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Liouvillian recursion method for the electronic Green’s function

A. Foley!*

'AlgoLab Quantique, Institut Quantique, Université de Sherbrooke, Sherbrooke, QC, Canada
(Dated: January 8, 2024)

In this paper, we present a framework for the recursion method applied within the Liouvillian formalism,
enabling the computation of response functions for a wide range of quantum operators. Indeed, unlike
most previous literature on the Liouvillian recursion method, this framework readily computes electronic
Green’s function. We demonstrate the method by showcasing its application to a temperature dependence
study of a 2 x 2 Hubbard model. Our results show that the recursion method accurately computes response
functions and provides valuable insights into quantum many-body systems. While the method has already
been successfully applied to study of condensed matter, further efforts are required to develop efficient
algorithms for larger and more realistic systems. Tensor network methods and other variational techniques
hold promise for tackling these challenges. Overall, the recursion method offers a flexible approach for

investigating strongly correlated system.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recursion method in the Liouvillian formalism has
been extensively used for the computation of response func-
tions of hermitian operator [1-5]. However, it is not the
case for response function of non-hermitian operators, such
as the electronic Green’s function. Indeed, the typical pre-
sentation [1, 3, 5] doesn’t allow for such response function.

While Mori’s original derivation [2] of the approach is
applicable to the general case, it is said to be rather compli-
cated [4, 5]. The computation of electronic Green’s function
is routinely done using the recursion method in the Hamil-
tonian formalism [1, 6-8]. This has some advantages and
some drawbacks: the numerical implementation is simple
and efficient, but the approach is only readily applicable in
the zero temperature limit. In contrast, with the Liouvillian
formalism, the approach can be carried at arbitrary temper-
ature, but the superoperator algebra is considerably harder
to implement efficiently.

In its canonical use [1, 2], the recursion method com-
putes a response function of a finite system in the form
of a continued fraction and, by analysing the structure of
this continued fraction, information about the infinite size
limit can be inferred. This inferred data is often interesting
in its own right and from it an approximation of the re-
sponse function of the infinite system can be reconstructed.
The reconstruction process takes the form of an extrapola-
tion of the continued fraction explicitly computed. It can
also be used in conjunction with quantum cluster meth-
ods, sometimes with the structural analysis of the continued
fraction [9, 10], but more often without [6-8]. This paper
focuses on the explicit computation of continued fractions,
we refer the reader to the monograph by Viswanath and
Muller [1] for further reading on continued fraction analy-
sis and extrapolation.

This paper is organized as follows: we first explain and
demonstrate the method; in second, we give a few examples
of functions that can be computed within this formalism, we
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then show its usage with a temperature dependence study
of a 2 x 2 Hubbard model. Finally, we present our conclu-
sions.

II. METHOD
Definitions and notation

Going forward, we work with the natural units kzy =k =
1, operators that are not explicitly function of time are un-
derstood to be the time-dependent operator evaluated at
time t = 0 and the fourier transform of a function f(t) is
fl@)= [7, f(0)e de.

The Liouvillian recursion method can be understood
quite simply in terms of Heisenberg’s equation in a super-
operator formalism: the Liouvillian superoperator & is the
commutator of some operator with the Hamiltonian opera-
tor. Heisenberg’s equation, in the Liouvillian notation read
as follows:

—i%o(t) =20(t)=[H,0(1)] (D

where O is some operator, H is the Hamiltonian and ¥ =
[H, -] is the Liouvillian. We quickly observe that in terms
of this superoperator, Heisenberg’s equation has the same
structure as Schrodinger’s equation. It consequently admits
the same formal solution for time evolution:

O(r) =e“'0=eM0e ™ (2)

This superoperator expression of the operator evolution is
a well-known identity [11].

With this last observation, there’s only one missing ingre-
dient to perform the computation of response function or
their associated Green’s function: a scalar product for oper-
ators. While its precise definition is of little importance for
the relation we will demonstrate next, the precise choice of
scalar product is physically motivated: it determines what
sort of response function we will compute. Concrete exem-
ples of such scalar products definitions are given in subsec-
tion ITA. We denote the scalar product of two operators B
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and C as (B|C), then the response function and retarded
Green’s function available to the recursion method are

Apc(t) = (B|C(t)) 3
Gpc(t) =—i(B|C(t))0(t) @

respectively, for any pair of operators. In eq. (4), 6(t) is
the Heaviside step function. We use parentheses to denote
the scalar product instead of the more conventional angled
brackets to distinguish the operation clearly from the scalar
product between states, because practical definition of the
operator scalar product can involve that of states.

The recursion method requires that Liouvillain is hermi-
tian with respect to the scalar product:

(Cl#B) = (£C|B) = (C|Z|B). (%)

With that additional property, the scalar product reproduce
the usual algebra of Dirac’s notation with the Hamiltonian
in every way. Note that this extra property (5) is readily
obtained when the scalar product is the average at thermo-
dynamic equilibrium of some operator.

Recursion method for continued fractions

Using the time evolution identity (2),we can rewrite
eq. (4) as follows:

Gpc(t) =—i(Ble#*C)6(¢)

Gpc(t) =—i(e#'B|C)O(t) (6)

Gpc(t) = —i(Ble*|C)O(t)
which is a consequence of eq. (5). Since it is trivially appli-
cable to any power of the Liouvillian, it also works with any
Taylor’s series and consequently any function of the Liouvil-

lian. Next, we compute the Fourier transform with respect
to time and obtain

Gpc(w) = (B IC) 7

w+¥

In the particular case where B = C, the problem amounts
to computing a single diagonal element of [w +.%]7. This
computation is readily accomplished using Lanczos’ algo-
rithm [6, 7] on the Liouvillian using B as the initial operator.
Lanczos’ algorithm is an iterative procedure that constructs
an orthogonal basis in which the target linear operator is
tridiagonal. When applied to minus one times the Liouvil-
lian, the algorithm can be expressed by the following recur-
sive relation:

Birife = =L — i — Bt ®
o =—(fil Z1fi) ©)

Br = —(fi| £ fi1) (10)

f_1 = O (11)

f= —o (12)

v (B|B)

In the basis of f, operators and after n iterations, the Liou-
villian is a tridiagonal matrix:

_ao /\31 0 e O ]
By ar By
T=10 pa - 0 | (13)
| 0 ... 0 B, a, ]
Because we used f;, = ‘/% to initialize Lanczos’ algo-

rithm, we obtain the following expression for the Green’s
function:

1

Gus() = (BIB) [ﬁ](o ) (14)

it can be shown that the (0, 0) element of the inverse matrix
is a Jacobi type continued fraction [7, 12] :

(B|B)
Gpp(w) = B2 (15)
1
O)_ao 2
w — (11 - ﬁ_z

Continued fractions can be characterized by a number of
floors; the number of divisions present in continued frac-
tions. With Jacobi continued fractions, the number of floors
counts the number of poles the function has on the neigh-
bourhood of the real line. A Green’s function with a contin-
uous spectral weight necessarily has an infinite number of
floors to its continued fraction representation. Truncation
of continued fractions yields rapidly converging approxima-
tions for the purpose of computing integrals of the complete
continued fraction. While this method is limited to the di-
rect compution of diagonal elements of the Green function,
it doesn’t prevent us from computing off-diagonal elements
as well, albeit in an indirect manner. Indeed, by computing
the Green’s function for the operators B + C and B—iC as
well as for B and C, Lanczos’ algorithm yields a continued
fraction for

[B+C)
w+ % (16)

= Gpp(w) + Gpc(w) + Gep(w) + Gee(w).

Glo(w) = (B+C|

and

IB+iC)
w+ % a7n

= Gpp(w) +1Gpc(w) —iGep(w) + Gee(w).

GLo(@) = (B+iC]|

From those, expressions for G,z and Gg. can be isolated.
We refer to this procedure as "linear combination of con-
tinued fractions » (LCCF). In the generic case, the compu-
tational cost for off-diagonal Green’s function is increased
fourfold relative to computing a single diagonal element,



but it yields four Green’s functions, which are often all of
equal interest.

To reach an exact result, Lanczos algorithm has to be run
until exhaustion of the Krylov subspace generated by the re-
peated action of the Liouvillian on the initial operator. Note
that subspace exhaustion has happened as soon as a 8 coef-
ficient is zero to working precision. In the case of electrons,
this means order 4" iterations, where n is the number of
single-electron orbitals. This is often neither practical nor
necessary. Indeed, this reveals a lot of information within a
few tens of iterations [1], even in the limit of large n.

Recursion method for orthonormal polynomials
decomposition

Within this Liouvillian framework, it is also possible to
compute the decomposition of a response function on a ba-
sis of orthonormal polynomials. Orthonormal polynomial
decompositions of response functions rely, as the name sug-
gest, on orthonormal polynomials [13]. The Liouvillian ver-
sion of the orthonormal polynomial method as one con-
siderable advantage over the equivalent Hamiltonian ap-
proach: because it can compute contributions to the spec-
tral weight of both occupied and unoccupied states at once,
it doesn’t have to deal with the discontinuity of the Fermi-
Dirac distribution in metallic systems at zero temperature.
This means faster convergence of the polynomials coeffi-
cient is expected without resorting to subtle tricks [14].
Note that hermiticity of the Liouvillian is unnecessary for
this method. There are many families of orthonormal poly-
nomial and they all share a common set of properties. Con-
sider the set of orthonormal polynomials {T,(w)}Vn € Z-.
They define a function space with an inner product

b
(f.g) =J flw)g(w)W(w)dw (18)

with respect to a weight function W(w) which is real and

positive for all w in [a, b] and normalized: f ab W(w)dw =
1. The polynomials are orthonormal with respect to this
inner product:

(T, Trn) = O (19)

The polynomials in the set are related by a three-term re-
currence relation:

bis1 Ties1(w) = (0 — ;) Ty (w) — by Ty (w) (20)

where the coefficients a; and b, are determined by the set
of orthonormal polynomials, Ty(w) = 1 and T_;(w) = 0.
The weight function can be obtained from the coefficients
of the three-term recurrence relation[citation]:

1

2
. 1 . b1
W(w)=—11m —Im C0""-6_(10_—2
e—0*t 7T . bz
wtie—a; ——

@1

A function f (w) defined on the domain [a, b] can expressed
in terms of the polynomials:

F(@)= p,To(@)W(w) (22)
=> 7 Ty(w) (23)

nb
= f f(@)T(@)do = (&, T,) 24)

b
Vo = f fl@)T()W(w)dw = (f,T,) (25)

A few examples of such polynomial functions are Tcheby-
shev, Legendre, 'Hermite and Laguerre polynomials. The
first two are defined on a finite domain, while Laguerre’s
polynomials are on a semi-infinite domain and 'Hermite’s
are defined for all real values. Some guesswork is needed to
adapt the polynomial basis to the a priori unknown band-
width of the Green’s function.

Along with the identities introduced in II, the equations
introduced in this section allow us to devise an algorithm
to compute the y-moments of a response function in the
frequency domain. By performing a Fourier transform on
eq. (3) we obtain:

Apc(w) = (B|6(w + £)|C) (26)
Then substituting f (w) by Agc(w) in eq. (24) gives us the
following:
b
Uy = J (Bl6(w + L)C) T (w)dw
a

= (BIT,(=2)IC)
= (Blfn)

Where we defined f, = T,(—%)C. Multiplying the polyno-
mials’ three-term recursion (20) by C, we obtain

(27)

b1 Te1 (—£)C = (-2 — a ) Ti(—£)C— b )1 (—£)C
= byyifi1 = (L —a ) — bifiy
(28)

The set of operators f;, can be efficiently computed to finite
order without explicitly evaluating the polynomials of the
superoperator.

Unlike Lanczos’s algorithm, independently of system size
the formal solution produced by this method is an infinite
serie. This isn’t much of a practical issue, because the simi-
lar nature of the recursive algorithms shows that both meth-
ods explore the same Krylov subspace and extract a similar
amount of information at a similar pace. Indeed, a unique
N-poles approximation of the Green’s function could be re-
constructed from 2N polynomial moments [15]. In prac-
tice, truncating the polynomial introduce Gibbs’s oscilla-
tion to the reconstructed spectral weight [13]. This phe-
nomenon can be controlled using kernel smoothing meth-
ods [13] or linear prediction [14, 16]. Finally, a striking



advantage of the polynomials decomposition is that multi-
ple response function can be computed in a single recursive
procedure: the operator B does not intervene in the recur-
sive part of the algorithm. Consequently, the decomposition
of any response function that share the same C operator can
be computed using the same set of f; operators.

This recursive procedure produces a decomposition of the
spectral weight on the chosen basis, but the Green’s func-
tion can also be obtained from the same coefficients. Since
the Green function and the spectral weight in the frequency
domain are related by the Kramers-Kronig relations [17].
A corollary of the Kramers-Kronig relation is the analytical
continuation relations:

T 1 = Apc(w)
GBC(Z)_EIEBL 2nfwz—w+iedw’ 29

Apcle) =~ lim %Im[G(w +ie)]. (30)

We observe in eq. (29) that the Green function is the Stielt-
jes transform of the spectral weight. The theory relative
to the Stieltjes transform [18-20] is deeply intertwinned
with the theory of orthonormal polynomials. Given a u-
decomposition of Az (w) the solution to eq. (29) takes the
form [21, 22]:

Gao(2) = Dt (Un(2) + To(2)Sw(2)) (31

where Sy, (z) is the Stieltjes transform of the weight func-
tion W(w) and U,(z) are the polynomials of the second kind
associated with the weight function. If the function Sy, (2)
is not known analytically, it can be computed using a con-
tinued fraction involving the coefficients of the three-term
recurrence:

zZ— ao - !

Z2—a;——

The secondary polynomials are defined by the following re-
currence and initial conditions:

bis1Uks1(2) = (2 — a)) Uy (2) — by U1 (2) (33)
Up(2) = 0 (34)

—T1(z)
Z_ao

The initial conditions for the U; polynomials are fixed by
the requirement that Gg(z) ~ (mz_c) when |z| > 1. In other
words, all polynomial contributions z"Vn > 0 must cancel
out at high frequency.

On the relation between continued fractions and
orthonormal polynomials

One quickly notice that Lanczos’ algorithm and the or-
thonormal polynomial method rely on basically identical

4

equations. In fact, Lanczos’ procedure amounts to gener-
ating a special purpose polynomial basis such that y, =
(BIB)dy . Indeed, the operators generated by Lanczos pro-
cedures are mutually orthonormal with respect to our cho-
sen scalar product and u;, = (B|fi) = (folfi)- The poly-
nomials L (w) produced by Lanczos’ algorithm are defined

by

Br.1Lis1(w) = (w0 — g ) Li(w) — By L1 (w) (36)
L_4(w)=0 (37)
Ly(w)=1 (38)

Those polynomials are orthonormal with respect to the
spectral weight A (w) = lim,_,+ Im (%Gcc(a) + ie))

J Lm(w)Ln(w)ACC(w)dw = 5mn (39

—0oQ

This observation provides us an alternative way of comput-
ing off-diagonal Green’s function element within Lanczos’
algorithm: we can compute their moments on the Lanczos-
generated polynomial basis, yielding a decomposition of the
off diagonnal elements Agz-(w) in terms of the polynomials
that are orthogonal with respect to the targeted diagonnal
element Aqc(w).

In short, with this continued fraction-polynomial hybrid
procedure (CFPH), the diagonal Green’s function G..(2) is
given by the continued fraction generated by Lanczos’ al-
gorithm and we have the coefficients u, = (B|f,) for the
off-diagonal Green’s function elements

Gpc(2) = D 1y (Qu(z) + L (2)Goc(2)).  (40)

Where the secondary polynomials Q,,(w) are defined by

Br+1Qr41(2) = (2 — a1 )Q(2) — BrQy—1(2) (41)
Qo(z)=0 (42)

Quz) = 1@ 43)

Z—Cto

This computation method has a significant advantage in
comparison to either method taken alone. Compared with
the LCCF method for off-diagonal elements of the Green
function, it is computationally cheaper. Compared with the
orthonormal polynomial computation method, there is no
need to rescale the polynomials to fit the a priori unknown
bandwidth of the Green’s function.

For a generic L site system, with no spatial nor time-
reversal symmetry, the LCCF method would have to be per-
formed L? times requiring L2k action of the Liouvillian on
an operator and 2L2k inner products, where k is the num-
ber of iterations performed. In contrast, the CFPH method
would be performed L times requiring Lk application of the
Liouvillian and (2 + L(L — 1))k inner products. This is only
2k more inner products than the orthonormal polynomial
method.



A. Examples of scalar product

The precise definition of the scalar product used deter-
mines the physical content of the response function the re-
cursive methods compute. Here we give the scalar prod-
uct’s definitions for a few common uses and demonstrate
that it has all the properties required of inner products [23],
namely positive definiteness, conjugate symmetry and lin-
earity, along with the hermiticty of the Liouvillian. Those
scalar product will all have the form

§
(BIC) = %J dAg(A)(e™BTe () (44)
0

where the angled brackets is the thermodynamic average
at inverse temperature f3, g(A) is positive on [0, 3], g( —

A) = g(A) and %ff dAg(A) is some finite constant. The
J

B

(BlZC)= %f dag(A)(eMBTe M
0

thermodynamic average is defined as

(B) — w (45)
" Tr[efH] "

Because the average in Dirac’s Hilbert space is both linear
and conjugate symmetric, the linearity (B|C + D) = (B|C) +
(B|D) and conjugate symmetry (B|C)* = (C|B) are quite
obvious. But positivity (B|B) = 0 is less so. Using closure
relations in terms of the eigenbasis of H we can write the
scalar product as follows:

p
(B|B)=% f dAg(2) Y | e*PEE (mIBIn) 2. (46)
0 nm

In this form, we see that all the terms in the summation are
positive. Since g(A) is also positive, the integrand is positive
everywhere on the integration domain. Consequently, the
formula is positive.

Finally, the Liouvillian is hermitian with respect to this
scalar product:

[H,C])

1 T 4
= m J dkg(A)Tr [e(l—ﬂ)HBl e—AHHC _ e(k_ﬂ)HBl e—AHCH]

(A—B)H —AH o(—PH —AH
= 5Tie ﬁH]J dAg(M)Tr[e B'He *HC— HB'e (]

47)

= lf dag(A)(e™[Bf, H]e ()
B Jo

B
_1 J dAg(A)(eM[H, B]'e M)
B Jo

= (£B|C)

Fermionic Green’s function

The practical definition of the many-body retarded Green
function and spectral weight for fermions in a system at
equilibrium are

G;.(1) =—i({c,(t), ¢} (0)}O(t) (48)
ATL(0) = ({e, (1), ¢ (0)}) (49)
where cg)(t) is the annihilation (creation) operator for
a fermion at position r (and possibly other degrees of

freedom) at time t and the fermion operators obey the
canonical anticommutation relation: {c,,c.} = &,.1 and

{Cr’ cr'} =0

This leads us to choose the following scalar product:

(BlC) = ({C,B™}). (50)

(

This scalar product corresponds to eq. (44) with g(1) =
B(5(A)+6(B—A)). Thus, it satisfies all the necessary prop-
erties.

Bosonic Green’s function

The usual definition of the retarded Green function and
spectral weight when dealing with bosons are

G, (6) = —i{[b,(6), b, (0)])6(¢) 1)
A7,(6) = ([b,(£),b1,(0))) (52)

where bg’i‘)(t) is the annihilation (creation) operator for a
boson at position r (and possibly other degrees of freedom)



at time t and the boson operators obey the canonical com-
mutation relation: [b,, r,] =6, 1and [b,,b,.]=
This hints at (B|C) = ([C,B']) for scalar product . This
scalar product is eq. (44) with g(1) = B(6(A)—&6(B — A)).
This violates the positivity condition. Therefore, this isn’t
a valid inner product for the recursive method. The choice
of a commutator instead of an anticommutator is a matter
of convenience, and in this case, it is rather inconvenient.
So we advise using the anticommutator scalar product for
bosonic Green’s function as well. Indeed, it is straightfor-
ward to obtain the commutator spectral weight eq. (52)
from the anticommutator spectral weight eq. (49) using
the detailed balance relation between two terms present in
both of the functions. We define A~ (t) = (br(t)bi,) and
AS(t)= (b ,b,(t)). Using the trace cyclic property, we can
show that

A7 (t—ip) = A7, (1) (53)
= e PO (0) = AT (w). (54)

Since At (w) =A™ (w)+A(w) and A~ (w) =A™ (w)—A<(w),
it follows from eq. (54) that

A~ (w) = tanh(E)AT (w). (55)
The corresponding Green function can be obtained using
eq. (29), if needed. Alternatively, one can compute each of
the two terms of the commutator separately, by assigning
to each of them their own inner product, similarly to what
is done in the following section.

Zero temperature Hamiltonian limit

A special case of the Liouvillian formalism as presented
here is the recursive method at zero temperature in the
Hamiltonian formalism. The Hamiltonian formalism has
one very significant advantage: it only involves operator
acting on states. The algebra of operators acting on state
is a significantly smaller burden than that of operators and
superoperators, using it when possible can lead to signifi-
cantly faster numerical computations.

In the Hamiltonian formalism, the recursion method
must be applied once per term in the spectral weight [1, 6].
To replicate this feature in the Liouvillian formalism, we
must define two inner products, one for each of the two
terms in the Green’s function:

(BlC)* = (CBT) (56)
(BIC)” = (B'C). (57)

Those scalar products correspond to eq. (44) with
g'(A) = Bo(A) and g (A) = P6(B — A), respec-
tively. The fermionic Green function is then G,.(t) =
(e le, ()T + (cprlc, (£))"16(t). The manipulations to be
done are similar for both terms. Taking the zero tempera-

ture limit, the Lanczos coefficient are

= (Qlf]_(H—Ep)f_1Q) (58)
c =(QIf_(H—E)fi_1_19) (59)
af =(Qlf ,(H—E)f] , 12) (60)
i =(Qlficy (H—Ef Q) (61)

where |(2) is the non-degenerate ground state and f, . = c,.
We observe that we can express both the Lanczos’ coefficient
egs. (9,10) and the recursion relation eq. (8) in terms of the
states [1);’) = f; . [2). Indeed, by multiplying the recursion
relation by the ground state we obtain

Bir W) = (=(H —Eo) — o ) [by)

and

/3]::_1 |¢:+1> = (XZ) |¢Z) _ﬂlj |¢Z_1) . (63)

These two recursion relations on states are exactly what
one finds when applying Lanczos method to the compu-
tation of Green’s function within the Hamiltonian formal-
ism [pyqcm,these,Dagotto].

=B [Yyy)  (62)

(H—E;—

III. MODEL

To illustrate the recursion method, we will apply it to the
study the fermionic Hubbard model on a 2 x 2 plaquette. Fi-
nite realizations of the Hubbard model such as this are rele-
vant to cluster methods [6, 24-27]. This family of methods
yields an approximate Green’s function of a lattice model
from the Green’s function computed from related cluster
models such as the Hubbard plaquette we consider here.
With methods of that nature, only lattice quantities express-
ible in terms of the Green’s function can be computed for the
lattice.

The Hubbard Hamiltonian is

=t Z Cro r0+ciacr'0)
+UZ TT rl rich “Zc Cro

where r is a position on the plaquette, o € {1, |} is the spin
index, t is the hop amplitude, U the on-site Hubbard in-
teraction and u the chemical potential. t = 1 defines the
energy scale. We will consider the intermediate coupling
regime U = 4 and at half-filling y = % In this particular re-
alization, all four sites are equivalent, and the model is spin
symmetric. Due to the model finiteness, no phase transition
can happen and no symmetry can be broken spontaneously.
Thus, we make use of all available symmetry: it is enough
to compute the Green’s function elements at r = (0,0) and
r’ €[(0,0),(0,1),(1,1)] and only for one spin population
to reconstruct the Green’s function in its entirety.

The complete Hilbert space for this model has size 4* =
256. Consequently, commonly available linear algebra im-
plementations are good enough to compute results in very

(64)



little time for this particular model. Here we use numpy to
perform the numerical computations. For this problem, we
perform full diagonalization of the plaquette Hamiltonian H

and compute the density matrix p = %. The scalar
product eq. (50) is used to compute the retarded Green’s
function eq. (48). Much more care and efforts would be
needed to tackle larger finite models with this category of
methods. Indeed, the cost of manipulating operators in a
given Hilbert space is comparable to that of manipulating
a state in a system twice the size and full diagonalization
of the problem Hamiltonian is not practical for only slightly
larger problems.

We perform a temperature dependence study of the pla-
quette by computing its local density of states and heat ca-
pacity using Green’s function using exclusively continued
fractions. This demonstrates the capability of this method
to accurately compute various equilibrium quantities, as the
system’s free energy can be reliably determined if the heat
capacity can be accurately computed. Additionally, we com-
pare the off-diagonal element of Green’s function obtained
by LCCF (Egs. (16,17)) with the CFPH procedure eq. (40).
This comparison shows that the CFPH procedure reproduce
the same spectral weight as the LCCF to high accuracy, with
significantly fewer computations.

Results

In Fig. 1, we can see the evolution of the local density
of states with temperature. The local density of states as
shown in the figure is

D(w) = Agy(w) = %Im(G(W +0.20)).  (65)

The limit to real frequency is not taken, leading to a
lorentzian broadening of the Dirac deltas that would other-
wise be present at real frequencies. We observe that most of
the temperature driven changes occur before T = 1 and that
by T ~ 2.5 the infinite temperature limit is almost reached.
At T ~ 0.3 a significant amount of spectral weight is visible
in the Mott gap. This is a hint of the metal-insulator tran-
sition in the lattice limit. As temperature rises, this weight
within the gap keeps getting larger, a clear sign that the
metallic phase is favoured by higher temperature.

As temperature rise from 0, the number of peaks visi-
ble in the spectrum increase significantly. At zero temper-
ature, the exact density of state has sixteen poles, many
of which have weights so small that they are not visible.
Consequently, the Lanczos algorithm naturally stops after
16 iterations. As temperature rises the number of poles in
the exact solution rise quickly and before T = 0.055 it be-
comes limited to 40, the maximum number of iterations of
the Lanczos algorithm we allowed for those computations.
From then on, the total number of poles present in the so-
lution is fixed and their position lose their exact correspon-
dence to excited states eigenvalues. At T = 0.055, most of
the temperature driven changes to the spectrum has yet to

happen: the changes we observe happen through a reorga-
nization of the available poles.

In practice, the limited development needs not limit the
accuracy of computations, thermodynamic quantities show
a good convergence rate with the maximum number of
poles allowed. Figures 2 and 3 illustrate this quite neatly.
In those we compute the constant volume heat capacity as
a function of temperature using the Green’s function and
compare the resulting estimate with the numerically exact
value. The exact value is obtained by computing

C,(T)= %(<H2> —(H)?) (66)

using the density matrix. The Green function estimate is ob-
tained by numerical derivation with respect to inverse tem-
perature of the total energy:

E(T) = %Tr[ § dz(z+HO)FT(z)GT(z)] (67)
Cc

C,(T)= (6§(TT))V = ;—i (5§([5T))V (68)

where F;(2) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution at temperature
T, Hy is the one-body Hamiltonian matrix and the closed
integration path C contains all the poles of the Green’s func-
tion Gr(z) and none of the poles of Fermi-Dirac’s distribu-
tion. The numerical derivative is done with the symmetric
finite difference formula

SE(B) _ E(B+A)—E(B—A)

2
5p oA +0(A%), (69)

with an inverse temperature variation A = 0.01.

In Fig. 2, we observe a good qualitative agreement with
the exact result with as few as 10 floors to the continued
fractions used. Indeed, all the expected feature are present
in roughly the right position, with similar relative ampli-
tudes. With only 20 floors in the continued fractions, the
agreement in nearly quantitative; the absolute error is less
than 0.1, as can be seen in Fig. 3. With 40 and 60 floors to
the continued fractions, quantitive agreement is reached for
all values. Note that at temperature above 1, the heat ca-
pacity computations gradually become independent of the
number of poles; the computations’ accuracy is limited by
the finite difference formula which has error O(10™*). Since
this approach to computing heat capacity depends on an
accurate computation of the total energy, it means that the
free energy can also be computed accurately. Indeed, the
free energy is [12]

T
F(T) = E(T)— TS(T) = E(T)— T J a1, C(To)
0 0

(70)
E(Ty) ~ E(0)

2
TO

T
:E(O)—Tf dT,
0

Consequently, any quantity that can be expressed as a
derivative of the free energy can be computed with an error
comparable to that of the heat capacity.
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Figure 1. Local density of state as a function of frequency at temperatures ranging from 0 to infinity with lorentzian broadening 1 = 0.2
and at half-filling with U = 4.. The density of states is computed by taking the imaginary part of the local Green’s function at a given
temperature. The Green’s function is represented in the form of a continued fraction with k = 40 maximum floors. At low temperatures,

fewer than 40 floors are needed.
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Figure 2. Heat capacity of the 2x2 Hubbard plaquette as a function
of temperature at half-filling with interaction U = 4. The differ-
ent k values are the maximum number of floors to the continued
fractions, the exact result is computed directly from the density
matrix.

In Fig. 4 we show the spectral weight of the three ir-
reducible contribution to the entire spectral weight, com-
puted with the Lanczos-Polynomial hybrid method. The
result of the linear combination of continued fraction ap-
proach to the computation of off-diagonal elements are not
shown because there would be no visible difference. In-
deed, the resulting spectral weights are numerically equiv-
alent to what is obtained from, as is shown in Fig. 5. We
observe there that the most pronounced difference is less

e
v
!

k
v

absolute error in the heat capacity C,

10 10 10° 10
Temperature T

Figure 3. Error in the heat capacity with respect to the numerically
exact computation.

than 10710,

Computing all three irreducible elements of the Green’s
function of this particular model can be done in a single
recursive procedure, needing only one extra inner product
computation per iteration per off-diagonal elements, bring-
ing the total number of operations to k application of the
Liouvillian and (2+ o)k inner product computations, where
k < 40 is the number of iterations of the recursion process
and o = 2 is the number of off-diagonal Green function
elements to compute. This is in contrast to (o + 1)k applica-
tion of the Liouvillian and 20k inner products of the LCCF
method.
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Figure 4. Spectral weight, on-site (Ay,), at first neighbours (Ay;)
and second neighbours (A,,) at inverse temperature 3 = 80 with
lorentzian broadening = 0.2.

IV. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have presented a comprehensive and
simplified framework for the recursion method. This frame-
work allows for the computation of response functions for
a wide range of quantum operators within the Liouvillian
formalism, including non-Hermitian operators. Notably, we
have shown that the Hamiltonian formalism of the recur-
sion method is a special case of the Liouvillian recursion
method.

While we have focused on a toy problem, it is important
to note that the recursion method has already been success-
fully applied to problems of interest in condensed matter.
Its ability to accurately compute response functions and ex-
tract valuable information from quantum many-body sys-
tems has been demonstrated in previous studies. The gen-

Spectral weight differences |A ccr — ALcrpH|

(=]

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4
Frequency w

Figure 5. Absolute difference in the spectral weights computed
with the Lanczos-polynomial hybrid method and the linear com-
bination of continued fractions method.

erality and flexibility of the method make it a good tool for
investigating a wide range of strongly correlated systems.

However, further efforts are required to design and im-
plement efficient algorithms and techniques specifically tai-
lored to larger and more realistic systems. Tensor net-
work methods, for instance, show promise in addressing the
computational challenges associated with larger systems.
With tensor networks, time and memory needs are nom-
inally polynomials. These methods offer polynomial time
and memory requirements, but the accuracy depends on
the choice of a parameter, the bond dimension. The pre-
cise effect of that parameter on accuracy is problem de-
pendent and its contribution to computational complex-
ity depends on network topology. Consequently, constant
precision complexity is often discovered through empirical
means. For limited order development, we find an alter-
native in variational representations of the thermodynamic
state along with a sparse representation of the operator gen-
erated by the recursive relations. In addition to the com-
plexity of producing the equilibrium state, the worst-case
time and memory needs are of order O(N*) where N is the
number of terms in the sparse representation of the Hamil-
tonian and k is the order to which the recursive procedure
is carried out. Variational solutions on near-term quantum
computers holds particular interest as a potential applica-
tion for the recursion method.

In summary, the recursion method provides a powerful
and versatile approach for computing response functions in
quantum many-body systems. By further refining its algo-
rithms and combining it with complementary techniques,
we are confident that complex quantum materials can be
better understood.
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