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By using both diagrammatic theory and Chevy ansatz approach, we derive an exact set of equa-
tions, which determines the spectral function of Fermi polarons with multiple particle-hole exci-
tations at nonzero temperature. In the diagrammatic theory, we find out the complete series of
Feynman diagrams for the multi-particle vertex functions, when the unregularized contact inter-
action strength becomes infinitesimal, a typical situation occurring in two- or three- dimensional
free space. The latter Chevy ansatz approach is more widely applicable, allowing a nonzero inter-
action strength. We clarify the equivalence of the two approaches for an infinitesimal interaction
strength and show that the variational coefficients in the Chevy ansatz are precisely the on-shell
multi-particle vertex functions divided by an excitation energy. Truncated to a particular order
of particle-hole excitations, our exact set of equations can be used to numerically calculate the
finite-temperature polaron spectral function, once the numerical singularities in the equations are
appropriately treated. As a concrete example, we calculate the finite-temperature spectral func-
tion of Fermi polarons in one-dimensional lattices, taking into account all the two-particle-hole
excitations. We show that the inclusion of two-particle-hole excitations quantitatively improve the
predictions on the polaron spectral function. Our results provide a useful way to solve the challenge
problem of accurately predicting the finite-temperature spectral function of Fermi polarons in three-
dimensional free space. In addition, our clarification of the complete set of Feynman diagrams for
the multi-particle polaron vertex functions may inspire the development of more accurate diagram-
matic theories of population-imbalanced strongly interacting Fermi gases, beyond the conventional
many-body T -matrix approximation.

I. INTRODUCTION

A single impurity interacts with a Fermi sea of ideal,
non-interacting fermions, which is the so-called Fermi
polaron, is probably the simplest quantum many-body
system that one may imagine [1]. In the limit of an in-
finitely heavy impurity, which, to a good approximation,
arises in the study of the Fermi edge singularity in x-
ray spectra [2], a highly non-trivial exact solution exists
[3–6]. As described in detail by Mahan in his classical
textbook [3], the development of such a seemingly simple
exact solution is actually not straightforward. In his first
investigation of the Fermi edge singularity, Mahan calcu-
lated various Feynman diagrams at the high orders of the
interaction strength and elucidated that it is inevitable
to include the vertex corrections [2], beyond the many-
body T -matrix approximation that sums all the ladder
diagrams. This insightful observation motivated Nozières
and colleagues to consider the parquet diagrams [4] and
eventually fully solve the Fermi edge singularity prob-
lem with the parquet equation [5]. Interestingly, only af-
ter this staggering journey of diagrammatic calculations,
which clarify the essence of the Fermi edge singularity,
the exact solution starts to emerge [6]. Most recently,
equipped with a new tool of the functional determinant
approach [7], this exact solution has been used to sys-
tematically analyze the quasiparticle properties of heavy
Fermi polarons [8–13].

Away from the heavy impurity limit, Fermi polarons
turn out to be notoriously difficult to handle, especially
when the interparticle interaction between the impurity

and the Fermi sea becomes strong. Fortunately, the
recent rapid advances in the ultracold atomic research
open an entirely new avenue to experimentally explore
the Fermi polaron physics [8, 9, 14, 15]. By using vari-
ous spectroscopic tools, such as the radio-frequency spec-
troscopy [16–18], Ramsey interferometry [19], Rabi oscil-
lation [20, 21], and Raman spectroscopy [22], quasiparti-
cle properties of Fermi polarons have been quantitatively
characterized. These results on the polaron energy, ef-
fective mass and quasiparticle residue urgently require
the development of an accurate theoretical description
of Fermi polarons, particularly on the finite-temperature
polaron spectral function, which underlies the various
spectroscopic measurements.

A fundamental theoretical framework of Fermi po-
larons is the so-called Chevy ansatz, which was frequently
used by condensed matter community to investigate the
Nagaoka ferromagnetism [23] a few decades ago [24–27],
but re-attracted great attention due to the seminal work
by Chevy in 2006 [28]. The Chevy ansatz is generally
recognized as a variational approach [28–33], which is
applicable at zero temperature. It successively takes into
account the shake-up process (i.e., the multi-particle-
hole excitations) of the Fermi sea due to the interaction
with the impurity. Remarkably, already at the first or-
der with only one-particle-hole excitations, the Chevy
ansatz works exceptionally well for a strongly interact-
ing Fermi polaron in three-dimensional free space, where
the s-wave scattering length between the impurity and
fermions diverges. It predicts an accurate polaron energy
for the ground-state attractive polaron at zero tempera-
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ture, with a relative error less than 2%, as benchmarked
by the ab-initio quantumMonte Carlo simulation [34, 35].
Another useful theoretical framework of Fermi polarons is
the diagrammatic theory [36–45]. Interestingly enough,
for Fermi polarons in three-dimensional free space, the
Chevy ansatz with one-particle-hole excitations is shown
to be fully equivalent to the many-body T -matrix theory
at zero temperature [36].

The two theoretical mainstreams, the Chevy ansatz
with one-particle-hole excitations and the many-body
T -matrix theory, have now been widely used to under-
stand the spectroscopic observations of Fermi polarons
[14]. They show a great success in predicting the ground-
state attractive polaron energy [14]. However, they fail
to quantitatively explain the spectroscopic data of the
excited states of Fermi polarons at high energy, partic-
ularly at nonzero temperature [40, 42, 43]. Other non-
perturbative approaches, such as the functional renor-
malization group [46, 47] and quantum Monte Carlo [48],
have also been considered. However, their comparisons
with the experimental observations are mostly restricted
to the zero-temperature situation.

Theoretically, the failure of the first-order Chevy
ansatz and many-body T -matrix theory is easy to un-
derstand in the heavy polaron limit. In the diagram-
matic language, both approaches do not include the im-
portant vertex corrections, which should become crucial,
as the mass ratio between the impurity and fermions in-
creases [2, 3]. Therefore, to quantitatively understand
the current spectroscopic data, we must include the
multi-particle-hole excitations of the Fermi sea, both in
the Chevy ansatz and in the diagrammatic theory. How-
ever, to date, only the effect of two-particle-hole excita-
tions on the attractive polaron energy at zero tempera-
ture has been considered [29–31].

In this work, we formally derive an exact set of in-
finitely many equations by using both the diagrammatic
theory and Chevy ansatz, which can be used to deter-
mine the finite-temperature spectral function of Fermi
polarons. Our set of equations accounts for arbitrary
numbers of particle-hole excitations. Truncated to a par-
ticular order n, the set of equations encloses and thus
provides an approximate theory with the inclusion of n-
particle-hole excitations of the Fermi sea. At the first or-
der (i.e., n = 1), our theory reduces to the conventional
many-body T -matrix approximation [36, 42]. However,
at higher orders (n ≥ 2), the theory gradually adds the
non-trivial vertex corrections and should become more
accurate.

A brief summary of our work is given in a compan-
ion short Letter [49]. Here, we would like to highlight a
few non-trivial points. First, it is somehow unexpected
that we are able to find out the complete Feynman di-
agrams for the multi-particle vertex functions, which is
very rare for quantum many-particle systems. Certainly,
this is a peculiar property of Fermi polarons, since the
single impurity is only allowed to propagate forward in
time [4]. Second, although the first-order Chevy ansatz

is shown to be equivalent to the many-body T -matrix
theory [36], a general relation between the key variables
in the two approaches is not known. Our work clearly
reveals that, for an infinitesimal unregularized interac-
tion strength, the variational coefficients in the Chevy
ansatz precisely represent the on-shell multi-particle ver-
tex functions in the diagrammatic theory, up to a factor
of the excitation energy. This interesting relation demon-
strates the powerfulness of the variational approach, as
the multi-particle vertex functions are generally impos-
sible to obtain in the diagrammatic theory, even for on-
shell values. Finally, despite the exactness of our equa-
tions, they suffer from numerical singularities, when some
excitation energies become resonant. As a result, the
variational coefficients or the on-shell multi-particle ver-
tex functions often vary dramatically. It is interesting
to note that, in the heavy impurity limit, the parquet
equation used by Nozières and colleagues back to 1960s
also suffers from logarithmic singularities [4], which are
tamed through analytic analysis [5]. We are optimistic
that some clever ideas might be developed in the future
analysis of our exact set of equations, with which the
singularities could be removed.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the

next section (Sec. II), we outline the model Hamilto-
nian of Fermi polarons. In Sec. III, we construct the
diagrammatic theory for an infinitesimal unregularized
interaction strength. We explain in detail the structures
of diagrammatic representation of multi-particle vertex
functions and set up the exact set of equations for the
polaron self-energy and hence the polaron spectral func-
tion at nonzero temperature. In Sec. IV, we turn to
the Chevy ansatz approach with a general nonzero in-
teraction strength. We derivate the equations satisfied
by the variational coefficients, with the inclusion of arbi-
trary numbers of particle-hole excitations. We also con-
sider the specific case of a vanishingly small interaction
strength and simplify the equations for the variational
coefficients. In Sec. V, we show that the same exact set
of equations for the multi-particle vertex functions can
be recovered, if we identify the variational coefficients as
the on-shell multi-particle vertex functions divided by the
excitation energy. In Sec. VI, we discuss the singularities
in the derived exact set of equations and propose that, for
Fermi polarons in lattices, the singularities might be re-
moved by introducing a finite broadening factor and then
extrapolating it to zero. We consider Fermi polarons in
one-dimensional lattices as a concrete example, and nu-
merically determine the finite-temperature polaron spec-
tral function, with the inclusion of two-particle-hole ex-
citations. Finally, Sec. VII is devoted to the conclusions
and outlooks.

II. MODEL HAMILTONIAN

We consider a population imbalanced spin-1/2 Fermi
gas in free space or within lattices. In the extremely
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imbalanced limit, i.e., one spin-down fermion immersed
in a Fermi sea of spin-up fermions, we treat the spin-down
fermion as the impurity [14, 16]. The system is then well
described by the model Hamiltonian, H = H0 + Hint,
where

H0 =
∑
k

εkc
†
kck +

∑
p

εIpd
†
pdp, (1)

Hint = U
∑

KK′QQ′

δK+Q,K′+Q′c†KcK′d†QdQ′ . (2)

For clarity, we have suppressed the system volume. Here,

c†k and d†p are the creation field operators for spin-up
fermions and the impurity, with single-particle disper-
sion relations εk and εIp, respectively. In free space, εk =

ℏ2k2/(2m) and εIp = ℏ2p2/(2mI) and we allow different
masses m and mI for spin-up fermions and the impurity,
respectively. In lattices, for example, in one-dimensional
lattices, we would instead have εk = −2t cos k + 2t and
εIp = −2td cos p + 2td, where the mass difference is rep-
resented by the different hopping strength of spin-up
fermions (t) and of the impurity (td) on the lattice. In
the interaction Hamiltonian Hint, U is the interaction
strength of the zero-range contact interaction potential
(in free space) or of the on-site interaction (in lattices).
The Dirac delta function δK+Q,K′+Q′ ensures the mo-
mentum conservation during the interparticle collisions.

In two- or three-dimensional free space, it is well-
known that the s-wave contact interaction is not physi-
cal at high energy scale (i.e., above a momentum cut-off
Λ) and we need to regularize the associated ultraviolet
divergence [50, 51]. For example, in three dimensions
we should replace the running interaction strength U(Λ)
with a given s-wave scattering length a,

1

U (Λ)
=

mr

2πℏ2a
−
∑

|p|<Λ

2mr

ℏ2p2
, (3)

where mr ≡ mmI/(m +mI) is the reduced mass. It is
easy to see, the interaction strength U(Λ) → 0− becomes
infinitesimal, when we tune the cut-off Λ to be infinitely
large. This is exactly the case that we will consider in
the next section of the diagrammatic theory. In contrast,
in lattices, the interaction strength takes a finite value,
either attractive or positive.

III. THE DIAGRAMMATIC THEORY

In the diagrammatic theory, the fundamental quanti-
ties that we need to look after are the vertex function
Γ2(k; p, q) (see Fig. 1(a)) and the multi-particle (i.e.,
n+ 1 particles with n ≥ 2) vertex functions [3, 30, 52],

Γn+1 ({kl}; p, {ql}) ≡ Γn+1 (k1 · · · kn; p, q1 · · · qn) , (4)

which describes the scatterings among n spin-up fermions
in the Fermi sea and the impurity. These in-medium

FIG. 1. The fundamental diagrams of vertex functions: the
(two-particle) vertex function Γ2(k; p, q) (a) and the three-
particle vertex function Γ3(kk

′; p, qq′) (b). Here, p, k, k′, q
and q′ are four-momenta. For example, the four-momentum
p = (p, iωp) includes both the spatial momentum p and the
fermionic Matsubara momentum iωp, where ωp = (2mp +
1)πkBT with integer mp at the temperature T . For Γ3 with
two spin-up fermions (see the two red lines) and one-spin down
fermion (i.e., the impurity, as indicated by a blue line), we
let the spin-up fermion with moment k′ interacts first with
the impurity. On the other hand, we do not care about the
order of the two out-going spin-up fermion lines. However, the
Fermi statistics requires the antisymmetrization of Γ3 upon
exchanging q and q′, i.e., Γ3(kk

′; p, q′q) = −Γ3(kk
′; p, qq′).

scatterings occur in the presence of the Fermi sea, so
more fermions other than the n spin-up fermions may
participate at the intermediate stages. The momentum
kl ≡ (kl, iωl), where l = 1, · · · , n, is the four-momentum
of the l-th incoming fermion line, involving both the
spatial momentum kl and the fermionic Matsubara fre-
quency ωl ≡ (2ml + 1)πkBT with an integer ml at the
temperature T [3, 52]. In a similar way, we use the mo-
mentum ql to denote the four-momentum of the l-th out-
going fermion line. In addition, we use p = (p, iωp) to
label the four-momentum of the out-going impurity line.
For small values of n, i.e., n = 2 or n = 3, for convenience
we also use k ≡ k1, k

′ = k2, k
′′ = k3, and so on. The

similar notations hold for the out-going momentum ql;
see, for example, Fig. 1(b) for the three-particle vertex
function Γ3(kk

′; p, qq′).

For Γn+1(k1 · · · kn; p, q1 · · · qn) with n ≥ 2, the multi-
particle vertex functions with more than one incoming
fermion line, we may have a freedom to pick up the line



4

FIG. 2. The diagrammatic representation of the vertex function Γ2(k; p, q). It includes the many-body T -matrix T2 that
represents the summation of infinitely many ladder diagrams. Any other higher order diagrams can be drawn in two ways,
both of which involve the three-particle vertex function Γ3.

that interacts first with the impurity. As a convention,
we will always select the last incoming fermion line with
the momentum kn [30]. This convention is useful for the
contact interaction, where the many-body T -matrix T2
depends only on the total momentum. As we shall see,
the information of kn is then lost and the (n+1)-particle
vertex function becomes independent on kn. We note
also that, following the Fermi statistics, the remaining
(n − 1) incoming fermion lines should be indistinguish-
able. As a result, the multi-particle vertex function would
acquire a minus sign, if we exchange any two momenta
among k1, · · · , kn−1. The same antisymmetrization re-
quirement holds, upon exchanging any two out-going mo-
menta among q1, · · · , qn.

A. Vertex function Γ2

Let us first consider the diagrammatic representation
of the vertex function Γ2(k; p, q) [30]. As shown in Fig. 2,
we may identify three contributions. The first contribu-
tion is simply the familiar may-body T -matrix T2(p+ q)
that takes into account the successive scatterings be-
tween a spin-up fermion and the impurity (i.e., ladder
diagrams) [36, 42], without the involvement of any other
fermions in the Fermi sea. It depends on the argument
p + q only, since we consider a zero-range contact inter-
action for the impurity-fermion scattering.

The other two contributions necessarily involve the
three-particle vertex function, as we can see from the sec-
ond and third diagrams on the right-hand-side of Fig. 2.

For the second diagram, we wind one out-going fermion
line (with the momentum q′) back and connect it to the
incoming fermion line with the momentum k′, so k′ = q′.
It does not matter to wind the out-going q or q′ line,
since these two lines are chosen to be antisymmetric and
therefore we would obtain the exactly same contribution.
But, why we connect the out-going line with q′ to the in-
coming line with the momentum k′? Logically, we could
also connect it to the upper incoming line with the mo-
mentum k. This way of connection is actually realized in
the next third diagram, as shown at the bottom of Fig.
2. There, the first diagram (T2) and the second diagram
that we have already been considered naturally connect
(see, for example, the diagram B1 in Fig. 3, and imagine
to connect the q′-line with the k-line).

Now, we would like to claim that we exhaust all
the possibilities for constructing the vertex function
Γ2(k; p, q). One may wonder that for the last diagram
in Fig. 2, we can obtain a new contribution if we ex-
change the two blocks of T2 and Γ3. It is actually not
true. This is because the three-particle vertex function
itself involves a lot of diagrams. If we attach the many-
body T -matrix T2 to the right-hand-side of the three-
particle vertex function Γ3, what happens is that the T2
block will be naturally absorbed into the Γ3 block, giv-
ing a contribution that we have already taken into ac-
count. Moreover, there are no new contributions related
to higher-order vertex functions such as Γ4, Γ5 and so on,
as their appearance is implicitly included in the three-
particle vertex function and we need to avoid the double
counting of diagrams. To see these, let us carefully exam-
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FIG. 3. The diagrammatic representation of the three-particle vertex function Γ3(kk
′; p, qq′). All the diagrams can be

categorized into three different types. The A-type diagrams, A1 and A2, involve a lower order vertex function Γ2. The B-type
diagram, B1, has the vertex function at the same order. Finally, the C-type diagram consists of a higher order vertex function
Γ4. Due to the requirement that the fermion line with the momentum k′ interacts first with the impurity line, all the three-type
diagrams have a building block of the many-body T -matrix T2.

FIG. 4. Left panel: A diagram of the three-particle vertex
function Γ3(kk

′; p, qq′) at the lowest order of the interaction
strength, U2G0↓(p + q − k). Right panel: The dashed inter-
action line in this diagram could be replaced with the many-
body T -matrix T2, so we end up with a diagram at the top
right corner. In addition, we may exchange the two out-going
lines for spin-up fermions. This leads to the diagram at the
bottom right corner. The two diagrams at the right hand are
covered by the A1 diagram and the A2 diagram in Fig. 3.

ine the diagrammatic representation of the three-particle
vertex function Γ3(kk

′; p, qq′), which is given in Fig. 3.

FIG. 5. Two examples of higher-order diagrams for the three-
particle vertex function Γ3(kk

′; p, qq′). As in the right panel of
Fig. 4, the diagram at the bottom is obtained by exchanging
(i.e., anti-symmetrizing) the two out-going fermion lines of
the top diagram.

B. Three-particle vertex function Γ3

There are four diagrams contributed to Γ3(kk
′; p, qq′),

which might be categorized into three different types.
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FIG. 6. The diagrammatic representation of the four-particle vertex function Γ4(kk
′k′′; p, qq′q′′). As in Fig. 3, all the diagrams

can be categorized into three different types. The A-type diagrams (A1, A2 and A3), involve a lower order vertex function Γ3.
The B-type diagram (B1 and B2) have the vertex function at the same order. Finally, the C-type diagram consists of a higher
order vertex function Γ5.

To understand the first two contributions in Fig. 3(A1)
and Fig. 3(A2), which are referred to as the A-type di-
agrams, let us recall one of the lowest order diagrams of
Γ3, measured in terms of the impurity-fermion interac-
tion strength U , as given in the left panel of Fig. 4. As we
emphasized earlier, since we use the zero-range contact
interaction, the interaction strength U effectively scales
to zero when we increase the cut-off momentum. To have
a nonzero contribution, we then need to replace the bare
interaction line (i.e., the dashed line) in the left panel of
Fig. 4 everywhere by the many-body T -matrix T2. This
replacement leads to the building blocks of the three-
particle vertex function Γ3, as illustrated in the right
panel of Fig. 4. Of course, we may continue to consider
higher order scattering processes, with the two simplest
examples illustrated in Fig. 5. It is not difficult to see
that, some of the higher order scattering processes could
be easily taken into account, by simply replacing in the
two building blocks (i.e., the right panel of Fig. 4) the
second T2 with the vertex function Γ2. This replacement
leads to the two A-type diagrams, A1 and A2, in Fig. 3.

This replacement, however, does not exhaust all the
possibilities for constructing Γ3. Indeed, it is readily seen
that in the building blocks, we may replace the second T2

by the three-particle vertex function Γ3 itself, and then
connect the out-going fermion line of the first T2 to the
first incoming fermion line of Γ3. This gives rise to the
B-type diagram, B1, in Fig. 3.
Finally, similar to what we have observed in construct-

ing the vertex function Γ2(k; p, q), we would have contri-
butions to Γ3(kk

′; p, qq′) that involves a higher order ver-
tex function Γ4. This is given in the last C-type diagram
in Fig. 3.
In all the diagrammatic contributions to Γ3(kk

′; p, qq′),
we see clearly the involvement of the many-body T -
matrix T2. It simply follows our definition of the multi-
particle vertex functions, as we impose the constraint
that the last incoming fermion line must interact first
with the incoming impurity line. We will see that the
higher order vertex functions such as Γ4 share the same
feature.

C. Higher order vertex functions

Actually, for all the higher order vertex functions, we
have a stronger conclusion that they all can be catego-
rized into the similar three different types. In Fig. 6,
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we show the diagrammatic representation of the four-
particle vertex function as an example and explain the
general rules to draw the three kinds of diagrams for the
(n+ 1)-particle vertex function Γn+1.

First, the A-type diagrams consist of a many-body T -
matrix T2 and a lower order n-particle vertex function
Γn. The out-going fermion line of T2 is one of the out-
going fermion line of the whole diagram; see, for example,
the A1, A2 and A3 diagrams in Fig. 6. Thus, we have n
choices to place the out-going fermion line of T2, which
leads to n type-A diagrams, listed as A1, · · · , An.

Second, the B-type diagrams involve a many-body T -
matrix T2 and the same order (n+1)-particle vertex func-
tion Γn+1. The out-going fermion line of T2 needs to
connect with one of the (n−1) incoming fermion lines of
Γn+1, apart from the last incoming fermion line. Other-
wise, we will obtain Γn+1 itself. Therefore, in total there
are (n− 1) type-B diagrams, listed as B1, · · · , Bn−1.

The final C-type diagram is constructed by connect-
ing a many-body T -matrix T2 to a higher order (n+ 2)-

particle vertex function Γn+2. It is not difficult to see
that we only have one possibility: we need to connect the
last out-going fermion line of Γn+2 to the last incoming
fermion line of Γn+2, owing to the antisymmetrization of
Γn+2.

D. Explicit expressions of various vertex functions

The determination of the complete set of the diagrams
for each multi-particle vertex function allows us to di-
rectly write down its expression, in terms of the Green
functions of the spin-up fermions G0↑ and of the impu-
rity Green function G0↓, and of the multi-particle vertex
functions themselves. However, specific attention should
be paid to the overall sign of each diagram, as we shall
explain in detail.
For example, let us write down the expression for the

vertex function Γ2(k; p, q), following its diagrammatic
representation in Fig. 2,

Γ2 (k; p, q) = T2 (p+ q) +
∑
q′

G0↑ (q
′) Γ3 (k; p, qq

′)−
∑
k′q′

T2 (p+ q)G0↑ (k
′)G0↓ (p+ q − k′)G0↑ (q

′) Γ3 (k
′; p, qq′) . (5)

Here, by default the summation
∑

k (or
∑

q) is under-

stood as kBT
∑

iωk

∑
k (or kBT

∑
iωq

∑
q) for the four-

momentum k ≡ (k, iωk) (or q = (q, iωq)) [3, 52]. Each
term on the right-hand-side of Eq. (5) corresponds to a
diagram in Fig. 2. We note that, in the expression of
Γ3 (kk

′; p, qq′), we have suppressed the argument of k′,
as Γ3 is independent on it.

The second term comes with a positive sign, although
there is a Fermi loop in the corresponding diagram (i.e.,
the second diagram on the right-hand-side of Fig. 2),
which contributes a minus sign [3, 52]. This minus sign
is actually cancelled by the minus sign we wish to assign
to the three-particle vertex function Γ3. Indeed, here we
encounter a potential ambiguity for the sign of Γ3. Let
us recall the two building blocks of Γ3, as illustrated in
the right part of Fig. 4. These two diagrams look very
similar and differ only by exchanging the two out-going
fermion lines. Of course, this exchange means a sign
difference. But, which diagram has the positive sign?
We naturally assume that the upper building block of Γ3

has the positive sign and write down in an abbreviated
form Γ̃3 = T2G0↓T2, where the tilde on Γ3 stands for the
contribution from the upper building block to Γ3. Now,
let us insert this upper building block of Γ3 into Fig.
2. Following the standard rules, we may write down its
contribution to Γ2(k; p, q), i.e., (−1)G0↑(−1)T2G0↓T2 =

(−1)G0↑(−1)Γ̃3, again in an abbreviated form. Here, the
first minus sign comes from the Fermi loop and the second
minus sign is because the diagram appears to be an order
higher in the interaction line (or in T2), when we replace
Γ3 with the upper building block of Γ3. In brief, the
three-particle vertex function Γ3 acquires a minus sign, if
we fix the sign convention for its two building blocks given
in the right panel of Fig. 4. Following such a convention,
we can easily understand the minus sign appearing in the
third term of Eq. (5), as the corresponding diagram is
an order higher in T2.

For the expression of the three-particle vertex function
Γ3, according to Fig. 3 we may formally write down,

Γ3 (k; p, qq
′)

T2 (p+ q + q′ − k)
= +G0↓ (p+ q − k) Γ2 (k; p, q)−G0↓ (p+ q′ − k) Γ2 (k; p, q

′)

+
∑
k′′

G0↑ (k
′′)G0↓ (p+ q + q′ − k − k′′) Γ3 (k

′′; p, qq′)

−
∑
k′′q′′

G0↑ (k
′′)G0↓ (p+ q + q′ − k − k′′)G0↑ (q

′′) Γ4 (kk
′′; p, qq′q′′) , (6)
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where the four terms on the right-hand-side of the equa-
tions comes from the diagrams A1, A2, B1 and C, re-
spectively. The signs of the first two terms have already
been discussed, since the diagrams A1 and A2 have the
exactly same topology as the two building blocks of Γ3.
More generally, we will always fix the sign of the A1-
diagram for any multi-particle vertex functions to be pos-
itive. The sign of the Aj-diagram (j = 1, · · · , n) will then
be (−1)j−1. Following this convention, it is not difficult
to see that we need to assign a minus sign to Γn+1 in
relative to Γn. As a result, all the C-type diagrams come
with a negative sign.

It is a bit tricky to determine sign of the B1 diagram in
Fig. 3. A convenient way is to compare the B1 diagram
with the A2 diagram. These two diagrams have one fea-
ture in common: if we connect the out-going q′-line with
the incoming k′ line, no Fermi loop is created. Thus,
näıvely, we anticipate that topologically the B1 diagram
will have the same sign as the A2 diagram. However, as

B1 involves Γ3 instead of Γ2, an additional sign appears.
This additional sign will cancel the minus sign of the A2

diagram. In the end, we find a positive sign for the B1

diagram. In the general case for any multi-particle vertex
functions Γn+1, we might see that the sign of the Bi-type
diagram (i = 1, · · · , n− 1) is always positive, in order to
satisfy the requirement that there should be a sign dif-
ference if we exchange any two momenta in {kl}l ̸=n.
It is easy to check that the right-hand-side of Eq. (6)

does not contain the momentum k′, justifying our pre-
vious statement that Γn+1(k1 · · · kn; p, q1 · · · qn) does not
depend on the last incoming momentum kn.
We are now ready to write down the general expression

for the multi-particle vertex function Γn+1 (n ≥ 2),

Γn+1 ({kl}l ̸=n; p, {ql})

T2

(
p+

∑
l ql −

∑
l ̸=n kl

) =

n∑
j=1

Aj +

n−1∑
i=1

Bi + C, (7)

where by default the index l runs from 1 to n, and

Aj = (−1)
j−1

G0↓

p+ ∑
l ̸=n−j+1

ql −
∑
l ̸=n

kl

Γn (k1 · · · kn−2; p, q1 · · · qn−jqn−j+2 · · · qn) , (8)

Bi =
∑
K

G0↑ (K)G0↓

p+∑
l

ql −
∑
l ̸=n

kl −K

Γn+1 (k1 · · · kn−i−1Kkn−i+1 · · · kn−1; p, q1 · · · qn) , (9)

C = −
∑
KQ

G0↑ (K)G0↓

p+∑
l

ql −
∑
l ̸=n

kl −K

G0↑ (Q) Γn+2 (k1 · · · kn−1K; p, q1 · · · qnQ) , (10)

In Aj , the argument qn+1−j is absent in Γn. As explained
in detail in Appendix A, a sign factor (−1)j−1 arises due
to the antisymmetrization among {ql}. In Bi, the argu-
mentK of Γn+1 is located at the position n−i. Bi always
has a positive sign. We acquire a sign factor of (−1)i−1

if we move the argument K all the way to the right-
hand-side of kn−1. The sign factor (−1)i−1 then makes∑n−1

i=1 Bi antisymmetric, upon the exchange of any two
momenta among {kl}l ̸=n.

Eq. (5) for Γ2(k; p, q) and Eq. (7) for
Γn+1({kl}l ̸=n; p, {ql}) form a complete set of equations
to determine all the vertex functions. This set of equa-
tions encloses at a particular order n, if we discard the
C-term in Γn+1({kl}l ̸=n; p, {ql}). In particular, if we ne-
glect the last shaded diagrams in Fig. 3 or in Fig. 6,
we have the enclosed set of equations to calculate the
vertex functions, with the inclusion of two-particle-hole
excitations or three-particle-hole excitations.

E. Dyson equation for the polaron self-energy

As we are interested in obtaining the polaron spectral
function, another fundamental quantity is the polaron
self-energy Σ(p), whose diagrammatic representation is
given in Fig. 7, according to the well-known Dyson equa-
tion [52]. As the interaction strength U is infinitesimal,
the first Hartree diagram with a single dashed line does
not contribute. For the second diagram, we may write
down,

FIG. 7. Dyson equation for the impurity, which expresses
the impurity self-energy Σ(p) in terms of the vertex function
Γ2(k; p, q). The first Hartree diagram does not contribute,
due to the vanishingly small interaction strength U → 0−.
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Σ (p) =
∑
q

G0↑ (q) γ2 (p, q) , (11)

where we have introduce a new variable

γ2 (p, q) = −U
∑
k

G0↑ (k)G0↓ (p+ q − k) Γ2 (k; p, q) .

(12)
Therefore, we may directly calculate the self-energy Σ(p),
once we obtain the vertex function Γ2(k; p, q). In turn,
we determine the impurity Green function (p ≡ {p, ω}),

G↓ (p) =
1

ω − εIp − Σ(p)
, (13)

and obtain the polaron spectral function A(p, ω) =
−ImG↓(p)/π [3, 52].

F. On-shell vertex functions

We now have an exact set of expressions, each of which
involves the summation over four-momenta. Here, we
would like to point out that, in the single-impurity or
polaron limit, the summation over the fermionic Mat-
subara frequency can be explicitly carried out [36, 42].
As we shall see, we have the summation over the two
kinds of four-momentum. The one denoted by the vari-
ables k (or K) is particle-like and is the momentum of a
fermion line propagating forward. For example, we have

the summation
∑

kG0↑(k)P (k, · · · ), where the function
P contains the particle-like momentum k and other vari-
ables in {· · · }, and does not have any singularity at pos-
itive energy. Another is hole-like and is the momentum
of a Fermi loop moving backward. It will be denoted by
the variables q (or Q), so we have the summation such
as
∑

q G0↑(q)H(q, · · · ), where the function H is analytic
on the left half-plane with negative energy.

As discussed in detail in Appendix B, we find two sim-
ple rules related to the summation over the fermionic
Matsubara frequency part of k and q,∑

k

G0↑ (k)P (k, · · · ) = −
∑
k

f (−ξk)P ({k, ξk}, · · · ) ,(14)∑
q

G0↑ (q)H (q, · · · ) =
∑
q

f (ξq)H ({q, ξq}, · · · ) , (15)

where f(x) ≡ 1/(ex/kBT +1) is the Fermi-Dirac distribu-
tion function, and ξk = εk − µ and ξq = εq − µ are the
dispersion relations of fermions, measured from the chem-
ical potential µ. In other words, the action of the sum-
mation over the fermionic Matsubara frequency merely
turns the varying Matsubara frequency into an on-shell
value, either ξk or ξq, with a weighting factor of f(−ξk)
or f(ξq), which is related to the thermal occupation of
quasiparticle states, for either particles or holes.
By applying these two rules for the summation over

the fermionic Matsubara frequency (i.e., for the particle-
like momentum and hole-like momentum, respectively),
it is straightforward to obtain from Eq. (5) that,

Γ2 (k; p, q) = T2 (p+ q) +
∑
q′

Γ3 (k; p, qq
′) f (ξq′) +

∑
k′q′

T2 (p+ q)G0↓ (p+ q − k′) Γ3 (k
′; p, qq′) f (−ξk′) f (ξq′) , (16)

where we have now used the notations k′ ≡ {k′, ξk′} and q′ ≡ {q′, ξq′}. From this expression, it becomes clear
that we only need to take care of the vertex functions with on-shell four-momenta. For example, in the vertex
function Γ2(k; p, q), we could take k ≡ {k, ξk} and q ≡ {q, ξq}, as the information of off-shell values is completely not
needed. Hereafter, we will always assume the on-shell values for any four-momentum. Of course, the four-momentum
p = {p, ω} for the impurity is special. Here, the spatial momentum p and the energy ω are the given input parameters,
for the calculation of the polaron spectral function. For the (on-shell) three-particle vertex function, we then similarly
obtain its expression,

Γ3 (k; p, qq
′)

T2 (p+ q + q′ − k)
= +G0↓ (p+ q − k) Γ2 (k; p, q)−G0↓ (p+ q′ − k) Γ2 (k; p, q

′)

−
∑
k′′

G0↓ (p+ q + q′ − k − k′′)

Γ3 (k
′′; p, qq′)−

∑
q′′

Γ4 (kk
′′; p, qq′q′′) f (ξq′′)

 f (−ξk′′) .(17)

Finally, for the self-energy we obtain

Σ (p) =
∑
q

f (ξq) γ2 (p, {q, ξq}) , (18)

where

γ2 (p, q) = U
∑
k

G0↓ (p+ q − k) Γ2 (k; p, q) f (−ξk) . (19)
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By using Eq. (16) to replace Γ2(k; p, q) in γ2(p, q), we find an alternative expression for γ2(p, q),

γ2 (p, q) = T2 (p+ q) +
∑
k′q′

T2 (p+ q)G0↓ (p+ q − k′) Γ3 (k
′; p, qq′) f (−ξk′) f (ξq′) , (20)

which differs from Γ2(k; p, q) only by a term∑
q′ Γ3(k; p, qq

′)f(ξq′), i.e., the second term in Eq.

(16). To understand the difference, we note that, to
derive Eq. (20), we have used the identities,

U
∑
k

G0↓ (p+ q − k) f (−ξk) = 1 (21)

and

U
∑
k

G0↓ (p+ q − k) Γ3 (k; p, qq
′) f (−ξk) = 0. (22)

Both identities are related to infinitesimal running inter-
action strength U . In the former identify, G0↓(p+q−k) =
1/[ω+ ξq − ξk − εIp+q−k] ∼ 2mr/(ℏ2k2) at large momen-

tum |k| and therefore
∑

kG0↓(p + q − k) diverges. This
divergence is precisely compensated by the infinitesimal
U , according to our regularization recipe Eq. (3). In
contrast, in the latter identity, Γ3(k; p, qq

′) should de-
cay fast enough at large momentum |k| and the inte-
gral

∑
kG0↓(p+q−k)Γ3(k; p, qq

′)f(−ξk) becomes finite.
The smallness of the running interaction strength U then
makes the term to vanish.

As a brief summary, we have obtained an exact set of
equations to determine the polaron spectral function. It
consists of Eq. (18) and Eq. (20) for the self-energy,
Eq. (16) and Eq. (17) for the vertex function and the
three-particle vertex function, as well as Eq. (7), which,
after we integrate out the fermionic Matsubara frequency,
gives the on-shell multi-particle vertex functions Γ4. Γ5

and so on.
To close this subsection, it is worth noting that, the use

of an infinitesimal contact interaction strength U plays
an important role to determine the complete sets of dia-
grams for the multi-particle vertex functions. It enables
us to replace the bare, running interaction strength U ev-
erywhere by the many-body T -matrix T2, as a Feynman
diagram with a finite number of the dashed interaction
line must vanish. Without this useful property, we will
end up with infinitely many messy Feynman diagrams,
which we may hardly sum up, even at the first order of
taking only one-particle-hole excitations.

G. Two-particle-hole excitations

In Eq. (20) for γ2(p, q), if we only keep the first term
T2(p + q), we are able to calculate the self-energy Eq.
(18) with one-particle-hole excitations only [36, 42]. To
include two or more particle-hole excitations, we need to
keep the second term related to Γ3 in Eq. (20) and it is

necessarily to determine the three-particle vertex func-
tion Γ3(k; p, qq

′) in Eq. (17), which in turn may require
the knowledge of Γ4. Actually, the exact set of equations
that we have just derived has a very nice structure in
hierarchy. For example, as we discussed earlier, in Eq.
(7) for the multi-particle vertex function Γn+1, if we dis-
card the last C-term, then the set of equations encloses,
up to the approximation of including n-particle-hole ex-
citations. Here, we would like to present the detailed
equations up to the level of including two-particle-hole
excitations, which gives the first non-trivial vertex cor-
rection, beyond the many-body T -matrix theory of Fermi
polarons.
For this purpose, for a given four-momentum p =

{p, ω}, it is useful to define the new variables,

Fq ≡ γ2 (p, q) , (23)

αk
q ≡ −Γ2 (k; p, q)

E
(1)
p;k;q

, (24)

Gk
qq′ ≡ Γ3 (k; p, qq

′) , (25)

where E
(1)
p;k;q ≡ −G−1

0↓ (p + q − k) = −ω + ξk − ξq +

εIp+q−k is basically the excitation energy of one-particle-

hole excitations, if we take ω = εIp. The equation for the

FIG. 8. An illustration of a two-particle-hole excitation out
of the Fermi sea at zero temperature. The energy related to

such a two-particle-hole excitation is given by, Ē
(2)

p;kk′;qq′ =

εk + εk′ − εq − εq′ + εIp+q+q′−k−k′ − εIp. For an one-particle-
hole excitation, we can similarly find the one-particle-hole ex-

citation energy Ē
(1)
p;k;q = εk − εq + εIp+q−k − εIp.
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three-particle vertex function Eq. (17) then turns into,

Gk
qq′

T2 (p+ q + q′ − k)
= αk

q−αk
q′+

∑
k′′

Gk′′

qq′f (−ξk′′)

E
(2)
p;kk′′;qq′

, (26)

where E
(2)
p;kk′′;qq′ ≡ −G−1

0↓ (p+ q + q′ − k − k′′) = −ω +

ξk+ξk′′−ξq−ξq′+εIp+q+q′−k−k′′ is the excitation energy

of two-particle-hole excitations, if we again take ω = εIp;
see, for example, Fig. 8. The equation for γ2(p, q), Eq.
(20), takes the form,

Fq = T2 (p+ q)

1−∑
k′q′

Gk′

qq′

E
(1)
p;k′;q

f (−ξk′) f (ξq′)

 . (27)

In turn, the vertex function is now given by,

Γ2 (k; p, q) = Fq +
∑
q′

Gk
qq′f (ξq′) . (28)

Eq. (26), Eq. (27), Eq. (28), together with the definition
of αk

q, form a closed set of equations, which can be solved
to determine the self-energy Σ(p) =

∑
q f(ξq)Fq. To

make the equations complete, we also list the explicit
expression of the many-body T -matrix T2 [42],

T2 (Q ≡ {Q,Ω}) =

[
1

U
−
∑
K

f (−ξK)

Ω− ξK − εIQ−K

]
, (29)

where the running interaction strength U is to be re-
placed by the s-wave scattering length a, for example, by
using Eq. (3) in three dimensions.

IV. CHEVY ANSATZ

Let us now turn to consider the Chevy ansatz ap-
proach [28, 29, 33]. Chevy ansatz has been widely used
as a variational approach at zero temperature. Its finite-
temperature extension has also recently been considered,
with the inclusion of one-particle-hole excitations [32].
Here, we aim to generalize Chevy ansatz to finite tem-
perature, including arbitrary numbers of particle-hole ex-
citations. We would like to comment from the begin-
ning that, at nonzero temperature, it probably does not
make sense to emphasize the variational aspect of Chevy
ansatz, since the polaron state is no longer a single quan-
tum many-body state. Therefore, even for the attractive
polaron, its energy at a given finite temperature may
increase with the inclusion of more particle-hole excita-
tions. Actually, as we shall see, the most important fea-
ture of Chevy ansatz is the closure of the Hilbert space
for available quantum states, if we truncate the ansatz
to a particular level of n-particle-hole excitations. This
may also explain why we can find out the complete set
of diagrams for the multi-particle vertex functions, as we
discussed in the last section.

A. Chevy ansatz at finite temperature

Following the seminal works by Chevy [28] and
Combescot and Giraud [29, 30], we take the following
Chevy ansatz for Fermi polarons (with momentum p),

|ψ⟩ =

α0d
†
p +

∑
kq

αk
qd

†
p+q−kc

†
kcq +

1

2!2!

∑
kk′qq′

αkk′

qq′d
†
p+q+q′−k−k′c

†
kc

†
k′cq′cq + · · ·

 |FS⟩ , (30)

=

∞∑
n=0

1

(n!)
2

∑
k1···knq1···qn

αk1···kn
q1···qn

d†p+(q1+···+qn)−(k1+···+kn)
c†k1

· · · c†kn
cqn

· · · cq1
|FS⟩ ≡

∞∑
n=0

|ψn⟩ , (31)

where |FS⟩ describes a thermal Fermi sea at finite tem-
perature, in which the occupation of a single-particle
state with momentum k is given by the Fermi-Dirac
distribution function f(ξk). At zero temperature, we
can find the sharp Fermi surface located at the Fermi
wavevector kF and clearly distinguish a particle excita-
tion with |ki| > kF from a hole excitation with |qi| <
kF . At nonzero temperature, the Fermi surface becomes
blurred. Nevertheless, we will relax our definition of par-
ticle or hole excitations. We may still use ki to denote
a “particle”-like state out of the Fermi sea and qi to de-
note a “hole”-like state within the Fermi sea. It is also

convenient to use the abbreviations, {k} ≡ {k1 · · ·kn},
{q} ≡ {q1 · · ·qn}, and {kq} ≡ {k1 · · ·knq1 · · ·qn}. In
the case of potential confusion, we will take the full la-
belling.

It is important to note that, the definition of the co-

efficients α
{k}
{q} in our ansatz Eq. (31) is slightly different

from what used in the earlier works [28–30, 33]. Here,
we re-arrange the order of the annihilation field opera-
tors cq in the ansatz. For example, for the two-particle-
hole excitation term, we use · · · cq′cq |FS⟩, instead of
· · · cqcq′ |FS⟩. This re-arrangement is crucial to establish
the relationship with the diagrammatic theory in the last
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section. It will also remove some unnecessary signs for
the general expressions of the coupled equations for the
coefficients. We note also that, in the Chevy ansatz the

coefficients α
{k}
{q} should be antisymmetric with respect to

the exchange of ki and kj or the exchange of qi and qj .
As a consequence, there are a lot of identical terms in
Chevy ansatz, i.e., (n!)

2
terms, since the permutations

either in {k} or in {q} generates a factorial n!. This re-
dundancy can be simply removed by the factor 1/(n!)2.
Our task now is to formally solve the stationary

Schrödinger equation, H |ψ⟩ = E |ψ⟩, and derive the set

of equations satisfied by the coefficients α
{k}
{q}. To pro-

ceed, it is useful to introduce some new variables. We
will use

|κ⃗n⟩ ≡ c†k1
· · · c†kn

cqn
· · · cq1

|FS⟩ (32)

to describe the shake-up Fermi sea with a n-particle-hole
excitation out of |FS⟩. It has a momentum Pκ⃗n

= (k1 +
· · ·+kn)−(q1+ · · ·+qn) and an excitation energy Eκ⃗n

=
(εk1

+ · · · + εkn
) − (εq1

+ · · · + εqn
). Thus, the n-th

component of the Chevy ansatz, |ψn⟩, is given by,

|ψn⟩ =
1

(n!)
2

∑
{kq}

α
{k}
{q}d

†
p−Pκ⃗n

|κ⃗n⟩ . (33)

Let us check the results of H |ψ⟩ = (H0 +Hint) |ψ⟩.
The action of the non-interacting, kinetic part of the

Hamiltonian, H0 |ψ⟩ (or specifically H0 |ψn⟩), is straight-
forward to calculate. The creation field operator d†p−Pκ⃗n

creates an impurity with single-particle energy εIp−Pκ⃗n
,

which is to be picked up by the term
∑

p ε
I
pd

†
pdp in H0.

In a similar way, the total single-particle energy of |κ⃗n⟩ is
EFS + Eκ⃗n

, where EFS is the energy of the unperturbed
Fermi sea |FS⟩ at finite temperature. This total single-

particle energy will be picked up by the term
∑

k εkc
†
kck

in H0. Putting together, we obtain,

H0 |ψn⟩ =
∑
{kq}

εIp−Pκ⃗n
+ Eκ⃗n

+ EFS

(n!)
2 α

{k}
{q}d

†
p−Pκ⃗n

|κ⃗n⟩ .

(34)
On the other hand, the action of the interacting Hamil-

tonian Hint = U
∑

KK′QQ′ δK+Q,K′+Q′c†KcK′d†QdQ′ on

the wave-function, Hint |ψ⟩, is not so obvious to deter-
mine. As |ψn⟩ involves only a single impurity with mo-

mentum p−Pκ⃗n
, the action of the operators d†QdQ′ sim-

ply changes the momentum of the impurity to p−Pκ⃗n
+

Q − Q′. In contrast, as the perturbed Fermi sea state
|κ⃗n⟩ involves infinitely many spin-up fermions, the ac-

tion of c†KcK′ on |κ⃗n⟩ should be analyzed carefully. In
addition to an overall Hartree shift νU , where ν is the
density of spin-up fermions, generally we find three dif-
ferent situations, referred to as the A-, B-, and C-cases,
if we analyze the sector of the n-particle-hole excitations
for Hint |ψ⟩.
In the A-case, we consider the action of c†KcK′ on

|κ⃗n−1⟩, which creates a new particle-hole excitation

(where K is the particle momentum and K′ is the hole
momentum), on top of the existing (n − 1)-particle-hole
excitation. The resulting state is |κ⃗′n⟩, where the prime
indicate a new set of particle or hole momenta.

In the B-case, we take the action of c†KcK′ on |κ⃗n⟩,
which does not change the number of particle-hole exci-
tations (i.e., we will end up with |κ⃗′′n⟩). Therefore, it is
necessarily to destroy an existing particle state or hole
state in |κ⃗n⟩. We also need to trace the momentum of
this particle state or hole state, over the existing mo-
menta {k} or {q}.
In the C-case, we apply the operators c†KcK′ on |κ⃗n+1⟩.

In order to bring the state back to |κ⃗n⟩ as we wish to focus
on the sector of n-particle-hole excitations, we need to
destroy both a particle state (with the momentum K′)
and a hole state (with the momentum K) in |κ⃗n+1⟩.
By enumerating all the possibilities, after a lengthy

algebra, we obtain (H̄int ≡ Hint − νU),

H̄int |ψ⟩ =
∞∑

n=0

∑
{kq}

A
{k}
{q} +B

{k}
{q} + C

{k}
{q}

(n!)
2 d†p−Pκ⃗n

|κ⃗n⟩ ,

(35)
where

A
{k}
{q} = U

∑
i,j=1,··· ,n

(−1)
i+j

α
k1···kn−ikn−i+2···kn
q1···qn−jqn−j+2···qn , (36)

B
{k}
{q} = U

∑
K

(
αK···kn
q1···qn

+ · · ·+ αk1···K
q1···qn

)
f (−ξK)−

U
∑
Q

(
αk1···kn

Q···qn
+ · · ·+ αk1···kn

q1···Q

)
f (ξQ) , (37)

C
{k}
{q} = U

∑
KQ

αk1···knK
q1···qnQ

f (−ξK) f (ξQ) , (38)

All the three coefficients A
{k}
{q}, B

{k}
{q} , C

{k}
{q} are manifestly

antisymmetric with respect to the exchange of any two
momenta in {k} or {q}. The two Fermi distribution
functions f (−ξK) and f (ξQ) represent the availability
of the particle state (with the momentum K) and of the
hole state (with the momentum Q), respectively. In the

expression of B
{k}
{q} , a minus sign arises, simply because,

to destroy a hole state we need to rewrite · · · c†KcK′ · · · =
− · · · cK′c†K · · · in the interaction Hamiltonian.
We are now ready to translate the stationary

Schrödinger equation, (H−E) |ψ⟩ = 0, into a set of equa-

tions for the coefficients α
{k}
{q}. For this purpose, let use

define the excitation energy,

E
(n)
p;{k};{q} ≡ (−E + EFS + νU) + εIp−Pκ⃗n

+ Eκ⃗n
, (39)

In the absence of the interaction U = 0, E
(n)
p;{k};{q} is

precisely the energy cost for the creation of a n-particle-
hole excitation out of the Fermi sea, if we take E = εIp +

EFS. In terms of E
(n)
p;{k};{q}, we find that the coefficients

α
{k}
{q} satisfy a series of coupled equations,
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−E(n)
p;{k};{q}α

k1···kn
q1···qn

= U
∑

i,j=1,··· ,n
(−1)

i+j
α
k1···kn−ikn−i+2···kn
q1···qn−jqn−j+2···qn + U

∑
K

(
αKk2···kn
q1q2···qn

+ · · ·+ α
k1···kn−1K
q1q2···qn

)
f (−ξK)

−U
∑
Q

(
αk1k2···kn

Qq2···qn
+ · · ·+ αk1k2···kn

q1···qn−1Q

)
f (ξQ) + U

∑
KQ

αk1k2···knK
q1q2···qnQ

f (−ξK) f (ξQ) . (40)

These equations connect the n-th coefficients α
{k}
{q} to the lower order (n−1)-th coefficients (see, i.e., the first term in the

right-hand-side of the equation) and the higher order (n+1)-th coefficients (see the last term). The coupled equations
will enclose, if we neglect the last term, yielding the results valid for the inclusion of n-particle-hole excitations.

B. Chevy ansatz with two-particle-hole excitations

To illustrate the usefulness of the exact set of equations Eq. (40), let us truncate to the order of n = 2, as an
example,(

Ẽ − εIp

)
α0 = U

∑
KQ

αK
Qf (−ξK) f (ξQ) , (41)

−E(1)
p;k;qα

k
q = Uα0 + U

∑
K

αK
q f (−ξK)− U

∑
Q

αk
Qf (ξQ) + U

∑
KQ

αkK
qQf (−ξK) f (ξQ) , (42)

−E(2)
p;kk′;qq′α

kk′

qq′ = U
(
αk
q − αk′

q − αk
q′ + αk′

q′

)
+ U

∑
K

(
αKk′

qq′ + αkK
qq′

)
f (−ξK)− U

∑
Q

(
αkk′

Qq′ + αkk′

qQ

)
f (ξQ) .(43)

Here we define Ẽ = E − EFS − νU as the energy of
the Fermi polaron with the exclusion of the mean-field

Hartree shift νU . The explicit expressions of E
(1)
p;k;q and

E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′ are given by, E

(1)
p;k;q = −Ẽ + εIp+q−k + εk − εq

and E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′ = −Ẽ+εIp+q+q′−k−k′ +εk+εk′ −εq−εq′ ,

respectively.

At zero temperature, where the Fermi distribution
functions f(−ξK) and f(ξQ) respectively restrict the mo-
mentum |K| > kF and |Q| < kF , the above three equa-
tions have already been used to determine the attractive
Fermi polaron energy in free space, from one dimension
to three dimensions [29, 31]. At nonzero temperature, we
may discretize the momentum in the equations to obtain
the discrete polaron energy levels. However, it will be
more interesting to work with continuous momentum. In
this case, we may replace the energy Ẽ by a frequency ω.
We may take α0 = 1, if we do not care about the normal-
ization of the Chevy ansatz. As we shall see, the term
U
∑

KQ α
K
Qf(−ξK)f(ξQ) can then be understood as the

polaron self-energy Σ(p, ω) at the given frequency ω.

To formally solve the coupled equations (at a given
frequency ω and a given momentum p), it is useful to

define several variables,

F (q) ≡ U + U
∑
K

αK
q f (−ξK) , (44)

R (k) ≡ U
∑
Q

αk
Qf (ξQ) , (45)

G (k;q,q′) ≡ U
∑
K

αkK
qq′f (−ξK) , (46)

H (k,k′;q) ≡ U
∑
Q

αkk′

qQf (ξQ) , (47)

J (k,q) ≡
∑
q′

G (k;q,q′) f (ξq′) . (48)

For convenience, we often use the short-hand notations,
Gk

qq′ ≡ G(k;q,q′) and Hkk′

q ≡ H (k;k′;q). One may

wonder that the short-hand notation Gk
qq′ has already

used for the three-particle vertex function Γ3 (k; p, qq
′)

in the diagrammatic theory. We will soon see that there
is no contradiction, as they are essentially the same quan-
tity. According to these definitions, we must satisfy the
consistency conditions,

Σ (p) =
∑
q

[F (q)− U ] f (ξq) =
∑
k

R (k) f (−ξk) (49)

and

J (k,q) ≡
∑
q′

Gk
qq′f (ξq′) =

∑
k′

Hkk′

q f (−ξk′) . (50)

The first equation Eq (41) then turns into (α0 = 1 and
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ν =
∑

q f(ξq)),

ω − εIp =
∑
q

F (q) f (ξq)− νU = Σ(p, ω) , (51)

which determines the pole of the polaron Green function.

The second equation Eq. (42) becomes,

1

U

(
Uαk

q

)
= −F (q)−R (k) + J (k,q)

E
(1)
p;k;q

. (52)

Let us multiply f(−ξk) on both sides and integrate over
k, or multiply f(ξq) on both sides and integrate over q.
These operations lead to two coupled equations,

F (q) =

[
1

U
+
∑
k

f (−ξk)
E

(1)
p;k;q

]−1 [
1 +

∑
k

R (k)− J (k,q)

E
(1)
p;k;q

f (−ξk)

]
, (53)

R (k) =

[
1

U
−
∑
q

f (ξq)

E
(1)
p;k;q

]−1 [
−
∑
q

F (q) + J (k,q)

E
(1)
p;k;q

f (ξq)

]
. (54)

For the third equation Eq. (43), we similarly find,

1

U

(
Uαkk′

qq′

)
= −

U
(
αk
q − αk′

q − αk
q′ + αk′

q′

)
+
(
Gk

qq′ −Gk′

qq′

)
−
(
Hkk′

q −Hkk′

q′

)
E

(2)
p;kk′;qq′

. (55)

The integration over k′ or q′ then leads to the coupled equations,

Gk
qq′ =

[
1

U
+
∑
k′

f (−ξk′)

E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′

]−1 [
−U

∑
k′

αk
q − αk′

q − αk
q′ + αk′

q′

E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′

f (−ξk′) +
∑
k′

Gk′

qq′ +Hkk′

q −Hkk′

q′

E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′

f (−ξk′)

]
,(56)

Hkk′

q =

 1

U
−
∑
q′

f (ξq′)

E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′

−1 −U∑
q′

αk
q − αk′

q − αk
q′ + αk′

q′

E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′

f (ξq′)−
∑
q′

Gk
qq′ −Gk′

qq′ +Hkk′

q′

E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′

f (ξq′)

 . (57)

Eq. (53), Eq. (54), Eq. (56), and Eq. (57) form a closed
set of coupled equations, together with the expressions
of J(k,q) and αk

q, Eq. (50) and Eq. (52). They might
be numerically solved in a self-consistent way, for any
values of the interaction strength U . However, to make
the connection with the diagrammatic theory, let us first
check the case U → 0−.

C. Chevy ansatz at U → 0−

As we mentioned earlier, in two-dimensional or three-
dimensional free space, the contact interaction potential
needs regularization, since the integration over the high
momentum diverges. Thus, we effectively have a vanish-
ingly small interaction strength U → 0−. In this case,
the coupled equations of the Chevy ansatz solution Eq.
(40) could be simplified.

To find the rules of simplification, let us check the
case of two-particle-hole excitations. In the expres-
sions for R(k) and H(k,k′;q), see Eq. (54) and Eq.
(57), since the integration over q (or q′) is finite,

we have [1/U −
∑

q f(ξq)/E
(1)
p;k;q]

−1 ∼ U and [1/U −

∑
q′ f(ξq′)/E

(2)
p;kk′;qq′ ]−1 ∼ U , which are both infinitesi-

mally small. Therefore, R(k) = 0 and H(k,k′;q) = 0.
In general, in Eq. (40), the third term on the right-hand-
side of the equation vanishes identically. Moreover, in the
expression for G(k;q,q′), Eq. (56), it is easy to see that,

−U
∑
k′

(
−αk′

q + αk′

q′

)
f (−ξk′)

E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′

→ 0, (58)

since the integration over k′ converges due to the well-
behaved coefficients αk′

q → 0 and αk′

q′ → 0 at large mo-

mentum k′. Also, we would have,

−
∑
k′

U
(
αk
q − αk

q′

)
f (−ξk′)

E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′

= αk
q − αk

q′ , (59)

due to our regularization relation Eq. (3) (i.e., the small-
ness of U exactly cancels the divergence of the integral
over k′). More generally, therefore, only a few sub-terms
in the first term of Eq. (40) contribute. In fact, there
are n2 sub-terms in total. However, only n sub-terms
contribute. Following these observations, for n ≥ 2, let
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us define the variables,

G
k1k2···kn−1
q1q2···qn ≡ U

∑
K

α
k1···kn−1K
q1q2···qn f (−ξK) . (60)

It is then straightforward to derive the equation for

G
k1k2···kn−1
q1q2···qn :

G
k1k2···kn−1
q1q2···qn =

[
1

U
+
∑
K

f (−ξK)

E
(n)
p;k1k2···K;q1q2···qn

]−1
 n∑
j=1

(−1)j−1α
k1k2···kn−1
q1q2···qn−jqn−j+2···qn+

∑
K

∑n−1
i=1 G

k1k2···kn−i−1Kkn−i+1···kn−1
q1q2···qn

E
(n)
p;k1k2···K;q1q2···qn

f (−ξK)−
∑
KQ

G
k1k2···kn−1K
q1q2···qnQ

E
(n)
p;k1k2···K;q1q2···qn

f (−ξK) f (ξQ)

 . (61)

In the first term on the right-hand-side of the equation, only the sub-terms with a fixed set of indices k1k2 · · ·kn−1

survive. When we exchange any two indices in the set {q} = q1q2 · · ·qn, the sign (−1)j−1 ensures that the first
term is antisymmetrized, see, for example, Appendix A. In each sub-term of the second term

∑
K(· · · ), we will find

a sign factor (−1)i−1, if we move the momentum K to the right-hand-side of kn−1. This sign factor (−1)i−1 has the
similar effect for antisymmetrization. When we exchange any two indices in the set {k} = k1k2 · · ·kn−1, the second
term that consists of (n− 1) sub-terms is antisymmetrized. Moreover, there is only one item in the last term, which

involves a higher order G
k1k2···kn−1K
q1q2···qnQ

. We will make the coupled equations enclosed, if we drop this last term and
truncate to the level of n-th particle-hole excitations.
As a concrete example, up to the level of three-particle-hole excitations, we obtain the coupled equations (by default,

we take k = k1,k
′ = k2,k

′′ = k3 and q = q1,q
′ = q2,q

′′ = q3),

F (q) =

[
1

U
+
∑
k

f (−ξk)
E

(1)
p;k;q

]−1
1−∑

kq′

Gk
qq′

E
(1)
p;k;q

f (−ξk) f (ξq′)

 , (62)

Gk
qq′ =

[
1

U
+
∑
k′

f (−ξk′)

E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′

]−1
(αk

q − αk
q′

)
+
∑
k′

Gk′

qq′

E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′

f (−ξk′)−
∑
k′q′′

Gkk′

qq′q′′

E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′

f (−ξk′) f (ξq′′)

 , (63)
Gkk′

qq′q′′ =

[
1

U
+
∑
k′′

f (−ξk′′)

E
(3)
p;kk′k′′;qq′q′′

]−1
(αkk′

qq′ − αkk′

qq′′ + αkk′

q′q′′

)
+
∑
k′′

(
Gkk′′

qq′q′′ −Gk′k′′

qq′q′′

)
E

(3)
p;kk′k′′;qq′q′′

f (−ξk′′)

 . (64)

Here, in the first equation Eq. (62) we would like to keep
the notation of F (q), instead of using Gq. In the last
equation Eq. (64), we have dropped the last term that is

related to the higher order Gkk′k′′

qq′q′′q′′′ (or more precisely,

Gkk′K
qq′q′′Q).

V. DIAGRAMMATIC THEORY VERSUS
CHEVY ANSATZ

It is readily seen that Eq. (7) from the diagrammatic
theory and Eq. (61) from the Chevy ansatz approach
have the same structure. Moreover, when we take the
on-shell values for {kl} and {ql}, by using the explicit
expression of the many-body T -matrix T2, Eq. (29), we

immediately identify (ω = Ẽ = E − EFS − νU),

T2

p+∑
l

ql −
∑
l ̸=n

kl

 =

[
1

U
+
∑
K

f (−ξK)

E
(n)
p;k1···K;q1···qn

]−1

.

(65)
As both Eq. (7) and Eq. (61) are derived in an ex-
act manner under the same conditions, we conclude that
they must be the same equation. By comparing the corre-
sponding terms in the two equations, therefore, we should
have the relations,

G
k1k2···kn−1
q1q2···qn = Γn+1 ({kl}l ̸=n; p, {ql}) ,(66)

α
k1k2···kn−1
q1q2···qn−jqn−j+2···qn = (−1)

j−1
Aj , (67)

where in the multi-particle vertex function Γn+1 and
Aj , we need to take the on-shell values for all the four-
momenta {kl} and {ql}. Now, we would like to claim
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that the second relation Eq. (67) is more fundamental
than the first relation Eq. (66), in the sense that we can
derive Eq. (66) by using Eq. (67). To see this, let us
rewrite Eq. (67) into the form,

αk1k2···kn
q1q2···qn

= −Γn+1 ({kl}l ̸=n; p, {ql})
E

(n)
p;{k};{q}

, (68)

where we have used the fact that,

G0↓

(
p+

∑
l

ql −
∑
l

kl

)
= − 1

E
(n)
p;{k};{q}

. (69)

As we emphasized earlier, Γn+1({kl}l ̸=n; p, {ql}) has
a unique feature that it is independent on the four-
momentum kn = (kn, ξkn

). The kn-dependence of
αk1k2···kn
q1q2···qn

therefore only comes from G0↓(p +
∑

l ql −∑
l kl) or E

(n)
p;{k};{q}. This feature has an interesting con-

sequence, if we calculate G
k1k2···kn−1
q1q2···qn by using its defini-

tion,

G
k1k2···kn−1
q1q2···qn ≡ U

∑
kn

α
k1···kn−1kn
q1q2···qn f (−ξkn

) =

U∑
kn

Γn+1 ({kl}l ̸=n; p, {ql}) f (−ξkn
)(

ω +
∑

l ξql
−
∑

l ̸=n ξkl

)
− ξkn

− εIp−Pκ⃗n

 . (70)

The integral over kn in the above equation diverges and
when it multiplies with the vanishingly small U , we ob-
tain 1, due to the regularization relation Eq. (3). Thus,
we immediately recover Eq. (66), as promised.

To directly show the usefulness of the two relations, Eq.
(68) and Eq. (66), let us apply them to the four-particle
vertex function Γ4(kk

′; p, qq′q′′) with n = 3. From Fig.
6, we may write down the following expression for the

diagrams:

Γ4 (kk
′; p, qq′q′′)

T2 (p+ q + q′ + q′′ − k − k′)
=

3∑
j=1

Aj +

2∑
i=1

Bi + C,

(71)
where the expressions of Aj (j = 1, 2, 3) are,

A1 = +G0↓ (p+ q + q′ − k − k′) Γ3 (k; p, qq
′) , (72)

A2 = −G0↓ (p+ q + q′′ − k − k′) Γ3 (k; p, qq
′′) , (73)

A3 = +G0↓ (p+ q′ + q′′ − k − k′) Γ3 (k; p, q
′q′′) ,(74)

and the expressions of B1, B2 and C, after the Matsubara
frequency summation, are given by,

B1 = −
∑
k′′

G0↓ (p+ q + q′ + q′′ − k − k′ − k′′) Γ4 (kk
′′; p, qq′q′′) f (−ξk′′) , (75)

B2 = −
∑
k′′

G0↓ (p+ q + q′ + q′′ − k − k′ − k′′) Γ4 (k
′′k′; p, qq′q′′) f (−ξk′′) , (76)

C = +
∑

k′′q′′′

G0↓ (p+ q + q′ + q′′ − k − k′ − k′′) Γ5 (kk
′k′′; p, qq′q′′q′′′) f (−ξk′′) f (ξq′′′) . (77)

It is straightforward to apply Eq. (68) to Aj and to verify A1 = +αkk′

qq′ , A2 = −αkk′

qq′′ , and A3 = +αkk′

q′q′′ , which are the

first three terms in the square bracket of the right-hand-side of Eq. (64). Moreover, by using the following relation
with on-shell momenta,

G0↓ (p+ q + q′ + q′′ − k − k′ − k′′) = − 1

E
(3)
p;kk′k′′;qq′q′′

, (78)

and by applying Eq. (66) in Bi to replace Γ4, we find
that the last two terms in the square bracket of Eq. (64)

correspond to B1 and B2, respectively. It is also not
difficult to verify that, the dropped higher order term in
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Eq. (64) is given by C. In this way, we directly reproduce
the Chevy ansatz result of Eq. (64), by applying the
diagrammatic theory.

VI. FERMI POLARONS IN
ONE-DIMENSIONAL LATTICES

We now turn to consider the numerical calculations
of the polaron spectral function, beyond the commonly-
used approximation of including just one-particle-hole
excitations. However, at finite temperature there is a se-
rious numerical problem related to the zeros of the excita-

tion energy E
(n)
p;{k};{q}, which create a lot of singularities

(i.e., poles) in the coefficients αk1k2···kn
q1q2···qn

and G
k1k2···kn−1
q1q2···qn ,

as can be clearly seen from the relation Eq. (68). These
singularities make it impossible to directly calculate the
various integrals appearing in the exact set of the coupled
equations, Eq. (7) or Eq. (61). This numerical problem
exists even at zero temperature, if we want to study the
repulsive polaron branch at positive energy.

To overcome the numerical difficulty, we may intro-
duce a finite broadening factor η to the frequency (i.e.,
ω → ωη ≡ ω + iη). Here, for simplicity, we focus on
the case of one-dimensional lattices, where the value of
momentum is restricted to the first Brillouin zone. We
will consider the inclusion of two-particle-hole excita-
tions. A slight inconvenience is that the on-site interac-
tion strength U is nonzero. Therefore, we must solve the
coupled equations Eq. (53), Eq. (54), Eq. (56) and Eq.
(57), with momentum k ⊆ [−π,+π] and q ⊆ [−π,+π] at
a finite broadening factor η. Eventually, we extrapolate η
to zero and obtain the η-independent polaron self-energy
in Eq. (51) and hence the polaron spectral function.

In future studies, this numerical trick might be ex-
tended to the three-dimensional free space, with some im-
provements. With more elaborate numerical efforts, then
we may calculate the more interesting finite-temperature
spectral function of a unitary Fermi polaron.

A. Numerical procedure

In one-dimensional lattices, we take εk = −2t cos k+2t
and εIp = −2td cos p + 2td. Typically, we set the energy
scale t = 1. The hopping strength of the impurity td
is determined by the mass of the impurity, since td/t =
m/mI . At finite temperature, the chemical potential µ is
to be fixed by the filling factor ν. We perform numerical
calculations for a given momentum p and a given energy

ωη = ω + iη, so E
(1)
p;k;q = −ωη + εIp+q−k + εk − εq and

E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′ = −ωη+ε

I
p+q+q′−k−k′ +εk+εk′ −εq−εq′ . Our

numerical procedure consists of the following three steps.

• Step 1. For a given J(k, q), which initially is zero,
we iteratively solve the coupled equations Eq. (53)
and Eq. (54). To check convergence, we compare

F (q) with a previously saved F (q) (which is zero
from the beginning as well). If the difference is
smaller than a certain criterion (i.e., the average
difference in relative is smaller than 10−8), we jump
to Step 3; otherwise, continue with Step 2.

• Step 2. For F (q) and R(k) generated from Step 1,
we iteratively solve the coupled equations Eq. (56)

and Eq. (57) for Gk
qq′ and H

kk′

q . As this is a very
time-consuming procedure, we do not require the
full convergence and the iteration lasts for a few
times (we typically choose 8 times). Also, since

Gk
q′q = −Gk

qq′ and H
k′k
q = −Hkk′

q , we only need to

calculate the case with q′ < q and k′ < k. In each
interaction, J(k, q) will be updated. We use the
two ways to calculate J(k, q), by using Gk

qq′ and

Hkk′

q , and monitor their difference. If the differ-
ence continues to decrease, the iteration moves on
the correct direction towards convergence. We then
go back to Step 1, with the updated J(k, q). It is
important to note that, in each iteration, we do not
entirely replace Gk

qq′ and H
kk′

q with the new values

(resulting from Eq. (56) and Eq. (57)). Instead, we
only mix a small portion of the new values for the
update, for example, 10% of the new values. This
treatment effectively removes the possible nonlin-
earity occurring in the iteration procedure.

• Step 3. At this step, we obtain the converged F (q)
or R(k), we then calculate the self-energy by us-
ing Eq. (51) and the spectral function of Fermi
polarons.

For the numerical integration, we typically use the 96-
point gaussian quadrature approach, by discretizing the
momentum k or q in the range [−π,+π]. For this grid
size, it costs a few minutes to finish the iterations in
Step 2. For a single set of given values p and ωη, the
whole numerical iteration procedure costs about an hour.
We will perform the calculations for three values of the
broadening factor η ∼ t. A good choice seems to be
η = 0.6t, 0.9t and 1.2t. We then extrapolate the values
of the self-energy to the limit η = 0+, by fitting them to
a quadratic function.
At zero temperature, we must take care of the sharp

Fermi surface. In this case, we know that the hole
state is given by −kF < q < kF and the particle state
satisfies kF < k < 2π − kF (or equivalently k is the
range (−π,−kF )∪(kF ,+π)), where the Fermi momentum
kF = νπ. Therefore, we can discretize the grid points in
(−kF , kF ) for q and (kF , 2π − kF ) for k.

B. Results and discussions

In our numerical calculations, we consider an equal
mass of the spin-up fermions and the impurity, so td =
t = 1. We fix the filling factor ν = 0.2 and take an
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FIG. 9. The self-energy Σ(p = 0, ω) of Fermi polarons
in 1D lattices at zero momentum, without the broadening
factor (i.e., η = 0). The frequency ω is in the range for the
attractive polaron branch. The black solid lines and red dash-
dotted lines show the results with one-particle-hole (1ph) ex-
citations and with two-particle-hole (2ph) excitations, respec-
tively. The blue dotted straight line is ω − εIp=0. It crosses
with the self-energy at the energy of the attractive polaron
EA. We find EA ≃ −1.14t if we take into account two-particle-
hole excitations. Both the self-energy Σ and the frequency ω
are measured in units of the hopping amplitude of spin-up
fermions t. Throughout the work, we consider a lattice filling
factor ν = 0.2, the on-site interaction strength U = −4t, and
an impurity hopping amplitude td = t.

interaction strength U = −4t. We also set the polaron
momentum to be zero, p = 0. At these parameters, we
find that the energies of the attractive polaron and the
repulsive polaron are roughly given by, EA ∼ −t and
ER ∼ +t, respectively. We are particularly interested in
the effects of two-particle-hole excitations on F (q) and
R(k), and consequently, the resulting improvement to the
polaron self-energy and spectral function.

1. F (q) and R(k) at zero temperature

Let us first consider the zero-temperature case. At
T = 0, one advantage is that the attractive polaron is the
unique ground-state of the quantum many-body system,

so the excitation energies E
(1)
p;k;q > 0 and E

(2)
p;kk′;qq′ > 0

at ω ∼ EA ∼ −t. Thus, there is no singularity in the
coupled equations for the attractive polaron branch. We
do not need to introduce the small broadening factor
η. In Fig. 9, we show the polaron self-energy Σ(ω) at
zero momentum p = 0, calculated with the inclusion of
one-particle-hole (1ph) and two-particle-hole (2ph) exci-
tations, strictly at η = 0. We find EA ≃ −1.14t with 2ph
excitations, which is slightly smaller than the prediction
with 1ph excitations, as expected. We note that, at η = 0
the numerical calculations with 2ph excitations have to
stop at a threshold energy slightly larger than EA, above
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FIG. 10. The two functions F (q) and R(k) at zero temper-
ature, where we can restrict q ≤ νπ and k ≥ (1 − ν)π. Two
frequencies are considered: ω = EA ≃ −1.14t at the attrac-
tive polaron energy (a) and ω = ER ≃ 1.54t at the repulsive
polaron energy (b). The black solid lines and red dash-dotted
lines show the results with one-particle-hole (1ph) excitations
and with two-particle-hole (2ph) excitations, respectively. In
(a) for the attractive polaron branch, we set η = 0. In con-
trast, in (b) for the repulsive polaron branch, we introduce a
broadening factor η = 0.6t, to avoid the numerical singularity
and instability.

which we encounter the zeros of E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′ and therefore

our numerical procedure becomes unstable.

In Fig. 10, we plot the curves F (q) and R(k), predicted
with 1ph and 2ph excitations, at the attractive polaron
energy ω = EA ≃ −1.14t (a) and at the repulsive polaron
energy ω = ER ≃ 1.54t (b). For the latter, we must
include a spectral broadening factor (i.e., η = 0.6t) to
ensure the numerical stability, and therefore F (q) and
R(k) become complex. Both F (q) and R(k) are even
functions, i.e., F (−q) = −F (q) and R(−k) = −R(k).
At the attractive polaron energy in Fig. 10(a), we

observe that F (q) at η = 0 calculated with 2ph excita-
tions decreases very rapidly when q approaches the Fermi
point, q → kF . This singular behavior might be re-
moved by either a finite broadening factor η or a nonzero
temperature T . At the repulsive polaron energy in Fig.
10(b), we find that R(k) has a much larger magnitude
than F (q). This finding is probably not expected, since
R(k) has to vanish identically in the free space with an
infinitesimal interaction strength U → 0−.
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FIG. 11. The real part of F (q) (a) and R(k) (b) at
ω = EA ≃ −1.14t and at nonzero temperature T = 0.2t,
where the range of k and q extends to the whole Brillouin zone.
At this temperature, we take a broadening factor η = 0.6t,
to avoid the numerical instability. The black solid lines and
red dash-dotted lines show the results with one-particle-hole
(1ph) excitations and with two-particle-hole (2ph) excita-
tions, respectively.
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FIG. 12. A contour plot of the function ReJ(k, q) at
ω = EA ≃ −1.14t and at the temperature T = 0.2t, with
its magnitude indicated by a color bar. It is easy to see that
J(k, q) has an odd parity, i.e., J(−k,−q) = −J(k, q). We take
a broadening factor η = 0.6t, to avoid the numerical instabil-
ity.

2. F (q) and R(k) at nonzero temperature

Let us now turn to investigate the finite-temperature
polaron spectral function. In this case, the range of k and
q in the functions F (q) and R(k) extends to the whole
Brillouin zone [−π,+π], as given in Fig. 11, for the at-
tractive Fermi polaron at T = 0.2t with a broadening
factor η = 0.6t. For F (q) in Fig. 11(a), we find a large
difference in the predictions with 1ph and 2ph excita-
tions, at q ∼ 0.5π. However, this difference may not lead
to too much difference in the calculated self-energy Σ(ω),
due to the existence of the thermal weighting factor of the
Fermi distribution function f(ξq), see, for example, Eq.
(51).

To understand why we obtain a very different F (q)
with and without 2ph excitations, in Fig. 12 we show a
contour plot of the corresponding ReJ(k, q), which mea-

sures the importance of the 2ph functions Gk
qq′ and H

kk′

q .

In contrast to F (q) and R(k), J(k, q) has an odd parity.
Therefore, at the origin k = 0 and q = 0, J(k, q) is strictly
zero. We find that J(k, q) is a rapidly varying function
as a function of either k and q. This observation agrees
with our impression that Gk

qq′ and H
kk′

q could be a very
singular function due to the smallness of the excitation

energy E
(2)
p;kk′;qq′ . We also find that J(k, q) has a large

magnitude roughly along the diagonal direction k = q,
peaking at about k = q ∼ ±0.5π. As J(k, q) is an input
to Eq. (53) and Eq. (54), the existence of these peaks
may qualitatively explain why the F (q) calculated with
and without 2ph excitations show a large difference.

3. The η-dependence of the polaron self-energy

Before we present the results on the η-independent po-
laron self-energy and spectral function, it is useful to
carefully check our extrapolating strategy of a quadratic
curve fitting. In Fig. 13, we report the self-energy as a
function of the broadening factor η at zero temperature
(empty red circles) and at T = 0.2t (black solid circles),
at the attractive polaron energy. The zero-temperature
results extend all the way down to η = 0+, due to the
nonzero excitation energy as we mentioned earlier. In
contrast, at nonzero temperature, our choice of the dis-
cretization grid for momentum (i.e., used for the 96-point
gaussian quadrature integral) only allows us to accurately
calculate the self-energy with η ≥ 0.4t.

We observe that the results of the self-energy over a
wide range of η can be well fitted by using a polynomial
of degree two, at both zero temperature and nonzero tem-
perature. The fitting is particularly accurate for the real
part of the self-energy, with an absolute error less than
0.01t (see Fig. 13(a)). For the imaginary part of the
self-energy in Fig. 13(b), we roughly estimate that the
absolute error of ImΣ(ω), extrapolating to η = 0+, would
be around a few percent of t.
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function at T = 0.2t near the attractive branch and the repul-
sive branch, respectively. The black solid lines and red dash-
dotted lines show the results with one-particle-hole (1ph) ex-
citations and with two-particle-hole (2ph) excitations, respec-
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(red dashed line), T = 0.2t (black solid line), and T = 0.5t
(blue dot-dashed line), calculated by taking into account two-
particle-hole excitations. All the results are obtained by ex-
trapolating η to zero.

4. The polaron self-energy and spectral function

In Fig. 14, we show the polaron self-energy at T = 0.2t,
obtained by extrapolating η to zero, with the inclusion
of 1ph excitations (red dot-dashed lines) and 2ph exci-
tations (black solid lines). The corresponding polaron
spectral function is shown in Fig. 15(a) and Fig. 15(b),
for the attractive polaron branch and the repulsive po-
laron branch, respectively. It is readily seen that, at
nonzero temperature the attractive polaron energy pre-
dicted with 2ph excitations (at EA ≃ −1.20t) is slightly
larger than the energy obtained with 1ph excitations (at
EA ≃ −1.24t). Therefore, the inclusion of more particle-
hole excitations does not necessarily make the attrac-
tive polaron energy smaller, as we may näıvely antic-
ipate from the viewpoint that Chevy ansatz is a varia-
tional theory. As we mentioned earlier, this is because, at
nonzero temperature the attractive Fermi polaron should
be viewed as a collection of some many-body states, with
different weights. In our calculations with 2ph excita-
tions, although the energies of these (individual) many-
body states become smaller due to the enlarged Hilbert
space, their weights are re-distributed. Roughly, the en-
ergy of the many-body state with the maximum weight
may then increase, leading to the increase in the “aver-
aged” attractive polaron energy. On the other hand, we
also find that the inclusion of 2ph excitations enlarges the
decay rate or the width of the attractive polaron. As the
consequence, the peak height of the attractive polaron
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decreases significantly in the presence of 2ph excitations.
In Fig. 15(c), we focus on the 2ph calculations and

investigate the temperature dependence of the polaron
spectral function. As the temperature increase, the en-
ergies of both attractive polaron and repulsive polaron
become smaller. For the attractive polaron, the decay
rate increases with temperature, so the peak height de-
creases. In contrast, the peak height of the repulsive po-
laron shows a non-monotonic dependence as a function
of the temperature. It initially decreases slightly at low
temperature and then increases with increasing temper-
ature.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOKS

In conclusions, we have developed an exact theory of
the spectral function of Fermi polarons at finite temper-
ature, by finding the complete set of Feynman diagrams
for the multi-particle vertex functions that describe the
multi-particle-hole excitations of the shake-up Fermi sea.
This is a rare case of quantum many-body theories, where
the exact solution is obtained by exhausting all the pos-
sible Feynman diagrams for various vertex functions.

To understand why such an exact solution is feasible,
we have provided an alternative derivation, by general-
izing the celebrated Chevy ansatz to the finite tempera-
ture, with the inclusion of arbitrary numbers of particle-
hole excitations. We show that the ability to find an ex-
act solution roots in the closure of the Hilbert space for
available quantum states, in the case of a single impurity.

We have rigorously prove that, for an infinitesi-
mal interaction strength in two-dimensional or three-
dimensional free space, the diagrammatic theory is fully
equivalent to the Chevy ansatz approach, to any orders
of particle-hole excitations. In particular, the on-shell
multi-particle vertex functions are precisely the varia-
tional coefficients in the Chevy ansatz. This remark-
able relationship may provide a useful way to calculate
the multi-particle vertex functions, which are known to
be notoriously difficult to obtain in quantum many-body
theories.

We have also shown that, to calculate the finite-
temperature spectral function of Fermi polarons for a
nonzero interaction strength, the Chevy ansatz is more
powerful than the diagrammatic theory. In the latter,
the nonzero interaction strength leads to infinitely many
Feynman diagrams, whose roles are to be investigated in
future studies.

To demonstrate the effects of multi-particle-hole exci-
tations on the finite-temperature spectral function, we
have considered a specific example of Fermi polarons in
one-dimensional lattices, where the instability of numer-
ical calculations can be effectively removed. We have
shown that, for the attractive Fermi polaron at nonzero
temperature, the inclusion of two-particle-hole excita-
tions typically leads to a larger attractive polaron energy
and a larger polaron decay rate. We have explained that

the larger polaron energy at finite temperature does not
contradict with the fact that the Chevy ansatz is a vari-
ational approach for an individual quantum many-body
state. However, the variational viewpoint of the Chevy
ansatz may not be worth emphasizing at nonzero tem-
perature, where the polaron state should be treated as a
collection of a number of quantum many-body states.
Our work can be straightforwardly generalized to han-

dle the molecule state of Fermi polarons, which is the
ground state when the inter-particle attraction becomes
strong enough [53–55]. In Appendix C, we list the set
of equations for molecules, obtained by using the Chevy
ansatz approach. The parallel diagrammatic theory will
be described elsewhere.
In future studies, our work might be easily general-

ized to address some long-standing problems in the po-
laron physics. The most interesting example could be
the polaron-polaron interaction [56]. As we have empha-
sized, the closure of the Hilbert space for available quan-
tum states plays an important role to obtain the exact
solution. This closure of the Hilbert space should also
hold for few impurities. We should then be able to write
down the generalized Chevy ansatz for few impurities,
in particular, for just two impurities. We may also con-
struct Feynman diagrams for the related multi-particle
vertex functions. In this way, we might be able to char-
acterize the effective polaron-polaron interaction, which
is important to understand the instability of a Fermi liq-
uid of Fermi polarons at large impurity concentration.
In addition, our approach could also be straightfor-

wardly generalized to investigate the spectral function of
Bose polarons [15, 57] or crossover polarons [41] at fi-
nite temperature, where the many-body environment is
taken to be a weakly-interacting Bose gas or a strongly
interacting Fermi superfluid, respectively. In these cases,
special attention should be paid to the emergent three-
body bound states and the related three-body param-
eters. The possible construction of relevant Feynman
diagrams may provide insight to develop novel strong-
coupling theories for strongly correlated Fermi or Bose
systems.
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Appendix A: The antisymmetrization of
∑

j Aj

Here, we wish to show that the following function
Z(q1, · · · , qn) is antisymmetric with respect to the ex-
change of any two momenta in the set {ql} (l = 1, · · · , n):

Z ≡
∑
i

(−1)
n−i

z (q1, · · · , qi−1, qi+1, · · · , qn) , (A1)
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where the function z itself is already an antisymmetric
function of its n− 1 arguments.

Let us suppose that we exchange the two ar-
guments qα and qβ in Z(q1, · · · , qn), where α <
β and α, β = 1, · · · , n. If the i-th sub-term
(−1)n−iz(q1, · · · , qi−1, qi+1, · · · , qn) involve both qα and
qβ , then it is already antisymmetrized. Thus, we only
need to consider two sub-terms,

Dα ≡ (−1) n−αz (q1, · · · , qα−1, qα+1, · · · , qn) , (A2)

Dβ ≡ (−1) n−βz (q1, · · · , qβ−1, qβ+1, · · · , qn) . (A3)

Upon the exchange of the two arguments qα and qβ , in
Dα the argument qβ becomes qα and we need to transport
this qα all the way backward to the position α. During
this transportation, a sign (−1)β−α−1 appears due to the
antisymmetrization of the function z. Therefore, we ob-
tain Dα → D′

α = −Dβ . In Dβ , the argument qα becomes
qβ and similarly we need to transport this qβ all the way
forward to the position β. As a result, Dβ → D′

β = −Dα.
Therefore, we conclude

D′
α +D′

β = − (Dα +Dβ) . (A4)

Putting all the sub-terms together, we observe that
Z(q1, · · · , qn) is indeed an antisymmetric function.
In Eq. (A1), let us take i = n − j + 1 and

z(q1, · · · , qi−1, qi+1, · · · , qn) = (−1)j−1An−j+1, we see
immediately that Z =

∑
j Aj . Hence,

∑
j Aj is an an-

tisymmetric function upon the exchange of any two mo-
menta in {ql} (l = 1, · · · , n).

Appendix B: Two rules on the Matsubara frequency
summation

In this appendix, we establish the two rules on the
Matsubara frequency summation. Let us first consider
the second rule Eq. (15), and apply it to the vertex
function Γ2(k; p, q) or its cousin γ2(p, q), as an example.
Roughly speaking, the vertex function Γ2(k; p, q) repre-

sents the Green function of a molecule, i.e., a quasi-bound
state of two fermions with unlike spin (i.e., a spin-up
fermion and the impurity). The vertex function does not
have singularity at negative energy, if the molecular state
is not the ground state, a situation that we will focus on.
γ2(p, q) would have the similar behavior. Let us write
down γ2(p, q) in its spectral representation, for example
(q = {q, iωq}),

γ2 (p, q) =

ˆ +∞

−∞

dω′

π

[
−Imγ2 (p, {q, ω′})

iωq − ω′

]
. (B1)

A summation over the Matsubara frequency leads to the
density of molecules,

´
[dω′/π][−Imγ2(p, {q, ω′})]f(ω′),

which should be vanishingly small in the thermodynamic
limit. Here, f(ω′) ≡ 1/(eω

′/kBT + 1) is the Fermi-Dirac
distribution function. We do not worry about the neg-
ative energy, since γ2(p, {q, ω′}) is analytic on the half-
plane Reω′ < 0, so its imaginary part vanishes there.

However, on the other half-plane Reω′ > 0, the vanish-
ing density means we should view the Fermi distribution
function f(ω′) as an infinitesimal, i.e., f(ω′) = 1/V → 0,
where V → ∞ is the volume of the whole system.
Let us now explicitly integrate out the Matsubara fre-

quency in the expression for the self-energy, Eq. (11),

Σ (p) =
∑
q

kBT
∑
iωq

ˆ
dω′

π

−Imγ2 (p, {q, ω′})
(iωq − ξq) (iωq − ω′)

,(B2)

=
∑
q

ˆ
dω′

π
[−Imγ2 (p, {q, ω′})] f (ξq)

ξq − ω′ , (B3)

=
∑
q

f (ξq) γ2 (p, {q, ξq}) , (B4)

where in the second line we have taken f(ω′) = 0 as
we emphasized earlier. This result can be easily recog-
nized from the associated diagram and can be general-
ized as the second rule Eq. (15). The integration is for
a Fermi loop that winds back a fermion line, on which
the fermionic Matsubara frequency is to be summed.
We can simply replace the backward Green function by
a Fermi distribution function with an on-shell energy
ξq = ℏ2q2/(2m) − µ, where µ is the chemical potential
of the Fermi sea. The energy ω′ in γ2(p, {q, ω′}) should
also then be replaced by the on-shell value ξq.
How about the first rule on the summation over the

forward momentum k = {k, iωk → ω′ + i0+}, i.e.,∑
kG0↑(k)G0↓(p+q−k)Γ3(k; p, qq

′), where q and q′ may
take on-shell values? This summation appears in the last
term of the right-hand-side of Eq (5) and for clarity we
have rename k′ as k. It is easy to see that the pole of the
bare impurity Green function G0↓(p + q − k) occurs at
ω′ = ω + ξq − εIp+q−k + µ↓, where µ↓ → −∞ is the im-

purity chemical potential. Therefore, we have Reω′ < 0
and G0↓(p+q−k) is analytic on the half-plane Reω′ > 0.
We would assume that for the argument k, T3(k; p, qq

′)
is also analytic on the half-plane Reω′ > 0 and may then
write T3(k; p, qq

′) in the spectral representation. By re-
peating the similar reasons for γ2(p, q), we find that the
vanishing density related to T3(k; p, qq

′) (i.e., the density
of trimer) implies that we should take the Fermi distribu-
tion function f(−ω′) as an infinitesimal on the half-plane
Reω′ < 0, when we handle the forward, particle-like four-
momentum k.
Now, let us denote collectively P (k) = G0↓(p + q −

k)Γ3(k; p, qq
′), in which the other arguments other than

k are made implicit. As P (k) is analytic on the half-plane
Reω′ > 0, we find that I =

∑
kG0↑(k)P (k),

I =
∑
k

kBT
∑
iωk

ˆ
dω′

π

−ImP ({k, ω′})
(iωk − ξk) (iωk − ω′)

, (B5)

=
∑
k

ˆ
dω′

π
[−ImP ({k, ω′})] −f (−ξk)

ξk − ω′ , (B6)

= −
∑
k

f (−ξk)P ({k, ξk}) , (B7)
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where in the second line we have taken f (−ω′) = 0 on the
half-plane Reω′ < 0, on which −ImP ({k, ω′}) may de-
velop poles. Thus, for the summation over the fermionic
Matsubara frequency for the particle-like momentum k,
we can simply replace the forward Green function by the
Fermi distribution function −f(−ξk) with the on-shell
energy ξk = ℏ2k2/(2m) − µ, and then take iωk → ξk in
P (k, · · · ). This is exactly the first rule, Eq. (14).

Appendix C: Chevy ansatz for molecules

For very strong attraction, Fermi polarons may become
unstable and turn into tightly bound molecules that are
dressed by particle-hole excitations of the Fermi sea [53–
55]. Here, we would like to list the set of the equations
for molecules, which can be easily derived following Sec.
IV. The Chevy ansatz |Φ⟩ for molecules with momentum
p takes the form,

|Φ⟩ =

∑
k0

φk0d†p−k0
c†k0

+
1

2!

∑
k0kq

φk0k
q d†p−k0+q−kc

†
k0
c†kcq + · · ·

 |FS⟩N−1 , (C1)

=

∞∑
n=0

1

n! (n+ 1)!

∑
k0k1···knq1···qn

φk0k1···kn
q1···qn

d†p−k0+(q1+···+qn)−(k1+···+kn)
c†k0

c†k1
· · · c†kn

cqn
· · · cq1

|FS⟩N−1 ,(C2)

where |FS⟩N−1 describes a thermal Fermi sea at finite temperature with N − 1 fermions. We find that the coefficients

φk0k1···kn
q1···qn

satisfy the following coupled equations,

−E(n)
p;k0{k};{q}φ

k0k1···kn
q1···qn

= U

i=0,··· ,n∑
j=1,··· ,n

(−1)
i+j−1

φ
k0k1···kn−i−1kn−i+1···kn
q1···qn−jqn−j+2···qn + U

∑
K

(
φKk1···kn
q1q2···qn

+ · · ·+ φ
k0k1···kn−1K
q1q2···qn

)
f (−ξK)

−U
∑
Q

(
φk0k1···kn

Qq2···qn
+ · · ·+ φk0k1···kn

q1···qn−1Q

)
f (ξQ) + U

∑
KQ

φk0k1···knK
q1q2···qnQ

f (−ξK) f (ξQ) , (C3)

where E(n)
p;k0{k};{q} ≡ (−E + EFS,N−1 + νU) + εIp−k0−Pκ⃗n

+ Eκ⃗n
+ εk0 and EFS,N−1 is the energy of the Fermi sea

with N − 1 fermions.
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