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W e perform a theoreticalstudy,using ab initio totalenergy density-functionalcalculations,of

the e�ectsofdisorder on the M n � M n exchange interactionsfor G a1� xM nxAs diluted m agnetic

sem iconductors. Fora 128 atom ssupercell,we considera variety ofcon�gurationswith 2,3 and 4

M n atom s,which correspond to concentrationsof3.1% ,4.7% ,and 6.3% ,respectively. In thisway,

the disorderisintrinsically considered in the calculations.Using a Heisenberg Ham iltonian to m ap

the m agnetic excitations,and ab initio totalenergy calculations,we obtain the e�ective J M n� M n

n ,

from �rst (n = 1) allthe way up to sixth (n = 6) neighbors. Calculated results show a clear

dependence in the m agnitudes ofthe J
M n� M n

n with the M n concentration x. Also,con�gurational

disorderand/orclustering e�ectslead to large dispersions in the M n-M n exchange interactions,in

thecaseof�xed M n concentration.M oreover,theoreticalresultsfortheground-statetotalenergies

forseveralcon�gurations indicate the im portance ofa properconsideration ofdisorderin treating

tem perature and annealing e�ects.

PACS num bers:71.55.Eq,75.30.H x,75.50.Pp

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

Theexcitingpossibilitiesofm anipulatingboth thespin

and thechargeofthecarriersin sem iconductors,in such a

waythatnew devicesm aybedesigned,havebroughtalot

ofattention tothestudyofdiluted m agneticsem iconduc-

tors(DM S)in thepastten yearsorso.Even though the

DM S havebeen known foralongtim e,1 itwasthediscov-

eryofferrom agnetism in p-type(In,M n)Assystem s2 that

spurred theresearch in this�eld.Thiswaseven m oreso

afterthe successfulgrowth offerrom agnetic (G a,M n)As

alloys.3 Thislattersystem hasbecom ealm ostaparadigm

in the �eld ofDM S m aterials. It has long been known

thatisolated M nG a substitutionalim puritiesgiverise to

acceptor states around 0.1 eV above the top ofthe va-

lence band. Thus,the M n atom s have a double func-

tionality in the G a1� xM nxAs alloys: they provide both

(i)them agneticm om ents,and (ii)holesto interm ediate

theinteraction between them .Thissom ewhatsim plistic

view ism uch m ore com plex than itseem sat�rstsight.

Ferrom agnetism in G a1� xM nxAs only occurs for large

M n concentrationsofa few percent. As a consequence,

theacceptorlevelsform a band which,dueto therather

localized character ofthe defect state,has a dispersion

which is far from what would result from a free quasi-

particlepicture.M oreover,theintrinsicdisordercoupled

to this som ewhatnarrow band indicates thatany theo-

reticaldescription based on an e�ectivem assdescription

should beviewed with caution.Tofurthercom plicatethe

issue,in ordertoobtain thenecessaryhigh M n concentra-

tionsthegrowth tem peraturescannotbetoo high,which

causesa lotofdefectsto be presentin the sam ples,like

M n interstitials(M nI)and arsenicantisites(AsG a).Asa

result,thecriticaltem peratureand holeconcentration,as

afunction ofM n com position,arecrucially dependenton

thedetailsofgrowth conditions.4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16

In view ofallthese facts, it would be im portant to

have a way to estim ate the M n-M n exchange interac-

tions(i)with asfew assum ptionsaspossible,(ii)which

would treatthe hostand the M n im puritiesatthe sam e

levelofaccuracy,and (iii) which would furtherm ore in-

cludethe e�ectsofdisorder.Thisapproach ofim plicitly

tracing out the holes degrees offreedom has been im -

plem ented in a variety ofways based on self-consistent

m ethods. Van Schilfgaarde and M ryasov17 have per-

form ed calculationsoftotalenergies,within the atom ic

spheres approxim ation, to extract exchange couplings,

J’s,for speci�c (i.e., not random ly chosen) clusters of

closely spaced M n ions;theirresultssuggesta tendency

ofa decrease in jJjwhen m ore M n atom sare added to

nearby sites. M ore recently,Xu etal.18 used m u�n-tin

orbitals to investigate the dependence ofthe exchange

couplingwith theM n-M n distanceatm uch larger(8.3% )

concentrations ofM n atom s;they found a considerable

scatterin the valuesofthe exchange couplings. In a se-

riesoftheoreticalstudies,in which thee�ectofrandom -

ness/disorderisdescribed by the coherent-potentialap-

proxim ation(CPA),K udrnovsk�yetal.19,20 and Bergqvist

et al.21 have used a tight-binding linear m u�n-tin or-

bitalm ethod,togetherwith them agneticforcetheorem ,

to study the dependence ofthe M n-M n exchange cou-

plings and criticaltem peratures with the concentration

ofM n im puritiesin III-V and group IV DM S.Also,Sato

etal.22,23 have used m u�n-tin type potentials together

with a K K R-CPA approach to study Curie tem pera-

turesand exchangeinteractionsin III-V DM S.M oreover,

Sandratskiiand Bruno24,25,26 have used the augm ented-

spherical-wavem ethod within the local-density approxi-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505500v2
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m ation to investigate exchange interactions,Curie tem -

peraturesand the in
uence ofthe clustering ofM n im -

puritiesin (G a,M n)As.O neshould noticethattheuseof

non-fullpotentialm u�n-tin{style approachesisnotad-

equateto treattheelectronicstructureofcovalentsem i-

conductor system s such as (G a,M n)As DM S. Further-

m ore,wewillshow thatdisorderplaysan im portantrole

which m ay notbeadequately treated by sim plee�ective-

m edium approachessuch asthe virtualcrystalapproxi-

m ation (VCA)orCPA.

In this work we perform large supercelltotalenergy

calculations,based on ab initio density functionaltheory

(DFT)m ethods.W ithin thisapproach,wetreatdisorder

con�gurationsin which the M n atom srandom ly replace

G aatom s.By consideringtwo,three,and fourM n atom s

in a supercellwith 128 atom s,we cover three M n con-

centrations,3.1% ,4.7% ,and 6.3% ,and present results

forthee�ectiveexchangeinteractions,JM n� M n
n ,between

two M n atom swhich are n-th neighborsin the G a sub-

lattice,with 1 � n � 6. Also,in a few cases the M n

atom sareplaced in predeterm ined positions,in orderto

com pare the exchange coupling oftwo nearest-neighbor

M n atom sin the presence ofotherM n atom s,placed at

variousseparations.The presentresultsindicate a clear

decreasein the m agnitudesofthe JM n� M n
n with the M n

concentration x;from now on,theM n-M n superscriptin

JM n� M n
n willbe om itted,in orderto sim plify the nota-

tion.

The work is organized as follows. In Section II we

providea briefdescription ofthecalculationalprocedure

used in thepresentstudy.Resultsand discussion areleft

forSection III,and Section IV sum m arizesour�ndings

and conclusions.

II. C A LC U LA T IO N A L M ET H O D

W e have perform ed total energy calculations based

on the density-functional theory (DFT) within the

generalized-gradient approxim ation (G G A) for the

exchange-correlation potential,with the electron-ion in-

teractions described using ultrasoft pseudopotentials.27

A planewaveexpansion up to 230 eV asim plem ented in

theVASP code28 wasused,togetherwith a 128-atom fcc

supercelland 4 L-pointsfortheBrillouin zonesam pling;

theseL-pointsarenon-equivalent,dueto thepresenceof

M n im purities.The positionsofallhostG aAsatom sas

wellas substitutionalM n in the supercellwere relaxed

untilallthe forces com ponents were sm aller than 0.02

eV/�A; our G G A lattice param eter for undoped G aAs

turned out to be 5.74 �A,which is in accordance with

other estim ates,e.g.,that ofRef. 29. For a 128 atom s

supercell, we consider a variety of con�gurations with

2,3 and 4 M n atom s,corresponding to concentrationsof

3.1% ,4.7% ,and 6.3% ,respectively.Sincecalculationsfor

allpossibledisordercon�gurationswith m orethan 2 M n

atom spercellisprohibitivelycostlyin term sofcom puter

tim e,wehaveconsidered typicalcon�gurations,asgener-

ated through theSpecialQ uasi-random Structures(SQ S)

algorithm .30 A con�guration � is generated by placing

the M n atom satG a sublattice sites (64 possible sites).

W e then calculate the pair correlation functions,up to

the sixth-neighbor,given by:

� m (�)=
1

64Zm

X

i;j

� m (i;j)SiSj: (1)

Here � m is the m th-neighbor pair correlation function,

Zm is the num ber of m th-order neighbors to a site,

� m (i;j)is1ifsitesiand jarem th-orderneighbors,and

zerootherwise;and Si isavariabletakingvalues0,ifsite

iisoccupied by G a,and 1 ifitisoccupied by M n.Fora

perfectly random (R)distribution ofM n atom s,thepair

correlation function doesnotdepend on m ,� m (R)= x2,

wherex isthe M n concentration.Fora given con�gura-

tion we calculatethe deviation from random nessas

��(�)=
X

m

(� m (�)� � m (R))
2
: (2)

The above quantity indicateshow random the � con-

�guration is. W e perform an exhaustive search overall

possiblecon�gurationsand chooseto work with theones

with lowest��.

For each chosen disordercon�guration,we adopt the

followingstrategywithin ourDFT-G G A calculations.As

an initialguess,wetakeallvalenceelectronsofeach M n

atom aligned with each other,corresponding to S = 5=2

asexpected in a d5 con�guration,and calculatethetotal

energiesforthiscon�guration,aswellasforan increas-

ing num ber of
ipped M n totalspins. The energy dif-

ferences with respect to the aligned states,f�E g,are

then described by an e�ective Heisenberg m odel with

appropriate �rst-, second-, and so forth, up to sixth-

nearest-neighbor M n-M n couplings,Jn; n = 1� 6;see

Sec.III and Appendix for details. This procedure has

been applied31,32 to the case oftwo M n atom s in a su-

percellwith 128 sites,and we were able to inferthe de-

pendenceofthee�ectivecouplingswith both theM n-M n

distance and direction.W e havefound31,32 thatthe cal-

culated Jn exchange couplings lead to a M n ferrom ag-

netic state,with the holes form ing a relatively disper-

sionlessim purity band,and thereforethataconventional

free-electron{likeRK K Y interaction should beruled out

asthe origin ofthe M n-M n ferrom agneticcoupling.

O ne should notice that for two M n atom s, if the

spinsare treated quantum m echanically the abovem en-

tioned energy di�erencecorrespondsto thatbetween the

state with totalspin 5/2 and the singlet one, leading

to J
(Q )
n = �E n=15. Ifthe spins are treated classically,

J
(C l)
n = 2�E n=25 and the two approaches are entirely

equivalent,apartfrom an overallm ultiplicativefactorof

1.2.Form ore than two M n atom s,we considerclassical

spinsand notethatthisapproxim ation,though notcap-

turing fulldetails ofthe excitation spectra,is stillable
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to provide overalltrendsofthe low energy m agnetic ex-

citationsfora �nite num berofspins.

As a �nalm ethodologicalcom m ent,we note that we

havechecked forspin-orbite�ects(in thecaseoftwo M n

atom s) through the projector augm ented-wave (PAW )

m ethod33,and found a change from 0.29 eV to 0.24 eV

in the totalenergy di�erence between the excited anti-

ferrom agnetic and ground state ferrom agnetic M n-spin

alignem ents. Although a system atic study in this sense

would certainly beim portant,thisisbeyond thescopeof

thepresentstudy and wehavechosen toignorespin-orbit

e�ects in the totalenergy calculationspresented in this

work.W ebelievethisapproxim ation would notalterthe

generalconclusionsofthepresentstudy.M oreover,other

possibilities,such asa non-collinearferrom agnetism ,34,35

havenotbeen considered atthisstage.

III. R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

A . T w o M n atom s

Letus�rstdiscussthe case oftwo M n substitutional

atom s in the 128-site supercell. W e considered allcon-

�gurations corresponding to all inequivalent positions

within thesupercell,i.e.,M n-M n distancesvarying from

4.06�A up to11.48�A.O urtotalenergyresultsyield aM n-

M n ferrom agneticground statein allcases.Therelevant

Heisenberg Ham iltonian in thiscaseis

H = JnSi� Si+ n; (3)

foreach relativeposition in the supercell,where,forthe

sake ofcom parison with the casesofthree and fourM n

atom s(seebelow),S istaken asaclassicalspin ofm agni-

tude 5/2;n isa vectorconnecting nth{nearest-neighbor

M n atom sreplacingG aatom s.Theestim atesforJn thus

obtained aredisplayed in the second colum n ofTable I.

As previously noted,31,32 the resulting M n-M n ferro-

m agnetice�ectivecouplingin G a1� xM nxAsisessentially

interm ediated by the antiferrom agneticcoupling ofeach

M n spin to the quasi-localized holes.Also,the observed

non-m onotonicbehaviorofJn should beattributed tothe

anisotropic characterofthe e�ective interaction. M ore-

over,jJnjessentially decreases
31,32 with M n-M n separa-

tion and vanishesabove� 11:5�A.

B . T hree M n atom s

In the case ofthree M n atom sin a supercellwith 128

sites,wehaveperform ed calculationsfor10 di�erentdis-

ordercon�gurations.Figure1showstwoSQ S illustrative

con�gurations:in (a)the3M n atom saresom ewhatclus-

tered together,whereasin (b)two arenearestneighbors

and the third isfartherapart.

For each disorder con�guration,the relevant Heisen-

berg Ham iltonian m ustcontem platethepossibility ofin-

teractions occurring not only am ongst spins within the

Table I:Estim atesforthe e�ective exchange coupling,Jn,in

m eV,between nth{nearest-neighborM n spins,Si and Sj,for

di�erent M n concentrations,x. In the case of2 M n atom s

(x = 3:1% ), Jn is unique for a given n. For 3 M n atom s

(x = 4:7% ) in a supercellwith 128 sites,we have perform ed

calculationsfor10 di�erentSQ S disordercon�gurations,and

Jn isgiven bytheaverageoverthecon�gurationsin which two

M n sitesarenth-neighbors;thenum berofsuch con�gurations

areshown in squarebrackets,and theerrorbarsarecalculated

asstandard deviation ofaverages.In thecase of4 M n atom s

(x = 6:3% ),we show the results for two con�gurations (see

text);note thatsom etim esa speci�ccon�guration would not

accom m odate the pertinentJn.

n x = 3:1% x = 4:7% x = 6:3% x = 6:3%

1 � 23:2 � 18:2� 1:5 [7] � 12:6 � 13:0

2 � 10:4 � 3:8� 1:8 [4] - � 4:7

3 � 13:6 � 6:6� 2:7 [7] � 2:8 � 6:0

4 � 5:6 � 3:6� 0:8 [4] � 4:8 -

5 � 2:6 + 0:4� 0:7 [5] + 0:1 � 1:3

6 � 4:4 � 1:9� 0:7 [2] - -

supercell, but between one spin in the supercell and

the di�erent im ages in neighboring supercells (periodic

boundary conditions e�ects, PBCE’s). In actualfact,

depending on the disorder con�guration,the sam e pair

ofspins m ay be j-th nearest neighbors within the su-

percelland k-th nearestneighborswhen the im agesare

considered.O necan thereforewritethe Ham iltonian as

H =
X

n

X

i< j

wij(n)Jn Si� Sj; (4)

wherethewij(n)aregeom etricalweightstaking into ac-

count PBCE’s. For a given con�guration,one expects

m ost of the w’s to vanish; also, we set w = 0 if the

distance between the M n atom s is larger than 11.5 �A,

aspreviously established.32 In the Appendix we discuss

the Ham iltonian for the two SQ S con�gurationsofFig.

1. W e then calculate the totalenergiesfordi�erentM n

spin con�gurations:with allspinsaligned,with only one

spin reversed,either in site 1,2,or 3,and so forth,in-

creasing thenum berofspin 
ips,untilonehasthesam e

num berofunknowns(Jn)asequations(nam ely,thecor-

responding energy di�erenceswith respectto thealigned

state).

It is instructive to lay out Jn as a function ofn for

the10 SQ S realizationsofdisorder(threeM n atom s),as

shown in Fig.2;forcom parison,weshow the resultsfor

x = 3:1% in the sam e �gure.O ne can seethatthe over-

alltrend ofJn with n,observed in the case oftwo M n

spins,ism aintained in thiscase,with thenon-m onotonic

behavior stillbeing due to e�ects ofdirectionality,i.e.,

the exchangecoupling dependsnotonly on the distance

between thepairofM n atom s,butalso on theirrelative

direction with respect to the bonds ofthe host G aAs.

Herewe should m ention thatour128-atom supercellto-

talenergy results for the ferro- and antiferrom agnetic
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Figure1:(Coloronline)A pictorialview oftwo possible real-

izationsofdisorderforthreeM n atom sin a 128-sitesupercell

(x = 4:7% ). G a sitesare represented by the sm aller spheres,

Assitesbythem iddle-sized ones,and M n atom sbythelargest

ones. For clarity,supercells are repeated along the di�erent

cartesian directions. The three nonequivalentM n atom s are

shown asdi�erentshadesofgray (blue,red,and yellow in the

colorversion).

states are in overallagreem ent with the corresponding

64-atom supercelltotalenergy results ofM ahadevan et

al..36 ThecorrespondingaveragevaluesofJn,foreach n,

are shown in the third colum n ofTable I. Itisinterest-

ing to notethatallJn decrease(in absolutevalue)asthe

concentration ofM n atom sincreasesfrom 3.1% to 4.7% .

W hile at�rstsightthism ay seem an unusualbehavior,

oneshould havein m ind thatthee�ectiveM n-M n inter-

action ishole-m ediated,thussensitivetotheholedensity.

In orderto assessthee�ectsofclustering in a system -

aticway,wehavealsoconsidered non-SQ S con�gurations

in which two M n atom sare �rstneighbors,and a third

M n atom is placed in positions corresponding to �fth-

,third-,and �rst-neighbor ofthe pair: we found that

J1 = � 20:8 m eV,� 17:3 m eV,and � 8:1 m eV,respec-

tively;the extrem e values are shown in Fig.2 as �lled

1 2 3 4 5 6
-30

-20

-10

0

    8 
<111>

   24 
<310>

   12 
<110>

   24 
<211>

    6 
<100>

   12 
<110>

x = 4.7%

x = 3.1%

J
n
 (

m
e
V

)

n

Figure 2: (Color online)The nth{nearest-neighborexchange

coupling as a function of n for x = 3:1% and x = 4:7%

(with datadisplayed for10SQ S con�gurations,seetext).Full

curvesare guides to the eye (for x = 4:7% the fullline goes

through average values ofJn). Filled squares for J1 corre-

spond to extrem e values obtained for the non-SQ S con�gu-

rations;see text. Also shown isthe m ultiplicity ofeach n-th

neighborpairin a given direction < hkl> .

Table II: Totalenergies from ferrom agnetic SQ S con�gura-

tions, labelled from ‘ = 1 to 10, with respect to the total

energy of the con�guration corresponding to three nearest-

neighborM n atom sclustered together.The e�ective Heisen-

berg Ham iltonian can be written in the form H = �JiS1 �

S2 + �JjS1 � S3 + 
JkS2 � S3,such thattheentriesin thethird

colum n are fi
�
j
�
k


g

‘-th state E ‘ (eV) fi
�
j
�
k


g

1 0.054 f1
1
3
1
4
2
g

2 0.077 f1
1
4
2
5
2
g

3 0.085 f1
1
3
1
3
1
g

4 0.090 f1
1
3
1
6
4
g

5 0.091 f1
1
3
1
5
2
g

6 0.103 f1
1
2
1
3
1
g

7 0.125 f1
1
2
1
5
2
g

8 0.158 f2
1
4
2
6
4
g

9 0.176 f3
1
4
2
5
2
g

10 0.227 f2
1
3
1
5
2
g

squares. Thus, clustering tends to weaken the m agni-

tudeofthe nearest-neighborcoupling.O nem ay attribute

thisbehaviorasm ostlikely resulting from the Coulom b

repulsion between theholes,which leadsto theirdelocal-

ization asthe M n atom sgroup together,being therefore

detrim entaloftheirroleasm ediatorsofferrom agnetism .

If,on the one hand,clustering tends to decrease the

m agnitudeofthenearest-neighborexchange,on theother

hand itleadsto the energetically m oststable con�gura-

tion;thisisin agreem entwith recentresultsfrom calcu-

lations restricted to pairs oftransition m etals.37 In Ta-

bleIIwedisplay theenergiesofcalculated ferrom agnetic
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Figure3:(Coloronline)Isosurfacesforthenetlocalm agneti-

zation m (r)(seetextforde�nition)in thecaseofthreeM nG a

defects[forthecon�gurationsdepicted in Fig.1(a)],with (a)

allspinsaligned and (b)-(d)only one
ipped spin.Thegreen

surface correspondsto a value of+ 0:005 e=�A 3,and the blue

surface to � 0:005 e=�A
3
,with e being the electron charge.

The black (red)spheresdenote the G a (As)atom s.

SQ S con�gurationsrelativeto theclustered onein which

thethreeM n atom sare�rst-nearestneighbors.W enote

thattheSQ S con�gurationslabelled from 8 to 10,which

have the highesttotalenergiesofthe set,correspond to

cases in which there are no �rst-neighbor pairs ofM n

atom s. Since G a0:97M n0:03As is only stable at growth

tem peraturesin therange200{300C,6,38 thescaleofen-

ergiesshown in Table IIindicatesthatnotm any con�g-

urations can be therm ally activated. Clearly,there are

severalother m echanism s at play { such as m obility of

M n atom s,possibility oftrapping on interstitials,and so

forth {,which are notincluded in the presentapproach,

and willdeterm ine the �naldistribution ofM n atom s.

Figures 3(a)-(d) show the net m agnetization m (r) �

�"(r)� �#(r),where�� isthetotalchargedensity in the

�-polarized channel,for three M n atom s with allspins

aligned and for only one 
ipped spin, for the con�gu-

ration depicted in Fig. 1 (a). Note that the densities

on the upperrightand upperleftcornersin each �gure

arerelated to a M n atom and itsim agein a neighboring

supercell. Sim ilarly to the m (r) ofone31 and two M n

im purities32 in a supercell,near each M n atom the lo-

calm agnetization hasa d�� likecharacter,whereasclose

to the As neighbors,the character changes to p��� like,

where � = (" or #) and �� = (# or "). Also,m (r) has

a ratherlocalized character.The 
ipping ofspinsintro-

ducenodeson them (r)and subtlechangesm ostly on the

orientation ofthe p� like lobes. Close to the M n atom s,

however,the localm agnetization isnotvery sensitiveto

the 
ips.

C . Four M n atom s

ForfourM n atom s,we have considered only two dis-

ordercon�gurations,chosen according to the SQ S algo-

rithm .A Ham iltonian sim ilarto Eq.(4)m ay bewritten,

with theaddition ofterm sinvolvingthefourth spin,hav-

ingin m ind thattheinteractionswith spinsonim agesites

arem orefrequentin thiscase.

For instance,in one ofthe calculated SQ S con�gura-

tions,the e�ective Ham iltonian becom es

H = 2J5S1 � S2 + J1S1 � S3 + J3S1 � S4

2J4S2 � S3 + J3S2 � S4 + J1S3 � S4; (5)

where the absence ofa J2 second-neighbor interaction

should be noticed. Calculationsoftotalenergiesforall

M n spins parallel,and for the four possible single 
ips,

lead to four excitation energies, from which the Jn’s

(n 6= 2)m ay beinferred.Analogousconsiderationsapply

to theotherSQ S con�guration.Theresultsareshown in

colum ns4and 5ofTableI.O neseesthattheoverallten-

dency ofJn isto decreasein m agnitudeasn isincreased,

in a pattern sim ilar to that for sm aller concentrations,

though the dispersion cannot be properly assessed due

to the scarcity of data. W e also note that, as in the

case of three M n atom s, calculations with a non-SQ S

con�guration with thefourM n atom sclustered together

indicate that clustering decreases the m agnitude ofthe

�rst-neighborJ1 exchange coupling: J1 = � 6:5 m eV in

thiscase,which should becom pared with the� 12:6m eV

and � 13:0 m eV valuesofTableI.
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Figure 4: (Color online)D ependence of: (a) J1,(b) J2,(c)

J3, and (d) J4 with the concentration of M n atom s. For

x = 3:1% ,Jn is unique for a given n. Values for the SQ S

con�gurationsare shown asem pty circles,while the �lled di-

am onds correspond to the extrem e values obtained for the

non-SQ S con�gurations;see text. D otted curves are guides

to the eye through the average valuesofJn.

D . T he dependence ofJn w ith the concentration

The data in Table I can also be used to discuss the

dependence ofJn with x,for a given n. In Fig.4 we

plot J1,J2,J3 and J4 as functions ofx. For the case

ofJ1,we also show (as �lled sym bols) three values ob-

tained forthenon-SQ S con�gurations:twoasm entioned

before,in the case ofthree M n atom s,and the one cor-

responding to fourM n atom sclustered togetheras�rst

nearest-neighbors.

From Fig.4,weseethat,in m ostcases,them agnitudes

ofthe exchange couplingsdecrease asthe concentration

ofM n atom sisincreased.Further,thisdecreasem ay be

quitesigni�cant;forinstance,them agnitudeoftheaver-

age J1 decreasesby the orderof50% when one roughly

doubles the concentration from 3.1% . W e also see that

for the con�gurations in which the M n atom s are clus-

tered together,jJ1jalso decreasesasx isincreased.This

overalldecrease with x can be taken as num ericalevi-

dence thata steady increasein the concentration ofM n

atom s is not su�cient to rise the criticaltem perature,

sincetheexchangecouplingswilleventuallybeweakened.

Clearly othere�ectsm ay beplayingim portantroles.For

instance,within our present approach,the hole density

isassum ed to be the sam e asthatofM n atom s,which,

asm entioned in the Introduction is notreally the case.

The presence ofM n interstitials and M n-As com plexes

also need to be taken into account in order to reach a

quantitative agreem ent. Nonetheless,one expects that

the trendsunveiled here are indicative ofthe actualex-

perim entalsituation.

It is im portant to have in m ind that severaltheoret-

icalworkshave previously exam ined the dependence of

the exchange couplings with the M n-M n separation or

with the M n concentration.18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26 Som e

predict an alternating sign for the exchange coupling,

butthesepredictionsshould betaken with extrem ecare,

sincethesetheoreticalcalculationsarebased on non{full-

potentialm u�n-tin{type potentials which are not reli-

able to treat the electronic structure ofcovalent sem i-

conductor system s such as (G a,M n)As DM S.Also,dis-

orderquitecertainlyisnotadequatelytaken intoaccount

within sim plee�ective-m edium approachessuch asVCA

or CPA,as 
uctuations in the M n positions essentially

lead to variations in the M n-M n exchange-coupling pa-

ram eters,asapparentfrom Fig.4.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have perform ed ab initio total energy density-

functionalcalculations for two,three,and four substi-

tutionalM n atom sin a 128 atom ssupercell,correspond-

ing to concentrations of3.1% ,4.7% ,and 6.3% ,respec-

tively. In this way,we have treated the host and the

M n im purities on equalfooting. The e�ects of disor-

derhave been assessed atdi�erentlevelsofapproxim a-

tions,depending on the concentration ofM n atom s:for

x = 3:1% ,all possible non-equivalent positions ofthe

M n atom shave been considered;forx = 4:7% ,ten non-

equivalent con�gurations have been generated through

the SQ S algorithm ,while three speci�c ones have also

been considered in order to discuss the e�ects ofclus-

tering;and,for x = 6:3% ,two SQ S and one non-SQ S

con�gurations have been investigated. W hile the rela-

tion between the densities ofholes and ofM n atom s is
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oneoftheyetunsolved issuesin thecontextofDM S,here

we have assum ed thateach M n atom providesone hole;

since our results relate to generaltrends,they m ay be

carried overto the actualexperim entalsituation ofonly

a fraction ofM n atom s contributing with holes. It is

also interesting to notethatthe cut-o� of11.5�A (which

would correspond to x ’ 0:042) im posed on the range

ofM n-M n exchangecouplingswould appearto be in di-

rectcontradictionwith experim entaldatabyEdm ondset

al.8,according to which ferrom agnetism isseen fordop-

ingsaslow as� 0:015 (whereonewould haveessentially

no com pensation).Sincethesitepercolation threshold40

for FCC lattices is 0.20,for the G a FCC sublattice in

(G a,M n)As,the concentration cut-o� for ferrom agnetic

orderwould beoftheorderof0:20� 0:042= 0:0084,i.e.,

x ’ 0:84% ,indicating thatthereisno contradiction with

the m easurem entsofEdm ondsetal.8

W e have focused m ainly on the e�ective exchange in-

teraction between M n spins,by m apping the spectra of

m agnetic excitations(spin 
ips)onto a classicalHeisen-

berg Ham iltonian with coupling constants Jn, ranging

from �rst (n = 1) to sixth (n = 6) nearest neighbors.

The e�ects of clustering on the nearest-neighbor pair-

exchangecoupling,J1,havebeen investigated byexam in-

ing speci�c (i.e.,non-random )con�gurationswith three

and four M n atom s in the 128-site supercell: W e have

established that clustering tends to weaken the m agni-

tude ofthe nearest-neighborexchange coupling.O n the

other hand,we have found that clustered structures of

M n atom shave the lowesttotalenergies,a resultwhich

m ay beofim portancein a realisticdiscussion ofanneal-

ingand/ordi�usion e�ects.From calculationsonrandom

con�gurations we have also been able to determ ine the

behaviorofJn with x,for�xed n:in m ostcasesthe ex-

change couplingsgetweakerasthe concentration ofM n

atom s is increased. This is consistent with the experi-

m entally observed fact that there is an optim um range

ofM n concentrations(whosequantitativedeterm ination

requiresa carefulconsideration ofotherdisordere�ects)

in which the criticaltem peraturesarethe highest.

For �xed M n density,we have found that the calcu-

lated Jn favor a ferrom agnetic ground state,and have

decreasing m agnitude as the distance between spins in-

creases (cf. Table I and Figs. 2 and 4). The non-

m onotonicbehaviorisattributed todirectionalitye�ects;

by the sam e token, deviations in the sign of Jn were

found only at large n (= 5),when its m agnitude is al-

ready greatly reduced with respectto the nearestneigh-

bor value. The discrepancy ofthe present results with

respect to recent calculations by Xu et al.,18 m ay be

attributed to the fact that their m u�n-tin calculations

are notfullpotential;they therefore do notfully repro-

ducethecrucialroleplayed by thedirectionalsp3 bonds

and by the hole p-states. Also, due to the quite sig-

ni�cant variations ofthe calculated exchange couplings

with con�gurations and M n concentration,we em pha-

size that estim ates ofthe criticaltem perature obtained

via exchangecouplingsthusobtained areclearly open to

question. W e should also stressthatthe presentresults

corroboratethattheM n-M n ferrom agnetice�ectivecou-

pling in G a1� xM nxAsisinterm ediated by localized holes

leadingtoan antiferrom agnetic(non-RK K Y)couplingof

each M n spin,aspreviously noted,31,32 and recently con-

�rm ed experim entally.39 Therefore,the inescapablecon-

clusion is that the m ain feature ofa conventionalfree-

electron{like or perturbative RK K Y interaction should

be ruled out41,42 in the caseofG a1� xM nxAs.

Asa �nalpoint,som ecom m entsregarding futureper-

spectivesarein order.From oneside,investigationsusing

asim ilarprocedureasem ployed here(wherethedisorder

isexplicitly included)ofhow im purities,such asintersti-

tialM n and Asanti-sites,alterthee�ectiveexchangein-

teractionsarerelevant.Fora given M n con�guration,it

should beinterestingtoseehow theresultsdepend on the

relative position ofthe defects. O n the otherhand,our

resultsraisesom equestionswhoseanswersarenotcom -

pletely trivial: (i) The fact that the e�ective exchange

interactions change with the M n con�guration m ake it

clearthattheuseofaHeisenbergm odel,atleastasim ple

one where only pair-interactions are considered,should

be viewed with caution. It is not obvious that exten-

sions ofthe Heisenberg m odelto triplets or even larger

clusterinteractionswillrem edy thisfact;(ii)The use of

ab initio calculations has been very im portant in order

to provide a correct picture ofthe electronic structure

ofthese system s.O ne ofitsgreatm eritsisthe possibil-

ity ofobtaining m odel-free results. However,whenever

oneneedsto m akepredictionsaboutthecriticaltem per-

ature (Tc),m odels have to be used. For instance,from

ab initio results one m ay extracte�ective exchange pa-

ram eters,asin thepresentwork,and then via m ean �eld

orm ore sophisticated m ethods,like M onte Carlo calcu-

lations,itispossibletocalculateTc.Twocrucialstepsin

thisprocedureare questionable.The �rstone isthe use

ofa Heisenberg m odel,asalready m entioned.Theother

isthe use ofa sm allsupercellapproxim ation. Calculat-

ing the criticaltem perature via any e�ective m ethodol-

ogy that is based on sm allsupercellab initio calcula-

tions, even ifthis e�ective approach allows the search

ofa large num berofdistinctcon�gurations,hasa great

risk ofbeing nonsense,since,aswe have shown,the ex-

changeinteractionsdepend sensitively on the M n distri-

bution. The rootofthe above problem sisthe necessity

ofintroducing a m odelham iltonian in order to extract

excited statesofthe system associated with spin excita-

tions. A possible solution to this problem could be the

useofa sem i-em piricalham iltonian with a tight-binding

descrition for the host m aterialcoupled with a m any-

body, atom ic-like description for the M n atom s. The

m anyfold oflow-energy statesrepresenting the di�erent

M n spin orientations,thatwillbe obtained upon diago-

nalization ofsuch aham iltonian43,willreplacethestates

obtained via the e�ective (butquestionable)Heisenberg

ham iltonian.
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*

A ppendix A

Here we discuss the case ofthree M n atom s,for the

two disorder con�gurations displayed in Figs. 1(a) and

1(b),and chosen according to the SQ S algorithm . For

the con�guration in Fig. 1(a) (‘ = 4 in Table II),the

Ham iltonian [seeEq.(4)]m ay bewritten,havingin m ind

thatthe interactionswith spinson im age sitesareto be

taken into account,as

H = J1S1 � S2 + J3S2 � S3 + 4J6S1 � S3 (A1)

where the absence ofsecond-neighbor,fourth-neighbor,

and �fth-neighborinteractionsshould be noticed.

In a sim ilar way,for the con�guration in Fig. 1(b)

(‘= 9 in TableII),the Ham iltonian isgiven by

H = J3S1 � S2 + 2J4S1 � S3 + 2J5S2 � S3 (A2)

where one notes the absence of �rst-neighbor,second-

neighbor,and sixth-neighborinteractions.

O nem ay perform DFT-G G A calculations,and obtain

the total energies for SQ S con�gurations with allM n

S = 5=2 atom s aligned with each other,as wellas for

an increasing num ber of 
ipped M n totalspins. The

total-energydi�erenceswith respecttothealigned states,

f�E g,m ay then be obtained via an e�ective classical

Heisenberg m odel with appropriate Jn exchange cou-

plingsup to n = 6.

For the disorder con�guration in Fig. 1(a),noticing

that classically one has Si� Sj = � 25

4
,it is straightfor-

ward to obtain,using eq. (A.1),for the totalenergies

ofcon�gurations with appropriate 
ipping ofM n total

spins

E 0 = 25

4
(+ J1 + J3 + 4J6) (A3)

E
1
1 = 25

4
(� J1 + J3 � 4J6) (A4)

E
2
1 = 25

4
(� J1 � J3 + 4J6) (A5)

E
3
1 = 25

4
(+ J1 � J3 � 4J6); (A6)

where the lower index indicates the num ber of
ipped

spins (from + 5/2 to -5/2),and the upper index labels

which spin was
ipped.Thedi�erencesin corresponding

Heisenberg energiesaretherefore

� 1� 0 = � 25

4
(2J1 + 8J6) (A7)

� 2� 0 = � 25

4
(2J1 + 2J3) (A8)

� 3� 0 = � 25

4
(2J3 + 8J6); (A9)

and one m ay thus obtain J1 = � 16:2 m eV,J3 = � 3:0

m eV,and J6 = � 1:2 m eV from thecalculated �rstprin-

ciplesdi�erencesin totalenergies,i.e.,�1� 0 = 264 m eV,

� 2� 0 = 241 m eV,and � 3� 0 = 99 m eV.
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