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W e calculate the ground-state energy of one and two-din ensional spatially inhom ogeneous anti-
ferrom agnetic H eisenberg m odels for spins 1=2, 1, 3=2 and 2. O ur calculations becom e possbl as
a consequence of the recent form ulation of density—functional theory for Heisenberg m odels. The
m ethod is sim ilar to spin-density—-functionaltheory, but em ploys a localdensity-type approxin ation
designed speci cally for the H eisenberg m odel, allow ing us to explore param eter regin es that are
hard to access by traditionalm ethods, and to consider com plications that are In portant speci cally
for nanom agnetic devices, such as the e ects of in purities, nitesize, and boundary geom etry, in

chains, Jadders, and higherdin ensional system s.

PACS numbers: 71.15M b, 75.10.Jm , 7550 Ee

The study of low-din ensional spin system s is one of
the central issues In the physics of correlated electrons.
M odel H am iltonians of the Heisenberg type are w idely
used to study, eg. antiferrom agnetically coupled spin
chains, Jadders, and layers,'’> and constitute m ost use—
ful m odels for strong correlations in undoped cuprates
and m anganites. F inite-size Heisenberg m odels, m ore—
over, serve as paradigm aticm odels for the em erging eld
ofnanom agnetisn and spintronics. H ow ever, progress in
the analysis of nanom agnetic devices requires capability
to dealw ith ‘realHlife’ com plications, such as In puritiesof
arbirary size and location, boundaries of various shapes,
and crossovers between nite and extended system s, or
betw een one and higher dim ensions. In the present paper
we present a convenient and e cient num erical approach
for calculating ground-state energies of antiferrom agnetic
H eisenberg m odels sub fcted to such com plications.

Traditional num erical m ethods are well suited for
studying generic properties of hom ogeneous H eisenberg
m odels, and have provided m any im portant insights into
the physics of m agnetic system s. H owever, the very sig—
ni cant expenditure of com putationale ort required by
m ethods such as group-theory-aided exact diagonaliza—
tion, Quantum M onte Carlo @M C),> or the density-
m atrix renom alization group OM RG ), In poses rather
strict lim its on the size and com plexity of system s that
can be studied. The mean—- eld approxin ation can, in
principle, be applied to system s of alm ost arbitrary size
and com plexity, but itsneglect of correlation m akes it un-—
reliable asa toolfor studyingm any issuesofcurrent phys—
ical interest in strongly correlated system s. In ab initio
calculations, density—-fiinctionaltheory O FT) providesa
convenient and reliable way to go beyond the m ean—- eld
H artree) approxin ation, allow ing to study real system s
of considerable size and com plexity>®7 W hile DFT is
In principle an exact reformulation of the m any-body
problem 2 its practical in plem entation requires the use
of approxim ations for the exchange-correlation energy.
Am ong the m ost in portant such approxim ations is the
localdensity approxim ation (LDA ), the essence ofwhich

is to use the exchange—correlation energy of the uniform
electron liquid locally as an approxim ation to the one of
the crystal or m olecule of interest > The form al fram e~
work of DFT and the LDA isnot lin ited to the ab initio
case, but can be applied to a large class ofm odelH am il-
tonians, too 10111213

In the present paper we study the ground-state en—
ergy of one and two-din ensional antiferrom agnetic sys—
tem s w ith broken translational sym m etry, as a function
of spin S and system size N . Our choice of sym m etry—
breaking tem s is dictated by com plications expected to
arise In real nanom agnetic devices, and inclides bound-
aries of diverse geom etries, and di erent types of In puri-
ties. O ur calculations are perform ed within DFT for the
H eisenberg m odel,

A X A pay X A
H=J Si Sj+ Bi Si; (1)
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where B; is a symm etry-breaking m agnetic eld, cou-
pld to the spins. The simplest localspin approxin a—
tion (LSA) for the correlation energy ofH am iltonian (1)
reads'?

X
EE;;CSifl Bil= 0363380 B3 2)
in one dim ension, and
X
ELS?,Bil= 03167  Fij a)
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In two din ensions. M ore sophisticated approxin ations
are discussed In Ref. 12. Here $;7jis the m odulus of the
classicalvector S ;, the ground-state expectation value of
the local spin operator §i. T he totalenergy functional

then takes the form
X X
EBi]=J Si S+EZ°*PBil+ B: $ @)
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where the st term on the right-hand side is the m ean—
eld resul, the second the LSA correlation correction to
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i, and the last describes the coupling to (possbly spa—
tially varying) magnetic elds. Below we set B; = 0
because we will m ostly be interested in intrinsic inho—
m ogeneities such as surfaces and in purities, but both
LSA functionals can be applied for nonzero B; = 0 as
well. M inin ization ofE [S;]w ith respect to S; yields the
ground-state energy E ¢ . M Inin ization ofthe rst n ean—

eld) term on itsown resultsin the fam iliar antiferrom ag—
netic N eel state w ith altemating up and down soins. For
open boundary conditions'? in one dim ension this state
has energy E¢._, (S) = JS*WN 1), while fora two
din ensionalsquare lattice gL, (S) = 2JS°N N 1),
whereN isthe num ber of sites along the chain and along
one side of the square, respectively. E25* provides an
additive correction to Ef F .

First, we consider nite size Heisenberg chains. In
Fig.1l we com pare, separately for each spin, the ground-
state energies obtained in the m ean— eld approxin ation,
In LSA, and by exact diagonalization. To be abl to
com pare w ith exact results we have 1im ited us to fairly
gn all system s, but clearly m ean— eld and LSA calcula—
tions can be perform ed easily for m uch larger system s.
The LSA is seen to provide substantial in provem ent on
the m ean- eld resuls, at negligble extra com putational
cost. However, we also cbserve that the LSA does not
reproduce the oscillatory structure in the exact results
visble for snall N , but Instead sm oothly interpolates
through it. A s expected on physical grounds,'? the LSA
becom es better as the system size increases.

In these calculations the system is inhom ogeneousonly
due to is nite size. H owever, the LSA conoegpt can also
be applied to soin Ham iltonians in which translational
symm etry is broken m ore radically. Speci cally, we now
consider an in purity m odelofm uch current physical in—
terest: an Impuriy of spin S; In a m agnetic host m a—
terial of sopin S. This type of m odel is relevant, eg.,
for the analysis of in purities in the antiferrom agnetic
parent com pounds of cuprate superconductors,’ in pu-
rities in correlated spin chains,'® and recent proposals
or quantum com putihgl®?’ Fig. 2 shows the ground-
state energy of a spin 1=2 antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg
chain, with open boundary conditions, In which one of
the boundary spoins has been replaced by a soin 1 ion,
as schem atically indicated in the inset. M ean- eld, LSA,
and exact values are given. The exact data show that
for this type of in purity system the im provem ent on the
m ean- eld approxin ation provided by the LSA is of the
sam e order as In the hom ogeneous case studied in Fig. 1.
For com parison purposes w e have also lncluded the LSA
predictions for an inpurity in the buk, and for a sys-
tem wih two in purties, one in the buk and one at the
surface. C learly, an antiferrom agnetically coupled bulk
Impurity wih S; > S is energetically m ore favorable
than a surface one, suggesting that selfassem bled nano—
m agnetic system s w ith this type of in purity will tend
to accum ulate the im purities in the bulk, and leave the
surface hom ogeneous. T he ratio of the energy di erence
between buk and surface im purities to tem perature is

the controlling param eter for studies of m purity m igra—
tion. W e nd that this param eter depends strongly on
the Inpurity spin S; and system geom etry. The extra
com putationale ort for applying the LSA is sn all, and
does not increase signi cantly ifm ore than one in purity
is present, thus opening the possbility to m odel realis—
tic nanom agnetic system s, w ith hundreds or thousands
of sites, with LSA .

N ext, we consider an antiferrom agnetic background of
soin S = 1=2 and varying size, w ith an in puriy of spin
St > S at the surface. Fig. 3 shows how the combined
system background+ in puriy approaches the them ody-—
nam ic lim it for each value of soin S;. T he lowest cuxve,
representing the uniform system , approaches the ther-
m odynam ic lim it from below , and converges to it rather
rapidly. T he upper three curves represent the behaviour
for di erent sizes of the impurity spin. The inpuriy
curves approach the them odynam ic lim i from above, at
a rate that | due to the spin-dependence of the prefac—
torsofthe overalll=N decay | decreasesw ith Increasing
In purity spin. Physically, this behaviour can be under-
stood by noting that or snallN the in purity greatly
Increasesthe energy ofthem odelas com pared to the uni-
form case, while, as the system size approaches in niy,
the In uence of the Im purity localized at the boundary
becom es negligble, and all curves converge to the value
Eo=JN = 0432, close to the value E (=JN = 0443
obtained from the Bethe Ansatz for the uniform system .

N ext, we tum to the two-din ensionalcase. H ere exact
diagonalization becom es prohbitively expensive at even
an aller system sizes than in one din ension, and alema-
tive m ethods, such asDM RG, also encounter very signif-
jcant di culties. In Fig. 4 we plot the LSA ground-state
energy of nite-size two-din ensionalH eisenberg m odels.
T hese are calculationsw ithout in purities, so that the In—
hom ogeneity arises only from the presence of the system
boundary, which breaks translational invariance. @A s in
one din ension, in purities of arbitrary size and location
can be added to these system s w ithout a signi cant in—
crease In com putationalcost.) G iven the LSA fiinctional
(3), the generation of the LSA data is a very sin ple ex—
tension of the m ean— eld calculation. In soite of its sin —
plicity, however, this calculation illistrates an in portant
aspect of LSA : it has the sam e m argin of error in higher
din ensions as in one. This is rather untypical of m any—
body m ethods, which usually work better In certain di-
m ensionalities (often d= 1) than in others.

Finally, we Investigate an e ect that does not exist In
one dim ension, nam ely the dependence of the ground-
state energy on the geom etry of the system . Tn Table T
we com pare the ground-state energies of ve H eisenberg
m odels with 100 sites, of shape1l 100,2 50,5 20,
10 10 and 2 5 10. These system s represent, re—
spectively, a one-din ensional chain of the type studied
In Fig.1l,a soin Jadderw ith constant coupling along lgs
and rungs, a m ulizlegged ladder, a square lattice of the
type investigated in Fig. 4, and a representative three—
din ensionalstructure. T he data show that: (i) for larger



soins the e ect of the system boundary becom es m ore
pronounced. T hism ay be relevant for the study of quan—
tum corrals,’® and di erently shaped m agnetic quantum
dots. (il) T he higherdin ensional the system , the slower
isthe convergence to the therm odynam ic lim it: ourresult
forthe 100 site spin 1=2 chain di ersonly by 3% from the
them odynam ical lim it cbtained from the BetheAnsatz,
whereas w ith the sam e num ber of soins the energy of
the 10 10 square lattice is about 9% from the therm o—
dynam ical lin it reported in Ref. 20; a deviation of 3%
from this lin it is ocbtained 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 tem s of their ground-state
energy even an all ladders are m ore sin ilar to extended
tw o-din ensional system s than to chains. (i) Com pari-
son ofthe comns 1l 100and 1 100 2d) shows that
sim ple extrapolation of a higher-din ensional fiinctional
to lower din ensionalities results in less negative energies
than the correct functional. This observation m ay also
be relevant for ab initio calculations applying LDA to
low din ensional system s.

In summ ary, our results show that the H eisenberg LSA
is quantitatively reliable, goes signi cantly beyond the

m ean- eld approxin ation, and allows to calculate the
energy of system s of considerable size and com plexity.
Sin ilar results can be cbtained w th QM C,® but at orders
ofm agnitude higher com putational cost. UnlkeQMC,
DFT isalsonot lim ed by am inussign problem .) QM C,
DM RG and exact data provide benchm arks for testing
the quality of in proved density fiinctionals. O n the other
hand, LSA data on the e ects of the boundary geom e—
try, the energetic In uence of In purities of di erent sizes
and locations, the approach to the them odynam ic lim i,
and e ects of increased din ensionality m ay be usefiul in-
form ation for analysing real nanoscale antiferrom agnetic
system s, and can also serve as a guide for the application
of altemative m any-body m ethods to the sam e type of
system .
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FIG . 1l: G round-state energy of the nite antiferrom agnetic
Heisenberg chain for various values of the spin S. For each
spin, the diam onds represent the m ean— eld resuls, the cir-
cles are num erically precise benchm ark valies obtained in in—
dependent m any-body calculations,'® the fiill line is obtained
w ith LSA , and the dashed horizontal line represents the value
obtained in the themm odynam ic lin i, taken from Ref.4. The
LSA isseem to provide signi cant in provem ent on them ean—
eld values, forallS and N .

FIG .2: G round-state energy ofan antiferrom agnetic S = 1=2
Heisenberg chain with an S; = 1 inpurity at the surface.
H orizontal line: m ean— eld result. D ashed curve: LSA resul.
C ircles: exact values, obtained by num erical diagonalization .
Fullcurve: LSA result for sam e system , butw ith the in purity
in thebulk. D ash-dotted curve: LSA results for sam e system ,
but w ith two im purities.

FIG . 3: G round-state energy of an antiferrom agnetic S = 1=2
Heisenberg chain wih di erent im purities S; at the bound-
ary. M ean— eld values are not lncluded because from Fig. 2
we see that they are m uch inferjor to LSA ones for this sys—
tem . Crosses: hom ogeneous system . D iam onds: im purity
soin St = 1, open circles: inmpurity spin St = 3=2, full cir-
cles: Inpurity spin St = 2. The arrow iIndicates the exact
BetheAnsatz result E =N J = 0:443147.

FIG. 4: Ground-state energy of nite antiferrom agnetic
H eisenberg square lattices, as a function of spin and system
size. Here N stands for the num ber of sites along the side
of the square, hence the total num ber of sites is N 2. Dashed
curves: mean—-eld M F) results. Full curves: LSA results.
Full circles: benchm ark data obtained by exact diagonaliza—
tion of an allclusters. Arrow : N ! 1 1 i, from Ref. 20.



TABLE I: G round-state energy E (=100J of antiferrom ag—
netic H eisenberg m odels of xed size N
geom etries and din ensionalities. For each dim ensionality we
used the proper fiinctional,t? except In the colum n labeled
1 100 (2d), which contains values obtained for the 1d system
w ith the 2d functional (see discussion in m ain text).

100, and varying

S 1 1001 100@d) 2 505 2010 102 5 10
1=2 0429 0.406 0528 059 0.608 0.696
1 1353 1.306 179 2066 2116 2491
3=2 2.795 2.702 3.804 4412 4524 5.387
2 4687 4592 6552 7.632 7832 9382
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