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W e calculate the ground-state energy ofone and two-dim ensionalspatially inhom ogeneous anti-

ferrom agnetic Heisenberg m odelsfor spins1=2,1,3=2 and 2. O urcalculations becom e possible as

a consequence ofthe recent form ulation ofdensity-functionaltheory for Heisenberg m odels. The

m ethod issim ilarto spin-density-functionaltheory,butem ploysa local-density-typeapproxim ation

designed speci�cally for the Heisenberg m odel,allowing us to explore param eter regim es that are

hard to accessby traditionalm ethods,and to considercom plicationsthatareim portantspeci�cally

for nanom agnetic devices,such as the e�ects ofim purities,�nite-size,and boundary geom etry,in

chains,ladders,and higher-dim ensionalsystem s.

PACS num bers:71.15.M b,75.10.Jm ,75.50.Ee

The study oflow-dim ensionalspin system s is one of
the centralissues in the physics ofcorrelated electrons.
M odelHam iltonians ofthe Heisenberg type are widely
used to study, e.g., antiferrom agnetically coupled spin
chains,ladders,and layers,1,2 and constitute m ost use-
fulm odels for strong correlations in undoped cuprates
and m anganites. Finite-size Heisenberg m odels,m ore-
over,serveasparadigm aticm odelsfortheem erging �eld
ofnanom agnetism and spintronics.However,progressin
the analysisofnanom agnetic devicesrequirescapability
todealwith ‘real-life’com plications,such asim puritiesof
arbitrary sizeand location,boundariesofvariousshapes,
and crossoversbetween �nite and extended system s,or
between oneand higherdim ensions.In thepresentpaper
wepresenta convenientand e�cientnum ericalapproach
forcalculatingground-stateenergiesofantiferrom agnetic
Heisenberg m odelssubjected to such com plications.

Traditional num erical m ethods are well suited for
studying generic properties ofhom ogeneous Heisenberg
m odels,and haveprovided m any im portantinsightsinto
the physicsofm agnetic system s.However,the very sig-
ni�cantexpenditure ofcom putationale�ortrequired by
m ethods such as group-theory-aided exact diagonaliza-
tion, Q uantum M onte Carlo (Q M C),3 or the density-
m atrix renorm alization group (DM RG ),4 im posesrather
strictlim its on the size and com plexity ofsystem sthat
can be studied. The m ean-�eld approxim ation can,in
principle,be applied to system sofalm ostarbitrary size
and com plexity,butitsneglectofcorrelationm akesitun-
reliableasatoolforstudyingm anyissuesofcurrentphys-
icalinterestin strongly correlated system s. In ab initio

calculations,density-functionaltheory (DFT)providesa
convenientand reliableway to go beyond the m ean-�eld
(Hartree)approxim ation,allowing to study realsystem s
ofconsiderable size and com plexity.5,6,7 W hile DFT is
in principle an exact reform ulation of the m any-body
problem ,8 its practicalim plem entation requires the use
of approxim ations for the exchange-correlation energy.
Am ong the m ost im portant such approxim ationsis the
local-density approxim ation (LDA),theessenceofwhich

isto use the exchange-correlation energy ofthe uniform
electron liquid locally asan approxim ation to the one of
the crystalorm olecule ofinterest.5,8 The form alfram e-
work ofDFT and theLDA isnotlim ited to theab initio
case,butcan beapplied to a largeclassofm odelHam il-
tonians,too.9,10,11,12,13

In the present paper we study the ground-state en-
ergy ofone and two-dim ensionalantiferrom agnetic sys-
tem swith broken translationalsym m etry,asa function
ofspin S and system size N . O ur choice ofsym m etry-
breaking term sisdictated by com plicationsexpected to
arise in realnanom agnetic devices,and includesbound-
ariesofdiversegeom etries,and di�erenttypesofim puri-
ties.O urcalculationsareperform ed within DFT forthe
Heisenberg m odel,

Ĥ = J

X

ij

Ŝi�Ŝj +
X

i

B i�Ŝi; (1)

where B i is a sym m etry-breaking m agnetic �eld, cou-
pled to the spins. The sim plest local-spin approxim a-
tion (LSA)forthecorrelation energy ofHam iltonian (1)
reads12

E
L SA
c;d= 1[Si]= � 0:36338J

X

i

jSij (2)

in onedim ension,and

E
L SA
c;d= 2[Si]= � 0:316J

X

i

jSij (3)

in two dim ensions. M ore sophisticated approxim ations
arediscussed in Ref.12.Here jSijisthe m odulusofthe
classicalvectorSi,theground-stateexpectation valueof
the localspin operator Ŝi. The total-energy functional
then takestheform

E [Si]= J

X

i;j

Si� Sj + E
L SA
c [Si]+

X

i

B i� Si; (4)

where the �rstterm on the right-hand side isthe m ean-
�eld result,thesecond theLSA correlation correction to
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it,and the lastdescribes the coupling to (possibly spa-
tially varying) m agnetic �elds. Below we set B i = 0
because we willm ostly be interested in intrinsic inho-
m ogeneities such as surfaces and im purities, but both
LSA functionals can be applied for nonzero B i = 0 as
well.M inim ization ofE [Si]with respectto Si yieldsthe
ground-stateenergyE 0.M inim ization ofthe�rst(m ean-
�eld)term on itsownresultsin thefam iliarantiferrom ag-
neticN�eelstatewith alternating up and down spins.For
open boundary conditions14 in one dim ension thisstate
has energy E M F

0;d= 1(S) = � JS2(N � 1),while for a two

dim ensionalsquarelatticeE M F
0;d= 2(S)= � 2JS2N (N � 1),

whereN isthenum berofsitesalongthechain and along
one side ofthe square,respectively. E L SA

c provides an
additivecorrection to E M F

0 .

First, we consider �nite size Heisenberg chains. In
Fig.1 wecom pare,separately foreach spin,the ground-
stateenergiesobtained in them ean-�eld approxim ation,
in LSA,and by exact diagonalization. To be able to
com pare with exactresults we have lim ited us to fairly
sm allsystem s,but clearly m ean-�eld and LSA calcula-
tions can be perform ed easily for m uch larger system s.
The LSA isseen to provide substantialim provem enton
the m ean-�eld results,atnegligible extra com putational
cost. However,we also observe that the LSA does not
reproduce the oscillatory structure in the exact results
visible for sm allN , but instead sm oothly interpolates
through it.Asexpected on physicalgrounds,12 the LSA
becom esbetterasthe system sizeincreases.

In thesecalculationsthesystem isinhom ogeneousonly
dueto its�nitesize.However,theLSA conceptcan also
be applied to spin Ham iltonians in which translational
sym m etry isbroken m ore radically.Speci�cally,we now
consideran im purity m odelofm uch currentphysicalin-
terest: an im purity ofspin SI in a m agnetic host m a-
terialof spin S. This type of m odelis relevant, e.g.,
for the analysis of im purities in the antiferrom agnetic
parent com pounds ofcuprate superconductors,1 im pu-
rities in correlated spin chains,15 and recent proposals
for quantum com puting.16,17 Fig.2 shows the ground-
state energy ofa spin 1=2 antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg
chain,with open boundary conditions,in which one of
the boundary spins has been replaced by a spin 1 ion,
asschem atically indicated in theinset.M ean-�eld,LSA,
and exact values are given. The exact data show that
forthistypeofim purity system theim provem enton the
m ean-�eld approxim ation provided by the LSA isofthe
sam eorderasin thehom ogeneouscasestudied in Fig.1.
Forcom parison purposeswehavealso included theLSA
predictions for an im purity in the bulk,and for a sys-
tem with two im purities,onein the bulk and one atthe
surface. Clearly,an antiferrom agnetically coupled bulk
im purity with SI > S is energetically m ore favorable
than a surfaceone,suggesting thatself-assem bled nano-
m agnetic system s with this type ofim purity willtend
to accum ulate the im puritiesin the bulk,and leave the
surfacehom ogeneous.The ratio ofthe energy di�erence
between bulk and surface im purities to tem perature is

the controlling param eterforstudiesofim purity m igra-
tion. W e �nd that this param eter depends strongly on
the im purity spin SI and system geom etry. The extra
com putationale�ortforapplying the LSA issm all,and
doesnotincreasesigni�cantly ifm orethan oneim purity
is present,thus opening the possibility to m odelrealis-
tic nanom agnetic system s,with hundreds or thousands
ofsites,with LSA.

Next,weconsideran antiferrom agneticbackground of
spin S = 1=2 and varying size,with an im purity ofspin
SI > S atthe surface. Fig.3 showshow the com bined
system background+ im purity approachesthetherm ody-
nam ic lim itforeach value ofspin SI.The lowestcurve,
representing the uniform system , approaches the ther-
m odynam iclim itfrom below,and convergesto itrather
rapidly.Theupperthreecurvesrepresentthebehaviour
for di�erent sizes of the im purity spin. The im purity
curvesapproach thetherm odynam iclim itfrom above,at
a rate that| due to the spin-dependence ofthe prefac-
torsoftheoverall1=N decay| decreaseswith increasing
im purity spin. Physically,thisbehaviourcan be under-
stood by noting that for sm allN the im purity greatly
increasestheenergyofthem odelascom pared totheuni-
form case,while,asthe system size approachesin�nity,
the in
uence ofthe im purity localized at the boundary
becom esnegligible,and allcurvesconvergeto the value
E 0=JN = � 0:432,close to the value E 0=JN = � 0:443
obtained from theBetheAnsatzfortheuniform system .

Next,weturn to thetwo-dim ensionalcase.Hereexact
diagonalization becom esprohibitively expensive ateven
sm allersystem sizesthan in onedim ension,and alterna-
tivem ethods,such asDM RG ,also encountervery signif-
icantdi�culties.In Fig.4 weplottheLSA ground-state
energy of�nite-size two-dim ensionalHeisenberg m odels.
Thesearecalculationswithoutim purities,so thatthein-
hom ogeneity arisesonly from thepresenceofthesystem
boundary,which breakstranslationalinvariance. (Asin
one dim ension,im puritiesofarbitrary size and location
can be added to these system s withouta signi�cantin-
creasein com putationalcost.) G iven theLSA functional
(3),the generation ofthe LSA data isa very sim ple ex-
tension ofthe m ean-�eld calculation.In spiteofitssim -
plicity,however,thiscalculation illustratesan im portant
aspectofLSA:ithasthesam em argin oferrorin higher
dim ensionsasin one. Thisisratheruntypicalofm any-
body m ethods,which usually work better in certain di-
m ensionalities(often d = 1)than in others.

Finally,we investigate an e�ectthatdoesnotexistin
one dim ension,nam ely the dependence ofthe ground-
state energy on the geom etry ofthe system . In Table I
we com parethe ground-stateenergiesof�ve Heisenberg
m odelswith 100 sites,ofshape 1� 100,2� 50,5� 20,
10 � 10 and 2 � 5 � 10. These system s represent,re-
spectively,a one-dim ensionalchain ofthe type studied
in Fig.1,a spin ladderwith constantcoupling along legs
and rungs,a m ulti-legged ladder,a square lattice ofthe
type investigated in Fig.4,and a representative three-
dim ensionalstructure.Thedata show that:(i)forlarger
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spins the e�ect ofthe system boundary becom es m ore
pronounced.Thism ay berelevantforthestudy ofquan-
tum corrals,19 and di�erently shaped m agneticquantum
dots.(ii)The higher-dim ensionalthe system ,the slower
istheconvergencetothetherm odynam iclim it:ourresult
forthe100sitespin 1=2chain di�ersonly by 3% from the
therm odynam icallim itobtained from theBethe-Ansatz,
whereas with the sam e num ber of spins the energy of
the10 � 10 squarelatticeisabout9% from thetherm o-
dynam icallim it reported in Ref.20;a deviation of3%
from thislim itisobtained only fora 50� 50 lattice.(iii)
The step from a chain to a two-legged ladder is m uch
bigger than that from a two-legged ladder to a square
lattice, suggesting that in term s of their ground-state
energy even sm allladdersare m ore sim ilar to extended
two-dim ensionalsystem s than to chains. (iv) Com pari-
son ofthe colum ns 1� 100 and 1� 100(2d)showsthat
sim ple extrapolation ofa higher-dim ensionalfunctional
to lowerdim ensionalitiesresultsin lessnegativeenergies
than the correct functional. This observation m ay also
be relevant for ab initio calculations applying LDA to
low-dim ensionalsystem s.
In sum m ary,ourresultsshow thattheHeisenbergLSA

is quantitatively reliable,goes signi�cantly beyond the

m ean-�eld approxim ation, and allows to calculate the
energy ofsystem s ofconsiderable size and com plexity.
Sim ilarresultscan beobtained with Q M C,3 butatorders
ofm agnitude highercom putationalcost. (Unlike Q M C,
DFT isalsonotlim ited by am inus-sign problem .) Q M C,
DM RG and exact data provide benchm arks for testing
thequality ofim proved density functionals.O n theother
hand,LSA data on the e�ects ofthe boundary geom e-
try,theenergeticin
uenceofim puritiesofdi�erentsizes
and locations,theapproach to thetherm odynam iclim it,
and e�ectsofincreased dim ensionality m ay beusefulin-
form ation foranalysing realnanoscaleantiferrom agnetic
system s,and can alsoserveasa guidefortheapplication
ofalternative m any-body m ethods to the sam e type of
system .
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FIG .1: G round-state energy ofthe �nite antiferrom agnetic

Heisenberg chain for various values ofthe spin S. For each

spin,the diam onds represent the m ean-�eld results,the cir-

clesare num erically precisebenchm ark valuesobtained in in-

dependentm any-body calculations,
18

thefulllineisobtained

with LSA,and thedashed horizontallinerepresentsthevalue

obtained in thetherm odynam iclim it,taken from Ref.4.The

LSA isseem to providesigni�cantim provem enton them ean-

�eld values,forallS and N .

FIG .2:G round-stateenergy ofan antiferrom agneticS = 1=2

Heisenberg chain with an SI = 1 im purity at the surface.

Horizontalline:m ean-�eld result.D ashed curve:LSA result.

Circles:exactvalues,obtained by num ericaldiagonalization.

Fullcurve:LSA resultforsam esystem ,butwith theim purity

in thebulk.D ash-dotted curve:LSA resultsforsam esystem ,

butwith two im purities.

FIG .3:G round-stateenergy ofan antiferrom agneticS = 1=2

Heisenberg chain with di�erent im purities S i at the bound-

ary. M ean-�eld values are not included because from Fig.2

we see thatthey are m uch inferior to LSA ones for thissys-

tem . Crosses: hom ogeneous system . D iam onds: im purity

spin SI = 1,open circles: im purity spin SI = 3=2,fullcir-

cles: im purity spin SI = 2. The arrow indicates the exact

Bethe-Ansatz resultE 0=N J = � 0:443147.

FIG . 4: G round-state energy of �nite antiferrom agnetic

Heisenberg square lattices,as a function ofspin and system

size. Here N stands for the num ber ofsites along the side

ofthe square,hence the totalnum berofsitesisN
2
.D ashed

curves: m ean-�eld (M F) results. Fullcurves: LSA results.

Fullcircles: benchm ark data obtained by exact diagonaliza-

tion ofsm allclusters.Arrow:N ! 1 lim it,from Ref.20.
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TABLE I: G round-state energy � E 0=100J ofantiferrom ag-

netic Heisenberg m odels of�xed size N = 100,and varying

geom etries and dim ensionalities. Foreach dim ensionality we

used the proper functional,
12

except in the colum n labeled

1� 100(2d),which containsvaluesobtained forthe1d system

with the 2d functional(see discussion in m ain text).

S 1� 100 1� 100(2d) 2� 50 5� 20 10� 10 2� 5� 10

1=2 0.429 0.406 0.528 0.596 0.608 0.696

1 1.353 1.306 1.796 2.066 2.116 2.491

3=2 2.795 2.702 3.804 4.412 4.524 5.387

2 4.687 4.592 6.552 7.632 7.832 9.382
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