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The description ofinteracting m any-electron system sin externalm agnetic �eldsisconsidered in

the fram ework ofthe optim ized e�ective potentialm ethod extended to current-spin-density func-

tionaltheory.Asa case study,a two-dim ensionalquantum dotin externalm agnetic �eldsisinves-

tigated. Excellent agreem ent with quantum M onte Carlo results is obtained when self-interaction

corrected correlation energies from the standard local spin-density approxim ation are added to

exact-exchange results. Fullself-consistency within the com plete current-spin-density-functional

fram ework isfound to be ofm inorim portance.

PACS num bers:71.15.M b,73.21.La

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Since itsintroduction in 1964,density-functionalthe-

ory(DFT)1,2 hasbecom eastandard tooltocalculatethe

electronicstructureofatom s,m olecules,and solidsfrom

�rstprinciples. Early on,the originalDFT form ulation

hasbeen extended to thecaseofspin-polarized system s3

which also provides a description ofm any-electron sys-

tem sin an externalm agnetic�eld.However,in thisspin-

DFT (SDFT) fram ework the m agnetic �eld only cou-

ples to the spin but not to the orbitaldegrees offree-

dom ,i.e.,the coupling ofthe electronic m om enta to the

vector potentialassociated with the externalm agnetic

�eld is not taken into account. A proper treatm ent of

thiscoupling requiresextension to current-spin-density-

functional theory (CSDFT)4,5 in term s of three basic

variables: the electron density n(r),the spin m agneti-

zation density m (r),and the param agneticcurrentden-

sity jp(r).Thesedensitiesareconjugatevariablesto the

electrostaticpotential,them agnetic�eld,and thevector

potential,respectively.

In ordertobeapplicablein practice,DFT ofanyavor

requires an approxim ation to the exchange-correlation

(xc)energy functional.Theuseofthelocal-vorticity ap-

proxim ation,4,5 which is an extension ofthe localspin-

density approxim ation (LSDA), is problem atic in CS-

DFT:the xc energy per particle ofa uniform electron

gasexhibitsderivativediscontinuitieswheneveraLandau

levelis depopulated in an increasing externalm agnetic

�eld. This leadsto discontinuities in the corresponding

xc potential.6 These discontinuitiesthen incorrectly ap-

pearwhen thelocalvaluesoftheinhom ogeneousdensity

and vorticity coincide with the corresponding values of

thehom ogeneouselectron gas.A popularway to circum -

ventthisproblem isto usefunctionalswhich interpolate

between the lim itsofweak and high m agnetic�elds.7,8

Explicitly orbital-dependent functionals, which are

successfully used in DFT and collinear SDFT,9,10 are

naturalcandidatesto approxim ate the xc energy in CS-

DFT fortwo reasons:�rst,they areconstructed without

recourse to the m odelofthe uniform electron gas and

second,they areideally suited to describeorbitale�ects

such as the �lling of Landau levels. In this way, the

problem inherent in any uniform -gas-derived functional

forCSDFT isavoided in a naturalway.

Theuseoforbitalfunctionalsrequirestheso-called op-

tim ized e�ective potential(O EP)m ethod11 to calculate

the e�ective potentials. The O EP form alism has been

recently generalized to non-collinearSDFT12 as wellas

to CSDFT.13 In addition,a largersetofbasic densities

has been considered in order to include the spin-orbit

coupling.14,15 Recent applications of the O EP m ethod

for atom s13 and periodic system s16 have indicated that

the di�erence between exact-exchange calculations car-

ried outfully self-consistently within CSDFT orSDFT,

respectively,isonly m inor. These workshave also indi-

cated thatthe inclusion ofcorrelation energiesisofpar-

ticular im portance when dealing with current-carrying

states.

In this work we consider the O EP form alism within

CSDFT in the presence of an externalm agnetic �eld.

In particular,wefocusourattention on two-dim ensional

sem iconductor quantum dots (Q Ds)17 exposed to uni-

form and constantexternalm agnetic �elds. In addition

to the variousapplicationsin the �eld ofsem iconductor

nanotechnology,Q Ds are also challenging test cases for

com putationalm any-electron m ethods due to the rela-

tively largecorrelation e�ects.M oreover,the roleofthe

currentinduced by the externalm agnetic �eld ispartic-

ularly relevantin Q Ds18 m aking them a referencesystem

in CDFT sinceitsearly developem ents.19 Therefore,itis

interesting to exam ine whether the self-consistent solu-

tion ofCSDFT di�ersfrom theresultobtained by adding

theexternalvectorpotentialto theSDFT schem e,which

am ountstoneglecting thexcvectorpotentialofCSDFT.

As expected, we �nd that the bare exact-exchange

(EXX) result is not su�cient to obtain totalenergies
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in agreem entwith num erically accuratequantum M onte

Carlo (Q M C) results,although a considerable im prove-

m ent to the Hartree-Fock result is found. However,in-

cluding the self-interaction corrected LSDA correlation

energiesto theEXX solution leadsto totalenergiesthat

agreeverywellwith Q M C results.In addition,within the

given approxim ations,ourresultscon�rm thattheroleof

self-consistentcalculations in the fram ework ofCSDFT

isonly m inor.In particular,weobservethataccurateto-

talenergiesand densitiescan also beobtained by sim ply

m odifyingtheSDFT schem eby includingthecouplingto

theexternalvectorpotential.Indeed,thisprocedurehas

been em ployed in thepasttopartially rem edy thelack of

good approxim ate current-dependentfunctionals. Here,

a validation is provided in the m ore generalcontext of

the O EP fram ework.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIA we re-

view theO EP m ethod in CSDFT.Theform alism isthen

adapted tothecaseofQ Dsin m agnetic�eldsin Sec.IIB.

In Sec.IIIA we discuss details ofthe num ericalproce-

dure before presenting the resultsofourcalculationsin

Sec.IIIB.A briefsum m ary isgiven in Sec.IV.

II. O P T IM IZED EFFEC T IV E P O T EN T IA L

M ET H O D IN C SD FT

A . G eneralform alism

TheK ohn-Sham (K S)equation in CSDFT reads(Har-

treeatom icunitsareused throughoutunlessstated oth-

erwise)

"

1

2

�

� ir +
1

c
A s(r)

� 2

+ vs(r)+ �B �B s(r)

#

�k = "k�k:

(1)

The threeK S potentialsaregiven by

vs(r)= v0(r)+ vH (r)+ vxc(r)+
1

2c2

�
A

2
0(r)� A

2
s(r)

�
;

(2)

B s(r)= B 0(r)+ B xc(r); (3)

and

A s(r)= A 0(r)+ A xc(r); (4)

where the xc potentialsare functionalderivativesofthe

xc energy E xc with respect to the corresponding densi-

ties,

vxc(r) =
�Exc[n;m ;jp]

�n(r)
; (5)

B xc(r) = �
�Exc[n;m ;jp]

�m (r)
; (6)

and

1

c
A xc(r) =

�Exc[n;m ;jp]

�jp(r)
; (7)

respectively. The self-consistency cycle isclosed by cal-

culating the density

n(r)=

occX

k= 1

�
y

k
(r)�k(r); (8)

the m agnetization density

m (r)= � �B

occX

k= 1

�
y

k
(r)��k(r); (9)

and the param agneticcurrentdensity

jp(r)=
1

2i

occX

k= 1

h

�
y

k
(r)r �k(r)� (r �

y

k
(r))�k(r)

i

: (10)

The ground-state totalenergy ofthe interacting system

can then be com puted from

E [n;m ;jp] = Ts[n;m ;jp]+ U [n]+ E xc[n;m ;jp]

+

Z

drn(r)v0(r)�

Z

drm (r)B 0(r)

+
1

c

Z

drjp(r)A 0(r)

+
1

2c2

Z

drn(r)A 2
0(r); (11)

whereTs and U arethekinetic energy oftheK S system

and the Hartreeenergy,respectively.

G augeinvarianceoftheenergy functionalim pliesthat

E xc dependson the currentonly through the vorticity,

�(r)= r � (jp(r)=n(r)); (12)

i.e., E xc[n;jp;m ] = �E xc[n;�;m ].5 This im m ediately

leads to the following relation for the xc vector poten-

tial

r (n(r)A xc(r))= 0: (13)

Ifone usesan approxim ate E xc which isgiven explic-

itly in term softhe densities,the calculation ofthe cor-

responding xc potentials via Eqs. (5)-(7)is straightfor-

ward.Here,however,wedealwith approxim ationstothe

xcenergy which areexplicitfunctionalsoftheK S spinor

orbitals �k. These functionals are,via the Hohenberg-

K ohn theorem ,im plicitfunctionals ofthe densities. In

thespiritoftheoriginalO EP form alism ,thecorrespond-

ing integralequations for the xc potentials can be de-

rived13 by requiring thatthee�ective�eldsm inim izethe

value ofthe ground-state totalenergy (11). Therefore,

thefunctionalderivativesofthetotalenergywith respect

to the three K S potentials are required to vanish. This
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procedureleadsto three O EP equationswhich are m ost

conveniently written as13

occX

k= 1

�
y

k
(r)	 k(r)+ h:c:= 0; (14)

� �B

occX

k= 1

�
y

k
(r)�	 k(r)+ h:c:= 0 ; (15)

and

1

2i

occX

k= 1

h

�
y

k
(r)r 	 k(r)�

�

r �
y

k
(r)

�

	 k(r)

i

� h:c:= 0 ;

(16)

wherewehavede�ned the so-called \orbitalshifts"9,20

	 k(r)=

1X

j= 1
j6= k

D
y

kj
�j(r)

�k � �j
; (17)

with

D
y

kj
=

Z

dr
0

�

vxc(r
0)�

y

j(r
0)�k(r

0)

+
1

2ic
A xc(r)

h

�
y

j
(r0)r 0�k(r

0)�

�

r 0�
y

j
(r0)

�

�k(r
0)

i

+ �B B xc(r
0)�

y

j(r
0)��k(r

0)� �
y

j(r
0)

�Exc

��
y

k
(r0)

�

: (18)

The orbitalshifts 	 k have the structure ofa �rst-order

shiftfrom theunperturbed orbital�k undera perturba-

tion whosem atrix elem entsaregiven by D
y

kj
.Physically,

the O EP equations(14)-(16)then im ply thatthe densi-

tiesdo notchangeunderthisperturbation.IfA xc isset

to zero,Eqs.(14) and (15) reduce exactly to the O EP

equationsofnon-collinearSDFT.12

Eqs.(14)-(16)form asetofcoupled integralequations

for the three unknown xc potentials, and they can be

solved by a directcom putation ofthe orbitalshifts.12,20

Alternatively, one can em ploy the K rieger-Li-Iafrate

(K LI) approach as a sim plifying approxim ation21,22

which is known to yield potentials which are very close

to thefullO EP onesin SDFT.In thefollowingweutilize

theK LIapproxim ation in thedescription ofa quasi-two-

dim ensionalsem iconductorQ D 17 in an externalm agnetic

�eld.

B . A pplication to quantum dots

The Q D is described as a m any-electron system re-

stricted to the xy plane and con�ned in that plane

by an externalparabolic potentialv0 = 1

2
m �!20r

2 with

r2 = x2 + y2. Following the m ost com m on experim en-

talsetup,17 the externalm agnetic �eld is de�ned to be

uniform and perpendicularto thexy plane,i.e.,B 0(r)=

r � A 0(r)= B 0ez with thegaugeA 0(r)= B 0re�=2.W e

apply thee�ective-m assapproxim ation with them aterial

param etersforG aAs,i.e.,thee�ectivem assm � = 0:067,

thedielectricconstant,�� = 12:4,and thee�ectivegyro-

m agneticratio g� = � 0:44.

In Q Ds the m agnetization is parallel to the exter-

nal�eld,i.e.,these system s show collinear m agnetism .

Therefore,theK S m agnetic�eld B s and them agnetiza-

tion density haveonly non-vanishing z-com ponents.The

Pauli-type K S equation becom es diagonalin spin space

and can bedecoupled into two separateequationsforthe

spin-up and spin-down orbitals ’k�(r). W e further as-

sum ethatthexcpotentialspreservethecylindricalsym -

m etry ofthe problem ,i.e.,

vxc�(r)= vxc�(r)= vxc(r)� �B g
�
B xcz(r); (19)

where the upper signs are for spin-up and lower signs

for spin-down electrons,and A xc(r) = A xc(r)e�. Due

to the cylindricalsym m etry we can separate the wave

function into radial and angular parts as ’jl�(r) =

exp(il�)Rjl�(r),wherethe radialwavefunctionsR jl�(r)

arereal-valued eigenfunctionsofthe Ham iltonian

Ĥ sl� = �
1

2m �

�
@2

@r2
+
1

r

@

@r
�

l2

r2

�

+
l

2
!c + m

�

2

2
r
2

+
l

m �c

A xc(r)

r
� �B m

�
g
�
B 0 + vH (r)+ vxc�(r)(20)

with thetotalcon�nem ent
 =
p
!20 + !2c=4,and thecy-

clotron frequency !c = B 0=m
�c. The radialwave func-

tionsare expanded in the basisofeigenfunctions ofthe

corresponding non-interacting problem , i.e., the eigen-

functionsofthe Ham iltonian (20)with the Hartree and

allxcpotentialssetto zero.

Asaconsequenceofthecylindricalsym m etry,theden-

sitiesare independentofthe angleand thusgiven solely

in term s ofr = jrj. Also,only the �-com ponent ofthe

param agnetic currentdensity,as the conjugate variable

to the vector �eld in this direction, plays a role, i.e.,

jp(r)= (jp"(r)+ jp#(r))e�. Instead ofusing the density

and the z-com ponentofthe m agnetization,oneem ploys

the spin-up and spin-down densities. Hence,the three

densitiesto be determ ined aren"(r),n#(r),and jp(r).

Consequently,the O EP-K LIequations are given as a

3� 3 m atrix equation which reads

D (r)Vxc(r)= R (r); (21)

wherethe potentialvectorisgiven by

Vxc(r)=

�

vxc"(r);vxc#(r);
1

c
A xc(r)

�

: (22)

Them atrix D reads

D =

0

@
n"(r) 0 jp"(r)

0 n#(r) jp#(r)

jp"(r) jp#(r) N (r)

1

A ; (23)
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wherethe densitiesand currentdensitiesaregiven by

n�(r)=

occX

fjlg

R
2
jl�(r); (24)

jp�(r)=

occX

fjlg

l

r
R
2
jl�(r): (25)

The lastcom ponentN (r)in Eq.(21)reads

N (r)=
X

�= ";#

occX

fjlg

l2

r2
R
2
jl�(r): (26)

The right-hand-side ofEq. (21) contains functional

derivativesofthexcenergy.They can becalculated once

an approxim ation to thexcenergy isspeci�ed.Here,we

usethe EXX approxim ation to E xc,i.e.,

E
EX X
x = �

1

2

X

�= ";#

occX

fjlg;fkm g

Z

d
2
rd

2
r
0
’�
jl�
(r0)’jl�(r)’km �(r

0)’�
km �

(r)

�� jr� r0j
:(27)

The �rsttwo com ponentsofR on the RHS ofEq. (21)

arethen given by

R 1;2(r) = �
1

2

occX

fjlg;fkm g

R jl�(r)R km �(r)

�

Z

d
2
r
0e

i�
0
(l�m )R jl�(r

0)R km �(r
0)

p
r2 + r02 � 2rr0cos�0

�
1

2

occX

fjlg

njl�(r)D
�
jl;jl;� + c:c:; (28)

where forR 1 � = " and forR 2 � = #.The third com po-

nentisgiven by

R 3(r) = �
1

2

X

�= ";#

occX

fjlg;fkm g

l+ m

2
R jl�(r)R km �(r)

�

Z

d
2
r
0e

i�
0
(l�m )R jl�(r

0)R km �(r
0)

p
r2 + r02 � 2rr0cos�0

�
1

2

X

�= ";#

occX

fjlg

jpjl�(r)D
�
jl;jl;� + c:c: (29)

with

D
�
jl;jl� =

Z

d
2
r

�

vxc�(r)+
l

c
A xc(r)

�

R
2
jl�(r)

+

occX

fkm g

Z Z

d
2
rd

2
r
0
e
i�

0
(l�m )

�
R jl�(r

0)R km �(r
0)R jl�(r)R km �(r)

p
r2 + r02 � 2rr0cos�0

(30)

in allthree cases.

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

A . G eneralrem arks

A detailed analysisofEq.(21)revealsthatfora sys-

tem with a vanishing currentthethird lineofthem atrix

equation vanishes identically. However,for these states

thecorrectvalueofthecurrentisalready obtained atthe

levelofSDFT asa naturalsym m etry constraint.In fact,

using zero vector potentialas the initialvalue,one can

show thatitrem ainszero ateach iteration. Hence,one

recovers the originalSDFT result for non-current car-

rying states.13 O n the other hand,for current-carrying

states the xc vector potential is always non-vanishing

even ifone chooses a vanishing vector potentialas the

initialvalue.

A closer inspection ofthe K LI equations shows that

they becom elinearly dependentin theasym ptoticregion

and therefore do nothave a unique solution. In ournu-

m ericalprocedure,wetake a pragm aticapproach to the

problem oflinearly dependentK LIequationsand add a

very sm allpositiveconstantto N (r)in Eq.(26).Asthe

consequence,the lim itbecom esA xc(r)
r! 1
�! 0. In addi-

tion,weim posevxc;�(r)
r! 1
�! � 1=r.Thisprocedurealso

lim its the possible appearance ofnum ericalartifacts in

theK LIpotentialsresulting from a �nitebasis-set.Such

di�culties have also occurred for open-shellatom s.13,23

Although we face sim ilar problem s in Q D calculations

(seebelow),wehavecon�rm ed thattheevaluation ofthe

totalenergies,densities,and currentsisnotconsiderably

a�ected. A furtheranalysisispresented elsewhere.24 In

the context ofthe fullsolution ofthe O EP equations,

problem s in the com putation ofthe e�ection potential

dueto theuseofa �nitebasis-sethavebeen recently an-

alyzed in severalworks,and di�erent possible solutions

havebeen proposed.25{29

B . Exam ples

Figure 1 shows the totalenergy ofa six-electron Q D

(!0 = 5 m eV) as a function of B 0. The kinks cor-

respond to changes in the ground-state con�guration

(Lz;Sz).Apartfrom the fully-polarized (Sz = 3)states,

theEXX energies(dotted line)areconsiderablytoolarge

when com pared with the accurate Q M C results(dashed

line).8 EXX also leads to an erroneous occurrence of

the (� 5;2) ground-state at B 0 = 1:5:::2:0 T.However,

adding the LSDA correlation30 post-hoc to the EXX

energies (EXX+ cLSDA) yields the correct sequence of

states as a function of B 0. This is a m ajor im prove-

m entoverthecLSDA-corrected Hartree-Fockcalculation

which doesnotgivethecorrectground statesforasim ilar

system .31 As expected,the correctionsgiven by cLSDA

are largestfor the unpolarized state (0;0) and sm allest

forthecom pletely polarized states(� 15;3)and (� 21;3).

Thisisdue to the factthatthe electron exchange hasa
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FIG . 1: (color online). Total ground-state energy (m inus

6
 = 6
p

!2

0
+ !2

c=4)in a six-electron quantum dotasa func-

tion ofexternalm agnetic �eld (SI units). The results have

been calculated using the exact-exchange (EXX),EXX with

LSDA correlation (EXX+ cLSDA),and EXX with the cor-

rected LSDA correlation (EXX+ c"#LSDA).The LSDA and

quantum M onte Carlo (Q M C) results
8
are shown for com -

parison.The arrowsm ark the pointswhere the ground-state

con�guration (L z;Sz)changes.

largere�ect on the totalenergy in system s with a high

num berofsam e-spin electrons.

Despite the im provem ent of EXX+ cLSDA over the

bare EXX, the result is not satisfactory in com pari-

son with Q M C: Figure 1 shows that the energies of

EXX+ cLSDA areconsistently too low by 1:0� 1:5 m eV.

O n the other hand,the agreem ent between Q M C and

the conventionalLSDA (dash-dotted line)is very good.

Hence,taking into accountthatthe EXX isexpected to

capturethetrueexchangeenergybyagood accuracy(the

only deviation arisingfrom them issing correlation in the

self-consistentsolution),ourresultdem onstratesthe in-

herenttendency oftheLSDA to canceloutitsrespective

errorsin exchange and correlation. Thiswell-known er-

ror cancellation is lost when adding LSDA correlation

to the EXX result. As expected, the perform ance of

EXX+ cLSDA with respectto Q M C isatitsbestin the

fully polarized regim e (B 0
>
� 5 T),where the exchange

contribution in the totalenergy isrelatively atlargest.

Asa sim plecureto theerrorin EXX+ cLSDA,weap-

ply a typeofself-interaction correction as�rstsuggested

by Stolland co-workers.32 TheLSDA correlation energy

can be im proved by

E c"#LSD A = E cLSD A

�

Z

d
2
r
�
n"(r)�c[n";0]+ n#(r)�c[0;n#]

	
; (31)

where �c[n";n#] is the correlation energy per electron

in the two-dim ensionalelectron gas.30 Therefore,in this

approxim ation,denoted asEXX+ c"#LSDA,the correla-

tion energy between like-spin electrons is rem oved. W e

em phasize that this contribution is non-zero in the ex-
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FIG .2:(coloronline).Angularcom ponentsofthe param ag-

netic and diam agnetic currents,jp� and jd�,and their sum

for the (� 21;3) state at B 0 = 11 T.The dashed line shows

the exchange vectorpotentialforthe sam e con�guration.

acttreatm ent and thus cannot be neglected. However,

within the LSDA it contains m ostly self-interaction en-

ergy. Now,we �nd that EXX+ c"#LSDA (solid line) is

very close to Q M C,and actually perform s better than

the conventionalLSDA.

Figure 2 showsthe param agnetic currentjp� and the

diam agnetic current jd�(r) = n(r)A 0�(r)=m
� at B 0 =

11 T forthe(� 21;3)state.Thetotalcurrentj� = jp� +

jd� changessign atr� 350 a.u.dueto theexistenceofa

singlevortex atthecenteroftheQ D.W e�nd thevortex

solution in agreem entwith both LSDA and num erically

exactcalculations.33

In Fig.2 we also show the exchange vector potential

A x.Thesm allkink atr� 1100 a.u.isdueto a basis-set

problem described in Sec.IIIA.Them axim um ofjA xjis

located neartheedgeoftheQ D atr� 700a.u.However,

itsrelativem agnitudewith respectto theexternalvector

potentialA 0 is largest at r � 150 a.u.,where we �nd

jA x=A 0j� 0:1. Despite the considerable m agnitude of

A x,we�nd thatitse�ecton physicalquantitieslikethe

totalenergy,density,and current density is practically

negligible. In the case presented in Fig.2,forexam ple,

thedi�erence between SDFT and CSDFT totalenergies

is � 0:02% . In the context of the O EP m ethod, the

m inorroleofthexcvectorpotentialhasbeen observedfor

open-shellatom s,13 m olecules,34 and extended system s.16

EarlierQ D studiesin thelevelofLSDA havealso led to

sim ilarconclusions.8

Finally,we pointoutthat,in principle,a given func-

tional should be evaluated with K S orbitals obtained

from self-consistent calculations and not in a post-hoc

m anneraswehavedonein thiswork.However,thevari-

ationalnature ofDFT im plies thatifone evaluatesthe

totalenergy with adensity which slightly di�ersfrom the

self-consistentdensity,theresulting changein theenergy

isofsecond orderin thesm alldeviation ofthedensities.
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IV . SU M M A R Y

W e have applied the optim ized e�ective potential

m ethod in current-spin-density functionaltheory to two-

dim ensionalsystem sexposed to externalm agnetic�elds.

W e have observed that the bare exact-exchange result

(within the K LIapproxim ation)isnotsu�cientin �nd-

ing the correct ground-state sequence as a function of

them agnetic�eld,although a considerableim provem ent

overthe Hartree-Fock resultsisfound. Adding the cor-

relation energy in the form ofthe standard localspin-

density approxim ation yieldsexcellentagreem entofthe

ground-stateenergieswith quantum M onteCarloresults,

ifthe spuriousself-interaction erroris corrected. M ore-

over,within the speci�ed approxim ations,we found no

considerable di�erences in total energies and densities

when com paring theresultsobtained using a full-edged

current-spin-density functionaltheory and aspin-density

functionalschem em odi�ed toincludethecouplingtothe

externalvectorpotential.
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