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We introduce a method based on auxiliary master equation for solving the problem of an impu-
rity with local electron-electron and electron-phonon interaction embedded between two conduction
leads with a finite bias voltage. The Anderson-Holstein Hamiltonian is transformed to a corre-
sponding Lindblad equation with a reduced set of sites providing an optimal approximation of the
hybridization function. The problem is solved in the superfermion representation using configura-
tion interaction for fermions and bosons. The phonon basis is shifted and rotated with the intention
of permitting a low phonon basis cutoff even in the strong-coupling regime. We benchmark this
approach with the numerical renormalization group in equilibrium, finding excellent agreement. We
observe, however, that the rotation brings no advantage beyond the bare shift. This is even more
apparent out of equilibrium, where issues in convergence with respect to the size of the phononic
Hilbert space occur only in the rotated basis. As an application of the method, we explore the evo-
lution of the phononic peak in the differential conductance spectra with changing phonon frequency.

I. INTRODUCTION

Molecular electronics is the endeavor of using single
molecules as components in ultra-miniaturized circuits,
making use of their particular electronic and vibration
properties [1–14]. Non-equilibrium properties of single
molecules can be probed by embedding molecules in gaps
between electrodes [15], in mechanically controlled break
junctions [16], as well as using scanning tunneling spec-
troscopy [17, 18]. In these setups it is possible to apply
bias voltages that are large compared to characteristic
energy scales of the problem, such as inter-level spac-
ing, phonon frequency, and electron-electron repulsion.
Spectroscopic measurements are, however, difficult to in-
terpret because the strongly-interacting problems are dif-
ficult to solve reliably and accurately out of equilibrium.
A number of theoretical tools has been developed in the
past [19–27], but no method has emerged yet as the ul-
timate solution applicable to all parameter domains.

In this work we present the auxiliary master equation
approach for the Anderson-Holstein impurity problem
[28–33]. This Hamiltonian is the minimal description of
a molecule with a single low-energy orbital with effective
on-site electron-electron repulsion and with the coupling
between the on-site charge and the displacement of a local
vibration mode, embedded between two metallic conduc-
tion leads. The goal is to solve this problem in the regime
of sizable electron-electron (e-e) and electron-phonon (e-
ph) coupling for large bias voltages and to calculate the
differential conductance, which is the main experimen-
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tally measurable quantity that provides information on
the excitations in the system.
The paper is structured as follows. In Sec. II we start

by discussing the basic idea of the auxiliary master equa-
tion approach (AMEA). We continue by briefly reviewing
our implementation of configuration interaction (CI) for
the electrons in Sec. II E 1, and discuss in more detail the
CI treatment of phonons in Sec. II E 2. In Sec. III we first
elaborate on the choice of method parameters. Then we
benchmark the conductance against the numerical renor-
malisation group in equilibrium in Sec. III B, and show
conductance results out of equilibrium in Sec. III C.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

A. Non-equilibrium Green’s functions

We use the Keldysh formalism [34–39]. The time con-
tour from t → −∞ to t → ∞ and back again leads to a
2×2 matrix structure for including all time combinations,
i.e. both times on the upper contour, one above and one
below, etc. Since we are only interested in the steady
state, we can take advantage of time translation invari-
ance and fix one time argument of the Green’s functions
to zero. This allows us to work directly in the frequency
domain instead of time domain. The general form of a
Green’s function is then

G(ω) =

(
GR(ω) GK(ω)

0 GA(ω)

)
, (1)

where GA =
(
GR
)†
. Throughout this paper, underlined

quantities represent a 2 × 2 structure in Keldysh space.
In equilibrium, GK can be determined from GR via the
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fluctuation-dissipation theorem as

GK(ω) = F (ω)2i Im[GR(ω)], (2)

with

F (ω) =

{
coth βω

2 for bosons,

tanh βω
2 for fermions.

(3)

B. Physical impurity model

The physical setup consists of an impurity, two elec-
tronic reservoirs and one local phonon mode, as depicted
in Fig. 1. The respective Hamiltonian may be split up as

H = Himp +Hbath +Hcoup. (4)

Himp is the Hamiltonian of the impurity,

εimp

∑
σ

d†σdσ+Und↑nd↓+
∑
σ

gd†σdσ(b+b
†)+ωbb

†b, (5)

with Hubbard interaction U , on-site energy εimp, cre-
ation (annihilation) operator d†σ (dσ) of a fermion at the
impurity site with spin σ, particle number operator ndσ,
electron-phonon interaction strength g, and phonon fre-
quency ωb. The leads are described by

Hbath =
∑
kλσ

ελka
†
λkσaλkσ (6)

with dispersion ελk and creation (annihilation) operator

a†λkσ (aλkσ) of a fermion in the left and right lead, λ ∈
{L,R}, labeled by momentum k. The coupling between
the impurity and the bath is given by

Hcoup =
1√
Nk

∑
kλσ

t′λ(a
†
λkσdσ + d†σaλkσ), (7)

where t′λ is the coupling strength between the leads and
the impurity, and Nk → ∞ is the number of k points.
Whenever not mentioned otherwise we have t′L = t′R.
Alternatively, the environment may be be described in

terms of Green’s functions by defining the hybridization
function [40]

∆ph =
∑
λ

t′2λ gλ(ω), (8)

where g
λ
(ω) are the Green’s functions of the decoupled

leads. (The subscript ph here stands for “physical”, to
distinguish this hybridization function from the auxiliary
function to be defined in the next section.) To fully define
the problem, one needs to specify the band properties.
We chose a flat density of states smoothed around the
edges so that

− Im[gRλ ] =
π

2D
ρFD(ω−D,Tfict)ρFD(−ω−D,Tfict), (9)

ω

DOS

ω

DOS

⇌
t′R⇌

t′L
U

µL, T

µR, T

g, ωb

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the system. Two leads
at different chemical potentials are connected to an impurity
with a Hubbard interaction U and a coupling to a Holstein
phonon.

where ρFD is the Fermi-Dirac distribution, Tfict a fic-
titious temperature, and D the half band-width. The
smoothing is introduced to avoid a sharp change that
would reduce the quality of reproducing the environ-
ment within AMEA; Tfict merely quantifies the degree of
smoothing. The parameters are set to Tfict = 0.5Γ and
D = 10Γ throughout this paper. Whenever not men-
tioned otherwise, the coupling between the reservoir and
the impurity is set to t′λ =

√
ΓD/π = Γ

√
10/π (which

gives − Im[∆ph(ω = 0)] = Γ).
Since the uncoupled leads themselves are in equilib-

rium, the Keldysh part of their Green’s function can
be calculated using the fluctuation-dissipation theorem,
Eqs. (2),(3). If not stated otherwise, the chemical po-
tentials of the right and left reservoir are given as µR =
−µL = ϕ/2, i.e., ϕ = eV describes the voltage drop across
the impurity.

C. Auxiliary impurity model

Since the physical model is defined in an infinitely large
Hilbert space, one has to find a way of approximating
it for numerical computations on a reduced set of sites.
The basic idea of the AMEA is to set the parameters of
the Lindblad equation so as to reproduce the physical
hybridization function [41].
The Lindblad equation is given as

d ρ(t)

d t
=

ˆ̂
Lρ

= −i[Haux, ρ] +
∑
ijσ

Γ
(1)
ij

(
cjσρc

†
iσ − 1

2
{c†iσcjσ, ρ}

)

+
∑
ij

Γ
(2)
ij

(
c†iσρcjσ − 1

2
{cjσc†iσ, ρ}

)
,

(10)

where c†iσ (ciσ) is the fermionic creation (annihilation)

operator, ρ is the density matrix, Γ
(1)
ij and Γ

(2)
ij describe
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the dissipative contributions, and Haux is the unitary
part, given as

Haux =
∑
σ

i,j:⟨ij⟩∧(i,j) ̸=(0,0)

Eijc
†
iσcjσ + Unf↑nf↓

+
∑
σ

gc†fσcfσ(b+ b†) + ωbb
†b

=
∑
σ

i,j:⟨ij⟩∧i,j ̸=0

Eijc
†
iσcjσ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Haux env

+
∑

i∈{−1,1},σ

Efic
†
iσcfσ + h.c.

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Haux coup

+
∑
σ

Effc
†
fσcfσ + gc†fσcfσ(b+ b†)

+Unf↑nf↓ + ωbb
†b.

Haux imp

(11)

We define f := 0, and the indices i and j can assume in-
teger values from −NB/2 to NB/2, where NB is the num-
ber of bath sites. In this paper we only consider cases
in which NB = 6. This number of bath sites already al-
lows for a large number of parameters, which can be seen
when considering that the Γ matrices are only restricted
to be positive semidefinite. In other words, the number
of parameters used to fit ∆aux to ∆ph increases quadrati-
cally in NB . In Ref. 41 it is furthermore explicitly shown
that NB = 6 suffices to reproduced a flat density of states
accurately.

The part of Haux denoted as Haux imp is equivalent
to Himp. Haux coup describes the coupling between the
auxiliary reservoirs and the impurity, i.e. its parameters
are set by t′λ. All the other contributions appearing in
Eq. (11) are determined in a fitting procedure, which we
will discuss in the following.

The auxiliary hybridization function ∆aux is defined
through

G0ff =
(
g
0
−∆aux

)−1

→

∆R
aux(ω) = 1/gR0,ff (ω)− 1/GR

0,ff (ω),

∆K
aux(ω) = GK

0,ff (ω)/|GR
0,ff (ω)|2,

(12)

where G0ff is given [41] by

GR
0 (ω) = [ω −E + i(Γ(1) + Γ(2))]−1,

GK
0 (ω) = 2iGR

0 (ω)(Γ
(2) − Γ(1))GA

0 (ω).
(13)

and gR0,ff as

gR0,ff (ω) = (ω − εimp)
−1. (14)

A note on notation: Bold quantities indicate the (NB +
1) × (NB + 1) structure in the space of auxiliary levels,
lower case g indicates the decoupled setup, upper case
G contains the coupling, and the index 0 indicates the
non-interacting case.

-2 -1 0 1 2U

-̃2 -̃1 0̃ 1̃ 2̃Ũ

normal space

tilde space

g, ωb

g, ωb

t′Rt′L

t′Rt′L

FIG. 2. Schematic representation of the auxiliary system.

Given the physical hybridization function ∆ph, one de-
fines a cost function

χ(E,Γ(1),Γ(2)) =
∑

α∈{R,K}

∫ ∞

−∞
dωWα(ω)×

× Im[∆α
ph(ω)−∆α

aux(ω;E,Γ
(1),Γ(2))]2

which must be minimized to obtain the parameters lead-
ing to the optimal approximation of the physical hy-
bridization function.

In this paper we set the weight function to Wα(ω) =
Θ(|ω − ωmax|), with ωmax/Γ = 15. This range suffices to
capture the hybridization function appropriately, since
our flat density of states ranges from ω/Γ = −10 to 10,
and decays exponentially outside this region. A more
detailed discussion about the fitting procedure can be
found in Ref. 41.

D. Superfermion representation

For computational reasons, one may transform the
Lindblad equation into the superfermion representa-
tion [42]. In this form the Lindbladian becomes a matrix
and the density matrix a vector. In this section we will
briefly sketch the basic ideas of this procedure, roughly
following Ref. [42], see also [43, 44].

We introduce the left vacuum [45] defined as

|I⟩ =
∑

{mel,mph}

(|mel⟩ ⊗ |mph⟩)︸ ︷︷ ︸
normal space

⊗ (|m̃el⟩ ⊗ |m̃ph⟩)︸ ︷︷ ︸
tilde space

, (15)

where mel and mph run over all states in the respective
Hilbert spaces. Here we doubled the Hilbert space by
introducing the ”tilde” space.
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Then we apply the density matrix on the left vacuum

ρ→ |ρ⟩ = (ρ⊗ 1̃) |I⟩

=

(∑
mn

ρmn |m⟩ ⟨n| ⊗ 1̃

)∑
j

|j⟩ ⊗ |j̃⟩


=
∑
mnj

ρmn(|m⟩ ⟨n|j⟩)⊗ |j̃⟩ =
∑
mn

ρmn |m⟩ ⊗ |ñ⟩ .

(16)

This yields a vector in the doubled Hilbert space that
contains all information of the density matrix. As the
next step, the Lindbladian must also be transformed ac-
cordingly. The aim is to replace all density matrices ap-
pearing in L with |ρ⟩. Therefore, we calculate L |I⟩ and
whenever |I⟩ is next to ρ we can use Eq. (16). To achieve
this, one uses the tilde-conjugation rules, given as

c†j |I⟩ = −ic̃j |I⟩ ,
cj |I⟩ = −ic̃†j |I⟩ ,
b† |I⟩ = b̃ |I⟩ ,
b |I⟩ = b̃† |I⟩ ,

(17)

since the creation and annihilation operators, once trans-
ferred into the tilde space, commute with the density
matrix [46] and anticommute (fermionic) or commute
(bosonic) with the normal-space operators. The Lind-
bladian then takes the form

iL =
∑
σ

c†σhcσ − 2Tr(E + iΛ)

+ U
(
nf↑nf↓ − ñf↑ñf↓

)
+ωb(b

†b− b̃†b̃) + g(c†fσcfσ(b+ b†)− c̃†fσ c̃fσ(b̃+ b̃†))︸ ︷︷ ︸
iLeph

,

(18)

with the matrix

h =

(
E + iΩ 2Γ(2)

−2Γ(1) E − iΩ

)
, (19)

where c†σ = (c†−NB/2,σ, . . . , c
†
NB/2,σ, c̃−NB/2,σ, . . . , c̃NB/2,σ),

Ω = Γ(2) − Γ(1) and Λ = Γ(2) + Γ(1). As defined in
Sec. II C, the impurity site is indexed f := 0. Fig. 2
shows the Lindblad setup in its superfermion form [47],
where the blue lines represent the unitary contributions
(E) and the green ones the dissipative contributions
(Γ(1/2)). Furthermore, since the Lindbladian in Eq.
(18) is not a superoperator anymore, it does not carry
the double hat. This also allows to easily distinguish
between superoperators and operators in superfermion
space.

As can be deduced from Eq. (18), normal and tilde
fermionic particles are always created and annihilated si-
multaneously, therefore their difference is conserved, i.e.,

Nσ − Ñσ =
∑
i

(c†iσciσ − c̃†iσ c̃iσ). (20)

This is valid for both spins separately, since angular mo-
mentum is also conserved.
Since the left vacuum is always a left eigenstate of the

Lindbladian with eigenvalue zero, it lies in the subspace
Nσ − Ñσ = 0. This can be observed from Eq. (15), since
all fermionic states have by definition the same number
of normal and tilde electrons. Since the corresponding
right eigenvector is the steady state, it is restricted to
the same subspace.
The fermionic Green’s functions can be expressed in

the Lehmann representation. For positive times (+) the
greater (>) and lesser (<) component are given as

G>+
ij (ω) =

∑
k

⟨I| ci |kR⟩ ⟨kL| c†j |ρ∞⟩ 1

ω − iLk

,

G<+
ij (ω) =

∑
k

⟨I| c†j |kR⟩ ⟨kL| ci |ρ∞⟩ 1

ω + iLk

,

(21)

where ⟨kL| and |kR⟩ are the left and right eigenvectors
of the Lindbladian and Lk the corresponding eigenval-
ues. From this all other fermionic Green’s functions of
interest, as well as the self energy (Σ), can be obtained:

G
≷−
ij (ω) = −[G

≷+
ji (ω)]∗,

GR
ij(ω) = G>+

ij −G<−
ij ,

GK
ij(ω) = G>+

ij +G<+
ij −G>−

ij −G<−
ij ,

ΣR(ω) = 1/GR
0 (ω)− 1/GR(ω),

ΣK(ω) = −GK
0 (ω)/|GR

0 (ω)|2 +GK(ω)/|GR(ω)|2.

(22)

For bosonic Green’s functions there exist similar expres-
sions as Eqs. (21) and (22). Computationally, we cal-
culate the steady state using the biconjugate gradient
method, and the Green’s function using the Bi-Lanczos
scheme [48]. The basis used to express L is obtained as
described in the next section.

E. Configuration Interaction

The most straightforward basis choice for L is in terms
of c/c† and b/b† operators. Then one can perform the
calculation using the full many-body Lindbladian using
a cutoff in the number of included phonons. The result-
ing matrix grows exponentially in the system size NB ,
therefore we rotate the bosonic and fermionic single par-
ticle operators with the aim of cutting off the fermionic
states in a controlled way, and obtaining a reduced cutoff
in the bosonic states. This is discussed in the following
subsections, where we roughly follow Ref. 49.

1. Electrons

The treatment of electrons in the AMEA using CI is
explained in detail in Ref. 50. Here we will only give a



5

brief overview of the main steps. We start by defining

Eijσ = Eij + U ⟨nfσ̄⟩ δifδjf − 2
g2 ⟨nf ⟩
ωb

,

hσ =

(
Eσ + iΩ 2Γ(2)

−2Γ(1) Eσ − iΩ

)
,

(23)

where ⟨nfσ⟩ = ⟨I| c†fσcfσ |ρ∞⟩ and ⟨nf ⟩ = ⟨nf↑⟩ +

⟨nf↓⟩. Here Eσ (and thereby hσ) takes into account the
electron-electron and electron-phonon (the origin of the
phononic term will become clear in the following, see Sec.
II E 2) interaction on a mean field level.

The matrix Eσ is in principle the same for both spins,
since there is no magnetic term in the Lindbladian. We
showed in Ref. 50 that choosing a spin-dependent (mag-
netised) Hartree-Fock term reduces the error originating
from the basis cutoff we introduce within CI. The respec-
tive mean field (Hartree-Fock) Lindbladian reads

iL0el =
∑
σ

c†σhσcσ −
∑
σ

Tr(Eσ + iΛ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
η

. (24)

In our previous paper we fixed ⟨nf↑⟩ = 0.3 and ⟨nf↓⟩ =
0.7 to introduce an artificial magnetisation. The exact
values for ⟨nfσ⟩ do not have a strong influence on the
shape of the impurity Green’s function, as long as it is
far enough from ⟨nf↑⟩ = ⟨nf↓⟩, but not too far (roughly
in the range 0.6-0.9). Since not all the results we show
here are particle-hole symmetric, we compute the to-
tal Hartree-Fock electron occupation self-consistently us-
ing Eq. (24) and introduce a magnetisation as ⟨nf↑⟩ =
0.3 ⟨nf ⟩, ⟨nf↓⟩ = 0.7 ⟨nf ⟩.

The non-Hermitian matrix hσ can be diagonalised
straightforwardly as

εσ = V −1
σ hσVσ, (25)

where Vσ (V −1
σ ) are the right (left) eigenvectors of hσ,

and εσ its eigenvalues. In this basis, the Hartree-Fock
Lindbladian reads

iL0el =
∑
σ

ξ̄σεσξσ + η. (26)

The new operators are defined as ξ̄σ = c†σVσ and ξσ =
V −1
σ cσ, which obey fermionic anticommutation relations.

However, the creation and annihilation operators are not
hermitian conjugates of each other, i.e. (ξ)† ̸= ξ̄.
The steady state of the non-interacting Lindbladian

L0el can be found by identifying which operators annihi-
late it. In other words, we must have

ξiσ |ρ∞0el⟩ = 0 for Im(εiσ) < 0,

ξ̄iσ |ρ∞0el⟩ = 0 for Im(εiσ) > 0,
(27)

because anything else would imply a divergent state, as
becomes apparent when considering

eL0tξiσ |ρ∞0el⟩ = eL0tξiσe
−L0t |ρ∞0el⟩ = eiεiσtξiσ |ρ∞0el⟩ .

(28)

reference state states obtained from a single excitation

FIG. 3. Illustration of Eq. (31) for a small Hilbert space. The
reference state, in our case the steady state of Eq. (24), is
shown on the left hand site. On its right hand site all the
states one obtains from a single excitation are depicted.

For computational reasons we furthermore perform a
particle-hole transformation

P = D̄ξ + ξ̄D,

P̄ =Dξ + ξ̄D̄
(29)

with components

Dij = δijΘ[Im(εi)],

D̄ij = 1−Dij .
(30)

From this we get |ρ0el⟩ = |0⟩. Starting from the
Hartree-Fock steady state as a reference state, we can
create a subspace of excited states by applying operator
pairs,

ξ̄iσξjσ |ρ∞0el⟩ , (31)

which is equivalent to

P̄iσP̄jσ |0⟩ , (32)

with i and j taking all values resulting in non-vanishing
states, which obey the conservation rules, namely Nσ −
Ñσ = cσ, where cσ is a spin-dependent constant. For the
steady state we have c↓ = c↑ = 0 and for the Green’s
functions c↓/↑ = 0 and c↑/↓ = ±1.
The state in Eq. (31) corresponds to a single ”particle-

hole” excitation, and can be graphically interpreted as
depicted in Fig. 3 (shown in the ξ basis). By applying
more such pairs in sequence, one obtains higher excita-
tions. In this paper we always use a basis created by
up to three particle-hole excitations (referred to in the
literature as CISDT).
Eventually Eq. (18) is transformed into the P basis,

such that the fermionic contributions to the matrix ele-
ments in the many-body Lindblad matrix can be calcu-
lated in this subspace.

2. Phonons

When including phonons, the Hilbert space becomes in
principle infinite, so that one has to introduce a cutoff in
the maximum phonon number. The larger the cutoff, the
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better the approximation for observables, but at the cost
of higher memory usage and longer computation times.
By choosing an advantageous single particle basis, the
number of bosonic particles can be kept low while still
obtaining accurate results.

One starts by introducing an offset to the bosonic oper-
ators, which corresponds to the NECI* shift introduced
in Ref. [49], whose treatment we roughly follow below.
This shifts the number of phonons in the new vacuum
to the amount corresponding to the mean-field electron
occupation, i.e., without taking into account the effect of
electronic fluctuations:

b→ b− g ⟨nf ⟩
ωb

, b† → b† − g ⟨nf ⟩
ωb

,

b̃→ b̃− g ⟨nf ⟩
ωb

, b̃† → b̃† − g ⟨nf ⟩
ωb

.

(33)

The corresponding Lindblad term in the superfermion
representation then reads

iLeph =
∑
σ

2g2 ⟨nf ⟩
ωb

(c̃†fσ c̃fσ − c†fσcfσ) + ωb(b
†b− b̃†b̃)

+ g(b+ b†)(c†fσcfσ − ⟨nf ⟩)
+ g(b̃+ b̃†)(⟨nf ⟩ − c̃†fσ c̃fσ).

(34)

In the next step one ”rotates” the phononic basis,
i.e., one introduces a linear transformation between the
”tilde” and ”non-tilde” phononic creation and annihila-
tion operator, as first introduced in Ref. 49. This trans-
formation is obtained by the exact solution of an aux-
iliary Lindblad equation acting on the isolated phonon
level

ˆ̂
L0phρ = α+

(
b†ρb− 1

2
{ρ, bb†}

)
+ α−

(
bρb† − 1

2
{ρ, b†b}

)
+ i[bb†ωb, ρ],

(35)

this equation can be obtained exactly by eliminating
the “fermionic reservoir” from the isolated phonon level
within the weak-coupling (g/ωb ≪ 1) regime with the
Born-Markov-Secular approximation [51, 52]. In this
case, the ratio α−

α+
can be written in terms a suitable

fermionic density density correlation function, and in the
equilibrium case can be inferred from the relation

Tr{b†bρ∞0ph} =
α+

α− − α+
→ exp(βωb) =

α−

α+
. (36)

With this we rewrite the impurity Lindbladian Limp as

Limp = Lint + Lonsite + LHF

LHF = L0el + L0ph

iLint = Un↑n↓ + iLeph − iLHF,

iLonsite = εimp +
∑
σ

2g2 ⟨nf ⟩
ωb

(c̃†fσ c̃fσ − c†fσcfσ),

(37)

with L0ph being the superfermion version of
ˆ̂
L0ph given

as

L0ph = α+

(
b†b̃− 1

2
b̃b̃† − 1

2
b†b

)
+ α−

(
b̃b− 1

2
b̃b̃† − 1

2
b†b

)
− iωb(b

†b− b̃b̃†)

+
α− − α+

2
− iωb.

(38)

L0el contains the mean-field on-site energies felt by
the electrons due to the e-e and e-ph coupling and L0ph

considers the thermalization effect the electrons have on
the phonons. Lint then contains corrections beyond the
mean-field level felt by the electrons, as well as correc-
tions to the thermalization effect the electrons have on
the phonons.
In the case of the electrons, we used the matrices diag-

onalising L0el to transform the electronic single particle
operators. For the phonons we proceed in a similar way,
where we start by rewriting L0ph

L0ph = b†h0phb+ η0ph

= b†SUS︸ ︷︷ ︸
φ

SU−1Sh0phU︸ ︷︷ ︸
ε

U−1b︸ ︷︷ ︸
φ

+η0ph, (39)

where

b =
(
b† b̃

)
,

η0ph =
α− − α+

2
− iωb,

h0ph =

(
− 1

2 (α+ + α−)− iωb α+

α− − 1
2 (α+ + α−) + iωb

)
,

S = [b, b†] =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
,

(40)

and U are the right eigenvectors of Sh0ph. For conve-
nience we define

ψ1 := ϕ1, ψ̄1 := ϕ̄1, ψ2 := ϕ̄2, ψ̄2 := ϕ2 (41)

such that

[ψ, ψ̄] = 1. (42)

In the ψ-basis the Lindbladian L0ph is diagonal, therefore
the steady state is given by a single Fock state, which
is simultaneously the vacuum in this basis (|ρ∞0ph⟩ =
|00⟩) [53]. This state contains the thermalizing effect the
electrons have on the phonons, making it a good choice
for a reference state [54] to build the phononic basis from:

(ψ̄1)
n(ψ̄2)

m |0⟩ . (43)

We define the cutoff value for the number of included
phonons per site as ”Nph,max” (Number of phonons), i.e.,
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FIG. 4. (a) Zero bias conductance and (b) self energy
(Im(ΣR)) obtained with different transformations explained
in the text. Parameters are U/Γ = 6, g/Γ = 1.3, ωb/Γ = 1.3,
εimp = −U/2 + 2g2/ωb and Nph,max = 5.

0 ≤ n,m ≤ Nph,max, with n,m integers. To transform
Eq. (34) in the ψ basis we use

b =

(
ψ1 +

α+

α−
ψ̄2

ψ1 + ψ̄2

)
b† =

(
ψ̄1 + ψ2

α+

α−
ψ̄1 + ψ2

) α−

α− − α+
,

(44)

which follows from Eqs. (39) and (41). With this Leph in
its final version reads

iLeph =
∑
σ

2
g2 ⟨nf ⟩
ωb

(c†fσcfσ − c̃†fσ c̃fσ)

+ g(c†fσcfσ − ⟨nf ⟩)(
α−

α− − α+

(
Ψ̄1 +Ψ2

)
+Ψ1 +

α+

α−
Ψ̄2

)
+ g(⟨nf ⟩ − c̃†fσ c̃fσ)(
Ψ1 + Ψ̄2 +

1

α− − α+

(
α+Ψ̄1 + α−Ψ2

))
+ ωb(Ψ2Ψ2 −Ψ1Ψ1).

(45)

III. RESULTS

A. Method parameters

In equilibrium, the parameters α+ and α− can be cal-
culated straightforwardly from the temperature of the
system. Only the ratio α−

α+
appears in equations, thus

there is actually a single free parameter that is fixed
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FIG. 5. Zero bias conductance (a) and (c) and selfenergy
(b) and (d) for the CI calculation with different values of the
phonon cutoff compared with NRG. Results are obtained with
the rotation CI (a) and (b), offset CI (c) and (d). Parameters
are as in Fig. 4

.

by β. Out of equilibrium, we need to choose an effec-
tive temperature felt by the phonons, which is, however,
not defined unambiguously. Two approaches were con-
sidered: a) fitting the Fermi function (ρFD(ω − µ, T )) to
the non-equilibrium distribution (ρnon-eq(ω)), b) enforc-
ing ρFD(w = ωb) = ρnon-eq(w = ωb). Comparing the
results obtained from both procedures showed that fit-
ting works better. Here we calculate the non-equilibrium
distribution ρnon-eq(ω) from Eq. (24), i.e., for the mean-
field case. This is computationally much less costly than
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performing an iterative many-body calculation to obtain
this parameter.

B. Comparison with the NRG in equilibrium

As a benchmark of the approach presented here, we
compare our results with NRG in the equilibrium case,
where the latter is known to be very accurate, espe-
cially in the low-energy regions. First, we investigate
how the transformation of the phononic basis introduced
in Sec. II E 2 affects the accuracy of the calculation.
More specifically, we compare the results obtained with-
out any transformation, with only the offset (”offset CI”),
Eq. (33), and with both, the offset and the rotation (”ro-
tation CI”), Eqs. (44) and (33). We plot the zero-bias
conductance as a function of temperature, which gives
us insight into the effect of the transformations at low
energies over a wide temperature range. While the con-
ductance mainly probes the low-energy region, we ad-
dress higher energies by evaluating Im[ΣR(ω)]. From the
Meir-Wingreen formula [55] one obtains the conductance
G as

G =

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

π
Im[GR(ω, ϕ)]

× γL(ω)γR(ω)

γL(ω) + γR(ω)

(
dρF,L(ω, µL, T )

dϕ
− dρF,R(ω, µR, T )

dϕ

)
+

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

π

d Im[GR(ω, ϕ)]

dϕ

× γL(ω)γR(ω)

γL(ω) + γR(ω)
(ρF,L(ω, µL, T )− ρF,R(ω, µR, T ))

(46)

for the case of proportional coupling. Here, γλ(ω) =
−2|t′2λ | Im[gRλ (ω)] are also referred to as the ”lead self-
energies”. We have γR(ω = 0) = γL(ω = 0) = Γ unless
otherwise specified (this follows from our definition of
g
λ
(ω) in eq. (9) and our default values for t′λ, as given

in Sec. II B).
The Numerical Renormalization Group (NRG) [56–58]

is well known for capturing the equilibrium properties
very accurately. Therefore, we use the results obtained
from NRG Ljubljana [59] as a reference for the equilib-
rium case [60]. Both the offset CI and the rotation CI
results compare very well with NRG and perform sig-
nificantly better than the results obtained without any
transformation, as can be seen in the conductance results
in Fig. 4(a). Considering a maximum allowed deviation
of 3% with respect to the NRG, temperatures down to
0.05Γ can be reached for U/Γ = 6 with both CI transfor-
mations. The offset CI performs marginally better.

The self energies of the offset and rotation CI are
also almost on top of each other, see Fig. 4(b). They
mostly coincide with the NRG self energy, except close
to the phononic feature, which is more pronounced for
the CI methods. We have compared the self energies at

a temperature which is close to the one obtained for non-
equilibrium at ϕ = ωb, using the procedure discussed in
Sec. III A.
With increasing phonon cutoff, we expect convergence

of all observables. We investigate the cutoff dependence
by again plotting the zero-bias conductance as a function
of temperature as well as the self energy, see Fig. 5. The
plots shows that the convergence behavior of the offset
CI at low energies is superior. In the self energy, how-
ever, close to the phononic feature both approaches have
trouble reaching full convergence.

C. Non-equilibrium results

Having shown that in equilibrium the offset CI per-
forms better than the rotation CI, especially at low en-
ergies, we now study if this is the case also in non-
equilibrium. We consider the differential conductance as
a function of applied voltage, and start by investigating
the convergence behavior as a function of the number of
included phonons. We considered several values of the
system-environment coupling (t′λ) which we describe in
terms of γλ(ω = 0) ∝ t′2λ (see Eq. (46)) for easier nota-
tion. Decreasing γλ(ω = 0) is observed to give rise to a
phononic feature at the phonon frequency.
Both transformations converge rapidly for stronger

system-environment coupling. In the case of weaker cou-
pling, which is when the phononic feature appears, the
rotation CI fails at low voltages, and does not converge
at the phonon frequency. The offset CI on the other
hand converges almost immediately over the full voltage
range. Therefore, especially in non-equilibrium, the rota-
tion does not prove to be advantageous. We expect that
a (possibly partial) Lang-Firsov transformation [61–63]
would bring improvements; this will be implemented in
future work.
We also investigated the transition from very asymmet-

ric lead coupling ( γL

γR
≫ 1) to the symmetric case. We use

the offset CI here, since it proved to be superior to the
rotation CI. For γL

γR
≫ 1, the finite-bias conductance can

be obtained using GR from a zero-bias calculation[64].
Figure 7 shows the nonlinear conductance for a range of
γL

γR
using the offset CI. The finite bias is applied by choos-

ing µL = 0 and µR = ϕ. For large asymmetry γL

γR
= 19

we see that the conductance is very close to the one ob-
tained by the equilibrium approximation with γL

γR
→ ∞.

As we approach equal coupling of the leads, the non-
equilibrium effects become apparent and the shape of the
conductance curve changes significantly. The vibrational
features are expected at Φ ∼ ωb, while the Coulomb peak
is expected at Φ ∼ U/2 = 3Γ [19, 24, 65].
Finally, we investigate the effect the phonon frequency

has on the phononic feature in the fermionic spectrum,
as well as on the Hubbard peak. Again we use the offset
CI. Figure 8 shows that the feature moves with ωb, as
one would expect, and that it is slowly ”absorbed” in
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FIG. 6. Non-equilibrium conductance as a function of volt-
age evaluated with different values of the phonon cutoff. Re-
sults are obtained with the rotation CI (a) and (b) or with
the offset CI (c) and (d). (a) and (c) show results with strong
lead coupling, γλ(ω = 0)/Γ = 1.0, (b) and (d) with weak
lead coupling γλ(ω = 0)/Γ = 0.49. Remaining parameters
are g/Γ = 1.1, ωb = 1.5, U/Γ = 6, εimp = −U/2 + 2g2/ωb,
T/Γ = 0.05, Nph,max = 5. The rotation CI results do not con-
verge for voltages close to zero and to the phonon frequency.

the Hubbard peak. The Hubbard peak itself is shifted to
higher bias, since increasing ωb decreases the phononic
attraction felt by the electrons.

In conclusion, we showed that the method discussed in
Ref. [49] doesn’t seem to provide any improvement of the
accuracy of the CI calculation with respect to a simple
shift in the phononic operators. This is the case espe-
cially in non-equilibrium, but also in equilibrium where
the phonons have a well-defined temperature. Neverthe-
less, the equilibrium results presented coincide well with

0 1 2 3 4 5
/

0.2
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0.4

0.5

0.6

/
0

L/ R = 19.0
L/ R = 9.0
L/ R = 2.3
L/ R = 1.0

eq. approx.

FIG. 7. Conductance variation with voltage for diverse γL/γR
ratios. Emphasis on asymmetry effects: in pronounced asym-
metric scenarios, the differential conductance aligns closely
with the equilibrium approximation, but as symmetry in-
creases, non-equilibrium influences become evident. Key pa-
rameters: µL = 0, µR = ϕ, and γR(ω = 0)/Γ+γL(ω = 0)/Γ =
1.28. All other parameters are consistent with those in Fig. 6

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
/
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/
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b/ = 1.3
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FIG. 8. Variation in conductance with voltage for various ωb

values. As the phonon frequency is increased the phononic
feature moves to the right, which is to be expected. The
Hubbard peak also gets shifted, since the attraction felt by
the electrons from the phonons decreases with increasing ωb.
The coupling to the environment is γλ(ω = 0)/Γ = 0.49 and
all other parameters are in line with Fig. 6.

NRG, and the offset CI converges well in non-equilibrium
as the phononic Hilbert space is increased.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have presented a solver for the Anderson-Holstein
problem out of equilibrium. After mapping the Hamil-
tonian to an auxiliary impurity model in the form of a
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Lindblad equation and passing to the superfermion rep-
resentation, we tackled the resulting problem using con-
figuration interaction approach. In the electron sector
we use a basis extending up to three particle-hole exci-
tations, while in the phonon sector we attempted to op-
timize the basis using a shift and rotation, as introduced
in Ref [49]. The method was benchmarked against the
numerical renormalization group results in equilibrium,
then tested out of equilibrium. We find that in equilib-
rium the shift as well as the additional rotation allow
for high accuracy, using only a small phononic Hilbert
space. However, the rotation as discussed in Ref. [49],
any advantage beyond purely shifting the operators, and
in some cases it even introduces instabilities. There-
fore, taking into account the effects of the fluctuationg
fermionic density on the phonon field doesn’t seem to
provide any advantage in the parameter region we have
been considering. This becomes even more apparent in
non-equilibrium, where the rotation leads to convergence
problems in the number of phonons for some parameter

regimes. Using the shifted operators, on the other hand,
gives quickly converging results. We also use the off-
set CI to show the propagation of the phononic feature,
as well as the Hubbard peak, due to changing phonon
frequency. Our solver is thus capable of tackling the
problem in the very demanding regime of large bias and
strong interactions using only a shift in the phononic
operators. Further improvements would consist of im-
plementing the Lang-Firsov transformation. This could
potentially lead to a capable solver for interpreting ex-
perimental bias spectra.
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