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We study the theoretical model of a ferromagnetic semiconductor as a system of randomly dis-
tributed Ising spins with a long-range exchange interaction. Using the density-of-states approach, we
analytically obtain the magnetic susceptibility and heat capacity over a wide range of temperatures
and magnetic fields. It is shown that the finite system of spins in magnetic field less than a certain
critical field is in a superparamagnetic state due to thermodynamic fluctuations. The complex phase
structure of a ferromagnetic semiconductor is discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

During the past years, significant progress has been
made in the field of ferromagnetic semiconductor materi-
als. In the pioneering Ohno’s work [1], it was demon-
strated that ferromagnetism in GaAs doped with Mn
is associated precisely with the properties of the doped
semiconductor, and not with the presence of MnAs in-
clusions. Since that moment, the list of ferromagnetic
semiconductor materials has been constantly expanding,
while the experimentally observed values of the Curie
temperature have reached room temperature [2, 3]. On
the other hand, a clear theoretical description of ferro-
magnetism in semiconductors has not yet been achieved.
Various mechanisms of ferromagnetic exchange between
impurities have been proposed: exchange mediated by
delocalized holes [4], percolation of bound magnetic po-
larons [5] and hopping mechanism [6]. But even for
GaAs:Mn, the most studied to date, there is no theory
covering all the main experimental observations. It is
not even clear whether the valence or conduction band is
responsible for ferromagnetism. [7].

One of the most significant differences of semiconduc-
tor ferromagnetic materials is the random distribution of
interacting spins, while in conventional magnetics they
are located at the nodes of a regular lattice. Spin systems
with spacial disorder have already been studied theoret-
ically, but mostly with antiferromagnetic sign of interac-
tion and by means of numerical simulation [8–12].

In a number of works [13–19], it was experimentally
shown that, a ferromagnetic transition in doped semicon-
ductors has a complex nature. As the concentration of
magnetic impurities increases, a material first passes from
the paramagnetic to the superparamagnetic, and then to
the ferromagnetic phase. The most probable scenario of
such a transition is follows. Due to the random distri-
bution of magnetic impurities in the sample, there are
regions with a local concentration higher than a certain
critical concentration. Such regions we call clusters for
brevity. The exchange interaction aligns the spins inside
the clusters in one direction. Due to thermodynamic fluc-
tuations, which could not be neglected in finite systems,
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the magnetic moment of such clusters is not fixed, and
they behave like superparamagnets. As the concentration
increases the growing clusters merge in one macroscopic
ferromagnet. The purpose of our work is to theoretically
investigate the physical properties of these clusters de-
pending on temperature, magnetic field and the number
of spins in the cluster.

Here we show that the statistical approach makes it
possible to analytically calculate the density of states
g(E,M) of the cluster of randomly distributed spins as
a function of the total exchange energy E and magnetic
moment M . It should be emphasized that, in contrast
to the one-electron density of states, here we are talking
about the states of the entire system of spins, the total
exchange energy, and the total magnetic moment of the
system.

If the density of states is known, it is easy to find the
partition function and other physical properties of the
system. In this approach g(E,M) with a given M is
considered as a probability density function of the distri-
bution of total exchange energy. For the first time this
method was introduced by Heisenberg in his pioneering
article about the nature of ferromagnetism [20]. Later
it has been applied in the spin glass researh [21]. Re-
cently similar approach has been used to study the Ising
problem on a regular lattice in high dimensions [22]. The
difference between our model and mentioned researches
is that we take into account a structural disorder and
consider large but finite system. The fact that the mo-
ments of distribution depend on M imply that disorder
in our model depends on the temperature and magnetic
field. It means that we treat disorder as annealed in con-
trary with a spin glass approach which usually treat the
disorder as quenched [21].

II. MODEL

We consider a finite system of N randomly distributed
spins rigidly fixed in space. We use an Ising model with
a ferromagnetic long-range interaction J(r) to describe
the energy of the system. Each spin can be in one of two
states with a magnetic moment µs where s = ±1. Then
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the Hamiltonian of the system is given by:

H = −1

2

∑
i ̸=j

J(rij)sisj −
∑
i

µBsi (1)

The first term is the total exchange energy

E = −1

2

∑
i̸=j

J(rij)sisj = −1

2

∑
i

Jisi, (2)

where −Jisi = −si
∑

j ̸=i J(rij)sj is the exchange inter-
action energy of the spin i with all other spins. All calcu-
lations here are performed with the hydrogen-like depen-
dence of the exchange energy J on the distance [23, 24]
in a three-dimensional space.

J(r) = J0

( r
a

)5/2
exp

(
−2r

a

)
, (3)

where a is the Bohr radius. However, the solution can
be easily generalized to a wider class of functions J(r)
(RKKY-type, for instance), as well as to an arbitrary
finite space dimension.

The total exchange energy is the sum of N random
identically distributed energies −Jisi. In accordance
with the central limit theorem, the distribution of E con-
verges to the normal distribution as the number of spins
in the system increases. It is known that for the finite
sum of non-gaussian random variables the distribution
tails deviate from the normal one [25]. However, in one
of the previous papers, we have shown numerically that if
the spin concentration na3 is higher than a certain crit-
ical concentration nca

3, the one-spin energy −Jisi has
a normal distribution [12]. In accordance with Cramér’s
theorem [26, 27] the sum of normally distributed one-spin
energies is also normally distributed. In that case, the
gaussian approximation is applicable. Analytically the
critical concentration nca

3 could be estimated using the
central limit theorem in Lindeberg’s formulation [27, 28].
The distribution of a sum of random variables is normal if
none of the terms makes a dominant contribution to the
sum. The maximum contribution to the one-spin energy
comes from the terms for which the value of 4πr2J(r) is
maximal. For J(r) of the form (3), this distance is 9a/4.
If it is greater than the average distance to the nearest
neighbor, then the contribution of the nearest neighbor
is not dominant, and the one-spin energy distribution is
normal. Using the formula for average distance to the
nearest neighbor r = Γ(4/3)/(4πn/3)1/3 from [29], one
can estimate the critical concentration nca

3 = 0.015.
In order to determine the density of states, it is nec-

essary to derive the average energy Em and the variance
σm for each m averaged over random distribution of spins
in space. Here we denote the number of “down” spins by
q, the number of “up” spins by N−q, and the dimension-
less magnetic moment per one spin by m = M

µN = 1− 2q
N .

The system of N spins in the Ising model has 2N possi-
ble states, and the number of states with a fixed value

of the magnetic moment is equal to the binomial coeffi-
cient

(
N
q

)
. If we assume that these states are normally

distributed in energy, the density of states with a given
m is

gm(E) =

(
N

N(1−m)
2

)
1√

2πσm

exp

(
−
(
E − Em

)2
2σ2

m

)
(4)

Averaging over configurations, one can replace the sum
over discretely located spins by an integral over space
with a uniform distribution of the magnetic moment with
a density nm. The average energy in the limit of large
N is

Em = −N

2
siJi = −mN

2

∞∫
0

nmJ(r)4πr2dr = −m2N

2
J1

J1 =
945π

28

√
π

2
J0na

3 (5)

Using the same line of reasoning, after cumbersome
calculations which are described in the Appendix, we ob-
tain the following expression for the variance

σ2
m = E2 − E

2
=
(
1−m4

)
Nσ2

1

σ2
1 =

7!

215
πJ2

0na
3 (6)

It is important that all further calculations do not de-
pend on the form of J(r). It is only necessary that the
values J1 and σ1 be finite and the concentration exceeds
nc.

Using the Stirling formula the binomial coefficient in
(4) can be rewritten as(

N
N(1−m)

2

)
=

√
2

πN

1√
1−m2

exp (Np(m)) (7)

Here we introduce the notation

p(m) = ln 2− 1−m

2
ln(1−m)− 1 +m

2
ln(1 +m)

For convenience we introduce a dimensionless energy
per one spin e = E

NJ1
and a dimensionless standart de-

viation s1 = σ1

J1
. For large N , we assume that the aver-

age magnetic moment m varies continuously in the range
from -1 to 1, and determine the density of states in terms
of energy and magnetic moment.

g(e,m) =
N

2πs1(1−m2)
√
1 +m2

×

exp

(
Np(m)−

N
(
e+m2/2

)2
2s21(1−m4)

) (8)

It is noteworthy that N−1 ln g(e,m) in the limit of large
N is universal and does not depend on N (figure 1).
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FIG. 1. Logarithm of the density of states g(e,m) normalized
to the number of spins N , na3 = 0.03.
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FIG. 2. Dependence of the mean exchange energy and
the variance on the magnetic moment calculated by Wang-
Landau (WL) and direct sampling (DS) numerical methods
in comparision with equations (5) and (6).

III. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

The formulas (4–6) were independently verified by two
numerical methods, the Wang-Landau and the direct
sampling method. The Wang-Landau algorithm [30, 31]
is a non-Markovian random walk in the phase space, tak-
ing into account the statistics of previous visits. The cal-
culations were carried out using parallel computing, the
density of states was calculated separately for the limited
set of m values [32]. Random walks are performed by si-
multaneously flipping two randomly chosen antiparallel
oriented spins in order to keep m constant. Our calcu-
lations for N = 8192 showed that g(e,m) for each m
has the form of a normal distribution with insignificant
deviations on the distribution tails. The calculated de-
pendences of the average energy and variance on m agree
well with the theoretical values (5) and (6).

The direct sampling method consists in sequential cal-
culation of the system energies with a random spin con-
figuration, but with a fixed value of m. After the accu-
mulation of a sufficiently large number of samples, the
first four central moments of the distribution were cal-
culated using the obtained samples of energy. The to-
tal energy of the spin system (2) can be represented as

E(S) = 1/2 STJ S. Here J is the matrix of interaction
energies Ji,j of spins i and j, S is the column of spin vari-
ables. Using parallel computing on the GPU with the im-
plementation of CUDA technology for the julia language
[33], we were able to significantly increase the perfor-
mance of scalar product calculations and increase the size
of the system up to N = 32768. Obtained dependences
of average energy E(S) and variance σ2 = E2(S)−E(S)2
also agree with the theoretical formulas (5, 6), while the
third and fourth moments do not depend on m and are
equal to 0±0.01 and 3±0.02, respectively as expected for
a normal distribution. The combined results of numer-
ical computations in comparision with theoretical equa-
tions (5) and (6) are presented on figure 2. Averaging
over a spatial distribution has particular difficulty com-
pared to averaging over other types of disorder. Each
realization of spin coordinates corresponds to a slightly
different effective spin concentration. For this reason,
we study only one realization of structural disorder us-
ing both numerical methods. The deviation of numerical
simulation results from theoretical curves which can be
seen on figure 2 is due to the fact that energies of single
realization could not be considered as completely inde-
pendent random variables. The direct sampling method
demonstrates better agreement with the theory due to
larger N and better self-averaging.

IV. CONNECTION WITH CURIE-WEISS
THEORY AND THE LANDAU THEORY

In what follows we consider a system with the density
of states given by (8). Let the system have tempera-
ture T and be in an external magnetic field B. The
probability for the system to be in a certain state can
be described by the Boltzmann distribution with energy
E−µBNm. Here, as above, E denotes only the exchange
energy. For convenience, we introduce a dimensionless
temperature t = kT/J1 and a dimensionless magnetic
field β = µB/J1. In this notation the probability density
for the system to have energy e and magnetic moment m
at temperature t and in an external magnetic field β is

f(e,m, t, β) =
1

Z(t, β)

N

2πs1(1−m2)
√
1 +m2

×

exp

(
Np(m)−

N
(
e+m2/2

)2
2s21(1−m4)

− N (e− βm)

t

) (9)

Here Z =
∫∫

g(e,m)e−N(e−βm)/tde dm is the partition
function. After intergration over energy

Z(t, β) =

√
N

2π

∫
1√

1−m2
×

exp

(
Np(m) +N

s21(1−m4) +m2t+ 2βmt

2t2

)
dm

(10)

Let us demonstrate the connection between our
method and conventional approaches such as the Curie-
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Weiss theory and the Landau theory. In the case of large
N the integral over m in (10) can be calculated analyt-
ically using the Laplace’s method. The value m0 which
correspond to the maximum of the exponent can be found
from

−2s21m
3
0

t2
+

m0

t
+

β

t
+

1

2
ln

(
1−m0

1 +m0

)
= 0 (11)

Equation (11) can have one or three roots in depends
on t and β. First we consider the case when the equation
(11) has one root. The average magnetic moment calcu-
lated by the Laplace’s method is M(t, β) = µNm0. The
magnetic susceptibility can be obtained by dividing the
variables and differentiating the equation (11).

χ =
∂M

∂B
=

µ2N

J1

(1−m2
0)

t− (1−m2
0) +

6s21
t (m2

0 −m4
0)

(12)

In weak magnetic fields β ≪ 1 the value of m0 is small
and the magnetic susceptibility (12) converges to

χ =
µ2N

J1(t− 1)
(13)

Note that this expression coincides with the Curie-
Weiss law with the Curie temperature tc = 1.

After integration (10) using the Laplace’s method

Z(t, β) =

√
t2

(6s21m
2
0 − t) (1−m2

0) + t2
×

exp

(
N

(
s21(1−m4

0) +m2
0t+ 2βm0t

2t2
+ p(m0)

))
(14)

In the limit of large N , the pre-exponential factor in
the expression (14) could be discarded. In a weak mag-
netic field m0 ≪ 1 and p(m0) ≈ ln 2 − m2

0

2 − m4
0

12 . In
these approximations, the thermodynamic free energy
F = −kT lnZ is

F (t, β) = NJ1

(
−t ln 2− s21

2t
+

+
t− 1

2
m2

0 +

(
s21
2t

+
1

12

)
m4

0 − βm0

) (15)

This expression coincides with the Landau’s theory of
phase transitions [34], and the average magnetic moment
m0 has the meaning of the order parameter. The phase
transition from the paramagnetic to the ferromagnetic
phase occurs at a temperature t = 1, when the coefficient
of m2

0 changes its sign. It is noteworthy that our model is
applicable for arbitrary values of the magnetic field, not
only in the limit of low fields as in the Landau theory.

V. MAGNETIC SUSCEPTIBILITY AND
AVERAGE MAGNETIC MOMENT

If (11) has three roots, the exponent (10) has two lo-
cal maxima. Let’s denote the corresponding roots of the
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FIG. 3. The color map shows the magnetic susceptibility
in coordinates (t, β). The white line shows the maximum
magnetic susceptibility as a function of temperature at each
value of the magnetic field, N = 16384, na3 = 0.03.
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FIG. 4. The color map shows the average magnetic moment
in coordinates (t, β), N = 16384, na3 = 0.03.

equation (11) as m+ and m−. In this case, the parti-
tion function can also be calculated using the Laplace’s
method similar to (14). The partition function is ex-
pressed as the sum of two terms, which we denote as
Z+ and Z−, respectively. In this notation the average
magnetic moment is

M = µN
m+Z+ +m−Z−

Z+ + Z−
(16)

The Laplace’s method is not applicable in the vicinity
of the phase transition. However, the average magnetic
moment and susceptibility at an arbitrary temperature
can be calculated numerically.

m(t, β) =

∫∫
mf(e,m, t, β)de dm; χ =

µ2N

J1

∂m

∂β

Figure 3 shows the magnetic susceptibility. The white
line is the maximum versus temperature at given mag-
netic field. In high fields, the maximum shifts to higher
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temperatures and noticeably broadens. In weak magnetic
fields, the maximum shifts strongly down in temperature.
This effect strongly depends on N and drastically differs
from the behaviour of the infinite system where the max-
imum converges to t = 1 for small β (black dashed line
on figure 3).

Figure 4 shows the corresponding dependence of an
average magnetic moment on magnetic field and temper-
ature. It is noteworthy that in small magnetic fields the
average magnetic moment retains zero at temperatures
is much lower than the Curie temperature. Neverthe-
less, fluctuations of magnetic moment in this region are
significant.

VI. MAGNETIC MOMENT FLUCTUATIONS

In order to reveal the picture of magnetic moment fluc-
tuations we use the special kind of susceptibility which
we define as

χ2 =
µ2N

J1

∂
√

m2

∂β

Here we use
√

m2 as a fluctuation order parameter [12,
35, 36]. Figures 5 and 6 show the dependences of χ2

and
√

m2 on magnetic field and temperature. In con-
trast to m2 (see figure 4) there is no region at t < 1

in which
√

m2 close to zero in any magnetic field. The
dependence of χ2 has a maximum at certain βc and tc
which shifts towards the point β = 0, t = 1 while N
increases. We associate the region with the almost zero
magnetic moment and strong magnetic fluctuations with
superparamagnetic state of the spin system. Figure 7
which shows dependence of the magnetic moment vari-
ance m2−m2 illustrates this statement. There is an area
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FIG. 5. The color map shows χ2 in coordinates (t, β). The
white line shows the maximum χ2 as a function of tempera-
ture at each magnetic field value. The arrow shows a magnetic
field βc which corresponds to the absolute maximum of χ2,
N = 16384, na3 = 0.03.

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 1.2

 1.4

10-5 10-4 10-3 10-2 10-1

t

b

 0
 0.1
 0.2
 0.3
 0.4
 0.5
 0.6
 0.7
 0.8
 0.9
 1

[ 
 m

2
__

_ 
   ]1/

2

FIG. 6. The color map shows
√

m2 in coordinates (t, β).
N = 16384, na3 = 0.03.

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 1.2

 1.4

10-5 10-4 10-3 10-2 10-1

t

b

10-5

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

m
2

__
_ 

   
   

   
 -

  m _
_ 2

bc

FIG. 7. The color map shows the variance of magnetic mo-
ment m2 −m2 in coordinates (t, β). The arrow shows a mag-
netic field βc which corresponds to the absolute maximum of
χ2, N = 16384, na3 = 0.03.

with significant fluctuations of magnetic moment at small
β and t.

VII. HEAT CAPACITY

In the same way as for magnetic susceptibility, we find
the average exchange energy per spin and the heat ca-
pacity by means of numerical integration.

e(t, β) =

∫∫
ef(e,m, t, β)de dm; C = kN

∂e

∂t

Figure 8 shows the heat capacity in coordinates (t, β).
It is noteworthy that, in contrast to the magnetic sus-
ceptibility, the maximum of the heat capacity is close to
t = 1 and constant in low magnetic fields. In the region
of high values of χ2 the heat capacity has a narrow cusp
which gradually disappears in magnetic fields β > βc. At
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FIG. 8. The color map shows the heat capacity in coordinates
(t, β). The arrow shows a magnetic field βc which corresponds
to the absolute maximum of χ2, N = 16384, na3 = 0.03.

high fields, the maximum of the heat capacity shifts to-
wards high temperatures, as the maximum of magnetic
susceptibility.

VIII. PHASE DIAGRAM

Assuming that the phase transition correspond to the
maxima of magnetic susceptibility χ and χ2, one can plot
the phase diagram shown in figure 9. It should be noted
that the positions of the maxima of the magnetic sus-
ceptibilities χ and χ2 do not coincide. The maximum of
χ2 is associated with the parallel orientation of individ-
ual spins inside a cluster. At temperatures higher than
this maximum the spin system is paramagnetic (PM).
The maximum of the magnetic susceptibility χ is asso-
ciated with the orientation of the magnetic moment of
the whole cluster by the magnetic field. In weak mag-
netic fields only the average square of the magnetic mo-
ment changes, while the average magnetic moment re-
mains close to zero [12, 35, 36] and the spin system is in
a superparamagnetic state (SPM). This is a consequence
of the fact that we consider a system with a large but
finite number of spins N whose properties are governed
by thermodynamic fluctuations. If the magnetic field is
high and the temperature is low spins are oriented along
the magnetic field and the system is in a ferromagnetic
state induced by the magnetic field (IFM).

Phase diagram is dependent on the number of spins.
In the paper we show color plots which are calculated
for N = 16384. In supplementary materials we include
all color plots for different N . Results of calculations for
different N values are summarized at figure 10. Our cal-
culations show that βc and tc depend on N in accordance
with a power law.

The dependence on N can be understood from (14)
and (16). The two terms in (16) m+Z+ and m−Z− ex-
ponentially depend on N . This means that the ratio

 0.6

 0.8
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FIG. 9. Phase diagram in coordinates (t, β). The diagram
shows paramagnetic (PM), superparamagnetic (SMP) and in-
duced ferromagnetic (IFM) phases. The arrows show a mag-
netic field βc and a temperature tc which correspond to the
absolute maximum of χ2, N = 16384, na3 = 0.03.

between them is strongly dependent on the size of the
system. At small N , two terms are comparable, ther-
modynamic fluctuations are large, and the cluster is in
the superparamagnetic state. As N increases, the num-
ber of states with a magnetic moment directed along the
magnetic field becomes much larger, and the cluster be-
comes ferromagnetic. This behavior is illustrated on fig-
ure 11 where the probability density function (9) in dif-
firent phases is plotted. In the case of an infinite system
the probability maxima are just δ-functions. If N is fi-
nite, the system has a non-zero probability to be in a
number of states around m0 or m+ and m− maxima and
can switch between them.

The critical field βc, above which the superparamag-
netic phase does not exist, decreases with increasing N
according to a power law (see figure 10). In a semiconduc-
tor with magnetic impurities, many oriented magnetic
moments of individual clusters create a Weiss molecular

10-4
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104 105
 0.98

 0.99

 1

 1.01

b
c

t c

N

bc

tc

FIG. 10. Dependencies of βc and tc on the number of spins
in the system N . Lines are empirical fits with functions
βc = 5/4N−4/5, tc = −10βc + 1.
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FIG. 11. Logarithm of the probability density function
f(e,m, t, β) for different values of temperature and magnetic
field.

field. As the concentration of magnetic impurities in-
creases, both the average number of spins in these clus-
ters and the Weiss field increase. At some point, the
value of this field exceeds the value of the critical field
βc and the semiconductor passes into the ferromagnetic
state.

In the paramagnetic state the probability density func-
tion has only one maximum at the magnetic moment
which is close to zero (Fig. 11). When temperature
is lower than tc the probability density function has
two close maxima, the system is superparamagnetic and
switches between these maxima due to thermodynamic
fluctuations. At β > βc one of the probability maxima
is much stronger then the other and the system is in the
IFM1 state. If the magnetic field is high enough, there is
only one probability maximum which we mark as IFM2
state.

We also would like to note that from (5) the average
exchange energy linearly depends on the spin concentra-
tion for an arbitrary J(r). Therefore, the model predicts
that the Curie temperature Tc(n) = J1 linearly depends
on the spin concentration, at least in the region where
J(r) is independent of n.

In conclusion, an analytical model is developed that
describes a system of a finite number of randomly dis-
tributed spins, taking into account the long-range Ising-
type exchange interaction and the magnetic field. The
phase diagram in coordinates (t, β) explains the complex
nature of the phase transition in ferromagnetic semicon-
ductors and qualitatively agrees with experimental re-
sults. The origin of the intermediate superparamagnetic
phase and its relation to thermodynamic fluctuations in
finite-size systems are explained.
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X. APPENDIX

Similarly with the mean exchange energy Em, we can
calculate the variance of the exchange energy

σ2 = E2 − E
2

We use the explicit expression for the exchange energy
(2)

σ2 =
1

4

∑
i,j
k,m

JijJklsisjsksl −
1

2

∑
i,j

Jijsisj
1

2

∑
k,l

Jklsksl

In this paper we consider a system of randomly ori-
ented spins. This means that there is no correlation be-
tween the value of the exchange energy Jij and the direc-
tion of the spin si. Therefore, averaging over coordinates
and over spin directions could be carried out separately.

σ2 =
1

4

∑
i,j
k,l

JijJklsisjsksl −
1

2

∑
i,j

Jijsisj
1

2

∑
k,l

Jklsksl

(17)
In this equation we will separately consider the terms

for which all 4 indices (i, j, k, l) are different, two indices
coincide and two pairs of indices coincide. First we con-
sieder the case when all indices are different. Averaging
over a pair of spins in an explicit form gives

sisj =
q(q − 1) + (N − q)(N − q − 1)− 2q(N − q)

N(N − 1)
=

m2 +
m2 − 1

N
+O

(
1

N2

)
Averaging over four spin variables with different indices

gives

sisjsksl = m4 − 6m2

N
+

6m4

N
+O

(
1

N2

)
Averaging over coordinates gives 5

1

2

∑
i,j

Jij = J =
1

2
NJ1

In the sum over k, l in (17), the indices k, l must not
coincide with the indices i, j from the first sum. Then
for each of the indices k, l there are only N − 2 possible
values

1

2

∑
k,l

Jkl =
1

2

(N − 2)2

N
J1 =

1

2
(N − 4) J1 +O

(
1

N

)
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The sum
∑

i,j,k,l

JijJkl can be considered as the product

of two sums, i, j and k, l. Since we are considering the
case where all indices are different, averaging in these
sums can be carried out independently

1

4

∑
i,j
k,l

JijJkl =
1

4

(
N2 − 4N

)
J1

2
+O (1)

We substitute these expressions into the variance (17).
The terms of order N2 cancel and we obtain that the
terms with 4 different indices in (17) give

NJ1
2
(m4 −m2) +O (1) (18)

Next we consider the terms with exactly two match-
ing indices in the expression (17). We will denote the
matching indices by i, and different indices by j and k.
There are 4 possible options for equal indices in the orig-
inal notation (i = k, i = l, j = k, j = l), therefore after
redesignation the multipliers 1

4 and 1
2 in (17) will be can-

celled. In the second term of the expression, we rewrite
the two sums over i, j and i, k as a total sum over three
indices. ∑

i,j,k
k ̸=j

JijJiksjsk −
∑
i,j,k
k ̸=j

JijJiksisj sisk = (19)

NJ1
2
(m2 −m4) +O (1)

And the terms with two pairs of equal indices give

1

2

∑
i,j

J2
ij −

1

2

∑
i,j

J2
ijsisj sisj =

1

2

∑
i,j

J2
ij

(
1−m4

)

Note that the expression (19) coincides, up to the mi-
nus sign, with the contribution from terms with 4 dif-
ferent indices (18). These terms cancel each other out.
Finally we obtain the following expression for the vari-
ance

σ2 =
1

2

∑
i,j

J2
ij

(
1−m4

)
= σ2

0

(
1−m4

)

Here we introduce the notation σ2
0 , which is equal to

the variance of the exchange energy at zero magnetic mo-
ment. In order to calculate σ2

0 , we first calculate the
square of the exchange energy for two spins with num-
bers i and j, the distance between which is no more than
R

J2
ij(R) =

3

4πR3

R∫
0

J2(r)4πr2dr

We substitute the explicit expression for J(r) and tend
the upper limit to infinity.

J2
ij =

3J2
0a

3

R3216

∞∫
0

(
4r

a

)7

exp

(
−4r

a

)
d

(
4r

a

)

After integration we get

J2
i,j =

3 J2
0a

3 7!

216R3

Since in our model there is no correlation in the ar-
rangement of spins, the sum of the squares of the ex-
change energies of spin number i with all spins from a
ball of radius R will be equal to∑

j

J2
ij = n

4

3
πR3J2

ij =
7!πJ2

0na
3

214

Finally, we sum over all spins i and write the multiplier
1
2 because each exchange energy is included in the sum 2
times.

σ2
0 =

1

2

∑
i,j

J2
ij = N

7!

215
πJ2

0na
3
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