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Abstract

The calculation of response functions in correlated electronic systems is one of the most important

problems in the condensed matter physics. To obtain a physical response function, preserving both

the Ward-Takahashi identity and the fluctuation-dissipation theorem are crucial. Here we propose

a self-consistent many body method within the GW framework to calculate the response functions

based on the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, which also satisfies the Ward-Takahashi identity. The

validity of this methodology is demonstrated on the two-dimensional one-band Hubbard model,

where both the Ward-Takahashi identity and fluctuation-dissipation theorem are verified numeri-

cally. Moreover, comparing to the accurate spin susceptibility of the determinantal Monte Carlo

approach, the results obtained from our method are quite satisfactory and the computational cost

are greatly reduced.

Introduction.—The calculation of the correlation functions is a long-standing problem

in condensed matter physics; they are related to the transport properties of materials and

can be measured in experiments [1]. The exact solution of the correlation functions does

respect the Ward-Takahashi identities presenting for the symmetries[2]. However, most

approximations do not guarantee this constraint and thus lose the crucial information on

the symmetries of the systems. Such calculations may lead to quantitatively inaccurate

results and even qualitatively unphysical solutions [3, 4]. Various schemes are proposed to

preserve the Ward-Takahashi identities(for example in [5–8]), however, it is also crucial to

respect the fluctuation-dissipation theorem (FDT), which relates the response function to

the correlation functions[9]. The deviation of the FDT will result in contradictions [10], and

thus lead to unphysical solutions.

A physical correlation should be defined as the response of a physical quantity to an

external source originally due to Ornstein and Zernike[11]. This basic physical doctrine

was applied to the mean-field analysis in the Ising model in classical statistics, where the

physical spin susceptibility is calculated by the functional derivative of the mean local spin

with respect to the external magnetic field (for example in [12]). In this scheme, the FDT is

satisfied by definition, and the conservation laws are preserved automatically. In quantum

field theory, the covariant Gaussian approximation is also based on a similar doctrine, where

the propagator is obtained by the functional derivative of the vacuum expectation value with

respect to the external source. As a result, this method preserves the extremely important
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Goldstone theorem and all higher-order WTIs[13–16]. Therefore, in order to preserve the

FDT and the WTI, the physical correlation functions should be calculated by the functional

derivatives with respect to the relevant external source.

In this Letter, we apply the functional derivative scheme to the generalized GW approx-

imation (GGW)[17–24], which was developed for the systems including the spin-dependent

interaction. This approach can preserve the WTI and FDT for general cases, which are also

verified numerically in the repulsive two-dimensional Hubbard model. The computational

complexity is of the same order of the widely used Bethe-Salpeter equations (BSE) within

the GW method, and thus is expected to be applicable for a wide range of realistic material

calculations.

GGW approximation in general cases. —The generalized GW approximation was pro-

posed to deal with explicitly spin-dependent interaction, and can be applied to various kinds

of electronic systems. We reformulate it in the functional path integral formalism, and start

with the Matsubara action:

S[ψ∗, ψ] =−
∑

α1α2

∫

d(12)ψ∗
α1
(1)Tα1α2

(1, 2)ψα2
(2)

+
1

2

∫

d(12)
∑

ab

σa(1)V ab(1, 2)σb(2). (1)

Here, the charge/spin composite operator σa(1) =
∑

αα′ ψ∗
α(1)τ

a
αα′ψα′(1), τa(a = 0, x, y, z)

are Pauli matrices, Greek letters like α indicate spin up and spin down. ψ, ψ∗ are Grassman-

nian fields. Notation (1) = (τ1, ~x1) contains the space coordinate x1, and the imaginary time

coordinate 0 ≤ τ1 ≤ β, where β is the inverse temperature. The integral over (1) stands for

integral or sum over all space and time coordinates. The two-body interaction is symmetric,

i.e., V ab(1, 2) = V ba(2, 1), and it can describe the usual Coulomb interaction, the spin-spin

interaction, and the spin-orbit interaction.

The one-body Green’s function is defined in an ensemble average form:

Gα1α2
(1, 2) =

〈

ψ∗
α2
(2)ψα1

(1)
〉

. (2)

Here 〈· · · 〉 presents for 1
Z

∫

D[ψ∗, ψ] · · · e−S, with Z =
∫

D[ψ∗, ψ]e−S the grand partition

function. Since the interaction has a spin structure, it is convenient to denote the matrix in

the spin space as:

X =





X↑↑ X↑↓

X↓↑ X↓↓



 . (3)
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Note that its trace is denoted by Tr[X ] = X↑↑ +X↓↓.

Then one can derive the generalized Hedin’s equations for the action Eq. (1), and the

lowest approximation for the Hedin’s vertex function leads to the GGW approximation

(for details, see Supplemental Material [25]). The full Green’s function, G, is determined

from the bare Green’s function T and self-energy, through Dyson’s equation: G−1(1, 2) =

T (1, 2)− ΣH − Σ(1, 2). In the GGW approximation, the Hartree self-energy is given by

ΣH(1, 2) = δ(1, 2)
∑

ab

∫

d(4)τaV ab(1, 4)Tr[τ bG(4, 4)], (4)

and the GGW self-energy is given by

Σ(1, 2) = −
∑

ab

τ aG(1, 2)τ bW ba(2, 1), (5)

where W is the dynamic effective charge/spin potential and determined by the polarization

function P through the relation (W−1)ab(1, 2) = (V −1)ab(1, 2)− P ab(1, 2). The polarization

function is approximated by:

P ab(1, 2) = Tr[τ aG(1, 2)τ bG(2, 1)]. (6)

These equations can be solved self-consistently. It is worth mentioning that, in the GGW ap-

proximation, the Green’s function G and the self-energy Σ are spin-dependent, the screened

potential W and the polarization function P are 4 × 4 matrices containing the coherence

between charge and spin channels. Next, we will address the problem of the two-body

correlation functions.

Covariant scheme GGW method.—According to FDT, the two-body correlation functions

should be defined as the response of the physical quantity in the presence of an external

potential, which we refer as the covariant scheme. The scheme for calculating a general

two-body correlation function χXY (1, 2) = 〈X(1)Y (2)〉 within the GGW framework, where

X, Y are binary composite operators, is formulated as follows.

First, one adds the corresponding source term to the action, S[ψ∗, ψ;φ] = S[ψ∗, ψ] −
∫

d(1)φ(1)X(1) and the correlation can be obtained by χXY (1, 2) = δ〈Y (2)〉
δφ(1)

. Then, write

down the off-shell GGW equations (keep φ 6= 0), and calculate the functional derivative of

the GGW equations with respect to φ. Finally, let the source φ tend to 0 to obtain the

on-shell results. Although we restrict our discussion to the GGW, this scheme can also be

applied to to different many body approaches
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FIG. 1: The Feynman diagram of the full cGGW vertex function in Eq. (7) for translation

invariant systems in the momentum space.

The functional derivative of the off-shell GGW equations with respect to the external

source φ leads to the covariant GGW (cGGW) equations. The equation involves the full

vertex function Γφ(1, 2, 3) =
δG−1(1,2)
δφ(3)

, which consists of 5 terms shown in Fig. 1:

Γφ(1, 2, 3) =γφ(1, 2, 3) + ΓH(1, 2, 3) + ΓMT(1, 2, 3)

+ΓAL1(1, 2, 3) + ΓAL2(1, 2, 3). (7)

Here, the bare vertex γ
φ
depends on the operator X . In the charge/spin response case,

for example, Xa = σa, the bare vertex takes the form γ
φ
(1, 2, 3) = τaδ(1, 2)δ(1, 3). The

“bubble” vertex is induced by the Hartree self-energy and takes the form:

ΓH(1, 2, 3) = −δ(1, 2)
∑

cd

∫

d(456)τ cV cd(1, 4)Tr[τdG(1, 5)Γφ(5, 6, 3)G(6, 2)]. (8)

Note that the conventional random-phase-approximation-like (RPA) formula only consists

of the first two terms in Eq. (7). The Maki-Thompson-like (MT) vertex and two distinct

Aslamazov-Larkin-like (AL) vertices [26] represent the vertex corrections beyond the RPA,

which take the form:

ΓMT(1, 2, 3) = −
∑

cd

∫

d(45)τ cG(1, 4)Γφ(4, 5, 3)G(5, 2)τ
dW dc(2, 1), (9)

ΓAL1(1, 2, 3) = −
∑

cdef

∫

d(4567)τ cG(1, 2)τdW de(1, 4)Tr[τ eG(4, 6)Γφ(6, 7, 3)G(7, 5)τ
fG(5, 4)]W fc(5, 2),

(10)
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ΓAL2(1, 2, 3) = −
∑

cdef

∫

d(4567)τ cG(1, 2)τdW de(1, 4)Tr[τ eG(4, 5)τfG(5, 6)Γφ(6, 7, 3)G(7, 4)]W
fc(5, 2).

(11)

Since the average
〈

Y b(2)
〉

is a function of the Green’s function G, the two-body correlation

function χXaY b(1, 2) =
〈

Xa(1)Y b(2)
〉

can be obtained by the vertex Γφ.

Such response functions satisfy the FDT by definition, and we have also theoretically

proven that the WTI is preserved in our covariant scheme (see Supplemental Material [25]

for more details). It is worthwhile noting that by neglecting two AL vertices in Eq. (7), the

present approach reduces to the Bethe-Salpeter equation (BSE) in the GW region, which

preserves the WTI but violates the FDT.

Implementation in the Hubbard model. —We now apply the cGGW method to the 2D

(L × L) one-band Hubbard model and use the discrete imaginary time algorithm [27] to

solve the cGGW equations. In the discrete time method, the integral over time
∫

d(τ) is

replaced by a summation over time slides
∑M−1

l=0 ∆τ , where ∆τ = β
M

and M is the number

of the time slices. The Hubbard Hamiltonian with the spin-dependent interaction takes the

form[28]

H =−t
∑

〈~x1~x2〉α

ψ†
~x1α
ψ~x2α

−
U

6

∑

~xa

σa~xσ
a
~x −

(

µ−
U

2

)

∑

α~x

ψ†
α~xψα~x, (12)

where ψ̂†
~x1α

creates an electron with spin α at lattice site ~x1. t is the (nearest-neighbor)

hopping amplitude and all energies are given in units of t = 1 in this paper. 〈ij〉 denotes

summation over nearest-neighbor lattice sites, U is the on-site interaction and µ is the

chemical potential.

The Hubbard model is a translation invariant lattice system with the global charge U(1)

symmetry, and the corresponding WTI in the momentum space takes the form:

i
∑

ν=x,y

Γν(p, q)[1− eiq
ν

]− iωqΓ
0(p, q)

= G−1(p)−G−1(p + q). (13)

Here Γν ,Γ0 are the current vertex and the charge vertex. The fermionic momentum and

Masubara frequency are denoted by p = ((px, py), ωp = (2mp + 1)πT ), and the bosonic

momentum and Masubara frequency are denoted by q = ((qx, qy), ωq = 2mqπT ). For the
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current operator [29, 30]

Jν(1) = it
∑

α=↑,↓

[ψ∗
α(1 + êν)ψα(1)− ψ∗

α(1)ψα(1 + êν)], (14)

the corresponding bare current vertex takes the form

γν(1, 2, 3) = τ 0itδ(1, 3)[δ(1, 2 + êν)− δ(1, 2− êν)], (15)

where êν is the lattice vector. The self-consistent equations for the full current vertex Γν are

obtained by substituting Eq. (15) to Eq. (7).

To check the FDT which relates the response function to the correlation function, we

focus on the antiferromagnetic fluctuation in the Hubbard model. We calculate the static

antiferromagnetic spin susceptibility and the spin-spin correlation function χsp at momentum

~Q = (π, π), which should satisfy the following equality according to the FDT[31],

∂m

∂h

∣

∣

∣

∣

h=0

= χsp( ~Q, iωn = 0), (16)

where h is the staggered field, m is the staggered magnetization. χsp(p) = 〈σz(p)σz(−p)〉 is

the spin-spin correlation, which is calculated through the vertex Γφ related to the spin σz

within the cGGW: χsp(p) = −Tr[G(p+ q)Γφ(q, p)G(q)τ
z].

(a) (b)

FIG. 2: (a) shows the Deviation D(p, q) of the WTI with momentum ~p = (π/2, π/2), ~q = (π, π)

and frequencies mp = 1,mq = 2 obtained by cGGW, GGW-RPA and GGW-BSE. The deviation

for cGGW and GGW-BSE are 0, while GGW-RPA are not. (b) shows the comparison of the

static antiferromagnetic spin susceptibility obtained by ∂m
∂h

∣

∣

h=0
, cGGW, GGW-RPA and

GGW-BSE. Only the cGGW respects the FDT.
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Numerical results.– By solving the cGGW equations of the Hubbard model, we can, in

principle, obtain the two-body correlation functions for any values of the parameter set

(U, β, µ, L, and M). As a prototypical example, here we set a typical value of U = 2, so as

to compare with previous studies of the 2D Hubbard model using multiple methods [32].

To check the WTI and FDT, we calculate the half-filled Hubbard model on a 16 × 16

cluster with M = 1024. The deviation of the WTI is measured by

D(p, q) =

∥

∥

∥

∥

Tr[LHS(p, q)− RHS(p, q)]

Tr[LHS(p, q)]

∥

∥

∥

∥

, (17)

where (LHS) and (RHS) are the left- and the right-hand sides in Eq. (13). As shown in

Fig. 2(a), the deviations D(p, q) are negligible for cGGW and BSE vertex, verifying the

WTI as expected. At the same time, RPA violates the WTI significantly, indicating a

rather poor description of conversion laws. For the FDT, we directly calculate the static

antiferromagnetic susceptibility (∂m/∂h) by considering a staggered field h in the GGW

equations. Compared with the spin-spin correlation function χsp obtained from different

methods, it is found that only the cGGW method preserves the FDT at all temperature

ranges, as shown in Fig. 2(b). However, RPA and BSE lead to a violation of the FDT and,

therefore, intrinsic inconsistencies in the calculation of response functions.

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the method, we compare the antiferromagnetic sus-

ceptibility from the cGGW method with that obtained from the determinantal quantum

Monte Carlo (DQMC) method[33–35], which is numerically exact and often serves as a

benchmark for approximate methods. We consider the case of U = 2 at half-filling and

away from half-filling for different temperatures (β = 4 and 6). As shown in Fig. 3, cGGW

exhibits a high precise agreement of the imaginary time antiferromagnetic susceptibility in

comparison to the DQMC benchmark, and is better than RPA results for GW , GGW, and

fluctuation-exchange (FLEX) approximations[36].

To calculate the static antiferromagnetic susceptibility for infinite lattice, we use the

finite-size scaling to approach the thermodynamic limit, and choose samples with lattice sizes

from L = 32 to L = 128. We take time slices M 8 values from 512 to 2048, extrapolating

to infinite M results. Fig. 4 shows χsp( ~Q, iωn = 0) for various methods as a function of

the inverse temperatures on a logarithmic scale. The cGGW curve (green line) displays a

quantitative agreement with the numerically exact DQMC method (red line) until β ≈ 8.

Since the thermodynamic transition manifests itself as a divergence of the susceptibility
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FIG. 3: Antiferromagnetic spin susceptibility χsp(~k = ~Q, τ) as a function of imaginary time for

DQMC, cGGW, FLEX-RPA, traditional GW-RPA and GGW-RPA at U = 2 for different

parameters: (a) β = 4, n = 1, (b) β = 6, n = 1, (c) β = 4, n = 0.921, (d) β = 6, n = 0.916. at

half-filling n = 1, corresponding to a chemical potential of µ = U/2 = 1. The error of DQMC is

10−3, other methods are all calculated through the discrete time algorithm with L = 16 and

M = 1024 (almost M reaches to infinite limit).

DQMC

GGW-RPA

cGGW

CDMFT

GW-RPA

DMFT

MFT

0 5 10 15

1
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100

1000

1/T

R
e
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=
Q
,i
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FIG. 4: Antiferromagnetic static susceptibility χsp(~k = ~Q, iωn = 0) as a function of (inverse)

temperature for various methods on a logarithmic scale at U = 2 and n = 1 in the

thermodynamic limit. Data of MFT, DQMC, DMFT, CDMFT(Nc = 8× 8) is taken from [32].
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at the corresponding wave vector, our cGGW results also indicate an antiferromagnetic

transition at (β ≈ 13.1). Compared with other methods, the cGGW is clearly much better

than the mean-field theory (MFT), GW -RPA, and GGW -RPA methods, and is comparable

with the dynamical mean-field theory (DMFT) or cellular DMFT (CDMFT) methods which,

however, usually require expensive computational costs. On the contrary, the computational

complexity of the cGGW susceptibility at a specific momentum is O(LdMlog(LM)), with

d the lattice dimension. For a typical parameter set in the discussion (lattice size 16 × 16,

time slices M = 1024), the numerical cost of calculation for spin fluctuation for a single

momentum and frequency is only 3.93 seconds on a 4-core CPU(1.8GHz), indicating a

computationally efficient method.

Conclusions.— The WTI is considered to be of particular importance, because it reflects

fundamental aspects of the underlying physics, as current conservation law and gauge in-

variance [2, 4, 37]. For example, previously, it has been shown that the WTI plays a crucial

role in obtaining the reasonable diamagnetic susceptibility [6, 38] and optical conductivity

[7] of high-temperature superconductors. In this Letter, we propose the cGGW approach to

calculate the response function based on the FDT, which also preserves the WTI automati-

cally because the symmetry is always respected. In addition, we find that the BSE preserves

the WTI but violates the FDT, whereas the RPA violates both. The preservation of WTI

and FDT in our approach are verified in the 2D Hubbard model numerically. The cGGW

spin-spin correlation functions are compared with the DQMC benchmark, and the results

are satisfactory. Due to the relatively low computational cost and high effectiveness, this

method is expected to be applied in realistic material computation in the future for the cal-

culations of the various susceptibilities, especially the transport properties of the correlated

systems with spin-dependent interaction.
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V. Harkov, F. m. c.-M. Le Régent, A. Kirsch, Y. Wang, A. J. Kim, E. Kozik, E. A. Stepanov,

A. Kauch, S. Andergassen, P. Hansmann, D. Rohe, Y. M. Vilk, J. P. F. LeBlanc, S. Zhang, A.-

M. S. Tremblay, M. Ferrero, O. Parcollet, and A. Georges, Phys. Rev. X 11, 011058 (2021).

[33] R. Blankenbecler, D. J. Scalapino, and R. L. Sugar, Phys. Rev. D 24, 2278 (1981).

[34] J. E. Hirsch, Phys. Rev. B 31, 4403 (1985).

[35] R. R. d. Santos, Brazilian Journal of Physics 33, 36 (2003).

[36] N. E. Bickers, D. J. Scalapino, and S. R. White, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62, 961 (1989).

[37] G. Rohringer, H. Hafermann, A. Toschi, A. A. Katanin, A. E. Antipov, M. I. Katsnelson, A. I.

Lichtenstein, A. N. Rubtsov, and K. Held, Rev. Mod. Phys. 90, 025003 (2018).

[38] L. P. Kadanoff and P. C. Martin, Phys. Rev. 124, 670 (1961).

12

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/wcms.1344
https://doi.org/10.3389/fchem.2019.00377
https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780198528159.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/abeb44
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511583971
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.066602
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511789984
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.011058
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.24.2278
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.31.4403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.62.961
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.90.025003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.124.670


Supplemental Material

GENERALIZED GW EQUATIONS IN ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS

The action for a general electronic system with spin-dependent action takes the form

S [ψ∗, ψ] = −
∑

α1α2

∫

d (12) ψ∗
α1

(1)Tα1α2
(1, 2)ψα2

(2)+
1

2

∑

ab

∫

d (12) σa (1)V ab (1, 2)σb (2) .

(1)

Here α1, α2 indicate the spin, taking values of spin-up and spin-down. a, b take values of

0, x, y, z, and σa is a component of the composite vector operator ~σ (1) ≡
∑

α1α2
ψ∗
α1

(1)~τα1α2
ψα2

(1)

with ~τ = (τ 0, τx, τ y, τ z) are the Pauli’s matrices. We introduce an external vector source

~J (1) coupled to the operator ~σ (1), and obtain the perturbed action

S
[

ψ∗, ψ; ~J
]

= S [ψ∗, ψ]−
∑

a

∫

d (1) Ja (1) σa (1) . (2)

By virtue of the grand partition function Z =
∫

D [ψ∗, ψ] e−S[ψ
∗,ψ; ~J], one can define the

one-body and two-body Green’s functions as

Gα1α2
(1, 2) ≡

〈

ψ∗
α2

(2)ψα1
(1)

〉

, (3)

G(2)
α1α2α3α4

(1, 2, 3, 4) =
〈

ψ∗
α2

(2)ψα1
(1)ψ∗

α4
(4)ψα3

(3)
〉

. (4)

Here 〈. . .〉 ≡ 1
Z

∫

D [ψ∗, ψ] . . . e−S[ψ
∗,ψ; ~J] denotes the ensemble average. Note that

δGα1α2
(1, 2)

δJc (3)
=

∑

α3α′

3

G
(2)
α1α2α3α′

3

(1, 2, 3, 3) τ cα′

3
α3

−Gα1α2
(1, 2)

∑

α3α′

3

Gα3α′

3
(3, 3) τ cα′

3
α3
. (5)

Then we address the derivation of the generalized Hedin’s equations. The equation of

motion stems from the invariance of functional integral measure under the infinitesimal

translation transform of the Fermionic fields, which leads to the equality

0 =

∫

D [ψ∗, ψ]
δ

δψ∗
α1

(1)

(

ψ∗
α2

(2) e−S[ψ
∗,ψ; ~J]

)

. (6)

Then one obtains

δ (1, 2) δα1α2
=

∑

α3

∫

d (3) Tα1α3
(1, 3)Gα3α2

(3, 2) +
∑

aα′

1

Ja (1) τaα1α′

1
Gα′

1
α2

(1, 2)

−
∑

ab

∑

α′

1
α3α′

3

∫

d (3) τaα1α′

1
G

(2)
α′

1
α2α3α′

3

(1, 2, 3, 3) τ bα′

3
α3
V ab (1, 3) . (7)
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By virtue of Eq. (5), one obtains

δ (1, 2) δα1α2
=

∑

α3

∫

d (3) (Tα1α3
(1, 3)− ΣH,α1α3

(1, 3))Gα3α2
(3, 2)

−
∑

ab

∑

α′

1

∫

d (3) τaα1α′

1
V ab (1, 3)

δGα′

1
α2

(1, 2)

δJ b (3)
, (8)

with the Hartree self energy

ΣH,α1α2
(1, 2) = −δ (1, 2)

∑

a

τaα1α2
va (1) (9)

and the single-particle effective potential

va (1) ≡ Ja (1)−
∑

c

∫

d (3) V ab (1, 3)
∑

α3α′

3

Gα3α′

3
(3, 3) τ cα′

3
α3
. (10)

Note that the functional derivative δG/δJ can be rewritten as

δGα1α2
(1, 2)

δJc (3)
= −

∑

α4α5f

∫

d (456) Gα1α4
(1, 4)Λfα4α5

(4, 5, 6)Gα5α2
(5, 2)

δvf (6)

δJc (3)
, (11)

with the Hedin’s vertex function

Λcα1α2
(1, 2, 3) ≡

δG−1
α1α2

(1, 2)

δvc (3)
. (12)

The term δv/δJ

δva (1)

δJ b (2)
= δabδ (1, 2)−

∑

c

∫

d (3) V ac (1, 3)
∑

α3α′

3

〈

δGα3α′

3
(3, 3)

δJ b (2)

〉

τ cα′

3
α3

(13)

renormalizes the two-body bare interaction to the dynamic potential:

W ab (1, 2) ≡
∑

c

∫

d (3)
δva (1)

δJc (3)
V bc (2, 3) . (14)

For convenience, we introduce the matrix notation X for quantities with two spin indices:

X ,





X↑↑ X↑↓

X↓↑ X↓↓



 . (15)

The one-body Green’s function G, the Pauli matrices τa and the Hedin’s vertex function

Λa are all such quantities. With this notation and definitions (12, 14), Eq. (8) can be

rearranged as

G−1 (1, 2) = T (1, 2)− ΣH (1, 2)− Σ (1, 2) , (16)
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where the self energy is given by

Σ (1, 2) = −
∑

ac

∫

d (34) τ aG (1, 4)Λc (4, 2, 3)W ca (3, 1) , (17)

and the Hartree self energy is

ΣH (1, 2) = −δ (1, 2)
∑

a

τava (1) , (18)

Substituting Eqs. (11, 13) into Eq. (14), one obtains

W ab (1, 2) = V ab (1, 2) +
∑

cd

∫

d (34) V ac (1, 3)P cd (3, 4)W db (4, 2) , (19)

where the polarization function P is given by

P ab (1, 2) =

∫

d (34) Tr
[

τaG (1, 3)Λb (3, 4, 2)G (4, 1)
]

. (20)

Eq. (19) can be rearrange in a simple form as

(

W−1
)ab

(1, 2) =
(

V −1
)ab

(1, 2)− P ab (1, 2) , (21)

Up to now, the generalized Hedin’s equations are all derived, and summarized as follows:

G−1 (1, 2) = T (1, 2)− ΣH (1, 2)− Σ (1, 2) ,

Σ (1, 2) = −
∑

ac

∫

d (34) τaG (1, 4)Λc (4, 2, 3)W ca (3, 1) ,

(

W−1
)ab

(1, 2) =
(

V −1
)ab

(1, 2)− P ab (1, 2) ,

P ab (1, 2) =

∫

d (34) Tr
[

τ aG (1, 3)Λb (3, 4, 2)G (4, 1)
]

. (22)

Note that the explicit expression for the Hedin’s vertex function Λ is unknown in Hedin’s

framework.

The simplification

Λc (1, 2, 3) ≈ −
δΣH (1, 2)

δvc (3)
= τ cδ (1, 2) δ (1, 3) , (23)

yields the generalized GW (GGW) approximation. In the GGW approximation, the self

energy Σ is given by

Σ (1, 2) = −
∑

ab

τ aG (1, 2) τ bW ba (2, 1) , (24)

and the polarization function becomes

P ab (1, 2) = Tr
[

τ aG (1, 2) τ bG (2, 1)
]

. (25)
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COVARIANT GGW EQUATIONS

We consider the calculation of a general two-body correlation function 〈X (1) Y (1)〉c,

where X, Y are local binary operators and take the form

X (1) =

∫

d (ǫǫ′)
∑

aαα′

xa (ǫ, ǫ′)ψ∗
α (1 + ǫ) τaαα′ψα′ (1 + ǫ′) ,

Y (1) =

∫

d (ǫǫ′)
∑

aαα′

ya (ǫ, ǫ′)ψ∗
α (1 + ǫ) τaαα′ψα′ (1 + ǫ′) , (26)

where ǫ is the deviation from coordinate 1. The functional derivative scheme to calculate

〈X (1)Y (1)〉 is formulated in details below.

First, add an external local source φ (1) coupled to the operator X (1) and thus the

perturbed action becomes

S [ψ∗, ψ, φ] = S [ψ∗, ψ]−

∫

d (1) φ (1)X (1) . (27)

The additional term
∫

d (1) φ (1)X (1) is explicitly expressed as
∫

d (12)
∑

aα1α2

ψ∗
α1

(1)

{
∫

d (ǫǫ′) φ (1− ǫ)xa (ǫ, ǫ′) τaα1α2
δ (1 + ǫ′, 2 + ǫ)

}

ψα2
(2) . (28)

Note that the additional term can be regarded as a variation of the T term:

T (1, 2;φ) = T (1, 2) +
∑

a

∫

d (ǫǫ′) φ (1− ǫ) xa (ǫ, ǫ′) τaδ (1 + ǫ′, 2 + ǫ) . (29)

Then, calculate the functional derivative of the GGW equations with respect to the

external source φ. It is convenient to introduce some vertex functions

Γ (1, 2, 3) ≡
δG−1 (1, 2)

δφ (3)
,

γ (1, 2, 3) ≡
δT (1, 2;φ)

δφ (3)
,

ΓH (1, 2, 3) ≡ −
δΣH (1, 2)

δφ (3)
,

ΓabW (1, 2, 3) ≡
δ (W−1)

ab
(1, 2)

δφ (3)
. (30)

Here Γ is the full vertex, γ the bare vertex, ΓH the “bubble” vertex induced from the

Hartree self energy and ΓW originated from the dynamical potential W . We also introduce

the notation Ẋ (1, 2, 3) ≡ δX (1, 2) /δφ (3). Note that

Ġ (1, 2, 3) = −

∫

d (45) G (1, 4) Γ (4, 5, 3)G (5, 2) , (31)
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and

Ẇ ab (1, 2, 3) = −
∑

de

∫

d (45) W ad (1, 4) ΓdeW (4, 5, 3)W eb (5, 2) . (32)

It is not hard to derive the equations below

Γ (1, 2, 3) = γ (1, 2, 3) + ΓH (1, 2, 3) +
∑

ab

τaĠ (1, 2, 3) τ bW ba (2, 1)

+
∑

ab

τ aG (1, 2) τ bẆ ba (2, 1, 3) . (33)

γ (1, 2, 3) =
∑

a

∫

d (ǫǫ′) δ (1− ǫ, 3)xa (ǫ, ǫ′) τ aδ (1 + ǫ′, 2 + ǫ) , (34)

ΓH (1, 2, 3) = −δ (1, 2)
∑

ad

∫

d (4) τaV ad (1, 4)Tr
[

τdĠ (4, 4, 3)
]

, (35)

ΓabW (1, 2, 3) = −Tr
[

τaĠ (1, 2, 3) τ bG (2, 1)
]

− Tr
[

τaG (1, 2) τ bĠ (2, 1, 3)
]

. (36)

By virtue of Eqs. (31, 32), one obtains

Γ (1, 2, 3) = γ (1, 2, 3) + ΓH (1, 2, 3) + ΓMT (1, 2, 3) + ΓAL1 (1, 2, 3) + ΓAL2 (1, 2, 3) , (37)

with the Maki-Thomson-like vertex

ΓMT (1, 2, 3) = −
∑

ab

∫

d (45) τ aG (1, 4)Γ (4, 5, 3)G (5, 2) τ bW ba (2, 1) , (38)

and two Aslamazov-Larkin-like vertex functions

ΓAL1 (1, 2, 3) = −
∑

abde

∫

d (4567) τaG (1, 2) τ bW bd (2, 4)W ea (5, 1)

× Tr
[

τ dG (4, 6)Γ (6, 7, 3)G (7, 5) τ eG (5, 4)
]

, (39)

ΓAL2 (1, 2, 3) = −
∑

abde

∫

d (4567) τaG (1, 2) τ bW bd (2, 4)W ea (5, 1)

× Tr
[

τ eG (5, 6) Γ (6, 7, 3)G (7, 4) τdG (4, 5)
]

. (40)

Note that the “bubble” vertex

ΓH (1, 2, 3) = δ (1, 2)
∑

ad

∫

d (4) τaV ad (1, 4)Tr
[

τdG (1, 5) Γ (5, 6, 3)G (6, 2)
]

. (41)
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Next, let φ → 0 and solve the vertex function (37). Finally, calculate the two-body

correlation function through the equation

〈X (2) Y (1)〉c ≡ δ 〈Y (1)〉 /δφ (2)

=
∑

a

∫

d (ǫǫ′) ya (ǫ, ǫ′)Tr
[

τ aĠ (1 + ǫ, 1 + ǫ′, 2)
]

= −

∫

d (45ǫǫ′) y (ǫ, ǫ) Tr [τaG (1 + ǫ, 4) Γ (4, 5, 2)G (5, 1 + ǫ′)] . (42)

To sum up, the procedure for calculating the two-body correlation function is as follows.

First, add an external source coupled to the specified binary operator. Then, make functional

derivative of off-shell GGW equations with respect to the source. Next, solve the on-shell

covariant GGW equations to obtain the vertex function. Finally, calculate the two-body

correlation function through Eq. (42).

IMPLEMENTATION IN THE TWO-DIMENSIONAL HUBBARD MODEL

Discretized Matsubara time action

We use the discretized Matsubara time path integral formalism for the numerical imple-

mentation. For a general normal ordered Hamiltonian H
[

ψ†, ψ
]

, the discretized-time action

reads

SM [ψ∗, ψ] =

M−1
∑

l=0

∑

α=↑,↓

∑

~x

{ψ∗
α (~x, τl) (ψα (~x, τl+1)− ψα (~x, τl))}+

M−1
∑

l=1

∆τH [ψ∗
α (~x, τl)ψα (~x, τl)] .

(43)

Here M is the number of time slices, and ∆τ = β/M . The integer l labels the discretized

Matsubara time, and τl ≡ l∆τ .

For the Hubbard model with the Hamiltonian

H = −t
∑

〈~x1~x2〉α

ψ†
~x1α
ψ~x2α −

U

6

∑

~xa

σa~xσ
a
~x −

(

µ−
U

2

)

∑

α~x

ψ†
α~xψα~x,

compare the action (43) with the form (1), and one obtains

T (1, 2) =

[

−
1

∆τ
δ~x1~x2 (δl1,l2−1 − δl1,l2) + t~x1~x2δl1,l2 + µδ~x1~x2δl1,l2

]

τ 0, (44)

and

V ab (1, 2) = δ~x1~x2δl1l2δ
abIs, (45)
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with a, b taking values of x, y, z, and Is = −U/3 the bare spin potential. Here the label 1, 2

denotes for (~x1, τ1) , (~x2, τ2) respectively.

For a lattice with the translation symmetries, we use the discrete Fourier transformation

to simplify our equations. The Fermionic array XF takes the form

XF (1, 2) =
1

N

∑

k

XF (k) EF (k, 1− 2) , (46)

and the Bosonic array XB takes the form

XB (1, 2) =
1

N

∑

k

XB (k) EB (k, 1− 2) . (47)

Here the transformation kernels EF and EB are defined as

EF (k, 1− 2) ≡ ei
~k·(~x1−~x2)e−i

2mk+1

M
(l1−l2), (48)

EB (k, 1− 2) ≡ ei
~k·(~x1−~x2)e−i

2mk
M

(l1−l2), (49)

respectively. Here N = βL2, k =
(

~k,mk

)

and mk takes the integer value from 0 to M − 1.

Note that the transformation of the T -term is

T (k) =

[

−
1

∆τ

(

e−iπ(2mk+1)/M − 1
)

− ε
(

~k
)

+ µ

]

τ 0, (50)

with ε
(

~k
)

the non-interacting dispersion. For the two-dimensional Hubbard model, ε
(

~k
)

=

−2t (cos kx + cos ky) with t the nearest-neighbor hopping strength.

GGW and covariant GGW equations in Fourier space

Note that the one-body Green’s function G and the self-energy Σ are Fermionic arrays,

and the dynamical potential W ab and the polarization P ab are Bosonic arrays. It is easy to

derive the GGW equations in Fourier space

G−1 (k) = T−1 (k)− ΣH (k)− Σ (k) ,

Σ (k) = −
1

N

∑

q,ab

τaG (k + q) τ bW ba (q) ,

(

W−1
)ab

(q) =
(

V −1
)ab

(q)− P ab (q) ,

P ab (q) =
1

N

∑

k

Tr
[

τaG (q + k) τ bG (q)
]

. (51)
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To derive the covariant GGW equations in Fourier space, we first make ansatz for the

vertex function

Γ (1, 2, 3) =
1

N 2

∑

p,q

Γ (p, q) EF (k, 1− 2) EB (q, 1− 3) . (52)

Then one obtains

Γ (p, q) = γ (p, q) + ΓH (p, q) + ΓMT (p, q) + ΓAL1 (p, q) + ΓAL2 (p, q) . (53)

The bare vertex is

γ (p, q) =
∑

a

∫

d (ǫǫ′) xa (ǫ, ǫ′) τ aeip·(ǫ−ǫ
′)eiq·ǫ. (54)

The bubble vertex is

ΓH (p, q) =
1

N

∑

cd

∑

k

τ cV cd (q) Tr
[

τ dG (k + q) Γ (k, q)G (k)
]

. (55)

The MT vertex is

ΓMT (p, q) = −
1

N

∑

cd

∑

k

τ cG (p+ k + q) Γ (p+ k, q)G (p+ k) τdW dc (k) . (56)

The two AL vertices are

ΓAL1 (k, q) = −
1

N 2

∑

cdef

∑

kk′

τ cG (p+ q + k) τdW de (k + q)W fc (k)

× Tr
[

τ eG (k + k′ + q) Γ (k + k′, q)G (k + k′) τ fG (k′)
]

, (57)

ΓAL2 (k, q) = −
1

N 2

∑

cdef

∑

kk′

τ cG (p+ q + k) τdW de (k + q)W fc (k)

× Tr
[

τ eG (k + q + k′) τ fG (k′ + q) Γ (k′, q)G (k′)
]

. (58)

The diagrammatics for these vertices are presented in Fig. 1.

Note that in the random phase approximation (RPA), the RPA vertex is given by

ΓRPA (p, q) = γ (p, q) +
1

N

∑

cd

∑

k

τ cV cd (q) Tr
[

τdG (k + q) ΓRPA (k, q)G (k)
]

. (59)

The RPA formula is usually used to calculate the density-density or spin-spin correlation

functions. In the Bethe-Salpeter equation approach, the MT vertex is taken into account,

but the AL vertices are neglected.
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GGW and covariant GGW equations for the 2D Hubbard model

For the 2D Hubbard model, T (k) takes the form T (k) τ 0 and V ab (k) takes the form

Isδab with a, b taking values of x, y, z. To find the paramagnetic solutions, we can make the

ansatz

G (k) = G (k) τ 0, Σ (k) = Σ (k) τ 0, (60)

and

W ab (k) = W (k) δab, P ab (k) = P (k) δab. (61)

The GGW equation is then simplified as

G−1 (k) = T (k)− Σ (k) ,

Σ (k) = −
3

N

∑

q

G (k + q)W (q) ,

W−1 (q) = 1/Is − P (q) ,

P (q) =
2

N

∑

k

G (p+ k)G (p) . (62)

The simplification of the covariant GGW equations related to the species of correlation

functions. We take the spin-spin correlation function as an example here. The spin-spin

correlation function χabs (p) relates to the vertex function through

χabs (p) = −
∑

q

Tr
[

G (p+ q) Γa (q, p)G (q) τ b
]

. (63)

Here Γa refers to the vertex function corresponding to the spin operator σa. By the ansatz

Γa (q, p) = τaΓ (q, p), the spin-spin correlation function χabs (p) = −2δabG (p+ q) Γ (p, q)G (q),

and the equation for the vertex function is simplified as

Γ (p, q) = γ (p, q) + ΓH (p, q) + ΓMT (p, q) + ΓAL1 (p, q) + ΓAL2 (p, q) , (64)

with the bare vertex γ (p, q) = 1, the “bubble” vertex

ΓH (p, q) =
2Is

N

∑

k

G (k + q) Γ (k, q)G (k) , (65)

the MT vertex

ΓMT (p, q) = −
1

N

∑

k

G (p+ k + q) Γ (p+ k, q)G (p+ k)W (k) , (66)

9



and two AL vertices

ΓAL1 (p, q) =
2

N 2

∑

kk′

G (p+ q + k)W (k + q)G (k + k′ + q) Γ (k + k′, q)G (k + k′)G (k′)W (k) ,

(67)

ΓAL2 (p, q) = −
2

N 2

∑

kk′

G (p+ q + k)W (k + q)G (k + k′ + q)G (k′ + q) Γ (k′, q)G (k′)W (k) .

(68)

Note that the calculation can be fasten by discrete Fourier transformation algorithm,

and as a result, the computational complexity of the cGGW susceptibility at a specific

momentum is O(LdMlog(LM)), with d the lattice dimension.

WARD-TAKAHASHI IDENTITY FOR GLOBAL U (1) SYMMETRY

The invariance of the functional integral measure D[ψ∗, ψ] under the infinitesimal gauge

transformation of the complex field yields an equality

δ

∫

D[ψ∗, ψ]F [ψ∗, ψ]e−S[ψ
∗,ψ] = 0, (69)

with F an arbitrary functional.

For the charge U(1) rotation, one can obtain:

∑

α1

∫

D[ψ∗, ψ][ψ∗
α1
(1)

δ

δψ∗
α1
(1)

− ψα1
(1)

δ

δψα1
(1)

]F [ψ∗, ψ]e−S = 0. (70)

Letting F = 1 in Eq.(70) yields the WTI for the one-body Green’s function:

∫

d(2)Tr[T (1, 2)G(2, 1)] =

∫

d(2)Tr[T (2, 1)G(1, 2)]. (71)

And letting F = ψ∗
α3
(3)ψα2

(2) yields the WTI for the two-body Green’s function:

∑

α1β4

∫

d(4)Tα1β4(1, 4)
〈

ψ∗
α3
(3)ψα2

(2)ψ∗
α1
(1)ψβ4(4)

〉

−
∑

α1β4

∫

d(4)Tβ4α1
(4, 1)

〈

ψ∗
α3
(3)ψα2

(2)ψ∗
β4(4)ψα1

(1)
〉

=−
∑

α1

(δ(1, 3)δα1α3
− δ(1, 2)δα1α2

)Gα2α3
(2, 3), (72)

For the lattice system, the T -term takes the form

T (1, 2) = [δ~x1,~x2∂τ − t~x1,~x2δ(τ1, τ2) + µδ~x1,~x2δ(τ1, τ2)]τ
0, (73)
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where t~x1,~x2 = t~x2,~x1 is the hoping amplitude. Suppose in Eq. (72), the coordinate (4) =

(1 + ǫ), where (ǫ) = (τǫ,~ǫ). Then Eq. (72) can be written as

− i
∑

~ǫ

〈

ψ∗
α3
(3)ψα2

(2)j~ǫ(1)
〉

|~ǫ|
+
〈

ψ∗
α3
(3)ψα2

(2)∂τρ(1)
〉

=
∑

α1

(δ(1, 3)δα1α3
− δ(1, 2)δα1α2

)Gα2α3
(2, 3), (74)

where the the hoping contribution to the current operator [29, 30] is defined by:

~j~ǫ(1) = −it~x1,~x1+~ǫ
∑

α1

[ψ∗
α1
(1)ψα1

(1 + ~ǫ)− ψ∗
α1
(1 + ~ǫ)ψα1

(1)]~ǫ. (75)

As an example, for a square lattice with nearest neighbor hoping t~x1,~x2 = −t(δ~x1,~x2+~eν +

δ~x1,~x2−~eν , the current operator along a lattice vector êν is :

jν(1) = j~eν (1) = it
∑

α1

[ψ∗
α1
(1)ψα1

(1 + ~eν)− ψ∗
α1
(1 + ~eν)ψα1

(1)] |~eν | . (76)

One can obtain the WTI in the form of the vertex:

i
∑

~ǫ

Γ~ǫ(1, 2, 3)

|~ǫ|
− ∂τ3Γ

0(1, 2, 3)

=δ(3, 1)G−1(3, 2)− δ(3, 2)G−1(1, 3). (77)

where the vertex corresponding to the hoping current j~xǫ is defined as:

Γ~ǫ;α1α2
(1, 2, 3) = −

∫

d(45)
∑

α4α5

G−1
α1α4

(1, 4)
〈

ψ∗
α5
(5)ψα4

(4)j~ǫ(3)
〉

G−1
α5α2

(5, 2). (78)

The cGGW vertex is given in Eq. (37). To check the WTI for the cGGW vertex, one needs

the bare current vertex

γǫ(1, 2, 3) = −it~x1,~x1+~ǫδ(1, 3)[δ(1, 2 + ǫ)− δ(1, 2− ǫ)]τ 0/ |~ǫ| , (79)

and the bare charge vertex γ0 = δ(1, 2)δ(1, 3)τ 0.

From the Dyson equation,

δ(3, 1)G−1(3, 2)− δ(3, 2)G−1(1, 3) = [δ(3, 1)T−1(3, 2)− δ(3, 2)T−1(1, 3)]

+ [−δ(3, 1)Σ−1(3, 2) + δ(3, 2)Σ−1(1, 3)].
(80)
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The first term in the right hand of side can be rewritten as:

δ(3, 1)T−1(3, 2)− δ(3, 2)T−1(1, 3)

=− tx3,x1δ(2, 3) + tx3,x2δ(1, 3)− δ(3, 1)∂τ3δ(2, 3)− δ(3, 2)∂τ3δ(1, 3)

=i
∑

~ǫ

γ
~ǫ
(1, 2, 3) |~ǫ| − ∂τ3γ

0(1, 2, 3)

,ΓWTI
1 (81)

The second term can be rewritten as:

− δ(3, 1)Σ−1(3, 2) + δ(3, 2)Σ−1(1, 3)

=−
∑

cd

∫

d(45)τ cG(1, 4)[δ(3, 4)G−1(3, 5)− δ(3, 5)G−1(4, 3)]G(5, 2)τdW dc(2, 1)

=−
∑

cd

∫

d(45)τ cG(1, 4)[i
∑

~ǫ

Γ~ǫ(4, 5, 3)

|~ǫ|
− ∂τ3Γ

0(4, 5, 3)]G(5, 2)τdW dc(2, 1)

,ΓWTI
2 (82)

We can also insert some zeros:

ΓWTI
3 = δ(1, 2)

∑

cd

∫

d(456)τ cV cd(1, 4)Tr[τ dG(1, 5)

(δ(3, 5)G−1(3, 6)− δ(3, 6)G−1(5, 3))G(6, 2)]

= δ(1, 2)
∑

cd

∫

d(456)τ cV cd(1, 4)Tr[τdG(1, 5)

(i
∑

~ǫ

Γ~ǫ(5, 6, 3)

|~ǫ|
− ∂τ3Γ

0(5, 6, 3))G(6, 2)]

= 0 (83)

ΓWTI
4 ≡ −

∑

cdef

∫

d(567)τ cG(1, 2)τdW de(1, 4)ΩW fc(5, 2), (84)
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where

Ω ≡

∫

d(567)Tr[τeG(4, 6)[i
∑

~ǫ

Γ~ǫ(6, 7, 3)

|~ǫ|
− ∂τ3Γ

0(6, 7, 3)]G(7, 5)τ fG(5, 4)

+ τ eG(4, 5)τ fG(5, 6)[i
∑

~ǫ

Γ~ǫ(6, 7, 3)

|~ǫ|
− ∂τ3Γ

0(6, 7, 3)]G(7, 4)]

=

∫

d(567)Tr[τeG(4, 6)[−δ(3, 6)G−1(3, 7) + δ(3, 7)G−1(6, 3)]G(7, 5)τ fG(5, 4)

+ τ eG(4, 5)τ fG(5, 6)[−δ(3, 6)G−1(3, 7) + δ(3, 7)G−1(6, 3)]G(7, 4)]

= 0 (85)

So, for the GGW Green’s function, the WTI is identical to:

i
∑

~ǫ

Γ~ǫ(1, 2, 3)

|~ǫ|
− ∂τ3Γ

0(1, 2, 3) = ΓWTI
1 + ΓWTI

2 + ΓWTI
3 + ΓWTI

4 . (86)

And one can notice the cGGW vertex and BSE vertex satisfy the WTI automatically.

When one consider a translation invariant system, for example, a 2D square lattice with

only nearest hopping, the deviation takes 4 non-zero value, ~ex,−~ex, ~ey,−~ey. Then the WTI

can be written as

i
∑

ν=x,y

[Γν(1, 2, 3)− Γν(1, 2, 3− ~eν)]

|~eν |
− ∂τ3Γ

0(1, 2, 3) = δ(3, 1)G−1(3, 2)− δ(3, 2)G−1(1, 3),

(87)

where the vertex along the axis ν = x, y in this system should be

Γν(1, 2, 3) = Γ~eν(1, 2, 3) + Γ−~eν(1, 2, 3) (88)

and we use the relation Γ−~ǫ(1, 2, 3) = −Γ~ǫ(1, 2, 3 − ~ǫ) (from the definition of the current

operator). The corresponding WTI in the Fourier space is:

i
∑

ν

Γν(p, q)[1− eiq
ν

]− iωqΓ
0(p, q) = G−1(p)−G−1(p+ q) (89)

In the continuous limit, the WTI above takes the form:

∑

ν

qνΓν(p, q)− iωqΓ
0(p, q) = G−1(p)−G−1(p+ q). (90)

It should be noted that, for the discrete time algrithm, the density operator corresponding

to the WTI is defined as ρ(~x1, l1) =
∑

α1
ψ∗
α1
(~x1, l1)ψα1

(~x1, l1+1), and the bare charge vertex

is:

γ0(p, q) = τ 0e−i(2mp+1)π/M . (91)
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In this case, the WTI takes the form:

i
∑

ν

Γν(p, q)[1− eiq
ν

] +
e−iπ2mq/M − 1

∆τ
Γ0(p, q) = G−1(p)−G−1(p+ q). (92)

NUMERICAL RESULTS

TABLE S1: The first column is the inverse temperature. The second column is the static

Anti-ferromagnetic spin fluctuation obtained by cGGW equations for U = 2 at half-filling

in the infinite size limit.

1/T χsp( ~Q, iωn = 0)

1 0.60140405

2 1.22731806

3 1.91427581

4 2.71622522

5 3.69260718

6 4.92852158

7 6.56194055

8 8.80297976

9 12.2190192

10 17.8793085

11 29.2695522

12 63.4345373

12.5 122.345972

12.7 185.12082

12.8 299.384574

12.9 570.940856

13 906.204114

13.1 15463.3954

In the letter, we compare the temperature dependence of the static antiferromagnetic

susceptibility obtained by cGGW with results from other methods. Here we present the
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data after finite-size scaling in Tab.S1.
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