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With exceptionally low magnetic damping, YIG has been extensively applied in the realm of magnetism,
encompassing the researches into the spin Seebeck effect. YIG has 20 magnon bands, including 8 higher-energy
bands denoted as α1∼8, and 12 lower-energy bands denoted as β1∼12. Here, we study the impact of the complex
intraband and interband magnon couplings on the transport coefficients of YIG. Four-magnon processes in
YIG are considered, and a self-consistent mean-field approximation is made for these interaction terms. We
find that the β bands exhibit minimal variation with increasing temperature, whereas the α bands undergo a
noticeable decline as the temperature rises. These counterintuitive results agree well with the observation of
earlier inelastic neutron scattering experiments and the results of the theoretical calculations in recent years. We
also find it sufficient to include only the contribution of magnons on the acoustic band β1 when studying the
spin conductivity (σm). However, when calculating the spin Seebeck coefficient (Sm) and the magnon thermal
conductivity (κm), the results calculated using only β1 show noticeable deviations over a large temperature
range compared to the full band calculations. These deviations are well mitigated when the β2 and β3 bands are
considered. Finally, we find our results satisfy the Wiedemann-Franz law for magnon transport.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spin-caloritronics is a field that explores the interaction of
electron spins with heat currents, driven by new physical ef-
fects and aimed at enhancing thermoelectric device perfor-
mance [1–6]. This field is anticipated to address efficient
waste heat recovery and temperature control challenges [6].
The comprehension of spin-caloritronics phenomena pivots
on magnon transport in magnetic insulators, notably the spin
Seebeck effect (SSE) and its reverse phenomenon, the Peltier
effect [7–12]. SSE stems from spin currents generated by
thermal gradients, encompassing key physical quantities such
as magnon conductivity (σm), spin Seebeck coefficient (Sm),
and magnon thermal conductivity (κm) [10–12]. It has been
recognized as a ubiquitous physical phenomenon in magnetic
materials since its experimental confirmation in 2008 [6, 7].

In spin caloritronics, closely intertwined with the SSE de-
tections, yttrium iron garnet (YIG) emerges as a prominent
material choice, primarily attributed to its remarkably low
magnetic damping [9, 13–17]. This low magnetic damping
attribute enables spin-waves to propagate to an observable dis-
tance [18–20]. So far, significant and concerted efforts have
been made to explore the SSE in YIG, both experimentally
and theoretically [17, 21–25].

YIG has a high Curie temperature of Tc ≈ 560K, allow-
ing experiments to be conducted at room temperature [14].
The lattice of YIG belongs to the space group of Ia3̄d, with a
primitive unit cell containing 80 atoms, of which 20 are iron
atoms. Despite of complex structure, the crystal of YIG can
grow extremely well, achieving acoustic damping even lower
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than that of quartz [14]. YIG has 20 magnon modes, including
one acoustic branch and 19 optical branches [26]. When the
wave-vector k < 5 × 105cm−1, the acoustic magnon can be
probed by microwave techniques and inelastic light scattering
[26]. However, it is necessary to use inelastic neutron scatter-
ing (INS) experiments when detecting higher-energy magnons
[14, 26, 27]. At room temperature, the wavelength of ther-
mal magnons in YIG is a few nanometers [28, 29]. These
magnons are localized near the Γ point of the acoustic branch,
with a frequency on the order of GHz. The magnons excita-
tion in YIG will undergo a rapid thermalization within hun-
dreds of nanoseconds [30–32]. Therefore, in the realm of
magnon spin transport research [13, 17], the acoustic branch
of magnons has garnered significant attention, whereas the
impact of the optical branches is often overlooked. From
this perspective, when the optical modes are considered, the
interband coupling of magnons in YIG remains an interest-
ing issue. In recent years, in pursuit of higher computational
frequencies, there has been a growing demand to manipulate
magnons with frequencies exceeding THz [4, 15, 33]. For
YIG, the frequency of ∼ 6THz is sufficient to excite optical
magnons [34–37]. Hence, the excitation of optical magnons
and the interband coupling in YIG are destined to attain esca-
lating significance. Furthermore, the interband coupling could
potentially account for the minimal energy variation observed
in the acoustic branches of YIG as the temperature increasing
[38].

In this paper, a self-consistent mean-field approxima-
tion methods are employed to determine the temperature-
dependent magnon energy spectra in YIG. Then, leveraging
the temperature-dependent energy spectrum, we investigate
the temperature dependence of the transport coefficients (σm,
κm, Sm). Both the interband and intraband magnon couplings
are included to investigate these transport coefficients.
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II. MODEL HAMILTONIAN AND FORMALISM

A. The quadratic magnon Hamiltonian of YIG

Within a primitive unit cell of YIG, 20 Fe atoms are ar-
ranged in a colinear order, with 8 on the a sites and 12 on
the d sites[14, 35, 39]. The spins of the a and d sites are
oppositely aligned, forming a ferrimagnetic order. In the con-
struction of magnetic order, the exchange interactions play a
dominant role and undergo a rapid decline as the distance in-
creases. In addition, compared to the exchange interactions in
YIG, the magnetic dipole interactions are very small. In YIG,
the magnetic exchange interaction is on the order of 1000K,
while the magnetic dipole interaction is only about 1K [14].
Thus the magnetic dipole interaction is ignored in this pa-
per. In alignment with these earlier studies [14, 35], we start
with a Hamiltonian encompassing three strongest Heisenberg
exchange interactions alongside exceedingly minor external
Zeeman energies as follows:

H =−
N∑

n=1

[
Jaa

8∑
i=1

Sa(Rn,i)·
∑

|rij |=raa

Sa(Rn,i+rij)

+ Jdd

20∑
i=9

Sd(Rn,i)·
∑

|rij |=rdd

Sd(Rn,i+rij)

+ 2Jad

8∑
i=1

Sa(Rn,i)·
∑

|rij |=rad

Sd(Rn,i+rij)

+

8∑
i=1

gµBB·Sa(Rn,i) +

20∑
i=9

gµBB·Sd(Rn,i)
]
,

(1)

where N represents the total number of primitive unit cells,
n denotes the primitive unit cell, and i and j are indices re-
ferring to the sublattices. Additionally, raa denotes the short-
est distance between a sites, rdd denotes the shortest distance
between d sites, and rad represents the minimal distance be-
tween a sites and d sites. And Jaa, Jdd, and Jad denote
the corresponding exchange interactions. The small external
magnetic field B is set along the z-component of Sd.

Utilizing Holstein-Primakoff (HP) transformation [40, 41],
the spin Hamiltonian above could be described in a magnon
quasiparticle form. The HP transformation for the ferrimagnet
YIG is expressed as follows:

Sz
a = S − a†a, S−

a = (S+
a )† = a†

√
2S − a†a,

Sz
d = −S + d†d, S+

d = (S−
d )† = d†

√
2S − d†d.

(2)

Thus, substituting Eq. (2) into Eq. (1) by expanding in terms
of powers of 1/S [41, 42], the magnon Hamiltonian can be
expressed as

H = H(0) +H(2) +H(4) + · · · , (3)

where H(0) represents the background energy, H(2) repre-
sents the kinetic energy of magnon in quadratic form, and
H(4) represents the leading terms of magnon-magnon in-
teractions [43–45]. The higher-order terms represented by

the ellipsis in Eq. (3) are ignored. Employing the Fourier
transformations aRn,i

= 1√
N

∑
k e

ik·Rn,iaik and dRn,i
=

1√
N

∑
k e

ik·Rn,idik on H(2), the harmonic Hamiltonian H(2)

is expressed as

H(2) =
∑
k

(
a†
k d−k

)[Ak Bk

B†
k Dk

](
ak

d†
−k

)
=
∑
k

x†
kHkxk, (4)

where Ak, Bk and Dk are 8×8, 8×12 and 12×12 matrices,
respectively, with each corresponding matrix element given
by:

Aij
k = (16JaaS − 12JadS + gµBB)δij − 2JaaSγ

ij
k ,

Dij
k = (8JddS − 8JadS − gµBB)δij − 2JddSγ

ij
k ,

Bij
k = −2JadSγ

ij
k ,

and
(
a†
k d−k

)
=
(
a†1k · · · a

†
8k d9−k · · · d20−k

)
. Moreover,

we set x†
k =

(
a†
k d−k

)
for simplicity. Note that the structure

factor γij
k is defined as the summation over the neighboring

atoms of the ith atom in the sublattice:

γij
k =

∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

eik·(rj−ri), (5)

where
∑

j∈⟨i,j⟩ is a summation over the jth site which are
restricted to the neighbors of the ith site, connected by the
Jaa, Jdd or Jad bonds. Here, rij = rj − ri satisfies |rij | =
raa, rdd, or rad. The exchange constants are set as Jad =
−39.8K, Jdd = −13.4K, and Jaa = −3.8K [14].

In the diagonalization process [46, 47], the quadratic
Hamiltonian (4) can be solved with

x†
kHkxk = x†

k(P
†)−1P†HkPP−1xk

= x†
k(P

†)−1EkP−1xk = χ†
kEkχk.

(6)

The transformed state χ†
k = (χ†

1k · · ·χ
†
8k χ

†
9k · · ·χ

†
20k) =(

α†
1k · · ·α

†
8k β1−k · · ·β12−k

)
maintains the following com-

mutation relations:

[αik, α
†
jk′ ] =δijδkk′ , [βik, β

†
jk′ ] = δijδkk′ ,

[βik, α
†
jk′ ] = [αik, β

†
jk′ ] = 0.

Unlike Fermion systems, the diagonalization of
the magnetic Hamiltonian H to a diagonal form
E = Diag{ε1, ε2, · · · , ε20} for bosonic systems neces-
sitates a para-unitary transformation P [47]. To obtain E
and P , a metric matrix g should be introduced as follows
[47, 48]:

g =

[
I8×8 0
0 −I12×12

]
, (7)

where I8×8 is an 8×8 identity matrix, and I12×12 is a 12×12
identity matrix. The diagonalization process is divided into
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three sequential steps [47]. Initially, we apply the Cholesky
decomposition H = K†K to find an upper-triangular ma-
trix K. Subsequently, a unitary diagonalization is executed
on the resultant matrix KgK†, yielding the energy eigen-
values matrix gE along with the unitary matrix U . Finally,
the Bogoliubov transformation matrix P can be computed as
P = E1/2UK−1. As a result, the para-unitary transforma-
tion P and the 20 magnon quadratic energies E can be ob-
tained. The dispersions without the contribution from H(4)

along the [110] and [100] directions are depicted in Fig. 1(a).

B. Magnon-magnon interaction and mean-field approximation

The magnon-magnon interaction term H(4) in Eq. (3) will
introduce a temperature-dependent correction to the magnon
spectra of YIG [35, 49]. The derivation details of H(4) are
shown in Appendix A. After Fourier transformation, H(4) can
be given as Eq. (A4) .

As suggested in Eq. (6), the Hamiltonian should be ex-
pressed in terms of the eigenvectors χmk [52]. In terms of
matrix elements, the Bogoliubov transformation can be writ-
ten as:

xik =

20∑
m=1

Pi,m
k χmk, x†

ik =

20∑
m=1

(
Pi,m
k

)∗
χ†
mk. (8)

And H(4) in Eq. (A4) should also be expressed in terms
of (χmk, χ

†
mk), for example, a†ik4

a†ik3
aik2ajk1 can be writ-

ted as
∑20

m1∼m4=1 Pi,m4∗
k Pi,m3∗

k Pi,m2

k Pj,m1

k χ†
m4k4

χ†
m3k3

χm2k2
χm1k1

. The transformed four-operator terms
are organized in three orderings: χ†

m4k4
χ†
m3k3

χm2k2χm1k1 ,
χm1k1

χm2k2
χ†
m3k3

χ†
m4k4

, and χ†
m4k4

χm2k2
χ†
m3k3

χm1k1
. We

can reduce the complexity of four magnon operators to two
operators using a mean-field approximation [35, 49, 50], for
example,

χ†
m4k4

χ†
m3k3

χm2k2
χm1k1

≈⟨χ†
m4k4

χm1k1
⟩χ†

m3k3
χm2k2

+⟨χ†
m3k3

χm2k2⟩χ
†
m4k4

χm1k1

+⟨χ†
m4k4

χm2k2⟩χ
†
m3k3

χm1k1

+⟨χ†
m3k3

χm1k1⟩χ
†
m4k4

χm2k2 .

(9)

And the Bose distribution functions nmµkµ of the mµth bands
are defined as:

⟨χ†
mµkµ

χmνkν ⟩ = δmµmν δkµkν (nmµkµ + ξβmµ
),

⟨χmµkµ
χ†
mνkν

⟩ = δmµmν
δkµkν

(nmµkµ
+ ξαmµ

),
(10)

where ξβm = 1 when χmk is a β state and ξαm =1 when χmk is
an α state. Otherwise, they equal zero. In our case,

⟨a†ikaik⟩ =
20∑

m=1

|Pi,m
k |2nmk +

20∑
m=9

|Pi,m
k |2,

⟨d†j−kdj−k⟩ =
20∑

m=1

|Pj,m
k |2nmk +

8∑
m=1

|Pj,m
k |2,

(11)

and when i ̸= j,

⟨x†
ikxjk⟩ =

20∑
m=1

Pi,m∗
k Pj,m

k nmk +

20∑
m=9

Pi,m∗
k Pj,m

k

=

20∑
m=1

Pi,m∗
k Pj,m

k nmk +

8∑
m=1

Pi,m∗
k Pj,m

k .

(12)

Substituting Eqs. (8 – 12) into Eq. (A4),the energy correction
can be succinctly expressed as:

H(4) ≈
∑
k

20∑
m=1

∆ε̃mkχ
†
mkχmk (13)

with

∆ε̃mk =

20∑
i=1

∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

2Jij (14)

×Re
[
ηij

(
eik·rijPj,m

k Pi,m∗
k − Fij |Pj,m

k |2
)]

.

The summation
∑

j∈⟨i,j⟩ follows the same rule as that in Eq.
(5). And the temperature-dependent parameters ηij in Eq.
(13) are expressed as

ηij =
1

N

∑
p

20∑
l=1

(nlp + δli) (15)

×
(
|Pi,l

p |2 − Fije
−ip·rijPj,l∗

p Pi,l
p

)
,

with

Jij = Jaa and Fij = 1, when i, j ∈ {1, · · · , 8},
Jij = Jdd and Fij = 1, when i, j ∈ {9, · · · , 20},
Jij = Jad and Fij = −1, otherwise.

After implementing the mean-field approximation, it is appar-
ent that the magnon eigenstates α1∼8 and β1∼12 undergo a
renormalization. In instances where the following conditions
are met, δli = 1 : (1) i ∈ {1, · · · , 8} and l ∈ {9, · · · , 20}; (2)
i ∈ {9, · · · , 20} and l ∈ {1, · · · , 8}. Otherwise, δli evaluates
to zero.

Taking the correction ∆ε̃m,k into consideration, the
temperature-dependent magnon energy spectrum of YIG is
obtained as,

ε̃m,k = εm,k +∆ε̃m,k, (16)

where εm,k are determined by the diagonalization of Eq.
(4), referring to the magnon energies without interactions.
When m ∈ {1, 2, · · · , 8}, ε̃1∼8,k signify the energies of
the α1∼8 bands, which are denoted as ε̃α1∼8,k. For m ∈
{9, 10, · · · , 20}, ε̃9∼20,k represent the energies of the β1∼12

bands, denoted as ε̃β1∼12,k. Thus, the self-consistent proce-
dures are established.
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FIG. 1. (a), The magnon spectra of YIG obtained directly from Eq. (4), with the magnon-magnon interactions not included. (b-d), The magnon
spectra of YIG, inclusive of magnon-magnon interactions, are depicted along the [110] and [100] directions at temperatures of T = 0K,
T = 100K, and T = 300K respectively. The orange bands, from low to high, are denoted as α1, α2, · · · , α8, while the blue bands, similarly
ordered from low to high, are represented as β1, β2, · · · , β12. The dashed lines indicate the point Q at which no degeneracy occurs.

C. The current and current-current correlation functions

In this subsection, we’d like to discuss the temperature-
dependent behaviors of spin transport coefficients, namely the
spin Seebeck coefficient (Sm), spin conductivity (σm), and
thermal conductivity (κm). In a magnetic system, these coef-
ficients are intricately linked to the interaction between spin
current and thermal current [11, 51], i.e. Sm = L12/L11,
σm = L11, and κm = (L22 − L12L21/L11)/T . These re-
sponse functions, denoted as Lµν , are defined by

(
JS

JQ

)
=

(
L11 L12

L21 L22

)(
∇B

−∇T/T

)
(17)

where JS is the spin current, JQ is the thermal current,
∇T is the temperature gradient, and ∇B is the magnetic-
field gradient [11, 52]. The selection of current and force in
Eq. (17) indicates that Onsager’s relation is valid: L12 =
L21 [53–56]. Moreover, there’s no chemical potential for
spin systems, so JQ = JE [51], with JE the energy cur-
rent carried by magnons. Lµν’s are related directly to the
corresponding retarded current-current correlation functions
ΦR

µν(ω) [51, 55, 57–59], as shown in Appendix C. Substi-
tuting the spin current and energy current into these current-
current correlation functions, the expression of the response
functions is obtained as [59, 60],

Lµν =
1

N

∑
m,l,k

Λml
µν (k)

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

4π

∂n(ω)

∂ω
Am(k, ω)Al(k, ω),

(18)
where Am(k, ω) = −2ImGR

m(k, ω) is the spectral function
of magnon, and n(ω) is the Bose distribution function. The
matrix element Λml

µν (k) of Λµν(k) serves as the vertex func-
tion for the current-current correlation functions Φµν(iΩn).

Specifically, Λµν(k) is defined as

Λ11(k) = P†
k

−∂Hk

∂k
PkP†

k

−∂Hk

∂k
Pk,

Λ12(k) = P†
k

−∂Hk

∂k
PkP†

k

1

2

∂[HkgHk]

∂k
Pk,

Λ22(k) = P†
k

1

2

∂[HkgHk]

∂k
PkP†

k

1

2

∂[HkgHk]

∂k
Pk.

(19)

The imaginary parts of retarded magnon Green’s functions are
given by :

ImGR
m(k, ω) =

−γ

(ω − ε̃m,k)2 + γ2
, m = 1 · · · 8;

ImGR
m(k, ω) =

γ

(ω + ε̃m,k)2 + γ2
, m = 9 · · · 20.

(20)

Here, γ is a temperature-dependent parameter that describes
the scattering rate of magnons in YIG. When only considering
the magnon-magnon interaction of the four-magnon process,
γ can be given as γ = γ0 + γ1T + γ2T

2, where γ0 = 0.4,
γ1 = 10−4, and γ2 = 2.5× 10−5 [52].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Temperature dependence of magnon spectra of YIG

Taking the self-consistent mean-field correction for
the magnon-magnon interactions into consideration, the
temperature-dependent magnon energy spectra of YIG are
obtained, as depicted in Figs. 1(b), 1(c) and 1(d). Where,
Fig. 1(a) illustrates the bare magnon spectrum, excluding the
magnon-magnon interactions. This bare spectrum is attained
through the direct diagonalization of Eq. (4).

From Eqs. (12–15), we find that in addition to the cor-
rection that varies with temperature, the magnon-magnon in-
teraction also brings a correction to magnon energies at zero
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temperature (the term δli in Eq. (15) ). Initially, we incorpo-
rated the temperature-invariant correction, resulting in the ad-
justed magnon energy spectrum depicted in Fig. 1(b). Com-
pared with Fig. 1(a), the spectrum in Fig. 1(b) shows a no-
ticeable increase, indicating that the magnon-magnon inter-
actions contribute to an enhancement in the magnon energy
at zero temperature. This zero-temperature enhancement has
been known for a long time, first calculated by Anderson and
Kubo [41, 44, 61], and verified in antiferromagnetic materials
such as La2CuO4 [42, 62]. Subsequently, the temperature-
dependent corrections stemming from the magnon-magnon
interactions are taken into account and the magnon spectra
of YIG at 100K and 300K are depicted in Fig. 1(c) and 1(d),
respectively. The eight orange α bands of higher energy de-
crease with increasing temperature, while the twelve blue β
bands of lower energy show little change with temperature.

To see this clearly, we have selected a specific Q point and
plotted the temperature-dependent variation of the 20 magnon
energies at this Q point, as shown in Fig. 2. The Q point
lies in the [110] direction, shown by the dashed line in Fig.
1, where the bands are non-degenerate. Fig. 2(a) shows the
temperature dependences of α1∼8 bands at the Q point. The
results demonstrate a consistent decrease in the energy of the
α bands. Fig. 2(b) displays the temperature dependences of
β1∼12 bands at the Q point. It can be seen that within the tem-
perature range studied, the β bands exhibit minimal variation
with temperature.

These results are consistent with the earlier INS experi-
ments [63]. In the INS experiments, the spin stiffness of
acoustic branch was observed to change little with tempera-
ture, which contrary to common sense. In the common sense
the spin stiffness should be softened with the increase of tem-
perature [26, 38]. Moreover, the steep optic branch (namely
α1 band in our notations) measured in the INS experiments
falls to lower energies with increasing temperature [63]. At
83K, the energy of steep optic branch at point Γ is approx-
imately 8.24 THz, while at 295K, it is about 6.4 THz. Our
results are in agreement with the experiments, with ε̃α1,k ≈
8.7 THz at 100K and decreasing to 6.7 THz at 300K.
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FIG. 2. The temperature dependence of magnon spectra of YIG at
point Q depicted in Fig. 1. (a) The temperature dependence of α1∼8

bands. (b) The temperature dependence of β1∼12 bands.

These agreements lead us to believe that the minimal
temperature-induced variation in the β bands is primarily
driven by the interband magnon-magnon interactions. Our
results also exhibit good agreement with theoretical calcula-
tions, including those derived from atomistic spin simulations
[38] and self-consistent mean-field calculations [35].

B. Temperature dependence of σm, Sm and κm

Here, we study the temperature dependence of these three
transport coefficients: σm, Sm, and κm. We analyze the
20 magnon bands of YIG and identify which specific bands
contribute predominantly to these three transport coefficients.
From Eq.(18), it is evident that Lµν’s are determined by the
products of the magnon spectrum functions. In addition to
self-multiplication within a band, there is also multiplication
between the magnon spectrum functions of different bands.
Therefore, it is important to investigate and understand the in-
fluence of the coupling between different magnon bands on
the magnon transport coefficients.

We divide the total contribution into three parts:

Lµν = Lα−α
µν + Lα−β

µν + Lβ−β
µν , (21)

where the differences between Lα−α
µν , Lα−β

µν , and Lβ−β
µν lie

solely in the summation over the indices m and l, as indicated
in Eq. (18). These indices range as follows:

for Lα−α
µν ,m, l ∈ {1, 2, · · · , 8};

for Lβ−β
µν ,m, l ∈ {9, 10, · · · , 20};

for Lα−β
µν , otherwise.

However, this division in Eq. (21) is inadequate because
the contribution to Lµν mainly comes from Lβ−β

µν , or even
more specifically, from the three lowest-energy β bands de-
noted as β1, β2, β3. As depicted in Fig. 3, the curve for
Lµν is closely aligns with that for Lβ−β(1∼3)

µν , where the su-
perscript of Lβ−β(1∼3)

µν indicating that the contributions stem
from β1, β2, and β3 bands.

We plot the variation of each Lµν component with temper-
ature in Figs. 3(a), 3(b) and 3(c). The contributions of Lα−α

µν

and Lα−β
µν are minimal, which aligns well with physical real-

ity. This is because the eight α bands have excessively high
energy levels, making it virtually impossible for magnons to
be excited to these bands within the depicted temperature
range. Furthermore, the curve representing L

β−β(1∼3)
µν closely

aligns with the Lµν curve, suggesting that the higher-energy
bands, including β4, β5, · · · , β12, have a negligible effect on
Lµν . As shown in Figs. 3(b) and 3(c), the black dashed curve
representing the contribution from the β1 band deviates from
the Lµν curve. Thus considering only the contribution of the
lowest-energy β1 band seems insufficient.

Subsequently, we present the curves of σm, Sm, κm as a
function of temperature, as shown in Fig. 3(d), 3(e), 3(f).
Since σm = L11, the curve of the magnon conductivity is
identical to that of L11. Fig. 3(d) shows a small but notice-
able deviation between σ

β−β(1)
m and σm, whereas σβ−β(1∼3)

m
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FIG. 3. The variation of transport coefficients Lµν ’s with temperature: (a) L11, (b) L12, (c) L22. The blue solid line, the green solid line, and
the violet dashed line represent the quantities shown in Eq. (21). The red dashed line signifies the contributions from β1, β2, and β3 magnon
modes.The black dashed line signifies the contributions from only β1 mode. The corresponding curves of σm, Sm, and κm with temperature
are shown in (d), (e), and (f) respectively. Where, rL = 12.56Å is the lattice constant of conventional cell of YIG, W denotes the unit watt,
and J denotes the unit joule.

almost overlaps with σm. This suggests that in YIG, the trans-
port of the β1, β2, β3 magnons collectively accounts for nearly
all of the magnon conductivity. Notably, focusing on the con-
tribution of the β1 magnon alone still provides satisfactory
results. However, the situation is different for Sm and κm.
Figs. 3(e) and 3(f) show that the curve for Sβ−β(1)

m (κβ−β(1)
m )

exhibits a significant deviation from that of Sm (κm). In con-
trast, the curves stemming from β1, β2 and β3 bands aligns
more closely with the curves of Sm and κm that incorporates
all contributions.

Based on the above discussions, we conclude that consid-
ering the contribution of the β1 magnon alone can yield satis-
factory results for the magnon conductivity σm of YIG. How-
ever, for the spin Seebeck coefficient Sm and magnetic ther-
mal conductivity κm, it is necessary to include the contribu-
tions of higher-energy bands such as β2 and β3.

Then we checked whether our transport coefficients sat-
isfy the Wiedemann-Franz law for magnon transport [11, 64],
which is an analog to the charge Wiedemann-Franz law. For
charge transport, the Wiedemann-Franz law states that the ra-
tio of thermal conductivity to electrical conductivity of elec-
trons at low temperatures is linearly related to temperature
[65, 66]. Here, we calculate the ratio of κm/σm and plot its
variation with temperature in Fig. 4. We observe a linear tem-

-0.5

×10-46

κ m
/σ

m
 (J

2 /K
2 )

0

1.0
1.5
2.0
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100 200 400300
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κm             /σm
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κm        /σm
β-β(1) β-β(1)

κm   /σm
α-α α-α

κm   /σm
α-β α-β

FIG. 4. The curves of the ratio κm/σm as a function of temperature.
The values of σm and κm are from Fig. 3(d) and Fig. 3(f), respec-
tively. The blue solid line, green solid line, and purple dashed line
represent the contributions of scattering between all magnon modes,
scattering between α1−8 modes, and scattering between α1−8 modes
and β1−12 modes to κm/σm, respectively. The red dashed line and
black dashed line represent the contributions of scattering between
β1−3 modes and scattering in β1 mode to κm/σm, respectively. The
inset shows this ratio as a function of temperature in the range of
0K ∼ 30K. It can be seen that κm/σm is predominantly influenced
by the acoustic magnon at low temperatures, exhibiting a linear de-
pendence on temperature.
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perature dependence of κm/σm within the lower temperature
range of 0 ∼ 30K. This linear dependence is consistent with
the theoretical results in Ref. [11, 64]. Furthermore, at low
temperatures, solely the acoustic magnons (β1 mode) are ex-
cited, hence it is exclusively the β1 magnons that contribute
to the Wiedemann-Franz law for magnon transport. This is
clearly shown in the inset of Fig. 4.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have conducted a study of the magnon
spectra and the spin Seebeck effect in YIG. After the HP
transformation and Bogoliubov transformation, the energy
spectra without magnon-magnon interaction and the para-
unitary matrix are obtained. Then, the para-unitary trans-
formation and the mean-field approximation are performed
on the magnon-magnon interaction terms, resulting in the
temperature-dependent magnon spectra of YIG. Using these
spectra, we analyzed the temperature-induced variations in
magnon conductivity (σm), spin Seebeck coefficient (Sm),
and magnon thermal conductivity (κm) in YIG.

In our notation, α1∼8 represent the eight higher-energy
bands of YIG, while β1∼12 represent the 12 lower-energy
bands, with β1, β2, and β3 specifically comprising the three
bands with the lowest energies. The calculation results of
the magnon spectra in YIG reveal that as the temperature in-
creases, the magnon-magnon interaction prompts noticeable
declines in the α bands, whereas the β bands exhibit little vari-
ations with temperature, as shown in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2. More-
over, the energy of α1 band at the Γ point is about 8.7 THz at

100K and decreases to 6.7 THz at 300K. These results agree
well with the observation of earlier INS experiments, as well
as the results of the theoretical calculations in recent years. In
addition, the calculation results of the spin Seebeck effect in-
dicate that when solely focusing on the magnon conductivity
of YIG, incorporating the contribution of the β1 band is ade-
quate, while the inclusion of the contributions from the β2 and
β3 bands does not yield a notable difference, as shown in Fig
3(d). To accurately investigate the spin Seebeck coefficient
and magnon thermal conductivity, it is imperative to consider
the collective contributions of the three lowest energy bands:
β1,β2,β3, as shown in Fig. 3(e), (f). The results calculated
using only β1 show a noticeable deviation over a large en-
ergy range compared to the full band calculations. Finally, we
find our results satisfy the Wiedemann-Franz law for magnon
transport. The major contribution to the Weidmann-Franz law
comes from the β1 mode.
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APPENDIX A: THE QUADRATIC AND INTERACTION HAMILTONIAN

After the HP transformation, the Hamiltonian of YIG in Eq. (1) can be expressed as H = H(0) +H(2) +H(4) + · · · , where
the quadratic Hamiltonian H(2) can be divided as H(2) = H

(2)
aa +H

(2)
dd +H

(2)
ad +H

(2)
B . Each part of H(2) is shown as follows:

H(2)
aa =JaaS

N∑
n=1

8∑
i=1

(
16 a†Rn,i

aRn,i− 2
∑

|rij|=raa

a†Rn,i
aRn,i+rij

)
, H

(2)
dd = JddS

N∑
n=1

20∑
i=1

(
8 d†Rn,i

dRn,i− 2
∑

|rij|=rdd

d†Rn,i
dRn,i+rij

)
,

H
(2)
ad =JadS

N∑
n=1

8∑
i=1

(
− 12 a†Rn,i

aRn,i
− 2

∑
|rij|=rad

a†Rn,i
d†Rn,i+rij

)
+ JadS

N∑
n=1

20∑
i=9

(
− 8 d†Rn,i

dRn,i
− 2

∑
|rij|=rad

dRn,i
aRn,i+rij

)
,

H
(2)
B =−

N∑
n=1

8∑
i=1

gµBBa†Rn,i
aRn,i

+

N∑
n=1

20∑
i=9

gµBBd†Rn,i
dRn,i

.

(A1)
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Moreover, after the HP transformation, the interaction Hamiltonian H(4) can be expressed into three parts, H(4) = H
(4)
aa +

H
(4)
dd +H

(4)
ad . Each part can be expressed as:

H(4)
aa =

1

2
Jaa

N∑
n=1

8∑
i=1

∑
|rij|=raa

(
a†Rn,i

a†Rn,i+rij
aRn,i+rijaRn,i+rij + a†Rn,i

a†Rn,i
aRn,iaRn,i+rij − 2a†Rn,i

aRn,ia
†
Rn,i+rij

aRn,i+rij

)

H
(4)
dd =

1

2
Jdd

N∑
n=1

20∑
i=9

∑
|rij|=rdd

(
d†Rn,i

dRn,i
dRn,i

d†Rn,i+rij
+ dRn,i

d†Rn,i+rij
d†Rn,i+rij

dRn,i+rij − 2d†Rn,i
dRn,i

d†Rn,i+rij
dRn,i+rij

)

H
(4)
ad =

1

2
Jad

N∑
n=1

8∑
i=1

∑
|rij|=rad

(
a†Rn,i

d†Rn,i+rij
d†Rn,i+rij

dRn,i+rij + a†Rn,i
a†Rn,i

aRn,id
†
Rn,i+rij

)

+
1

2
Jad

N∑
n=1

20∑
i=9

∑
|rij|=rad

(
dRn,ia

†
Rn,i+rij

aRn,i+rijaRn,i+rij + d†Rn,i
dRn,idRn,iaRn,i+rij + 4d†Rn,i

dRn,ia
†
Rn,i+rij

aRn,i+rij

)
(A2)

Then the Fourier transformation aRn,i = 1√
N

∑
k e

ik·Rn,iaik and dRn,i = 1√
N

∑
k e

ik·Rn,idik are performed on H(2) and

H(4). These yield:

H(2)
aa = JaaS

∑
k

8∑
i=1

(
16 a†ikaik− 2

a→a∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

eik·(rj−ri)a†ikajk

)
, H

(2)
dd = JddS

∑
k

20∑
i=9

(
8 d†i−kdi−k− 2

d→d∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

eik·(rj−ri)d†i−kdj−k

)
,

H
(2)
ad = JadS

∑
k

8∑
i=1

(
− 12 a†ikaik− 2

a→d∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

eik·(rj−ri)a†ikd
†
j−k

)
+ JadS

∑
k

20∑
i=9

(
− 8 d†i−kdi−k− 2

d→a∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

eik·(rj−ri)di−kajk

)
,

H
(2)
B = −

∑
k

8∑
i=1

gµBBa†ikaik +
∑
k

20∑
i=9

gµBBd†i−kdi−k.

(A3)
Here,

∑a→a
j∈⟨i,j⟩ is a summation over the jth site, which are restricted to the neighbors of the ith site, connected by the Jaa bond.

The superscript a → a indicates that the ions on i and j sites are both a-type iron ions.
∑a→d

j∈⟨i,j⟩,
∑d→a

j∈⟨i,j⟩ and
∑d→d

j∈⟨i,j⟩ follow

the similar habits as that of
∑a→a

j∈⟨i,j⟩. For example,
∑a→d

j∈⟨i,j⟩ sums over j in the d sites when i belongs to the a sites, and the sites
i and j are connected by the Jad bond. Moreover, for the four types of summation notations, rij = rj − ri satisfies |rij | = raa,
rad, rad and rad, respectively. And we can summarize the above expressions of H(2) into the matrix formats as depicted in Eq.
(4) in the main text. The interaction terms with four magnons are obtained as follows:

H(4)
aa =

Jaa
N

∑
k1−k4

δk1+k2−k3−k4

8∑
i=1

a→a∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

(
eik1(rj−ri)a†ik4

a†ik3
aik2

ajk1
+ eik4(rj−ri)a†ik4

a†jk3
ajk2

ajk1

− 2ei(k1−k4)·(rj−ri)a†jk4
a†ik3

aik2
ajk1

)
H

(4)
dd =

Jdd
2N

∑
k1−k4

δk1+k2−k3−k4

20∑
i=9

d→d∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

(
eik1(rj−ri)d†j−k1

d†i−k2
di−k3di−k4+ eik4(rj−ri)d†j−k1

d†j−k2
dj−k3di−k4

− 2ei(k1−k4)·(rj−ri)d†i−k1
d†j−k2

dj−k3di−k4

)
H

(4)
ad =

Jad
2N

∑
k1−k4

δk1+k2−k3−k4

[
8∑

i=1

a→d∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

(
eik1(rj−ri)a†ik4

a†ik3
aik2

d†j−k1
+ eik4(rj−ri)d†j−k1

d†j−k2
dj−k3

a†ik4

)

+

20∑
i=9

d→a∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

(
eik1(rj−ri)ajk1

d†i−k2
di−k3

di−k4
+ eik4(rj−ri)di−k4

a†jk3
ajk2

ajk1

+ 4ei(k1−k4)·(rj−ri)a†jk4
ajk1

d†i−k2
di−k3

)]
.

(A4)
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With the new notes of x†
k =

(
x†
1k · · ·x

†
8k x9k · · ·x20k

)
=
(
a†1k · · · a

†
8k d9−k · · · d20−k

)
, χ†

k =
(
χ†
1k · · ·χ

†
8k χ9k · · ·χ20k

)
=(

α†
1k · · ·α

†
8k β1−k · · ·β12−k

)
, the Bogoliubov transformation is expressed as:

xik =

20∑
m=1

Pi,m
k χmk, x†

ik =

20∑
m=1

(
Pi,m
k

)∗
χ†
mk, (A5)

which has been suggested in Eq. (6) in the main text. Substituting the Bogoliubov transformation into Eq. (A4), H(4) can
be expressed in terms of (χ†

mk χmk). Then, the mean-field approximation is applied to derive the four-operator products into
two-operator products. Within H(4), three distinct types of four-operator products are identified. The mean-field approximation
pertaining to these three types of four-operator products is detailed as follows:

χ†
m4k4

χ†
m3k3

χm2k2χm1k1 ≈(δk2k3δm2m3
δm1m4

+ δk1k3δm1m3
δm2m4

)

×
[
(nm2k2 + ξβm2

)χ†
m1k1

χm1k1 + (nm1k1 + ξβm1
)χ†

m2k2
χm2k2

]
, (A6)

χm1k1χm2k2χ
†
m3k3

χ†
m4k4

≈(δk2k3δm2m3δm1m4 + δk1k3δm1m3δm2m4)

×
[
(nm2k2 + ξαm2

)χm1k1χ
†
m1k1

+ (nm1k1 + ξαm1
)χm2k2χ

†
m2k2

]
, (A7)

χ†
m4k4

χm1k1χm2k2χ
†
m3k3

≈(δk2k3δm2m3δm1m4 + δk1k3δm1m3δm2m4)

×
[
(nm2k2 + ξαm2

)χ†
m1k1

χm1k1 + (nm1k1 + ξβm1
)χm2k2χ

†
m2k2

]
. (A8)

The nmk refers to the Bose distribution defined in Eq. (10). ξβm = 1 when m ∈ {9, 10, · · · , 20} and ξαm =1 when m ∈
{1, 2, · · · , 8}. Otherwise, ξβm and ξαm are equal to zero. The four-operator product in Eq. (A6) is derived from the three terms in
H

(4)
aa as well as the first and fourth terms in H

(4)
ad . During the mean-field approximation, thermal averages such as ⟨χ†

m4k4
χm1k1

⟩
arise, and within these averages, the term ⟨βm4−k4β

†
m1−k1

⟩ exists. Consequently, the factor ξβm1
emerges. Moreover, the four-

operator product in Eq. (A7) is derived from the three terms in H
(4)
dd as well as the second and third terms in H

(4)
ad , and the

four-operator product in Eq. (A8) originates solely from the fifth term in H
(4)
ad . Due to a similar rationale that arises during the

mean-field approximation process of Eq. (A6), the factors ξαm, ξβm also manifest themselves in Eqs. (A7) and (A8).
Combining the results of operator parts with the vertex parts which contain the products of Pi,m

k ’s and structure factors
e−ik2rij , we can get the expressions of H(4)

aa , H(4)
dd and H

(4)
ad after the mean-field approximation. Here is a summary of them:

H(4)
aa =

Jaa
N

∑
k,m1

∑
p,m2

8∑
i=1

a→a∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

(nm2p + ξβm2
)χ†

m1k
χm1k ×MMultP

1 ,

H
(4)
dd =

Jdd
N

∑
k,m1

∑
p,m2

20∑
i=9

d→d∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

(nm2p + ξαm2
)χ†

m1k
χm1k ×MMultP

1 ,

H
(4)
ad =

Jad
N

[ ∑
k,m1

∑
p,m2

8∑
i=1

a→d∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

(nm2p + ξβm2
)χ†

m1k
χm1k ×MMultP

2

+
∑
k,m1

∑
p,m2

20∑
i=9

d→a∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

(nm2,p + ξαm2
)χ†

m1k
χm1k ×MMultP

2

]
,

(A9)

where

MMultP
1 =2Re

[(∣∣Pi,m2
p

∣∣2 − e−ip·rijPi,m2
p Pj,m2∗

p

)(
eik·rijPj,m1

k Pi,m1∗
k −

∣∣Pj,m1

k

∣∣2)]

MMultP
2 =2Re

[(∣∣Pi,m2
p

∣∣2 + e−ip·rijPi,m2
p Pj,m2∗

p

)(
eik·rijPj,m1

k Pi,m1∗
k +

∣∣Pj,m1

k

∣∣2)] (A10)

By combining the three terms in equation (A9) and separating the parts that sum over momentum p from the parts that sum over
k, we can obtain Eqs. (13), (14), and (15) in the main text.
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APPENDIX B: THE MAGNON CURRENT AND ENERGY CURRENT

Combining the continuity equation and Heisenberg’s equation of motion, the expression of spin current can be derived as [51]

JS =

N∑
n=1

20∑
i=1

Rn,i[H,Sz
n,i], (B1)

where N denotes the total number of unit cells, Sz
n,i and Rn,i denote the z-component of spin and the position vector of the ith

site in the nth unit cell, respectively. The Hamiltonian H can be approximately substituted by the harmonic Hamiltonian (4).
Then the expressions of spin current in YIG are obtained in the real space as:

JS = i

N∑
n=1

20∑
i=1

Rn,i[H,Sz
n,i] ≈ i

N∑
n=1

8∑
i=1

Rn,i[H
(2), S − a†Rn,i

aRn,i
] + i

N∑
n=1

20∑
i=9

Rn,i[H
(2),−S + d†Rn,i

dRn,i
]. (B2)

After some derivation of commutation, the expression of spin current is obtained,

JS = i

N∑
n=1

{
8∑

i=1

2S
[
Jaa

a→a∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

Rn,i

(
a†Rn,i+rij

aRn,i
− a†Rn,i

aRn,i+rij

)

+ Jad

a→d∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

Rn,i

(
dRn,i+rijaRn,i

−a†Rn,i
d†Rn,i+rij

)]

−
20∑

n=9

2S
[
Jdd

d→d∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

Rn,i

(
d†Rn,i+rij

dRn,i − d†Rn,i
dRn,i+rij

)

− Jad

d→a∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

Rn,i

(
aRn,i+rijdRn,i − d†Rn,i

a†Rn,i+rij

)]}
.

(B3)

After the Fourier transformation, we obtain:

JS =i2S
∑
k

[
8∑

i=1

(
Jaa

a→a∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

∂eik·rij

∂k
a†ikajk + Jad

a→d∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

∂eik·rij

∂k
a†ikd

†
jk

)

+

20∑
i=9

(
Jdd

d→d∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

∂eik·rij

∂k
dikd

†
jk + Jad

d→a∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

∂eik·rij

∂k
dikajk

)]
.

(B4)

Finally, the expression of JS can be summarized with the help of the notations in Eq. (4) as:

JS =
∑
k

(
a†
k d−k

)−∂

∂k

[
Ak Bk

B†
k Dk

](
ak

d†
−k

)
=
∑
k

χ†
kP

†
k

−∂Hk

∂k
Pkχk. (B5)

The expression of spin current can be derived as:

JE =

N∑
n=1

20∑
i=1

Rn,i[H,hn,i] (B6)

where hn,i is the Hamiltonian on the ith site in the nth cell: H(2) =
∑N

n=1

∑20
i=1 hn,i, with

∑20
i=1 hn,i =

∑8
i=1 h

a
n,i +∑20

i=9 h
d
n,i. The a site Hamiltonian ha

n,i and the d site Hamiltonian hd
n,i are given by:

ha
n,i= (16JaaS − 12JadS − gµBB) a†Rn,i

aRn,i
− 2JaaS

∑
|rij|=raa

(a†Rn,i
aRn,i+rij + h.c)− 2JadS

∑
|rij|=rad

(a†Rn,i
d†Rn,i+rij

+ h.c),

hd
n,i= (8JaaS − 8JadS + gµBB) d†Rn,i

dRn,i
− 2JddS

∑
|rij|=rdd

(d†Rn,i
dRn,i+rij + h.c)− 2JadS

∑
|rij|=rad

(d†Rn,i
a†Rn,i+rij

+ h.c).

(B7)
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The energy current could be divided into two parts:

JE = i

N∑
n=1

20∑
i=1

Rn,i[H,hn,i] ≈ i

N∑
n=1

8∑
i=1

Rn,i[H
(2), ha

n,i] + i

N∑
n=1

20∑
i=9

Rn,i[H
(2), hd

n,i]. (B8)

After careful derivation, the energy currnt in the k space is obtained as:

JE =2JaaStJA
∑
k

a→a∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

(
∂

∂k
eikrij

)
a†ikajk + JadS(tJA − tJD)

∑
k

8∑
i=1

a→d∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

(
∂

∂k
eikrij

)
a†ikd

†
j−k

− 2JddStJD
∑
k

d→d∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

(
∂

∂k
eikrij

)
di−kd

†
j−k + JadS(tJA − tJD)

∑
k

20∑
i=9

d→a∑
j∈⟨i,j⟩

(
∂

∂k
eikrij

)
di−kajk

+ 2J2
aaS

2
∑
k

8∑
i=1

a→a→a∑
j∈⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

(
∂

∂k
eikrij

)
a†ikajk + 2J2

adS
2
∑
k

8∑
i=1

a→d→a∑
j∈⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

(
− ∂

∂k
eikrij

)
a†ikajk

+ 2J2
adS

2
∑
k

20∑
i=9

d→a→d∑
j∈⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

(
∂

∂k
e−ikrij

)
d†i−kdj−k + 2J2

ddS
2

20∑
i=9

d→d→d∑
j∈⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

(
− ∂

∂k
e−ikrij

)
d†i−kdj−k

+ 2JadJddS
2
∑
k

8∑
i=1

a→d→d∑
j∈⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

[(
− ∂

∂k
eikrij

)
a†ikd

†
j−k +

(
− ∂

∂k
e−ikrij

)
aikdj−k

]

+ 2JaaJadS
2
∑
k

8∑
i=1

a→a→d∑
j∈⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

[(
∂

∂k
e−ikrij

)
aikdj−k +

(
∂

∂k
eikrij

)
a†ikd

†
j−k

]
.

(B9)

Where tJA = −(16JaaS − 12JadS − gµBB), tJD = −(8JaaS − 8JadS + gµBB). Here, new summation notations such as∑d→d→a
j∈⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩ appear. The subscript j ∈ ⟨⟨i, j⟩⟩ indicates that there is an intermediate iron l between the jth site and the ith site.

And the superscript d → d → a indicates that the ith site ion and the intermediate ion l are d-type iron ions, while the jth site
ion is a d-type iron ion. The sites i and l are connected by the Jdd bond, and the sites l and j are connected by the Jad bond.
Other summation notations appear in Eq. (B9) follow the same habits as

∑d→d→a
j∈⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩. Finally, the energy current could be given

as

JE =
1

2

∑
k

(
a†
k d−k

) ∂

∂k

([
Ak Bk

B†
k Dk

] [
I8×8 0
0 −I12×12

][
Ak Bk

B†
k Dk

])(
ak

d†
−k

)
=

1

2

∑
k

χ†
kP

†
k

∂[HkgHk]

∂k
Pkχk

(B10)

APPENDIX C: THE RETARDED CURRENT-CURRENT CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

With the help of Kubo formulas, Lµν’s can be expressed in terms of the current-current correlation functions as

Lµν = lim
ω→0

ΦR
µν(ω)− ΦR

µν(0)

iω
, (C1)

where ΦR
µν(ω) = ΦR

µν(iΩ → ω+iδ) is the retarded current-current correlation function. These three longitudinal current-current
correlation functions are defined as

Φ11(iΩn) =

∫ β

0

dτeiΩnτ
1

N
⟨TτJ

x
S(τ)J

x
S⟩, (C2)

Φ12(iΩn) =

∫ β

0

dτeiΩnτ
1

N
⟨TτJ

x
S(τ)J

x
E⟩, (C3)

Φ22(iΩn) =

∫ β

0

dτeiΩnτ
1

N
⟨TτJ

x
E(τ)J

x
E⟩. (C4)
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