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In this paper, we propose a new analytic continuation method to extract real frequency spectral functions
from imaginary frequency Green’s functions of quantum many-body systems. This method is based on the pole
representation of Matsubara Green’s function and a stochastic sampling procedure is utilized to optimize the
amplitudes and locations of poles. In order to capture narrow peaks and sharp band edges in the spectral func-
tions, a constrained sampling algorithm and a self-adaptive sampling algorithm are developed. To demonstrate
the usefulness and performance of the new method, we at first apply it to study the spectral functions of rep-
resentative fermionic and bosonic correlators. Then we employ this method to tackle the analytic continuation
problems of matrix-valued Green’s functions. The synthetic Green’s functions, as well as realistic correlation
functions from finite temperature quantum many-body calculations, are used as input. The benchmark results
demonstrate that this method is capable of reproducing most of the key characteristics in the spectral functions.
The sharp, smooth, and multi-peak features in both low-frequency and high-frequency regions of spectral func-
tions could be accurately resolved, which overcomes one of the main limitations of the traditional maximum
entropy method. More importantly, it exhibits excellent robustness with respect to noisy and incomplete input
data. The causality of spectral function is always satisfied even in the presence of sizable noises. As a byprod-
uct, this method could derive a fitting formula for the Matsubara data, which provides a compact approximation
to the many-body Green’s functions. Hence, we expect that this new method could become a pivotal workhorse
for numerically analytic continuation and be broadly useful in many applications.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Matsubara Green’s functions G(iωn), or equivalently imag-
inary time Green’s functions G(τ), of quantum many-body
systems are of fundamental importance for finite temperature
quantum field theories1,2. They are usually generated in finite
temperature quantum simulations, such as many-body pertur-
bative calculations3–6, quantum Monte Carlo simulations of
impurity, lattice, and condensed matter systems7–9, and lattice
gauge theory calculations10–12, just to name a few. In princi-
ple, these correlators are not experimentally observable. We
have to convert them to retarded Green’s functions GR(ω), or
equivalently spectral functions A(ω), by using analytic contin-
uation. And then the spectra can be compared with the corre-
spondingly spectroscopic data. Clearly, analytic continuation
provides a bridge between quantum many-body theories and
experimental observations.

In general the imaginary frequency Green’s function G(iωn)
and the spectral function A(ω) are connected by the following
Fredholm integral equation of the first kind1:

G(iωn) =
∫ +∞

−∞
dω K(ωn, ω)A(ω), (1)
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where i is the imaginary unit, ωn means the Matsubara fre-
quency, and K(ωn, ω) = 1/(iωn−ω) is the kernel function. The
mapping from A(ω) to G(iωn) is linear. So, provided A(ω), it
is easy to obtain G(iωn) via numerical integration. However,
given G(iωn), seeking a reasonable A(ω) to satisfy Eq. (1)
needs tremendous efforts. Mathematically, the extraction of
A(ω) is equivalent to carrying out an inverse Laplace transfor-
mation, which is a well-known ill-conditioned problem13,14.
Because the kernel approaches zero as ω increases, A(ω) is
very sensitive to the noises embedded in G(iωn). Small fluc-
tuations or noises in G(iωn), which are almost inevitably in
quantum many-body calculations7–9, could lead to significant
changes in A(ω). Thus, a reliable comparison between theo-
retical and experimentally observed spectra becomes impossi-
ble. This is an intrinsic difficulty of the analytic continuation
problems15, and has long been a key factor limiting the use-
fulness of finite temperature quantum simulations.

To solve the analytic continuation problems, people have
developed many numerical methods in the past decades, in-
cluding the non-negative least-squares method (NNLS)16,
non-negative Tikhonov method (NNT)17,18, Padé approx-
imation (Padé)19–24, maximum entropy method (MaxEnt)
and its extensions25–36, stochastic analytic continuation
(SAC) and its variants37–43, stochastic optimization method
(SOM)44–48, sparse modeling method (SpM)49,50, Nevanlinna
analytic continuation (NAC)51,52, and Carathéodory method
(Carathéodory)53, and so on. In addition, machine learning-
assisted analytic continuation methods54–59 are also exploited
in recent years, but they have not yet been broadly used with
realistic quantum Monte Carlo data.

To our knowledge, perhaps MaxEnt is the most widely used
analytic continuation method25,26. It dominates this field for
quite a long time. In this method, the spectral function is re-
garded as a probability function and then the Bayesian statis-
tical inference is employed to select the most probable spec-
trum that maximizes a generalized Shannon-Jaynes entropy60.
This method is quite efficient, but sometimes it tends to blur
the sharp features in the spectrum. Another popular analytic
continuation tool is the SAC method37–39. The spectrum is at
first parameterized by a large number of δ functions in contin-
uous frequency space. Then the amplitudes and locations of
the δ functions are sampled by the Monte Carlo method. Note
that various constraints, such as locations of band boundaries
or spectral weight of quasiparticle peak, can be encoded in the
stochastic sampling procedure. This leads to the constrained
SAC method39. It can resolve intricate spectral functions with
both sharp edge features and broad peaks precisely at the cost
of computational efficiency42,61. The SOM method is just a
cousin of the SAC method44,45. The most significant differ-
ence is that the SOM method utilizes superposition of many
rectangle functions, instead of δ functions, to parameterize the
spectral function. Sometimes both the SOM method and the
SAC method are called the average spectrum method (ASM)
in the literatures43,62–64. Accordingly it is not surprising that
the two methods share the same strengths and weaknesses.

We would like to emphasize that the spirits of the MaxEnt,
SAC, and SOM methods are to fit the spectral functions to
the imaginary frequency Green’s functions. However, there

is an alternative route for solving the analytic continuation
problems. In the class are methods that aim to interpolate,
rather than fit, the imaginary frequency Green’s function in
the complex plane by using some sorts of rational functions.
If the analytic form of the Green’s function is established, one
may immediately substitute iωn by ω + i0+ to yield the re-
quired spectral function. Typical methods in this class include
the Padé20,21, NAC51, and Carathéodory53 methods. The Padé
method requires high-precision input data. Basically, it works
well only if the input data on the imaginary axis are not sub-
ject to stochastic uncertainty (or noise) and the number of data
points is small20,21. Furthermore, it often generates unphysi-
cal oscillation in the high-frequency region of the spectrum,
thus violates the causality condition50. The newly developed
NAC method is apparently superior to the Padé method. It
takes the Nevanlinna analytic structure of the Green’s function
into account51. The evaluated spectral function is guaranteed
to be intrinsically positive and normalized. Later, the Nevan-
linna interpolation scheme is generalized to treat the matrix-
valued Green’s functions. This is the so-called Carathéodory
method53. The two methods can resolve complicated spec-
tral functions over a wide range of frequencies with unprece-
dented accuracy. However, they are not numerical stable and
are not directly applicable to bosonic systems52,65. More se-
riously, the two methods are not robust in the presence of
noise. If the input data are noisy, the Pick’s criterion is vio-
lated and the Nevanlinna (Carathéodory) interpolations won’t
exist51. The obtained spectral functions are not guaranteed
to be causal at that time. This deficiency greatly restricts the
applications of the two methods in the post-processing proce-
dure for quantum Monte Carlo simulations.

Clearly, though significant progress has been made in solv-
ing the inverse problem [see Eq. (1)], it is still far away from
being completely settled. This explains why analytic contin-
uation is a long-standing and important problem in computa-
tional quantum many-body physics1,2. Nevertheless, new an-
alytic continuation methods that based on different principles
and strategies are always useful18,36,65–68. In this paper, we
would like to introduce a new analytic continuation method,
namely the stochastic pole expansion method (dubbed SPX).
It adopts the pole expansion to parameterize the imaginary fre-
quency Green’s function. Then the weights and locations of
the poles are optimized by stochastic method, hence the name
of the method. Finally, the spectral function is evaluated by
using the optimal poles. In essence, the SPX method can be
classified as the ASM method43. But it inherits the advantages
of both fitting and interpolation approaches. At first, it can
recover complicated spectral functions. These spectra usually
exhibit some distinctive features, such as large gap, sharp band
edge, narrow resonance peak, and long tail etc., over a wide
energy range. Second, it provides an approximated pole rep-
resentation for Matsubara Green’s function in the entire com-
plex plane. In other words, a fitting formula for the Green’s
function is derived once the analytic continuation is finished.
Such a formula can serve as a noise filter and a compact rep-
resentation of many-body Green’s function. Third, it is robust
with respect to noisy and incomplete data. The sum-rule and
causality of the spectral functions are automatically guaran-
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teed. Last but not the least, this method is quite general. It is
suitable for not only fermionic but also bosonic correlators. It
is straightforward to generalize it to support analytic continu-
ation of matrix-valued Green’s functions. Actually, so long as
the given correlators can be described by using the Lehmann
representation1, the SPX method always works.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we at first review the basic properties of the finite temperature
Green’s function and the Lehmann representation. And then
we elaborate on the core idea of the SPX method. The pole
representation, and the stochastic approach that is used to opti-
mize the amplitudes and locations of the poles, are explained.
In Section III, two auxiliary algorithms, namely the con-
strained sampling algorithm and the self-adaptive sampling
algorithm, are introduced. The remaining part of this sec-
tion is devoted to implementation details of the SPX method.
In the following sections (from Section IV to Section VII),
the SPX method is benchmarked thoroughly. The calculated
results are compared with those obtained by the traditional
MaxEnt method and the exact solutions if available. Firstly,
we introduce the computational setups and summarize the test
cases (see Section IV). And then the SPX method is utilized to
solve the analytic continuation problems for fermionic corre-
lators (see Section V), bosonic correlators (see Section VI),
and matrix-valued Green’s functions (see Section VII). In
Section VIII, we at first focus on the robustness of the SPX
method in the presence of sizable noise. The performance of
the SPX method is also examined when the input data are in-
complete. We analyze the advantages and drawbacks of the
SPX method when it is compared to the other analytic con-
tinuation methods. Finally, Section IX serves as a short con-
clusion. We look forward to further applications of the SPX
method in other research fields.

II. FORMALISMS

A. Finite temperature Green’s function

The single-particle imaginary time Green’s function G(τ)
reads:

G(τ) = ⟨Tτc(τ)c†(0)⟩, (2)

where Tτ is the imaginary time ordering operator, c† and c
are creation and annihilation operators in the Heisenberg rep-
resentation, respectively. For fermions, G(τ) must fulfil the
anti-periodicity condition, i.e., G(τ) = −G(τ + β). While for
bosons, G(τ) must be β-periodic, i.e., G(τ) = G(τ+β). Here β
denotes the inverse temperature of the system (β = 1/T ). The
Matsubara Green’s function G(iωn) can be derived from G(τ)
via Fourier transformation,

G(iωn) =
∫ β

0
dτ e−iωnτG(τ), (3)

and vice versa,

G(τ) =
1
β

∑
n

eiωnτG(iωn). (4)

Note that ωn = (2n + 1)π/β and 2nπ/β for fermions and
bosons, respectively, where n ∈ Z.

B. Spectral representation

Supposed that the spectral density of the single-particle
Green’s function is A(ω), then we have:

G(τ) =
∫ +∞

−∞
dω

e−τω

1 ± e−βω
A(ω), (5)

with the positive (negative) sign for fermionic (bosonic) oper-
ators. Similarly,

G(iωn) =
∫ +∞

−∞
dω

1
iωn − ωA(ω). (6)

These equations denote the spectral representation of single-
particle Green’s function. We notice that the SPX method, as
well as the other analytic continuation methods that are classi-
fied as ASM, are closely related to the spectral representation.
Next, we would like to make further discussions about this
representation for the fermionic and bosonic correlators.

Fermionic correlators. The spectral density A(ω) is defined
on (−∞,∞). It is positive definite, i.e., A(ω) ≥ 0. Eq. (5) and
Eq. (6) can be reformulated as:

G(τ) =
∫ +∞

−∞
dω K(τ, ω)A(ω), (7)

and

G(iωn) =
∫ +∞

−∞
dω K(ωn, ω)A(ω), (8)

respectively. The kernel functions K(τ, ω) and K(ωn, ω) are
defined as follows:

K(τ, ω) =
e−τω

1 + e−βω
, (9)

and

K(ωn, ω) =
1

iωn − ω. (10)

Bosonic correlators. The spectral density A(ω) obeys the
following constraint: sign(ω)A(ω) ≥ 0. Thus, it is more con-
venient to define a new function Ã(ω) where Ã(ω) = A(ω)/ω.
Clearly, Ã(ω) is always positive definite. As a result Eq. (5)
and Eq. (6) can be rewritten as:

G(τ) =
∫ +∞

−∞
dω K(τ, ω)Ã(ω), (11)

and

G(iωn) =
∫ +∞

−∞
dω K(ωn, ω)Ã(ω), (12)

respectively. Now the bosonic kernel K(τ, ω) becomes:

K(τ, ω) =
ωe−τω

1 − e−βω
. (13)
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Especially, K(τ, 0) = 1/β. As for K(ωn, ω), its expression is:

K(ωn, ω) =
ω

iωn − ω. (14)

Especially, K(0, 0) = −1. Besides the bosonic Green’s func-
tion, typical correlator of this kind includes the transverse spin
susceptibility χ+−(τ) = ⟨S +(τ)S −(0)⟩, where S + = S x + iS y
and S − = S x − iS y.

Bosonic correlators of Hermitian operators. There is a spe-
cial case of the previous observable kind with c = c†. Here,
A(ω) becomes an odd function, and equivalently, Ã(ω) is an
even function [i.e., Ã(ω) = Ã(−ω)]. Therefore the limits of
integrations in Eq. (5) and Eq. (6) are reduced from (−∞,∞)
to (0,∞). So the two equations can be transformed into:

G(τ) =
∫ +∞

0
dω K(τ, ω)Ã(ω), (15)

and

G(iωn) =
∫ +∞

0
dω K(ωn, ω)Ã(ω), (16)

respectively. The corresponding K(τ, ω) reads:

K(τ, ω) =
ω

[
e−τω + e−(β−τ)ω]

1 − e−βω
. (17)

Especially, K(τ, 0) = 2/β. And K(ωn, ω) becomes:

K(ωn, ω) =
−2ω2

ω2
n + ω

2 . (18)

Especially, K(0, 0) = −2. Perhaps the longitudinal spin sus-
ceptibility χzz(τ) = ⟨S z(τ)S z(0)⟩ and the charge susceptibility
χch(τ) = ⟨N(τ)N(0)⟩ are the most widely used observables of
this kind.

C. Pole representation

It is well known that the finite temperature many-body
Green’s functions can be expressed within the Lehmann rep-
resentation1:

Gab(z) =
1
Z

∑
m,n

⟨n|da|m⟩⟨m|d†b |n⟩
z + En − Em

(
e−βEn ± e−βEm

)
, (19)

where a and b are the band indices, d (d†) denote the annihi-
lation (creation) operators, |n⟩ and |m⟩ are eigenstates of the
Hamiltonian Ĥ, and En and Em are the corresponding eigen-
values, Z is the partition function (Z =

∑
n e−βEn ). The positive

sign corresponds to fermions, while the negative sign corre-
sponds to bosons. The domain of this function is on the com-
plex plane, but the real axis is excluded (z ∈ {0}⋃C \ R). If
z = iωn ∈ iR, Gab(iωn) is the Matsubara Green’s function. If
z = ω + i0+, Gab(ω + i0+) = GR

ab(ω) is called the retarded
Green’s function.

At first, we focus on the diagonal cases (a = b). For the sake
of simplicity, the band indices are ignored in the following
discussions. Let Amn = ⟨n|d|m⟩⟨m|d†|n⟩

(
e−βEn + e−βEm

)
/Z and

Pmn = Em − En, then G(z) =
∑

m,n Amn/(z − Pmn)65. Clearly,
only those nonzero elements of Amn contribute to the Green’s
function. If the indices m and n are further compressed into γ
(i.e, γ = {m, n}), then Eq. (19) is simplified to:

G(z) =
Np∑
γ=1

Aγ
z − Pγ

. (20)

Here, Aγ and Pγ mean the amplitude and location of the γ-th
pole, respectively. Np means the number of poles, which is
equal to the total number of nonzero Amn. Such an analytic
expression of Green’s function is called the pole expansion. It
is valid for both fermionic and bosonic correlators.

Fermionic correlators. For fermionic systems, the pole rep-
resentation for Matsubara Green’s function can be recast as:

G(iωn) =
Np∑
γ=1

Ξ(ωn, Pγ)Aγ. (21)

Here, Ξ is called the kernel matrix. It is evaluated by:

Ξ(ωn, ω) =
1

iωn − ω. (22)

Note that Aγ and Pγ should satisfy the following constraints:

∀γ, 0 ≤ Aγ ≤ 1,
∑
γ

Aγ = 1, Pγ ∈ R. (23)

Bosonic correlators. For bosonic systems, the pole repre-
sentation for Matsubara Green’s function can be defined as
follows:

G(iωn) =
Np∑
γ=1

Ξ(ωn, Pγ)Ãγ. (24)

Here, Ξ is evaluated by:

Ξ(ωn, ω) =
G0ω

iωn − ω, (25)

where G0 = −G(iωn = 0), which should be a positive real
number. Be careful, Ξ(0, ω) = −G0. Ãγ is the renormalized
amplitude of the γ-th pole:

Ãγ =
Aγ

G0Pγ
. (26)

Note that Ãγ and Pγ should satisfy the following constraints:

∀γ, 0 ≤ Ãγ ≤ 1,
∑
γ

Ãγ = 1, Pγ ∈ R. (27)

Bosonic correlators of Hermitian operators. Its pole repre-
sentation can be defined as follows (∀γ, Aγ > 0 and Pγ > 0):

G(iωn) =
Np∑
γ=1

(
Aγ

iωn − Pγ
− Aγ

iωn + Pγ

)

=

Np∑
γ=1

Ξ(ωn, Pγ)Ãγ. (28)
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Thus, the kernel matrix Ξ reads:

Ξ(ωn, ω) =
−G0ω

2

ω2
n + ω

2 . (29)

Especially, Ξ(0, 0) = −G0. The renormalized weight Ãγ reads:

Ãγ =
2Aγ

G0Pγ
. (30)

The constraints for Ãγ and Pγ are the same with Eq. (27).
As for the off-diagonal cases (a , b), it is lightly to prove

that
∑
γ Aγ = 0. It implies that there exist poles with negative

weights. Hence we can split the poles into two groups accord-
ing to the signs of their amplitudes. The Matsubara Green’s
function can be expressed as follows:

G(iωn) =
N+p∑
γ=1

A+γ
iωn − P+γ

−
N−p∑
γ=1

A−γ
iωn − P−γ

=

N+p∑
γ=1

Ξ(ωn, P+γ )A+γ −
N−p∑
γ=1

Ξ(ωn, P−γ )A−γ . (31)

Here, Ξ(ωn, ω) is already defined in Eq. (22). The A±γ and P±γ
are restricted by Eq. (23). In addition,

Np = N+p + N−p , (32)

and

N+p∑
γ=1

A+γ −
N−p∑
γ=1

A−γ = 0. (33)

D. Stochastic optimization

Supposed that the input Matsubara Green’s function is
G(iωn), where n = 1, 2, · · ·, Nω, the objective of analytic
continuation is to fit the (possibly noisy and incomplete) Mat-
subara data into Eq. (20) under some constraints. In mathe-
matical language, we should solve the following multivariate
optimization problem:

arg min
{Aγ ,Pγ}Np

γ=1

χ2
[{

Aγ, Pγ
}Np

γ=1

]
. (34)

Here, χ2
[{

Aγ, Pγ
}Np

γ=1

]
is the so-called goodness-of-fit function

or loss function. Its definition is as follows:

χ2
[{

Aγ, Pγ
}Np

γ=1

]
=

1
Nω

Nω∑
n=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣G(iωn) −

Np∑
γ=1

Aγ
iωn − Pγ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

F

, (35)

where || · ||F denotes the Frobenius norm. The minimiza-
tion of Eq. (34) is highly non-convex. Traditional gradient-
based optimization methods, such as the non-negative least
squares method, conjugate gradient method, Newton and

Move 1Move 4Move 2

(Pγ, Aγ)

ω (eV)0Pγ

0.25
Aγ

0.50

Amplitude

FIG. 1. Schematic picture for the pole representation of the Mat-
subara Green’s function. The poles are visualized by vertical color-
ful bars. “Move 1”, “Move 2”, and “Move 4” denote three possible
Monte Carlo updates: (i) shift a randomly selected pole, (ii) shift two
randomly selected poles, and (iii) swap two randomly selected poles.
See the main text for more details.

quasi-Newton methods, are frequently trapped in local min-
ima69. Their optimized results strongly depend on the initial
guess. The semi-definite relaxation (SDR) fitting method65,70,
adaptive Antoulas-Anderson (AAA) algorithm71,72, and con-
formal mapping plus Prony’s method67,68, which have been
employed to search the locations of poles in previous works65,
are also tested. But these methods usually fail when Np is
huge [Np ∼ O(103)] or the Matsubara data are noisy.

In order to overcome the above obstacles, we employ the
simulated annealing method73 to locate the global minimum
of χ2. The core idea is as follows: First of all, a set of {Aγ, Pγ}
parameters are generated randomly. These parameters form a
configuration space C = {Aγ, Pγ}. Second, this configuration
space is sampled by using the Metropolis Monte Carlo algo-
rithm. In the present SPX method, four Monte Carlo updates
are supported (see Figure 1). They include: (i) Select one pole
randomly and shift its location. (ii) Select two poles randomly
and shift their locations. (iii) Select two poles randomly and
change their amplitudes. The sum-rules, such as Eq. (23) and
Eq. (27), should be respected in this update. (iv) Select two
poles randomly and exchange their amplitudes. Assumed that
the current Monte Carlo configuration is C = {Aγ, Pγ}, the
new one is C′ = {A′γ, P′γ}, and ∆χ2 = χ2(C′) − χ2(C), then the
transition probability reads:

p(C → C′) =
 exp

(
−∆χ2

2Θ

)
, if ∆χ2 > 0,

1.0, if ∆χ2 ≤ 0,
(36)

where Θ is an artificial system temperature and χ2 is inter-
preted as energy of the system. Third, the above two steps
should be restarted periodically to avoid being trapped by lo-
cal minima. Fourth, once all the Monte Carlo sampling tasks
are finished, we should pick up the “best” solution which ex-
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hibits the smallest χ2, or select some “good” solutions with
small χ2 and evaluate their arithmetic average. Finally, with
the optimized Np, and Aγ, and Pγ parameters, the retarded
Green’s function GR(ω) can be easily evaluated by replacing
iωn with ω + iη in Eqs. (21), (24), (28), and (31), where η is a
positive infinitesimal number. And the spectral density A(ω)
is calculated by:

A(ω) = −1
π

ImGR(ω). (37)

III. BASIC ALGORITHMS

A. Constrained sampling algorithm

In the SPX method, the amplitudes and locations of the
poles should be optimized by the Monte Carlo algorithm un-
der some constraints [see Eqs. (23), (27), and (33)]. We note
that these constraints are from the canonical relations for the
fermionic and bosonic operators1,2. They must be satisfied,
or else the causality of the spectrum can not be guaranteed.
But beyond that, more constraints are allowable. Further re-
strictions on the amplitudes and locations of the poles can
greatly reduce the configuration space that needs to be sam-
pled and enhance the possibility to reach the global minimum
of the optimization problem. The possible strategies include:
(1) Restrict {Aγ} only; (2) Restrict {Pγ} only; and (3) Restrict
both {Aγ} and {Pγ} at the same time. These extra constraints
can be deduced from a priori knowledge about the Matsubara
Green’s function G(iωn) and the spectral density A(ω). For ex-
ample, for a molecule system, the amplitudes of the poles are
likely close. On the other hand, if we know nothing about the
input data and the spectra, we can always try some constraints.
The universal trend is that the more reasonable the constraints,
the smaller the χ2 function. This is the so-called constrained
sampling algorithm. By combining it with the SPX method
(dubbed C-SPX), the ability to resolve fine features in the
spectra will be greatly enhanced. To the best of our knowl-
edge, the constrained sampling algorithm was first proposed
by A. W. Sandvik39. And then it is broadly used in analytic
continuations for spin susceptibilities of quantum many-body
systems42,74. Quite recently, Shao and Sandvik summarized
various approaches to mount the constraints and benchmark
their performances in a comprehensive review concerning the
SAC method61. Due to the similarities of the SPX and SAC
methods, it is believed that all the constraint tactics as sug-
gested in Reference [61] should be applicable for the SPX
method.

B. Self-adaptive sampling algorithm

In analogy to the SAC method, the poles in the SPX method
are distributed randomly in a real frequency grid37,38. This
grid must be extremely dense and is usually linear. But in
principle a nonuniform grid is possible. For example, Shao
and Sandvik61 have suggested a nonlinear grid with monoton-
ically increasing spacing for the δ functions which are used

to parameterize a spectrum that exhibits a sharp band edge.
Since a spectral density can be viewed as a probability distri-
bution25 and we notice that the distribution of the poles looks
quite similar to the spectrum. So, it is natural to adjust the fre-
quency grid dynamically to make sure that the grid density has
an approximate distribution with the spectral density as ob-
tained in the previous run. We adopt the following algorithm
to manipulate the desirable frequency grid: (1) Calculate the
integrated spectral function ϕ(ϵ):

ϕ(ϵ) =
∫ ϵ

ωmin

A(ω)dω, ϵ ∈ [ωmin, ωmax]. (38)

(2) The new frequency grid fi is evaluated by:

fi = ϕ−1(λi), i = 1, · · · ,N f , (39)

where λi is a linear mesh in [ϕ(ωmin), ϕ(ωmax)], and N f de-
notes the number of grid points. Next, we should perform the
analytic continuation simulation again to yield a new spec-
trum, then repeat steps (1) and (2). We find that the χ2 drops
quickly in the first few iterations, and then approaches a con-
stant value slowly. The spectrum is refined simultaneously.
During the iterations, the frequency grid for the poles is adap-
tively refreshed via Eqs. (38) and (39), thus we call it the self-
adaptive sampling algorithm. It is actually a new variation of
the constrained sampling algorithm39. More importantly, it is
quite effective. According to our experiences, 3 ∼ 5 iterations
are enough to obtain a convergent solution. In practice, we
often adopt the spectrum generated by the MaxEnt method to
initialize the frequency grid, and then employ the SPX method
(dubbed SA-SPX) to refine this spectrum further.

C. Reference implementation

The SPX method, together with the MaxEnt method25,26,
have been implemented in an open source software package,
namely ACFlow75, which is a full-fledged analytic continua-
tion toolkit. This package supports analytic continuation for
both fermionic and bosonic correlators.

The flowchart of the SPX method is illustrated in Figure 2.
Next, we would like to explain some essential steps. (1) Ini-
tialize the kernel matrix Ξ. It is defined in Eqs. (22), (25),
and (29). We should evaluate and save them during the ini-
tialization stage to improve the computational efficiency. (2)
Initialize or reset {Aγ, Pγ}. For each Monte Carlo run, {Aγ, Pγ}
must be reinitialized to avoid getting trapped in local minima.
(3) Calculate χ2 and G(iωn). Here, G(iωn) means the repro-
duced Matsubara data. It can be derived by using the present
{Aγ, Pγ} via Eqs. (21), (24), (28), and (31). The loss function
χ2 measures the distance between the input Matsubara data
G(iωn) and the reproduced Matsubara data G(iωn). It is eval-
uated by Eq. (34). (4) Try to update Aγ or Pγ randomly. Four
Monte Carlo updates (Move 1 ∼ Move 4) are introduced to
change the randomly chosen Aγ or Pγ. (5) Accept new Aγ or
Pγ. When ∆χ2 < 0, the Monte Carlo proposal is always ac-
cepted. (6) Accept new Aγ or Pγ probably. When ∆χ2 > 0,
it is still possible to accept the Monte Carlo proposal. The
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Start

Read G(iωn )

Initialize kernel matrix Ξ

Initialize or reset {Aγ ,Pγ } Calculate χ2 and G(iωn )

Attempt to update χ2 and G(iωn ) Try to update Aγ or Pγ randomly

Optimized? Accept new Aγ or Pγ probably

Accept new Aγ or Pγ Enough updates?

Backup χ2 and {Aγ ,Pγ }

Enough runs?

Choose the best {Aγ ,Pγ }Output G(iωn ) and GR (ω)

Stop

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

FIG. 2. Workflow of the SPX method as implemented in the ACFlow code75. The G(iωn), G(iωn), and GR(ω) mean the input Matsubara Green’s
function, reconstructed Green’s function, and retarded Green’s function, respectively. For bosonic functions, Aγ is replaced by Ãγ.

transition probability is determined by Eq. (36). In a stan-
dard simulated annealing algorithm, Θ should decline gradu-
ally from high temperature to low temperature76. However,
in the present implementation, we just set Θ to a large value
(about 106 ∼ 109). We find that such a large Θ is essential
to enable the Monte Carlo walker to escape the local minima
and visit as many configurations as possible. (7) Backup χ2

and {Aγ, Pγ}. For each Monte Carlo run, we always record
the best solution, i.e., the smallest χ2 and the corresponding
{Aγ, Pγ}. (8) Enough runs? The Monte Carlo procedure is re-

peated many times in order to find out the “true” global mini-
mum of χ2. (9) Choose the best {Aγ, Pγ}. Once the outer itera-
tion is finished, we obtain a collection of χ2 and {Aγ, Pγ}. For
the molecule cases, we should pick up the smallest χ2 and the
corresponding {Aγ, Pγ}. However, for the condensed matter
cases, it would be better to select some “good” solutions and
evaluate their averaged value. (10) Output G(iωn) and GR(ω).
Finally, the Matsubara Green’s function G(iωn) and retarded
Green’s function GR(ω) are calculated via Eq. (20) using the
optimized {Aγ, Pγ}.
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In the present implementation, several numerical issues
need to be emphasized.

• The kernel matrix Ξ(ωn, ω) should be computed at ad-
vance and kept in memory. This allows us to calcu-
late the transition probability p and the Green’s func-
tion G(iωn) efficiently. The Matsubara frequencies ωn
are taken from the input data directly. And we have
to create a frequency grid on the real axis for ω (ω ∈
[ωmin, ωmax]). In principle, the poles are distributed in a
continuous frequency space. So in order to improve the
computational accuracy, the number of grid points (N f )
should be as large as possible.

• According to Eq. (36), even when χ2(C′) > χ2(C), the
transition from C′ to C is not always rejected. Though
the transition probability p could be quite small, we still
have the chance to accept a less optimal solution than
what we currently have and escape the local minima.
This transition probability is largely controlled by the
Θ parameter, which behaves as the system’s annealing
temperature73,76. In accordance with the spirit of the
simulated annealing algorithm, Θ should be decreased
gradually. However, in the present implementation,Θ is
fixed and considered as a user-supplied parameter. Ac-
cording to our experiences, the preferred value of Θ is
between 106 and 109.

• In the SPX method, the Monte Carlo sampling proce-
dure should be repeated from scratch many times. In
each run, the χ2 and the corresponding Monte Carlo
configuration C will be tracked. We find that when the
final spectral density exhibits multiple δ-like peaks, it
is wise to pick up the “best” solution whose χ2 is the
smallest. However, when the spectral density is ex-
pected to be broad and smooth, it is better to calcu-
late an arithmetic average of some selected “good” so-
lutions. We just adopted the following strategy to filter
the solutions46,47. At first, we try to calculate the me-
dian or mean value of the collected χ2 data, i.e., ⟨χ2⟩.
Then, only the solutions, whose χ2 are smaller than
⟨χ2⟩/αgood, are retained. Here, αgood is an adjustable
parameter. Its optimal value is around 1.0 ∼ 1.2.

• The SPX method has been parallelized to improve com-
putational efficiency. It is straightforward to launch
multiple Monte Carlo processes simultaneously to ac-
celerate the calculation.

IV. COMPUTATIONAL SETUP

To benchmark the SPX method, 13 test examples (namely
M01 ∼M13), including the fermionic correlators, bosonic cor-
relators, and matrix-valued Green’s functions, are established.
The spectral functions are representative, as one would en-
counter in practice. An overview of these examples is pre-
sented in Table I, and their details will be explicitly described
in the following sections. All the analytic continuation calcu-
lations were done by using the ACFlow toolkit75.

We mainly concentrate on test functions that are known
in the entire complex plane. At first, the test functions are
evaluated at the Matsubara frequency axis. Since the real-
istic Matsubara data from finite temperature quantum Monte
Carlo simulations are usually noisy7–9, multiplicative Gaus-
sian noise will be manually added to the clean Matsubara data
to mimic this situation. We adopted the following formula65:

Gnoisy = Gexact[1 + δNC(0, 1)], (40)

where NC(0, 1) is the complex-valued normal Gaussian noise,
and δ denotes the noise level of the data. Except stated ex-
plicitly, δ = 10−4, the size of input data is Nω = 10, and the
standard deviations of these data are fixed to 10−4.

Then the Matsubara data are analytically continued to the
real axis and compared with the exact solutions. The size of
the real frequency grid for computing Ξ is fixed to N f = 105.
If the spectral density manifests broad and smooth peaks, the
number of poles is 2000, Θ = 108, η = 10−3, the number
of individual Monte Carlo runs is 2000 and each run contains
2 × 105 Monte Carlo sampling steps. If the spectral density
exhibits multiple δ-like peaks, the number of poles is consid-
ered as a priori knowledge, Θ = 106, η = 10−2, the number
of individual Monte Carlo runs is 1000 and each one contains
4 × 104 × number o f poles Monte Carlo sampling steps.

The traditional MaxEnt method is also employed25,26 so as
to crosscheck the analytic continuation results. The “χ2kink”
algorithm29 is used to search the optimal regulation parameter
α. The maximum value of α is 109 ∼ 1015, and the number
of α parameters are 12 ∼ 20. The default model is flat. The
kernel functions are evaluated by Eqs. (10), (14), and (18).

V. APPLICATIONS: FERMIONIC CORRELATORS

In this section, the SPX method is employed to extract spec-
tral functions from various fermionic correlators.

A. Gaussian model

We at first benchmark the SPX method on the condensed
matter cases, in which the spectral functions are usually broad
and smooth. The spectral functions are assumed to be the
superposition of a few Gaussian peaks:

A(ω) =
Ng∑
i=1

wi exp
−(ω − ϵi)2

2Γ2
i

 , (41)

where Ng is the number of Gaussian peaks, wi, ϵi, and Γi de-
note the weight, position, and broadening of the i-th Gaus-
sian peak, respectively. The spectral functions are then back-
continued to the Matsubara frequency axis by using Eq. (8)
with β = 10.0. The Matsubara data, supplemented with ran-
dom noises, are used as inputs for the SPX method.

Figure 3 shows the analytic continuation results by the
SPX method for three typical scenarios: (i) two broad Gaus-
sian peaks separated by a sizable gap (∆gap ≈ 2.0, Ng = 2,
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System Model Features Sections
M01: Gaussian model Multiple broad peaks + sharp quasiparticle peak V A and VIII A
M02: Pole model Multiple off-centered δ peaks V B and VIII A

Fermionic M03: Resonance model Sharp band edges + big gap + wide platform V C
correlators M04: Matsubara Green’s function Sharp quasiparticle peak + lower and upper Hubbard bands V D

M05: Matsubara self-energy function - V E
M06: Gaussian model Two broad peaks VI A
M07: Pole model Two off-centered δ peaks VI B

Bosonic M08: Resonance model Sharp band edge + wide platform VI C
correlators M09: Spin-spin correlation function Sharp band edges + quasilinear behavior VI D

M10: Current-current correlation function Narrow Drude peak + broad interband transition peak VI E and VIII B
M11: Lindhard function - VI F

Matrix-valued M12: Gaussian model Multiple broad peaks VII A
correlators M13: Pole model Multiple off-centered δ peaks VII B

TABLE I. Overview of the test cases. The matrix-valued correlators are fermionic. Note that only the M04, M05, and M09 cases are taken from
realistic quantum many-body simulations. The other cases are designed to represent typical spectra one would encounter in practice.

FIG. 3. Analytic continuations of fermionic correlators (M01: Gaussian model). (a)-(c) Exact and calculated spectral functions. The vertical
dashed lines denote the Fermi level. (d)-(f) Typical distributions of poles that corresponding to the “best” solutions. The amplitudes of poles
presented in the lower panels have been rescaled for a better view.

w1 = w2 = 0.5, ϵ1 = −ϵ2 = 2.5, Γ1 = Γ2 = 0.5), (ii) two Gaus-
sian peaks with a “pseudogap” (Ng = 2, w1 = 1.0, w2 = 0.3,
ϵ1 = 0.5, ϵ2 = −2.5, Γ1 = 0.2, Γ2 = 0.8), and (iii) two Gaus-
sian peaks plus a sharp quasiparticle resonance peak (Ng = 3,
w1 = 1.0, w2 = 0.3, w3 = 0.4, ϵ1 = 0.0, ϵ2 = −2.5, ϵ3 = 1.5,
Γ1 = 0.02, Γ2 = 0.8, Γ3 = 0.5). As is evident in Fig. 3(a)-(c),
the major features of the synthetic spectral functions, includ-
ing the energy gap, positions and weights of the peaks, are
well recovered by the SPX method. The only exception is that
the full width at half maximum and height of the quasiparticle
resonance peak for scenario (iii) [see Fig. 3(c)] are somewhat
overestimated. The MaxEnt method25,26 leads to slightly bet-
ter results for scenarios (i) and (ii). But it is also unable to re-
cover the sharp quasiparticle resonance peak for scenario (iii).
Fig. 3(d)-(f) illustrate the distributions of poles for the three

scenarios. Not surprisingly, they manifest approximate char-
acteristics to the correspondingly spectral functions. Over-
all, for the condensed matter cases, the performance of the
SPX method is comparable with the other fitting-based ana-
lytic continuation methods.

B. Pole model

Now let us turn to the molecule cases, in which the spectral
functions usually exhibit multiple discrete δ-like peaks53,68.
To construct the Matsubara data, Eq. (21) is utilized (β =
20.0). Random noises are added to the synthetic Matsubara
data as described above.

Three typical scenarios are prepared to examine the SPX
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(a)

(f)(e)(d)

(c)(b)

FIG. 4. Analytic continuations of fermionic correlators (M02: Pole model). (a)-(c) Exact and calculated spectral functions. The vertical dashed
lines denote the Fermi level. (d)-(f) Distributions of poles for the “best” solutions. The horizontal dashed lines denote the exact values of
amplitudes of the poles.

FIG. 5. Test of the C-SPX method (M02: Pole model). A four-pole model is considered. In the C-SPX calculation, the locations of the four
poles are restricted in a narrow region, while their amplitudes are free of limitations. The number of individual Monte Carlo runs is 1000. (a)
Distribution of the poles. Here the horizontal dashed line means the exact amplitudes of the poles, while the vertical dashed lines denote the
exact locations of the poles. (b) Goodness-of-fit function χ2 for repeated Monte Carlo runs.

method: (i) an off-center δ-like peak (Np = 1, A1 = 1.0,
P1 = 1.0), (ii) four low-frequency δ-like peaks with equal
amplitudes (Np = 4, A1 = A2 = A3 = A4 = 0.25,
P1 = −P2 = 4.0, P3 = −P4 = 1.0), and (iii) eight δ-
like peaks distributed over a wide frequency range (Np = 8,
A1 = A2 = A3 = A4 = A5 = A6 = A7 = A8 = 0.125, P1 = 8.0,
P2 = 4.0, P3 = −P5 = 0.5, P4 = 0.0, P6 = −1.0, P7 = −5.0,
P8 = −9.0). In the calculations, the number of poles is con-
sidered as a priori knowledge. Besides Eq. (23), there are
no additional limitations for the amplitudes and locations of
the poles. Especially, to obtain reasonable solutions for sce-

narios (ii) and (iii), the numbers of individual Monte Carlo
runs are increased to 2 × 105. Figure 4 shows the analytic
continuation results. Clearly, both the amplitudes and loca-
tions of the peaks (poles) are resolved accurately by the SPX
method. Not only the low-frequency multiplets but also the
high-frequency sharp peaks are well reproduced. For the three
scenarios, the traditional analytic continuation methods, such
as MaxEnt25,26, fail to distinguish the multiple peaks. They
can only give rise to a envelop curve for the δ-like peaks.

Though the three pole models are well solved by the SPX
method, quite a lot of computational resources are consumed,
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FIG. 6. Test of the C-SPX method (M02: Pole model). An eight-pole model is considered. In the C-SPX calculation, the amplitudes of the
eight poles are fixed to 0.125, while the locations are optimized. The number of individual Monte Carlo runs is 1000. (a) Calculated and exact
spectral functions. (b) Goodness-of-fit function χ2 for repeated Monte Carlo runs.

especially for scenarios (ii) and (iii). Just as mentioned be-
fore, extra constraints could be imposed within the parameter-
ization of the poles, which is a widely used trick for the SAC
method and its variants37–44,61–63. Such constraints, which rep-
resent some kind of innate knowledge [e.g., existence of the
sharp band edge, and properties of the poles (including num-
ber, amplitudes, and approximate locations)], could signifi-
cantly improve fidelity of the calculated spectrum and com-
putational efficiency of the SPX method.

The C-SPX method is at first examined by using the four-
pole model [i.e. scenario (ii)]. Because the analytic continua-
tion calculation without extra constraints has been done before
(see Figure 4), we try to limit the locations of the poles with
Pγ ∈ [−4.5,−3.5]

⋃
[−1.5,−0.5]

⋃
[0.5, 1.5]

⋃
[3.5, 4.5] and

rerun the calculations (We will discuss the tricks about how
to speculate the restricted zones for the poles in Section VI).
The number of individual Monte Carlo is reduced to 1000.
The calculated results are displayed in Figure 5. Figure 5(a)
shows the distribution of the poles. The horizontal and verti-
cal dashed lines denote the exact amplitudes and locations of
the poles, respectively. Figure 5(b) shows the collected χ2 for
individual Monte Carlo runs. We find that once the constraints
are imposed, the computational accuracy of not only the loca-
tions but also the amplitudes of the poles is greatly improved,
and it becomes easier to figure out the global minimization.

And then the eight-pole model [i.e. scenario (iii)] is used
to test the C-SPX method. The amplitudes of the eight poles
are the same, but they reside in a wide frequency range. It is
rather difficult to get the correct solution by using the tradi-
tional analytic continuation methods. As for the SPX method,
it is tough to arrive at the global minimum unless the number
of individual Monte Carlo runs is increased up to 106, which
is very time-consuming. However, if we assume that the am-
plitudes of the poles are known and try to optimize their lo-
cations by the C-SPX method, it is easy to reproduce the cor-
rect spectrum. Now the number of individual Monte Carlo

runs can be reduced to 1000. Figure 6 shows the benchmark
results. For the SPX method, though the peaks at the low-
frequency region are roughly resolved, it fails to reproduce the
high-frequency peaks. However, by using the C-SPX method,
both the high-frequency and low-frequency peaks are accu-
rately resolved. Furthermore, we find that the values of the
goodness-of-fit function χ2 are more scattered when the SPX
method is used [See Fig. 6(b)]. It implies that the SPX method
is easier trapped by the local minima than the C-SPX method.

C. Resonance model

The third example concerns the analytic continuation of
Matsubara Green’s function of a BCS superconductor37. Its
spectral function reads:

A(ω) =

 1
W

|ω|√
ω2−∆2

, if ∆ < |ω| < W/2.

0, otherwise.
(42)

Here, W denotes the bandwidth (W = 6.0), and ∆ is used to
control the gap’s size (∆ = 0.5). This spectrum is comprised
of flat shoulders, steep peaks, and sharp gap edges. These
unusual features pose severe challenges to the existing ana-
lytic continuation methods. Figure 7(a)-(b) shows the analytic
continuation results obtained by the SPX method without any
constraints. Clearly, the calculated spectrum exhibits extra
shoulder peaks around ±2.0 and long tails for |ω| > 3. The
energy gap and the sharp band edges are not well captured.
Then constraints are applied to the locations of the poles.
They are allowed to appear in a restricted frequency range
([−3.0, 0.5]

⋃
[0.5, 3.0]). The calculated results are shown in

Fig. 7(c)-(d). It is clear that the major characteristics of the ex-
act spectrum are well reproduced by the C-SPX method. The
excrescent peaks around ±2.0 are mostly suppressed, leaving
small ripples.
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FIG. 7. Analytic continuations of fermionic correlators (M03: Resonance model). The exact and calculated spectral functions are shown in the
first row, while the corresponding distributions of poles are shown in the second row. (a) and (c) Results obtained by the SPX method. (b) and
(d) Results obtained by the C-SPX method. In the C-SPX calculations, the locations of the poles are limited in [−3.0, 0.5]

⋃
[0.5, 3.0].

D. Matsubara Green’s function

In this subsection, let us concentrate on a realistic case,
Matsubara Green’s function from quantum many-body simu-
lation. We just consider the following single-band half-filling
Hubbard model:

H = −t
∑
⟨i j⟩, σ

c†iσc jσ − µ
∑

i

ni + U
∑

i

ni↑ni↓, (43)

where t is the hopping parameter (t = 0.5), µ is the chemi-
cal potential (µ = 1.0), U is the Coulomb interaction (U =
2.0), n is the occupation number (n = 1.0), σ denotes the
spin, i and j are site indices. The inverse system temper-
ature is β = 10.0. This model is defined in a Bethe lat-
tice. It was solved by the single-site dynamical mean-field
theory (dubbed DMFT)77 in combination with the hybridiza-
tion expansion continuous-time quantum Monte Carlo impu-
rity solver (dubbed CT-HYB)7. All the calculations were done
by using the iQIST software package78,79. The major outputs
of the DMFT + CT-HYB calculations are the Green’s func-
tion and the self-energy function at the imaginary axis. In this
example, the Matsubara Green’s function is analytically con-
tinued to extract the spectral function by the MaxEnt method
and the SPX method. The Matsubara self-energy function will
be treated in the next subsection.

The analytic continuation results are shown in Figure 8.
Since the Coulomb interaction is comparable with the band-
width (W = 4t = 2.0), the ground state of this model should
be metallic, but close to the Mott metal-insulator transition80.
Thus, it is not strange that the spectral function exhibits a
three-peak structure (i.e. the quasiparticle resonance peak in
the vicinity of the Fermi level + lower and upper Hubbard
bands), which is a hallmark of the strongly correlated metallic
systems77. We can observe that the spectral functions given
by the MaxEnt method and the SPX method [see Fig. 8(a)]
match with each other, so the results should be reliable. Fig-
ure 8(b)-(c) show the real and imaginary parts of the repro-
duced Green’s functions, which are compared with the input
data. Apparently, the original Matsubara data are well repro-
duced, which implies the derived pole expansion formula [see
Eq. (21)] is reasonable.

E. Matsubara self-energy function

Besides one-particle Green’s functions, it often is neces-
sary to analytically continue the self-energy functions after the
DMFT simulations77. Now we would like to demonstrate how
to convert the self-energy function from Matsubara to real
frequencies by using the SPX method. The high-frequency



13

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 8. Analytic continuations of fermionic correlators (M04: Matsubara Green’s function). (a) Calculated spectral functions. (b)-(c) Distances
between the reproduced Green’s function G(iωn) and the raw Green’s function G(iωn). In panels (b) and (c), all the data are scaled by a factor
of 103 for a better view. The error bars of G(iωn) are also shown.

asymptotic behaviors of self-energy are different from those
of one-particle Green’s function. When approaching the high-
frequency limit, the real part is a non-zero constant, and the
imaginary part decays like Σ1/(iωn) where Σ1 is the first mo-
ment of the self-energy81. So the input data of self-energy
should be preprocessed. The original data are taken from the
DMFT solution of Eq. (43). At first, the Hartree term ΣH is
subtracted from Σ(iωn):

Σ̃(iωn) = Σ(iωn) − ΣH . (44)

Note that ΣH is approximately equal to the asymptotic value
of the real part of Σ(iωn) when n goes to infinite. It is also the
zeroth moment of the self-energy. Sometimes Σ̃(iωn) could
be further normalized by division through its first moment
Σ1

30,81,

Σ̃(iωn) =
Σ(iωn) − ΣH

Σ1
, (45)

but it is not necessary. Then, we perform analytic continuation
by using the SPX method as usual and take Σ̃(iωn) as the input
data. The analytic continuation procedure will convert Σ̃(iωn)
into Σ̃(ω). Finally, Σ̃(ω) is supplemented with the Hartree term
ΣH to get Σ(ω):

Σ(ω) = Σ̃(ω) + ΣH . (46)

The benchmark results are illustrated in Fig. 9. The re-
sults obtained by the MaxEnt method25,26 are also displayed
as a comparison. When ω > 0, the results obtained by both
methods are consistent with each other. If ω < 0, the results
obtained by the SPX method exhibit an additional peak near
ω = −2.0 [see Fig. 9(a)-(b)]. On the contrary, the MaxEnt
method only yields a smooth spectrum. Anyway, the repro-
duced Matsubara data generated by both methods are quite
close to the original Matsubara data [see Fig. 9(c)-(d)].

VI. APPLICATIONS: BOSONIC CORRELATORS

In this section, we are going to test whether the SPX method
supports analytic continuations of bosonic correlators. Tradi-
tionally, the analytic continuations of single-particle Green’s

functions have attracted the most attention25. This is because
the obtained single-particle spectral functions can be easily
observed by photoemission spectroscopy. Over the last ten
years, advances in quantum many-body theories have made
it possible to study strongly correlated electron systems be-
yond the single-particle level82–85. The two-particle quantities
have become more and more important, since they are the key
building blocks in these newly established many-body com-
putational methods86–88. Similar to the single-particle Green’s
functions, the two-particle quantities can not be compared di-
rectly with the experiments. We have to find a reliable method
for the analytic continuations of two-particle functions and get
the corresponding dynamical susceptibilities, which can be in-
deed measured by experiments. Since the two-particle quanti-
ties are usually formulated on the bosonic Matsubara frequen-
cies89–91, the analytic continuation methods for fermionic cor-
relators should be modified to meet this requirement. This is
not always a trivial task92. In this section, we demonstrate that
the SPX method can, with the appropriate kernels, symmetry
relations, and constraints, also be used for bosonic functions.
Six examples are presented here. The benchmark results in-
dicate that the SPX method is able to treat not only synthetic
but also realistic two-particle correlation functions.

A. Gaussian model

The first example we address here is a Gaussian model. The
analytic structure of the exact spectral function is:

A(ω)
ω
= α1 exp

− (ω − ϵ1)2

2γ2
1

 + α2 exp
− (ω − ϵ2)2

2γ2
2

 , (47)

where α1 = α2 = 0.5, γ1 = γ2 = 0.5, ϵ1 = −ϵ2 = 2.5.
Clearly, A(ω) is an odd function. It exhibits two distinct peaks
at energies ϵ1 and ϵ2. And the two Gaussian peaks are anti-
symmetric about ω = 0.0. There is a huge gap between the
two peaks (∆gap ≈ 3.0). The Matsubara data are generated by
using Eqs. (12) and (14). The inverse system temperature β is
10.0.

In Fig. 10(a), the exact spectrum is drawn and compared
to the calculated spectra as obtained by the SPX and MaxEnt
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 9. Analytic continuations of fermionic correlators (M05: Matsubara self-energy function). (a)-(b) Self-energy function at real axis, Σ(ω).
(c)-(d) Distances between the reproduced self-energy function Σ(iωn) and the raw self-energy function S(iωn). In panels (c) and (d), all the
data are scaled by a factor of 102 for a better view. The error bars of S(iωn) are also shown.

methods. Both methods could capture the major characteris-
tics, including the two-peaks structure and the big gap, of the
spectrum. The lower panel of Fig. 10 shows a typical distri-
bution of the poles. The overall profile of this distribution is
also Gaussian-like. There are a small fraction of poles in the
band gap region, but their contributions are trivial.

B. Pole model

For the second example, we consider a four-pole model. Its
analytic form is as follows:

G(z) =
4∑

i=1

αi

z − ϵi , (48)

where α1 = α3 = 0.5, α2 = α4 = −0.5, ϵ1 = −ϵ2 = 4.0, and
ϵ3 = −ϵ4 = 1.0. The exact spectrum exhibits four off-centered
δ-like peaks at ϵ1, ϵ2, ϵ3, and ϵ4. These peaks are also antisym-
metric with respect to ω = 0.0. Note that similar spectra are

usually seen in molecule systems (such as the Hubbard dimer)
and the momentum-resolved Kohn-Sham eigenvalues (i.e. the
“band structure”) of condensed matter systems51,65. We just
use this equation or Eq. (24) to generate the Matsubara data.
The inverse system temperature β is 20.0.

In this example, we respect the symmetries of the Green’s
function and spectral function. In other words, G(z) is treated
as a bosonic correlator of a Hermitian operator, and the cor-
responding spectrum can be defined in the positive half-axis
only. The exact and calculated spectral functions are shown
in Fig. 11(a). As for the MaxEnt method, it resolves the low-
frequency peak at ω = 1.0 quite well. However, it fails to
resolve the high-frequency peak at ω = 4.0. The resulting
high-frequency peak is much broader and smoother than the
exact one. On the other hand, the SPX method does an ex-
cellent job. Not only the positions but also the heights of the
two δ-like peaks are precisely reproduced. In Fig. 11(b) the
poles belonged to the “best” solution are visualized. Clearly,
the weights and locations of the poles agree quite well with
the exact values.
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FIG. 10. Analytic continuations of bosonic correlators (M06: Gaus-
sian model). (a) Exact and calculated spectral functions. The vertical
dashed line denotes the Fermi level. (b) Distribution of poles for a
“good” solution as gathered in the SPX simulation. Notice that the
weights of these poles are rescaled for a better view.

C. Resonance model

For the third example, we consider a resonance model. Its
spectral function is defined as follows:

A(ω) =

 1
W

ω√
ω2−∆2

, if ∆ < ω < W/2.

0, otherwise.
(49)

It is obviously a variant of Eq. (42). The W and ∆ parame-
ters are the same with those used in M03 (see Section V C).
This spectrum has finite weights only at the positive half-axis.
It should exhibit a sharp resonance peak at ω = ∆ and a
broad platform [see Fig. 12(a)]. We try to generate the bosonic
Green’s function via Eqs. (16) and (18). The inverse system
temperature is β = 10.0.

As usual, both the MaxEnt and SPX methods are employed
to solve the analytic continuation problem. The results are
visualized in Fig. 12(a). We observe that the simulated spec-
tra exhibit two broad humps at ω ≈ 0.8 and 2.1, respectively.
However, none of the important features of the ideal spec-
trum is captured. Therefore we resort to the C-SPX method
again. Since there are two band edges in the true spectrum,
we introduce two cutoff parameters, namely Λl and Λr, where
ωmin < Λ

l < Λr < ωmax. Here, the superscripts “l” and “r”
mean the left and right band edges, respectively. Thus, the for-

(a)

(b)

FIG. 11. Analytic continuations of bosonic correlators (M07: Pole
model). Only the spectra in the positive half-axis are shown. (a)
Exact and calculated spectral functions. (b) Distribution of poles for
the “best” solution as collected in the SPX simulation. The horizontal
dashed lines mark the exact amplitudes of the poles.

bidden region for the poles becomes [ωmin,Λ
l]
⋃

[Λr, ωmax].
Next, we try to calibrate the two parameters and evaluate the
corresponding χ2(Λl) and χ2(Λr). The calculated results are
presented in Fig. 12(b). We find that neither χ2(Λl) nor χ2(Λr)
is monotonic function. They both exhibit minima:

Λl
c = arg min

Λl
χ2(Λl), (50)

Λr
c = arg min

Λr
χ2(Λr). (51)

We can conclude that Λl
c = 0.5 and Λr

c = 3.0. They are the
optimal cutoff parameters. Such that the restrictions are fixed.
We conduct the analytic continuation simulation with the SPX
method again. The simulated spectrum is shown in Fig. 12(a)
as well. It is apparent that the C-SPX method outperforms the
SPX method and the MaxEnt method in this example. Both
the sharp resonance peak at ω = 0.5 and the broad platform at
1.0 < ω < 3.0 are well reproduced. The only deviation is the
small ripples in the platform region as seen in the simulated
spectrum. But these ripples can be further suppressed by using
more poles and collecting more “good” solutions.
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 12. Analytic continuations of bosonic correlators (M08: Res-
onance model). (a) Exact and calculated spectral functions. (b)
Goodness-of-fit function χ2 with respect to two artificial cutoff pa-
rameters Λl and Λr, which are used to restrict the possible locations
of the poles. Here, the two vertical bars denote the optimal cutoffs
Λl

c and Λr
c, which are approximately 0.5 and 3.0, respectively.

D. Spin-spin correlation function

For the fourth example, we consider a spin model in the XY
chain. Its Hamiltonian reads:

H = Jxy

∑
⟨i j⟩

(
S i

xS j
x + S i

yS j
y

)
, (52)

where S α =
σα
2 are the spin- 1

2 operators (α = x, y, z), ⟨i j⟩
denotes the nearest neighbors, and Jxy = 1. This model can
be exactly solved by the Jordan-Wigner transformation. The
energy spectrum is given by:

ϵk = Jxy cos(ka), (53)

where a is the lattice spacing. The local spin-spin correlation
function χzz(τ) = ⟨S z(τ)S z(0)⟩ is basically a density-density
correlator in the sense of spinless fermions. Its exact expres-

(a)

(b)

FIG. 13. Analytic continuations of bosonic correlators (M09: Spin-
spin correlation function). (a) Exact and calculated spectral func-
tions. (b) Goodness-of-fit function χ2 with respect to the cutoff pa-
rameter Λ, which is used to limit the left and right thresholds of the
spectral function. Here, the vertical bar denotes the optimal cutoff
Λc, which is approximately 2.0.

sion reads93:

χzz(τ) =
∫ π

−π

dkdk′

(2π)2

eτϵk e(β−τ)ϵk′

(1 + eβϵk )(1 + eβϵk′ )
. (54)

Therefore the correspondingly spectral function is:

A(ω) =
∫ π

−π

dkdk′

2π
(1 − e−βω)eβϵk′

(1 + eβϵk )(1 + eβϵk′ )
δ(ω − ϵk′ + ϵk). (55)

It is obvious that there are thresholds at ω = ±2Jxy because
max |ϵk − ϵk′ | is 2|Jxy|.

The input Matsubara data χzz(iωn) used in the SPX method
are generated by the continuous matrix product operator
(dubbed cMPO) method94. Within this approach, the parti-
tion function Z at finite temperature is formulated as a space-
time tensor network living on an infinite cylinder with cir-
cumference β = 1/T . This tensor network is contracted by
a boundary continuous matrix product state (dubbed cMPS)
with bond dimension d through a process of minimizing free
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energy. With these in hand, one can get direct access to the
local two-time correlator χzz(τ) as well as χzz(iωn) in the ther-
modynamic limit without error bar and time discretization er-
ror:

χzz(τ) =
Tr

[
e−(β−τ)K S ze−τK S z

]
Tre−βK

, (56)

and

χzz(iωn) =
1
Z

∑
nm

|⟨n|S z|m⟩|2 e−βEn − e−βEm

iωn − Em + En
. (57)

where K is a matrix obtained by contracting the Hamilto-
nian cMPO and local boundary cMPS, and En and |n⟩ are the
n-th eigenvalue and eigenvector of K , respectively. In the
present case, we set β = 20.0 and d = 16.

Figure 13 shows analytic continuation results of the spin-
spin correlation function. The exact spectrum is generated
by using Eq. (55). As is seen in the upper panel of Fig. 13,
the MaxEnt method yields a wrong spectrum with strong os-
cillations. Though these oscillations will be gradually sup-
pressed with increasing temperature, the MaxEnt method has
trouble in reproducing the sharp band edges at |ω| ≈ 2.0 and
the gentle slopes at 1.0 < |ω| < 2.0 and |ω| < 1.0. By using
the SPX method, the calculated spectrum resembles the exact
one as a whole. Especially, the oscillations are absent and the
quasi-linear behavior near the Fermi level is well reproduced.
However, the calculated spectrum manifests two Gaussian-
like peaks around ω ≈ ±1.6, instead of gentle slopes. Fur-
thermore, there are nontrivial weights in the high-frequency
region (|ω| > 2.0).

In order to remedy the above deviations, we have recourse
to the C-SPX method again. In this method, the locations of
the poles could be restricted. To be more specific, we intro-
duce a new user-supplied cutoff parameter Λ, which is be-
tween ωmin and ωmax. The forbidden region for the poles is
set to [ωmin,Λ]

⋃
[Λ, ωmax]. Thus, the remaining problem is

about how to figure out the optimal Λ. We just carry out a se-
ries of standard SPX calculations with different Λ and record
the corresponding χ2. Note that the χ2(Λ) function is not
monotonic. The optimal Λ should be Λc = arg minΛ χ

2(Λ).
In the lower panel of Fig. 13, χ2(Λ) is shown. This plot can
be split into two parts: (i) Λ < 2.0. χ2 drops quickly as Λ
increases. (ii) Λ > 2.0. χ2 at first increases quickly, and then
it approaches its asymptotic value step by step. It is apparent
that the Λc is about 2.0, as indicated by a vertical bar. Now
the constraint is fixed. The spectrum obtained by the C-SPX
method is shown in Fig. 13(a) for a comparison. It agrees well
with the exact spectrum. Not only the two thresholds but also
the gentle slopes are reproduced perfectly.

E. Current-current correlation function

In the fifth example, we would like to show how to ex-
tract optical conductivity σ(ω) from current-current correla-
tion function Π(iωn) by using the SPX method. In imaginary
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FIG. 14. Analytic continuations of bosonic correlators (M10:
Current-current correlation function). Here, the impact of the size
of input data (Nω) is studied. The χ2 as a function of Nω is shown in
the inset.

time axis, the current-current correlation function Π(τ) reads:

Π(τ) =
1

3N
⟨j(τ) · j(0)⟩, (58)

where N is the number of sites, j is the current operator, and
⟨...⟩ means the thermodynamic average25. Π(τ) is a bosonic
function. Its spectrum, the frequency dependent optical con-
ductivity σ(ω), is an even function, i.e, σ(ω) = σ(−ω). Π(τ)
is related to σ(ω) via the following equation:

Π(τ) =
∫ +∞

0
dω K(τ, ω)σ(ω), (59)

Here, the kernel K(τ, ω) is already defined by Eq. (17). Since
the SPX method needs Matsubara data as input. We should
convert Π(τ) to Π(iωn) via Fourier transformation. The rela-
tion between Π(iωn) and σ(ω) reads:

Π(iωn) =
∫ +∞

0
dω K(ωn, ω)σ(ω). (60)

The kernel K(ωn, ω) is evaluated by using Eq. (18). In this
example, the analytic expression of σ(ω) is assumed to be:

σ(ω) =
T1(ω) + T2(ω) + T3(ω)

1 + (ω/γ3)6 , (61)

and

T1(ω) =
α1

1 + (ω/γ1)2 ,

T2(ω) =
α2

1 + [(ω − ϵ)/γ2]2 ,

T3(ω) =
α2

1 + [(ω + ϵ)/γ2]2 , (62)

where α1 = 0.3, α2 = 0.2, γ1 = 0.3, γ2 = 1.2, γ3 = 4.0, and
ϵ = 3.0. This model is borrowed from Ref. [22]. It manifests
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two peaks in the positive half-axis. The narrow one at ω = 0.0
is called the Drude peak, which signals a metallic state. An-
other broad hump is at approximately ω = ϵ, which is usually
from the contributions of interband transitions95. Then the
Matsubara data ofΠ(iω) is generated by Eq. (60) and Eq. (18).
The inverse system temperature β is 20.0.

Figure 14 shows analytic continuation results by using the
SPX method and the MaxEnt method. At first, the Drude peak
is very well described. Second, another peak ascribed to the
effect of interband transitions, is formed but at a slightly small
energy. This is not surprising. In the current SPX simulations,
only 10 data points are read as input. The maximum Matsub-
ara frequency is around 2.80, which is smaller than the energy
scale of the peak on the real axis (ω ≈ 3.0). It is expected that
the peak should be described poorly. If more data points are
included and more information is added, the theoretical spec-
trum should be improved. Similar trends have been observed
in the previous studies22,92. Third, the spectrum by the SPX
method exhibits a shoulder peak in the vicinity of ω = 0.5.
The origin of this additional peak remains unknown. To ex-
amine the size effect of the input dataset, we enlarge the num-
ber of input data points up to 40 and perform the calculations
again. We find that the interband transition peak is improved,
and the shoulder peak is suppressed, but the gain and loss in
the goodness-of-fit function are ambiguous.

F. Lindhard function

The Lindhard function represents the basic building block
of many-body physics. It describes the charge response of
electrons to an external perturbation1,2. In this example, we
will try to address the analytic continuation problem of the
Lindhard function. The analytic expression of the Lindhard
function is as follows:

χ(iωn,q) =
∑

p

nF(ϵp) − nF(ϵp+q)
iωn + ϵp − ϵp+q

, (63)

where p and q are the wave vectors, nF(ϵ) means the Fermi-
Dirac distribution,

nF(ϵ) =
1.0

eβ(ϵ−µ) + 1.0
, (64)

and ϵp denotes the band dispersion. Since we consider a doped
tight-binding model on a square lattice with the nearest neigh-
bor hopping,

ϵp = −2t[cos (px) + cos (py)]. (65)

Here, t is the hopping parameter (t = 0.25). The chemical
potential µ is set to -0.5, and the inverse temperature is set to
50.0. Note that this model is the same with the one as used in
Ref. [92]. The momentum-resolved spectral functions should
be evaluated by -Im χR(ω,q)/π, where

χR(ω,q) =
∑

p

nF(ϵp) − nF(ϵp+q)
ω + iη + ϵp − ϵp+q

. (66)

We at first try to calculate χ(iωn,q) along the selected high-
symmetry directions (Γ − X − M − Γ) in the first Brillouin
zone via Eq. (63). Next, the Matsubara data are analytically
continued to obtain χR(ω,q). The theoretical χR(ω,q) is then
compared to the exact one as evaluated by Eq. (66).

The upper panels of Figure 15 illustrate the momentum-
resolve spectral functions. The panel (a) exhibits the exact
spectrum, while the analytic continuation results obtained by
the SPX method and MaxEnt method are shown in panels (b)
and (c), respectively. Near the Γ point, the exact spectrum
manifests a single low-energy mode, which consists of low-
energy excitations close to the Fermi surface. It is called the
zero-sound mode. Along Γ → X or Γ → M, the zero-sound
mode will be broadened by Landau damping. We can see that
both the SPX method and the MaxEnt method correctly cap-
ture the zero-sound mode and its broadening trend. Let us
look at the (π/2, 0) point, which is indeed the midpoint of
Γ − X. As is evident in Fig. 15(d), the simulated spectra are
well consistent with the exact one. When going from X to M,
the exact spectrum acquires a simple structure. But it seems
that both methods perform poorly here. For example, the ex-
act spectrum for the X point forms an asymmetric peak at ap-
proximately ω = 1.0. However, the peak’s center is shifted to
ω = 0.8 and the low-energy shoulder peak becomes more re-
markable in the simulated spectra [see Fig. 15(e)]. As for the
M point, the exact spectrum consists of a relatively flat bump
structure between ω = 1.0 and ω = 2.0. However, the simu-
lated spectra consist of a spurious peak around ω = 1.3 ∼ 1.4
[see Fig. 15(f)]. In the previous study, Schött et al. inves-
tigated the same model by using various analytic continua-
tion methods92. They found that the MaxEnt, Padé, NNT, and
NNLS methods favor sharp peaks, instead of a broad flat fea-
ture for the M point under intermediate noise (δ = 10−4). Only
for very low noise (δ = 10−10), the flat bump structure can be
recovered by these methods. Overall, the SOM method per-
forms the best across various noise levels. But there are still
small wiggles in the simulated spectrum.

VII. APPLICATIONS: MATRIX-VALUED GREEN’S
FUNCTIONS

In sections V and VI, we just examine the SPX method
for analytical continuations of various fermionic and bosonic
systems. Heretofore the correlation functions we treated are
assumed from single-band models or diagonal components
of matrix-valued Green’s functions of multi-orbital models.
However, quantum many-body computations do also pro-
vide off-diagonal Green’s functions, such as in the DFT +
DMFT context relevant for electronic structure calculations
of strongly correlated materials96. So, a question naturally
arises. How about the SPX method for the matrix-valued
Green’s functions, especially for the off-diagonal compo-
nents?

Since the spectral functions for the off-diagonal Green’s
functions might be negative and can not be interpreted as
a probability distribution, the traditional MaxEnt method
fails25. In the last decade, many efforts have been devoted to
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FIG. 15. Analytic continuations of Lindhard functions of a 2d doped Hubbard model (M11). (a)-(c) Momentum-resolved spectral functions
A(k, ω). Panel (a) shows the exact spectrum, while the spectra shown in (b) and (c) are obtained by the SPX method and the MaxEnt method,
respectively. (d)-(f) Spectra at some selected high-symmetry points k in the Brillouin zone. Here k = (π/2, 0), X (π, 0), and M (π, π).

remedying this problem and improving the MaxEnt method.
One possible way to overcome this limitation is to figure
out an optimal basis in which the off-diagonal elements are
eliminated97. Only the diagonal elements are treated. An-
other way is to construct some auxiliary Green’s functions
with positive definite properties. Based on the analytic con-
tinuations of these auxiliary functions, the spectral functions
of the off-diagonal components are derived. This is the so-
called MaxEntAux method31,32,98,99. Recently, a notable idea
has been proposed by Kraberger et al.30,81 They decomposed
the spectral functions A into A+ − A− and generalized the
Shannon-Jaynes entropy S [A] to the positive-negative entropy
S [A+, A−], such that the positive definite condition is satis-
fied and the traditional MaxEnt method works. Similarly, Sim
and Han tried to extend the MaxEnt method by introducing
the quantum relative entropy35. Their method is formulated
in terms of matrix-valued function, and the Bayesian prob-
abilistic interpretation is maintained just as the conventional
MaxEnt method25. In addition, Fei and Gull also extended
their NAC method to support analytic continuations of matrix-
valued Green’s functions51,53. Anyway, reliable methods for
performing the analytic continuation of the whole Green’s
function matrix are highly desirable. In this section, we would
like to benchmark the SPX method for two kinds of matrix-
valued Green’s functions.

A. Gaussian model

As the first example, we apply the SPX method to a sim-
ple two-band model. We adopt the procedure as described in

Reference [35] to construct the matrix-valued Green’s func-
tion. At first, two spectral functions A11(ω) and A22(ω) are
generated by using the Gaussian model [see Eq. (41)]. The pa-
rameters are as follows: Ng,11 = Ng,22 = 1, ϵ11 = −ϵ22 = 2.0,
w11 = w22 = 1.0, Γ11 = Γ22 = 0.5. Next, the two spectral func-
tions form a 2×2 diagonal matrix, i.e., A12(ω) = A21(ω) = 0.0.
This matrix is rotated by a rotation matrix R:

R =
 cos θ sin θ
− sin θ cos θ

 (67)

where θ = 0.1 denotes the rotation angle. Clearly, for θ =
0.0, the off-diagonal elements of the matrix-valued spectral
functions are all zero. Third, the Matsubara Green’s function
is constructed via Eq. (8). We choose the fermionic kernel
[see Eq. (10)]. And random Gaussian noises are added to the
Matsubara data to mimic a realistic QMC situation. Finally,
we get a 2 × 2 matrix-valued Green’s function.

Now we apply the MaxEnt method and the SPX method to
treat this matrix function in an element-wise manner. For the
diagonal elements (G11 and G22), they are treated as before
since their spectral functions are all positive. While for the
off-diagonal elements (G12 and G21), the positive-negative en-
tropy approach suggested by Kraberger et al.30 is employed.
As for the SPX method, the self-adaptive sampling algorithm
is used to refine the calculated spectra. The number of self-
consistent iterations is around 5100. The number of poles for
positive and negative parts is equal (i.e. N+p = N−p = Np/2).
The analytic continuation results are visualized in Figure 16.
We can see that with the help of the self-adaptive sampling
algorithm, the spectral functions obtained by the SPX method
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 16. Analytical continuations of matrix-valued Green’s functions (M12: Gaussian model). (a) Calculated and exact A11. (b) Calculated
and exact A12. (c) Calculated and exact A22. Note that in the SA-SPX method, the SPX method is combined with the self-adaptive sampling
algorithm to refine the spectra.

agree quite well with those obtained by the MaxEnt method
and the exact spectra, irrespective of the diagonal or off-
diagonal elements.

B. Pole model

In the first example, we examine a condensed matter case
in which the spectrum is usually broad and smooth. In this
example, let us turn to a typical molecule case. We adopt
a two-pole model to construct the spectral functions for di-
agonal elements [see Eq. (20)]. The parameters are as fol-
lows: N11

p = N22
p = 2, A11

1 = A11
2 = A22

1 = A22
2 = 0.5,

P11
1 = −P22

1 = 2.0, P11
2 = −P22

2 = 1.0. Next, the spectral
functions are rotated to build the matrix-valued Green’s func-
tion. The rotation matrix R is given by Eq. (67). The rotation
angle θ is also 0.1, similar to the first example.

As is evident in Figure 17, the SPX method works quite
well. Not only the diagonal elements but also the off-diagonal
elements are accurately resolved. Especially, the four trivial
peaks in -2.0 and -1.0 for A11 and in 2.0 and 1.0 for A22 are
also captured101. On the contrary, the MaxEnt method com-
pletely fails just as expected. For the diagonal elements, it
tends to generate smooth peaks instead of sharp δ-like peaks.
For the off-diagonal elements, unphysical oscillations appear
near the Fermi level. So, at least in this example, the SPX
method is superior to the MaxEnt method.

VIII. DISCUSSIONS

A. Noisy data

Matsubara data from realistic quantum many-body simula-
tions are usually noisy89–91. The analytic continuation meth-
ods that based on the interpolation approach, such as the
Padé19–21, NAC51, and Carathéodory53 methods, are quite sen-
sitive to the noise embedded in the input data. In the presence
of moderate noise, these methods often suffer from unphysical
oscillations or violate the causality of the spectral function.

Here we would like to demonstrate the robustness of the
SPX method with respect to noisy Matsubara data. As men-
tioned above, the δ parameter is used to control the magnitude
of noise [see Eq. (40)]. The larger the δ parameter is, the
noisier the Matsubara data are. We regenerate the Matsub-
ara Green’s functions with various noise levels by using the
workflow as introduced in Section IV. Four noise levels, i.e.,
δ = 0.0, 10−6, 10−4, 10−2, are considered.

Let us treat the fermionic systems at first. The M01 and M02
models are selected as representative cases. Figure 18 shows
the benchmark results. When the Matsubara data are clean
(δ = 0.0), almost all the features of the spectral function of
the M01 model are well resolved, and all the sharp peaks in
the spectral function of the M02 model are perfectly retrieved.
When the noise level is small or moderate (δ = 10−6, 10−4,
or 10−3), the analytic continuation results are almost the same
with those for noiseless Matsubara data, and the goodness-
of-fit function remains small. When the noise level is large
(δ = 10−2), the performance of the SPX method is more or
less affected. The goodness-of-fit function gets worse. For
the M01 model, the position and weight of the lower Hubbard
band are retrieved. The quasiparticle resonance peak is well
reproduced. However, the upper Hubbard band is split into
two peaks, and two sizable gaps emerge between the quasi-
particle resonance peak and the lower/upper Hubbard band.
As for the M02 model, the low-frequency peaks are well re-
produced, but the positions of the high-frequency peaks are
shifted slightly.

We have already revealed that the SPX method is quite ro-
bust for the fermionic Matsubara data. How about the bosonic
functions? Now we would like to examine the robustness
of the SPX method with respect to noisy Matsubara data for
bosonic functions. The M10 model (for the analytical continu-
ation of the current-current correlation function) is selected as
the test case. The analytic continuation results are shown in
Fig. 19. We find that the SPX method yields almost identical
spectra for 0.0 ≤ δ < 10−4. When δ = 10−3, the Drude peak
is slightly depressed and a shoulder peak around ω = 0.9 be-
comes prominent. Once δ = 10−2, the Drude peak becomes
extremely narrow. The shoulder peak around ω = 0.9 disap-
pears, but a large spurious structure comes out at ω = 0.5,
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 17. Analytical continuations of matrix-valued Green’s functions (M13: Pole model). (a) Calculated and exact A11. (b) Calculated and
exact A12. (c) Calculated and exact A22. The insets in (a) and (c) show two small peaks that are easily overlooked.

which is probably due to the SPX method giving too much
weight to the noise.

As a whole, it is suggested that the SPX method is noise-
tolerant. It works quite well even when the noise level is rela-
tively large.

B. Incomplete data

Besides the noises, sometimes the input data could be bro-
ken. The purpose of this subsection is to discuss the robust-
ness of the SPX method with respect to the incomplete Mat-
subara data. We take the M10 model as the test case again. At
first, we generate the input data using Eq. (60) and Eq. (61).
The size of full input data is Nw = 40. Since the first Mat-
subara frequency point ω0 is essential to realize the sum-rule
for bosonic systems [see Eq. (27)], and the last Matsubara fre-
quency pointωNw−1 is relevant with the high-frequency behav-
iors of the spectrum, soΠ(iω0) andΠ(iωNw−1) are always kept.
Then we try to pick and remove some data points randomly in
the rest of the input data. We test four cases with Nr = 25, 30,
35, 40, where Nr denotes the size of the residual data.

The analytic continuation results are shown in Figure 20.
We find that the SPX method is insensitive to the complete-
ness of the input data. Even when Nr = 25 (it implies that
37.5% data points are unavailable), the calculated spectrum is
still reasonable and exhibits little deviations when compared
to the one obtained with full input data and the exact one.

C. Comparison with the other methods

Compared with stochastic analytic continuation. As men-
tioned before, both the SPX method and the SAC meth-
ods37–43 are classified as the ASM approach43,62–64. So these
methods share some common features. Now we will elabo-
rate on their similarities and differences: (i) Both methods are
based on the stochastic algorithms. They employ the Monte
Carlo sampling algorithm to locate the global minimum of the
loss function. (ii) In the SPX method, the correlator itself is
parameterized by many poles in the complex plane. While in
the SAC methods, the spectral function is parameterized by a

large number of δ functions (or rectangle functions) in contin-
uous frequency space. In other words, the SPX method tries
to fit the G(iωn) data directly, while the SAC methods try to
fit the A(ω). (iii) Both methods support imposing additional
constraints to reduce the configuration space and accelerate
the Monte Carlo sampling procedure.

Compared with pole fitting method. Quite recently, Lin
Lin et al. proposed a three-pronged projection-estimation-
semidefinite (PES) relaxation method65 to perform analytic
continuation of Green’s functions. Their method adopts the
pole representation of the Matsubara Green’s function as well.
At first glance, the SPX method and the PES method are quite
similar. However, the key ideas of the two methods are com-
pletely different. Next, we would like to clarify this issue.

The PES method consists of three steps: (i) The noisy Mat-
subara data are projected into the causal space. In this step,
the Matsubara data are fitted by:

Gproj(iωn) =
M∑

m=0

Aproj
m

iωn − xm
. (68)

Eq. (68) looks like Eq. (20). But, xm in Eq. (68) is a fine
uniform grid on real axis:

xm = ωmin +
m
M

(ωmax − ωmin), m = 0, 1, · · · ,M, (69)

where M + 1 is the total number of grid points, ωmin and ωmax
denote the left and right boundaries of the grid, respectively.
The projection step can be considered as an analytic continu-
ation method by itself, but its quality is greatly constrained by
the resolution of the grid on the real axis. In other words, the
number of grid points M must be as large as possible in order
to resolve the pole locations accurately. So, the objective of
the projection step is to project the noise data into the causal
space and filter the noise, instead of performing analytic con-
tinuation directly. (ii) The AAA algorithm is used to reduce
the number of poles and estimate their locations71,72. Since
the AAA algorithm is sensitive to the noise level, it takes the
projected Matsubara data as input. Note that the locations of
poles given by the AAA algorithm are not accurate. They just
serve as an initial guess. (iii) The SDR algorithm70 is used to
obtain an effective fitting of the Matsubara data in the form
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FIG. 18. Robustness of the SPX method with respect to noisy Matsubara data for fermionic correlators. Panels (a)-(b) are for the M01 model
(scenario iii, three Gaussian-like peaks), while panels (c)-(d) are for the M02 model (scenario ii, four δ-like peaks). (a) and (c) Synthetic and
calculated spectral functions. (b) and (d) Noise-dependent goodness-of-fit functions χ2. Here, δ denotes the noise level. See Section IV for
more details.

of Eq. (20). Here, the projected Matsubara data from the pro-
jection step, and the initial guess of the locations of the poles
from the estimation step are taken as inputs. The SDR algo-
rithm employs a bi-level optimization approach to locate the
global minimum of loss function χ2.

Clearly, the PES method is a decisive approach. In the pro-
jection step, the locations of poles are fixed, and only the am-
plitudes of poles are optimized. This is a convex optimiza-
tion problem and can be easily solved. In the next two steps,
due to the limitations of the AAA and SDR algorithms, the
number of poles must be relatively small. Therefore the PES
method is useful for extracting the spectra of molecules and
band structures in solids, which usually feature by multiple
δ-like peaks. But it is hard to resolve broad and smooth spec-
tral functions if the poles reside in the real axis only65. Just
as its name implies, the SPX method is a stochastic approach.
Within the SPX method, both the amplitudes and locations of
poles are optimized at the same time. This is a highly non-

convex optimization problem. But, thanks to the simulated
annealing algorithm73,76, the optimization problem can be ef-
ficiently solved. There’s no need to project the noisy data into
causal space, make an initial guess for the amplitudes and lo-
cations of poles, and limit the number of poles. The com-
plicated AAA and SDR algorithms are not required anymore.
This is the major reason why the SPX method can be used to
retrieve the spectral functions for both condensed matter cases
and molecule cases.

IX. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In the present work, we have developed a new stochastic
approach, namely the SPX method, for analytic continuations
of Matsubara Green’s functions. In the SPX method, the Mat-
subara data are represented by a sequence of poles, and the
amplitudes and locations are optimized by using the simulated
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FIG. 19. Robustness of the SPX method with respect to noisy Mat-
subara data for bosonic correlators. The results for the M10 model
are shown. The size of input Matsubara data is fixed at 40.
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FIG. 20. Robustness of the SPX method with respect to incomplete
data (M10: Current-current correlation function). The raw input data
contain 40 data points, and we try to remove some data from them
randomly. The Nr denotes the number of residual data points.

annealing algorithm. Some representative examples, includ-
ing the single-particle Green’s functions, self-energy func-
tions, two-particle correlation functions, and matrix-valued
Green’s functions, etc., are employed to benchmark the use-
fulness and robustness of this method. The calculated results
are compared with the exact spectra if available and the ones
obtained by the MaxEnt method. For most of the examples,
the performance of the SPX method is comparable or superior

to that of the MaxEnt method. Applications to the synthetic
and realistic Matsubara data reveal that this new method could
resolve not only low-frequency smooth peaks in condensed
matter cases but also high-frequency sharp peaks in molecule
cases. Thus, it provides a promising route to extract dynam-
ical responses from imaginary frequency single-particle and
two-particle correlation functions.

The SPX method overcomes most of the shortcomings of
the available analytic continuation methods and manifests
competitive performance and applicability. The major advan-
tages are summarized as follows: (1) It supports analytic con-
tinuations of fermionic correlators, bosonic correlators, and
matrix-valued Green’s functions. (2) The SPX method is
rather robust to external noise. It works quite well at inter-
mediate and low noise levels. It is also robust for incomplete
Matsubara data. (3) The SPX method can recover broad peaks
and multiple δ-like peaks precisely. In other words, it sup-
ports analytic continuations for both condensed matter cases
and molecule cases. (4) Combining with the well-designed
constrained algorithm and self-adaptive sampling algorithm,
the SPX method can resolve singular structures (such as sharp
peaks and band edges) in the spectra. (5) Once the simula-
tion is finished, the SPX method can yield approximate ex-
pressions for the Matsubara and retarded Green’s functions.
Thereby the tricky Kramers-Kronig transformation is avoided.

In addition to solving the analytic continuation problems,
the SPX method should have broad applications in the finite
temperature quantum many-body simulations. For example,
it could serve as a noise filter and generate inputs for the
other noise-sensitive analytic continuation methods, such as
the Padé19–21,24, the NAC51 and Carathéodory methods53. It
could generate training datasets for machine learning-assisted
analytic continuation methods54–59. It could be used to per-
form bath fitting in the dynamical mean-field theory70,77, and
evaluate the high-frequency asymptotic behavior of single-
particle Green’s function. It could provide a compact rep-
resentation to store and manipulate the two-particle Green’s
function89,91. Thus, exploring further applications of the SPX
method is highly demanded.
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24 v. Osolin and R. Žitko, Padé approximant approach for obtaining
finite-temperature spectral functions of quantum impurity models

using the numerical renormalization group technique, Phys. Rev.
B 87, 245135 (2013).

25 M. Jarrell and J. Gubernatis, Bayesian inference and the analytic
continuation of imaginary-time quantum Monte Carlo data, Phys.
Rep. 269, 133 (1996).

26 J. E. Gubernatis, M. Jarrell, R. N. Silver, and D. S. Sivia, Quan-
tum Monte Carlo simulations and maximum entropy: Dynamics
from imaginary-time data, Phys. Rev. B 44, 6011 (1991).

27 A. Dirks, P. Werner, M. Jarrell, and T. Pruschke, Continuous-
time quantum Monte Carlo and maximum entropy approach to
an imaginary-time formulation of strongly correlated steady-state
transport, Phys. Rev. E 82, 026701 (2010).

28 O. Gunnarsson, M. W. Haverkort, and G. Sangiovanni, Analyti-
cal continuation of imaginary axis data using maximum entropy,
Phys. Rev. B 81, 155107 (2010).

29 D. Bergeron and A.-M. S. Tremblay, Algorithms for optimized
maximum entropy and diagnostic tools for analytic continuation,
Phys. Rev. E 94, 023303 (2016).

30 G. J. Kraberger, R. Triebl, M. Zingl, and M. Aichhorn, Maximum
entropy formalism for the analytic continuation of matrix-valued
Green’s functions, Phys. Rev. B 96, 155128 (2017).

31 A. Reymbaut, A.-M. Gagnon, D. Bergeron, and A.-M. S. Trem-
blay, Maximum entropy analytic continuation for frequency-
dependent transport coefficients with nonpositive spectral
weight, Phys. Rev. B 95, 121104 (2017).

32 A. Reymbaut, D. Bergeron, and A.-M. S. Tremblay, Maximum
entropy analytic continuation for spectral functions with nonpos-
itive spectral weight, Phys. Rev. B 92, 060509 (2015).

33 P. Gubler, K. Morita, and M. Oka, Charmonium Spectra at Finite
Temperature from QCD Sum Rules with the Maximum Entropy
Method, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 092003 (2011).

34 C. Huscroft, R. Gass, and M. Jarrell, Maximum entropy method
of obtaining thermodynamic properties from quantum Monte
Carlo simulations, Phys. Rev. B 61, 9300 (2000).

35 J.-H. Sim and M. J. Han, Maximum quantum entropy method,
Phys. Rev. B 98, 205102 (2018).

36 M. Han and H. J. Choi, Parameter-free analytic continuation
for quantum many-body calculations, Phys. Rev. B 106, 245150
(2022).

37 K. S. D. Beach, arXiv:0403055 (2004).
38 A. W. Sandvik, Stochastic method for analytic continuation of

quantum Monte Carlo data, Phys. Rev. B 57, 10287 (1998).
39 A. W. Sandvik, Constrained sampling method for analytic con-

tinuation, Phys. Rev. E 94, 063308 (2016).
40 S. Fuchs, T. Pruschke, and M. Jarrell, Analytic continuation of

quantum Monte Carlo data by stochastic analytical inference,
Phys. Rev. E 81, 056701 (2010).

41 K. Vafayi and O. Gunnarsson, Analytical continuation of spec-
tral data from imaginary time axis to real frequency axis using
statistical sampling, Phys. Rev. B 76, 035115 (2007).

42 H. Shao, Y. Q. Qin, S. Capponi, S. Chesi, Z. Y. Meng, and A. W.
Sandvik, Nearly Deconfined Spinon Excitations in the Square-
Lattice Spin-1/2 Heisenberg Antiferromagnet, Phys. Rev. X 7,
041072 (2017).

43 O. F. Syljuåsen, Using the average spectrum method to extract
dynamics from quantum Monte Carlo simulations, Phys. Rev. B
78, 174429 (2008).

44 A. S. Mishchenko, N. V. Prokof’ev, A. Sakamoto, and B. V. Svis-
tunov, Diagrammatic quantum Monte Carlo study of the Fröhlich
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83 T.-H. Lee, N. Lanatà, M. Kim, and G. Kotliar, Efficient Slave-
Boson Approach for Multiorbital Two-Particle Response Func-
tions and Superconductivity, Phys. Rev. X 11, 041040 (2021).

84 C. Melnick and G. Kotliar, Fermi-liquid theory and divergences
of the two-particle irreducible vertex in the periodic Anderson
lattice, Phys. Rev. B 101, 165105 (2020).

85 P. T. Raum, G. Alvarez, T. Maier, and V. W. Scarola, Two-particle
correlation functions in cluster perturbation theory: Hubbard spin
susceptibilities, Phys. Rev. B 101, 075122 (2020).

86 A. A. Katanin, Extended dynamical mean field theory combined
with the two-particle irreducible functional renormalization-
group approach as a tool to study strongly correlated systems,
Phys. Rev. B 99, 115112 (2019).

87 E. G. C. P. van Loon, A. I. Lichtenstein, M. I. Katsnelson, O. Par-
collet, and H. Hafermann, Beyond extended dynamical mean-
field theory: Dual boson approach to the two-dimensional ex-
tended Hubbard model, Phys. Rev. B 90, 235135 (2014).

88 E. G. C. P. van Loon, M. I. Katsnelson, and M. Lemeshko,
Ultralong-range order in the Fermi-Hubbard model with long-
range interactions, Phys. Rev. B 92, 081106 (2015).

89 L. Boehnke, H. Hafermann, M. Ferrero, F. Lechermann,
and O. Parcollet, Orthogonal polynomial representation of
imaginary-time Green’s functions, Phys. Rev. B 84, 075145
(2011).

90 H. Shinaoka, J. Otsuki, K. Haule, M. Wallerberger, E. Gull,
K. Yoshimi, and M. Ohzeki, Overcomplete compact representa-

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2019.01.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2022.108491
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2022.108491
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.125149
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.95.061302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.035139
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.035139
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.056402
https://doi.org/10.7566/JPSJ.92.035001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.165111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.165111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.056401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.056401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.245101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.245101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.075112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.043082
https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/ac6f44
https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/ac6f44
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6420/aa8d93
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02427376
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2022.11.002
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2022.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.085111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.035114
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.035114
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3185728
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3185728
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.075151
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.106.025312
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.106.025312
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.02670
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2022.111549
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-40065-5
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.035143
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.035143
https://doi.org/10.1137/19M1281897
https://doi.org/10.1137/19M1281897
https://doi.org/10.1137/16M1106122
https://doi.org/10.1137/16M1106122
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.220.4598.671
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.174421
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.174421
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.16692
https://arxiv.org/abs/9612010
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.68.13
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2015.04.020
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2015.04.020
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2017.08.026
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2017.08.026
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.70.1039
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2022.108519
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.245104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.245104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.041040
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.165105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.075122
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.115112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.235135
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.081106
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.075145
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.075145


26

tion of two-particle Green’s functions, Phys. Rev. B 97, 205111
(2018).

91 H. Shinaoka, J. Otsuki, M. Ohzeki, and K. Yoshimi, Compress-
ing Green’s function using intermediate representation between
imaginary-time and real-frequency domains, Phys. Rev. B 96,
035147 (2017).
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