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We introduce regular series expansion for weakly- and moderately-correlated fermionic systems,
based on Fluctuating Local Field approach. The method relies on the explicit account of leading
fluctuating mode(s) and is therefore suitable for medium-sized lattices. It can be also used as a
solver for the cluster approximations for infinite-size lattices. We introduce classical fluctuating field
coupled to fermionic collective mode(s). This way, fluctuations in selected modes are treated in a
non-perturbative way. Other degrees of freedom are accounted for the diagram expansion performed
at each value of the fluctuating field. The method is benchmarked for the U/t = 1 and U/t = 2
Hubbard lattices at half-filling. Results for susceptibility in the antiferromagnetic channel along with
the single particle density of states are compared with the numerically exact quantum Monte Carlo
data. Calculations up to the third order of the series expansion are performed and show a uniform
convergence to the reference result for the susceptibility. This convergence is observed well below
the DMFT Neél temperature and makes our practically simple method applicable in a much wider
temperature range than DMFT-based diagrammatic schemes.

I. INTRODUCTION

An accurate description of fluctuation phenomena in
correlated materials remains one of challenging problems
in condensed matter theory, in particular when it comes
to correlated systems [1, 2]. Despite the clear importance
of numerical modelling of the phase transition phenomena,
modern theoretical tools do not always provide their
predictive description. A two-dimensional Hubbard model
is a particularly known example of a system being hard
for a quantitatively accurate modelling. This model is of
a great importance because it is believed to describe the
electronic properties of a number of intriguing systems:
High-Tc cuprates [3], twisted bilayer graphene [4] or
ultracold atoms [5].
The challenges encountered when modeling the

Hubbard systems arise from at least three sources. First,
when Hubbard on-site repulsion U is compatible with
bandwidth, the Hubbard model exhibits strong correlation
effects, mostly local on sites and short-ranged. Second,
collective fluctuations of different nature may be present
in the system. The role of fluctuation phenomena is
greatly enhanced in a two-dimensional or layered systems,
compared to the bulk materials. Third, a large number
of possible ordered phases with very similar free energy
have to be considered for the doped Hubbard model.
One can mention antiferromagnetically-ordered, striped,
superconducting, spin wave, charge density wave and
other phases. Theoretical description of all these mutually
influencing phenomena requires highly accurate numerical
methods capable of taking into account different energy
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and length scales. Various approaches, mostly based on
the pure mean-field or mean-field-like schemes, aim to
establish reliable information about the phase diagram
of the Hubbard system. In this cases parental method
is usually extended. One of frequently used approaches
here is the perturbative extension. GW method built
on the basis of the Density Functional Theory [6, 7],
Dual Fermions [8, 9], TRILEX [10] and D-TRILEX
[11] represent different implementations of this approach.
Other ways to increase the accuracy of scheme is to use
hybrid methods or various cluster extensions [12]. A birds
eye look to the existing schemes is given in the review
[13]. A particular family of diagram methods constructed
around the Dynamical Mean Field Theory (DMFT) is
surveyed in [14]. State of the art results for the Hubbard
model obtained by different computational schemes are
outlined in [15].

The paper [16] gives an important survey of the results
obtained by different extensions of the DMFT for a
particular case of the half-filled Hubbard model with
U = 2t, where t is the hoping amplitude between the
neighboring sites. This case is much simpler than a
generic Hubbard model with arbitrary parameters. First,
half-filling ensures that the model shows fluctuations and
ordering solely in the antiferromagnetic (AF) channel, so
one should not deal with an interplay between different
modes and candidate states. Second, the system at U = 2t
is moderately correlated. It could be expected that its
description is simpler than the strongly correlated case of
U ≳ 4t. The results can be summarized as follows. The
parental approximation, DMFT, predicts a Neél transition
at the inverse temperature β ≈ 12. This is an artifact,
because Mermin-Wagner theorem forbids formation of the
antiferromagnetic ordering in a planar system at finite
temperature. The extended schemes indeed get rid of this
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transition. Even more, a very reasonable accuracy is seen
when calculating both single-particle (the self-energy) and
two-particle (the AF susceptibility and correlation length)
properties, but only for β ≲ 15. We conclude that the
domain of applicability of the known DMFT extensions
just slightly exceeds the thermal range defined by the
Neél temperature of the parental approximation.

Recently, there was presented a novel approach to the
description of correlated systems, called Fluctuating Local
Field (FLF) [17]. This method starts with the exact
transformation of the partition function, introducing
an ensemble of systems at different values of artificial
fluctuating field. In practice FLF is based on a parental
scheme, e.g. stationary mean field theory [18–21] or
DMFT [22]. The scheme has proved its effectiveness
for weakly correlated systems, getting rid of the above-
mentioned artifacts and providing good accuracy at low
calculational cost.

Here, we construct a perturbation theory based on the
FLF approach. To demonstrate our method, we work with
a simple example of the 2D Hubbard system at half-filling
operating under assumption that there is a single AF
fluctuating mode, that is, the system under consideration
is assumed not large in size. Moreover, we limit ourselves
with weakly- and moderately-correlated systems, which
allows us to work with the formal expansion w.r.t. the
order of Hubbard interaction U . However, it was noticed
in [19] that the FLF transformation leads to appearance
of the effective long-range interaction in this system
which competes with the on-site repulsion and thus
effectively form a new small parameter. The main result
of the present paper is that the FLF expansion converges
regularly within a wide temperature range, much larger
than the domain of applicability of usual weak-coupling
expansion. This opens a pathway to future extension of
the method to strongly correlated systems by constructing
the FLF series on top of the DMFT result.

We start with the formulation of FLF formalism in
Sec. II, and derivation of the perturbation series for the
FLF free energy in Sec. III. It allows us to calculate
the single-particle and two-particles observables of the
Hubbard system in Sec. IV and V. Limiting ourselves with
the single-mode assumption, we extend our approach to
large systems by constructing the FLF cluster extension
in the spirit of Cluster DMFT (CDMFT) in Sec. VI.
Having conducted all the mentioned steps for weakly
correlated regime U = 1, we move to more detailed
consideration of possible divergences and examine the
U = 2 case, which is more illustrative here. We provide a
regularization procedure, smoothing the disconvergence
of the perturbation series in moderately correlated regime
in Sec. VII. Comparison of the results obtained within
the FLF perturbation approach with the DMFT and
numerically exact Quantum Monte-Carlo (QMC) [23]
data demonstrates high accuracy for Green’s function,
local spectral density function and the susceptibility. We
discuss the results of our work and provide the outlook
in Sec. VIII.

II. SYSTEM AND FORMALISM

We consider the two-dimensional Hubbard system with
N sites at half-filling. It can be described by the following
Hamiltonian:

H =− t
∑

⟨jj′⟩,σ

(
c†j,σcj′,σ + c†j′,σcj,σ

)
+ (1)

+ U
∑
j

(
nj↑ −

1

2

)(
nj↓ −

1

2

)
−
∑
j

hz (nj↑ − nj↓) .

Here, the first term describes the nearest-neighbour
pair ⟨jj′⟩ hoppings with the amplitude t, the second
term describes the on-site Coulomb repulsion, and the
third term couples the magnetic moment of the lattice
to the local external magnetic field hj along the z-
axis. Moving forward, we will discuss only the case of
antiferromagnetically (AF) ordered field hj = heiKrj

with K = (π, π) and the real space vector rj .
The partition function of the Hubbard system can be

expressed symbolically in the path integral formalism as:

Z =

∫
e−[S

0
h+SU ]D[c†, c], (2)

where S0
h is the action of non-interacting system in

external field h, and SU is the Hubbard interaction term
action. We conclude the full action:

Sh[c
†, c] = −c†G−1

0 c− βNhlsl︸ ︷︷ ︸
S0
h

+ Uθ︸︷︷︸
SU

, (3)

where G0 is a bare Green’s function, β is reverse
temperature, and

SU = Uθ

= U

∫ β

0

∑
j

(
c†j↑(τ)cj↑(τ)−

1

2

)(
c†j↓(τ)cj↓(τ)−

1

2

)
dτ

(4)

is an abbreviation of the on-site interaction in the action
formalism. hlsl represents the scalar product between
external field hl and collective AF static spin variable:

sl =
1

βN

∑
jσσ′

∫ β

0

c†jστσ
l
σσ′cjσ′τe

iKrjdτ, (5)

where σl
σσ′ is the l−Pauli matrix, and the integration is

w.r.t. to the imaginary time τ .

A. Fluctuating local field formalism

The Fluctuating Local Field (FLF) formalism can be
developed as follows: one should define the instability
channel and the corresponding order parameter; couple
the artificially introduced field to this order parameter;
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and let this field fluctuate in the controlled way. Formally,
the FLF approach starts with the exact transformation
of the partition function:

Z =

(
βN

2πλ

)3/2 ∫∫
e−Sh− βN

2λ (ν−h−λs)2D
[
c†, c

]
d3ν. (6)

Here we introduced the fluctuating field ν, which is a
classical field coupled to the AF spin variable s, as we
consider the AF instability channel. Parameter λ can be
considered as a gauge parameter of transformation (6).
We will use this freedom of choice later. In what follows,
we will omit the pre-integral coefficient for the sake of
shortness, as it does not affect the physics.

Expanding the brackets in (6) leads to the following
expression:

Z =

∫∫
e−S′

νe−
βN
2λ (ν−h)2D

[
c†, c

]
d3ν =

=

∫
Zνe

− βN
2λ (ν−h)2d3ν, (7)

where the new action S ′
ν consists of two parts:

S ′
ν [c

†, c] = −c†G−1
0 c− βNνlsl︸ ︷︷ ︸

S0
ν

+Uθ +
βNλ

2
slsl︸ ︷︷ ︸

S′
int

. (8)

Here S0
ν is a bare fermionic action polarized by the

external field ν, and Zν is the partition function of the
system with action S ′

ν at fixed ν. The new effective
interaction action S ′

int now involves two components,
the Hubbard on-site interaction Uθ, which tends to the
AF order, and the effective long-range ferromagnetic
interaction βNλ

2 slsl. This spin-spin interaction weakens
the AF fluctuations, thus indeed allowing us to treat them

as approximately gaussian. Full range of fluctuations is
then recovered via the integration over ν.

Eq. (7) describes the partition function of the Hubbard
system Z as the average over the gaussian ensemble of
systems at fixed value of fluctuating field ν with the
partition function Zν . Practical implementation of this
approach demands that we approximate Zν in some way.
The simple and still effective method is to use the mean-
field-like approximation for this. Such an approach was
applied for this task for instance in [18] and [22], where
the authors developed the FLF method on the basis of
stationary and dynamical mean field theories respectively.
In this work we propose to exploit the effective small
parameter S ′

int and obtain Zν perturbatively. Once this
is done we will be able to calculate physical observables
O as an average over the FLF ensemble

⟨O⟩FLF = Z−1

∫
O(ν)Zνe

− βN
2λ (ν−h)2d3ν. (9)

In the particular case of h → 0 and for observables Õ,
which are spherically symmetric w.r.t. ν, this expression
can be reduced to 1D-integrals

〈
Õ
〉
FLF

=
4π
∫ +∞
0

Õ(ν)Zνe
− βN

2λ ν2

ν2dν

4π
∫ +∞
0

Zνe−
βN
2λ ν2

ν2dν
. (10)

III. PERTURBATION THEORY SERIES

In this section we develop the perturbation theory series,
assuming that S ′

int is a small parameter. As we will see
later (Eq. (19)), the parameter λ is proportional to the
Hubbard interaction constant U . Hence, the perturbation
expansion is constructed w.r.t. orders of U . We will
derive the corrections to the quantities of non-interacting
zeroth approximation at first. Once this is done, we will
find the conditions ensuring the validity of this approach.
We start with the expansion of the partition function Zν :

Zν =

∫ [
1−

(
Uθ +

βNλ

2
slsl
)
+

1

2

(
U2θθ + βNUλθslsl +

(βNλ)2

4
slslsl

′
sl

′
)
+ . . .

]
e−Sν

0 D
[
c†, c

]
. (11)

Here and in the following, summation over the repeated
indices is assumed. Now we may note that

smsme−Sν
0 =

1

(βN)2
∂2

∂νm∂νm
e−Sν

0 =
1

(βN)2
∆νe

−Sν
0 .

(12)

Let us denote Z0
ν =

∫
e−S0

νD
[
c†, c

]
, which is the partition

function of non-interacting system at fixed value of ν
(compare with (7)). The average over this ensemble reads

⟨. . . ⟩0 =
(
Z0

ν

)−1
∫

. . . e−S0
νD
[
c†, c

]
. (13)

It allows us to rewrite (11) in the form

Zν =

[
1−

(
U⟨θ⟩0 +

λ

2βN
∆ν

)
+

1

2

(
U2⟨θθ⟩0 +

Uλ

βN
∆ν⟨θ⟩0 +

λ2

(2βN)2
∆ν∆ν

)
+ . . .

]
Z0

ν . (14)

It is useful to express this result in terms of free energy. Taking the definition Zν = exp (−βNFν), we can derive
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the perturbation series

Fν ≈ F (n)
ν = F 0

ν + δF 1
ν + δF 2

ν + · · ·+ δFn
ν , (15)

where F 0
ν is the free energy of non-interacting system,

and F
(n)
ν is the nth order approximation of exact free

energy, including up to the nth order corrections δFn
ν . In

the particular case of negligible external magnetic field
h → 0 we have:

δF 1
ν = UΘ1 +

λ

2
(F 0

ν )
′2 − λ

2βN

[
2

ν
(F 0

ν )
′ + (F 0

ν )
′′
]
, (16)

δF 2
ν = −U2

2
Θ2 + λU(F 0

ν )
′Θ′

1 −
λU

2βN

[
2

ν
Θ′

1 +Θ
′′

1

]
+

λ2

2
(F 0

ν )
′2(F 0

ν )
′′
+

λ2

8βN

[
4

ν2
(F 0

ν )
′2 − 2(F 0

ν )
′′2 −8

ν
(F 0

ν )
′(F 0

ν )
′′
− 4(F 0

ν )
′(F 0

ν )
′′′
]

+
λ2

8(βN)2

[
4

ν
(F 0

ν )
′′′
+ (F 0

ν )
(IV )

]
. (17)

Here we used the notation βNΘ1 = ⟨θ⟩0, βNΘ2 = ⟨θθ⟩0−
⟨θ⟩0⟨θ⟩0. The derivatives are taken w.r.t. the magnitude
of fluctuating field ν. The terms are grouped according
to their extensity/intensity, i.e. their dependence on
βN . See Appendix for the derivation of the third order
corrections to free energy.
Note that the trick with derivatives in (12) is not the

only way to derive perturbation series. The same result
can be obtained using the Feynman diagrams technique.
According to the linked-cluster theorem [24], the free
energy is determined by only connected diagrams, which
simplifies the task significantly. For instance, there are
only three connected diagrams of the first order (see
Fig. 2a). The local one, which is proportional to U
and is denoted with a bold dot, represents the on-site
Hubbard term. And the effective long-range interaction
proportional to λ is expressed through diagrams with
curved lines. The first two diagrams correspond to
the first two terms in (16). They are both built of
local propagators, which means they represent extensive
quantities. Similar reasoning can be applied to the higher
order corrections. The second order diagrams are shown
in Figs. 2b-d. For the third order diagrams see Appendix.

Up to this point we conducted the derivation assuming
that S ′

int → 0. Now we can figure out whether this
assumption is valid. To do this we consider the first
correction to the free energy (16). We write down
explicitly what the derivatives of the free energy F 0

ν mean:

F 0
ν = − 1

βN
ln

∫
ec

†G−1
0 c−βNνlSl

D
[
c†, c

]
,

(F 0
ν )

′ = ⟨sz⟩0 , (F 0
ν )

′′
= βN

(
⟨sz⟩20 − ⟨szsz⟩0

)
. (18)

Consider now the first two terms of (16). One can see
that

⟨θ⟩0 ≡
〈(

nj↑ −
1

2

)(
nj↓ −

1

2

)〉
0

= −1

2
⟨sz⟩20 , (19)

and thus, these two terms cancel each other at λ0 =
U/2. The last, intensive term of δF 1

ν corresponds to

the Hartree-Fock approximation. The same result for
λ can be obtained if we consider the MF as the saddle-
point approximation of the FLF ensemble (9). See [22]
for details. We keep λ0 = U/2 for all of the following
numerical calculations.

At this point it is worthwhile to mark the domain of
applicability of our scheme. The hierarchy of diagrams in
powers of (βN)−1 indicates the limits on the lattice size
and the temperature. Namely, the FLF perturbative
approach is applicable for medium-sized lattices at
moderate temperatures, such that it possesses collective
excitations and at the same time the physics is still defined
by a single collective mode.

Next, we will move to the practical implementation
of our method. In this work we limited ourselves with
the 3rd order corrections to keep the calculations simple
and fast, as is provided by the FLF. Specifically, the 4th
order diagrams include four-leg vertices, which requires
comparatively heavy calculations. Fortunately, the 3rd
order already provides us with high accuracy results. The
numerical results for the free energy corrections up to
the 3rd order are presented in the Fig. 1. One can see
that the 3rd order approximation is very close to the 2nd
order one, demonstrating convergence. Overall, it leads
us to the conclusion that introduction of the effective
long-range interaction indeed allows us to develop the
convergent perturbation series. Finally, it enables us to
calculate the physical observables (9) and (10) up to the
needed order of accuracy n using that

Zν ≈ Z(n)
ν = e−βNF (n)

ν . (20)

In what follows we will refer to the n-order approximation
of the FLF ensemble as FLF-n.



5

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Fluctuating field magnitude, 

1.60

1.58

1.56

1.54

1.52

1.50

Fr
ee

 e
ne

rg
y 

F(n
)

F(0)

F(1)

F(2)

F(3)

FIG. 1: FLF free energy approximation F
(n)
ν for

n = 0, 1, 2, 3 as a function of the fluctuating field magnitude
ν. The parameters of the Hubbard system are U/t = 1,
β = 10, the size of the lattice is 6× 6.

a)

b)

c)

d)

FIG. 2: First order (a) and second order (b, c, d) diagrams.
Bold dots denote local Hubbard interaction U and curved
lines denote effective long-range FLF interaction λ. Solid
lines with arrows mean free fermionic propagators. Gray
diagrams cancel each other at λ = U/2.

IV. SINGLE-PARTICLE QUANTITIES

The FLF ensemble (9) provides us with a powerful tool
to investigate the properties of many-particle systems
without complex techniques. Here we start with
calculation of single-particle quantities. The temperature
Green’s function in the frequency domain can be defined

as

Gk(iwn) =

∫ β

0

Gk(τ)e
iwnτdτ, (21)

where

Gk(τ) = −Z−1

∫
ck(τ)c

†
k(0)e

−[S0
h+SU ]D

[
c†, c

]
. (22)

Here k denotes a quasimomentum vector, and iwn =
iπ (2n+ 1)β−1 is the nth fermionic Matsubara frequency.
According to the FLF approach we can approximate

(21) with the expectation value over the ensemble of non-
interacting systems perturbed by new interaction term
S ′
int (8), which is a small parameter for λ = U

2 as it
was shown in the previous section. Since perturbations
are already taken into account by (20), we approximate
the exact Green’s function G(iwn) by the bare Green’s
function Gν

k(iwn) averaged over the FLF ensemble

Gk(iwn) ≈ ⟨Gν
k(iwn)⟩FLF =

〈
1

iwn − eνk

〉
FLF

. (23)

Here eνk is the energy of the non-interacting system in the
external field ν.
In Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 we represent the numerical

results for the Green’s function G(iw) in k-space and
in r-space respectively, calculated in the 3rd order FLF
approximation. The comparison with the numerically
exact Quantum Monte-Carlo (QMC) results shows that
the FLF Green’s functions perfectly matches with
numerically exact ones at moderately low temperature
β = 10. This allows us to obtain reliable experimentally
observable quantities without complex computational
techniques. For instance, to obtain the local density
of states Ak(w) in the QMC approach one would have
to deal with analytic continuation of the QMC data. To
do the same in the FLF scheme we calculate the local
Green’s function in the real frequencies domain Gk (w) by
the formal substitution iwn → w + i0:

Ak(w) = − 1

π
Im{Gk(w)} ≈ − 1

π
Im

{〈
1

w − eνk

〉
FLF

}
.

(24)
The numerical results for the local density of states
A(w) =

∑
k Ak(w) in the FLF approximation are

shown in the Fig. 5. However, approximation of full
Green’s function by bare one (23) makes the accuracy
incomparable with QMC data for such quantities as self-
energy for low temperatures.

V. SUSCEPTIBILITY IN THE
ANTIFERROMAGNETIC CHANNEL

In order to further explore the power of the FLF
ensemble we consider susceptibility χ in the spin-channel.
As we already mentioned, the half-filled Hubbard model
possesses fluctuations in the AF channel. Mean-field-like
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FIG. 3: Imaginary and real parts of the Green’s functions Gk(iw) in k-space near Fermi surface. Comparison of the numerical
results obtained within the 3rd order FLF approximation with the QMC results. The parameters of the Hubbard system are
U/t = 1, β = 10, the lattice size is 6× 6.

FIG. 4: Imaginary and real parts of the Green’s functions Gr(iw) in r-space. Comparison of the numerical results obtained
within the 3rd order FLF approximation with the QMC results. The parameters of the Hubbard system are U/t = 1, β = 10,
the lattice size is 6× 6.
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FIG. 5: Local density of states A(w) =
∑

k Ak(w)
calculated in the 3rd order FLF approximation. The
parameters of the Hubbard system are U/t = 1, β = 10, the
size of the lattice is 6× 6.

schemes predict unphysical transition to the AF-ordered
state at finite temperature, which manifests as the infinite
susceptibility to the external AF magnetic field h. The
possible cause of this effect is that MF schemes freeze

all the fluctuations, which actually break the ordered
states. If this assumption is valid, taking into account AF
fluctuations in the FLF approach would cure this artifact.
The magnetic susceptibility can be defined as

χ =
1

βN
∂2
h lnZ

∣∣∣∣
h→0

. (25)

Using the expression (7) for the partition function of
the system and the definition of average over the FLF
ensemble (9) we obtain:

χ =
βN

3λ2
⟨ν2⟩FLF − 1

λ
. (26)

The 1/3 coefficient appeared due to the spatial isotropy.
The numerical results are presented in terms of the

Curie constant C = χ/β, and are shown in the Fig. 6.
We considered the 2D Hubbard lattice with 6 × 6 sites
at U = t = 1. We compared the results taking into
account from 0th to 3rd order corrections with the DMFT
and with the QMC results. One can see that FLF-3,
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FIG. 6: Curie constant C = χ/β as a function of the inverse
temperature β. Comparison of the numerical results obtained
within different orders of FLF approximation with the DMFT
and QMC results. The parameters of the Hubbard system are
U/t = 1, the size of the lattice is 6× 6.

DMFT and QMC methods all lead to coinciding results for
comparatively high temperatures β < 5. At β ≈ 9 though
the DMFT predicts transition to the ordered phase, which
is unphysical. FLF scheme describes the physics around
this temperature qualitatively correct. Quantitative
correctness of the FLF results can be concluded from
the comparison with the QMC data. Though statistical
noise leads to some errorbar of the QMC points, one can
see that the FLF-3 results are nearly within the margin
of error of the numerically exact QMC method.

VI. CLUSTER EXTENSION

Assuming that fluctuations belong to a single mode we
limit the available range of systems with small clusters.
However, the FLF approach could still be applied to larger
systems in the spirit similar to cluster DMFT extensions.
In this section we develop cellular FLF (c-FLF) method
in the CDMFT-like manner [25].

We start with the definition of the self-energy

Σk(zn) = z − ek − Gk(zn)
−1, (27)

where z is a real zn = wn+i0 or imaginary frequency zn =
iwn. We make use of the coarse-graining and decompose
the momentum vector in two parts k = k̃+δk, where k̃ is
the coarsened vector defined on the finite size cluster and
δk is the residual vector. Using (23) as the approximation
for the cluster Green’s function we obtain the cluster self-
energy

Σ
k̃
(z) = z − e

k̃
−
〈(

z − eν
k̃

)−1
〉−1

FLF
. (28)

Assuming now that the essential interaction physics is
captured by the cluster self-energy Σk(z) ≈ Σ

k̃
(z) we go

back to (27) and finally obtain the lattice Green’s function

Gk(z) =
1

z − ek − Σk̃(z)
. (29)

FIG. 7: Local density of states A(w) calculated within the
c-FLF approach with clusters of different sizes Nx ×Ny. The
Hubbard system parameters are U/t = 1, β = 10.

In Fig. 7 we show the results for the local density
of states A(w) for infinite lattice calculated in the c-
FLF approach with clusters of different sizes. All the
considered cluster sizes lead to almost the same results
indicating the convergence. In the Fig. 7 we may observe
a pseudogap, which can be due to two reasons. The
first one is the finite size of clusters. One can see that
the pseudogap indeed reduces with the growth of the
cluster size. The second one may take origin in the
approximation of the exact Green’s function Gk(z) by
the ensemble of non-interacting ones (23). It seems
reasonable that this artifact could be suppressed by a
more sophisticated approximation for Gk(z), although
this point in the Hubbard phase diagram is very close
to the metal-insulator transition point calculated by the
diagrammatic Monte Carlo [26].

VII. CONVERGENCE ISSUES AND RELATION
TO LANDAU FREE ENERGY

In the previous sections we considered the numerical
results obtained in the FLF approach based on the
perturbation series for free energy (15). We noticed that
this rather simple-to-implement method leads us to good
accuracy for comparatively high temperatures (β ≥ 10)
and for weakly-medium correlated systems U/t < 2. In
this section we address the question, to which extent the
proposed FLF perturbation scheme is convergent. To this
aim, let’s consider the applicability of the FLF scheme
to systems at lower temperatures and/or in stronger
correlated regime. In Fig. 8 we demonstrate the 0th
and the 3rd order FLF free energy approximation as the
function of fluctuating field magnitude ν for U/t = 2. One
can see that the discrepancy between these two curves
for ν → 0, seeming harmless for U/t = 1 (see Fig. 1),
seeds the divergence for U/t = 2 in this region. It makes
us unable to use the FLF perturbative approach as is for
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this regime. In this section we develop the regularization
procedure based on the idea of Landau free energy flow
which would allow us to extend the range of the method
applicability.

FIG. 8: Comparison of the 0th F (0) and 3rd F (3) order FLF
free energies with the regularized ansatz function Fa. Color
map indicates the difference ∆F between the 0th and the 3rd
order FLF free energies. The Hubbard system parameters are
U/t = 2, β = 10, the lattice size is 4× 4.

Let us consider the half-filled Hubbard cluster in
the view of phenomenological Landau theory of phase
transitions. This way, we can describe the system in
terms of the order parameter, which is the collective AF
spin Sl (5) in our case. Then we can represent the exact
partition function (2) as the double integral

Z =

∫
d3s̃

∫
s[c†,c]=s̃

e−Sh[c
†,c;s]D

[
c†, c

]
(30)

of e−Sh over Grassman variables c†, c at fixed values of
the order parameter s̃. It leads us to the definition of the
Landau free energy FL(s̃):

Z =

∫
e−βNFL(s̃)d3s̃. (31)

Reformulating the FLF transformation (6) in this spirit
we obtain

Z =

∫∫
e−βNFL(s̃)e−

βNλ
2 (s̃−s̃′)

2

d3s̃d3s̃′, (32)

where s̃′ = νλ, and we omitted the dependence on h for
the sake of shortness. Integrating this over the Grassman
variables at some given value of λ, we can rewrite this as

Z =

∫
e−βNF(s̃,λ)d3s̃, (33)

where F(s̃, λ) is a double variable function. At this
point one may notice that expressions (31)–(33) formally

describe the solution of the heat flow Cauchy problem{
(∂λ−1 −∆s̃) e

−βNF(s̃,λ) = 0,

e−βNF(s̃,λ)
∣∣
λ−1→0

= e−βNFL(s̃),
(34)

obtained by a convolution (33) of the fundamental solution
exp

(
−βNλs̃2/2

)
with the initial condition of (34). Here

λ−1 plays the role of time variable, and (2βN)−1 can be
considered as the thermal conductivity.

This observation allows us to derive the regularization
procedure based on the flow of free energy. Our aim is to
find some function F(s̃, λ) that best suits the 3rd order
FLF free energy F (3), but has a more regular behavior
at ν → 0. The backward Cauchy problem (34) is ill-
conditioned, so we will not solve it directly. Instead, we
set the initial function to be an ansatz Fa(s̃) depending
on vector of parameters a, and let it evolve through the
convolution (31). Since the physically meaningful range
of the order parameter is s̃ ≤ 1, we impose an additional
condition

e−βNF(S̃,λ)
∣∣∣
S̃>1

= 0. (35)

The particular value of a would be the one at which
Fa(S̃, λ0) is the closest to the 3rd order FLF Landau free

energy F (3)(S̃, λ0) at λ0. As a measure of similarity, we
use the loss function

Lα =

∫ ∣∣Fa(s̃, λ0)− F (3)(s̃, λ0)
∣∣2

α(∆F )2 + 1
d3s̃ → min, (36)

where

∆F = max
s̃>s̃′

∣∣∣F (3)(s̃′)− F 0(s̃′)
∣∣∣ (37)

is the disconvergence between the 0th and the 3rd order
FLF free energy, and α is the regularization constant.
The denominator of this loss function (36) is constructed
so that it reduces the contribution of the dominant
disconvergence region. In particular, we choose the value
of the α parameter such that α(∆F )2 ≈ 1. Once the
values of a are found, we will be able to use Fa the same
way as the FLF free energy to calculate observables (9).

In the particular case of negligible external magnetic
field h → 0 the Hubbard system possesses spherical
symmetry, and we can use the finite even-order polynomial
ansatz

Fa(s̃) = a0 + a2s̃
2 + ...+ a2ps̃

2p, p ∈ N. (38)

We present the results for the Fa(ν) = Fa(s̃/λ)
obtained for 4 × 4 Hubbard lattice at U/t = 2 and
β = 10 in Fig. 8. In this case, we set α = 106, and
we limited ourselves with the order of polynomial p = 5.
Nevertheless, we should mention that as the temperature
decreases, the behavior of the Landau free energy FL

becomes more complex, and the order of the polynomial
has to be increased. We also note that the problem posed
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(a) Local Green’s function (b) Local density of states

FIG. 9: Comparison of the numerical results obtained within the 3rd order FLF approximation with the regularized
approximation. Imaginary part of the local Green’s function (a) and the local density of states (b). The parameters of the
Hubbard system are U/t = 2, β = 10, the lattice size is 4× 4.

is not convex, and therefore has many local minima. To
estimate the global one, we used the SHGO method [27]
implemented in SciPy python package [28]. One can see
that the evolved ansatz function almost coincides with
the 3rd order FLF free energy F (3) for ν > 0.5, and the
divergence for ν → 0 is significantly smoother.

As an example of how this regularization manifests in
observables, we provide the numerical results for the local
Green’s function and local spectral function A(w) in Fig.
9. Comparison of the pure 3rd order FLF approximation
with the regularized approximation demonstrates that
the second one makes local Green’s function for small
imaginary frequencies iw more precise (see Fig. 9a). What
is more noteworthy, regularization approach eliminates
nonphysical pseudogap in the local spectral function in
Fig. 9b.

VIII. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work we derived the extended version of the
Fluctuating Local Field method using the perturbation
theory approach. We considered the half-filled 2D
Hubbard lattices, which are known to possess collective
spin fluctuations, as the particular example. The FLF
scheme, originally based on the exact transformation of
the partition function, introduces an auxiliary classical
fluctuating field coupled to the collective order parameter
of the system in the leading fluctuation channel. For the
system under consideration it leads to the emergence of
an effective long-range interaction λ competing with the
local interaction U . We show that for λ0 = U/2 these
two interactions form a small parameter, enabling us to
construct a regular series expansion w.r.t. U .

In order to investigate the efficiency of the proposed
FLF perturbation scheme we calculated several physical
quantities, namely Green’s function, local density of
states, and magnetic susceptibility. Comparison with
much more sophisticated DMFT method, and with the

numerically exact QMC method shows that the FLF
perturbation approach leads to good accuracy preserving
the comparative simplicity of the implementation.

To obtain physically consistent results, one should keep
in mind the range of applicability of the proposed FLF
scheme. First of all, as the series expansion is constructed
w.r.t. the powers of U , it better suits weak-coupling
regime. Nevertheless, the FLF perturbation series allows
us to go beyond the limitations of usual perturbation
schemes and leads to good accuracy even for U/t = 1.
And the proposed regularization procedure, based on the
flow of the Landau free energy, even extends the range of
applicability to U/t ≲ 2, which already falls within the
range of moderately correlated regime. Handling lattices
with larger U/t would require an FLF scheme constructed
around DMFT, which will be in the scope of our future
works.

Secondly, number of the lattice sizes should be large
enough to form a collective degree of freedom. At the
same time, the lattice should not be too large, as we
expect that fluctuations belong to a single mode. Similar
argumentation holds for the temperature range. Formally
it is reflected in a diagram hierarchy in powers of (βN)−1.
Nevertheless, we show that the limitation on the size of
the lattice can be overcome using the cluster extension of
the FLF perturbation scheme.

Regardless of the fact that we focused on the single
mode fluctuations in the spin channel in this work,
the flexibility of the FLF approach actually allows
one to describe the physics of the systems with other
types of fluctuations, both in single mode and multi
mode regimes. Describing the physics of systems with
competing fluctuation channels will be in the scope of our
future work, as well as the FLF perturbation extension
around DMFT.
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Appendix: Third order corrections

This section is dedicated to the derivation of the third order corrections to the free energy. We start from (11) and

write explicitly the third term of partition function expansion δZ3
ν coming from e−S′

int :

δZ3
ν = −1

6

∫ [
U3θθθ +

3βNU2λ

2
SlSlθθ +

3(βN)2Uλ2

4
SlSlSmSmθ +

(βNλ)3

8
SlSlSmSmSpSp

]
e−Sν

0 D
[
c†, c

]
.

(A.1)
Using the trick (12), we can rewrite this in the following form:

δZ3
ν =

[
−U3

6
⟨θθθ⟩0 −

λU2

4βN
∆ν⟨θθ⟩0 −

λ2U

8(βN)2
∆ν∆ν⟨θ⟩0 −

λ3

48(βN)3
∆ν∆ν∆ν

]
Z0

ν . (A.2)

Finally, for the third order correction to the free energy δF 3
ν we have

δF 3
ν =

U3

6
Θ3 +

λU2

2

(
−Θ′

2(F
0
ν )

′ +Θ
′2
1

)
+

λU2

2βN

(
Θ′

2

ν
+

Θ
′′

2

2

)
+ (A.3)

+
λ2U

2

(
Θ

′′

1 (F
0
ν )

′2 + 2Θ′
1(F

0
ν )

′(F 0
ν )

′′
)
+

+
λ2U

2βN

(
−2Θ′

1(F
0
ν )

′′

ν
−Θ

′′

1 (F
0
ν )

′′
+

2Θ′
1(F

0
ν )

′

ν2
− 2Θ

′′

1 (F
0
ν )

′

ν
−Θ

′′′

1 (F 0
ν )

′ −Θ′
1(F

0
ν )

′′′

)
+

+
λ2U

2(βN)2

(
Θ

(IV )
1

4
+

Θ
′′′

1

ν

)
+

+
λ3

2

(
(F 0

ν )
′2(F 0

ν )
′′2 +

(F 0
ν )

′3(F 0
ν )

′′′

3

)
+

+
λ3

2βN

(
− (F 0

ν )
′′3

3
− 2(F 0

ν )
′(F 0

ν )
′′2

ν
− 2(F 0

ν )
′3

3ν3
+

(F 0
ν )

′2(F 0
ν )

′′′

ν
+

+
2(F 0

ν )
′2(F 0

ν )
′′

ν2
− 2(F 0

ν )
′2(F 0

ν )
′′′

ν
− (F 0

ν )
′2(F 0

ν )
(IV )

2
− 2(F 0

ν )
′(F 0

ν )
′′
(F 0

ν )
′′′

)
+

+
λ3

2(βN)2

(
(F 0

ν )
′(F 0

ν )
(V )

4
+

5

12
(F 0

ν )
′′′2 − (F 0

ν )
′(F 0

ν )
′′′

ν2
+

2(F 0
ν )

′′
(F 0

ν )
′′′

ν
+

+
(F 0

ν )
′(F 0

ν )
(IV )

ν
+

(F 0
ν )

′′
(F 0

ν )
(IV )

2

)
+

+
λ3

2(βN)3

(
− (F 0

ν )
(V )

4ν
− (F 0

ν )
(V I)

24

)
.

Here βNΘ3 = 2 ⟨θ⟩0 ⟨θ⟩0 ⟨θ⟩0 − 3 ⟨θ⟩0 ⟨θθ⟩0 + ⟨θθθ⟩0, and the terms are grouped according to their extensity/intensity.
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