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A bstract

Spin-density—-fiinctionaltheory (SDF T ) isthem ost w idely In plem ented
and applied form ulation of density—-functional theory. H owever, it is still
nding novel applications, and occasionally encounters unexpected prob—
lem s. In thispaperwe rstbrie y describe a few of the latter, related to
issues such as nonunigueness, noncollinearity, and currents. In the m ain
part we then tum to an exam pl of the form er, namely SDFT for the
Heisenberg m odel. It is shown that tim ehonored concepts of Coulomb
DFT, such asthe localdensity approxin ation, can be applied to this @nd
other) m odel H am ilttonians, too, once the concept of ‘density’ has been
suitably reinterpreted. Localdensity-type approxin ations for the inho—
m ogeneous H eisenberg m odel are constructed. N um erical applications to
nite-size and in purity system s dem onstrate that DFT is a com putation—
ally e clent and reasonably accurate altemative to conventionalm ethods
of statistical m echanics for the H eisenberg m odel.
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1 Introduction

D ensity—-functional theory O FT) is w idely recognized as a versatile and pow -
erfil tool for practical calculations of the electronic structure of m atter, on
scales ranging from single atom s to extended solids. Tts relatively low com puta-—
tionalcost m akes it attractive as a tool for answ ering m aterialspeci ¢ questions
In elds as diverse as quantum chem istry, m aterials science, and m any-body
physics i_]:]. In practice, DFT ismost commonly used in is spin-dependent
self-consistent- eld om ulation as K ohn-Sham spin-density-functional theory
(SDFT) [, ::J"]. A ftemative form ulations that use other variables in addition to
(or Instead of) the soin densities, or that proceed w thout invocation of K ohn-—
Sham -type equations, are, how ever, occasionally usefiil. Som e such altemative
form ulations are described in this contribution. Section .g gives a brief overview

of three recent developm ents of this type in SDFT, relating to currents, non—
collinear spin states and nonunigueness. In each case a surprising feature of
the respective extension of DFT w illbe highlighted. Section :_3’ contains a m ore
detailed description of a recent application of SDFT to m odel H am ittonians of
the H eisenberg type, w here results can be obtained w thout solving K ochn-Sham

equations.

2 Som e recent developm ents in spin-density—-func-
tional theory

From apracticalpoint ofview , am ongthem ost in portant tasks rem aining In the
developm ent of SDF T areto obtain everbetter approxin ations for the exchange-
correlation (xc) functional, and to leam how to calculate further quantities of
physical and chem ical interest from the output quantities of SDF T, the soin—
resolved charge densities. W hile totalenergies and related quantities are readily
accessible In tem s ofthese densities, m any other interesting quantities are not.

2.1 E lectronic currents

E lectronic currents are one exam ple. Such currents are finctionals ofthe charge
density, but cannot be calculated as such because this functional is unknown.
T he current calculated from the K ohn-Sham K S) orbitals of SDFT is that of
the auxiliary noninteracting system , and not guaranteed by the basic theorem s
of SDFT to be the correct current. The full physical (gauge nvariant) current
isjr)= } @+ Ee=mocn (A (r), whereA (r) isthe vectorpotentialand  (r) is
the so—called param agnetic current. T he param agnetic current calculated from
the K S orbials of SDFT is
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Current-density functionaltheory CDFT) Ef,:_f%] provides a way to calculate the
true equilbrium currentsby obtaining the orbitals from am odi ed K S equation
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that features an xc vector potentialA 4. (r), chosen such that in tem s of these
orbitals the above Inequality becom es an equality. To achieve this, approxin ate
xc functionals of CDFT m ust depend on the current density, in addition to the
charge and spin densities. This dependence is a com plicating factor both in
the construction of approxim ate fiinctionals and in their in plem entation. In
spite of these com plications, di erent ways of constructing CDFT functionals
and solving the CDFT K S equations have been explored for atom s, m olecules
and solids Eﬁf, -'5, -'_é, 'le, 'x_“j!, :_§, :_L-(_i, :_1-Z_L:] As an altemative to solving the ullCDFT
equations, usable when current-dependent e ects are expected to be snall, i
has been proposed to cast the CDFT K S equations in the form of SDFT K S
equations plus a rem ainder depending on the xc vector potential A ;. (r), which
is then treated perturbatively [14].

An unexpected feature of CDFT is that, although SDFT and CDFT are
Independent form ulations of DFT for m agnetic system s, there is a, som ewhat
obscure, link between CDFT and SDFT, which m ay be used to extract infor-
m ation on functionals of one from the other. In Ref. l_l-Z_i] this link is ocbtained
m athem atically, but is physical origin is sin ple to understand: the existence of
soin currentsofthe orm 1 = r m ,wherem isthe spin m agnetization, m —
plies a connection betw een the form alism sofSDFT and CDF T, because being a
m anifestation ofthe spin degrees of freedom these currentsm ust be describable
via SDFT, whilk as currents they can also be built into the form al fram ew ork
ofCDFT .Som e consequences of the resulting connections and consistency rela—
tionsbetween SDFT and CDFT areexplored In f_l-3_:] Form oredetailson CDFT
we refer to Refs. |, 8,16, 1, 8, 8, 10, 1, 14, 13].

2.2 N oncollinear m agnetism

T he standard soin-up spin-down form ulation ofSDFT is incapable ofdescribing
soin con gurations that are eigenstates of the square of the total spin operator
§2, but not its z com ponent, §Z . Such noncollinear con gurations can arise,
eg. In the presence of spin-orbit coupling, dom ain walls, extemal noncollinear
elds, or from gpontaneous symm etry breaking. Noncollinear ground states
are found, eg., In rareearth based m agnetic system s. In m agnetic excitations,
noncollinearity is ubiquitious. Consequently, noncollinear form ulations both of
static i_l-ff, :_i§', :_f@l] and tim e-dependent [_1-]'] DFT have been proposed, but appli-
cations are lin ited to the localspin-density approxin ation (LSDA). In trying
to describbe nonocollinear soin states w ith generalized-gradient approxim ations
(G GA s) or other beyond-L.SD A fiinctionals an interesting problem arises.
Due to its origin In the electron liquid, the exchange-correlation energy in
the LSDA depends only on the m odulus of the spin m agnetization m (r). The
corresoonding con jugate eld, the xcm agnetic eld
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is then always parallel to m . Beyond the LSDA, however, the xc m agnetic
eld ceases to be parallel to the soin m agnetization. M athem atically this oc-



curs because the existence of spatial derivatives of any com ponent ofm in the
functional leads to additional tem s in the derivative that are not parallel to
m t_l-g, iS_:] Intuitively this can be understood because the existence of spa—
tial gradients of the spin density introduces another preferred direction into the
problem . In general, the xcm agnetic eld can thus be decom posed as

By =BY@+B. ); 3)

w here the second contribution is locally perpendicular to the spin m agnetization
m (r). Thisperpendicular xcm agnetic eld exertsan xctorque/ m (r) B xc (r)
on the spin distrbution. In the tin edependent case som e consequences of this
torque were described in {_IQ‘], but it is present even in the ground state as soon
as noncollinearity appears and is treated beyond the LSDA . This subtle e ect
is little explored in present-day SDFT .

Standard im plem entations ofnoncollinear SDFT assum e paralleliy betw een
Bycandm (r), and can thusnot be used consistently w ith G G A ~type function—
als. W hat the best way is to treat noncollinearity beyond LSDA is an open
question at present. A s an altemative to form ulations in tem s ofthe spin m ag—
netization, i has been proposed, eg., to employ the soin-0 diagonal elem ent
of the density m atrix (the so called ‘staggered density’ P(l]), but this requires
the construction of ﬁmctjon_a]s of this new varable, and the solution of m ore
com plicated K S equations R1].

2.3 N onunigueness

At rst sight m ore rem ote from num erical applications are findam ental issues
ofSDFT, such as the recently discussed question ofnonuniqueness ofthe SDFT

potentials. The question to what extent the e ective potentials of SDFT (and
othergeneralized D F T s) are uniquely determ ined by the densities arisesbecause
contrary to what is som etim es clain ed in the literature, the standard proofs of
the H ohenbergK ohn theorem (oy contradiction I_zg'] and by constrained search
f_ZI_;]) guarantee only the existence of a one-on-one m apping between densities
and w ave flinctions, not densities and potentials. T he extension of them apping
to potentials requires, as an additional step, Inversion of Schrodinger’s equation
to express the potential in tem s of the universal operators T and U and the
wave function I2-3‘, 2-4] For chargeonly DFT one has sin ply

V=E, —; )

which show s that the ground-state wave function ( Which isknown to be a
finctional ofthe density) determm ines the potentialV uniquely up to an additive
constant (here the ground-state energy, E ). Since one always has an additive
constant free n the de nition of a potential, this show s that the physically
relevant part ofV, in particular its variation in space, is fully determ ined by ¢
and hence by n (r) . A Iready in the early literature on noncollinear SDFT it was
pointed out that this Inversion is problem atic if one works w ith 2-com ponent



spinors and has four potential com ponents (v;B ;B ;B.) to determ ine. Von
Barth and Hedin gave an explicit exam ple of the resulting nonunigqueness of the
SDFT e ective potentials, albeit one that only works for a single electron [2-5_;]

R ecently, exam ples have been given that show that nonunigueness is not a
pathological feature of singleelectron system s, or Iim ited to SDF T , but a general
phenom enon, expected to occurw henever one worksw ith m ore than one density
variable [_ZE;, g-:l] In Ref. @-j] it was shown how a large class of nonunigque poten—
tials is related to the existence of certain typesofconstantsofm otion (system atic
nonunigueness) w hile othersarise from special features ofthe ground state (acci-
dentalnonuniqueness). A faw sin ple exam ples from collinear SDFT were given,
Mustrating the m ain features ofboth types of nonuniqueness. T he sim plicity of
these exam ples notw ithstanding, their existence show s that there cannot be a
unigque m apping between densities and potentials in generalized DFT s, In addi-
tion to the one between densities and wave functions. M ore com plex exam ples
of nonuniqueness were found to be possible in noncollinear situations '_B-_G, éé],
on lattices Q-C:i] orin CDFT 1_3-(_)']. T he in plications of nonuniqueness for practi-
calSDFT calculations are still under study g@l, :_2-§', 2-9‘, :_3-1_1', ;’:@'] O ne conclusion
that hasem erged from thisbody ofwork isthat the additionalm apping betw een
density and potentialm ust be regarded as a special feature of spin unpolarized
(chargeonly) DFT . Surprisingly, the HK theoram ofunpolarized (charge-only)
DFT is thus considerably stronger than is counterparts in, eg. SDFT and
CDFT.

3 Spin density—-functionaltheory for the H eisen—
berg m odel

Open problam s, such as the best way to deal with currents, noncollinearity
and nonunigqueness, provide fascinating challenges, but they have never stoped
DFT from advancing on the practicalside. In a typicalapplication ofDFT one
deals w ith the ab initio m any-electron H am ilttonian com prising kinetic, poten—
tial, and (Coulomb) interaction tem s. By m eans of the H ohenberg-K ohn HK)
theorem and the K ohn-Sham construction this m any-body problem ism apped
on an auxiliary noninteracting one. The search for good approxim ations for
the exchange-correlation potential appearing in the auxiliary K S Ham ilttonian
is one of the m ost active elds of DFT .However, the HK and K S techniques
are not restricted to the ab initio Ham iltonian. W e can sin ply regard them as
e cient tools form apping som em any-body problm on a sin ple onebody prob—
Jlem . In m any areas of science, m ost notably perhaps in statistical physics and
m any-body physics, but occasionally also in quantum chem istry, the fundam en—
talH am ittonian is replaced by a sin pler m odel H am iltonian before em barking
on any num erical calculation. The list of such sin pli ed Ham iltonians is long,
and com prises In portant m odels such as those of Ising, H eisenberg and Hub—
bard. This section is devoted to a description of a recent reform ulation and
application of SDFT to m odelH am iltonians of the H eisenberg type E;Zj, :_?:A_i]



3.1 The H eisenberg m odel

Tntroduced in 1928 by D irac and H eisenbery 133,'36]and discussed in som e detail
as a m odel for ferrom agnetic solids in 1932 by van V leck E]‘], the H eisenberg
m odel is the paradigm atic m odel for the m agnetian of localm agnetic m om ents
Si. In quantum chem istry it has, eg. been used in the description of the
m agnetic properties and soin states of con jugated hydrocarbons 13-§:, 5@‘] and a
large variety ofm etallic and organom etallic com pounds £_4-(_i, EI]_;, EIQ_‘, :_ZIC_’}]

In its sin plest orm the H eisenberg m odel reads

H=J §; §;; ®)

where the §i are angularm om entum vector operators satisfying §2ﬁm i=
h%s (S + 1)PFmi. In accordance w ith comm on tem nology we refer to the ex—
pectation values of§;, them agnetic m om ents S, as spins, although they m ay
also have an orbital contribution. T he sum s run over nearest neighbours am ong
the N sites of a lattice of, in princpl, arbirary geom etry, and J param etrizes
the nearest-neighbor interactions. W e see qualitatively that a paralkel (ferro-
m agnetic) or antiparallel (antiferrom agnetic) alignm ent of S; and S5 is favored
according to whether J is negative or positive.
In the presence of an externalm agnetic eld B ; the m odel takes the fom
. X X
HB)=0 & &+ 8§ m; ®)
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IfB;and S; = h‘/S\ii are the sam e everyw here, the m odel ishom ogeneous, ie., all
its sites are equivalent. In all other cases it is inhom ogeneous. N ote that even
forB ;= 0 (no extemal eld) inhom ogeneous states are possble. Such solutions
m ay arise because the selfconsistent m any-body ground state need not preserve
all sym m etries of the H am ittonian, or because the H am iltonian itself com prises
Inequivalent lattice sites. T he latter isthe case, eg., In system sw ith im purities,
or, m ore generally, w th of di erent types of m agnetic atom s.

In spite of its form al sin plicity, exact analytical resuls for the H eisenberg
m odelare known only forhom ogeneous linear chainsw ith S = 1=2, by m eans of
the Bethe ansatz Ell_il,:_élg‘»] For higher spin, higher din ension, or inhom ogeneous
situations, exact solutions are known only num erically, for an all system s (less
than 40 sites), where the m odel can be diagonalized exactly by Lanczos
techniques. In the presence of inhom ogeneities, such as one substitutional spin
ofvalue S°6 S, no analytical solution is known.

T he sin plest approxin ation to the H am iltonian ('_5) isthem ean- eld H artree—
like) approxim ation, In which the vector operators § are substituted by classical
vector soins S. The m ean— eld ground-state energy per soin, in unis of J, is
thus easily obtained fora hom ogeneocusin nite system ofspinsS in d dim ensions

(w ith periodic boundary conditions):

E¢F S;d) _
N J
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where d is the dim ensionality of the lnear d = 1), square (d = 2) or cubic
(d= 3) lattice. O ther lattice geom etries can be deal w ith in the ssmeway. An
In provem ent on the m ean— eld estin ate forej (S;d) is obtained from spin-wave
theory @é], according to which

ES" (5;d . 2
e (s;d)=%= ds?+4¥™ Z 1 s ®)

Here we used the scaling hypothesis conectured in Ref. I';_gé], which acoounts
for the num erical spin-wave results to three decin al places, to write the re-
sulks in di erent din ensionalities in closed form , as a function of d. Beyond
spin-w ave theory, sophisticated num erical m any-body techniques, such as the
density-m atrix renomm alization group OM RG) {_AI]‘] or Quantum M onte Carlo
sin ulations Ifl-_'], have been em ployed to further im prove the ground-state en—
ergy.

T he resulting expressions or Ey, however, su er from a m apr lin itation,
nam ely, they are applicable only to hom ogeneous system s, in which all lJattice
sites are equivalent. This lim fation is restrictive, because In real problem s it
isvery common to nd inhom ogeneities, induced for instance by extermalnon-—
uniform m agnetic elds, anisotropic crystal elds, nite-size e ects, boundary
conditions, local in purities, lattice defects, etc. These rather comm on situa—
tions introduce very signi cant di culties in traditional approaches lke B ethe
ansatz, DM RG, soin-wave theory or even M onte Carlo, by breaking transla—
tional symm etry. In order to m ake progress In dealing w ith inhom ogeneous
H eisenberg m odels we need a m any-body technique capable ofhandling spatial
Inhom ogeneity in large system s. D ensity-fiinctional theory is our st choice in
this regard.

32 Spindistribbution functionals and localspin approxi-
m ation

D ensity—-fiinctional theory E:, E-Z_L'] o ers, wih the localdensity approxin ation
(LDA), a sin ple prescription for obtaining ground-state properties of an inho-
m ogeneous system , based on the know ledge of a related hom ogeneous system .
W hile in ab initio applications of DFT this hom ogeneous system is the electron
liquid, in our context it is the hom ogeneous H eisenberg m odel, In which all sites
are equivalent.
Ref. [33]show sthat thebasic ingredientsofDF T (in particularthe H chenberg-

K ohn theorem P3]) stilll hold for Ham iltonians of the form {4), provided one
uses nstead of the ground-state density n (r) the ground-state expectation valie
ofthe spin vectors, S; = h $ ;Jj i. The H eisenberg-m odelH ohenberg-K ohn the-
oram then states that the ground-state expectation valie of any observable o)
is a functional of the distrbution S;, ie.,, O Si]= h [S i]j)Aj B ili. In this
Heisenberg-m odelDFT the above m ean— eld expressions take the place of the
Hartree term In Coulomb DF T, and the correlation energy e, (S) is de ned as
thedi erenceey (S) & ¥ (S),wheree; (S) isthe fullground-state energy. From



the above, the spin-w ave approxin ation for e. (S) is thus
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T he H eisenberg-m odelH chenberg-K ohn theorem , proved In {_33], guarantees
that in Inhom ogeneous system s the total energy is a fiinctional of the spatial
distribution of the classical vectors S;. Hence

Eo=EgBil=Eg " Bil+ EcBil: (10)

Sihce them ean— eld tem is already a functionalofS;, we jist need an approxi-
m ation for the functionalk . [S;]. T his is obtained using a Jocalspin approxin a—
tion (LSA), pattemed after the conventional LDA ofCoulomb DFT .The LSA
consists In replacing locally the variable S by S; n e. (S):

R
E.Bi] EcB:iF®* = e (S)k1 5,5 1)

i
U sing the above spin-w ave approxin ation fore. (S) we ocbtain, eg.,

LSA SW 1=5 2 ){\I .
B Budidl=d®0 = 1 B 12)

i=1
and thus the ground-state energy functional in this approxin ation is

X 2 X
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M ore sophisticated expressions, based on fiillly num erical evaluation of e; (S)
are also availbble 55], but In st applications the sim ple approxin ation (:_L-Sj)
tumed out to be already reasonably accurate 54]

A s always In dealing with LD A -type flnctionals one m ust distinguish two
sources of error. One is the LDA iself, the other the quality of the descrip—
tion ofthe underlying hom ogeneous reference system . In Coulomb DFT several
altermative param etrizations ofthe LDA are available l_2-§, :fl-gl], which di er con—
siderably in form , and slightly in results. In the present context, too, one can
construct various LSA functionals, depending on the level of sophistication em —
plyed In solving the uniform Heisenberg m odel. For exam ple, for an in nie
linear chain of spin S = 1=2 we have from the above spin-wave based LSA
e=UN )= 025 0:{181690= 0:431690,which is2:%6% from the exact Bethe
ansatzvalue 0:443147. Interestingly, we nd thissam em argin ofdeviation also
when the LSA is used for Inhom ogeneous situations (see below ). T his seem s to
indicate that the LSA conoept as such is quite reliable for H eisenberg m odels.

From the above, it should have becom e clear that the form alisn ofDFT for
the H eisenberg m odel is built in com plete parallelity to that of Coulomb DFT



(or that for the Hubbard m odel 5(0]). O ne interesting di erence is that w ithin
spin-w ave theory the din ension dependence of the functional is approxin ately
known. This is very di erent from the ab initio case, n which nothing is known
about this dependence. In general, however, one m ay expect that LSA for the
H eisenberg m odel shares the virtues and defects of its close cousin, the LDA for
the Coulom b problem : e cient access to large and Inhom ogeneous system s on

one side, o set by m oderate accuracy on the other. In the next subsection we
dem onstrate these aspects by analysing two interesting Inhom ogeneous m odels
w ithin LSA . O ther applications of the above fiinctionals can be found in Ref.

B41)

3.3 Applications to inhom ogeneous H eisenberg m odels:
boundaries and im purities

TheusualD FT prescription forobtaining ground-state energies isto solve K ohn—
Sham equations. These equations, however, were originally E_Z] Introduced to
dealw ith the kineticenergy tem in the Coulomb Ham ittonian. The Heisen—
berg m odel does not have such a tem , and direct m inim ization of the en-
ergy functional ismuch sin pler than indirect m inimn ization via selfconsistency
(K ohn-Sham ) equations. In practice we just need to m inim ize the totalenergy
of the system , w ritten as a functional of the spin distribution, w ith respect to
S;. This already represents a considerable in provem ent over the m ean— eld ap—
proxin ation w ith no extra com putational cost; m Inim ization of E LSA sw 5il
isno m ore com plicated than that ofEg ¥ [5;].

Lets st consider a nie ring ofN = 16 spins S = 1=2, wih periodic
boundary conditions. Themean eld approxin ation yieldsey = 025, whik
the LSA SW approxination givesey = 0:43169, about 3% from the exact
value 0:44639 obtained by direct diagonalization. Let usnow replace any spin
ofthe ring by an imn purity soin Sy . This slight m odi cation is enought to chal-
lenge any ana]ytjcalapproadq but since the ring isnot too big, i is stﬂlposs:b]e
to num erically diagonalize H in order to get the exact ground state. FJgure-l
show show the ground-state energy depends on S1, and com pares the values ob—
tained by m ean— eld and LSA -SW calculationsw ith the num erically exact ones.
Up to S; = 25 the deviation from the exact values are of order 3% . Above
this value the deviation increases, show ing that the LSA approxim ation is not
good for large Im purity spin (corresoonding to a very rapid variation of local
m agnetic properties). For in purity spins up to S; = 5=2, on the other hand,
LSA-SW is seen to provide a substantial im provem ent on the m ean- eld ap-
proxin ation. Unlike the exact calculations, LSA-SW can easily be extended to
system s w ith m ore In purities and m ore sites. Tt m ay thus provide a convenient
way ofestim ating (and in proving on) the error ofthe m ean— eld approxin ation
in m ore com plicated system s.

Nextwe consider4 4 square latticesw ith an in purity of spin St at the cor-
ner, at one side, or in the Interior ofthe lJattice. H ere we use open boundary con-
dition and thus even w ithout in purity the system s are inhom ogeneous. Resuls
are collected in Tab.:}'. The rst column is for S; = 1=2, ie., for the uniform



system , and the value listed di ers 6:6% from the exact value eg = 0:574325
obtained from num erical diagonalization; we believe the values for other im pu—
rity spins are within this accuracy, although no exact valies are availabl, as
far as we know . Besides the obvious energetic tendency ofhigher im purity-soin
to prefer the interior of the lattice to its surface, which is already visble in the
m ean— eld resuls, these data also incorporate less trivial correlation e ects: In
m ean— eld theory, for exam pl, a soin 3/2 at the comer of the square is degen—
erate w ith a spin 1 in the interior of the Jattice (& ¥ = 04375 in both cases).
T his degeneracy is broken by correlation e ects. Sim ilarly, m ean— eld theory
predicts degeneracy between a spin 5/2 at one side and a spin 2 in the interior
€ F = 05625 Porboth cases). Again thisdegeneracy is rem oved by including
correlations.

4 Summ ary

Kohn-Sham spoin-density functional theory is doubtlessly the m ost w idely used
form ulation of density—finctional theory. However, In spite of its great popu-—
larity and usefiilness som e Interesting findam ental questions still rem ain open.
The existence of soin currents, providing a link between SDFT and CDFT;
the existence of an exchange-correlation torque appearing in noncollinear spin
con gurations; and the nonuniqueness of the potentials of SDFT and other gen—
eralized DFT s are exam pls of the kind of surprise the SDFT formm alism still
holds.

Such open questions notw ithstanding, the utility of (S)DFT is extending
even Into areas rem ote from ab initio calculations. Recognition that the basic
tools and concepts ofDFT | such as the Hohenberg-K ohn theorem , and the
localdensity approxin ation | are not restricted to the originalC oulom b prob-
Jlem allow s one to apply these tools and concepts also to m any other interesting
Inhom ogeneous m odel H am ittonians. In particular, density-fiinctional theory
together w ith resuls from m ean- eld and spin-wave theory provide a sinple
m anner to obtain estin ates of the ground-state energy for spin distributions
described by the inhom ogeneous H eisenberg m odel. T his is here illustrated by
results for a nie ring and a 4 4 lattice, both w ith substitutional im purity
soins S; = 1;3=2;2 or 5/2. W hile ring calculations may nd applications in
m odelling the spin states of hydrocarbons, the square-attice data illustrate a
way in which LSA can be usefiil in nanom agnetism : To predict the structure of
selfassem bled m agnetic nanostructures it is clearly im portant to know which
lattice sites are degenerate in m ean— eld theory, and w hich ofthese degeneracies
are rem oved by correlations.

T his work was supported by FAPESP and CNPg. W ethank P .E .G . A ssis,
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Tabl 1: LSA-SW ground-state energy E =N J ofa 4 4 square lattice of
S = 1=2 sites with a substitutional in purity of soin S; at the comer (four
equivalent positions), on a side (eight equivalent positions) or in the interior of
the lattice (ur equivalent positions).

‘1=2‘ 1 ‘3/2‘ 2 ‘5/2

comer | 0612 | 0.653 | 0.694 | 0.735 | 0.776
side | 0612 | 0.669 | 0.726 | 0.782 | 0.839
Interdor | 0.612 | 0.684 | 0.757 | 0.829 | 0.902
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F igure 1: P ersite ground-state energy ofa ring of N = 16 soin S = 1=2 sitesas
a function ofthe in purity soin S;. The LSA resuls, based on spin-w ave theory,
(dashed line) deviate from the exact ones (circles) by about 3% . Themean eld
approxin ation (continuous line) deviates by up to 50% . The inset illustrates
the geom etry under study, for the case of N = 10.



