s functions, S ±SJ and S ±BR are
employed. In the MaxEnt-BR simulations, the preblur trick is always applied, and the blur parameter b is fixed to 0.2. The default models for
off-diagonal calculations are constructed by A11 and A22. See main text for more details. (a)-(c) θ = 0.1; (d)-(f) θ = 0.5; (g)-(i) θ = 0.9.

(N = 1000). The blur parameter for the MaxEnt-BR method
is 0.30.

The analytic continuation results are shown in Fig. 2. For
case (i), it is clear that the exact spectrum and Matsubara
Green’s function are well reproduced by both the MaxEnt-SJ
method and the MaxEnt-BR method [see Fig. 2(a) and (c)].
For case (ii), the MaxEnt-SJ method works quite well. The
MaxEnt-BR method can resolve the gap and the positions of
the two peaks accurately. However, it slightly overestimates
their heights. We also observe that the difference between
G(τ) and G̃(τ) becomes relatively apparent in the vicinity of
τ = β/2 [see Fig. 2(d) and (f)]. Figure 2(b) and (e) plot
log10(χ2) as a function of log10(α). The plots can be split into
three distinct regions [53]: (i) Default model region (α→ ∞).
χ2 is relatively flat and goes to its global maximum. The en-
tropic term αS is much larger than χ2. The obtained spectrum
A(ω) resembles the default model D(ω). (ii) Noise-fitting re-
gion (α → 0). χ2 approaches its global minimum, but it is
larger than αS . In this region, the calculated spectrum A(ω)

tends to fit the noise in G(τ) or G(iωn). (iii) Information-fitting
region. χ2 increases with the increment of α. It is comparable
with αS . The optimal α parameter is located at the crossover
between the noise-fitting region and the information-fitting re-
gion. For S BR and S SJ, their χ2(α) curves almost overlap at the
default model region and the noise-fitting region, but differ at
the information-fitting region. It indicates that the optimal α
parameters for S SJ are larger than those for S BR.

C. Matrix-valued Green’s functions

Next, the analytic continuations of matrix-valued Green’s
functions are examined. We consider a two-band model. The
initial spectral function is a diagonal matrix:

A′(ω) =
[

A′11(ω) 0
0 A′22(ω)

]
. (30)
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Here A′11(ω) and A′22(ω) are constructed by using Eq. (29). For
A′11(ω), the parameters are: f1 = f2 = 0.5, ϵ1 = 1.0, ϵ2 = 2.0,
Γ1 = 0.20, and Γ2 = 0.70. For A′22(ω), the parameters are:
f1 = f2 = 0.5, ϵ1 = −1.0, ϵ2 = −2.1, Γ1 = 0.25, and Γ2 = 0.60.
The true spectral function is a general matrix with non-zero
off-diagonal components. It reads:

A(ω) =
[

A11(ω) A12(ω)
A21(ω) A22(ω)

]
. (31)

The diagonal matrix A′(ω) is rotated by a rotation matrix R to
generate A(ω). The rotation matrix R is defined as follows:

R =
[

cos θ sin θ
− sin θ cos θ

]
, (32)

where θ denotes the rotation angle. In the present work, we
consider three different rotation angles. They are: (i) θ = 0.1,
(ii) θ = 0.5, and (iii) θ = 0.9. Then A(ω) is used to con-
struct the matrix-valued Green’s function G(iωn) by using
Eq. (4). The essential parameters are: δ = 0.0, σ = 10−4,
and β = 40.0. The input data contains 50 Matsubara frequen-
cies. For analytic continuations of the diagonal elements of
G(iωn), the default models are Gaussian-like. However, for
the off-diagonal elements, the default models are quite differ-
ent. They are evaluated by D12(ω) =

√
A11(ω)A22(ω), where

A11(ω) and A22(ω) are the calculated spectral functions for di-
agonal elements [55, 60]. This means that we have to carry
out analytic continuations for the diagonal elements at first,
and then use the diagonal spectra to prepare the default mod-
els for the off-diagonal elements. For the MaxEnt-BR method,
the preblur algorithm is used to smooth the spectra. The blur
parameter is fixed to 0.2.

The simulated results are illustrated in Fig. 3. For the
diagonal spectral spectral functions (A11 and A22), both the
MaxEnt-SJ and MaxEnt-BR methods can accurately resolve
the peaks that are close to the Fermi level. However, for the
high-energy peaks, the MaxEnt-BR method tends to overes-
timate their heights and yield sharper peaks [see the peaks
around ω = 2.0 in Fig. 3(a), (d), and (g)]. For the off-diagonal
spectral functions, only A12 is shown, since A21 is equivalent
to A12. We observe that the major features of A12 are well
captured by both the MaxEnt-SJ and MaxEnt-BR methods.
Undoubtedly, the MaxEnt-SJ method works quite well in all
cases. The MaxEnt-BR method exhibits good performance
when the rotation angle is small [θ = 0.1, see Fig. 3(c)]. But
some wiggles emerge around ω = ±2.0 when the rotation an-
gle is large [θ = 0.5 and θ = 0.9, see Fig. 3(f) and (i)]. We
test more rotation angles (0.0 < θ < 2.0). It seems that these
wiggles won’t be enhanced unless the blur parameter b is de-
creased.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

In previous section, analytic continuations for single-band
Green’s functions and matrix-valued Green’s functions by us-
ing the MaxEnt-BR method have been demonstrated. How-
ever, there are still some important issues that need to be clar-

6 4 2 0 2 4 6
ω

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

A(
ω
)

b= 0.0

b= 0.1

b= 0.2

b= 0.3

b= 0.4

Exact

FIG. 4. Test of the preblur trick. A single-band Green’s function is
treated. The exact spectral function is generated by using Eq. (29).
The model parameters are the same as those used in Sec. III B. Only
the analytic continuation results obtained by the MaxEnt-BR method
are shown.

6 4 2 0 2 4 6
ω

0.10

0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10
A(
ω
)

b= 0.0

b= 0.1

b= 0.2

Exact

FIG. 5. Test of the preblur trick. A matrix-valued Green’s func-
tion is treated via the positive-negative entropy approach. The initial
spectral function is generated by using Eq. (29). The model param-
eters are the same as those used in Sec. III C. The rotation angle θ is
0.1. Only the off-diagonal spectral functions (A12) obtained by the
MaxEnt-BR method are shown.

ified. In this section, we would like to further discuss the pre-
blur algorithm, the auxiliary Green’s algorithm, and the noise
tolerance for the MaxEnt-BR method.

A. Effect of preblur

The benchmark results shown in Section III imply that the
MaxEnt-BR method has a tendency to generate sharp peaks
or small fluctuations in the high-energy regions of the spectra.
The preblur algorithm is helpful to alleviate this phenomenon.
In the context of analytic continuation, the preblur algorithm
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f )

FIG. 6. Analytic continuations of matrix-valued Green’s functions via the auxiliary Green’s function approach. The model parameters are
the same as those used in Sec. III C. For the MaxEnt-BR simulations, the preblur trick is always applied, and the blur parameter b is fixed to
0.2. Only the results for the off-diagonal elements are presented (A12). The upper panels show the spectral functions for the auxiliary Green’s
functions [see Eq. (35)]. The lower panels show the off-diagonal spectral functions evaluated by Eq. (36). (a)-(b) θ = 0.1; (c)-(d) θ = 0.5;
(e)-(f) θ = 0.9.

was introduced by Kraberger et al. [55]. The kernel function
K(iωn, ω) [see Eq. (6)] is “blurred” by using the following
expression:

Kb(iωn, ω) =
∫ ∞

−∞

dω′ K(iωn, ω
′)gb(ω − ω′). (33)

Here, Kb(iωn, ω) is the blurred kernel, which is then used in
Eq. (8) to evaluate the χ2-term. gb(ω) is a Gaussian function:

gb(ω) =
exp (−ω2/2b2)
√

2πb
, (34)

where b is the blur parameter.
In Figures 4 and 5, we analyze the effects of the preblur

trick for two typical scenarios: (i) Positive spectral function
with two separate Gaussian peaks. (ii) Complicated spec-
tral function for off-diagonal Green’s function. Note that the
model parameters for generating the exact spectra are taken
from Sections III B and III C, respectively. It is evident that the
MaxEnt-BR method without the preblur trick (b = 0) has trou-
ble resolving the spectra accurately. It usually favors sharp
peaks (see Fig. 4). Sometimes it may lead to undesirable arti-
facts, such as the side peaks around ω = ±1.5 in Fig. 5. The
preblur algorithm can remedy this problem to some extent.
The major peaks are smoothed, and the artificial side peaks
are suppressed upon increasing b. But it’s not the case that
bigger is always better. There is an optimal b. For case (i),
the optimal b is 0.3. A larger b (b > 0.3) will destroy the
gap, inducing a metallic state. For case (ii), the optimal b is

0.2. If b is further increased, it is difficult to obtain a stable
solution. Here, we should emphasize that these unphysical
features seen in the spectra are not unique for the MaxEnt-BR
method. Actually, a similar tendency was already observed
in the early applications of the MaxEnt-SJ method in image
processing tasks. In order to address this problem, Skilling
suggested that the spectrum can be expressed as a Gaussian
convolution: A = gb ⋆ h, where h is a “hidden” function [79].
Then the entropy is evaluated from h(ω), instead of A(ω). In
fact, Skilling’s approach is equivalent to the preblur trick.

B. Auxiliary Green’s functions

As stated before, in addition to the positive-negative en-
tropy method, the auxiliary Green’s algorithm can be used
to continue the off-diagonal elements of the Green’s func-
tions [63–68]. Its idea is quite simple. At first, an auxiliary
Green’s function is constructed as follows:

Gaux(iωn) = G11(iωn) +G22(iωn) + 2G12(iωn). (35)

Supposed that Aaux(ω) is the corresponding spectral function
for Gaux(iωn). It is easy to prove that Aaux(ω) is positive semi-
definiteness. So, it is safe to perform analytic continuation for
Gaux(iωn) by using the traditional MaxEnt-SJ or MaxEnt-BR
method. Next, the off-diagonal spectral function A12(ω) can
be evaluated as follows:

A12(ω) =
Aaux(ω) − A11(ω) − A22(ω)

2
. (36)
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f )

(g) (h)

FIG. 7. Robustness of the MaxEnt method with respect to the noisy Matsubara data. Here we treat the off-diagonal elements (G12) of the
two-band matrix-valued Green’s functions only via the positive-negative entropy method. The model parameters are the same as those used in
Sec. III C. The rotation angle θ is 0.5. The blur parameter for the MaxEnt-BR method is fixed to 0.2. (a)-(g) Off-diagonal spectral functions
(A12) extracted from noisy Matsubara data. δ denotes the noise level of the input data. It varies from 10−8 (tiny noise) to 10−2 (large noise). (h)
Integrated real axis error as a function of δ. It measures the deviations from the exact spectral function, see Eq. (37).

This algorithm is not restricted to the particle-hole symmet-
ric case, as assumed in Ref. [64]. Here, we employ the two-
band’s example presented in Section III C again to test the
combination of the auxiliary Green’s function algorithm and
the MaxEnt-BR method (and the MaxEnt-SJ method). The
model and computational parameters are kept, and the ana-
lytic continuation results are plotted in Fig. 6.

Three rotation angles are considered in the simulations. We
find the auxiliary Green’s function algorithm is numerically
unstable. (i) θ = 0.1. When the rotation angle is small, the am-
plitude (absolute value) of A12(ω) is small. Both the MaxEnt-
SJ method and the MaxEnt-BR method can resolve the major
peaks around ω = ±1.0. But they will produce apparent os-
cillations at higher energies. Increasing the b parameter fur-
ther could lead to wrong peaks. It seems that these unphys-
ical features are likely due to the superposition of errors in
Aaux(ω), A11(ω), and A22(ω). The performance of the MaxEnt-
BR method is worse than that of the MaxEnt-SJ method. (ii)

θ = 0.5 and θ = 0.9. When the rotation angle is moderate or
large, the spectra obtained by the MaxEnt-SJ method are well
consistent with the exact solutions. By using the MaxEnt-
BR method, though the fluctuations in high-energy regions
are greatly suppressed, small deviations from the exact spectra
still exist. Overall, the auxiliary Green’s function algorithm is
inferior to the positive-negative entropy method in the exam-
ples studied. Especially when the rotation angle is small, the
auxiliary Green’s function algorithm usually fails, irrespective
of which form of entropy is adopted.

C. Robustness with respect to noisy input data

Analytic continuation is commonly used on noisy Monte
Carlo data. The precision of the Monte Carlo data, which
strongly depends on the sampling algorithm and the estima-
tor used, is rarely better than 10−5 [3–5]. The distributions
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of inherent errors in the Monte Carlo data are often Gaus-
sian. This poses a strict requirement for the noise tolerance
of the analytic continuation methods. Previous studies have
demonstrated that the MaxEnt-SJ method is robust to noise.
Here, we would like to examine the robustness of the MaxEnt-
BR method with respect to noisy Matsubara data. We recon-
sider the analytic continuation of the off-diagonal elements of
matrix-valued Green’s functions. As mentioned above, the
synthetic Matsubara data for this case is assumed to be noise-
less (δ = 0.0). Now the noise is manually added by Eq. (26)
and the noise level δ is changed from 10−8 to 10−2. The other
computational parameters are the same as those used in Sec-
tion III C. In order to estimate the sensitivity of the analytic
continuation method to the noisy data, a new quantity, namely
integrated real axis error, is introduced:

err(δ) =
∫

dω
∣∣∣A(ω) − Âδ(ω)

∣∣∣ . (37)

Here, Âδ(ω) means the reconstructed (optimal) spectral func-
tion under the given noise level δ.

In Figure 7(a)-(g), the convergence of the spectral functions
by the MaxEnt-BR method for simulated Gaussian errors with
varying magnitude is shown. When δ = 10−2, the main peaks
at ω ≈ ±1.0 are roughly reproduced, while the side peaks
at ω ≈ 2.0 are completely smeared out. When δ = 10−3,
the major characteristics of the off-diagonal spectrum are suc-
cessfully captured. As the simulated errors decrease further
(δ < 10−3), the MaxEnt-BR method rapidly converges to the
exact solution. For comparison, the results for the MaxEnt-
SJ method are also presented. It is evident that the MaxEnt-
SJ method is less robust than the MaxEnt-BR method when
the noise level is moderate. It fails to resolve the satellite
peaks around ω = ±2.0. Only when δ ≤ 10−6, the MaxEnt-
SJ method can recover the exact spectrum. Figure 7(h) ex-
hibits the integrated error err(δ). When 10−6 < δ < 10−3, the
MaxEnt-BR method exhibits better robustness with respect to
noise than the MaxEnt-SJ method.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In summary, we extend the application scope of S BR to an-
alytic continuations of imaginary-time Green’s functions and
Matsubara Green’s functions in quantum many-body physics
and condense matter physics. It is further generalized to the
form of positive-negative entropy to support analytic contin-
uation of matrix-valued Green’s function, in which the posi-
tive semi-definiteness of the spectral function is broken. We
demonstrate that the MaxEnt-BR method, in conjunction with
the preblur algorithm and the positive-negative entropy algo-
rithm, is capable of capturing the primary features of the diag-
onal and off-diagonal spectral functions, even in the presence
of moderate levels of noise. Overall, its performance is on
par with that of the MaxEnt-SJ method in the examples stud-
ied. Possible applications of the MaxEnt-BR method in the
future include analytic continuations of anomalous Green’s
functions and self-energy functions [64, 68], bosonic response

functions (such as optical conductivity and spin susceptibil-
ity) [80, 81], and frequency-dependent transport coefficients
with non-positive spectral weight [65, 66], etc. Further inves-
tigations are highly desirable.

Finally, the MaxEnt-BR method, together with the MaxEnt-
SJ method, has been integrated into the open source software
package ACFlow [58], which may be useful for the analytic
continuation community.
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Appendix A: Goodness-of-fit functional

Given the spectral function A(ω), the Matsubara Green’s
function G̃[A] could be reconstructed by using the following
equation (the ˜ symbol is used to distinguish the reconstructed
Green’s function from the input Green’s function):

G̃n[A] =
∫

dω K(iωn, ω)A(ω), (A1)

where K(iωn, ω) denotes the kernel function, and n is the
index for Matsubara frequency. For the sake of simplicity,
Eq. (A1) is reformulated into its discretization form:

G̃n[A] =
∑

m

KnmAm∆m, (A2)

where Knm ≡ K(iωn, ωm), Ai ≡ A(ωi), and ∆i means the
weight of the mesh at real axis.

The goodness-of-fit functional χ2[A] measures the distance
between the input Green’s function G and the reconstructed
Green’s function G̃[A]. Its expression is as follows:

χ2[A] =
N∑

n=1

(Gn − G̃n[A])2

σ2
n

(A3)

Here we just assume that there are N data points, and σn de-
notes the standard derivative (i.e., the error bar) of Gn. Substi-
tuting Eq. (A2) into Eq. (A3), then we arrive:

χ2[A] =
N∑

n=1

(Gn −
∑

m KnmAm∆m)2

σ2
n

. (A4)

The first derivative of χ2[A] with respect to Ai reads:

∂χ2[A]
∂Ai

= 2
N∑

n=1

Kni∆i

σ2
n

∑
m

KnmAm∆m −Gn

 . (A5)
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Appendix B: Shannon-Jaynes entropy

In this appendix, the technical details for S SJ, S ±SJ, and the
MaxEnt-SJ method are reviewed. Most of the equations pre-
sented in this appendix have been derived in Refs. [18], [55],
and [60]. We repeat the mathematical derivation here so that
this paper is self-contained.

1. Entropy

The Shannon-Jaynes entropy is defined as follows:

S SJ[A] =
∫

dω
[
A(ω) − D(ω) − A(ω) log

(
A(ω)
D(ω)

)]
, (B1)

The discretization form of Eq. (B1) is:

S SJ[A] =
∑

i

∆i

[
Ai − Di − Ai log

(
Ai

Di

)]
. (B2)

The first derivative of S SJ[A] with respect to Ai reads:

∂S SJ[A]
∂Ai

= −∆i log
(

Ai

Di

)
. (B3)

2. Parameterization of spectral function

A singular value decomposition can be readily performed
for the kernel function K:

K = UξVT , (B4)

where U and V are column-orthogonal matrices and ξ is the
vector of singular values. So, the matrix element of K reads:

Kni =
∑

m

UnmξmVim. (B5)

The columns of V can be understood as basis functions for the
spectral function. That is to say they span a so-called singular
value space. And in the singular value space the spectrum can
be parameterized through:

Al = Dl exp

∑
m

Vlmum

 . (B6)

It is easy to prove that:

∂Al

∂ui
= Dl exp

∑
m

Vlmum

 Vli = AlVli. (B7)

3. Newton’s method

Next, we will derive the equations for {um}. Let us recall
the stationary condition [see also Eq. (11)]:

∂Q[A]
∂Ai

= 0. (B8)

It is actually:

α
∂S SJ[A]
∂Ai

−
1
2
∂χ2[A]
∂Ai

= 0. (B9)

Substituting Eqs. (B3) and (A5) into the above equation:

α∆i log
(

Ai

Di

)
+

N∑
n=1

Kni∆i

σ2
n

∑
m

KnmAm∆m −Gn

 = 0. (B10)

Eliminating ∆i:

α log
(

Ai

Di

)
+

N∑
n=1

Kni

σ2
n

∑
m

KnmAm∆m −Gn

 = 0. (B11)

Substituting Eqs. (B6) and (B5) into Eq. (B11):

α
∑

m

Vimum +

N∑
n=1

1
σ2

n

∑
m

UnmξmVim

∑
l

KnlAl∆l −Gn

 = 0.(B12)

Now
∑

m Vim can be removed from the two terms in the left-
hand side. Finally we get:

αum +

N∑
n=1

1
σ2

n
ξmUnm

∑
l

KnlAl∆l −Gn

 = 0. (B13)

Since Al depends on {um} as well, Eq. (B13) is actually a non-
linear equation about {um}. In the ACFlow package [58], the
Newton’s method is adopted to solve it. So we have to evalu-
ate the following two variables and pass them to the Newton’s
algorithm [75]:

fm = αum + ξm

N∑
n=1

1
σ2

n
Unm

∑
l

KnlAl∆l −Gn

 , (B14)

Jmi =
∂ fm
∂ui
= αδmi + ξm

N∑
n=1

1
σ2

n
Unm

∑
l

KnlAl∆lVli, (B15)

where Jmi can be considered as a Jacobian matrix. Note that
Eq. (B7) is applied to derive Eq. (B15).

Since the calculations for fm and Jmi are quite complicated
and time-consuming, the Einstein summation technology is
used to improve the computational efficiency. The following
three variables should be precomputed and stored during the
initialization stage:

Bm =

N∑
n=1

1
σ2

n
ξmUnmGn, (B16)

Wml =
∑
pn

1
σ2

n
UnmξmUnpξpVlp∆lDl, (B17)

Wmli = WmlVli. (B18)
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Clearly, the three variables only depend on the input Green’s
function G, the default model D, and the singular value de-
composition of the kernel function K. Now fm and Jmi can be
reformulated in terms of them:

fm = αum +
∑

l

Wmlwl − Bm, (B19)

Jmi = αδmi +
∑

l

Wmliwl, (B20)

where

wl = exp

∑
m

Vlmum

 . (B21)

4. Positive-negative entropy

For matrix-valued Green’s function, the spectral functions
of the off-diagonal components could exhibit negative weight.

However, the ordinary MaxEnt method is only rigorous for
non-negative spectrum [18]. In order to remedy this prob-
lem, one could imagine that the off-diagonal spectral func-
tions originate from a subtraction of two artificial positive
functions [55],

A = A+ − A−, (B22)

A− = A+ − A. (B23)

Assuming the independence of A+ and A−, the resulting en-
tropy S SJ[A+, A−] is the sum of the respective entropies:

S SJ[A+, A−] =
∫

dω
[
A+ − D − A+ log

(
A+

D

)]
+∫

dω
[
A− − D − A− log

(
A−

D

)]
. (B24)

Thus, S SJ[A+, A−] is called the positive-negative entropy in
the literature [55, 60]. We at first eliminate A−

S SJ[A, A+] =
∫

dω
[
A+ − D − A+ log

(
A+

D

)]
+

∫
dω

[
(A+ − A) − D − (A+ − A) log

(
A+ − A

D

)]
, (B25)

and write:

Q[A, A+] = αS SJ[A, A+] −
1
2
χ2[A]. (B26)

Since we are searching for a maximum of Q with respect to A
and A+, we also apply:

∂Q[A, A+]
∂A+

=
∂S SJ[A, A+]
∂A+

= 0, (B27)

to eliminate A+. The following equations show some interme-
diate steps:∫

dω
[
log

(
A+

D

)
+ log

(
A+ − A

D

)]
= 0, (B28)

log
(

A+

D

)
+ log

(
A+ − A

D

)
= 0, (B29)

A+(A+ − A)
D2 = 1. (B30)

Finally, we obtain:

A+ =

√
A2 + 4D2 + A

2
, (B31)

A− =

√
A2 + 4D2 − A

2
. (B32)

Substituting Eqs. (B31) and (B32) into Eq. (B24) to eliminate
A+ and A−, we obtain:

S SJ[A+, A−] =
∫

dω

√A2 + 4D2 − 2D

− A log

 √A2 + 4D2 + A
2D

 . (B33)

Its discretization form becomes:

S SJ[A+, A−] =
∑

m

√A2
m + 4D2

m − 2Dm

− Am log

 √
A2

m + 4D2
m + Am

2Dm

 ∆m. (B34)

Note that Eq. (B33) is exactly the same with Eq. (19).
S SJ[A+, A−] is just S ±SJ[A]. The first derivative of S SJ[A+, A−]
with respect to Ai is:

∂S SJ[A+, A−]
∂Ai

= −∆i log
(

A+i
Di

)
. (B35)

5. Parameterization for positive-negative spectral functions

According to Eq. (B31) and Eq. (B32), we find:

A+A− = D2. (B36)
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Inspired by Eq. (B6), it is naturally to parameterize A+ and A−

in the singular value space as well:

A+i = Di exp

∑
m

Vimum

 , (B37)

A−i = Di exp

−∑
m

Vimum

 . (B38)

Hence,

Ai = Di exp

∑
m

Vimum

 − Di exp

−∑
m

Vimum

 (B39)

Ai = Di

(
wi −

1
wi

)
. (B40)

∂A+l
∂ui
= A+l Vli. (B41)

∂A−l
∂ui
= −A−l Vli. (B42)

∂A
∂ui
= (A+l + A−l )Vli = Dl

(
wl +

1
wl

)
Vli. (B43)

By using the Einstein summation notations as defined in Sec-
tion B 3, we immediately obtain:

fm = αum +
∑

l

Wml

(
wl −

1
wl

)
− Bm, (B44)

Jmi = αδmi +
∑

l

Wmli

(
wl +

1
wl

)
. (B45)

Appendix C: Bayesian reconstruction entropy

In this appendix, the technical details for S BR, S ±BR, and the
MaxEnt-BR method are discussed.

1. Entropy

The Bayesian reconstruction entropy reads:

S BR[A] =
∫

dω
[
1 −

A(ω)
D(ω)

+ log
(

A(ω)
D(ω)

)]
. (C1)

Its discretization form is:

S BR[A] =
∑

i

∆i

[
1 −

Ai

Di
+ log

(
Ai

Di

)]
. (C2)

Its first derivative with respect to Ai is:

∂S BR[A]
∂Ai

= −∆i

(
1
Di
−

1
Ai

)
. (C3)

2. Parameterization of spectral function

The original parameterization of A [see Eq. (B6)] can not be
used here. A new parameterization scheme for A is necessary.
Assumed that

1
Di
−

1
Ai
=

∑
m

Vimum, (C4)

then we have:

Al =
Dl

1 − Dl
∑

m Vlmum
. (C5)

So, the first derivative of Al with respect to ui reads:

∂Al

∂ui
= AlAlVli. (C6)

3. Newton’s method

Next, we would like to derive fm and Jmi for the Bayesian
reconstruction entropy. Substituting Eq. (C3) into Eq. (B9):

α∆i

(
1
Di
−

1
Ai

)
+

N∑
n=1

Kni∆i

σ2
n

∑
m

KnmAm∆m −Gn

 = 0. (C7)

Eliminating ∆i:

α

(
1
Di
−

1
Ai

)
+

N∑
n=1

Kni

σ2
n

∑
m

KnmAm∆m −Gn

 = 0. (C8)

Substituting Eq. (C4) into Eq. (C8):

α
∑

m

Vimum +

N∑
n=1

1
σ2

n

∑
m

UnmξmVim

∑
l

KnlAl∆l −Gn

 = 0. (C9)

Eliminating
∑

m Vim again:

αum +

N∑
n=1

1
σ2

n
ξmUnm

∑
l

KnlAl∆l −Gn

 = 0. (C10)

Clearly, Eq. (C10) is the same with Eq. (B13). Thus, the equa-
tions for fm and Jmi are as follows:

fm = αum + ξm

N∑
n=1

1
σ2

n
Unm

∑
l

KnlAl∆l −Gn

 , (C11)

Jmi =
∂ fm
∂ui
= αδmi + ξm

N∑
n=1

1
σ2

n
Unm

∑
l

KnlAlAl∆lVli. (C12)

Note that Eq. (C11) is the same with Eq. (B14). However,
Eq. (C12) differs from Eq. (B15) by a factor Al in the second
term of the right-hand side. To derive Eq. (C12), Eq. (C6)
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is used. Now the Einstein summation notation is adopted to
simplify the calculations of fm and Jmi again:

fm = αum +
∑

l

Wmlwl − Bm, (C13)

Jmi = αδmi +
∑

l

WmliDlwlwl, (C14)

where

wl =
1

1 − Dl
∑

m Vlmum
. (C15)

Here, the definitions of Wml, Wmli, and Bm could be found in
Section B 3.

4. Positive-negative entropy

Next, we would like to generalize the Bayesian reconstruc-
tion entropy to realize the positive-negative entropy algorithm
to support the analytic continuation of matrix-valued Green’s
function [55]. The positive-negative entropy for the Bayesian
reconstruction entropy is defined as follows:

S BR[A+, A−] =
∫

dω
[
1 −

A+

D
+ log

(
A+

D

)]

+

∫
dω

[
1 −

A−

D
+ log

(
A−

D

)]
. (C16)

Since A = A+ − A−, Eq. (C16) can be transformed into:

S BR[A, A+] =
∫

dω
[
1 −

A+

D
+ log

(
A+

D

)]
+

∫
dω

[
1 −

A+ − A
D

+ log
(

A+ − A
D

)]
.(C17)

Then we should eliminate A+ in Eq. (C17). Because

∂S BR[A, A+]
∂A+

= 0 =
∫

dω
(

1
A+
+

1
A+ − A

−
2
D

)
, (C18)

we immediately get:

A+ =

√
A2 + D2 + D + A

2
, (C19)

and

A− =

√
A2 + D2 + D − A

2
. (C20)

From the definitions of A+ and A−, it is easily to prove:

2A+A− = (A+ + A−)D, (C21)

and

A+ + A− =
√

A2 + D2 + D. (C22)

We would like to express S BR[A+, A−] in terms of A:

S BR[A+, A−] =
∫

dω
[
2 −

A+

D
−

A−

D
+ log

(
A+A−

D2

)]
. (C23)

Substituting Eq. (C21) into Eq. (C23):

S BR[A+, A−] =
∫

dω
[
2 −

A+ + A−

D
+ log

(
A+ + A−

2D

)]
. (C24)

Substituting Eq. (C22) into Eq. (C24):

S BR[A+, A−] =
∫

dω

2 − √A2 + D2 + D
D

+ log

 √A2 + D2 + D
2D

 . (C25)

Its discretization form reads:

S BR[A+, A−] =
∑

m

2 − √
A2

m + D2
m + Dm

Dm
+ log

 √
A2

m + D2
m + Dm

2Dm

∆m. (C26)

Note that Eq. (C25) is exactly the same with Eq. (20).
S BR[A+, A−] is just S ±BR[A]. Then the first derivative of

S BR[A+, A−] with respect to Ai is:

∂S [A+, A−]
∂Ai

= −∆i

(
1
Di
−

1
A+i

)
(C27)



15

This equation is very similar to Eq. (C3).

5. Parameterization for positive-negative spectral functions

Now we assume that:

A+l =
Dl

1 − Dl
∑

m Vlmum
, (C28)

and

A−l =
Dl

1 + Dl
∑

m Vlmum
. (C29)

We also introduce:

w+l =
1

1 − Dl
∑

m Vlmum
, (C30)

and

w−l =
1

1 + Dl
∑

m Vlmum
. (C31)

So A+l = Dlw+l , A−l = Dlw−l , and Al = Dl(w+l −w−l ). It is easy to
verify that the definitions of A+l and A−l obey Eq. (C21). The

first derivatives of A+l and A−l with respect to ui are:

∂A+l
∂ui
= A+l A+l Vli, (C32)

and

∂A−l
∂ui
= −A−l A−l Vli. (C33)

The first derivative of Al with respect to ui is:

∂Al

∂ui
= A+l A+l Vli + A−l A−l Vli. (C34)

After some simple algebra, we easily get:

fm = αum +
∑

l

Wml(w+l − w−l ) − Bm, (C35)

Jmi = αδmi +
∑

l

WmliDl(w+l w+l + w−l w−l ). (C36)
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