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We present an automatic, high-order accurate, and adaptive Brillouin zone integration algorithm
for the calculation of the optical conductivity with a non-zero but small broadening factor η, focus-
ing on the case in which a Hamiltonian in a downfolded model can be evaluated efficiently using
Wannier interpolation. The algorithm uses iterated adaptive integration to exploit the localization
of the transport distribution near energy and energy-difference iso-surfaces, yielding polylogarith-
mic computational complexity with respect to η. To demonstrate the method, we compute the
AC optical conductivity of a three-band tight-binding model, and are able to resolve the Drude
and interband peaks with broadening in the sub-meV regime to several digits of accuracy. Our
algorithm automates convergence testing to a user-specified error tolerance, providing an important
tool in black-box first-principles calculations of electrical transport phenomena and other response
functions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The potential use of strongly correlated materials in
a variety of technological applications, from transparent
conductors for photovoltaics and display technologies [1]
to optoelectronics [2, 3], relies on a detailed understand-
ing of their optical properties. Given a successful char-
acterization and assigment of spectral features, identify-
ing the ideal material for specific applications becomes
a matter of optimizing material properties through band
structure control at the meV scale. To this end, accu-
rate first principles prediction of optical conductivity is
an indispensable tool for materials discovery and design.

The optical conductivity sensitively depends on the
structure of Brillouin zone (BZ) integrals involving lo-
calized energy and energy-difference isosurfaces. Its lon-
gitudinal part is defined in the Kubo formalism for the
long-wavelength limit (q → 0) as [4]

σαα′(Ω) = Nspπe
2ℏ

∫ ∞

−∞
dω FΩ(ω)

∫
BZ
d3kΓαα′(k, ω,Ω),

(1)
and represents the conductivity in the direction α due
to a field of frequency Ω polarized in the direction α′,
for α, α′ ∈ {x, y, z}. Here, Nsp is the spin degeneracy,
e the electron charge, ω a frequency variable, and k a
momentum wavevector. The contributing optical transi-
tions for a given temperature T = 1/(kBβ) are limited to
an energy window defined by the Fermi window function
FΩ(ω) = (f(ω)−f(ω+Ω))/Ω, with Fermi-Dirac distribu-
tion f(ω) = 1/

(
1 + eβℏω

)
. The k integral is taken over

the BZ, and the transport distribution is given by

Γαα′(k, ω,Ω) = Tr[v̂α(k)Â(k, ω)v̂α′(k)Â(k, ω+Ω)] , (2)

with velocity operator v̂α(k) = − i
ℏ [r̂α, Ĥk] and spectral

function Â(k, ω) = i
2π [Ĝ(k, ω) − Ĝ†(k, ω)]. Here, r̂α

is the position operator, Ĥk is the Bloch Hamiltonian,
Ĝ(k, ω) = (ℏω − Ĥk − Σ(k, ω))−1 is the momentum-
dependent single-particle retarded Green’s function (with

chemical potential µ absorbed into Ĥk), and Σ is the self-
energy. We refer to − ImΣ > 0 as the scattering rate.

In typical applications, the Hamiltonian is restricted
to a small number of bands of interest, a process referred
to as downfolding [4]. This yields a tight-binding model
characterized by a small matrix-valued function H(k),
which is smooth in the basis of Wannier functions

∣∣∣ψW
jk

〉
,

for j an orbital index [5, 6]. The “gauge-covariant” veloc-
ity matrix elements are defined as [7]

vjj′,α(k) =
1

ℏ
∂Hjj′(k)

∂kα
+
i

ℏ
[H(k),Aα(k)]jj′ . (3)

In this work we use the Wannier basis, in whichHjj′(k) =〈
ψW
jk

∣∣∣Ĥ∣∣∣ψW
j′k

〉
are the matrix elements of the Hamilto-

nian and Ajj′,α(k) =
〈
ψW
jk

∣∣∣r̂α∣∣∣ψW
j′k

〉
are the matrix ele-

ments of the position operator.
The primary difficulty of computing the optical con-

ductivity is the localization of the transport distribution
(2) along the surfaces on which the Green’s functions
become nearly singular. As a consequence, such calcula-
tions often require significantly denser integration grids
than are required to compute total energies and charge
densities [7]. The near-singularities become sharper as
the scattering rate decreases, i.e., ImΣ approaches zero,
for example in low-temperature calculations. For suffi-
ciently small scattering rates, adaptive integration grids
are essential to achieving converged results [8]. Moreover,
since the scattering rate may vary widely across the (k, ω)
domain, algorithms which produce uniform accuracy re-
gardless of the scattering rate are desirable.

This paper extends the integration methods introduced
in Ref. 9, which focused on the single-particle Green’s
function, to the optical conductivity. There, we pre-
sented highly optimized uniform integration algorithms
for large scattering rates, and showed that algorithms
based on iterated adaptive integration outperform tree-
based adaptive methods [8] (with polylogarithmic rather
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than quadratic scaling in the inverse of the scattering
rate), providing access to very small scattering rates.
Here, we describe the more sophisticated structure of the
transport distribution, and adapt our methods accord-
ingly. We address questions such as the optimal order
for evaluating integrals, the selection of integration tol-
erances, and the “peak-missing” problem, a tendency of
adaptive integration schemes to fail to identify and re-
solve highly localized features of the integrand in the
extremely small scattering regime. We obtain robust,
automatic algorithms which yield user-controllable high-
order accuracy, for scattering rates below the meV scale.
By contrast, in the 0.1 − 1 meV range, uniform grid-
based integration methods become intractable, requiring
103 − 104 k-points per dimension to obtain well-resolved
results.

We briefly review existing numerical integration meth-
ods for the optical conductivity. We refer to Ref. 9 for
further references on the broader BZ integration prob-
lem. When Wannier interpolation is available, the most
commonly used BZ integration method is a simple sum
over a uniform grid, often referred to as a Monkhorst–
Pack [10–12] or periodic trapezoidal rule [9] grid, which
is spectrally accurate due to the periodicity of the inte-
grand. Ref. 13 proposed an automatic global refinement
algorithm using this quadrature rule. Refs. 11 and 12
proposed an adaptive algorithm based on local refinement
to uniform sub-grids using the magnitude of the inte-
grand as a refinement heuristic, but this approach is low-
order accurate and does not give robust error guarantees.
Ref. 8 presents a low-order accurate tree-based adaptive
quadrature method based on a tetrahedral mesh. The
optical conductivity has also been calculated using the
linear tetrahedron method [4, 14, 15], but this approach
is also low-order accurate and has potential failure modes
[9, App. E]. To compute the frequency integral, Refs. 8
and 14 use uniform grids, and Ref. 13 uses contour in-
tegration. In ab-initio settings in which Wannier inter-
polation is not available, the kernel polynomial method
is a standard tool for calculating generic spectral quan-
tities in molecular and disordered systems [16, 17]. To
our knowledge, this work is the first presentation of an
adaptive integration algorithm for the optical conductiv-
ity which is robust, high-order accurate, and well-suited
for non-zero but very low temperature calculations.

Sec. II contains a brief review of the main ideas pre-
sented in Ref. 9, and Sec. III describes our integration
algorithms for the optical conductivity. In Sec. IV, we
demonstrate the performance of our methods for a simple
three-band tight-binding model on a cubic lattice which
includes both intra- and interband hopping amplitudes.
Using a Fermi liquid scaling of the self-energy, we re-
produce the expected T 2-resistivity related to the Drude
intraband conductivity, and resolve the detailed struc-
ture of the interband peak for decreasing temperatures
and scattering rates. Our results are accurate to several
significant digits at previously inaccessible temperature
and energy scales as low as tens of K and tenths of meV,

respectively.

II. BACKGROUND: BRILLOUIN ZONE
INTEGRATION FOR THE GREEN’S FUNCTION

The numerical methods described in this work are
based on algorithms introduced in Ref. 9 for the single-
particle Green’s function

G(ω) =

∫
BZ
d3k Tr

[
(ℏω −H(k)− Σ(k, ω))

−1
]
. (4)

This section summarizes the main conclusions of that
work, and may be skipped by readers familiar with it. We
assume H(k) is a Hermitian matrix-valued function of k
which can be evaluated rapidly, on-the-fly, at arbitrary k.
This is accomplished using Wannier interpolation based
on well-localized Wannier functions in solids [5, 6, 18, 19],
which has been used previously to efficiently compute
challenging BZ integrals [7, 12, 20–22]. We assume that
the dimension of H(k) is small enough that the inverse
and trace can also be computed rapidly on-the-fly, for ex-
ample when considering a downfolded model of physically
relevant low-energy states. For cases in which either of
these assumptions do not hold, the resulting bottlenecks
tend to take priority over the resolution of small scatter-
ing rates—our primary concern here—and other methods
may be more appropriate.

Ref. 9 analyzes the performance of BZ integration
methods for (4) in terms of a constant scalar-valued scat-
tering rate η = − ImΣ. A similar analysis holds for more
general self-energies. Uniform integration rules such as
the periodic trapezoidal rule (PTR, also referred to as
a Monkhorst–Pack rule [23]) converge exponentially, but
with a rate proportional to η, reflecting the O(η)-scale
features in the integrand. Thus achieving a fixed ac-
curacy requires O(η−1) grid points per dimension, and
O(η−3) points in total. The simplicity and exponential
convergence of the PTR make it advantageous when η
is not too small, but it becomes intractable for η suffi-
ciently small that the integrand becomes nearly singular
along the surface H(k) = ω (e.g., in Ref. 9, thousands of
k points are required per dimension below the 10 meV
scale).

One strategy to handle this, explored in Ref. 24 and in
the context of optical conductivity in Ref. 8, is to build
adaptive grids based on a hierarchical subdivision of the
BZ. In this “tree-based” adaptive integration (TAI) ap-
proach, the BZ is divided into cells (boxes, or tetrahe-
dra), which are then automatically refined into smaller
cells in regions in which high resolution is needed ac-
cording to an error monitor. Ref. 9 demonstrates that
algorithms of this type have computational complexity
O(η−2 log(η−1)) as η → 0+, since they refine logarith-
mically into cells of diameter O(η) along the 2D surface
H(k) = ω of area O(1). Another strategy is iterated
adaptive integration (IAI), discussed in Refs. 24 and 25
and further developed in Ref. 9. To illustrate this in 2D
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with BZ = [−π, π]2, one writes∫ π

−π

dkx

∫ π

−π

dky f(kx, ky) =

∫ π

−π

dkx I2(kx),

where I2(kx) ≡
∫ π

−π

dky f(kx, ky).

The outer integral in kx can be computed by high-order
1D adaptive integration (see Ref. 9, Sec. 3 for a brief de-
scription; also [26, Sec. 4.7], [27, Sec. 5.6], [28]). At each
resulting kx quadrature node, I2(kx) is in turn evaluated
by 1D adaptive integration with respect to ky. When
f is taken to be the integrand in (4), both I2(kx) and
f(kx, ky) for fixed kx typically contain localized features
at a scale O(η), and therefore require only O(log(η−1))
grid points to resolve using adaptive integration. In 2D,
this yields O(log2(η−1)) quadrature nodes in total, and
O(log3(η−1)) for the analogous scheme in 3D.

Ref. 9 concludes that IAI outperforms TAI in the
small-scattering regime, and also describes an opti-
mized implementation of the PTR for the large-scattering
regime. Both the PTR and IAI can be made high-order
accurate, and convergence to a user-specified error toler-
ance can be automated, so together these methods allow
for the efficient and black-box calculation of the Green’s
function in a wide range of settings.

III. INTEGRATION ALGORITHMS FOR THE
OPTICAL CONDUCTIVITY

In this section, we extend these methods to the optical
conductivity (1), emphasizing points which differ from
the case of the Green’s function (4). As with the Green’s
function, we compute H(k), its gradient, and Aα(k) on-
the-fly using Wannier interpolation [7]. From these, we
compute the velocity operators vα(k) using (3), and the
spectral function A(k, ω) by direct inversion. In the case
of the Green’s function our analysis of the PTR and IAI
is based on the nearly singular behavior of the integrand
along the surface H(k) = ω. For the optical conductiv-
ity, we must consider the more intricate structure of the
transport distribution Γαα′(k, ω,Ω).

In this work we use the model system summarized in
Fig. 1 as an example, but note that the discussion in
this section applies more generally (full details, including
numerical calculations, will be presented in Sec. IV). It
consists of a three-band tight-binding model on a cubic
lattice, motivated by the three-fold degenerate t2g or-
bitals, as are present in an octahedral crystal-field split-
ting. We define nearest-neighbor intraorbital hopping
amplitudes t∥ for each orbital, as well as an orbital off-
diagonal hopping at next-nearest-neighbor distance t′⊥
to introduce interband transitions (since these are not
allowed by symmetry at nearest-neighbor distance for
cubic structures). For simplicity we do not include an
intraorbital next-nearest-neighbor hopping t′∥ , although
it is typically larger than t′⊥ in realistic systems. The in-
terorbital hopping results in a splitting of the otherwise

t∥

t ′⊥

(b)

(a)

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic illustration of the the tight-binding
model (2D slice of 3D system shown) including hopping terms
and exemplary t2g-like orbitals. t∥ and t′⊥ correspond to intra-
and interband hoppings, respectively. (b) Band structure and
normalized density of states corresponding to the hopping pa-
rameters defined in the text (blue lines). The orange lines
represent the band structure when t′⊥ = 0. The DOS calcu-
lation is performed with a broadening of η = 1 meV.

degenerate bands in certain regions of the BZ, e.g., on
the paths of high symmetry points R − Γ and M − Γ
(orange versus blue lines in Fig. 1). Although the split-
ting is visible in these low-dimensional paths, predicting
the resulting contribution to the interband transitions
requires a three-dimensional view of the BZ at multiple
transition frequencies. As will be illustrated in Sec. IV,
once the optical conductivity is computed, peaks in the
conductivity can be identified, guiding the visualization
of the corresponding contributions in the BZ.

A. Structure of the transport distribution

We first consider the structure of the integrand
FΩ(ω)Γ(k, ω,Ω) of (1) in the (d + 1)-dimensional (k, ω)
space, for fixed Ω. To facilitate visualization, we allow
d ∈ {1, 2, 3}. For this discussion, we restrict to the case
of a scalar-valued self-energy Σ = −iη, but our primary
conclusions hold more generally. For Ω > 0, we note
that FΩ(ω) is a smooth window function which is nearly
constant on an interval of width O(Ω), and then decays
exponentially at an O(T ) rate. For Ω = 0, it is a localized
bump, also decaying exponentially at an O(T ) rate. In
both cases, its role is to truncate the frequency integral
in (1) to the Fermi window.

With this in mind, we focus on the structure of the
transport distribution Γαα′(k, ω,Ω) for fixed Ω and ω
within the Fermi window. We will see that it is charac-
terized by peaks of width O(η) localized along manifolds
typically of dimensions d− 1 and d lying in the (d+ 1)-
dimensional (k, ω) space. For example, for d = 2, we
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obtain peaks localized along surfaces (2D manifolds in
3D (k, ω) space), arising from intraband transitions, and
curves (1D manifolds in (k, ω) space), arising from inter-
band transitions.

For a scalar-valued self-energy, the spectral functions
are diagonal in the eigenbasis of H(k), which we refer to
as the band basis, and the transport distribution simpli-
fies:

Γαα′(k, ω,Ω) =
∑
mn

vHα,mn(k)v
H
α′,nm(k)

× η2

((ω − ϵmk)2 + η2)((ω +Ω− ϵnk)2 + η2)
.

(5)

Here ϵnk is the nth eigenvalue of H(k), and vHα,mn(k)
are the elements of the velocity matrix in the band ba-
sis, which vary slowly, and in particular independently of
the O(η) and O(T ) length scales we will consider. For
terms with m ̸= n, the peaks of this quantity in (k, ω)
space correspond to optical transitions of frequency Ω, re-
ferred to as interband transitions. When m = n, it is still
non-zero for η > 0, as allowed by momentum-relaxing
electron-electron scattering processes, and represents an
intraband transition [29]. The total optical conductivity,
as well as the intra- and interband contributions for the
tight-binding model, are illustrated in Fig. 2.

Let us first consider the intraband transitions, m = n.
When Ω is large compared to η, (5) has two peaks of
width O(η) along the d-dimensional manifolds ω = ϵnk
and ω = ϵnk − Ω in (k, ω) space. When Ω is small com-
pared to η, these peaks merge into a single larger peak
of width O(η) along ω = ϵnk. In both cases, the con-
tribution of the intraband transitions arises from peaks
in (k, ω) space of width O(η) along d-dimensional mani-
folds parallel to the bands. This is reflective of the Ω = 0,
η → 0+ picture, in which intraband transitions take the
form of integrals over Fermi surfaces (i.e., type II in Ref.
[7]). Since the height of each peak is O(1/(Ω2 + η2)), we
see that the contribution of the intraband transitions to
the optical conductivity scales as O(η/(Ω2 + η2)).

Fig. 2(b) shows an example of this structure when
Ω = 0 eV. For the tight-binding model described above,
we plot the integrand Trσ(k, ω) ≡ FΩ(ω) Tr Γ(k, ω,Ω)
along the path of high symmetry points (here, the trace
is taken over polarization directions). We see that the
intraband transitions appear as peaks of width O(η) lo-
calized along the bands within the Fermi window. Addi-
tionally, the marginal plots show similarly localized fea-
tures in Trσ(k) and Trσ(ω), which have been integrated
with respect to ω and k, respectively.

For interband transitions m ̸= n, we find peaks of
width O(η) along the manifold on which bands m and
n are separated by a distance Ω, |ϵmk − ϵnk| = Ω. Typ-
ically, this is a (d − 1)-dimensional manifold, although
its dimension can be lower (e.g., for optical transitions
occuring at an isolated k point, the dimension collapses
to 0) or equal to d (for parallel bands). This structure
reflects the Ω > 0, η → 0+ limit, in which interband tran-
sitions take the form of integrals over energy-difference

isosurfaces (i.e., type III in Ref. [7]). Since these inter-
band features typically occupy one η-confined dimension
less than intraband features, we expect their magnitude
to be O(1) with respect to η. An example is shown in
Fig. 2(c) for the same system as above: on the R−Γ and
M − Γ paths, we see peaks of width O(η) corresponding
to interband transitions within the Fermi window. Due
to finite temperature effects, nearly-parallel bands along
the M − Γ path contribute a d-dimensional feature in
Trσ(k, ω).

For general self-energies, H(k) and Σ(ω) are typically
not simultaneously diagonalizable, so intra- and inter-
band transitions cannot be distinguished as in (5), and
an in-depth analysis is more difficult. Nevertheless, our
adaptive algorithm remains viable in the general case be-
cause the basic picture of localized peaks in (k, ω) space
remains valid.

B. Periodic trapezoidal rule

As for the single-particle Green’s function, when η (or,
more generally, − ImΣ) is large the BZ integrals in (1)
can be efficiently computed using the PTR. As described
in Ref. 9, convergence to a specified error tolerance can
be achieved in an automated manner using a global re-
finement procedure: the number N of grid points per di-
mension is increased by a constant ∆N = O(1/η) until a
user-defined convergence threshold is reached. We carry
out the integration in a nested manner, taking the ω inte-
gral as the outer integral, as written in (1), and then, for
each fixed quadrature node in ω, integrating the trans-
port distribution over k using the PTR. For the outer
frequency integral, we use a standard adaptive Gauss–
Kronrod quadrature method [30] (for an explanation of
a simple adaptive Gauss quadrature scheme, see Algo-
rithm 2 of Ref. 9).

To understand the computational complexity of this
method, we consider the integrand of the frequency inte-
gral in (1), FΩ(ω)

∫
BZ dkΓαα′(k, ω,Ω), the product of the

Fermi window function and the k-integrated transport
distribution. The k-integrated transport distribution is
a smooth function of ω with localized features of width
O(η) arising from the peaks of the transport distribu-
tion itself. The product of these functions has features of
width O(min(η, T )) and numerical support in the Fermi
window of width O(Ω). As a consequence, the adaptive
Gauss–Kronrod quadrature can resolve the integral us-
ing O(log(Ω/min(η, T ))) quadrature nodes. We show in
Appendix C how to evaluate the Fermi window function
in a numerically stable manner, and how to determine its
numerical support.

At each of these frequency quadrature nodes, we per-
form the k integral using the PTR. Since the local-
ized features of the transport distribution are of width
O(η), the PTR requires O(η−d) uniform grid points,
and converges with spectral accuracy thereafter. The
total computational complexity of this method is there-
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FIG. 2. Structure of the optical conductivity (a) and its integrand (b,c) for the tight-binding model at temperature T = 100 K
and η = 18 meV. Intraband (b) and interband (c) contributions are shown separately (see (5) and the surrounding discussion).
In (b) and (c), the center subplot shows the spectral density of Trσ(k, ω), in color overlayed on the spectrum (black curve),
and the top and right subplots show the density integrated with respect to ω and k, respectively. Panel (b) shows intraband
transitions at Ω = 0 eV, localized at the Fermi energy on the bands. Panel (c) shows interband transitions at Ω = 0.4 eV.

fore O(η−d log(Ω/min(η, T ))). We note that many codes
use a uniform quadrature rule for the frequency integral,
leading to an O(η−d Ω/min(η, T )) scaling. Simply re-
placing this with adaptive frequency integration leads to
a significant improvement in efficiency.

The adaptive quadrature method for the frequency in-
tegral refines automatically to yield a specified absolute
error tolerance ε. For each ω point, we also automati-
cally refine the uniform PTR grid in k to achieve ε ac-
curacy. Given a new ω point, we begin with the finest
PTR grid obtained from previous ω points, and refine it
as needed. In this way, we can store the quantities H(k)
and vα(k) on the finest PTR grid used thus far, amortiz-
ing the cost of computing them over all frequencies. This
refinement strategy is the primary motivation for taking
the frequency integral as the outer integral. Although
using this approach could lead to an over-refined PTR
grid for a given ω point, in practice we find that the ben-
efit of re-use outweighs this disadvantage. Other more
sophisticated strategies, such as storing these quantities
on a sequence of PTR grids, could be explored as well.

We lastly mention that when the PTR grid is chosen
with special lattice vectors, shifts, and numbers of points
along each dimension, the total number of k points can
be reduced a factor nearly equal to the number of point
group symmetries [31–33]. We refer to Ref. 9 for signifi-
cantly more detail on the PTR approach to BZ integra-
tion: Section 2 and Appendix D discuss automatic re-
finement, Appendix A discusses convergence, Appendix
B describes a irreducible BZ symmetrization procedure,
and Appendix C addresses the efficient evaluation of
Wannier-interpolated quantities.

C. Iterated adaptive integration

When the scattering rate is small, we favor the IAI
scheme discussed in Section II. In this case, we use the
adaptive Gauss–Kronrod method for all integrals. We
also take the frequency integral as the inner integral in
order to amortize the cost of evaluating H(k) and vα(k)
over the number of ω quadrature points, since unlike for
the PTR, the choice of k points is determined on-the-fly.

The integrand of the inner frequency integral is given
for fixed k by FΩ(ω)Γαα′(k, ω,Ω). As before, this func-
tion contains localized features of width O(min(η, T ))
on a window of size O(max(Ω, T )), so the cost of
the adaptive integration in frequency at fixed k is
O(log(max(Ω, T )/min(η, T ))).

The integrand of the outer k integral is∫∞
−∞ dω FΩ(ω)Γαα′(k, ω,Ω). In general, this quan-

tity inherits the O(η)-scale features of the transport
distribution. As described in Sec. IIIA, intraband
transitions at Ω = 0 give rise to d-dimensional O(η)-
scale peaks along the bands in the Fermi window.
After integrating in ω, we obtain localized features
in the k integrand where a band crosses the Fermi
window, as shown in Fig. 3(a), which resembles the
Fermi surface. These features are of size O(max(η, T )),
since this is the scale over which the Fermi window
truncates the intraband contributions. This leads to an
O(logd(max(η, T )−1)) scaling in the number of k points
required by IAI, assuming the error tolerance is scaled
according to the O(1/η) magnitude of the Drude peak.

On the other hand, interband transitions at finite Ω
in (d + 1)-dimensional (k, ω) space typically give rise to
(d − 1)-dimensional O(η)-scale features. The integrand
in k inherits localized features at scales O(η) and O(T )
appearing in the inner frequency integral, as shown in
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Fig. 3(b). The features between M − Γ and R − Γ cor-
respond to those in Fig. 2(c), although the structure of
those peaks away from the high-symmetry lines is more
intricate. In order to resolve both length scales, IAI will
adaptively refine to the smallest, so its cost will scale as
O(logd(min(η, T )−1)).

Combining these estimates, we expect an
O(logd(max(η, T )−1) log

(
max(Ω,T )
min(η,T )

)
) computational

complexity if we restrict to intraband transitions, and
O(logd(min(η, T )−1) log

(
max(Ω,T )
min(η,T )

)
) in general. For

example, for the Fermi liquid scaling η ∝ T 2, we expect
O(logd+1(η−1)) cost scaling at low temperatures. Thus,
in the typical case, we find a complexity reduction of
O((η−1/ log η−1)d) compared with the PTR, similar to
that for the single-particle Green’s function.

We note that the magnitude of intermediate integrals
might scale differently with η than the magnitude of the
total integral, possibly increasing the overall computa-
tional complexity if absolute error tolerances are used.
In principle, for efficiency, intermediate error tolerances
should be scaled accordingly to attain a fixed number of
significant digits at each step. The robust use of such rel-
ative error tolerances is a topic of our ongoing research.
Here, we prioritize robustness and use a fixed absolute
error tolerance, except for the inner frequency integral,
for which the tolerance is scaled as O(1/η) corresponding
to its expected magnitude at optical transitions.

When η is very small, the integrand typically contains
tall, narrow peaks which might fall between the initial
coarse quadrature grid points of the adaptive integration
algorithm, leading it to falsely conclude that convergence
has been reached. In Appendix A, we analyze this “peak-
missing” problem in detail. We propose a simple solution,
called the auxiliary integrand method, which addresses
the problem by including a simpler integrand—for in-
stance, the Green’s function—in the integration proce-
dure to guide the selection of adaptive grid points at little
additional cost.

Finally, we mention an optimization for scalar-valued
self-energies in both the PTR and IAI: H(k) can be diag-
onalized once per k-point to compute the transport dis-
tribution in the band basis, as in (5), thereby replacing
on-the-fly matrix inversions with matrix multiplications.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Tight-binding model

The Hamiltonian for the tight-binding model intro-
duced at the beginning of Sec. III is given by

Ĥ =
∑
<ij>

∑
α

tαi−j ĉ
†
i,αĉj,α +

∑
≪ij≫

∑
α̸=α′

tαα
′

i−j ĉ
†
i,αĉj,α′ , (6)

tα±eα′ = t∥(1− δαα′),

tαα
′

±(eα+eα′ ) = −tαα
′

±(eα−eα′ ) = t′⊥.

FIG. 3. Contributions to the intraband and interband con-
ductivity for T = 16 K at Ω = 0 eV and Ω = 0.4 eV in panels
(a) and (b), respectively. We show a cross section through
the kz = 0 plane of the step function which is colored in the
set where Trσ(k) is within 99.5% of its maximum and van-
ishes elsewhere, restricted to the first BZ and sampled at 400
k points per dimension. At Ω = 0 eV the integrand is highly
localized about the Fermi surface, which contains an electron-
like and a hole-like sheet. The interband integrand is peaked
about energy-difference isosurfaces in the Fermi window.

Here, i, j are site labels on the cubic lattice, α, α′ ∈
{x, y, z}, eα is a lattice vector in direction α, and ĉi,α is
a spinless fermion annihilation operator in an orbital po-
larized along direction α at site i. We use single (double)
angle brackets to denote summation over nearest (next-
nearest) neighbor sites, and only the non-zero hopping
amplitudes are indicated. We choose t∥ = −0.25 eV, re-
sulting in a bandwidth of 2 eV, and t′⊥ = 0.05 eV. The
density of states (DOS), shown in Fig. 1 (b), is computed
using IAI as in Ref. 9. We use a Fermi liquid scaling for
the temperature dependence of the scattering rate, i.e.
η = kBπ

ZT0
T 2, with the quasiparticle renormalization cho-

sen to be Z = 0.5 and the characteristic Fermi liquid
temperature scale T0 = 300 K, corresponding to typical
values of a moderately correlated metal. We use the self-
energy Σ = −iη. We set the filling to be one electron
distributed across the three bands, i.e., we choose µ(T )
so that ℏ

∫
dωf(ω − µ/ℏ)DOS(ω) = 1. We note that

the second term in (3) does not contribute to the optical
conductivity because Aα is proportional to the identity
in the chosen model. All BZ integrals are computed on
the irreducible Brillouin zone (IBZ), as described in Ap-
pendix D. We perform all calculations using the Julia li-
brary AutoBZ.jl [34], which implements the algorithms
described here and in Ref. 9.

B. Timing results

Fig. 4 presents the wall clock timings and number of in-
tegrand evaluations required by the PTR and IAI meth-
ods to compute the DC conductivity Ω = 0 eV (blue
squares) on a single core of a workstation with an In-
tel i5-12500 processor and 64 GB of RAM. We choose
integration tolerances to give five significant digits of ac-
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FIG. 4. Wall clock time (a) and number of integrand evalu-
ations (b) versus η, for the calculation of the optical conduc-
tivity of the example tight-binding model Hamiltonian.

curacy, with absolute tolerances chosen relative to a fit
to the asymptotic scaling obtained from several large-
η, PTR-based estimates of the magnitude of the inte-
gral. For IAI (filled symbols), we observe the expected
O(log4(η−1)) cost scaling, consistent with the Fermi liq-
uid scattering rate η ∝ T 2. The PTR (open symbols)
also displays the expected O(η−3 log(η−1)) cost scaling.

For Ω > 0 (orange circles and green diamonds), we ob-
serve the same cost scaling for the PTR as in the Ω = 0
case. For IAI, we observe a slightly larger scaling than ex-
pected (though still sub-algebraic), and suspect the dis-
crepancy is related to the choice of intermediate error
tolerances which are kept constant for the k integrals.

We observe that for η ⪅ 0.01 eV, IAI is more efficient
than the PTR in several single-frequency calculations.
For the most challenging calculation, with T = 16 K,
η = 0.46 meV, and Ω = 0.4 eV, IAI requires 1.68 core-
hours, whereas we estimate that the PTR would require
1750 core-hours for similar accuracy. Table I shows the
number of grid points used per dimension by the PTR for
various values of T and η. We were unable to complete
the PTR calculation for T ≤ 45 K due to inadequate
memory; at T = 45 K approximately 2500 k points per
dimension would have been required.

T (K) 1024 512 256 128 64

η (eV) 1.9 0.47 0.12 0.030 0.0074

N 10 27 83 335 1048

TABLE I. Maximum number N of PTR grid points per di-
mension used for any frequency Ω at each temperature T
presented in Fig. 4. The error tolerance for the automatic
algorithm is chosen to give five significant digits.

C. Interband transitions and T 2 resistivity in a
Fermi liquid

Accurately resolving scaling laws and the substructure
of (interband) peaks in an ab-initio setting is computa-
tionally challenging, with existing codes typically reliant
on the PTR and limited to η at minimum tens of meV for
resolved results, i.e. T roughly 100 K with the param-
eters chosen here. Our IAI method allows us to resolve
materials properties such as the DC conductivity or in-
terband features at temperatures as low as T = 16 K,
a largely unexplored regime in finite-temperature elec-
tronic structure calculations.

In Fig. 5 we plot the real part of the optical conductiv-
ity for the tight-binding model introduced in Sec. IV A
with a Fermi liquid scaling of the scattering rate, and
temperatures ranging from 256 K to 16 K. This corre-
sponds to scattering rates from 0.12 eV to 0.46 meV.
We computed the conductivity using adaptive piecewise
Chebyshev interpolation in Ω, as in Sec. 5 of Ref. 9, with
an error tolerance of three significant digits, and an error
tolerance of five significant digits for IAI at each queried
Ω. For T = 16 K, 633 values of Ω were queried by the
algorithm in total.

We emphasize three key results. First, the DC conduc-
tivity σ(0), an observable typically strongly affected by
underresolved BZ sampling, scales as 1/T 2, following the
expected contribution from quasiparticle-quasiparticle
scattering in a Fermi liquid [35]. Second, the Drude peak
at finite frequency associated with intraband transitions
narrows with a FWHM scaling of T 2 for decreasing tem-
perature (not shown here), a consequence of the opti-
cal sum rule conserving the particle number. Third, the
broad absorption peak due to the interband hoppings at
≈ 0.4 eV becomes refined as the temperature is decreased,
revealing details of the underlying electronic structure
beyond approximate peak positions in the T → 0+ limit.

V. CONCLUSION

We have presented two general purpose and high-
order accurate integration algorithms for the calcula-
tion of the optical conductivity, intended for settings in
which the transport distribution, and in particular the
Green’s function, can be evaluated rapidly on-the-fly us-
ing Wannier interpolation. In both cases, we use adap-
tive frequency integration. For BZ integration, we rec-
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FIG. 5. Optical conductivity for the model Hamiltonian
described in Sec. IV A, with the inset demonstrating the ex-
pected 1/T 2 scaling of the DC conductivity.

ommend the PTR approach for larger scattering rates,
η ⪆ 0.01 eV, and the IAI approach otherwise. In IAI, the
4D (ω,k) integral is computed by nested one-dimensional
adaptive integration, leading to polylogarithmic compu-
tational complexity with respect to the inverse of the
scattering rate. With some modifications, our approach
can be extended to response functions besides the optical
conductivity.

These algorithms allow, for the first time, reliable and
automated access to sub-meV energy scales in finite-
temperature electronic structure calculations in modest
compute times. They offer robustness, error control, and
efficiency both in applications of finite temperature meth-
ods such as dynamical mean-field theory [36], in which a
self-energy provides quasiparticle scattering rates, and in
ground-state calculations, in which scattering is typically
added artificially. In particular, our algorithms automate
convergence testing which, if neglected, can lead to severe
spectral artifacts. As such, they can be used to provide
accurate benchmarks for comparison with experimental
spectra, as well as in high-throughput screenings and ma-
chine learning of materials properties.

The methods described here have been implemented in
the open source Julia package AutoBZ.jl [34], which can
be used for a broad class of BZ integrals.
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Appendix A: The peak-missing problem and
auxiliary integration

This section describes a technical improvement to the
basic IAI algorithm described in Sec. III C which is nec-
essary to obtain robustness for very small values of η.
Conceptually, the problem is as follows. Adaptive Gauss
quadrature algorithms work by applying a fixed p-node
quadrature rule to the subintervals of integration, es-
timating the error on those subintervals (e.g., in the
case of an adaptive Gauss–Kronrod scheme, by compar-
ing the result to an alternative result obtained using an
embedded higher-order quadrature scheme), and subdi-
viding them if the error estimate is larger than a user-
determined threshold. Since a p-node Gaussian quadra-
ture rule has order of accuracy 2p, a choice like p = 4
might suffice for typical requested accuracies. In this
case, a highly localized feature may fall between the
quadrature nodes of the initial subintervals, leading to
small error estimates which cause the algorithm to ter-
minate before these features are resolved. We therefore
refer to this failure mode as the “peak-missing” problem.

More precisely, the peak-missing problem arises from
a relationship between the magnitude of the integral and
the magnitude of the tails of its integrand. We illustrate
this for the optical conductivity at Ω = 0, where the
problem is most severe, using a simplified but illustrative
model of the transport distribution:

Γ(ω) =
η2

((ω − c)2 + η2)2
.

If we replace the Fermi function by a characteristic func-
tion on [−1, 1], then the inner frequency integral in IAI
becomes

∫ 1

−1
dω Γ(ω). A direct calculation shows that

this is O(η−1) when |c| < 1, consistent with the typical
magnitude of the DC conductivity. However, Γ(ω) de-
cays rapidly, as O(η2/ω4), so it is of magnitude O(η2) a
distance O(1) from the peak at x = c. As a concrete ex-
ample, let us take c = 0.17, η = 10−3, and p = 4. Then,
the closest node to the peak at x = c is at ω ≈ 0.34, and
we have Γ(0.34) ≈ 0.0012. In other words, all quadra-
ture nodes are far from the peak, which has magnitude
Γ(0.17) = 106. The Gauss quadrature rule estimates the
integral as ≈ 7.9×10−4, and the error estimate obtained
by comparing this rule to the corresponding embedded
higher-order Gauss–Kronrod rule is ≈ 4×10−4. The cor-
rect integral, on the other hand, is ≈ 1571. For a user-
requested error tolerance of ε = 10−2, giving approxi-
mately five relative digits of accuracy compared with the
expected O(η−1) magnitude of the result, the algorithm
will find that 4× 10−4 < ε and terminate erroneously at
the first step.

To avoid termination of the algorithm before the peak
is resolved, we are forced to scale ε as O(η2). Indeed, the
initial error estimate is obtained from a quadrature rule
consisting of nodes which might be a distance O(1) from
the peak, yielding an estimate of magnitude O(η2). This
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is an undesirable scenario, since a user-specified accuracy
should be delivered robustly regardless of the properties
of the integrand. Even if we accept this restriction, choos-
ing ε = O(η−2) yields O(η−3) significant digits, typically
far more than is needed in applications, resulting in un-
necessary computational work.

A simple solution would be to force the algorithm to
begin with a finer collection of uniformly-spaced sub-
intervals. However, this simply pushes the problem to
slightly smaller values of η, at the cost of an unnecessary
uniform refinement of the interval—it does not eliminate
the ε = O(η2) scaling.

To solve the problem, we introduce auxiliary integrands
Ij(ω) with the following properties:

• The functions Ij are smooth, and at least one has
a peak in the location of each peak of Γ.

• When integrated simultaneously, the Ij do not have
a peak-missing problem.

• Ideally, simultaneous adaptive integration of the
functions Ij does not require a finer quadrature grid
than adaptive integration of Γ itself.

• Ideally, evaluating the Ij is no more expensive than
evaluating Γ itself.

For example, in the case of the transport distribution at
Ω = 0, Γ(k, ω, 0), I1(ω) = FΩ(ω) TrG(k, ω) satisfies all of
the required properties: its integral is O(1) in magnitude,
as are its tails, and computing it is already a step of com-
puting the transport distribution. We can then perform
IAI simultaneously on the integrand and the auxiliary
integrands, requiring (in addition to the ordinary proce-
dure) that a global error tolerance εaux be satisfied for
each auxiliary integrand in order to terminate subdivison
of integration subintervals. The auxiliary tolerance εaux
can be chosen large and independent of the tolerance ε,
since the role of the auxiliary integration procedure is
only to identify the location of localized features in the
integrand, not to accurately resolve these features. As-
suming the auxiliary integral is O(1), we typically choose
εaux = 0.01 eV−1× det(B), where B is a matrix contain-
ing the reciprocal lattice vectors as columns.

For Ω > 0, choosing an auxiliary integrand is
less straightforward, and we describe two possible ap-
proaches. The first is to use I1(ω) as for the Ω = 0 case
and I2(ω) = FΩ(ω) TrG(k, ω + Ω). However, since the
interband transitions are localized only at band intersec-
tions, this choice of auxiliary integrands, while conserva-
tive, does not satisfy the third criterion above and causes
refinement in locations at which the transport distribu-
tion itself is not localized.

The second is to use an “artificial smearing” approach;
we choose Ij(ω) = Γηj

(k, ω,Ω), where Γη is identical to
the transport distribution but with Σ replaced by Σ− iη
for η > 0. We then choose a sufficiently dense sequence
of smearing parameters ηj to avoid peak-missing. The

peaks of these auxiliary integrands are at the same lo-
cations as the transport distribution, but they are less
localized, thereby avoiding the peak-missing problem. A
logarithmically-spaced sequence of smearing parameters,
such as η = 0.1, 0.01, . . ., is typically sufficient, and the
total computational cost is multiplied by the O(log(η−1))
number of auxiliary smearing parameters.

For Ω > 0, we use the first approach, applied only to
the inner frequency integral. We find that this is typically
sufficient to avoid peak-missing and less expensive than
the second approach. Although it is reasonably straight-
forward in practice to detect and solve a peak-missing
problem by switching on an auxiliary integrand, further
exploring and automating optimal strategies is a topic of
our ongoing research.

Appendix B: Frequency-dependent self-energies

Although we have presented examples of optical con-
ductivity calculations using frequency-independent self-
energies, in general Σ(ω) must be evaluated at arbitrary
points within the adaptive frequency integration algo-
rithm used by both the PTR and IAI methods. For
the IAI method, in which we take the frequency inte-
gral as the inner integral, this is a performance-critical
step. We recommend dividing the frequency interval into
a dense collection of uniformly-spaced subintervals, and
representing Σ(ω) by a low-order Chebyshev polynomial
interpolant on each subinterval. Σ(ω) can then be evalu-
ated inexpensively on-the-fly at a given point ω by eval-
uating the interpolant corresponding to the sub-interval
containing ω, either using the Chebyshev recurrence re-
lation or barycentric interpolation [37]. The number of
subintervals should be taken large enough to represent
Σ(ω) to well within the IAI error tolerance. An adap-
tive collection of subintervals can also be used for highly
localized self-energies, but this increases the cost of locat-
ing the subinterval containing an evaluation point (e.g.
by descending a binary tree), and yields only a memory
savings.

To construct such a representation, we must evaluate
Σ(ω) at Chebyshev nodes on each subinterval. In some
cases, Σ can be computed at arbitrary points of inter-
est, for example if it is given as the output of analytic
continuation methods such as Nevanlinna analytic con-
tinuation [38–40] or rational interpolation-based methods
[41–44]. In other cases, it may be necessary to interpolate
from data at given nodes to the Chebyshev nodes, e.g.,
in the maximum entropy method [45, 46] or the numer-
ical renormalization group approach to quantum impu-
rity problems [47]. For such cases, the method of choice
is problem-dependent (high-order local polynomial inter-
polation and AAA rational interpolation [48] are possi-
bilities). This conversion step is a precomputation, and
should be carried out as accurately as possible.
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Appendix C: Numerical treatment of the Fermi
window function

Numerically stable evaluation

Direct evaluation of the Fermi window function FΩ(ω)
as defined in Sec. I is numerically unstable, due to catas-
trophic cancellation in the difference of Fermi-Dirac func-
tions. To simplify the discussion, we non-dimensionalize
by taking x← βω, X ← βΩ, and write f(x) = (exp(x)+
1)−1, FX(x) = (f(x)− f(x+X))/X. We have

FX(x) =
tanh(X/2)/X

1 + cosh(x+X/2)
cosh(X/2)

. (C1)

While this formula does not suffer from catastrophic can-
cellation, evaluating the hyperbolic cosines might cause
numerical overflow even though their ratio is of moder-
ate magnitude, in particular at low temperatures. To
address this, we use the formula

cosh(x+X/2)

cosh(X/2)
= e|x+X/2|−X/2 1 + e−2|x+X/2|

1 + e−X
(C2)

for cases in which overflow would occur. Overflow of
the evaluation of the exponential in this expression only
occurs at values in which underflow in (C1) is acceptable.

Truncation

In order to truncate the frequency integral in (1) to
within a user-specified error tolerance ε, we must deter-
mine the numerical support of the Fermi window func-
tion. To do this, we truncate when |FX(x−X/2)| ≤ ε,
with the shift centering the window function. A sim-
ple calculation, using only the inequality 1 + cosh(x +
X/2)/ cosh(X/2) > (e|x+X/2|/2)/ cosh(X/2), leads to

|x+X/2| ≥ log

(
2 sinh(X/2)

εX

)
=
X

2
+ log

(
1− e−X

εX

)
.

(C3)
This yields a simple criterion for truncating the frequency
integral, which depends only on β, Ω, and ε, i.e., given
X = βΩ and ε then (C3) gives a lower bound on x for
which (C1) is bounded above by ε. We note that whereas
the first expression on the right hand side might overflow,
the second is numerically stable if one evaluates 1− e−X

using the expm1 function [49].

Appendix D: Iterated adaptive integration on the
irreducible Brillouin zone

Ref. 9 provides a detailed algorithm to reduce the PTR
to the IBZ for systems with non-trivial point group sym-
metries. It also points out that for IAI, one can simply

integrate over the IBZ rather than the full BZ,∫
IBZ

dkx dky dkz =

∫ b1

a1

dkx

∫ b2(kx)

a2(kx)

dky

∫ b3(kx,ky)

a3(kx,ky)

dkz,

where the limits of integration are determined by the
boundary of the IBZ. Then the optical conductivity can
be obtained from the integral σIBZ

αα′ restricted to the IBZ
by applying the symmetries S of the point group G, rep-
resented as orthogonal matrices:

σαα′ =
∑
S∈G

Sαγσ
IBZ
γγ′ S−1

γ′α′ . (D1)

This follows from the definition of the Bloch Hamilto-
nian, Ĥk = e−ik·r̂Ĥeik·r̂, the cyclic property of the trace
in (2), and the observation that a rotation of k is equiva-
lent to a rotation of the position operator, which ensures
Γ(Sk, ω,Ω) = S Γ(k, ω,Ω)S−1 as long as the self-energy
is not momentum-dependent. Here, we describe how to
determine the IBZ limits of integration on-the-fly for any
point group symmetry.

The IBZ can be described as a convex polyhedron,
and the first step is to obtain some description of this
polyhedron from the crystal lattice vectors and atomic
positions. Ref. 50 describes an algorithm for this task,
returning the IBZ as a convex hull object which can ei-
ther be described as an intersection of half-spaces, or a
collection of vertices and faces (see also Ref. 51). This al-
gorithm is implemented in the open-source Julia package
SymmetryReduceBZ.jl [52].

We begin from the representation of the convex poly-
hedron as a collection of vertices and faces. The faces are
described by ordered subsets of these vertices, from which
the edges can be determined as line segments. The outer
limits (a1, b1) are given by the maximum and minimum
kx coordinates of the vertices. Then the integral in kx
can be performed, and the limits (a2(kx), b2(kx)) of the
ky integral must be determined for each fixed quadrature
node kx. This coordinate determines a polygon given by
the vertices at the intersection of the plane of constant
kx with the edges of the faces of the polyhedron. The
limits (a2(kx), b2(kx)) are the maximum and minimum
ky coordinates of these vertices. Finally, for fixed kx and
ky, the limits (a3(kx, ky), b3(kx, ky)) can be similarly de-
termined from the intersection of the line of constant kx
and ky with the polygon’s edges.

We note that the presence of vertices in the polygonal
IBZ can cause the inner integrals in IAI to fail to be con-
tinuously differentiable, interfering with high-order con-
vergence. This is straightforwardly remedied by adding
the vertices of the IBZ as break points in the adaptive
quadrature scheme.

We also note that one cannot expect, in general, that
integrating over the IBZ leads to a reduction in computa-
tional cost proportional to the number of group symme-
tries. Indeed, the cost of adaptive integration is mainly
determined by the number of localized features in the in-
tegrand over the integration domain, which might not be
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reduced in the IBZ compared to the full BZ. In fact, in
certain pathological cases, for example involving a con-
tinuous translation symmetry along a particular dimen-
sion, integrating over the IBZ could introduce additional
features in the middle and outer integrals, due to the
dependence on the limits of integration themselves. Fur-

thermore, the computational cost could depend on the
particular choice of the irreducible wedge of the BZ and
the order of integration, and determining the optimal
choice is not straightforward a priori. However, in many
typical cases, integrating over any choice of the IBZ leads
to a substantial reduction in computational cost.
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