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M agnetization steps M ST'’s) from M n® pairs In several singlke crystals of Zn; x M nyO
(0:0056 x 0030), and in one powder (x=0:029), were cbserved. They were used to detem ine
the four largest exchange constants (largest J’s), and the single—ion axial anisotropy param eter, D
The largest two exchange constants, J1=ks = 182 05K and Ji=kp= 243 06K, were obtained
from large peaks in the di erential susceptibility, dM =dH , m easured in pulsed m agnetic elds, H ,
up to 500 kO e. These two largest J’s are associated w ith the two inequivalent classes of nearest
neighbors (NN ’s) in the wurtzite structure. The 29% di erence between J; and Jf is substantially
larger than 13% in Cd; x M nkS,and 15% in Cd; x M nySe. The pulsed- eld data also indicate that,
despite the direct contact betw een the sam ples and a super uid-helum bath, substantial departures
from them alequilbriuim occurred during the 74 m s pulse. T he third-and Purth-largest J’s were
determ ined from the m agnetization M at 20m K , m easured in dcm agnetic eldsH up to 90 kO e.
Both eld orlentationsH kcand H k [L1010]were studied. (The [1010] direction is perpendicular to
the caxis, 0001].) By de nition, neighbors which are not NN ’s are distant neighbors O N '’s). The
largest DN exchange constant (third-largest overall), has the value J=kg = 0:543 0:005 K, and is
associated wih the DN at r=c. Because this is not the closest DN, this result in plies that the
J’s do not decrease m onotonically w ith the distance r. T he second-largest DN exchange constant
(fourth-largest overall), has the value J=kg 0:080 K . It is associated w ith one of the two classes
of neighbors that have a coordination num ber z,= 12, but the evidence is insu cient for a de nite
unigque choice. The dependence of M on the direction of H gives D =kg= 0:039 0008 K, in fair
agreement with 0031 K from earlier EPR work.

PACS numbers: 7550Ee, 71.70Gm , 75.10.Jm , 75.60 E j

I. NTRODUCTION

The m ost extensively studied diluted m agnetic sem
conductors DM S’s) are IIV Im aterials @ BV !, where
A=17n;Cd, B=S;Se;Te) in whjchl,some of the cations
have been replaced by m anganese The m agnetization—
step M ST) method is one of the m ost e ective tech-
nigques of m easuring antiferrom agnetic (AF) exchange
constants in DM S’s£€ T his technique has been used to
determ ine nearest-neighbor NN ) and distant neighbor
ON) exchange,constants n several VI DM S's w ith
the zincblndd®f and wurtzite®? structures. Rele-
vant theoretical treatm ents of these exchange constants
constants, the M ST method gives inform ation about
m agnetic anisotropies, and about the distrdbution of the

m agnetic ions in the crystal, on a length scale of several
atom ic din ensions.

A new classof IIVIDM S’s based on Zn0O , especially
Zn; x M n,O, has attracted attention recently because
theoretical calculations suggested the possibility of fer-
rom agnetisn above 300 K in p-type sam ples?? E xperi-
mentalworkson epitaxialthin In sofZn; x M n,O gave
di erent results: ferrom agnetism was reported in Ref. :L4|
but according to Ref. :_L§ the largest exchange constant
is antiferrom agnetic, J=kg 15K . In the present work,
M ST ’s from severalZn; x M n,O sihgl crystals, and from
one pow der sam ple, were used to detem ine the largest
four exchange constants. T he single-ion axial anisotropy
param eter D was also determm ined.
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FIG.1l: The wurtzite crystal structure. The large white
spheres are the cations, the an allblack spheres are the anions.
T he \central cation" is labeled as X . O ne exam ple of each of
the neighbor classes in Tabl :_I is indicated by the number n
specifying that class.

TABLE I: Classi cation ofneighbors in the vicinity ofa \cen—
tral cation" in the hcp cation structure. T he neighbor class
is speci ed by n. The distance of such a neighbor from the
central cation, In the idealhcp structure, is r, . The coordi-
nation num ber z, isthe num ber ofneighbors of classn which
surround the central cation. The fourth row gives altema-—
tive designations for the exchange constants J (n), eg., the
exchange constant J (4) for a neighbor ofthe classn= 4 isdes-
ignated as J). The superscripts \in" and \out" distinguish
between equidistant but Inequivalent neighbors: those in the
sam e cplane and those in di erent cplanes. The dipole-
dipole interaction constant (g s )2=r§ , expressed in kelvin, is
for tlﬁ]a_ttﬂce param eter a of ZnO , but using the ideal ratio

c=a= 8=3.
n 1] 2| 3 ].4 5] 6] 7 8
rm=a 1 2|7 8=3 3 T 11=3
Zn 6 6 6 2 6| 12 12 6
J@) | I&| I 3, NS Js
2
(g;) 0073 | 0026| 0:017| 0014 0:010 | 0009

II. CRYSTAL STRUCTURE AND
CLASSIFICATION OF NEIGHBORS

A . Classi cation ofN eighbors by C lasses

T he hexagonalw urtzite structure ofZn0O (space group
P 63m c) is shown in Fjg.-r}:. T he cations, (open circles)
form an hexagonal closepacked (hcp) structure. The
cation m arked by X ischosen asthe \centralcation." The
other cations are often classi ed by their distances from
the centralcatjon, ie., nearest neighbors NN ’s), second—
neighbors, etctd A m apr shortcom ing of the classi ca-
tion by distance, is that in the (ideal) hop structure som e
equidistant cations are not equivalent from symm etry

point of view . Equidistant but symm etry-inequivalent
cations have di erent isotropic exchange constants.

T he classi cation of neighbors by sym m etry, instead
of distance, is discussed in Refs. d and 3. In this clas-
si cation, neighbors are divided Into \classes." Neigh-
bors ofthe sam e classhave the follow Ing property: W hen
cation sites are occupied by m agnetic ions, neighbors of
the sam e class have the sam e isotropic #H eisenberg) ex—
change Interaction w ith the m agnetic ion at the central
site. The exchange constant J is therefore the sam e for
allneighbors of the sam e class. T he underlying reason is
that all pairs of cation sites consisting of the central site
and a neighbor of a given class are related to each other
by operations of the space group of the cation structure.
Interactions other than isotropic exchange som etin es =
quire distinctions betw een neighbors of the sam e clhsstd

P roperties of several classes of neighbors are given in
Table :'I The num ber n, which is the same as in Ref.-'_ﬂ,
speci es the neighbor class. Note that n=1 and n=2
are two inequivalent classes of NN 's. As can be seen In
Fig. :_]:, n=1 corresponds to \in plane" NN'’s (ie. NN's
w hich are in the sam e cplane), w hereasn= 2 corresoonds
to \out of plane” NN ’s. T he distanges in Tablke|l are or
the dealhcp structure, wih cca= 8=3, where a is the
NN distance. A neighbor of the symm etry class n=3
corresponds to a second neighbor in the classi cation by
distance. Neighbors of class n=4 are reached from the
central cation by m oving a distance ¢ along the caxis.
They are the closest neighbors along the hexagonal di-
rection. Neighbors of classes n=5 and n= 6 are equidis—
tant but are inequivalent by symm etry. The rem aining
neighbor classes In Tabl [, n=7 and n= 8, are ncluded
in Fig.d. The parameter z, in Tabk I is the \coordi-
nation number," ie., the num ber of neighbors of class n
surrounding the central cation.

T he notation for the exchange constants J’s associated
w ith di erent neighbors has been evolving, to accom m o—
date newer classi cations of these J’s. In early woiks,
when neighbors were classi ed by their distance r, the
notation for the J’s also was based on distance: J; for
NN'’s, J; for next-nearest (second)neighbors, J3, for third
neighbors, etc. For IIVI DM S’s wih the zincblnde
structure (foc cation lattice) this notation is still quite
usefil because each of the eight shortest distances r is
associated w ith a unique neighbor class n (see footnote
115 in Ref.:_Z!n) . However, the distancedbased notation is
totally nadequate forDM S’sw ith the wurtzite structure
(hcp cation structure). In the ideal hcp structure, the
shortest distance r already corresponds to two classes of
NN'’s, with di erent J’s.

An early apparent advantage ofithe distancebased no—

tation Hllowed from the prediction®? that them agnimides
(sizes) of the J's decrease m onotonically w ith Increasing
r. If true, this prediction would have m ade the classi —
cation by distance equivalent to a classi cation by size-
H ow ever, later theoriest%!% and recent experin entspt’:
Indicate that there is no sin ple correspondence betw een
size and distance.



T he di erent notations for the J’s that are used In the
present work serve di erent needs. The sin plest nota-
tion, J (n), associates the J’sw ith the neighbor classesn
listed in Table . For exam ple, J (4) is the exchange con—
stant w ith a neighbor of the class n=4. The disadvan-
tages ofthisnotation isthat neitherthe relevant distance
r nor the ranking by size are inm ediately obvious. _

An alemative notation, sin ilar to that in Ref. :_L§‘, is
given in the urth row of Tabk |I. This notation too
isbased on division of neighbors into symm etry classes,
but i also gives som e Inform ation about the distance r.
Instead of the num ber n, the neighbor class is speci ed
by a com bination of subscripts and superscripts. T he in—
form ation about distance is given by the num erical value
of the subscript, which increases w ith increasing r. For
the sam e subscript, the superscripts \in" and \out" are
used to distinguish betw een equidistant but inequivalent
neighbor classes. Thus, J{* and JU* are the J's for the
two classes of NN'’s. A prim e is added as a superscript
to indicate that the distance r is approxim ately, but not
exactly, the sam e as for an unprin ed exchange constant
w ith the sam e subscript. For exam ple, the exchange con—
stants for the neighbor classes n=7 and n= 8, whose dis-
tances di er by only 4% , are designated as JJ and Jy,
respectively.

B . Classi cation of E xchange C onstants by Size

T he preceding two notations for the J’s were both
based on the division ofneighbors into sym m etry classes.
T his classi cation, however, has a seriouspracticaldraw —
back. Quite offten the m agnitude (size) of an exchange
constant ism easured before the neighbor classw ith which
it is associated is determ ined. P rior to such a detem i~
nation, any notation based on the neighbor class is not
usefil. Tt is then m ore practical to adopt a notation that
is based prim arily on the ranking of the J’s by size. ITn
the present work, only the four largest J’s were m ea—
sured. The chosen designations of these J’s in tem s of
their sizes are as ollow s:

1. The largest two exchange constants are labeled
J; and JY, with J; chosen (arbitrarily) to be the
an aller of the two. T hese two exchange constants
are associated w ith the two inequivalent classes of
NN'’s. In the present work i has not been deter-
m ined which of the two corresponds to J® and
which to JPUt.

2.By de nition, any exchange constant J w hich isnot
associated w ith either of the two classes of NN s is
a distantneighbor DN ) exchange constant. The
largest DN exchange constant (third-largest over—
all) is called J @), the second-largest DN exchange
constant (Burth-largest overall) is called J©) .

The assignment of 7@ and J© to specic neighbor
classes is a maPpr task class that will be discussed In
detail.

III. EXPERIM ENTAL
A . Samples

Single crystalsofZn; x M nyO (0:0056 x 0:030) were
grow n by chem ical vapor transport using chlorine as the
trangporting agent. T he grow th tem perature was 900°C .
TheM n concentration x was obtained using three m eth—
ods:

1.From the Curie constant, obtained from a t of
the susceptibility between 200 and 300 K to a sum
of a CurieW eiss susceptibility and a constant 4
representing the lattice diam agnetisn . T he values
S=5=2 and g= 20016 Ref. 19) r the Mn** ion
were used.

2.From the apparent saturation valueM ¢ ofthem ag—
netization. T he determ ination ofM 5 (also known
as the \technical saturation value") is discussed In
Sec.:y-:. The relation between x and M 5 was dis-
cussed n Refs. @ and 20, am ong others. T his rela-
tion isbased on the assum ption ofa random distri-
bution ofthe M n ions over the cation sites.

3.From atom ic em ission spectroscopy wih induc—
tively coupled plasna (ICP-AES).

Tablk .‘_.F-Z]: com pares the results of the three m ethods.
T he good agreem ent indicates that the apparent satura-
tion value M s is consistent w ith a random distribution of
theM n ions. T he last colum n in Table I} gives the chosen
values ofx that w illbe used to labelthe various sam ples,
nam ely, x= 0:0056;0021;0:029; and 0:030. T hese values
w ill also be used in the data analysis.

X -ray pow der di raction data were obtained on sn all
portions of the sam ples w ith x= 0:0056;0:021 and 0:030.
T hese data w ere taken w ith a B rukerm odel\D 8 D iscover
wih GADD S" spectrom eter, using CuK radiation.A 1l
the pow der di raction pattems were In good agreem ent
w ith the wurtzite structure (space group P 6sm c). No
other crystallographic phase was detected.

T he sam ples used In m easurem ents of the m agnetiza—
tion M , and ofthe di erentialsusceptibility dM =dH , had
linear dimensions of 2 to 4 mm . The only exoception
was one set of pulsed- eld data on a powder cbtained
by crushing the single crystalw ith x= 0:029. Pulsed—- eld
data on that single crystal were obtained before it was
crushed.

B . M agnetization m easurem ents

T hree types of m agnetization m easurem ents w ere per—
form ed:

1. Themagnetization M at T=20mK wasm easured
In dcmagnetic elds up to 90 kOe. These data
were taken wih a force m agnetom eter operating



TABLE II: M n concentration, x, as obtained from : 1) the ap—
parent saturation valueM g, 2) the susceptibility between 200
and 300 K, and 3) atom ic em ission spectroscopy w ith induc-
tively coupled plasna (ICP-AES).The \best value" B V .) is
the value adopted in the text.

Sam ple XM s) x(Suscept.) x(ICP-AES) xB V.
A 0:0056 0:0057 0:005 0:0056
B 0:0210 0:0208 0:021 0021
C 0:0291 0:0286 | 0:029
D 0:0305 0:0283 0:030 0030

In a plastic dilution refrigerator. The experin ental
techniques were described earlier?l Them agnetic
eld H was either parallel to the caxis, or parallel
to the [1010]direction (one ofthe directionsperpen—
dicular to the caxis.) The dc m agnetic eld was
produced by a NDbT isuperconductingm agnet. Sev—
eraltraces of M vs.H , .n both Increasing and de-
creasing H , were taken for each experim ental con—
guration. A llsuch tracesw ere sin ilar, and showed
no hysteresis. They were averaged In order to in —
prove the signal/noise ratio in the nalresul.

2.Them agnetizationM wasm easured at 0:65 K in dc

eldsup to 170 kO e. The sam ples were inm ersed

in a liquid *He bath. A vibrating sam ple m agne—

tom eter (VSM ) operating in an 18-tesh sapercon—

ducting m agnet (Nb3Sn w ire) was used 24 Agan,

no hysteresis was observed, and traces were aver—
aged to in prove the signal/noise ratio.

3. The di erential susceptibility dM =dH was m ea—
sured In pulsed m agnetic eldsup to 500kO e. Theg
experin ental techniques were described earlierf
The pulse duration was 74 ms. The sampl was
in direct contact with a liquid *He bath man-
tained at a tem perature Tpmm=1:5 K. However,
the data showed that despie the direct contact,
the sam ple was not in them al equilbrium w ith
the liquid-helium bath during the pulse. Such non-
equilbrium ¢ sctsw,ere found in earlierpulsed— eld
experin ents232423£9

Iv. NN EXCHANGE CONSTANTS FROM
PULSED FIELD DATA

A . NN Exchange Constants

Fjgure:_z shows dM =dH wvs.H for the sihglke crystal
wih x=0:029. This trace is from the eld-down por—
tion of a pulse wih a maxinum eld of 500 kOe. The
tw o prom lnent peaks at high elds, labeled as 1 and 1°,
correspond to two M ST ’s. The expanded view of these
two peaks, shown in Fig. d indicates that both peaks
have sin ilar heights and widths. The maxima are at

an Mn O '
=X X
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FIG .2: Dierentialsusceptibility dM =dH fora single crystal
with x=0:029, measured in pulsed elds. These resuls are
for the \down" portion of the pulse (decreasing H ), w ith the
m agnetic eld parallel to the caxis. The two large peaks, 1
and 1°, are attrbuted to the two nequivalent NN pairs. T he
an allpeaks Q and F are discussed in the text.

dM/dH
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FIG .3: Thehigh eld portion ofthe resuls In Fig. |2. The
raw experin ental data, from Fig. IQ. are represented by the
dotted curve. The solid curve was obtained by subtracting
a linear baseline. The two dom Inant peaks 1 and 1° are at-
trbbuted to the two nequivalent NN pairs in the wurtzie
structure.

H;=275kOe and H )=367 kOe. These two peaks were
not resolved In the up portion ofthis eld pulse.

P ulsed- eld m easurem entswere also perform ed on sin—
gle crystals with x= 0021 and 0:030, and on a powder
obtained by crushing the single crystalw ith x= 0:029 (@f-
ter the data in F igs. g and -'_3" were obtained). In allcases
the large peaks, 1 and 1°, were resolved in the down por—
tion ofthe pulse. H owever, in the up portion ofthe pulse
these peakswerewellresolved only in the follow ing situa—
tions: a) forthepowder sam ple, n all eld pulses, and b)



for the single crystalw ith x= 0:029 when the m axin um
eld was 420 kO g, as com pared to 500 kO e for the pulse
in Fng'_Z T hese results are explained later.

Based on the data n all sam ples, the two largeM ST ’s
observed In pulsed elds are at H ;=270 8 kOe and
H J=362 8 kO e. Because the uncertainties in these two
values are correlated, the uncertainty in the di erence is
much smaller, ie, @Y H;1)=92 2kOe. The average is
H.=H+ H,)=2=316 8kOe.

Earlier, data for other DM S’s wih the wurtzite
structurd® showed that: a) each M ST from NN pairs
splits into a doublet, corresponding to the two inequiv—
alent classes 0ofNN'’s, and b) the two corresponding ex—
change constants, Jf and J1, are the largest. The two
large M ST’s at H? and H; are therefore attributed to
the two nequivalent NN pairs2?

For M n®" pairs with intra-pair exchange constant J,
the m agnetic eldsH , at theM ST ’s are given by?

g gHy =207 @)

deviations from Eq. (-'14'), caused by anisotropies and DN

Interactions, tum out to be an aller than the experim ental
uncertaintiesin H; and H {. Usingn=1 and g= 2:0016,we
obtained J;=kg= 182 05K and J'=kg= 243 05K.
Unfortunately, i was not possble to conclide which of
the two exchange constants is Ji” and which is JP"%. Tn
the case of Cd; x M nySepf the smaller of the two NN

exchange constants, de ned here as J;, was identi ed

as JPU%, and the larger as J. This identi cation was
based on the e ect ofthe D zyaloshinkiiM oriya OM ) In—
teraction on the w idths ofthe M ST ’s, and i also agreed
w ith Larson’s prediction %8 m the present work the ef-
fect ofthe DM interaction was not apparent in the data,
presum ably because this Interaction decreases rapidly as
the atom ic num ber of the anion degreases, ie. much
am aller for oxygen than Hr selenim 29 A ¥hough direct
evidence is lacking, based on the experim ental result for
Cd; x M ny,Se and on the theory, we speculate that in the
present m aterialtoo, J15 Jf** and J=J;".

As discussed earlierf the dom inant superexchange
path for both classes 0of NN '’s, which is through the in—
tervening anion, is the same. The dierence between
J and J't is attrbuted to dierences in the other
exchange paths whose contrbution is snaller. In the
present material J 1= P& JU5is 29% of the aver—
age 31=kB= 212 05 K. This percentage di erence
should be oompalned to 13% in Cd; x MnyS, and 15%
in Cd; x M ngSed?

B . Other Features of the Pulsed-F ield D ata

Fjgure'g also show stwo an allpeaks, labeled asQ and
F . Com puter simn ulations indicate that these peaks are
due In part to M ST ’s from quartets (tetram ers). Each
of these quartets consists of Hur soins that are coupled
by som e combination of J; and/or Jf exchange bonds.

O ther possble contrbutions to these an all peaks m ay
be due to crossrelaxation prpogsses that can occur In
the absence of equilibrium 24848l The non-equiliorium

behavior n pulsed elds, including crosstrelaxation, w ill
be discussed in a Jaterpublication. Very brie y, the cross
relaxation processes that m ay contrbute to Q are sim i
lar to those discussed in Ref. ',_3-]_: In connection w ith the
second-ham onic peak P;_,. The cross relaxation pro—
cess that may contribute to F involves two NN pairs
of di erent classes. The latter process is m ost rapid at
H.;= H?+ H)=2, where the energy separation between
the two lowest levels for one class of NN pair m atches
that for the other class of NN pair.

The widths of peaks 1 and 1° provide convincing ev—
dence for other types of non-equilbriim processes, as—
sociated with a phonon-bottleneck, which restricts the
sam ple-to-bath heat ow 242983838489 From Fig.d, the
full width at half height of either of these two peaks is
14 kO e. Thisvalue should be com pared w ith a m Inim um
equilbriim width of39k0O e at Ty =15 K . In addition
to narrow w idths, peaks 1 and 1° also show a pronounced
asym m etry which is characteristic of non-equilbrium be-
havior resulting from a phonon bottleneck. The 14 kO e
w idth at half height is the sum 0f 5:5 kO e from the rise
and 8:5 kO e from the BRIl (The data in Fig.d are rde-
creasing H , so that the rise corresponds to elds above
the maxinum of dM =dH , and the fall corresponds to

eldsbelow them axinum .) Both the narrow Ing and the
asymm etry are predicted from m odels for the phonon
bottleneck .

T he phonon bottleneck also accounts for the di culty
of resolving the peaks 1 and 1° during the up portion of
the eld pulse. At the begihning of the pulse the m ag-
netocaloric e ect associated w ith the alignm ent of the
singles causes the sam ple to wam . T his heating is basi-
cally the inverse of cooling by adiabatic dem agnetization,
except that it isnot fully adiabatic. To observe the peaks
1 and 1% much of this heat must be transferred to the
bath before these peaks are reached. In the up portion of
the pulse the peaks are reached earlier than in the down
portion. Apparently, in the case of the single crystals an
Insu cient am ount of heat w as transferred before reach—
Ing these peakson theway up. T he peakswere therefore
not resolved in the up portion ofthe pulse. Lowering the
maxinum eld ofthe pulse kads to a slight delay ofthe
tin e when the peaks are reached on the way up, which
In proves the chance of resolving these peaks. A more
drastic change occursw hen a single crystalis crushed into
powder. T he resulting m uch larger surface/volum e ratio
In proves the sam ple-to-bath heat ow substantially, and
the peaks are also resolved in the up portion ofthe pulse.

A nother phenom enon seen in Fjg.-'_ﬂ is that (for de—
creasing H ) a rapid rise of dM =dH occurs below about
50kOe. Thisrise isdueto M ST 's from clusters in which
the spinsare coupled by DN exchange constants. The de-
termm nation ofthese DN exchange constants is the m ain
topic In the rem ainder of the paper.
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FIG .4: M agnetization traces for Zn; x M nyO crystals with
x=0:0056, 0:021 and 0:030 at T=0:65 K. These data were
taken In dc magnetic elds. A (m Inor) correction for the
lattice diam agnetism is inclided.

V. DC MAGNETIZATION AT 0.65 K

Figure :ff show s m agnetization curves at 065 K, m ea—
sured In dcm agnetic elds up to 170 kOe. A s already
noted, there was no hysteresis in any of the data taken
n dc elds. The curves in Fig. 'ﬂ: exhibit the expected
behavior? Above 50 kO e them agnetization M show s an
apparent saturation (\technicalsaturation"). T he appar-
ent saturation value M ¢ is lower than the true saturation
valie M (. The latter is expected to be reached In elds
substantially above 170 kO e. The relation between M ¢
and x wasused In Sec.:_]]-_:t as one ofthe three m ethods of
detem Ining x. An expanded view of the upper portion
of each of the curves in Fig. :fJ: does not show any M ST
between 50 and 170 kO e. (T hem agnetization change as-
sociated w ith the smallpeak Q in Fig.d is estin ated to
beabout 02% . Thisan allchangew asnot resolved in any
ofthe dcdata forx  0:03). The absence of detectable
M ST ’s In the dc data between 50 and 170 kO e indicates
that allM ST 's from DN pairs occur below 50 kO e.

A feature ofFjg.:fi which ism ost ocbvious for x= 0:030
is a m agnetization \ram p" ending slightly above 40 kO e.
M agnetization ram ps are produced by the coalescence of
broadened M ST ’s2 The ram p ending jist above 40 kO e
is due to the coalescence of M ST ’s from clusters nvolv—
ing the lJargest DN exchange constant, de ned earlier as
J @ . TheseM ST 'swere not resolved at 065 K , but were
resolved at 20mK .

T T
Zn; Mn O
XX
x=0.029
T=20mK -
§ —Hjec
= 0E HOc
I
E =
0.4 1 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60
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FIG. 5: M agnetization traces for x= 0029 measured at

T=20mK with H ? c (along the [1010]direction) and H k c.
T hem agnetization was corrected for the lattice diam agnetian
and nom alized to is technical saturation valie M 5.
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FIG .6: Expanded viewsof (@) the ow eld portion, and'do)
the high eld portion of the m agnetization traces n F ig. §

VI. DN EXCHANGE CONSTANTS AND
SINGLE-ION ANISOTROPY FROM 0.02K DATA

A . OverallV iew ofthe dc M agnetization at 20 m K

Fjgure-r_ﬂ show s 20 mK data for x=0:029, taken both
with H kcand H ? c. These data are nom alized to
the technical saturation value, M g, and are corrected for
the lattice diam agnetian . E xpanded view s of portions of
these data are shown in FJg:_é Them ain features are:

1.M rdsesquickly at ow elds. Thisinitial fast rise is
typical It ism ainly due to the alignm ent of singles
™ n®* ions with no signi cant exchange coupling
to other M n* ions) 2

2.The initial fast rise of M  is followed by a ramp
which ends near 5 or 6 kOe, depending on eld
direction. This ram p :I'S shown m ore clearly in the
expanded view ofFjg.-_é(a).

3.A second ram p, sn aller In height but spread over
a larger eld interval, llows the rst ramp. The



second ram p ends near 40 kOe. Just above this
eld,M reachestechnical saturation.

4. Them agnetization dependson eld direction. This
anisotropic behavior ism ore obvious at low H .

Each of the twa ram ps is due to the coalescence of
broadened M ST ’s? A well de ned ram p usually corre—
soonds to one series of M ST’s. The high—eld end of
such a ram p isnearthe last M ST from this serdes, and i
can be used to estim ate the relevant exchange constant
J. A more accurate value for J can be obtained if the
M ST ’s on the ram p are well resolved.

The end of the second ram p, near 40 kO e, lads to
the estinate J@=ky 05 K fr the largest DN ex-
change constant. The end ofthe rst ramp, near 6 kO e,
gives T®=kzy 008 K. To inprove on these rough es-
tin ates i is necessary to exam ine the M ST s which give
rise to each ram p, taking into acoount the relevant weak
anisotropic Interactions.

B. C luster M odels and A nisotropies

C lusterm odelsplay a key role i, analysis ofM ST ’s in—
voling DN exchange interactions® D etailed mm ation
about cluster m odels and their statistical properties is
given In Ref.-'_j. In the present work, only the lJargest two
DN exchange constants, J @ and J©, were determ ined.
T he cluster m odels that were used in the data analysis
depended on the eld range ofthe data:

1.For eldsbelow 8kOe, both J? and J® are im -
portant. These exchange constants correspond to
two classes of DN ’s, but the identity of neither of
these two classes was known at the beginning of
the analysis. Therefore, the cluster m odels used
for this eld range included: a) the two classes of
NN's, and b) any possbl two classes ofDN's se—
Jected from the six classes listed in Tablke J.

2. Because the m agnetization above 10 kO e is hardly
a ected by J @, the cluster m odels for the eld
range from 10 to 50 kO e mnvolved only the one
classofa DN associated with J @), and thetwo NN
classes associated w ith J; and J7. A 1l six possble
choices for the class forthe DN were tried.

3. Analysis of the data between 50 kO e and 90 kO e
was based prin arily on a m odel which inclided
only the two NN exchange constants. Sim ulations
of the m agnetization curves showed that in this

eld range the e ectsofthe DN exchange constants
J® and J©® were very am all

In addition to the exchange interactions, two
anisotropieswere also lnclided in the analysis: single—ion
anisotropy, and dipole-dipole (dd) anisotropy. Thee ects
of these anisotropieson the M ST 's (or ram p) from pairs
becom e m ore pronounced as the m agnitude 7 j of the

relevant Intra-pair exchange constant decreases. T hat is,
the e ects caused by the anisotropies are very an all for
theM ST 'sorigihating from NN pairsofeitherclass; sm all
but easily detected for the M ST'’s (ram p) from pairs in—
voling J ?; and very pronounced fortheM ST ’s (ram p)
from pairs nvolving J ).

The single-ion anisotropy can be described by the
ham iltonian

a
DSZ+ g(Sj§+ Se+ 52);

where the z direction is along the caxis. From

E lectronic Param agnetic Resonancgee EPR) at 77 K,
D=ks= 31mK and a=kg=03mK L4 Because the tem

nvolving a is relatively am all, i was neglected in the
present work. Values of the dd anisotropy constant for
di erent classes of pairs are given In Tablk ﬁ They are
based on a sin plem odelin which the two spins in a pair
are represented by two points separated by 1, .

C. Resultsat 20 m K and their A nalysis

1. ODbjctives

T he two ob fctives of the experim ents at 20m K were:
1) to determ fne the values of J®, 3%, and D, and 2)
to identify the DN classes associated with @ and 7.
T he analysis consisted of a num ber of steps taken in se—
quence. In what llows, each step in this sequence is
outlined, and the resuls are summ arized. The m ain as—
sum ption in the analysisisthat theM n ionsare random ly
distributed over the cation sites.

2. Procdures for Identifying DN classes

T he general procedure of associating DN constants of
known m agnitudesw ith di erent possible classes of DN ’s
nvolves com parisons between experiy,gntal m agnetiza—
tion curves and com puter sin ulations2? Separate sin u—
lations are carried out for all com peting possibilities for
the DN classes. The six DN classes listed in Tabke T lead
to 6 5= 30 possbilities forthetwo DN classes associated
wih 3@ and J© . (Interchanging the order of the two
classes of DN ’s leads to a new possbility.)

In the present work these laborious sim ulations were
postponed, because a prelin inary identi cation of the
DN classes was possibl based on a sin pler, and m ore
physical, procedure. Two favorable circum stances per—
m ited the sin pler procedure: a large di erence In the
m agnitudes of T @ and J®, and the availability of data
fora sample w ith a very an allx.

For the lowest M n concentration, x= 00056, the ram p
which ends near 40 kO e is due prin arily to J @ pairs.
To a good approxin ation, the total m agnetization rise

M @ associated with this ramp is therefore related to
the fraction of M n ions which are in such pairs. This
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FIG. 7: M agnetization trace for x=0:0056, obtained at
T=20mK wih H ? c. The ordinate m is the m agnetiza—

tion M nom alized to the technical saturation valueM . This
gure illustrates the procedure used to estin ate the contribu-

tion m % tom from alJ? clusters, and the contribution
m @ tom from alldJ® clisters.

fraction can be calculated for any possble choice of the
DN class associated with J?, so that M @ for any
choice can be calculated and com pared w ith experin ent.
Inclusion of J @ triplets, in addition to J ? pairs, in the
calculation of M @) m akes the com parison even m ore
reliable.

U sing the statisticaltables in Ref. :;, the contribution
ofpairsand tripktsto M © was calulated or each of
the six possble choices of the DN associated with J©@ .
Only one of these choices agreed w ith the experin en—
talvalie of M @ | Thus, a unique identi cation of the
cluster class associated w ith J @ wasachieved. A sin ilar
procedure was also used for a prelin nary identi cation
ofthe DN responsible or J ), but in that case two pos—
sble DN classes gave good agreem ent w ith experin ent,
so that a unigue choice could not bem ade. The full nu-
m erical sin ulations, for all the sam pks, carried out at
the end of the analysis, con m ed the prelin inary iden-
ti cations of the DN classes on the basis of the data for
x= 00056.

3. DN C lass Responsible orJg®

The procedure of extracting the experin ental ratio
m= M=M  from the data, for the ramps associ-
ated with J% and 7%, is illustrated in FJg-'j For
the higher-eld ramp, associated with J %@, it gives
M @M =13% for x=00056. The theoretical value
of M @)= is obtained by multiplying (M @' )
by ™ (=M ). The rst ratio depends on the DN classn
that corresponds to J@) . For each possble n, this ra-
tio was obtained from probability tables for pairs and

u:ip]et's that nvolve only the exchange constant for class
n _B]. T he probabilities are based on a clusterm odelthat
Inclidesonly the two classesof NN ‘sand the DN classn.
T he second ratio, M oMs), was calculated from the so—
called NN clister m odel2 in which only the two classes
of NN ’s are included.

Foram allx the calculated ratioof M ®'=M , increases
as the coordination number z, increases. This depen—
dence on z, isthe key for identifying the DN class that
corresponds to J ). For x=0:0056 the calculated val
uesof M “®=M , are: 1:39% forthe only DN classw ith
zn=2; between 31% and 42% HOr the three possble
classesw ith z,= 6; and 6:1% for the two possible classes
wih z,=12. The experin ental value 1:3% agrees only
wih z,=2, which corresponds to n=4 in Tablk g In
the idealwurtzite structure such a DN is reached from
the \central" cation by m oving a distance ry=c= 8=3a
along the caxis (seeF J'g.-r_]:) .In Tab]e:_ithe exchange con—
stant J (4) or n=4 is designated as JJ. It is notew orthy
that this largest DN exchange constant isnot forthe DN
that is closest to the centralgation. The closest DN isof
class n= 3, at a distance r3= 2a. T hus, the m agnitudes
of the exchange constants do not decrease m onotonically
with distance. This non-m onotonic dependence on dis-
tance was predicted by som e theeries 124 and has been
cbserved experin entally earlier 247

4. Values ofJg and D

The values for JJ and D were cbtained from analysis
of the well resolved M ST ’s on the ram p associated w ith
J @ =739 (see part () ofF ig.i6). These M ST ’s stand out
m ore clearly in the derivative dm =dH of the nom alized
m agnetizationm M =M s,shownjnFjg.:g.ForthJ:eeof
the oursam plesin this gurethedataare forbothH ? ¢
and H k c. The dependence of the elds at the M ST's
on eld direction is caused by the anisotropy. Because
the caxis is an easy axis O <0), the spins in the pairs
are aligned m ore quickly forH k c than forH ? c. The
faster alignm ent for H k ¢ ism ore apparent in part ©)
ofFjg.g.

Al curves In Fig. 3_3’ show the last four M ST'’s from
JY pairs. For x=0:0021 the rstM ST is also seen, but
only as a \shoulder" on the fast drop of dm =dH at low

elds. The elds at the last four M ST ’s are all above
15 k0 e. Values ofboth JY and D were obtained from an
analysisofthese elds,based on a pairham ilttonian which
Included the exchange Interaction due to J g, the uniaxial
anisotropy govemed by D , and the dd-interaction. The
latter was calculated using the value In Tab]e:_i forn=4.

In the st step of the analysis, an approxin ate valie
for J) was obtained from the eld at the last ( fth)
M ST, and the EPR value of D ([Ref. :_L-E_l') was adopted
as the initial value. Later, the predicted elds at the
last four M ST’s, for both eld directions, were calcu-—
lated form any sets of (J2, D ). The best m atch w ith the
experim ental values gave: J§=kB = 0543 0005K, and
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FIG.8: Num erical derivatives dm =dH ofm M =M 5, ob—
tained from the experim entalm agnetization tracesat 20mK .
The results are ortwo eld directions: H kcand H k [1010].
T he latter direction isdesignated asH ? c. The sam ple w ith
x = 0:021 has been measured only with H k c. The traces
have been digplaced vertically relative to each other, but the
gain is the sam e.

D=kg= 0039 0:008K . Thepresum ably m ore accurate
EPR valuie orD=kg is 0031 K. The dierence may
be related to our use ofthe dd-interaction constant given
in Tabl ::[ A s noted, this constant was obtained from a
sin plem odel in which the spins In a pair are represented
by two points separated by 1y .

5. Possbk DN Classes A ssociated with J©

Possble assignm ents of the DN class which corre-
sponds to J ) were m ade on the basis of the m agnitude
m © in Fig.il. The experin ental results give m @ =
M ®=M 7:3% for x=00056. This m © was at-
tribbuted to the combined m agnetization rise from pairs
and triplets nvolring this exchange constant. The In—
clusion oftriplets in the theoretical calculation of m )
wasm ore in portant than in the calculation of m @), be-
cause the triplets/pairs population ratio washigher. The
triplets/pairs ratio increases w ith z, . T he lowest possi-
ble coordination num ber, z,= 2, is for the neighbor class

n=4 associated with % and m @ .
Theoreticalvaliesof m ) were obtained from clister
m odels which included the three largest exchange con-—
stants (J1, J2, J9) and any one of the DN classes w ith
either z,=6 or z,=12. The calculated values are: ap—
proxin ately 3:1% forallthreeDN classesw ith z,= 6, and
approxin ately 6:0%5 forthetwo DN classesw ith z,=12.
On thisbasis, z, isequalto 12, which leads to two pos—
sble neighbor classes: n=6 orn="7 (see Tablk D). That
is, J©) iseither J$"* or J0. Another possbility unlkely,
but cannot be ruled out entirely) is that J®) is associ-
ated w ith two di erent classes, both w ith z,= 6, that just

dm/dH

dm/dH

FIG.9: Low eldportion ofthedm =dH datawih @) H kc
and () H ? c. Dierent experin ental traces are displaced
vertically from each other, but the gain is the same. A lso
shown are sin ulations for the two types of pairs involving the
two classes of neighbors w ith z,=12. T he heavy dashed lines
are or pairs w ith exchange constant J) between the central
cation and a neighbor of the class n="7. T he dotted lines are
for pairs wih J5"%, mvolving a neighbor of the class n= 6.
The sinulations are for the actual tem perature T=20 mK,
and they include the single ion anisotropy, nvolving D , and
the dd-anisotropy.

happen to have very nearly equal exchange constants.

6. Valie of 3

Figure d displays dm =dH data for both H k ¢ and
H ? ¢, i the eld range relevant forthe analysisofJ
D ue to the sn allness of J ©’, the e ects ofthe anisotropy
are in portant, as can be jidged from the strong depen-
dence of the results on the djrectjon ofH . The dm =dH
traces HrH k ¢, .n Fig.i (@), do not show the reqular
sequenoe ofpeaks observed in FJg d ﬁ)rthe M ST ’s from
J3—paJJ:s However, all traces in F1ig. l9( ) show a peak
slightly above 2 kO e. T he best resolution is for the sam —
plk with x=0:021. In this sam ple, two additional peaks,
Just below and just above 4 kO e are also resolved.

The resuls in Fig. -S; were com pared w ith smu]atjons
based on a pair ham iltonian which ncluded J© and the
tw o0 anisotropies. The s:'m u]atjons used D =kg= 39mK,
asdetermm ined in Sec. V IC 4 and the dd-interaction con-—
stant taken from Tablk l-I Because the latter constant
depends on the DN c]ass, sin ulations were carried out



for the two possible neighbor classes with z,=12, ie.,
n=6 wih J$"%, and n="7 wih J7.

For H ? ¢, pairs nvolving neighbors of either class
have di erent orientations relative to H . The dier-
ent ordjentations lead to di erent energies from the dd-
anisotropy, and they give rise to M ST ’s at slightly di er—
ent elds. Therefore, in the sim ulations for the perpen-—
dicular eld direction,H k [L010], pairs nvolvingD N ’sof
either ofthe tw o possble classesw ere divided Into groups
Pairs in di erent groups had di erent ordentations rela—
tive to H . T here were three such groups forthe DN class
n=6, wih J$"%, and two groups orn="7, with JJ. The
sim ulated m agnetization curve was ocbtained by adding
the resuls from all the groups.

T he sim ulations w ere carried out using the actualtem -
perature, T=20 mK . Non-them al broadening m echa—
nism, such as local strains that give rise ta a spread
of the exchange and anisotropy interactionsgi were ig—
nored. In these sim ulations the values D =kg = 39mK,
and the dd-interaction constant from Table :_i, were kept

xed. The value of J @) was adjisted to obtain the best
m atch with experin ent for both eld orientations. The
naldm =dH sinulations are shown In Figs. '@: @) and
() as the dashed and dotted lines. Obviously, the re—
sults of the sinulations depend on eld direction. For
H k ¢, the overall structure of the experin ental dm =dH
traces is reproduced by the simulations. However, be—
cause som e sources of line broadening w ere neglected in
the sin ulations, the detailed structure is better resolved
In the sin ulations than In the experin ental curves. For
H ? c¢ the ndividualM ST 's are resolved in the simu-—
lations, even after the di erent ordentations of the pairs
relative to H are included. E xperin entally, how ever, the
IndividualM ST ’'sarenot resolved forH ? c. Thisdier-
ence is attrbuted, again, to the neglect of som e broad—
ening m echanism s in the sin ulations. A crude way ofac—
counting for the neglected broadening m echanian s is to
replace the actual team perature T In the sim ulations by
a higher e ective tem perature T, . Them nimum T,
which leadsto unresolved M ST’s forH ? cis65mK.

Som e features of the experin ental data in F igs. :_9 @)
and 9 (b) are sensitive to them agnitude of J ©) . ForH k c
these features include the eld at the m ost prom nent
peak, and the eld at the peak associated w ith the last
M ST . These peaks stand out m ost clarly in the trace
for x=0:021. ForH ? c the eld at the rapid drop of
dm =dH , which is at the end ofthe ram p associated w ith
this series of M ST ’s, is sensitive to the value of J ). The
value of I was determ ined from com parisons of these
experin entally observed features w ith sim ulations that
used di erent values of J ). A ssum ing that J©® is J$ut,
the results gave J®=kg= 0074 0005 K. The aler
native, J®=J) gave 0:082 0:005K. The rst choice
gives a slightly better agreem ent w ith the data, but in
our view the evidence is insu cient for concliding that
the DN class isde nitely JJUF.

10
7. Simulations with both DN exchange constants

Sin ulations of the m agnetization curves, In elds up
to 60 kO e, were carried out In order to con m the pre-
lim inary identi cations of the DN classes corresponding
to 3% and J® . The sinulations were fr all sam pls,
In contrast w ith the prelim nary analysis that was car-
ried out only for the sam ple w ith the lowest M n concen-—
tration, x= 0:0056. T he sin ulations used cluster m odels
which Included the two NN exchange constants (J; and
J9), 3@ and 3%, all having the valies quoted above.
Each clusterm odelwas based on a soeci ¢ choice of the
two DN classes associated with J@ and J©. A s noted
earlier, there are 30 possble such choices. T he resuls of
the sin ulations were not sensitive to any change of the
DN classn provided that the coordination num ber z, did
not change.

Because all anisotropies were neglected in the sin ula—
tions, the com parison was m ade w ith \isotropic" m ag—
netization curves obtained from the experin ental data
using the relation

Mot = M + 2M 7 )=3; @)

whereM  isforH kc,andM , isforH ? c.Thewidths
oftheM ST ’'sexhibited by M it are larger than the ther-
malwidth at 20 mK for several reasons: First, M jgr i
an average over di erent groups of pairs with M ST ’s at
slightly di erent elds. Second, DN exchange constants

am aller than J© were neglected. Third, variations of
the J’s, and of the anisotropies, caused by local strain<2d
were not ilncluded. To m atch the widths of the M ST 's
on the ram p which ends at 40 kO e, the sin ulations were
carried out using an e ective tem perature T, =100 mK

Instead 0of20m K . T his change hasno e ect on the iden-
ti cation of the DN '’s responsbl r J @ and J©; the
only e ect isto an ooth the curves. Sin ulationsusing the

actual tem perature, 20 m K, lead to the sam e identi ca-
tions ofthe DN classes.

Figure 10 shows sinulations for x=0029. The \ex-
perin ental" curve represents M ior. Each simulation is
labeled asn= (i; j;k;1) . This designation m eans that the
ur exchange constants J;, J7, ¥, ) that were used
in the sin ulation, correspond, respectively, to the neigh—
bor classes n= i; j;k;1in Table T. A 1l the sin ulations as-
sum ed that the rsttwo neighborclasses (i;j) were those
ofthe NN'’s, that is, (i;J) = (1;2) or 2;1). (These two
altemative choices are related to each other by an inter—
change of the NN classes assigned to J; and JY.) Both
choices lead to nearly the sam e curves In this eld range.
T he best agreem ent is w ith the sim ulation n= (1;2;4;6)
in which 3¥=79 and J®=J$"*. This corresponds to
one of the tw o possibilities which were identi ed earlier.
T he other possibility n= (1;2;4;7), not shown in Fig.110,
leads to a very sin ilar curve, so that a de nite unique
choice of the DN class or J © is not possble.

T he sam e conclisions conceming the neighbor classes
associated with 7@ and J©® were reached from com —
parisons of the data for the other sam ples (x = 0:0056,
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FIG .10: Com parison between the isotropic \experin ental"

m agnetization M ijsor= M + 2M ; )=3, (see text) and num erical
sim ulations based on the four exchange constants associated
w ith the neighbor classes n= i; j;k; 1. T he sim ulations assum e
a random distribution of the M n ions, and an e ective tem —
perature T =100mK .
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= 0021 and x = 0:030) wih simulations. Thus, the

earlier identi cations of the DN classes are con m ed.
T he good agreem ent between the data and the sinula-
tions also lends support to a random M n distrdution in
the studied sam ples, which isthem ain assum ption in the
sim ulations.
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