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Tem perature-dependent quasiparticle band structure of the ferrom agnetic
sem iconductor EuS

W . Mu]Jex;_: and W . Noling
Lehrstuhl Festkorpertheorie, Institut fur P hysik, H um boldt-U niversitat zu Berlin, Invalidenstra e 110, 10115 Berlin, G em any

W e present calculations for the tem perature-dependent electronic structure of the ferrom agnetic
sem iconductor EuS.A com bination ofa m any-body evaliation of a m ultiband K ondo-lattice m odel
and a rstprinciples T = O{bandstructure calculation (tightdbinding linear m u n-tin orbital (TB-
LM TO)) isused to get realistic Infom ation about tem perature-and correlation e ects in the EuS
energy spectrum . The com bined m ethod strictly avoids double-counting of any relevant interaction.
Results for EuS are presented in temm s of spectral densities, quasiparticlke band structures and
quasiparticle densities of states, and that over the entire tem perature range.

PACS numbers: 75.50Pp, 75.104, 7120, 7115M b

I. NTRODUCTION

Since the 1960s the europim chalocogenides EuX
X=0,5,Se, Te) have attracted trem endous rggagrch ac-
tivity, experin entally as well as theoretically #2% They
are m agnetic sam iconductors, which crystallize In the
rocksal structure w ith increasing lattice constants (5 to
7A ) when going from the oxide to the telliride. T he Eu?*
Jons occupy lattice sites of an foc structure so that each
jon hastwelve nearest and six next-nearest E u-neighbors.

A s to their purely m agnetic properties the EuX are
considered alm ost ideal realizations of the H eisenberg
m odel for the so—called localm om ent m agnetism . T heir
m agnetism is due to the half- lled 4f shell of the Eu?* .
The 4f charge density distrdbution is nearly com pletely
located within the Ikd 5s? and 5p° shells so that the
overlap of 4fwavefiinctions of adpoent Eu?* ions is neg—
ligbly small Hunds rules of atom ic physics can be ap—
plied yieding an 8S,_, ground state con guration ofthe
4f shell. The 7 g moments are exchange coupled re—
sulting in antiferrom agnetic EuTe, EuSe), ferrim agnetic
(EuSe), and ferrom agnetic Eu0 , EuS) orderings at low
tem peratures. T he fact that them agnetic contribution to
the themm odynam ics of the EuX is excellently described
by the H eisenberg H am iltonian
X
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allow s to test m odels of the m icroscopic coupling m echa—
nism by direct com parison to experim entaldata. There
is convincing evidence that the exchange integrals can
be restricfgd to nearest (J;) and next nearest neigh-
bors (3, )22. J, is positive (ferrom agnetic) decreasing
from the oxide to the telliride. J, is negative, except
for EuO , where the antiferrom agnetic coupling increases
In m agniyds from the sul de to the telluride. L1 and
cow orkers2?2¢ have proposed an indirect exchange be—
tween the localized 4fm om ents m ediated by virtual ex—
citations of chalcogenidevalence band (p) electrons into
the em pty Eu®" (5d) conduction bands together w ith a
subsequent interband exchange Interaction ofthe d elec—
tron (o hol) wih the localized 4f electrons. U sing

this picture, very sin ilar to the B loem bergen-R ow land
m echanisn 20}, the calculated values for J, , J; agree nicely
w ith experin entaldata, both In sign aswellas n m agni-
tude, or Eu0O , EuS, and EuSe. T he results are found by
a perturbative calculation of the indirect 4f4f exchange
Interaction @:) with data from a linear com bination of
atom ic orbitals (LCAO) method as band structure in—
put. The di erent distances of the 4fm om ents do obvi-
ously create the di erent m agnetic behavior ofthe EuX .
For the exchange integrals of the two ferrom agnets one
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A Yhough In EuO the ferrom agnetic interaction is m gre
pronounced (Tc EuO) = 69:33K; Tc EuS) = 1657K )Y a
greater variety of experim ents has been carried out w ith
EuS than with EuO .The reason is that single crystals as
wellas Inswih wellde ned thicknesses? 24 can better
be prepared for EuS than for EuO .Apart from this, the
ferrom agnetism of EuS is interesting in itself for two rea—
sons. T here are com peting exchange Integrals J; and Jz,
and the m agniude of the dipolar energy is com parable
to the exchange energy.

B esides the purely m agnetic properties a striking tem —
perature dependence of the (em pty) conduction bands
has caused intensive investigation. This was st de-
tected for the ferrom agnetic EuX as red-shift of the opti-
calabsorption edge (4£5d) upon cooling below Tc 3. The
reason is an Interband exchange coupling of the excited
5d electron to the localized 4felectrons that induces the
tem perature dependence of the localized m om ent system
Into the the em pty conduction band states. A further
striking e ect, which is due to the induced tem perature
dependence of the conduction band states, is-a-metal-
nsulator transition observed in Eu-rich Eu0 4%, The
Eu richnessm anifests itself in twofold positively charged
oxygen vacancies. O ne of the two Eu?’ excess electrons,
which are no longer needed for the binding, is thought
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to be tightly trapped by the vacancy. Because of the
Coulomb repulsion, the other electron occupies an in -
purity level firly close to the lower band edge. W ih
decreasing tem perature below T. the band edge crosses
the In purity level thereby freeing im purity electrons. A
conductivity jum p asm uch as14 ordersofm agnitudew as
observedt?. O ther rem arkabk e ects result from the in—
teraction of the band electron w ith collective excitations
of the m om ent system . O ne of these is the creation of
a characteristic quasiparticle m agnetic polaron) which
can be identi ed as a propagating electron dressed by a
virtual cloud of excited m agnons.

In previous papers we have proposed a method for
the determ ination of the tem perature dependent elec—
tronic structure of buk Eu0td as well as EuO - In ££7.
The treatment is based on a combination of a multi-
band K ondo-lattice model M B-KLM ) wih rst princi-
ples tight-binding lnear mu n-tin orbial (TB-LM TO)
band structure calculations. The m any-body treatm ent
ofthe (ferrom agnetic) KLM wascom bined w ith the rst-
principles part by strictly avoiding a double-counting of
any relevant interaction. The m ost strdking result con—
cemed the prediction ofa surface state for thin Eu0O (100)

In s, the tem perature shift ofwhich m ay cause a surface
halfin etaldnsulator transition®d . For low enough tem per—
atures the shift of the surface state leads to an overlap
w ith the occupied localized 4f states. T herefore, one can
speculate that the resistivity ofthe EuO (100) In sm ight
be highly m agnetic eld dependent, so that a colossal
m agnetoresistance e ect is to be expected.

In this paper we investigate In a sim ilar m anner the
other ferrom agnet EuS, where we restrict ourselves rst
to the buk material. W e want to derive the tem per-
ature dependent quasiparticle band structure Q BS),
In particular concentrating on those e ects, which are
due to amutualin uence of localized m agnetic 4f states
and itinerant, weakly correlated conduction band statges.
T here was earlier work on the Q -BS of buk Eusty2d.
In these papers, however, an approach was em plyed
that decom poses the Eu-5d band into ve consecutive
non-degenerate subbands. For each of the subbands
a singleband KLM was evaluated therew ith disregard—
Ing the full m ultband-structure of the EuS conduction
band. Obviously this procedure leads to an overesti-
m ation of certain correlation e ects as a consequence
of certainly too narrow subbands. W e therefore use In
this paper a m ultiband 4£5d K ondo—lattice m odel to get
reliably the tem perature dependent Q BS of EuS wih
all correlation e ects in a sym m etry-conserving m anner.
Ourm ethod com bines a m any-body analysis ofthem en—
tioned muliband-m odel with a selfconsistent LM TO
band structure calculation.

Since the technical details can be taken from%% we
present in the follow ing only the general procedure to—
gether w ith those aspects which are vital for the under—
standing of the new EuS results. In Section 2 we form u—
late them ultiband H am itonian and x its sihgle-particle
part by a realistic band structure calculation. Further-

m ore, we describe the param eter choice for the decisive
Interband exchange coupling. Section 3.1 is devoted to
the localm om ent ferrom agnetism of EuS, whilke Section
32 repeats shortly how we solved the m ultiband K ondo-
lattice m odel. In Section 4 the electronic EuS structure
isdiscussed In term s of quasiparticle band structures and
densities of states (Q DO S) aswell as spectral densities,
which are closely related to the angle and soin resolved
(Inverse) photoam ission experim ent.

II. MULTIBAND KONDO-LATTICE M ODEL

T he com plete m odelH am ittonian for a real substance
w ith m ultiple conduction bands consists of three parts:
H:H5d+H4f+de (4)

The rsttem containsthe 5d conduction band struc—
ture of the considered m aterial as, eg., EuS:
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The Indicesm and m’ refer to the respective 5d sub-
bands, iand jto lattice sites. ¢, and cn are, re-
spectively, the creation and annihilation operator for an
electron wih soin  ( =";#) from subband m at lattice
ste R;. TH™ ’ are the hopping integrals, which are to
be obtained from an LDA calculation in order to ncor—
porate In a realistic m anner the in uences of all those
Interactions which are not directly accounted for by our
m odel H am ilonian.

Each site R ; is occupied by a localized m agnetic m o—
m ent, represented by a spin operator S;. It stem s from
the half- lled 4f shell of the Eu®" ion, according to
Hund’s rule being a pure son moment of 7 5 . The ex—
change coupled localized m om ents are described by an
extended H eisenberg H am ittonian
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In the case of EuS the exchange integrals J;5 can be
restricted to nearest and next nearest neighbors Q'j) .The
non-negligble dipolar energy In EuS is expressed by a
single—ion anisotropy D ¢ .

T he characterizing feature of the nom al singleband
K LM , also called sf or s-d m odel], is an intraatom ic ex—
change betw een conduction electrons and localized spins.
The form of the respective m ultiband-H am iltonian can
be derived from the general on-site Coulom b interaction
between electrons of di erent subbands. It was shown
n4id that in the specialcase of EuX (half- lled 4fshell,
em pty conduction band) the interband exchange can be



w ritten as:
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J is the corresponding coupling constant, and further-
m ore:

Niw =C, Cm ;S =8* i8Y @®)
The rsttem in (:Z:) represents an Ising type interaction
while the two others refer to soin exchange processes.
T he latter are responsble for som e of the m ost typical
KLM properties.

In order to Incorporate n a certain sense all those in—
teractions, which are not directly covered by the m odel
H am ilttonian, we take the hopping Integrals from a band
structure calculation according to the TB-LM T O -atom ic
sohere program of Andersen?%22. In this m ethod, the
original H am iltonian is transfomm ed to a tight{binding
Ham iltonian containing nearest neighbor correlations,
only. T he transform ation is obtained by linearly com bin—
Ing the orighalmu n-tin orbitals to the short ranged
tight{binding mu n-tin orbitals. The evaluation is re—
stricted to 5d bands, only. LD A typicaldi culties arise
w ith the strongly localized character of the 4f levels. To
circum vent the problem we considered the 4felectrons as
core electrons, since our m ain interest is focused on the
reaction ofthe conduction bands on them agnetic state of
the localized m om ents. For our purpose the 4f levels ap—
pearonly as bocalized spins in the sense ofH 4¢ In Eq.@) .
F igure']; show sthe calculated spin-dependent band struc-
ture of EuS, where, of course, the 4f kevels are m issing.
C learly, the conduction-band region is dom inated by Eu-—
5d states. For our subsequent m odel calculations it is
therefore reasonable to restrict the single-particle input
from the band structure calculations to the Eu-5d part,
only. The low-energy part n Figure -'g.' belongs to the
S3p states. For com parison we have also perform ed an
LDA+U calculation which is able to reproduce the right
positions of the respective bands. H owever this m ethod
su ers from the introduction of adjistable param eters U
and J being, therefore, no longera \ rst principles" the-
ory. The results ofthe LDA+ U calculation do not di er
strongly from those of the \nomn al' LDA, with the 4f
electrons treated as core elctrons. So we have chosen
themuch simnpler LDA calculation. Since we arem ainly
Interested in overall correlation and tem perature e ects,
the extrem e details of the bandstructure are surely not
SO In portant. In F igure :_2:, from the sam e calculation, the
LD A density of states is displayed. A distinct exchange
splitting is visble which can be used to x the interband
exchange coupling constant J in Eq.zj) . A ssum ing that
an LD A treatm ent of ferrom agnetism is quite com patible
w ith the Stener (mean eld) picture, as stated by sev-
eral author®324, the T = 0 splitting should am ount to

E = JS.Unfrtunately, the resukts in Figure 4,do not

Energy (eV)

FIG. 1l: Spin dependent (solid lines up-spin, broken lines
down-spin) bandstructure of buk EuS calculated wihin a
TB-LM TO schem e with the 4f levels treated as core states.
T he energy zero coincides w ith the Fem ienergy.

fully con m this sin ple assum ption but rather point to
an energy-dependent exchange splitting. The indicated
shifts of the lower edge and of the center of graviy lad
to di erent J values:

J= Jdge) = 0:11eV; J = J(center)= 023V (9)

In the follow ing we w illuse both values for the a bit over-
sinpli ed ansatz H ¢ In Eq.@) to com pare the slightly
di erent consequences. ‘-

Tt is a welltknown fact (see Fjgure:}' n?3 and further
references there) that the KLM can exactly be soked for
the ferrom agnetically saturated (T = 0) sam iconductor.
Tt is found that the " spectrum is rigidly shifted tow ards
low er energies by the am ount of%JS , while the # spec—
trum is rem arkably deform ed by correlation e ects due
to spin exchange processes betw een extended 5d and lo—
calized 4f states. W e cannot switch o the interband
exchange interaction H 4 In the LDA code, but we can
exploit from the exact T = 0 resukt that it leads in the
" spoectrum only to an unim portant rigid shift. So we
take from the LDA calculation, which holds by de ni-
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FIG . 2: Spin-dependent density of 5d-states of EuS as func—
tion of energy (calculated within a TB-LM TO scheme). The
num bers are (n V) for the lower band edges and for the
centers of gravity. The Fermm iedge is below the 5d band (see

Fig.ih).

tion for T = 0, the " part as the singleparticle input for
Hsq In Eq.('_ﬂ). T herew ith it is guaranteed that all the
other Interactions, which do not explicitly enterthe K LM
operator (:ﬁf), are In plicitly taken into account by the
LD A —renom alized single-particle H am ittonian 6'5) . On
the other hand, a doubl counting of any decisive inter—
action is de nitely avoided.

IIT. MODEL EVALUATION
A . M agnetic Part

Because of the em pty conduction bands the m agnetic
ordering of the localized 4fm om ents w ill not directly be
In uenced by the band states. For the purely m agnetic
properties of EuS it is therefore su cient to study excli—
sively the extended H eisenbergH am iltonian (6). W hike
the exchange Jntegra]s Ji5 areknown from spin waveanal-
ysis (see Eq. (3)) the single-ion anisotropy constant D g
must be considered an adjustable param eter. Via the
m agnon-G reen function

Py €)= HS] ;s ii (10)
we can calculate all desired f spin correlation functions
by evaluating the respective equation ofm otion:
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Evaluation of this equation of m otion requires the de-
coupling of higher G reen functions, originhating from the
Heisenberg exchange temm and the anisotropy part in

Eq.(:_d) . For G reen functions com ing out of the H eisen—
berg term we have used the so—called T yablikow approx-—
In ation, which is known to yield reasonable results in all
tem perature regions. For G reen functions, which arise
from the anisotropy-tem , we use a decoupling technique
proposed by Line€4. D etails,of the m ethod have been
presented In a previous papergf on EuO . As result one
gets the llow ing wellkknow n expression for the tem per—
ature dependent localm om ent m agnetization:
@+ )+l Y+ St 4 14+ )

hS"i=h 25+1 (l+ )ZS+1 (12)

can be Interpreted as average m agnon num ber:
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where E (k) is the pole of the wave vector dependent
Fourier transform ofP ;5 (£ ). Som e typicalm agnetization
curves are plotted in Figure :_IJ. They di er by the value
of the anisotropy constant D o, which is still an undeter—
m ined param eter. W hen D (=kg Increases from 0:01K to
04K T rises from about 15K to 16:9K .Regarding that
J1, J2 are derived from a low -tem perature spin-wave t,
the agreem ent betw een the calculated T.s and the exper—
In ental value of 16 :57K:]_‘ is rem arkably good for alm ost
all applied values ofD o, and best for 0:375K . Since we
are interested above allin the electronicbulk band struc-
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FIG .3: 4fm agnetization asa function oftem perature for var-
jous values of the single{ion anisotropy D ¢ . T he verticalbro—
ken line m arks the used experim entalvalue (Ic = 16:57&V ).

ture and its tem perature dependence, the actualnum eri-
calvalue ofD o does not play the decisive role. H ow ever,
w hen treating system soflowerdin ensionality ( In s, sur-
faces), which is planned for a forthcom ing paper, then a
nite D ( willbe the precondition .f:r.;;ettmg a collective
m agnetic order of the spin system 24 ede
Together w ith @2’) and (_13 ) practically all Jocal spin
correlations are derivable, aseg.:

S S* = 2hhs?%i (14)
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These and sim ilar tem s are responsible for the tem per—
ature dependence of the electronic selfenergy.

B . Electronic Part

T he inspection ofthe electronicpart starts from the re—

tarded G reen finction hhcy, cym o 1ip oritswavewvector
dependent Fourder transform :

~ h
Gy €)= = S 17)
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Here 1 represents the MM M ) dentiy m atrix, where
M J's0 the number of relevant subbands. The elem ents
T, ™ ofthe hopping m atrix are the Fourder transform s
ofthe hopping integrals in Eg. (3 w hile the elem ents of
the selfenergy m atrix are introduced by
DD EE e N
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w ith subsequent Fourier transform ation.

To get explicitly the selfenergy elem ents In Eq.(_l-g') we
evaluate the com m utator on the left-hand side w hat pro—
duces tw o higher G reen functions:

. DD EE
rﬁf; €)= 19)
. DD EE

arises from 'the Ising type interaction in the d-f inter-

action term d) and F from the spin exchange partial
operator ("# = 87 ):
DD EE 1 . .
Cm sHgl ;C;(mo E= EJ Z HJL;“ +Fjr§_jm
@1)
(z = " +). Exploiting already the fact that the

E uS conduction band isem pty we encounter the follow J'ng
equanns of m otion of the higher G reen functions {19)
and £0):
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O n the right-hand side of these equations appear further
higher G reen functions which prevent a direct solution
and require an approxin ative treatm ent. That shallbe
di erent for the non-diagonalterm s (16 k) and the di-
agonal tem s (1 = k), because the strong intraatom ic
correlations due to the on-site interaction (::/2) have to be
handled wih special care. For 1 € k a selfconsistent
selfenergy approach is app,l:ad., whar:h has been tested In

sists In treating the comm utators in @2) and £3),
qaectJyeJy, In form al analogy to the de nition equatJon
{18) for the selfenergy:
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For the diagonaltem s (1 = k) a m om ent technique is
used that takes the localcorrelationsbetter Into account.

For this purpose we explicitly evaluate the com m utators
n Egs. ¢22 @3) obtaining then, as usual, further higher
G reen functions. In the st step these new functions

are reduced to am Inim um num ber by exp]thJng that all
functions, arising from the Ising-equation {22), can rigor—
ously be expressed by linear com binations ofthose which

com e out ofthe spin  ip-equation -'_(2_3) . For a decoupling,
the latter are then w ritten as linear com binations of sin -
pler functions that are already involved in the hierarchy

of G reen functions. The choice, which kind of sim pler
functions enter the respective ansatz, is guided by ex—
actly solvable lin iing cases (ferrom agnetic saturation,

zero-bandw idth linit, S = 1). W e illustrate the proce-
dure by a typicalexam ple:

0

DE™ €)=t ; Cn iCpo il
i = S, S+ S!S, @6)
ForS = 1 it holds rigorously:
DI E)= S6T" E) ) L E) @)
ij - 2 ij " # iij

This relation is valid for all tem peratures. O n the other
hand, in ferrom agnetic saturation (S?1i= S) the same
function reads for all spin values:

DT E)=SGTNE®) (- o LT E)  @8)
Egs. {_Z-j) and C_2-§') clearly suggest the llow ing ansatz

for the general case:

0 0

DLM @)= "TELT E)+ "N E)  @9)
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Tn order to x the coe cients ™™ and , We now
calculate the st two spectralm om ents of each of the
three G reen functions in C_Z?j), and that exactly and in—
dependently from the respective G reen function. The
diagonal parts of all other ﬁmct:ons, appearing on the
right-hand sides of C22 and {23), can be elaborated anal-
ogously.

By thesem anipulationswe arrive at a closed syst%am of
equations for the selfenergy m atrix elem ents ij E),
which can num erically be solved. V ia the spectralm o—
m ents, used for the various ansatze such as _@-9‘), a set of
ter the procedure. They aremainly resgaarzs}t;]-e Br the
tem perature-dependence of the electronic selfenergy.

To get a rst In pression of correlation e ects in the
electronic structure of EuS we have evaluated our com —
plx theory for T=0K.The Q-DOS results are exhib—
ited in Figure 4. As explined and tentatively jisti

ed before Eq.('_B.-') we use two di erent values for the ex—
change coupling J. The " Q-DO S is una ected by the
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FIG.4: The same as in Fig. 4, but n addition the T = 0
results of our com bined m any-body / rst principles theory.
T he latter has been perform ed for two di erent values of the
exchange coupling J (dotted line J = 0:11eV; broken line
J = 023eV). The up-spn curves have been shifted both to
coincide at the loweredge w ith the LSD A curve. T hat dem on—
strates that at T = 0 correlation e ects appear in the down{
spectrum only.

actualvalie of J and coincides w ith the J:espectjye IDA
curve, when we com pensate, as done In Figure 4 -4 the
unin portant rigid shift ( éJS) So our approach ful-

listheexact (T = 0; =")-lm it. T he slight deviations,
seen in the upper part of F igure :_4, are exclisively due
to the num erical rounding procedure. A posteriori this
fact dem onstrates once m ore that our above-described
m ethod for im plem enting the LD A input into the m any—
body m odel calculation de niely circum vents the often
discussed doubk counting probkm . A s explained in Sec—
tion 2 we sucoeeded In this respect because for the special

case of a ferrom agnetically saturated sem iconductor the
" spectrum is free of correlation e ects which stem from
the Interband exchange H 4 .

T he Iower half of F igure 'f.' dem onstrates that correla—
tion e ectsdo appear, even atT = 0K , In the # spectrum .
Besides a band narrow ing, they provoke strong deform a—
tions and shiftsw ith regpect to the LDA result. Here the
In uence of the di erent J values from Eq.({z:) is quite
rem arkable. For getting quantitative details of the EuS—
energy spectrum a proper choice ofthe exchange constant
is obviously necessary. The lower valie (J = 0:11eV) is
appropriate when we are m ainly interested in the lower
band-edge region. However, in the m iddle of the band,
around the center of graviy, J = 023€V is surely the
better choice.

Iv. EUSENERGY SPECTRUM

The mann focus of our study is the tem perature de-
pendence of the 5d-energy spectrum ofthe ferrom agnetic
sam iconductor EuS. T he 5d bands are em pty, except or
the single test ekectron, so that the T -dependencem ust be
exclisively caused by the exchange coupling of the band
states to the localized m agnetic 4f states. Figure -5 and
Figure -é display the quasiparticle densities of states for

ve di erent 4fm agnetizations, ie. vedi erent tem per-
atures CFjgure:_IJ.) .TheQ-POSin Fjgure:_ﬂ are calculated
for J = 0:11eV. One sees that the ower edge of the "
Q-DO S perfomm s a shift to lower energies upon cooling
from T = Tc down to T = OK. This explains the fa—
m ous red shift ofthe optical absorption edge for an elec—
tronic 4f _| 5d;,  transition, rstobserved by Busch and
W achte®?83. W e nd a shift of about 0:17eV (see Inset
n F igure §) ,very close to the experin entaldata?. This
con m soncemore that J = 0:11eV is a realistic choice
for the exchange coupling constant as long as the lower
part of the 5d spectrum is under consideration. N ote,
that our tting procedure for the exchange constant J
CE‘J'g.:_Z, Eqg. ('_9)) does not predeterm ine the redshift.

Since we have taken into acoount for our calculation
the fiill band structure of the Eu-5d conduction bands,
the sym m etry ofthe di erent Eu-5d orbitals ispreserved.
The 5d bands ofbulk EuS are therefore split into tpy and
ey subbands  igure 1_'5) , where the tby bands are substan—
tially broader ( 7eV) than the ey bands ( 4eV). In a
previous gtudy of the tem perature dependent EuS-band
structureti the Eu-5d com plex was split into ve s-like
bands by num bering for a given k vector the states from
m=1tom=5 according to ncreasing single-electron en-
ergies , k). Allk states wih an energy , () then
form the subband m . This sin pli ed procedure does not
respect symm etries and neg]ects subband hybridization,
ie. Interband hopping le Hrm 6 m P The subband
widths W tum out to be oforder1 3eV beihg there-
fore distinctly narrowerthan those n F jgure:_f; . Thathas
an In portant consequence. Since correlation e ects scale
w ih the e ective(!) exchange ooup]jngwi , they becom e
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FIG . 5: Quasiparticle densities of states of the Eu{5d bands
ofbulk EuS as a function of energy for various tem peratures.
Solid lines for up{spin, broken lnes or down{spin, thick line
forT = Tc (S”i=0). T he outerm ost curvesbelong to T = 0
(hS?i=S = 1). They approach each other when increasing the
tem perature. The Inset shows on an enlarged scale the tem —
perature shift of the lower up {spin edge. E xchange coupling:
J = 0:llev.
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FIG.6: Thesameasin Fjg.llf:butﬁ)rJ= 023ev.

forthe sam e J m ore pronounced In narrow erbands. T hat
iswhy webelieve that correlationsare to a certain degree
overestin ated n%4. Asa consequence ofthe weakere ec—
tive coupling the appearance ofpolaron-like quasiparticle
branches is less likely In the present investigation.

In Fjgure-r_é the Q DO S is plotted for the stronger ex—
change coupling J = 023eV, which should be m ore re-
alistic for the m iddle part of the spectrum , around the
center ofgraviy. T he tam perature-in uence on the soec—
trum ism ore pronounced than for the weaker coupling in
Figure :§ Strong deform ations and shifts appear, being
not at all rigid, ie. far beyond the mean eld picture.
However, not surprising, the lower edge shift between
T = Tc and T = OK com es out too strong. The calcu-
lated red shift 00276V .substantially exceeds the experi-
m entalvaluie of0 :167eV2 . A sm entioned above, the lower
part ofthe spectrum isbetterdescrbedwih J = 0:11€V .

W hile the Q-DO S refers to the spin resolved, but an—
gle averaged (inverse) photoem ission experim ent, the k
dependent spectral density is the angle resolved coun-—
terpart. From Sy (E ) we derive the quasiparticlke band
structure @ BS). Fjgures:j. and :_8 represent as densiy
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=
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FIG . 7: Spin{dependent quasiparticle bandstructure of the
Eu{5d bands of buk EuS for di erent 4f m agnetizations
hS?i=S . Exchange coupling: J = 0:11eV .

plots the spectraldensiy for som e sym m etry directions.
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FIG.8: Thesame asin Fjg.:_]l,butJer= 023eV .

T he degree ofblackening isam easure ofthem agnitude of
the spectral function. F igurei] holds for J = 0:11eV and
Figure § or J = 023eV . In both situations the " spec—
trum In case of ferrom agnetic saturation coincides w ith
the digpersions ocbtained from the LDA calculation. In
the weak coupling case CE‘jgure-rj) the tem perature in u-—
ence ism ainly a shift ofthe total spectrum . T he Induced
exchange splitting reduces w th Increasing T and disap—
pears at T = Tc . Correlation e ects are m ore clarly
visbl in the case of J = 023eV F igure ). They m an-
ifest them selves above all in lifetin e e ects. G reat parts
of the dispersions are washed out because ofm agnon ab-
sorption (em ission) of the itinerant " #) electron with
sin ultaneous spin . In ferrom agnetic saturation a "
electron has no chance to absorb a m agnon because there
does not exist any m agnon. T herefore the dispersion ap—
pears sharp representing quasiparticles w ith in nite life-
tine. On the other hand, the # electron has even at
T = OK the possbility to em i a m agnon becom ing then
a " ekctron. Therefore correlation e ects are already
at T = OK present in the # spectrum . For nite tem —
peratures, nitedem agnetizations,m agnonsare available
and absorption processes provoke quasiparticle dam ping
In the " spectrum , too. The overall exchange splitting
reduces w th increasing tem peratures, until in the lim it

T ! T, (:S*1! 0) the vanishing 4fm agnetization re—
m oves the induced spin asymm etry in the 5d subbands.

20

15~

FIG . 9: Spin{dependent spectral density Sx of the Eu{5d
states of buk EuS as ﬁ'J'nctJon ofenergy for the sam e 4fm ag-
netizations as in Fig. &. Solid lines: up{spin; broken Ines:
down{spin; thick Iines: T = Tc GS“i= 0)). Exchange cou—
pling: J = 023eV; k =

20

FIG.lO:ThesameasjnFjg.:ébutk= L.
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FIG.ll:ThesameasjnFjg.:_Slbutk: w .

For a better insight into the tem perature-behaviorwe
have pltted in Figs. §{{2 or Hur k {points from the
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FIG.lZ:ThesameasjnFjg.:_Q'butk: X.

Brillouin zone ( , L, W , X) the energy dependence of
the spectral density, and that for the sam e three tem —
peratures as n Fi. d For the {point we expect two
structures according to the twofld (gy) and threefold
(tzg) degenerate dispersions. A s can be seen in Fjg.:_é
well de ned quasiparticle peaks appear w ith additional
soin split below Tc . The exchange splitting, introduced
via the interband coupling to the m agnetically active 4f
system ,colbpsesforT ! T¢ (Stoner{like behavior). Ob—
viously, quasiparticle dam ping increases w ith increasing
tem perature. Sin ilar statem ents hold for the spectral
density at the L {point. In accordance w ith the quasipar-
ticke bandstructure in F ig.1§ three structures appear, the
upper two being twobld degenerate Fig. :10) Interest-
ing features can be observed at the W {point Fig. -1L)
At T = 0 four sharp peaks show up in the "{sgoectrum ,
and, though already strongly dam ped, the sam e peak{
sequence com es out in the #{spectrum . The exchange
splitting am ounts to about 0:8{0:29eV . W ith increasing
tem perature dam ping leads to a strong overlap of the
tw o upper peaks, which are no longer distinguishable.

At the X {point the spin resolved spectral density ex—
hibits our clearly separated structures, where the upper
belongs to a twobld degenerate dispersion Fig.14). In
the two m iddle structures, at least the #{peaks are so
strongly dam ped that they certainly w ill not be cbserv—
able In an inverse photoem ission experin ent. A ltogether,
the 5d{spectral densities of the ferrom agnetic sem icon—
ductor EuS exhibi drastic tem perature{dependencies,
w hat concems the positions and the w idths of the quasi-
particle peaks.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e presented a method of calculating the tem per—
ature dependent bandstructure for the ferrom agnetic
sem iconductor EuS. T he essential point is the combina-
tion of a m any body evaluation of a proper theoretical
model with a \ rst principles" band structure calcula—
tion. The m odel of choice is the ferrom agnetic K ondo{
lattice m odel, which describes the exchange interaction

between localized m agnetic m om ents and itinerant con-
duction electrons. For a realistic treatm ent of EuS we
have extended the conventionalK LM to am ultband ver-
sion to account for orbital symm etry. Intraband{ and
Interband {hopping integrals have been extracted from a
tight{binding linear mu n{thin orbital band structure
calculation to incorporate besides the nom al single{

particle energies the in uence of all those interactions
w hich are not directly covered by the K LM {H am iltonian.
By exploiting an exactly solvable lm iting case of the
KLM this combiation of rst{principles and m odelf

calculations could be done under strict avoidance of a
double{counting of any relevant interaction.

The m any {body part of the procedure was perform ed
within a m om ent{conserving interpolation m ethod that
reproduces exactly in portant rigorous lim ting cases of
the m odel. The resulting electronic selfenergy carries a
distinct tem perature{dependence, which ism ainly due to
Jocal 4f spin correlations. Since the band is em pty, the
KLM reduces to a sinple Heisenberg m odel as long as
the purely m agnetic 4f properties, as eg. the m entioned
4f spin correlations, are concemed. T he result isa closed
system of equations which can be solved num erically for
all quantities we are interested in.

W e have dem onstrated the tem perature{dependence of
the energy spectrum ofthe ferrom agnetic sem iconductor
EuS in temm s ofthe 5d spectraldensity and 5d quasipar-
ticle density of states. Peak positions and peak widths
determ ine energies and life{tin es ofquasiparticles, w hich
have been gathered In special quasiparticle band struc—
tures. A strking tem perature{dependence of the em pty
5d{bands is observed which is induced by the m agnetic
4f{state. A well{known experin entalcon m ation ofthe
T {dependence is the \red shift" ofthe optical absorption
edge, uniquely related to the shift ofthe low er 5d {edge for
decreasing tem perature from T = Tc down to T = OK .
The induced exchange splitting at T = 0 collapses for
T ! T Stoner{like, but wih distinct changes in the
quasiparticle dam ping (lifetin e) . A 1l these tem perature{
dependent band e ects should be ocbservable by use of
nverse photoem ission.

W e expect further insight into Interesting physicsby a
forthcom ing extension of our m ethod to nite band oc-
cupations (Gd, Gd{ Ins). The respective single{band
m odel,version has already been presented in previous
paperLd84. M particular a modi ed RKKY has been
used®? ora selftonsistent inclision ofthem agnetic prop—
erties of the not directly coupled localm om ents. A fur-
ther in plem entation ofdisorder in the localm om ent sys—
tem willallow to treat diited m agnetic sem iconductors
such asGa; xM nyA s and therefore contribute to the hot
topic spintronics.
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