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W einvestigatetheinteraction oftwo M n ionsin thedilutem agneticsem iconductorG a1� xM nxAs

using the variationalenvelope wave function approach within the fram ework ofsix band m odelof

the valence band. W e �nd that the e�ective interaction between the M n core spins at a typical

separation d is strongly anisotropic for active M n concentrations less than xactive = 1:3 % ,but

it is alm ost isotropic for shorter distances (d < 13 �A).As a result, in unannealed and strongly

com pensated sam ples strong frustration e�ects m ust be present. W e also verify that an e�ective

Ham iltonian description can beused in thedilutelim it,xactive < 1:3 % ,and extracttheparam eters

ofthise�ective Ham iltonian.

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

Em ergence ofsem iconductor with ferrom agnetic properties1,2 in (III-M n)V m aterials leads to possibility ofinte-

gration ofprocessing and m agnetic storage in a single device. G a1�x M nxAs is prom ising m aterialfor such devices

although today Curie tem perature up to 140 K isnothigh enough3.G aM nAsisan exam ple of(III-M n)V fam ily of

m aterialswhich evolved from II-VIbased diluted m agnetic sem iconductors4.These m aterialswereextensively stud-

ied in the 80’s.Especially from ourpointofinterest,spin orbitinteraction wasstudied in Ref.5 (see also references

therein).M arriageofferrom agneticand electronicdegreeoffreedom isim portanttoday becausem anipulation ofthe

spin in solid state physicsstartsto be applied atroom tem perature (recently room tem peratureferrom agnetism has

been observed in G aM nN exhibiting Curietem peratureup to 370K reported in Ref.6)with theperspectivesto build

spin diode,spin transistorand eventually quantum com puters.

Ferrom agnetic sem iconductor like G a1�x M nxAs is characterized by presence oflocalized m agnetic m om ents and

sim ultaneously by presence ofm obile holeswhich m ediate ferrom agnetic indirectexchange interaction between M n

m om ents7. Itwasshown thatsubstitutionalM n atom (M n substitute G a)form slocalized m agnetic m om entof5/2

which com efrom its�ve3d-electrons.Additionally,divalentM n atom substituting trivalentG a atom introducesone

hole and form se�ective m assacceptor. Thisidealistic scenariosisnotrealized in reallive and notallintentionally

incorporated M n atom scom eintoG asites8.G a1�x M nxAsishighly com pensated presum ably duetointerstitials
9 and

antisitedefects(Assubstituted forG a).Itm eansthatoneto onecorrespondencebetween M n m om entsand num ber

ofholesisbroken;FortypicalM anganeseconcentration x= 5% num berofholesp= 0.3 perM n atom isexpected10.

There are two naturallim its forwhich sim ulationsare perform ed: heavily11,12,13 and weakly doped regim es14,15.

In the case ofheavy doping one considers valence-band holes m oving in disordered potentialofdefects. In this

lim it Zar�and and Jank�o16 suggested that frustration e�ects m ay be im portant for the m agnetic properties ofthe

G a1�x M nxAs.Using sphericalapproxim ation ofthevalenceband and perform ing m ostly analyticalcalculationsthey

showed thatspin anisotropy can suppressm agnetization.Calculationsm ade by Brey and G �om ez-Santos11 using full

6-band valence-band Ham iltonian17 show thatspin anisotropy issm allerthatpredicted in Ref.16.In thesecond lim it

oflightdoping the localim purity levels overlap only weakly form ing im purity bands in the gap. In this case tight

binding m odelis used15,18 or localdensity approxim ation approach is applied7. This lim it is also interesting from

m etal-insulatortransition pointofview10,19,20.

There issom e controversy in the literature.Forexam ple the calculationsofRef.11,12,19 and 21 areonly valid in

the high concentration lim itofthe holes. Furtherm ore,m ostpreviouscalculationsignored the very large Coulom b

potentialofthenegatively charged M n im purity,which actually providesthelargestenergy scalein theproblem 13,22.

ThisCoulom b potentialcan be treated non-perturbatively in the very dilute lim it,where an im purity band picture

applies15,18,20,23,24.However,the spin-orbitcoupling being large,onehasto incorporatethisalso in realisticcalcula-

tions. W hile the spin-orbitcoupling hasbeen com pletely neglected in Ref.15,Ref.23 took into accountthe e�ects

ofspin-orbit coupling only within the fram ework ofthe so-called sphericalapproxim ation25,where the spin-orbit

splitting between thespin j= 3=2 and spin j= 1=2 valencebandsistaken to in�nity,and thereforeanisotropy e�ects

areoverestim ated.

In thispaperweshallinvestigatetheinteraction between two M n ions,using the fullsix-band Ham iltonian17,26,27,

which is thought to give a good approxim ation for the valence band excitations over a wide energy range. To

determ inethee�ectiveinteraction,weshallcom putethespectrum of’m olecularorbitals’on thetwo M n ionsthrough

the application ofvariationalm ethods. These m olecular orbitals ofthe M nM n dim ers are close analogues ofthe

m olecular orbitals ofthe H
+
2 m olecule28. As we shallsee,the energy ofthese m olecular orbitals depends on the

separation ofthe two M n ions and the direction oftheir spin,which we treat as classicalvariables. K nowledge of

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505038v1
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the spin-dependence ofthism olecularspectrum allowsusto com pute the e�ective interaction between the M n spins

provided thatthere isa single bound holeon the M n2 ’m olecule’.

Asweshallalso see,both theapproachesofRef.15 and Ref.23 fail:W hileatlargeseparationsthestructureofthe

m olecularorbitalsand thee�ectiveinteraction isroughly captured by the sphericalapproxim ation ofRef.12 (giving

very largeanisotropies),forsm allM n-M n separationsspin-orbitcoupling e�ectsarenotsubstantial,and theM n-M n

interaction isessentially isotropic,though the degeneracy ofthe bound hole statesisdi�erentfrom the oneobtained

through the naive spin 1/2 approach ofRef.15. W e shallalso check ifit is possible to quantitatively describe the

spectrum oftheM n2 m oleculeby an e�ectiveinteraction,asproposed in Ref.23.A detailed analysisofthespectrum

revealsthatsuch an e�ectivem odeldescription only worksforlargeM n-M n separations,d > 13�A,corresponding to

an activeM n concentration,xactive < 1:3 % .

The paper is structured as follows. W e will �rst consider M n-dim er18 problem using envelope wave function

approach.Thisapproach isjusti�ed by thefactthatwhen a sm allportion ofG allium atom sissubstituted random ly

bym anganeseatom sweexpectthattheband m odelofG aAswillbeapplicabletoG a1�x M nxAs,too.Aftercalculating

energystatesofthedim erwewillm ap them intothee�ectivespin Ham iltonian16,29 and discussresultsofthism apping.

W e also willdiscussspin anisotropy e�ects.

II. VA R IA T IO N A L C A LC U LA T IO N S

To investigatetheelectronicstructureofan M n2 ’m olecule’,wewritetheHam iltonian describing theinteraction of

a holewith the dim eras

H = H K L �
X

i= 1;2

�
e2

�ri
+ Vc(ri)

�

+
X

i

J(ri)~Si� ~sh : (1)

Here the K ohn-LuttingerHam iltonian H K L describesthe kinetic energy ofthe holesin the valence band within the

envelope function approach26,30,and its detailed form is given in Appendix A. The Coulom b interaction with the

negatively charged M n cores is accounted for by the term s e2=�ri,with � = 10:67 denoting the dielectric constant

ofG aAshostsem iconductor,and ri = j~r� ~R ijbeing the distance between the two M anganese ionsatpositions ~R i

(i= 1;2)and the hole atposition ~r. The so-called centralcellcorrections22,Vc(ri),are used to take into account

the atom icpotentialin the vicinity ofthe M n coreions.Forthiscentralcellcorrection we used the sim ple G aussian

form ,Vc(r)= Vc e
�r

2
=r

2

c. Finally,the lastterm in Eq.(1)takesinto accountthe exchange interaction with the two

M n core spins,with ~S1 and ~S2 being spin 5/2 operatorscorresponding to half-�lled d-levels. These core spinsshall

be replaced by classicalspinsin ourcalculations,and we shallonly treatthe hole-spin quantum -m echanically.

To regularizethe the exchangeinteraction in Eq.(1)we shallusea slightly sm eared delta function,

J(r)=
Jpd

(2�r2
pd
)3=2

e
�r

2
=2r

2

pd ; (2)

where rpd isa cut-o� in the range ofthe inter-atom ic distance. W hile a m icroscopic derivation resultsin a slightly

m ore com plicated form for exchange interaction12,13,Eq.(2) can be also used as long as the spatialscale ofthe

exchangeinteraction,rpd,issm allenough
11,12.

To determ inethespectrum ofEq.(1)weused a variationalapproach,whereweexpressed thewavefunction ofthe

holesin the following form ,

j	i =

6X

�= 1

X

i;j;k

C
�

ijk
�i(�x)�j(�y)�k(�z)j�i; (3)

�i(�x) =

r
�

p
�2ii!

e
��

2
x
2
=2
H i(�x): (4)

HeretheH i’sdenoteHerm itpolynom ials,and thelabel� refersto thesix spinorcom ponents(seeAppendix A).The

m inim ization wasperform ed overtheparam eter� aswellasoverthelinearcoe�cients,C
�

ijk
,(i;j;k = 0:::N m ax � 1).

In ourcalculations,we used a cut-o� Nm ax = 8,butwe also checked thatincreasing the num berofbasisstatesdid

not change substantially our results for the M n-M n separations discussed. The big advantage ofusing Herm itian

polynom ials as basis states is that for these states one is able to evaluate allm atrix elem ents ofthe Ham iltonian

analytically.

So far we did not discuss the value ofthe param eters Vc,rc,Jpd, and rpd,characterizing the the centralcell

correction and exchange interaction. W hile these phenom enologicalparam eters are not fully determ ined,they are
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FIG .1:Eightlowestlying energy statesofthe hole localized on the two M n ionsasa function ofthe distance R between the

ions. Both M n spins are pointing in the z-direction. The binding energy ofthe M n acceptor (-0.111 eV) is indicated by the

dashed line.Below R = 10 �A the spectrum becom esm ore com plicated then forR > 10 �A.

not com pletely arbitrary either: they m ustbe chosen in such a way that the m odelreproducesthe experim entally

observed binding energy ofa hole,E M n � 111 m eV 22,31,32,and the spin splitting between the bound hole states

generated by the core M n spin,E split � 12 m eV 23,32. Therefore,we �rst perform ed calculations for a single M n

ion,and �nally chosea com bination ofparam eters,Jpd = 3:7eV �A 3,rpd = 0:125 �A,Vc = 2668m eV and rc = 2:23 �A,

which reproduced the abovelow energiescorrectly.

Having these param eters in hand,we returned to the problem ofan M n2 dim er and com puted the spectrum of

the ’m olecule’as a function ofthe separation R between the two M n im purities and their spin orientations. O ur

calculationswereperform ed forR in therange5 �A<R <20 �A.NotethatforG aAslatticeconstanta isapproxim ately

a = 5:6 �Aand the nearestseparation between substitutionalatom s in face centered cubic lattice ofabout4 �A.For

the sakeofsim plicity,we perform ed com putationsonly forthe sim plestcasewhere the positionsofthe two M n ions

werealigned along thez-direction.In general,however,thespectrum and thee�ectiveinteraction ofthetwo M n ions

dependson the orientation ofthe M n bond aswellasthe orientation ofthe spins.

Fig.1 shows the evolution ofthe eight lowest-lying states ofthe M n2 dim er for the case when both spins point

in the z-direction. In the absence ofthe M n core spin,the ground state ofan isolated M n ion would be fourfold

degenerate22,25. This degeneracy is slightly splitby a presence ofthe spin: A classically treated M n core spin lifts

thisfourfold degeneracy,and resultsin a sm allsplitting ofthese fourstates,which are stillwell-separated from the

restofthe spectrum ofthe ion.

Ifwe now take approach two M n ions to each other,then these four states ofthe two ions hybridize,and give

rise to eight (bonding and anti-bonding) m olecular orbitals. For sm allenough concentrations it is enough to keep

only these eightstates to build an e�ective im purity band Ham iltonian forG a1�x M nxAs
23. These eightstatesare

well-separated from therestofthespectrum forR > 8 �A,butataround R � 8 �A levelcrossingsoccur,and thewhole

envelop function approxim ation breaksdow forseparationssm allerthan this.

W e can also determ ine the spectrum ofthe dim erasa function ofthe orientation ofthe two M n spins,~S1 and ~S2,

and theirseparation R.Thisspin orientation-dependentspectrum isvery usefulto estim atetheexchangeenergy and

the anisotropy energy between the two M n ions. In particular,the spin orientation-dependence ofthe energy ofthe

lowest-energy bonding statejustgivesthe e�ectiveinteraction energy ofthe two spinsprovided thatthereisa single

holeon the dim er(roughly corresponding to a holefraction f = 0:5 % ).

W e determ ined the spectrum ofthe m olecule fortwo di�erent(’exchange’and ’anisotropy’)typesofspin con�gu-

rationsshown in Fig.2. The corresponding binding energiesofa single hole are shown in Fig.3. Fora separation

R � 10 �A,the anisotropy energy is very large (in the range of� 100 K ) but is only about 20 % ofthe exchange

energy,which tends to align the two spins ferrom agnetically,� = 0�. The anisotropy energy prefers an orientation

perpendicularto the bond,� = 90�,in agreem entwith the RK K Y resultsofRef.16,butin disagreem entwith the

resultsofFieteetal.23,wherean ’easy axis’anisotropy hasbeen found.(Theorigin ofthisdisagreem entbetween the
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Anisotropy configuration

S2

S1

Exchange configuration

S2

S1

FIG .2: Con�gurations used to determ 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 ~S1 and ~S2 are paralleland rotated by the sam e angle �. In our calculations spins were

rotating in the YZ plane.

results ofRef.23 and the present com putations is unclear). For largerseparationsthe anisotropy energy does not

decrease too m uch,butthe exchange energy dropsby abouta factorof10 forseparations� 20 �A.Asa result,the

anisotropy playsa crucialroleforM n-M n separationsR > 13 �A.
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FIG .3: D ependence ofthe binding energy ofa hole for two separations (R = 11 �A and R = 19 �A) as a function ofangle �.

Circlesstand foranisotropy con�guration,squaresbelong to the’exchangecon�guration’.Forlarge separationstheanisotropy

energy iscom parableorlargerthan theexchangeenergy,whileforsm allseparationstheexchangeenergy dom inates.Anisotropy

alwaysprefersan M n spin orientation perpendicularto the bond,� = 90.

Sim ilarto Refs.11,12,we can de�ne the exchangeand anisotropy energiesas

E exch � E "" � E ## ; E anis � E "" � E ! ! ; (5)

with the arrowsindicating the spin direction with respectto the z-axis. These energiesare plotted in Fig.4. Note

thatforseparationsR > 13 �A (corresponding to an active M n concentration xactive < 2:2 % )the anisotropy energy

becom escom parableto the exchange energy.In thisrangeorientationalfrustration e�ectsdiscussed in Refs.16 and

23 areexpected to be im portant.
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FIG .4: Exchange energy (E exch,squares) and non-collinear anisotropy energy (E anis,circles) as a function ofdistance R

between thetwo M n ions.Anisotropy energy ispositive and exchange energy isnegative indicating thatM n spinstend to line

up ferrom agnetically in the plane perpendicularto the direction joining them . Resultsobtained using the e�ective m odelare

also plotted as lines. Fulllines corresponds to G = 4 m eV in the e�ective m odeland dashed lines to G = 10 m eV.Anisotropy

turns out to be the sam e for both choices ofG so the second dashed line is not seen. The e�ective m odelgive a reasonable

description ofthe interaction only forseparationsR > 16 �A.

III. EFFEC T IV E H A M ILT O N IA N

Aswe already m entioned in the previousSection,in the very dilute lim itthe eightlowestlying statesofa pairof

M n ionscan beconstructed from thefourlowest-energy acceptorstatesoftheM n ions,sincethesearewellseparated

from therestofthespectrum 23.Furtherm ore,theexchangecoupling being sm allcom pared to theseparation between

the above-m entioned fourstatesand higher-energy excitations,one m ay attem ptto replace itby a localinteraction,

which wewritein the second quantized form as

Jpd :::!
X

i= 1;2

G ~Si�~Fi =
X

i= 1;2

X

�;�

G ~Si� (c
y

i�
~F��ci�); (6)

where ~Fi denotes the e�ective spin ofthe bound hole on ion i,and G � 5 m eV is an e�ective coupling that has

been determ ined from infrared spectroscopy32. The m atrices ~F�� above are just spin 3/2 m atrices spanning the

four-dim ensionalHilbertspaceofthelowest-lying acceptorstatesofeach M n ion,and theoperatorsc
y

i�
createa hole

on these fourstatesation i= with spin com ponentF z = �.

Letussettheexchangecoupling Jpd to zero fora m om ent.Then,in thespiritoftightbinding approxim ation,the

m ostgeneralHam iltonian can be written within the subspaceoftheseeightacceptorstatesas

H
e�
M n�M n =

X

�;�= 1:::4

t��(~R)

�

c
y

1;�c2;� + h:c:

�

(7)

+
X

i= 1;2
�;�

c
y

i;�

�

K ��(~R)+ ���E (~R)

�

ci;� :

Note thatthe hopping term st�� are notdiagonalin Fz asa consequence ofspin-orbitcoupling.Furtherm ore,spin-

orbitcoupling also generatesanisotropy term s,K �� which,however,turn outto be relatively sm alland can usually

be neglected.Allparam etersin Eq.(7)depend on the relativeposition ~R ofthe two M n ions.

W ithin the sphericalapproxim ation used in Ref.23,the angulardependence oft�� and K �� istrivially given by

spin 3/2 rotation m atrices,and the e�ective Ham iltonian Eq.(7) becom es just a function offour param eters that

depend only on the distance R between the two M n ions. In the six band m odel,on the otherhand,the num erous

param eters ofthe e�ective Ham iltonian are typically com plicated functions of~R. However,ifthe positions ofthe

two M n ions are aligned along the z-direction,than the e�ective Ham iltonian sim pli�es a lot due to tim e reversal
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FIG .5:Lowestlying energy statesofa m anganesepair(lineswith sym bols)asa function ofdistancebetween m anganeseatom s

R in theabsenceofthecorespins,e.g.,Jpd = 0.D ashed linesindicatetheresultsofRef.23.Each line istwo-fold degenerate.

sym m etry and the C4 sym m etry ofthe Ham iltonian (rem em ber that we set Jpd � 0 for the tim e being),and the

e�ective Ham iltonian sim pli�esas

H
eff

M n�M n
=

X

�= 1:::4

t�(R)(c
y

1;�c2;� + h:c:) (8)

+
X

i;�

[K (R)(�2 �
5

4
)+ E (R)]c

y

i;�ci;� :

To determ ine the four param eters,t1=2,t3=2,K and E ,we perform ed a variationalcalculation with the previously

obtained param etersVc,rc,and rpd,butsetting Jpd � 0.The resultsare shown in Fig.5,where forcom parison,we

also show the resultsobtained within the sphericalapproxim ation ofRef.23.

W hilethetwoapproxim ationsgiveaqualitativelysim ilarspectrum atlargeseparations,thesphericalapproxim ation

badly failsatshortseparations.Therewithin thesix-band m odelcalculation weobtain abondingand an anti-bonding

state,each ofwhich hasan approxim atefourfold spin degeneracy.In otherwords,atshortseparationsthespin-orbit

coupling isnotvery im portant.In contrast,thesphericalapproxim ation givesa largespin-orbitsplitting ofthestates

even forsm allseparations.

Thisdi�erence iseasy to understand:forsm allM n-M n separations,the bound statesare com posed from valence

band statesofallenergies.However,whilethesphericalapproxim ation givesareasonableapproxim ation fortheband

structurein theclosevicinity ofthe � point,itbadly failsatthese high energies,whereitoverestim atesthe e�ectof

spin-orbitcoupling.Atlargeseparations,on theotherhand,thee�ectiveHam iltonian isdeterm ined by thetailsofthe

wavefunctions,which are,in turn,com posed from sm allm om entum valenceband excitations.Thestructureofthese

statesatlarge distancesistherefore roughly captured by sphericalapproxim ation,though the resultsquantitatively

di�er. These observationsparallelthe ones ofRef.12,where we have shown using the RK K Y approxim ation that

spin-orbitcoupling becom esim portantonly forlargeM n-M n separationswithin thatapproach too.

The extracted e�ective param etersE ,K ,t12 and t32 are shown in Fig.6. The largestparam eterisE (R),which

asym ptotically approachesthesingleion binding energy.Theapproach to thisasym ptoticvalueisdom inated by the

Coulom b interaction,and E (R)fallso� as

E (R)� E (1 )�
e2

�R
: (9)

The m ostim portante�ectofspin-orbitcoupling isthatt1=2 and t3=2 becom e very di�erentforlarge separations,

and jt1=2j> jt3=2jim plying thatholeswith spin aligned perpendicularto the bond can hop m ore easily. Thisisthe

ultim ate reason why spin-orbitcoupling favorsan M n spin-orientation perpendicular to the bond. Note thatthisis

very di�erentfrom theresultobtained within thesphericalapproxim ation,wherejt1=2j< jt3=2j,and thereforetheM n
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spinsarepreferably aligned along thebond.In fact,therelation jt1=2j> jt3=2jisalso favored by intuition:theweight

ofthevalence band orbitalswith m = 0 angularm om entum in the d-channelislargerforthe Fz = � 1=2 statesthan

forFz = � 3=2 states.Since the m = 0 orbitalsarethe onesthatpointalong the M n-M n bond,one expectsa larger

hopping in the � = � 1=2 channels.
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FIG .6:Fourparam etersE (squares),K (circles),t12 (down triangle)and t32 (up triangle)in two approxim ations:calculated

by variationalapproach with constrainsJpd = 0 (lineswith sym bols)and taken from Ref.23 (only sym bols). Energy isgiven

in K elvin:100 K � 8.8 m eV.
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FIG .7:Energiesoftheeightlowestlying statesoftheM n dim ervs.� ofa e�ective m odel(line)and fullcalculations(points)

atR = 11 �A.The upperpanelcorresponds to exchange con�guration while the lower panelshows results for the ’anisotropy

con�guration’.

W e shallnow proceed and testifthe e�ective Ham iltonian de�ned by Eqs.(6)and (7)givesindeed a reasonable

description ofthe M n-M n interaction also in the presence ofthe M n spin and forarbitrary spin orientation.To this

purposewecom puted thespectrum oftheM n dim erfrom thee�ectiveHam iltonian and com pared itto theresultsof

a fullvariationalcalculation with Jpd 6= 0.The resultsforseparationsR = 11 �A and R = 19 �A areshown in Figs.7

and 8,respectively.Clearly,while forR = 11 �A the e�ective Ham iltonian isunable to capture the detailsofthe full

spectrum ,forR = 19 �A itgivesa very satisfactory description ofit.
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FIG .8:Energiesoftheeightlowestlying statesoftheM n dim ervs.� ofa e�ectivem odel(lines)and fullcalculations(circles)

atR = 19 �A.The upperpanelcorresponds to exchange con�guration while the lower panelshows results for the ’anisotropy

con�guration’.

To m akea m orequantitativecom parison,weintroduced the averageerrorofthe e�ective Ham iltonian as

�
2
�

D 8X

j= 1

(E j � E
eff

j )2
E

conf
; (10)

wherethe averageisoverallspin con�gurationsand the eightlowest-lying states.The quantity � thuscharacterizes

the typicaldeviation from the real(variationally obtained)spectrum . The obtained value of� isshown in Table I.

The param eters(E ,K ,t3=2,and t1=2)have been extracted from a variationalcalculation with Jpd = 0 in the way

discussed above.However,asm allerrorin thelargestparam eterE resultsin alargechangein �,withoutchangingthe

internalstructure and excitation spectrum ofthe dim er. (The anisotropy orexchange energies,e.g.,are com pletely

independentofthe value ofE .) Therefore,to elim inate thiserror,we optim ized the value ofE by slightly changing

it,E ! E best.The optim alvaluesofE ,and the corresponding �’sareshown in TableI.ForR � 15 �A the e�ective

Ham iltonian gives a rather good description,and � is only about � 10 % ofthe overallwidth ofthe spectrum ,

� 2jt1=2j.ForR = 11 �A,however,the relativeerrorgoesabove20 % ,and the the e�ective m odel’sspectrum hardly

resem blesto the oneobtained through a fullvariationalcalculation with Jpd 6= 0 (see Fig.7).

R [�A] 11 13 15 17 19

E [m eV] -181 -168 -155 -144 -134

K [m eV] -0.2 -1.0 -1.4 -1.5 -1.4

t3=2 [m eV] -34.3 -23.3 -15.9 -10.2 -7.6

t1=2 [m eV] -36.9 -30.4 -25.6 -21.6 -19.3

G [m eV] 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

E best [m eV] -187 -172 -159 -147 -136

� [m eV] 15.0 8.0 5.8 4.1 3.9

TABLE I: Thevaluesofthee�ectiveparam eters,E ,K ,t3=2 and t1=2 fordi�erentR ,extracted from a calculation with Jpd = 0,

and theerror� ofthee�ectivem odel.Thetypicalerror� hasbeen com puted afterchanging theshiftE to itsoptim um value,

E best,and using G = 4 m eV.

The quality ofthe e�ective m odelapproxim ation can be som ewhatfurtherim proved by notextracting the values

ofE ,K ,t3=2,and t1=2 from a Jpd = 0 variationalcalculation,but instead,considering them and also G as �tting

param eters to m inim ize �. However,even after a fulloptim ization,it is im possible to satisfactorily describe the

R = 11 �A excitation spectrum ofthe m olecule for any spin con�guration,while the R � 13�A spectra are not

substantially im proved.
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IV . C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaper,we studied the ’m olecularorbitals’oftwo substitutionalM n ionsasa function oftheirposition and

spin orientation within the six-band m odel,using a variationalapproach. Sim ilarto the resultsofRef.12,we �nd

that spin-orbit coupling e�ects are im portant ifthe separation between the two M n ions are large (R > 13�A).In

thisregim e spin-orbitcoupling inducesan anisotropy in the spin-spin interaction thatprefersto align the M n spins

perpendicularto the M n-M n dim er’sdirection.Forsm allerseparations,however,although large,spin-orbitcoupling

induced anisotropy doesnotseem to be crucialcom pared to the ferrom agnetic exchange interaction. These results

are in qualitative agreem entwith those ofRefs.12,13 butclearly disagree with those ofRef.11,where a very sm all

anisotropy has been found. This di�erence originates from the di�erent cut-o� schem e used in Ref.11,which,as

discussed in Refs.12,13 in detail,suppressesback-scattering processesifthecut-o� param eterisnotchosen carefully

enough.

Thetransition toanisotropy-dom inated regionsoccursatrelativelysm allactivem anganeseconcentrations,xactive �

2 % .W ehaveto em phasizethough thatinterstitialM n ionspresum ably bind to substitutionalM n ions,and therefore

theactiveM n concentration can besubstantially reduced com pared to thenom inalconcentration x ofM anganese9,10.

Foran unannealed x = 6 % sam ple,e.g.,with only onethird oftheM n ionsgoing to interstitialpositions,theactive

M n concentration can be reduced down to xactive = 2 % ,in which regim e the anisotropy ofthe e�ective spin-spin

interaction isalready very signi�cant.

Upon annealing,however,interstitialM n ionspresum ably di�use outofthesam ple,leading to a higheractiveM n

concentration. Therefore,in annealed sam ples the e�ective interaction between the M n core spins should be m uch

m ore isotropic,and the spin ofthe active M n ions form s a fully aligned ferrom agnetic state. These results are in

agreem ent with the experim entaldata ofRef.3,where in som e ofthe sam ples with sm allCurie tem perature,the

rem anent m agnetization could be substantially increased by a relatively sm allm agnetic �eld,clearly hinting to a

generically non-collinearm agnetic state.W e haveto m ention though thatotherpossiblem echanism shavealso been

suggested to causenon-collinearferrom agneticstates33,34.

W ealsotested ifonecan constructa sim plee�ectiveim purity-band Ham iltonian in term sofspin 3/2 holeshopping

between the M n sites to describe G a1�x M nxAs in the dilute lim it,as proposed in Ref.23. W e �nd that such a

description only m akessenseifM n-M n separationsarelargeenough,R > 13 �A,and becom esreliableonly foractive

M n concentrationsbelow xactive � 1:5 % . W e also determ ined the param etersofthe e�ective m odelby perform ing

calculations within the fram ework of the six band m odel, and found that while earlier calculations done within

the sphericalapproxim ation are qualitatively correctforlarge M n separations,they quantitatively failto reproduce

the spectrum obtained within the six band m odel. An interesting result ofthese six-band m odelcalculations is

thatthe e�ective hopping param etersturn outto be considerably sm aller than the onesfound within the spherical

approxim ation. This im plies that the im purity band m ay survive to som ewhat larger concentrations, xactive �

2� 3 % ,asalso suggested by angle-resolved photoem ission spectroscopy,scanning tunneling m icroscopy and optical

conductivity experim ents.

In sum m ary,we �nd that an e�ective m odeldescription in the spiritofRef.23 is only possible ifthe active M n

concentration is less than about xactive = 1:5 % . W e �nd furtherm ore that spin-orbitcoupling induced anisotropy

is extrem ely large forconcentrationsxactive < 2 % ,and it likely leadsto the appearance offrustrated non-collinear

states.

A P P EN D IX A :SIX -B A N D H A M ILT O N IA N

Forthesakeofcom pleteness,wegivein thisAppendix thee�ectivesix-band Ham iltonian used o describethetop of

thevalenceband in ourcom putations.W ithin thisapproach thevalenceband holeswavefunction isa six-com ponent

spinor,and the so-called K ohn-LuttingerHam iltonian actson thesesix-com ponentspinors,17,26,27

H K L =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
@

H hh � c � b 0 b=
p
2 c

p
2

� c? H lh 0 b � b?
p
3=2 � d

� b? 0 H lh � c d � b
p
3=2

0 b? � c? H hh � c?
p
2 b?=

p
2

b?=
p
2 � b

p
3=2 d? � c

p
2 H so 0

c?
p
2 � d? � b?

p
3=2 b=

p
2 0 H so

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (A1)

In thisexpression b,c,d,H h,H l,and H so denote the following di�erentialoperators,

H h=l =
�h
2

2m 0

�
[� (1 � 2)

�
d2

dx2
+

d2

dy2

�
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� (1 � 22)
d2

dz2

i

; (A2)

H so = � so �
�h
2

2m 0

1

�
d2

dx2
+

d2

dy2
+

d2

dz2

�

; (A3)

b =
�h
2

2m 0

2
p
33

�

�
d

dx
+ i

d

dy

�
d

dz
; (A4)

c =
�h
2

2m 0

p
3

�

2

�

�
d2

dx2
+

d2

dy2

�

+ 2i3
d

dx

d

dy

�

; (A5)

d = �
�h
2

2m 0

p
22

�

� 2
d2

dz2
+

d2

dx2
+

d2

dy2

�

; (A6)

and the K ohn-LuttingerHam iltonian,Eq.(A1),waswritten in the basisofthe following 6 spin states,

jj= 3

2
;m j = + 3

2
> ;

jj= 3

2
;m j = � 1

2
> ;

jj= 3

2
;m j = + 1

2
> ;

jj= 3

2
;m j = � 3

2
> ;

jj= 1

2
;m j = + 1

2
> and

jj= 1

2
;m j = � 1

2
> :

(A7)

The �rstfourcom ponentsofthe spinorsdescribe the so-called heavy-and lightholebandson the top ofthe valence

band ofG aAs. These four bands becom e degenerate at the � point and have j = 3=2 character. The last two

com ponentsofthe spinorsdescribe the spin-orbitsplitbands.These two bandshavea spin j= 1=2 characteratthe

� point,wherethey areseparated in G aAsby an am ount�so = 0:34eV from the otherfourbands.

The so-called Luttinger param eters,i,m ust be determ ined to give the best agreem entwith the experim entally

observed band structure ofG aAs. In our calculations we used the set ofparam eters 1 = 7:65,2 = 2:41,and

3 = 3:28,frequently used in theliterature25.In theso-called sphericalapproxim ation,whereonly thetop fourbands

arekeptand the i’saresetto 1 = 7:65,and 2 = 3 = 2:9325.In thisapproxim ation the Ham iltonian acquiresan

SU(2)sym m etry.

Forthe sakeofcom pleteness,letusgiveherethe spin operatorsofthe holeswhich read in the abovebasis:

sx =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 0 1

2
p
3

0 1p
6

0

0 0 1

3

1

2
p
3

� 1

3
p
2

0

1

2
p
3

1

3
0 0 0 1

3
p
2

0 1

2
p
3

0 0 0 � 1p
6

1p
6

� 1

3
p
2

0 0 0 � 1

6

0 0 1

3
p
2

� 1p
6

� 1

6
0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; sy = i

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

0 0 � 1

2
p
3

0 � 1p
6

0

0 0 1

3
� 1

2
p
3

� 1

3
p
2

0

1

2
p
3

� 1

3
0 0 0 � 1

3
p
2

0 1

2
p
3

0 0 0 � 1p
6

1p
6

1

3
p
2

0 0 0 1

6

0 0 1

3
p
2

1p
6

� 1

6
0

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;

sz =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1

2
0 0 0 0 0

0 � 1

6
0 0 0 �

p
2

3

0 0 1

6
0 �

p
2

3
0

0 0 0 � 1

2
0 0

0 0 �
p
2

3
0 � 1

6
0

0 �
p
2

3
0 0 0 1

6

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (A8)
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