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A heat modulator is proposed based on a voltage-biased Aharonov-Bohm interferometer. Once
an electrical bias is applied, Peltier effects give rise to a flow of heat that can be modulated by
a magnetic flux. We determine the corresponding temperature changes using a simple thermal
model. Our calculations demonstrate that the modulated temperature difference can be as large
as 80 mK at base temperature about 600 mK with relative temperature variations reaching 10%.
Our model also predicts, quite generally, the emergence of spin-polarized heat flows without any
ferromagnetic contacts, if Rashba spin-orbit interaction is combined with the applied magnetic flux,
which potentially paves the way towards caloritronic information processing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Manipulating heat currents and temperatures in meso-
scopic devices is still an on-going issues in condensed mat-
ter physics community [1–3]. Heat dissipations at the
nanoscale are usually detrimental phenomena that must
be better understood and carefully engineered in order
to enhance device functionalities.

Recent efforts to deal with unavoidably present waste
heat in nanodevices have led to fruitful progress in
novel technologies in the newly developed fields such
as spin caloritronics [4] and phase-coherent caloritronics
[5, 6], in addition to recently reignited thermoelectrics
in the quantum regime [7–9]. In this regards, various
caloritronic devices have been proposed that utilize heat
in order to construct logical circuits instead of conven-
tional charge degree of freedom. This includes heat in-
terferometers [10–14], diodes [15–18], transistors [19, 20],
heat switches [21], circulators [22, 23], thermal mem-
ory [24], and mesoscopic refrigerators [25–27]. Central
to these phenomena is quantum phase coherence.

Another useful way of thermal managements can be
converting electrical work into heat flow via the Peltier
effect that can increase or decrease the temperature of
reservoirs where the latter case constitutes refrigerators
[28–57]. However, controlling heat flow by electrical
means always confronts Joule heating effects leading to
unidirectional flow of heat with corresponding temper-
ature increases. Thus, an additional switching knob is
neccessary in order to construct heat and temperature
modulators such as magnetic flux [13, 21].

In this paper, we propose a voltage- and phase-
controlled heat modulator based on the Aharonov-Bohm
interferometer, see Fig. 1. Such an interferometric device
has been studied from the perspective of thermoelectric
engines and coolers [49, 58–64] while thermal transport
has received no attention so far. Furthermore, this type
of interferometer has been used to experimentally observe
the phase sensitivity [65], Kondo effect [66], partial co-
herence [67], elastic and inelastic cotunneling [68], and
orbital parity symmetry [69]. Therefore, combined with
the significant progress in the field of caloritronics [4–6],

our proposal for a coherent heat modulator can be imme-
diately realized with existing experimental technologies.
We calculate electric and heat currents using nonequi-

librium Green’s function methods [58, 70] in a model
where one arm of the interferometer is connected to the
quantum dot molecule with a vibrational degree of free-
dom. Such a molecular quantum dot can possess in-
trinsic spin-orbit interaction [71–73] that can be a useful
tool for potential spintronic effects. We self-consistently
determine the temperature variations at the left reser-
voir due to electric bias and phase modulation using
a phenomenological thermal model [74]. This process
includes emergent thermocurrent contributions in every
intermediate step accompanying non-stationary thermal
gradients until the stationary nonequilibrium states are
reached.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we detail

the device description and theoretical methods. Section
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FIG. 1. Device setup based on voltage-biased Aharonov-
Bohm interferometer. A spin-dependent phase φσ can appear
without any magnetic contacts if both the Ahoronov-Bohm
and Rashba phases are present, see Eq. (5). Heat flow J and
the temperature of the left reservoir TL can be modulated
periodically with φσ. We assume that the substrate phonon
and the right reservoir share the common background tem-
perature T = Tph = TR and apply the thermal model, cf.
Eqs. (14), (15), (16) to determine the temperature change.
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III shows our main results of the thermal modulator with
corresponding discussions. We finally give concluding re-
marks in Sec. IV. Appendix A provides explicit expres-
sions of the self-energy and the lesser Green’s function in
Eqs. (10) and (11) to make our paper self-contained.

II. MODEL

We consider an Aharonov-Bohm interferometer with a
single-level quantum dot embedded in one of the arms.
The interferometer is coupled to two electronic reser-
voirs. In addition, the quantum dot couples to a thermal
phononic bath in the substrate, cf. Fig. 1. The Hamilto-
nian for the proposed setup reads [58, 70]

H = HC +HD +HT , (1)

where

HC =
∑

ℓ=L/R,k,σ

(εℓkσ − µℓ)c
†
ℓkσcℓkσ (2)

depicts the two normal metal electronic reservoirs with
local chemical potential µℓ for the left (L) and right (R)
side with electron energy εℓkσ, momentum k, spin σ,
while

HD =
∑
σ

Edd
†
σdσ + ℏω0a

†a+ λ(a+ a†)
∑
σ

d†σdσ (3)

describes an embedded quantum dot with an energy level
Ed which is coupled to a phonon bath characterized by
an excitation frequency ω0 and the coupling strength λ
between the dot and phonon mode. We envisage the
quantum dot as a molecular transistor such as carbon
nanotubes or C60 [75, 76] with vibrational frequencies of
the order of THz. These systems possess intrinsic spin-
orbit couplings [77], hence providing the means to gen-
erate a quantum mechanical phase in a purely electric
manner in addition to the conventional Aharonov-Bohm
phase in the presence of magnetic field, see below. In Eq.
(3), dσ and a are the corresponding annihilation opera-
tors for the dot and the phonon, respectively. Finally, in
Eq. (1)

HT =
∑
ℓ,k,σ

(tℓc
†
ℓkσdσ+H.c.)+

∑
k,p,σ

(Weiφσc†RpσcLkσ+H.c.)

(4)
accounts for tunneling between the dot and reservoirs,
where cℓkσ is an annihilation operator for electrons with
momentum k and spin σ in the reservoir ℓ = L/R. Note
that in Eqs. (3) and (4), dσ and cℓkσ are fermionic op-
erators whereas the phonon annilhilation operator a in
Eq. (3) is a bosonic one. In Eq. (4), tℓ is the tunneling
amplitude between the dot and the reservoirs, i.e., lower
arm in Fig. 1, and W describes the direct tunneling pro-
cess between electronic reservoirs, i.e., upper arm in Fig.
1. The phase factor in Eq. (4) can be written as [71–73]

φσ = ϕ+ sgn(σ)φ , (5)

where ϕ = (e/h)ΦB is the Aharonov-Bohm phase finite
under broken time-reversal symmetry with ΦB being the
magnetic flux. φ = αRl is the Rashba spin-orbit in-
teraction on the dot with αR and l being respectively
the interaction strength and the size of the quantum dot
molecule. As we consider a single-level quantum dot,
the spin-orbit interaction does not induce spin-flip tran-
sitions. Remarkably, Eq. (5) suggests that not only our
device functionalities can be controlled by two separate
phases either by magnetic (ϕ) or electric (φ) ways, but it
can also be used for potential spin caloritronics devices [4]
in combination of the two phases even without any ferro-
magnetic contacts. This spintronic effect originates from
an effective Zeeman field induced from the combination
of magnetic flux and local Rashba interaction [73].
The spin-resolved charge and heat currents can be re-

spectively calculated from the time evolution of electron

number with spin σ, viz. NLσ =
∑

k c
†
LkσcLkσ, and the

energy HLσ =
∑

k εLkσc
†
LkσcLkσ leaving the left reser-

voir

Iσ = −(ie/ℏ)⟨[H, NLσ]⟩ , (6)

Jσ = −(i/ℏ)⟨[H,HLσ]⟩ − Iσ(VL − VR) , (7)

where Iσ(VL−VR) corresponds to the Joule heating term.
Eqs. (6), and (7) yield via nonequilibirum Green’s func-
tion methods [58, 78, 79](

Iσ
Jσ

)
=

1

h

∫
dε

(
e

(ε− µ)

)
Tσ(ε) [fL(ε)− fR(ε)] , (8)

where µ = eV + EF and fL(ε) = {1 + exp[(ε − eV −
EF )/kBTL]}−1 is the Fermi distribution function at the
left lead with a local temperature TL whereas fR(ε) =
{1+exp[(ε−EF )/kBT ]}−1 is that for the right reservoir.
We take the Fermi level EF = 0 and the bias voltage con-
figuration V = VL and VR = 0. We assume the phonon
and the right reservoir share the same background tem-
perature T = Tph = TR. The spin-resolved transmission
function in Eq. (8) is explicitly given by [58, 61]

Tσ(ε) = Tbσ
{(

1 + 2Γ̃σIm
[
Gr
σ,σ

] )
+ Γ̃2

σ

[
1− ασ cos

2(φσ)
] ∣∣Gr

σ,σ

∣∣2 }+ Γ̃2
σασ

∣∣Gr
σ,σ

∣∣2
+ 2Γ̃σ

√
ασTbσ(1− Tbσ) cos(φσ)Re

[
Gr
σ,σ

]
, (9)

where Tbσ(ε) = 4ξσ(ε)/[1 + ξσ(ε)]
2, ξσ(ε) =

π2ρLσ(ε)ρRσ(ε)W
2, ασ(ε) = 4ΓLσΓRσ/(ΓLσ + ΓRσ)

2,

Γ̃σ(ε) = (ΓLσ + ΓRσ)/(1 + ξσ(ε)), Γℓσ(ε) = πρℓσ(ε)t
2
ℓ

with ρℓσ(ε) =
∑

k δ(ε − εℓkσ). For definiteness, we
neglect the spin-polarization of the contacts such that
Γℓσ = Γℓ and take the semi-elliptic band for the den-
sity of states, i.e., ρℓσ(ε) = ρℓ(ε) ∝

√
1− (ε/D)2, with

which one writes ξσ(ε) = ξ(ε) = ξ0[1 − (ε/D)2]. Thus,
an energy-independent dimensionless quantity ξ0 repre-
sents a direct tunneling rate only through the upper arm
in Fig. 1. For numerical calculations, we fix the half-
bandwidth D = 10kBT . We remark that the choice of a
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different band, e.g., Lorentzian 1/[1 + (ε/D)2], does not
qualitatively modify the results in our work. In Eq.(9),
the retarded Green’s function can be written by [60]

Gr
σ,σ(ε) = [ε− Ed − Σr

0σ(ε)− δεP − Σr
Pσ(ε)]

−1
, (10)

exact up to the second order in electron-phonon coupling

λ, where Σr
0σ(ε) = −iΓ̃σ − Γ̃σ

√
ασξσ cos(φσ) is the self-

energy due to couplings to the leads. δεP and Σr
Pσ(ε)

are the energy shift and the self-energy correction aris-
ing from the electron-phonon coupling, respectively. The
explicity expression for δεP reads

δεP = − 2λ2

ℏω0

∑
σ

1

2πi

∫
dε G <

σ,σ(ε) , (11)

whereas those of Σr
Pσ(ε) in Eq. (10) and the lesser

Green’s function G <
σ,σ(ε) in Eq. (11) are provided in

Appendix A. As one can easily notice, the effects of
δεP and Σr

Pσ(ε) are the renormalization of the dot level
Ed → Ed + δεP and the tunnel couplings Σr

0σ(ε) →
Σr

0σ(ε) + Σr
Pσ(ε), respectively. We focus on a nonin-

teracting quantum dot, as our primary interest lies in
the interference effects that are revealed through phase
dependence. Furthermore, at the mean-field level, inter-
action only yields a shift in the energy level, hence effec-
tively playing the same role as δεP quantitatively. Once
the charge and spin currents are determined via Eq. (6)
as Ic = I↑ + I↓ and Is = I↑ − I↓, one can then evaluate
the total heat flux J and the spin-polarized heat Js via
Eq. (7), i.e.,

J = J↑ + J↓ , (12)

Js = J↑ − J↓ , (13)

that are of our main interest and can be controlled by
phases ϕ or φ, cf. Eq. (5).

In Eq. (8), we have only considered the elastic con-
tribution to the currents although there exists an inelas-
tic term of the order λ2 containing the phase-dependent
term proportional to sinφσ [79]. We justify this by tak-
ing the small value of λ = 0.1kBT in the numerical cal-
culations. Further justification can be made by assuming
that this inelastic term can be safely absorbed into the
phenomenological equation based on the thermal model,
where the heat flow from the substrate can be written by
[74]

Pel-ph = ΣV(T 5
L − T 5

ph) , (14)

where Σ and V respectively denote the strength of
electron-phonon coupling and the volume of the device.
We take Σ ≃ 109 WK−5m−3 and V ≃ 10−20m3, that are
realistic values for a typical mesoscopic setup [1]. Ini-
tially, we consider an isothermal situation TL = T = TR,
and since the applied voltage generates the heat flow due
to Peltier effect, the temperature of the left lead also
changes

TL = T + δT , (15)

where the amount of change δT can be determined via
Eqs. (12) and (14) from the heat balance equation

J + Pel-ph = 0 . (16)

We self-consistently include the emerging thermocurrents
whenever the temperature gradient is generated until the
stationary solutions of the heat flow J and δT are reached
[57]. We will not consider applied thermal gradient across
the system, thus the control of heat and temperature in
our device are managed with electrical voltages. We also
mention that if the dissipative Joule heating contribution
becomes large one should in general consider the temper-
ature change of both reservoirs while we have only con-
sidered that of left metal for definiteness, following Ref.
[57]. Furthermore, the case with strong Coulomb inter-
actions at the quantum dot with an arbitrary strength of
the electron-phonon coupling is beyond the scope of this
work and hence left as future investigations.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figure 2(a) displays the contour map of the steady heat
flow J as functions of an Aharonov-Bohm (AB) phase (ϕ)
and an applied voltage (V ), in units of (kBT )

2/h. The
dotted lines indicate vanishing heat current (J = 0) and
the dashed lines denote the region where net cooling of
the left reservoir can be achieved, i.e., J > 0. Notably,
the sign of J can be easily controlled by varying the mag-
netic flux (ΦB ∝ ϕ) threaded through the device at a
fixed voltage bias. As indicated in Eq. (5), the role of ϕ
can be replaced with the Rashba phase φ since an elastic
contribution of transmission function only contains terms
proportional to cosφσ hence the role of two phases can
be interchanged in the absence of one another. Practi-
cally, however, controlling with the magnetic flux will be
easier to vary the effects of a phase than by tuning the
spin-orbit interaction.
In Fig. 2(b), J is plotted as a function of voltage for

several given AB phases. J can be nonzero as the voltage
is applied and can become positive, i.e., net cooling effect,
until the Joule heating dominates making J with large
negative values. Nevertheless, one can notice that at a
given voltage, the sign of J can be easily switched with
varying ϕ. This is more clearly visible in Fig. 2(c) where
we plot it as a function of ϕ for several chosen values of
voltage. The direction of heat flow can be conveniently
modulated with AB phase as a control knob. It should be
noted that there are optimum ranges of V within which
periodic sign change of heat is more pronounced since
large voltages finally hinder cooling-heating modulation
effects invisible due to Joule heating, e.g., |eV | = kBT
in Fig. 2(c). Nevertheless, even in full heating regime
characterized by J < 0, the amplitude of heat modulation
is visibly large which thus induces a large temperature
modulation in our device.

We explore now the dependence of temperature modu-
lation δT cf. Eq. (15), on several model parameters such
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FIG. 2. (a) J versus ϕ and eV . Dotted lines represent a
vanishing heat current J = 0, while the dashed lines in-
dicate the region where the left reservoir is cooled down,
i.e., J > 0. (b) and (c) depict cross-sectional views of
(a) along the vertical (ϕ = 0, π

4
, π
2
, 3π

4
) and horizontal axes

( eV
kBT

= 1, 0.5, 0,−0.5,−1), respectively. Rest of parameters:

Ed = 0.3kBT , ℏω0 = 0.2kBT , λ = 0.1kBT , ΓL = ΓR =
0.5kBT , and ξ0 = 0.4, φ = 0 (mod 2π).

as the tunnel broadening Γ and the phonon frequency ω0

as the voltage and the phase are varied. Figure 3 shows
such dependences of δT . In particular, Fig. 3(a) shows
the accompanying temperature modulation δT , plotted
as a function of voltage bias at fixed phases ϕ = φ = 0
(mod 2π) for selected values of coupling strengths Γ. Un-
surprisingly, within a certain range of voltages there exist
cooling effects δT < 0 after which Joule heating largely
dominates and hence the temperature increases produc-
ing a positive δT > 0. However, at a fixed V as shown
in Fig. 3(b) with eV = 0.8kBT , δT can be periodically
modulated with a phase either by ϕ or φ although only
the latter example is displayed here. Remarkably, tem-

perature difference between the maximum at φ = π and
the minimum φ = 2nπ (n: integer) can be as large as
80 mK, which is much larger than the experimentally
achievable temperature measurement resolution of the
order of 0.1 mK [1]. Furthermore, modulations are ro-
bust against unintended variations of Ed as can be seen
from Fig. 3(b), or put it another way, do not resort to
a fine tuning of Ed establishing the shown phenomena
mainly from phase effects. The inset of Fig. 3(b) dis-
plays effects of a large variations of Ed at φ = 0 while
other parameters fixed. It is shown that for a refriger-
ation effect to occur at φ = 2nπ, there exists a broad
range of Ed where δT < 0. For larger values of |Ed|, the
temperature finally rises. Figure 3(c) shows the effects of
varying background transmission ξ0 for different values
of the phonon frequency at a fixed phase. It is not sur-
prising that δT is rather insensitive to the variation of ω0

since in our model of weak electron-phonon coupling, the
main effect of phonons is a renormalization of the level
position and the coupling strengths, cf. Eq. (10). For
ξ0 → 0, i.e., in the limit where the upper arm is absent
in Fig. 1, the sign of δT can change from negative to
positive indicating the role of interference for refrigera-
tion effects in this parameter regime. In the inset of Fig.
3(c), the coefficient of thermodynamic uncertainty rela-
tion violation [80, 81] CT is plotted at ℏω0 = 0.2kBT as
ξ0 is varied, where

CT = 2
J2

SJ
· kB
σE

, (17)

with the heat current noise given by

SJ =
1

h

∫
dε(ε−eV )2

{∑
σ

Tσ(ε)
∑

ℓ=L,R

[fℓ(ε)(1−fℓ(ε)]

+
∑
σ

Tσ(ε)[1−
∑
σ

Tσ(ε)][fL(ε)− fR(ε)]
2
}
, (18)

and the entropy production being σE = IV/T +JδT/T 2.
As shown, the thermodynamic uncertainty relation is not
violated, i.e., CT ≤ 1, in our system. However, CT be-
comes maximal, i.e., closer to the violation, roughly when
the cooling effects become the largest with δT < 0, in-
dicating that fluctuations generate less entropy in the
refrigeration regime.
In order to quantify the figure of merit for the temper-

ature modulation in our device, we introduce a relative
temperature variation defined by [13, 21]

R =
Tmax
L − Tmin

L

Tmin
L

, (19)

where Tmax
L (Tmin

L ) is the maximum (minimum) temper-
ature obtained by the phase modulation, e.g., at φ = π
(φ = 2nπ) in Fig. 3(b). R is plotted in Fig. 3(d) as
V is applied for different base temperatures ranged ap-
proximately from 500 mK to 1 K, where one could get
R ∼ 10% for optimum conditions. This value is com-
parable in magnitude to experimentally obtained values
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FIG. 3. δT versus (a) eV for various Γ = ΓL = ΓR at ϕ = φ = 0, Ed = 0.3kBT , ℏω0 = 0.2kBT , (b) φ for several Ed at ϕ = 0,
eV = 0.8kBT and Γ = kBT , (c) ξ0 for several ω0 at ϕ = φ = 0, Ed = 0.3kBT , eV = 0.8kBT and Γ = kBT with T ≈ 580 mK,
(d) R vs. V for various T at a fixed Γ = 0.1 meV. In (a),(b),(d), we take ξ0 = 0.4 and in all cases, we set λ = 0.1kBT . Inset
in (b) is a plot as a function of Ed at φ = 0. Inset in (c) shows CT vs ξ0 at ℏω0 = 0.2kBT for φ = 0 and φ = π while other
parameters are fixed.

[13] as well as a theoretical estimation of high-efficiency
thermal switch based on the topological Josepshon junc-
tion [21], with an added advantage in our setup that we
do not need a SQUID geometry with superconducting
Josephson junctions.

Finally, we discuss about the spin-polarized heat flow,
cf. Eq. (13), which may be relevant to recent de-
velopments in spin caloritronics [4] and phase-coherent
caloritronics [5, 6] that envisage novel quantum infor-
mation processing devices based on the generated heat
flow. In Fig. 4(a), Js is shown as functions of two phases
that can be respectivly controlled magnetically and elec-
trically. As discussed above, one can notice that Js is
symmetric when the role of the magnetic AB phase and
the electric Rashba phase are interchanged, cf. Eq. (5),
since the cosine function is even and the transmission
in Eq. (9) contains terms including only cosφσ. Im-
portantly, for Js to be nonzero, both phases should be
present thus an essential requirement for spintronic ef-
fects in the device is a finite magnetic field. Otherwise,
everything else involves purely electrical means without
any ferromagnetic contacts. Remarkably, both for Js > 0
and Js < 0 regimes, corresponding powers are almost
equal in strength in stark contrast to the total heat flux
J as shown in Fig. 2(a). This can be more visible in Fig.
4(b) where Js is plotted as a function of Rashba phase for
a fixed ϕ = π/2. As shown, the amplitude and the sign

of Js signals can be controlled electrically by applying
voltage bias across the system for fixed phases.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have proposed a heat and temperature modulator
based on the mesoscopic Aharonov-Bohm intereferome-
ter which is voltage biased. The direction and the am-
plitude of the heat flow can be easily controlled by either
Aharonov-Bohm or Rashba phase with the aid of electri-
cal bias. Correspondingly, temperature variations can be
also modulated by the phases working as control knobs.
The temperature variations is of the order of 80 mK with
accompanying heat flow of the order of hundreds fW. The
relative temperature variations can reach 10% which is
comparable to reported values in experiments and other
theoretical proposals. Our proposal provides an easy ma-
nipulation of the heat flow and the temperature varia-
tions, both the direction and the amplitude, exploiting
the Aharonov-Bohm and Rashba phases. Furthermore,
in general cases with both phases present, our device can
generate spin-polarized heat flows even without any fer-
romagnetic leads, that can switch the sign easily by the
magnetic flux and the voltage bias. Potentially, this spin-
tronic heat flow can be used for information processing
devices in the caloritronic setup. Thus, our results are
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FIG. 4. Js versus (a) φ and ϕ at eV = kBT , (b) φ for several
eV at ϕ = π/2. Parameters are Ed = 0.3kBT , ℏω0 = 0.2kBT ,
λ = 0.1kBT , ΓL = ΓR = 0.5kBT , and ξ0 = 0.4. Dotted lines
indicate the boundary where Js = 0.

strongly relevant to recently proposed novel technologies
such as spin and phase-coherent caloritronics.
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Appendix A: Lesser Green’s function and the
retarded phonon self-energy

The lesser (greater) Green’s function in Eq. (11) is
given by

G </>
σ,σ (ε) = G r

σ,σ(ε)Σ
</>
0σ (ε)G r,∗

σ,σ(ε) , (A1)

where G r
σ,σ(ε) = [ε− Ed + iΓ̃σ + Γ̃σ

√
ασξσ cos(φσ)]

−1,

Σ<
0σ(ε) =

2i

(1 + ξσ)2
[(ΓLσ + ξσΓRσ) fLσ(ε)

+ (ΓRσ + ξσΓLσ) fRσ(ε)]

+
iΓσ

1 + ξσ

√
ασTbσ sin(φσ)(fLσ(ε)− fRσ(ε)) , (A2)

and

Σ>
0σ(ε) = − 2i

(1 + ξσ)2
[(ΓLσ + ξσΓRσ) (1− fLσ(ε))

+ (ΓRσ + ξσΓLσ) (1− fRσ(ε))]

+
iΓσ

1 + ξσ

√
ασTbσ sin(φσ)(fLσ(ε)− fRσ(ε)) . (A3)

Equipped with lesser and greater Green’s functions,
the self-energy correction due to phonon in Eq. (10) can
be written as

Σr
Pσ(ε) = iλ2

∫
dε′

2π

{( 〈
aa†

〉
ε− ℏω0 − ε′ + i0+

+

〈
a†a

〉
ε+ ℏω0 − ε′ + i0+

)
G >
σ,σ(ε

′)

−
( 〈

aa†
〉

ε+ ℏω0 − ε′ + i0+
+

〈
a†a

〉
ε− ℏω0 − ε′ + i0+

)
G <
σ,σ(ε

′)

}
,

(A4)

where
〈
a†a

〉
=

〈
aa†

〉
− 1 = Nph = (eℏω0/kBTph − 1)−1 is

the Bose-Einstein occupation for the phonon mode.
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