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Dynamical mean-field theory (DMFT) is one of the most widely used theoretical methods for electronic
structure calculations, providing self-consistent solutions even in low-temperature regimes, which are exact in
the limit of infinite dimension. The principal limitation if this method is that it neglects spatial fluctuations,
which become important in finite dimension. Diagrammatic Monte Carlo (diagMC), by contrast, provides
results which are asymptotically exact for a convergent or resummable series, but are typically limited to high
temperature as they depend on the analytic structure of the expansion. In this work, we present a framework
for integrating these two methods so that the diagrammatic expansion is conducted around the DMFT solution.
This results in a series expansion conducted only in terms that explicitly depend on nonlocal correlations, and
which is asymptotically exact.

Strongly interacting fermions is both one of the most ubiq-
uitous and also most challenging problems of theoretical
physics. It arises in condensed matter systems, ultra-cold
atomic gases, materials science, nuclear physics and in the in-
terior of celestial bodies. Despite an intense effort and notable
progress, theory fails to produce decisive results in many of
these scenarios, and central questions remain open, some for
decades.

A major obstacle to theoretical progress in this field is the
sign problem, which prevents the use of conventional quantum
Monte Carlo techniques in fermionic systems. In response, a
number of approximative methods have been proposed, rang-
ing from DMFT [1–3] and generalizations thereof [4–10], to
wave function methods [11, 12], the density matrix renormal-
ization group theory [13] and auxiliary-field quantum Monte
Carlo [14–17]. Correlated systems are also extensively simu-
lated with ultra-cold atomic gases [18–20]. Yet, despite con-
siderable progress, a reliable phase diagram for even the most
elementary fermionic many-body problem, namely the Hub-
bard model, has not been produced, and different numerical
protocols produce results with notable discrepancies [21, 22].

A second obstacle to theoretical treatment of strongly cor-
related systems is the prospect of competing states that are
situated closely in terms of free energy, making uncontrolled
approximations potentially very misleading [21, 23]. This
fact points to the need for extremely accurate, preferably con-
trolled, numerical methods which can be applied in the macro-
scopic limit.

Diagrammatic Monte Carlo [24–26] is a method which was
developed specifically for unbiased treatment of many-body
fermions, and is based on stochastic sampling of Feynman
type graphs. Given a series that is either convergent or re-
summable, it provides asymptotically exact results directly in
the macroscopic limit. The principal limitation of this method
is that it relies on the analytic structure of the series. In metal-
lic systems this typically prevents treating large expansion pa-
rameters, and also limits the applicability to fairly high tem-
peratures. Thus far, near-zero temperature physics has only
been reached in semimetals [27–29].

The problems associated with a large expansion parameter
means that a conventional expansion in the interaction part

of the Hamiltonian is not viable for strongly correlated sys-
tems. This problem has now been partially overcome with the
introduction of strong-coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo
(SCDMC) [30–33], which relies on expansion in the nonlo-
cal part of the Hamiltonian. Reliable results now exist for the
Hubbard model in the strong coupling limit [30], the BCS-
BEC crossover regime [34] and magnetic moiré systems [35].
The main issue at point is that the method is still limited to
high temperatures.

An alternative path to diagrammatic simulation of challeng-
ing regimes is centered on the analytic structure of the series.
Homotopic action relies on shifting the starting point of the
expansion in order to improve convergence so that the point
of interest in parameter space falls within the convergence ra-
dius [36]. By determining the analytical structure of a sys-
tem in the weak coupling regime, it may be possible to recon-
struct it in regimes where the series is not convergent [37]. By
Borell resummation, it may even be possible to obtain results
from a series with a zero convergence radius [38]. By them-
selves, these methods have provided access to U/t ≤ 7 in the
Hubbard model. While this represent important progress, it
is not by it self sufficient for addressing many key problems.
It should be stressed however, that these methods are gener-
ally agnostic to the origin of the underlying series, and could
for example be combined with alternative diagrammatic tech-
niques.

In this work, we demonstrate that SCDMC can be inte-
grated with DMFT to produce an asymptotically exact expan-
sion around the mean-field solution, thus providing the means
to systematically improve DMFT results. This is expected to
dramatically expand the parameter regimes in which control-
lable results can be obtained, and shed new light on beyond-
mean-field physics in correlated systems at low temperature.

Model

DMFT is aimed at lattice fermions, and becomes exact in
infinite dimension. In this regime, non-local interactions be-
come trivial in that they only shift the chemical potential,
and are correspondingly neglected. SCDMC is applicable to
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any lattice fermion problem, but was specifically developed
to deal with strong contact interactions, by treating these non-
perturbatively.

In demonstrating how these methods can be integrated, we
will rely on the Hubbard model, which takes the form

H = µ̂+ t̂+ Û , µ̂ = −µ
∑

iσ

c†iσciσ, (1)

t̂ =
∑

ijσ

tijc
†
iσcjσ, Û =

∑

i

Uc†i↑ci↑c
†
i↓ci↓. (2)

However, it should be noted that long range interactions can
be treated perturbatively with this approach [30].

Dynamical mean-field theory

DMFT is based on mapping the many-body problem to an
impurity model consisting of a single site embedded in a bath.
Taking the limit of infinite dimension, the self energy becomes
local, Σ(ω,k) → Σ(ω), which significantly simplifies the
problem [39]. The corresponding Greens function is then ob-
tained by solving an impurity problem of the form

Gimp(τ − τ ′) = −⟨Tc(τ)c†(τ ′)⟩Seff , (3)

where the effective action is given by

Seff = −
∫ β

0

dτ1dτ2
∑

σ

c̄σ(τ1)g−1
0,σ(τ1 − τ2)cσ(τ2)

+U

∫
dτn↑(τ)n↓(τ). (4)

Since g0 describes the bilinear part of the action, it is related
to the full Greens function of the impurity problem by

Σ(ω) = g−1
0 (ω)−G−1

imp(ω). (5)

Translation invariance implies that the self energy is the same
for the impurity and the bath, giving

G(ω) =
∑

k

1

iω − ϵk + µ− Σ(ω)
, (6)

g−1
0 (ω) = G−1(ω) + Σ(ω). (7)

From the equations 3-7, we obtain the DMFT cycle, as illus-
trated in Fig. 1. The impurity problem, which is the only
nontrivial step, can be solved by a range of different methods,
including quantum Monte Carlo simulations and exact diago-
nalization [3].

Strong coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo

SCDMC is based on expansion in the hopping integral t
and a set of vertices which describe scattering processes that
are mediated by the contact interaction Û . The starting point
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DMFT

In DMFT, we use an impurity solver to obtain the Greens

function with respect to an effective action:

G(x = 0, τ − τ ′) = −〈Tc(τ)c†(τ ′)〉Seff . (1)

In principe, we can extend this treatment to include multiple

operators

〈Ōi〉 =
!

D[ψ̄,ψ]Ōie
−Seff , (2)

thus allowing us to compute local many-particle Greens func-

tions on the impurity.

Here, the effective action takes the form

Seff = −
! β

0

dτ1dτ2
"

σ

c̄σ(τ1)g
−1
σ (τ1 − τ2)cσ(τ2) (3)

U

!
dτn↑(τ)n↓(τ) (4)

g−1
σ (τ1 − τ2) = (−∂τ + µ)δ(τ1 − τ2)−∆σ(τ1 − τ2). (5)

The many-particle Greens function can be expressed as a se-

ries

G(τ̄) = Z−1
U+∆

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (6)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi], (7)

where we have defined

Z−1
U+∆ =

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (8)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)] (9)

and

H0 = −µn̂, (10)

H1(τ, τ
′) = Un̂↑n̂↓δ(τ − τ ′) +∆(τ − τ ′). (11)

Since H0 is bilinear, we can express the Greens function as

G(τ̄) =
"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (12)

×〈T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi]〉H0,e, (13)

where the subscript e implies that we only include contrac-

tions such that all operators H1 are connected to at least one

element of Ōi. It is also clear that we can construct connected

Greens functions from the disconnected Greens function by

simple recursion. This will give us

Gc(τ̄) =
"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (14)

×〈T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi]〉H0,c, (15)

where the subscript c implies that all terms inside the bracket

are connected. In the next stage, we will connect these to

vertices in the strong-coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo ex-

pansion.

SCDMC

In strong coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo, we derive

vertices that describe the scattering of particles. These take

the form

V [Ō] =
"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,c =

"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,e

−
"

A⊊Ō,Ô1∈A

ξŌ,A

"

n,m

〈ΓnUnA〉µ̂,c〈ΓmUmŌ\A〉µ̂,e. (16)

Thus, the vertex is equivalent to the DMFT expression for the

connected Greens function at order zero in ∆. If we exam-

ine the diagrammatic expansion, we may see that the class of

decorated diagrams defines a series which converges to the

DMFT solution when identifying ∆ = t̃(x = 0). Hence, we

can go ahead and solve the impurity problem to obtain the

decorated vertex.

g
−1
0 (17)

Gimp(ω) (18)

Σ = g
−1
0 −G−1

imp (19)

G(ω) =
"

k

1

iω − 'k + µ− Σ(ω)
(20)

g
−1
0 = G−1 + Σ (21)

g0 (22)
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A⊊Ō,Ô1∈A

ξŌ,A
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−Seff , (2)

thus allowing us to compute local many-particle Greens func-

tions on the impurity.

Here, the effective action takes the form

Seff = −
! β

0

dτ1dτ2
"

σ

c̄σ(τ1)g
−1
σ (τ1 − τ2)cσ(τ2) (3)

U

!
dτn↑(τ)n↓(τ) (4)

g−1
σ (τ1 − τ2) = (−∂τ + µ)δ(τ1 − τ2)−∆σ(τ1 − τ2). (5)

The many-particle Greens function can be expressed as a se-

ries

G(τ̄) = Z−1
U+∆

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (6)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
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i Ō〉µ̂,c =

"

n

〈ΓnUn
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−Seff , (2)

thus allowing us to compute local many-particle Greens func-

tions on the impurity.

Here, the effective action takes the form

Seff = −
! β

0

dτ1dτ2
"

σ

c̄σ(τ1)g
−1
σ (τ1 − τ2)cσ(τ2) (3)

U

!
dτn↑(τ)n↓(τ) (4)

g−1
σ (τ1 − τ2) = (−∂τ + µ)δ(τ1 − τ2)−∆σ(τ1 − τ2). (5)

The many-particle Greens function can be expressed as a se-

ries

G(τ̄) = Z−1
U+∆

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (6)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
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vertices that describe the scattering of particles. These take

the form

V [Ō] =
"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,c =

"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,e

−
"

A⊊Ō,Ô1∈A

ξŌ,A

"

n,m

〈ΓnUnA〉µ̂,c〈ΓmUmŌ\A〉µ̂,e. (16)

Thus, the vertex is equivalent to the DMFT expression for the

connected Greens function at order zero in ∆. If we exam-

ine the diagrammatic expansion, we may see that the class of

decorated diagrams defines a series which converges to the

DMFT solution when identifying ∆ = t̃(x = 0). Hence, we

can go ahead and solve the impurity problem to obtain the

decorated vertex.
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DMFT

In DMFT, we use an impurity solver to obtain the Greens

function with respect to an effective action:

G(x = 0, τ − τ ′) = −〈Tc(τ)c†(τ ′)〉Seff . (1)

In principe, we can extend this treatment to include multiple

operators

〈Ōi〉 =
!

D[ψ̄,ψ]Ōie
−Seff , (2)

thus allowing us to compute local many-particle Greens func-

tions on the impurity.

Here, the effective action takes the form

Seff = −
! β

0

dτ1dτ2
"

σ

c̄σ(τ1)g
−1
σ (τ1 − τ2)cσ(τ2) (3)

U

!
dτn↑(τ)n↓(τ) (4)

g−1
σ (τ1 − τ2) = (−∂τ + µ)δ(τ1 − τ2)−∆σ(τ1 − τ2). (5)

The many-particle Greens function can be expressed as a se-

ries

G(τ̄) = Z−1
U+∆

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (6)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi], (7)
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Z−1
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"
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(−1)n

n!
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dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (8)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)] (9)

and

H0 = −µn̂, (10)

H1(τ, τ
′) = Un̂↑n̂↓δ(τ − τ ′) +∆(τ − τ ′). (11)

Since H0 is bilinear, we can express the Greens function as

G(τ̄) =
"
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(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (12)

×〈T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi]〉H0,e, (13)

where the subscript e implies that we only include contrac-

tions such that all operators H1 are connected to at least one

element of Ōi. It is also clear that we can construct connected

Greens functions from the disconnected Greens function by

simple recursion. This will give us

Gc(τ̄) =
"
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(−1)n
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!
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′
1...dτ

′
n (14)

×〈T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi]〉H0,c, (15)

where the subscript c implies that all terms inside the bracket

are connected. In the next stage, we will connect these to

vertices in the strong-coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo ex-

pansion.

SCDMC

In strong coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo, we derive

vertices that describe the scattering of particles. These take

the form

V [Ō] =
"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,c =

"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,e

−
"

A⊊Ō,Ô1∈A

ξŌ,A

"

n,m

〈ΓnUnA〉µ̂,c〈ΓmUmŌ\A〉µ̂,e. (16)

Thus, the vertex is equivalent to the DMFT expression for the

connected Greens function at order zero in ∆. If we exam-

ine the diagrammatic expansion, we may see that the class of

decorated diagrams defines a series which converges to the

DMFT solution when identifying ∆ = t̃(x = 0). Hence, we

can go ahead and solve the impurity problem to obtain the

decorated vertex.

g
−1
0 (17)

Gimp(ω) (18)

Σ = g
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DMFT

In DMFT, we use an impurity solver to obtain the Greens

function with respect to an effective action:

G(x = 0, τ − τ ′) = −〈Tc(τ)c†(τ ′)〉Seff . (1)

In principe, we can extend this treatment to include multiple

operators

〈Ōi〉 =
!

D[ψ̄,ψ]Ōie
−Seff , (2)

thus allowing us to compute local many-particle Greens func-

tions on the impurity.

Here, the effective action takes the form

Seff = −
! β

0

dτ1dτ2
"

σ

c̄σ(τ1)g
−1
σ (τ1 − τ2)cσ(τ2) (3)

U

!
dτn↑(τ)n↓(τ) (4)

g−1
σ (τ1 − τ2) = (−∂τ + µ)δ(τ1 − τ2)−∆σ(τ1 − τ2). (5)

The many-particle Greens function can be expressed as a se-

ries

G(τ̄) = Z−1
U+∆

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (6)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi], (7)

where we have defined

Z−1
U+∆ =

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (8)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)] (9)

and

H0 = −µn̂, (10)

H1(τ, τ
′) = Un̂↑n̂↓δ(τ − τ ′) +∆(τ − τ ′). (11)

Since H0 is bilinear, we can express the Greens function as

G(τ̄) =
"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (12)

×〈T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi]〉H0,e, (13)

where the subscript e implies that we only include contrac-

tions such that all operators H1 are connected to at least one

element of Ōi. It is also clear that we can construct connected

Greens functions from the disconnected Greens function by

simple recursion. This will give us

Gc(τ̄) =
"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (14)

×〈T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi]〉H0,c, (15)

where the subscript c implies that all terms inside the bracket

are connected. In the next stage, we will connect these to

vertices in the strong-coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo ex-

pansion.

SCDMC

In strong coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo, we derive

vertices that describe the scattering of particles. These take

the form

V [Ō] =
"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,c =

"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,e

−
"

A⊊Ō,Ô1∈A

ξŌ,A

"

n,m

〈ΓnUnA〉µ̂,c〈ΓmUmŌ\A〉µ̂,e. (16)

Thus, the vertex is equivalent to the DMFT expression for the

connected Greens function at order zero in ∆. If we exam-

ine the diagrammatic expansion, we may see that the class of

decorated diagrams defines a series which converges to the

DMFT solution when identifying ∆ = t̃(x = 0). Hence, we

can go ahead and solve the impurity problem to obtain the

decorated vertex.

g
−1
0 (17)

Gimp(ω) (18)

Σ = g
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DMFT

In DMFT, we use an impurity solver to obtain the Greens

function with respect to an effective action:

G(x = 0, τ − τ ′) = −〈Tc(τ)c†(τ ′)〉Seff . (1)

In principe, we can extend this treatment to include multiple

operators

〈Ōi〉 =
!

D[ψ̄,ψ]Ōie
−Seff , (2)

thus allowing us to compute local many-particle Greens func-

tions on the impurity.

Here, the effective action takes the form

Seff = −
! β

0

dτ1dτ2
"

σ

c̄σ(τ1)g
−1
σ (τ1 − τ2)cσ(τ2) (3)

U

!
dτn↑(τ)n↓(τ) (4)

g−1
σ (τ1 − τ2) = (−∂τ + µ)δ(τ1 − τ2)−∆σ(τ1 − τ2). (5)

The many-particle Greens function can be expressed as a se-

ries

G(τ̄) = Z−1
U+∆

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (6)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi], (7)

where we have defined

Z−1
U+∆ =

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (8)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)] (9)

and

H0 = −µn̂, (10)

H1(τ, τ
′) = Un̂↑n̂↓δ(τ − τ ′) +∆(τ − τ ′). (11)

Since H0 is bilinear, we can express the Greens function as

G(τ̄) =
"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (12)

×〈T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi]〉H0,e, (13)

where the subscript e implies that we only include contrac-

tions such that all operators H1 are connected to at least one

element of Ōi. It is also clear that we can construct connected

Greens functions from the disconnected Greens function by

simple recursion. This will give us

Gc(τ̄) =
"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (14)

×〈T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi]〉H0,c, (15)

where the subscript c implies that all terms inside the bracket

are connected. In the next stage, we will connect these to

vertices in the strong-coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo ex-

pansion.

SCDMC

In strong coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo, we derive

vertices that describe the scattering of particles. These take

the form

V [Ō] =
"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,c =

"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,e

−
"

A⊊Ō,Ô1∈A

ξŌ,A

"

n,m

〈ΓnUnA〉µ̂,c〈ΓmUmŌ\A〉µ̂,e. (16)

Thus, the vertex is equivalent to the DMFT expression for the

connected Greens function at order zero in ∆. If we exam-

ine the diagrammatic expansion, we may see that the class of

decorated diagrams defines a series which converges to the

DMFT solution when identifying ∆ = t̃(x = 0). Hence, we

can go ahead and solve the impurity problem to obtain the

decorated vertex.
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DMFT

In DMFT, we use an impurity solver to obtain the Greens

function with respect to an effective action:

G(x = 0, τ − τ ′) = −〈Tc(τ)c†(τ ′)〉Seff . (1)

In principe, we can extend this treatment to include multiple

operators

〈Ōi〉 =
!

D[ψ̄,ψ]Ōie
−Seff , (2)

thus allowing us to compute local many-particle Greens func-

tions on the impurity.

Here, the effective action takes the form

Seff = −
! β

0

dτ1dτ2
"

σ

c̄σ(τ1)g
−1
σ (τ1 − τ2)cσ(τ2) (3)

U

!
dτn↑(τ)n↓(τ) (4)

g−1
σ (τ1 − τ2) = (−∂τ + µ)δ(τ1 − τ2)−∆σ(τ1 − τ2). (5)

The many-particle Greens function can be expressed as a se-

ries

G(τ̄) = Z−1
U+∆

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (6)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi], (7)

where we have defined

Z−1
U+∆ =

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (8)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)] (9)

and

H0 = −µn̂, (10)

H1(τ, τ
′) = Un̂↑n̂↓δ(τ − τ ′) +∆(τ − τ ′). (11)

Since H0 is bilinear, we can express the Greens function as

G(τ̄) =
"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (12)

×〈T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi]〉H0,e, (13)

where the subscript e implies that we only include contrac-

tions such that all operators H1 are connected to at least one

element of Ōi. It is also clear that we can construct connected

Greens functions from the disconnected Greens function by

simple recursion. This will give us

Gc(τ̄) =
"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (14)

×〈T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi]〉H0,c, (15)

where the subscript c implies that all terms inside the bracket

are connected. In the next stage, we will connect these to

vertices in the strong-coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo ex-

pansion.

SCDMC

In strong coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo, we derive

vertices that describe the scattering of particles. These take

the form

V [Ō] =
"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,c =

"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,e

−
"

A⊊Ō,Ô1∈A

ξŌ,A

"

n,m

〈ΓnUnA〉µ̂,c〈ΓmUmŌ\A〉µ̂,e. (16)

Thus, the vertex is equivalent to the DMFT expression for the

connected Greens function at order zero in ∆. If we exam-

ine the diagrammatic expansion, we may see that the class of

decorated diagrams defines a series which converges to the

DMFT solution when identifying ∆ = t̃(x = 0). Hence, we

can go ahead and solve the impurity problem to obtain the

decorated vertex.

g
−1
0 (17)

Gimp(ω) (18)

Σ = g
−1
0 −G−1

imp (19)

G(ω) =
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1
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Figure 1. The DMFT cycle is based on a self-consistency relation
for the Greens function. Solving the impurity problem with respect to
an effective action Seff, gives a local Greens function Gimp(ω). Com-
parison to the bilinear part of the effective action gives the self energy
Σ(ω). Integrating over momenta provides a local Greens function
G(ω), from which the bilinear part of the action, g−1

0 is obtained and
fed into the effective action. After convergence, a self-consistent so-
lution for the Greens function is acquired.

for deriving this diagrammatic description is the treatment of
nonlocal terms and interactions as a perturbation:

H0 = µ̂, H1 = Û + t̂. (8)

Since H0 is bilinear, eq. 8 can be treated via expansion and
Wicks theorem:

⟨ô⟩ =
∑

n

(−1)n

n!

∫ β

0

dτ1...⟨T [H1(τ1)...H1(τn)ô]⟩Ho,c, (9)

where the subscript c implies connected topologies. This gives
two types of vertices corresponding to the expansion terms t̂
and Û , as shown in Fig. 2 (a). The resulting diagrams describe
fermions dispersing according to ∼ t which are then subject to
corrections that depend on the local terms µ̂ and Û , as exem-
plified in Fig. 2 (b). The set of all such scattering processes
for a given number of particles and corresponding quantum
numbers (like spin), define a vertex VN , where N denotes the
number of scattered particles, see Fig. 2, (c). Note that we
suppress spin indices for brevity.

Since H0 contains no dispersion it follows that the bare
Greens function is local,

G0
αβ(i− j, τ) = G0

αβ(τ)δi,j . (10)

The vertices VN can be expressed in terms of infinite sums
as shown in Fig. 2, (d). These are equivalent to connected
N−particle Greens functions obtained in the atomic limit, and
can be written

VN [Ō] =
∑

n

(−1)n

n!

∫
dτ̄⟨Û(τ1)...Ō⟩µ̂,c, (11)

where Ō denotes the set of fermionic operators associated
with the external lines, and the subscript c implies connected
topologies. Working in the atomic limit, the N−particle
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(f) Measuring line Corresponding process

=

=

=

...

...

...
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V1

V2

V2
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Figure 2. Overview of strong coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo. (a) Treating t̂ and Û as expansion parameters, we obtain two types
of vertices. (b) The resulting diagrams consists of particles propagating along the ∼ t lines, which are then subject to corrections from local
terms ∼ G0 and ∼ U . These corrections can be classified as single-particle corrections and many-particle collisions respectively. (c) The
set of all single particle corrections can be summed into a single particle vertex V1, while the set of N -particle collisions can be sorted into
vertices VN . (d) The vertices are identical to the connected N−particle Greens functions in the atomic limit, making them an exactly solvable
problem. (e) The expansion can then be conducted in vertices VN connected by the hopping integral. Using the dressed hopping integral, only
skeleton graphs need to be sampled. (f) Observables are extracted using a measuring line, which is treated as an external line. The remaining
part of the diagram provides a contribution to the polarization operator of the hopping integral, from which a dressed hopping integral and full
Greens function can be obtained.

Greens function is an exactly solvable problem. The con-
nected Greens function is then obtained by a recursion, where
the disconnected parts are removed [30].

The vertices are connected by the hopping integrals ∼ t to
form diagrams. The skeleton graphs up to order 4 for the free
energy are shown in Fig. 2, (e). Observables are obtained by
inserting a measuring line into a diagram, as shown in Fig. 2
(f): One line is tagged and treated as an external line. The
remainder of the diagrams corresponds to an element of the
polarization operator of the hopping integral, Π, which is the
principal observable. The dressed hopping integral can then
be obtained from a Bethe-Salpeter/Dyson type equation of the
form

t̃(ω,k) =
1

t−1(k)−Π(ω,k)
. (12)

Expanding in t̃ and retaining only skeleton graphs (to avoid
double counting) gives a self-consistent solution for the

dressed hopping integral and the polarization operator. The
Greens function can then be obtained from

G(ω,k) =
1

Π−1(ω,k)− t(k)
, (13)

from which it also follows that

t̃(ω,k) = t(k) + t2(k)G(ω,k). (14)

More complex observables can be obtained by using multiple
measuring lines.

The SCDMC cycle is shown in Fig. 3: The first step con-
sists of constructing all vertices up to a given order for all sets
of operators Ō originating in the nonlocal terms t̂. The sec-
ond stage consists of expanding in t̃ to obtain Π, which in
turn gives a new t̃. This process is repeated until convergence
is obtained.
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DMFT

In DMFT, we use an impurity solver to obtain the Greens

function with respect to an effective action:

G(x = 0, τ − τ ′) = −〈Tc(τ)c†(τ ′)〉Seff . (1)

In principe, we can extend this treatment to include multiple

operators

〈Ōi〉 =
!

D[ψ̄,ψ]Ōie
−Seff , (2)

thus allowing us to compute local many-particle Greens func-

tions on the impurity.

Here, the effective action takes the form

Seff = −
! β

0

dτ1dτ2
"

σ

c̄σ(τ1)g
−1
σ (τ1 − τ2)cσ(τ2) (3)

U

!
dτn↑(τ)n↓(τ) (4)

g−1
σ (τ1 − τ2) = (−∂τ + µ)δ(τ1 − τ2)−∆σ(τ1 − τ2). (5)

The many-particle Greens function can be expressed as a se-

ries

G(τ̄) = Z−1
U+∆

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (6)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi], (7)

where we have defined

Z−1
U+∆ =

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (8)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)] (9)

and

H0 = −µn̂, (10)

H1(τ, τ
′) = Un̂↑n̂↓δ(τ − τ ′) +∆(τ − τ ′). (11)

Since H0 is bilinear, we can express the Greens function as

G(τ̄) =
"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (12)

×〈T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi]〉H0,e, (13)

where the subscript e implies that we only include contrac-

tions such that all operators H1 are connected to at least one

element of Ōi. It is also clear that we can construct connected

Greens functions from the disconnected Greens function by

simple recursion. This will give us

Gc(τ̄) =
"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (14)

×〈T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi]〉H0,c, (15)

where the subscript c implies that all terms inside the bracket

are connected. In the next stage, we will connect these to

vertices in the strong-coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo ex-

pansion.

SCDMC

In strong coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo, we derive

vertices that describe the scattering of particles. These take

the form

V [Ō] =
"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,c =

"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,e

−
"

A⊊Ō,Ô1∈A

ξŌ,A

"

n,m

〈ΓnUnA〉µ̂,c〈ΓmUmŌ\A〉µ̂,e. (16)

Thus, the vertex is equivalent to the DMFT expression for the

connected Greens function at order zero in ∆. If we exam-

ine the diagrammatic expansion, we may see that the class of

decorated diagrams defines a series which converges to the
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A⊊Ō,Ô1∈A

ξŌ,A
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n)Ōi]〉H0,e, (13)

where the subscript e implies that we only include contrac-

tions such that all operators H1 are connected to at least one
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i Ō〉µ̂,e

−
"
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5

Figure 5. Topologies of the mean-field corrected series up to or-
der 6. In the corrected vertices {ṼN}, the local part of the dressed
hopping integral t̃L has effectively been integrated out. The corre-
sponding expansion should therefore be conducted in the nonlocal
part t̃I , while retaining only skeleton graphs. As a result, there is
only a small number of allowed topologies (4 graphs at order N=6)
that all explicitly depend on nonlocal correlations.

the set {ṼN}, resulting in double counting. Hence, expansion
in the corrected vertices may only be conducted in the inter-
site part of the hopping integral t̃I .

µ̂ + Û (20)

An integrated DMFT-SCDMC approach can then be con-
structed in accordance with the diagram in Fig. 6:

1. An impurity solver is used to obtain the single and
many-particle Greens functions G1

imp, GN
imp.

2. The many-particle Greens function is fed into a recur-
sive algorithm which removes the disconnected part of
the Greens function, producing the renormalized ver-
tices ṼN .

3. A diagrammatic expansion is conducted in the vertices
ṼN and the itinerant part of the dressed hopping inte-
gral t̃I , producing the beyond mean-field contribution
to the polarization operator, ⇧SCDMC.

4. ⇧SCDMC and Gimp are combined, to form the full po-
larization operator ⇧tot, which is fed into a Bethe-
Salpeter/Dyson type equation (12) to provide t̃ and �.

5. � is fed back into the impurity solver, while t̃ is inserted
into the diagrammatic expansion.

6. The process is repeated until convergence.

Summary

In conclusion, we have provided a framework for inte-
grating DMFT with SCDMC which allows a systematic and
asymptotically exact expansion around the mean-field solu-
tion. The remaining corrections in this series explicitly de-
pend on non-local correlations, which now represent the ex-
pansion parameter, as all other contributions have been ac-
counted for non-perturbatively.
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Figure 5. Mean-field like corrections to vertices. Summing over
all vertices with N � 2, and closing all but four externa lines (a), we
obtain a series for a renormalized two-particle vertex Ṽ2. Likewise,
we can compute a renormalized three-particle vertex Ṽ3 (b), and so
forth. These vertices can be obtained non-perturbatively by solving
the impurity problem for the N�particle Greens function.

ṼN and the dressed hopping integral t̃, producing the
beyond mean-field contribution to the polarization op-
erator, ⇧SCDMC.

4. ⇧SCDMC and Gimp are combined, to form the full po-
larization operator ⇧tot, which is fed into a Bethe-
Salpeter/Dyson type equation (10) to provide t̃ and �.

5. � is fed back into the impurity solver, while t̃ is inserted
into the diagrammatic expansion.
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Figure 6. DMFT+SCDMC cycle. The impurity solver allows
mean-field like corrections to be integrated out, resulting in an ex-
pansion only in diagrams that explicitly depend on non-local corre-
lations.

Since the renormalized vertices contain the same energy
scales as the expansion parameter, it is very likely that conver-
gence properties of the series is dramatically improved com-
pared to conventional diagrammatics, and this should give ac-
cess to virtually exact results in parameter regimes where this
was previously considered impossible.

DMFT has an extremely wide applicability, ranging from
condensed matter theory and ultra-cold atomic gases to ma-
terial science. In the latter, it is often combined with DFT to
conduct ab initio calculations of strongly correlated systems
[40, 41]. Our method provides the means to systematically
improve calculations across these applications by systemati-
cally taking into account non-local correlation.
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hopping integral t̃ to produce a new estimate for t̃, which is fed back
into the diagrammatic expansion. The second stage is repeated until
convergence is obtained. The Greens function is then obtained from
t̃.

Integration of dynamical mean-field theory and diagrammatic
Monte Carlo

To see how these two methods can be combined, we note
that the impurity problem (Eq. 3) can be written as a series
expansion:

Gimp(τ − τ ′) = Z−1
H1

(µ)
∑

n

(−1)n

n!

×
∫ β

0

dτi...Tre−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...c

†(τ ′)c(τ)]. (15)

Here, H0 = µ̂, H1(τ, τ
′) = Ûδ(τ−τ ′)+∆(τ−τ ′)c†(τ ′)c(τ).

The partition function refers to contractions of H1 evaluated
with respect to H0. Since H0 is bilinear we can express this
as a diagrammatic expansion

Gimp=
∑

n

(−1)n
n!

∫ β

0

dτ̄⟨T [H1(τ̄1)...c
†(τ ′)c(τ)]⟩H0,c, (16)

where the subscript c denotes connected topologies and τ̄i =
{τi, τ ′i}. The term ∼ ∆ describes exchange of electrons with
the bath [39], and takes the form

∆(ω) =
1

[∑
k t̃(ω,k)

]−1

+Πimp(ω)
, (17)

where Πimp denotes the polarization operator of ∆ in the im-
purity problem.

In the next stage, we note that the expansion (16) can be
conducted in an exchange term which is dressed with respect
to the impurity polarization operator, denoted ∆̃, while retain-
ing only the skeleton graphs (to avoid double counting). We
then find

∆̃(ω) =
1

∆−1(ω)−Πimp(ω)
=

∑

k

t̃(ω,k). (18)

Separating the dressed hopping integral into local and inter-
site parts

t̃L(ω) = ∆̃(ω), t̃I(ω,k) = t̃(ω,k)− t̃L(ω), (19)

...

...

...

...
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Figure 4. Mean-field like corrections. (a) The single particle
Greens function obtained from the impurity problem can be equated
to a strong coupling expansion in the local part of the hopping inte-
gral, t̃L, for a renormalized vertex Ṽ1. (b) The N -particle connected
Greens function of the impurity problem is equivalent to the infinite
series for a corresponding vertex ṼN . By integrating DMFT and
SCDMC, these corrections can be accounted for nonperturbatively
via an impurity solver, allowing for an expansion in the corrected
vertices {ṼN}.

the impurity problem can be cast into a strong-coupling ex-
pansion in t̃L for a renormalized single-particle vertex, as il-
lustrated in 4, (a). The vertex Ṽ1 is equivalent to the impu-
rity Grens function, and provides a contribution to the polar-
ization operator of the full strong-coupling problem. Thus,
given ∆, the infinite series for Ṽ1 can be accounted for non-
perturbatively by solving the impurity problem.

This idea can be generalized by solving the impurity prob-
lem for connected N -particle Greens functions GN

imp,c(τ̄):
Once again, we may cast this problem into a skeleton-graph
expansion in the dressed exchange term ∆̃ = t̃L, which pro-
duces an infinite series for a corrected N -particle vertex ṼN ,
as shown in Fig. 4 (b). This problem is identical to the
SCMDC expansion in the local part of the hopping integral
t̃L, implying that this infinite class of diagrams for a renor-
malized vertex may be replaced by the corresponding DMFT
solutions.

In the next stage, we note that we can conduct the SCDMC
expansion in ṼN , as opposed to in the bare vertices. However,
if we connect two vertices by the local hopping term t̃L, we
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will produce an insertion that is by definition also an element
of ṼN , resulting in double counting. Consequently, when ex-
panding in ṼN , we are only allowed to connects vertices via
the itinerant hopping t̃I . From a diagrammatic point of view,
this treatment is equivalent to including t̃L in the summation
shown in Fig. 2, (d), to produce the vertices ṼN rather than
their bare counterpart VN , that only depend on µ̂+ Û . At this
point, t̃I becomes the expansion term.

The fact that the expansion term is non-local, and that we
only permit skeleton graphs, leads to a sharp reduction of the
number of diagrams that are permitted. Up to an expansion or-
der 6, we only obtain 4 topologies, as shown in Fig. 5. The re-
maining diagrams explicitly depend on nonlocal correlations,
as all mean-field like contributions have been accounted for
non-perturbatively.

Figure 5. Topologies of the mean-field corrected series up to or-
der 6. In the corrected vertices {ṼN}, the local part of the dressed
hopping integral t̃L has effectively been integrated out. The corre-
sponding expansion should therefore be conducted in the nonlocal
part t̃I , while retaining only skeleton graphs. As a result, there is
only a small number of allowed topologies (4 graphs up to order
N=6) that all explicitly depend on nonlocal correlations.

With these results in place, we can proceed to construct an
integrated DMFT-SCDMC algorithm in accordance with the
diagram in Fig. 6:

1. An impurity solver is used to obtain the single and
many-particle Greens functions G1

imp, G
N
imp.

2. The many-particle Greens function is fed into a recur-
sive algorithm which removes its disconnected contri-
butions, producing the renormalized vertices ṼN which
are identical to connected Greens functions.

3. A diagrammatic expansion is conducted in the vertices
ṼN and the itinerant part of the dressed hopping inte-
gral t̃I , producing the beyond mean-field contribution
to the polarization operator, ΠSCDMC.

4. ΠSCDMC and Gimp are combined, to form the full po-
larization operator Πtot, which is fed into a Bethe-
Salpeter/Dyson type equation (12) to provide t̃ and ∆̃.

5. ∆ is obtained from ∆̃ and Πimp and fed back into the
impurity solver, while t̃I is inserted into the diagram-
matic expansion.

The process above is repeated until convergence, providing a
self-consistent solution for Π, which gives the dressed hop-

ping integral, the Greens function and therefore also the spec-
trum of the system. Once convergence has been obtained,
additional observables like spin-spin/spin-charge correlations
can be obtained by using multiple measuring lines.
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DMFT

In DMFT, we use an impurity solver to obtain the Greens

function with respect to an effective action:

G(x = 0, τ − τ ′) = −〈Tc(τ)c†(τ ′)〉Seff . (1)

In principe, we can extend this treatment to include multiple

operators

〈Ōi〉 =
!

D[ψ̄,ψ]Ōie
−Seff , (2)

thus allowing us to compute local many-particle Greens func-

tions on the impurity.

Here, the effective action takes the form

Seff = −
! β

0

dτ1dτ2
"

σ

c̄σ(τ1)g
−1
σ (τ1 − τ2)cσ(τ2) (3)

U

!
dτn↑(τ)n↓(τ) (4)

g−1
σ (τ1 − τ2) = (−∂τ + µ)δ(τ1 − τ2)−∆σ(τ1 − τ2). (5)

The many-particle Greens function can be expressed as a se-

ries

G(τ̄) = Z−1
U+∆

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (6)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi], (7)

where we have defined

Z−1
U+∆ =

"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (8)

×Tr e−βH0T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)] (9)

and

H0 = −µn̂, (10)

H1(τ, τ
′) = Un̂↑n̂↓δ(τ − τ ′) +∆(τ − τ ′). (11)

Since H0 is bilinear, we can express the Greens function as

G(τ̄) =
"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (12)

×〈T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi]〉H0,e, (13)

where the subscript e implies that we only include contrac-

tions such that all operators H1 are connected to at least one

element of Ōi. It is also clear that we can construct connected

Greens functions from the disconnected Greens function by

simple recursion. This will give us

Gc(τ̄) =
"

n

(−1)n

n!

!
dτ1dτ

′
1...dτ

′
n (14)

×〈T [H1(τ1, τ
′
1)...H1(τn, τ

′
n)Ōi]〉H0,c, (15)

where the subscript c implies that all terms inside the bracket

are connected. In the next stage, we will connect these to

vertices in the strong-coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo ex-

pansion.

SCDMC

In strong coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo, we derive

vertices that describe the scattering of particles. These take

the form

V [Ō] =
"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,c =

"

n

〈ΓnUn
i Ō〉µ̂,e

−
"

A⊊Ō,Ô1∈A

ξŌ,A

"

n,m

〈ΓnUnA〉µ̂,c〈ΓmUmŌ\A〉µ̂,e. (16)

Thus, the vertex is equivalent to the DMFT expression for the

connected Greens function at order zero in ∆. If we exam-

ine the diagrammatic expansion, we may see that the class of

decorated diagrams defines a series which converges to the

DMFT solution when identifying ∆ = t̃(x = 0). Hence, we

can go ahead and solve the impurity problem to obtain the

decorated vertex.

H0 (17)

t̃(ω,k) (18)

G(ω,k) (19)

V [Ō] (20)

GN (τ̄) (21)

Gimp(ω) (22)

VN [Ō] (23)

ΠSCDMC(ω,k) (24)

Πtot(ω,k) (25)

∆(τ) = t̃(τ, x = 0) (26)
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n)Ōi]〉H0,c, (15)

where the subscript c implies that all terms inside the bracket

are connected. In the next stage, we will connect these to

vertices in the strong-coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo ex-

pansion.

SCDMC

In strong coupling diagrammatic Monte Carlo, we derive

vertices that describe the scattering of particles. These take

the form

V [Ō] =
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i Ō〉µ̂,c =

"

n

〈ΓnUn
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VN [Ō] (23)

ΠSCDMC(ω,k) (24)

Πtot(ω,k) (25)

∆(τ) = t̃(τ, x = 0) (26)

Impurity solver Bethe-Salpiter

Notes on DMFT + DMC

Johan Carlström

Department of Physics, Stockholm University, 106 91 Stockholm, Sweden
(Dated: August 22, 2023)

.

DMFT

In DMFT, we use an impurity solver to obtain the Greens

function with respect to an effective action:

G(x = 0, τ − τ ′) = −〈Tc(τ)c†(τ ′)〉Seff . (1)

In principe, we can extend this treatment to include multiple

operators
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A⊊Ō,Ô1∈A

ξŌ,A
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Summary

In conclusion, we have provided a framework for inte-
grating DMFT with SCDMC which allows a systematic and
asymptotically exact expansion around the mean-field solu-
tion. The remaining corrections in this series explicitly de-
pend on non-local correlations, which now represent the ex-
pansion parameter, as all other contributions have been ac-
counted for non-perturbatively.

Since the renormalized vertices contain the same energy
scales as the expansion parameter, it is very likely that conver-
gence properties of the series is substantially improved com-
pared to conventional diagrammatics, and this should give ac-
cess to virtually exact results in parameter regimes where this
was previously considered impossible.

DMFT has an extremely wide applicability, ranging from
condensed matter theory and ultra-cold atomic gases to ma-
terial science. In the latter, it is often combined with DFT to
conduct ab initio calculations of strongly correlated systems
[40, 41]. Our method provides the means to dramatically im-
prove results across these applications by systematically tak-
ing into account non-local correlation.
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