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Quantum acoustics – a recently developed framework parallel to quantum optics – establishes
a nonperturbative and coherent treatment of the electron-phonon interaction in real space. The
quantum-acoustical representation reveals a displaced Drude peak hid ing in plain sight within
the venerable Fröhlich model: the optical conductivity exhibits a finite frequency maximum in
the far-infrared range and the d.c. conductivity is suppressed. Our results elucidate the origin of
the high-temperature absorption peaks in strange or bad metals, revealing that dynamical lattice
disorder steers the system towards a non-Drude behavior.

Stretching over four decades, an intensive theoretical pur-
suit has concentrated on finding an all-embracing expla-
nation for a plethora of puzzling phenomena which have
been colloquially labeled as “bad” or “strange”. These
kinds of “bizarre” materials seem to defy the traditional
paradigms for electron behavior [1] in metals. Myster-
ies abound, such as high-temperature superconductivity
beyond the grasp of the BCS theory [2, 3], the para-
doxical existence of pseudogaps [4–8] and charge density
waves [9–12], the violation of the Mott-Ioffle-Regel (MIR)
limit [13, 14], not to mention the major dilemma of linear-
in-temperature resistivity over a wide temperature range
(see, e.g., Refs. [15–21]) at the mysterious but ubiquitous
Planckian bound [22]. This list of theoretical challenges
also includes the elusive emergence of displaced Drude
peaks (DDP) [23–37]: a prominent absorption peak lo-
cated typically in the infrared range, signaling a break-
down of the conventional Drude picture. This Letter
reveals the origin of this phenomenon as the result of
strong electron-phonon interaction if treated correctly as
nonperturbative and coherent.

A putative culprit for the observed Drude shift in
the optical conductivity peak has been suggested to be
some as yet unidentified dynamical disorder that gen-
erates evanescent localization, thus hampering but not
precluding charge carrier diffusion [38–42]; Consequently,
the zero-frequency conductivity does not vanish com-
pletely, but it is strongly suppressed, favoring the DDP
phenomenology. This scenario contrasts with alternative
points of view, like the common arguments resorting to
collective modes [43, 44] or to strong electron-electron
correlations [45, 46].

Here we show that a morphing potential landscape of
hills and valleys stemming from thermal lattice vibra-
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FIG. 1. Quantum acoustics. Illustration of the coherent state
lattice vibrations at a certain temperature. Electrons ex-
perience a spatially continuous internal field formed by the
thermal acoustic distortions. While undergoing quasi-elastic
scattering events, like due to impurities, electrons can also
be incipiently trapped by valleys of slowly undulating and
propagating deformation potential when their kinetic energy
is comparable to the fluctuations of the deformation poten-
tial.

tions by the Fröhlich Hamiltonian (see Ref. [47]), as il-
lustrated in Fig. 1 is the sought-after sea of “slowly mov-
ing bosonic impurities” [41], or the cryptic “self-induced
randomness” [42, 48]. In a broader milieu, the subtle
interplay between the Anderson localization and lattice
vibrations has been encountered in a wide class of random
metal alloys and other degenerate disordered systems. In
fact, the intricate game of being localized or not was iden-
tified early on by Gogolin et al. [49, 50] and Thouless [51],
even pondered by Anderson himself [52, 53].

The random fluctuations introduced by lattice motion
slowly but surely scramble the quantum interference re-
quired for localization of the electronic state, resulting
in transient localization (for capturing the essential as-
pects of this phenomenon, see, e.g., Refs. [54]), which has
lately been of interest in the context of crystalline organic
semiconductors [55, 56] and halide perovskites [57].
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The quantum-acoustic route to linear and universal re-
sistivity in strange metals [58] has opened up a new path
unrelated to quantum criticality [59, 60], and not relying
on (strong) electron-electron interaction [48, 61], instead
starting with the standard Frölich Hamiltonian.

Following the path paved in Refs. [47, 58], here we
demonstrate the formation of a DDP due to the elec-
trons interacting with fluctuating lattice degrees of free-
dom. We go further by showing that this mechanism
gives rise to a temperature dependence of spectral fea-
tures in agreement with experimental DDP observations
in strange metals.

More specifically, we consider the following Fröhlich
Hamiltonian [62, 63] describing the lowest-order (linear)
lattice-electron coupling [64]:

HF =
∑
p

εpcpc
†
p+

∑
q

ℏωqa
†
qaq+

∑
pq

gqc
†
p+qcp

(
aq+a†−q

)
(1)

where cp (c†p) is the creation (annihilation) operator for
electrons with momentum p and energy εp; whereas aq
(a†q) is the creation (annihilation) operator for longitudi-
nal acoustic phonons of wave vector q and energy ℏωq,
respectively. The electron-phonon interaction is defined
by its Fourier components gq. By following the steps
of the recently established coherent state formalism in
Ref. [47? ], the Hamiltonian gives rise to an undulating
and propagating potential landscape [65]:

VD(r, t) =

|q|≤qD∑
q

gq

√
⟨nq⟩th cos(q · r− ωqt+ φq) (2)

where qD is Debye wavenumber, r is continuous position,
φq = arg(αq) is the (random) phase of a coherent state
|αq⟩, and the mode population is determined by ⟨nq⟩th.

The coherent state picture developed here is the dual
partner of the traditional number state description of
electron-lattice dynamics, so widely successful for de-
scribing electron resistivity [66]. In addition to recover-
ing the results of the conventional Bloch-Grüneisen the-
ory [67, 68], the coherent state representation extends
beyond perturbation theory (see Ref. [47] for a more de-
tailed discussion). The coherent state limit of quantum
acoustics reveals a real-space, time-dependent descrip-
tion of electron-lattice interaction. A very similar notion
was introduced in 1957 by Hanbury Brown and Twiss
for the vector potential of a blackbody field [69], with
the essential difference of missing the ultraviolet cut-off,
i.e., the Debye wavenumber in the definition of our de-
formation potential originating from the minimal lattice
spacing.

This follows the quantum optics pathway pioneered by
Glauber [70], a long neglected but essential wave perspec-
tive for lattice vibrations – quantum acoustics. Bardeen
and Shockley, in the 1950’s, regarded dynamical lattice
distortions in nonpolar semiconductors [71, 72], and it
seemed they would have been happy with a coherent state
description, but the theory was subsumed by a number
state, perturbative perspective.

Within the present deformation potential framework,
an electron undergoes quasielastic, coherence-preserving
scattering events when roaming through the slowly alter-
ing potential landscape of hills and valleys.
In this work, we focus on three prototypical compounds

classified as strange/bad metals, namely LSCO, Bi2212
and Sr3Ru2O7 [73]. However, we want to stress that
the physics we find below transcends the material-specific
constraints: In general, dynamical disorder, caused by
lattice vibrations here, temporarily confines electrons to
nest in its instantaneous potential wells (see Fig. 1, a
hallmark of transient localization dynamics, resulting in
the buildup of a DDP.

FIG. 2. Transient localized states. A selection of eigenstates
(red color scheme) near the Fermi level is shown for the con-
sidered prototype materials at four temperatures, where the
gray scale represents the corresponding frozen deformation
potential. An increasing temperature leads to more spatially
confined states that are linked to fugitive, Anderson-localized
states in transient dynamics.

It appears that, regarding photoabsorption, electrons
are insensitive to the lattice dynamics when ω ≫ wD.
In other words, the deformation landscape appears as if
it is stationary for an electron in this regime, a notion
confirmed by our results below.
Motivated by this, we initially freeze the potential and

study its transitory electronic eigenstates. Since the al-
lowed transitions take place near the Fermi level, we are
allowed to focus on the states lying within the stack of
εF ± 3kBT . Fig 2 shows examples of eigenstates for
the three materials at different temperatures along with
the profile of the deformation potential. Despite the di-
versity among the physical settings, all three materials
share similar qualitative characteristics: Instead of be-
ing spatially extended, as observed at lower temperatures
(EF /Vrms ≳ 1), the relevant states appear to be localized
in the dips of the potential at temperatures EF /Vrms ≲ 1
where the potential fluctuation Vrms is comparable to
Fermi energy EF . These eigenstates of the frozen po-
tential relate to the localized states associated with the
transient dynamics.
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FIG. 3. Frozen versus dynamical quantum acoustic vibration field. The upper and lower panels display the optical conductivity
for the three materials at different temperatures, resolved within the static and dynamical potential landscapes averaged over
100 and 10 realizations, respectively. The back dash line marks the Debye frequency of the given material below which the
frozen potential assumption breaks down. A key dynamical effect is the saturation of conductivity in the regime ω ≲ ωD,
instead of the suppression evident in the static case. However, regardless of the deformation potential dynamics and the chosen
material, the optical conductivity peak shifts from the Drude-peak edict of situating at ω = 0 to higher energies and broadens
as the temperature increases.

Next, we compute the corresponding optical conduc-
tivity σ(ℏω) within the Kubo formalism first by numer-
ically diagonalizing the Hamiltonian with the potential
given in Eq. 2. [74] In the upper panel of Fig 3, we
present the optical conductivity at various temperatures
for the three chosen materials, averaged over an ensem-
ble of 100 random realizations of the deformation poten-
tial. With increasing temperature, the optical conduc-
tivity evolves from the Drude-peak behavior of having a
sharp maximum value located at ω = 0 into a displaced
peak: the maximum conductivity point steadily shifts
towards higher energies ℏω and the conductivity peak
profile broadens.

In addition, we show the temperature dependence of
the peak locations and their width in Fig. 4. We deter-
mine the peak location ℏωp as the energy at which the
optical conductivity σ(ℏω) reaches its maximum. The
peak width ℏ∆ωp is then defined in a similar manner as
in Ref. [75]: the distance between the maximum and the
optical conductivity point in the high-energy tail where
the height of the maximum is dropped by 50%. Fig. 4
further confirms and quantifies the migration and broad-
ening of the DDP with increasing temperature present in
Fig. 3.

To further validate the frozen potential results above,
we expand our DDP analysis by computing the optical

conductivity while considering the temporal evolution of
the deformation potential. Nonetheless, we can still de-
termine the conductivity σ(ℏω) by utilizing the Kubo
formalism.[76] In short, we take advantage of the already
defined eigenstates of the frozen deformation potentials
as initial conditions, and let it thereafter unfold accord-
ing to Eq. 2.

The lower panel of Fig. 3 shows the optical conductiv-
ity spectrum of the three materials at different tempera-
tures in the case of a dynamical potential field, averaged
over 10 realizations of the distorted potential landscape.
As expected, the dynamical conductivity spectrum devi-
ates from the frozen potential prediction when ω ≲ ωD

is indicated by the black dash line in Fig. 3. Instead of
strong suppression near to the d.c. conductivity as in
the static landscape situation, we observe a saturation
of the optical conductivity within an energy window of
the order of 0.1 eV near the zero frequency. This can
be interpreted as the reversed adiabatic approximation
where the external electric field of frequency ω ≪ ωD

is a slow varying degree of freedom and thus is roughly
static compared to the fluctuations of the lattice, yielding
virtually the same conductivity as the d.c. conductivity
and manifesting as a conductivity plateau below the De-
bye frequency. Nevertheless, there is still a generic trend
similar to the frozen potential approximation: the higher
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FIG. 4. Position and width of the Drude peak. The pan-
els show the mean location (top) and width (bottom) of the
optical conductivity peak as a function of temperature for
the studied materials, averaged over 100 (static) and 10 (dy-
namic) deformation potential realizations, with error bars rep-
resenting the standard deviation within the given ensemble.
Specifically, as the temperature increases, there is a generic
upward shift in the Drude peaks towards higher energies
(upper panel), accompanied by a broadening of the peaks
(lower panel). Colored dashed curves show the fittings for
the DDP location estimated with the assumption that it is
mostly determined by the strength of the deformation poten-
tial (ℏωp ∝ Vrms). Furthermore, the width of the DDPs live
near to Planckian bound (ℏ∆ωp ∼ kBT ), which is indicated
by the black dashed line.

temperature yields a more substantial DDP, suggesting
that the transiently localized states are at play in both
cases. This tendency is also evident in Fig. 4 where the
increase in temperature moves the DDP to higher absorp-
tion frequencies while broadening the peak at the same
time.

The physical picture behind the observed DDP evo-
lution is that the increase in temperature has a two-
fold effect. First, it yields stronger spatially localized,
transient electronic states at the Fermi energy (shift to
higher frequencies); electrons either residing in local po-
tential wells (frozen) or nesting in instantaneous potential
pockets (dynamic). These local wells or nests become
more energetically confining as the deformation poten-
tial strengthens with the rising temperature. As a result,
the location of the DDP roughly scales like ℏωp ∼ Vrms,
which defines the fitting illustrated by the colored dashed
curves in the upper panel of Fig. 4. [77] In general, the
peak location migrates like ℏωp ∼ (kBT )

3/2 at low tem-

peratures T ≪ TD and ℏωp ∼ (kBT )
1/2 at high temper-

atures T ≫ TD . In addition, the presence of eigenstate
localization caused by the frozen lattice disorder is known
to result in band tails in the density of states [47] that
has later shown to persist even under quantum-acoustical
lattice dynamics [78].

On the other hand, a higher temperature permits a
wider energy window for electronic transitions to occur
(the broadening of the peak). Whereas the transition ele-
ment between the (momentarily) localized states dictates
the location of DDP, the width is instead determined by
the broadening function characterizing the energetically
allowed transition. As indicated by the black dashed line
in the lower panel of Fig. 4, the widths of the DDP be-
have roughly as ℏ∆ωp ∼ kBT that is interestingly more
accurate in the case of the dynamical potential land-
scape. The quantum-acoustical DDP is thus intimately
connected to the ambiguous Planckian timescale ℏ/kBT
that underpins the linear-in-temperature resistivity ex-
hibited by numerous families of bad and strange metals
(for comparison, see Ref. [75]). In addition, this observed
correlation between the width of the DDP and Planck-
ian behavior supports the prospect of the near-universal
transport by transient dynamics reported in Ref. [47, 58].

In the quantum-acoustic DDP scheme, there are no
extrinsic sources, such as defects or impurities, which
could also generate or enhance a shift in optical con-
ductivity (see, e.g., Refs. [79–81]). In other words, the
disorder at the origin of our DDP is self-generated, aris-
ing from the existence of thermally fluctuating lattice de-
grees of freedom that significantly affect the charge car-
rier dynamics. In particular, our DDP gives a unique
temperature-dependent fingerprint, clearly distinguish-
ing it from an impurity-induced DDP. The general trend
of a DDP seen in Fig. 3 qualitatively agrees with ex-
perimental observations [82], also supporting the scal-
ing behavior of the quantum-acoustical DDP illustrated
in Fig. 4. [83] Noteworthy, the transient dynamics driv-
ing the birth of an acoustical DPP resides within a dy-
namical regime of nonperturbative and coherent electron-
lattice motion, thus lying outside the reach of the con-
ventional perturbative or Boltzmann transport methods
(see Ref. [47]). In fact, many bad and strange metals
are on the verge of a transient localization and/or have
strong electron-phonon coupling [1, 46].

Moreover, alongside the DDP formation and Planck-
ian resistivity, the deformation potential perspective of-
fers a natural pathway for charge carriers in strange
metals to cross the MIR bound with impunity at high
temperatures [13, 14], as already asserted in Ref. [47].
We explicitly demonstrated the violation of MIR limit
with quantum acoustics in another paper [58]. Our ap-
proach also carries the potential to enlighten the per-
plexing phenomenon of pseudogaps [4–8] and charge
density waves [9–12]. In particular, we see that when
electron motion strongly couples and synchronizes with
low-energy lattice vibration modes, it creates a favor-
able environment for incommensurate charge density or-
der. Likewise, a similar resonance promoted by the defor-
mation potential could result in temperature-dependent
pseudogaps, i.e., a substantial suppression in the den-
sity of the low-energy excitations, which eventually melt
away leaving the pseudogap phase regime. We aim to
study these considerations in future research.
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In conclusion, we have introduced the phenomenon
of quantum-acoustical Drude peak displacement, which
involves the temperature-dependent shift and broaden-
ing of the optical conductivity peak to finite frequencies,
demonstrated here for three archetypal strange metals.
Overall, the coherent state picture of lattice vibrations,
which has always been at one’s disposal but not utilized,
provides a fresh perspective on the investigation of the
mysteries of bad and strange metals. The manifested
shift in perspective simply comes from the coherent state
limit of quantum acoustics.
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Appendix A: Deformation potential

Here we provide a brief overview of the coherent state
formalism and the origin of the deformation potential; for
a comprehensive discussion about the topic, see Ref. [47].

In general, a lattice deformation is treated in terms of
a quantum longitudinal displacement field û(r, t). The
longitudinal displacement of an atom at a position r from
its equilibrium position is

û(r, t) = −i
∑
q

q̂

√
ℏ

2ρVωq

×
(
aqe

−iωqt − a†−qe
iωqt

)
eiq·r,

where q is wave vector of a normal mode, ωq is phonon
frequency, ρ is mass density of the lattice, V is volume
(area in 2D), and t is time. We omit writing the polariza-
tion vector and phonon branch indices in the subscripts
since we will only deal with the longitudinal acoustic
modes of the lattice vibrations, the main scattering mech-
anism for the charge carriers. Subsequently, we define the
deformation potential as the first-order correction in the
expansion of band energy due to atomic displacements in
the following way

V̂D(r, t) =Ed∇ · û(r, t)

=

|q|≤qD∑
q

Ed

√
ℏ

2ρVωq
|q|(aq + a†−q)e

iq·r

=

|q|≤qD∑
q

gq(aq + a†−q)e
iq·r,

where the deformation potential constant Ed charac-
terizes the coupling between electrons and the lattice,
and the mode summation is restricted by the Debye
wavenumber qD. For convenience, we convert the ma-
terial constant into the mode-depend co-factor of

gq = Ed

√
ℏ

2ρVωq
|q| = Ed

√
2ℏ|q|
ρVvs

,

where the latter form is achieved by assuming the linear
dispersion ωq = vs|q|, coupling given by the speed of
sound vs. Thus, the electron-phonon interaction term
corresponds to the Fröhlich Hamiltonian in the main text.
The next ingredient we introduce is the coherent state

picture. Within this framework, each normal mode of
lattice vibration with a wave vector q is associated with
a coherent state |αq⟩. By employing the independence of
normal modes, entire lattice vibrations can be expressed
as the product state of the coherent states |αq⟩ as a single
multimode coherent state of

|α⟩ =
∏
q

|αq⟩,

whose expectation value defines the deformation poten-
tial

VD(r, t) = ⟨α|V̂D(r, t)|α⟩

=

|q|≤qD∑
q

gq(αqe
−iωqt + α∗

−qe
iωqt)eiq·r.

This quasi-classical field of lattice vibrations corresponds
to the deformation potential presented in the main text
by considering a thermal coherent state

αq =
√
⟨nq⟩th exp(iφq),

where
√
⟨nq⟩th = |αq| is the thermal amplitude given

by the Bose-Einstein distribution and φq = arg(αq) is
the random phase of the coherent state determining the
initial conditions.
The deformation potential in itself is a curious math-

ematical object. First, it is homogeneously random in
space and in time, meaning the probability distribution
of deformation potential is independent on a position r
or time t given that the phases φq are random variables.
Thus, each reasonably large spatiotemporal section of the
potential is statistically indistinguishable from another.
Second, although the deformation potential averages to
zero, its root-mean-square identifies the strength of lat-
tice disorder, growing in temperature as

V 2
rms =

2E2
dℏ

πρvs

∫ qD

0

q2dq

eℏvsq/kBT − 1
.

In particular, we employ the expression above to analyze
the evolution of the peak location of a displaced Drude
peak as a function of temperature.
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Regarding electron dynamics, we focus on the quan-
tum dynamics of an electron under the following time-
dependent Hamiltonian:

H0 =
|p|2

2m
+ VD(r, t),

wherem is the effective (band) mass of the electron. This
effective Hamiltonian is the electron part of the consid-
ered Fröhlich Hamiltonian described within the effective
mass approximation.

A comparison of electrons lying in the neighborhood of
the Fermi energy with the strength of the deformation po-
tential determines whether the scattering can be treated
perturbatively or not [58]. Furthermore, quantum co-
herence of electrons is important in scattering when the
wavelength of the Fermi wavelength λF is not much less
than twice the lattice constant a. It should be empha-
sized that the term “coherence” is employed here to de-
scribe the spatial phase coherence of the electronic wave-
function, and should not be conflated with the “coherent-
versus-incoherent-metals” nomenclature, which pertains
to the breakdown of the quasi-particle paradigm. In sum-
mary, dynamics is coarsely classified as

EF

Vrms
=

{
Ē ≫ 1 → Perturbative

Ē ∼ 1 or Ē ≪ 1 → Nonperturbative,

and

λF

2a
=

{
λ̄ ≪ 1 → Incoherent

λ̄ ∼ 1 or λ̄ > 1 → Coherent.

Appendix B: Material parameters

Table I contains the relevant material parameters for
determining the optical conductivity within the defor-
mation potential scheme. The strange metals in the Ta-
ble below possess two characteristic attributes: relatively
high deformation potential constant and low Fermi en-
ergy compared to normal metals. However, we want to
point out the robustness of the results reported in the
main text against the reasonable range of material pa-
rameters, in a similar manner as analyzed in Ref. [? ]. In
other words, reasonable deviations from the given values
do not change the qualitative conclusions of the work.

Appendix C: Optical conductivity

Here we discuss the linear response theory behind our
optical conductivity results. In general, the (complex)
conductivity tensor σ relates the current density jx(t)
to the applied electric field Re[Ex exp(iωt)]. Within the
Kubo formalism, if the system is in thermal equilibrium

LSCO Bi2212 Sr3Ru2O7

n [1027 m−3] 7.8 6.8 0.5

m∗ [(me)] 9.8 8.4 6.8

vs [m/s] 6000 2460 5850

Ed [eV] 20 10 20

ρ [10−6 kg/m2] 3.6 5.2 8.9

EF [eV] 0.12 0.15 0.03

a [Å] 3.8 5.4 3.9

TD [K] 427 123 406

TABLE I. Material parameters that are used for three differ-
ent strange metals.

with a heat reservoir with temperature T , the conductiv-
ity tensor for non-interacting particles is

σ(ω) = lim
η→0+

V
ℏω

∫ ∞

0

dt
〈
[ĵx(t), ĵx(0)]

〉
ei(ω+iη)t +

ie2n

mω
,

V is the volume of the system, m is the effective mass of
the electron, n represents the number density of electrons
and ⟨· · · ⟩ refers to the averaging over equilibrium thermal
ensemble. We also include an infinitesimal increment iη
to ensure that the integrand vanishes exponentially as
t → ∞, and thus the integral is well-defined.

1. Frozen approximation (Adiabatic limit)

In the regime of ω ≫ ωD, the time scale of the perturb-
ing electric field on the system is much smaller than the
timescale describing the motion of lattice. Therefore, a
good, first approximation would be to assume that lattice
is motionless. In fact, this frozen lattice approximation
relates to the adiabatic approximation which is basically
omitting the dynamics of the slow degrees of freedom
when considering the fast degrees of motion.
When we freeze the deformation potential, we first

solve the electronic states |n⟩ and corresponding energies
εn determined by the equation(

p2

2m∗ + VD(r)

)
|n⟩ = εn|n⟩.

Then, by utilizing this eigenbasis, the Kubo formula for
the optical conductivity takes the form of

σ(ω) = −2Re

[
lim

η→0+

e2ℏ
V

∑
n,m

f(εn)− f(εm)

εn − εm
×

|⟨n|v̂x|m⟩|2

(ℏω + εn − εm)2 + η2
η

]
,
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where the factor of two represents the spin degree of free-
dom.

The artifact parameter η should be theoretically in-
finitely small, but in practice, we choose the parame-
ter η to be small enough not to impact the results. In
Fig. 5, we demonstrate that this parameter has an effect
of smoothing the optical conductivity fluctuations which
are more eminent. Nonetheless, the general behavior sur-
vives even under a poor choice of the parameter η where
it is larger than the average energy spacing between in-
dividual eigenenergies.

In our simulations, the value of η is first assumed to
roughly be the order of the energy gap between adjacent
energy levels, thus guaranteeing that the fluctuations of
the optical conductivity will not be too large. Second, we
demand that the broadening of energy levels caused by
η is smaller than the thermal smearing (∼ kBT ) arising
from the Fermi function in the Kubo formula above. Sub-
sequently, the effect of a finite parameter η is negligible
in the present optical conductivity results.

2. Dynamical field (Diabatic limit)

On the other hand, when ω ≲ ωD, the frozen potential
approximation is not valid. However, we can still de-
termine the optical conductivity by employing the Kubo

formalism in the following manner,

σ(ω) = −2Re

[
lim

η→0+

e2

V
∑
n,m

f(εn)− f(εm)

εn − εm
×

∫ ∞

0

dt ⟨n|v̂x(t)|m⟩⟨m|v̂x|n⟩ei(ω+iη)t

]
,

where v̂x(t) is the velocity operator in the Heisenberg
picture, and all the eigenstates and eigenvalues are taken
to be that of the initial condition. This dynamical for-
mulation reduces to the Kubo formula above when the
deformation potential is treated as static, but it is also
well-defined for dynamical deformation potential.
In the Kubo formula above, the time integration is nu-

merically carried out up to a finite time T that is decided
by η. In practice, we first choose the parameter η with
the same criteria as in the frozen potential case, and then
the maximum propagation time is set by ηT ≥ 5. We es-
timate the integration error to be

∆(T ) =

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

0

dtf(t)ei(ω+iη)t −
∫ T

0

dtf(t)ei(ω+iη)t

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ MT

exp (ηT )− 1
,

where f(t) is the velocity autocorrelation and M is a
constant. This truncation causes an error in an slack of
ℏ/T in the vicinity of the d.c. conductivity σ(0), but the
condition of ηT ≥ 5 ensures that the computed optical
conductivity is numerically robust.
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