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Abstract

The GW approximation is a widely used framework for studying correlated materials, but it
struggles with certain limitations, such as its inability to explain pseudogap phenomena. To over-
come these problems, we propose a systematic theoretical framework for Green’s function correc-
tions and apply it specifically to the GW approximation. In this new theory, the screened potential
is reconnected to the physical response function, i.e. the covariant response function proposed in
[1], rather than using the RPA formula. We apply our scheme to calculate Green’s function,
the spectral function, and the charge compressibility in the two-dimensional Hubbard model. Our
scheme yields significant qualitative and quantitative improvements over the standard GW method

and successfully captures the pseudogap behavior.



Introduction.— Green’s function determines the single-particle spectrum, band structure,
energy, and other important properties. However, accurately calculating Green’s function
in strongly correlated systems is one of the greatest challenges and crucial problems in
condensed matter physics. One commonly used approach to evaluate Green’s function is the
approximation by truncation of Dyson’s equation|2, [3]. In particular, the GW approximation
is one of the most widely used approaches, which contains the screened effect in its self-
energy, and it has been successfully applied in metals, semimetals, nanomaterials and so
on[4Hg]. However, it also suffers from some serious shortcomings, including the absence
of satellite peaks in the spectrum, and the inability to describe the pseudogap in strongly
correlated systems[9, [10].

The pseudogap, characterized by the depletion of electronic states in the normal state
near the Fermi surface, is a phenomenon observed in many strongly correlated systems,
including copper-oxide superconductors and unitary Fermi gases.[I1HI7]. Understanding the
pseudogap is widely considered crucial for unraveling the microscopic mechanisms underlying
high-temperature superconductivity. To address the limitations of the GW approximation,
various extensions have been proposed, such as combing it with the dynamical mean-field
theory (DMFT) [18] or extending to higher-order vertex approximations in Hedin’s equation
[T9-30]. Nevertheless, these attempts have yet to fully resolve the issues related to the
pseudogap and other strongly correlated phenomena within the GW framework.

In this Letter, we propose a general framework to improve Green’s function of the existing
many-body approximation theories, which we term the post theory. We apply this scheme
to the GW approximation to obtain the post-GW theory, a significant advancement over
the conventional GW theory. Our motivation arises from the violation of the intrinsic rela-
tionships for the high-order correlation functions in the original theories due to truncation,
for example, the relation between the screened potential and the charge/spin correlation. In
the GW theory, such a relation is violated due to the vertex approximation. In Ref. [I], we
introduce the covariant theory to obtain physical charge/spin correlation functions, which
preserve the fluctuation-dissipation theorem (FDT) [31] and the Ward-Takahashi Identity
(WTI) [32]. In our post-GW theory, we replace the screened potential in the GIW Green’s
function with the physical one, which is determined by the covariant response function.

To validate the post framework, we apply the post-GW approach to 2D Hubbard mod-

els to calculate Green’s functions and compare our results with those obtained from the



Determinantal Quantum Monte Carlo (DQMC) method. Moreover, we use the Nevanlinna
analytical continuation to calculate the spectral function, demonstrating that the post-GW
approach can indeed describe the pseudogap. Finally, we calculate the compressibility on/du
and compare it with DQMC results from Ref. [33].

General formalism. —For an arbitrary exact many-body theory, it can always be ex-

pressed as:
G:F0<G7L17"'7Ln7"')7 (1)
Ln:Fn(GaLla"'7Ln7"')'

where G is the Green’s function, L, = % is the n-th functional derivative to an external

source ¢. Functional Fy presents as Dyson’s equation G~! = G ' — X[G] [34-36]. However,
such equations cannot be exactly solved for most correlated systems because they are not
closed (infinite hierarchy). Hence, we need approximations to make these equations solvable
(for example, Ly = 0 for all £ > n). The approximate equations take the form after taking

¢ — 0 (named on-shell equations):
rGtr _ F’O(Gtr7Lt1r’ . ’L%r)’
Lt — F Gtr,Ltr,-“ ,Ltr ’

1 1( 1 n) (2)

(LY = Fu(GY LY, - L),
Eqgs. are closed and can be solved. The formations for ' may differ from F in the exact
theory. It should be pointed out that, the solutions of Eqgs. (2)) are “truncated” correlations,
i.e. they are not “physical” because these correlations violate the definition L = fs%' This
feature leads to the “truncated” Green’s function being unable to obey some crucial relations
for cumulants Ly, for example, WTT and FDT [I]. Now we propose the following formalism
to calculate the physical correlations.

Next, we consider the Egs. with the source term ¢ # 0, referred to as the off-shell

equations. To obtain the physical correlation, we calculate the functional derivative with

respect to ¢ in off-shell Egs. :

¢ . .. _
G () = FEC () + Xy S L (9),
L (¢) = 6 G (9) + Xy s L (9),

| L3(9) = 2GU(0) + S0, S Ly (9).



o¢
are linear for L{°” and L}j. The Eqgs. (3) can be solved by taking the shell limit ¢ — 0.

Here we denote G = ‘SG” = L{, Ltr — L and call Eqgs. covariant equations, which

Similarly, the second-order functional derivative provides a set of linear equations about

G, Lt and one can evaluate G = 5;5); = L. We can repeat this procedure to obtain
all physical correlations 5;5;“ = L{*". We should point out that the solutions of covariant

equations are physical because they are defined through the functional derivative, satis-
fying Kubo’s formula automatically [31] (relation between the response function and the
correlation function).

The new Green’s function is proposed by replacing the L{ in Egs. by the physical
correlation Lg":

Gpost = Fo(GY, LY, -+, L), (4)
The method to obtain G presented above is called post theory for the approximation of
Eqgs. in this article. The validity of the post framework can be verified by applying it
to exactly solvable toy models (see Supplemental Material (SM) for detailed calculations).
Subsequently, we will consider its application to the GW approximation.
Hedin’s equations and GW equations for general action.—We start with a general Mat-
subara action form at finite temperature [37]:

St =— 3 / A(12) 7, (1) Toran (1, 2)100s (2)

/ (12) Za (D)V(1,2)0°(2),

where 1, ¢* are Grassmannian fields, 0%(1) = > ¥k (1)7¢,%a (1) are charge/spin oper-
ators and 7%(a = 0,z,y, z) are Pauli matrices. The Greek letters like o indicate the spin
projection. The label (1) = (x1,71) is a generalized coordinate, containing the space coor-
dinate x1, and the imaginary time coordinate 0 < 7 < 3, where § = 1/(kgT) and kg, T
are the Boltzmann constant and thermal-dynamic temperature respectively. The symbol
[ d(1) represents an integral over all space and time coordinates for a continuous system
or a summation over all lattice and time coordinates for a discrete system. The two-body
interaction is real symmetric, i.e., V(1,2) = V®(2,1). We introduce an external vector

source ¢ (1) coupled to the charge/spin operator & (1), and obtain the perturbed action

s[onud] = sl - 3[4 o et ). o)



By virtue of the grand partition function Z = [ D [¢*, ] e_S[w*’w;ﬂ, one can define the

one-body Green’s functions as

Ga1a2 1 2 <1/J012 1/101 >> ° (6)
(- ) presents for % [Dl*,¢]---e75, and D[*, )] = DyY*Dy defines the functional integral

measure. Due to the spin structure of the interaction, we denote the matrix in the spin space

as
X X
X = A : (7)
Xir Xy
and its trace is denoted by Tr[X] = X4 + X||. Then one can derive the generalized Hedin’s

equations for the action Eq.:

G (1,2) =Gy ' (1,2) —2(1,2), (8)

Go (
Z/ (34) 7°G (1,4) A°(4,2; 3)W (3,1).

where Gy is the Hartree propagator, which takes the form Gy ~'(1,2) = T'(1,2)+4 (1,2) >, 7% (1).
And v* (1) = — >, [d(3) Vo (1,3) (6°(3)) is the effective potential. Here the vertex
is obtained by Aa(l 2; 3) = 6G'(1,2)/6v*(3). The screened potential here is defined by
W (L,2) = 3, [d(3) 24
tion function P®(1,2) = [ d(34)Tr[r*G(1,3)A"(3,4,2)G(4,1)] as

VCb(B 2), and it can be simplified by introducing the polariza-

(W)™(1,2) = (V71)"™(1,2) = P(1,2). (9)
Hedin’s equations consist of Eqs. (8l9). It should be noted that there exists an exact re-
lation between the charge/spin correlation x*(1,2) = 6 (c*(1)) /d¢*(2) = (o%(1)0"(2)) —
(o°(1)) (6*(2)) and the screened potential

Wa(1,2) = V(1,2)

= / d(34) V(1,4) (4, 3)V(3,2), (10)

where we use the definitions of W, v, x.
The simplest approximation for the vertex function A%(1,2;3) ~ 7%§(1,2)0(1, 3) results

in the GW approximation with the following self-energy and polarization function:

U (1,2) == ) TGV (1L,2) W (2, 1), (11)
ab
PP (1,2) =Tr [r°G™ (1,2) °G™ (2,1)] . (12)
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FIG. 1: The Feynman diagram of the full cGW vertex function for translational invariant
systems in the momentum space. The dashed line denotes the interaction, the wave line

denotes the W, and the solid line represents the Gy, in the GW equations.

One can solve the on-shell GW equations (qg = 0) to obtain the truncated Green’s function
G' and screened potential W,.

It should be noted that according to Eq. , the screened potential W is induced by
the charge/spin correlation x® in the exact theory. However, the relation is broken
by the vertex approximation in the GW theory. By combining Eq. and Eq. , we
can find the screened potential Wy, in the GW equations is induced by the RPA correlation
xrpa = Pi/(V Py = 1):

Wrpa =V — VxrpaV. (13)

Xrpa is unphysical since it violates the basic definition x%°(1,2) = § (6%(1)) /6¢°(2) , there-
fore violates the WTT and the FDT. So our goal is to reconnect the screened potential to
the physical correlation function in the GW framework.

Post-GW approach.—In Ref.[I], we proposed the covariant GW (cGW) approach to

ab _ (o
cov T §o

in Fig.[ST], which can both preserve the FDT and the WTI within the GW framework. In the

calculate charge/spin correlation functions x Z> with the Feynman diagrams as shown

covariant scheme, all correlation functions should be defined as the response of the physical
quantity in the presence of an external potential in each many-body theory. It is consistent
with the approach for calculating the high-order correlation L{*” in the post framework.
Now we calculate the post Green’s function by using the covariant charge/spin correlation
x%  and the physical screened potential, which is the application of the post framework above
in the GW, named post-GW. To obtain Green’s function for the post-GW, the following

steps are used:

1. Solve the GW equations to get the truncated Green’s function G**, unphysical screened

potential W, and the Hartree propagator G .
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FIG. 2: The flow chart of the general post framework and the post-GW theory. For the
exact theory part, Hedin’s equation corresponds to the Egs. [I] within the general
framework. For the truncated equations part, GW equations correspond to Egs. (2. For
the covariant part, Eqs. is represented as Feynman diagrams in Fig. , and covariant
correlation x% and physical screened potential W, are provided. In the post Green’s
function calculation part, Egs. is the specific form of Eq. in the post-GW

approach.

2. Calculate the covariant vertex using G and W,,, obtaining x2°, [1].

3. Compute the physical screened potential:

Wab

post

=Y [ v a,sv )

(1,2) = V(1,2) (14)

4. Use Wy to evaluate the post Green’s function:

Gl (1,2) =G (1,2) — (1, 2),

15
Epost 1 2 ZTQGtr 1 2 bW;l:gst( ) ( )

To demonstrate the relation between the post framework and the post-GW approach, we

present the comparison in Fig.. The Hubbard model is universally acknowledged as
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a basic model of the strongly correlated systems for high-temperature superconductivity
and is expected to describe pseudogap physics([38] and references therein). Therefore, we
apply the post-GW approach to the 2D (L x L) single-band Hubbard model and test its
performance by directly comparing them with quantum Monte Carlo results.

Implementation in the Hubbard model. —Here the post-GW is used to calculate the
Green’s function, its spectral function, and the charge compressibility. The Hubbard Hamil-
tonian with the spin-dependent interaction takes the form [39]:

F==3 3 tydladie— & 3005~ n Y (16)

ij a=1, i io

where we use the relation nyny = —¢ Doy ctc® + Y3 Mo to rewrite the Hubbard
interaction form Un4ny, which can preserve the SU(2) symmetry explicitly in the many-
body calculation. Here @a creates an electron with spin « at lattice site 7. n;,, = wl,@bw
denotes the spin-resolved density operator. The hopping amplitude ¢;; between sites ¢ and
j equals t for the nearest neighbors and ¢’ for the next nearest neighbors. Unless otherwise
stated, the default values for the hopping amplitude in this paper are t = 1, ' = 0. U is the
on-site interaction and p is the chemical potential.

2D Green’s function in the Hubbard model.—We simulate 4 x 4 square clusters by GW,
post-GW, and DQMC, which is a well-known numerical exact method at half-filling without
the fermion sign problem. Green’s functions at the anti-nodal point k¥ = (m,0) for the
parameters 5 = 4,8, U = 2,4 at half-filling in imaginary time are plotted to compare their
accuracy directly. Figure [3| shows that, for all these parameters, the post-GW approach
significantly improves Green’s function, even for the immediate coupling U = 4, where the
traditional GW is regarded as performing poorly.

To provide robust evidence for the existence of the pseudogap for the immediate U at the
low temperature in the post-GW theory, we calculated the Green’s function on an 8 x8 lattice
at U = 4,T = 0.18, and obtained the spectral function by Nevanlinna analytic continuation
[40]. In Fig. 4l a comparative analysis with the spectral function derived from DQMC with
the maximum entropy method as presented in Ref. [41] reveals that, in contrast to the
poor results of the GW, the post-GW methodology successfully identifies the pseudogap at
both the nodal point & = (7,0) and antinodal point k = (7/2,7/2), consistent with the
peak positions exposed by DQMC + Maximum Entropy curves. Therefore, the post-GW

approach effectively captures the main features of the pseudogap.
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FIG. 3: Green’s functions at the antinodal point k£ = (7, 0) in imaginary time space for a
4 x 4 lattice at half-filling for DQMC, GW, and post-GW with different
parameters:(a)s =4, U = 2,(b)f =8, U =2,(c)f =4,U =4,(d)8 =8,U = 4.
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FIG. 4: Comparison of the results of the spectral functions by GW, post-GW and DQMC
+ Maximum Entropy from Ref. [41] for 8 x 8 cluster at U = 4,7 = 0.18, and half-filling at
different momenta: (a) k = (m,0), (b) k = (7/2,7/2).
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FIG. 5: Inverse charge compressibility x~! calculated by GW, post-GW and DQMC from
Ref. [33] at different dopings. (a) p = 0.2, (b) p=0.1, (¢) p=10.05, (d) p =0,

To further investigate the performance of the post-GW approach on the two-body corre-
lation functions, we apply the new approach to the calculation of the charge compressibility
X = g—z and compare it with the exact DQMC results [33], where the parameters are taken as
8 x 8 cluster, t' = —0.25, U = 6. The charge compressibility plays an important role in the
transport properties of the Hubbard model through the Nernst-Einstein relation, and the
doping dependence of the inverse compressibility y ! has similar features as the conductivity.
Fig. shows that the original GIW agrees well with the DQMC in the high-temperature
region, but differs from the DQMC qualitatively at low temperatures as the hole doping
p decreases. However, the post-GW curves not only are very close to the DQMC curves
at high temperatures but also have the same qualitative characteristics as the DQMC at
low temperatures with small hole doping p < 0.1. In particular, in the half-filling case,

the DQMC results show that the inverse compressibility has an anomalous increase as the

temperature decreases, and post-GW accurately captures such property.

Conclusions.—In summary, we propose a theoretical framework for improving Green’s
function in many-body approximation theories, termed post theory in this article, and ap-

ply it to the GW approximation, resulting in the post-GW method. This general framework
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is based on replacing unphysical higher-order correlations in the self-energy formula with co-
variant correlations. Specifically in the post-GW approach, we replace the RPA charge/spin
correlation in the GW screened potential with the corresponding covariant correlation

functions.

We apply the post-GW approach to calculate the imaginary-time Green’s function, spec-
tral function, and charge compressibility in the 2D Hubbard model. By comparing with the
original GW and the exact DQMC results, it is found that post-GW can give significantly
better results than GW in both qualitative and quantitative aspects for various physical
quantities. In particular, our spectral function calculations reveal that the post-GW ap-
proach can capture the pseudogap, which indicates that the GW framework is not incapable
of describing the physics of the pseudogap but only needs suitable refinement. We can also
apply the post-GW to the 3D Hubbard model, which was recently experimentally studied
in the cold atom system [42], and observe the pseudogap phase which is referred to as the

paramagnetic Mott state.

In the future, this framework can be expanded to investigate a wide range of correlated
systems, including those exhibiting pseudogap phenomena. For example, in the unitary
fermion gas, a superconducting pseudogap exists above the phase transition temperature
[13), 14}, [16], 17]. Furthermore, the post framework has the potential to enhance the accuracy
of various many-body approximation methods, making it a versatile tool for future research

in strongly correlated physics.
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Supplemental Material

HEDIN’S EQUATION AND GW APPROXIMATION FOR GENERALIZED AC-
TION

For a generalized action with spin-dependent interaction

Z/ (12)85, ()T, (1, 20, (2) / (12 Za HV(1,2)0%(2), (1)

0102

we consider the perturbation of the system by an external vector source .J| (1):

St*, . J) = Sl ] - Z/ 1).Je(1)0"(1). 2)

where 0(1) = >_, o ¥5 (1)75, 5,95 (1), a,b = 0,2,y, 2. Using the grand partition function

1= [ Dl pleste, g
we can define Green’s function and higher-order correlation function
Garan(1,2) = (U3, (2)Ya, (1)), (4)
and
Gt hnangns (1:2:3,4) = (U2, (2, (103, (4)2,(3)) (5)

where [ D[i*, 9] is the functional integral measure and the ensemble average is defined by
(-+) = %fDW*W]'“e_S-
Using the invariance of functional integral measure under the infinitesimal translation

transform of the Fermionic fields,

° / D[mw*]&/}f(l) (05, (2)e 50, (6)

the Dyson - Schwinger equation can be given by:

0= 1 2 71,02 Z/ 0105 1 3 G0302(372)

ab (2)
+Z Z / 01517-)\373‘/ (1 3)G 10273)\3(1’2’3’3)

ab B1A3vs

- Z Z Ja(l)Tgl,Bl Gﬁ102<17 2)
a B



With the definition , the two body correlator can be expressed as the derivative of G with

respect to J:

5G01U2(17 2) a (2) a
5Ja(3> = Z 70353G0102530c3<1’ 27 3’ 3) - G0102(17 2) <J (3» ) (8)

azfiz

Due to the spin structure of the interaction, we denote the matrix in the spin space as

X X
X: ™ ™ ' (9)
Xy Xy

Then the Hartree propagator is given by
H7'(1,2) = T(1,2) +6(1,2) Y *v*(1), (10)

and the effective potential v%(1) is defined by:

(1) = = [ d@) v, a) @) + (), (1)
b
Combine Egs. and , one can obtain:
0G(1,2)
1,2)r° = H 2) TV (1, 12
2= [aw~0.966.2 -3 [aevens s 2
For convenience, one can define the vertex function
0G~ (1 2)
A%(1,2 ; 1
A°(1,2.3) = el (13)
and the screened interaction,
dv*(1)
®(1,2) = / d(3)Vb(2 : 14
we(1,2) Z V2357 (14)
Notice the identity:
oG Gt
57 _G—(U G, (15)
the derivative for Green’s function can be expressed as:
5G(1, 2 ov°(6)
(4 (1,4)A(4, : 1
G Z/ 56)G,.,,(1,4)A%(4,5,6)G(5, )M 3) (16)
Then substituting Eq. to Eq. leads to:
.2 = [ )+ 3 [ A0 G5)N 5,6 DG W0, 1)
(17)



Combining Eqs., one arrives at the following equation

We(1,2) = / d(4567)V(1,4)Tr[r G (4,6)A%(6,7,5)W(5,2)G(7,4)] + V*(1,2),

(18)
which can be rewritten as:
W)1,2) = (0,2 - [ BTG NG ADE ). (1)
The inverse of G, H, W,V used above is defined by:
[i@o26 e =503
[a@u0.2m7 0. = 50.3)
Z/d(3)W“C(1,3)(W1)Cb(3,2) = §(1,2)6%,
> / d(3)Vo(1,3)(VH(3,2) = 6(1,2)5%. (20)

So, with functional derivative, we can derive the following set of generalized Hedin’s

equations:
Q_I(L 2) = ﬂ_l(la 2) - 2(17 2)7
512 ==Y [d)re a6 2 9w,

(W1)h(1,2) = (V-)(1,2) — P™(L,2),
Pob(1,2) = / A3 TrG(1,3)A°(3,4,2)G(4, 1),

H7'(1,2) = T(1,2) +6(1,2) ) 7*0"(1),

V(1) = - / 4(4) S V(L A Trr G (4, 4)],

G7'(1,2)
v(3)

The corresponding GW equations can be obtained by simplification of the vertex func-

A"(1,2,3) = (21)

tions:

A%(1,2,3) ~ 6(1,2)3(1, )z (22)
The polarization function and the self-energy then becomes:

(1,2) == 7G(1L,2)r"W™(2,1) (23)



P(1,2) = Tr[z"G(1,2)r°G(2,1)]. (24)

COVARIANT GW THEORY

For the generalized Hartree approximation, which only contains Hartree self-energy in
Eq , the two-body correlation function obtained by RPA formula can preserve the FDT
and WTT (the vertex at the two-body level only contains the first two diagrams in Fig. .
However, the higher-order approximation, such as GW, cannot preserve both the FDT and
the WTI when using the RPA formula to calculate the two-body correlation.

According to the FDT, the two-body correlation functions should be defined as the re-
sponse of the physical quantity in the presence of an external potential, which we refer to
as the covariant scheme. The scheme for calculating a general connected two-body correla-
tion function xxy(1,2) = (X(1)Y(2)), within the GW framework, where X,Y are binary
composite operators, is formulated as follows.

First, one adds the corresponding source term to the action, S[y* ¥;¢| = S[¢*, ¢] —
[ d(1)¢(1)X (1) and the correlation can be obtained by xxy(1,2) = SY2) - Then, write

d¢(1)
down the off-shell GW equations (keep ¢ # 0), and calculate the functional derivative of the

GW equations with respect to ¢. Finally, let the source ¢ tend to 0 to obtain the on-shell
results. Although we restrict our discussion to the GW, this scheme can also be applied to
different many-body approaches.

We consider the calculation of a generally connected two-body correlation function
xxy(1,2) =(X (1) Y (2)) — (X (1)) (Y (2)), where X,Y are local binary operators and take
the form

XU =3 [ d23)00,2) K (1,2,3)00, ). 25

Q203

The expression for the kernel K depends on the operator X. As for the spin operator, the
kernel K for 0%(1) = Zala,l . (1)7‘51a,1wa/1(1) is:

aq

Koa.00.05(1,2,3) = 0(1,2)d(1,3) (26)

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

action becomes

swammzswaw—/ﬁuwwnxu» (27)
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e (o Dm0

FIG. S1: The Feynman diagram of the full cGW vertex function in Eq. for translation

invariant systems.

The additional term [ d (1) ¢ (1) X (1) is explicitly expressed as

/d(123) D W ({0 (3) Kxiana(3:1.2)} das (2). (28)

Qo2

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

T(1,26)=T(12)+ / A(3)0(3)K y (3,1,2). (20)

The functional derivative of the off-shell GW equations with respect to the external
source ¢ leads to the covariant GW (cGW) equations. The equation involves the full vertex

function [4(1,2,3) = %((;)’2), which consists of 5 terms shown in Fig.

+Lyar1(1,2,3) + Ly ara(1,2,3). (30)

Here, the bare vertex 5 depends on the operator X, and is calculated through

_ 0T(1,2;9)
1¢(1, 2,3) = “003)

— Kx(3,1,2). (31)

In the charge/spin response case, X* = ¢% the bare vertex takes the form 1¢(1,2,3) =
7%0(1,2)6(1,3). The “bubble” vertex is induced by the Hartree self-energy, i.e. L'yy =
—03n/d¢, and takes the form:

L,u(1,2,3) = —5(1,2)Z/d(456)TCVCd(1,4)Tr[TdQ(4, 5)L,(5,6,3)G(6,4)]. (32)

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

of the first two terms in Eq. (30). The Maki-Thompson-like (MT) vertex and two distinct

5



Aslamazov-Larkin-like (AL) vertices are induced by the self-energy, i.e., I'y = —0%/d¢,

representing the vertex corrections beyond the RPA, and take the form:

Lynr(1,2,3) Z/ (45)7°G(1,4)L4(4,5,3)G(5,2) 7" W*(2,1), (33)
Loan(L2:3) = = 3 [ d(s67)°GL 2 W (LW e(5.2
cdef
x Tr [1°G(4,6)L4(6,7,3)G(7,5)r' G(5,4)] , (34)

Lyaa(1,2,3) Z/ (4567)7°G(1, 2)TW (1, 4)W'(5,2)
cdef

X Tr [£°G(4,5)17 G (5, 6)T,(6,7,3)G(7,4)] (35)

Finally, let ¢ — 0 and solve the self-consistent equations to obtain the

full vertex function L.

Since the average (Y (2)) is a function of the Green’s function G, the two-body correlation

function xxy(1,2) can be obtained by the vertex L';:

Y e ="5 o)

= / d(34)Tr {KX(1,3,4)5Q(4’ 3)

59(2)
= —/d(3456)Tr [Kx(1,3,4)G(4,5)L4(5,6,2)G(6,3)] . (36)

For example, when calculating the spin-spin correlation x2*(1,2) = (¢*(1)0”(2)), the above

equation can be simplified as:

1,2) = - [[dl56)T [£°G1L5)L 5.6,2G(6.1)]. (37)

Such response functions satisfy the FDT by definition, and the preserving of the WTT is

proven in the next subsection.



IMPLEMENTATION IN THE TWO-DIMENSIONAL HUBBARD MODEL
Fourier transformation for a translational invariant lattice

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

to simplify our equations. The Fermionic array X takes the form
ZXF ) & (k,1—2), (38)
and the Bosonic array Xp takes the form

ZXB )€ (k,1—2). (39)

Here the transformation kernels £ and &g are defined as

mk+l

gF (k‘, 1 — 2) 1k (#1— 12) —i (Li— 12) (40)

Eg (k, 1 — 2) = eFB1-P2)g 15 (h-12), (41)

respectively. Here N = BL?, k = (E, mk> and m;, takes the integer value from 0 to M — 1.
Note that the transformation of the T-term is

T (k) = {_i (e7imCmit D/ 1y (,;;) N u] ) (42)

with e (lg> the non-interacting dispersion. For the two-dimensional Hubbard model, ¢ (E) =

—2t (cos k,, + cos k) with ¢ the nearest-neighbor hopping strength.

GW and covariant GIWW equations in Fourier space

Note that the one-body Green’s function G and the self-energy ¥ are Fermionic arrays,
and the dynamical potential W and the polarization P® are Bosonic arrays. It is easy to

derive the GW equations in Fourier space

G k)y=T"(k)—Zy (k) =X (k),

S (k) = ——ZT“G (k+q) W™ (q),
(W*l)“" (¢) = <V* )“b< ) — P (q),
P (q ZTr TG (q+ k) 7°G (q)] - (43)



To derive the covariant GW equations in Fourier space, we first make ansatz for the

vertex function

(1,2,3) = ZF p.qQ) & (k,1—2)E(q,1—3).

p.q

Then one obtains

L(p,g) =7®:q) + Ly q) + Lyr (9, 0) + Lara (:9) + Lara (0:9) -
The bare vertex is
q) = Z / d(ee') z%(e,€) %" (=€) glae
The bubble vertex is

L) = 5 V0 T G+ ) L (k) G ).

The MT vertex is
1

Ly (P, q) = _NZZ TG+ k+qL(p+kqGp+k) ' W* (k).

cd k
The two AL vertices are

1
Lai (k,q) = TN Z ZICQ (p+ g+ k) TWE (k + q) W (k)
cdef kk'

X Tr [T°G (k+ kK +¢)L(k+ K, G(k+K)T/G(K)],

1
Care (k,q) = Y Z ZICQ (p+q+ k) W (k + q) We (k)
cdef kk'

x Tr [zeg(k‘ +q+K)T'G(K +q L (K,q)G (k/)]

The diagrammatics for these vertices are presented in Fig. [ST]

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

Crpa (,9) = 7 (P 0) + Z Z 7V (q) Tr [2G (k + q) Typa (k,q) G (k)] .

(44)

(47)

(48)

(49)

(51)

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

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

but the AL vertices are neglected.



GW and covariant GW equations for the 2D Hubbard model

For the 2D Hubbard model, T (k) takes the form T (k)7° and V' (k) takes the form
I%6% with a, b taking values of x,y, z. To find the paramagnetic solutions, we can make the

ansatz

G (k) =G (k)1°, X (k) =X (k) 1’ (52)

and

W (k) = W (k) 6, P (k) = P (k) §™. (53)

The GW equation is then simplified as

P(Q):/T/ZG(P+k)G(p)- (54)

The simplification of the covariant GW equations related to the species of correlation
functions. We take the spin-spin correlation function as an example here. The spin-spin

correlation function x% (p) relates to the vertex function through
ZTr (p+a) I (¢,p) G (q)7"] . (55)

Here I'* refers to the vertex function corresponding to the spin operator ¢®. By the ansatz
T%(q,p) = °T (¢, p), the spin-spin correlation function x% (p) = —26*G (p+ q) T (p,q) G (q),

and the equation for the vertex function is simplified as

I'(p,q) =7 q) +Tu®q) +Tur (p,q) + Tars (p,q) + Tarz (p,q), (56)

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

i (pg) = 5 S G U+ )T (.0 G (8), (57)
the MT vertex
T (p,q) = Z (p+k+q)T(p+kq)Gp+k)W(k), (58)

k



and two AL vertices

kk'

FALl(p,q):A%ZG(erquk)W(k+q)G(k+k’+q)P(k+l{:’,q)G(/{:Jrk;’)G(k/)W(k),
)

Ttz (p,0) = 15 S G+ + B)W (k+0) G (kK + )G (K + )T (F,0) G (¥) W ().
kk’
(60)

The Details for the Post-GW theory for Fermionic Toy Model
Fermionic Toy Model and the FExact solution

Our starting point here will be the following “free energy” as a function of the Grass-

mannian variable W, U*:

S = a(yir + Piby) + byl (61)

Here, g represents “couplings” for the Hubbard-like interaction, and the external source
J will be used to calculate correlations and derive Hedin’s equation. The exact partition

function is:

2= [ avaviaviduies (62)
According to the properties of the Grassmannian variables, we can rewrite the exponential
term as
e =1 — a(Wiy + ¥1y) — Wiy + e (Wivnddy). (63)
So the partition function can be evaluated exactly:
7 = —b+ad. (64)
Here we use the relation:
/ dpy =1
/ dip =0 (65)

Similarly, we can obtain the exact Green’s function:

G = (wiun) = [ Dlwvlgine
a

1
—ZzC0="ao (66)
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Hedin’s equation and the GW equations

Firstly, we write a more general action

Stwtvl = - [ A2 T2 + ;5 [da2p0VLee, (o)

where 1 = a, [d(1) = >, p(1) = ¥*(1)¥(1), and T(1,2) = —ada,a,, V(1,2) = bla, 5, in

the toy model. Therefore, The partition function and the Green’s function takes the form:

z = [ plwrstest, (69)

6(1,2) = (" 2)w(V) = 5 [ DR vl @w(e . (69)
To construct the Hedin’s equation, we need to introduce the source term in the action:
St i ) = Sl - [ dW I 0u(), (70)

The invariance of the functional integral measure D[1)*1)] under the infinitesimal variation

of field yields:

/D[ww*](sl/}f(Q) (w*(1>€*5[1/)*’1/);ﬂ) ) (71)

Then one can obtain the Dyson - Schwinger equation

ML%=/ﬂ$ﬂL$ﬂ&%+ﬂDﬂL%—/Q@VWN%MDW@WBD- (72)

One can use

0G(1,2 . .
S = T (3)9(E) - 61.2)6(3.3) (73)
to decompose the high-order correlations. Then one can rewrite the Eq. as:
0G(1,2
5(1,2) = /d(3)H1(1,3)G(3,2) - /d(3)V(1,3)M. (74)
6J(3)
Here the Hartree propagator H is defined as
H™(1,2) =T(1,2) + §(1,2)v(1), (75)
and the density-weighted effective potential v is:
o(1) = J(1) — /d(2)V(1,2)G(2,2) (76)



To obtain the Hedin’s equation, we need to introduce the vertex function

A(1,2,3) = (SGé_U—(%Q) (77)
and the screened potential
W(1,2) = / d(3)§3((?) V(2,3). (78)

With the definition of the effective potential v and the vertex A, the screened potential can

be written in terms of the Green’s function and vertex:

W(L,2) :/d(:s)gz((;)v& 3)

—v(1,2) / (? f)wz,g)
0G(4,4) dv(5)
v (1,2) / BV (LT 5J(3)V(2,3)
_Vv(1,2)+ / d(4567)V (1, 9)G(4, 6)A (6,7, 5)G(7, )W (5, 2). (79)

Combine Eq. (74[78[76][7577), one can obtain the Hedin’s equation:
“H(1,2) =H7(1,2) - 2(1,2),
/ d(s A(3,2, )W (4,1),
H7(1,2) =T(1,2) + 6(1, 2)v(1),
o(1) =J(1) - /d(2)V(1,2)G(2,2),
W(1,2) =V-1(1,2) — /d(34)G(1,3)A(3,4, 2)G(4,1). (80)

One can fine the exact relation between the screened potential W and the high-order corre-

lation x(1,2) = (p(1)p(2)) — (p(1)) {p(2)):

W(1,2) :/d(?))g;((?)v@,?))

=V(1,2) —/d(34)V(1,4)5J(3)V(2,3)
=V (1,2) — /d(34)V(1 4)x(4,3)V(2,3). (81)

The lowest-order approximation A(1,2,3) ~ §(1,2)d(1,3) would lead to the GW equations,

whose self-energy and screened potential take the form:
%(1,2) = —GU(1,2)W)(2, 1), (82)

12



(WEN=1(1,2) = V71(1,2) — G*)(1,2)G*)(2,1) (83)

Here we use label (tr) to denote that the GW equations are ”truncated”, not exact. And

the GW equations can be explicitly written as:

(G")a) = (H")o) + G WG,

alon?

(Htr)(;ll = —a+ Vay
Voy = ¢a1 - Zg(sald:ngy
as

(Wtr);ll(m = 1/95011512 - 50410¢2G21G(txrl'

One can notice that the GW equations here can also be applied to lattice systems, like

the Hubbard model if the label (1) contains the time, space coordinates, and other freedom.

Post-GW FEquations for the Toy Model

According to the post framework, the high-order correlations should be recalculated to be
"physical”. Here, the only high-order correlation function in the GW equations is density
correlation y(1,2), which is hidden in the screened potential. So what we should do, is
calculate the” physical” x(1,2) to obtain the ”physical” screened potential W. Here we
use the source term — [ d(1).J(1)y*(1)¥(1) in the original action again. According to our

covariant framework, we need to add the source to the free term in the action:
T(1,2;J)=T(1,2)+ J(1)6(1,2). (84)

Using the new free term 7°(1,2; J), we can obtain the GW equations with a non-zero source
directly, called off-shell GW equations. Then the functional derivative over the source .J

in off-shell GW equations would give the covariant two-body vertex with the definition

13



I'(1,2,3) = %b_}@ The covariant equations are:

I'=~+Tu+Tur+TaL (85)
v(1,2,3) = 6(1,2)d(1, 3)

I'u(1,2,3) = —5(1,2)/d(4)V(1,4)G(4,4,3)

Tur(1,2,3) = G(1,2,3)W(2,1)

TaL(1,2,3) = G¥(1,2)W (2,1, 3)

G(1,2,3) = % _ _/d(45)G“(1,4)F(4,5,3)0“(5,2)
W(1,2,3) = %&2) = —/d(45)W“(1,4)FW(4,5,3)W”(5,2)

Ty = —G(1,2,3)GY(2,1) — G™(1,2)G(2,1,3)

Solving these covariant equations, one can obtain the vertex I', and the correlation x(1,2)

can be calculated through:

Xphy (1,2) = %((12’)1) = —/d(34)G“(1,3)F(3,4, 2)G"™(4,1). (86)

Such x defined by functional derivative is the ”physical” correlation function due to the

Kubo formula. Then, we use the Eq. to obtain the renormalized screened potential:
Wr(1,2) = V(L.2) - [ dEOVL D3V (87)

Finally, we can simulate the Green’s function for the post-GW:

G;olst(lv 2) = Ht_r1(17 2) - E1Dost(1a 2)
Ypost(1,2) = —GY(1,2)WP*(2,1) (88)

The key procedure here is using the physical correlation x.., to calculate the post-screened
potential T/Post,

We compare the post-GW Green’s function Gpes; with the G™** and G* from the GIW
theory. Fig. shows that Green’s function of the approximate theory is much closer to
the exact result after the post correction. The results from this toy model can preliminarily

show the validity of the post theory and we will consider a more complex model subsequently.
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FIG. S2: Green’s function obtained by different approaches for an exact solvable model:

exact solution (red solid), GW (blue dotted), post-GW (green dashed).

BENCHMARK RESULTS FOR CHEMICAL POTENTIAL DEPENDENCE OF
THE PARTICLE DENSITY

We study the chemical potential dependence of the particle density obtained from the
post-GW Green’s function n = Tr[G(z = 0,7 = 0)]. Fig. [S3| shows that the original GIW
method deviates substantially from the exact DQMC results when the hole doping p < 0.2,
while the post-GW can significantly correct this deviation in this region. In particular, in
Fig. (d), where the DQMC result shows a plateau near half-filling indicating a Mott-
Hubbard gap phase due to strong antiferromagnetic fluctuation, only post-GW can capture

this feature, while GW fails obviously.

BENCHMARK RESULTS FOR CHARGE COMPRESSITIBILITY

To provide a more comprehensive analysis of the post-GW approach on the charge com-

pressibility xy = g_Z’ we add more detailed results in Fig. As shown in Fig. , the
original GW method aligns well with the DQMC results at high temperatures but diverges

qualitatively at lower temperatures as the hole doping p decreases. In contrast, the post-
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Density

0.7 A1

Density

FIG. S3: The chemical potential dependence of the particle density for DQMC, GW and
post-GW at different parameters
() =4,U =2,b)8=8,U =2,(c)f=4,U =4,(d) =8,U = 4.

GW approach not only closely matches the DQMC curves at high temperatures but also

maintains similar qualitative features to the DQMC results at low temperatures, particularly

when the hole doping p < 0.1.
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(a) (b) p=0.30 (c) p=0.25 (d) p=0.20
20 20 20 20
- 15 15 - 15 « 15
> > >
10 010 10 DQMC —— 10 DQMC —— 10 DQMC ——
0.05 —— GW —— GW —— GW ——
5 post-GW, p= 0.00 —— 5 post-GW —— 5 post-GW —— 5 post-GW ——
0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5
TIt Tit Tit Tit
f
@ p=0.15 0 p=0.10 (9 p=0.05 p=0.00
20 20 20 20
- 15 15 - 15 « 15
> > >
10 DQMC —— 10 DQMC —— 10 DQMC —— 10 DQMC
GW —— W —— W —— W ——
pOSt-GW —— pOSt-GW —— pOSt-GW —— pOSt-GW ——
0.0 25 5.0 7.5 0.0 25 5.0 7.5 0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 0.0 25 5.0 7.5
TIt Tit Tit Tit

FIG. S4: Inverse charge compressibility x ! calculated by GW, post-GW and DQMC
simulations. (a) the curves of the post-GW at different dopings. (b) (h) The comparisons of the
GW, post-GW, and DQMC at dopings p = 0.3,0.25,0.2,0.15,0.1,0.5, 0.
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