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Abstract

Green’s function theory has emerged as a powerful many-body approach not only

in condensed matter physics but also in quantum chemistry in recent years. We have

developed a new all-electron implementation of the BSE@GW formalism using nu-

meric atom-centered orbital basis sets (Liu et al., J. Chem. Phys. 152, 044105 (2020)).

We present our recent developments in implementing this formalism for extended sys-

tems with periodic boundary conditions. We discuss its numerical implementation

and various convergence tests pertaining to numerical atom-centered orbitals, auxil-

iary basis sets for the resolution-of-identity formalism, and Brillouin zone sampling.

Several proof-of-principle examples are presented to compare with other formalisms,

illustrating the new all-electron BSE@GW method for extended systems.
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1.Introduction

In the last decade, the many-body perturbation theory based on Green’s function formalism

has found its way into chemistry community from the condensed matter physics community.

By going beyond well-accepted approximations for condensed matter systems (e.g. plasmon-

pole approximation, etc), a number of groups have shown that the so-called GW and Bethe-

Salpeter equation (BSE) methods can be made quite promising for studying excited state

properties of isolated molecules.1–4 Solving the particle-hole two-particle Green’s function,

the BSE method5–8 has become increasingly popular for calculating neutral excitations of

molecules in recent years,4 adding to a history of successes for condensed matter systems.9–11

It is now widely recognized as a promising alternative12–14 to density functional theory

(DFT)-based approaches such as linear-response time-dependent density function theory

(LR-TDDFT)15,16 and traditional wavefunction-based methods like the equation-of-motion

coupled cluster (EOM-CC).17,18

The BSE method is based on the many-body perturbation theory in the Green’s function

(G) framework, and the screened Coulomb interaction, W , is used to model the interaction

between the excited electron and hole. Combined with the GW approximation to the self-

energy, the BSE method has been shown to successfully yield the optical spectra of solids

and nano-structured systems, and more recent work also shows similar applicability to low-

energy electronic excitation of molecular systems.19–23 The BSE@GW approach yields the

accuracy of 0.1-0.2 eV, being comparable to the EOM-CCSD.13,14 Due to its favorable scaling

of N4 in terms of the number of electrons, the approach is highly promising for studying

excited-state properties of increasingly complex systems. Our previous work has also shown

that all-electron BSE@GW method using atom-centered orbital basis sets provides high

accuracy for modeling core-electron excitations, comparable to the state-of-the-art EOM-

CCSD method.24 This computational capability to quantitatively predict X-ray absorption

spectra of molecules is of great interest as many light-source facilities have undergone great

advancement in recent years.
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Building on our recent effort on developing all-electron many-body perturbation the-

ory methods using numeric atom-centered orbital (NAO) basis sets (e.g., GW methods for

extended periodic systems25 and the BSE for isolated systems24,26), we here extend the

BSE@GW approach to periodic systems with Brillouin zone (BZ) integration. For studying

extended systems, taking into account the dependence on the reciprocal wave vector requires

careful consideration. Most GW/BSE method developments originating in condensed mat-

ter physics are based on plane-waves or real-space-grids with non-local pseudo-potentials,

and the numerical formulations of these Green’s function methods are largely incompatible

with the mathematical/numerical frameworks used in many quantum-chemistry develop-

ments/codes. The present theoretical method and algorithm will benefit the quantum chem-

istry field, which is largely based on all-electron implementations with atom-centered basis

functions including Gaussian-type orbitals. Furthermore, some of us have recently demon-

strated significant efficiency increases of numerically precise exact exchange and hybrid DFT

for periodic system sizes exceeding 10,000 atoms in size, using the NAO formalism.27 Thus,

the ground work laid in the present paper for BSE@GW should be extendable to signifi-

cantly larger scales as well in future developments. Overall, our development will enable

the quantum chemistry community to take advantage of recent exciting advances in the

methods based on Green’s function theory and promote further synergies with traditional

post-Hartree-Fock methods.

2. Green’s Function Theory

2.1 Bethe Salpeter Equation

For describing electron-hole pairs in a many-electron system, the two-body correlation func-

tion plays a central role in many-body perturbation theory based on Green’s function. One-
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body Green’s function G1 and two-body Green’s function G2 are defined as

iG1(1, 2) = ⟨N, 0|T [ψ̂(1)ψ̂†(2)]|N, 0⟩ (1)

i2G2(1, 2; 1
′, 2′) = ⟨N, 0|T [ψ̂(1)[ψ̂(2)ψ̂†(2′)ψ̂†(1′)]|N, 0⟩ (2)

where the creation operator ψ̂(1) and the annihilation operator ψ̂†(2) are the field operators

written in the Heisenberg picture: ψ̂(1) = eiĤt1ψ̂(x1)e
−iĤt1 and ψ̂†(2) = eiĤt2ψ̂†(x2)e

−iĤt2 ,

1 ≡ (x1, t1), 2 ≡ (x2, t2) denotes a composite variable encompassing space, spin, and time.

Here, |N, 0⟩ is the ground state state for a N-electron system and T is the time ordering

operator. The correlation function, L, is formally given as a functional derivative of the one-

body Green’s function G(1, 1′) with respect to an external non-local perturbation U(2′, 2),

L(1, 2; 1′, 2′) = δG(1, 1′)

δU(2′, 2)
(3)

In terms of the Greens’ functions, it is expressed as

L(1, 2; 1′, 2′) = −G2(1, 2; 1
′, 2′) +G1(1, 1

′)G1(2, 2
′) (4)

L(1, 2; 1′, 2′) describes the probability amplitude of an electron propagating from 1′ to 2

and a hole propagating from 1 to 2′. By incorporating Eqn. 1 and Eqn. 2 into Eqn. 4

and using the completeness property of N-electron system in an excited state S |N,S⟩ (i.e.∑
S |N,S⟩⟨N,S| = I), we can expand the correlation function as following:

L(x1,x2;x
′
1,x

′
2; τ) = θ(τ)

∑
S ̸=0

⟨N, 0|ψ̂†(x′
1)ψ̂(x1)|N,S⟩⟨N,S|ψ̂†(x′

2)ψ̂(x2)|N, 0⟩e−i(EN,S−EN,0)τ

+ θ(−τ)
∑
S ̸=0

⟨N, 0|ψ̂†(x′
2)ψ̂(x2)|N,S⟩⟨N,S|ψ̂†(x′

1)ψ̂(x1)|N, 0⟩ei(EN,S−EN,0)τ

(5)
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where EN,S is the energy for |N,S⟩. Due to time translation invariance, the linear-response

function depends only on τ = t1 − t2. By employing Fourier transformation, we arrive at

the Lehmann representation of the two-body correlation function L within the frequency

domain

L (x1,x2;x
′
1,x

′
2;ω) = i

∑
S ̸=0

[
AS(x1,x

′
1)A

∗
S(x

′
2,x2)

ω − ωS + i0+
− AS(x2,x

′
2)A

∗
S(x1

′,x1)

ω + ωS − i0+
] (6)

where 0+ is a positive infinitesimal, AS represents the amplitude associated with the coupled

electron-hole pair for the S-th excited state:AS(x,x
′) = −⟨N, 0|ψ̂†(x)ψ̂(x′)|N,S⟩ and ωm

corresponds to the excitation energy from the ground state to the S-th excited state ωS =

EN,S − EN,0.

The Bethe-Salpeter equation (BSE) relates the two-body correlation function to the non-

interacting one as28

L(1, 2; 1′, 2′) = L0(1, 2; 1
′, 2′) +

∫
d(3456)L0(1, 4; 1

′, 3)K(3, 5; 4, 6)L(6, 2; 5, 2′) (7)

where L0(1, 2; 1
′, 2′) is non-interacting correlation function, given by

L0(1, 2; 1
′, 2′) = G1(1, 2

′)G1(2, 1
′). (8)

The electron-hole interaction kernel, K(35; 46), is defined as

K(3, 4; 5, 6) =
δ[vH(3)δ(3, 4) + Σ(3, 4)]

δG(6, 5)
(9)

where vH(1) = −i
∫
d2v(1, 2)G(2, 2+) is the Hartree potential and Σ(3, 4) is the self-energy.

1+ is used to indicates t+1 = t1 + 0+. By adopting the widely-used GW approximation29 to

the self-energy Σ(3, 4) = iG(3, 4)W (3, 4), the kernel simplifies to,30

K(3, 4; 5, 6) = −iδ(3, 4)δ(5−, 6)v(3, 6) + iδ(3, 6)δ(4, 5)W (3+, 4;ω) (10)
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where δ represents Dirac delta function. Although the frequency dependence of W has been

considered in solving BSE,30–32 most standard implementations adapt the so-called static

screening effect approximation by neglecting the frequency dependence30 such that Eq. 10

reduces to

K(r3, r5, r4, r6) = −iv(r3 − r5)δ(r3 − r4)δ(r5 − r6) + iW (r3, r4)δ(r3 − r6)δ(r4 − r5) (11)

In our subsequent discussion, we use the notation W (r, r′) to represent the static screened

interaction in the limit of ω = 0 for brevity. The BSE interaction kernel includes two

physically distinct terms: first, the exchange term, which results from the bare Coulomb

potential v, and second, the direct interaction term coming from the screened exchange

interaction W . Note that this is in contrast with the one-electron self-energy case, and can

be seen from the structure of Feynman diagrams. The direct interaction term is responsible

for the attractive nature of electron-hole interaction and formulation of bound electron-

hole states (exciton states). On the other hand, the exchange interaction term controls

details of the excitation spectrum, such as the splitting between spin-singlet and spin-triplet

excitations.7 In the limit in which W approaches the value of v as the dielectric term ϵ

approaches one, it reduces to time-dependent Hartree-Fock theory.

2.2 Bethe Salpeter Equation as Eigenvalue Problem

For first-principles theory implementation of BSE, it is convenient to write the BSE ampli-

tudes in Eq. 6 in terms of the particle-hole basis,

AS(x,x
′) =

∑
vc

Xvc,Sψc(x)ψ
∗
v(x

′) + Ycv,Sψv(x)ψ
∗
c (x

′) (12)

where ψc and ψv represent single-particle orbitals of the conduction band (i.e. unoccupied)

and valence band (i.e. occupied), respectively. ψc(x)ψ
∗
v(x

′) and ψv(x)ψ
∗
c (x

′) represent the

particle-hole basis functions, and they correspond to resonant and anti-resonant transitions
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of electron-hole pairs, respectively. Typically, by adapting the G0W0 approximation for the

self-energy calculation, the orbitals from mean-field theories such as Hartree-Fock (HF) and

Kohn-Sham density functional theory (KS-DFT) are used for the single-particle orbitals in

practice. Thus, the matrices X and Y represent the solutions to the BSE, which needs to

be solved.

The non-interacting correlation function L0 (Eq. 8) can be written using the Lehmann

representation, analogously to the derivation of Eq. 6 from Eq. 5,

L0 (x1,x2;x
′
1,x

′
2;ω) = i

∑
v,c

ψc (x1)ψv (x2)ψ
∗
v (x

′
1)ψ

∗
c (x

′
2)

ω −
(
ϵQP
c − ϵQP

v

)
+ i0+

−ψv (x1)ψc (x2)ψ
∗
c (x

′
1)ψ

∗
v (x

′
2)

ω +
(
ϵQP
c − ϵQP

v

)
− i0+


(13)

where ϵQP
n is the quasi-particle energy for the quais-particle orbital indexed by n.

For convenience, we introduce the variable z = ω + i0+sgn(fn1 − fn2), where fn is the

occupation number for orbital index n. In terms of the particle-hole basis (see Eq. 12), we

can arrive at the numerically convenient matrix representation for L0

L0 (x1,x2;x
′
1,x

′
2;ω) = (L0)n1n2;n3n4(z)ψn1(x1)ψn2(x2)ψ

∗
n3
(x′

1)ψ
∗
n4
(x′

2) (14)

where the diagonal matrix L0 is defined as

(L0)n1n2;n3n4(z) = i
fn2 − fn1

z − (ϵQP
n1 − ϵQP

n2 )
δn1n4δn2n3 . (15)

Noting L−1(z) = L−1
0 (z)−K, the BSE (Eq. 7) is expressed in the matrix representation as

(L)n1n2;n3n4(z) = [L0(z)−K]−1
n1n2;n3n4

= i[H2p − Iz]−1
n1n2;n3n4

(fn2 − fn4) (16)

where I is the identity matrix, and H2p is the two-particle Hamiltonian33 given by

(H2p)n1n2;n3n4 = (ϵQP
n2

− ϵQP
n1

)δn1n4δn2n3 + (fn1 − fn3)(α
s/tV −W )n1n2;n3n4 . (17)
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Here the spin degree of freedom has been integrated out. For transitions with different spins,

we have αs = 2 for singlet excitations and αt = 0 for triplet excitations. The explicit forms

of the matrix elements of V and W will be discussed in a later subsection. Meanwhile,we

can observe that the eigenvalues of H2p in Eq. 16 correspond precisely to the poles in

the Lehmann representation of L (see Eq. 6). The eigenvalues represent the excitation

energies, ωS = EN,S−EN,0, of the N -electron system in terms of the particle-hole excitation.

The corresponding eigenvectors give the amplitudes in the BSE as defined in Eq. 12. To

simplify the eigenvalue problem of H2p, we can separate the particle-hole basis pair (n1, n2)

into resonant pairs (i, a) and anti-resonant pairs (a, i), the particle-hole basis pair (n3, n4)

into (j, b) and (b, j), where the orbital indices i, j refer to the valence band states (i.e.

occupied orbitals) while a, b refer to the conduction band states (i.e. unoccupied orbitals). As

discussed by Rohlfing et al.30 and Strinati et al.,5 the BSE is finally written in a numerically

convenient form as an eigenvalue equation as often encountered in quantum chemistry and

condensed matter physics,

 A B

B∗ A∗


Xm

Ym

 = ωS

I 0

0 −I


XS

YS

 (18)

Here ωS is the excitation energy (see Eq. 6), and (XS, YS) correspond to the eigenvectors

defined in Eq. 12. The matrix blocks denoted by A correspond to the Hamiltonian de-

scribing resonant transitions from occupied to unoccupied orbitals, while the matrix blocks

represented by −A∗ correspond to the Hamiltonian for anti-resonant transitions from unoc-

cupied to occupied orbitals. Similarly, the blocks represented by B and −B∗ account for the

coupling between resonant and anti-resonant pairs. The matrices A and B are given by

Ajb
ia = (ϵQP

a − ϵQP
i )δijδab + αS/T ⟨ia|V̂ |jb⟩ − ⟨ij|Ŵ |ab⟩ (19)

Bbj
ia = αS/T ⟨ia|V̂ |bj⟩ − ⟨ib|Ŵ |aj⟩ (20)
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The operators V̂ and Ŵ represent the bare Coulomb operator and static screened Coulomb

operator, respectively, and numerical evaluation of these matrices are discussed in the sub-

sequent sections. This BSE eigenvalue problem has a mathematically similar form as the

widely-known Casida equation of LR-TDDFT.15 while their theoretical origins are quite

different as discussed above.

Although the blocks A and −A∗ are Hermitian, the overall matrix is non-Hermitian. Nu-

merically, solving this non-Hermitian eigenvalue problem is quite complicated even though

a wide range of efficient eigensolvers have been developed for this specific type of numerical

problem in recent years.34–37 In practical implementation, the Tamm-Dancoff approxima-

tion (TDA) is widely used. The TDA amounts to neglecting the coupling matrix between

excitation and de-excitation pairs (i.e. B and −B∗), reducing the problem to a Hermitian

eigenvalue problem

AXS = ωSXS (21)

This simplification is justifiable as long as the energy associated with particle-hole interaction

remains significantly smaller than the quasi-particle energy gap. As discussed in a previous

study,4,37–39 the TDA works particularly well especially for solids in the optical limit. In

quantum chemistry, the TDA is also used in the context of Casida’s equation of LR-TDDFT

and the Configuration Interaction Singles (CIS) methods.40,41

For extended systems, it is straightforward to extend this formalism to the BZ with Bloch

states. Particle-hole pairs here include those excitations from the valence band at the k-point

k1 to the conduction band at the k-point k1 + k0 such that k0 represents the momentum

change in the excitation. Eq. 18 then becomes

Ajbk2

iak1
= (ϵQP

ak1+k0 − ϵQP
ik1

)δijδabδk1k2

+ αS/T ⟨ik1ak1 + k0|V̂ |jk2bk2 + k0⟩

− ⟨ik1jk2|Ŵ |ak1 + k0bk2 + k0⟩

(22)
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In a typical calculation of the optical absorption spectrum, where electron-phonon coupling

can be neglected, it is assumed that there is no momentum change involved. Therefore,

k0 vector is generally taken to be zero. With this consideration, we construct the Bethe-

Salpeter equation (BSE) Hamiltonian and solve the associated Hermitian eigenvalue problem

of matrix A in Eq. 21. with

Ajbk2

iak1
= (ϵQP

ak1
− ϵQP

ik1
)δijδabδk1k2 + αS/T ⟨ik1ak1|V̂ |jk2bk2⟩ − ⟨ik1jk2|Ŵ |ak1bk2⟩ (23)

⟨ik1ak1|V̂ |jk2bk2⟩ =
∫∫

drdr′ψk1
i (r)ψk1∗

a (r)v(r, r′)ψk2∗
j (r′)ψk2

b (r′) (24)

⟨ik1jk2|Ŵ |ak1bk2⟩ =
∫∫

drdr′ψk1
i (r)ψk2∗

j (r)W (r, r′)ψk1∗
a (r′)ψk2

b (r′) (25)

The absorption spectrum, given by ϵ2, can be obtained from the excitation energy ωS and

the exciton wave-function coefficients XS as

ϵ2(ω) =
16π2e2

ω2

∑
S

|e · ⟨0|v̂|S⟩|2δ(ω − ωS) (26)

where

⟨0|v̂|S⟩ =
∑
vck

⟨vk|v̂|ck⟩Xvck,S (27)

and v̂ is the velocity operator and e is the direction of the polarization of light.

First-principles computational methods based on Green’s function theory like GW and

BSE originate formally from application of quantum field theory in condensed matter physics,

and they have traditionally been formulated with plane waves as the basis sets along with

the use of pseudo-potentials.6,7,30,39,42 In recent years, there has been a growing interest

in formulating GW and BSE methods using atom-centered basis sets in the context of

traditional molecular quantum chemistry.3,4,24–26,43–51 Gaussian48 and NAO-based25 GW

methods have been also demonstrated for extended periodic systems, with reciprocal space

summations over the BZ, in recent years. As an important prerequisite, we emphasize
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that the valence and low-lying conduction energy band structures at the Kohn-Sham level

of theory are numerically completely converged using “tier 2” NAO basis sets. In a broad

benchmark of DFT-KS PBE band structures between FHI-aims code and another all-electron

Wien2k code (full-potential (linearized) augmented plane-wave ((L)APW) + local orbitals

(lo) method), average deviations are shown to be <0.01 eV and <0.02 eV for the valence

band range and for the conduction band range up to 5 eV above the conduction band

minimum, respectively.52 In Green’s function theory calculations using NAO basis functions,

an agreement within 0.2 eV has been observed for the G0W0 benchmark calculation under

”tier 2” basis sets with respect to LAPW+lo result for periodic systems.25 Meanwhile,

the molecular BSE benchmark calculations showed that “tier 2” basis set is adequate for

accurately capturing the electron-hole interaction of low-lying valence excited states when

additional diffusive augmentation Gaussian functions “aug”)53 are included in the basis set.26

These recent developments pave the way for the work presented here. Building on our all-

electron NAO-based GW method for extended systems25 and all-electron NAO-based BSE

method for isolated systems,24,26 we introduce a new all-electron NAO implementation of

the BSE method for extended periodic systems in this work.

3. All-electron Implementation with Numeric Atomic

Orbitals Basis for Extended Periodic Systems

Throughout this section, we utilize the following indices: i, j, k, l for denoting occupied Kohn-

Sham (KS) orbitals, and a, b, c, d for denoting unoccupied KS orbitals. For the atomic orbital

(AO) basis, we employ the indices m and n, while the Greek letters µ, ν, α, and β are used

for auxiliary basis functions (ABFs) applied in the resolution of identity approach. k1 and k2

are used for k-point sampling in the BZ for KS orbitals while q is used for the grid sampling

in the BZ for ABFs.
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3.1 Numeric Atomic Orbital Basis Representation

NAO basis functions have the general form

φn(r) =
un(r)

r
Yl,ml

(Ω) (28)

where un(r) is the radial part and numerically tabulated. Yl,ml
(Ω) are real-valued functions,

comprised of either the real parts (ml = 0, ..., l) or the imaginary parts (ml = −l, ...,−1)

of the complex-valued spherical harmonics. The indices l and ml are quantum numbers,

describing the angular momentum quantities of spherical harmonic functions Yl,ml
(Ω) asso-

ciated with the basis function index n.

The definition of the NAO basis functions allows for using a wide range of shapes, includ-

ing both analytically and numerically defined functions. This includes traditional quantum

chemistry’s analytically defined Gaussian-type or Slater-type orbitals. A key advantage of

the NAO basis is the flexibility associated with choosing un(r), and one can select numerical

solutions for the Schrödinger-like radial equations54

[−1

2

d2

dr2
+
l(l + 1)

2r2
+ vn(r) + vcut(r)]un(r) = ϵnun(r) (29)

This Schrödinger-like equation includes a potential term, vn(r), which determines the

primary behavior of un(r), and another steeply increasing confining potential, vcut(r). The

confining potential can be chosen to ensure that each radial function, un(r), decays smoothly

and becomes strictly zero beyond a specific confinement radius. For a comprehensive discus-

sion on the NAO basis set, readers are referred to Ref.54 .

For a periodic system, the Kohn-Sham (KS) orbital, denoted as ψk
i/a(r), can be repre-

sented as a linear combination of Bloch-adapted atomic orbitals as the basis set functions,

ψk
i/a(r) =

∑
m

∑
R

eik·Rckm,i/aφm(r− τm −R) (30)
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where φm is the NAO basis function centered at the atomic position τm, from which the

m-th atomic basis originates within the unit cell, and the sum runs over all unit cells R in

the Born–von Karman(BvK) super-cell.

3.2 BSE in the Auxiliary Basis Set of Resolution of Identity

Construction of the particle-hole kernel, through Eqs. 24 and 25 is a major computational

task. The direct evaluation of four-center integrals has historically posed challenges due to

their significant computational and memory requirements in first-principles theory.55 The

so-called Resolution of Identity (RI) approximation, also known as the density fitting, is a

commonly employed method to alleviate the large computational cost in calculations with

atom-centered orbitals like NAOs and Gaussians as basis functions.56,57 Hartree-Fock58,59 and

other post-Hartree-Fock methods such as second-order Moller-Plesset perturbation theory

(MP2)60,61 and coupled cluster (CC)62,63 often utilize the RI method. The RI approximation

streamlines the calculation by reducing all four-center two-electron Coulomb integrals to pre-

computed three- and two-center integrals.56,64

The present all-electron NAO-based implementation also employs the RI approximation

through constructing a set of NAO auxiliary basis functions to expand the products of two

NAO orbitals, as described in Ref.25,50 For isolated systems (non-periodic case), the product

of two NAO basis functions can be approximated within the RI approximation as a linear

combination of auxiliary basis functions (ABF) as

φ∗
m(r)φn(r) =

∑
µ

Cµ
m,nPµ(r− τµ) (31)

where Pµ(r) represents the µ-th auxiliary basis function and Cµ
m,n is the expansion coefficient

for the three-orbital (triple) expansion. The expansion coefficient Cµ
m,n is given by

Cµ
m,n =

∑
ν

⟨mn|V̂ |ν⟩V −1
νµ (32)
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where ⟨mn|V̂ |ν⟩ is the three center-Coulomb integral given by

⟨mn|V̂ |ν⟩ =
∫∫

ψ∗
m(r)ψn(r)Pν(r

′)

|r− r′|
drdr′ (33)

and Vµν is the two-center Coulomb integral

Vµν =

∫∫
Pµ(r)Pν(r

′)

|r− r′|
drdr′. (34)

The four-centered two-electron Coulomb integral, for instance, can be conveniently calculated

as

⟨mn|V̂ |pq⟩ =
∑
µν

Cµ
m,nVµνC

ν
p,q (35)

This approach applicable in the non-periodic case is referred to as the “RI-V” method in the

subsequent discussion.

3.3 Periodic systems

For periodic systems, the products of Bloch-based atomic orbitals can be expanded using

Bloch-based atom-centered Auxiliary Basis Functions (ABFs),

φk+q∗
m (r)φk

n(r) =
Naux∑
µ

Cµ
m,n(k+ q,k)P q∗

µ (r). (36)

where Naux represents the number of ABFs within each unit cell and the Bloch-based atom-

centered ABFs, P q
µ (r), are defined through Bloch theorem as65

P q
µ (r) =

∑
R

P q
µ (r−R− τµ)e

iq·R (37)

Cµ
m,n(k+ q,k) is the atomic orbital (AO) based RI expansion coefficient, which depends

on two independent Bloch wave-vectors, k+ q and k. Following Ref.50 and,25 the matrix

representation of the Coulomb operator V̂ and static screened Coulomb operator in terms
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of the ABFs read

Vµν(q) =

∫∫
P q∗
µ (r)P q

ν (r
′)

|r− r′|
drdr′

Wµν (q) =

∫∫
P q∗
µ (r)W (r, r′)P q

ν (r
′)drdr′.

(38)

With the definition of the screened Coulomb operator Ŵ , the matrix can be computed from

the static dielectric matrix25 such that

Wµν(q) =
∑
αβ

V
1
2
µα(q)ϵ

−1
α,β(q)V

1
2
βν(q) (39)

where V
1
2 represents the square root of the Coulomb matrix V and ϵ represents the sym-

metrized static dielectric function, whose matrix elements are computed as

ϵµν(q) = δµν −
∑
αβ

V
1
2
µα(q)χ0,αβ(q)V

1
2
βν(q). (40)

χ0 is the non-interacting static response function, according to the Adler-Wiser formula,66,67

χ0 (r, r
′) =

∑
i,a

1BZ∑
k,q

2wkwq
ψk+q∗
i (r)ψk

a (r)ψ
k∗
a (r′)ψk+q

i (r′)

ϵk+q
i − ϵka

. (41)

We need this response function given in the basis of ABFs, χ0,αβ, in Eq. 40. To this end, we

introduce the molecular orbital (MO) based RI expansion coefficients C̃(k+ q,k) such that

ψk+q∗
i/a (r)ψk

j/b(r) =
Naux∑
µ

C̃µ
i/a,j/b(k+ q,k)P q∗

µ (r). (42)

where ψk are KS orbitals. The MO-based expansion coefficients are related to the AO-based

expansion coefficients by
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C̃µ
i,j(k1,k2) =

∑
m,n

c∗m,i(k1)cn,j(k2)C
µ
m,n(k1,k2)

C̃µ
a,b(k1,k2) =

∑
m,n

c∗m,a(k1)cn,b(k2)C
µ
m,n(k1,k2)

(43)

where cm,i/a are molecular orbital (KS) coefficients which depends only on a single wave

vector (see Eq. 30) and Cµ
m,n(k1,k2) are the AO-based expansion coefficients (see Eq. 36).

Both the AO-based and MO-based expansion coefficients depend on two momentum vectors

k1 and k2. Then, the non-interacting response function χ0 in the auxiliary basis is given by

χ0,µν(q) =
∑
i,a

∑
k

wk

C̃µ
i,a(k+ q,k)C̃ν

a,i(k,k+ q)

ϵk+q
i − ϵka

. (44)

Finally, the matrix elements of the Coulomb operator V̂ and the static screened Coulomb

operator Ŵ needed for constructing the BSE Hamiltonian (see Eq. 23) can be computed as

⟨ik1ak1|V̂ |jk2bk2⟩ =
∫∫

drdr′ψi,k1(r)ψ
∗
a,k1

(r)v(r, r′)ψ∗
j,k2

(r′)ψb,k2(r
′)

=
∑
µν

C̃µ∗
i,a(k1,k1)Vµν(0)C̃

ν
j,b(k2,k2)

(45)

⟨ik1jk2|Ŵ |ak1bk2⟩ =
∫∫

drdr′ψi,k1(r)ψ
∗
j,k2

(r)W (r, r′)ψ∗
a,k1

(r′)ψb,k2(r
′)

=
∑
µν

C̃µ∗
i,j (k1,k2)Wµν(k2 − k1)C̃

ν
a,b(k1,k2)

(46)

3.3.a Local RI technique

In contrast to the molecular case, where the RI-V method (Eq. 32) can be directly applied,

solving for these coefficients in periodic systems presents significant difficulties. One ma-

jor obstacle arises from the long-range nature of two-centered and three-centered integrals,

necessitating the use of Ewald summation techniques in the integral construction. While

notable progress has been made in recent years on addressing this challenge,68,69 it remains

a highly nontrivial task to implement them. Additionally, it is worth noting that the compu-
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tational cost of computing and storing AO triple coefficients scales as O(NauxN
2
bN

2
k ) where

Nb represents the number of basis functions, and Nk represents the number of k-points, and

thus the RI-V formalism is computationally quite expensive. To address these issues, FHI-

aims implementation utilizes the LRI (Local Resolution of Identity) approximation,, called

RI-LVL in Ref.70 Within the LRI approximation, the ABFs are used to expand the product

of two NAOs are limited to those ABFs centered on the same two atoms on which the NAOs

are centered. In the quantum chemistry community, this two-center LRI scheme is also re-

ferred to as the Pair-Atom RI (PARI) approximation.71,72 In the context of periodic systems,

the LRI approximation has been implemented for hybrid exchange-correlation functionals

for DFT,73,74 MP2,50,75 RPA50,76 and GW25 methods within the NAO basis framework.

In real space, the two NAOs, labeled as m and n, can originate from different unit cells,

denoted by two Bravais lattice vectors Rm and Rn. The LRI approximation for periodic

systems implies that:73

φm(r−Rm − τm)φn(r−Rn − τ n) ≈
∑
µ∈M

C
µ(Rm)
m(Rm),n(Rn)

Pµ(r−Rm − τm)+

∑
µ∈N

C
µ(Rn)
m(Rm),n(Rn)

Pµ(r−Rn − τ n)

(47)

where M and N constitute the atoms on which AO basis functions φm and φn are centered,

and the summation over the ABFs is restricted to those ABFs centered on those atoms. By

minimizing the self Coulomb repulsion of the expansion error given by Eq. 47, the expansion

coefficient can be determined as70

C
µ(0)
m(0),n(R) =


∑

ν∈{M,N(R)}⟨m(0), n(R)|V̂ |ν⟩
(
V MN

)−1

νµ
for µ ∈M

0 otherwise .

(48)

Instead of solving the inverse matrix of the entire two-electron Coulombic matrix as seen

in Eq. 32, the LRI method computes the inverse of a local metric within the domain of
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ν ∈ M,N(R), centered either on the atom M in the original cell 0 or on the atom N in

the cell specified by R as shown in the above equation. Detailed discussion on the LRI

approximation can be found in Ref.70

To further derive the expansion coefficient in reciprocal space, we utilize the transnational

symmetry property of periodic systems, i.e. C
µ(Rn)
m(Rm),n(Rn)

= C
µ(0)
m(Rm−Rn),n(0)

, and Eq. 47 can

be transformed as

φm (r−Rm − τm)φn (r−Rn − τ n) ≈
∑
µ∈M

C
µ(0)
m(0),n(Rn−Rm)Pµ (r−Rm − τm)+

∑
µ∈N

C
µ(0)
m(Rm−Rn),n(0)

Pµ (r−Rn − τ n) .

(49)

Through Fourier transformation, the product of Bloch-based atomic orbitals in LRI approx-

imation can be derived as

φk+q∗
m (r)φk

n(r) =
∑

Rm,Rn

e−i(k+q)·Rmeik·Rnφm (r−Rm − τm)φn (r−Rn − τn)

≈
∑

Rm,Rn

e−i(k+q)·Rmeik·Rn [
∑
µ∈M

C
µ(0)
m(0),n(Rn−Rm)Pµ (r−Rm − τm)

+
∑
µ∈N

C
µ(0)
m(Rm−Rn),n(0)

Pµ (r−Rn − τn)]

=
∑
µ∈M

[∑
Rm

e−iq·RmPµ (r−Rm − τm)
∑
Rn

eik·(Rn−Rm)C
µ(0)
m(0),n(Rn−Rm)

]

+
∑
µ∈N

[∑
Rn

e−iq·RnPµ (r−Rn − τn)
∑
Rm

e−i(k+q)·(Rm−Rn)C
µ(0)
m(Rm−Rn),n(0)

]

=
∑
µ∈M

C
µ(0)
m(−k−q),n(0)P

q∗
µ (r) +

∑
µ∈N

C
µ(0)
m(0),n(k)P

q∗
µ (r).

(50)

Here, as shown in the above equation, the terms C
µ(0)
m(−k−q),n(0) and C

µ(0)
m(0),n(k) can be deter-

mined through the Fourier transformation of the real-space term C
µ(0)
m(R),n(0) and C

µ(0)
m(0),n(R).

Therefore, by comparing Eq. 36 and Eq. 50, we can obtain the atomic centered expansion

coefficients in the reciprocal space using the LRI approximation as25
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Cµ
m,n(k+ q,k) =


C

µ(0)
m(−k−q),n(0) µ ∈M

C
µ(0)
m(0),n(k) µ ∈ N

0 otherwise

(51)

In summary, using the set of above working formula, one can efficiently calculate the

AO-based expansion coefficients in the reciprocal space and subsequently, through a linear

transformation, derive the MO-based expansion coefficients. This approach enables an ef-

ficient computation of the matrix elements for Coulombic and static screened Coulombic

interactions in the BSE formalism, as expressed in Eqs. 45 and 46 within the LRI approx-

imation. An important advantage of this approximation is that the AO-based expansion

coefficients become dependent on only a single vector, either −k − q or k, within the BZ,

rather than both simultaneously. As a result, the computational cost and memory storage

requirements associated with the RI coefficients can be significantly reduced.

3.3.b Singularity Treatment at Γ point

One outstanding technical challenge for periodic BSE calculation are the singularities that

appear in the Coulomb term V and the static screened Coulomb term W of the BSE kernel

at the Γ point. In three-dimensional (3D) systems, the inherent nature of the bare Coulomb

potential, characterized by the 1/r behavior, leads to a 1/q2 divergence as q approaches 0 in

the reciprocal space. Within the traditional plane-wave basis functions, eiG·r, the Coulomb

operator is well-known to have a specific matrix form given by VG,G′(q) = 4π δ(G,G′)
|q+G|2 . This

divergence is observed in the matrix element where both indices, G and G′, are equal to 0.

This particular element is often referred to as the “head” term of the matrix with indices G

and G′. In physical terms, this term reflects the interaction energy of an infinitely extended,

periodic array of charges of the same sign, which is infinite even per unit cell. In the atom-

centered ABF representation, this divergence carries over to the matrix elements between

two nodeless s-type functions, resulting in a 1/q2 divergence. Similarly, between one nodeless

19



s-type and one nodeless p-type function, it leads to a 1/q divergence.25 The analytical form

of the Coulomb operator can be expressed as

Vµ,ν(q) =
v
(2)
µν

q2
+
v
(1)
µν

q
+ V̄µ,ν(q) (52)

where V̄µ,ν(q) represents the analytic part of the Coulomb operator as q approaches 0 while

v
(2)
µν and v

(1)
µν are the coefficients of the matrix elements exhibiting 1/q2 and 1/q asymptotic

behaviors, commonly referred to as the “head” and “wing” terms, respectively. This diver-

gence behavior of Vµν(q) also extends to the screened Coulomb matrixWµν(q) in non-metallic

systems.

For addressing this issue, two numerical schemes are well known in the context of the

Coulomb singularity within periodic HF calculation. The first scheme, known as the Gygi-

Baldereschi (GB) scheme,77 incorporates an analytically integrable compensating function to

eliminate the diverging term and subtracts it separately. The second scheme, referred to as

the Spencer-Alavi scheme,78 employs a truncated Coulomb operator that avoids the Coulomb

singularity, while ensuring systematic convergence to the correct limit as the number of k-

point increases. In this study, we deal with the singularity issue associated with both the

bare Coulomb and screened Coulomb operators by adopting a similar approach employed

for G0W0 method by Ren, et al.25 A brief outline is provided here and, one can find a more

comprehensive procedure in Refs.25,73 Our approach primarily consists of two main steps:

1. Modified Spencer-Alavi Scheme: To address the singularity problem of the bare

Coulomb operator, a truncated Coulomb operator is introduced. In this way, the regularity

of the bare Coulomb matrix as q → 0 can be ensured. This truncated operator, denoted as

V cut(q), is obtained within the auxiliary basis by replacing the 1
|r−r′| term with a truncated

form, represented as vcut(|r − r′|). The expression for vcut(|r − r′|) is given by

vcut(r) =
erfc(γr)

r
+

1

2
erfc

[
ln(r)− ln(Rcut)

ln(Rω)

]
× erfc(γr)

r
(53)
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where Rcut represents the cutoff radius. This expression retains the short-range part of the

Coulomb potential while rapidly suppressing the long-range part beyond Rcut. The value of

Rcut is determined as the radius of a sphere inscribed inside the Born–von Kármán (BvK)

supercell. As the density of the k-point mesh increases, Rcut gradually grows, allowing for

the restoration of the full bare Coulomb operator. To optimize performance, the screening

parameter γ and the width parameter Rω in Eq. 53 can be adjusted. In this work, we

utilized the values that had been optimized and reported in previous work on hybrid XC

functionals73 and G0W0
25 implementations.

2. Proper Treatment of Symmetrized Dielectric Function

In the calculation of the screened Coulomb interaction given by Eq. 39, the bare Coulomb

interaction enters in the numerator through V 1/2(q) and the denominator through the di-

electric function ϵ(q). In the numerator, replacing the bare V by its truncated counterpart

V cut works very well, but doing so for the dielectric function ϵ is not a good strategy as

the screening property is not properly described. Therefore, following Ref.,25 we adopted a

mixed scheme where in the numerator the bare Coulomb interaction is truncated as is in the

case of exact-exchange calculations,73 where the full Coulomb operator is used to calculate

the dielectric function. Note that the dielectric function is regular and finite everywhere

in the BZ except for q = 0 where the divergence of the bare Coulomb operator needs to

be analytically treated. This can be done most conveniently in the basis set representation

of the eigenvectors of the Coulomb matrix, as discussed previously in the literature.79–81

Within such a representation, similar to the plane-wave case, the divergence in the bare

Coulomb potential as q → 0 is cancelled by the corresponding asymptotic behavior of χ0,

and the “head” and “wing” terms of the dielectric function ϵ at q = 0 can thus be properly

treated. Afterwards, one can transform ϵ(q = 0) back to the ABF representation. Via such a

treatment, the ϵµν(q) matrix becomes regular everywhere in the BZ, and can be numerically

inverted. The screened Coulomb matrix calculated via Eq. 39 is thus also regular everywhere

in the BZ and can now be conveniently employed in setting up the BSE equation.
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We note that, in the present work, only the “head” term of the dielectric function at q = 0

within the basis representation of the eigenvectors of the Coulomb matrix was explicitly

treated, while the “wing” term, which has a secondary effect, was left untouched. This is

because a proper treatment of the “wing” term was not available when the present research

work was conducted. Very recently, a rigorous treatment of the “wing” term became available

in FHI-aims code as part of a separate, ongoing study, and preliminary test calculations show

that this entails a blue shift of the G0W0 band gap by 0.03 eV for Si and 0.13 eV for MgO.

Therefore, we do not expect a significant influence of the “wing” correction on the BSE@GW

results presented in the present work. Further investigation of this issue will be presented in

future work.

4. Demonstration of NAO Implementation and Conver-

gence

The new all-electron NAO-based periodic BSE method is implemented within the FHI-aims

code.54,82 For the BZ sampling, we employ an even-sampled Γ-centered grid with equally

spaced n1 × n2 × n3 k-points. The integration grid for the NAO basis for single-particle

matrix elements and other real-space integrals employs FHI-aims’ ”tight” settings. The

detailed choice and convergence of the NAO basis set and auxiliary basis set are discussed in

subsequent subsections. We use crystalline silicon (Si), 2-atom primitive cell, as an example

to demonstrate our implementation, particularly focused on the NAO basis set, auxiliary

basis set, and the BZ sampling. We also provide a direct comparison of our all-electron

NAO results to those obtained using the traditional PlaneWave Pseudopotential (PW-PP)

approach implemented in the BerkeleyGW11 code and Quantum Espresso83 code.

The computational procedure starts with Kohn-Sham (KS) DFT calculations using the

local density approximation (LDA) in the Perdew-Wang (PW) parameterization.84 Subse-

quently, G0W0 calculations are performed on top of the KS orbitals and energies to obtain
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the quasi-particle energies. The BSE calculation is then performed with the results of the

G0W0 calculation. For the frequency-dependent dielectric function, we utilize 80 frequency

points in the Pade approximation for analytic continuation. In constructing the BSE Hamil-

tonian, we used 4 valence bands and 6 conduction bands. (this choice is for Si and it would

need separate validation for other systems).

4.1 Convergence of Auxiliary Basis Set

As discussed in Section 3.3, our periodic BSE method is implemented based on the LRI

approximation, thus the accuracy depends on the quality of the auxiliary basis functions

(ABFs). In the FHI-aims code, standard ABFs are generated from the one-electron orbital

basis set (OBS) employed in the preceding KS calculations, summarized in Figure 1 of

Reference.70 To construct the auxiliary basis from OBS, the radial components are derived

directly from the products of the one-electron orbital basis sets, and then Gram-Schmidt

orthogonalization is applied to eliminate linear dependencies within the auxiliary basis.50

In the LRI approximation, a larger number of ABFs is required than in the non-local RI-V

scheme, since high angular momentum components of the pair density to be expanded must

be accounted for by ABFs on the same two centers on which the orbital basis functions in

questions are centered.70 One practical strategy to create accurate auxiliary basis sets for

LRI is to supplement the OBS with additional functions of higher angular momenta. It is

important to note that these additional orbital basis functions are exclusively employed in

the construction of ABFs and do not participate in the preceding self-consistent KS-DFT

calculations. In the input files of FHI-aims, the supplemental functions to the OBS that

generate the extended ABF basis set are denoted by the keyword for aux.

Following the nomenclature introduced in Ref.,70 we refer to the set of OBS plus the ad-

ditional supplemental functions as the enhanced orbital basis set (OBS+). It was previously

demonstrated that for an OBS containing at least up to f functions, the inclusion of an extra

5g hydrogenic function in the enhanced orbital basis set (OBS+) can yield an ABF basis set

23



with sufficient accuracy for various computational methods, including Hartree-Fock (HF),

MP2, and RPA, in molecular calculations70 Furthermore, based on benchmark calculations

of periodic G0W0, it was found that the inclusion of 4f or even 5g hydrogenic functions in the

OBS+ is necessary to achieve convergence of the auxiliary basis.25 To assess the convergence

of the auxiliary basis for the periodic BSE with the LRI scheme, we compute the absorption

spectrum for crystalline silicon (Si) using an 8× 8× 8 BZ sampling. In defining augmented

hydrogenic functions within the enhanced orbital basis set (OBS+), an additional parame-

ter, Z is introduced, which represents an an effective charge for a hydrogen-like generating

potential vn(r) in Eqn. 29 and governs the shape and spatial extent of the solution to the

radial Schrödinger equation.54,70 In this work, we set Z=0 as the default value, resulting in

the utilization of spherical Bessel functions, confined by the confining potential introduced

in Eqn. 29, for constructing the auxiliary basis.

As depicted in Figure 1, we employ the exhaustive OBS+4f5g6h result as the reference

standard and compute the relative errors for OBS, OBS+4f, and OBS+4f5g.85 In terms

of the optical energy gap, given by the lowest BSE eigenvalue, using the regular OBS to

construct ABFs yields the value of 3.083 eV, which is already in excellent agreement with

the reference value, differing only by 1 meV. However, for the features spanning from 3 eV

to 8 eV in the optical absorption spectrum, the ABFs derived from the tier 2 OBS only

lead to exhibits a relatively large error in the absorption peak intensity as seen in Figure

1. Introducing additional OBS+ auxiliary basis functions as in OBS+4f and OBS+4f5g

make the LRI-related error negligible as they are converged with respect to the reference

OBS+4f5g6h result (see Figure 1). We note that, when comparing the BSE convergence

with the G0W0 convergence test presented in Ref.,25 the sensitivity to the auxiliary basis

in the BSE calculations is less pronounced than in the G0W0 calculations. The primary

difference arises from how the screened interaction is handled differently in BSE and G0W0

calculations. In BSE calculations, the screened interaction among electron-hole pairs near

the Fermi level is important. In contrast, the self-energy evaluation in G0W0 calculations

24



involve the screened interaction for higher-energy orbitals, necessitating a more extensive set

of delocalized basis functions.

To summarize, we here demonstrated the robustness of the LRI scheme within our peri-

odic BSE framework. To achieve the full convergence of auxiliary basis set, OBS+4f or more

diffusive spherical Bessel functions with a confinement potential are found necessary. Thus,

in all simulations presented in this work, OBS+4f is employed as the default setting for the

auxiliary basis.

2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.5 6.0
Energy(eV)

0.2
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Figure 1: Relative error ∆ϵ2 of the absorption spectrum of silicon (Si) from BSE@G0W0

calculations using different auxiliary numerical atomic orbitals (NAO) basis. The standard
reference result is performed with the OBS+4f5g6h auxiliary NAO basis. All calculations
are performed with 8× 8× 8 Γ-centered BZ sampling and tier 2 NAO basis set.85

4.2 Convergence of NAO Basis set

In terms of NAO basis sets convergence, very high precision can be reached in all-electron

ground-state Density Functional Theory (DFT) calculations when only occupied KS states

need to be evaluated.54,86 However, similar to the case of Gaussian Type Orbitals (GTOs)

and other atom-centered basis sets, larger basis sets may be needed when applied to corre-

lated calculations such as MP2 and RPA. The standard FHI-aims-2009 NAO basis set series

(”tier n” basis), while originally designed for ground-state DFT calculations, can actually
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produce acceptable results also for molecular MP2 and RPA calculation when counterpoise

corrections are employed.50 Enhanced accuracy can be achieved by employing the alterna-

tive, so-called valence-correlation consistent (VCC) NAO-VCC-nZ basis sets,87 which allow

for results to be extrapolated to the complete basis set (CBS) limit through a two-point

extrapolation procedure.75 In densely packed solids, however, it was observed that the orig-

inal NAO-VCC-nZ basis sets, initially designed for molecules, lead to overlap matrices with

impractically large condition numbers compared to the tier n basis sets, and numerical insta-

bilities in standard linear algebra (specifically, eigenvalue solutions) can be a consequence.

To address this limitation, Zhang et al.75 optimized these basis sets by eliminating the

so-called ’enhanced minimal basis’ and tightening the cutoff radius of the basis functions.

The resulting basis sets, referred to as localized NAO-VCC-nZ (loc-NAO-VCC-nZ) here,

have been demonstrated to yield accurate MP2 and RPA energies for simple solids when

used in conjunction with an appropriate extrapolation procedure in Ref.75 Separately, in

BSE@G0W0 benchmarks for molecules, our team observed excellent numerical convergence

with the tier n basis sets, augmented with two extended Gaussian orbital basis functions

from Dunning’s augmented correlation-consistent basis sets.26 To assess basis set convergence

in the present work, we conducted calculations of the silicon (Si) absorption spectrum using

the BSE@G0W0 method with two different sets of basis functions: (a) tier n (n = 1, 2, 3)

and (b) loc-NAO-VCC-nZ (n = 2, 3, 4). These basis set convergence tests were performed

using a 7× 7× 7 Γ-centered BZ sampling.

As shown in Figure 2 (a), the optical spectrum converges quickly in the tier n basis set,

with only a marginal shift in excitation peaks as we increase the basis set size from tier 1

to tier 3. For instance, the energy of the first peak changes by only 0.021eV from 3.173

eV to 3.152 eV as we move up from tier 1 to tier 3. Conversely, when employing the loc-

NAO-VCC-nZ basis set, the absorption spectrum for the 2Z basis set is not fully converged

as seen in Figure 2 (b). There is some qualitatively incorrect behavior as evidenced, for

example, in the erroneous prediction of multiple peaks around 4 eV as well as the sizable
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blue-shift of the first excitation at 3.238 eV. These erroneous features can be attributed to

the omission of the “enhanced minimal basis” in the loc-NAO-VCC-2Z basis, rendering it

insufficient for accurately describing the occupied states in the preceding self-consistent field

(SCF) calculations. At the same time, the larger basis sets in this series, loc-NAO-VCC-3Z

and loc-NAO-VCC-4Z basis sets, yield converged results, and they also agree well with the

converged results using the “tier n” default basis sets of the FHI-aims code. To summarize,

with the largest NAO-VCC-4Z and tier 3 basis sets, we find precise agreement within 30

meV for the BSE@G0W0 absorption spectrum. Furthermore, even the smaller tier 1 and

tier 2 NAO basis sets lead to results that are remarkably well converged. This behavior is a

significant and highly promising success. In particular, this behavior is qualitatively different

from the small-molecule case,26 in which extended augmentation functions were shown to

be needed, as is standard in molecular quantum chemistry. We attribute this encouraging

difference to the molecular case to the fact that in solids, there is a significantly higher density

of basis functions that are non-zero at any given point, compared to finite molecules. The

reason is the overlap of basis functions associated with neighboring unit cells or, equivalently,

the basis functions with different Bloch phase factors in the BvK cell. In our view, this higher

density of non-zero basis functions lends itself to a more finely resolved description of the

two-particle correlation function than is possible in molecules, where describing the two-

particle response is problematic especially in regions that are relatively distant from the

atoms (covered by augmentation functions). In summary, it seems that FHI-aims’ standard

NAO basis sets can be used for well converged BSE@GW calculations in solids. In the

subsequent sections, we employ the default tier 2 basis set of the FHI-aims code as specified

in Reference.25

4.3 Convergence of Brillouin Zone (BZ) Sampling

One of the most important and also challenging aspects of calculating the optical absorption

spectrum of extended condensed matter systems is achieving the convergence with respect to
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Figure 2: Convergence of the absorption spectrum of Si from BSE@G0W0 calculation with
respect to different NAO basis sets. A Lorentzian broadening of η=0.10 eV is used. The
calculations are performed with 7 × 7 × 7 Γ-centered BZ sampling and (a) tier n (n =
1, 2, 3) and (b) loc-NAO-VCC-nZ (n = 2, 3, 4) NAO basis sets complemented by the OBS+4f
auxiliary NAO basis set.
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the BZ sampling.11,39,88,89 This is a particularly important consideration for many inorganic

solids in which there exist strong band dispersion and the band gap is indirect. To accelerate

the convergence of the absorption spectrum in BSE calculations, the BZ sampling with

a randomly shifted k-grid around the Γ point has been used for practical calculations as

discussed in the literature.30,42,90,91 For the purpose of benchmarking our new NAO-based

BSE implementation, we do not consider such accelerated k-point sampling techniques in

this work, but we focus on the convergence behavior of the direct equally-spaced BZ sampling

centered at Γ point. To generate quasi-particle (QP) energies for BSE calculation, we employ

G0W0 calculation for all k-grids instead of applying a consistent scissors shift to Kohn-Sham

orbital energies as is sometimes done in the literature. In the previous benchmark on the

NAO-based G0W0 method,25 it was found that 7×7×7 BZ sampling for the dielectric matrix

is adequate to achieve convergence of QP energies within 5 meV.

Figure 3 shows the optical absorption spectrum of crystalline silicon, utilizing Γ-centered

uniform BZ sampling with n × n × n where n = 7, 10, 12, 14. Neither the shape of the

absorption spectrum nor the excitation energies are converged when employing the 7× 7× 7

BZ sampling, despite the convergence observed for the G0W0 QP energies.25 With increased

BZ samplings, the absorption spectrum generally becomes blue-shifted, particularly for the

first absorption peak. At the same time, the peak at around 5.0 eV is seen to red-shift,

and the spectrum does not converge uniformly at all energies. In general, the shape of

the absorption spectrum tends to converge with the increased BZ sampling from n = 10 to

n = 14. At the same time, we note that achieving the complete convergence of the absorption

spectrum for cystalline silicon, as discussed in Ref.,39 may necessitate an exceedingly fine

sampling of the BZ to the value of n = 40.

Our current implementation does not exploit space group symmetry, k-space interpolation

strategies, or similar simplifications. Therefore, our current computational resources do not

allow us to achieve the full convergence with with a significantly denser BZ sampling at this

time. We intend to explore explore incorporating enhanced BZ sampling techniques in our
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future research effort, such as coarse-grained k-grid interpolation,11 Wannier interpolation,88

and other related schemes.39,89
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Figure 3: Absorption spectrum of Si with Γ-centered BZ sampling of dimensions n× n× n
(n = 7, 10, 12, 14) calculated using the tier 2 NAO basis set and OBS+4f auxiliary NAO
basis set. A Lorentzian broadening of η = 0.15eV is used.

4.4 Comparison with Planewave Basis-Set Result

Having examined the convergence behavior of the BSE calculation for our all-electron NAO

based implementation, we now turn to the comparison to the BSE calculation based on

the traditional plane-wave pseudopotential (PW-PP) implementation. We performed the

PW-PP based BSE@GW calculation using the well-documented BerkeleyGW package.11

The BSE@GW calculation was performed on top of the DFT calculation using the Quan-

tum Espresso92,93 code. We used the local density approximation (LDA) to the exchange-

correlational functional in the DFT calculation as the starting point.84 Further details of

computational settings are provided in the Supporting Information.

In Figure 4(a), we present the optical absorption spectrum of crystalline silicon, using a

14×14×14 Γ-centered BZ sampling. Both spectra use the same Lorentzian broadening of 0.15

eV. Note that Contour Deformation (not the widely-used generalized plasmon-pole model94)

30



technique is employed here for the numerical (frequency) integration of the self-energy in the

G0W0 calculation with BerkeleyGW, in order to compare the two implementations on a

similar footing. Our NAO-based BSE@G0W0 results closely match the PW-PP result in

terms of the peak positions while some differences in the amplitude are observed at around

4.0-5.0 eV. We note that HOMO-LUMO QP energy gap from the G0W0 calculations agree

very closely between our NAO-based result and the PW-PP result within 6 meV. BSE

eigenvalues (i.e. excitation energies) from our NAO-based calculation also closely match

with the PW-PP results, exhibiting an average difference of 28 meV.

To better understand the origin of the observed differences in the optical absorption

spectrum, Figure 4(b) shows the comparison using the scaled joint density of states (JDOS),

JDOS(ω)/ω2 =
16π2e2

ω2

∑
m

δ(ω − ωm) (54)

where ωm is the energy of excited state m from BSE calculation. Instead of having the

transition amplitudes convoluted as part of the calculation of the absorption spectrum, the

JDOS allows for a direct comparison of electronic transitions as a function of the excitation

energy. As seen in Figure 4(b), our NAO-based BSE excitation energies closely align with

the PW-PP results, except in the energy range of 4.0-4.5 eV, where a noticeble deviation

is observed. This rather small deviation in this energy range has a significant impact on

the differences observed in the absorption spectrum as seen in Figure 4(a). Given the fully

converged basis set for this particular case of crystalline silicon as discussed above, these

differences are attributed to the difference between the two implementations, e.g. due to

the difference in the frequency integration treatments utilized in the G0W0 calculation. In

our benchmark calculation, the contour deformation technique is employed for the numerical

(frequency) integration of the self-energy in the G0W0 calculation using BerkeleyGW code,

whereas Pade approximation is utilized in FHI-aims for analytic continuation95 .
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Figure 4: Comparison of the (a) optical absorption spectra and (b) joint density of state
(JDOS) divided by ω2 for Si between our NAO implementation in FHI-aims code and the
PW-PP implementation in BerkeleyGW code, performed with a 14× 14× 14 Γ-centered BZ
sampling. The FHI-aims calculation uses the tier 2 NAO basis set and OBS+4f auxiliary
NAO basis set. A Lorentzian broadening of η = 0.15eV is used.

5. Application to Excitons with Large Binding Energy:

MgO

The BSE formalism explicitly solves for the two-particle correlation function, making it an

ideal approach for studying extended systems with strongly excitonic character. In this

section, we compare our all-electron NAO-based implementation of BSE@GW with other

BSE@GW calculations reported in literature for crystalline magnesium oxide (MgO).

MgO is one of the extensively investigated oxides.96,97 Developing a comprehensive under-

standing of its spectroscopic features from first principles necessitates an accurate modeling

of electronic excitation of this extended material with a large exciton binding energy.98 MgO

also serves as an ideal benchmark system for studying optical properties using many-body

perturbation theory, and excellent agreement with experimental measurement has been re-

ported.98–100 We compare our all-electron NAO implementation of BSE@GW with two other

corresponding calculations based on the planewaves with the projector-augmented-waves

method (PW+PAW) and linearized augmented planewave + local orbital (LAPW+lo) for-
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malism reported in Ref.98

To make a direct comparison, we employ the same computational settings for XC func-

tional, the lattice structure, as well as the BSE active space while BZ sampling varies some-

what for the LAPW+lo calculation reported in Ref.98 The DFT-KS calculation is used as

the starting point, employing the PBEsol Generalized Gradient Approximation (GGA).101,102

Within this XC functional, the DFT-optimized equilibrium lattice constant is 4.21 Å.98 To

compute QP energies, a single-shot G0W0 calculation was performed, utilizing a 7 × 7 × 7

Γ-centered BZ sampling for the dielectric matrix in the self-energy calculation. The ana-

lytical continuation with the Pade approximation with 100 parameters was performed for

GW self-energy on the imaginary axis. For the BSE calculation, we employed the n× n× n

Γ-centered BZ sampling with n = 11, 13, 15. In constructing the BSE Hamiltonian, 4 valence

bands and 5 conduction bands are included. Here, all calculations were carried out using

the tier 2 NAO basis set54 and the OBS+4f auxiliary basis set25,70 for both G0W0 and BSE

calculations. In Figure 5(a), we present the optical absorption spectrum with different n for

the BZ sampling. Similarly to the case of the crystalline silicon, the shape and the relative

peak heights of the absorption spectrum are sensitive to the BZ sampling even though the

dielectric function is converged in the G0W0 calculation already with 7 × 7 × 7 Γ-centered

BZ sampling (see Figure S1 in Supplementary Information (SI)). As we increase the num-

ber of the BZ sampling points, the contribution from high-symmetry k-points decreases for

calculating the absorption spectrum. Consequently, we observe the increased splitting of

the absorption peaks in the energy range of 8-11 eV. Nevertheless, the absorption spectrum

tends to converge as the BZ sampling grid reaches 15 × 15 × 15, which is the largest grid

size used here due to the computational cost and memory, and this is also the most dense

BZ sampling reported in the literature.98

Lastly, we compare the BSE@GW result from our NAO implementation to the results

reported in the literature using the planewave-based formulations as shown in Figure 5(b).

In particularly, we compare to the results reported using the VASP code and the Exciting
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code from Ref.98 The VASP code is based on the PW+PAW scheme,103,104 and the Exciting

code is based on LAPW+lo scheme.105 Lorentzian broadening parameter of 0.30 eV was used

for the optical absorption spectrum in all calculations. The VASP (PP+PAW) result was

obtained using the BZ sampling of 15× 15× 15 centered at the Γ point while the Exciting

(LAPW+lo) result was obtained with a randomly-shifted 11 × 11 × 11 k-grids centered at

(0.09, 0.02, 0.04) of the BZ. For the lowest excited state, we obtain a large value of 385

meV for the exciton binding energy (i.e. the difference between the excited energy and the

quasi-particle enegry gap), which is a good agreement with the reported value of 442 meV

using the VASP code and 435 meV using the exciting code.98

Figure 5(b) shows the optical absorption spectrum for our NAO-based implementation,

along with the results using the VASP (PP+PAW) and Exciting (LAPW+lo) codes as re-

ported in Ref.98 The VASP result and the Exciting result agree well above 10 eV but they

show noticable differences between 8 eV and 10 eV . Using the exactly the same BZ sam-

pling, our NAO-based result and the VASP (PP+PAW) result agree quite well in terms of

the peak positions overall. At the same time, a variation between our result and the reported

VASP/Exciting results is observed for the amplitudes of some prominent peaks. To investi-

gate this difference, we examined the optical absorption spectrum within the independent-

particle (IP) approximation. Unlike the BSE formalism described in Eq. 26, the IP absorp-

tion spectrum is directly calculated by enumerating all excitation pairs between the valence

band and the conduction band of the Kohn-Sham equations,

ϵ2(ω) =
16π2e2

ω2

∑
vck

|e · ⟨vk|v̂|ck⟩|2δ(ω − ϵck + ϵvk). (55)

where v̂ is the velocity operator and e is the direction of the polarization of light. As seen

in Figure 6, the absorption spectra within the IP approximation using KS states agree well,

with some residual discrepancies between our result and the reported result98 in the peak

intensities, similar to what is seen in the BSE@GW calculation (Figure 5(b)).
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As noted earlier, both the valence states and the low-lying unoccupied states of MgO

using FHI-aims NAO “tier 2” basis sets are fully converged in KS-DFT calculations52 and,

for G0W0 calculations, are converged to approximately 0.2 eV or better.25 These factors

would not contribute to the discrepancies seen between our results and those reported in the

referenced literature.98 Therefore, the small residual differences in the BSE@GW calculations

can be partially ascribed to the differences in the high-lying unoccupied states and the

corresponding transition matrix elements on which BSE@GW calculation method relies.
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Figure 5: Optical absorption spectrum of MgO from BSE@G0W0 calculations. A Lorentzian
broadening of η = 0.30eV is used in all cases. (a) Optical absorption spectrum of MgO
with Γ-centered BZ sampling with dimensions n × n × n (n = 11, 13, 15). Calculations are
performed using tier 2 NAO basis set complemented by the OBS+4f auxiliary NAO basis
set. (b) Comparison of MgO absorption spectra from our NAO implementation in FHI-aims
code with the result from VASP package (PW+PAW) using the 15× 15× 15 Γ-centered BZ
sampling. The result from the Exciting code (LAPW+lo) with a 11 × 11 × 11 randomly
shifted BZ sampling is also compared. Both the PW+PAW and LAPW+lo results are taken
from Ref.98

6. Conclusion

We described the formulation and algorithms of a new all-electron periodic BSE implemen-

tation within the numeric atom-centered orbital (NAO) framework. To our knowledge, this

is the first all-electron NAO-based BSE implementation that works with periodic boundary
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Figure 6: Comparison of absorption spectrum of MgO within independent particle (IP)
approximation from DFT Kohn Sham eigenvalues between FHI-aims calculation (this work)
and VASP reference.98 FHI-aims calculations are performed under tier 2 NAO basis set
complemented by the OBS+4f auxiliary NAO basis set and Γ-centered 15 × 15 × 15 BZ
sampling.

conditions. Our implementation was carried out within the FHI-aims code package.54,82 We

use computed absorption spectra for crystalline silicon (Si) as an example to demonstrate

our implementation and performed systematic convergence tests with respect to the compu-

tational parameters including the NAO basis set size, auxiliary basis set, and Brillouin zone

sampling. With the fully-converged result in hand, we make a direct comparison of our all-

electron NAO result to absorption spectra computed using the traditional PW-PP approach

implemented in the BerkeleyGW11 code with Quantum Espresso83 code. Having established

the excellent agreement with the well-established implementation of BSE@GW based on the

PW-PP formalism, we also performed calculations on crystalline MgO with a large exciton

binding energy. We compare our NAO-based BSE@GW calculation to available BSE@GW

results based on PP+PAW and LAPW+lo formulations from the literature. The calculations

show good agreement for the optical absorption spectra, again demonstrating the accuracy

of our approach. However, achieving complete convergence of the optical absorption spec-

trum may also necessitate an exceedingly fine sampling of the BZ as widely discussed in
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the literature.39 Our current implementation supports the standard Γ-centered sampling.

In future research, we plan to explore incorporating enhanced BZ sampling techniques for

BSE calculation, such as coarse-grained k-grid interpolation,11 Wannier interpolation,88 and

other related methods.39,89 As mentioned in the introduction, another important future op-

portunity is that the groundwork for periodic BSE@GW laid out in the present work should

be extendable to much larger systems, by using optimization strategies similar to those that

recently enabled accurate periodic exact exchange and hybrid DFT beyond 10,000 atoms

using the same underlying NAO-based framework.27
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