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A bstract

Spin-density-functionaltheory(SD FT)isthem ostwidelyim plem ented

and applied form ulation ofdensity-functionaltheory. However,itis still

� nding novelapplications,and occasionally encountersunexpected prob-

lem s.In thispaperwe � rstbrie y describe a few ofthe latter,related to

issues such as nonuniqueness,noncollinearity,and currents. In the m ain

part we then turn to an exam ple ofthe form er, nam ely SD FT for the

Heisenberg m odel. It is shown that tim e-honored concepts ofCoulom b

D FT,such asthelocal-density approxim ation,can beapplied to this(and

other) m odelHam iltonians,too,once the concept of’density’has been

suitably reinterpreted. Local-density-type approxim ations for the inho-

m ogeneousHeisenberg m odelare constructed.Num ericalapplicationsto

� nite-sizeand im purity system sdem onstratethatD FT isa com putation-

ally e� cientand reasonably accuratealternativeto conventionalm ethods

ofstatisticalm echanicsforthe Heisenberg m odel.
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1 Introduction

Density-functionaltheory (DFT) is widely recognized as a versatile and pow-
erfultoolfor practicalcalculations of the electronic structure of m atter, on
scalesranging from singleatom sto extended solids.Itsrelatively low com puta-
tionalcostm akesitattractiveasatoolforansweringm aterial-speci�cquestions
in �elds as diverse as quantum chem istry,m aterials science,and m any-body
physics [1]. In practice,DFT is m ost com m only used in its spin-dependent
self-consistent-�eld form ulation as K ohn-Sham spin-density-functionaltheory
(SDFT)[2,3].Alternative form ulationsthatuse othervariablesin addition to
(orinstead of)the spin densities,orthatproceed withoutinvocation ofK ohn-
Sham -type equations,are,however,occasionally useful. Som e such alternative
form ulationsaredescribed in thiscontribution.Section 2 givesa briefoverview
ofthree recent developm ents ofthis type in SDFT,relating to currents,non-
collinear spin states and nonuniqueness. In each case a surprising feature of
the respectiveextension ofDFT willbe highlighted.Section 3 containsa m ore
detailed description ofa recentapplication ofSDFT to m odelHam iltoniansof
theHeisenbergtype,whereresultscan beobtained withoutsolvingK ohn-Sham
equations.

2 Som erecentdevelopm entsin spin-density-func-

tionaltheory

From apracticalpointofview,am ongthem ostim portanttasksrem ainingin the
developm entofSDFT aretoobtain everbetterapproxim ationsfortheexchange-
correlation (xc)functional,and to learn how to calculate furtherquantitiesof
physicaland chem icalinterest from the output quantities ofSDFT,the spin-
resolved chargedensities.W hiletotalenergiesand related quantitiesarereadily
accessiblein term softhesedensities,m any otherinteresting quantitiesarenot.

2.1 Electronic currents

Electroniccurrentsareoneexam ple.Such currentsarefunctionalsofthecharge
density,but cannotbe calculated as such because this functionalisunknown.
The currentcalculated from the K ohn-Sham (K S)orbitalsofSDFT isthatof
theauxiliary noninteracting system ,and notguaranteed by thebasictheorem s
ofSDFT to be the correctcurrent.The fullphysical(gauge invariant)current
isj(r)= jp(r)+ (e=m c)n(r)A (r),whereA (r)isthevectorpotentialand jp(r)is
the so-called param agneticcurrent.The param agneticcurrentcalculated from
the K S orbitalsofSDFT is

j
K S
p (r)=

�h

2m i

X

k

[’�k(r)r ’k(r)� ’k(r)r ’
�
k(r)]6= jp[n](r): (1)

Current-density functionaltheory (CDFT)[4,5]providesa way to calculatethe
trueequilibrium currentsby obtainingtheorbitalsfrom am odi�ed K S equation
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thatfeaturesan xcvectorpotentialA xc(r),chosen such thatin term softhese
orbitalstheaboveinequality becom esan equality.To achievethis,approxim ate
xcfunctionalsofCDFT m ustdepend on thecurrentdensity,in addition to the
charge and spin densities. This dependence is a com plicating factor both in
the construction ofapproxim ate functionals and in their im plem entation. In
spite ofthese com plications,di�erent ways ofconstructing CDFT functionals
and solving the CDFT K S equationshave been explored foratom s,m olecules
and solids[4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11]. Asan alternative to solving the fullCDFT
equations,usable when current-dependent e�ects are expected to be sm all,it
has been proposed to cast the CDFT K S equations in the form ofSDFT K S
equationsplusa rem ainderdepending on thexcvectorpotentialA xc(r),which
isthen treated perturbatively [12].

An unexpected feature ofCDFT is that,although SDFT and CDFT are
independent form ulationsofDFT for m agnetic system s,there is a,som ewhat
obscure,link between CDFT and SDFT,which m ay be used to extractinfor-
m ation on functionalsofone from the other. In Ref.[13]this link isobtained
m athem atically,butitsphysicalorigin issim pleto understand:theexistenceof
spin currentsofthe form js = r � m ,where m isthe spin m agnetization,im -
pliesa connection between theform alism sofSDFT and CDFT,becausebeinga
m anifestation ofthespin degreesoffreedom thesecurrentsm ustbedescribable
via SDFT,while ascurrentsthey can also be builtinto the form alfram ework
ofCDFT.Som econsequencesoftheresulting connectionsand consistency rela-
tionsbetween SDFT and CDFT areexplored in [13].Form oredetailson CDFT
wereferto Refs.[4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13].

2.2 N oncollinear m agnetism

Thestandard spin-up spin-down form ulation ofSDFT isincapableofdescribing
spin con�gurationsthatareeigenstatesofthe squareofthetotalspin operator
Ŝ2,but notits z� com ponent,Ŝz. Such noncollinearcon�gurationscan arise,
e.g.,in the presenceofspin-orbitcoupling,dom ain walls,externalnoncollinear
�elds, or from spontaneous sym m etry breaking. Noncollinear ground states
arefound,e.g.,in rare-earth based m agnetic system s.In m agnetic excitations,
noncollinearity isubiquitious. Consequently,noncollinearform ulationsboth of
static[14,15,16]and tim e-dependent[17]DFT havebeen proposed,butappli-
cations are lim ited to the local-spin-density approxim ation (LSDA).In trying
to describe noncollinear spin states with generalized-gradient approxim ations
(G G As)orotherbeyond-LSDA functionalsan interesting problem arises.

Due to its origin in the electron liquid,the exchange-correlation energy in
the LSDA dependsonly on the m odulusofthe spin m agnetization m (r). The
corresponding conjugate�eld,the xcm agnetic�eld

B
L SD A
xc (r)= �

�EL SD A
xc [n;jm j]

�m (r)
; (2)

is then always parallelto m . Beyond the LSDA,however,the xc m agnetic
�eld ceases to be parallelto the spin m agnetization. M athem atically this oc-
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cursbecause the existence ofspatialderivativesofany com ponentofm in the
functionalleads to additionalterm s in the derivative that are not parallelto
m [18,19]. Intuitively this can be understood because the existence ofspa-
tialgradientsofthespin density introducesanotherpreferred direction into the
problem .In general,the xcm agnetic�eld can thusbe decom posed as

B xc(r)= B
jj
xc(r)+ B

?
xc(r); (3)

wherethesecond contribution islocallyperpendiculartothespin m agnetization
m (r).Thisperpendicularxcm agnetic�eld exertsan xctorque/ m (r)� B xc(r)
on the spin distribution.In the tim e-dependentcasesom econsequencesofthis
torqueweredescribed in [18],butitispresenteven in theground stateassoon
asnoncollinearity appearsand istreated beyond the LSDA.Thissubtle e�ect
islittle explored in present-day SDFT.

Standard im plem entationsofnoncollinearSDFT assum eparallelity between
B xc and m (r),and can thusnotbeused consistently with G G A-typefunction-
als. W hat the best way is to treat noncollinearity beyond LSDA is an open
question atpresent.Asan alternativeto form ulationsin term softhespin m ag-
netization,it has been proposed,e.g.,to em ploy the spin-o�diagonalelem ent
ofthe density m atrix (the so called ’staggered density’[20]),butthisrequires
the construction offunctionals ofthis new variable,and the solution ofm ore
com plicated K S equations[21].

2.3 N onuniqueness

At�rstsightm ore rem ote from num ericalapplicationsare fundam entalissues
ofSDFT,such astherecently discussed question ofnonuniquenessoftheSDFT
potentials. The question to whatextentthe e�ective potentialsofSDFT (and
othergeneralized DFTs)areuniquely determ ined by thedensitiesarisesbecause
contrary to whatissom etim esclaim ed in the literature,the standard proofsof
the Hohenberg-K ohn theorem (by contradiction [22]and by constrained search
[23]) guarantee only the existence ofa one-on-one m apping between densities
and wavefunctions,notdensitiesand potentials.Theextension ofthem apping
to potentialsrequires,asan additionalstep,inversion ofSchr�odinger’sequation
to expressthe potentialin term s ofthe universaloperators T̂ and Û and the
wavefunction [23,24].Forcharge-only DFT onehassim ply

V̂ = E 0 �
(T̂ + Û )	 0

	 0

; (4)

which showsthatthe ground-state wave function 	 0 (which isknown to be a
functionalofthedensity)determ inesthepotentialV uniquely up to an additive
constant(here the ground-state energy,E 0). Since one alwayshasan additive
constant free in the de�nition ofa potential, this shows that the physically
relevantpartofV̂ ,in particularitsvariation in space,isfully determ ined by 	 0

and henceby n(r).Already in theearly literatureon noncollinearSDFT itwas
pointed out that this inversion is problem atic ifone works with 2-com ponent
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spinors and has four potentialcom ponents (v;B x;B y;B z) to determ ine. Von
Barth and Hedin gavean explicitexam pleoftheresulting nonuniquenessofthe
SDFT e�ective potentials,albeitonethatonly worksfora singleelectron [25].

Recently,exam pleshave been given thatshow thatnonuniquenessisnota
pathologicalfeatureofsingle-electronsystem s,orlim ited toSDFT,butageneral
phenom enon,expected tooccurwheneveroneworkswith m orethan onedensity
variable[26,27].In Ref.[27]itwasshown how alargeclassofnonuniquepoten-
tialsisrelatedtotheexistenceofcertaintypesofconstantsofm otion(system atic
nonuniqueness)whileothersarisefrom specialfeaturesoftheground state(acci-
dentalnonuniqueness).A few sim pleexam plesfrom collinearSDFT weregiven,
illustrating them ain featuresofboth typesofnonuniqueness.Thesim plicity of
these exam plesnotwithstanding,their existence showsthat there cannotbe a
uniquem apping between densitiesand potentialsin generalized DFTs,in addi-
tion to the one between densitiesand wavefunctions.M orecom plex exam ples
ofnonuniquenesswere found to be possible in noncollinearsituations[26,28],
on lattices[29]orin CDFT [30].The im plicationsofnonuniquenessforpracti-
calSDFT calculationsarestillunderstudy [26,28,29,31,32].O neconclusion
thathasem erged from thisbody ofworkisthattheadditionalm appingbetween
density and potentialm ustbe regarded asa specialfeatureofspin unpolarized
(charge-only)DFT.Surprisingly,the HK theorem ofunpolarized (charge-only)
DFT is thus considerably stronger than its counterparts in,e.g.,SDFT and
CDFT.

3 Spin density-functionaltheory forthe H eisen-

berg m odel

O pen problem s, such as the best way to dealwith currents, noncollinearity
and nonuniqueness,provide fascinating challenges,butthey have neverstoped
DFT from advancing on thepracticalside.In a typicalapplication ofDFT one
dealswith the ab initio m any-electron Ham iltonian com prising kinetic,poten-
tial,and (Coulom b)interaction term s.By m eansoftheHohenberg-K ohn (HK )
theorem and the K ohn-Sham construction thism any-body problem ism apped
on an auxiliary noninteracting one. The search for good approxim ations for
the exchange-correlation potentialappearing in the auxiliary K S Ham iltonian
is one ofthe m ost active �elds ofDFT.However,the HK and K S techniques
arenotrestricted to the ab initio Ham iltonian.W e can sim ply regard them as
e�cienttoolsform appingsom em any-bodyproblem on asim pleone-bodyprob-
lem . In m any areasofscience,m ostnotably perhapsin statisticalphysicsand
m any-body physics,butoccasionally also in quantum chem istry,thefundam en-
talHam iltonian isreplaced by a sim plerm odelHam iltonian before em barking
on any num ericalcalculation. The listofsuch sim pli�ed Ham iltoniansislong,
and com prisesim portant m odels such as those ofIsing,Heisenberg and Hub-
bard. This section is devoted to a description ofa recent reform ulation and
application ofSDFT to m odelHam iltoniansofthe Heisenberg type [33,34].
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3.1 T he H eisenberg m odel

Introduced in 1928byDiracand Heisenberg[35,36]and discussed in som edetail
asa m odelforferrom agnetic solids in 1932 by van Vleck [37],the Heisenberg
m odelistheparadigm aticm odelforthem agnetism oflocalm agneticm om ents
Si. In quantum chem istry it has, e.g., been used in the description of the
m agnetic propertiesand spin statesofconjugated hydrocarbons[38,39]and a
largevariety ofm etallic and organom etalliccom pounds[40,41,42,43].

In itssim plestform the Heisenberg m odelreads

Ĥ = J
X

hiji

Ŝi�Ŝj ; (5)

where the Ŝi are angular-m om entum vector operators satisfying Ŝ2jSm i =
�h2S(S + 1)jSm i. In accordance with com m on term inology we referto the ex-
pectation valuesofŜi,the m agnetic m om entsSi,asspins,although they m ay
also havean orbitalcontribution.Thesum srun overnearestneighboursam ong
the N sitesofa latticeof,in principle,arbitrary geom etry,and J param etrizes
the nearest-neighbor interactions. W e see qualitatively that a parallel(ferro-
m agnetic)orantiparallel(antiferrom agnetic)alignm entofSi and Sj isfavored
according to whetherJ isnegativeorpositive.

In the presenceofan externalm agnetic �eld B i the m odeltakesthe form

^H (B )= J
X

hiji

Ŝi�Ŝj +
X

i

Ŝi� Bi ; (6)

IfB i and Si = ĥSiiarethesam eeverywhere,them odelishom ogeneous,i.e.,all
itssitesare equivalent. In allothercasesitisinhom ogeneous. Note thateven
forB i = 0 (no external�eld)inhom ogeneousstatesarepossible.Such solutions
m ay arisebecausetheself-consistentm any-body ground stateneed notpreserve
allsym m etriesoftheHam iltonian,orbecausetheHam iltonian itselfcom prises
inequivalentlatticesites.Thelatteristhecase,e.g.,in system swith im purities,
or,m oregenerally,with ofdi�erenttypesofm agneticatom s.

In spite ofitsform alsim plicity,exactanalyticalresultsforthe Heisenberg
m odelareknown only forhom ogeneouslinearchainswith S = 1=2,by m eansof
theBetheansatz[44,45].Forhigherspin,higherdim ension,orinhom ogeneous
situations,exactsolutionsare known only num erically,forsm allsystem s(less
than � 40 sites), where the m odelcan be diagonalized exactly by Lanczos
techniques.In the presence ofinhom ogeneities,such asone substitutionalspin
ofvalue S06= S,no analyticalsolution isknown.

Thesim plestapproxim ationtotheHam iltonian(5)isthem ean-�eld (Hartree-
like)approxim ation,in which thevectoroperatorsŜ aresubstituted by classical
vectorspins S. The m ean-�eld ground-state energy perspin,in units ofJ,is
thuseasilyobtained forahom ogeneousin�nitesystem ofspinsS in ddim ensions
(with periodic boundary conditions):

e
M F
0

(S;d)=
E M F
0

(S;d)

N J
= � d S2 ; (7)
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where d is the dim ensionality ofthe linear (d = 1),square (d = 2) or cubic
(d = 3)lattice.O therlatticegeom etriescan bedealtwith in thesam eway.An
im provem enton them ean-�eld estim atefore0(S;d)isobtained from spin-wave
theory [46],according to which

e
SW
0

(S;d)=
E SW
0

(S;d)

N J
= � d S2 + d

�1=5

�

2

�
� 1

�

S : (8)

Here we used the scaling hypothesis conjectured in Ref. [33],which accounts
for the num ericalspin-wave results to three decim alplaces,to write the re-
sults in di�erent dim ensionalities in closed form ,as a function ofd. Beyond
spin-wave theory,sophisticated num ericalm any-body techniques,such as the
density-m atrix renorm alization group (DM RG ) [47]orQ uantum M onte Carlo
sim ulations [48],have been em ployed to further im prove the ground-state en-
ergy.

The resulting expressions for E 0,however,su�er from a m ajor lim itation,
nam ely,they are applicable only to hom ogeneoussystem s,in which alllattice
sites are equivalent. This lim itation is restrictive,because in realproblem s it
isvery com m on to �nd inhom ogeneities,induced forinstance by externalnon-
uniform m agnetic �elds,anisotropic crystal-�elds,�nite-size e�ects,boundary
conditions,localim purities,lattice defects,etc. These rather com m on situa-
tionsintroduce very signi�cantdi�cultiesin traditionalapproacheslike Bethe
ansatz,DM RG ,spin-wave theory or even M onte Carlo,by breaking transla-
tionalsym m etry. In order to m ake progress in dealing with inhom ogeneous

Heisenberg m odelsweneed a m any-body techniquecapableofhandling spatial
inhom ogeneity in largesystem s.Density-functionaltheory isour�rstchoicein
thisregard.

3.2 Spin-distribution functionals and local-spin approxi-

m ation

Density-functionaltheory [1,24]o�ers,with the local-density approxim ation
(LDA),a sim ple prescription forobtaining ground-state propertiesofan inho-
m ogeneoussystem ,based on the knowledge ofa related hom ogeneoussystem .
W hilein ab initio applicationsofDFT thishom ogeneoussystem istheelectron
liquid,in ourcontextitisthehom ogeneousHeisenbergm odel,in which allsites
areequivalent.

Ref.[33]showsthatthebasicingredientsofDFT (in particulartheHohenberg-
K ohn theorem [22]) stilllhold for Ham iltonians ofthe form (6),provided one
usesinstead oftheground-statedensity n(r)theground-stateexpectation value
ofthespin vectors,Si = h	jS ij	i.TheHeisenberg-m odelHohenberg-K ohnthe-
orem then statesthatthe ground-state expectation value ofany observable Ô
is a functionalofthe distribution Si, i.e., O [Si] = h	[S i]ĵO j	[S i]i. In this
Heisenberg-m odelDFT the above m ean-�eld expressionstake the place ofthe
Hartree term in Coulom b DFT,and the correlation energy ec(S)isde�ned as
thedi�erencee0(S)� eM F

0
(S),wheree0(S)isthefullground-stateenergy.From
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the above,the spin-waveapproxim ation forec(S)isthus

e
SW
c = e

SW
0

� e
M F
0

= d
�1=5

�

2

�
� 1

�

S : (9)

TheHeisenberg-m odelHohenberg-K ohn theorem ,proved in [33],guarantees
that in inhom ogeneous system s the totalenergy is a functionalofthe spatial
distribution ofthe classicalvectorsSi.Hence

E 0 = E 0[Si]= E
M F
0

[Si]+ E c[Si]: (10)

Sincethem ean-�eld term isalready a functionalofSi,wejustneed an approxi-
m ation forthefunctionalE c[Si].Thisisobtained using a local-spin approxim a-

tion (LSA),patterned afterthe conventionalLDA ofCoulom b DFT.The LSA
consistsin replacing locally the variableS by Si in ec(S):

E c[Si]� E c[Si]
L SA =

N
X

i

ec(S)jS! jSij: (11)

Using the abovespin-waveapproxim ation forec(S)weobtain,e.g.,

E
L SA �SW
c [Si;d;J]= d

�1=5
J

�

2

�
� 1

� N
X

i= 1

jSij; (12)

and thusthe ground-stateenergy functionalin thisapproxim ation is

E
L SA �SW
0

[Si;d;J]= J
X

hiji

Si� Sj + d
�1=5

J

�

2

�
� 1

�
X

i

jSij: (13)

M ore sophisticated expressions,based on fully num ericalevaluation ofe0(S)
are also available [33],but in �rstapplications the sim ple approxim ation (13)
turned outto be already reasonably accurate[34].

As always in dealing with LDA-type functionals one m ust distinguish two
sources oferror. O ne is the LDA itself,the other the quality ofthe descrip-
tion oftheunderlying hom ogeneousreferencesystem .In Coulom b DFT several
alternativeparam etrizationsoftheLDA areavailable[25,49],which di�ercon-
siderably in form ,and slightly in results. In the presentcontext,too,one can
constructvariousLSA functionals,depending on thelevelofsophistication em -
ployed in solving the uniform Heisenberg m odel. For exam ple,for an in�nite
linear chain ofspin S = 1=2 we have from the above spin-wave based LSA
e0=(JN )= � 0:25� 0:181690= � 0:431690,which is2:6% from theexactBethe
ansatzvalue� 0:443147.Interestingly,we�nd thissam em argin ofdeviation also
when the LSA isused forinhom ogeneoussituations(seebelow).Thisseem sto
indicatethatthe LSA conceptassuch isquite reliableforHeisenberg m odels.

From theabove,itshould havebecom eclearthattheform alism ofDFT for
the Heisenberg m odelisbuiltin com plete parallelity to thatofCoulom b DFT
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(orthatforthe Hubbard m odel[50]).O ne interesting di�erence isthatwithin
spin-wavetheory the dim ension dependence ofthe functionalisapproxim ately
known.Thisisvery di�erentfrom theab initio case,in which nothing isknown
aboutthisdependence. In general,however,one m ay expectthatLSA forthe
Heisenberg m odelsharesthevirtuesand defectsofitsclosecousin,theLDA for
the Coulom b problem :e�cientaccessto large and inhom ogeneoussystem son
one side,o�setby m oderate accuracy on the other. In the nextsubsection we
dem onstrate these aspectsby analysing two interesting inhom ogeneousm odels
within LSA.(O therapplicationsofthe above functionalscan be found in Ref.
[34].)

3.3 A pplications to inhom ogeneous H eisenberg m odels:

boundaries and im purities

TheusualDFT prescriptionforobtainingground-stateenergiesistosolveK ohn-
Sham equations. These equations,however,were originally [2]introduced to
dealwith the kinetic-energy term in the Coulom b Ham iltonian. The Heisen-
berg m odeldoes not have such a term , and direct m inim ization of the en-
ergy functionalism uch sim plerthan indirectm inim ization via self-consistency
(K ohn-Sham )equations.In practicewe justneed to m inim ize the totalenergy
ofthe system ,written asa functionalofthe spin distribution,with respectto
Si.Thisalready representsa considerableim provem entoverthem ean-�eld ap-
proxim ation with no extra com putationalcost;m inim ization ofE L SA �SW

0
[Si]

isno m orecom plicated than thatofE M F
0

[Si].
Lets �rst consider a �nite ring ofN = 16 spins S = 1=2,with periodic

boundary conditions. The m ean �eld approxim ation yields e0 = � 0:25,while
the LSA � SW approxim ation givese0 = � 0:43169,about3% from the exact
value� 0:44639obtained by directdiagonalization.Letusnow replaceany spin
ofthering by an im purity spin SI.Thisslightm odi�cation isenoughtto chal-
lengeany analyticalapproach,butsincetheringisnottoobig,itisstillpossible
to num erically diagonalize Ĥ in orderto getthe exactground state. Figure 1
showshow theground-stateenergy dependson SI,and com paresthevaluesob-
tained by m ean-�eld and LSA-SW calculationswith thenum erically exactones.
Up to SI = 2:5 the deviation from the exact values are oforder 3% . Above
thisvalue the deviation increases,showing thatthe LSA approxim ation isnot
good for large im purity spin (corresponding to a very rapid variation oflocal
m agnetic properties). For im purity spins up to SI = 5=2,on the other hand,
LSA-SW is seen to provide a substantialim provem ent on the m ean-�eld ap-
proxim ation.Unlike the exactcalculations,LSA-SW can easily be extended to
system swith m oreim puritiesand m oresites.Itm ay thusprovidea convenient
way ofestim ating(and im provingon)theerrorofthem ean-�eld approxim ation
in m orecom plicated system s.

Nextweconsider4� 4squarelatticeswith an im purity ofspin SI atthecor-
ner,atoneside,orin theinteriorofthelattice.Hereweuseopen boundary con-
dition and thuseven withoutim purity thesystem sareinhom ogeneous.Results
are collected in Tab.1. The �rstcolum n isforSI = 1=2,i.e.,forthe uniform
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system ,and the value listed di�ers6:6% from the exactvalue e0 = � 0:574325
obtained from num ericaldiagonalization;we believethe valuesforotherim pu-
rity spins are within this accuracy,although no exact values are available,as
farasweknow.Besidestheobviousenergetictendency ofhigherim purity-spin
to preferthe interiorofthe latticeto itssurface,which isalready visiblein the
m ean-�eld results,thesedata also incorporatelesstrivialcorrelation e�ects:In
m ean-�eld theory,forexam ple,a spin 3/2 atthe cornerofthesquareisdegen-
eratewith a spin 1 in theinteriorofthelattice(eM F

0
= � 0:4375 in both cases).

This degeneracy is broken by correlation e�ects. Sim ilarly,m ean-�eld theory
predictsdegeneracy between a spin 5/2 atone sideand a spin 2 in the interior
(eM F

0
= � 0:5625forboth cases).Again thisdegeneracyisrem oved by including

correlations.

4 Sum m ary

K ohn-Sham spin-density functionaltheory isdoubtlessly the m ostwidely used
form ulation ofdensity-functionaltheory. However,in spite ofits greatpopu-
larity and usefulnesssom einteresting fundam entalquestionsstillrem ain open.
The existence ofspin currents,providing a link between SDFT and CDFT;
the existence ofan exchange-correlation torque appearing in noncollinearspin
con�gurations;and thenonuniquenessofthepotentialsofSDFT and othergen-
eralized DFTs are exam ples ofthe kind ofsurprise the SDFT form alism still
holds.

Such open questions notwithstanding,the utility of(S)DFT is extending
even into areasrem ote from ab initio calculations. Recognition thatthe basic
toolsand concepts ofDFT | such asthe Hohenberg-K ohn theorem ,and the
local-density approxim ation | arenotrestricted to theoriginalCoulom b prob-
lem allowsoneto apply thesetoolsand conceptsalso to m any otherinteresting
inhom ogeneous m odelHam iltonians. In particular,density-functionaltheory
together with results from m ean-�eld and spin-wave theory provide a sim ple
m anner to obtain estim ates ofthe ground-state energy for spin distributions
described by the inhom ogeneousHeisenberg m odel. Thisishere illustrated by
results for a �nite ring and a 4� 4 lattice,both with substitutionalim purity
spins SI = 1;3=2;2 or 5/2. W hile ring calculations m ay �nd applications in
m odelling the spin states ofhydrocarbons,the square-lattice data illustrate a
way in which LSA can beusefulin nanom agnetism :To predictthestructureof
self-assem bled m agnetic nanostructures it is clearly im portant to know which
latticesitesaredegeneratein m ean-�eld theory,and which ofthesedegeneracies
arerem oved by correlations.
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m odel. K.C.thanks L.N.Oliveira, E.K.U.Gross and G.Vignale for use-
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Table 1: LSA-SW ground-state energy � E 0=N J ofa 4� 4 square lattice of
S = 1=2 sites with a substitutionalim purity ofspin SI at the corner (four
equivalentpositions),on a side(eightequivalentpositions)orin the interiorof
the lattice(fourequivalentpositions).

1=2 1 3/2 2 5/2

corner 0.612 0.653 0.694 0.735 0.776
side 0.612 0.669 0.726 0.782 0.839

interior 0.612 0.684 0.757 0.829 0.902
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Figure1:Per-siteground-stateenergy ofa ring ofN = 16 spin S = 1=2 sitesas
afunction oftheim purity spin SI.TheLSA results,based on spin-wavetheory,
(dashed line)deviatefrom theexactones(circles)by about3% .Them ean �eld
approxim ation (continuous line) deviates by up to 50% . The inset illustrates
the geom etry understudy,forthe caseofN = 10.
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