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M ultiband tight-binding m odeloflocalm agnetism in G a1� xM n
x
A s

Jian-M ing Tang and M ichael E. Flatt�e
Departm ent ofPhysics and Astronom y, University ofIowa,Iowa City,IA 52242-1479

W epresentthespin and orbitally resolved localdensity ofstates(LD O S)fora singleM n im purity

and for two nearby M n im purities in G aAs. The G aAs host is described by a sp
3
tight-binding

Ham iltonian,and the M n im purity is described by a localp-d hybridization and on-site potential.

Localspin-polarized resonanceswithin the valence bandssigni�cantly enhance the LD O S nearthe

band edge. Fortwo nearby parallelM n m om entsthe acceptorstateshybridize and splitin energy.

Thusscanning tunneling spectroscopy can directly m easuretheM n-M n interaction asa function of

distance.

PACS num bers:75.50.Pp,75.30.H x,75.30.G w,71.55.-i

The successfulgrowth offerrom agnetic diluted m ag-

netic sem iconductors (DM Ss) based on III-V com -

pounds[1,2,3,4,5]hasattracted m uch attention dueto

the nearby m etal-insulator transition and also for their

potential application to nano-scale nonvolatile storage

devices and to quantum com putation [6, 7]. In order

to turn a nonm agnetic sem iconductor into a m agnet,a

sizable am ount (� 1% ) ofm agnetic dopants are intro-

duced. Experim entalstudies [2,8,9,10,11,12]have

shown strong correlations between the ferrom agnetism

and the hole carriers that are also contributed by the

M n doping in the III-V DM Ss. The em erging picture of

this ferrom agnetism is that the M n m agnetic m om ents

are localized, and the ferrom agnetic coupling is m edi-

ated through the delocalized hole carriers [6, 13]. A

deeperunderstanding ofthisferrom agneticcoupling has

been ham pered by insu�cientknowledge ofthe valence

band structure. The assum ption that the holes reside

in the unperturbed valence bands ofthe host sem icon-

ductors [2,8,14]has recently been questioned by both

theoreticaland experim entalstudies[10,12,15,16].Ef-

fective m asstheoriesprovidegood spectralresolution at

the band edge,but cannot describe distortions on dis-

tances ofone or two lattice constants for they are only

accurateform om entacloseto the� point.Density func-

tionalcalculations[17,18],however,describelocalprop-

ertieswell,butstateoftheartsupercellcalculationshave

nothad su�cientspectralresolution to resolvethe shal-

low bound statesin thegap and thesharp resonancesin

the valencebands.

In this Letter we study the local density of states

(LDO S)ofvery diluteconcentrationsofM n in G aAsasa

prototype III-V DM S,and show thatthe valence bands

are strongly altered by the M n dopants,and in return

in
uence the interaction between the M n m agnetic m o-

m ents.In orderto obtain both su�cientspectralresolu-

tion and properdispersion relationsthroughoutthe full

Brillouin zone,am ultiband tight-bindingapproachincor-

porating spin-orbitinteraction isem ployed. O urresults

show thatthe hybridization between the M n 3d-orbitals

and theG aAsvalencebandsleadsto spin-polarized reso-

nanceswithin the valence bandsand to delocalized ferro-

m agnetic interaction.The LDO S nearthe valence band

edgeissigni�cantly enhanced by theseresonances.Each

M n dopantcan enhancetheLDO S byasm uch asafactor

of2 up to thesecond-nearestneighbors(SeeFig.1),cor-

responding to a � 7% increase ofthe averageLDO S for

1% M n concentration.ThestrongLDO S enhancem entis

consistentwith recentangle-resolvedphotoem ission m ea-

surem ents[16],and qualitativelyexplainstheincreasesof

the absorption coe�cients in the intraband [12]as well

as the interband absorption spectroscopies [9, 10]. In

particular,the experim entalresult that the band-edge

absorption coe�cient increases in �nite m agnetic �elds

m ore forone polarization oflightisconsistentwith our

resultthat the resonancesare both orbitally-and spin-

polarized.

W hereasthe spin-polarized band-edge resonanceswill

altertheM n-M n interaction,theacceptorstatesprovide

adirectm eansofm easuringthatinteraction.Theaccep-

tor levelofM n splits when two M n m agnetic m om ents

arein a parallelcon�guration [19].Therangeofinterac-

tion between the M n dopantscan be probed by the size

ofthe splitting asa function ofthe separation. W e �nd

thatthesplittingsareaslargeastensofm eV even when

twoM n dopantsareseparated by afew latticeconstants.

Thism agnetic interaction isanisotropic with respectto

theaxisconnectingthetwoM n dopantsduetospin-orbit

interaction,in qualitativeagreem entwith thecontinuum

m odel[20]. Both the localenhancem ent ofthe valence

band edgeand thesplitting oftheacceptorlevelcould be

probed by scanning tunneling spectroscopy (STS)[21].

As pointed out by Vogl and Baranowski [22], the

�vefold degenerate M n 3d-orbitals split in a cubic lat-

tice to an E -sym m etric (dx2� y2-like) doublet,which is

only weakly coupled to the tetrahedralhost,and a T2-

sym m etric(dxy-like)triplet,which can e�ectively couple

to the neighboring dangling sp3-hybrids.The antibond-

ingstatesoftheT2-sym m etricstatesand thesp
3-hybrids

form the acceptor states within the gap. These anti-

bondingstatesaredelocalized in spacesincethey overlap

strongly with thehostvalencebands.In ourcalculations

thehybridization ofthem ajorityM n d-orbitalsistreated

asan e�ectiveextended spin-dependentpotentialU 1 act-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0305118v3
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ingon thefournearest-neighborsitesofM n,becauseonly

s and p orbitalsare explicitly used in our tight-binding

Ham iltonian.Theoperatorform ofourM n potentialis

V = U0

X

‘;s

c
y

‘s
(R 0)c‘s(R 0)+ U1

4X

j= 1

X

‘

c
y

‘"
(R j)c‘"(R j);

(1)

where U0 isthe on-site orbitalenergy di�erence,c
y

‘s
(R )

(c‘s(R ))isthecreation (annihilation)operatorofa spin-

s electron in the ‘ orbitalat site R . The M n dopant

islocated atR 0,and the fournearest-neighborsitesare

labeled by R 1-R 4. W e neglectthe di�erence ofthe po-

tentialm atrix elem entsbetween thesand p orbitals,be-

causethes-orbitalsm akeanegligiblecontribution to the

LDO S nearthevalenceband edge.Thequantization axis

for the spin is aligned with the M n core spin. The m i-

nority M n d-orbitalsare assum ed to be m uch higher in

energy,and the hybridization energy ofthem with the

spin-down statesisneglected.W e �nd thatthe e�ective

potentialU1 isofcriticalim portancein inducing theac-

ceptorlevelatthe experim entally observed energy.The

signi�canceofthehybridization to theacceptorlevelen-

ergy hasalso been noted recently by Dietletal.[23].As

for the delocalized nature ofthe acceptorstate,our re-

sultsshow thatonly about10% ofthespectralweightof

the acceptor state is concentrated at the M n site,20%

is distributed over the four nearest-neighbor sites,and

the rem aining 70% isextended to farthersites.Further-

m ore,the large spin-orbitinteraction ofG aAssplitsthe

gap states into three di�erent energy levels,and intro-

ducesanisotropy to thespatialstructure.

W eusetheK oster-Slatertechnique[24]tocalculatethe

G reen’sfunction whose im aginary partgivesthe LDO S.

Thism ethod hasbeen proven togivethecorrectchem ical

trend ofim purity levels in sem iconductors [25],and we

have previously applied it to successfully predict STM

spectra near im purities in superconductors [26]. Start-

ing with the tight-binding Ham iltonian Ĥ 0(k)ofhom o-

geneousG aAs,one �rstcalculatesthe retarded G reen’s

function, Ĝ 0(k;!) = [! � Ĥ 0(k)+ i�]� 1. To obtain

a good description of the valence band structure, we

use the sp3 m odelincluding spin-orbit interaction [27].

Then, by Fourier transform ing Ĝ 0(k;!), we construct

the hom ogeneous G reen’s function in coordinate space,

Ĝ 0(R i;R j;!),whereR iand R j labelthezincblendelat-

tice sites.Thisstep consum esthe m ajority ofcom puta-

tion tim e.Ittakesaboutoneday foronelink (R i� Rj)

with a spectralrange of2 eV on a personalcom puter.

The num beroflinksused in thisstudy isabout500. A

constantlinewidth of� = 10 m eV producesa good spec-

tral resolution within a reasonable com putation tim e.

The �nal G reen’s function is obtained by solving the

Dyson’sequation,

�G (!) = �G 0(!)+
�
�1 � �G 0(!)�V

�� 1 �G 0(!); (2)
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FIG .1: LD O S spectra forthe charged (ionized)M n dopant

in G a1� xM nxAs (corresponding to bulk n-doped)at (a) the

M n site,at (b) one ofthe nearest-neighbor As sites,and at

(c and d) one ofthe second-nearest-neighbor G a sites. The

shaded balls in each panel show the corresponding atom ic

sites, and the black ballshows the M n site. The M n core

spin is aligned with the z-axis ofthe lattice,and the z-axis

is aligned vertically. In this particular case,the spectra at

four nearest-neighbor sites are identical, and have two dif-

ferent functionalform s at the second-nearest-neighbor sites.

ThetotalLD O S isshown by thesolid lines.Thedashed lines

show the projectionsonto the two spin polarizations relative

to the M n core spin.The dotted linesshow the LD O S ofthe

bulk G aAs. The zero ofenergy is the valence m axim um of

bulk G aAs. The valence band LD O S ofbulk G aAs is m ore

concentrated attheAssitesthan attheG a sites,becausethe

LD O S is the density ofstates m odulated by the probability

density ofelectrons.FortheneutralM n dopant(correspond-

ing to bulk p-doped G a1� xM nxAs) only the highest energy

peak ofthethreelocalized peaksapparentabovein each panel

would be visible.

where �G (!) is the fullm atrix representation using all

atom ic orbitals at alllattice sites. The LDO S at each

siteR i isgiven by

A(R i;!) = �
1

�
Im

h

tr� Ĝ (R i;R i;!)

i

; (3)

wherethetr� istaken with respectto theorbitalsofthe

� atom , depending on which type of atom is actually

located atthe siteR i.

Todeterm inethevaluesofU0 and U1,we�rstconsider

the possibility thatthe potentialis nonzero only atthe

M n site (U1 = 0),and the size ofthe on-sitepotentialis

assum ed to be the sam e for allorbitals. W hen the M n

atom replacesa G a atom ,thestrength ofthison-sitepo-

tentialisestim ated to beU0 � 1 eV based on theenergy

di�erenceoftheionization energiesofG a (4s24p)and of

M n (3d54s4p),which areabout6 and 5 eV respectively.

Notonlyisthison-sitepotentialtooweaktobind anyac-

ceptorlevelin thegap,itisnotpossible(even with an un-



3

FIG .2: (color)The spatialstructureof(a)theM n acceptor

levelat113 m eV and of(b)the valence band LD O S at� 500
m eV.TheLD O S peaksarecentered attheM n atom ,and are

extended m ainly on the (001) plane. In (b),far away from

the M n site,the siteswith higherLD O S are occupied by the

Asatom ,and with lowerLD O S areoccupied by theG a atom .

W e have assum ed thatthe squared m odulus ofthe W annier

functionsto be a G aussian with a width ofhalfthe distance

between neighboring G a and Asatom s.

realisticallylargeon-sitepotential,U0 � 10eV)tobind a

holem orethan 60m eV abovethevalenceband edge.The

M n dopantintroducesan acceptorlevelat113m eV above

the valence band edge,therefore,the e�ective potential

m ustbeextended atleasttothefournearest-neighborAs

sites. Ifwe �x U 0 = 1 eV,and tune U1 to give the cor-

rectacceptorlevelenergy,the required nearest-neighbor

potentialisabout3:59 eV.Thisnearest-neighborpoten-

tialis too large to be accounted for by the tailofthe

screened Coulom b potential.The screened Coulom b po-

tentialat the nearest-neighborsites ofa singly charged

M n center is only about 0:5 eV,or even sm aller ifthe

system isdoped with carriers,asin ourcase.Therefore,

thelargee�ectivepotentialatthenearest-neighborsites

m ustresultfrom thehybridization oftheM n 3d-orbitals

and the host sp3-hybrids. The exchange interaction ef-

fectively pushes the valence-band states with the sam e

spin polarization asthe M n core spin into the gap.The

stateswith the opposite spin polarization essentially re-

m ain unperturbed.

Figure1showstheLDO S spectraattheM n siteand at

neighboring sites.In thisparticularcasewehavechosen

the M n core spin to align with one ofthe (100)crystal

axes(which isthe bulk easy axis[28]). Asa result,the

spectra atthe fournearest-neighborAssitesare identi-

caldue to the residualsym m etry operations ofC2 and

S4 about the crystalaxes. The twelve second-nearest-

neighborG a sitesare divided into two classeswith four

and eightsiteseach.Theacceptorstatesarealm ostfully
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FIG .3: Theorbitally resolved LD O S for(a)px + ipy,(b)pz

and (c) px � ipy orbitals. The M n core spin is aligned with

the z-axis. Each panelcontains four LD O S curves. From

top to bottom ,the curvesshow the LD O S at(i)the M n,(ii)

the nearest-neighbor (As) sites,and (iiiand iv) the second-

nearest-neighbor (G a) sites. Cases (iii) and (iv) correspond

to the con�gurations (c) and (d) in Fig.1 respectively. The

LD O S spectra are shifted by m ultiples ofone unitfor easier

visualization.

spin-polarized (parallelto the M n core spin) and split

into threeenergy levelsdueto thespin-orbitinteraction.

Forbulk n-doped G a1� xM nxAstheFerm ilevelliesabove

the upperacceptorstate,so the im purity isionized and

allthree levels would be visible in a tunneling experi-

m ent. Ifthe Ferm ilevellies below the upper acceptor

state,such asin bulk p-doped G a1� xM nxAs,then dueto

the electron-electron interaction only one localized state

willbe visible above the Ferm ileveland none below.

Due to band-bending at the surface it is often possible

to see both the ionized and neutraldopantsin the sam e

sam ple (as in Ref.21). As the M n core spin rotates,

the orbitalcharacterofthe acceptorstateschanges,but

the three energy levels rem ain the sam e within the sp3

m odel. There issom e experim entalevidence forthe ex-

istence ofthe two additionalacceptorenergy levels[29].

Thesigni�cantenhancem entofthespin-up LDO S contin-

uesinto thevalenceband to 1:5 eV below theband edge.

Thespin-polarized resonancesem ergeatan energy close

to the split-o� band top (� 350 m eV below the band

edge).O n theotherhand,thespin-down band isweakly

perturbed and non-resonant. Figure 1 (c) and (d) also

show that the large enhancem ent of the valence band

LDO S extends to the second-nearest neighbors. From

the spectralweightofthe acceptorstate,� 5% ateach

Assite,weestim atethep-d exchangeinteraction �N 0 to

be 2

5
U1 � 20% � � 0:3 eV,within a factor of3 ofthat

obtained from transportm easurem ents(seeChapter1 in

Ref.6). The discrepancy m ay com e from the enhanced

LDO S near the M n spin,which is not included in the
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FIG .4:Splitting ofthe acceptorlevels.The leftpanelshows

the spectra at the M n site with two M n dopants separated

by (a)(0;0;3)and (b)(� 3=2;3=2;0).The dashed line shows

the spectrum when there is only one M n dopant. In (b)the

two splitpeaksofthe113 m eV levelareindicated by thetwo

heavy-line segm ents. The right panelshows the am ount of

the splitting ofthe 113 m eV level. O ne ofthe M n atom s is

located atthe(0;0;0)site(bottom -leftcorner),and theother

is at one ofthe circles. The num ber in the circle shows the

splitting energy in m eV.Both M n corespinsarealigned with

the z-axis.The black dotsshow the Assites.

transportm odeling.

ThespatialstructureoftheLDO S isfurtherillustrated

in Fig.2.Forthe M n potentialused here,the upperac-

ceptorstateispeaked attheM n site.Theratio between

the peak heightsatthe M n and atthe nearest-neighbor

As sites is related to the strength ofU0 and U1. G en-

erally,increasing the potentialstrength at one site re-

duces the spectralweightat the sam e site. The degree

ofacceptor-statelocalization apparentin Fig.2 isdeter-

m ined largely by the e�ective band m assesofthe G aAs

host,which are dependenton the tight-binding param e-

tersofRef.27.Ifthespin isaligned with thez axis,the

upperm ostacceptorstateisspatially extended in thex-y

plane,because the orbitalcharacter,shown in Fig.3,is

px + ipy.

W ealsocalculatetheLDO SfortwonearbyM ndopants

by inverting the Dyson equation fora two-im purity po-

tential.W hen thetwo M n corespinsareparallel,theac-

ceptorstatescentered atthe two M n sitesinterfere,and

further split into \bonding" and \antibonding" states.

W hen the two M n core spinsareantiparallel,one ofthe

U1 term sactson spin-down As-orbitals,and the poten-

tialfor the spin-up (down) states atone M n site is the

sam e as for the spin-down (up) states at the other M n

site. Therefore,the acceptorstates rem ain in three de-

generate levels. The splitting ofthe acceptor levelfor

two parallelM n core spins can be used as a probe for

the range ofinteraction between M n dopants. Figure 4

showsthe long-ranged nature ofthe interaction. Italso

showstheanisotropyoftheinteraction resultingfrom the

spin-orbitinteraction.Becausetheacceptorstatehasan

orbitalcharacterm ore extended in the plane perpendic-

ular to the M n core spin,the splitting ofthe acceptor

levelisthe largestwhen the M n core spinsare oriented

perpendicularto the axisthatjoinsthem .

In sum m ary we have presented calculations of the

LDO S near M n in G aAs. The p-d hybridization in-

ducesspin-polarized resonancesthatenhance the LDO S

near the valence band edge. The spin-orbit interaction

splitstheacceptorlevel,and introducesanisotropytothe

M n-M n interaction in addition to thecrystalanisotropy.

The rangeofthe M n-M n interaction isshown to extend

through severallattice constants.Forquantitative com -

parisonswith STS m easurem ents,signi�cantsurface ef-

fectsareexpected foraM n atom atthetop layerbecause

theM n atom hasonelessAsneighbor,and thehybridiza-

tion changes.However,ithasbeen reported thatdopant

atom sasdeep asin the �fth layerare seen by STS [21],

and the spectra for these cases should closely resem ble

the bulk.
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