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Abstract
Magnetically doped topological insulatorsmay produce novel states of electronicmatter, where for
instance the quantum anomalousHall effect state can be realized. Pivotal to this goal is amicroscopic
control over themagnetic state, defined by the local electronic structure of the dopants and their
interactions.We report on themagnetic coupling amongMnorCo atoms adsorbed on the surface of
the topological insulator Bi2Te3. Ourfindings uncover themechanisms of the exchange coupling
betweenmagnetic atoms coupled to the topological surface state in strong topological insulators. The
combination of x-raymagnetic circular dichroism and ab initio calculations reveals that the sign of the
magnetic coupling at short adatom–adatomdistances is opposite forMnwith respect toCo. For both
elements, themagnetic exchange reverses its sign at a critical distance betweenmagnetic adatoms, as a
result of the interplay between superexchange, double exchange andRuderman–Kittel–Kasuya–
Yoshida interactions.

1. Introduction

Topological insulators (TIs) define a novel state of electronicmatter, characterized by the coexistence of a bulk
insulating gap and a non-degeneratemetallic surface band. The interplay between TIs andmagnetism is of great
interest for future spintronics and low power devices [1–4]. In particular the discovery of the quantum
anomalousHall effect (QAHE) [5] led to intense research activities inmagnetically doped TIs. To date, the
observation of theQAHEwas only successful at low temperatures with bulk-doped samples [6]. However, the
mechanism for a robust realization of theQAHEphase inmagnetically dopedTIs is still unclear, despite
numerous research efforts onmagnetically doped topological insulators [7–31].
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In this context, surface doping of TIs withmagnetic atoms is especially interesting as a playground for the
control of themagnetic state. Surfacemagnetic atoms enable themicroscopic control over the impurities and are
strongly coupled to the topological surface state, which potentially enhances long-range coupling due to the
Rudermann–Kittel–Kasuya–Yoshida (RKKY) interactions [32, 33]. In fact, the strict surface localization of the
topological surface state causes the interaction to be longer ranged than in situationswhere the RKKY
interaction is concurrentlymediated by three-dimensional states. The topological insulator Bi2Te3 shows
furthermore a particularly strong hexagonal warping of its topological surface state [34]. This causes a focusing
effect [35]which can be exploited to enhance the interaction strength at large distances in certain
crystallographic directions.Moreover, avoiding doping of the bulk potentially facilitates the realization of bulk
insulating samples, which is one of themajor challenges TImaterials face on their way towards technological
application. So far, studies of surface dopedTIswith transitionmetalsmainly focused on the geometry, the
magneticmoments andmagnetocrystalline anisotropy of individualmagnetic adatoms [8, 22–25, 29–31]. The
present paper describes a combined experimental and theoretical study of the concentration-dependent
exchange couplingmechanism towards a better understanding of the physical phenomena combining
magnetism and topologically nontrivialmatter potentially enabling themicroscopic control over these
phenomena.

We present evidence of significantmagnetic exchange coupling between isolatedMnorCo atoms adsorbed
on the surface of Bi2Te3. Our investigations, based on x-raymagnetic circular dichroism (XMCD) and density
functional theory (DFT), show that the surfaceDirac electrons of the topological insulatormediatemagnetic
exchange interactions,mainly of the RKKY type, of similar strength but of opposite sign forMn andCo. This
results, at dilute coverages in the range of »n 0.01ML, in a ferromagnetic or antiferromagnetic coupling,
respectively. Our analysis reveals the fundamental role of back-scattering of spin-momentum-locked electrons
offmagnetic impurities in the amplitude of the long-range interaction. On the other hand, at larger coverages
and thus shorter 3d–3d distances, themagnetic exchange on the surface results from the competition between
antiferromagnetic superexchange, ferromagnetic double-exchange andRKKY-type interactions, resulting in
ferromagnetic coupling for Co atoms and antiferromagnetic coupling forMn atoms.

Our combination of experimental and theoretical findings reveals thatmicroscopic control over competing
contributions to the exchange interactions can be achieved through appropriate band structure and impurity
engineering. In particular we show that control over the Fermi level, the concentration and type of themagnetic
impurities deposited on the surface and their spatial arrangement is a suitable way to control themagnetic
coupling strength inmagnetically doped topological insulators.

2. Results and discussion

2.1. Strength anddistance dependence of themagnetic exchange
We start the analysis by discussing our ab initio calculations of theMn andComagneticmoments and exchange
coupling.We employed the local spin density approximation to density functional theory as implemented in the
Korringa–Kohn–Rostoker (KKR)Green functionmethod for embedded impurities in surfaces. Details on the
calculations can be found in theMethods section and in supplementary note 1, which is available in the
supporting information online at stacks.iop.org/JPMATER/1/015002/mmedia.

Aswe elaborate below, at short distances there is a competition between ferromagnetic and
antiferromagnetic contributions while, at long distances, a RKKY type of interaction takes over, that for higher
Fermi levels is highly directional because of the anisotropic formof the Fermi surface. Figures 1(a)–(c) depict the
distance dependent and spatially anisotropic exchange interaction energy forMn andCo, respectively. The
interaction energy is expressed as the differenceΔE=EAFM−EFM between the antiferromagnetic (AFM) and
ferromagnetic (FM) configuration (ΔE>0 implies ferromagnetic andΔE<0 antiferromagnetic coupling),
with the single-ionmoments taken in the z-direction (out-of-plane). The latter assumption is justified, because
the single-ion anisotropy is out-of-plane and sizeable (see figure S2 of the supporting information), exceeding
the antisymmetric exchange after the 2nd nearest neighbor, andfixing the spins in the z-direction. The exchange
interaction energy is shown infigure 1(a) from the 2nd nearest neighbor on as a function of distance in the GK
direction (x-direction and equivalent ones by 60° rotations). In other directions, and in particular along GM
(y-direction), the interaction strength is found to decay faster with distance after the 3rd nearest neighbor, which
is seen in themaps of the exchange interaction energies shown infigures 1(b), (c) forMn andCo, respectively.

Wefind that the short-distanceMn interaction is AFM,while Co is FM, in linewith conventional wisdom
expected frombulkmaterials. This can be understood from the density of states, shown infigure 1(e). Evidently,
Mnpossesses a half-filled d-shell while theCominority-spin resonances are bisected by the Fermi level. The
former property is known to lead to a level repulsion between occupied and unoccupied d resonances of nearby
adatoms, promoting AFMcoupling; in the latter case (Co), the AFMmechanism is still present, however, it is
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weaker than the FMdouble-exchangemechanism promoted by a broadening of the resonance. This analysis is
in the spirit of the Alexander–Andersonmodel [37] and along the lines of previous density-functional-based
studies of transition element defects inmetals [38, 39].

At larger distances, relevant for low surface transition-metal coverages, anRKKYoscillatory behavior sets in
(see inset offigure 1(a) andfigure S4 of the supporting information).Wefind that the oscillation periods in the
GM and GK directions are compatible with the back-scattering vectors q1 and q2, respectively, on the Fermi
surface, shown infigure 1(d). A third vector q3 in the GM-direction, connecting the Fermi surface snowflake
tip-to-tip, is expected to play only aminor role because of the large curvature of the tip (flat segments of the
Fermi surface produce longer-reaching coherent waves and thus longer-reaching interactions [35]).

The short-rangemechanismpersists up to intermediate distances of x≈22Å (5th neighbor in the
x-direction) and competes with the RKKYmechanism, as wefind especially for Co. This is reckoned by the fact
that the oscillations of the z-component of themagnetizationmz induced on the surface state by a single adatom
(shown infigure 1(f) forMn andCo) change sign at different values of x as compared to the exchange interaction
strength.

An additional effect that wemust account for is an upward shift of the Fermi level by doping. This is a result
of the competition between the tendency towards local charge neutrality, whence the resonance tends to be
pinnedwith respect toEF, and the tendency of the resonance to be pinned at its original position because of the
formof the atomic potential. The extra charge accompanying the Fermi level shift comes of course from the
additional dopants. This has been experimentally observed, for example in [40], and has consequences on the
sign and strength of the interaction, as we find in our calculations. Reference [40] reports an upward Fermi level
shift ofΔEF=100meV (200 meV) upon surface transition-metal doping of n=0.01ML (0.02 ML). Here, we
used the Fermi level as a parameter and performed self-consistent calculations for a range
−20 meV�ΔEF�425meV, that is used tomodel the coverage dependent shift of the Fermi level (note that
forΔEF=100meV, the Fermi level has already entered the bulk conduction band). The implications thatwe
find in the adatoms electronic structure and in the exchange are shown infigure 2. Theminority-spin resonance
is only partially (i.e., by less thanΔEF)dragged to higher energies alongwith the Fermi level. The resonance of
Mnbecomes partlyfilled, while that of Co becomes progressivelymore filled (see figures 2(a), (b)).
Consequently, the short-rangeMn–Mn interaction obtains a sizeable FM component, which competes with the
existing AFMcomponent. It also strongly reduces themagnitude of the 2nd neighbor exchange interaction

Figure 1.Competingmechanisms of the exchange interaction inMn andCodopedBi2Te3. (a)Distance-dependent exchange
interaction strength in the x-direction (direction of the in-plane nearest-neighbor). (b) and (c) show amap of the exchange interaction
strength between pairs ofMn–MnandCo-Co atoms, respectively, where thefirst atom is placed at (0, 0) and the the color code on
each lattice site corresponds to the pairwise value of the exchange coupling energies. (d)Calculated Fermi surface (forΔEF=0)with
the relevant scattering vectorsmarked q1 to q3. (e) Impurity density of states of theMn andCo atoms around the Fermi level.
(f) z-component of the induced spinmoment in the surrounding of a singleMn andCo atom in the x-direction. Figure and caption
adapted from [36]. CCBY 4.0.
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strength (at 9Å), and eventually it changes the sign of the 3rd neighbor interaction (at 13.5Å, see figure 2(c)).
ForCo, the ferromagnetic interaction strength at short distance drops as the Fermi level cuts the resonance only
through its tail. As exemplified in figure 2(b) for Co, at a Fermi level shift of+425 meV, the lower peak of the
minority-spin resonance is fully occupied, while the higher peak is bisected by the Fermi energy. This higher
peak is of dz2 character (see figure S5 of the supporting information), oriented out-of-plane, and thus
contributes only little to the double-exchange interaction. Additionally the change of the Fermi level influences
the Fermi surface (see figure S6 of the supporting information) and this has an impact on the dominant
wavelength dictating the oscillatory behavior of the RKKY interaction. To summarize, higher doping causes the
short rangeMn–Mn interaction to become less antiferromagnetic, and the short rangeCo–Co interaction to
become less ferromagnetic.

2.2. Electronic andmagnetic configuration ofMn andCoonBi2Te3
Figures 3(a), (b) display the coverage dependence of the L3 x-ray absorption (XAS) spectra and the
corresponding XMCD, respectively, forMndeposited at temperaturesT� 10 Kon the (111) surface of Bi2Te3
(see figure S7(a) and S8 of the supporting information for the as-measured and background-subtracted full
L2,3-edges XAS andXMCD, respectively). The data shown refer tomeasurements at temperaturesT�4.3K and
magnetic fieldB=6 T and are recorded at either normal (θ=0°) or grazing (θ=70°) incidence (seeMethods
for details about the XMCDexperiments). Themain absorption peak at the L3 edge of theMnXAS spectra is at a
lower energy inMn/Bi2Te3 than inMnO (a reference for a d5 configuration), as shown infigure 3(c). Thus a
higher occupation of the d-shell is expected forMn/Bi2Te3. Indeed, ourDFT calculations predict that theMn
hybridizationwith Bi andTe leads to a configuration close to d6. The spectral shape is independent of coverage,
suggesting that the electronic configuration is stable for all studiedMn concentrations. Unlike the case ofMn
doped into the insulating bulk of Bi2Te3 [11], atomicmultiplet structures are barely visible in the present case,
consistent with themetallic environment of the surface of the topological insulator. On the other hand, a slight
anisotropy is observed in theXAS spectral shape between normal and grazing incidence, with a low energy
shoulder visible below the L3 edgemain peak only at grazing incidence, as shownby the arrow infigure 3(a). This

Figure 2.Doping dependence of the impurity density of states and exchange interaction inMn (a), (c) andCo (b), (d)doped Bi2Te3.
(a), (b) and (c), (d) show theDOS and the corresponding exchange interaction strength in the x-direction (direction of the in-plane
nearest-neighbor) for a Fermi level shifted in the range−20 to+425 meVwith respect to the original Fermi level. The position of the
Fermi level ismarkedwith a vertical line in the color corresponding to the shift. Figure and caption adapted from [36]. CCBY 4.0.
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anisotropy likely results from the trigonal crystal field experienced by theMn atoms in their hollow adsorption
site within the surface Te layer [40].

TheXMCD is larger, at all coverages, when themagnetic field is applied perpendicular to the sample
surface13, indicating a slight out-of-planemagnetic anisotropy.Moreover, as shown in figure 3(d), the
magnitude of the XMCDalong the easy-axis decreases with increasingMn coverage, especially for coverages
n>0.03ML.

Figures 4(a), (b) display the coverage dependence of the L3 XAS and the corresponding XMCD, respectively,
for Co deposited on the (111) surface of Bi2Te3, under identical conditions to those of the data described in
figure 3 (see figure S7(b) and S9 of the supporting information for the as-measured and background-subtracted
full L2,3-edges XAS andXMCD, respectively). At the lowest coverage, as shown in figure 4(c), the XASmain
feature at the L3 edge is located at an energy of about 1.5 eV lower than the center ofmass of the XAS spectrumof
CoO,which is a reference for the d7 configuration. This suggests a higher occupation of the d-shell in the case of
Co/Bi2Te3. Indeed, ourDFT calculations predict a configuration close to d8. Themain L3-edge feature is
composed of two peaks (see arrows in figure 4(a)), of which the higher energy one (at 777.0 eV) ismore intense at
normal incidence while the lower energy one (at 776.7 eV) ismore pronounced at grazing incidence. This
anisotropy is expected due to the trigonal crystal field experienced by theCo atomswhich adsorb in hollow sites
of the Te layer [40].

Contrary to the case ofMn, the spectral shape depends on coverage: the broad shoulder at an energy around
778 eV gains relative intensity with respect to themain L3-edge features, starting at coverages n≈0.01ML,

Figure 3.Coverage dependence of theXAS (a) and the corresponding XMCD (b) at temperatures below 4.3 K and in a fieldB=6 T,
recorded both at normal (θ=0, dark colors) and grazing (θ=70°, bright colors) incidencewith respect to the sample surface for
Mn/Bi2Te3(111) at theMn L3 edge; (c) comparison between selectedMn L3 XAS spectra ofMn/Bi2Te3(111) recorded at normal
incidence under the conditions of panel (a)with a reference spectrumofMnO; (d) coverage dependence of theMn L3 XMCDof
Mn/Bi2Te3(111) recorded at normal incidence under the same conditions as those of panel (b).

13
Note that themagnetic field is always applied in the x-ray propagation direction, and thus it is applied perpendicular to the sample surface

when theXAS is recorded at normal incidence.
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where dimer formation starts. This suggests that, in the case of Co onBi2Te3, single Co atoms are characterized
byXAS spectral features which arewell separated from those of dimers and larger clusters.

At coverages n�0.014ML theXMCD ismuch larger at normal incidence, indicating a strong out-of-plane
magnetic anisotropy. At higher coverage, themagnetic anisotropy is reduced. In parallel, as shown infigure 4(d),
themagnitude of the XMCDalong the easy-axis decreases with increasingCo coveragewith,moreover, a
progressive transfer of spectral weight towards higher energies (see inset tofigure 4(d)).

Quantitative information about themagneticmoments carried byMn andCo adatoms on the Bi2Te3(111)
surface can be extracted by applying themagneto-optical sum rules [41, 42] to themeasuredXAS andXMCD.
These allow one to separate the orbitalmoment = -á ñm LzL from the effective spinmomentmS,eff, which is the
sumof the spin = - á ñm S2 zS and the spin dipolar = - á ñm T7 zD moments, where á ñ á ñL S,z z , and á ñTz are the
out-of-plane projections of the orbital, spin and spin dipolemoment operators, respectively. Figures 5(a), (b)
show the coverage dependence of m m,S,eff L, as well as of the ratio m mL S,eff forMn andCo assuming
occupations of the d-shell nd=5.9 and 8.2, respectively, as determined byDFT. In order to include the jj-
mixing between the p2 3 2 and p2 1 2 core levels (particularly large forMn), a correction factor has been applied to
the spin sum-rule (1.47 forMn and 1.1 for Co), as previously discussed [43, 44].Moreover, themagnetic
moments obtained from the sum rules have been rescaled to take into account the incompletemagnetization
even at the highestmagnetic field (which is especially important for Co), as determined from themagnetization
cycles whichwill be discussed in the following section.

At themost dilute coverage,Mnhas a spinmoment close to 4.4(3)μB, slightly above themaximumexpected for
a d6 configuration.Atomicmultiplet calculations performed inC3v symmetry (not shown) indicate thatmDmaybe
of the order of up to 20%ofmS, so thatwe expect a spinmoment close to the atomic value,mS≈3.8–4.0μB.

Figure 4.Coverage dependence of theXAS (a) and the corresponding XMCD (b) at temperatures below 4.3 K and in a fieldB=6 T,
recorded both at normal (θ=0, dark colors) and grazing (θ=70°, bright colors) incidencewith respect to the sample surface for
Co/Bi2Te3(111) at the Co L3 edge; (c) comparison between the Co L3 XAS spectra of Co/Bi2Te3(111) recorded at normal incidence
under the conditions of panel (a)with a reference spectrumofCoO; (d) coverage dependence of theCo L3 XMCDofCo/Bi2Te3(111)
recorded at normal incidence under the same conditions as those of panel (b). The inset of panel (d) shows a comparison between the
Co L3 XMCDat coverages n=0.004 and 0.04 ML, normalized to their respective peak intensities in order to highlight the larger
weight of the high-energy spectral features at the higher coverage.
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TheorbitalmomentmL=0.29(5)μB is small andparallel to the spinmoment, thus confirming that thed shell is
more thanhalffilled. As expected from the coverage dependence of theXMCDshown infigure 3(d), the total
magneticmomentmS+mD+mL decreases slowlywith increasing coverage forn�0.03ML. In this range, the
decrease of the spinmomentmS+mD is partially compensatedby an increase of the orbitalmomentmL. Thus the
ratio betweenorbital and effective spinmoment increases by about a factor of two for 0.005�n�0.03ML.At
higher coverages, on the other hand, this ratiodecreases rapidly as a consequence of the strong decrease of the
orbitalmoment.

The case of Co is similar to that ofMn. The spin plus dipolarmoment at the lowest coverage has a value close
tomS+mD=2.3(4)μB, higher than expected for the pure spinmomentmS of the d

8 configuration, suggesting
an important contribution of the spin dipolarmoment. Againwe calculate thatmDmay be of the order of up to
20%ofmS, and thuswe expect a spinmoment close to the atomic value (as forMn),mS≈1.8–2.0μB. The
orbitalmoment is large, with a value ofmL=1.0(2)μB. Despite the fact that both the spin and the orbital
magneticmoments decrease with increasing coverage, their ratio is independent of coverage and at the lowest
coverage has a value ofmL/(mS+mD)=0.4(3), consistent with previous results [45].

The experimental findings of figures 5(a), (b) can be interpreted by comparison to our density-functional
calculations of the doping dependence (i.e., of the dependence onΔEF) of the spin and orbitalmoments shown
infigure 6. Themeasured adatom spinmoment showed a drop for increasing coverage for bothMn andCo (top
panels offigure 5). Two effectsmay be at play: (i) the progressive formation of larger antiferromagnetic clusters,
and (ii) the upward shift of the Fermi level. ForMn, the upward shift of the Fermi level with increasing coverage
leads to a calculated spinmoment reduction by only about 10% in theΔEF range studied (see figure 6(a)).
Moreover, the drop of the spinmoment is counterbalanced by an increase of the orbitalmoment, leading to an
increased orbital-to-spinmoment ratio, as observed experimentally. However, we observe amuch faster
decrease of themeasured spinmoment than of the calculated one. Thuswe conclude that forMn the observed
decrease of the spinmoment ismainly related to the formation of small AFMclusters. The dominant cluster type
in the studied coverage range are dimers, and in a triangular lattice we expect their number to increase from
about 6% for n=0.01ML to about 17% for n=0.04ML [46]. For Co the spinmoment dropsmuchmore
severely than forMn, as shown infigure 5(b), top panel. Here, importantly, the upward shift of the Fermi level
with increasing coverage leads to a significant reduction of the spinmoment from1.2μB to 0.7μB at 425 meV
shift (see figure 6(b)), at a similar rate as the decrease of the experimental spinmoment. It is thus the cooperation
of this effect with the formation of AFMclusters that causes the enhanced drop shown in the top panel of
figure 5(b) for the case of Co.

Figure 5.Coverage dependence of the sumof spin and spin dipolarmomentsmS+mD, of the orbitalmomentsmL, and of their ratio
mL / (mS+mD) forMn (a) andCo (b) on the Bi2Te3(111) surface, as obtained by the application of themagneto-optical sum-rules to
the XAS andXMCD spectra offigures 3 and 4.
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2.3. Coverage dependence of the effective saturationmagnetization
Complementary information about themagnetization ofMn andCo adatoms on the surface of Bi2Te3, as well as
on theirmagnetic anisotropy, was obtained experimentally from themagnetization cycles recorded by following
themagneticfield dependence of themainXMCDpeak at the L3 edge of each transition-metal. Contrary to the
sum-rules, which give amagneticmoment averaged over all 3d atoms contributing to the XAS, the
magnetization cycles carry information about themagnetization of the 3d sites contributing to a specific spectral
feature of the XMCD, and thus are not influenced, for example, by antiferromagnetic clusters, as long as these do
not contribute to the XMCD.We therefore consider that themagnetization cycles reflectmostly themagnetic
behavior ofMn (Co)monomers at all coverages considered in this study, i.e. , up to n=0.08 (0.04)ML.
Moreover, while the sum-rules give the averagemagneticmoment of the atoms at a givenmagnetic field value,
thefield dependence of themagnetization (i.e., themagnetic susceptibility) is sensitive to the collective behavior
of an ensemble ofmagnetically interacting spin centers, and thus contains information not only about the
magnetic polarization of the nearest neighbors, but also andmost importantly about ferromagnetic or
antiferromagnetic correlations among 3d atoms.

Figure 7 shows the coverage dependence of themagnetization cycles recorded for bothMn andCo on the
(111) surface of Bi2Te3. The out-of-plane anisotropy is confirmed for bothMn andCo by the steeperfield
dependence of the low-fieldmagnetization in the normal incidence direction.We did not observe remanent
magnetization for any of themeasured coverages, thuswe can rule out the presence of long range ferromagnetic
order. This justifies analyzing themagnetization cycles within a semi-classical super-paramagneticmodel as
previously used, for example, for Co adatoms and clusters on the Pt(111) surface [47]. Above the blocking
temperature, thismodel qualitatively captures themagnetization of a collection ofmagnetically coupled atoms
that are within each other’s reach in terms of the correlation length. The effectivemagnetization can be
expressed in the form:

ò ò

ò ò
=

F Q Q Q

F Q Q
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- Q Q F

- Q Q F
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where

mQ Q F = - Q - Q Q F + Q Q( ) ( ) ( )E B M B K, , , cos sin sin cos cos cos . 20 B 0
eff

0 0
2

M0
eff is themodulus of the effectivemagneticmoment,K is the uniaxialmagnetic anisotropy constant,B is the

magnetic field,Θ andΦ are the polar and azimuthal coordinate of themagneticmoment, andΘ0 is the polar
angle of the easy-axis of themagnetization.Here, we should note that M0

eff can be larger (smaller) than the
single-ionmoment because of short-range ferromagnetic (antiferromagnetic) correlations. This is in analogy
with the effectivemagnetization of theCurie–Weiss law, that canwell exceed the ground-state value in case of
short range ferromagnetic order above theCurie temperature [48].

By fitting simultaneously themagnetization cycles at normal and grazing incidence for each 3d elementwe
can thus extract the coverage dependence of both the effectivemagnetization M0

eff , shown infigure 8 (aswell as
infigure S3 of the supporting information), and themagnetic anisotropy constantK (see supplementary note 2).
For comparison, green horizontal lines indicate the totalmagneticmoment per atom, as extracted by applying
themagneto-optical sum rules to theXAS andXMCD spectra recorded at the lowest coverage. The top axis in
each panel shows the average distance between adatoms, corresponding to themeasured coverage rangewithin a
statistical distribution [49] of 3d adatoms on the Bi2Te3(111) surface. In the case ofMn/Bi2 MTe ,3 0

eff is already

Figure 6.Doping dependence of the spin and orbitalmoments forMn (a) andCo (b) on the Bi2Te3(111) surface. Shown is the change
in spinmoment (blue circles) and orbitalmoment (orange diamonds)with a shift in the Fermi level. Figure and caption adapted from
[36]. CCBY 4.0.
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larger than the totalmagneticmoment at the lowest coverage, but it increases considerably in the range
0.01�n�0.03ML,where it reaches values far beyondwhat can be expected for a singleMn atom,with a peak
at n≈0.016MLwhereM0

eff reaches a value of 8.95μB. This is in stark contrast with the decrease of the
magnitude of the XMCDand the consequent decrease of the totalmagneticmoment (see figure 5(a)) observed in
the same coverage range.On the one hand, as discussed above, we ascribe the decrease of the totalmoment
mainly to the progressive, statistically unavoidable with increasing coverage, formation of close pairs (dimers),
that are strongly antiferromagnetic and neutralize the contribution of a fraction of themagnetic ions to the total
moment itself. On the other hand, we ascribe the large values of M0

eff to a collective ferromagnetic behavior of
groups of lone-standingMn atoms, that interact ferromagnetically (at the average inter-impurity distance) in the
metallic environment of the surface state of the topological insulator.We note that at coverages up to about
0.02 ML, i.e., at distances larger than 20Åwe expect the interaction to bemediated by the surface state (the bulk
conduction band is above the Fermi level in this coverage range [40]) and to be of the RKKY type. The
ferromagnetic exchange strength and themagnetic anisotropy cannot overcome the effect of the thermal energy,

Figure 7.Coverage dependence of themagnetization cycles forMn (a) anCo (b) on the Bi2Te3(111) surface. Normal (grazing)
incidence data are shown as darker (brighter) dots, while lines refer to the corresponding fits with themodel outlined in themain text.
The grazing incidence data corresponding to the coverages of 0.005 and 0.009 ML are takenwith an incidence angle θ=55°, while all
other grazing incidence data refer to θ=70°.

Figure 8.Coverage dependence of the totalmagnetization M0
eff forMn (a) andCo (b) on the Bi2Te3(111) surface. The vertical error

bars at each experimental point result from thefitting procedure. The top axis shows the average distance between adatoms
corresponding to themeasured coverage range. Green horizontal lines indicate the totalmagneticmoment per atomas extracted by
applying themagneto-optical sum rules to theXAS andXMCD spectra at the lowest coverages.
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thuswe do not observe ferromagnetic order but rather superparamagnetismwith no remanentmagnetization.
At larger coverages, the totalmagnetization decreases, suggesting a competition between ferromagnetic and
antiferromagnetic correlations.

The case of Co is opposite to that ofMn. At low coverages (n�0.03ML), M0
eff lies just below the total

magneticmoment extracted by applying themagneto-optical sum rules to the XAS andXMCDof the lowest
coverage (n=0.004ML), suggestingweak antiferromagnetic correlations, whereas at higher coverages a
tendency towards ferromagnetic correlations is observed.

2.4. Comparison of the collectivemagnetic state in experiment and simulation
Concerning the behavior of the effectivemagnetization as a function of increasing transition-metal coverage,
figure 8(a) shows a peaked trend of M0

eff forMn,with amaximumat n≈0.016ML,whilefigure 8(b) shows an
initial hump forCo, with a localmaximumat n≈0.009ML, then a localminimumat n≈0.014ML, and
finally a rise at higher coverages. The peak of the effectiveMnmagnetization infigure 8(a) at the coverage
n=0.016ML is explained as follows. At coverages below and up to approximately n=0.016ML, the average
interaction is FM, because the average inter-adatomdistance is beyond the first oscillatory node of the
interaction, located at x≈20Å (seefigure 2(c)). Thus, FMcorrelations cause an enhancement of the effective
magnetization. For n>0.016ML, however, the average distance is reduced below the first oscillatory node (i.e.,
x<20Å), andAFMcorrelations prevail, so that the effectivemagnetization drops.

The effects of distance dependence and Fermi level shift, occurring simultaneously in the experiment, are
combined in the theoretical coverage dependence of themagnetic exchange energies shown infigure 9(a) for
Mn-doping. Twomodels of the Fermi level shift with coverage (shown infigure 9(c)) are compared.Model A
assumes a linear shift of the Fermi level with increasing coverage up to amaximum shift of 200 meV, after which
a saturation is assumed. This is chosen to account for the fact that the density of states of the surface state is small
within the bulk band gap, so that the response of the system to additional charge coming from the dopants is far
stronger than for the case where the Fermi level has already entered the conduction band, where the additional
chargewith increasing doping only has a small effect on the resulting Fermi level.Model B, on the other hand,
shows the coverage dependence of the exchange energy for a linearly increasing shift of the Fermi level up to
425 meV.Wefind that the peak of the exchange energy compares verywell with the experimental data in the case
ofmodel A (see figures 8(a) and 9(a)). Around a coverage n=0.025 MLwefind strong ferromagnetic coupling,
which fits the observation of a strongly increasedmeasured effectivemagnetization.

In the case of Co, both the strength and oscillations of the interaction changewith increasing Fermi level
shift. Figure 2(d) shows that the short-range interactions drop by 80%,while the first node of the oscillation (i.e.,
the turning point to AFMcoupling) isfirst pulled towards shorter distances and then pushed outwards again.
Thuswe interpret themeasured effectivemagnetization offigure 8(b) as follows. Starting from low coverages, as
the concentration grows up to n=0.01ML (i.e., for distances decreasing from about 40 to about 28.5Å), the
rise of the effective Comagnetization is caused by the increased tendency towards FM correlations arising from
the subtle balance of the opposite effects of Fermi level shiftΔEF, favoring a FMalignment, and reduced inter-
adatomdistance x, favoring AFMalignment. Then, for 0.01<n<0.015ML, both the increase ofΔEF and the
decrease of x cooperate in strengthening the AFM interactions, with a consequent decrease of the effective
magnetization. Finally, for n>0.015ML (i.e., for x<20Å), the AFMcorrelations are rapidly lost (see

Figure 9.Theoretical coverage dependence ofmagnetic exchange energies forMn (a) andCo (b) on the Bi2Te3(111) surface, taking
into account simultaneously both the distance dependence and the Fermi level shift. The blue solid lines (marked A) show the
magnetic exchange interaction calculatedwith a linear increase ofΔEF up to 200meV, afterwhich a saturation of the Fermi level shift
is assumed. The green dotted lines (B) show the same butwith linear increase up to 425meV. The corresponding profiles (A, B) of the
Fermi level shift depending on coverage are shown as an example for the case of Co doping in (c).
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figure 2(d) atΔEF>200meV). Even though the short-range FM interaction strength is ever decreasing as the
coverage rises, the denser adatompopulation counteracts this decrease, causing stronger FMcorrelations and a
rise of the effectivemagnetization again.

The comparisonwith the theoretical coverage dependence of themagnetic exchange energies (figure 9(b))
further confirms that our theory qualitatively reproduces well the experimental data. In particular the decrease
of the effectivemagnetization (seen for n≈0.015ML infigure 8(b)) is well accounted for by the
antiferromagnetic coupling shown infigure 9(b) for coverages 0.01�n�0.03 ML,while the sign change
towards ferromagnetic coupling occurs at higher coverages.

The long-range interactions have a larger energy scale inMn than inCo, aswe see by comparing figures 9(a)
and (b). It is known that, at long distances, the RKKY interaction follows the profile of the energy-integrated
spin-density oscillations and, on topological insulator surfaces, takes approximately the form
D ~ + F-∣ ∣ ( )( )E T kR Rcos 2k k,

2 2, whereR is the distance between the impurities,Φ is a phase shift, k is the
crystalmomentum at the Fermi level, and -( )T k k, is the back-scattering spin-flipmatrix element [50]14. The large
localmoment of theMn ions causes stronger spin-flip back-scattering than theweak one of theCo ions, which is
consistent with the observation of larger interactions inMn.

3. Conclusion

Ourfindings finally allow us to explain the crucial difference betweenMn andCo,which has led to the
observation ofmagnetically-induced backscattering onlywhenMn, but not Co, dopes the surface of Bi2Te3 [40].
This happens because the synergistic effect of electron-doping by themagnetic adatoms and exchange
interaction among them enhances, only in a restrictedMn coverage range, the ferromagnetic exchangemediated
by the topological state, thus stabilizing a large effectivemagnetization. This, in turn, is one of the necessary
conditions, together with the characteristic hexagonal warping of the constant energy contours of topological
insulators, to achieve the transmission of spin information over long distances, as previously observed [35]. In
the case of Co, on the other hand, the AFMexchangemechanisms dominating in the coverage range of
predominantly individual adatoms lead to low effectivemoments, unable to open intense backscattering
channels [40].

Our results show thatmagnetically doped topological insulator surfaces offer a rich playground formagnetic
phenomena. Indeed, themagneticmoments and interaction sign strength can be tuned by changing the adatom
type and concentration, but also by shifting the Fermi level by doping. Even though the Fermi level shift that we
considered herewas assumed to be in one-to-one correspondence with the transition-metal concentration, it
can be further tuned by n- or p-dopingwith non-magnetic defects. In this respect, it should be possible to adjust
the interactions to values thatwill allowwished-formagnetic states. Ferromagnetism, antiferromagnetism, or
more complex configurations like skyrmionic states are pertinent examples of what tailored interactionsmay
induce. If combinedwith the strong spatial anisotropy of the exchange interactions that comes alongwith the
focusing effect in Bi2Te3, these effectsmay open newways of engineering novel technology or designing strong
ferromagnetic order which is a prerequisite for a robust observation of theQAHE towards its technological
application.

4.Methods

4.1.Density functional theory calculations
For the density-functional calculations we employed the full-potential relativistic KKRGreen functionmethod
for embedded defects on crystal surfaces [51]. Exchange and correlation effects were treatedwithin the local-
spin-density approximation [52]. An angularmomentum cutoff ofℓmax=3was used. The surface of Bi2Te3
was simulated taking a 6 quintuple layer thick filmwith the experimental lattice constant [53]. The charge
density and potential perturbation around the defects were treated self-consistently up to the first shell of nearest
neighbors, which is sufficient for our purposes, as tests have shown. The energy difference between the
ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic configurationwas calculatedwithin the approximation of the force
theorem. The adatompositions were assumed to be in the threefold fcc hollow site in the Te atomic layer, in
accordancewith previous studies [29]without further structural relaxations. Although slight quantitative
differences could be expected for the hcp hollow site in comparisonwith the fcc site, we expect the uncovered
mechanisms and observed trends to not depend on the specific adatomposition as long as the here assumed
single-impurity approximation is fulfilled.

14
In [50] the expression for the energy-dependent quantities is given, while an extra factor 1/R occurs upon integration of theGreen

function up to the Fermi level.
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4.2. Sample preparation
The Bi2Te3 single crystals were cleaved at room temperature at a pressure p<2× 10−9mbar and then
immediately cooled to liquid helium temperature.Mn andCowere evaporated in situ onto Bi2Te3(111) at
T<10K and p≈1× 10−10mbar.

4.3. XMCDandXAS experiments
Themajor part of the XMCDexperiments were carried out at the BOREAS beamline [54] of theALBA
synchrotron radiation facility. Additional experiments (Co coverages n=0.005 and 0.009 ML)were performed
at the ID32 beamline [55] of the European Synchrotron Radiation Facility. Themeasurements were carried out
in the total-electron-yieldmode at temperatures in the range 2.5–6 K, andmagnetic fields up to 6 T (ALBA) or
8 T (ESRF), applied parallel to the x-ray beampropagation direction. The average background subtracted
Mn/Co L2,3-edge XAS [ ( ++ -I I )/2, where I+ and I−are the XAS spectra recordedwith right and left circularly
polarized x-rays, respectively], as shown infigures 3 and 4 of themanuscript, and S8 and S9 of the supporting
information, is obtained by subtracting the XAS spectra of the bare Bi2Te3(111) crystals, taken prior toMn/Co
evaporation, from those ofMn/Bi2Te3(111) andCo/Bi2Te3(111) recorded under identical conditions (see
figure S7(a), (b) of the supporting information), and then subtracting step functions at the two edges. The
XMCD is then calculated as -- +I I . In order to compare XAS andXMCDof different coverages, these have
been normalized to the corresponding integral of the XAS spectrum as recorded in the normal incidence
geometry.

Atomicmultiplet calculations were performedwith the Xclaim code [56]. In order to simulate the trigonal
crystalfield expected at the 3d atom adsorption site on the (111) surface of Bi2Te3, we used the threeWybourne
parametersB20,B40 andB43.

Acknowledgments

PR, PM, SB, PS andMB acknowledge funding from the Priority Programme SPP-1666 Topological Insulators of
theDeutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) (projectsMA4637/3-1 andBI832/2) and from theVITI
Programme of theHelmholtz Association, as well as computational time at the Supercomputing Centre of the
RWTHAachenUniversity. AB andCC acknowledge funding fromMIUR (Progetto PremialeMateriali e
disposivimagnetici e superconduttivi per sensoristica e ICT).MBwas supported byDFG through SFB 1170
ToCoTronics (project A02). OET andKAKhave been supported by the Russian Science Foundation (project
No.17-12-01047).MAV, SG andAMacknowledge funding from theCERCAProgramme/Generalitat de
Catalunya and the SpanishMinistry of Economy andCompetitiveness,MINECO (contract No.MAT2016-
78293-C6-2-R and SeveroOchoaNo. SEV-2013-0295). Part of the research leading to these results has received
funding from the EuropeanCommunity’s Seventh Framework Programme (FP7/2007-2013) under grant
agreementNo. 312284. The experiments were performed at the BOREAS beamline at theALBA Synchrotron
Light Facility with the collaboration of ALBA staff, and on beamline ID32 at the European Synchrotron
Radiation Facility (ESRF), Grenoble, France.

ORCID iDs

Philipp Rüßmann https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6196-2700
Miguel AValbuena https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0585-5636
AitorMugarza https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2698-885X
Pierluigi Gargiani https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6649-0538
Manuel Valvidares https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4895-8114
Nicholas B Brookes https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1342-9530
Gustav Bihlmayer https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6615-1122
PhivosMavropoulos https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0205-8025
Alessandro Barla https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5632-4915

References

[1] Mellnik AR et al 2014Nature 511 449–51
[2] Rojas-Sánchez JC et al 2016Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 96602
[3] Han J, Richardella A, Siddiqui SA, Finley J, SamarthN and Liu L 2017Phys. Rev. Lett. 119 77702
[4] WangY et al 2017Nat. Commun. 8 1364
[5] ChangCZ et al 2013 Science 340 167
[6] ChangCZ and LiM2016 J. Phys.: Condens.Matter 28 123002

12

J. Phys.:Mater. 1 (2018) 015002 PRüßmann et al

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6196-2700
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6196-2700
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6196-2700
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6196-2700
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0585-5636
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0585-5636
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0585-5636
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0585-5636
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2698-885X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2698-885X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2698-885X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2698-885X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6649-0538
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6649-0538
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6649-0538
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6649-0538
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4895-8114
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4895-8114
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4895-8114
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4895-8114
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1342-9530
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1342-9530
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1342-9530
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1342-9530
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6615-1122
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6615-1122
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6615-1122
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6615-1122
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0205-8025
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0205-8025
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0205-8025
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0205-8025
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5632-4915
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5632-4915
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5632-4915
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5632-4915
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature13534
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature13534
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature13534
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.096602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.077702
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-01583-4
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1234414
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/28/12/123002


[7] HorY S et al 2010Phys. Rev.B 81 195203
[8] Abdalla L B, Seixas L, Schmidt TM,MiwaRHand Fazzio A 2013Phys. Rev.B 88 045312
[9] ChenYL et al 2010 Science 329 659
[10] LiuQ, LiuCX, XuC,Qi X L andZhang SC 2009Phys. Rev. Lett. 102 156603
[11] WatsonMD et al 2013New J. Phys. 15 103016
[12] Lee J S, Richardella A, RenchDW, FraleighRD, Flanagan TC, Borchers J A, Tao J and SamarthN 2014 Phys. Rev.B 89 174425
[13] Zhu J J, YaoDX, Zhang SC andChangK 2011Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 097201
[14] RosenbergG and FranzM2012Phys. Rev.B 85 195119
[15] KouX et al 2013ACSNano 7 9205–12
[16] YeM et al 2015Nat. Commun. 6 8913
[17] Grauer S, Schreyeck S,WinnerleinM, Brunner K,GouldC andMolenkamp LW2015Phys. Rev.B 92 201304
[18] Haazen PP J, Laloë J B,NummyT J, SwagtenH JM, Jarillo-Herrero P,HeimanDandMoodera J S 2012Appl. Phys. Lett. 100 82404
[19] Chotorlishvili L, Ernst A, DugaevVK,Komnik A,VergnioryMG,Chulkov EV andBerakdar J 2014Phys. Rev.B 89 75103
[20] Katmis F et al 2016Nature 533 513–6
[21] Wray LA, Xu SY, Xia Y,HsiehD, Fedorov AV,Hor Y S, Cava R J, Bansil A, LinH andHasanMZ2011Nat. Phys. 7 32–7
[22] Li Z L, Yang JH, ChenGH,WhangboMH,XiangH J andGongXG2012Phys. Rev.B 85 54426
[23] Honolka J et al 2012Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 256811
[24] SchlenkT et al 2013Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 126804
[25] EelboT, SikoraM, BihlmayerG,DobrzańskiM, Kozłowski A,Miotkowski I andWiesendanger R 2013New J. Phys. 15 113026
[26] Li Y, ZouX, Li J andZhouG 2014 J. Chem. Phys. 140 124704
[27] VergnioryMG et al 2014Phys. Rev.B 89 165202
[28] CarvaK, Kudrnovský J,Máca F, Drchal V, Turek I, BalážP, TkáčV,HolýV, SechovskýV andHonolka J 2016Phys. Rev.B 93 214409
[29] EelboT,WaśniowskaM, SikoraM,DobrzańskiM, Kozłowski A, PulkinA, AutèsG,Miotkowski I, YazyevOV andWiesendanger R

2014Phys. Rev.B 89 104424
[30] JinKH and Jhi SH2012 J. Phys.: Condens.Matter 24 175001
[31] WestD, SunYY, Zhang SB, Zhang T,MaX, Cheng P, Zhang YY,ChenX, Jia J F andXueQK2012Phys. Rev.B 85 081305
[32] Biswas RR andBalatsky AV 2010Phys. Rev.B 81 233405
[33] AbaninDA and PesinDA2011Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 136802
[34] Fu L 2009Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 266801
[35] Sessi P et al 2016Phys. Rev.B 94 075137
[36] Rüßmann P 2018 Spin scattering of topologically protected electrons at defectsPhDThesisRWTHAachenUniversity
[37] Alexander S andAnderson PW1964Phys. Rev. 133A1594–603
[38] OswaldA, Zeller R, Braspenning P J andDederichs PH1985 J. Phys. F:Met. Phys. 15 193
[39] Mavropoulos P, Lounis S andBlügel S 2010Phys. Status Solidi b 247 1187–96
[40] Sessi P, Reis F, BathonT, KokhKA, TereshchenkoOE andBodeM2014Nat. Commun. 5 5349
[41] Thole BT, Carra P, Sette F and van der LaanG1992Phys. Rev. Lett. 68 1943
[42] Carra P, Thole BT, AltarelliM andWangX 1993Phys. Rev. Lett. 70 694
[43] EdmondsKW, FarleyNR S, Johal TK, van der LaanG,Campion RP,Gallagher B L and FoxonCT 2005Phys. Rev.B 71 064418
[44] Piamonteze C,Miedema P and deGroot FMF 2009Phys. Rev.B 80 184410
[45] Shelford LR,Hesjedal T, Collins-McIntyre L,Dhesi S S,Maccherozzi F and van der LaanG 2012 Phys. Rev.B 86 081304
[46] SykesMF andGlenM1976 J. Phys. A:Math. Gen. 9 87
[47] Gambardella P et al 2003 Science 300 1130–3
[48] LonzarichGG andTaillefer L 1988 J. Phys. C: Solid State Phys. 18 4339
[49] KnorrN, BruneH, EppleM,Hirstein A, SchneiderMAandKernK 2002Phys. Rev.B 65 115420
[50] LiuQ,Qi X L andZhang SC 2012Phys. Rev.B 85 125314
[51] BauerD SG2013Development of a relativistic full-potential first-principlesmultiple scattering green functionmethod applied to

complexmagnetic textures of nano structures at surfaces PhDThesisRWTHAachenUniversity
[52] Vosko SH,Wilk L andNusairM1980Can. J. Phys. 58 1200–11
[53] Nakajima S 1963 J. Phys. Chem. Solids 24 479–85
[54] Barla A,Nicolás J, CoccoD,Valvidares SM,Herrero-Martín J, Gargiani P,Moldes J, Ruget C, Pellegrin E and Ferrer S 2016

J. Synchrotron Radiat. 23 1507–17
[55] BrookesNB et al 2018Nucl. Instrum.Methods Phys. Res.A 903 175–192
[56] Fernández-Rodríguez J, Toby B and vanVeenendaalM2015 J. Electron Spectrosc. Relat. Phenom. 202 81–8

13

J. Phys.:Mater. 1 (2018) 015002 PRüßmann et al

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.195203
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.88.045312
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1189924
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.156603
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/15/10/103016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.174425
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.097201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.195119
https://doi.org/10.1021/nn4038145
https://doi.org/10.1021/nn4038145
https://doi.org/10.1021/nn4038145
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms9913
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.201304
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3688043
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.075103
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17635
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17635
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17635
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1838
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1838
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1838
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.054426
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.256811
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.126804
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/15/11/113026
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4869146
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.165202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.214409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.104424
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/24/17/175001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.081305
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.233405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.136802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.266801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.075137
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.133.A1594
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.133.A1594
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.133.A1594
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4608/15/1/021
https://doi.org/10.1002/pssb.200945535
https://doi.org/10.1002/pssb.200945535
https://doi.org/10.1002/pssb.200945535
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6349
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.1943
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.70.694
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.71.064418
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.184410
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.081304
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/9/1/014
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1082857
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1082857
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1082857
https://doi.org/10.1088/0022-3719/18/22/017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.65.115420
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.125314
https://doi.org/10.1139/p80-159
https://doi.org/10.1139/p80-159
https://doi.org/10.1139/p80-159
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3697(63)90207-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3697(63)90207-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3697(63)90207-5
https://doi.org/10.1107/S1600577516013461
https://doi.org/10.1107/S1600577516013461
https://doi.org/10.1107/S1600577516013461
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.elspec.2015.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.elspec.2015.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.elspec.2015.03.010

	1. Introduction
	2. Results and discussion
	2.1. Strength and distance dependence of the magnetic exchange
	2.2. Electronic and magnetic configuration of Mn and Co on Bi2Te3
	2.3. Coverage dependence of the effective saturation magnetization
	2.4. Comparison of the collective magnetic state in experiment and simulation

	3. Conclusion
	4. Methods
	4.1. Density functional theory calculations
	4.2. Sample preparation
	4.3. XMCD and XAS experiments

	Acknowledgments
	References



