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W e investigate the interaction oftwo M n ions In the dilute m agnetic sem iconductorGa; xM nxAs
using the variational envelope wave function approach w ithin the fram ework of six band m odel of
the valence band. W e nd that the e ective Interaction between the M n core soins at a typical
separation d is strongly anisotropic for active M n concentrations less than Xactive = 13 %, but
it is aln ost isotropic for shorter distances (d < 13 A).As a resul, n unannealed and strongly
com pensated sam ples strong frustration e ects m ust be present. W e also verify that an e ective
H am iltonian description can be used in the dilute lim it, Xactive < 1:3 $ , and extract the param eters
of this e ective H am iltonian.

I. NTRODUCTION

Em ergence of sem iconductor w ith ferrom agnetic propertiest? in (ITTM n)V m aterials lkeads to possibility of inte—
gration of processing and m agnetic storage n a single device. Ga; x M nyA s is prom ising m aterial for such devices
although today Curie tem perature up to 140 K is not high enough®. GaM nA s is an exam ple of (ITFM n)V fam ily of
m aterials which evolved from II-V Ibased diluted m agnetic sem iconductors?. T hese m aterials were extensively stud—
ied in the 80’s. E specially from our point of interest, spin orbit interaction was studied in Ref.|i (see also references
therein) . M arriage of ferrom agnetic and electronic degree of freedom is In portant today because m anipulation of the
soin In solid state physics starts to be applied at room tem perature (recently room tem perature ferrom agnetism has
been cbserved In G aM nN exhibiting Curdie tem perature up to 370K reported in Ref.ld) w ith the perspectives to build
soin diode, spin transistor and eventually quantum com puters.

Ferrom agnetic sem iconductor lke Ga; y M nyA s is characterized by presence of localized m agnetic m om ents and
sin ultaneously by presence of m obilke holes which m ediate ferrom agnetic indirect exchange interaction between M n
mom ents’ . Tt was shown that substitutionalM n atom (M n substitute G a) form s localized m agnetic m om ent of 5/2
which come from is wve 3d-elctrons. Additionally, divalent M n atom substituting trivalent G a atom introduces one
hole and form s e ective m ass acceptor. T his idealistic scenarios is not realized in real live and not all intentionally
incorporated M n atom scom e into G a sttes? . Ga; x M nyA s ishighly com pensated presum ably due to interstitials?® and
antisite defects (A s substituted for G a). It m eans that one to one correspondence between M n m om ents and num ber
of holes is broken; For typical M anganese concentration x= 5% num ber ofholes p=0.3 perM n atom is expectedi®.

T here are two natural lim its for which sin ulations are perfom ed: heavilytid223 and weakly doped regin estd2,
In the case of heavy doping one considers valenceband holes m oving in disordered potential of defects. In this
lin it Zarand and Jank&® suggested that frustration e ects m ay be in portant for the m agnetic properties of the
Ga; x M nyAs. Usihg spherical approxin ation of the valence band and perform ing m ostly analytical calculations they
showed that spin anisotropy can suppress m agnetization. C alculations m ade by Brey and G om ez-Santos* using fi1ll
6-band valenceband H am iltoniant’ show that spin anisotropy is sm aller that predicted in Ref.l16. In the second lim it
of light doping the local in purity levels overlap only weakly form ing in purity bands in the gap. In this case tight
bihding m odel is usedi®28 or local density approxin ation approach is applied”. This lim it is also interesting from
m etal-insulator transition point of view1042:20

T here is som e controversy in the literature. For exam ple the calculations of Ref.|11/12)19 and 121l are only valid in
the high concentration lin it of the holes. Furthem ore, m ost previous calculations ignored the very large Coulomb
potential of the negatively charged M n in purity, which actually provides the largest energy scale in the problem 1322,
This Coulom b potential can be treated non-perturbatively in the very dilute lim it, where an im purity band picture
appliest®18:20:23:24 4 o ever, the spin-orbit coupling being large, one has to ncorporate this also in realistic calcula—
tions. W hile the spin-orbit coupling has been com pltely neglected in Ref.[15, Ref.|23 took into account the e ects
of spin-orbit coupling only within the fram ework of the so-called spherical approxin ation?2, where the sphh-orbit
splitting between the spin j= 3=2 and spin j= 1=2 valence bands is taken to in nity, and therefore anisotropy e ects
are overestim ated.

In this paper we shall investigate the interaction between two M n ions, using the fi1ll six-and H am itoniant?2827,
which is thought to give a good approxin ation for the valence band excitations over a wide energy range. To
determm ine the e ective interaction, we shall com pute the spectrum of m olecular orbitals’ on the two M n ions through
the application of variationalm ethods. These m olecular orbitals of the M nM n din ers are close analogues of the
m okcular orbitals of the H, molkcuk?®. Aswe shall see, the energy of these m olecular orbitals depends on the
separation of the two M n ions and the direction of their spin, which we treat as classical variables. K now ledge of
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the spin-dependence of this m olecular spectrum allow s us to com pute the e ective Interaction between the M n spoins
provided that there is a single bound hole on the M n, 'm oleculk’.

A swe shallalso see, both the approaches ofRef.|18 and Ref.i23 fail: W hik at large separations the structure ofthe
m olecular orbitals and the e ective interaction is roughly captured by the spherical approxin ation ofRefild (giving
very large anisotropies), for sm allM n-M n separations spin-orbi coupling e ects are not substantial, and the M n-M n
Interaction is essentially isotropic, though the degeneracy of the bound hole states is di erent from the one obtained
through the naive spin 1/2 approach of Ref.|[18. W e shall also check if it is possible to quantitatively describe the
soectrum ofthe M n, m olecule by an e ective Interaction, as proposed in Refl23. A detailed analysis of the spectrum
reveals that such an e ective m odel description only works for Jarge M n-M n separations, d > 13A , corresoonding to
an active M n concentration, Xactive < 13 % .

The paper is structured as Pllows. We will rst consider M n-din e2® problem ushg envelope wave fiinction
approach. T his approach is justi ed by the fact that when a sm allportion of G allum atom s is substituted random ly
by m anganese atom sw e expect that theband m odelofG aA sw illbe applicableto G a; x M nyA s, too. A ffer calculating
energy states ofthe din erwew illm ap them intothee ective spin Ham ittoniant®2? and discuss results ofthism apping.
W e also w ill discuss spin anisotropy e ects.

II. VARIATIONAL CALCULATIONS

To Investigate the electronic structure ofan M n, 'm oleculk’, we w rite the H am iltonian describbing the interaction of
a holke wih thedineras
X &2 X
H=Hg1 —+ Vel + J@)S; 8¢ @)

i=1;2 i

Here the K ohn-Luttinger H am iltonian H g ;; describes the kinetic energy of the holes in the valence band w ithin the

envelope fiinction approach?3%, and its detailed form is given in Appendix Bl. The Coulomb interaction with the

negatively charged M n cores is accounted for by the term s €= x, with = 10:67 denoting the dielectric constant
0f G aA s host sam iconductor, and ry = ¥ R;jbeing the distance between the two M anganese ions at positions R';

(i= 1;2) and the holk at position #. The so-called central cell corrections?2, V. (ry), are used to take into account

the atom ic potential In the vicinity ofthe M n core ions. For this central cell correction we used the sin ple G aussian

form , Ve () = Ve e el Finally, the last term in Eq.[l) takes into account the exchange interaction w ith the two

M n core spins, with S; and S, being soin 5/2 operators corresponding to half- lled d-Jevels. T hese core spins shall
be replaced by classical spins in our calculations, and we shallonly treat the hole-spin quantum -m echanically.

To reqularize the the exchange interaction in Eq. [l) we shalluse a slightly am eared delta fiinction,

J @) = ﬁe r=2rg, ; 2)

@ ],;d )3:2

where 4 isa cuto in the range of the inter-atom ic distance. W hile a m icroscopic derdvation results in a slightly
m ore com plicated orm for exchange interaction!?23, Eq. [) can be also used as Iong as the spatial scale of the
exchange interaction, 1,4, is sn all enoughtt<2,

To determm ine the spectrum ofEq. [0) we used a varationalapproach, where we expressed the wave fiinction of the
holes in the follow ing fom ,

X6 X
=1 i3k
r
i(x) = p=——e *2H,(x): @)
24!

Here the H ;’s denote H em it polynom ials, and the label refers to the six spinor com ponents (see A ppendixBl). The
m Inin ization was perform ed over the param eter aswellas over the linear coe cients, C i3k 7 {;3k= 0uNyx 1),
In our calculations, we used a cut-o Ny .x = 8, but we also checked that increasing the num ber of basis states did
not change substantially our resuls for the M n-M n separations discussed. The big advantage of using Hem iian
polynom ials as basis states is that for these states one is able to evaluate all m atrix elem ents of the H am iltonian
analytically.

So far we did not discuss the value of the param eters V¢, r., Jpq, and ry4, characterizing the the central cell
correction and exchange interaction. W hilk these phenom enological param eters are not fully determ ined, they are
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FIG.1: Eight lowest lying energy states of the hole localized on the two M n ions as a function of the distance R between the
jons. Both M n spins are pointing in the z-direction. T he binding energy of the M n acceptor ((0.111 &V) is indicated by the
dashed line. Below R = 10 A the spectrum becom esm ore com plicated then forR > 10 A.

not com pltely arbirary either: they must be chosen in such a way that the m odel reproduces the experin entally
cbserved binding energy of a hole, Ey n 111 mev222132 ) and the spin splittihhg between the bound hole states
generated by the core M n spin, Egie 12 meV2322, Therefore, we rst perform ed calculations for a singke M n
ion,and nally chose a combination ofparam eters, J,q = 3:7 &V A3, Tpa = 0125A,V. = 2668meV and r, = 2234,
w hich reproduced the above low energies correctly.

Having these param eters in hand, we retumed to the problem of an M n, dim er and com puted the spectrum of
the 'm okeculk’ as a function of the segparation R between the two M n in purities and their spin ordentations. Our
calculations were perform ed forR in the range 5 A<R <20 A .Note that for G aA s Jattice constant a is approxin ately
a = 5:6 Aand the nearest separation between substitutional atom s In face centered cubic lattice of about 4 A . For
the sake of sin plicity, we perform ed com putations only for the sim plest case where the positions of the two M n ions
w ere aligned along the z-direction. In general, how ever, the spectrum and the e ective Interaction ofthetwo M n ions
depends on the ordentation ofthe M n bond as well as the ordentation of the spins.

Fig.[l show s the evolution of the eight lowest-lying states of the M n, din er for the case when both spins point
In the zdirection. In the absence of the M n core soin, the ground state of an isolated M n ion would be fourfold
degenerate??223 | This degeneracy is slightly split by a presence of the spin: A classically treated M n core spin lifts
this fourfold degeneracy, and results n a an all splitting of these four states, which are still welkseparated from the
rest of the spectrum of the ion.

If we now take approach two M n ions to each other, then these four states of the two ions hybridize, and give
rise to eight (bonding and antibonding) m olecular orbitals. For an all enough concentrations it is enough to keep
only these eight states to build an e ective in purity band Ham iltonian ©r Ga x M ngA 3. These eight states are
wellseparated from the rest ofthe spectrum forR > 8 A,butataround R 8 A levelcrossings occur, and the whole
envelop function approxin ation breaks dow for separations am aller than this.

W e can also determ ine the spectrum of the din er as a function of the ordentation ofthe two M n spins, S; and S,,
and their ssparation R . T his spin orientation-dependent spectrum is very usefilto estin ate the exchange energy and
the anisotropy energy between the two M n ions. In particular, the soin ordentation-dependence of the energy of the
low est-energy bonding state jist gives the e ective Interaction energy of the two spoins provided that there is a single
hole on the dim er (roughly corresponding to a hole fraction £ = 05 % ).

W e determ ined the spectrum ofthem olecule for two di erent (‘exchange’ and ’anisotropy’) types of soin con gu-—
rations shown in Fig.[d. The corresponding binding energies of a single hole are shown in Fig.[d. For a separation
R 10 A, the anisotropy energy is very large (in the range of 100 K) but is only about 20 $ of the exchange
energy, which tends to align the two spins ferrom agnetically, = 0 . The anisotropy energy prefers an orientation
perpendicular to the bond, = 90, n agreem ent with the RKKY results ofRef.[16, but in disagreem ent w ith the
results of F iete et al23, where an ‘easy axis’ anisotropy has been found. (T he origin ofthis disagreem ent betw een the
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FIG . 2: Con gurations used to detem ine the anisotropy energy and the exchange energy. In the ‘exchange con guration’
one M n—spin (S1) is pointing in the z-direction and the second M anganese spin (S2) is rotated into the z-direction. In the

'anisotropy con guration’ both spins S; and S; are parallel and rotated by the sam e angle . In our calculations spins were
rotating in the Y Z plane.

results of Ref. |23 and the present com putations is unclear). For larger separations the anisotropy energy does not
decrease too much, but the exchange energy drops by about a factor of 10 for separations 20 A .A s a resuk, the
anisotropy plays a crucialrole for M n-M n separationsR > 13 A.
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FIG . 3: D gpendence of the binding energy of a hole for two separations R = 11 A and R = 19 A) as a function of angle

C ircles stand for anisotropy con guration, squares belong to the ’exchange con guration’. For large separations the anisotropy
energy is com parable or larger than the exchange energy, w hile for an all separations the exchange energy dom inates. A nisotropy
always prefers an M n spin orientation perpendicular to the bond, = 90.

Sin ilar to Refs.l11}17, we can de ne the exchange and anisotropy energies as
Eexcn Ewn Egp 7 Eans Eee Eyvy 5 ©)

w ith the arrow s indicating the spin direction w ith respect to the z-axis. T hese energies are plotted in Fig.[4. Note
that for sesparationsR > 13 A (corresponding to an active M n concentration Xctive < 22 % ) the anisotropy energy
becom es com parable to the exchange energy. In this range ordentational frustration e ects discussed In Refs.16 and
23 are expected to be In portant.
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FIG . 4: Exchange energy (Eexch, Squares) and non-collinear anisotropy energy (E anis, Circles) as a function of distance R
between the two M n ions. A nisotropy energy is positive and exchange energy is negative lndicating that M n spins tend to lne
up ferrom agnetically in the plane perpendicular to the direction jpining them . Resuls obtained using the e ective m odel are
also plotted as lines. Full lines corresponds to G=4 m &V in the e ective m odel and dashed lines to G=10 m €V . A nisotropy
tums out to be the sam e for both choices 0of G so the second dashed line is not seen. The e ective m odel give a reasonable
description of the interaction only for separationsR > 16 A .

III. EFFECTIVE HAM ILTONIAN

A swe already m entioned in the previous Section, in the very dilute lin it the eight lowest lying states of a pair of
M n Jons can be constructed from the four low est-energy acosptor states ofthe M n ions, since these are well separated
from the rest ofthe spectrum-22 . Furthem ore, the exchange coupling being sm all com pared to the separation betw een
the above-m entioned four states and higherenergy excitations, one m ay attem pt to replace it by a local nteraction,
which we write in the second quantized form as
X X X
de:::! G S; F;= G S; é{:F’ G ) Q)
i=1;2 =12

where F'; denotes the e ective spin of the bound hole on ion i, and G 5meV is an e ective coupling that has
been determ ined from infrared spectroscopy>2. The matrices ' above are just spin 3/2 m atrices spanning the

four-din ensionalH ibert space of the low est-lying acosptor states ofeach M n ion, and the operators c‘l' create a hole
on these four states at ion i= wih soin com ponent F ? =
Let us set the exchange coupling Jpq to zero for a m om ent. Then, In the spirit of tight binding approxin ation, the
m ost generalH am iltonian can be w ritten w ithin the subspace of these eight acoeptor states as
X
Hinmn = t R) ¢, @ +hc @)
; =1l
X
+ ¢, K R+ ER) g

i=1;2
i

N ote that the hopping tetn st are not diagonalin F, as a consequence of spin-orbit coupling. Furthem ore, soin—
orbit coupling also generates anisotropy term s, K which, however, tum out to be relatively an all and can usually
be neglected. A Il param eters in Eq. [d) depend on the relative position R ofthe two M n ions.

W ithin the spherical approxin ation used In Ref.i23, the angular dependence oft and K is trivially given by
spin 3/2 rotation m atrices, and the e ective Ham iltonian Eq. ) becom es just a fiinction of four param eters that
depend only on the distance R between the two M n ions. In the six band m odel, on the other hand, the num erous
param eters of the e ective H am ilttonian are typically com plicated finctions ofR . However, if the positions of the
two M n ions are aligned along the z-direction, than the e ective Ham iltonian sinpli es a lot due to tin e reversal
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FIG .5: Lowest lying energy states ofa m anganese pair (linesw ith sym bols) as a function ofdistance betw een m anganese atom s
R in the absence of the core spins, eg., Jpq = 0. D ashed lines indicate the results of Ref.[23. Each line is tw o-fold degenerate.

symm etry and the C4 symm etry of the Ham iltonian (rem ember that we set J,q¢ 0 for the tim e being), and the
e ective Ham iltonian sin pli es as
eff X
Hynwun = t(R)(dl/, &; + hxc) ®)
=1:4
X , 5
+ K R)( Z)+ECR)]c§i’; ci;

i;

To determm ine the Pour param eters, t-,, ts-», K and E , we perform ed a variational calculation w ith the previously
obtained param eters V., r., and 5,4, but setting Jpq 0. The resukts are shown in Fig.[H, where for com parison, we
also show the results obtained w thin the spherical approxin ation ofRef.|23.

W hile the two approxin ationsgive a qualitatively sin ilar spectrum at large separations, the spherical approxin ation
badly fails at short separations. T here w thin the six-band m odelcalculation we obtain a bonding and an antibonding
state, each of which has an approxin ate fourfold spin degeneracy. In other words, at short separations the spin-orbi
coupling is not very im portant. In contrast, the spherical approxin ation gives a large spin-orbit splitting of the states
even for am all ssparations.

Thisdi erence is easy to understand: for an allM n-M n separations, the bound states are com posed from valence
band states ofall energies. H ow ever, w hile the spherical approxin ation gives a reasonable approxin ation for the band
structure in the close vicinity ofthe point, i badly fails at these high energies, where it overestin ates the e ect of
soin-orbit coupling. At large separations, on the otherhand, thee ective H am iltonian is determ ined by the tails ofthe
w ave functions, which are, in tum, com posed from sm allm om entum valence band excitations. T he structure of these
states at large distances is therefore roughly captured by spherical approxin ation, though the results quantitatively
di er. These observations parallel the ones of Refll1Z2, where we have shown using the RKKY approxin ation that
soin-orbit coupling becom es in portant only for large M n-M n separations w ithin that approach too.

The extracted e ective param eters E , K , i, and t3, are shown in Fig.[d. The largest param eter isE R ), which
asym ptotically approaches the single ion binding energy. T he approach to this asym ptotic value is dom inated by the
Coulomb interaction,and E R) allso as

eZ

E E @ — 9

R) a) R )
The m ost In portant e ect of spin-orbi coupling is that -, and t3_, becom e very di erent for large separations,
and 153> J3-, JIn plying that holes w th soin aligned perpendicular to the bond can hop m ore easily. This is the
ulim ate reason why spin-orbi coupling favors an M n spin-ordentation perpendicular to the bond. Note that this is
very di erent from the resul obtained w ithin the spherical approxin ation, where -, j< 3., j and therefore the M n



soins are preferably aligned along the bond. In fact, the relation ¥, > 33, jis also favored by intuition: the weight
of the valence band orbitalswih m = 0 angularm om entum in the d-channel is larger orthe F, = 1=2 states than
forF, = 3=2 states. Sihoe them = 0 orbitals are the ones that point along the M n-M n bond, one expects a larger
hopping In the = 1=2 channels.
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FIG . 6: Four param eters E (squares), K (circkes), ty2 (down trianglk) and tz2 (up triangle) in two approxin ations: calculated
by variational approach w ith constrains Jpq = 0 (lines w ith sym bols) and taken from Ref.l23 (only symbols). Energy is given
in Kelvin: 100 K 88mev.
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FIG . 7: Energies of the eight lowest Iying states oftheM n dinervs. ofa e ective m odel (line) and fiill calculations (points)
at R = 11 A . The upper panel corresponds to exchange con guration while the lower panel show s results for the ‘anisotropy
con guration’.

W e shallnow proceed and test if the e ective Ham iltonian de ned by Egs.[l) and [@) gives indeed a reasonable
description ofthe M n-M n interaction also in the presence ofthe M n spin and for arbitrary soin ordentation. To this
purpose we com puted the spectrum oftheM n dim er from the e ective Ham iltonian and com pared it to the resuls of
a full variational calculation w ith J,q 6 0. The resuls for separationsR = 11 A and R = 19 A are shown In Figs.[
and[8, respectively. C learly, while ©rR = 11 A the e ective Ham iltonian is unable to capture the details of the fi1ll
spectrum , orR = 19 A it gives a very satisfactory description of it.
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FIG . 8: Energies of the eight lowest lying statesoftheM n dinervs. ofa e ectivem odel (lines) and fill calculations (circles)

at R = 19 A . The upper panel corresponds to exchange con guration while the lower panel show s results for the ‘anisotropy
con guration’.

To m ake a m ore quantitative com parison, we introduced the average error of the e ective H am ittonian as

Dx8 E
€; ESTH? (L0)
=1 conf
w here the average is over all soin con gurations and the eight low est-lying states. The quantity thus characterizes
the typical deviation from the real (variationally obtained) spectrum . The cbtaied valie of is shown in Tablkl[d.
The param eters E , K , t3-;, and t;-,) have been extracted from a varational calculation with Joq = 0 in the way
discussed above. H ow ever, a sn allerror In the largest param eterE results in a large changein , w thout changing the
Intemal structure and excitation spectrum of the dim er. (T he anisotropy or exchange energies, eg., are com pltely
independent of the valie ofE ) Therefore, to elin inate this error, we optim ized the value of E by slightly changing
i, E ! Epes. The optin alvalues ofE , and the corresponding ’s are shown in Tabk[l. ForR 15 A thee ective
Ham iltonian gives a rather good description, and  is only about 10 $ of the overall w idth of the spectrum ,
2%1-5,3 ForR = 11 A, however, the relative error goes above 20 $ , and the the e ective m odel’s spectrum hardly
resem bles to the one cbtained through a fill variational calculation with Jpog 6 0 (see Fig.[D).

R RA] 11 | 13 | 15 | 17 | 19
E mev] |-181|-168|-155|-144|-134
K mev] | 02|10|-14|15|14
o, MeV]|343|233|-15.9|-102| 7.6
t-; MeV]|369|304|25.6|/216(-193
G mev] | 40| 40| 40| 40| 4.0
Epest MmeV ] -187|-172|-159 | -147| -136
fnev] |150| 80 | 58| 41| 3.9

TABLE I: Thevaluesofthee ective param eters, E ,K , t3-; and ty-, fordi erentR, extracted from a calculation with Jpq = O,

and the error ofthe e ective m odel. The typicalerror hasbeen com puted after changing the shift E to its optin um value,
Epestyand using G = 4 mev.

T he quality of the e ective m odel approxin ation can be som ew hat further im proved by not extracting the values
of E, K, B, and -, from a Jpq = 0 variational calculation, but instead, considering them and also G as tting
param eters to m inin ize . However, even after a fiill optin ization, it is in possbl to satisfactorily describe the

R = 11 A excitation spectrum of the m olkcul for any soin con guration, whilke the R 13 A spectra are not
substantially in proved.



Iv. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied the 'm olecular orbitals’ of two substitutionalM n ions as a function of their position and
spin ordentation w ithin the six-band m odel, using a variational approach. Sin ilar to the results ofRef.l12, we nd
that spin-orbit coupling e ects are in portant if the separation between the two M n ions are large R > 13A). In
this regin e spin-orbit coupling induces an anisotropy in the spin-spin Interaction that prefers to align the M n spins
perpendicular to the M n-M n dim er’s direction. For am aller separations, how ever, although large, spin-orbit coupling
Induced anisotropy does not seem to be crucial com pared to the ferrom agnetic exchange interaction. These resuls
are In qualitative agreem ent w ith those of Refs.|12/13 but clearly disagree w ith those ofRef.l11, where a very sm all
anisotropy has been found. This di erence orighates from the di erent cut-o scheme used in Refill, which, as
discussed In Refs.[14)13 in detail, suppresses back-scattering processes if the cut-0 param eter is not chosen carefiilly
enough.

T he transition to anisotropy-dom inated regionsoccurs at relatively sm allactive m anganese concentrations, Xsctive
2 % . W ehave to em phasize though that interstitialM n ionspresum ably bind to substitutionalM n ions, and therefore
the active M n concentration can be substantially reduced com pared to the nom inalconcentration x ofM anganese?20 .
For an unannealed x = 6 $ sample, eg., wih only one third ofthe M n ions going to interstitial positions, the active
M n concentration can be reduced down to Xictive = 2 %, In which regin e the anisotropy of the e ective spin-spin
Interaction is already very signi cant.

Upon annealing, however, interstitial M n ions presum ably di use out of the sam ple, leading to a higher active M n
concentration. Therefore, In annealed sam ples the e ective Interaction between the M n core soins should be much
m ore isotropic, and the soin of the active M n ions form s a fllly aligned ferrom agnetic state. These results are in
agreem ent w ith the experin ental data of Ref.ld, where in som e of the sam ples with am all Curie tem perature, the
rem anent m agnetization could be substantially increased by a relatively sm all m agnetic eld, clearly hinting to a
generically non-collinear m agnetic state. W e have to m ention though that other possble m echanisn s have also been
suggested to cause non-collinear ferrom agnetic states®3-34 .

W e also tested ifone can construct a sinplee ective In purity-band Ham iltonian in termm s of spin 3/2 holes hopping
between the M n sites to describbe Ga; x M nyAs In the dilute lim it, as proposed In Ref.23. W e nd that such a
description only m akes sense ifM n-M n separations are large enough, R > 13 A, and becom es reliable only for active
M n concentrations below Xgctive 15 % . W e also determ ined the param eters of the e ective m odel by perform ing
calculations w ithin the fram ework of the six band m odel, and found that while earlier calculations done w ithin
the spherical approxin ation are qualitatively correct for large M n separations, they quantitatively fail to reproduce
the spectrum obtained within the six band m odel. An interesting result of these six-band m odel calculations is
that the e ective hopping param eters tum out to be considerably am aller than the ones found w ithin the spherical
approxin ation. This inplies that the Inpurity band may survive to som ewhat larger concentrations, Xactive
2 3% ,asalso suggested by angleresolved photoen ission spectroscopy, scanning tunneling m icroscopy and optical
conductivity experin ents.

In summ ary, we nd that an e ective m odel description in the spirit of Refi23 is only possible if the active M n
concentration is less than about Xactive = 15 % . We nd furthem ore that spin-orbit coupling induced anisotropy
is extram ely large for concentrations Xactiwve < 2 %, and it likely leads to the appearance of frustrated non-collinear
states.

APPENDIX A:SIXBAND HAM ILTONIAN

For the sake of com pleteness, we give in this Appendix the e ective six-band H am iltonian used o describe the top of
the valence band in our com putations. W ithin this approach the valence band holes wave function is a six-com ponent
spinor, and the so-called K ohn-Luttinger H am iltonian acts on these six-com ponent spinors;*12827
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In this expression b, ¢, d, Hy, H 1, and H 5, denote the llow ing di erential operators,
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and the K ohn-Luttinger H am iltonian, Eq. [Al), was w ritten in the basis of the ©llow ing 6 spin states,
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The rst Pur com ponents of the spinors describe the so-called heavy—and light hole bands on the top of the valence
band of GaAs. These four bands becom e degenerate at the point and have j = 3=2 character. The last two
com ponents of the spinors describe the spin-orbi solit bands. T hese two bands have a spin j= 1=2 character at the

point, where they are separated In GaAsby an amount 4 = 0:34 &V from the other four bands.

T he so—called Luttinger param eters, ;, must be determ ined to give the best agreem ent w ith the experim entally
observed band structure of GaAs. In our calculations we used the set of parameters ; = 765, , = 241, and

3 = 328, frequently used in the literature?®. In the so-called spherical approxin ation, where only the top urbands

are kept and the j’saresestto 1= 7%5,and , = 3= 2:9323. In this approxin ation the Ham iltonian acquires an
SU (2) symm etry.

For the sake of com pleteness, ket us give here the spin operators of the holes which read In the above basis:
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