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W e investigate the nonlinear optical susceptibilities of M ott insulators w ith the dynam -
icalmean eld approxim ation. T he two-photon absorption (TPA) and the third-ham onic
generation (THG) spectra are calculated, and the classi cation by the types of coupling to
external elds show sdi erent behavior from conventionalsem iconductors. T he direct transi-
tion tem s are predom inantboth in the TPA and THG spectra, and the im portance oftaking
all types of interaction w ith the extemal eld into account is illustrated in connection w ith
the THG spectrum and dcKerre ect.Thedependencesofthe TPA and THG spectra on the
Coulomb interaction indicate a scaling relation.W e apply this relation to the quantitative
evaluation and obtain results com parable to those of experim ents.

KEYW ORD S: nonlnear optics, two-photon absormption, third-ham onic generation, dynam ical
mean eld, ekctron conelation, M ott msulator

1. Introduction

Several nonlinear optical responses have been cbserved In M ott insulators; the tw o-photon
absorption (TPA ),l'2 the third-ham onic generation (THG )34 and the electrore ectance soec—
troscopy > A notable point is that quasione-din ensional (1D ) M ott insulators show large non-
linear responses in these m easuram ents, com pared w ith those of conventional sem iconductors.
O n the other hand m agnitudes of nonlinear responses In two-din ensional (2D ) system s are
com parable to those of conventional sem iconductors, and then the din ensionality dependence
of nonlinear susceptibilities has also attracted attention in M ott insulators?? However this
does not m ean that the 2D systam does not need an explanation, because the origins of the
optical gap in the band nsulators and M ott Insulators are di erent from each other and the
theory of conventional sem iconductors doesnot apply to M ott Insulators. T here exists detailed
com parison between experin ents and theory in conventional sem iconductors® By contrast,
optical nonlinearities in M ott insulators have not yet been understood to that level.

In the previous paper we derived the general form ulation of the nonlinear optical suscep—
tibility based on G reen’s function, and applied this to a calculation of the TPA spectrum of
antiferrom agnetic insulators w ith the H artreeFock approxin ation.” T he din ensionality de—
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pendence of nonlinear susceptibilities w as investigated and a sam iquantitative estim ation was
m ade there. This calculation fails to include the dam ping e ect, and the divergence arises
at the band edge. Thism akes a quantitative estim ation di cul and it is done w ith the av—
eraged spectrum . (The dam ping e ect is also im portant due to the experin ental fact that
the response tin e of M ott insulators is very fast.!) O ther approaches on nonlinear optical
responses have been m ade w ith use of the num erical diagonalization m ethod on sn allksized

system s& This calculation consists of the discrete Jevels and dipole m om ents between them ,

and requires an arti cial dam ping tem . A Ithough the qualitative reproduction of the di-
m ensionality dependence ism ade w ith thism ethod, even rough estin ation ofm agniudes of
nonlinear susceptbilities is not attem pted.

In this paper we study nonlinear susceptibilities of M ott lnsulators w ith the dynam ical
mean el approxin ation on the basis of the general form ulation developed in ref! The
dam ping e ect is naturally included w ithin this m ethod. W e calculate the THG spectrum
and dc Kerre ect aswellas the TPA spectrum . It is shown that the direct transition tem
predom inates In the TPA and THG spectra. T his is not the case In the dc Kerr e ect, but
all types of processes are In portant in the sam e degree to form the oscillating structure. T he
scaling relations ofthe optical regponses are derived, and the linear and nonlinear regoonsesare
proportional to the inverse of the square and the fourth pow er of the energy gap, respectively.
A coording to this relation we obtain quantitative resultsofthe TPA and THG spectra, which is
com parable to experin ents in the case that the value ofthe C oulom b Interaction is som ew hat
larger than that of the bandw idth.

W e present our form ulation for calculation in x2, and the resuls are shown in x3. Several
vertex corrections to the nonlinear susceptibilities are considered in Appendix. W e set ~ =
c = 1 and the elctric charge e is not w ritten explicitly. These are restored in quantitative
calculations.

2. Fomm ulation
Firstly we show how the M ott Insulating state is describbed in our calculation. W e apply

the dynam icalm ean eld approxin ation OM FA ) to the singleband Hubbard m odel,

X X

H = tisc o + ¢ )+ U npny: 48]

< ij> i
(ti; is the transfer integral and U indicates the on-site Coulomb interaction.) W e do not use
the notation theory’ which is usually used in the dynam icalmean eld theory OMFT ), but
adopt approxin ation’ because we do not consider the lim it of the dimensionality d ! 1 .

This In plies the follow ing. In DM FT the e ective single-site action,
Z Z Z
X

Se = d  d% (g O (H+U  d o () )
0 0 0
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is derived In the large dimension lim i, d ! 1 2 ( = 1=T and T is the tem perature.) In
our case we use thise ective action In arbirary lattice system s. T hism eans we neglct the
higherorder tem s of the transfer integral other than the rsttem ofS. .This is the reason
why weuseDM FA instead of DM FT . In this case we do not need to scale the transfer integral
by the factor of1= 4.

O ther processes In the calculation arethesameasin DM FT . T he selfenergy is calculated
wih S, asthe functionalofGgy, [Ggl. The W eiss function Gg is calculated by the ollow Ing

relation,
Gol (n)=1n+ o G(O)(n) Q)
and
0 X 5 X X
G (n)= Gu(n) [ xGx(a)F=  Gi(n); @
k k k
w ith G reen’s fiinction,
Gx(n)= ! : ©)
koo in k+ (n)
Here , = T En 1) and n is Integer.) These functions are selfconsistently determ ined,

and the chem icalpotential , ¢ is xed by the condition, n G]1= n Ggl= 1=2 (this sets
the system to be half- lled).W e m ake another approxin ation to solve S, .W e calculate the

selfenergy w ithin the second order perturbation,*?

X
(n) = U’T?  Gp(n0)Go(no+ '1Go(n M): 6)

n%l

W e use the ollow Ing dispersion relation,
= 2t(cosk + cosk)+ 4t° cosk cosky: ()

In num erical calculations below we put t = 1 and x the next-nearest-neighbor hopping
tY= 02 (results do not change if we vary t° m oderately). W e vary  as the din ensionality
param eter from the2D = 1:0tothequasilD = 0.

N ext we present the form ulation of the nonlinear optical response functions. T he third-
order nonlinear susoeptibility is determ ined by,

K G ;1519

Dttt = @®)

- .1-.2-3
(The de nitionsof @ and K @ are given in ref’) Here, ! = 11+ 1o+ 15, 19= 1,4 14
and '®= 15,1, !, and !5 are frequencies of the external elds and take di erent values

depending on variousm ethods ofm easurem ents.K © isclassi ed by the types of the coupling
to the external eldsas follow s,

3)

K D59 =k, )
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Each temm isw ritten as,

Z
3) 2X d4X R~R~R R~Rep ~A , ~Rep ~A~A A~A~A
K e = 3, —i GEGYGET+ GEGE TG + GETGAGE + T.GEGEGE); (10)
Tk < i3>
3) 2 X ? d Qv , X X
K == — Vi GLGYTo+ GETGh + T.GLGR)+  GLGET,+ GETSGH + T.GEGY)
i

<33 73 2 @k X
k

+ GIG5To+ GETGH + TGLGH) L
< i3>
(11)
and
(3) 2X z d @Vk ZX @ZVk X
_ R A R A
K<j2>_§! 2_[@ | (Gin+ TiGb)+ kZVk . (Gij+ Tij)
@ZVk
+va(efjrb+ T.Gp GiTp, TGl
Here GE"A = Gi;A (x) R and A mean the retarded and advanced, respectively), Ty =
tanh (x=2T )M Gy (x) and v = @ x=@k. x = + lyand !a = !1+ !2+ !5, !y =0,
bi=1i+ Iy, 1+ t3or!ls+ I3, 1y= 11, !5 or!3.The diagramm atic representations are

given in Fig. 1 ofref] ;Fig.1(@), b) and (cd,e) BrK O, ,K O, and K ), , respectively.

In this form ulation vertex corrections are om itted, and these are discussed in A ppendix.

3. Resuls
3.1 The analysis of spectrum

T he num erical results shown below are calculated w ith egs. (10,11,12). T he vertex correc—
tions are not Incluided, which are an all com pared to these term s as indicated in A ppendix.

The decom position of mK © to InK<(3j)4> , InK<(3j)3> and InK<(3j)2> in the case of the
TPA spectrum (!, = lhb=13=1)isshown nFig.1l. W e x thetamperatureT = 0:036

hereafter, and this param eter is not considered to be In portant because of ! ;U;t T . The

(3) 3) (3)
< 52> < 4> @A K Ty

(3)
< 42>

predom inance of K over K is peculiar to M ott insulators, n contrast

w ith conventional sem iconductors where K vanishes except for the selftransition 12

T he existence of K <(3j)2> in the TPA spectrum depends on the origin of the gap,’ and the
di erence in m agnitude of three K © is understood by w riting expressions explicitly as

follow s.

Z
@ ey 4% d 4, ! + !
mK<j4>(.;O;.)=§ Z—Vk[tanh? tanhT I+[RI]R
k
o
+ tal'lh? tanhE I+, @40 I R+ IR R iR 41 RR )]

13)
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Fig. 1. The decom position of mK © i the case ofthe TPA spectrum .U = 12 and = 02 ‘sum’
Indicates the sum of three tem s.
4% d @w ! + !
@) U d @w
]'mK<j3>(!,0,!)—3 ) 2 @—kVﬁ[tanh—2T tanh? I+« RTI ,
(14)
+ 1
+ tanhE tanh? I+1ICR+1+R +R+21=2+R !=)]:
Z
O o 1% T d ey ? ! Fo
InK<j2>(.,0,.)—§ 2_[@ taI‘lh? tanh? I+
) as)
@2Vk + !
+2 v, tanh— tanh—— I 4.1 1]:
@k? 2T 2T

Here I = InGj; () and R = ReG} (). We consider the case of | / U=2 in the TPA
spectrum . T hese expressions Indicate that the second tem s of these three equations are an all
due to the factor I +,I = TGy ( + !)InG] (). (Ifone of InG® takes large values, the

other has am all values ow ing to the absence of the soectrum .) Then we consider the st

3)

term s in these expressions. The existence of R is the reason for the smalhess of K 7,

and K <(3j)3> com pared w ith the direct transition term K <(3j)2> . The fom er two cases Includes
virtually excited states In the optical process, and R expresses this excitation. A Ithough
I,I = InGy( + !)InGj ( ) can take large valies around ' 0, R is roughly

proportionalto 1=U in this region and is an all. This explains results of Fig. 1.
3) 3) 3)

T he decom position ofK @ toK 7, ,K 55, andK 7, in the case ofthe THG spectrum
(!1=1!2=13= 1) isshown in Fig.2.The predom nance ofK <(3j)2> overKfj)4> andKfj)3> is

the sam e as the case of the TPA spectrum , and the reason for this isalso the same. Herewe
consider the case of | / U=3.) Ifwe w rite the expressions of K @ explicitly, we can nd that
the factor ke InG ¥ ( +31)I G ( ) existsin K"}, .ThenK °},, takes largervalues than the
other two tem s, which include the nonresonant R tem . In the THG spectrum the existence
of the real part Re @ makes it nevitable to calulate all three term s of K ©) consistently,
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Fig. 2. The decom position of (a) the realand (b) in aghary part of K ©) in the case of the THG
soectrum .U = 12 and = 02.'sum ’ Indicates the sum ofthree tem s.

Xl

Fig. 3. Thedecom position of j 1, ; jin the case ofthe THG spectrum . ), 33 L) Jand 3 &L, 5

. (3) 3) (3) 3) .
are caloulated w ith K ", , K 53, < 93> < 32> >

U=12and = 02.

3 . . 3
K and K <( j)2> , respectively. ‘alll m eans Jj <(;4> + +

esgpecially orsmall ! . Ifwe calculate J T(BP)IG jonly with K <(3j)4> /K <(3j)3> orK <(3j)2> separately,

each of j 23;4;3.3;3.» jdiverges at anall ! as shown In Fig. 3. The cancellation am ong three
K <(3j)4,_j3,,j2> occursat am all! , and we cbtain convergence only ifthe sum m ation ofthese three
term s istaken. (T his cancellation is the nonlinear analogue of that betw een the param agnetic
and diam agnetic term s In the linear regponse. It isuna ected by vertex corrections ow Ing to
the absence of the m om entum -dependence in the selfenergy.) T his show s the iIn portance of
taking all three term s into acocount. T he convergent behavior is related to that of the D rude
welght, which isde nedasD = !Tm § o ( isthe conductivity) andD = 0 forT ! O
in insulators!® T he nonlinear correction iswritten as In © = ReK ©'=!3, Therefore the

nonlinear correction to the D rude weight would be divergent if ReK ©) took nite values.
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Fig. 4. The decom position of InK @ (1;0; !). ! = 005,U = 12and = 02.'sum’ ndicates

the sum ofthree temm sand the Inset show sthis result separately because ofthe di erence in scals.

(Strictly speaking, the term which is proportional to exp( Eg=T) E4 is the energy gap)
rem ains as in the linear response, but this is vanishingly sm all for E 4 T.)

The decom position of mK © to InK<(3j)4> ' InK<(3j)3> and InK<(3j)2> n an approxin ate
case of the dc Kerre ect (; = !, !, = I3 = 1) is shown In Fig. 4. (&t should be

' 1 0, but we apply the nie di erence to @ = K®=(12 12)) In contrast to the

above two cases, allofK <(3j)4> K <(3j)3> and K <(3j)2> contrbutesto K ®) in the sam e degree. The
reason for this is that ReGE ( ) does not necessarily locate at the nonresonant state, which
is understood by w riting the set of frequencies; (!5;!5) = ©0; !), ©; Dy, ¢+ t; ,
o+ sy, o ' 9y, ¢ 1;1).As shown In the inset the summ ation of these
three term s is an aller than each of them by two orders of m agniude. A 1l these tem s are
required to reproduce the characteristic oscillating structure sim ilar to that observed in the
electrore ectance spectroscopy.

It is known that sum rules hod in the nonlihear responsel?!'® The relation,
Rol PR 1%519d! = Ohodsforthe TPA spectrum .Here, 5= (!; 1919 isthe im agihary
part ofthe com plex dielectric fiinction . Ifw e treat the above three tem s ofK ©) separately, we
w il violate this relation. T he appearance of the oscillating structure In the dc Kerre ect as
shown above is another exam ple of the necessity to considerallthesetem sin K & (1 %= !
in this case). A previous calculation do not take these tem s into acoount properly® They

neglect the predom inant term K <(3j)2> , and also fail to treat the divergence at am all frequency

®3)

region carefully in a caleulation ofthe realpart of [ .

3.2 The dependences of nonlinear susoegptibilities on the C oulom b interaction

W e show the dependences of the nonlinear susoeptibilities on U=t, U=W and . Here
W is the bare bandw idth and is a function of t° and .) The dependence of the integral
of the linear absorption spectrum ( = R IIm D ()d!) on &=U , W =U with several values
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Fig. 5. Thedependenceof = !In ® (!)d! on t=U .The inset show s the dependence of the sam e
quantitieson W =U .

of isshown in Fig. 5. (The value of U at which the M ott transition occurs depends on
,and these are U 7 9:;92;102;131 for = 0:1;02;05;10, repectively.) The relation
/ 1=U holds, which is consistent w ith the sum rule for the linear absorption’ Ifwe put
the lattice constant a = 5Aand U = 2 &V (The reason why we take this value is that the
Iinear absorption spectrum in experin ents peaks around this energy and in our sin ple m odel
the spectrum always has the peak around U .), we get (1)j>eak " 0:98;0:76 10 an ! at
U =135 for = 0:1;10, respectively here @ (1)=4 !'Im @ (! )=c and c is the velocity of
light which isw ritten explicitly for the quantitative estin ation).T hese are alm ost com parabl
to the resuktsofexperin entswhichare ™ jex 7 4;1 10 an ' ;nquasilD and 2D system s,
respectively? The relation ! m  ®) / 1=U indicates that we expect a m oderate enhancem ent

of ) ramaleryU.

3)

The dependences of the peak of the TPA spectrum (Im 5,

mulipliedby ! ) on =U and
®3)

W =U are shown In Fig. 6. The relation !Tn [, / 1=U 3 holds approxin ately. (Tt deviates

slightly from 1=U°> for smaller U, and the results are rather proportional to 1=U3®. This
is because the peaks of the TPA spectrum shift to lower energies.) If we put the Jattice

B 7 00155;00133 10° esuatU = 135 for
= 0:1;190, respectively. If we extrapolate the relation Im ©) / 1=U? PramallerU,wewill
@,

TPA
1pa | 10;01 10° esuatU = 4{76, = Ol andU = 8:15, = 10, respectively.

T he dependences of the peak ofthe THG spectrum on t=U and W =U are shown in Fig. 7.

The relation j T(3I;G j/ 1=U* holds. If we set param eters sam e as above to evaluate j T(3I;G 3

quantitatively, we get j ) 3 0:0217;00162 10° esn at U = 135 pr = 04;19,

@)
THG

constanta= 5Aand U = 2 &V, weget In

cbtain Im

respectively. Ifwe assum e that the relation j j/ 1=U% holds or smn aller U , we w illcbtain

32037 10;01  10° esu,atU = 5:18, = 0l andU = 856, = 1, respectively.
These results indicate that the dependence of the susoeptibility on  is rather weak, at
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Fig. 6. Thedependence of ! In TBP)A Jeak Oon =U . T he inset show s the dependence of the sam e quan-—

titieson W =U .
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Fig. 7. Thedependencesofj TB}; G Peak on U .T he inset show sthe dependence ofthe sam e quantities

onW =U.

leastwith =U xed.On theotherhand it is strongly dependenton in thecaseofW =U xed,
and this isbecause the bandw idth W isa function of .The experim ental results indicate that
G r 10;0:1 10° esu PrquasilD and 2D system s, respectively?'* O ur calculation show s
that i is possble to cbtain  ©) com parable to those of experin ents in the case of U & W
(actually W = 44 and 80 for = 0:1 and 10, respectively). However this is based on the
condition that we can extrapolate scaling relations for sm aller U, and we discuss this point
in x4.We nd that the dependencesof on t isweak with the m oderate variation of t°.
In experin ents the nonlinear susceptibility in the quasi 1D system is one order ofm agni-
tude larger than that in the 2D system .0 ur resul does not show somuch di erence between
= 01l and = 10wih xed t=U.A tfhough the in provem ent should be done on DM FA
egoecially In quasilD system s, this ispartly explained by the behavior of the density of states,
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Fig. 9. @) In 5, and () J THG jw ith severalvalues ofU and

which isshown in Fig.8.T he experin ent on the linear absorption spectrum indicates that the
band-edges of the spectrum are aln ost sam e In both system s. T hism eans that the nonlinear
susceptibilities to be com pared should have the sam e band-edge in the density of states. T here—
fore we com pare the nonlinear susceptbilitiesat U = 105; = 01l andU = 135; = 10asan

exam pl having such properties. The TPA and THG spectra are shown In Fig. 9. A coording

3)

74 : : o .
TPATHG / 1=U%, a slight change ofU bringsabout large variations In the

the scaling relation
nonlinear optical susoeptibilities. O n the other hand the linear absorption spectrum does not
change considerably because of &) / 1=U2.Consequently the ratio of ®9j_gato @j_14
becom esm uch larger than that of ®j_g4 to ®'9_1,, which resem bles the observations in

experin ents.

®3)

The scaling relation In sem iconductors show s that 5,

/ l=E§.6'12 E g4 is the energy
gap.) A lfhough this is sim ilar to our resul, this does not m ean that both M ott insulators
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and conventional sem iconductors obey the sam e scaling relation because the dom inant term s
in @ are di erent between these m aterials as m entioned in x3.1. In spite of this fact, the
di erence In the m agnitude of the nonlinear susceptibility between these m aterials is partly
explained as follow s. For the low dim ensional system s the gap edge of the density of states
is steeper than that of m ore high dim ensional systam s as shown In Fig. 8. T his enhances the
m agnitude of the optical susceptibility in quasi 1D system s, com pared to that conventional

sam iconductors.

4. Summ ary and D iscussion

W e calculate nonlinear optical susceptibilities w ith DM FA on the basis of the general for-
m ulation of nonlnear regponse developed In a previous paper. T he direct transition term is
predom inant in the TPA and THG spectra, which is contrary to conventional sem iconductors.
T his isbecause the transition to the nonresonant interm ediate states gives am all contribution
to  © due to the strong correlation . O n the other hand the origin ofthe band gap i sam icon-
ductors m akes the direct transition negligble in~ © . In spite of these facts our result show s
that as a function of the energy gap the scaling relation In M ott insulators behaves sin ilarly
as that of conventional sem iconductors. A sam iquantitative evaluation of nonlinear suscepti-
bilities is carried out and show s that results are com parable to those of experim ents on the
condition that the value of the Coulomb Interaction is som ew hat larger than the bandw idth.

6 and J T(3I;G j takes sim ilar values w ith each other, which is also

The magniude of In 5,

Indicated by experin ents. T hese are not clari ed in previous works for am all system s w hich
are diagonalized num erically. T he scaling relation based on DM FA also show sthat the am aller
U is favorablke to the larger ©) as in the HartreeFock calculation, which is contrary to the
scenario of a Jarge optical nonlinearity based on the spin-charge separation & (T he spih-charge
separation holds approxin ately and is preferred at lJarge U=t. T he validiy of the spin-charge
separation as an explanation for the Jarge optical nonlinearity can be judged partly from the
dependence of ©) on param eters like U=t.)

O ne of our conclusions is dependent on the assum ption that the scaling relation holds for
an aller U . Here we discuss on this point and a possible m odi cation.The m ain reason why
the relations @ / 1=U% and / 1=U*% hod isas ®llows.By de niion & / 1=!2

TPA;THG
and TBP)A,_THG / 1=!*.This Jads to the above U -dependences on the condition that the

3)
TPA;THG

calculation here indicates that this property holds at least w ithin our approxim ation . H ow ever

U -dependences of K ©) and K are weak and the optical gap scales wih U . The
there is som e room fOr In provem ent w ith respect to the description ofthe M ott lnsulator. T he
Hubbard m odel is considered to have the M ott transition at sm aller valies of U than those
ofa calculation presented here. T his is the case especially In them odelwih = 0:0, which is
the 1D system and should be the M ott lnsulator even asU ! 0% The in provem ent should

be done on this point to exam ine the din ensionality dependences and the scaling relation for
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anallrU (fr example, an expansion to inclide k-dependence of the selfenergy’?).
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A ppendix: Vertex corrections

T he correction to vertices v and @%v=@k? vanishes as in ref?%?! ow ing to the inversion
sym m etry.O n the otherhand it isnot know n to w hat extent the correction to vertices @w.=0@k
and v contrbutes to . The diagram s and equations of this type of vertices are sim ilar to
those of Fig. 1 (fg,h) and x32 in ref.’ T he vertex correction to the predom nant tem in K ©
is w ritten as,

Ko (1) = e OX Gi(n+ !ﬁ%ek(n) (ni 2;!l)x Gxo(not !ﬁ%Gko(no):

nin® k K0
& 1)

Here (n7 nos'y) is the reducble fourpoint vertex. If we consider the second-order
perturbation tem as an irreducble fourpoint vertex I(,; no7!'1), I is wrtten as
Llninoil) = 2 (o a0+ (o w0 ( () = OT' km Gk (n + '1)Gk (n) and

(') = U2TP k;nGk(!l n)Gk (n)). From the expression we anticipate that the ver-
tex correction is am all In the case that the dependence of I (!;) on frequency is weak. It is
because the particle-hole sym m etry holds approxin ately. T his can be veri ed by the num eri-
cal calculation which show s that the vertex correction is an aller than ordinary term s by two
orders of m agnitude.

In contrast to this, the nearestneighbor interaction (V) is considered to be In portant in
optical responsesbecause the excitons can be form ed by the nalstates interaction. T herefore
we consider the vertex correction by the nearestneighbor interaction. The form ulation is
sin ilar to that of x32 in ref. and we consider only the Fock tem w ith this interaction. T he

e ) itself and the summ ation of

vertex correction to the predom inant term MK ", , ImK "),

both tem s of the TPA spectrum are shown in Fig. A 1. The vertex correction shifts the
spectrum to lower energy. This e ect is rather am all com pared to that of antiferrom agnetic
Insulators w ith the HartreeFock approxin ation because the dam ping e ect is included in
DM FA . A lthough the valie 0ofV=U isnot known (V=U ’ 022 in Fig.A 1 is considered to
be a large value), this type of the vertex correction w ill ncrease the valuies of © ofx32 i

som e degree.
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Fig.A 1. The vertex correction to K T(3P)A by the nearest-neighbor Coulom b interaction V w ih the

Fock approxin ation.U = 135 and V = 30. 'vc¢’ and mo vc’ m eans the vertex correction term
and Im K T(3P)A w ithout the vertex correction, and ’sum ’ m eans the sum m ation ofboth tem s. T he
vertical and horizontal axes are scaled w ith three tin es and tw ice values, respectively.
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