
Self-Consistent Random Phase Approximation from Projective Truncation

Approximation Formalism

Yue-Hong Wu,1, 2 Xinguo Ren,3, ∗ and Ning-Hua Tong1, 2, †

1School of Physics, Renmin University of China, 100872 Beijing, China
2Key Laboratory of Quantum State Construction and Manipulation (Ministry of Education),

Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China
3Institute of Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China

(Dated: December 3, 2025)

We derive the self-consistent random phase approximations (sc-RPA) from the projective trunca-
tion approximation (PTA) for the equation of motion of two-time Green’s function. The obtained
sc-RPA applies to arbitrary temperature and recovers the Rowe’s formalism at zero temperature.
The PTA formalism not only rationalize Rowe’s formula, but also provides a general framework
to extend sc-RPA. We implement the sc-RPA calculation for the one-dimensional spinless fermion
model in the parameter regime of disordered ground state, with the N-representability constraints
enforced. The obtained ground state energy, correlation function, and density spectral function
agree well with existing results. The features of the Luttinger liquid ground state and the contin-
uum/bound state in the spectral function are well captured. We discuss several issues concerning
the approximations made in RPAs, difficulties of RPA for symmetric state, and the static component
problem of PTA.

I. INTRODUCTION

Random phase approximation (RPA), as a theoret-
ical method for studying properties of excited as well
as ground state of correlated fermion systems, is widely
used in solids state physics, nuclear physics, and quan-
tum chemistry. Since its first appearance [1], RPA (in
a variety of forms) has been derived in different ways,
such as the the equation of motion (EOM) formalism
of Rowe [2], the summation of bubble diagrams in the
response function [3], time-dependent Hartree approxi-
mation [4], and the functional derivation method [5, 6].
These approaches differ not only in the form of the re-
sulting equations, but also in the aspects such as applica-
bility in zero temperature/finite temperature, canonical
ensemble/grand canonical ensemble, and the extendibil-
ity to higher order correlations. Among them, Rowe’s
EOM formalism of RPA [2] has the advantage that exci-
tation energies and the ground state properties can be ob-
tained directly by solving a generalized eigenvalue prob-
lem. Higher order correlations are also easy to include.
It is therefore widely used in nuclear study and quantum
chemistry calculation. For comparable studies of RPA
and its variants, see Refs.[7, 8].
It is worthwhile to mention that, in the field of compu-

tational chemistry and materials science, RPA has been
developed into a powerful first-principles method for real
molecules and materials [9–13]. In this context, RPA
was formulated as a fifth-rung exchange-correlation func-
tional [13, 14] of density functional theory [15] via the
framework of adiabatic connection fluctuation dissipation
theorem [16, 17]. Compared to the local and semilocal
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approximations of the XC functional, RPA can capture
non-local electron correlations, allowing for the descrip-
tion of, e.g., van der Waals interactions [18, 19]. In ad-
dition, it has been shown [20] that RPA is intimately
connected to coupled cluster theory [21], a hierarchical
series of methods that reaches the gold standard of main-
group chemistry. While originating from the same basic
concept, the actual formulation and practical aspects of
RPA for first-principles calculations and for solving cor-
related lattice models are rather different. Exploring the
links and differences of RPA used in these two context,
especially regarding self-consistent RPA formalism, is a
highly interesting subject. For this purpose, a general
and extendable formalism of RPA is always desirable.

In this work, we derive a self-consistent version of RPA
from the projective truncation approximation (PTA)
[22]. PTA is similar in spirit to Rowe’s EOM method but
differs in some important aspects. In PTA, the chains of
EOM for the two-time Green’s functions (GFs) are trun-
cated by the operator projection method developed by
Zwanzig [23], Mori [24, 25], Tserkovnikov [26, 27], etc. in
1960s. In the form developed by Fan and Tong [22], PTA
has been shown to be a systematic, well-controlled, and
practical method for studying quantum [28, 29] as well as
classical [30, 31] many-body systems. Our previous work
on PTA focused on the single-particle GFs [22, 32]. We
now apply PTA to two-particle GFs and this naturally
leads to the self-consistent RPA (sc-RPA). This new for-
malism differs from that of Rowe’s EOM approach [2] in
the following key aspects. While Rowe’s EOM formal-
ism mainly targets the zero temperature properties, our
PTA-based RPA can produce both the static and dynam-
ical spectral functions at arbitrary temperatures. More-
over, the operator projection is explicitly introduced in
our formalism. It not only rationalizes Rowe’s approach,
but also provides a flexible framework to systematically
extend RPA to higher order correlations.
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We also make a thorough comparison of the present
formalism with previous EOM-based RPA. For the num-
ber operator method for calculating density matrix, we
refer mainly to the work of Rowe [33]. For the sc-RPA
scheme, we refer to the work of Schuck’s group [34]. For
the more detailed formula for higher order correlation
at T = 0, we refer to the work of Catara [35]. For
demonstration purposes, we apply our sc-RPA to the one-
dimensional interacting spinless fermion models. The re-
sults for ground state energy, occupation of fermions in
momentum space, correlation function, and the spectral
function are compared with the results from exact daigo-
nalization, Bethe Ansatz and bosonization. Good agree-
ment is achieved in the weak to intermediate interaction
regime. Some key features of the Luttinger liquid ground
state and excitations are captured in the large size limit,
showing the importance of the self-consistent calculation
in describing the correlation effect.
The plan of this paper is as follows. We follow a

general-to-specific way so that it is easier to clarify what
approximations are introduced at each stage. In Sec.II,
we first present the general PTA for the EOM of bosonic
GF. In Sec.III, we choose a special set of operators as our
basis, namely the set of one-body density operators of the
form a†αaβ . Here, a

†
α and aβ are creation and annihilation

operators of fermions on the single-particle orbitals α and
β, respectively (1 ≤ α 6= β ≤ L, L being the number of
single-particle orbitals). This will lead to the formula of
the general sc-RPA. We discuss the self-consistent calcu-
lation of one- and two-body density matrices at arbitrary
temperature in this framework. Comparison with Rowe’s
formalism is made. In Sec.IV, further reduction of ba-
sis and approximations of the full theory are discussed.
To demonstrate the implementation and effect, in Sec.V,
we apply the sc-RPA to one-dimensional spinless fermion
model, present the computation details, benchmark the
results with exact ones, and draw conclusion of the study.
Finally, in Sec.VI, we give a summary and discussion.

II. EOM OF RETARDED GF AND PTA

In this section, we present the EOM of Bosonic re-
tarded GF and the PTA formalism quite generally. The
counterpart for Fermionic retarded GF has been pre-
sented in Ref.[22].

A. EOM of Bosonic Retarded GF

Suppose we have a Hamiltonian H . We want to calcu-
late the following Boson-type GF (also called commuta-
tor GF) of two arbitrary operators A and B,

Gr[A(t)|B(t′)] ≡ 1

i
θ(t− t′)〈[A(t), B(t′)]〉. (1)

Here, A(t) = eiHtAe−iHt is the Heisenberg operator and
the same for B(t′). θ(t − t′) is the step function. 〈...〉

denotes the average on the thermal equilibrium state of
the Hamiltonian H at temperature T . [X,Y ] = XY −
Y X is the commutator of X and Y . We have adopted
the unit ~ = kB = 1.
The Fourier transformation of Gr[A(t)|B(t′)] is de-

noted as Gr(A|B)ω ,

Gr(A|B)ω =

∫ ∞

−∞

Gr[A(t)|B(t′)]ei(ω+iη)(t−t′)d(t− t′).

(2)
Here η = 0+ is an infinitesimal positive number. In terms
of Zubarev GF, the EOM reads

ωG(A|B)ω = 〈[A,B]〉+G([A,H ]|B)ω

= 〈[A,B]〉 −G(A|[B,H ])ω . (3)

The two equations are obtained by taking derivative of t
and t′ for Gr[A(t)|B(t′)], respectively. Their equivalence
is a consequence of the time-translation invariance of the
equilibrium state. Once G(A|B)ω is obtained, one can
calculate the average 〈BA〉 from the spectral theorem,

〈BA〉 =
∫ ∞

−∞

dω
1

eβω − 1
ρA,B(ω) + 〈B0A0〉. (4)

Here, the spectral function ρA,B(ω) is defined as

ρA,B(ω) =
i

2π
[G(A|B)ω+iη −G(A|B)ω−iη ] . (5)

The operator A0 and B0 are the static components of the
operators A and B, respectively. Note that any operator
X can be written as a sum of its static component X0

and the dynamic one Xd,

X = X0 +Xd,

X0 =
∑

n,m(En=Em)

〈n|X |m〉 |n〉〈m|,

Xd =
∑

n,m(En 6=Em)

〈n|X |m〉 |n〉〈m|. (6)

Here, |m〉 and Em are H ’s eigenstate and eigenenergy,
respectively. The static component fulfills [X0, H ] = 0.
For a given X , X0 and Xd are in general unknown. In
some cases, X0 = 0 for symmetry reasons.
From the definition, we obtain, for the Bosonic GF and

spectral function, G(A|B)ω = G(Ad|Bd)ω and ρA,B(ω) =
ρAd,Bd

(ω). The proof of Eqs.(4) and (5) and some prop-
erties of the static component A0 of an operator A are
given in Appendix A. Eq.(4) shows that only 〈BdAd〉 =
〈BA〉−〈B0A0〉 can be calculated directly from the above
bosonic GF via the spectral theorem. The static compo-
nent contribution 〈B0A0〉 has to be calculated from other
considerations.
It should be noted that for general cases, Eq.(4) applies

only to the grand canonical ensemble. For the special
case where [H, N̂ ] = [A, N̂ ] = [B, N̂ ] = 0, Eq.(4) applies

also to the canonical ensemble. Here N̂ is the total elec-
tron number operator. This is proved in Appendix B.
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To derive the sc-RPA, we use the basis operator {a†αaβ}
that commute with N̂ . So the basic sc-RPA equations
derived in this paper apply both to the canonical ensem-
ble and to the grand canonical ensemble. However, in
the self-consistent calculation of the single-particle and
two-particle density matrices in PTA, people sometimes
introduce additional approximations which may be ap-
plicable either to the canonical ensemble (such as Rowe’s
number operator method) or to the grand canonical en-
semble (such as the EOM for GF defined for aαaβ type
operators). In those situations, care make be taken to the
applicability of the whole theory to certain ensembles.

B. Projective Truncation Approximation

The PTA formalism is based on approximately solv-
ing the GF through truncating the EOM, and on the
self-consistent calculation of averages using the spectral
theorem. The truncation of EOM is done by projection
method [22, 30].
For a given problem, we first choose a set of operators

{A1, A2, ..., AD} as our basis. D is the number of basis
operators. These operators should be the most relevant
excitation operators to the problem that we are consid-
ering. In practice, due to the lack of the exact knowledge
about the studied system and the limitation of compu-
tational cost, we usually select certain convenient and
simple basis operators. These operators should also be
linearly independent. In case that they are linearly de-
pendent, we need additional steps in PTA to remove the
redundant basis.
We write down the EOM for the GF G(Ai|A†

j)ω as

ωG(Ai|A†
j)ω = 〈[Ai, A

†
j ]〉+G([Ai, H ]|A†

j)ω. (7)

We approximate the operator [Ai, H ] as

[Ai, H ] ≈
∑

k

Mki(Ak)d. (8)

The right-hand side of the above equation only involves
the dynamic component since [Ai, H ]0 = 0. The coeffi-
cients Mki are determined by projection. We define an
inner product between two operators X and Y as

(X |Y ) = 〈
[

X†, Y
]

〉. (9)

Here the average 〈...〉 is defined on the equilibrium state
of H at temperature T . For this inner product, we have
(X |Y0) = (X0|Y ) = (X0|Y0) = 0 for arbitrary operators
X and Y .
Note that the definition of inner product (X |Y ) is not

unique. The anti-commutator or Mori’s definition are the
frequently used ones [24]. The commutator inner product
of Eq.(9) is formally compatible with the Boson-type GF
used in this work. It does not meet the mathematical
requirement (X |X) > 0 (for any X 6= 0) for an inner
product. This does not invalidate the whole formalism

of RPA, but does damage the applicability of RPA in the
high symmetry phase. See the discussion in the end of
this paper.
Projecting Eq.(8) to Aj and defining the inner product

matrix I and the Liouville matrix L as

Iij ≡ (Ai|Aj),

Lij ≡ (Ai|[Aj , H ]), (10)

we obtain

L ≈ IM. (11)

Here we have used (X |Y ) = (X |Yd). For a nonsingular
matrix I, we get M = I−1L. Using Eqs.(7) and (8), the
GF matrix is formally solved as

G
(

~A| ~A†
)

ω
≈ −

[

ω1−MT
]−1

IT. (12)

In the above equation, the vector ~A is the column vector
~A = (A1, A2, ..., AD)T .
Note that the inner product matrix I and the Liou-

ville matrix L are both hermitian matrices. L is negative
semi-definite, as proved in Appendix C. In general, I is
neither positive nor negative semi-definite. In case that
I is nonsingular, M = I−1L should have real eigenval-
ues only, since these eigenvalues are the poles of GF in
Eq.(12).
Applying the projective truncation to the right-hand

side EOM ωG(Ai|A†
j)ω = 〈[Ai, A

†
j ]〉−G(Ai|[A†

j , H ])ω, we
can get a similar equation

G
(

~A| ~A†
)

ω
≈ −IT [ω1−M∗]−1 . (13)

One can prove that the equivalence of Eqs.(12) and (13)
amounts to L† = L, which is equivalent to the conserva-

tion relation ∂〈[A†
i , Aj ]〉(t)/∂t = 0 for i, j ∈ [1, D].

Applying the spectral theorem Eqs.(4) and (5) to the

GF matrix G( ~A| ~A†)ω, we obtain

〈A†
jAi〉 =

∫ ∞

−∞

dω
1

eβω − 1
ρAi,A

†
j
(ω) + 〈(Aj)

†
0(Ai)0〉,

(14)
and

ρAi,A
†

j

(ω) =
i

2π

[

G(Ai|A†
j)ω+iη −G(Ai|A†

j)ω−iη

]

. (15)

If I and L are expressible in terms of 〈A†
jAi〉 (i, j =

1, 2, ..., D), and if {〈(Aj)
†
0(Ai)0〉} are known, Eqs.(10)-

(15) form a closed set of equations about the averages

{〈A†
jAi〉}. Solving these equations, one obtains these av-

erages as well as M and G( ~A| ~A†)ω .
One can further analyse the eigen-excitation operator

Oν associated to the excitation energy λν . Suppose we
find a matrix U such that

U−1MU = Λ ≡ diag(λ1, λ2, ..., λD). (16)
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By Eq.(11), this equation can be transformed into the
generalized eigen-value problem

LU = IUΛ. (17)

The approximate eigen-excitation operator is obtained in
terms of U as

Oν ≈
D
∑

i=1

Uiν(Ai)d, (18)

which satisfies

[Oν , H ] ≈ λνOν . (19)

The excitation energies {λν} are the eigenvalue of M

and the poles of GF matrix G( ~A| ~A†)ω. Oν with λν < 0
corresponds to the excitation operator, i.e., it raises the
energy of a state by −λν .
It is easy to prove that (Oν |Oν′) = 0 for λν 6= λν′ .

For degenerate eigen-excitation operators, one can diag-
onalize their inner product sub-matrix to make them or-
thogonal to each other. We then obtain the following
relations using Lehmann representation and the spectral
theorem,

(Oν |Oν′) = (Oν |Oν) δν,ν′ , (20)

ρOν′ ,O
†
ν
(ω) = − (Oν |Oν) δ(ω − λν)δν,ν′ , (21)

〈O†
νOν′〉 = − (Oν |Oν)

eβλν − 1
δν,ν′ . (22)

The normalization of eigen-excitation operators cor-
responds to determining the free factor of each col-
umn of U. By requiring the normalization condition
(Oν |Oν) = ±1 (ν = 1, 2, ..., D) and using Eq.(18), we
obtain the generalized orthonormal condition for U as
U†IU = diag{±1,±1, ...,±1}. Now the eigen excitation
operator Oν has been fixed up to an arbitrary phase fac-
tor eiθν . In summary, by selecting appropriate U, one
can simultaneously diagonalize I, L, and M,

U†IU = diag{±1,±1, ...,±1},
U†LU = diag{l1, l2, ..., lD},
U−1MU = Λ ≡ diag{λ1, λ2, ..., λD}. (23)

With this transformation, the basis operators are trans-
formed into orthonormal eigen-excitation operators {Oν}
and Eqs.(20-22) are simplified.
Using matrices I and M, the averages in Eq.(14) is

expressed as

〈A†
jAi〉 = −

D
∑

k=1

Ijk

[

(

eβM − 1
)−1
]

ki
+ 〈(Aj)

†
0(Ai)0〉.

(24)

In terms of the matrix Cji ≡ 〈A†
jAi〉 and [C0]ji ≡

〈(Aj)
†
0Ai0〉, Eq.(24) is written into a concise form,

C = −I
(

eβM − 1
)−1

+C0, (25)

which forms a closed set of equations with L = L(C) and
I = I(C).
The actual PTA calculation can thus be divided into

two successive steps, the thermodynamic step and the
dynamical step. In the thermodynamic step, one solves
Eq.(25) to obtain M and I. Then, in the dynamical step,
one computes the GFs Eq.(13) and spectral functions
Eq.(15).
In the above derivation, we assume that the inner prod-

uct matrix I is non-singular. If I has zero eigen-values,
the matrix M is not unique. This occurs when the ba-
sis operators are linearly dependent, or certain symme-
try between the basis operators exist. In either case,
one can solve Eq.(17) by using the standard technique of
removing the redundant basis operators. Such method
has been frequently used in the energy band calculations
with non-orthogonal basis. It amounts to removing the
zero-length operators in the I-diagonalized basis, rebuild-
ing the matrix I, L, and M on the remaining operators
of finite length, and carrying out PTA on the reduced
operator subspace. Our application of this method in
the study of classical one-dimensional φ4 lattice model
shows that this technique can substantially stabilize the
self-consistent calculation [31].

III. RPA ON THE BASIS {a†
αaβ} (α 6= β)

The above PTA formalism is quite general. Below,
we will take a special operator basis, {a†αaβ} (α 6= β).
We will show that under this basis, the PTA produces
sc-RPA.

A. Formalism on Arbitrary Orbitals

Suppose we define the fermionic single particle creation
operators {a†α} and the annihilation operators {aα} on a
set of given orthonormal single-particle orbitals {|φα〉}.
Here α = 1, 2, ..., L includes all the single particle indices
such as spin, orbital, momentum, etc. a†α and aα obey the

usual anti-commutator relations {aα, a†β} = δα,β. The

Hamiltonian that we are studying H [{a†α, aα}] is written
in terms of these operators. For the moment, we do not
need to specify these orbitals since the formalism devel-
oped in this subsection applies for general orbitals.
We now assign the orbitals {α} an order such that the

single particle occupation number nα ≡ 〈a†αaα〉 decreases
with increasing α. That is, nα ≥ nβ for α < β. The most
general basis considered in this work is B1 ≡ {a†αaβ} (α 6=
β). In case that there are occupation degeneracies, the
operators a†αaβ (α 6= β) with nα = nβ will be discarded
from the basis. The dimension of the basis is D = L2 −
∑

i d
2
i , where di is the number of orbitals with the same

occupation ni. In this work, we only consider di = 1
case, i.e., the case with no occupancy degeneracy. The
dimension of the basis set is D = L(L− 1).
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We denote Ai = a†αaβ and Bi = a†βaα = A†
i (α >

β). Below we use i to represent a pair of Greek in-
dex i = (α > β). The basis operators are ordered
as B1 = {A1, A2, ..., AD/2, B1, B2, ..., BD/2}. Sometimes,
for symmetry reasons, {Ai} and {Bi} belong to two sub-
sets (see the formula for the spinless fermion model be-
low). For the moment, we will consider the most general
situation. With this sequence of basis operators, the in-
ner product matrix I and Liouville matrix L become 2×2
block matrices,

I =

(

I11 I12
I21 I22

)

, (26)

and

L =

(

L11 L12

L21 L22

)

. (27)

Denoting i = (α > β) and j = (α′ > β′), straightforward
calculation gives

(I11)ij ≡ (Ai|Aj) = δαα′〈a†βaβ′〉 − δββ′〈a†α′aα〉, (28)
(I12)ij ≡ (Ai|Bj) = δαβ′〈a†βaα′〉 − δβα′〈a†β′aα〉. (29)

Here i, j = 1, 2, ..., D/2. Due to the Hermiticity of I, I
has the following structure

I =

(

I11 I12
−I∗12 −I∗11

)

, (30)

with additional constraints I†11 = I11 and IT12 = −I12. I

has both positive and negative eigenvalues.
Similarly, one can prove without explicitly writing

down the expression of L that

L =

(

L11 L12

L∗
12 L∗

11

)

. (31)

Here, (L11)ij = (Ai|[Aj , H ]) and (L12)ij = (Ai|[Bj , H ]).

There are additional constraints L†
11 = L11 and LT

12 =
L12. Explicit expression for (L11)ij and (L12)ij will be
given in Sec.III.C after the Hamiltonian H is specified.
The above structure of I and L can be summarized as
JIJ = −I∗ and JLJ = L∗, with

J =

(

0 1

1 0

)

. (32)

In the generalized eigen-value problem Eq.(17), em-
ploying the structure Eqs.(30) and (31), we can require
that U and Λ fulfil similar structure, i.e., JUJ = U∗ and
JΛJ = −Λ∗. We therefore can write

U =

(

U11 U12

U∗
12 U∗

11

)

, (33)

and

Λ =

(

Λ11 0

0 −Λ∗
11

)

, (34)

Since Λ11 is real, the eigenvalues of M appear in plus-
minus pairs. To be consistent with Rowe’s formalism,
below we assign (Λ11)νν ≡ λ1ν < 0 and (Λ22)νν ≡ λ2ν =
−λ1ν > 0. This means that O1ν operator is the excitation
operator of the energy spectrum. At zero temperature,
it corresponds to the operator Q†

ν of Rowe. That is, it
fulfils O1ν |0〉 ≈ |ν〉, where |0〉 and |ν〉 are the ground
state and the excited state of H , respectively..
With the above form of U matrix, Eq.(18) becomes

O1ν =

D/2
∑

i=1

[(U11)iν (Ai)d + (U∗
12)iν(Bi)d] ,

O2ν =

D/2
∑

i=1

[(U12)iν (Ai)d + (U∗
11)iν(Bi)d] = O†

1ν ,

(35)

with 1 ≤ ν ≤ D/2. They fulfil [O1ν , H ] ≈ λ1νO1ν and
[O2ν , H ] ≈ λ2νO2ν , with λ2ν = −λ1ν .
These eigen-excitation operators are naturally orthog-

onal. Further requiring that they are normalized, i.e.,

(O1ν |O1ν′) = δν,ν′ ,

(O2ν |O2ν′) = −δνν′ ,

(O1ν |O2ν′) = 0, (36)

we obtain the average values for 〈O†
1νO1ν〉 and 〈O†

2νO2ν〉
(1 ≤ ν ≤ D/2) from Eq.(22) as

〈O†
1νO1ν′〉 ≈ −1

eβλ1ν − 1
δνν′ , (37)

〈O†
2νO2ν′〉 ≈ 1

e−βλ1ν − 1
δνν′ , (38)

〈O†
1νO2ν′〉 = 〈O†

2νO1ν′〉 ≈ 0. (39)

At T = 0, these equations recover the corresponding ones
of Rowe [2]. Similarly, the spectral function of eigen-
excitation operator is obtained from Eq.(21) as

ρO1ν ,O
†

1ν′
(ω) ≈ −δνν′δ(ω − λ1ν), (40)

ρO2ν ,O
†

2ν′
(ω) ≈ δνν′δ(ω + λ1ν), (41)

ρO1ν ,O
†

2ν′
(ω) = ρO2ν ,O

†

1ν′
(ω) ≈ 0. (42)

These equations shows that the statistical and dynami-
cal properties of the eigen-operators O1ν (O2ν) are simi-
lar to those of a canonical boson operator a†ν (aν), with
occupation energy −λ1ν . This is the foundation of the
frequently used quasi-boson approximation in the Rowe
formalism.
The orthonormalization of O1ν and O2ν Eq.(36) im-

plies that U has the general orthonormal properties. In-
serting Eq.(35) into Eq.(36) and employing the structures
of U and I, we obtain the constraints to U matrix as

U†IU =

(

1 0

0 −1

)

. (43)
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Note that Eq.(43) is different from the generalized or-
thonormal relation U†IU = 1 for the generalized eigen-
value problem LU = IUΛ with a positive-definite inner
product matrix I. The latter appears in the PTA for
Fermionic type basis [22].
The inverse of U reads

U−1 =

(

1 0

0 −1

)

U†I

=

(

U †
11I11 − UT

12I
∗
12 U †

11I12 − UT
12I

∗
11

UT
11I

∗
12 − U †

12I11 UT
11I

∗
11 − U †

12I12

)

. (44)

The closure relation of O1ν and O2ν is obtained by left-
multiplying U to both sides of Eq.(44). We obtain

(

U11U
†
11 − U12U

†
12

)

I11 −
(

U11U
T
12 − U12U

T
11

)

I∗12 = 1,
(

U11U
†
11 − U12U

†
12

)

I12 −
(

U11U
T
12 − U12U

T
11

)

I∗11 = 0.

(45)

Using JU−1J = (U−1)∗, we express the dynamical com-
ponent of the basis operators in terms of the eigen-
excitation operators as

(Ai)d =

D/2
∑

ν=1

{

[(U−1)11]νiO1ν + [(U−1)∗12]νiO2ν

}

,

(Bi)d =

D/2
∑

ν=1

{

[(U−1)12]νiO1ν + [(U−1)∗11]νiO2ν

}

.

(46)

The spectral functions of GF matrix G(Ai|A†
j) is then

obtained from the above expression and Eqs.(40)-(42) as

ρAi,A
†
j

(ω) = ρ(Ai)d,(Aj)
†

d

(ω)

≈ −
D/2
∑

ν=1

[(U−1)11]νi[(U
−1)11]

∗
νjδ(ω − λ1ν)

+

D/2
∑

ν=1

[(U−1)12]
∗
νi[(U

−1)12]νjδ(ω + λ1ν), (47)

and

ρAi,B
†
j
(ω) = ρ(Ai)d,(Bj)

†

d

(ω)

≈ −
D/2
∑

ν=1

[(U−1)11]νi[(U
−1)12]

∗
νjδ(ω − λ1ν)

+

D/2
∑

ν=1

[(U−1)12]
∗
νi[(U

−1)11]νjδ(ω + λ1ν). (48)

The other spectral functions are related to the above
two by ρBi,B

†
j
(ω) = −ρ∗

Ai,A
†

j

(−ω) and ρBi,A
†
j
(ω) =

−ρ∗
Ai,B

†
j

(−ω). These spectral functions are related to

the experimental observables such as dielectric functions,
dynamical magnetic susceptibilities, optical conductivity,
optical absorption, etc., depending on the choice of op-
erators.
The averages of the type 〈(Ai)

†
d(Aj)d〉 can be obtained

from Eq.(47) as

〈(Ai)
†
d(Aj)d〉

≈ −
D/2
∑

ν=1

[(U−1)11]
∗
νi[(U

−1)11]νj
1

eβλ1ν − 1

+

D/2
∑

ν=1

[(U−1)12]νi[(U
−1)12]

∗
νj

1

e−βλ1ν − 1
. (49)

〈(Bj)
†
d(Ai)d〉, 〈(Bj)

†
d(Bi)d〉, and 〈(Aj)

†
d(Bi)d〉 can be

written down similarly.
Now we consider how to self-consistently determine

the matrix I and L. For a Hamiltonian with one-body
term and two-body interaction, the matrix elements of
I and L contain the averages of the type 〈a†αaβ〉 and
〈a†αaβa†γaδ〉, that is, the one- and two-particle density
matrices. In the self-consistent version of RPA, these
quantities are to be calculated self-consistently from the
GFs and spectral theorem. However, there is one prob-
lem to be solved in this process. The spectral theo-
rem Eq.(14) or Eq.(49) can only produce the dynami-

cal contribution of the type 〈(Ai)
†
d(Aj)d〉 and the static

contribution 〈(Ai)
†
0(Aj)0〉 cannot be produced. In some

cases, (Ai)0 = 0 due to symmetry reasons (see the one-
dimensional spinless fermion model studied below). But
in general (Ai)0 6= 0.
To solve this problem, the easiest way is to introduce

an approximation: We simply ignore the contribution
from the static component in the spectral theorem, i.e.,

〈(Ai)
†
0(Aj)0〉 ≈ 0 (50)

for all the basis operators in our calculation i, j ∈ [1, D].
In order to minimize the error introduced by this approx-
imation, we will use the natural orbitals to define our
single-particle annihilation and creation operators. The
natural orbital for arbitrary temperature is defined as the
orbitals on which the one-particle density is diagonal,

〈a†αaβ〉 = 〈a†αaα〉δαβ . (51)

On the natural orbitals, we have 〈(Ai)0〉 = 〈Ai〉 = 0.
The approximation Eq.(50) amounts to ignoring the sta-
tistical correlation between the static component of basis
operators. In particular, if the ground state has no de-
generacy, we have (Ai)0|0〉 = 0 for Ai defined on natural
orbitals. Then Eq.(50) becomes exact. In Rowe’s formal-
ism [2], the killing condition Qν |0〉 = 0 and the require-
ment |ν〉 = Q†

ν |0〉 (|0〉 and |ν〉 are the ground state and
excited state, respectively) shows that the same approx-
imation has been used implicitly.
At finite temperature, or at T = 0 with ground state

degeneracy, Eq.(50) is no longer exact. But we expect
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that 〈(Ai)
†
0(Aj)0〉 is smaller on the natural orbitals than

on other orbitals. The sc-RPA equations are also simpli-
fied significantly on natural orbitals. Therefore, in the
discussion below, we will only use natural orbital. The
issue of self-consistent determination of the natural or-
bitals will be discussed in Sec.III.D.

B. Formalism on Natural Orbitals

In this part as well as in the rest of the paper, we will
use the natural orbital in the PTA formalisms. The PTA
formalism developed above will get simplified under the
natural orbital. We will also make contact with Rowe’s
formalism.
In general, the natural orbitals are unknown apriori.

We need to find them by iterative calculations. For a
given set of initial orbitals (usually not the true natural
orbitals), we carry out PTA calculation using the for-
mula presented below, which assumes that the orbitals
are natural orbitals. Then we evaluate the one-particle
density matrix ρ defined as ραβ ≡ 〈a†αaβ〉 (1 ≤ α, β ≤ L).
we diagonalize ρ to produce the orbital on which ρ is di-
agonal. This set of orbitals is closer to the true natu-
ral orbital. We update the orbital and write down the
Hamiltonian on the new orbitals. For this new Hamil-
tonian PTA calculation is carried out again. This goes
on until the orbitals converge. This is why we have to
evaluate off-diagonal densities like 〈a†αaβ〉 (α 6= β) even
if our formalism below assumes that the orbitals are nat-
ural orbitals. Details of the orbital update is given in
Sec.III.D.
Under the natural orbital, some of the equations de-

rived in previous subsections can be simplified. We have
for the inner product matrix I

I =

(

I11 0

0 −I11

)

, (52)

and (I11)ij = (nβ − nα)δij is a real number. Here i and
j are used to denote the ordered pair of orbitals, i.e., i ≡
(α > β) and j ≡ (α′ > β′). We have δij = δαα′δββ′ . nα ≡
〈a†αaα〉 is the average electron occupation of α orbital,
and similarly for nβ. Since we have assumed that nα

decreases with increasing α, I11 has positive diagonal.
The generalized eigen-value problem now has the fol-

lowing form,

(

L11 L12

L∗
12 L∗

11

)(

U11 U12

U∗
12 U∗

11

)

=

(

I11 0

0 −I11

)(

U11 U12

U∗
12 U∗

11

)(

Λ11 0

0 −Λ11

)

.(53)

The generalized orthonormal and closure conditions of U
becomes, respectively,

U †
11I11U11 − UT

12I11U
∗
12 = 1,

U †
11I11U12 − UT

12I11U
∗
11 = 0. (54)

and
(

U11U
†
11 − U12U

†
12

)

I11 = 1,

U11U
T
12 − U12U

T
11 = 0. (55)

U−1 in Eq.(44) is simplified into

U−1 =

(

U †
11I11 −UT

12I11
−U †

12I11 UT
11I11

)

. (56)

Eq.(46) is simplified into

(Ai)d = (I11)ii

D/2
∑

ν=1

[(U11)
∗
iνO1ν − (U12)

∗
iνO2ν ] . (57)

The expression for 〈(Ai)
†
d(Aj)d〉 in Eq.(49) is simplified

in the case of natural orbital into

〈A†
iAj〉 ≈ 〈(Ai)

†
d(Aj)d〉

≈ −(I11)ii(I11)jj

D/2
∑

ν=1

[

(U11)iν(U11)
∗
jν

1

eβλ1ν − 1

]

+(I11)ii(I11)jj

D/2
∑

ν=1

[

(U12)iν(U12)
∗
jν

1

e−βλ1ν − 1

]

.

(58)

The spectral function ρAi,A
†
j
(ω) in Eq.(47) now be-

comes

ρAi,A
†
j
(ω)

= −(I11)ii(I11)jj

D/2
∑

ν=1

[(U11)
∗
iν(U11)jνδ(ω − λ1ν)]

+(I11)ii(I11)jj

D/2
∑

ν=1

[(U12)
∗
iν(U12)jνδ(ω + λ1ν)] .

(59)

Eq.(48) is simplified into

ρAi,B
†
j
(ω)

= (I11)ii(I11)jj

D/2
∑

ν=1

[

(U11)
∗
iν(U12)

∗
jνδ(ω − λ1ν)

]

−(I11)ii(I11)jj

D/2
∑

ν=1

[

(U12)
∗
iν(U11)

∗
jνδ(ω + λ1ν)

]

.

(60)

C. L Matrix

The Hamiltonian of the studied system enters the
whole theory only through the L matrix. In this section,
we will present the expression for L. Following Rowe [2],
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we suppose that the studied system is described by the
following general Hamiltonian with two-body interaction,

H =
∑

νν′

Tνν′a†νaν′ +
1

4

∑

µν

∑

µ′ν′

Vµνµ′ν′a†µa
†
νaν′aµ′ . (61)

For the moment, we assume that the above Hamiltonian
are written on natural orbitals. The orbital update will
be discussed in the next subsection. So we have 〈a†νaν′〉 =
δνν′〈a†νaν〉.
We can assign some constraints for the coefficients Tνν′

and Vµνµ′ν′ . The Hermiticity of H can be guaranteed if
we require

Tνν′ = T ∗
ν′ν ,

Vµνµ′ν′ = V ∗
µ′ν′µν . (62)

We can require the following symmetry to Vµνµ′ν′ due to
the anti-commutating properties of Fermions,

Vµνµ′ν′ = −Vνµµ′ν′ ,

Vµνµ′ν′ = −Vµνν′µ′ . (63)

Below, for simplicity, we will assume that Vµνµ′ν′ is real.
The Liouville matrix L in the form of Eq.(31) can be

expressed in terms of the one- and two-particle density

matrices. Denoting Ai = a†αaβ and Aj = a†α′aβ′ , we have

(L11)ij

= (Ai|[Aj , H ]) = 〈[a†βaα, [a
†
α′aβ′ , H ]]〉

= (δββ′Tαα′ − δαα′Tβ′β)(nα − nβ)

+
1

2
δαα′

∑

νµ′ν′

Vβ′νµ′ν′〈a†βa†νaν′aµ′〉

+
1

2
δββ′

∑

νµ′ν′

Vα′νµ′ν′〈a†αa†νaν′aµ′〉∗

−1

2

∑

µν

[

Vµνβ′α〈a†βa
†
α′aνaµ〉+ Vµνα′β〈a†αa†β′aνaµ〉∗

]

−
∑

νν′

[

Vβν′β′ν〈a†α′a
†
νaν′aα〉+ Vαν′α′ν〈a†β′a

†
νaν′aβ〉∗

]

(64)

Note that the Hermiticity (L11)ij = (L11)
∗
ji should hold.

This is a nontrivial requirement and it is equivalent to

the identity 〈[[A†
i , Aj ], H ]〉 = 0. In the actual calculation,

if additional approximations are introduced to calculate
the averages, this equation may not hold. Therefore, one
needs to enforce the Hermiticity in the calculation by
replacing (L11)ij with

[

(L11)ij + (L11)
∗
ji

]

/2. For (L12)ij ,
we have

(L12)ij

= (Ai|[A†
j , H ]) = 〈[a†βaα, [a

†
β′aα′ , H ]]〉

= (L11)ij(α
′ → β′, β′ → α′). (65)

In the renormalized RPA, one uses the Hatree-Fock
decoupling to reduce the two-particle density matrix into

the product of one-particle densities. The latter is then
calculated self-consistently. In such a scheme, the (L11)ij
is approximated as

(L11)ij

≈ (nα − nβ) [δββ′Tαα′ − δαα′Tβ′β ]

+(nα − nβ)

[

δαα′

(

∑

ν

Vβννβ′nν

)

+ δββ′

(

∑

ν

Vανα′νnν

)]

+Vβα′β′α(nα − nβ)(nα′ − nβ′). (66)

(L12)ij is also given by Eq.(65).

D. Orbital Update

Since the basis B1 = {a†αaβ} (α 6= β) is not invariant
upon the orbital rotation (not containing a†αaα), the re-
sult of PTA on basis B1 will in general depend on the
orbital selection. Usually, the original Hamiltonian is
written down in terms of the creation and annihilation
operators defined on pre-selected orbitals which are not
the natural orbitals.
In Ref. [34], the authors minimized the ground state

energy obtained by RPA with respect to the rotation of
orbitals. The obtained orbitals are assumed to be natu-
ral orbitals. It is not clear whether the minimization of
ground state energy and being natural orbital are com-
patible to each other. In Ref. [35], Catara etc. used the
Kohn-Sham orbitals and assumed that they are natural
orbitals.
Here, we propose to solve the natural orbital iteratively

using PTA. Suppose we have a Hamiltonian H [{aα}],
such as Eq.(61), which is written on certain original or-
bitals. After the RPA calculation, we obtain the one-
particle density matrix ρνν′ = 〈a†νaν′〉. We can diag-
onalize it using a unitary matrix W as W−1ρW =
diag(n1, n2, ..., nL). The annihilation operator ãα for the
new orbital, on which ρ is diagonal, is then expressed in
terms of the original operator aα as

ãα =

L
∑

ν=1

aνWνα. (67)

The inverse transformation reads

aα =

L
∑

ν=1

ãνW
∗
αν . (68)

The Hamiltonian H can now be written in terms of ãα
as

H =
∑

νν′

T̃νν′ ã†ν ãν′ +
1

4

∑

µν

∑

µ′ν′

Ṽµνµ′ν′ ã†µã
†
ν ãν′ ãµ′ , (69)

where the parameters T̃νν′ and Ṽµνµ′ν′ are

T̃νν′ =
∑

αβ

WT
ναTαβW

∗
βν′ , (70)
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and

Ṽµνµ′ν′ =
∑

α1α2

∑

α3α4

WT
µα1

WT
να2

Vα1α2α3α4W
∗
α3µ′W ∗

α4ν′ .

(71)

Note that T̃νν′ and Ṽµνµ′ν′ have the same symmetry as
Eqs.(62) and (63). The updated Hamiltonian Eq.(69) has
the same form as Eq.(61), but with updated orbitals and
operators.
Starting from the original orbital, the orbitals are up-

dated iteratively in the above procedure until the they
converge to the true natural orbital (within RPA). In

this process, the form of the physical quantity Ô({aα})
must also be transformed and its average will converge
as the orbitals convergence.

E. Self-consistent Calculation of I and L

The matrices I and L contain the one-particle density

〈a†αaβ〉 and the two-particle density 〈a†αa†βaγaδ〉. In a
fully self-consistent RPA, they need to be calculated self-
consistently from the GFs via the spectral theorem. The
first problem of the self-consistent calculation is that the

averages 〈(Ai)
†
d(Aj)d〉, 〈(Ai)

†
d(Bj)d〉, 〈(Bi)

†
d(Aj)d〉, and

〈(Bi)
†
d(Bj)d〉 produced by the spectral theorem do not

contain the static contribution. The second problem is
that they may not cover all the averages appearing in
I and L. In particular, the one-particle density 〈a†αaβ〉
is not covered. For the first problem, we have used the

approximation 〈(Ai)
†
0(Aj)0〉 ≈ 0. In this part, we will

address the second problem.
What the spectral theorem directly produces is the ma-

trix C of the form

C =

(

C11 C12

C21 C22

)

. (72)

Here, (C11)ij = 〈(Ai)
†
d(Aj)d〉, (C12)ij = 〈(Ai)

†
d(Bj)d〉,

(C21)ij = 〈(Bi)
†
d(Aj)d〉, and (C22)ij = 〈(Bi)

†
d(Bj)d〉. The

basis of the present formalism is sufficiently large such
that C already contains most of the elements of the two-
particle density matrix. For example, for the operators
with four different subscripts (α, β, γ, δ), we have

〈a†αaβa†γaδ〉 = 〈(a†βaα)†(a†γaδ)〉. (73)

For the operators with three different subscripts (α, β, γ),
we have

〈a†αaβa†γaγ〉 = 〈a†αaβ〉 − 〈(a†γaα)†(a†γaβ)〉. (74)

For the operator with two different subscripts (α, β), we
have

〈a†αaαa†βaβ〉 = 〈a†αaα〉 − 〈(a†βaα)†(a
†
βaα)〉. (75)

Both the above two equations involve one-particle den-
sity, which is not directly produced by the spectral the-

orem. One has to express 〈a†αaβ〉 in terms of 〈A†
iAj〉,

etc.

At this point, we have different methods for calcu-
lating 〈a†αaβ〉. Note that the formalism obtained from
PTA on the basis {a†αaβ} (α 6= β) applies both to the
canonical ensemble and the grand canonical ensemble be-
cause the basis operator a†αaβ commute with N̂ (see Ap-
pendix B). But the additional method for calculating the
one-particle density could apply either to the canonical
ensemble or the grand canonical ensemble, making the
whole self-consistent scheme applicable only to a specific
ensemble.
A frequently used method for calculating 〈a†αaβ〉 is the

number operator method of Rowe, which applies only
to the canonical ensemble. Therefore, it is legitimate to
combine PTA formula with the number operator method
for canonical ensemble calculation. In this paper, we pro-
pose the following exact formula based on number oper-
ator method,

〈a†αaβ〉 =
1

L−N − 1

∑

γ 6=α,β

〈(a†γaα)†(a†γaβ)〉 (α 6= β),

(76)
and

〈a†αaα〉 =
1

L−N

∑

γ 6=α

〈(a†γaα)†(a†γaα)〉. (77)

Here, L is the number of orbitals. N is the number of
electrons of the system. The derivation of these equations
are given in Appendix D.
In the grand canonical ensemble, the number opera-

tor method does not apply. In that case, 〈a†αaβ〉 can be
calculated from an independent PTA calculations on the
basis {aα, a†αaβaγ , ...}, or {aαaβ}. For the latter, PTA
can produce the averages of the type 〈(aαaβ)†(aγaδ)〉,
which are combined with Eq.(74) to produces

〈a†αaβ〉 = 〈(a†γaα)†(a†γaβ)〉+ 〈(aγaα)†(aγaβ)〉. (78)

Here, γ is an arbitrary orbital other than α and β. In
this paper, we mainly focus on the canonical ensemble
and will not present the details of this scheme.
In this context, we would like to briefly comment

on the difference between the sc-RPA scheme presented
in this work and those developed within the realm of
first-principles RPA calculations. As mentioned in the
introduction, RPA can be interpreted as an orbital-
dependent functional in the framework Kohn-Sham (KS)
DFT. Within the strict KS scheme, the sc-RPA scheme
amounts to determining a local, optimized effective po-
tential (OEP) on which the RPA total energy is sta-
tionary . It has been demonstrated that such a local
XC effective potential displays significantly improved be-
havior compared to the conventional local and semilo-
cal approximations [36–38]. Alternatively, one can in-
troduce a non-local effective potential, within the gen-
eralized KS scheme, to optimize the RPA energy [39–
41]. However, in this case, such a nonlocal effective po-
tential is not uniquely defined. Either way, in the cur-
rent sc-RPA schemes for first-principles calculations, only
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the single-particle orbitals and orbital energies are up-
dated, but not the occupation numbers. In contrast, in
the sc-RPA scheme for model Hamiltonian as described
above, the occupation numbers are updated during the
self-consistency loop and become de facto fractional, re-
flecting the correlated nature of the system. Introducing
the fractional occupations in first-principles RPA calcu-
lations awaits for further investigations and the possible
consequence is yet to be explored.

F. Correspondence with Rowe’s Formalism

In this part, we will transform the formalism devel-
oped above into the form of RPA in Rowe’s symbols. We
will show that in the limit T = 0, Rowe [2, 33, 34] and
Catara’s formalism [35] are recovered.
Rowe’s formula is based on the normalized basis oper-

ators Ãi and B̃i as (i = (α > β) )

Ãi =
Ai

√

(Ai|Ai)
=

a†αaβ√
nβ − nα

,

B̃i =
Bi

√

−(Bi|Bi)
=

a†βaα√
nβ − nα

. (79)

Note that in the degenerate case with nα = nβ for some α
and β, Eq.(79) cannot be applied. In contrast, our PTA
formalism still works under the help of zero-removing
technique [31] or with a positive definite inner product.
We define X and Y matrices as

X ≡
√

I11U11,

Y ≡ −
√

I11U
∗
12. (80)

The first equation of Eq.(35) then becomes

O1ν =

D/2
∑

i=1

[

Xiν(Ãi)d − Yiν(B̃i)d

]

≈
D/2
∑

i=1

[

XiνÃi − YiνB̃i

]

= Q†
ν . (81)

Here, Q†
ν is the excitation operator introduced in Rowe’s

work [2]. λ1ν < 0 corresponds to raising energy when
O1ν is applied to an eigenstate, being consistent with the
assumption in Rowe’s formula that Q†

ν |0〉 = |ν〉 at T = 0.
Here and below, the approximation Eq.(50) will be used,
i.e., (Ai)0 ≈ 0 and (Bi)0 ≈ 0. Note that here the formula
is for arbitrary temperature.
In Rowe’s formalism, the average excitation energy

is described by two matrices A and B, whose ele-

ments are defined as Aij ≡ 〈
[

B̃i, [H, Ãj ]
]

〉 and Bij ≡

−〈
[

B̃i, [H, B̃j ]
]

〉. They are obtained as

A = −I
−1/2
11 L11I

−1/2
11 ,

B = I
−1/2
11 L12I

−1/2
11 . (82)

Note that the negative semidefiniteness of L11 is consis-
tent with the positive semidefiniteness of A matrix. In-
serting these equations into Eq.(53), we obtain the stan-
dard form of Rowe as

(

A B

B∗ A∗

)(

X Y∗

Y X∗

)

=

(

1 0

0 −1

)(

X Y∗

Y X∗

)(

Ω 0

0 −Ω

)

. (83)

Here, Ω = −Λ11 ≥ 0 is the excitation energy.
The generalized orthonormal relations Eq.(54) are ex-

pressed in terms of X and Y as

D/2
∑

i=1

[X∗
iνXiν′ − Y ∗

iνYiν′ ] = δνν′ ,

D/2
∑

i=1

[XiνYiν′ − YiνXiν′ ] = 0. (84)

The closure relation Eq.(55) becomes

D/2
∑

ν=1

[

XiνX
∗
jν − Y ∗

iνYjν

]

= δij ,

D/2
∑

ν=1

[

XiνY
∗
jν − Y ∗

iνXjν

]

= 0. (85)

The expression of Ai (i = (α > β)) in terms of the
eigen-excitation operators O1ν and O2ν , Eq.(57), reads

Ai ≈ (Ai)d =
√

nβ − nα

D/2
∑

ν=1

[X∗
iνO1ν + YiνO2ν ] . (86)

Combined with Eqs.(37)-(39), Eq.(86) gives the averages

like 〈A†
iAj〉 as

〈A†
iAj〉

≈
√

(I11)ii(I11)jj

D/2
∑

ν=1

[

XiνX
∗
jν

−1

eβλ1ν − 1

]

+
√

(I11)ii(I11)jj

D/2
∑

ν=1

[

Y ∗
iνYjν

1

e−βλ1ν − 1

]

. (87)

The spectral functions in Eqs.(59) and (60) reads in
Rowe’s symbol as

ρAi,A
†
j
(ω)

= −
√

(I11)ii(I11)jj

D/2
∑

ν=1

[X∗
iνXjνδ(ω − λ1ν)]

+
√

(I11)ii(I11)jj

D/2
∑

ν=1

[

YiνY
∗
jνδ(ω + λ1ν)

]

,

(88)
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and

ρAi,B
†
j
(ω)

= −
√

(I11)ii(I11)jj

D/2
∑

ν=1

[X∗
iνYjνδ(ω − λ1ν)]

+
√

(I11)ii(I11)jj

D/2
∑

ν=1

[

YiνX
∗
jνδ(ω + λ1ν)

]

.

(89)

The above equations are identical to Rowe’s formal-
ism, except that they apply to arbitrary temperature T .
As temperature goes to zero, considering that λ1ν < 0,
Eqs.(37)-(39) give

〈O†
1νO1ν′ 〉T=0 = 〈0|QνQ

†
ν′ |0〉 ≈ δνν′ , (90)

〈O†
2νO2ν′ 〉T=0 = 〈0|Q†

νQν′ |0〉 ≈ 0, (91)

〈O†
1νO2ν′ 〉T=0 = 〈0|QνQν′ |0〉 ≈ 0. (92)

Correspondingly, from Eq.(87), the average like 〈A†
iAj〉

becomes

〈A†
iAj〉T=0 ≈

√

(I11)ii(I11)jj

D/2
∑

ν=1

[

XiνX
∗
jν

]

. (93)

These are consistent with Rowe’s formula for the ground
state average. Therefore, the formalism that we present
in this section can be regarded as a finite temperature
extension of Rowe’s formalism. Previous finite tempera-
ture RPA employs Matsubara GF [42]. Our work shows
that Rowe’s formalism can be directly extended to finite
T for real frequency GF.

IV. VARIANTS OF RPA FORMALISM

A. RPA on the restricted basis

The above formalism is based on the basis {a†αaβ}
(α 6= β) which has a dimension of D = L(L − 1). In
the weak coupling case and low temperature, the ground
state is close to a Fermi sea, Not all the basis operators
are equally important since the relevant excitations are
those that excite a particle from below the Fermi energy
to above. Therefore, in many works, people use a basis
where the operators excite a fermion from the occupied
state below Fermi energy to the empty state above Fermi
energy. For the sake of self-consistency, their Hermitian
conjugate operators are also included into the basis. Here
we give a brief account of the PTA-based formalism on
restricted basis.
The restricted basis B2 is defined as

B2 = {a†mai, (a†mai)
†} (1 ≤ i ≤ N, N + 1 ≤ m ≤ L).

(94)

Here, the orbitals are labelled in descending order of oc-
cupation as before. N is the number of electrons and L
is the total number of one-particle orbitals. L is deter-
mined by the truncation scheme for a given system size.
This basis has a dimension D = 2N(L−N), smaller than
D = L(L− 1) of basis B1. Note that the number of elec-
trons N is fixed for basis B2. Hence this basis is only
suitable for the canonical ensemble.
As in the traditional RPA, what we have in mind is

that the ground state is approximately a Slater determi-
nant composed of N occupied one-particle orbitals, de-
noted by i or j (1 ≤ i, j ≤ N). The unoccupied orbitals
are denoted by m, n, p and q (N + 1 ≤ m,n, p, q ≤ L).
RPA produces the low lying particle-hole as well as the
collective excitation energies and operators. By self-
consistently computing I and L, the ground state will
be improved by incorporating particle-hole fluctuations
around the Slater determinant state.
The PTA formalism on basis B2 is the same as that for

B1, except that due to the limited number of basis opera-
tors in B2, it is more difficult to produce all the averages
appearing in I and L from the spectral theorem. So the
self-consistent part will be different from that on B1 ba-
sis. It requires more additional approximations, usually
built on the smallness of higher order hole-hole (particle-
particle) correlations below (above) Fermi energy, or the
smallness of the amplitude Y [2, 35].
The PTA equations on basis B2 can be obtained by the

following substitution in the formalism for basis B1,

B1 basis −→ B2 basis

i = (α > β) −→ k = (m, i)

j = (α′ > β′) −→ k′ = (n, j) (95)

Here, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N , N + 1 ≤ m,n ≤ L in B2 basis.
Smaller basis size usually means lower accuracy in the
PTA results. Considering that RPA on the restricted
basis B2 is less accurate than that on B1, and there have
been abundant details in the literature (see the work of
Catara [35]), in this paper, we will not dwell on the de-
velopment of PTA-based formalism on this basis.

B. Other variants of RPA

Our PTA-based formalism provides a general frame-
work to implement different RPA variants (for reviews,
see [7, 8]). Besides the fully self-consistent RPA discussed
above, further simplifications can be introduced to cal-
culate I and L. In the renormalized RPA, one calculates
the two-particle density using Hartree-Fock decoupling
approximation, as done in Eq.(66), and self-consistently
determine the remaining one-particle density matrix.
The crudest approximation is to keep the Hartree part

of L and evaluate the remaining one-particle density on
a Hartree-Fock ground state. This leads to the so-called
standard RPA.
If the size of the basis is reduced to half of the full size

and the basis is composed of excitation operators only,
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i.e., Btd = {a†αaβ} (α > β), the PTA on this basis leads
to the Tamm-Doncoff approximation.
The sc-RPA can also be extended to account for higher

order correlations. This can be achieved by incorporat-

ing operators of the type a†αa
†
βaγaδ in the basis. This

so-called second RPA [43, 44] naturally goes beyond the
sc-RPA. But the practical calculation would be very com-
plicated, due to the larger basis dimension and the com-
plex expressions of I and L.

V. SC-RPA FOR ONE-DIMENSIONAL
SPINLESS FERMION MODEL

In this section, to demonstrate the implementation of
the sc-RPA and benchmark its features, we apply it to
the one-dimensional spinless fermion model. This model
is one of the best studied many-body fermion systems
with abundant nontrivial physical properties, such as
the singularity of the occupation distribution near the
Fermi momentum [45], asymptotic power law decay of
the density-density correlation function [46–48] and the
evolving of the density spectral function with interac-
tion [49, 50]. We compare the results of sc-RPA with
those from exact diagonalization, Bethe Ansatz [51], and
bosonization [46], to evaluate the strength and weakness
of the present sc-RPA.

A. Model Hamiltonian and sc-RPA equations

The Hamiltonian of the spinless fermion model reads

H = −t
L
∑

j=1

[

c†jcj+1e
i∆ + c†j+1cje

−i∆
]

+ V
L
∑

j=1

njnj+1.

(96)
We use the periodic boundary condition cL+1 = c1. t =
1.0 is set as the energy unit. ∆ 6= 0 corresponds to a flux
applied to the charge of fermions. In this work, a tiny
∆ 6= 0 is applied lift the degeneracy of single particle
energy levels.
Due to Jordan-Wigner transformation [52], at ∆ = 0,

this model is equivalent to the anisotropic Heisenberg
model, also known as XXZ model, whose properties are
well studied. At half filling, the ground state is a Lut-
tinger liquid in the regime |V | < 2t (disordered param-
agnetic state for XXZ model). At V = 2t, the ground
state transits into a charge density wave state (antiferro-
magnetic long-range ordered state for XXZ model) which
is stable in V > 2t, through a Kosterlitz-Thouless type
continuous transition. At V = −2t, the ground state
transits into the cluster solid state (ferromagnetic long-
range ordered state for XXZ model) which is stable in
V < 2t [53, 54], through a first order phase transition.
Here, we demonstrate the sc-RPA algorithm by fo-

cusing on the parameter regime |V | < 2t at half filling
N = L/2, where the ground state is a Luttinger liq-
uid [55]. The standard and renormalized RPA take the

Fermi liquid state as the starting point, which has a well
defined Fermi surface. They cannot produce the correct
Luttinger liquid state if the ground state is not modified
sufficiently through self-consistent calculation. Using this
model, we wish to demonstrate to what extent the non-
trivial ground state correlation can be captured by the
present sc-RPA.
After the Fourier transformation

ck = (1/
√
L)

L
∑

j=1

cje
−ijk, (97)

with k = (2π/L)mk (mk = 0, 1, ..., L − 1), the above
Hamiltonian becomes

H =
∑

k

Tkc
†
kck +

1

4

∑

k1,k2,k3,k4

Vk1k2k3k4c
†
k1
c†k2

ck4ck3 .

(98)
The parameters here are

Tk = −2t cos(k +∆) (99)

and

Vk1k2k3k4

=
2V

N
[cos(k1 − k3)− cos(k1 − k4)] δk1+k2,k3+k4+2πn.

(100)

The interaction Vk1k2k3k4 fulfils the symmetry relations
Eqs.(62) and (63). For ∆ = 0, a two fold degeneracy of
single particle energy Tk = T2π−k holds. This degeneracy
will pose difficulty to the sc-RPA calculation since the
inner product matrix Ikk′ will have zero eigenvalues. A
tiny ∆ 6= 0 can lift this degeneracy and stabilize the
iterative sc-RPA calculation.
We use the particle-hole excitation operators as our ba-

sis. Due to the conservation of total momentum, the full
basis is divided into L-dimensional subspaces of different
momentum q, each containing operators

Aq
k = c†kck+q (mk = 0, 1, 2, ..., L− 1). (101)

We will omit the q = 0 subspace since it is not required
for the calculation. For this system, the momentum or-
bitals are natural orbitals. The basis operator has zero
static component, (Aq

k)0 = 0 for q 6= 0. Most signifi-

cantly, Aq
k and (Aq

k)
† = A2π−q

k+q belong to different sub-
spaces and the matrices L, I and M become block diag-
onal. We therefore write down the sc-RPA equations for
each single block, instead of in the 2 × 2 block matrix
form. For the inner product, we still use the commutator
inner product (X |Y ) ≡ 〈[X†, Y ]〉, which is conventional
for sc-RPA.
The inner product matrix Iq is obtained as

Iqkk′ = δk,k′ (〈nk+q〉 − 〈nk〉) . (102)
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The matrix element of the Liouville matrix Lq
kk′ ≡

(Aq
k|A

q
k′ ) is obtained as

Lq
kk′ = δk,k′ (Tk − Tk+q) (〈nk〉 − 〈nk+q〉)

+
1

2
δk,k′

∑

k1k2k3

Vk+qk1k2k3〈c†k+qc
†
k1
ck3ck2〉

+
1

2
δk,k′

∑

k1k2k3

Vkk1k2k3〈c†k2
c†k3

ck1ck〉

−1

2

∑

k1k2

Vk1k2k′+qk〈c†k+qc
†
k′ck2ck1〉

−1

2

∑

k1k2

Vk1k2k′k+q〈c†k1
c†k2

ck′+qck〉

−
∑

k1k2

Vk+qk2k′+qk1〈c†k′c
†
k1
ck2ck〉

−
∑

k1k2

Vkk2k′k1〈c†k+qc
†
k2
ck1ck′+q〉. (103)

Due to (Aq
k)0 = 0 for q 6= 0, Eq.(25) gives

Cq = −Iq
(

eβM
q − 1

)−1

(104)

with Mq = [Iq]−1Lq for each q 6= 0.
In order to complete the self-consistent loop, we need

to express the averages involved in Iq and Lq in terms of

Cq. For the averages of the type 〈c†αc†βcγcδ〉 appearing

in Lq, we have (for subscripts fulfilling the momentum
conservation α+ β = γ + δ + 2πm, m being an integer)

〈c†αc†βcγcδ〉 = (1− δαβ)(1− δγδ) (δβγδαδ − δαγδβδ) 〈nα〉

+
[

δαγ (1− δαδ)C
α−δ
δβ − (1− δαγ)C

α−γ
γβ

]

×
(1− δαβ)(1− δγδ)

. (105)

For the fermion occupation number 〈nk〉, it can be ob-
tained from C either according to Eq.(77),

〈nk〉 =
1

L−N

∑

k′( 6=k)

Ck−k′

k′k′ , (106)

or from

〈nk〉 = 1− 1

N

∑

q( 6=0)

Cq
kk. (107)

Both the above equations apply only to the canonical
ensemble. They are the reducibility relations between
the one-body reduced density matrix (1RDM) and the
two-body reduced density matrix (2RDM).
The sc-RPA amounts to self-consistently solving the

Eqs.(102)-(107) for C and {〈nk〉}. However, the solution
can only be determined up to a global constant factor,
which must be determined by the total fermion number
constraints

∑

k

〈nk〉 = N. (108)

B. Constraints from N-representibility and
Hamiltonian symmetry

We carry out iterative solution of the above equations.
It turns out that the naive iteration is stable only for V
very close to zero (|V | . 0.05). We find that enforcing
the fermion exchange symmetry of the 2RDM [56, 57]
can significantly enlarge the parameter regime where the
iteration converges smoothly. Though this is a standard
practice in the variational 2RDM methods [58–60], to our
knowledge, it has not been incorporated into the sc-RPA
calculations. In the practical calculations of this work, we
have enforced the following relations of C elements. By
exchanging the positions of two annihilation operators in
Cq

kk′ , we obtain

Cq
kk′ = δq,0〈nk〉+ δkk′〈nk+q〉 − Ck−k′

k′+q k′ . (109)

Similarly, exchanging two creation operators, we obtain

Cq
kk′ = δq,0〈nk′ 〉+ δkk′ 〈nk+q〉 − Ck′−k

k k+q. (110)

By exchanging a pair of c†c, we obtain

Cq
kk′ = δkk′ (〈nk+q〉 − 〈nk〉) + C2π−q

k′+q k+q . (111)

In the above equations, the results of plus and minus of
two momenta are understood as module 2π. Eqs.(109)-
(111) belongs to the general N-representibility relations
fulfilled by 2RDM. They are therefore the necessary con-
ditions for C to be the 2RDM of a physical many-body
thermal state. One can prove that once the diagonal
part of Eq.(111) and the total fermion number con-
straints Eq.(108) are fulfilled, the two reducibility rela-
tions Eq.(106) and (107) are equivalent.
Note that Eq.(111) can also be derived from the fact

that the basis operators in the q subspace is the Hermi-

tian conjugate of the subspace 2π−q, i.e., (Aq
k)

†
= A2π−q

k+q .

This relation gives constrains, besides Eq.(111), to other
quantities of subspaces q and 2π − q. In particular, we
have

(Iq)∗kk′ = −I2π−q
k+q k′+q,

(Lq)∗kk′ = L2π−q
k+q k′+q,

(M q)∗kk′ = −M2π−q
k+q k′+q. (112)

In our sc-RPA calculations, we have made use of these
relations to reduce the number of independent variables.
Considering that all matrices above are real in our sc-
RPA calculation, the last equation implies that Mq and
M2π−q has opposite eigen values, i.e., Λq = −Λ2π−q

There are other constraints as well. For example, C is
positive semi-definite (C � 0), and L is negative semi-
definite (L � 0). These inequality constraints are more
complicated to implement in the calculation. Therefore,
in our sc-RPA calculation, we only monitor them but not
enforce them. It turns out that in most situations where
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the iterative solution converges stably, L � 0 holds auto-
matically, while C � 0 is sometimes slightly violated by
a single smallest eigenvalue of the order −10−3 . It seems
that this slight violation of C � 0 does not have any sig-
nificant influence on the quality of other observables such
as 〈nk〉 or correlation functions. The instability of itera-
tion is always accompanied with the violation of L � 0.
Besides the constraints from N-representibility dis-

cussed above, we have additional Hamiltonian symmetry
besides the spatial translation symmetry.

1. spatial inversion symmetry at ∆ = 0

For ∆ = 0, the Hamiltonian is invariant with respect
to the spatial inversion transformation, ck → c̃k = c2π−k.

This transformation maps the basis operator Aq
k → Ãq

k =

A2π−q
2π−k. Due to the invariance of H(∆ = 0) under this

transformation, we have the following constraints at ∆ =
0,

Xq
kk′ = X2π−q

2π−k 2π−k′ , (X = I,M,L,C). (113)

This symmetry also leads to the relation 〈nk〉 = 〈n2π−k〉
at ∆ = 0.

2. particle-hole symmetry at ∆ = 0 and N/L = 1/2

At ∆ = 0 and half fermion filling N/L = 1/2, Hamil-
tonian Eq.(96) is invariant with respect to the particle-

hole transformation, ci → c̃i = (−1)i+1c†i . In momentum

space, it is written as ck → c̃k = −c†π−k. This transfor-

mation maps the basis operator Aq
k → Ãq

k = −Aq
π−k−q.

Due to the invariance of H(∆ = 0) under this transfor-
mation at half filling, we have the following constraints,

Xq
kk′ = Xq

π−k−q π−k′−q, (X = I,M,L,C). (114)

We also have the relation 〈nk〉+ 〈nπ−k〉 = 1.

3. combined inversion and particle-hole symmetry at
N/L = 1/2 and arbitrary ∆

For arbitrary ∆ and at half filling, although H(∆) is
not invariant under the above two transformations sepa-
rately, it is invariant under the combined transformation

ck → c̃k = −c†k+π. This transformation maps the basis

operator Aq
k → Ãq

k = −A−q
k+q+π . Due to this symmetry,

we have the following constraints,

Xq
kk′ = X−q

k+q+π k′+q+π, (X = I,M,L,C). (115)

This symmetry leads to the relation 〈nk〉+ 〈nk+π〉 = 1.
In our sc-RPA calculation, we checked the above sym-

metry properties. We find that Eq.(115) is always
obeyed. For Eqs.(113) and (114), we can only check them

by taking the limit ∆ → 0+/−. It is found that forN odd,
the results are continuous at ∆ = 0 and fulfil Eqs.(113)
and (114). For N even, due to the open shell effect, the
k-resolved quantities such as 〈nk〉 differs at ∆ → 0+ and
∆ → 0−, and do not fulfil Eqs.(113) and (114). But the
k-integrated quantities such as ρ(q, ω) are continuous at
∆ = 0 and still fulfil them.

C. sc-RPA algorithm

In the sc-RPA calculation, we first choose an initial C.
Here, we use the V = 0 results for the initialization,
which fulfils all the symmetry requirements automati-
cally. For a given C, we first check the N-representibility
relations Eqs.(109)-(111). If they are not fulfilled, sym-
metrize C accordingly. Then we produce {〈nk〉} from
Eq.(106). Inserting C and {〈nk〉} in the the expressions
Eqs.(102) and (103), we get Iq and Lq for each q 6= 0.
From them, we solve the generalized eigen problem

LqUq = IqUqΛq (116)

and obtain Uq and Λq. In this process, one can em-
ploy the q ∼ 2π − q symmetry Eq.(112) to save half of
the computation cost. With the obtained Uq and Λq,
we produce the matrix Qq = (eβM

q − 1)−1 that appears
in Eq.(104). Fixing this Qq, we then solve the linear
equations about C and {〈nk〉}, i.e., Eqs.(104), (106) (or
(107)), and Eq.(108). The obtained C is then fed back to
the beginning of the calculation and start a new iteration.
This process is carried on until the difference between the
input and output Cs are smaller than a given criterion.
Note that C can also be directly calculated from the in-
verse transformation of Eq.(E8), but it turns out that it
leads to unstable iteration. The two key steps in this pro-
cess are solving the generalized eigenvalue problem and
solving the linear equations for C, respectively. Detailed
algorithms are summarized in Appendix E.

D. Results of sc-RPA

In this part, we report the sc-RPA results for the one-
dimensional spinless fermion model. We compare these
results with those from ED, Bethe ansatz, and bosoniza-
tion. The purpose is to show the advantage and weakness
of sc-RPA in a model whose ground state is far away from
the Fermi liquid and set a starting point for the future
improvement.
Figure 1 shows the average energy per site 〈H〉/L as a

function of V for an L = 12-site chain and N = 6 at the
low temperature T = 10−4. For this temperature, the
properties are practically the same as that of the ground
state. It is compared with the exact diagonalization (ED)
result. It is seen that the sc-RPA energy is pretty good
in the regime −1.5 . V . 2.0. The iteration becomes
unstable in V . −1.5 and V & 3.0. We observed that
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FIG. 1. (color online) Average energy per site as a function of
V , obtained from sc-RPA (circles) and ED (solid line). Inset:
the relative error of sc-RPA result with respect to ED, as
functions of |V | in the positive V (circles) and negative V
(squares) regimes. The green dashed line is the eye-guiding
line for the V 2 behaviour. Parameters are L = 12, N = 6,
t = 1.0, T = 10−4, ∆ = 10−5, and the convergence precision
of sc-RPA 10−7.
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FIG. 2. (color online) Fermion occupation 〈nk〉 of the mo-
menta k = 2πmk/L + ∆ for mk = 0, 1, and 2 (from top to
bottom). They are obtained from sc-RPA (symbols) and ED
(solid lines), respectively. Parameters are L = 12, N = 6,
t = 1.0, T = 0.01, ∆ = 0.2, and the convergence precision of
sc-RPA 10−7.

the numerical instability is associated with the breaking
down of the negative definiteness of L.

The inset of Fig.1 shows the relative error of ground
state energy. It increases as V 2 both on the positive and
negative V sides, showing that sc-RPA is accurate at V 1

level. At this level, the GF already contains the exchange
and vertex correction diagrams.

The correlation in the ground state is also reflected in
the momentum space occupation number 〈nk〉. In the
Hartree-Fock ground state, 〈nk〉HF = 0 or 1, depending
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FIG. 3. (color online) Absolute value of density-density cor-
relation function |C1j | = |〈n1nj〉 − 〈n1〉〈nj〉| as functions of
j − 1. (a) V = 1.0, (b) V = 1.5, and (c) V = −1.0. They
are obtained from sc-RPA (black squares) and bosonization
[46] (red circles). The lines are for guiding eyes. The results
of sc-RPA are obtained at parameters L = 192, N = 96,
t = 1.0, T = 10−3, ∆ = 10−5, while those of bosonization
are at L = 2N = ∞, t = 1.0, T = 0, and ∆ = 0. The
long-distance asymptotic power from Eqs.(117) and (118) are
marked in the figure.

on Tk above or below EF . The fractional occupation is
thus a signature of correlation effect. In Fig.2, we show
the distribution of 〈nk〉 as functions of V for the same
chain as in Fig.1, and compare them with ED results.
At ∆ = 0 and half-filling, we have the symmetry 〈nk〉 =
1 − 〈nπ−k〉. In Fig.2, we show 〈nk〉(V ) for ∆ = 0.2, at
which 〈nk〉 ≈ 1 − 〈nπ−k〉. We therefore only show the
results for the first three momenta. It is seen that for
about −1.5 . V . 1.0, these occupations are quite close
to ED results, with fractional occupations up to 0.8.

In the regime 0 < |V | < 2t, one expects the Luttinger

liquid behavior |〈nk〉−〈nkF
〉| ∼ |k−kF |

(1−2η)2

4η [45] in the
thermodynamic limit and k → kF . η is given in Eq.(118).
Due to the L4 computational cost of the present sc-RPA,
our practical calculation is limited to the chain of a few
hundreds sites. We have not been able to approach the
very vicinity of kF to observe such singularity. However,
we do observe some features of a Luttinger liquid ground
state in the correlation function of sc-RPA. See below.

Fig.3 shows the absolute value of the density-density
correlation function C1j ≡ 〈n1nj〉 − 〈n1〉〈nj〉. obtained
from sc-RPA (squares) for a finite chain of L = 192 at
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half filling and a low temperature T = 10−3, with tiny
momentum shift ∆ = 10−5. It is compared with the re-
sults from bosonization in the thermodynamic limit and
at zero temperature. It is found that they agree remark-
ably well in the short-to-intermediate range where the
finite-size effect is small.
In particular, the asymptotic power law decay from

bosonization [46] (exponent marked in the figure) reads

C1j(j → ∞) =
−1

4π2η
(j − 1)−2 +

A

4
(−1)j−1(j − 1)−

1
η + ...

(117)

Here,

η =
1

π
arccos(−V

2t
), (118)

and

A =
8

π2

[

Γ[η/(2− 2η)]

2
√
π[1/(2− 2η)]

]1/η

× exp

[
∫ ∞

0

dt

t

(

sinh[(2η − 1)t]

sinh(ηt) cosh[(1− η)t]

−2η − 1

η
e−2t

)]

. (119)

From this expression, C1j ∼ (j−1)−2 for −2t < V ≤ 0

and C1j ∼ (j − 1)−1/η for 0 < V < 2t. This behavior
is faithfully reproduced by sc-RPA for −1.0 . V . 3.0
where the iteration is stable. In Fig.3, we compare the
correlation function from sc-RPA and bosonization at
V = 1.0, 1.5, and −1.0. Considering the size difference
(L = 192 for sc-RPA and L = ∞ for bosonization), the
agreement is remarkable. This supports that the self-
consistent calculation of sc-RPA indeed captures some
major features of the Luttinger liquid ground state. Since
the decay exponent of C1j is related to the exponent of
〈nk〉 distribution at kF , we have reason to expect that
the 〈nk〉 from sc-RPA should also obey the Luttinger liq-
uid form in the thermodynamic limit. This issue awaits
further investigation.
In Fig.4 and Fig.5, we investigate the density spec-

tral function ρ(q, ω) ≡ −(1/π)ImG(ρq|ρ†q)ω+iη, with ρq =
∑

k c
†
kck+q and η = 0+. At zero temperature, this quan-

tity is related to the longitudinal dynamic spin correla-
tion function of XXZ model which has received exten-
sive study in the past decades [46, 47]. For the repul-
sive regime 0 < V < 2t, the excitations are composed of
spinon continuum in the frequency window [ωl(q), ωu(q)],
with the exact boundary from Bethe ansatz [49, 50]

ωl(q) = vF | sin q|,
ωu(q) = 2vF sin (q/2), (120)

where

vF = πt
sin(µ)

µ
, µ = arccos[V/(2t)]. (121)

Inside the frequency window, the distribution of spec-
tral weight evolves with increasing V . At V = 0, there
is a [ωu(q) − ω]−1/2 singularity in the spectral function
at the upper boundary. This singularity arises from the
van-Hove singularity of the single-particle dispersion. sc-
RPA is exact at V = 0, but the exact description of the
singular behavior requires the large size limit. As V in-
creases, the spectral weight first moves towards the two
wings of the continuum at q ∼ 0 and 2π. As V increases
above 0.8, the weights further shifts towards the lower
boundary. Finally, close to the critical point V = 2.0,
the weights is concentrated to the lower boundary around
q = π, reflecting strong anti-ferromagnetic fluctuation in
the spin language. Fig.4 shows that both the boundary
position and the qualitative trend in the weight redistri-
bution are well described by the sc-RPA, as compared
with the results from two-spinon calculation [49, 50].
Note that our sc-RPA is carried out with the constrains

of the full symmetry of Hamiltonian and hence does not
allow symmetry spontaneous breaking. We expect that
with relaxed symmetry constraints, the symmetry broken
state in V > 2t regime can also be captured by sc-RPA
calculation.
In Fig.5, we present the color map of the spectral func-

tion for the regime −2t < V < 0. Unlike the regime
0 < V < 2t, the attractive regime corresponds to the
ferromagnetic XXZ model. It is known that the spectral
function is featured by a continuum in the frequency win-
dow [ωl(q), ωu(q)] together with possible discrete bound
state excitations ωB

n (q) > ωu(q) [51],

ωB
n (q) = ωu(q)

√

1− cos2(yn) cos2(q/2)

sin(yn)
, (122)

where

yn =
nπ

2
(
π

µ
− 1) <

π

2
. (123)

Here, µ = arccos[V/(2t)]. The bound states appear for

V < 0 (n = 1), V < −1 (n = 2), and V < −
√
2 (n = 3),

etc. They are plotted in Fig.5 by the black, green, and
pink dot-dashed lines in respective panels. As shown in
Fig.5, the sc-RPA results still reproduce the accurate con-
tinuum boundaries and the first bound state at ωB

1 (q).
Our results show that as V decreases from zero, the spec-
tral weights in the continuum are quickly concentrated to
the first bound state, and only small weights are left in
the continuum. At V = −1.2 and V = −1.5 (panels (e)
and (f) of Fig.5) where the second and third bound states
appear above ωu(q), there are almost no weights left in
the continuum and sc-RPA failed to produce the excita-
tions at ωB

2 (q) and ωB
3 (q), whose exact spectral weights

are expected to be very small.
We also plot the excitation energies as a function of

q (not shown here). We find that although the spectral
function looks rather satisfactory, the excitation energies
in the continuum window have a shift upward with in-
creasing |V |, opening a small gap, which cannot be seen
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FIG. 4. (color online) The color map of the spectral function ρ(q, ω) for V > 0. They are obtained at L = 192, N = 96,
t = 1.0, T = 0.01, ∆ = 10−5, with broadening parameter η = 0.05. The red dashed lines are the boundaries of the particle-hole
excitation continuum obtained by Bethe ansatz [49, 50].

in the color map because the weight is very small. The
first bound state energy that carries the most spectral
weight does not have such a shift and remains very close
to the exact value ωB

1 (q).

In summary, the above results of sc-RPA for the one-
dimension spinless fermion model have shown that the
ground state and excitations are quantitatively described
by sc-RPA in the range −1.0 . V . 3.0, including the
Luttinger-liquid correlation function, particle-hole con-
tinuum, and the bound state excitation in V < 0 regime.
Considering the boson nature of the density fluctuations
in one dimensional system, one may not be surprised that
the particle-hole basis works well. But the self-consistent
building of the ground state (described by the one- and
two-body reduced density matrices) is vital for the suc-
cess of sc-RPA.

For larger |V | values, the sc-RPA calculation becomes
unstable and is accompanied with the violation of the
negativity of L. These strong coupling regimes could be
better described by sc-RPA with different basis operators
or inner product. In this regards, the present PTA-based
formalism is a flexible framework that allows RPA to be
extended to various situations. Recently, renewed inter-
est emerges in the study of 1D spinless fermion models
with finite doping [61, 62] or 3-site interactions [63], and

in 2D systems with [64] or without [65] flux. We expect
that the present sc-RPA can be used in the study of these
frontier problems.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we discuss several issues of the sc-RPA
developed based on the PTA formalism.

A. Approximations in RPA

Here, we summarize the approximations introduced in
the various stages of derivation of RPAs. First, we believe
that the basis B1 is not a truly complete quadratic basis.
The truly complete quadratic basis should also include
the number operator a†αaα (α ∈ [1, L]). Although under
present inner product definition Eq.(9), the length of the

number operator
√

(nα|nα) is zero, there seems to be
no reason to believe that (n̂α)d = 0 since [n̂α, H ] 6= 0.
That is, n̂α should have dynamics and contribute to
the eigen-excitation operators. The truly complete ba-
sis B0 = {a†αaβ} (1 ≤ α, β ≤ L) is invariant under orbital
rotation. We therefore expect that the PTA on the basis
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FIG. 5. (color online) The color map of the spectral function ρ(q, ω) for V < 0. Parameters are same as those of Fig.4. The
red dashed lines are the boundaries of the particle-hole excitation continuum obtained by Bethe ansatz [49, 50]. The black,
green, and pink dot-dashed lines are the bound state dispersions from Eq.(122)-(123).

B0 will give out results that are independent of the or-
bital selection. However, one may expect that only in the
special case of very strong correlation, such as the case
with degenerate orbitals, will the dynamical component
of n̂α be important.
From the PTA point of view, we can identify the fol-

lowing approximations made in the RPA formalisms.

1. For the sc-RPA on basis B1, operators higher than
the quadratic order are omitted;

2. Operators a†αaα (1 ≤ α ≤ L) are omitted from the
basis;

3. The static contribution appearing in the spectral

theorem is neglected, i.e., 〈(a†αaβ)†0(a†α′aβ′)0〉 ≈ 0
(α 6= β and α′ 6= β′). This is exact for T = 0 and
no ground state degeneracy. Otherwise it is not
exact;

4. For PTA on the restricted B2 basis, higher order
terms of the amplitude Y are neglected in the self-
consistent calculation of one- and two-particle den-
sities;

5. In most practical RPA calculations, the working

orbitals are pre-selected orbitals and are approxi-
mately treated as natural orbitals;

6. In the renormalized RPA, Hartree-Fock-like decou-
pling of two-particle densities are introduced ;

7. In the standard RPA, the Fock contribution in L

is neglected. The single- and two-particle densities
are evaluated on the Hartree-Fock ground state.

B. The Case of Singular I Matrix

At very high temperatures or for systems with degener-
ate orbitals (such as the materials with flat energy band),
there may be orbitals with very close occupation num-
bers, nα ∼ nβ. In that case, a†αaβ has very small length
and the inner product matrix I is close to singular. Both
Rowe’s formulation and our sc-RPA algorithm meet dif-
ficulty in this case. Our algorithm does not converge
for the exact degenerate point ∆ = 0 but still works for
∆ = 10−5.
To some extent, the numerical instability can be al-

leviated by the zero-removing technique [31]. In this
technique, one first diagonalizes the inner product ma-
trix I and finds all its eigenvalues. The eigenvectors,
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when combined with the basis operators, produce a set
of orthonormal basis operators. From all the D trans-
formed basis operators, we remove the D0 operators that
correspond to the D0 smallest absolute eigenvalues. In
the remaining D−D0 dimensional space, we carry out a
new PTA calculation. In this way, the singular I problem
is partly solved. In the present work, we did not take this
strategy since our sc-RPA works already for ∆ = 10−5

which is very close to the degeneracy point.
Another possible solution to the problem of singular I

is to use the Fermion-type GF and anti-commutator inner
product to establish sc-RPA. In this formalism, the zero-
length problem of the operators a†αaα no longer exists.
Therefore, it is possible to add {a†αaα} into the basis and
still have a non-singular I. The basis is then invariant
under the orbital rotation. The cost of such a scheme is
the more complicated I and L matrices. Note that the
static component problem still exists in PTA with the
anti-commutator inner product. This direction will be
explored in the future.

C. The Static Component Problem of PTA

Here, we discuss the problem of the static component
of basis operators {Ai} in PTA. The GF EOM method
is based on the truncation

[Ai, H ] ≈
∑

j

Mji(Aj)d. (124)

On the right-hand side, only the dynamic component of
Aj appears. So the static component problem of PTA
is a fundamental issue of EOM and cannot be solved by
changing the form of inner product. Here we discuss
several possible ways of selecting basis to overcome this
problem in the practical PTA calculation.
In the ideal case, we can choose the basis operator Ai

such that (Ai)0 is known to be zero. This can be realized
in certain situations where the symmetry of Ai andH can
guarantee this. For an example, for fermion systems that
conserves the total fermion number, we have (ci)0 = 0 for
the annihilation operator.
For systems with no such symmetry, the operators

of the form Ai = [Ãi, X ] have the exact properties

(Ai)0 = 0. Here Ãi is a arbitrary operator and X is a
conserved quantity fulfilling [X,H ] = 0. One can choose
such operators Ai as the basis, to avoid the static com-
ponent problem.
Finally, one can choose the basis Ai that has approx-

imately zero static component, i.e., (Ai)0 ≈ 0. For an

example, one can choose Ai = Ãi − 〈Ãi〉, which fulfils
only the necessary condition 〈Ai〉 = 0 for the zero static
component properties (Ai)0 = 0. One could also use the
eigen-excitation operator Oν of a low-order PTA calcula-
tion to construct Ai, such as Ai = O†

µOν with λµ 6= λν .
It also has (Ai)0 ≈ 0.
In summary, in this paper, we derive the sc-RPA in

the PTA formalism which is a more systematic and flex-

ible framework. The present sc-RPA applies to arbi-
trary temperature. It recovers Rowe’s sc-RPA formal-
ism at zero temperature. We apply the present sc-
RPA to one-dimensional spinless fermion model. The N-
representability constraints for 2RMD are enforced to sig-
nificantly stabilize the iterative solution. The Luttinger
liquid ground state and the continuum/bound state fea-
tures of the density spectral function are well captured
by the present sc-RPA. From the derivation, we rational-
ize Rowe’s formalism and elucidate the approximations
contained in various RPAs. The PTA framework also
provides new degrees of freedom to extend RPA, i.e., def-
initions of inner product, selection of basis operators, and
constraints of reduced density matrices. These will help
people extend RPA to situations of high temperature,
higher order correlation, and high symmetry states. Al-
though our formalism is derived for lattice model Hamil-
tonians, it also paves the way to sc-RPA’s application in
first principle calculations of real materials.
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Appendix A: Proof of Spectral Theorem Eqs.(4) and
(5)

In this Appendix, we prove the spectral theorem
Eqs.(4) and (5), which applies to the Boson-type GF.
The proof involves some properties of the static as well
as dynamic components of an operator.
We start from the definition of Boson-type retarded

GF for operators A and B, Eqs.(1) and (2),

Gr[A(t)|B(t′)] ≡ 1

i
θ(t− t′)〈[A(t), B(t′)]〉, (A1)

and

Gr(A|B)ω =

∫ ∞

−∞

Gr[A(t)|B(t′)]ei(ω+iη)(t−t′)d(t− t′).

(A2)
The Lehmann representation for Gr[A(t)|B(t′)] reads

Gr[A(t)|B(t′)] =
1

iZ
θ(t− t′)

∑

mn

(

e−βEm − e−βEn
)

×

〈m|A|n〉〈n|B|m〉ei(Em−En)(t−t′).

(A3)

Here, Z is the partition function. |m〉 and Em are the
eigen state and eigen energy of H , respectively. Note
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that here we have used 1 =
∑

m
|m〉〈m| in the full Fock

space. So Eq.(A3) is valid in general only for the grand
canonical ensemble. For the canonical ensemble, Eq.(A3)
is valid only for the case [H,N ] = [A,N ] = [B,N ] = 0.
According to Eq.(6), we can decompose A and B as A =
A0+Ad, B = B0+Bd. Inserting them into the Lehmann
representation, one easily obtains

Gr[A(t)|B(t′)] = Gr[Ad(t)|Bd(t
′)]. (A4)

Similarly, it is easy to prove that Gr[A0(t)|B(t′)] =
Gr[A(t)|B0(t

′)] = Gr[A0(t)|B0(t
′)] = 0. After Fourier

transformation, one obtains

G(A|B0)ω = G(A0|B)ω = G(A0|B0)ω = 0,

G(A|B)ω = G(Ad|Bd)ω . (A5)

From the Lehmann representation, the average value
of commutator 〈[A,B]〉 has similar relations,

〈[A,B0]〉 = 〈[A0, B]〉 = 〈[A0, B0]〉 = 0,

〈[A,B]〉 = 〈[Ad, Bd]〉. (A6)

Using the above properties, the EOM of GF Eq.(3) be-
comes

ωG(Ad|Bd)ω = 〈[Ad, Bd]〉+G([Ad, H ]|Bd)ω

= 〈[Ad, Bd]〉 −G(A|[Bd, H ])ω. (A7)

This shows that only the dynamic component of opera-
tors are involved in the Boson-type GF and its EOM.
From Eq.(A5), one has the spectral function ρA,B(ω) =

ρAd,Bd
(ω). Lehmann representation of ρA,B(ω) then

reads

ρA,B(ω) =
1

Z

∑

(mn)′

(

e−βEm − e−βEn
)

×

〈m|A|n〉〈n|B|m〉δ(ω + Em − En). (A8)

Here,
∑

(mn)′ means summation for m and n with the

constraint Em 6= En. From Eq.(A8), one obtains

∫ ∞

−∞

ρA,B(ω)
1

eβω − 1
=

1

Z

∑

(mn)′

〈m|A|n〉〈n|B|m〉e−βEn

= 〈BdAd〉 = 〈BA〉 − 〈B0A0〉.
(A9)

This completes the proof of Eqs.(4) and (5).

Appendix B: The Applicability of Spectral Theorem
in Canonical / Grand Canonical Ensemble

For a given Hamiltonian H that conserves the total
number of electrons, i.e., [H,N ] = 0, by writing down the
EOM for G(A|B)ω , truncating the hierarchy of EOMs,
and using spectral theorem, one can establish approxi-
mate relations between the average 〈BA〉 and others such

as 〈[A,B]〉 (for the Boson-type GF). In this appendix, we
will prove that if A and B conserves the total number of
electrons, i.e., [H,N ] = [A,N ] = [B,N ] = 0, those rela-
tions will be applicable to both the canonical ensemble
and the grand canonical ensemble. Otherwise they apply
only to the grand canonical ensemble.
One simple example is a single mode model, H =

(ǫ − µ)a†a. For the one-particle GF G(a|a†)ω, which
has [a,N ] 6= 0, the associated spectral theorem gives
〈a†a〉 = 1/[eβ(ǫ−µ)−1]. This expression obviously applies
to the grand canonical ensemble, but not to the canonical
ensemble. We note that the distinction between canon-
ical and grand canonical ensemble only exist at T > 0.
At T = 0, there is no distinction if the ground state has
a definite number of electrons.
Here, we only consider the Boson-type GF. Losing no

generality, we assume that A is an eigen excitation op-
erator [A,H ] = ǫA and A0 = 0. Writing down the GF
EOM for G(A|B)ω and applying the standard spectral
theorem, Eq.(4), we obtain

〈BA〉 = 〈[A,B]〉
eβǫ − 1

. (B1)

Below, we first prove that if [H,N ] = [A,N ] =
[B,N ] = 0, Eq.(B1) applies both to the canonical and
the grand canonical ensemble. In the canonical ensem-
ble, the Lehmann representation for the left-hand side of
this equation reads

〈BA〉N
=

1

TrN [e−βH ]
TrN

[

e−βHBA
]

=
1

∑

n e
−βEn(N)

∑

(mn)′

e−βEn(N)〈N,n|B|N,m〉〈N,m|A|N,n〉.

(B2)

Here,
∑

(mn)′ means summation for m and n with the

constraint Em 6= En. |N,n〉 and En(N) are eigen state
and energy of H in the subspace N , respectively. 〈...〉N
is the canonical ensemble average in the N -electron sub-
space. [H,N ] = [A,H ] = [B,H ] = 0 has been used in
the above equation.
For the right-hand side of Eq.(B1), we have

〈[A,B]〉N
=

1
∑

n e
−βEn(N)

∑

(mn)′

e−βEn(N) ×

[

eβ[En(N)−Em(N)] − 1
]

〈N,n|B|N,m〉〈N,m|A|N,n〉.
(B3)

Sandwiching [A,H ] = ǫA in the eigen
states 〈N,m| and |N,n〉, one obtains
[En(N)− Em(N)] 〈N,m|A|N,n〉 = ǫ〈N,m|A|N,n〉,
which further gives eβ[En(N)−Em(N)]〈N,m|A|N,n〉 =
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eβǫ〈N,m|A|N,n〉. Putting this relation into Eq.(B3)
gives

〈BA〉N =
〈[A,B]〉N
eβǫ − 1

. (B4)

That is, Eq.(B1) holds for the canonical ensemble if
[H,N ] = [A,N ] = [B,N ] = 0.
In the grand canonical ensemble, we replace H with

H − µN . Now [A,H − µN ] = [A,H ] = ǫA. The left-
hand side of Eq.(B1) reads

〈BA〉G =
Tr
[

e−β(H−µN)BA
]

Tr
[

e−β(H−µN)
]

=

∑

N eβµNZN 〈BA〉N
∑

N eβµNZN
. (B5)

Here ZN =
∑

n e
−βEn(N) is the partition function in the

N -particle space.
The right-hand side of Eq.(B1) reads

1

eβǫ − 1
〈[A,B]〉G

=
1

eβǫ − 1

∑

N eβµNZN 〈[A,B]〉N
∑

N eβµNZN
. (B6)

Employing Eq.(B4) and comparing the results with the
left-hand side Eq.(B5), one arrives at

〈BA〉G =
〈[A,B]〉G
eβǫ − 1

. (B7)

Therefore, we have proved that Eq.(B1) applies to both
canonical and grand canonical ensemble if [H,N ] =
[A,N ] = [B,N ] = 0.
Now let us prove that if [A,N ] 6= 0, Eq.(B1) does not

hold for the canonical ensemble, but still holds for the
grand canonical ensemble. Suppose [A,N ] = qA and
q 6= 0. For the canonical ensemble, we have

〈BA〉N
=

1

ZN

∑

nm

e−βEn(N)〈N,n|B|N − q,m〉〈N − q,m|A|N,n〉,

(B8)

and

〈[A,B]〉N
=

1

ZN

∑

nm

e−βEn(N)[〈N,n|A|N + q,m〉〈N + q,m|B|N,n〉

−〈N,n|B|N − q,m〉〈N − q,m|A|N,n〉]. (B9)

Using [A,H ] = ǫA, we obtain

〈[A,B]〉N

=
eβǫ

ZN

∑

nm

e−βEm(N+q)〈N,n|A|N + q,m〉〈N + q,m|B|N,n〉

− 1

ZN

∑

nm

e−βEn(N)〈N,n|B|N − q,m〉〈N − q,m|A|N,n〉

6= (eβǫ − 1)〈BA〉N . (B10)

Therefore, Eq.(B4) does not hold.
For the grand canonical ensemble, we replace H with

H − µN and ǫ is now defined by [A,H − µN ] = ǫA. So
Em(N + q) − En(N) = ǫ + µq if 〈N,n|A|N + q,m〉 6= 0.
We put this equation into the expression Eq.(B9) for
〈[A,B]〉N , do the replacement N → N − q and exchange
m and n in the summation of the first term. Inserting
the obtained equation into Eq.(B6) for〈[A,B]〉G and com-
paring it with Eq.(B5) for 〈BA〉G, we obtain the grand
canonical equation Eq.(B7). This completes the proof
that Eq.(B7) holds in general while Eq.(B4) holds only
for the case [H,N ] = [A,N ] = [B,N ] = 0. For the oper-
ators A and B with nonzero static components, A0 6= 0
and B0 6= 0, the above proof is still valid if we replace A
with Ad and B with Bd.

Appendix C: Negative Semi-definiteness of Liouville
Matrix L

In this Appendix, we will prove that the Liouville ma-
trix L defined in Eq.(10) is negative semi-definite. L

is defined as Lij = (Ai|[Aj , H ]) with the inner product
(X |Y ) ≡ 〈[X†, Y ]〉. From Eq.(23), we can diagonalize L

as U†LU = L̃. The diagonal element of L̃ reads

L̃ii = (Oi|[Oi, H ]) = 〈[O†
i , [Oi, H ]]〉. (C1)

Here Oi =
∑

j UjiAj is the transformed operator. The

Lehmann representation of L̃ii reads

L̃ii =
1

Z

∑

mn

e−βEm ×
[

〈m|O†
i |n〉〈n|[Oi, H ]|m〉 − 〈m|[Oi, H ]|n〉〈n|O†

i |m〉
]

=
1

Z

∑

mn

〈m|O†
i |n〉〈n|Oi|m〉

(

e−βEm − e−βEn
)

(Em − En)

≤ 0. (C2)

This completes the proof.

Appendix D: Derivation of Eqs.(76) and (77)

In this appendix, we prove Eqs.(76) and (77) using the
number operator method. In the canonical ensemble,
for the system with N electrons, we have 〈a†αN̂aβ〉 =

(N − 1)〈a†αaβ〉. Using N̂ =
∑L

γ=1 a
†
γaγ , for α 6= β one

has

(N − 1)〈a†αaβ〉 =
∑

γ 6=α,β

〈a†αa†γaγaβ〉. (D1)

Replacing a†γaγ by 1 − aγa
†
γ in the above equation, one

obtains

(N − 1)〈a†αaβ〉 = (L− 2)〈a†αaβ〉 −
∑

γ 6=α,β

〈a†αaγa†γaβ〉,

(D2)



22

which gives Eq.(76).
For α = β, instead of Eq.(D1), one has

(N − 1)〈a†αaα〉 =
∑

γ 6=α

〈a†αa†γaγaα〉. (D3)

Using the same method as above, this produces

(N − 1)〈a†αaα〉 = (L− 1)〈a†αaα〉 −
∑

γ 6=α

〈a†αaγa†γaα〉,

(D4)

which gives Eq.(77).

Appendix E: Algorithms for solving generalized
eigen problem and linear equations

In this Appendix, we summarize the two algorithms
used in our implementation of sc-RPA for the one-
dimensional spinless fermion model.

1. generalized eigen problem

First, we summarize the algorithm of solving the gen-
eralized eigen problem Eq.(116), i.e.,

LqUq = IqUqΛq. (E1)

We seek for the matrices Uq and the diagonal Λq for a
given pair of Hermitian matrices Lq � 0 and Iq. Since
the same algorithm applies to every q, below, we drop the
superscript q. Given that L is negative semi-definite and
Hermitian, we use the following two-step diagonalization
method to find U and Λ. We first seek for the unitary

matrix UL (U†
L = U−1

L ) to diagonalize L,

(UL)
−1 LUL = ΛL (E2)

ΛL is a diagonal and negative semi-definite matrix. We
can normalize it to −1 by

|ΛL|−1/2(UL)
−1 LUL|ΛL|−1/2 = −1. (E3)

Carrying out the same transformation to I, we have

|ΛL|−1/2(UL)
−1 IUL|ΛL|−1/2 = Ĩ, (E4)

which is an Hermitian matrix. Now we seek another uni-
tary transformation V (V† = V−1) to diagoanlize Ĩ,

V−1 Ĩ V = Λ̃I . (E5)

with Λ̃I being diagonal matrix. Now we get the combined
transformation matrix U = UL|ΛL|−1/2V such that

U†LU = −1,

U†IU = Λ̃I . (E6)

Comparing them with Eq.(E1), we identify that

U = UL|ΛL|−1/2V,

Λ = −(Λ̃I)
−1. (E7)

It is easy to prove that the same transformation U diag-
onalized both M and C as

U−1MU = Λ,

U†CU = Λ−1
(

eβΛ − 1
)−1

. (E8)

Once the generalized eigen vector Uq and eigen values
Λq are obtained, one can proceed to produce [eβM

q −
1]−1, which is used in the fluctuation-dissipation theorem
to calculate Cq.

2. linear equations for Cq and {〈nk〉}

Second, we summarize the algorithm of solving the lin-
ear equations for Cq and {〈nk〉}. The set of linear equa-
tions to be solved for a fixed Mq are Eqs.(104), (106),
and (108). That is,

Cq = −Iq
(

eβM
q − 1

)−1

,

〈nk〉 =
1

L−N

∑

k′( 6=k)

Ck−k′

k′k′ ,

∑

k

〈nk〉 = N. (E9)

We denote Wq =
(

eβM
q − 1

)−1
. Inserting the expres-

sion for Cq
k,k′ of the first equation into the second one,

and using Iqkk′ = δkk′ (〈nk+q〉 − 〈nk〉), we obtain the lin-
ear equations for 〈nk〉 as

∑

k′

Qkk′〈nk′ 〉 = 〈nk〉. (E10)

The matrix Q is given by

Qkk′ =







1
L−NW k−k′

k′k′ , (k 6= k′)

−1
L−N

∑

p(6= k)W k−p
pp , (k = k′).

(E11)

We solve the homogeneous linear equations Eq.(E10) for
{〈nk〉} under the constraints

∑

k〈nk〉 = N by minimizing

the distance d = [(Q− 1)~x]
T · [(Q− 1)~x]−λ(

∑

k xk−N)
with respect to ~x. Here xk = 〈nk〉 are the unknown vari-
ables and λ is the Lagrangian multiplier to enforce the
constraint of the total number of fermions. This gives an
extended N +1 dimensional inhomogeneous linear equa-
tion that we solve for 〈nk〉,
(

2(Q− 1)T (Q− 1) −~1
−~1T 0

)(

~x
λ

)

=

(

~0
−N

)

. (E12)

Here, ~1 = (1 1 ... 1)T and ~0 = (0 0 ... 0)T . After {〈nk〉}
are obtained from this equation, we produce Iq and then
calculate the matrix Cq via the first equation of Eq.(E9).
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