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In this work we study self-consistent solutions in one-dimensional lattice models obtained via
many-body perturbation theory. The Dyson equation is solved in a fully self-consistent manner
via the algorithmic inversion method based on the sum-over-pole representation (AIM-SOP) of
dynamical operators. We start by validating our self-consistent AIM-SOP implementation by taking
as test case the one-dimensional Hubbard model. We then move to the study of antiferromagnetic
and charge density wave solutions in one-dimensional lattice models, taking into account a long-
range Coulomb interaction between the electrons. Complementary, by solving the Sham-Schliiter
equation, we can compute the non-interacting Green’s function reproducing the same charge density
of the interacting system. In turn, this allows for the evaluation of the derivative discontinuity in
the Kohn-Sham potential, which gives a measure of how the Kohn-Sham gap approximates the

many-body fundamental gap of these systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

One-dimensional systems constitute an optimal play-
ground to study the effect of electronic correlations at
a reduced computational cost with respect to systems of
higher dimensionality. A recent study of one-dimensional
hydrogen chains [1] has shown how the presence of long-
range Coulomb repulsion between the electrons can give
rise to a rich phase diagram, including antiferromag-
netic (AFM) domains and metal-to-insulator (MIT) tran-
sitions. Furthermore one-dimensional quasi-metals con-
stitute a prototypical example of Peierls transitions [2],
where a periodic lattice distortion destabilizes the metal-
lic phase leading to an insulating state with a lower total
energy.

However it has been recently pointed out that the
same systems can host a purely electronic charge density
wave (CDW) that does not involve a structural symmetry
breaking [3]. This electronic CDW, which destabilizes the
one-dimensional quasi-metal by opening a small energy
gap could be related to an excitonic mechanism [4, 5].
However studies performed on one-dimensional Hubbard
chains [6] have shown that an approximate treatment of
the electron-electron repulsion can lead to unphysical so-
lutions with a broken symmetry ground state [7, 8]: this
is the case of antiferromagnetic (AFM) solutions found
via many-body perturbation theory [9-11], while an an-
alytical treatment of one-dimensional Hubbard clusters
predicts a non-magnetic (NM) ground state [12, 13] (also
referred to as a paramagnetic (PM) state in the litera-
ture [8]).
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In the framework of MBPT, the information about the
charged excitations of the interacting system is encoded
in the one-particle Green’s function (GF), with the effect
of the electronic interaction described by the non-local
and dynamical self-energy operator ¥(w). For conserv-
ing approximations [14, 15], the MBPT problem can also
be recast in a functional formulation via the Luttinger-
Ward [16] and Klein [17] functionals, which ultimately re-
quire the Dyson equation to be solved in a self-consistent
way. Despite the potential of MBPT, density functional
theory (DFT) [18] in its Kohn-Sham formulation (KS-
DFT) [19] is still one of the mostly used tools in elec-
tronic structure calculations [20]. The bridge between
the MBPT framework and the KS-DFT formalism is
given by the Sham-Schliiter equation (SSE) [21, 22] that
allows one to compute the local Kohn-Sham exchange-
correlation potential once the self-consistent GF and its
corresponding self-energy are known. Although this ap-
proach is still seldom adopted, the SSE is mostly solved
in its linearized form [23].

Recently, Chiarotti et al. [24-26] have exploited sum-
over-poles (SOP), i.e. meromorphic (and rational) func-
tions of the frequency having only simple (first order)
poles, to represent dynamical propagators. Similar con-
structions have also been employed, e.g., in Refs. [27-
29]. Moreover, in Refs. [24-26], the SOP representation
is combined with the algorithmic inversion method (AIM-
SOP) providing an in-principle exact way of solving the
Dyson equation at all frequencies by means of the di-
agonalization of a linear eigenvalue problem in a larger
space [30]. Similar approaches have been used in the con-
text of DMFT, GW, and Bethe-Salpeter equation [31-
35]. In addition, the AIM-SOP framework can also be
exploited [36] to provide a fully analytical way of evalu-
ating the Klein functional [17].



In this work we study self-consistent solutions of the
Dyson equation as resulting from different self-energy ap-
proximations in a MBPT context. We apply the frame-
work to one-dimensional lattice models, also including
long-range interactions beyond the local Hubbard repul-
sion. Additionally, we also solve the (non-linearized)
SSE and evaluate the derivative discontinuity of the
Kohn-Sham potential. Technically, we make use of the
AIM-SOP framework in order to implement a fully self-
consistent solution of the Dyson equation, to analyti-
cally evaluate the ®[G] terms of the Klein functional,
and to solve the SSE. Our results show that the AIM-
SOP framework is capable of solving self-consistently the
Dyson equation in a stable and accurate way for the sys-
tems considered, obtaining an excellent agreement with
Refs. [7, 28, 29]. Physically, when a long-range electronic
repulsion is introduced in the model, both AFM or CDW
solutions can be found depending on the strength of the
non-local interaction term, consistently with the results
of Refs. [1, 3]. By solving the SSE problem, we also find
that the KS potential displays a significant derivative dis-
continuity when CDW solutions are found, in agreement
with Ref. [37].

This manuscript is organized as follows: in Sec. II we
give an overview of the MBPT formalism. In Sec. III we
explain how the Dyson equation is solved in a fully self-
consistent way via the AIM-SOP procedure. In Sec. IV
we test the accuracy and performance of the AIM-SOP
procedure using one-dimensional Hubbard chains as test
case and we compare our results against those of other
authors. In Sec. V we study the presence of broken
symmetry (AFM and CDW) solutions in periodic one-
dimensional lattices in presence of a non-local electron-
electron repulsion. Additional and complementary de-
tails are reported in the Appendixes and in the Supple-
mental Material [38].

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
A. MBPT Theory

The one-body Green’s function [9-11] is a dynamical
operator that allows one to evaluate expectation values of
one-body observables, charged excitations (one particle
spectrum), and total energies, e.g. through the Galitskii-
Migdal (GM) formula [39] or the Luttinger-Ward and
Klein functionals [16, 17]. In this work we focus on
zero-temperature systems at equilibrium. Starting from
a non-relativistic independent-particle Hamiltonian hg,
with the non-interacting Green’s function Gy written as

Go(w) = [wI —ho] ™", (1)

the effect of the electron-electron interaction term v is
taken into account through the introduction of the self-
energy Y (w), which is in general a non-local and dynam-
ical operator. The GF of the interacting system is then

obtained from the Dyson equation
G(w) = [wl —ho — 2(w)] . (2)

Approximations to the self-energy (SE) operator can
be obtained, e.g., within MBPT, where the SE can be
diagrammatically defined by considering selected classes
of diagrams. In this regard, Baym and Kadanoff [14, 15]
have shown that conserving approximations for ¥ = X[G]
are obtained when one can introduce a functional ®[G]
such that

50[G]

S[G] = 2mi— = (3)

Examples of these functionals are given by the Luttinger-
Ward [16] and Klein [17] functionals. We will focus on
the latter, which is given in terms of G by:

Ek[G] =Tr,Ln {Gy'G} + Tr, {hoGo} (4)
+Tr, {I — Gy'G} + @[G].

While these functionals assume in general different val-
ues [40, 41] for a generic G, they all return the ground
state total energy at their stationary points. Notably,
the G that makes the functional stationary is obtained
by solving a self-consistent Dyson equation, where the SE
depends on G via Eq. (3). Here and in the following the
Tr,, symbol denotes the operation of taking the frequency
integration of the trace of the operator considered. It is
also helpful to stress that the ® functional can be built
through a non-diagrammatic and non-perturbative pro-
cedure [42], thereby being well suited to study broken
symmetry solutions of systems in the strong correlation
regime. The self-energy approximations considered in
this work are the Hartree-Fock (HF), second Born (2B),
and GW approximations. Their SOP representation is
reported in Appendix A.

B. Bridging MBPT and KS-DFT frameworks

As stated in Sec. I, it is possible to bridge MBPT and
KS-DFT via the SSE. One defines the KS GF through
the use of a local and static potential vk g(r) via

Grs(w) = [wl —hg —vks] ™ ". (5)
The local potential vig(r) is determined in such a way
to reproduce the same charge density of the interacting

system. This is obtained by solving the following Sham-
Schliiter equation (SSE) [21, 22]:

dw
/drl/%61“0+GKS(r7r1;w)va(rl)G(rl,r;w) =

dw
/dmdrz/fw.ewo+ {GKS(I.’I'HW)X
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E[G](rl,rg;w)G(rg,r;w)}, (6)



where the dependence of the SE on the self-consistent GF
is highlighted. Since the potential vxg is defined up to
a constant, corresponding to a rigid energy shift leaving
the density unchanged, we require Gixg and G to share
the same Fermi level.

Furthermore the evaluation of Ggg through Eq. (5)
allows one to determine the value of the discontinuity
A, in the KS potential for a given SE approximation at
the MBPT level [22, 43]. This space-independent quan-
tity relates the energy gap Efs of the KS system to the
physical fundamental gap, i.e. the quasiparticle energy
gap E®F evaluated at the MBPT level

EQP — BES = A, = olf) — i), (7)

with U%S) being the KS potential associated to an in-
finitesimal increase or decrease in the number of parti-
cles.

In passing, we notice that a linearized version of the
SSE, where the self-consistent G is replaced by Gig ev-
erywhere (also in the self-energy dependence) has been
originally proposed by Casida [23] and it is used in
the context of optimized effective potential (OEP) ap-
proaches [10, 44-47]. A dynamical generalization of the
SSE has also been proposed by Gatti et al. [48] and it
has been shown to be flexible enough to reproduce the
spectral density of interacting systems [45, 48-50]. The
SOP expression for the linear system defined by Eq. (6)
is reported in Appendix B.

III. THE AIM-SOP APPROACH
A. Sum-over-pole and algorithmic inversion

In the context of Green’s function methods, the SOP
representation of propagators or dynamical operators is
a meromorphic representation, typically involving only
simple poles. This has been recently exploited in Ref. [24]
to study the homogeneous electron gas, and also used in
combination with localized GW in a first-principles con-
text [25, 26]. Analogous meromorphic constructions have
also been employed elsewhere when dealing with Green’s
function methods [27-29, 51]. In particular, the work of
Engel and Farid [27] shows how the SOP representation
can also be seen as a truncated Lehmann representation.
In Refs. [24-26] the SOP representation is combined with
an algorithmic inversion method (AIM-SOP) to solve the
Dyson equation exactly and at all frequencies. In the
AIM-SOP approach the non-linear eigenvalue problem
(NLEP) described by the Dyson equation is recast into
a linear eigenvalue problem in a larger space. The same
AIM-SOP approach allows one to evaluate analytically
the Klein functional and the RPA correlation energy [36].
In this section, based on the work of Refs. [24, 26, 36], we
give a self-contained description of the AIM-SOP frame-
work.

Adopting a lattice representation, which is the focus
of this work, with ¢ and j denoting site indices, the in-
teracting GFs and the self-energy are expressed as

Gul) =30 T ®)

rm

with simple poles z; and €2,,, and residues defined by
the matrix elements A7, and I'J}, respectively. Regard-
ing the GF, the SOP representation then coincides with
the Lehmann spectral representation [52] of a dynamical
propagator of a finite system with discrete one-particle
excitations, for which the singularities of the GF are iso-
lated and do not merge into a branch cut on the real
axis. In passing we stress that, at variance with Refs. [24—
26|, we only consider propagators having real poles, while
the AIM-SOP framework allows one to treat the general
case of complex valued poles. With real poles, the time-
ordering of propagators can be defined once a Fermi level
u is specified [9-11, 53], by setting, e.g. for the Green’s
function, zs = €s+isgn(u—es)n, with ¢, € Randn — 0%,

The advantage of working with a meromorphic repre-
sentation of dynamical operators is that several quanti-
ties of interest can be evaluated analytically. For instance
the matrix elements of the one-body reduced density ma-
trix v;; can be determined from

occ

dw .0+ s
v = [ e ) = YAy, (10
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where the sum is restricted over the “occupied” poles of
the dynamical operators — i.e. the poles at energies be-
low the Fermi level of their respective operator. Similar
expressions are easily obtained for the spectral function
A;j(w) [9-11] and for the Galitskii-Migdal formula [39).
In addition, a dynamical convolution of two SOP opera-
tors is still a SOP operator [24] and its structure in terms
of poles and residues can be determined analytically. As
stated before, and following Refs. [24, 26, 53, 54], the
problem of solving the Dyson equation, Eq. (2), is equiv-
alent to the following NLEP:

[ZsI —ho — Z(zs)] |fs> =0, (11)

where the eigenvalues z; give the poles of the GF,
while the eigenvectors |fs) correspond to the Dyson
orbitals and the matrix elements of their projectors
give the residues of the GF at the corresponding pole
Az = (ilfs)(fsls) (here written in the case of a Hermi-
tian NLEP). For a generic operator 3(z), the eigenvalues
defined by the NLEP of Eq. (11) will be in general com-
plex valued [30], and left and right eigenvectors need to
be introduced.

The NLEP in the one-particle space can however be
recast into a linear eigenvalue problem in a higher dimen-



sional space. This is done by considering first a factor-
ization of the residues of the self-energy as I'™ = V,, VI |

1

—_— 12
—a Vi (12

G lw)=wl—hg—%g— Y Vi

where, for a physical self-energy, the factorization is al-
ways possible due to the positive semi-definiteness (PSD)
of the residues I'"™ [11]. The GF of Eq. (12) can then
be interpreted as the GF of a system coupled to a non-
interacting bath: the poles of the self-energy give the
degrees of freedom of the non-interacting bath, while the
operators V,,, and V,! give the couplings between the bath
and the one-particle system. The diagonalization of the
overall system-plus-bath Hamiltonian returns the poles of
the GF as eigenvalues and the Dyson orbitals as the pro-
jection of the eigenvectors on the system subspace [26].

Finally the AIM-SOP framework allows one to evalu-
ate the Klein functional of Eq. (4) in a fully analytical
manner [36]. In particular, all the expressions involving
the Tr,Ln term can be computed as

Tr,Ln {G;'G} =

occ occ occ

erzs - Z""QO + Zrnzg ’ (13)
s m n

where the sum is restricted over the “occupied” poles and
each pole is weighted with its corresponding rank r; (i.e.,
its degeneracy). In general, the expression in Eq. (13)
can be used to evaluate the Tr,Ln term involving any
two dynamical operators linked by a Dyson equation, as
in Eq. (2), with a kernel ¥ having at most simple poles
Q. This is used in practice to evaluate the RPA corre-
lation energy of the GW approximation as discussed in
Ref. [36]. It is relevant to stress that the poles appearing
in Eq. (13) are weighted with their ranks, and not with
their residues: this means that poles with limited weight,
such as those from satellites, count as much as quasipar-
ticle poles in the evaluation of the total energy. In this
respect, numerical accuracy and consistency in the solu-
tion of the Dyson equation are critical when evaluating
Eq. (13). Having a stable value from the evaluation of
Eq. (13) can be taken as a sign of having a good resolu-
tion in the satellite poles.

B. Self-consistency

Since the Dyson equation is solved iteratively, the accu-
racy of the algorithm is crucial to obtain faithful solutions
of the self-consistent cycle. Considering a non-interacting
G starting point, at each iteration the self-energy is eval-
uated in terms of its SOP representation and the Dyson
equation is solved via the algorithmic inversion method
described in Sec. III. The self-consistency loop is stopped
whenever each matrix element +;; of the one-body den-
sity matrix changes less than a given threshold e between

two successive iterations:

iy =] <e (14)
Typical thresholds are within 1078 < € < 1076,

In order to keep the number of poles under control we
adopt a decimation procedure consisting in merging and
pruning the poles of the dynamical operators, which is
commonly employed when working with the meromor-
phic representation of dynamical operators [28, 29]. If
the distance between two poles is smaller than a given
threshold §,7, then the poles are merged into a new pole,
whose residue is given by the sum of the residues of the
former poles and whose position is given by a weighted
average of the previous poles, using weights wy related
to the trace of the residues by

ws = |Re Tr{A%}|, (15)

where the A% are the residues of the dynamical operator
as in Eq. (8). If all the matrix elements of the residue are
instead smaller than the pruning threshold dp the pole
is then eliminated and its residue is redistributed among
the two nearest non-pruned poles with weights w, given
again by Eq. (15). Since the pruning and merging oper-
ations may alter the value of the ranks of the residues,
the Tr,Ln term appearing in Eq. (13) is always evaluated
before these operations are performed.

In order to achieve self-consistency, it is generally nec-
essary to mix dynamical operators calculated at differ-
ent iterations of the self-consistency loop. A commonly
adopted strategy is that of linearly mixing the GFs be-
tween two successive iterations [7, 8, 28]. Alternatively,
we also adopt a linear mixing between the self-energies
coming from two successive iterations [55]:

Y () = aX (W) + (1 — )87 (w) (16)
G (w) = [wI — hg — S (w)] 7, (17)

where the mixing parameter is 0 < o < 1 and the mixed
GF is then evaluated by solving a Dyson equation with
the mixed self-energy.

The Sham-Schliiter equation, Eq. (6), is solved in prac-
tice after the solution of the self-consistent Dyson equa-
tion. The SSE on a discrete lattice defines a linear system
of equations having vk g(r) as unknown. This is solved
self-consistently by starting from a guess of the KS po-
tential (e.g. the local entries of the static part of the
electron-electron self-energy) and solving the system by
iterations until self-consistency in the density matrix is
obtained. At each iteration of the SSE loop the highest
“occupied” pole of Gig is aligned to that of the corre-
sponding G to ensure that they share the same Fermi
level.

IV. VALIDATION

We start by comparing the results of our work against
the available literature. In particular, the Hubbard



model constitutes an optimal playground to study the
effects of electronic correlation, where self-consistent
calculations have already been performed. The Hub-
bard model on a lattice [6, 56, 57] includes only a lo-
cal electron-electron repulsion beyond the independent-
particle hopping and its Hamiltonian is given by

H = _tz Z (cjacjg + h.c.) + Uznnnm (18)

o (i)

where ¢ is the spin index with o € [1,]], ¢ is the hopping
parameter describing the hopping amplitude between two
nearest neighboring sites (as indicated by the angular

brackets in the expression above) and U is the on-site

electron-electron repulsion term. The operators cza and

Cio, Tespectively, create and destroy an electron with spin
o on the lattice site <.

In this work we focus on the one-dimensional Hubbard
model with only one orbital per site and at half-filling.
We compare our results to those in Refs. [7, 28, 29]. To
this aim we stress that, in the case of small Hubbard
chains, an exact treatment is also numerically feasible
through exact diagonalization, which is reported in the
Supplemental Material [38]. An analytical treatment of
the system also shows that no metal-insulator transition
(MIT) is found in the case of chains with an even number
of sites and at half-filling [12, 58].

A. Hubbard dimer: nonmagnetic solution

Starting from the half-filled Hubbard dimer we com-
pare the spectral features of quasiparticle (QP) poles and
satellites against the results of Di Sabatino et al. [29] in
the case of a self-consistent GW calculation. The Z factor
for a given pole of the GF is Z; = (fs|fs) = Tr[A®], with
A* defined according to Eq. (8). The exact one-particle
GF of the symmetric Hubbard dimer at half filling has
two occupied and two empty poles (one quasi-particle and
one satellite in each case), symmetric with respect to the
Fermi level (here set at zero), because of particle-hole
symmetry. When comparing with the numerically com-
puted GFs (which are in general approximate because of
the chosen self-energy), we consider as QP the pole hav-
ing the largest Z factor, while we take as satellite the
pole having the second largest Z factor.

In this section we limit the study to the nonmagnetic
case. These results are reported in Tab. I for both the
QP and satellite poles and renormalization factors. Over-
all, we obtain an excellent numerical agreement with the
work of Ref. [29], where a meromorphic representation of
the dynamical operators is also employed, with the poles
of the GF found via a root finding algorithm. The agree-
ment in the case of the Z factors is almost perfect, while
energy differences around 10~ (in units of ¢) are found
for the QP poles and energy differences of 1072 are found
for the satellites in the regime of large U/t.

U/t wQP ZqP

This work Ref. [29] This work Ref. [29]
1.0 1.0651 1.0651 0.9861 0.9861
5.0 1.4326 1.4334 0.9239 0.9239
10.0 1.7781 1.7787 0.8777 0.8777
15.0 2.0525 2.0542 0.8472 0.8472
U/t Wsat Zsat

This work Ref. [29] This work Ref. [29]
1.0 4.0793 4.0793 0.0132 0.0132
5.0 7.6338 7.6389 0.0593 0.0593
10.0 10.8143 10.8296 0.0821 0.0823
15.0 13.3356 13.3847 0.0931 0.0934

TABLE I: Hubbard dimer treated at the GW level compared
with Ref. [29]. We report the QP (upper panel) and satellite
(lower panel) pole positions and their Z factors. The Fermi
level is shifted at Er = 0. The thresholds used in the cal-
culations are dy; = 1072 and §p = 10767 with a convergence
threshold of € = 10™%. Frequencies are reported in units of
t. We have highlighted in bold text the digits for which our
results agree with those of the reference work.

B. Hubbard dimer: antiferromagnetic solution

Within this Section we discuss in detail the features of
the broken-symmetry solutions obtained in the Hubbard
dimer. In passing we stress that the exact ground state
of a one-dimensional Hubbard chain at half-filling and
with an even number of sites is always NM and with
a homogeneous charge density, as can be deduced from
exact diagonalization results [7, 8]. AFM solutions for the
ground state are then unphysical, in the sense that they
violate the symmetry of the exact solution. Nevertheless
the study of these solutions is still relevant, as it allows
one to obtain better estimates for thermodynamic and
spectral quantities, such as the total energy and energy
gap [7, 8].

Using our fully self-consistent implementation we in-
vestigate the symmetry breaking, specializing to the case
of GW. In order to quantitatively characterize AFM so-
lutions, and following Ref. [8], we introduce the following
long-range order parameter:

MERO =3 iy = | (19)

We observe that in the case of the Hubbard dimer HF
gives an AFM ground state for values of U/t > 2, sim-
ilarly to what found in Ref. [7]. We also stress that,
within HF, no AFM self-consistent solution is actually
found for U/t < 2, while for U/t > 2 we can find either
NM or AFM solutions by changing the symmetry of the
starting GF of the self-consistency loop.

The GW calculations are initialized from the HF self-
consistent solutions obtained at the corresponding value
of U/t. We observe that, at variance with Ref. [8], even
if the self-consistency loop starts from an AFM GF, it
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FIG. 1: Study of the AFM symmetry breaking in the Hubbard
dimer found by GW. We report the difference between the en-
ergy I of the unrestricted-symmetry calculation with respect
to the non-magnetic (NM) one (left axis). We also report the
order parameter evaluated for the unrestricted symmetry so-
lution (right axis).

does not necessarily converge to an AFM solution, while
a NM starting GF always restricts the symmetry of the
ground state. These results are reported in Fig. 1, where
we study the energy difference (left axis) between the un-
restricted symmetry (US) calculation with respect to the
NM one. In Fig. 1 we also report the order parameter
(right axis) of the self-consistent GF at the end of the
loop for the US case. In the case of GW we find that an
AFM ground state is found for U/t > 4.21, while there is
no AFM solution below that value, signaled by the van-
ishing order parameter M L9 in Fig. 1. We notice that
the AIM-SOP implementation is capable of high accu-
racy in resolving total energy differences also below 1073
(units of ¢ are used throughout). Furthermore the pres-
ence of an AFM solution at U/t ~ 4.21 is signaled by the
simultaneous onset of the order parameter MLEO at the
same value of U/t where the energy difference F — En
becomes negative.

In order to assess the stability of our AIM-SOP im-
plementation, we study how the total energy and the
order parameter change within the self-consistency loop.
In Fig. 2 we report the values of the total energy and
of the order parameter for the half-filled Hubbard dimer
obtained in GW for an US calculation. We observe that
when the stopping condition of the loop is reached, the
Klein functional of Eq. (4) agrees with the energy value
returned from the Galitskii-Migdal formula, as expected.
In general the agreement between different functionals
(or with the GM formula) is a non-trivial result and it
can also be taken as a diagnostic that self-consistency has
been achieved [28].

We note that for U/t < 4.21 the loop converges towards
a NM solution, by slowly reducing the order parameter
at each iteration. Instead, above the value of U/t > 4.21
the loop converges to an AFM self-consistent solution.

The order parameter is finite in this situation, but it is
smaller than that of the corresponding HF AFM solu-
tion. Another relevant consideration in this case is that
the total energy reaches a stable value earlier with re-
spect to the order parameter, so that relative differences
in the order parameter for this system may be more evi-
dent than differences in total energies. Overall, the total
energy and the order parameter evolve smoothly during
the self-consistency loop, assuring the stable behaviour
of our AIM-SOP implementation. At variance to GW,
when using a 2B self-energy AFM solutions can be stabi-
lized even when they are not the ground state of the sys-
tem. Broken symmetry solutions of the Hubbard dimer
found using the 2B are discussed in detail in the Sup-
plemental Material [38], where we also comment on the
difference with respect to GW.

We stress that within our AIM-SOP implementation
we only manage to find at most one self-consistent solu-
tion for each symmetry (NM or AFM) at any given value
of U/t. Thus multiple solutions with the same symmetry
have not been found. Furthermore, we remark that the
poles of the GF at each step of the self-consistency loop
are always found on the real axis if the starting GF has
poles on the real axis, and the residues of the GF are al-
ways positive semi-definite (PSD) for the self-energy ap-
proximations here considered. This implies that at each
step of the loop the GF is compatible with a Lehmann
representation [52], and that all the expected analytical
properties are satisfied [36]. In particular, as analyzed in
Ref. [36], if the input self-energy is well-behaved, i.e. if it
has Hermitian PSD residues, real poles, and Hermitian
asymptotic value Xy, the AIM-SOP procedure leads to a
Hermitian effective AIM Hamiltonian, out of which the
resulting GF is also well-behaved (PSD residues and real
poles). The reverse is also true [36].

C. Hubbard chains: spectral properties

We now move to study the spectral features of longer
Hubbard chains, where the QP and satellite structure is
richer with respect to that of the Hubbard dimer. The
results of our AIM-SOP implementation are compared
with those of Refs. [7, 28]. We start by considering a
N = 6 Hubbard chain at half-filling, with U/t = 4 and
open boundary conditions, and focus on the NM solu-
tion. The spectral density projected on the first site of
the chain is reported in Fig. 3. We show the spectral
density obtained with the different approximations and
also the exact result obtained via exact diagonalization.
Overall we obtain an excellent agreement with the work
of von Friesen et al. [28] for the HF, 2B, and GW lev-
els of theory. In particular, HF gives the same spectral
density of the non-interacting system, consisting of three
main occupied peaks (plus particle-hole symmetry). Be-
sides this energy region, the 2B self-energy gives satellites
with larger spectral weight, while in GW a structureless
spectrum of satellites appears.
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FIG. 3: Spectral density A11(w) on the first site of an open
Hubbard chain with N = 6 and U/t = 4. The value of w is
scaled with the hopping term t and the Fermi level has been
shifted to w = 0, while A1; is reported in arbitrary units. The
spectral function is reported for different self-energy approx-
imations and for the NM ground state. The exact solution
is also reported. The plot has been obtained by including a
finite imaginary shift 7 = 5 x 1072 in the poles of the GF.

As also stressed in Ref. [28], we notice that the self-
consistency of GW in longer chains and with large U/t
becomes slow and difficult, since this self-energy approxi-
mation gives rise to several satellites with small residues.

In particular, for GW the position of the furthest satellite
from the Fermi level (around U/t = 7.5) changes weakly
with the pruning threshold. The residue of this satellite
is also larger with respect to the nearby ones since, due
to our pruning scheme, it is receiving the spectral weight
of the pruned poles far away from the Fermi level.

We then consider the case of a N = 8 Hubbard
chain with periodic boundary conditions and U/t = 4.
The same system has been considered by Joost et al.
in Ref. [7], where a real-time implementation has been
employed. We focus here on an AFM solution found
with the self-consistent 2B self-energy. The density of
states (DOS) of this chain is reported in Fig. 4. We
find an excellent agreement with respect to the DOS of
Ref. [7], while we also observe a very good agreement
for the value of the total energy: in our case we ob-

tain ELWVEK/t = —4.069(0) and EGM/t = —4.069(3),
against B[S/ /t = —4.08. We notice how the AIM-

SOP implementation is also able to resolve well the pres-
ence of the satellites for the 2B approximation between
w = —6.0t and w = —4.0t. In passing, we note that
we could not exactly reproduce the results of Ref. [8].
We think that a different self-consistency condition be-
tween our implementation and that of Ref. [8] is among
the possible causes of discrepancy. A detailed study of a
N = 6 Hubbard chain, both in the NM and unrestricted-
symmetry calculations, is reported in the Supplemental
Material [38].
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FIG. 4: Density of states (DOS) of the N = 8 Hubbard chain
with periodic boundary conditions and U/t = 4 for an AFM
ground state found within the 2B self-energy. The value of
w is scaled with the hopping parameter ¢t and the chemical
potential has been shifted to w = 0, while the DOS is reported
in arbitrary units. The plot has been obtained by adding a
finite imaginary shift 7 = 5 x 1072 to the poles of the GF.

V. LONG-RANGE INTERACTION

In this Section we consider a lattice model includ-
ing a long-range interaction term, extending the Hub-
bard Hamiltonian of Eq. (18). Similarly to what done in
Sec. IV, we restrict to one orbital per site and to systems
at half-filling in periodic boundary conditions, so that
the model is particle-hole symmetric. The Hamiltonian
is given by

H=_ tz Z (ngcjo + h.c.) + Uznnnu (20)
T (ij) ‘
1
—+ 5 Z Z Vvijnianjd’a

o,0" i#£j
where the long-range interaction between site ¢ and j is

determined by

Vv

V;l' = )
Rij

(21)

with V' being a parameter that defines the energy scale
of the non-local interaction. In the above expression,
R;; is the distance between the two sites (in units of the
nearest-neighbor distance).

We note in passing that different parametrizations
have also been employed in similar models accounting for
a non-local electron-electron repulsion [59-61]. All these
parametrizations, however, share the same Vj; o 1/R;;
behavior at large distances. The model depends on
two dimensionless parameters: the ratio U/t defines the
strength of the correlation, while the ratio V/U sets the
strength of the non-local interaction term with respect to
the local one. We take V/U < 1 as we expect inter-site

electron repulsion to be always smaller than the on-site
one.

Imposing periodic boundary conditions, the ground
state having the same spatial symmetry of the non-
interacting system is given by a NM state with a ho-
mogeneous charge density. This allows us to consider
two possible broken symmetry solutions: AFM solutions
giving an overall homogeneous charge density and charge
density waves (CDW) giving a NM solution with an os-
cillatory charge density. For both broken symmetry so-
lutions we only consider states where the charge density
has a spatial periodicity of two lattice sites. It is also
important to stress that, since an exact numerical study
of the system always gives a homogeneous and nonmag-
netic ground state at half-filling, the broken symmetry
ground state solutions found via MBPT are artifacts of
the approximation.

A. Results

We analyze the results obtained for a chain with N =4
sites. Here we fix the value of U/t and we consider how
the total energy changes as a function of the ratio V/U.
For each value of the parameters considered we are able to
converge to the symmetric solution, which has the same
symmetry of the non-interacting system, to an AFM so-
lution or to a CDW one. This is accomplished by chang-
ing the symmetry of the starting GF at the beginning
of the self-consistency loop, similarly to what is done in
Sec. IV B. The convergence to the three solutions with
different symmetries is achieved for all the self-energy
approximations considered.

In Fig. 5 we report the energy difference AE =
Eyroken — Esymm, between the broken symmetry and the
symmetric solutions obtained for all the different SE ap-
proximations. We consider values of U/t = 1 (weak cor-
relation) and of U/t = 4 (strong correlation). It is in-
teresting to observe that, independently of the value of
U/t, all the SE approximations predict a cross in energy
between the AFM and CDW solutions for V/U = 0.75.
The stability of the symmetric solution with respect to
the broken symmetry ones changes instead with the value
of U/t.

In order to understand this behavior it is instructive to
study the exact ground state and the first excited states
of the neutral system for the N = 4 chain, which can be
determined through exact diagonalization of the many-
body Hamiltonian. In Fig. 6 we report the energy differ-
ence AE = Eezact — ES)y,,, between the first four exact
eigenenergies of the neutral many-body Hamiltonian and
the total energy of the symmetric state obtained via the
GW approximation. The first excited state at lower val-
ues of V/U is actually a spin singlet and it is three-fold
degenerate in case of spin unrestricted calculations, simi-
larly to what happens for the Hubbard model. The exact
diagonalization always returns a NM interacting ground
state having the same symmetry of the non-interacting
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FIG. 5: Energy difference between the broken symmetry so-
lutions and the symmetric solution for different values of the
model parameters and for different self-energy approxima-
tions. The results are reported for a closed chain with N =4
sites. A cross in energy between the CDW and AFM solutions
is observed at V/U = 0.75 for all the self-energy approxima-
tions considered, independently of the value of U/t.
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FIG. 6: Energy difference between the first exact states of the
many-body Hamiltonian and the symmetric solutions found
with the GW approximation on a chain with NV = 4 sites. The
values of the broken symmetry solutions are also reported.

ground state. It is interesting to notice however that
the eigenenergies of the neutral many-body Hamiltonian
have a degeneracy at the same value of V/U = 0.75 ob-
served in Fig. 5. If the MBPT calculation is allowed
to break the symmetry, the prediction of the total en-
ergy improves with respect to the symmetric state, and
the curve of the total energy obtained via approximate
MBPT follows the exact one.

The nature of the exact ground state can be further
characterized by the introduction of appropriate correla-
tion functions involving two density operators. In partic-
ular, even if the exact ground state shares the same sym-
metry of the non-interacting one, it can still develop an
AFM or CDW character, which can be measured by the
evaluation of certain correlation functions. This is, for
instance, the case of the Hubbard model, whose ground
state develops strong AFM correlations in the large U/t
regime without breaking explicitly the symmetry of the
Hamiltonian [7, 8§].

The AFM character can be evaluated by considering
the following correlation function

N
1
CArM = N > (i), (22)

i=1

which measures the double occupancy for spin-up and
spin-down electrons to occupy the same site. Instead,
the CDW character could be related to the following

N
11
COPW i 2233 (mim10mior), (23)

i=1 oo’

which measures the overall charge dimerization on two
adjacent sites. The factor of 1/4 in Eq. (23) takes into
account the number of all spin combinations entering the
sum and makes Eq. (23) comparable to Eq. (22). The
smaller the value of the correlation functions in Egs. (22)
and (23), the larger the corresponding AFM or CDW
character. While these correlation functions are easily
accessible in the exact calculations, as they can be di-
rectly computed through the action of field operators on
the many-body wavefunctions, they can not be directly
evaluated in MBPT calculations, where we have mostly
access to the one-particle Green’s function (CAFM in
Eq. (22) is easily accessible only in the Hubbard model,
where the local nature of the electron-electron interac-
tion allows one to extract this correlation function from
the knowledge of the total energy and interaction en-
ergy [7, 8]). For the broken symmetry solutions obtained
within approximate MBPT calculations, we then con-
sider a “factorized” version of the former correlation func-
tions:

AP = =5 i) ), (24)
cePw i% Z (Z<nzla>> <Z<nw’>> (25)
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FIG. 7: Correlation functions evaluated on the ground state
of the N = 4 chain with U/t = 4. The solid line gives the
CATM and CYPW correlation functions evaluated for the ex-
act ground state, while the dashed lines reports the “factor-
ized” CATM™ and C°PY correlation functions evaluated for
the GW solution with the corresponding symmetry.

In Fig. 7 we report the correlation functions in
Egs. (22) and (23) for the exact ground state (solid lines)
and the value of the “factorized” correlation functions in
Egs. (24) and (25) for the GW solutions (dashed line) in
the case of the corresponding broken symmetry solutions.
The model parameters are U/t = 4 and the parameter
V/U takes values in the interval [0.5,1.0]. We observe
that at the value of V/U = 0.75, for which the first two
eigenstates of the many-body Hamiltonian are degener-
ate, the correlation functions change in a discontinuous
way, signaling a change of character of the exact ground
state. Remarkably, while there is no agreement in abso-
lute values between the GW results and the exact ones,
the symmetry breaking in the GW calculation is able to
correctly describe the trend of how the correlation func-
tions change with respect to the parameter V/U.

Importantly, for this particular system the symmetry
breaking at the MBPT level, while unphysical, follows
from the development of analogous correlations in the
exact system. Interpreting the ratio V/U in terms of the
distance between the sites of the chain —i.e. a small value
of V/U representing a large inter-site distance we can see
that AFM correlations dominate in the large distance
regime as observed for hydrogen chains [1], while CDW
correlations are relevant at smaller inter-site distances [3].

B. Solutions of the SSE

In this section we analyze how the broken symmetry so-
lutions studied in Sec. V A are translated to the KS-DFT
level of description. In order to do so we focus on a chain
with periodic boundary conditions and N = 16 sites. The
local electron-electron repulsion is fixed at U/t = 4 and
self-consistent calculations are performed with GW. We
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FIG. 8: Ratio between the derivative discontinuity of the
Kohn-Sham potential A,. and the quasiparticle energy gap
EgQP in the case of GW and for a periodic chain of N = 16
sites with U/t = 4. The derivative discontinuity is evaluated
via Eq. (7) and we report only the case of AFM and CDW
solutions.

observe that the broken symmetry solutions with AFM
and CDW symmetry can also be obtained through the
Sham-Schliiter equation (SSE) presented in Sec. II B, and
so they are also present in the Kohn-Sham system.

It is interesting to stress that, due to the simplified
nature of the lattice model, the symmetric solution leads
to a uniform charge density, which is then the same for
all the values of the model parameters. This means that,
for the symmetric solutions, the KS potential vy g is just
a constant term that aligns the highest occupied molecu-
lar (quasiparticle) orbital (HOMO) of the non-interacting
ground state to the HOMO of the interacting symmet-
ric state. In particular, in the case of chains having a
metallic non-interacting ground state (see Supplemental
Material [38]), the Kohn-Sham Green’s function G g de-
scribes a metallic system, while the system displays a
gap at the MBPT level. We stress here that in order
to converge the GW calculations in the case of the sym-
metric state, the self-consistency loop is initialized with
a gapped GF.

Instead, in the case of broken symmetry solutions,
G s describes a gapped system at finite values of U and
V. The ratio between the derivative discontinuity A
and the quasiparticle energy gap is reported in Fig. 8. We
observe that the derivative discontinuity for the N = 16
chain is large and accounts for 70% to 80% of the quasi-
particle energy gap. Similar results have also been ob-
served in model 1D semiconductors with long-range elec-
tronic interactions [37]. As an interesting point, the ratio
between A,. and EgQP gets smaller by increasing the pa-
rameter V/U for the CDW solution, while the opposite
happens for the AFM solution. For the N = 16 chain
the value of V/U at which the two curves of Fig. 8 cross
is also the value of V/U at which the energy of the AFM
solution becomes larger than that of the CDW one at
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FIG. 9: DOS of the N = 16 chain with periodic boundary con-
ditions at U/t = 4 and V/U = 0.5 for a long-range Coulomb
interaction. We report the DOS for all states with different
symmetry. The red line is related to the GW DOS, while the
green line is the DOS of the corresponding non-interacting
G¥3. The HOMO quasiparticle level is marked with a down-
wards triangle and shifted to w = 0 in all cases. The fre-
quency is scaled with the hopping parameter ¢t and the DOS
is reported in arbitrary units.

the level of GW. Having a large derivative discontinuity,
the energy gap of Gkg in the case of broken symmetry
solutions is severely underestimated with respect to the
quasiparticle gap.

In Fig. 9 we report the DOS of the periodic N = 16
chain at U/t = 4 and V/U = 0.75. The DOS has been
evaluated in the case of the GW for the symmetric as well
as broken symmetry solutions. The solid line reports the
DOS of the self-consistent GF, while the dashed line re-
ports the DOS of Gkg. The position of the HOMO level
is also highlighted. As discussed in Sec. III B, the system
of linear equations defined by the SSE, Eq. (6), is solved
requiring that the HOMO level of G g is aligned to that
of G. As stated before, in the case of the symmetric
solution, Gxg describes a metallic system instead of a
gapped one. The broken symmetry KS GF’s are instead
gapped, but as a consequence of the large derivative dis-
continuity the KS gap is severely underestimated with
respect to the GW quasiparticle gap.

In conclusion, the unphysical broken symmetry solu-
tions found via approximate self-energies at the MBPT
level can be inherited at the KS-DFT level. Further-
more, for our lattice model (1D systems having a metal-
lic ground state) the derivative discontinuity in the KS
exchange-correlation potential can be extremely large. In
this case we also observe that the occupied KS energy lev-
els do not describe accurately the one-particle excitation
energies of the system.

11
VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we study one-dimensional lattice mod-
els with an approximate many-body perturbation theory
(MBPT) treatment of the electron-electron interaction.
The Dyson equation is solved in a fully self-consistent
manner via the algorithmic inversion method based on
the sum-over-pole representation of dynamical operators
(AIM-SOP) [24-26]. The excellent agreement between
thermodynamic and spectral properties of our work with
the results of Refs. [28, 29] shows that the AIM-SOP for-
mulation is capable of high numerical accuracy. In partic-
ular, the fully self-consistent implementation allows one
to study in detail the total energy of broken symmetry
solutions by evaluating unambiguously the value of the
Klein functional at self-consistency. Notably, in this work
the Klein functional has been evaluated in an analytical
manner following Ref. [36].

Moving to symmetry-broken magnetic solutions, we
obtain an excellent agreement with the results of Ref. [7],
regarding antiferromagnetic solutions in the 1D Hubbard
model studied within the second Born approximation. As
already discussed in Refs. [7, 8], the MBPT treatment of
the interaction may result in unphysical solutions break-
ing the symmetry of the Hamiltonian and in disagree-
ment with the symmetry of the exact solution [12, 58].
This is the case of antiferromagnetic solutions that are
found in the 1D Hubbard model at large values of the
interaction strength U/t.

The role of broken symmetry solutions is then inves-
tigated in a model with long-range interactions in one-
dimensional chains with periodic boundary conditions.
In this case, while the exact ground state has again a
homogeneous charge density, broken symmetry solutions
with a charge density wave (CDW) or antiferromagnetic
(AFM) ordering can be found within an approximate
MBPT treatment. We show the example of a N = 4
chain where the unphysical MBPT broken symmetry so-
lutions can be traced back to the development of an AFM
or CDW character in the exact ground state. This char-
acter can be measured in the exact solution by evaluating
correlation functions involving two density operators.

Remarkably the broken symmetry solutions found
within GW reproduce the trend of the two-density cor-
relation functions, signaling that the symmetry break-
ing experienced in the approximate MBPT calculation
follows from the development of analogous correlations
present also in the exact system. In particular, the CDW
character gets enhanced when the strength of the inter-
site electronic repulsion V approaches the strength of
the local electronic repulsion U. Similarly to what ob-
served in the N = 4 chain, broken symmetry solutions in
one-dimensional periodic chains are found when the non-
interacting ground state of our model, Eq. (20), is metal-
lic: this condition is reproduced whenever the number
of sites is an integer multiple of four. In more realistic
systems, like hydrogen chains, where more orbitals are
involved, a richer physics is also present: this includes



AFM ordering and metal-to-insulator transitions, as de-
scribed in Ref. [1], and also the presence of purely elec-
tronic CDW states, which may be related to excitonic
mechanisms as described in Ref. [3]. Within our simple
lattice model we manage to verify that a small ratio V/U
between local and non-local terms is related to a dom-
inant AFM character, while the CDW character of the
model is enhanced at V/U ~ 1.

Finally, we study how broken symmetry solutions are
translated in the framework of Kohn-Sham density func-
tional theory (KS-DFT). Here, the evaluation of Gxg via
the Sham-Schliiter equation, Eq. (6), allows one to ob-
tain a non-interacting GF having the same charge density
of the interacting system. We verify that the unphys-
ical broken symmetry solutions found by approximate
MBPT methods can also be inherited at the KS-DFT
level. Moreover, the study of a N = 16 chain shows that
if the model of Eq. (20) has a non-interacting metallic
ground state then the derivative discontinuity in the cor-
responding KS potential tends to be very large, further
stressing the difficulties in using the KS energy levels as
an approximation to the charged excitation energies of
the system.
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Appendix A: SOP representation of the HF, GW,
and 2B self-energies

In this Appendix we report the SOP representation
of the self-energy approximations used throughout our

J
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Instead, the second order exchange term is given by:
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work, namely HF, GW, and 2B. Throughout this sec-
tion, repeated spatial indexes ¢, j and k are meant to be
summed over. Since Green’s function and self-energy op-
erators are diagonal in their spin indexes we do not write
them explicitly, unless otherwise stated. The Green’s
function of the interacting system G(w), the RPA po-
larizability P(w), and the screened interaction W(w)
are defined by the following convention about poles and
residues:

AS.
Gij(w) =) — _”ZS (A1)
Pyw) =3 (A2)
Bt.
Wij(w) =Y r”wt (A3)

t
where the indexes i, j refers to the matrix elements of
the operator in the basis of the lattice coordinates. The
density-matrix ;; is related to G(w) by:

occ

=24

=Tr,[G (A4)

where the “occupied” label means poles with energies
below the Fermi level. The Hartree-Fock self-energy is
then given by
ST = Gigmvri = Yigvji, (A5)

where ny, is the total charge density on site k, while +;; is
the spin-resolved density matrix. The v;; are the matrix
elements of the electron-electron repulsion term in the
basis of the lattice coordinates.

The 2B self-energy is obtained by adding two second
order terms to the HF self-energy. The SOP expression
of the second order direct term is:

occ emp

Z A”vlkRklvlj

w—(zs — Q)

emp occ

A3 v Ry
Z Z G

(A6)

occ emp occ s miy . .
AzkAkl lj * Vil Uk
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w — z — Zm, Jrzm
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In particular from the SOP representation we can directly

—22)

w — Z — Z zZ.
mi Mo S m1+ mz)

(

observe that the direct term of Eq. (A6) and the exchange



term of Eq. (A7) share exactly the same poles. How-
ever, the residues of the exchange term are all negative
semi-definite, while the residues of the direct term are all
positive semi-definite. The positive semi-definiteness of
the 2B self energy depends then on the residues of the
direct term having a larger trace than the residues of the
exchange term. Finally the SOP representation of the
GW self-energy is given by:

¢ d(JJ iw c
ng, (w) = 7/—1,6 10+Gij(w+wl)wij(w1) (A8)

21
occ emp AS Bt emp occ As Bt

_Zzw_z_wt Zzw—z—wt)

Appendix B: SSE in the SOP formalism

In this Section we report the Sham-Schliiter equation
written in the SOP formalism. The expression obtained
leads to a convenient numerical implementation which
does not depend on the explicit form of the self-energy
approximation being used. By expressing all dynamical
operators in the coordinate basis on the lattice, the SSE
can be rewritten as

dw iw0 ™ KS TCy _
Z/?m Gio (W )jG]Z(w>_

_ dw iwot KS
_Z/Zm G W)z

ik

(B1)

k(W) Gri(w),

where the linearized version can be obtained by just sub-
stituting G — Ggg everywhere, including the implicit
dependency of the GF of the self-energy. By introduc-
ing the following notation for the left-hand-side (LHS) of
Eq. (B1)

dw Qw0
Ay = [ g G WG (B2)
and rewriting the right-hand-side (RHS) as
dw piw0t
b= [ g G @S @G, (B3)
Jk
the resulting linear system of equations becomes
S = (B4)

Since the integrals in frequency of Egs. (B2) and (B3)
can be evaluated analytically because of the SOP repre-
sentations adopted, the expression of the matrix A;; and
of the vector b; can be written explicitly in terms of the

13

poles and residues of the dynamical operators involved.
By adopting the notation:

Ps.
KS _ 2
GES(w)=>" W (B5)
RS,
Gij(w) = — _Jz (B6)
S (w) =22 +Zi (B7)
* K w — Qg

we obtain the following expression for the matrix A;;:

occ emp PSR

ZZ s
ZKS

Following Eq. (B8), a possible divergence of the matrix
elements of A, due to z, = 259 can be avoided if G
and G have the same quasiparticle HOMO, since this
would avoid that “empty” poles of one operator over-
lap with “occupied” poles of the other. Moreover, this
alignment of the chemical potentials also makes the lin-
ear system defined in Eq. (B4) non rank-defective, since
it eliminates the indeterminacy of the potential in terms
of a spatially-constant shift.
The entries of the vector b are instead given by:

emp occ Pé Rq

ZZ ks
ZKS

ASSE (B8)

emp occ s 3
PY k(2 sz

bSSE —_ T g TINNTG) " ks
i 2 : E : ZKS
occ emp ps y

_ ZZ iJ ]k KS)RZz

zq — 2KS
occ occ occ
+ > GRS Q)T G () + Z Z byl

We note that the expression of the term 5% changes ac-
cording to the presence of a possible pole of second order
in the vector b; of Eq. (B3). These are obtained in the
case of z, = 2K when both poles are below or at the
chemical potential. In this situation the term can be

evaluated as

P [k (24) =5k (59| RY,
B..SQ = quz‘g(s

Pisjzjk(zq)RZi

if 2, # 2K9

KS

(B10)
where 3 (w) is the frequency derivative of the self-energy.
It is also worth noting that for a self-consistent GF one
has G(€,,) = 0, Vim since the poles of the self-energy
are zeros of the GF, implying that the first term on the
third line of Eq. (B9) can be taken to be zero.

if 24 =2z
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S1. EXACT DIAGONALIZATION

The exact ground state and the GF of lattice models
can be obtained via exact diagonalization of the many-
body Hamiltonian Hy,, where N, is the number of elec-
trons in the system. This procedure requires evaluating
the matrix elements of the Hamiltonian in the many-
body basis and then diagonalizing it, in order to obtain
the total energies (both ground and excited states) of
the neutral system as eigenvalues and the corresponding
many-body wavefunctions as eigenvectors. The exact di-
agonalization becomes rapidly unfeasible with the num-
ber of sites in the lattice model. For a model having N
sites, one orbital per site and N, electrons the number
of states in the many-body basis grows as the binomial
coefficient C3/:

oN 2N!
On: = (2N — N)!N.!I” (8-1)

Importantly, since the exact diagonalization gives ac-
cess to the ground state many-body wavefunction \\119\,)
via the eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian, it allows one to
evaluate also the expectation value of any combination of
field operators on the ground state. The exact GF can be
built from the result of the exact diagonalization via the
evaluation of the eigenenergies of the Hamiltonian pro-
jected on the (N, — 1) and (N + 1) sectors of the Fock
space:

-1
Gij(z) = (U |ei [21 — (Hy, 11— E3)] " el [¥%)
-1
+ (W lef, [2 — (B}, — Hy.—1)] ™ ciol¥R,).
In this work we only consider interactions that are diag-
onal with respect to spin. overall, the evaluation of the
exact GF allows us to determine the exact value of the

energy gap and the exact elements of the density matrix,
determining its symmetry.

*corresponding author: matteo.quinzi@epfl.ch

S2. AFM SOLUTIONS IN THE HUBBARD
DIMER USING THE 2B SELF-ENERGY

In this Section we report the detailed results about the
broken symmetry solutions found in the Hubbard dimer
by adopting the 2B self-energy. In the following we will
refer to GH¥ when considering the fully self-consistent
HF solution, while with G*"** we consider a trial GF
defined by adding the following local and spin-dependent
potential Uf;ial to the independent particle Hamiltonian:

piriat _ { (<10 if o=t
io (1)U i o=]

where U has the same value of the on-site electron-
electron repulsion entering the Hubbard Hamiltonian.

For what concerns the solutions found in the case of the
2B, non-magnetic (NM) solutions are obtained by start-
ing the self-consistency loop from a NM G ¥ and we refer
to the total energy evaluated in this way as En s, while
AFM solutions can be found by starting the loop from an
unrestricted symmetry (US) GF, which can be either an
antiferromagnetic (AFM) GHF or an AFM G'"*@ | and in
this case we refer to the total energy as E. Notably, we
observe that a loop starting from a US GF can converge
either to NM or to AFM solutions. In the latter case
the symmetry of the final solution can be determined by
evaluating the order parameter M FO of the main text.

In Fig. S1 we report the energy difference between E
and Enps and the order parameter M L9 of the respec-
tive GF's. We observe that, in the case of the 2B self-
energy, there is an interval of values (U/t < 4.83) where
we can converge to either an AFM or a NM solution
depending on the starting point. In this interval, how-
ever, the AFM solution is not the ground state, while it
becomes the ground state only for interaction strengths
larger than U/t ~ 4.83. Whenever we converge to an
AFM solution when starting from an US G*"% we also
obtain the same order parameter and the same energy
of the AFM solution obtained by starting from an US
GHF . This signals that we find the same AFM solution
in both cases and multiple AFM branches are not found
within our calculations. We also notice that the order
parameter of the US solutions does not go continuously
to zero with U/t.
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FIG. S1: Study of the AFM symmetry breaking in the

Hubbard dimer treated using the 2B self-energy. For each
value of the parameter U/t we initialize the self-consistency
loop with a non-magnetic (NM) GF and with an unrestricted
symmetry (US) GF. In the upper panel we report the
difference F — Eny between the two corresponding energies.
In the lower panel we report the order parameter evaluated
on the unrestricted symmetry solution of the self-consistent
loop. We employ US GFs obtained either from a HF
calculation or via the trial potential given in Eq. (S.2).

In Fig. S2 we show how the total energy and the order
parameter change during the self-consistency loop start-
ing with the US G#F. The total energy has been eval-
uated both with the Galitskii-Migdal (GM) formula and
with the Klein functional (LWK). The values of the GM
and LWK total energies agree at self-consistency, as ex-
pected. We notice that at smaller values of the inter-
action strength (U/t = 4.20), the first steps within the
loop are characterized by the presence of states that are
near in energy, but having significantly different values of
the order parameter. The loop then eventually converges
towards a NM state at lower energy.

Around U/t ~ 4.32, which is the value for which the
AFM solutions are found when starting from the US
GHF | the Klein functional shows a flattening of the states
found at the beginning of the loop. However, these states
are still characterized by different values of the order pa-
rameter and the stopping condition of the loop, based on
the density matrix results in the convergence to a NM
state at lower energy. At the larger interaction strength
of U/t = 4.50, the self-consistency loop converges to-
wards the AFM state found at the beginning, which is
now characterized by a well defined total energy and or-
der parameter. It is important to notice, however, that
for U/t = 4.50 the AFM state found is not the ground

state.

We also notice that in any case the order parameter
gets reduced during the self-consistency loop with respect
to its initial value. We can conclude that the conver-
gence towards an AFM solution starting from a US GH#¥
or from G' depends on the order parameter at the
beginning of the loop being sufficiently large. We also
notice that the presence of plateaux in the total energy
during the self-consistency loop has been observed also
in Ref. [1], where the 2B self-energy is also employed in
the study of broken symmetry solutions. We note that
within all the self-energy approximations considered in
this work, 2B is actually the one giving the larger value
of U/t for which the ground state is predicted to have an
AFM symmetry and so it is the one predicting the correct
NM symmetry for the largest interval of values of U/t. A
possible explanation can be related to the fact that the
second order exchange diagram contained within the 2B
self-energy is able to include the effect of a partial vertex
correction [2], which is relevant in the description of the
physics of Hubbard systems.

S3. NONMAGNETIC HUBBARD CHAINS

In this Section we provide detailed results about the
nonmagnetic (NM) solutions in Hubbard chains. In
Fig. S3 we report the total energy for a N = 6 Hubbard
chain with open boundary conditions and for different
values of U/t in the range U/t € [0,5] and for all the dif-
ferent self-energy approximations considered. The exact
results are also shown. For the different self-energy ap-
proximations, the energy values reported are those eval-
uated via the Klein functional and according to Ref. [3].
We observe that the total energy in the case of HF in-
creases linearly with U/¢, as expected in the case of NM
solutions in Hubbard clusters [4]. The 2B and GW self-
energies give instead similar values of the total energy
in the whole interval of U/t considered, while significant
deviations from the exact result are found for U/t > 3.

In Fig. S4 we report the energy gap for the N = 6
Hubbard chain described previously. Here we notice that
in the case of HF, the gap does not increase with respect
to the non-interacting case when U/t is increased. This
is due to the fact that for the Hubbard model in the
NM ground state and at half-filling the HF self-energy
reduces trivially to a constant and U-dependent energy
correction, leading to an overall rigid shift of the total
energy given by AEg}éb’NM = UN/4, with N the number
of sites in the chain.

The 2B and GW self-energies show instead an increase
in the energy gap with U/t, which is due to the inclusion
of correlation effects beyond HF. In particular we observe
that 2B gives a larger gap with respect to the GW in the
case of strong correlation. However the energy gap found
via approximate MBPT self-energies in the strong corre-
lation regime is severely underestimated with respect to
the exact one.
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FIG. S2: Run values of the total energy (first row) and order parameter M*%° (second row) for the half-filled Hubbard
dimer studied with the 2B. The total energy is calculated both with the Galitskii-Migdal (GM) formula and the Klein (LWK)
functional. The number of iterations is reported with a logarithmic scale.

FIG. S3: Total energy of a N = 6 Hubbard chain with open
boundary condition as a function of the ratio U/t for different
self-energy approximations. The value of the total energy is
scaled with the hopping parameter t. The value of Eiot re-
ported here is the one evaluated through the Klein functional.

Another quantity of interest in the Hubbard model is
represented by the double occupancy (n;4n,,) correlation
function, which gives an estimate of the antiferromag-
netic (AFM) correlations within the system — the lower
the expectation value, the higher the AFM correlations
included in the ground state. In particular the quantity
D := 3" (nitn;,) can be easily related to the ground state
total and kinetic energies of the Hubbard Hamiltonian:

Eipr — Try, {hoG Tr, {XG
D::Z<n'ﬂnii>: tot N {ho }: 2{U },

(S.3)
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FIG. S4: Energy gap of a N = 6 Hubbard chain with open
boundary condition as a function of the ratio U/t for different
self-energy approximations. The value of the energy gap is
scaled with the hopping parameter t.

where the last equality of Eq. (S.3) comes from the
Galitskii-Migdal formula [5]. In Fig. S5 we report the
values of D for the N = 6 Hubbard chain while varying
U/t. We observe that antiferromagnetic correlations are
only included in the 2B and GW levels of theory for the
NM ground state. The value of D is however larger than
what found via an exact treatment.
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FIG. S5: Values of D from Eq. (S.3) of a N = 6 Hubbard
chain with open boundary condition as a function of the ratio
U/t for different self-energy approximations.

FIG. S6: Total energy of a N = 6 Hubbard chain at half-
filling and with open boundary conditions for self-consistent
GF obtained starting the loop from a trial US GF. Different
self-energy approximations are considered and the results are
compared with the exact ones, obtained from an exact diag-
onalization treatment.

S4. BROKEN SYMMETRY SOLUTIONS IN
LONGER HUBBARD CHAINS

In this Section we discuss in detail the antiferromg-
netic (AFM) broken symmetry solutions found in longer
Hubbard chains. We focus on the case of the N = 6 half-
filled Hubbard chain with open boundary conditions. We
look for broken symmetry solutions by allowing the self-
consistency loop to start from an unrestricted symmetry
(US) trial GF. It is important to stress that starting from
a US GF is a necessary condition to find a broken symme-
try self-consistent GF, but not a sufficient one. In Fig. S6
we report the total energy of the N = 6 chain. Besides
different self-energy approximations, we also report the
exact results obtained through exact diagonalization. We

0.0

FIG. S7: Order parameter MX%°  for a N = 6 Hubbard chain
at half-filling and with open boundary conditions for the self-
consistent GF obtained starting the loop from a trial US GF.
The exact result is not reported, as the exact ground state
shows an identically vanishing order parameter.

observe that total energy curves evolve in a smooth way
with respect to the parameter U/t for all the self-energy
approximations considered. In the range of parameters
considered, 2B and GW give similar values of the total
energy.

Since it is important to understand whether the self-
consistent solution is AFM or not, in Fig. S7 we report
the corresponding values of the order parameter MEFEO,
evaluated according to the main text. We observe that
the different self-energy approximations start converging
towards AFM solutions at different values of the param-
eter U/t. The 2B approximation is the one that predicts
the correct NM symmetry of the ground state for the
largest interval of values of U/t. All the self-energy ap-
proximations also approach similar values of MLFO in
the region of larger values of U/t. In Fig. S8 we report
the value of the energy gap for the N = 6 Hubbard chain.
We observe that, for each self-energy approximation, as
soon as the AFM solution is reached the energy gap shows
a significant increase, becoming then more similar to the
exact result. However, in the large U/t regime, 2B and
GW ultimately reach values of the energy gap that are
larger than the exact ones.

In Fig. S9 we report the value of the double occupancy
D, evaluated from Eq. (S.3), for the N = 6 Hubbard
chain. The exact solution of the Hubbard model features
the presence of large AFM correlations in the NM ground
state. Reaching larger values of the correlation strength
U/t, the approximate self-energies can not introduce such
a large AFM correlation in their NM ground state. The
AFM unphysical symmetry breaking could then be seen
as an artifact through which even an approximate self-
energy manages to include larger AFM correlations in the
large U/t regime. This can be related to the fact that all
the AFM solutions considered approach the exact result
in the large correlation regime. It is also interesting to



FIG. S8: Energy gap of a N = 6 Hubbard chain at half-
filling and with open boundary conditions for self-consistent
GF obtained starting the loop from a trial US GF. Different
self-energy approximations are considered and the results are
compared with the exact ones, obtained from an exact diag-
onalization treatment.
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FIG. S9: Double occupancy evaluated from Eq. (S.3) for a
N = 6 Hubbard chain at half-filling and with open boundary
conditions for self-consistent GF obtained starting the loop
from a trial US GF. Different self-energy approximations are
considered and the results are compared with the exact ones,
obtained from an exact diagonalization treatment. Energies
are scaled with the parameter ¢.

notice that the best agreement is obtained for the 2B level
of theory, both in the small and in the large correlation
regime.

Next, in Fig. S10 we consider how the spectral func-
tion changes in the case of broken symmetry solutions.
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FIG. S10: Spectral density A11(w) on the first site of an open
Hubbard chain with N = 6 and U/t = 4. The value of w
is scaled with the hopping term t and the chemical potential
has been shifted to w = 0. The spectral function is reported
in arbitrary units. The exact solution is also reported. The
plot has been obtained by including a finite imaginary shift
n =5 x 1072 in the poles of the GF.

In this case we achieve a better agreement between the
spectral functions evaluated via approximate MBPT and
the exact result.

S5. INDEPENDENT PARTICLE ENERGIES OF
A NON-INTERACTING CLOSED CHAIN

In the case of a non-interacting system the lat-
tice Hamiltonian simply reduces to the following tight-
binding model:

Hy = —tz Z (cjacjg + h.c.) .

o (ij)

(S.4)

In this situation the independent-particle picture is exact
and the total energy can be computed as the sum of
independent-particle energies. The independent-particle
eigenvalues in a ring of N sites are given by:

of 2mn
€n = 2tcos | — |,
N

with the integer index n ranging from 0 to (N — 1). The
energy range spanned by the e, is fixed between [—2t, 2t]
and at zero temperature it is always possible to choose
the Fermi energy as EFrp = 0. In particular if N is an
integer multiple of 4, so that N = 4M, with M an integer
such that M > 1, then there are two indexes m1, mo such
that:

(S.5)

my = M (86)
mo = 3M

€my = €Emy = 0.



In particular as only 2M states can be occupied in a half-
filled chain, then only one of the states out of €,,, and

€m, can be occupied, describing a metallic system.
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