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W e perform a theoretical study, using ab initio total energy density-fiinctional calculations, of
the e ects of disorder on the M n M n exchange interactions for Ga: xM nxA s diluted m agnetic
sem iconductors. For a 128 atom s supercell, we consider a vardety of con gurationsw ith 2, 3 and 4
M n atom s, which correspond to concentrations of 3.1% , 4.7% , and 6.3% , respectively. In this way,
the disorder is intrinsically considered in the calculations. U sing a H eisenberg H am iltonian to m ap
the m agnetic excitations, and ab initio total energy calculations, we cbtain the e ective JM» M2,
from rst m = 1) all the way up to sixth (n = 6) neighbors. Calculated results show a clear
dependence in the m agnitudes of the Jy ® ™" with the M n concentration x. A lso, con gurational
disorder and/or clustering e ects lead to large dispersions in the M n-M n exchange interactions, in
the case of xed M n concentration. M oreover, theoretical resuls for the ground-state total energies
for several con gurations indicate the In portance of a proper consideration of disorder in treating

tem perature and annealing e ects.

PACS numbers: 71.55Eq, 7530Hx, 75.50Pp

I. NTRODUCTION

T he exciting possbilities ofm anipulating both the spin
and the charge ofthe carriers in sem iconductors, in such a
way that new devicesm ay be designed, havebrought a lot
ofattention to the study ofdiluted m agnetic sem iconduc-
tors DM S) in the past ten years or sq, Even though the
DM S havebeen known fora long tin el twasthe discov-
ery of ferrom agnetisn in p-type (InM n)A s system &£ that
sourred the ressarch in this eld. Thiswaseven m ore so
after the successful grow th of ferrom agnetic GaM n)As
alloys® T his Jatter system hasbecom e aln ost a paradigm
In the eld ofDM S m aterials. It has long been known
that isolated M ng 5 substitutional in purities give rise to
acceptor states around 0.1 €V above the top of the va—
lence band. Thus, the M n atom s have a double func—
tionality in the Ga; xM nyA s allbys: they provide both
(1) the m agneticm om ents, and (i) holes to intermm ediate
the interaction between them . T his som ew hat sin plistic

view ismuch more com plex than i seem sat st sight.

Ferrom agnetism in Ga; xM nyA s only occurs for large
M n concentrations of a few percent. A s a consequence,
the acceptor kvels form a band which, due to the rather
localized character of the defect state, has a dispersion
which is far from what would result from a free quasi-
particle picture. M oreover, the intrinsic disorder coupled
to this som ew hat narrow band indicates that any theo—
retical description based on an e ective m ass description
should be viewed w ith caution. To further com plicate the
issue, in orderto obtain the necessary high M n concentra—
tions the grow th tem peratures cannot be too high, which
causes a lot of defects to be present In the sam ples, like
M n interstitials M n;) and arsenic antisites A sz4). Asa
result, the criticaltem perature and hole concentration, as

a function ofM n com position, agg.cruciz JJyrdeP-el'ldenth
the details of grow th conditions#8-E 8215820314 0d.08

In view of all these facts,  would be in portant to
have a way to estin ate the M n-M n exchange interac—
tions (i) wih as few assum ptions as possble, (i) which
would treat the host and the M n in purities at the sam e
Jevel of accuracy, and (i) which would furthem ore in—
clude the e ects of disorder. T his approach of In plicitly
tracing out the holes degrees of freedom has been in —
plkmented In a variety of ways based on sglfconsistent
methods. Van Schilfjaarde and M ryasov’i_f have per-
form ed calculations of total energies, w thin the atom ic
spheres approxin ation, to extract exchange couplings,
J’s, for speci ¢ (ie., not random ly chosen) clusters of
closely spaced M n lons; their results suggest a tendency
of a decrease In Jjwhen more M n atam s are added to
nearby sites. M ore recently, Xu et al8 used mu n-tin
orbitals to investigate the dependence of the exchange
coupling w ith the M n-M n distance at m uch larger (8.3% )
concentrations of M n atom s; they found a considerable
scatter In the values of the exchange couplings. In a se—
ries of theoretical studies, in which the e ect of random —
ness/disorder is descrbed by the ooh,erent—potentjal ap—
proxination (CPA),Kudmovsk y et at92% and B ergqvist
et al?} have used a tightbinding linear mu n-th or-
bitalm ethod, together w ith the m agnetic force theoram ,
to study the dependence of the M n-M n exchange cou—
plings and critical tem peratures w ith the concentration
ofM r,1_i;n_pur:itjes In TV and group IV DM S. A Iso, Sato
et al24%23 have used mu n-tin type potentials together
wih a KKR-CPA approach to study Curie tem pera-—
tures and exchange intergctjions in ITI-V DM S.M oreover,
Sandratskii and B und?4292¢ have used the augm ented-
sphericalw ave m ethod w ithin the localdensity approxi-
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m ation to investigate exchange interactions, Curie tem -
peratures and the in uence of the clustering ofM n im -
puritiesn (G aM n)As. One should notice that the use of
non-full potentialmu n-tin{style approaches is not ad—
equate to treat the electronic structure of covalent sem -
conductor system s such as GaMn)As DM S. Further—
more, we will show that disorder plays an im portant role
w hich m ay not be adequately treated by sin ple e ective-
medium approaches such as the virtual crystal approxi-
mation VCA) orCPA .

In this work we perform large supercell total energy
calculations, based on ab initio density functionaltheory
OFT)methods. W ihin this approach, w e treat disorder
con gurations in which the M n atom s random Iy replace
G a atom s. By considering tw o, three, and fourM n atom s
In a supercell with 128 atom s, we cover three M n con—
centrations, 3.1% , 4.7% , and 6.3% , and present results
forthee ective exchange interactions, ' " ™ *, between
two M n atom s which are n-th neighbors in the Ga sub-
lattice, with 1 n 6. Also, n a feaw cases the M n
atom s are placed In predetem ined positions, In order to
com pare the exchange coupling of tw o nearest-neighbor
M n atom s in the presence of other M n atom s, placed at
various separations. T he present results indicate a clear
decrease in the m agnitudes of the JM " M with theM n
concentration x; from now on, the M n-M n superscript in
g Mn yill be om itted, in order to sinplify the nota—
tion.

The work is organized as llows. In Section IT we
provide a brief description ofthe calculationalprocedure
used In the present study. Results and discussion are left
for Section ITT, and Section IV summ arizes our ndings
and conclusions.

II. CALCULATIONALMETHOD

W e have perform ed total energy calculations based
on the densiy-functional theory OFT) wihin the
generalized-gradient approximation GGA) for the
exchange-correlation potential, w ith the electron-ion in-
teractions described using ultrasoft pseudopotentials®’
A plane wave ansion up to 230 €V as im plem ented in
the VA SP oode'li wasused, togetherw ith a 128-atom foc
supercelland 4 L-points for the B rillouin zone sam pling;
these L-points are non-equivalent, due to the presence of
M n in purities. T he positions of allhost G aA s atom s as
well as substitutional M n in the supercell were relaxed
until all the forces com ponents were an aller than 0.02
eV /A ; our GGA lattice param eter for undoped GaA s
tumed out to be 5.74 A, which is In accordance w ith
other estim ates, eg., that ofRef. gg For a 128 atom s
supercell, we consider a variety of con gurations with
2,3 and 4 M n atom s, corresponding to concentrations of
31% ,4.7% ,and 6 3% , respectively. Since calculations for
all possible disordercon gurationsw ith m orethan 2M n
atom sper cellis prohibitively costly in term sofcom puter
tin e, we have considered typical con gurations, as gener—

ated through the SpecialQ uasirandom Structures (SQ S)
algorithm 59 A con guration  is generated by placing
the M n atom s at G a sublattice sites (64 possble sites).
W e then calculate the pair correlation functions, up to
the sixth-neighbor, given by:
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Here [ isthe m th-neighbor pair correlation function,
Zn is the number of m th-order neighbors to a site,

n ({;7J) isl ifsitesiand jarem th-order neighbors, and
zero otherw ise; and S; is a variable taking values 0, if site
iisoccupied by G a, and 1 if it is occupied by M n. For a
perfectly random R ) distrbution ofM n atom s, the pair
correlation finction doesnotdepend onm , , R) = x?,
where x is the M n concentration. For a given con gura—
tion we calculate the deviation from random ness as

n R))?: @)

T he above quantity indicates how random the con-—

guration is. W e perform an exhaustive search over all
possbl con gurations and choose to work w ith the ones
w ith lowest

For each chosen disorder con guration, we adopt the
follow ing strategy w thin ourDFT -G GA calculations.As
an Initialguess, we take allvalence electrons ofeach M n
atom aligned w ith each other, corresponding to S = 5=2
asexpected n a & con guration, and calulate the total
energies for this con guration, aswell as for an increas-
Ing number of IPped M n total spins. The energy dif-
ferences w ith respect to the aligned states, £ Eg, are
then describbed by an e ective Heisenberg m odel w ih
appropriate rst5, second-, and so forth, up to sixth-
nearest-neighbor M n-M n couplings, Jy; n = 1 6; see
Sec. -i];'t and Appendix for details. This procedure has
been app]jedﬁj:@q to the case oftwo M n atom s in a su—
percellw ith 128 sites, and we were able to Infer the de—
pendence ofthee ective couplingsw ith iath theM n-M n
distance and direction. W e have Hund®i2% that the cal-
culated J, exchange couplings lkad to a M n ferrom ag—
netic state, wih the holes form ing a relatively disper—
sionless in purity band, and therefore that a conventional
freeelectron {1kke RKK Y interaction should be ruled out
as the origin ofthe M n-M n ferrom agnetic coupling.

One should notice that for two M n atom s, if the
soins are treated quantum m echanically the above m en—
tioned energy di erence corresponds to that between the
state with total spin 5/2 and the singlet one, lading

@ _ g n=15. If the spins are treated classically,

to Jn

JrfCD = 2 E =25 and the two approaches are entirely
equivalent, apart from an overallm ultiplicative factor of
12. Formore than two M n atom s, we consider classical
spins and note that this approxin ation, though not cap—
turing fill details of the excitation spectra, is still able



to provide overall trends of the low energy m agnetic ex—
citations fora nite number of spins.

Asa nalmethodological comm ent, we note that we
have checked for spin-orbit e ects (in the caseoftwoM n
atom s) ,through the profctor augm ented-wave PAW )
m ethod®3, and fund a change from 029 &V to 024 &V
In the total energy di erence between the excited anti-
ferrom agnetic and ground state ferrom agnetic M n-spin
alignem ents. A lthough a system atic study In this sense
would certainly be in portant, this isbeyond the scope of
the present study and w e have chosen to ignore spin-orbit
e ects In the total energy calculations presented in this
work. W e believe this approxin ation would not alter the
generalconclusions ofthe present study. M oreover, gther
possbilities, such as a non-collinear ferrom agnetian ,94."'35:
have not been considered at this stage.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. TwoMn atom s

Let us st discuss the case of two M n substitutional
atom s In the 128-site supercell. W e considered all con-—

gurations corresponding to all nequivalent positions
w ithin the supercel], ie., M n-M n distances varying from
406A uptoll48A .Ourtotalenergy resultsyield aM n—
M n ferrom agnetic ground state in allcases. T he relevant
H eisenberg H am iltonian in this case is

Sini &)

for each relative position in the supercell, where, for the
sake of com parison w ith the cases of three and fourM n
atom s (seebelow ), S istaken asa classicalspin ofm agni-
tude 5/2; n is a vector connecting nth {nearestneighbor
M n atom s replacing G a atom s. T he estim ates for J, thus
cbtained are displayed in the second colum n of Table .

A's previcusly noted 3483 the resulting M nM n ferro-
m agnetice ective coupling In Ga xM nyA s isessentially
Interm ediated by the antiferrom agnetic coupling of each
M n soin to the quasi-localized holes. A 1so, the observed
non-m onotonicbehaviorofJ, should be attributed to the
anisotropic character of the e, ective interaction. M ore-
over, jJ, jessentially decreases®2 w ith M n-M n separa—
tion and vanishes above 115A.

H = J,S;

B. ThreeM n atom s

In the case ofthree M n atom s in a supercellw ith 128
sites, we have perform ed calculations for 10 di erent dis-
ordercon gurations. FJgure-'_i show stwo SQ S illustrative
con gurations: n (a) the 3M n atom s are som ew hat clus—
tered together, whereas In (p) two are nearest neighbors
and the third is farther apart.

For each disorder con guration, the relevant H eisen-—
berg H am ittonian m ust contem plate the possbility of in—
teractions occurring not only am ongst spins w ithin the

Table I: E stin ates for the e ective exchange coupling, J, , In
m eV , between nth {nearest-neighborM n spins, S; and S5, for
di erent M n concentrations, x. In the case of 2 M n atom s
x = 31% ), Jn is unique for a given n. For 3 M n atom s
x = 477% ) In a supercellw ith 128 sites, we have perform ed
calculations for 10 di erent SQ S disorder con gurations, and
Jn isgiven by the average overthe con gurationsin which two
M n sites are nth-neighbors; the num berofsuch con gurations
are shown in square brackets, and the errorbars are calculated
as standard deviation of averages. In the case of4 M n atom s
x = 63% ), we show the results for two con gurations (see
text); note that som etim es a speci c con guration would not
accom m odate the pertinent Jj .

n x = 3:1% x= 4% X = 63% X = 63%
1 232 182 15 [7] 12:6 130
2 104 38 18 @] - 457

3 13:6 6:6 257 [7] 28 6:0

4 5% 36 08 @] 48 -

5 2% +0:4 0 B] +0:1 13

6 44 19 07 R] - -

supercell, but between one spin In the supercell and
the di erent In ages in neighboring supercells (periodic
boundary conditions e ects, PBCE’s). In actual fact,
depending on the disorder con guration, the sam e pair
of spins may be jth nearest neighbors within the su—
percell and k-th nearest neighbors when the in ages are
considered. O ne can therefore w rite the H am iltonian as
X X
H = wiy@M)J, Si S5 4)

n i<j

w here the w5 (h) are geom etricalw eights taking 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} .atom s is lJarger than 115 A,
as previously established 22 I the Appendix we discuss
the Ham iltonian for the two SQ S con gurations of Fig.
-r_]:. W e then calculate the total energies for di erent M n
soin con gurations: with all soins aligned, w ith only one
spin reversed, either in site 1, 2, or 3, and so forth, in—
creasing the number of spin  Ips, untilone has the sam e
num ber ofunknowns (J, ) as equations (nam ely, the cor—
regoonding energy di erences w ith respect to the aligned
state) .

Tt is nstructive to lay out J, as a function ofn for
the 10 SQ S realizations of disorder (threeM n atom s), as
shown In Fig. -'_2!1; for com parison, we show the resuls for
x = 3:1% In the same gure.One can see that the over-
all trend of J, wih n, observed In the case oftwo M n
spins, ism aintained in this case, w th the non-m onotonic
behavior still being due to e ects of directionality, ie.,
the exchange coupling depends not only on the distance
between the pair ofM n atom s, but also on their relative
direction with respect to the bonds of the host G aA s.
Here we should m ention that our 128-atom supercell to—
tal energy results for the ferro— and antiferrom agnetic



Figure 1: (Coloronline) A pictorialview oftwo possble real-
izations of disorder for three M n atom s in a 128-site supercell
(x = 4:77% ). G a sites are represented by the sn aller spheres,
A ssitesby them iddle-sized ones, and M n atom sby the lJargest
ones. For clarity, supercells are repeated along the di erent
cartesian directions. T he three nonequivalent M n atom s are
shown as di erent shades ofgray (blue, red, and yellow in the
color version) .

states are in overall agreem ent w ith the corresponding
64-atom supercell total energy results of M ahadevan et
al The corresponding average values of J,, , oreach n,
are shown in the third com n of Table :_i Tt is interest—
ng to note that allJ, decrease (in absolute value) asthe
concentration ofM n atom s increases from 31% to 4.7% .
W hile at st sight thism ay seem an unusualbehavior,
one should have in m ind that the e ective M n-M n Inter-
action ishole-m ediated, thus sensitive to the hole density.

In order to assess the e ects of clustering In a system —
aticway, we have also considered non-SQ S con gurations
in which two M n atom s are st neighbors, and a third
M n atom is placed in positions corresponding to  fth-
, third—, and rst-neighbor of the pair: we found that
J, = 208mev, 173 meV, and 8:1 meV, respec—
tively; the extrem e values are shown in Fjg.:_z as lled
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Figure 2: (Color online) T he nth{nearest-neighbor exchange
coupling as a function of n for x = 3:1% and x = 4%
(w ith data displayed for 10 SQ S con gurations, see text). Full
curves are guides to the eye (Pbr x = 4:7% the full line goes
through average values of J, ). Filled squares for J; corre—
spond to extrem e values ocbtained for the non-SQ S con gu-
rations; see text. A I1so shown is the m ultiplicity of each n-th
neighbor pair in a given direction < hkl1l> .

Table IT: Total energies 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—
neighbor M n atom s clustered together. T he e ective H eisen—
berg Ham iltonian can be written in the form H = J;S:
S2+ J381 8§+ JkS2 §,such that the entries in the third
column are fi j k g

—+th state E. (V) fijkg
1 0.054 f1'3'4%g
2 0.077 f1'4%5%g
3 0.085 f1'3*3lg
4 0.090 f1'3t6'g
5 0.091 f1'3'5%g
6 0.103 f1'2t3lg
7 0.125 f1'2'5%g
8 0.158 21426 g
9 0176 £314%25%g

10 0227 2131 5%g

squares. Thus, clustering tends to weaken the magni-
tude of the nearestneighbor coupling. O nem ay attribute
this behavior asm ost lkely resulting from the Coulomb
repulsion between the holes, which leads to theirdelocal-
ization asthe M n atom s group together, being therefore
detrin ental of their role asm ediators of ferrom agnetian .
If, on the one hand, clustering tends to decrease the
m agnitude ofthe nearest-neighborexchange, on the other
hand it leads to the energetically m ost stable con gura-—
tion; this is in agreem ent w ith recent resuls from calcu—
lations restricted to pairs of transition m etals®t m Ta-
bl :ﬁw e digplay the energies of calculated ferrom agnetic



Figure 3: (Color online) Isosurfaces for the net localm agneti-
zation m (r) (see text forde nition) in the case ofthree M ng 4

defects [for the con gurations depicted in Fig. :L'(a)], wih @)

all spins aligned and ()-(d) only one Ipped sp-jn . The green

surface corresponds to a value of + 0:005 e=A 3 , and the blue
surface to 0:005 e=A°, with e being the electron charge.
The black (red) spheres denote the Ga (A s) atom s.

SQ S con gurations relative to the clustered one n which
the three M n atom sare rst-nearest neighbors. W e note
that the SQ S con gurations labelled from 8 to 10, which
have the highest total energies of the set, correspond to

cases in which there are no rstneighbor pairs of M n
atom s. Since G ag:97M ngy3A s is only,stablk at growth

tem peratures in the range 200{300C 228 the scale of en—
ergies shown in Table ﬁ indicates that not many con g-

urations can be them ally activated. C learly, there are
several other m echanisn s at play { such as m obility of
M n atom s, possibility of trapping on Interstitials, and so
forth {, which are not lncluided in the present approach,
and w ill determ Ine the naldistribution ofM n atom s.

F igures :_I% @)—d) show the net m agnetization m (r)

v (1) + (), where is the total charge density in the
“polarized channel, for three M n atom s w ith all soins
aligned and for only one Ipped soin, for the con gu-
ration depicted in Fig. :J: @). Note that the densities
on the upper right and upper keft comers n each gure
are related to a M n atom and its in age jn-a neighboring
supercell., Sin ilarly to the m (r) of one®% and two M n
inpur:ii:bé?z: in a supercell, near each M n atom the lo—
calm agnetization hasad lke character, whereas close
to the A s neighbors, the character changes to p  lke,
where = (" or #) and = @#or"). Also,m (r) has
a rather localized character. The Ipping of spins intro—
ducenodeson them (r) and subtle changesm ostly on the
orientation of the p lke lobes. C Iose to the M n atom s,
how ever, the localm agnetization is not very sensitive to

the Ips.

C. FourM n atom s

For urM n atom s, we have considered only two dis—
order con gurations, chosen according to the SQ S algo—
rithm . A Ham itonian sin brto Eq. @) m ay be w ritten,
w ith the addition oftem s involving the fourth soin, hav—
Ing in m ind that the interactionsw ith spinson In age sites
arem ore frequent in this case.

For instance, In one of the calculated SQ S con gura-
tions, the e ective H am iltonian becom es

H = ZJSS]_

2J4S,

S+ J151
S+ J3S52

S+ J351 2
2+ J1S3  3; )

where the absence of a J, second-neighbor interaction
should be noticed. Calculations of total energies for all
M n spins paralle], and for the four possbl single Ips,
lad to Pour exciation energies, from which the J,'s
n 6 2)may be Inferred. A nalogous considerations apply
to the other SQ S con guration. T he results are shown in
columns4 and 5 of T ab]e:_i. O ne sees that the overallten—
dency ofJ, isto decrease in m agnitude asn is increased,
In a pattem sim ilar to that for an 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-5Q S
con guration w ith the fourM n atom s clustered together
Indicate that clustering decreases the m agnitude of the

rst-neighbor J exchange coupling: J; = 65 meV in
this case, which should be com pared w ith the 12:6m &V
and 130meV valiesof Tabk .
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Figure 4: (Color online)D ependence of: (@) J1, ©) J2, (©)
J3, and (d) Js wih the concentration of M n atoms. For

x = 3:1%, Jy is unique for a given n. Values for the SQ S
con gurations are shown as em pty circles, while the lked di-
am onds correspond to the extrem e values obtained for the
non-5Q S con gurations; see text. D otted curves are guides
to the eye through the average values of J, .

D . The dependence of J, w ith the concentration

The data in Tabk T can also be used to discuss the
dependence of J, wih x, for a given n. In Fjg.-'_4 we
plt J1, J2, J3 and J; as functions of x. For the case
of J1, we also show (@s lled symbols) three values ob—
tained forthenon-5Q S con gurations: two asm entioned
before, n the case ofthree M n atom s, and the one cor-

resoonding to four M n atom s clustered together as rst
nearestneighbors.

From F jg.:ff, w e see that, In m ost cases, them agniudes
of the exchange couplings decrease as the concentration
ofM n atom s is ncreased. Further, this decrease m ay be
quite signi cant; for Instance, the m agniude of the aver-
age J; decreases by the order of 50% when one roughly
doubles the concentration from 31% . W e also see that
for the con gurations in which the M n atom s are clus-
tered together, iJ; jalso decreases as x is increased. T his
overall decrease w th x can be taken as num erical evi-
dence that a steady Increase In the concentration ofM n
atom s is not su cient to rise the critical tem perature,
since the exchange couplingsw illeventually be w eakened.
C learly othere ectsm ay be playing in portant roles. For
Instance, w thin our present approach, the hole density
is assum ed to be the sam e as that ofM n atom s, which,
as m entioned in the Introduction is not really the case.
The presence of M n interstitials and M n-A s com plexes
also need to be taken into acocount in order to reach a
quantitative agreem ent. N onetheless, one expects that
the trends unveiled here are indicative of the actual ex—
perin ental situation.

Tt is In portant to have In m ind that several theoret—
ical works have previously exam ined the dependence of
the exchange couplings w ih, the,M,nd n sepayation or
wih the M n concentration 24’291'20:&3:@4@#@%25}@4 Som e
predict an alemating sign for the exchange coupling,
but these predictions should be taken w ith extrem e care,
since these theoretical calculations are based on non { fulk-
potential mu n-tin{type potentials which are not reli-
able to treat the electronic structure of covalent sem i-
conductor system s such as GaMn)AsDM S. Also, dis-
orderquite certainly isnot adequately taken into account
wihin sin ple e ectivem edium approaches such asVCA
or CPA, as uctuations in the M n positions essentially
Jead to variations in the M n-M n exchange-coupling pa—
ram eters, as apparent from FJg:ff

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

W e have performed ab initio total energy density-—
fuinctional calculations for two, three, and four substi-
tutionalM n atom s in a 128 atom s supercell, correspond—
Ing to concentrations of 3.1% , 4.7% , and 6.3% , respec—
tively. In this way, we have treated the host and the
M n inpurities on equal footing. The e ects of disor-
der have been assessed at di erent levels of approxin a—
tions, depending on the concentration ofM n atom s: for
x = 3:1% , all possbl non-equivalent positions of the
M n atom s have been considered; for x = 4:7% , ten non—
equivalent con gurations have been generated through
the SQ S algorithm , while three soeci ¢ ones have also
been considered in order to discuss the e ects of clus-
tering; and, for x = 63% , two SQ S and one non-SQ S
con gurations have been investigated. W hilke the rela—
tion between the densities of holes and of M n atom s is



one ofthe yet unsolved issues in the context ofDM S, here
we have assum ed that each M n atom provides one hole;
since our resuls relate to general trends, they m ay be
carried over to the actual experim ental situation of only
a fraction of M n atom s contrbuting wih holes. It is
also Interesting to note that the cut-o 0f115A @which
would correspond to x / 0:042) in posed on the range
0ofM n-M n exchange couplings would appear to be in di-
rect contradiction w ith experin entaldata by Edm ondset
al?, according to which ferrom agnetism is seen for dop—
Ingsaslow as 0:015 (where one would have essentially
no com pensation). Since the site percolation threshold4¢
for FCC lattices is 020, for the Ga FCC sublattice In
GaM n)A s, the concentration cuto for ferrom agnetic
orderwould be ofthe orderof 020 0:042= 00084, ie.,
x ' 084% , ndicating that there is ng contradiction w ith
the m easurem ents of Edm onds et al?

W e have focused m ainly on the e ective exchange in—
teraction between M n spoins, by m apping the spectra of
m agnetic excitations (goIn  Ips) onto a classical H eisen—
berg Ham ittonian with coupling constants J,, ranging
from st b = 1) to sixth (n = 6) nearest neighbors.
The e ects of clustering on the nearest-neighbor pair-
exchange coupling, J; , havebeen investigated by exam in—
Ing speci ¢ (ie. non-random ) con gurations w ith three
and four M n atom s In the 128-site supercell: W e have
established that clistering tends to weaken the m agni-
tude of the nearest-neighbor exchange coupling. O n the
other hand, we have found that clustered structures of
M n atom s have the lowest total energies, a result which
m ay be of in portance in a realistic discussion of anneal-
ingand/ordi usion e ects. From calculationson random
con gurations we have also been able to determm ine the
behavior of J, wih x, for xed n: in m ost cases the ex—
change couplings get weaker as the concentration ofM n
atom s is increased. This is consistent w ith the experi-
m entally observed fact that there is an optinum range
ofM n concentrations (whose quantitative determ ination
requires a carefiil consideration of other disordere ects)
In which the critical tem peratures are the highest.

For =xed M n densiy, we have found that the calcu-
lated J, favor a ferrom agnetic ground state, and have
decreasing m agnitude as the distance between spins in—
creases (cf. Tabl I and Figs. 2 and 4). The non-
m onotonicbehavior is attributed to directionality e ects;
by the sam e token, deviations in the sign of J, were
found only at large n &5), when is magniude is al-
ready greatly reduced w ith respect to the nearest neigh—
bor value. The discrepancy of the present results w ith
respect to recent calulations by Xu et all® may be
attrbuted to the fact that theirmu n-tin calculations
are not full potential; they therefore do not fully repro-—
duce the crucial role played by the directional sp® bonds
and by the hole p-states. A lso, due to the quite sig—
ni cant variations of the calculated exchange couplings
with con gurations and M n concentration, we em pha-
size that estin ates of the critical tem perature obtained
via exchange couplings thus obtained are clearly open to

question. W e should also stress that the present results
corroborate that the M n-M n ferrom agnetice ective cou-
pling In Ga; xM nyA s is Interm ediated by localized holes
Jleading to an antiferrom agnetic MenRK K Y ) coupling of
each M n soin, as previously noted 2324 and recently con—

m ed experin entallyS9 T herefore, the inescapable con—
clusion is that the m ain feature of a conventional free—
electron { Iike opr-perturbative RKKY interaction should
be ruled outdi#2 1 the case of Ga; M nAs.

Asa nalpoint, som e com m ents regarding future per-
spectivesare In order. From one side, investigationsusing
a sin ilar procedure as em ployed here W here the disorder
is explicitly ncluded) ofhow im purities, such as intersti-
tialM n and A s antisites, alter the e ective exchange in—
teractions are relevant. Fora given M n con guration, it
should be interesting to seehow the resultsdepend on the
relative position of the defects. O n the other hand, our
results raise som e questions w hose answ ers are not com —
pktely trivial: (i) The fact that the e ective exchange
Interactions change wih the M n con guration make it
clearthat the use ofa H eisenbergm odel, at least a sin ple
one where only pairinteractions are considered, should
be viewed with caution. It is not cbvious that exten—
sions of the H eisenberg m odel to triplets or even larger
cluster interactions w ill rem edy this fact; (i) The use of
ab initio calculations has been very im portant in order
to provide a correct picture of the elctronic structure
of these system s. O ne of its great m erits is the possibil-
ity of obtaining m odelfree results. However, whenever
one needs to m ake predictions about the critical tem per-
ature (T.), m odels have to be used. For Instance, from
ab iniio resuls one m ay extract e ective exchange pa-
ram eters, as in the present work, and then viamean eld
or m ore sophisticated m ethods, lke M onte C arlo calcu—
lations, it ispossible to calculate T.. Two crucialsteps in
this procedure are questionable. The rst one is the use
of a Heisenberg m odel, as already m entioned. T he other
is the use of a an all supercell approxin ation. Calculat—
Ing the critical tem perature via any e ective m ethodol-
ogy that is based on amall supercell ab initio calcula—
tions, even if this e ective approach allow s the search
of a large num ber of distinct con gurations, has a great
risk ofbeing nonsense, since, as we have shown, the ex—
change interactions depend sensitively on the M n distri-
bution. T he root of the above problem s is the necessity
of Introducing a m odel ham iltonian in order to extract
excited states of the system associated w ith spin excita—
tions. A possble solution to this problem could be the
use of a sam iem pirical ham ittonian w ith a tight-binding
descrition for the host m aterdial coupled wih a m any—
body, atom iclke description for the Mn atoms. The
m anyfld of low -energy states representing the di erent
M n spin ordientations, that w ill he obtained upon diago-
nalization of such a ham jJtOHjarlEB:, w ill replace the states
obtained via the e ective (pout questionable) H eisenberg
ham iltonian.
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A ppendix A

Here we discuss the case of three M n atom s, for the
two disorder con gurations displayed in Figs. 1 (@) and
1 (), and chosen according to the SQ S algorithm . For
the con guration n Fig. 1@) (= 4 in Tabl II), the
Ham itonian [seeEq. ¢§)Im ay bew ritten, having in m ind
that the Interactions w ith soins on In age sites are to be
taken into acocount, as

H =J,91 3+ J3S, 3+ 4J6S]_ 3 @Aal)
w here the absence of second-neighbor, fourth-neighbor,
and fth-neighbor interactions should be noticed.

In a sin ilar way, for the con guration in Fig. 1)
(Y= 9 In Tabl II), the H am iltonian is given by
H = J3S; S+ 23481 g+ 2355, 3 @A2)

where one notes the absence of rstneighbor, second—
neighbor, and sixth-neighbor interactions.

Onemay perform DFT-GGA calculations, and obtain
the total energies for SQ S con gurations with allM n

S = 5=2 atom s aligned w ith each other, as well as for
an increasing number of ipped M n total soins. The
totatenergy di erencesw ith respect to the aligned states,
f E g, may then be obtained via an e ective classical
Heisenberg m odel w ith appropriate J, exchange cou—
plingsup ton = 6.

For the disorder con guration in Fig. 1(a), noticing
that classically one has S; § = %, it is straightfor-
ward to obtain, usihg eg. @ 1), for the total energies
of con gurations w ith appropriate Jpping ofM n total
soins

0 = L@ T+ T3+ 4J6) @3)
T=2(J+ T3 4J) @4)
T =20 T3+ 43) @5)
D= 2@a T3 4J6); @ 6)

where the Iower index indicates the number of Ipped
soins (from + 5/2 to —5/2), and the upper ndex labels
which spin was Ipped. The di erences in corresponding
H eisenberg energies are therefore

25

10 = @31+ 8J6) @)
20 = 21+ 273 @8)
30 = 22QJ3+ 83g); @9

and onem ay thus obtain J; = 162 me&v,Jd; = 390

meV,and Jg= 12 meV from the calculated rstprin—

ciplesdi erencesin totalenergies, ie., 1 o= 264 mev,
2 0= 24l meV,and 3 o= 99 mev.
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