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W e clarify som e aspects ofthe calculation ofthe them altransport coe cients. Fora tight-binding
Ham iltonian we discuss the approxim ate nature of the charge current and the themm al current
obtained by Pederls substitution which is also identical to the equation of m otion technigque. W e
address the issue of choosing an appropriate basis form aking the P eierls construction for transport
calculations. W e propose a criteria for nding an optinum W annier basis where the di erence
between the exact current and the approxin ate one ism Inim um . U sing the equations ofm otion we
derive the them alcurrent for a generalized H ubbard m odelw ith density interaction. W e identify a
part which isthe contribution from the long range interactions to the heat current. For the H ubbard
m odelw e derive expressions for the transport coe cients in the lin it of In nie dim ensions.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he theoretical description of the them oelectric re—
soonse of correlated m aterials is a fundam ental prob-—
lem in condensed m atter physics, and a breakthrough i
this area has potentialtechnologicalusefiil in plications ¥
The m aterials, which have been studied as lkely can-
didates for useful them oelectric properties, are m ostly
sem iconductor alloys and com pounds. M aterials such as
BiTe3/Sb,Te; and SiG e, which are currently favoured
for room tem perature application, belong to this cate-
gory. Another class of m aterials, w ith potentially useful
them oelectric properties, are Ce and La Tled, skutteru—
dites such as LaFe;C 0Sb;, and CeFe;CoSb;; £ T heoret—
ically these m atgrials have been studied successiully us—
ing band theory? Recently M ahan and Sof® have shown
that the best them oelectric m aterdals could wellbe cor-
related m etals and sem iconductors (ie., rare earth inter—
m etallic com pounds). The developm ent of the dynam i-
calmean eld theory OMFT) [for review s see Refs. 4, 5]
has allowed new studies of the e ects of correlation on
the them oelegtric response using this m ethod on m odel
Ham jJtonjansf.":Z’é M ore recent com binations ofband the—
ory and,m any-body m ethods such as the LDA+DMFT
m ethodf- [for review s see Refs. 10, 11] or the LDA+ +
m ethod®? o ers the exciting possbility of predicting the
them oelectric properties of m aterials starting from st
pr_incjp]esﬂjn T his revivalof interest In the them oelectric
response m otivates us to reanalyze in this paper the ol
low Ing issues: (1) what isthe form ofthe them alcurrent
and the charge current which should be used in realistic
calculations, and (2) how it should be approxin ated in a
DMFT calculation.

The rst question is subtle for two peasons. First, as
noted early on by Jonson and M ahan,'H the electronic
part ofthe them alcurrent operator contains a quadratic
and a quartic piece (if the electron-electron interaction is
non-local) in the electron creation and annihilation oper-
ators. T he contrbution of this quartic interaction tem
to the current has continued to be the sub fct of discus—
sion 29 Second, w hile the form ofthe them alcurrent and
the charge current in the continuum isunam biguous, and

can be calculated using N oether’s theorem 1947 DM FT

calculations require the profction of these currents on
a restricted lattice m odel. This nvolves the com puta—
tion of com plicated m atrix elem ents, and in practice an
approxim ation which is analogous to the P elerls substi-
tutiontd Br the electrical current is carried out. Tt iswell
known that the results of this construction depend on
the basis set of orbitals used L% T his raises the practical
question of how to optim ize the basis of orbitals to be
used In transport calculations.

T he second question is subtle due to the presence of
Interaction term s in the current. T his raises the issue of
how it should be sin pli ed in the evaluation of the var-
Jous current-current correlation functions and the trans—
port coe cients. This question was st addressed by
Schw eitzer and C zycholB% and by P ruschke and collab—
orator® who stated that within the relaxation time ap—
proxim ation, this temtm can be expressed n tem s of a
tim e derivative, and the vertex oort;ectjons can be ig-
nored. In the review ofG eorgeset. alf it was stated that
the results of P ruschke et. al. hold beyond the relaxation
tin e approxin ation In the lim it of lJarge din ensionality
when DM FT becom es exact but no detailed proofofthis
statem ent was presented.

The ollow Ing are our m ain results. (1) In section IT
we address the question of the optin ization of the basis
of localized orbitals for transport caleculations, follow ing
the ideas ofM arzariand Vanderbilt 2% For com pleteness
and for pedagogical reasons we discuss in parallel work
on the charge current, which is sin pler and better un-
derstood®? than the them al current. O ur conclisions
In this context have applications for the com putation of
Bom charges In em pirical tight-binding m odels?? ) ™
section ITTw e derive the form ofthe them alcurrenttobe
used In tightfinding m odels, and its dependence on the
orbials, using the equation of m otion technique intro—
duced In Ref. 24. Our nalexpression di ers in one tem
from the resultsofRef. 15. (3) In section IV we describe
In detail the diagram m atic analysis of correlation func—
tions ofthe current operators. W e dem onstrate explicitly
that n the DM FT lim i ofthe transport calculation, the
vertex corrections (even for those involring the them al
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current) can be com pletely neglected, thereby justifying
the current practice used In allpreviousDM FT work.

II. CHARGE CURRENT

W e consider a system ofelectrons in a periodic poten—
tialV (r), In the presence of an extemal vector potential
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Here Y(r) and (r) aretheelectron eld operatorsw ith
usual anticom m utation properties. W e have ignored the
soin of the electrons only to sim plify the notation. In—
cluding spin In the ©llow ing analysis is quite straightfor-
ward. In eld theory, when both high and low energy de—
greesoffreedom are retained, N oether’stheorem pyavides
a robust procedure to identify the various currents®’ T he
theorem associates w ith every symm etry of the action
a conserved charge and a corresponding current. The
charge curregt is detem ined by the invariance of the
action S = dtL (t), under U (1) gauge transform ation
given by (r) ! et @ and Y@ ! Y@Eel ® .
T he transfom ation does not produce any variation from
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%y 4;n3 3i. Here Hy = p?=2m + V (r) is the non—
Interacting part of the Ham iltonian, is the band in-
dex, and R ,, de nesthe lattice positions. W ( R,)=

hrn ifom a com plete set of orthonom alW annier fiinc—
tions. T he creation and anniilation operators satisfy the
anticom m utation relation fc, ;& g= 4n . Thegauge
transfom ation of the ferm fonge  eld operators is equiv—
aknt to thevadation ¢ =i &r () @W @ Rn)
and & = i d&r @ Y@OW @« R,). Expanding

A (r), and w ith coulom b interaction between them . The
Lagrangian is given by
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the Interaction temm , and the well known expression for
the charge current is
Z
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T he above expression is gauge invariant. T he part which
is proportional to the vector potential gives the diam ag—
netic current.

In order to facilitate further discussion we w ill perform
the standard N oether construction in the W annier basis.
In thisbasisthe action Wwhich includesboth low and high
energy degrees of freedom ) is
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(r) about thepointR , and keepingonly up tor tem
(which is all we need to construct the N oether current)
we get
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whereL = d&tW @ Ry)c R,)W & Ry)are
the connection coe cients. The m atrix L is hem itian,
ie, L =L, ,-Wenote rstthat the variation from
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the interaction tem is exactly zero. N ext, using the op—
erator dentity [ri;A 4 (r)]= 0 we nd that the varation
from the temm quadratic in A (r) is zero. To get the
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Ho@®)= ( eA)?=@m)+ V (r). This is just equation
(2) expressed In the W annier basis. T he chargg current
is related to the electronic polarization operator?s
X
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by QP ;=@t= j. The change In polarization P .; which
is a well de ned and m easurable bulk quantity, rather
than polarization iself) between an initial and a nal
state ofa sam ple isthe integrated current ow Ing through
the sam ple during, an adiabatic transform ation connect—
ing the two states2$

T heoretical m odels of the tightbinding type are ef-
fective low energy m odels described in tem s of those
bands which are close to the Fem i surface2’} The ques—
tion, which is non-trivial and which is still debated, is
what should be the form of the current for such low en—
ergy models. The low energy Ham iltonian is obtained
by elin inating or integrating out the degrees of freedom
corresponding to the high energy bands. This is easily
form ulated in the functional integral language and the
procedure generatesm any Interaction tem s that are not
present in the origihalaction. In a Ham iltonian form u-
lation this is equivalent to m aking a canonical transfor-
m ation,to decouple the Iow energy and the high energy
sectors?? That is, given a fiillm any body H am iltonian H ,
we perform unitary transom ation U such that UHU *
is diagonal (for a system of Interacting particles, in gen-—
eral, this can be done only approxin ately), and then con—
sideronlyPUHU 'P ,whereP istheoperatorprofcting
on the low energy bands. To obtain the expression for
the current in the low energy sector one has to perfomm
the sam e canonical transform ation used to transform the
original H am iltonian into the e ective Ham iltonian on
the operator representing the current. In other words,
we rst calculate the current (say, J) for the full theory
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correct diam agnetic part we m ake use of [ri;py] =
From the invariance of the action we can identify the
charge current as

iij.
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(usihg the symm etry of the full theory), m ake the sam e
unitary transform ation and then progct the current on
the Iow energy sector of interest. T he exact low energy
current is then given by PUJU P . This method of
calculating the current for the low energy theory ism oti-
vated by renom alization group ideas. But, to In plem ent
this in practice is usually a form idabl task. H owever, if
we consider a system of non-interacting electrons (in a
periodic potential) wih a subset M of bands that de-

nes the low energy subspace, the low energy current is
obtained by propcting the full current in eqn. (5) on
the ]ovk energy subspace. This is given by P P, where
P 7 in jis the profction operator. W e note

n; 2M
that the calculation of the exact current requires know -
edge of the m atrix elem ents of the position operator jn
addition to that ofH o (the tightbinding param eters) £3

Som etin es, to avoid calculating the m atrix elem ents
of the position operator, one m akes the approxin ation
known as Pelerls substitution. There are two types
of approxin ations involed with this procedure. First,
tem s involving the connection coe cients are dropped
out, and one considers an approxin ate gauge transform a—
tion given by ¢ = 1 Rn)g, and ¢ i Ra) .
P utting the connection coe cients to zero is equivalent
totheapproximationln ¥imn 1 Ry nnm forthem a—
trix elem ents of the position operator,andm pm i=
imlm jHo;rlin i im Rn Ry, POrthematrxel
em entsofthem om entum operator. Second, w ith thisap—
proxin ate gauge transfom ation, the variation from the
Interaction tem is non-zero (though, as already noted,
it is zero for the exact gauge transfom ation). H ow ever,
contrbution to the current from the interaction tem is
neglcted. It w illbe further assum ed that the vector po—
tential is constant, ie, A, = A nn . W ih these
sim pli cations the approxin ate current (% ) is given by

Rn  Ra)(Rm Rn)
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T he second tem is the approxin ate diam agnetic contri-
bution. The usefilness of » lies In the fact that it can
be calculated from the tight-binding param eters alone.
The construction of the Pelerls current in tem s of
the atom ic orbials is a priori not obvious for the case
when there is m ore than one atom per unit cell. It is
worthwhile to clarify this issue here. W e will denote
the atom ic wavefunctionsby j R,i, where isa sym-
metry index, R, is the lattice position of a uni cell,
and R is the position ofthe atom  within a unit cell.
It is desirable topde ne the B loch basis wavefiinctions
by j ki= plT g, €™ ®*R )5 R, i, though the
phase factor e ¥ R is quite innocuous or the de ni
tion oftheHam iftonianmatrix H k) , ,; , , and orthe
subsequent calculation of the energy bands. The ques—
tion, whether to keep the phase factor or not, is how—
ever In portant for the de niion of the Peirls current
j?(k)11;22 = @@;kH(k)11;22' Itjseasytover:i&
that, with the above de nition of the B loch basis, one
gets the sam e form for the P elerls current if one consid—

com pare it w ith the sam e lattice w ith its period doubled
(and therefore now with two identical atom s per unit
cell).

W e will exam ine the behaviour of the exact cur-
rent and the approxin ate one under in nitesim al uni-
tary transformation U, = nun + W,, WhereW
is anUhel;m itian) of the W annier functions de ned by

n i! n Upndn 1. The variation of a m atrix ele-
ment (J),, = I&n jHo @ );rlin 1iofthe exact current
is given by
X
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This is the usual transfom ation of m atrix elem ents of
operators that rem ain Invariant under unitary transfor-
m ation. In fact, the param agnetic and the diam agnetic
parts of the operator j are separately nvariant. The
behaviour of $ is however di erent. The variation of

ers a lattice w ith one atom per unit cell (for which case (b )am = Rn Roltyy + € Rn  Ru)(Rn  Rp)
the de nition ofthe P elerls current is unam biguous), and A)t,, isgiven by
|
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T he param agnetic and the diam agnetic parts of 3 are
both basis dependent operators.

T he basis dependence of 3 raises the practical ques—
tion asto what basis one should choose whilkem aking the
P eierlsconstruction . Forexam ple, there havebeen e orts
to calculate polarization properties, like e ective charges
of sem iconductors, using the em pirical tightbinding the-
ory.@% In this schem e a natural approxin ation is the \di-
agonal" ansatz which assum es that the position operator
is diagonal In the tight-binding basis w ith expectation
values equal to the atom ic positions. This is equivalent
to a Peilerls substitution, and the polarization calculated
w ith this ansatz is related to Peilerls current 3 . The ef-
fective charges calculated in this procedure depends on
the choice of the underlying W annier basis. In oxrder to
In prove the resuls one should rst make an appropri-
ate choice of a basis. One possbility is to use the ba-
sis of the \m axim ally localized" W annier finctions that
was introduced by M arzariand Vanderbilt 23 T his is ob—
tained by m inin Izing a functional which m easures the
soread of the W annier finctions. Intuitively, it seem s
plusble that the approxin ation n which the connec—

tion coe cients are neglected, w illwork better in a basis
w here the W annier fiinctions are m gre localized. A sec—
ond possbility, suggested by M illist? is to choose that
basis In which the charge sti ness calculated using the
Peierls current w ill be closest to the one obtained from
band theory. W e note that this criteria is already satis—

ed by the B Ioch basis In which the e ective one-electron
Ham iltonian is diagonalin the band indices. T his can be
seen easily in the ©llow ngm anner. W e consider the sce—
nario of band theory where electrons are In an e ective
periodic potential. Let y denote the single particle en—
ergy lvels. It be shown that the charge gti ness
isgivenbyD = , f£(x )@« =@k ek )2 Here
f () is the Fem i function and , denote spatial di-
rections. The Peilerls current constructed in the B loch
basis does not have any interband temm sihce the ba-—
sis is already diagonal in the band indices. The para-
m agnetic part of the current is given by (% )para;

. @y =@k )g ¢ . Since the param agnetic part has
no interband m atrix elem ent, it does not contrbute to
the charge stlggless The diam agnetic part, given by
b daia; = . @%x =@k @k )A & ¢, gives a



charge sti ness exactly equalto that obtained from band
theory. It is possble, though, that there are other bases
which satisfy this criteria.

In passing we note that if the m atrix elem ents of the
exact current jare known by som em eans, say, from rst
principles calculation, then it is possible to de ne the
functional

and choose the basis which m Inin izes , and thereby
the di erence between the exact current and the approx—
In ate one. Using egns. [/] and B] we can calculate the
variation of underin nitesim alunitary transform ation.
The gradient, de ned asG ,, = d =dW , is given by
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T he optin um basis is the one forwhich the gradient van—
ishes. The choice of basis w ill depend on the vector po—
tential, but the physical quantities calculated In that ba—
sisw illnot. In general, this criteria w illgive a basisw hich
is di erent from that ofthe \m axin ally localized" W an—
nier finctions. T he above m ethod of choosing an appro—
priate basis is not very useful for doing charge transport
calculations because to de ne the m ethod one needs to
know the m atrix elem ents of the exact current, know ing
which m akes the P eierls construction redundant. How—
ever, one can use this optin ization procedure for doing
them altransport calculation. A swe w ill see in the next
section, the m atrix elem ents of the exact themm al cur-
rent are quite com plicated, and a P eilerls form ulation of
the themm al current is desirable (in som e suitable basis).
T he rationale for our suggestion is that the basis which

1
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Here ()= Y(@) (r), and U (r) is the two-particle In—

teraction energy (Coulomb potential, in our case). The
second termm above, which is form ally quartic In the eld
operators, is the contribution to energy current from the
non-local (n space) interaction. This tetm was m issed
by Langer,'lq but noted In a di erent context by Jonson
and M ahan 14 M ore zecently, it has been discussed by
M oreno and C okm an &3

W e have discussed In the previous section that for
an e ective low-energy m odel any current is obtained
correctly by procting the current for the full theory

1
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optin izes the Peierls construction for electric transport
w illbe a good basis for doing the P eferls construction for
them al transport as well.

III. THERMALCURRENT

In eld theory the energy current which is sam e as
the them al current, except for the latter the single par-
ticle energies are m easured from the chem ical potential)
is detem Ined from the invariance of the action under
the transform ation of tine t ! t (r;t). This shifts
the eld operators by = —,and Y= 2 | From
the variation of the action de ned in equation (1), the
energy current (% ) is given by
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(W here both high and low energy degrees of freedom are
present) on the low -energy bands. To in plam ent this for
the energy current one has to consider x@n’atjons of the
W annier operators g = Ri)g + 1 5; Liy g and
d = Rod +r ; & Lj; under transhtion of
tin e. Ifwe ignore the tem s w ith the connection coe —

cients, we get an approxin ate current which isequivalent
to a Pederls substitution. T he sam e approxin ate current
can be derived from the low -epergy e ective H am ittonian

using the equations ofm otion 2{a Though we are em pha—
sizing the In portance of the exact low -energy current, in



practice, calculating the exact them al current is airly
com plicated. T herefore, we w ill restrict the derivation to
that of a P elerls type of energy current for a generalized
Hubbard m odel described by the H am ittonian
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using the equation of m otion technique.
¢ ¢ .The bcalenergy density ;) is given by
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where & = iH ;0]. The energy current (% ) is related
to the energy densiy by the g)ntinujty equation hs +

t @)= 0:Wedeneh() = ieiqRihi,andsjijar]y
% (). The Fourier trangfom of the W annier operators

arede nedby ¢, = pl? ;e ™ ®ig ;and sin ilarly for

G . HereN isthe size of the lattice. Comparing w ith
the continuiy equation we get the energy current
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where n, . = koc}:o; Geos; - The rst two tems

(the quadratic part) in the above egn. are contribu-—
tions to the energy current from the electron hopping
and from the local part of the interactions. The last
three tem s (the quartic part) are additional contribu-—
tions to energy ow ,from the long range interactions.
M oreno and C okm an®? have calculated the quartic part
using N oe’gler’s theoram for classical elds, and their re—
sulk is 5
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want to argue that this resul is incorrect. W e note that
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It can be shown that
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for classical elds the issue of correct arrangem ent of op—
erators is not present. Indeed, if we could com m ute the
third operator w ith the second in each of the last three
tem sofegn. (14) wewould get the result derived in Ref.
@5). H owevelg(such com m utation w ill generate an addi-
tional term TRV, o c}:o; Geo, :Thus, proper
kk%

arrangem ent of operators is In portant to get the correct
form of the energy current, which is naturally captured
In an equation ofm otion technique but not whilk using
N oether’s theorem for classical elds.

T he heat current (3 ) is related to the energy qurrent
by b = % jwhere isthe chem icalpotential®4 T he
chem icalpotential enters only to shift the single particle
energies, ie., right hand side ofegn. (14) gives the heat

current w ith the rede nition & = iH N ;OA],where
N is the totalparticle operator.

IV. TRANSPORT COEFFICIENTS

In this section we w illexam Ine in detail the derivation
of the correlation fiinctions of the current operators. W e
w il consider only the Pelerls type of (charge and ther-
m al) currents to keep things analytically tractable. In
Kubo form alisn the correlation finctions are related to
the corresponding response functions (the transport co-
e cients). In the framework of DMFT # i is possble
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FIG.1l: Diagram s in con guration space for them oelectric
power. H 1 isthe Interaction tem . In @) and (o) the them al
current is a two-point vertex, while In (c) and (d) it isa four-
point vertex. In the Iim it of in nite d contrbution from (©)
and (d) can be neglected.

to derive exact expressions for the transport coe cients.
T he essential sin pli cation in the lin i of in nite dim en—
sions (d) is that the self energy and the vertex term s are
Iocal. For the singleband Hubbard m odel, de ned by

the H am iltonian
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we w illdem onstrate that this allow s the correlation finc—
tions to be factorized into products of single particle
G reen’s functions and their tim e derivatives. T he tem s
that are ignored by such factorization areO (1=d) sn aller
and can be neglcted in the lim i of in nie d. Ushhg a
slightly di erent approach, the expressions for the trans-
port coe cients fpr the FalkkovK in ballm odelhave been
derived recently®

T he coxrelation functions of the current operators are

de ned a4

1 2 o
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Lap@n) = TR
where a;b= (1;2), and } = jis the charge current and
> = } isthe heat current. Here V is the volum e of the
system , = 1=kg T is Inverse tem perature, and i!, is
bosonic M atsubara frequency. T he transport coe cients
(that enter the form ula forD C conductivity, thermm oelec—
tric power and them al conductiviy) are given by,

Lap= l]:Fno]inLab(i!n Pol+di): 16)

For the single band H ubbard m odel the charge current is

given by,
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and the heat current is given by
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Here vy = r ¢  isthe electron velocity. Since the inter—
action is purely local, there is no contribution from the
Iong range interactions.

The derivation of Lij,, is discussed extensively in
the literature on DM FT 229 I in nite d the particle—
hole vertex becom es m om entum jndependent,ﬁjwI and the
dressed correlation function becom es equal to the bare
one. This inplies the correlation finction can be fac—
torized Into a product of single particle G reen’s func—
tions, ie, T 3( )IOi= & . v2G &; )G ki );
where G (k; ) = N q; ()g, (0)i is the ferm ionic
M atsubara G reen’s ﬁmcfgjon. W e de ne the Fourder
transm G (k; ) =1 _e" G k;iiln); I tems
ofwhich
L1 @dln)=

e X 1 ) , )
— Vi=G (kiily + ipn)G (kjipn):
ilydv )
k; iipn
G (k;z) hasapossbkebrangh cutatz= and@G (k;z+
i',) hasoneatz = il, 24 Follow ng M ahan4?4 one
can show
1X
- G k;iln+ Ipn)G kj;ipy) =

AN
—nr ( )A &k;

)G k;
. 2

+ i)+ G k; il

whereA (; )= 2mmGR (k; ) is the spectral fiinction
and ng ( ) is the Femm i function. A ffer analytic continu-

ation i!', ! ! + 1 , and after taking the static Iim t we
get
Z
e X g @ng ()
L = V2 — — " a2 ;) (@9
1= STy o 2 a k; ): 19)

k;

The derivation of L,; is more involved, and is not
well discussed In the literature. Since the heat cur-
rent has a part which is a fourpoint vertex, a priori
it is not clear whether a factorization of the correlation
function into products of single particle G reen’s func—
tions and their tin e derivatives is possble. W e have



G; = iP L tcy Uc; ny; +1g; (@ndsmiarly for
¢, ). W e ignore the tem w ith the chem icalpotential for
the tim e being (the resul rem ains unchanged). D ue to
the rsttem the heat current is a two-point vertex, and
the corresponding diagram s for Ly, are of the type (@)
and () ofFig. 1. The heat current is a ourpoint vertex
due to the second tem . T he corresponding diagram s are
ofthe type () and (d) ofFig. 1. In the lim it Qf In nite
d the scaling of the hopping term is ty5 = ty= d Ref.
4). This mplies that G (1= d)* ¥ Ref. 4). One
can show explicitly that diagram s (@) and (c) are O (1=d)
(and higher), and diagram s (o) and d) areO (1=d?) @nd

Lo (dly) = =

W e drop the second term w ithin braces because i does
not contribute to In Ly (! + 1 ). The rest is evaluated
like Lq; (', ). It can be shown that

1X il
= . n e o2 o _
o, + 2 G (krlpn)G (krlpn + ily) =
7 ,
d ity .
—nr ()A k; ) +—— G k; +1ily)
) 2
i!
+ 2“ G k; ilh)

A fter analytic continuation and taking the static Iim twe
get,
21

X
e d @ng () 2
Ly = V2 — A HIDH
Toav 2 @ ki)
(20)
|
8
1 1 X <1X
Loy (il,) = - -
22 Lin) d i,V SER
; 1Pn
T he term s in the ellipses do not contribute to In Lo, (!).
Finally we get,
Z
X 1
e d @ng ()
Ly, = V2 -2 A2 HIBH
# o 2av 2 @ ki)
21)
W e reiterate the observation m ade in Ref. (8) that the

above expressions for the transport coe cients are cor-
rect for any m odelw ith local interaction (for which Eq.

j-pn+—n

higher). WM Figl,H; = U F ;NN Is the interaction
term of the Hubbard Ham iltonian. In the lin it of in —
nie d the latter drops out, and the factorization of the
correlation function is possble. In in aginary tin e

T 3 ()30)i%=
e X n e}
=3 v M oo, ()&, OV o, )¢, ( )i+ hx:
k;
Using £G() = 1T £c( )i () (h inaghary
tin e), we get
9
iy . . ) -
jpn+7 G kiipn)G Kjipon + iln)  ng;

T he derivation of L,, is analogous to that ofL,;. In
the Im it of In nite d, HI } ( )g 1 factorizes into prod—
ucts of (in aghary) tim e derivatives of single particlke
G reen’s functions (plus tem s which do not contribute
to ImLyy (). Asin the case of L7 and Lj1, the tem s
which are dropped out by such factorization are at least
O (1=d) am aller. In other words,

HT .d!=1

)

n

(Ng i
X
vi M g, ()4, O o, O)g, ()i

Ble o

k;
)

M o, ()¢, O o, ©O)g, ( )i+ hxc: :

W ith this simn pli cation it can be shown that

2 =

2 G k;ipn)G kjip, + ilp) + .

[L8] is correct), In In nite din ensions.

V. CONCLUSION

The current (charge or them al) obtained by Peilerls
substitution orby the equation ofm otion technigque isan
approxin ation to the exact low energy current for an ef-
fective tight-binding H am iltonian. In particular, the ap—



proxim ate current is not invariant under a uniary trans-
form ation of the W annier basis. W e have suggested a
sim ple criteria by which one can choose a set of W annier
functions w here the di erence betw een the exact and the
approxin ate current ism inimum . Them inin ization pro—
cedure iswellde ned provided them atrix elem entsofthe
exact current are known from rst principles calculation.
U sing the equations ofm otion we have derived the ther-
m alcurrent for a very generaltightbinding H am ittonian,
correcting the result of a previous work. Finally, using
the P ederls currents, we have established the correctness
of known expressions for the transport coe cients for

the Hubbard model in In nie d. The simpli cation In

the lim i of lJarge coordination is that the current (charge

and them al) correlation finctions can be factorized into
products of single particle G reen’s fuinctions and their
tin e derivatives. T hese expressions are correct for any
m odelw ith local interaction and in In nite din ensions.
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