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Tem perature-dependent quasiparticle band structure ofthe ferrom agnetic

sem iconductor EuS

W . M �uller� and W . Nolting
LehrstuhlFestk�orpertheorie,Institutf�ur Physik,Hum boldt-Universit�atzu Berlin,Invalidenstra�e 110,10115 Berlin,G erm any

W e presentcalculations forthe tem perature-dependentelectronic structure ofthe ferrom agnetic

sem iconductorEuS.A com bination ofa m any-body evaluation ofa m ultiband K ondo-lattice m odel

and a �rst-principlesT = 0{bandstructure calculation (tight-binding linear m u�n-tin orbital(TB-

LM TO ))isused to getrealistic inform ation abouttem perature-and correlation e�ectsin the EuS

energy spectrum .Thecom bined m ethod strictly avoidsdouble-counting ofany relevantinteraction.

Results for EuS are presented in term s of spectral densities, quasiparticle band structures and

quasiparticle densitiesofstates,and thatoverthe entire tem perature range.

PACS num bers:75.50.Pp,75.10.-b,71.20.-b,71.15.M b

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

Since the 1960s the europium chalcogenides EuX

(X= O ,S,Se,Te)haveattracted trem endousresearch ac-

tivity,experim entally as wellas theoretically.1,2,3 They

are m agnetic sem iconductors, which crystallize in the

rocksaltstructurewith increasing latticeconstants(5 to

7�A)when goingfrom theoxidetothetelluride.TheEu2+

ionsoccupy lattice sitesofan fcc structure so thateach

ion hastwelvenearestand six next-nearestEu-neighbors.

As to their purely m agnetic properties the EuX are

considered alm ost ideal realizations of the Heisenberg

m odelfor the so-called local-m om entm agnetism . Their

m agnetism isdue to the half-�lled 4fshellofthe Eu2+ .

The 4fcharge density distribution is nearly com pletely

located within the �lled 5s2 and 5p6 shells so that the

overlap of4fwavefunctionsofadjacentEu2+ ionsisneg-

ligibly sm all. Hunds rules ofatom ic physicscan be ap-

plied yielding an 8S7=2 ground statecon�guration ofthe

4f shell. The 7�B m om ents are exchange coupled re-

sulting in antiferrom agnetic(EuTe,EuSe),ferrim agnetic

(EuSe),and ferrom agnetic (EuO ,EuS)orderingsatlow

tem peratures.Thefactthatthem agneticcontribution to

the therm odynam icsofthe EuX isexcellently described

by the Heisenberg Ham iltonian

H = �

X

i;j

JijSi� Sj (1)

allowsto testm odelsofthem icroscopiccoupling m echa-

nism by directcom parison to experim entaldata. There

is convincing evidence that the exchange integrals can

be restricted to nearest (J1) and next nearest neigh-

bors (J2)
4,5. J1 is positive (ferrom agnetic) decreasing

from the oxide to the telluride. J2 is negative,except

forEuO ,wherethe antiferrom agneticcoupling increases

in m agnitude from the sul�de to the telluride. Liu and

coworkers6,7,8,9 have proposed an indirect exchange be-

tween the localized 4fm om entsm ediated by virtualex-

citationsofchalcogenide-valenceband (p)electronsinto

the em pty Eu2+ (5d) conduction bands together with a

subsequentinterband exchangeinteraction ofthe d elec-

tron (p hole) with the localized 4f electrons. Using

this picture,very sim ilar to the Bloem bergen-Rowland

m echanism 10,thecalculated valuesforJ1,J2 agreenicely

with experim entaldata,both in sign aswellasin m agni-

tude,forEuO ,EuS,and EuSe.Theresultsarefound by

a perturbative calculation ofthe indirect4f-4fexchange

interaction (1) with data from a linear com bination of

atom ic orbitals (LCAO) m ethod as band structure in-

put. The di�erentdistancesofthe 4fm om entsdo obvi-

ously createthedi�erentm agneticbehavioroftheEuX.

For the exchange integralsofthe two ferrom agnets one

�nds:4,5

EuO :
J1

kB
= 0:625K ;

J2

kB
= 0:125K (2)

EuS :
J1

kB
= 0:221K ;

J2

kB
= � 0:100K (3)

Although in EuO the ferrom agnetic interaction is m ore

pronounced (TC (EuO )= 69:33K ;TC (EuS)= 16:57K )1 a

greatervariety ofexperim entshasbeen carried outwith

EuS than with EuO .Thereason isthatsinglecrystalsas

wellas�lm swith wellde�ned thicknesses11,12 can better

be prepared forEuS than forEuO .Apartfrom this,the

ferrom agnetism ofEuS isinteresting in itselffortwo rea-

sons.Therearecom peting exchangeintegralsJ1 and J2,

and the m agnitude ofthe dipolar energy is com parable

to the exchangeenergy.

Besidesthepurely m agneticpropertiesa striking tem -

perature dependence ofthe (em pty) conduction bands

has caused intensive investigation. This was �rst de-

tected fortheferrom agneticEuX asred-shiftoftheopti-

calabsorptionedge(4f-5d)upon coolingbelow TC
13.The

reason isan interband exchange coupling ofthe excited

5d electron to thelocalized 4felectronsthatinducesthe

tem peraturedependenceofthelocalized m om entsystem

into the the em pty conduction band states. A further

striking e�ect,which isdue to the induced tem perature

dependence ofthe conduction band states,is a m etal-

insulator transition observed in Eu-rich EuO 14,15. The

Eu richnessm anifestsitselfin twofold positively charged

oxygen vacancies.O neofthetwo Eu2+ excesselectrons,

which are no longer needed for the binding,is thought

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0206449v1
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to be tightly trapped by the vacancy. Because ofthe

Coulom b repulsion,the other electron occupies an im -

purity levelfairly close to the lower band edge. W ith

decreasing tem perature below Tc the band edge crosses

the im purity levelthereby freeing im purity electrons.A

conductivityjum p asm uch as14ordersofm agnitudewas

observed15.O therrem arkablee�ectsresultfrom the in-

teraction ofthe band electron with collectiveexcitations

ofthe m om ent system . O ne ofthese is the creation of

a characteristic quasiparticle (m agnetic polaron) which

can be identi�ed asa propagating electron dressed by a

virtualcloud ofexcited m agnons.

In previous papers we have proposed a m ethod for

the determ ination of the tem perature dependent elec-

tronic structure ofbulk EuO 16 as wellas EuO -�lm s17.

The treatm ent is based on a com bination of a m ulti-

band K ondo-lattice m odel(M B-K LM )with �rstprinci-

ples tight-binding linear m u�n-tin orbital(TB-LM TO )

band structure calculations. The m any-body treatm ent

ofthe(ferrom agnetic)K LM wascom bined with the�rst-

principlespartby strictly avoiding a double-counting of

any relevant interaction. The m ost striking result con-

cerned theprediction ofasurfacestateforthin EuO (100)

�lm s,thetem peratureshiftofwhich m ay causea surface

halfm etal-insulatortransition18.Forlow enough tem per-

atures the shift ofthe surface state leads to an overlap

with theoccupied localized 4fstates.Therefore,onecan

speculatethattheresistivityoftheEuO (100)�lm sm ight

be highly m agnetic �eld dependent, so that a colossal

m agnetoresistancee�ectisto be expected.

In this paper we investigate in a sim ilar m anner the

otherferrom agnetEuS,where we restrictourselves�rst

to the bulk m aterial. W e want to derive the tem per-

ature dependent quasiparticle band structure (Q -BS),

in particular concentrating on those e�ects, which are

dueto a m utualinuenceoflocalized m agnetic4fstates

and itinerant,weakly correlated conduction band states.

There was earlier work on the Q -BS ofbulk EuS19,20.

In these papers, however, an approach was em ployed

that decom poses the Eu-5d band into �ve consecutive

non-degenerate subbands. For each of the subbands

a single-band K LM was evaluated therewith disregard-

ing the fullm ultiband-structure ofthe EuS conduction

band. O bviously this procedure leads to an overesti-

m ation of certain correlation e�ects as a consequence

ofcertainly too narrow subbands. W e therefore use in

thispapera m ultiband 4f-5d K ondo-latticem odelto get

reliably the tem perature dependent Q -BS ofEuS with

allcorrelation e�ectsin a sym m etry-conserving m anner.

O urm ethod com binesa m any-body analysisofthem en-

tioned m ultiband-m odel with a self-consistent LM TO

band structurecalculation.

Since the technical details can be taken from 16 we

present in the following only the generalprocedure to-

getherwith those aspectswhich are vitalforthe under-

standing ofthe new EuS results.In Section 2 weform u-

latethem ultiband Ham iltonian and �x itssingle-particle

part by a realistic band structure calculation. Further-

m ore,we describe the param eterchoice forthe decisive

interband exchange coupling. Section 3.1 is devoted to

the local-m om entferrom agnetism ofEuS,while Section

3.2 repeatsshortly how wesolved them ultiband K ondo-

lattice m odel. In Section 4 the electronic EuS structure

isdiscussed in term sofquasiparticleband structuresand

densitiesofstates(Q -DO S)aswellasspectraldensities,

which are closely related to the angle and spin resolved

(inverse)photoem ission experim ent.

II. M U LT IB A N D K O N D O -LA T T IC E M O D EL

The com plete m odel-Ham iltonian fora realsubstance

with m ultiple conduction bandsconsistsofthreeparts:

H = H 5d + H 4f + H df (4)

The�rstterm containsthe 5d conduction band struc-

tureofthe considered m aterialas,e.g.,EuS:

H 5d =
X

i;j

X

m ;m 0

T
m m

0

ij c
y

im �cjm 0� (5)

The indices m and m ’refer to the respective 5d sub-

bands,iand jto lattice sites. c
y

im � and cim � are,re-

spectively,the creation and annihilation operatorforan

electron with spin � (� = ";#)from subband m atlattice

site R i. T m m
0

ij are the hopping integrals,which are to

be obtained from an LDA calculation in orderto incor-

porate in a realistic m anner the inuences ofallthose

interactionswhich are notdirectly accounted forby our

m odelHam iltonian.

Each site R i isoccupied by a localized m agnetic m o-

m ent,represented by a spin operatorSi. Itstem s from

the half-�lled 4f shell of the Eu2+ ion, according to

Hund’srule being a pure spin m om entof7�B . The ex-

change coupled localized m om ents are described by an

extended Heisenberg Ham iltonian

H 4f = �

X

ij

JijSi� Sj � D 0

X

i

(Szi)
2

(6)

In the case ofEuS the exchange integrals Jij can be

restricted to nearestand nextnearestneighbors(3).The

non-negligible dipolar energy in EuS is expressed by a

single-ion anisotropy D 0.

The characterizing feature ofthe norm alsingle-band

K LM ,also called s-f ors-d m odel,isan intraatom ic ex-

changebetween conduction electronsand localized spins.

The form ofthe respective m ultiband-Ham iltonian can

be derived from the generalon-siteCoulom b interaction

between electrons ofdi�erent subbands. It was shown

in16,17 thatin thespecialcaseofEuX (half-�lled 4fshell,

em pty conduction band)the interband exchange can be
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written as:

H df = �
1

2
J
X

im

�

S
z
i (nim " � nim #) (7)

+ S
+

i c
y

im #
cim " + S

�
i c

y

im "
cim #

�

J is the corresponding coupling constant,and further-

m ore:

nim � = c
y

im �
cim �;S

� = S
x
� iSy (8)

The�rstterm in (7)representsan Ising type interaction

while the two others refer to spin exchange processes.

The latter are responsible for som e ofthe m ost typical

K LM properties.

In orderto incorporatein a certain sense allthose in-

teractions,which are notdirectly covered by the m odel

Ham iltonian,wetakethe hopping integralsfrom a band

structurecalculation accordingto theTB-LM TO -atom ic

sphere program ofAndersen21,22. In this m ethod,the

originalHam iltonian is transform ed to a tight{binding

Ham iltonian containing nearest neighbor correlations,

only.Thetransform ation isobtained by linearly com bin-

ing the originalm u�n-tin orbitals to the short ranged

tight{binding m u�n-tin orbitals. The evaluation is re-

stricted to 5d bands,only.LDA-typicaldi�cultiesarise

with the strongly localized characterofthe 4flevels.To

circum venttheproblem weconsidered the4felectronsas

core electrons,since ourm ain interestisfocused on the

reaction oftheconduction bandson them agneticstateof

thelocalized m om ents.Forourpurposethe4flevelsap-

pearonly aslocalized spinsin thesenseofH 4f in Eq.(6).

Figure1showsthecalculated spin-dependentband struc-

ture ofEuS,where,ofcourse,the 4flevels are m issing.

Clearly,theconduction-band region isdom inated by Eu-

5d states. For our subsequent m odelcalculations it is

therefore reasonable to restrictthe single-particle input

from the band structure calculationsto the Eu-5d part,

only. The low-energy part in Figure 1 belongs to the

S-3p states. Forcom parison we have also perform ed an

LDA+ U calculation which isableto reproducetheright

positionsofthe respective bands. Howeverthism ethod

su�ersfrom theintroduction ofadjustableparam etersU

and J being,therefore,no longera \�rstprinciples" the-

ory.The resultsofthe LDA+ U calculation do notdi�er

strongly from those ofthe \norm al" LDA,with the 4f

electrons treated as core electrons. So we have chosen

the m uch sim plerLDA calculation.Since we are m ainly

interested in overallcorrelation and tem peraturee�ects,

the extrem e details ofthe bandstructure are surely not

soim portant.In Figure2,from thesam ecalculation,the

LDA-density ofstatesisdisplayed. A distinctexchange

splitting isvisiblewhich can beused to �x theinterband

exchange coupling constantJ in Eq.(7). Assum ing that

an LDA treatm entofferrom agnetism isquitecom patible

with the Stoner (m ean �eld) picture,as stated by sev-

eralauthors23,24,the T = 0 splitting should am ountto

�E = JS.Unfortunately,the resultsin Figure 2 do not
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FIG . 1: Spin dependent (solid lines up-spin, broken lines

down-spin) bandstructure of bulk EuS calculated within a

TB-LM TO schem e with the 4flevels treated as core states.

The energy zero coincideswith the Ferm ienergy.

fully con�rm thissim ple assum ption butratherpointto

an energy-dependent exchange splitting. The indicated

shiftsofthe loweredge and ofthe centerofgravity lead

to di�erentJ values:

J = J(edge)= 0:11eV; J = J(center)= 0:23eV (9)

In thefollowingwewilluseboth valuesfortheabitover-

sim pli�ed ansatz H df in Eq.(7) to com pare the slightly

di�erentconsequences.

Itis a well-known fact(see Figure 1 in25 and further

referencesthere)thattheK LM can exactly besolved for

the ferrom agnetically saturated (T = 0)sem iconductor.

Itisfound thatthe" spectrum isrigidly shifted towards

lowerenergiesby the am ountof 1

2
JS,while the # spec-

trum is rem arkably deform ed by correlation e�ects due

to spin exchangeprocessesbetween extended 5d and lo-

calized 4f states. W e cannot switch o� the interband

exchange interaction H df in the LDA code,but we can

exploitfrom the exactT = 0 resultthatit leadsin the

" spectrum 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-dependentdensity of5d-states ofEuS as func-

tion ofenergy (calculated within a TB-LM TO schem e).The

num bers are (in eV) for the lower band edges and for the

centersofgravity.The Ferm iedge isbelow the 5d band (see

Fig.1).

tion forT = 0,the" partasthesingle-particleinputfor

H 5d in Eq.(5). Therewith it is guaranteed that allthe

otherinteractions,which donotexplicitly entertheK LM

operator (4), are im plicitly taken into account by the

LDA-renorm alized single-particle Ham iltonian (5). O n

the otherhand,a double counting ofany decisive inter-

action isde�nitely avoided.

III. M O D EL EVA LU A T IO N

A . M agnetic Part

Because ofthe em pty conduction bandsthe m agnetic

ordering ofthe localized 4fm om entswillnotdirectly be

inuenced by the band states. Forthe purely m agnetic

propertiesofEuS itisthereforesu�cientto study exclu-

sively the extended Heisenberg-Ham iltonian (6). W hile

theexchangeintegralsJij areknownfrom spin waveanal-

ysis (see Eq.(3)),the single-ion anisotropy constantD 0

m ust be considered an adjustable param eter. Via the

m agnon-G reen function

Pij(E )= hhS
+

i ;S
�
j ii (10)

we can calculate alldesired fspin correlation functions

by evaluating the respectiveequation ofm otion:

E Pij(E )= 2�h
2
hS

z
ii�ij +

DD
�

S
+

i ;H 4f

�

�
;S

�
j

EE

E
(11)

Evaluation ofthis equation ofm otion requires the de-

coupling ofhigherG reen functions,originating from the

Heisenberg exchange term and the anisotropy part in

Eq.(6). For G reen functions com ing out ofthe Heisen-

berg term wehaveused theso-called Tyablikow approx-

im ation,which isknown to yield reasonableresultsin all

tem perature regions. For G reen functions,which arise

from theanisotropy term ,weusea decoupling technique

proposed by Lines26. Details ofthe m ethod have been

presented in a previous paper27 on EuO .As result one

getsthefollowing well-known expression forthetem per-

aturedependentlocal-m om entm agnetization:

hS
z
i= �h

(1+ �)2S+ 1(S � �)+ �2S+ 1(S + 1+ �)

�2S+ 1 � (1+ �)2S+ 1
(12)

� can be interpreted asaveragem agnon num ber:

� =
1

N

X

k

�

e
�E (k)

� 1

�� 1

; (13)

where E (k) is the pole of the wave vector dependent

Fouriertransform ofPij(E ).Som etypicalm agnetization

curvesare plotted in Figure 3. They di�erby the value

ofthe anisotropy constantD 0,which isstillan undeter-

m ined param eter.W hen D 0=kB increasesfrom 0:01K to

0:4K TC risesfrom about15K to 16:9K .Regarding that

J1,J2 arederived from a low-tem peraturespin-wave�t,

theagreem entbetween thecalculated Tcsand theexper-

im entalvalue of16:57K 1 isrem arkably good foralm ost

allapplied valuesofD 0,and bestfor0:375K . Since we

areinterested aboveallin theelectronicbulk band struc-

5 10 15 20
T / K

0

1

2

3

4

〈S
z〉

D0=0.01
D0=0.05
D0=0.1
D0=0.15
D0=0.2
D0=0.25
D0=0.3
D0=0.35
D0=0.375
D0=0.4

TC=16.57K

FIG .3:4f-m agnetization asafunction oftem peratureforvar-

iousvaluesofthesingle{ion anisotropy D 0.Theverticalbro-

ken line m arksthe used experim entalvalue (TC = 16:57eV ).

tureand itstem peraturedependence,theactualnum eri-

calvalueofD 0 doesnotplay thedecisiverole.However,

when treatingsystem soflowerdim ensionality(�lm s,sur-

faces),which isplanned fora forthcom ing paper,then a

�niteD 0 willbe theprecondition forgetting a collective

m agneticorderofthe spin system 28,29.

Together with (12)and (13) practically alllocalspin

correlationsarederivable,ase.g.:



S
�
S
+
�

= 2�hhSzi� (14)
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(Sz)2
�

= �h
2
S(S + 1)hSzi(1+ 2�) (15)




(Sz)3
�

= �h
3
S(S + 1)� + �h

2
hS

z
i(S(S + 1)+ �)

� �h



(Sz)2
�

(1+ 2�) (16)

These and sim ilarterm sare responsible forthe tem per-

aturedependence ofthe electronicselfenergy.

B . Electronic Part

Theinspection oftheelectronicpartstartsfrom there-

tarded G reen function hhcim �;c
y

jm 0�
iiE oritswave-vector

dependentFouriertransform :

Ĝ k�(E )=
�h

E 1 � T̂k � �̂k�(E )
(17)

Here 1 represents the (M � M ) identity m atrix,where

M is the num ber of relevant subbands. The elem ents

T m m
0

k
ofthe hopping m atrix are the Fouriertransform s

ofthe hopping integralsin Eq.(5),while the elem entsof

the selfenergy m atrix areintroduced by

DD

[cim �;H df]� ;c
y

jm 0�

EE

E
�

X

lm 00

�m m
00

il� (E )G m
00
m

0

lj� (E )

(18)

with subsequentFouriertransform ation.

To getexplicitly theselfenergy elem entsin Eq.(18)we

evaluatethecom m utatoron theleft-hand sidewhatpro-

ducestwo higherG reen functions:

�m m
0

ikj� (E )=

DD

S
z
ickm �;c

y

jm 0�

EE

E

(19)

F
m m

0

ikj� (E )=

DD

S
� �
i ckm � �;c

y

jm 0�

EE

E
(20)

� arisesfrom the Ising type interaction in the d-finter-

action term (7) and F from the spin exchange partial

operator(S";# = S+ ;� ):

DD

[cim �;H df]� ;c
y

jm 0�

EE

E
= �

1

2
J

�

z��
m m

0

iij� + F
m m

0

iij�

�

(21)

(z� = ��" � ��#). Exploiting already the fact that the

EuSconduction bandisem ptyweencounterthefollowing

equations ofm otion ofthe higher G reen functions (19)

and (20):

X

lm 00

�

E �kl�m m 00 � T
m m

00

kl

�

�m
00
m

0

ilj� (E )= (22)

�hhSzi�kj�m m 0 +

DD

S
z
i [ckm �;H df]� ;c

y

jm 0�

EE

E

X

lm 00

�

E �kl�m m 00 � T
m m

00

kl

�

F
m

00
m

0

ilj� (E )= (23)

DD

(��"S
�
i + ��#S

+
i )[ckm � �;H df]� ;c

y

jm 0�

EE

E

O n theright-hand sideoftheseequationsappearfurther

higher G reen functions which prevent a direct solution

and require an approxim ative treatm ent. Thatshallbe

di�erentforthe non-diagonalterm s(i6= k)and the di-

agonalterm s (i = k), because the strong intraatom ic

correlationsdueto theon-siteinteraction (7)haveto be

handled with specialcare. For i 6= k a self-consistent

selfenergy approach isapplied,which hasbeen tested in

num erousprevious papers16,17,25,27,30,31. Itsim ply con-

sists in treating the com m utators in (22) and (23),re-

spectively,in form alanalogy to the de�nition equation

(18)forthe selfenergy:

DD

S
z
i [ckm �;H df]� ;c

y

jm 0�

EE

E
!

X

lm 00

�m m
00

il� �m
00
m

0

ilj� (E )

(24)

DD

(��"S
�
i + ��#S

+
i )[ckm � �;H df]� ;c

y

jm 0�

EE

E
(25)

!

X

lm 00

�m m
00

il� � F
m

00
m

0

ilj� (E )

For the diagonalterm s (i = k) a m om ent technique is

used thattakesthelocalcorrelationsbetterintoaccount.

Forthispurposeweexplicitly evaluatethe com m utators

in Eqs.(22),(23)obtaining then,asusual,furtherhigher

G reen functions. In the �rst step these new functions

arereduced to a m inim um num berby exploiting thatall

functions,arisingfrom theIsing-equation (22),can rigor-

ously beexpressed by linearcom binationsofthosewhich

com eoutofthespin ip-equation (23).Fora decoupling,

thelatterarethen written aslinearcom binationsofsim -

plerfunctionsthatare already involved in the hierarchy

ofG reen functions. The choice,which kind ofsim pler

functions enter the respective ansatz,is guided by ex-

actly solvable lim iting cases (ferrom agnetic saturation,

zero-bandwidth lim it,S = 1

2
). W e illustrate the proce-

dureby a typicalexam ple:

D
m m

0

ij� (E )= hh� i�cim �;c
+

jm 0�
ii

� i� = ��"S
�
i S

+

i + ��#S
+

i S
�
i (26)

ForS = 1

2
itholdsrigorously:

D
m m

0

ij� (E )=
1

2
G
m m

0

ij� (E )� (��" � ��#)�
m m

0

iij� (E ) (27)

Thisrelation isvalid foralltem peratures.O n the other

hand,in ferrom agnetic saturation (hSzi= S) the sam e

function readsforallspin values:

D
m m

0

ij� (E )= SG
m m

0

ij� (E )� (��" � ��#)�
m m

0

iij� (E ) (28)

Eqs. (27)and (28) clearly suggestthe following ansatz

forthe generalcase:

D
m m

0

ij� (E )= �
m m

0

� G
m m

0

ij� (E )+ �
m m

0

� �m m
0

iij� (E ) (29)
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In orderto �x the coe�cients� m m
0

� and �m m
0

� ,we now

calculate the �rst two spectralm om ents ofeach ofthe

three G reen functions in (29),and that exactly and in-

dependently from the respective G reen function. The

diagonalparts ofallother functions,appearing on the

right-hand sidesof(22)and (23),can beelaborated anal-

ogously.

By thesem anipulationswearriveata closed system of

equations for the selfenergy m atrix elem ents �m m
0

ij� (E ),

which can num erically be solved. Via the spectralm o-

m ents,used forthevariousansatzesuch as(29),a setof

localspin correlations as those in Eqs.(12,14,15,16)en-

ter the procedure. They are m ainly responsible for the

tem perature-dependenceofthe electronicselfenergy.

To get a �rst im pression ofcorrelation e�ects in the

electronic structure ofEuS we have evaluated ourcom -

plex theory for T= 0K .The Q -DO S results are exhib-

ited in Figure 4. As explained and tentatively justi-

�ed before Eq.(9)we use two di�erentvaluesforthe ex-

change coupling J.The " Q -DO S is una�ected by the

-2 0 2 4 6
E (eV)

σ=
↓

0
σ=

↑
ρ 

(a
rb

. u
n.

)

-2
.3

5
-1

.9
7

1.
97

2.
76

LDA
J=0.11 eV
J=0.23 eV

EuS

FIG .4: The sam e as in Fig.2,but in addition the T = 0

results ofour com bined m any-body / �rst principles theory.

The latterhasbeen perform ed fortwo di�erentvaluesofthe

exchange coupling J (dotted line J = 0:11eV; broken line

J = 0:23eV).The up-spin curves have been shifted both to

coincideattheloweredgewith theLSDA curve.Thatdem on-

stratesthatatT = 0 correlation e�ectsappearin the down{

spectrum only.

actualvalue ofJ and coincideswith the respective LDA

curve, when we com pensate, as done in Figure 4, the

unim portant rigid shift (� 1

2
JS). So our approach ful-

�llstheexact(T = 0;� = ")-lim it.Theslightdeviations,

seen in the upper part ofFigure 4,are exclusively due

to the num ericalrounding procedure. A posteriori this

fact dem onstrates once m ore that our above-described

m ethod forim plem enting theLDA inputinto them any-

body m odelcalculation de�nitely circum ventsthe often

discussed double counting problem . Asexplained in Sec-

tion 2wesucceeded in thisrespectbecauseforthespecial

case ofa ferrom agnetically saturated sem iconductorthe

" spectrum isfree ofcorrelation e�ectswhich stem from

the interband exchangeH df.

The lowerhalfofFigure 4 dem onstratesthatcorrela-

tion e�ectsdoappear,even atT = 0K ,in the#spectrum .

Besidesa band narrowing,they provokestrong deform a-

tionsand shiftswith respectto theLDA result.Herethe

inuence ofthe di�erent J values from Eq.(9) is quite

rem arkable.Forgetting quantitative detailsofthe EuS-

energyspectrum aproperchoiceoftheexchangeconstant

isobviously necessary. The lowervalue (J = 0:11eV)is

appropriate when we are m ainly interested in the lower

band-edge region. However,in the m iddle ofthe band,

around the center ofgravity,J = 0:23eV is surely the

betterchoice.

IV . EU S EN ER G Y SP EC T R U M

The m ain focus ofour study is the tem perature de-

pendenceofthe5d-energyspectrum oftheferrom agnetic

sem iconductorEuS.The 5d bandsareem pty,exceptfor

thesingletestelectron,sothattheT-dependencem ustbe

exclusively caused by the exchangecoupling oftheband

statesto the localized m agnetic 4fstates. Figure 5 and

Figure 6 display the quasiparticle densitiesofstatesfor

�vedi�erent4fm agnetizations,i.e.�vedi�erenttem per-

atures(Figure3).TheQ -DO S in Figure5 arecalculated

forJ = 0:11eV. O ne seesthatthe lower edge ofthe "

Q -DO S perform s a shift to lowerenergies upon cooling

from T = TC down to T = 0K . This explains the fa-

m ousred shiftoftheopticalabsorption edgeforan elec-

tronic4f � 5dt2g transition,�rstobserved by Busch and

W achter32,33. W e �nd a shiftofabout0:17eV (see inset

in Figure5),veryclosetotheexperim entaldata1,13.This

con�rm sonce m orethatJ = 0:11eV isa realistic choice

forthe exchange coupling constantaslong asthe lower

part ofthe 5d spectrum is under consideration. Note,

that our �tting procedure for the exchange constant J

(Fig.2,Eq.(9))doesnotpredeterm inethe redshift.

Since we have taken into account for our calculation

the fullband structure ofthe Eu-5d conduction bands,

thesym m etry ofthedi�erentEu-5d orbitalsispreserved.

The5d bandsofbulk EuS arethereforesplitinto t2g and

eg subbands(Figure5),wherethet2g bandsaresubstan-

tially broader(� 7eV)than the eg bands(� 4eV).In a

previousstudy ofthe tem perature dependentEuS-band

structure19 the Eu-5d com plex was split into �ve s-like

bandsby num bering fora given k vectorthestatesfrom

m = 1 to m = 5 according to increasing single-electron en-

ergies �m (k). Allk states with an energy �m (k) then

form thesubband m .Thissim pli�ed proceduredoesnot

respectsym m etriesand neglectssubband hybridization,

i.e. interband hopping T m m
0

ij form 6= m 0. The subband

widths W turn outto be oforder1� 3eV being there-

foredistinctly narrowerthan thosein Figure5.Thathas

an im portantconsequence.Sincecorrelation e�ectsscale

with the e� ective(!) exchangecoupling J

W
,they becom e
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0

ρ σ(E
)

t2g

-2 0 2 4 6
E (eV)

0

eg

0

1

total

σ=↑
σ=↓
〈Sz〉=0

〈Sz 〉 / S = 1, 0.75, 0.5, 0.25, 0

-2.5 -2.4 -2.3
0.05

0.10

FIG .5: Q uasiparticle densities ofstatesofthe Eu{5d bands

ofbulk EuS asa function ofenergy forvarioustem peratures.

Solid linesforup{spin,broken linesfordown{spin,thick line

forT = TC (hS
z

i= 0).The outerm ostcurvesbelong to T = 0

(hS
z

i=S = 1).They approach each otherwhen increasing the

tem perature. The insetshows on an enlarged scale the tem -

perature shiftofthe lowerup{spin edge.Exchange coupling:

J = 0:11eV.

0

ρ σ(E
)

t2g

-2 0 2 4 6
E (eV)

0

eg

0

1

total

σ=↑
σ=↓
〈Sz〉=0

〈Sz 〉 / S = 1, 0.75, 0.5, 0.25, 0

-2.8 -2.6 -2.4
0.05

0.10

FIG .6:The sam e asin Fig.5 butforJ = 0:23eV.

forthesam eJm orepronounced in narrowerbands.That

iswhy webelievethatcorrelationsaretoacertain degree

overestim ated in19.Asaconsequenceoftheweakere�ec-

tivecouplingtheappearanceofpolaron-likequasiparticle

branchesislesslikely in the presentinvestigation.

In Figure 6 the Q -DO S isplotted forthe strongerex-

change coupling J = 0:23eV,which should be m ore re-

alistic for the m iddle part ofthe spectrum ,around the

centerofgravity.Thetem perature-inuenceon thespec-

trum ism orepronounced than fortheweakercouplingin

Figure 5. Strong deform ationsand shifts appear,being

not at allrigid,i.e. far beyond the m ean �eld picture.

However, not surprising, the lower edge shift between

T = TC and T = 0K com esouttoo strong. The calcu-

lated red shiftof0:27eV substantially exceedstheexperi-

m entalvalueof0:167eV 1.Asm entioned above,thelower

partofthespectrum isbetterdescribed with J = 0:11eV.

W hile the Q -DO S refersto the spin resolved,butan-

gle averaged (inverse) photoem ission experim ent,the k

dependent spectraldensity is the angle resolved coun-

terpart. From Sk�(E ) we derive the quasiparticle band

structure (Q -BS). Figures7 and 8 representasdensity

FIG .7: Spin{dependent quasiparticle bandstructure ofthe

Eu{5d bands of bulk EuS for di�erent 4f m agnetizations

hS
z

i=S.Exchange coupling:J = 0:11eV.

plotsthe spectraldensity forsom esym m etry directions.
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FIG .8:The sam e asin Fig.7,butforJ = 0:23eV.

Thedegreeofblackeningisam easureofthem agnitudeof

thespectralfunction.Figure7 holdsforJ = 0:11eV and

Figure 8 forJ = 0:23eV. In both situationsthe " spec-

trum in case offerrom agnetic saturation coincides with

the dispersions obtained from the LDA calculation. In

theweak coupling case(Figure7)thetem peratureinu-

enceism ainly a shiftofthetotalspectrum .Theinduced

exchange splitting reduceswith increasing T and disap-

pears at T = TC . Correlation e�ects are m ore clearly

visible in the caseofJ = 0:23eV (Figure 8).They m an-

ifestthem selvesaboveallin lifetim e e�ects.G reatparts

ofthedispersionsarewashed outbecauseofm agnon ab-

sorption (em ission) ofthe itinerant " (#) electron with

sim ultaneous spinip. In ferrom agnetic saturation a "

electron hasnochancetoabsorb am agnon becausethere

doesnotexistany m agnon.Thereforethedispersion ap-

pearssharp representing quasiparticleswith in�nite life-

tim e. O n the other hand, the # electron has even at

T = 0K thepossibility to em ita m agnon becom ing then

a " electron. Therefore correlation e�ects are already

at T = 0K present in the # spectrum . For �nite tem -

peratures,�nitedem agnetizations,m agnonsareavailable

and absorption processesprovokequasiparticledam ping

in the " spectrum ,too. The overallexchange splitting

reduces with increasing tem peratures,untilin the lim it

T ! Tc (hS
z
i ! 0) the vanishing 4fm agnetization re-

m ovestheinduced spin asym m etry in the5d subbands.

-2 0 2 4 6
E (eV)

0

5

10

15

20

S
Γ(E

)

σ=↑
σ=↓
〈Sz〉=0

FIG .9: Spin{dependent spectraldensity Sk� ofthe Eu{5d

statesofbulk EuS asfunction ofenergy forthesam e4fm ag-

netizations as in Fig.8. Solid lines: up{spin;broken lines:

down{spin;thick lines: T = TC (hS
z

i= 0)). Exchange cou-

pling:J = 0:23eV;k = �.

-2 0 2 4 6
E (eV)

0
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10

15

20
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)
σ=↑
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〈Sz〉=0

FIG .10:The sam e asin Fig.9 butk = L.
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0
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10
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20

S
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(E
)

σ=↑
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〈Sz〉=0

FIG .11:The sam e asin Fig.9 butk = W .

Fora betterinsightinto the tem perature-behaviorwe

have plotted in Figs.9{12 for four k{points from the
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FIG .12:The sam e asin Fig.9 butk = X.

Brillouin zone (�,L,W ,X) the energy dependence of

the spectraldensity,and that for the sam e three tem -

peratures as in Fig.8. For the �{point we expect two

structures according to the twofold (eg) and threefold

(t2g) degenerate dispersions. As can be seen in Fig.9

wellde�ned quasiparticle peaksappearwith additional

spin splitbelow TC . The exchange splitting,introduced

via the interband coupling to the m agnetically active 4f

system ,collapsesforT ! TC (Stoner{likebehavior).O b-

viously,quasiparticle dam ping increaseswith increasing

tem perature. Sim ilar statem ents hold for the spectral

density attheL{point.In accordancewith thequasipar-

ticlebandstructurein Fig.8 threestructuresappear,the

upper two being twofold degenerate (Fig.10). Interest-

ing features can be observed at the W {point (Fig.11).

AtT = 0 foursharp peaksshow up in the "{spectrum ,

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{0:9eV.W ith increasing

tem perature dam ping leads to a strong overlap of the

two upperpeaks,which areno longerdistinguishable.

Atthe X{pointthe spin resolved spectraldensity ex-

hibitsfourclearly separated structures,wheretheupper

belongsto a twofold degenerate dispersion (Fig.12). In

the two m iddle structures,at least the #{peaks are so

strongly dam ped thatthey certainly willnotbe observ-

ablein an inversephotoem ission experim ent.Altogether,

the 5d{spectraldensities ofthe ferrom agnetic sem icon-

ductor EuS exhibit drastic tem perature{dependencies,

whatconcernsthepositionsand thewidthsofthequasi-

particlepeaks.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e presented a m ethod of calculating the tem per-

ature dependent bandstructure for the ferrom agnetic

sem iconductorEuS.The essentialpointisthe com bina-

tion ofa m any body evaluation ofa proper theoretical

m odelwith a \�rst principles" band structure calcula-

tion. The m odelofchoice is the ferrom agnetic K ondo{

lattice m odel,which describes the exchange interaction

between localized m agnetic m om entsand itinerantcon-

duction electrons. For a realistic treatm ent ofEuS we

haveextended theconventionalK LM toam ultiband ver-

sion to account for orbitalsym m etry. Intraband{ and

interband{hopping integralshave been extracted from a

tight{binding linear m u� n{thin orbital band structure

calculation to incorporate besides the norm al single{

particle energies the inuence of allthose interactions

which arenotdirectlycovered by theK LM {Ham iltonian.

By exploiting an exactly solvable lim iting case of the

K LM this com bination of �rst{principles and m odel{

calculations could be done under strict avoidance ofa

double{counting ofany relevantinteraction.

The m any{body partofthe procedurewasperform ed

within a m om ent{conserving interpolation m ethod that

reproduces exactly im portant rigorous lim iting cases of

the m odel. The resulting electronic selfenergy carriesa

distincttem perature{dependence,which ism ainlydueto

local4fspin correlations. Since the band is em pty,the

K LM reduces to a sim ple Heisenberg m odelas long as

the purely m agnetic 4fproperties,ase.g.the m entioned

4fspin correlations,areconcerned.Theresultisa closed

system ofequationswhich can be solved num erically for

allquantitieswe areinterested in.

W ehavedem onstrated thetem perature{dependenceof

theenergy spectrum oftheferrom agneticsem iconductor

EuS in term softhe5d spectraldensity and 5d quasipar-

ticle density ofstates. Peak positions and peak widths

determ ineenergiesand life{tim esofquasiparticles,which

have been gathered in specialquasiparticle band struc-

tures. A striking tem perature{dependence ofthe em pty

5d{bandsis observed which isinduced by the m agnetic

4f{state.A well{known experim entalcon�rm ation ofthe

T{dependenceisthe\red shift" oftheopticalabsorption

edge,uniquelyrelatedtotheshiftofthelower5d{edgefor

decreasing tem perature from T = TC down to T = 0K .

The induced exchange splitting at T = 0 collapses for

T ! TC Stoner{like, but with distinct changes in the

quasiparticledam ping (lifetim e).Allthesetem perature{

dependent band e�ects should be observable by use of

inversephotoem ission.

W eexpectfurtherinsightinto interesting physicsby a

forthcom ing extension ofour m ethod to �nite band oc-

cupations (G d, G d{�lm s). The respective single{band

m odel version has already been presented in previous

papers30,34. In particular a m odi� ed RKKY has been

used35 foraselfconsistentinclusion ofthem agneticprop-

ertiesofthe notdirectly coupled localm om ents. A fur-

therim plem entation ofdisorderin thelocalm om entsys-

tem willallow to treatdiluted m agnetic sem iconductors

such asG a1� xM nxAsand thereforecontributetothehot

topicspintronics.
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