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Understanding and manipulating the relationship between intentionally introduced disorder and material
properties necessitates efficient characterization techniques. For example, single crystal diffuse scattering ex-
periments provide insights into the driving forces behind local order phenomena. In this work, we present a
time- and resource-efficient approach based on mean field theory, that quantifies local interaction energies but
unlike other techniques does not require computationally expensive supercell models. The method is employed
to quantify competing interactions in functionally disordered materials such as disordered rock salt cathode
materials and Prussian blue analogs that share an underlying face-centred lattice.

I. INTRODUCTION

Crystalline materials exhibit long-range periodic order, yet
they can also exhibit various forms of disorder. This disorder
encompasses non-repeating variations in composition, bond-
ing arrangements, molecular orientation, atomic displace-
ments, and magnetic spins, which do not conform to a strictly
ordered pattern1. Disorder often displays a degree of short-
range order (SRO) where certain configurations are locally
favored but do not manifest as long-range ordered (LRO) ar-
rangements. This phenomenon is exemplified in cases like
geometric frustration in Ising triangular antiferromagnets2,
configurational degeneracy in cubic ice driven by hydrogen
bonding3, and long-period stacking phases in models like
the anisotropic next-nearest neighbor interaction (ANNNI)
model4.

Disorder significantly influences the physical and chemi-
cal properties of materials, prompting interest in tuning disor-
der as a novel route to optimizing material properties1. One
of the principal challenges in contemporary structural science
is understanding disordered structures, elucidating complex
ordered structures, and delineating their structure-property
relationships5,6. Complex disordered structures may arise
from simple average structures and interactions7,8. Notable
examples include Cu1–xAux alloys, disordered rock salt cath-
ode materials9–11, half-Heusler thermoelectric systems12,13,
relaxor ferroelectrics like BaTiO3

14, Prussian Blue analogs15,
and metal-organic frameworks16,17.

In diffraction experiments, long-range periodic order man-
ifests as sharp Bragg reflections, while deviations from LRO
appear as broad and continuous diffuse scattering (DS). For
materials with simple average structures, structure determi-
nation is routinely achieved through well established crystal-
lographic methods, i.e. single crystal or powder diffraction.
However, characterizing SRO is more complex and far from
routine.

The powder pair distribution function (PDF) is currently the
most widely used method for experimentally discerning lo-
cal ordering principles in functional and applied materials5,18.
The PDF, derived from the Fourier transform of powder
diffraction patterns, presents a histogram of inter-atomic dis-

tances. While most features in the powder PDF are domi-
nated by the average structure, correlated SRO induces sub-
tle deviations in peak positions and intensities, complicating
unambiguous interpretation due to overlapping interatomic
distances19.

Single crystal diffraction enables the collection of three-
dimensional scattering data, offering distinct advantages over
powder diffraction despite being experimentally more de-
manding. In single crystal diffraction, Bragg reflections and
diffuse scattering can be more readily distinguished. Bragg
reflections localize onto specific detector pixels, while diffuse
scattering displays a broader and continuous intensity distri-
bution, facilitating the separation of Bragg diffraction and dif-
fuse scattering through punch and fill20 or outlier rejection
algorithms21. Conventional analysis methods interpret this
separated DS atomistically or in terms of pairwise correla-
tion parameters, often requiring a large set of parameters to
describe disorder22–26.

Currently, the most intuitive method for analyzing single-
crystal DS is the three-dimensional difference pair distribu-
tion function (3D-∆PDF)25,27, which isolates DS from Bragg
diffraction and maps local deviations from the average struc-
ture in a three-dimensional histogram of inter-atomic vectors.
This approach enables direct interpretation of local correla-
tions and facilitates quantitative refinement of disorder models
in terms of pair-correlations28,29. However, its success hinges
on the ability to reconstruct a continuous and gapless volume
of three-dimensional reciprocal space during data processing,
which can be challenging for complex experimental setups,
e.g. in-situ and in-operado setups, or beam-sensitive materi-
als.

Access to the driving forces of the local order can be
achieved through a direct Monte-Carlo (MC) simulation. In
this simulation, the interaction potentials and/or their descrip-
tive parameters are varied until the DS calculated from an
atomistic model, generated using a MC simulation, reaches
sufficient agreement with experimental data. This approach is
implemented in the inverse Monte Carlo (IMC) method30–34

and empirical potential structure refinement (EPSR)35,36.
While individual DS calculations are computationally effi-
cient on modern computers, meaningful and complete refine-
ment of diffuse scattering remains computationally demand-
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ing.
In addition to these methods, a mean-field (MF) approach

can be employed to analyze local order directly in interac-
tion space37–43. This approach circumvents the need for ex-
tensive atomistic modeling and provides direct insight into
the underlying physics governing correlated disorder. In this
manuscript, we demonstrate ultra-fast DS calculations and the
application to compositional disordered rock salt structures
(DRX). We begin by interpreting DRX DS, where local charge
balance serves as the predominant driving force for the exper-
imentally observed DS. Subsequently, we explore more com-
plex structures where the competition between local charge
balance and local centro-symmetry introduces greater com-
plexity in the observed DS patterns.

II. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Local Charge Balance

A diverse range of disordered solid-solution phases ex-
hibit an average structure characteristic of compositional dis-
ordered rock salt (DRX) structures (see Figure 1(a)), often dis-
playing remarkably similar DS patterns (see Figure 2(a) for
an illustration)44. Examples encompass non-stoichiometric
transition metal carbides and nitrides MC1–x and MN1–x

45–47,
as well as sub-stoichiometric early transition metal chalco-
genides and their doped variants48.

The DS can be characterized by a surface described by the
equation44:

cos(πh) + cos(πk) + cos(πl) = 0 (1)

(see Figure 2(a) for an illustration). Traditionally, solving this
DS problem has relied on a cluster-expansion approach, which
considers the local charge state of occupationally disordered
ions surrounding a central fully ordered ion as the underlying
mechanism for local ordering44,46,49,50. While effective for the
mentioned systems, we leverage this analysis here to illustrate
the power of the MF approach in DS analysis.

The MF approach employs a pair-interaction
Hamiltonian37,43:

H =
1

2

∑
j

∑
k

s∑
l=1

s∑
m=1

µl
jJ

lm
jk µm

k , (2)

where j and k sum over all unit cells in the crystal, and l and m
sum over all s disordered components. The variables µl

j take
the value 1 if the ion at site j is occupied by species l, and 0
otherwise; J lm

jk represents components of the pair-interaction
Hamiltonian.

Expressing J lm
jk as an s-dimensional matrix J enables the

diffuse scattering intensity to be described in terms of the
Fourier-transformed pair-interaction Hamiltonian J(H)37,43:

I(H) ∝ Tr
{
MF

[
1 + βMJ(H)

]−1
}
, (3)

where M is an s× s matrix that encodes the average occupa-
tions of the disordered components. The elements of M are

FIG. 1: (a) Illustration of a DRX structure of a metal carbide MC1–x.
Fully occupied and ordered M in light pink, partially occupied C in
light purple. The box represents one unit-cell, bonds indicate the
pair-wise inter-atomic vectors that need to be considered for local
charge balance. Twelve nearest-neighbour vectors of type ⟨ 1

2
1
2
0⟩ are

indicated in light purple and six next nearest neighbour vectors of
type ⟨100⟩ are indicated in light pink. (b) Schematic illustration of
the PBA average structure M[M’(CN)6]. Fully occupied M atom in
light pink, partially occupied M’(CN)6-octahedra in light blue. CN–

groups in black and white. Black box indicates one unit cell. (c)
Possible centro-symmetric vacancy arrangement, with occupied M’
atoms in lgiht purple and vacancies in white. (d) Possible acentric
vacancy arrangement.

FIG. 2: (a) Iso-surface rendering of Equation 1. Box indicates the
reciprocal space volume given by 0 ≤ h, k, l ≤ 2. (b) Iso-surface
rendering using the MF approach for DRX structures with local
charge balance. Box indicates the reciprocal space volume given by
0 ≤ h, k, l ≤ 2.

given by:

Mij = miδij −mimj

where mi is the average occupation of species i. Here, β =
1

kBT denotes the inverse thermodynamic temperature, and F
represents the s-dimensional matrix of atomic form factors of



3

the disordered components.
The local order in these DRX is driven by local charge bal-

ance, i.e. the occupation of ions within the octahedron around
the central ordered ion should resemble the average chemi-
cal composition as closely as possible44, see Figure 1(a) for
an illustration. Fore example in the MC1–x system, each oc-
tahedron with a central M atom is build by 6(1 − x)C and
6x vacancies. As 6(1 − x) and 6x are not necessarily integer
numbers, configurations that are as close as possible to this
average occupation are preferred. For translating this multi
body interaction into pair-interactions, all inter-atomic vectors
of the corners of the octahedron need to be considered. These
are the twelve nearest-neighbour (NN) vectors of type ⟨ 12

1
20⟩

and six next-nearest-neighbour (NNN) vectors of type ⟨100⟩,
as indicated in blue and purple in Figure 1(a). To achieve local
charge balance, like-wise pairs along these inter-atomic vec-
tors are discouraged compared to random order, while unlike
pairs are encouraged. This relationship is encapsulated in the
pair-interaction matrix J(H):

J(H) = j1M · (2 cos(π(h+ k)) + 2 cos(π(h− k))

+2 cos(π(k + l)) + 2 cos(π(k − l))

+2 cos(π(h+ l)) + 2 cos(π(h− l))

+ cos(2πh) + cos(2πk) + cos(2πl) ) ,

(4)

where j1 is a proportionality constant.
Equation 3 can be effectively solved by selecting the pro-

portionality constant j1 in Equation 4 (here, β · j1 = 0.75) to
satisfy the stability criterion:

det
[
1 + βMJ(H)

]
≥ 0 (5)

for all H values. The resulting iso-surface of the diffuse
scattering shown in Figure 2(b) closely resembles the analyt-
ical solution derived from the cluster-expansion mechanism
shown in Figure 2(a) for comparison. This demonstrates the
efficacy of the MF approach.

B. Prussian blue analogs

C. Prussian blue analogs

Systems where local charge balance is not the sole driv-
ing force for local order offer intriguing opportunities for tun-
ing material properties. In particular, systems exhibiting in-
tertwined competing interactions, such as local charge bal-
ance and local centro-symmetry, present promising avenues
for such tuning. Notable examples include defective half-
Heusler systems12 and Prussian blue analogs (PBAs)15, which
will be discussed here in the context of the MF approach.

PBAs have a parent structure based on a cubic lattice,
characterized by the idealized composition M[M’(CN)6]. In
this structure, atoms of type M and M’ (typically transition-
metal cations) occupy a rock salt arrangement and are octahe-
drally coordinated by bridging cyanide ions (CN–) (see Fig-
ure 1(b)). Here, we focus on the scenario described by Si-
monov et al.15, involving PBAs with a nominal composition

of MII[M’III(CN)6]2/3□1/3 · xH2O, where M is a 2+ and M’ is
a 3+ transition metal ion. To maintain charge balance, 1/3 of
M’ sites are unoccupied.

By varying chemical species, crystal growth conditions,
and post-synthesis treatments15,51, PBAs can exhibit different
local order states. The primary driving forces, as described
by Simonov et al. 15 , include (1) local charge balance and (2)
a drive for local centro-symmetry, yielding the two distinct
cis- and trans vacancy configurations shown in Figure 1(c)
and (d) respectively. The pair-interaction Hamiltonian by Si-
monov et al. 15 incorporates both these forces and can be di-
rectly translated into the MF formalism:

J(H) = j1M · (2 cos(π(h+ k)) + 2 cos(π(h− k))

+2 cos(π(k + l)) + 2 cos(π(k − l))

+2 cos(π(h+ l)) + 2 cos(π(h− l))

+ cos(2πh) + cos(2πk) + cos(2πl) )

−j2M · ( cos(2πh) + cos(2πk) + cos(2πl) ) ,

(6)

where j1 quantifies the drive for local charge balance and j2
represents the drive for local centro-symmetry.

The way that Equation 6 is set up, negative j2 lead to lo-
cally acentric configurations, while positive j2 lead to locally
centro-symmetric configurations. The thermodynamic param-
eter β and the absolute values of j1 and j2 are coupled, effec-
tively transforming the problem into a two-parameter problem
with free parameters J ′ = j1/j2 and T ′ = 1/βj2 (compare
Simonov et al. 15 ).

Figure 3 illustrates the DS map of PBAs generated using
the MF approach, very closely resembling the map derived
by Simonov et al. 15 based on discrete tiles from a series of
MC simulations. The MF approach can only access structures
that lie within its stability regime (see Equation 5), which ad-
mittedly here significantly limits the available coverage of the
phase space compared to MC simulations, that have signifi-
cantly less problems to access more ordered regimes.

It is worth noting that, while direct MC simulations for gen-
erating disordered superstructures on modern computers are
relatively efficient and recent advances in calculating single
crystal DS (see e.g. Paddison 42 ) have significantly decreased
the computational cost of DS calculations, refining interac-
tion potentials via MC simulations remains computationally
demanding. This underscores the advantage of the presented
MF approach for large datasets with potentially complex in-
teractions, where refinement times can be reduced by several
orders of magnitude.

Furthermore, the MF approach is not limited to forward cal-
culations of DS from a given pair-interaction Hamiltonian; it
can also be applied in reverse. We demonstrate this by re-
fining DS generated from coarse-grained MC simulations of
PBAs using the Hamiltonian described by Simonov et al. 15 .
Refinement parameters j1, j2, and an overall scale are utilized
in Equations 3 and 6. The results of the MF refinement are
compared to the original MC parameters in Figure 4.

To accurately model the temperature dependence, one ad-
ditional point must be taken into account, known as the reac-
tion field in the magnetic analog52–54. Here, the temperature-
dependent reaction field enforces self-consistency on the aver-
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FIG. 3: Diffuse scattering map of PBA as a function of local or-
der parameters J ′ and T ′ generated with the MF approach and the
Hamiltonian described in Equation 6. Section in red indicates where
the stability criterion in Equation 5 is not fulfilled.

age spin length. In the structural MF approximation used here,
this translates into a temperature-dependent self-consistency
term that ensures the summed DS intensity within one Bril-
louin zone depends only on the chemical composition and is
independent of the pair interactions. In practice, this is real-
ized by re-normalizing the temperature parameter 1/j2 with
a factor λ = Ij/Ij=0, where Ij is the DS intensity summed
in one Brillouin zone with the refined pair interactions j1 and
j2, and Ij=0 is the DS intensity summed in one Brillouin zone
with j1 = j2 = 0.

Notably, within the stability field of the MF approximation
(see Equation 5), the refined values for J ′ and T ′ very closely
match the parameters used in the MC simulation as shown in
Figure 4. Slight deviations are expected, particularly for con-
figurations outside the MF stability regime, where J ′ remains
mostly well approximated while the interaction strength is
consistently underestimated. The observed behavior aligns
with expectations, as the DS shape primarily reflects the rel-
ative strengths of competing interactions j1 and j2, whereas

FIG. 4: Refinement of pair-interaction using the MF algorithm on
PBAs. (a) Comparison of MF refined J ′ and J ′ used in the MC sim-
ulation for five different MC temperatures T ′. Configurations that do
not fulfil the stability criterion in Equation 5 in the Monte Carlo Sim-
ulation are highlighted in green. Each dot corresponds to the refine-
ment of one MC configuration. Black dotted line indicates perfect
agreement. (b) Comparison of MF fit 1/j2 and the MC temperature
for six different J ′ used in the MC simulation. Configurations that
do not fulfil the stability criterion in Equation 5 in the Monte Carlo
Simulation are highlighted in green. Black dotted line indicates per-
fect agreement

DS sharpness is influenced by absolute interaction strengths
relative to the thermodynamic temperature β. As such, the
MF approach offers an effective tool for DS analysis and pa-
rameter refinement in complex systems like PBAs.
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D. Disordered rock salt cathode materials

The final system under consideration here is com-
posed of disordered rock salt cathode materials, specifically
Li1.2Mn0.4Ti0.4O2 (LMTO) and Li1.2Mn0.4Zr0.4O2 (LMZO), as
investigated by Ji et al. 9 . As the previously discussed sys-
tems, these materials crystallize in a DRX structure. Due to
the absence of large single crystals, electron diffraction was
employed by Ji et al. 9 to capture DS along selected zone axes.
As a result, only limited reciprocal space data is available - a
common challenge for many functional materials in their ap-
plied state55. We want to use this example to demonstrate the
robustness and reliability of the MF approach when limited
reciprocal space data is available.

LMTO and LMZO represent potential cathode materials for
Li transport applications. In these materials, a well-connected
Li network is vital, necessitating local Li clusters intercon-
nected by nearest Li-Li neighbors. An optimal configuration
therefore would not necessarily minimize the occurrence of
likewise NN Li pairs.

Similar to the previously discussed PBAs, the sharpness
of diffuse scattering is primarily influenced by the absolute
strength of interactions, while the shape is driven by the rela-
tive strengths of competing NN and NNN interactions, which
we use here to describe the corresponding pair-interaction
Hamiltonian:

J(H) = j1M · (2 cos(π(h+ k)) + 2 cos(π(h− k))

+2 cos(π(k + l)) + 2 cos(π(k − l))

+2 cos(π(h+ l)) + 2 cos(π(h− l)) )

+j2M · ( cos(2πh) + cos(2πk) + cos(2πl) ) ,

(7)

where j1 quantifies the tendency to avoid like-nearest-
neighbor Li pairs, and j2 influences the relative strength of
NN and NNN interactions. Note that the notation used for j1
and j2 in Equation 6 and Equation 7 differ. For the PBA sys-
tem the local charge balance term was chosen to align with the
Hamiltonian used in Simonov et al. 15 . For the DRX here, the
Hamiltonian in Equation 7 emphasizes the difference between
NN and NNN interactions, similar to the analysis of Ji et al. 9 .

For the data analysis, we coarse-grain LMTO and LMZO as
two-component systems, focusing on Li (mLi = 0.6) and the
average of Mn/M’ (mMn/M′ = 0.4) components within the
structure. To disentangle the different Li-Mn, Li-M’ and Mn-
M’ interactions effectively, additional complementary X-ray
or neutron diffraction data would be necessary.

To refine pair-interaction energies using the available elec-
tron diffraction data9 (three different zone axis: [001], [111]
and [110] for each of the two compounds are available), we as-
signed suitable (hkl) values to each pixel in the published DS
images, based on indicated Bragg reflections and gray-scale
intensity conversions. The refinement process involved opti-
mizing eight parameters: three scale factors and three back-
ground parameters (one for each zone axis) along with j1 and
j2 in Equation 7. The resulting fit, illustrated in Figure 5(c)
and (g), yielded refined parameters for j1 and j2, as shown in
Table I.

FIG. 5: (a) Published LMTO diffuse scattering in the [001] zone-
axis by Ji et al. 9 . Red areas indicate masking of Bragg reflections
and over-exposed pixels, as well as labels in the published data. Axis
units correspond to pixels. (b) Original fit by Ji et al. 9 . (c) Results of
the MF Fit using the Hamiltonian in Equation 7. (d) DS calculated
from an MC simulation using the parameters determined by the MF
fit. (e-h) Same as (a-d) for LMZO.

The experimentally observed DS is well reproduced by the
MF fit. To test the reliability of the refined pair-interactions,
we performed direct MC simulations with the refined param-
eters. We utilized DISCUS56 to simulate ten super cells of
20 × 20 × 20 unit cells. The diffuse scattering in the hk0-
layer was calculated using SCATTY57 and is displayed in
Figure 5(d) and (h). The MC simulations reproduces the ob-
served diffuse scattering even better than the MF fit which was
used to derive the pair-interaction parameters. This confirms
the reliability of our approach to the limited data coverage
and demonstrates that the pair-interactions we derive here are
better suited to reproduce the experimental diffuse scattering
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Material β · j1 β · j2 j1/j2

LMTO 0.2325 0.2436 1.2613
LMZO 0.8311 0.2933 0.2931

TABLE I: Refined j1 and j2 for the cathode materials LMTO and
LMZO using the MF approach.

FIG. 6: Relative cluster occurrence of different local clusters in
LMTO and LMZO. Darker bars indicate results from our MC cal-
culations using j1 and j2 determined with the MF approach, lighter
bars compare to the results reported by Ji et al. 9 .

data than the cluster expansion Hamiltonian used in the Monte
Carlo simulation by Ji et al. 9 shown in Figure 5(b) and (f) re-
spectively.

Moreover, the MC simulations provided insights into Li
network statistics within the resulting super cells. The abso-
lute value of j1 significantly influenced the occurrence of local
Li clusters, with larger j1 values indicating stronger avoidance
of like-NN Li pairs and thus lower probabilities of local Li
clusters. The MF analysis suggest that in LMZO local clus-
ter avoidance is stronger than in LMTO, in agreement with the
findings of Ji et al. 9 , who used cluster-expansion density func-
tional theory (DFT) calculations to estimate “relative cluster
occurrence”. Figure 6 compares this “relative cluster occur-
rence” reported by Ji et al. 9 to our MC simulations, leveraging
simplified pair-interactions from the MF analysis.

One last point that remains to be mentioned here is the in-
terplay of competing NN and NNN pair-interactions. While
the absolute values of j1 describes the occurrence of local Li
clusters and the sharpness of the DS, the different ratios j1/j2
are what drives the different shapes of the observed DS scat-
tering. Furthermore j1/j2 describes the relative strength of
NN and NNN interactions, hence ultimately determining the
connectivity between the different local Li clusters and hence
the Li transport in the cathode materials.

III. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

This study highlights the efficacy of a simplified mean-
field approximation for understanding complex disordered
systems, demonstrated here on DRX structures. Within the
MF approach, the disorder is described in terms of very few
but meaningful pair-interaction parameters, making the anal-
ysis viable for even the most complex systems and even when
limited data is available. The MF approach therefore provides
insights into the key driving forces governing disorder.

While the analysis demonstrated here is focused on DRX
systems, the approach is versatile and applicable to complex
materials systems. Generally, few competing interactions can
drive complex disordered systems7,24. The use of MF analy-
sis can disentangle these interactions and refine experimental
data, avoiding large computational costs. For mangeitc sys-
tems, Paddison 52 provides a user-friendly program that uti-
lizes a similar MF approach to the one discussed here and
provides detailed guidance on how to ensure meaningful re-
finement results.

The robustness of the MF approach with limited data is
particularly advantageous in advanced experimental setups -
this characteristic underlines advantages as compared to other
simple, direct analysis approaches such as 3D-∆PDFs. Exam-
ples where this may be an essential advantage include setups
under pressure or electrical field, where limited reciprocal
space coverage is expected as a result of the experimental pe-
culiarities. Another situation, where limited reciprocal space
coverage may be an issue is when working with metastable or
beam-sensitive materials, where the material alters faster than
typical DS data acquisition times.

Notably, we demonstrated that the stability criterion (Equa-
tion 5) serves as a guiding principle rather than a strict lim-
itation of the approach presented here. Through refinement,
the relative strengths of the underlying driving forces can be
elucidated, although outside the stability regime the abso-
lute strengths may be underestimated - clearly enlarging its
applicability as compared to its first description by Schmidt
et al. 43 .

Looking ahead, several challenges remain to be addressed
in the development and application of the MF approach to in-
vestigate complex disordered systems. One significant limita-
tion of the current state of the MF approach arises when sub-
stitutional disorder is accompanied by pronounced displace-
ment of scatterers from their average positions. While dis-
crete displacements can be converted into different occupa-
tions, maintaining the discrete nature of degrees of freedom,
it remains to be demonstrated in future research whether this
approach is applicable and feasible for handling continuous
displacements. This challenge is particularly pertinent for sys-
tems where continuous displacements play a crucial role in
determining local disorder, e.g. cubic zirconia58 or relaxor
ferroelectrics59. Another important limitation requiring more
detailed consideration is the treatment of systems driven by
higher-order interactions that cannot be easily recast into pair
interactions60. Higher-order interactions may introduce ad-
ditional complexity beyond pair-wise interactions, potentially
necessitating alternative approaches for meaningful analysis
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and refinement. Moving forward, addressing these limitations
will be essential for expanding the scope and applicability
of the MF approach to a broader range of disordered mate-
rials and configurations. However, despite these challenges,
our study has demonstrated how the MF approach can be ef-
fectively utilized to investigate complex disordered systems,
paving the way towards a more accessible refinement of mean-
ingful interactions governing local disorder.
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