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In a recent letter [Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 216401] we presented the multichannel Dyson equation
(MCDE) in which two or more many-body Green’s functions are coupled. In this work we will give
further details of the MCDE approach. In particular we will discuss: 1) the derivation of the MCDE
and the definition of the space in which it is to be solved; 2) the rationale of the approximation to the
multichannel self-energy; 3) a diagrammatic analysis of the MCDE; 4) the recasting of the MCDE
on an eigenvalue problem with an effective Hamiltonian that can be solved using standard numerical
techniques. This work mainly focuses on the coupling between the one-body Green’s function and
the three-body Green’s function to describe photoemission spectra, but the MCDE method can be
generalized to the coupling of other many-body Green’s functions and to other spectroscopies.
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I. INTRODUCTION

We have recently presented the multichannel Dyson
equation (MCDE) as an alternative to the standard
single-channel Dyson equationt While the latter involves
a single many-body Green’s function, the MCDE uses
a multichannel Green’s function in which two or more
many-body Green’s functions are coupled. To demon-
strate the advantages of the MCDE we have mainly fo-
cused on the coupling of the one-body Green’s func-
tion (1-GF) and the three-body Green’s function (3-
GF), more precisely its two-hole-one-electron and two-
electron-one-hole parts, to calculate direct and inverse
photoemission spectrat*4 We showed that this coupling
naturally puts quasiparticles and satellites on an equal
footing contrary to the single-channel Dyson equation for
the 1-GF. We illustrated this principle by applying the
MCDE to the Hubbard dimer at 1/4 and 1/2 filling for
which we obtained the exact spectral functions for all in-
teraction strengths. Alternative approaches based on the
single-channel Dyson equation for the 1-GF such as GW
are not able to yield exact results. In particular satellites
are not well described with these methods, especially at
large interaction strengths =%

Besides this improved description of satellites in pho-
toemission spectra the MCDE has several other advan-
tages: 1) the multichannel self-energy is not a functional
of the multichannel Green’s function and only involves
the bare Coulomb potential 20 As a consequence, no self-
consistency is required to solve the MCDE. Moreover,
one thus avoids the problem to run into an unphysi-
cal solution.”® 2) the multichannel self-energy is static
and Hermitian. Therefore, the MCDE can be rewritten
as an eigenvalue problem with an effective Hamiltonian.
There exist standard numerical techniques to solve such
an equation 2t

We note that an alternative approach to calculate the
1-GF using a configuration space that includes particle-

hole excitations is the adiabatic diagrammatic construc-
tion 21 which takes its origin in approaches developed
in nuclear physics!® 2% that use the 3-GF as the funda-
mental quantity. So far the 3-GF has not been used
much in electronic-structure calculations although there
are some notable exceptions?H25,

Here we will give further details of the derivation of
the MCDE and analyse its properties. We will mainly
focus on the rationale behind the approximation to the
multichannel self-energy. In our approximation of the
multichannel self-energy we include all first-order inter-
actions. As a consequence there are only interactions
between pairs of particles, i.e., two electrons, two holes,
or an electron and a hole. Therefore, we can use the
kernels that have been developed for the elecron-hole
and particle-particle Bethe-Salpeter equation (BSE) to
build the multichannel self-energy. 2927 We note that,
although the multichannel self-energy only involves first-
order interactions, the multichannel Green’s function ob-
tained by solving the MCDE will contain interactions to
all orders. In this work we will also give more details
about the diagrammatic analysis of the MCDE. Finally,
we will also address in detail how the MCDE can be
recast as an eigenvalue problem with an effective Hamil-
tonian.

The paper is organized as follows. In section [T we de-
rive the MCDE and in section [[T]] we analyse the kernels
of the electron-hole and particle-particle BSE and use it
to construct the kernel of the MCDE. We perform a dia-
grammatic analysis of the MCDE in section [[V]and show
how it can be solved in practice in section [VI by rewriting
the MCDE in terms of an eigenvalue equation with an ef-
fective Hamiltonian. Finally, we draw our conclusions in

section. [VIII



II. THE MULTICHANNEL DYSON EQUATION
A. The three-body Green’s function

Our starting point is the time-ordered equilibrium 3-
GF at zero temperature, which is defined by

G5(1,2,3,1,2",3) =
WY TR ()Y (2)9(3)P1 (30T 2T NIy, (1)

where v and 1/3T are the creation and annihilation oper-
ators, respectively, |¥3') is the N-electron ground-state
and T is Wick’s time-ordering operator. We used the
notation 1 = (x1,t1), with 7 referring to both position
and spin. The 3-GF describes the propagation of three
particles, namely, three electrons (3e), three holes (3h),
two electrons and one hole (2elh), or two holes and one
electron (2hle). In this work, we want to describe direct
photoemission spectroscopy (PES) and inverse photoe-
mission spectroscopy (IPES). Therefore, we focus only on
the last two cases, which describe the simultaneous prop-
agation of a particle (electron or hole) and an electron-
hole (eh) pair. In general, the 3-GF depends on five time
differences when the Hamiltonian is time-independent.
However, we are interested only in the time difference
that describes the combined propagation of one particle
and an eh pair. All the other time differences describe
phenomena that can be considered instantaneous, such
as the time between the addition of an electron and the
creation of the eh pair or the time to create the eh pair?.

Taking into account the above considerations, the part
of the 3-GF that is of interest to describe PES and IPES
is given by

Gg(ﬂ?l,l‘g,$3,$1/,$2/,$3/;t — t/) =—1 X
@IT [ (w3)dh ()P () (P (w1 )P (o)) (w3) )] I\If%)

where the notation (¢ (z5/) (22 )h(21)): implies that the
three field operators act at the same time ¢t. We write the
following Dyson equation for G3 in frequency space?

G3(w) = G5(w) + G3(w)B3(w)G3(w), 3)

where G9(w) is the noninteracting 3-GF and Y3(w) is
the three-body self-energy, which is defined by Eq. .
We project this equation in the basis set of one-electron
spinorbitals {¢;} that diagonalizes GY. By expressing the
field operators in this basis as
=Y @8, @
P

z) = Z Op(x)Cp
p
the 3-GF becomes

Gijl;mok(w) = /dl’ldl'gdl'gdl'l/dl'g/dxg/¢f($1)¢;(:L’g)

1(x3)Pm (1) o (T2) ) (23) G (21, T2, T3, T1/, Ty, Ty W).

(5)

Here and in the following we will suppress the subscript of
an n-body Green’s function GG,, whenever the number of
arguments or indices of the Green function are explicitly
given, €.g., G3 ijl;mok — Gijl;mok~

Its spectral representation is given by?

Gijl;mok (W) = Z

n

Xille;rlmok
w— (BN — EN) +in
W (B - BTN — i

(6)

in which
X' = (W fef ey [N L) XL = (e, el wh)
z3t = (W Yefeye, Wyl R = (w | efen el ).

(7)

From the spectral representation of the 3-GF in Eq. @
we see that the poles of the 3-GF are equal to those of
the 1-GF. Instead, the corresponding amplitudes, given
in Eq. @, are different.

B. The non-interacting 3-GF

To understand the space in which Eq. has to be
solved we first analyse the non-interacting 3-GF. Using
the Wick theorem?? and the transformations in Egs. ,
it becomes

G’le mok( ) G?;O(M)G?;IG’IQIL;IC - G?;o(w)G?;lGron;k
+ GO ( )GO GO - G?;m(w)Gg;ng;k
[G?mG? oG ]( ) [G'LO,OG?,mG?k](w)7

(8)

where [G{GYGY](w) implies a frequency convolution, and
GY = GY(r = 07). The spectral representations of the
contributions to Eq. are given by

6i06jl5mkfjfm

0 0
Sim0jo0tk (fi — f1)(f5 — fi)
0 A0 A0 _ j j
(G G0 Ginl (W) = w—e)— (59 —€)) + insign(e? — p)’
(10)

in which €? and f; are the energy and occupation number
corresponding to ¢;, and where we used that GY; = id;; J fi-
We note that the occupation numbers (f; — f;) (7 fi—fi)in
Eq. (10) restrict GY to its 2elh and 2hle contributions®.
The indices i, j, m, o refer to conduction (valence) states
and they describe the 2e (2h) process, while [ and k re-
fer to valence (conduction) states and they describe the
h (e) process. While the poles of Eq. @ contain ap-
proximate quasi-particle energies, the poles of Eq. (10)
contain approximate satellite energies. We will therefore
refer to these terms as quasiparticle and satellite contri-
butions, respectively. These contributions do not couple



in GY, i.e., in its representation in Eq. GY is block di-
agonal with a quasi-particle and a satellite block. It can
be verified that Eq. satisfies the following symmetry
relations,

0 0 0 0
Gijl;mok = 7Gjil;mok = 7Gz’jl;omk = Gjil;omk
(11)
G?vv;mv’v’(w) = G?,m(w) (’L 7& v,m 7& UI VU,U/) (12)

where v and v’ refer to occupied orbitals, i.e., f, = f,/ =
128 As a consequence GY(w), as defined in Eq. , is
singular. It contains redundant information that can be
removed without loss of generality.

After removing all the redundant information, the non-
interacting 3-GF can be written in the following matrix
representation

Equation thus defines the space in which the multi-
channel Dyson equation has to be solved. For describing
direct and inverse photoemission, the main idea is to use
the three-body channel G9°P(w) as a reservoir that is
coupled with the 1-body channel through a multichannel
self-energy.

All the relations we have obtained so far still hold if the
non-interacting 3-GF is replaced with an independent-
particle 3-GF. In particular, it is convenient to replace
GY(w) with the Hartree-Fock 3-GF. In this way, Hartree
and exchange contributions to the self-energy are already
included in Eq. , and the multichannel self-energy has
to take into account only the correlation part. Therefore,
in the following, it will be understood that GY(w) refers
to the Hartree-Fock 3-GF.

G (w) 0 i
0 _ 1 C. The multichannel self-energy
GJ(W) < 0 Gg,3p(w) ) (13)
where With the partition of G given in Eq. (13]), the Dyson
equation in Eq. becomes a multichannel Dyson equa-
Oim tion, in which the multichannel self-energy is defined as
Gl(w) = —F—— (14)
w — € +insign(ed) — p) 0 e
) - S ) = (s ) )
I ’ w—¢ — (€] —€) +insign(e; — )
(15) The MCDE can be represented diagrammatically as
J
0 0 0
—— —— P

025 | =

From Eq. , it is evident that the 3-GF consists
of the 1-GF ( =—=——) along with an explicit three-
body component Ggp (ﬁ), and the coupling between
the 1-GF and GP, denoted as G§ (,<f) and G ({>_)

We represent the self-energy coupling terms, X7, and
ifmwk, and the body of the self-energy, Z?Pl mok> USINg

right triangles and a rectangle, respectively, to reflect
their dimensions.

For practical calculations, an approximation to g3
is required. To achieve this, we only consider cor-
relations between pairs of particles in X3P with each
pair both having a direct and an exchange interaction.
We thus treat each interaction between particles at the
RPA-+exchange (RPAx) level. The coupling terms X°¢

™
W
g

NS

and ¢ are four-point quantities and, therefore, corre-
spond to two-particle channels. For consistency, we also
treat these interactions at the RPAx level. As we will
show, since second- and higher-order contributions in the
interaction are introduced by ¢, ¥¢ and X3P, the head
of X3 vanishes since GY is already exact at first order.

17)

(

Since our approximation to the multichannel self-
energy is based on the RPAx approximation for the two-
particle correlator, it is instructive to analyze the kernel
of the Bethe-Salpeter equation for the 2-GF.



III. THE TWO-BODY GREEN’S FUNCTION

At zero temperature, the time-ordered equilibrium 2-
GF is defined as

G(1,2,1',2') = <‘I’éVT[i/?(l)?ﬁ(?)iw(f)l/ﬁ(l/)]|‘I’év(>~ )

18

Making use of Wick’s theorem, it is possible to show that
the 2-GF can be decomposed as??

G(1,2,1,2) = G(1,1)G(2,2) — G(1,2)G(2,1')
+6G(1,2,1',2"), (19)

where the first two terms on the right-hand side de-
scribe the independent propagation of two dressed par-
ticles, while G5 describes the interaction between these
particles. In the context of the 2-GF, we refer to the
G1G; terms as non-interacting terms. Here, “interac-
tion” specifically denotes the interaction between the two
particles.

The 2-GF given in Eq. depends on four distinct
times, which can be reduced to three time differences (if
the Hamiltonian is time independent). In the majority
of cases, it is used to study the simultaneous propaga-
tion of two particles (electrons or holes) or one electron
and one hole. As a result, only the time difference corre-
sponding to this propagation is relevant. The other two
time differences account for the creation and annihilation
of the electron-hole pair or the particle-particle pair. In
most cases, these processes are considered to be instan-
taneous and, therefore, these time differences are set to
zero. Let us now analyse separately the electron-hole and
particle-particle channel.

A. eh channel

To describe the electron-hole contribution, we set t; =
tf, and ty = t;r, in Eq. . The eh 2-GF hence becomes

GM(1,2,1,2) =

- <‘1’(I)V|T[(¢($1)?y($1'))t1(¢($2)¢T($2'))tz]|‘l’é\]>,
(20)

where the notation (¢)(x1)¢T (1)), implies that the two
field operators both act at the time ¢;3? This choice of
the times describes the propagation of an electron-hole
pair. The calculation of the electron-hole channel is well-
established and it can be found in literature (see, e.g.,
Refs. [B0I31]). We will present here only the final result.
In frequency space, it reads

o0

(;e r1,X2,X1/,To,W) = —q lim
b ) ) )
n—=0 n=0

Xn (21, 21) Xn (T2, T2) X (@1, 210) X (2, T27)
w—(EN —EMY+in w4+ (EN - EYN)—in
(21)

where the electron-hole amplitudes are defined as

Xn (@1, 71) = (U [(21) 0T (21) TN, (22)
Xn(@1,71) = (U [h(20) 0" (21)[ V). (23)

The poles of the eh channel of the 2-GF are the neutral
excitation (and de-excitation) energies.

Applying the choice of the times mentioned above to
the two non-interacting terms, i.e., G(1,1")G(2,2")and
G(1,2")G(2,1"), we obtain

G(1,1)G(2,2") = G(z1,21;07 )G (22, 22;07),  (24)
G(l, 2/)G(2, 1/) = G(l‘l, ZTor, tl —tg)G(.’JSQ, 175 tg —tl).
(25)

We see that one non-interacting term is static while the
other non-interacting contribution depends on t; — ts.
It can be shown that the Fourier transform of Eq.
has poles at the neutral excitation energies of a non-
interacting electron-hole pair. To study the eh channel of
the 2-GF, the so-called two-particle correlation function
L is defined as

L(1,2,1',2) = —G°"(1,2,1,2") + G(1,1)G(2,2'), (26)

in which the static combination of G1G; in Eq. is
subtracted from GS". This corresponds to removing the
term corresponding to n = 0 in the sum of Eq. 30.

A closed equation for L is given by the Bethe-Salpeter
equation (BSE) which links the non-interacting two-
particle function L°(1,2,1/,2') = G(1,2")G(2,1') to L
according to

L(1,2,1',2") = L°(1,2,1',2)
+ L°(1,3,1',3)2(3,4,3,4)L(4,2,4',2) (27)

where repeated variables are integrated, and = is the ker-
nel of the BSE defined by

o(17,1)
=(1" 9 = ? —
H(1,2,1,2)_5G(2,2,)
, 55 (17,1)
_ / / )
=—i6(1,1)6(2,2)v(1,2) + 75(;(2’2/) ,
(28)

in which ¥ = vy 4+ ¥, is the one-body self-energy, with
vy and Y., the Hartree and exchange-correlation contri-
butions, respectively. The first term on the right-hand
side results from the functional derivative of the Hartree
potential with respect to Gy.

Diagrammatically the BSE can be represented as

(29)
To obtain an expression suitable for practical calcula-
tions, we need to make approximations to Yy.. At first



order in the interaction, it corresponds to the Fock ex-
change X (1/,1) = iv(1’,1)G(1’,1). Inserting this ap-

XC

proximation into Eq. we obtain the RPAx approxi-
mation to the kernel = according to
ERPAT(17 9/ 1,2) = —i6(1,1')5(2,2")v(1, 2)
+146(1,2")6(2,1")v(1,2). (30)

The first term on the right-hand side is the eh exchange
interaction, while the second term is the direct eh in-

teraction. Diagrammatically ZRPAZ a1 be reprosented
as
1 ? ! 2’ 1 o
SRPA, _ _ P
i 9 ’ , s 2

(31)
where a dotted line represent a Dirac delta function and
a wiggly line represents the bare Coulomb interaction.

It is instructive to analyze the eh exchange and direct
eh contributions separately. Let us first write the BSE
with the eh exchange kernel only and iterate it. We ob-
tain

LRPA(1, 2,172 = 1°(1,2,1,2) —iL°(1,3,1,3)
x v(3,4)L"(4,2,4,2") — L°(1,3,1/,3)v(3,4)
x L°(4,5,4,5)v(5,6)L°(6,2,6,2") + ... =

L0(1,2,1,2)) —iL°(1,3,1/,3)WRPA(3,4)L0(4, 2,4, 2)).
(32)

where WRPA g the screened Coulomb potential in the

random-phase approximation (RPA). It is given by

WERPA(1,2) = v(1,2) —iv(1,3)L0(3,4,3,4) WRFPA (4, 2)
(33)
Its diagrammatic representation is given by

L —<s
= + + + o= +
WP
-~ o~

(34)
The analysis above clearly shows that the eh exchange
interaction is naturally screened in the BSE within the
RPAx approximation.
Let us now iterate the BSE with the kernel only con-
taining the direct eh interaction. The diagrammatic rep-
resentation of this iteration is given by

SO eetbes sl o Bt

(35)
We see that in this case the interaction is not naturally
resummed and the direct eh interaction is unscreened in
the RPAx approximation. Screening of the direct eh in-
teraction can be achieved by replacing the bare Coulomb
interaction by the screened Coulomb interaction in the

1 2
1 2!
FIG. 1: A third-order term of the BSE with the ZRPA® or

the 2" kernel. This diagram shows a term of the screening
beyond the RPA.

second term on the right-hand side of Eq. . We thus
obtain

26W(1,2',1,2) =
—i6(1,1")8(2,2")v(1,2) +146(1,2)6(2,1")W(1,2). (36)

This expression can also be obtained by using the GW
approximation to the self-energy in Eq. and ne-
glecting the functional derivative 6W /0G4, as is usually
done, since this term is of second order in W. In prac-
tice, WRPA is often used for the screened interaction in
Eq. . We note that both ZRPA? and ZEW introduce
vertex corrections to the RPA screening but only for the
eh exchange term, e.g., the diagram reported in Fig.
This shows that for the eh exchange interaction screening
beyond the RPA is naturally included.

For completeness we also report the BSE with the
RPAx kernel in orbital space. By using Eq. we ob-

tain
Lijimo(w) = /dxldxl’dl'le'Q’(b;‘k(xl)d)j(l'l/)
X L(xh1'27xl’,I'Q’;w)qS:n(xQ)d)o(le)' (37)
Therefore, the BSE in orbital space is
Lij;mo(w) = LO (W) + LO (w):RPAI ’Lm’o’;mo(w)

1J;mo A —i/j"sm’o

(38)
with the RPAx kernel equal to
Ef;l;ﬁg = _ivimoj + Z.'Uimjo (39)
in which
Vijom = /d$1d$2¢§($1)¢;($2)v(r1, r2)Po(22)Pm (1)
(40)

Let us now turn our attention to the pp channel.

B. pp channel

To describe the propagation of two particles, i.e., two
electrons or two holes, we choose the times in Eq. as
ty =t3 and t;, = t;‘,. The particle-particle 2-GF is thus
given by

GPP(1,2,1,2)) =

(WY TI(W (1) (22))e, (DT (21)0 T (22))e, ] TE),
(41)



and its spectral representation is

G (1,22, 21, T w) =i lim
Cn (@1, 22)GC (22, 217) $n(@1r, w2) G (w2, 71)
w— (Ba? = BY) +in  w+ (B2 = EYY) —in
(42)

where the pp amplitudes are defined as

Ca(@1,2) = (U [0 (21 )3 (22) [ W) T2), (43)
Cnl@r, @) = (WY [T (21) 0T (2 ) [N 2), (44)

and ¢ and f,’; are the corresponding complex conjugates.
The poles of Eq. are the excitation energies corre-
sponding to the removal or addition of two electrons. For
the choice of times mentioned above the non-interacting
terms in Eq. become

G(l, 1/)G(2, 2/) = G(.Tl, T3 tl — tll)G($2, Loty tl - tll)
(45)

G(l, 2/)G(2, 1/) = G(l‘l, Loty tl — tll)G(l‘g, T3 tl — tll).
(46)

We see that for the pp channel, both non-interacting
terms depend on t; —ty/. It can be shown that the Fourier
transforms of both combinations have poles at energies
corresponding to the addition of two non-interacting elec-
trons and to the addition of two non-interacting holes.
Therefore, the non-interacting term for this channel is
composed of both combinations, i.e.,

Gor(1,2,1',2") = G°(1,1)G°(2,2") — G°(1,2))G°(2,1").

(47)
In analogy with the eh BSE this would suggest the fol-
lowing pp BSE equation

GPP(1,2,1',2') = G (1,2,1',2')
+GP(1,2,3, 4)K(3,4,3,4)GP(3,4,1',2),  (48)
which defines K as the kernel of the particle-particle

channel. It is useful to represent the pp BSE in
its diagrammatic form

(49)
In the (static) RPAx approximation this kernel is written
as

KRPAT(17 9/ 1,2) = i6(1,1)8(2,2)v(1,2)
—i8(1,2)8(2,1)0(1,2). (50)

Diagrammatically, this approximation can be represented
as

2 2 2 2 2 2
}'(RPAI = —
iy 1 v 1 v 1
(51)

This expression can be compared to the RPAx kernel
of the eh BSE given in Eq. . Here, the analysis of
both terms is similar to that of the direct eh interac-
tion of the eh BSE, i.e., iterating the pp BSE in Eq.
will not screen the interactions. Screening of the interac-
tion in both terms can be achieved by replacing the bare
Coulomb interaction by the screened Coulomb interac-
tion.

It is instructive to project Eq. on the basis that
diagonalizes GY. By using the change of basis in Eq. ,
the matrix elements of the pp 2-GF are

G%p;ma(w) = /dxldxlldzgd:ﬂglqﬁ;‘(asl)qb;f(xg)

X Gpp(l'l, To,X1/,Xor, w)¢m(m1’)¢o(x2’)~

(52)
The non-interacting part thus becomes
0 [0 A0 0 0
G’ijp;lr)no(w) - [Gi;mGj;o] (w) - [Gi;oGj;m](w)
— (5im5jo - 57205jm)(]— - fl - fj) (53)

w — (& +€}) + ansign(e] —p)”

From the above equation one can verify that the following
symmetry relations hold

0
= —G PP

— Opp
jizmo T -G,

ij;om

0
Gt

ij;mo

0
=Girom:  (54)
This means that GOPP(w), as defined in Eq. , is sin-
gular. As a consequence Eq. cannot be solved by
inversion.

However, as was the case for GY, the redundant infor-

mation can be removed without loss of generality. We
thus redefine G'PP as

dim0jo(1 — fi — f;)

GPP. =—i . (55
>jim>o() Yo (e + €9) +insign(e) — p) (55)
We can now write the pp BSE as
0
G?ﬁmo(w) = Gijl');};no(w)
0 T
+ Gijp;li)/j/ (w) gﬁ?m'O/Gfrgo/;mo(w)? (56)

where, for notational convenience, the restrictions ¢ > j
and m > o have been made implicit, and

ijime = Wijom — Wijmo- (57)



C. The multichannel self-energy

As mentioned before, to obtain an approximation for
the body of the multichannel self-energy we let the par-
ticles interact pairwise within the RPAx approximation,
i.e., the self-energy contains all first-order direct and ex-
change interactions. With 2 electrons and 1 hole (or 2
holes and 1 electron) there are 5 RPAx contributions,
each containing one direct and one exchange interaction.
One contribution accounts for the particle-particle inter-
action while four contributions are needed to account for
all electron-hole interactions, since there are two electron-
hole pairs and for each of these pairs either the electron
or the hole can exchange with the third particle. The
coupling terms are four-point kernels and are also ap-
proximated at the RPAx level. It can be verified that
they are equivalent to the RPAx kernel of the pp BSE
given in Eq.. We thus obtain the following approxi-
mation to the multichannel self-energy,

Zf’]pl :mok [(1 fl)(l fj)fl fifj(l_fl)][(slk:@ijom
+0m;j Vikio +0ioUjkim —0jVikim — dimUjkio); (58)
g;mok = Vikom, (59)
Zﬁjl;m = Vijim, (60)
where Uikom = Vikom — Vikmo With Uipom defined in
Eq. . The occupation numbers in Eq. guarantee
that X°P has opposite signs for the 2elh channel and the

2hle channel. It is important to note that 3P is static
and hermitian. Moreover, the 2hle and 2elh channel are
uncoupled. Therefore, X3P is block-diagonal with two
blocks ¥2¢'" and ¥2"¢. We note that there are other
approaches that obtain a similar self-energy, in partic-
ular the 2-particle-hole Tamm-Dancoff approximation’2
(see also Refs. [23124] in the context of trions).

IV. DIAGRAMMATIC ANALYSIS OF THE
MCDE

To analyze the diagrammatic structure of the MCDE
in Eq. containing the multichannel self-energy given

J

in Egs. , and it is convenient to represent

it in real space. Applying the change of basis given in
Eq. to the multichannel self-energy yields the follow-
ing expression.

S ok = / da1dzadrsdry dry drs 6] (1) 8] (22) (23
X P (21, 22, T3, T17, o1, 3) Oy (217) o (2 ) 1 (23),
(61)
femok = /dxldasgda:yde/Zc(xl,zl/,zg/,zg)
i (21)m (217)Po (27 )P (23), (62)
~”lm /dxldxgdxlldxglil (x1,29,x3,T1/)
o7 (21)8; (22) 1 (3 ) P (717). (63)

For the approximation given in Eq. we thus obtain

2elh 2hle
by (zlaIanl}'aml’azQ’ 51'3) =-X (I1,$2,$3/,I1/ T I3)

=06(x3,23)[0(1,21/)0(x2,22) —d(21,22)(22,21/)]v(r1,r2)
—(x1/,22)[0(21,253)0 (23,22, —0(21,22) (23,23)]v(r1,r3)
—(x1,22/)[0(22,23)(23,21,) — 0 (x2,21/)d (23,23) |v(ra,r3)
+0(ze,xe)[0(21,23)0 (x53,21) — (21,210 (23,23)]0(r1,r3)
+6(x1,21/)[0(22,23)0 (23,22 — 6 (22,22) (x3,x3)|v(rs E ))

and

Ec(xla Z17, T2/, .Tg) =

= [5($1,$1/)5($2/,[E3) — 6(131,$2/)5($1/,$3)}U(I‘1,I‘3)

(65)
iv:(:(mlvx27g::-?)/v1;‘1') =

= [0(z1, 21/)0(z2, x3) — 6(x1, 25 )0 (22, 21/ )]U(r1,T2).
(66)

From these expressions in real space, it becomes easier
to understand the diagrammatic structure. The 2elh
contribution to the body in Eq. is given by

Z3! x3

C2Y SCHTR EAVESY W _ 1 ; +1. 1 - 4 1+ —_é...N... ¢ b0

x ml, ....... .'~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
' (a) (b) (c) (d)

The 2hle diagrams are equal to the 2elh diagrams in

(¢) () (8) (h) (i) )

Eq. except for an overall minus sign. The coupling
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FIG. 2: Diagrammatic representation of a general second-
and third-order 1-body self-energy obtained by iterating the
MCDE (17). By inserting multichannel self-energy diagrams,
Eqgs. — (69), all the second- and third-order proper skeleton
1-body self-energy diagrams are obtained.

terms are given by

I3
3
e Lo — — ]
o ‘
1 ..’L'l/
(68)
g/
q q
Troe = 1: _
ic
.Tl. Zrqr
(69)

which correspond to Eq. , and Eq. 7 respectively.
To understand which diagrams are added to GY when

solving the MCDE, one can iterate Eq. and inspect
the head of the final matrix which corresponds to G (w).
The first iteration does not change the head since we
include the contributions that are of first order in the
interaction already in G9(w). In Fig. [2| we show the gen-
eral structure of the one-body self-energy obtained from
the MCDE after the second (left-hand side of Fig.
and third iterations (right-hand side of Fig. [2). In gen-
eral, n iterations of the MCDE yield one-body self-energy
proper skeleton diagrams of nth order in the interaction.
To construct these diagrams, one has to insert n—1 Gg’?’p
elements and n—2 X3P rectangles between X¢ and 3¢ with
the Gg’gp and 3P insertions alternating. We note that
iterating the MCDE in Eq. also creates improper
diagrams such as the fourth-order diagram depicted in
Fig.

As mentioned before G$(w) refers to the Hartree-Fock

FIG. 3: An improper fourth-order diagram created by the
repetition of two second-order diagrams.

3-GF. Therefore, each GY line contained in the Gg’?’p di-
agram already has HF self-energy insertions. One can
include higher-order diagrams by dressing Gg’?’p beyond
HF using, e.g., second Born, GW or the T-matrix within
the quasiparticle approximation. In this case, it is use-
ful to assume that the correlated G3°" is diagonal in the
same basis as GY. This approximation is also used, for
example, to derive the cumulant approximation22:3.

With this approach, we have already shown! that we
are exact at second order and have provided examples of
how to obtain third and fourth order diagrams. Here we
would like to analyse how screening effects are naturally
included in the MCDE.

To understand this point, we focus our attention on
the following diagram of the one-body self-energy that is
second order in the interaction, namely

A
A

|
+
|

Because of the conditions ¢ > 7 and m > o applied to
G9?*P(w) in Eq. the second order diagram on the
right-hand side is the sum of the two MCDE diagrams of
the left without there being any double counting* More
details are given in section [V]

We will now show how this diagram can be resummed
when combined with higher-order diagrams obtained
from the MCDE. For example, the MCDE gives rise to
the following third-order diagram that has a polarization
bubble,

e
(71)

which can be obtained from the general diagram on
the right-hand side of Fig. [2| with the multichannel self-
energy component (i) given in Eq. and the first and
second terms on the right-hand side of Egs. and



, respectively. We note that in reality the diagram
on the right-hand side of Eq. is the sum of 4 MCDE
diagrams. For notational convenience we reported only
one of those diagrams. In a similar way we can obtain di-
agrams with 2 bubbles, 3 bubbles etc. All those diagrams
can be resummed into the following diagram

(72)

AVARVAVYA R
NN

In a similar way we can resum other diagrams to obtain

SmN\SAN\S NS\
N NN\
—~
-
w
=

We note that these resummations are similar to that
of the eh exchange interaction in the eh BSE performed
in Egs. and .

Finally, we want to highlight that in our method
screening beyond the RPA is included. For example, us-
ing, diagrams (i) and (j) of the multichannel self-energy

in Eq. , we obtain

(74)
where, once more, the MCDE diagram on the left repre-
sents a sum of several diagrams.

In general, the MCDE naturally includes screening be-
yond the RPA for every interaction in the coupling terms

and and in the eh exchange interactions in %3P,
i.e., diagrams (c), (e), (g) and (i) of Eq. (67). The in-
teractions in the other diagrams of Eq. emain un-
screened. For example, in Eq. the interaction in-
side the bubble will remain unscreened because it comes
from the diagram (j) in Eq. @ This means that we
can further improve 33 by dressing the Coulomb interac-
tions appearing in the diagrams (a), (b), (d), (f), (h) and
() of ng in Eq. , for example, by using a screened
Coulomb interaction.

V. EVALUATING DIAGRAMS OF THE MCDE

In this section we show how to formally compare dia-
grams obtained from the MCDE to those obtained
from perturbation theory.

A. Second-order diagrams

We start from the second-order direct (2(12)’D) and

exchange (2(12)’X) diagrams obtained from perturbation
theory, which read

252)’D(xt, 2't) =

GO (zt,a't’) / dydy'v(z,y)v(z'y )G (yt,y't' )G (y't'yt)
(75)

and

2(12)’X(xt,x’t') = —/dydy’GO(xt,y’t’)GO(y’t’,yt)
x GO(yt, 't v (z, y)v(y, z'), (76)

and which are depicted on the right and side of Eqs
and , respectively. These second-order contributions
are both found in the MCDE one-body self-energy dia-
gram on the left-hand side of Fig.[2] Indeed, inserting the
diagrams corresponding to X, and X, given in Eqs
and 7 respectively, we obtain four diagrams. Two
diagrams combine only exchange or only direct contri-
butions and together they yield the direct second-order

diagram as
_ W) 8 ()
(w3t) (a'st)

(77)
The remaining two diagrams, which combine an exchange
and a direct contribution, together yield the exchange
second-order diagram as

-¢ -

>4 + i

(a) (b)

- - (y;1) (a;t)
> + > =
e > ¢ - (z;t) (y'st')
(78)

The fact that each second-order self-energy diagrams is
produced by two MCDE diagrams is due to the orbital
space in which ¥, and Y. are defined. This can be bet-
ter understood working with the associated equations.
The second-order one-body self-energy obtained from the
MCDE reads

2 ~

Eg 7:)7”(0'}) == E Zf;mlo/k/ [G?n/;i//Ggl;j//Gg/;l//}(W)E,?Hj//l//;m.
NANA

i”jul”

i

m’>o0" "' >j"

(79)



Using and and performing the Fourier trans-

form to time domain gives

(2) =
El,im(T) = E Vik'o'm’
IDNEN]
i//j//l/’
ror

m’'>o’ i >35"

X G’ronl;i” (T)Gg/;j// (T)Gg/;l// (—T)'Ei//j//l”'ml. (80)

Let us focus on the contributions which give the direct

self-energy term Z§2)’D. They read

(a/b
252) (a/ )(T) = Z G(T)n’;i”(T)Gg’;j” (T)Gg/;l//(f'r)

,am
NaN
i//j//l//
m'>o ’L'”>j”
X [vik’o’m’vi”j”l”m —+ Uik’m’o/vi”j”ml”] .

(81)

Since we work in the basis which diagonalizes G°,
for 7 > 0 we have G}, .(T)GY n(T)GRryn(=T) =

GY..(T)GY. . (T)GY. (—7), and for T <
0 G(T)n’;i” (T)Gg/;j” (T)Gg/;l//(_'r) =

G (T)GY (T)G..(—T). We therefore arrive at

S (1) = 37 GO(T)G o (1), (—7)
c>c'

X [Uivc’cvcc’vm + Uz’vcc/vcc/mv]
+ Z G?};v (T)Gg’;'u/ (T)G(c);c(_T)

’
VU (//
v>v

X [Uicv’vvvv/cm + Uicvv’vvv/mc}

= Z GS;C(T)G(C]’;C’ (T)Gg;v(_T)viﬂC’CvCC’Um
cc'v
c#c!
+ Z GS;U(T)GS’;U’ (T)Gg;c(_T)vicv’vvvv/cmv
vk’
(82)

where, in the last equality we used that

Z GS;C(T)G(C)’;C/ (T)GS;U(*T) [Uivc/cvcc/vm + vivcc’vcc’mv]
cc'v
ce>c’

= Z GS;C(T)GS’;C’ (T)qu;;u(_T)Ui'uc’cvcc’vm
cc'v
e>c’

+ Z GS;C(T)GS’;C/(T)G?;;u(_T)Uivc’c'Uc’cmv

CC,’U,
c<c

= Z GS;C(T)GS/;C/(T)Gg;v(_'r)vivc’cvcc’vm (83)

c#c

Here, in the first equality, we interchanged ¢ and ¢’ in
the second term, and in the last equality we used that

10

Veclvm = Veremw - Lhe same derivation can be done for
the case v > v'. Projecting back to real space, Eq. (82)
gives ([75)). A similar derivation can be done for the terms

R 2),X
which give Eg X

B. Third-order diagrams

To illustrate how third-order one-body self-energy
terms are obtained from the MCDE we focus, as an ex-
ample, on the ladder contribution

253)’ladder(x, o t—t)= —(i)g/ dydy'dy" dz" dt"v(z,y)

% v(m”,y”)v(ac’,y’)GO(x,x”,t o t//)GO(.’ﬂH, ;v/,t" _ t/)

X GO(:% y”7 t— t/l)GO(yn7 y/a t// - t/)GO(y/7 Y, tl - t)a( )
84

obtained from perturbation theory, and which is depicted
on the right-hand side of .

This third-order contribution is also found in the
MCDE one-body self-energy diagram on the left-hand
side of Fig. [2lunder some time restriction, as we explain
in the following.

Our starting point is the third order one-body self-
energy obtained from the MCDE, which reads

(3) _
X3 (im) (w) = Z

m'o' ki’ §'
ml/o//k//i//j//l//
m/>O/,'L-/>j/,m/l>o”7i,/>j”
3 0 0 0 Se
x Z,L‘/I;‘/l/;mllollk// [Gm//;i//GO//;j//Gk//;l”](w)zi//j//l//;m'
(85)

ch';mlolk/ [G?n/;ingl;j/ ng;l/] (w>

Its Fourier transform back to time domain gives

(3) _ c
Z1(z7n) (T) - Z Zi;m’o’k’
mlo,klil -/l/
m//o//k://i//j//l//
m/>O/7i/>j/7m//>0//7i//>j//

X /dT’G?n/;i/(T/)Gg/;j/(T’)Gg/;l/(fT/)
X E?};/l/;m/

X Ggu 4 (T/

1ol k! G?fl”;i” (T — T/)G(O)”;j” (7' — 7-/)

— T)i;;”j”l”;m' (86)

Due to the structure of the coupling terms %¢ and X¢
and of the body part X3P, there are in total forty terms
which contribute to the third-order one-body self-energy.
As an example we analyse the term that is obtained by
setting

Zg;m'o’k’ = 'Uik’o/m’a
Sgl/jlll/l;m = 'Ul'//j//l//m7
3
Eﬁwm%%”:Kl—ﬁﬁﬂ—fﬂﬁw—ﬁbml_ﬁ%

X 61’ k!t Ui’j’o”m” .



We hence get

3),(a
Ei&éQ(T) =

>

Il
m'o'k'i' 51

" // // aT
m o k l
"1

m’>o’ z>] m’ >o K >]
/dT GO ()G (1) G ()

1 - fl )(1 - f] )fl’ - fz fj (1 - fl’)]él’k”vz’yo”m”
X Gm”l”( — T/)Gguj// (T — T )Gk”l” (7_/ —

Vik'o'm/'

T)Ui”j”l”m
(87)

We work in the basis which diagonalizes G°. Due to the
occupation numbers in ¥*P we can consider two cases: i)
i'=v,j =0 l'=c¢il)i =c¢j =cl=v.

For case i) we get

3),(a
E(() )= ZUWJ v/dT’GS;U(T’)GS,w,(T’)GS;C(—T’)
UU/U//U///

v>v,v >

X Uy vy HGU// v//(T

- T/)Gg///;,u/// (7_ — T/)

X Gg;c(T - 7—)Uv”v”'cm (88)

Since G9.,(1'), G}, ('), and G2, .(—7') are nonzero only
for 7/ < 0and G2,.(7'—7) # 0 for 7/ > T this implies that
7 < 7' < 0. It moreover constrains m” = v"” and o’ =

v"’. The constraint over the time 7’ can be reformulated
as follows. Let us set 7 =t —t'. Since 7’ is a generic time
difference, we can set it as 7/ = ¢/ — ¢/ and d7’ — dt".
Therefore we have the restriction ¢ <t < t'.

Similarly, for case ii) we get

= Vivere / dr' G2 (

re ey

2(3) (a), +

1(im)

c’ c/( )GO ( ,)

(T — T’)GS,,, (T —1")

X G?};v(T - T)vc”c”’vm,

X Vee! ! el G

c'e!

(89)

The GO elements set the constraint 7/ > 0 and 7/ < T, i.e.
0 < 7 < 7. This also constrains m” = ¢ and o” = .
By setting 7=t — ¢ and 7 =" — ¢ we get t >t > t'.

We now apply the relations®* GY, (—7")Go. (7 — 1) =
—ZGO (= T) and Ggw(—T’)GS;U(T’ —-7) = iGgw(—T) in
and , respectively, which gives

(3):(a 1AO 1\ AO /
El(zm) =1 ZUZC’U v dr Gv;v(T )Gu’;v’ (T )
ro 1
/lev /1/} c///

v>v v >v
X Uyo! ’U”/U”G'L)”’U” (7' — T/)G?)’”v”’ (T — 7-/)
X Gg;c(—’r)’[},u//,u/ucm, (90)
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and
(3):(a)+( 3 ‘G (TG (7
21( =1 Vivc'c dr Gc;c(T )GC/§C/ (T )
Cclcl/c///
C>C/ c//> 1
X Vee! C/”C”GC”('” (7_ - T/)Gg///c’” (7_ — 7—/)
X G,U;,U(_T)vc”c/”’um' (91)

The contribution (b), (c), and (d) reported on the left-

hand side of Eq. have a similar expression as 253)’(‘1),
but with different constraints on the orbitals. Therefore
the sum of the four contributions cover the full orbital
space. More details are given in App. [A]

By summing 2&3),(11)’ 2&3),(17), 253)’(6), and Zgg)’(d) and
projecting in real space we arrive at with the restric-
tion that t < t” <t ort >t" > .

(a) (b)
. ; . oo .
T O Gy G § N - '.
/% = ad ER (a:t) (a';1)

(a3 ")

(92)
where the expression ¢t < t” < t' above the equal sign
means that the equality holds if and only if ¢t < ¢ < ¢
ort>t">t.

As already highlighted, this time constraint results
from our approximation to X3P which is based on the
kernels of the pp and eh channels of the BSE for the 2-
GF. As a consequence, the eeh and hhe contributions to
¥3P are not coupled. This seems a reasonable approxi-
mation since they describe different physical processes.

Another example of third-order contribution to the
one-body self-energy is the vertex diagram represented

(z:t) (y: t")
f L S B f L \ tst'st
+ i . >—>—< + [ S SN = (y'st) (y":t)
3 P " D LS (y/ll: t”) (.’l',: t’)

) @)

(93)
This term is defined by the following equation in pertur-
bation theory

E(S),vertex($7 ot — t/) _ (2)3 / dydy’dy”dy”’dt”v(w, y/)

" iE/)GO(l' ya - H)Go(yvyl tll _t)

)Go(y y/// t— //)GO(y/// ' t —t)
(94)

xv(y,y" )u(y
x GOy /it —t'



As for the ladder diagram X(3)ladder N[CDE yields the
same term X()vertex hut with the time constraint ¢t <
t” < t/

> .

Similar time restrictions are obtained also for higher
orders.

VI. EFFECTIVE THREE PARTICLE
HAMILTONIAN

In the previous sections we have given details about
the derivation of the MCDE as well as an analysis of

J

[Gs(w)] ™

ic
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the diagrams that are included when using an RPAx ap-
proximation for the MCDE self-energy. In this section
we will show how the MCDE can be solved using stan-
dard numerical techniques. Since the MCDE self-energy
is static and Hermitian it is convenient to rewrite the
MCDE in terms of an eigenvalue problem with an effec-
tive Hamiltonian. We can invert the MCDE according
to G3' = [GY~! — X3 and, therefore, we can write

<(OJ - 6?)6im Zg;rﬂok

ijlym

(w—€N)dim
e

ijlym

Using [AB]™! = B~1A~! we obtain

0

5im
Gslw) = ( 0 (fi = fi)fs = F1)BimBjo0un

(o = F1) (Fo = F1)ZE o )1
w—€) = (&) = )oimio0ik — (fi = F)(f5 = FOZEmon

e

ijlym

" ((w — €))im

We can now define the following effective three-particle

Hamiltonian
. Hlp He¢
HE <H ng) , (98)
where
Hic;mok = (fm - fk)(fo - fk)zs;mok7 (100)
icjl;m = Zgjl;m? (101)

3
HL o sor = (€8 = (€ = €0))0im 000,

+ (i = )5 = F)Smer- (102)
We can thus rewrite G5 as
_ 5zm 0 _ gyeft -1
Galw)= ( 0 (fi—ff;— fz)5im5jo5m>[1w HY]
(103)

The occupation numbers (f;— f1)(f;— fi) restrict G5 to its
2elh and 2hle contributions. It is therefore convenient

w—e?—(e?—é?)(simajofslk_(fi_fl)(fj_fl)z:?fl;mnk> (95)
(fi—f)(fi— 1)

(fm - fk)(fo - fk)Eg;mok 3 > 6im 8; 60 é (96)
w— e — (&) = imbjodi — (fi = f)(fi = F)S o) \ O 2555

(

(

to define a modified effective Hamiltonian according to

a5t = (Igp 53}) : (104)
where
TE1m = (Fi = P = ) 1m- (105)
We can now write
H§"A\ = ExAj, (106)

where E) and A, are the eigenvectors and eigenval-
ues of HSY, respectively. The spectral representation of

[1w — HST] ~! can thus be written as

~ 211 AL A%
lw—HST| = A2 1
|:w 3:|/u/ ZA:CU—E)\ (07)
We thus obtain the following expression for G,
Gi(w) G (w
GS(W) = (C‘;:Ewg GSp((w))) ) (108)



with
Ai Axm
G“W(W)ZZE:LUi-EA’ (109)
. Ai A*mok
i;mok(w) = Z oj—i)\E7 (110)
N A
- AiﬂA*m
ijl;m(w) = Z ﬁ’ (111)
A
3p Ag\le;mOk
Gi>jl;m>ok(w) = Z w—iE,\ (112)
A

The spectral function A(w) = 1|ImG(w)] is then given
by

Aw)

I
|
I\
=
2
B

1 Ai A*i
72 [md oo
™ < —~w— Ex+ insgn(Ey — )

(113)

where p is the chemical potential.

The eigenvalue problem in Eq. can be solved by
direct diagonalisation or by more efficient iterative tech-
niques. Using the Haydock-Lanczos solver” ™ we can
directly solve for the spectral function. The numerical
scaling of the calculation will then be determined by the
construction of H3P which scales as N2N.+N2N,, where
N, and N, are the number of occupied and unoccupied
states, respectively. We note that in the case of solids the
above scaling has to be multiplied with Ny} where Ny is
the number of k-points. The overall scaling with respect
to the number of electrons N is thus N°.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have given a detailed analysis of the multi-channel
Dyson equation that we have recently proposedl. In

J
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particular, we have explained the rationale behind the
approximation to the multichannel self-energy by com-
paring it to the kernels of the electron-hole and particle-
particle Bethe-Salpeter equations of the 2-body Green’s
function. Furthermore, we have shown how one can ex-
tract diagrams from the multi-channel Dyson equation
and how they compare to diagrams obtained from stan-
dard perturbation theory. Our analysis showed the rich-
ness of the physics described by a simple static RPAx-like
approximation to the multi-channel self-energy. We also
discussed how it can be further improved without double
counting diagrams.

In this work we have concentrated on the multi-channel
Dyson equation which couples the 1-body and 3-body
Green’s functions, but this is a general strategy which
can be systematically extended to other couplings. For
example one can couple the 2-body and 4-body Green’s
functions in order to describe double excitations for the
electron-hole channel of the 2-body Green’s function, or
to extract an approximation beyond RPAx for the ker-
nel of the particle-particle channel of the 2-body Green’s
function. We are currently working on these two exten-
sions. QOur approach could also be generalized to treat
inelastic scattering 2436

Finally, we have given a formulation of the multi-
channel Dyson equation in terms of an eigenvalue prob-
lem with an effective Hamiltonian which is useful for
practical implementations.
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Appendix A: Diagrams

In this appendix we give more details about the third-order one-body self-energy obtained from the MCDE. In
particular we focus on the ladder term and on the vertex term .

1. Third-order ladder diagram from the MCDE

For 253) JJadder

we have already derived in the article the contribution obtained from the 2(13)’(“) term of the MCDE.

The other three terms Egg)’(b), 2(13)’(6), and 253)’((1) are calculated with a similar expression as 253)’((1), where the

Coulomb potential matrix elements have different indices.

More specifically, the other terms are obtained from
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2@ with the following substitutions
3),(b 3 .
Z((’)”i)) — Z§(7)17‘y(l)) Wlth Ui’j’o”m” — _Ui'j'm”o” and Ui”j”l”m — _Ui”j”ml”
3 3 .
Eg(zn(]‘c)) = E(() ((;) Wlth Ui/j’o”m” — _’Ui’j/m”o” and Vik’ o' m/' — —Vik'm'o’
$ &) _ 5:(3).(a) with o8 — —v; and Vi — —U; (A1)
1(im) 1(lm) ik o' m/ ik!m/ o i1 m i’ 5 i -

Using the same strategy as in Eqs(87)-(01) these differences create

Eﬁzn(g) = Zgg(’zn(:;) with v’ <" and <
E(?zn(f)) = E(?).’(‘;) with v < w and d<e
E(?()ZTS:? = 253()2753) with v <"V <w and <" <e (A2)

2. Third-order vertex diagram from the MCDE

2(3) ladder E(3),vertex

Along the same lines as for the , we now show that is recovered from the MCDE under some
time constraints. Our starting point is Eq. ( . As an example we analyse the term (a’) reported on the left-hand
side of (93| ., which is obtained by setting

EC

iim’o'k! — Vik’o'm’
El j”l” m = Ui”j“l”m:

52 i = (L= fi) (L= £32) i = fir fir (U= Ju ) Bor jrvinmns
We hence get
2(3) (a’

1(im) (T) = Z Vik'o'm’

IV ET)
m’o'k"i' 5l
R AR // 11311
m' 0"k l
i

m’ >0’ 1>_7,m >o ' >5"
/ 47 GO, ar ()G ()G (—7)

1 - fl )(1 - f] )fl/ - .fz fj (1 - fl/)] 0" §' Vi’ k"' m/" !
X Gm”’L”( — T/)Ggl/j// (T — T )Gk”l” (T/ — T)'Ui//j//l//m. (A?))

We work in the basis which diagonalizes G°. Due to the occupation numbers in $3P we can consider two cases: i)
i=v,j =0v=c¢cii)i' =cj ==
For case i) we get

0
(3),(a 2 : 10 ( 1\ A0 7\ (0 /
Zl(zm) Vicv'v dr Gv;v (T )Gv’;v’(T )Gc;c(_T )
vv'v" ec! T
v>v' v >v’

X vvc/v”CGfLO;”fU” (7_ — T/)G,LO}/;U/ (T — T/)
X Gg/;c’ (7" — T)UU”U/(,/"L (A4)

Since GY.,(7'), G, (7'), and G2 .(—7') are nonzero only for 7/ < 0 and G2..(7" — 7) # 0 for 7/ > 7, this implies
that 7 < 7/ < 0. It moreover constrains m” = v” and k" = ¢/. The constraint over the time 7/ can be reformulated
as follows. Let us set 7 =t —t’. Since 7’ is a generic time difference, we can set it as 7/ = ¢ — ¢’ and dr’ — dt".
Therefore we have the restriction t < ¢/ < t'.

Similarly, for the case ii) we get

DIV <“ (1) = Vivere / dr' GO ()G (7)) GO, (1)

/n
cc c ’U’U
1

c>c’,c'>c
X Veyr ey Gonen (T = TG (T — 7')
X Gg/w/ (T/ — T)Uc”c’v’m~ (A5)
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The G° elements set the constraint 7/ > 0 and 7/ < 7, i.e. 0 < 7/ < 7. This also constrains m” = ¢’ and k¥ = ¢'. By

setting 7 =t —t' and 7’ =¢t"

—t' we get t > " > t'.
We now apply the relations** GY,.,, (7")GY,

v'v

and (A5)), respectively, which leads to

and

/(T — T/) = ZGB/

v’ (T) and Gg/;c/

()G o (r = 1) =

—iGY. (T) in

0
b ! _ .
25‘2;7(3 » (T) = _ZZUiCU'U/ dT’Gg;v (T/>Gg’;v’(T>G(c);c(_Tl)
m);v”cc T
v>v' v >0’
X vvc’v”cG?J”u” (T — T/)ng;c/(T/ — T)U’U”'U’c’m, (AG)
(1?()271(1(1 » + ZUWF P/ dT’Gg;c(T/)Gg’;c’ (T)G?z;v(f,r/)
cc'c’ v’
c>c’ ' >c
X VeyrertoGonen (T = T )G (7! = T)Verrervrm.- (A7)

The other terms ('), (¢/), and (d’) are calculating changing the self-energy indices according to the diagrams

Eﬁlz;)m) = E%zn) with 05101 Vit k. —> =050 Vit ot o1 and Vgt 1111, —> — Vg ot
Egc(;)m) E%Zn) with Ot Virkrrmmny —> =001 Vjrkrrm/ 1y and Vik/o'm! — —Vik'm/of
ch(llzn) Eg?;zn) with 8t o Vitkrrmrtr — Qi Vgt o1y and Vir j11rm = — Vi jrrmi
and Vik'o'm! —* —Vik/m!’o’ (A8)
Using the same strategy as in Eqs (A3] . ) these differences create
Eg?gn(f; ) = Efzzn(g ) with v > and c>c’
Z(:z).’(c)) 25322753 ) with v > and c>c
Zg(zw(g ) = 5‘277(5 ) with v >0 v >0’ and c>c,e>c, (A9)

By summing Zg )

3 1(0'/)7 ESS)V(b/)a 253)7((‘) and E§3)7(d/)

tst" st

oo — ¥

and projecting in real space we arrive at with the restriction

(
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