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W eusea com bination ofa m any-body m odelanalysiswith an \ab initio" band structurecalcula-

tion to derive the tem perature dependentelectronic quasiparticle structure ofthe rare-earth m etal

G adolinium . As a local-m om ent system G d is properly represented by the ferrom agnetic (m ulti-

band)K ondo-lattice m odel(s-f(d-f)m odel). The single-particle partofthe m odel-Ham iltonian is

taken from an augm ented sphericalwave(ASW )band calculation.Theproposed m ethod avoidsthe

doublecounting ofrelevantinteractionsby exploiting an exactlim iting case ofthem odeland takes

into account the correct sym m etry ofatom ic orbitals. The \a priori" only weakly correlated 5d

conduction bandsgetvia interband exchange coupling to the localized 4flevelsa distincttem pera-

ture dependence which explainsby a Ruderm ann-K ittel-K asuya-Yosida (RK K Y)-type m echanism

the ferrom agnetism ofG d. W e get a self-consistently derived Curie tem perature of294.1 K and

a T = 0-m om ent of7.71 �B ,surprisingly close to the experim entalvalues. The striking induced

tem perature-dependence ofthe 5d conduction bands explains respective photoem ission data. The

only param eterofthe theory (interband exchange coupling J)isuniquely �xed by the band calcu-

lation.

PACS num bers:71.10.-w,75.30.Et,71.20.Eh

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

The rare-earth m etalG d is one ofthe four elem en-

talferrom agnetic m etals;the others are Fe,Co,Ni. It

crystallizes in the hcp structure with a lattice constant

a = 3:629 �A,c=a = 1:5971. M agnetic properties re-

sult from the half-�lled 4fshell(L = 0,J = S = 7

2
)

which givesrise to strictly localized m agnetic m om ents.

Conductivity propertiesare due to partially �lled 5d/6s

conduction bands.Asto the purely m agneticproperties

G d is considered an alm ost idealHeisenberg ferrom ag-

net with a Curie tem perature ofTC = 293:2 K and a

zero-tem perature m om entof�(T = 0)= 7:63 �B
2. The

latterindicatesan induced polarization oftheconduction

bandsofatleast0.63 �B due to an interband exchange

coupling between itinerantband electronsand localized

4felectrons.Theratherstrictlocalization ofthe4fwave

function3 prevents a su�cient overlap for a direct ex-

change interaction between the 4fm om ents. The cou-

pling between them om entsisthereforem ediated by po-

larized 5d/6sconduction electrons(RK K Y),i.e.strongly

inuenced by the electronicstructure.

Although the ferrom agnetic ground-state ofG d is of

course without any doubt,it is stilla m atter ofdebate

how to get this fact by an \ab initio" band structure

calculation. Num erous investigations of the electronic

ground-statepropertiesofG d havebeen perform ed in the

recentpast4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,allin the fram ework ofden-

sity functionaltheory (DFT).They providea convincing

description ofground-statepropertiessuch asthelattice

constant,thehcp-crystalstability,thec=aratio,them ag-

netic m om ent4,7,the bulk m odulus,and the Ferm isur-

face param ters7,9. O n the other hand,a standard local

density approach (LDA) to DFT predicts an antiferro-

m agnetic ground state ifthe 4felectronsare considered

asvalence electrons.In a detailed analysisK urz etal.11

havedem onstrated thatthereason fortheincorrectpre-

diction ofantiferrom agnetism isthewellknown di�culty

ofLDA correctly to describestrongly localized electrons.

The LDA calculation ofRef.11 posesthe nearly disper-

sionslessm ajority 4fbandssom e4.5 eV below theFerm i

energy whilethem inority 4fbandsaredirectly abovethe

Ferm ienergyleadingtoacertain itinerancyofthe4felec-

trons.These �ndingsare atvariance with the resultsof

com bined direct(XPS)and inverse(BIS)photoem ission

experim ents13 which observe occupied 4f"-statesatthe

binding energy (� 7:44 � 0:1) eV and unoccupied 4f#-

statesat(+ 4:04� 0:2)eV,i.e.distinctly away from the

Ferm iedge.A specialconsequenceofthewrong position

ofthedown spin 4fstatesisan extrem ely high density of

statescloseto theFerm iedgeand therewith an unrealis-

tically big -value ofthe electronic heatcapacity4. The

m ostim portantconsequence ofthe wrong 4f#-position,

however,istheprediction ofantiferrom agnetism .Allcal-

culations,which treat the 4felectrons as valence elec-

trons,irrespective ofwhether the LDA or the general-

ized gradient approxim ation (G G A) is applied,end up

with an antiferrom agnetic G d-ground-state11,14. Today

itisclearhow to rem ovethisinadequacy ofLDA (G G A)

\by hand"11. O ne has to rem ove the 4f#-states from

the Ferm ienergy.Thiscan be done sim ply by consider-

ing the 4fstates as \core states",so that they are not

allowed to hybridizewith any otherstateson neighbour-

ing atom s11,14. Another way is to apply the so-called

LDA+ U m ethod15,which introducesstrong intraatom ic

interactionsofthelocalized statesin a Hartree-Fock-like

m anner.Them ain e�ectisa splitting apartoftheoccu-
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pied and unoccupied 4fstates10,11,16,i.e.in particulara

rem ovalofthe m inority 4fstatesfrom the Ferm iedge.

Needlestosaythatin areal\abinitio"DFT-procedure

allelectron states,i.e.in particularthe 4fstates,should

be treated as valence states. To declare the 4f states

as core-statesor to introduce at a convenientplace the

\Hubbard-U " surely corrum pes a bit the \�rst princi-

ples" character ofthe band calculation. The only m o-

tivation is to com pensate the LDA artifact which pre-

vents the correct ferrom agnetic G d-ground state. W e

haverecalculated theG d-band structureusing a new im -

plem entation of the augm ented sphericalwave (ASW )

m ethod17,18. The 4felectrons have been treated as va-

lence electronsand the scalar-relativisticapproxim ation

ofthe Dirac equation hasbeen used. Although the an-

tiferrom agnetic con�guration turnsoutto m inim ize the

totalenergy,the ferrom agneticorderhasbeen assum ed,

�rstly becauseitiscloserto reality,secondly becausewe

need these data for our further procedure. The results

forsom ehigh-sym m etry directionsareplotted in Fig.1.

W erecognizethewrong position oftheratherat4fdis-
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FIG .1:Spin resolved T = 0 band structure offerrom agnetic

G d as a function ofthe wave vector,obtained by a scalar-

relativistic ASW calculation. Solid lines for " states,dotted

lines for # states. The energy zero is de�ned by the Ferm i

edge.The atdispersionsare the 4flevels.

persions. The fairly broad 5d/6sdispersions exhibit an

exchange splitting with a weak k-dependence. The re-

sultisin good agreem entwith other�rst-principlescal-

culationsthattreatthe 4fstatesasvalence states.6,8,11.

The occupied and alm ostdispersionless4f"-bandspro-

vide the m ajor part ofthe m agnetic m om ent (� 7 �B )

whilethe5d splitting attheFerm iedgeaccountsforthe

experim entally observed excessm om entof� 0:63 �B .

The m entioned 5d/6s exchange splitting m ust be in-

duced since the 5d/6s electrons can be considered as

onlyweaklycorrelatedand \apriori" non-m agnetic.The

splitting isobviously dueto a strong interband exchange

interaction between the at 4fstates and the extended

5d/6sconduction states.Precondition forthatisa ferro-

m agnetic orderofthe localized m agnetic m om entsbuilt

bythehalf-�lled 4fshells.Thenextneighbourdistanceis

too largefora directexchangeinteraction.Them om ent

coupling is ofindirect nature m ediated by a spinpolar-

ization oftheconduction electronsdueto them entioned

interband exchangeinteraction with thelocalized 4felec-

trons. This so-called RK K Y m echanism is strongly de-

pending on the electronic structure. To understand the

ferrom agnetism ofG d doesthereforem ean �rstofallto

understand itselectronicstructure.

The induced 5d/6s exchange splitting is stilla m at-

ter ofcontroversialdebate,in particular what concerns

its tem perature dependence12. Is it collapsing or non-

collapsing for T ! TC ? Photoem ission data appear to

be not unique. Som e experim ents point to a collaps-

ing (\Stoner-like")behavior19,othersexhibita splitting

thatdoesnotshiftvery m uch with tem perature (\spin-

m ixing")persisting in the param agneticphase20.In the

latter case the dem agnetization for T ! TC is reached

by a redistribution ofspectralweight rather than by a

gradually increasing overlap ofrespectivespin peaks.To

�nd outwhatisreallygoingon oneneedsatheoryforthe

fulltem perature-dependence ofthe electronic structure.

Pure\abinitio"band calculationsarerestricted toT = 0

being therefore insu�cientforthispurpose.Sandratskii

and K �ubler21 have proposed a DFT-based theory where

�nite-tem perature e�ects are sim ulated to a certain de-

gree by a respective directionaldisorderofthe spatially

localized 4fm om ents. Even though being an interest-

ing ansatz itcertainly cannotreplace the fullstatistical

m echanicsofthe local-m om entferrom agnet.

A key-quantity of ferrom agnetism is the Curie tem -

peratureTC .Itistheaim ofeach theory fora ferrom ag-

netic m aterialto approach TC as quantitatively as pos-

sible. O n the other hand,it is a very sensitive term to

get. Severalattem ptshave been started to estim ate TC
from total-energy calculations by use ofthe LDA-DFT

schem e11,22,23. Forthispurpose the energy data are in-

serted into sim ple m ean-�eld form ula for the m agnetic

transition tem perature,very often arriving at astonish-

ingly accurateTC -values.However,itissurely notunfair

to statethatsuch estim atescannotreplacea fulltheory

ofthe G d ferrom agnetism .The latterrequiresaccessto

an electronic structure calculation which fully accounts

fordecisivetem peratureand correlationse�ects.To our

inform ation such acom pletetheory doesnotyetexistfor

the prototype local-m om ent ferrom agnet G d. It is the

aim ofthis paper to present a m ethodicalapproach to

the tem perature-dependentelectronicstructure offerro-

m agnetic local-m om entm etalswith a directapplication

to G d.

W e present a theory of the electronic quasiparticle

structure ofthe ferrom agnetic 4fm etalG d that yields

in a self-consistentm annerthe electronic as wellas the

m agnetic properties. The approach shallwork forarbi-

trary tem peraturesregarding in particularelectron cor-

relationse�ects.To getin thissensea realisticpictureof

G d wecom binea \�rstprinciples" band structurecalcu-

lation with a m any-body evaluation ofa properly chosen
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theoreticalm odelsim ilar to previouswork on the band

ferrom agnetsFe,Co,and Ni24.W econsidertheunderly-

ingproposalacontinuation and extension ofapreviously

pubished paper25 thatalready dealtwith the electronic

quasiparticle structure ofG d. However,in the previous

case we did not succeed in getting the ferrom agnetism

self-consistently, i.e. sim ply via the special electronic

structure. There appeared a serious am biguity how to

handle the d-band degeneracy,i.e. how to perform the

necessary decom position of 5d-band in non-degenerate

subbands. The decom position in Ref.25 did not em -

phasize the correctsym m etry ofatom ic orbitals. Sepa-

rate m odelcalculations26,27 revealed thatthe then-used

d-band decom position isinconvenientforaferrom agnetic

orderofthe local4fm om ents.W e proposein thispaper

a new ansatz by which one getscorrectly the electronic

structureaswellasthe m agneticorderofG d.

The generalprocedure isbriey described in the next

section. Centralpart ofthe procedure is a m any-body

evaluation ofaproperlychosen theoreticalm odel.In sec-

tion IIIweintroduceand justify the(m ultiband)K ondo-

lattice m odel (K LM ) as a good starting point for an

atleastqualitativeunderstanding oflocal-m om entferro-

m agnetssuch asG d.W eexplain how to com bineitwith

an LDA-DFT band calculation to com e to quantitative

statem ents.TheK LM provokesanon-trivialm any-body

problem which for the generalcase cannot be treated

rigorously.In section IV ourtheoreticalapproach isrep-

resented. In the last step (section V) we com bine the

m odelanalysiswith a band structure calculation to get

the electronicquasiparticlespectrum ofG d and itstem -

perature dependence,that,on the otherhand,�xesthe

m agnetic propertiesofthe rare earth m etalas,e.g.,the

Curietem peratureand the m agneticm om ent.

II. G EN ER A L P R O C ED U R E

O ur study aim s at a quantitative determ ination of

thetem perature-dependentelectronicstructureofthe4f-

ferrom agnetG d.The generalconceptisratherstraight-

forward and consistsofthree steps. The im portant�rst

step is the choice ofa suitable theoreticalm odel. The

m ain physicsisduetotheexistenceand them utualinu-

ence oftwo wellde�ned subsystem s,quasi-freeelectrons

in ratherbroad conductionsbands(5d/6s)and localized

electronswith extrem ely atdispersions(4f).The theo-

reticalm odelisde�ned by itsHam iltonian;

H = H 0 + H 1 (1)

m orestrictly,by itsinteraction partH 1.Thisparticular

operator shallincorporate allthose interactions which

are responsible for the characteristic phenom ena under

study. In the presentcase H 1 should coverthe decisive

electron correlationswhich determ inethem agneticprop-

ertiesand the characteristic tem perature dependence of

theelectron quasiparticlespectrum .O urproposalforH 1

isdiscussed in the nextsection.

W hilethereisno contribution ofthefelectronsto the

kinetic energy,the partofthe band electronsreads:

H 0=
X

ij�m m 0

�

T
m m

0

ij � ��ij�m m 0

�

c
+

im �cjm 0�

=
X

k�m m 0

(T m m
0

k � ��m m 0)c+
km �

ckm 0� (2)

c
+

jm �(cjm �) is the creation (annihilation) operatorfor a

W annierelectron atsiteR j in theorbitalm with spin �

(� = ";#).c
+

km �
(ckm �)istherespectiveFouriertransform

ckm � =
1

p
N

X

j

cjm � e
ik� Rj (3)

cjm � =
1

p
N

X

k

ckm � e
� ik� Rj (4)

The hopping process from site R j to site R i m ay be

accom panied by an orbitalchange(m 0! m ).T m m
0

ij are

the respectivehopping integrals:

T
m m

0

ij =
1

N

X

k

T
m m

0

k e
ik� (Ri� R j) (5)

� isthechem icalpotential.Thesingle-particlepartH 0 of

the m odel-Ham iltonian H stands,asusually,forthe ki-

neticenergy oftheitinerantchargecarriersand fortheir

interaction with the lattice potential. However,it shall

furtherm ore accountforallthose interactionswhich are

notdirectly covered by H 1.By construction these inter-

actionsarenotim portantforthem agneticpropertiesand

the tem perature-dependence ofthe electronic spectrum

ofthe underlying ferrom agnetic m aterial(G d). Never-

theless they m ay inuence the rough structure of the

spectrum so thatthey cannotbe neglected ifourstudy

really aim sata quantitative description ofG d.Forthis

reason weperform in thesecond step ofourprocedurea

fullselfconsistent band structure calculation within the

LDA-DFT schem e in orderto replace the single-particle

energiesT m m
0

k
in H 0 by thee�ectiveenergiesoftheLDA:

T
m m

0

k �! T
m m

0

k (LDA) (6)

Since the \other" interactionsare,by construction of

the m odel,not responsible for the tem perature e�ects,

we can incorporate them for any tem perature,e.g. for

T = 0 where LDA works. It is therefore guaranteed

thatallthe otherinteractionsarewellaccounted by the

single particle energy renorm alization (6).However,the

problem ofa doublecountingofjusttherelevantinterac-

tions,nam ely onceexplicitely in H 1 and then oncem ore

im plicitely in H 0,m ust carefully be avoided. How we

circum ventthisproblem in thecaseofthelocal-m om ent

ferrom agnetG d isexplained ata laterstage.

In the third step we apply a m any-body form alism in

orderto investigate how the e�ective single-particle en-

ergieschangeundertheinuenceofthe\relevant" inter-

action H 1 into tem perature-,carrierconcentration (n)-
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and possibly spin -dependentquasiparticleenergies:

H 1 :T
m m

0

k (LDA)�! E m �(k;T;n) (7)

Thequasiparticleenergiesarederived asthepolesofthe

single-electron G reen-function m atrix:

Ĝ k�(E )= �h

h

(E + �)̂I� T̂k � M̂ k�(E )

i� 1

(8)

M̂ k�(E ) is the selfenergy m atrix,the determ ination of

which solvestheproblem .T̂k isthehopping-m atrix.The

elem ents ofthe G reen-function m atrix are the retarded

single-electron G reen functions:

hhckm �;c
+

km 0�
iiE = � i

Z + 1

0

dte
i

�h
E t
h[ckm �(t);c

+

km 0�
(0)]+ i

(9)

[:::;:::]+ (� ) m eans the anticom m utator (com m utator)

and h:::i is the therm odynam ic average. The elem ents

oftheselfenergym atrixform allysolvetheG reen function

equation ofm otion:

hh[ckm �;H 1]� ;c
+

km 0�
iiE �

X

m 00

M
m m

00

k� (E )hhckm 00�;c
+

km 0�
iiE

(10)

W e willdiscuss our results in term s ofspectraldensi-

ties(SD)and quasiparticle densitiesofstates(Q -DO S),

because both have a direct relationship to the experi-

m ent. Except for respective transition m atrix elem ents

the spectraldensity expressesthe bare line shape ofan

angle-and spin -resolved (directorinverse)photoem is-

sion spectrum :

Skm �(E � �)=�
1

�
Im G m m

k� (E � �)

=�
1

�
Im hhckm �;c

+

km �
iiE � � (11)

An additionalk-sum m ation yieldsthequasiparticleden-

sity ofstates(angle-averaged photoem ission spectrum !)

�m �(E )=
1

N �h

X

k

Skm �(E � �) (12)

thatin generalwillbe tem perature -,carrierconcentra-

tion -,latticestructure-,and in particularforferrom ag-

netic system s,explicitely spin-dependent.

III. T H EO R ET IC A L M O D EL

A . M odel-H am iltonian

W estillhaveto�xtheinteractionpartH 1 ofthem odel

Ham iltonian(1)forthecorrelatedsystem oflocalized(4f)

and delocalized (5d) electrons. W e presum e from the

very beginning an on-site Coulom b interaction between

electronsofdi�erentsubbands,

H 1 =
1

2

X

L 1� � � L4

X

��0

UL 1� � � L4
c
+

L 1�
c
+

L 2�
0cL 3�

0cL 4�
(13)

For sim plicity we drop for the m om ent the site index i

and therespectivesum m ation,thatwillbereintroduced

at the end ofthe following consideration. L1 :::L4 de-

note the di�erent bands,and U L 1� � � L4
are the Coulom b

m atrix elem ents.Restricting theelectron scattering pro-

cessescaused by theCoulom b interaction totwoinvolved

subbands,only,we getinstead of(13):

H 1 =
1

2

X

L L 0

X

��0

�

UL L 0c
+

L �
c
+

L 0�0cL 0�0cL �

+ JL L 0c
+

L �
c
+

L 0�0cL �0cL 0�

+ J?L L 0c
+

L �
c
+

L �0cL 0�0cL 0�

	

(14)

In the case ofG d the band indicesL and L0 can be at-

tributed eitherto a at4fband (L ! f)orto a broad

(5d/6s)conduction band (L ! m ). In an obviousm an-

nerwecan then splittheCoulom b interaction into three

di�erentparts,

H 1 = H dd + H ff + H df; (15)

dependingon wetherboth interactingparticlesstem from

aconduction band,H dd,orboth from aatband H ff,or

one from a atband the otherfrom a conduction band,

H df.The�rstterm ,H dd,referstoelectroncorrelationsin

thebroad conduction bands.W econsiderthem nottobe

decisive forthe characteristic G d-physics. According to

ourconcept(section II)H dd doesnotenterexplicitelyour

m odelbeing rather accounted for by the single-particle

energy renorm alization (6). H ff isbuiltby pure 4fcor-

relations. The m ain inuence ofthe 4felectronson the

G d-physicsisdue to the factthatthey form perm anent

localized m agnetic m om ents. So H ff isunim portantas

partofourm odel-Ham iltonian and we are leftwith the

interaction between localized and itinerantelectrons:

H df=
X

m f��0

�

Um fc
+
m �c

+

f�0cf�0cm � + Jm fc
+
m �c

+

f�0cm �0cf�

+
1

2
J
?
m fc

+
m �c

+

m �0cf�0cf� +
1

2
J
?
fm c

+

f�
c
+

f�0cm �0cm �

	

(16)

The lasttwo term sdo notcontribute since the G d3+ -4f

shellhas its m axim um spin S = 7=2. Allthe seven 4f

electronshaveto occupy di�erentsubbandsand none of

the seven subbands willbe doubly occupied. By use of

the electron spin operator,

�
+ = �hc

+

"
c#;�

� = �hc
+

#
c";�

z =
�h

2
(n" � n#) (17)

(n� = c+� c�)wegetH df in the following com pactform

H df = �
2

�h
2

X

m f

Jm f�m � �f +
X

m f

�

Um f �
1

2
Jm f

�

nm nf

(18)
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with nm (f) = nm (f)" + nm (f)#. For allprocesses ofin-

terest the num ber offelectrons per site is �xed,nf is

thereforeonly ac-num ber.Thelastterm in (18)doesnot

really provide an fd-interaction. Itleadsonly to a rigid

shiftofthe atom iclevelsbeing thereforefully accounted

forby the renorm alization (6)ofthe single-particlepart

ofthe Ham iltonian. By de�ning the spin operatorS of

the localfm om ent

S =
X

f

�f; (19)

and by assum ing thattheinterband exchangeJm f isin-

dependentofthe specialindex-pairm ;f

Jm f �
1

2
J (20)

theinteraction term readsafterthereintroduction ofthe

lattice sitedependence:

H df= �
J

�h
2

X

im

�im � Si

= �
J

2�h

X

im �

�

z�S
z
inim � + S

�
i c

+

im � �cim �

	

(21)

Herewehaveused the abbreviations

S
�
j = S

x
j + iz�S

y

j;z� = ��" � ��# (22)

The single-band version (non-degeneratesband)of(21)

is well-known as the interaction part of the so-called

K ondo-lattice m odel (K LM )28, in the older literature

m oreappropriatelydenoted ass-fors-d m odel12,29,30.In

the m ultiband casewe havein H df sim ply an additional

sum m ation overthe orbitalindex m . The �rstterm of

(21) describes an Ising-like interaction ofthe two spin

operators,while the other provides spin exchange pro-

cessesbetween localized m om entand itinerantelectron.

Spin exchangem ay happen by threedi�erentelem entary

processes: M agnon em ission by an itinerant #-electron,

m agnon absorption by a "-electron and also form ation

of a quasiparticle, which is called \m agnetic polaron".

The lattercan be understood asa propagating electron

\dressed" by a virtualcloud ofrepeatedly em itted and

reabsorbed m agnons corresponding to a polarization of

the im m ediate localized spin neighbourhood.

O urm odel-Ham iltonian,builtup by the partialoper-

ators(2)and (21),

H = H 0 + H df (23)

can be considered as \m ultiband Kondo-lattice m odel"

(m -K LM ).W hile in the interaction partH df the m ulti-

band aspect appears only as an additionalsum m ation,

the subbands are intercorrelated via the single-particle

term H 0.

An im portantm odelparam eterisofcourse the e�ec-

tivecouplingconstantJS=W whereW isthewidth ofthe

\free" Bloch-band and S the localspin value. It turns

out that in particular the sign ofJ is decisive. O ther

m odelparam etersarethelatticestructureand theband

occupation

n =
X

m �

hnm �i (24)

In caseofan s-band n isa num berin between 0 and 2.

B . Exact lim iting case

The m any-body problem provoked by the m odel

Ham iltonian (23)israthersophisticated,up to now not

exactly solvable for the generalcase. Fortunately,how-

ever, there exists a non-trivial, very illustrative lim it-

ing case which is rigorously tractable,nevertheless ex-

hibiting allthe above m entioned elem entary excitations

processes31,32,33. Itrefersto a single electron in an oth-

erwise em pty conduction band being coupled to a ferro-

m agnetically saturated m om entsystem .Such asituation

ism et,e.g.,fortheferrom agneticsem iconductorEuO at

T = 0.Becauseoftheem ptyband andthetotallyaligned

spin system the hierarchy ofequation ofm otionsofthe

single-electron G reen function (8,9) decouples exactly.

O necan exploitexactrelationshipsofthefollowingkind:

h:::cim �i= hc
+

im � :::i= 0;h:::S
+

i i= hS
�

i :::i= 0

h:::Szii= hS
z
i :::i= �hS h:::i (25)

A troublesom e but straightforward calculation then ar-

rivesatthefollowing resultfortheselfenergy m atrix (8)

M̂ k�(E )= �
1

2
z�JS Î+ (1� z�)

1

4
J2S

1

�h
Ĝ 0(E + 1

2
JS)

Î� 1

2
J
1

�h
Ĝ 0(E + 1

2
JS)

(26)

1

�h
Ĝ 0(E )=

1

N

X

k

h

(E + �)̂I� T̂k

i� 1

(27)

The " spectrum is especially sim ple because the " elec-

tron cannotexchange itsspin with the parallely aligned

localspin system .O nly theIsing-typeinteraction in (21)

takescareforarigid shiftoftheselfenergyby� 1

2
JS.The

spectraldensities(11)are�-functionsrepresentingquasi-

particles with in�nite lifetim es. Realcorrelation e�ects

appear,however,in the # spectrum . The essentialscan

beseen alreadyforanon-degeneratesband.Fig.2shows

the energy dependence ofthe #-spectraldensity Sk#(E )

forsom esym m etry points.Furtherm ore,wehavechosen

a sclattice,S = 1=2 and W = 1 eV.

For weak coupling (e.g. J = 0:05 eV) the spectral

density consists of a single pronounced peak. The �-

nitewidth pointsto a �nitequasiparticlelifetim e dueto

som e spin ip processes,butthe sharpnessofthe peaks
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indicatesa long living quasiparticle. Thischangesdras-

tically even for ratherm oderate e�ective exchange cou-

plingsJS=W .O ne observesin certain partsofthe Bril-

louin zone,forstronglycoupled system seven in thewhole

Brillouin zone,that the spectraldensity splits into two

parts.Thesharp high-energy peak belongsto theform a-

tion ofthem agneticpolaron whilethebroad low-energy

part consists ofscattering states due to m agnon em is-

sion by the # electron. As long as the polaron peak is

abovethescattering spectrum thequasiparticlehaseven

an in�nite lifetim e. The scattering spectrum is in gen-

eralratherbroad becausetheem itted m agnon can carry

away any wave-vectorfrom the �rstBrillouin zone. Be-

cause ofthe concom itant spinip m agnon em ission can

happen only ifthereare"stateswithin reach.Therefore,

the scattering partextendsjustoverthatenergy region

where �"(E ) 6= 0. Som etim es,as e.g. for J = 0:6 eV

at the � point (Fig.2),the scattering part is surpris-

ingly bunched together to a prom inent peak,therefore

certainly visible in a respective (inverse)photoem ission

experim ent.Notethattheresultsin Fig.2 areexactand

free ofany uncontrollable approxim ation. They exhibit

typicalcorrelation e�ectswhich are by no m eansrepro-

duceableby a single-electron theory.

Very im portantforthefollowing procedureisthesim -

ple " result. It tells us that at (T = 0, n = 0) the

df-exchange interaction takes care only for a rigid shift

ofthe totalenergy spectrum without any deform ation,

which isthereforeidenticaltothe\free"Bloch spectrum .

Furtherm oreforthisspecialcaseam ean-�eld approxim a-

tion turnsoutto beexact.Though notexactly provable,

m any reliableapproaches26,31,34 show thatthisholds,at

least to a good approxim ation,for �nite band occupa-

tion,too. This willbe dem onstrated in Fig.3 for the

actualcaseofG d.

C . B and-structure calculations

Asdescribed in section IIthe hopping integralsT m m
0

ij

in the single-particle Ham iltonian H 0 (2) have to ab-

sorb the inuences of allthose interactions which are

notdirectly covered by ourm odelHam iltonian (23).For

thispurpose we have perform ed a spin polarized scalar-

relativistic ASW -band calculation forferrom agnetichcp

G d.The resultisplotted in Fig.1.The 4felectronsare

considered asvalence electrons. In section Iwe already

com m ented on the wrong position ofthe 4flevels.How-

ever,weneed asinputforthedeterm ination ofthequasi-

particlespectrum onlythe"partofthebandstructurebe-

cause ofthe following reason. The m ain problem ,when

using LDA-DFT results as renorm alized single-particle

input,is to avoid a double counting ofjustthe decisive

interband exchange coupling,nam ely once explicitely in

the interaction-part H 1 ofthe m odel-Ham iltonian and

then oncem oreim plicitely by thee�ectivesingle-particle

input. The exact lim iting case ofthe last section gives

thehinthow tocircum ventthisdouble-countingproblem .

J = 0.6 eV
J = 0.3 eV
J = 0.05 eV

-0.5 0 0.5
E [eV]

S
k
↓(E

)

Γ

X

M

R

FIG .2: Exact # spectraldensity ofthe single-band K ondo-

lattice m odelat T = 0 as function ofthe energy for several

sym m etry points in the �rst Brillouin zone and for di�erent

exchange couplings J. Param eters: S = 1=2, W = 1 eV,

n = 0,sc lattice.

For an em pty band (n = 0) and ferrom agnetic satura-

tion the " spectrum isonly rigidly shifted by a constant

energy am ount (� 1

2
JS) com pared to the \free" Bloch

spectrum .Asm entioned,m odelapproachesconvincingly

dem onstratethatthisrem ainstruefor�nite band occu-

pation (less than half-�lled bands !),too,at least to a

very good approxim ation.Forlessthan half-�lled bands

wethereforecan identify the (T = 0,� = ")-LDA results

(without the 4fpart) with the free Bloch energies. By

this procedure we do not explicitely switch o� the df-

interband exchange but rather exploit the fact that for

them entioned specialcasetheinterband exchangeleads

only to a trivialrigid shift. The wrong position ofthe

LDA-4f# statesthereforedoesnotbotherusbecausewe

need excludingly the" spectrum .O n theotherhand,we

can be sure that allthe other interactions,as e.g. the

Coulom b interaction ofthe 5d electrons,are excellently

accounted forby the LDA.W e note in passing,thatfor

m ore than half-�lled bands we would have to take the

(T = 0,� = #)-spectrum (particle-holesym m etry).

After de�ning the single-particle input there rem ains

only oneparam eter,nam ely theexchangecoupling J.It

isnotconsidered asa freeparam eter,buttaken from the

bandstructurecalculation.Itiscom m only accepted that

an LDA treatm entofferrom agntism isquite com patible

with a m ean-�eld ansatz17,35,so thattheexchangesplit-

ting in Fig.1 should am ountto � = JS (see next sec-

tion).W erealize,however,thattheassum ption ofarigid

splitting istoo sim ple. A slightenergy and wave-vector

dependence ofthe exchange splitting is found by LDA,

too.W ehavethereforeaveraged theT = 0-splitting over
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N p prom inentfeaturesin the Q -DO S ofG d arriving at

J =
1

N pS

X

p

� p � 0:3eV (28)

Thisisofthe sam e orderofm agnitude asfound forEu

chalcogenides36,37. There are then no other param eters

in ourtheory.

The validity ofthe above assum ptionswillbe dem on-

strated laterwith Fig.3.

IV . M A N Y -B O D Y EVA LU A T IO N

The m ultiband-K LM (23) does not allow a rigorous

solution except for som e specialcases. Approxim ations

are unavoidable. There are two partialproblem s to be

solved, one concernig the ferrom agnetism m ainly pro-

vokedbythelocalized 4fm om ents,theotherdealingwith

the tem perature reaction ofthe conduction-band states

duetothem agneticstateofthem om entsystem .In addi-

tion,both partshaveto becom bined in a self-consistent

m anner.

Forthe electronic partwe have developed in the past

severalapproaches26,34,38,which alllead,at least qual-

itatively,to the sam e result. The \interpolating selfen-

ergy approach"34,38 is in particular trustworthy for al-

m ostem pty or alm ostfullbands. For interm ediate �ll-

ings as in the case ofG d the \m om ent conserving de-

coupling approach" (M CDA)26 seem sto bem orerecom -

m endable. So we use it here. Since this approach has

been exhibited in detailin Ref.26 we can restrict our-

selvesin the following to the centralpartswhich are vi-

talfor the understanding ofthe underlying procedure.

To m ake the representation as clear as possible we de-

velop them ethod in thenextsection forthespecialcase

ofa non-degenerateband. The orbitalindex isthen su-

peruous. The generalization forthe degenerate case is

straightforward. The investigation ofthe m agnetic part

followsin the second subsection.

A . C onduction electron selfenergy

According to (8) the solution of the problem needs

the knowledge of the selfenergy M k�(E ). The

above-m entioned M CDA isa non-perturbationalG reen-

function theory.Itstartsfrom theequation ofm otion of

the site-dependentsingle-electron G reen function (8):

X

m

�

(E + �)�im � Tim
�

G m j�(E )= �h�ij

�
1

2
J

�

z��ii;j�(E )+ Fii;j�(E )

�

(29)

O ur approxim ation attacks the equations ofm otion of

the \Ising-function"

�im ;j�(E )= hhS
z
icm �;c

+

j�iiE (30)

and the \spin-ip function":

Fim ;j�(E )= hhS
� �
i cm � �;c

+

j�iiE (31)

These equations of m otion contain still higher G reen

functionswhich are decoupled to geta closed system of

equations.Letusexem plify theprocedureby a \higher"

G reen function ofthetypehhA i[cl�;H df]� ;c
+

j�iiE ,where

A i is any com bination oflocal-m om entand band oper-

ators. The o�-diagonalterm si6= m are approached by

use ofthe selfenergy elem entsM lr� (\selfenergy trick"),

in acertain senseasageneralizationoftheexactequation

(10):

hhA i[cl�;H df]� ;c
+

j�iiE )
X

r

M lr�(E )hhA icr�;c
+

j�iiE

(32)

The right-hand side is a linear com bination of\lower"

G reen functionswith the selfenergy elem entsasselfcon-

sistently to be determ ined coe�cients. To account for

thestrong localcorrelationsthediagonalterm si= lare

handled with specialcare:

hhA i[ci�;H df]� ;c
+

j�iiE =��G ij�(E )+ ���ii;j�(E )

+�Fii;j�(E ) (33)

Such an ansatz is constructed in such a way that all

known exactlim iting cases(atom ic lim it,ferrom agnetic

saturation,localspin S = 1=2,n = 0,n = 2,:::)areex-

actly ful�lled. The at�rstunknown coe�cients� �,��,

� are eventually found by equating exact high-energy

expansion (spectralm om ents)ofthe selfenergy. As the

other above-m entioned m ethods34,38 the M CDA arrives

atthe following structureofthe selfenergy:

M k�(E )= �
1

2
Jz�hS

zi+ J
2
D k(E ;J) (34)

Restriction to the �rstterm ,only,isjustthe m ean-�eld

approach to the K LM ,which is correct for su�ciently

weak couplingsJ,being m ainly due to the Ising-partin

(21).W ithoutthesecond partitwouldgiverisetoaspin-

polarized splitting of the conduction band. The term

D k�(E ;J)ism orecom plicated being predom inantly de-

term ined by spin exchangeprocessesdueto thespin-ip

term in the Ham iltonian (21). Itisa com plicated func-

tionalofthe selfenergy itself,and thatforboth spin di-

rections, i.e. (34) is an im plicit equation for M k�(E )

and notatallan analytic solution. D k�(E ;J)depends,

furtherm ore,on m ixed spin correlationssuch ashSzini�i,

hS
+

i c
+

i#
ci"i,:::,built up by com binations oflocalized-

spin and itinerant-electron operators. Fortunately, all

these m ixed correlationscan rigorously be expressed via

the spectraltheorem by any ofthe G reen functions in-

volved in the hierarchy ofthe M CDA.However,there

are also pure local-m om ent correlation functions ofthe

form hSzii,hS
�

i S
�

i i,h(S
z
i)

2i,::: which also have to be

expressed by the electronicselfenergy M k�(E ).
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B . M odi�ed R K K Y interaction

To getsuch expectation valuesoflocal-spin com bina-

tions we m ap the interband exchange operator (21) on

an e�ective Heisenberg Ham iltonian26,27:

H df = �
J

�h
2

X

im

�im � Si =) �
X

ij

J
e�
ij Si� Sj (35)

W e usehereagain the fullm ultiband version.The m ap-

ping is done by averaging out the electronic degrees of

freedom �im ! h�im i
(c).Thatm eans,in thelastanaly-

sis,to determ inetheexpectation valuehc
+

k+ qm �
ckm �0i

(c)

The averaging h� � � i(c) hasto be done in the conduction

electron subspacewherethelocalspinsSi can betreated

asclassicalvariables:

hc
+

k+ qm �
ckm �0i

(c) =
1

�0
Tr(e� �H

0

c
+

k+ qm �
ckm �0) (36)

H 0 is form ally the sam e as in (23),except for the fact

thatfortheaveragingprocessthef-spin operatorsareto

be considered as c num bers,therefore not a�ecting the

trace. �0 is the corresponding grand partition function.

W e use the spectraltheorem for the \restricted" G reen

function,

G
m m

0

k�0;k+ q�(E )= hhckm �0;c
+

k+ qm 0�
iiE (37)

to �x theexpectation value(36).Eq.(37)standsforthe

usualde�nition (9)ofaretarded G reen function,onlythe

averageshaveto bedonein theHilbertspaceofH 0.The

equation ofm otion ofĜ reads(in m atrix representation

with respectto the orbitalindicesm ,m 0):

Ĝ k�0;k+ q�(E )= �q;0���0Ĝ
(0)

k
(E )�

�
J

2N

X

i�00k0

�

e
i(k� k

0
)� Ri(Si� �)�0�00 �Ĝ

(0)

k
(E )Ĝ k0�0;k+ q�(E )

+ ei(k
0
� (k+ q))� Ri(Si� �)�00� Ĝ k�0;k0�00(E )Ĝ

(0)

k+ q
(E )

�

(38)

This equation is exact and can be iterated up to any

desired accuracy. Ĝ
(0)

k
(E ) is the G reen function m atrix

ofthe \free" electron system :

Ĝ
(0)

k
(E )= �h

h

(E + �)̂I� T̂k

i� 1

(39)

Ifwe stop the iteration in (38) after the �rst nontriv-

ialstep,i.e. replacing Ĝ on the right-hand side by the

\free" G reen function m atrix,then wearriveatthewell-

knownRK K Y-result27,which canbeequivalentlyderived

by use ofconventionalsecond-orderperturbation theory

with respectto J starting from the unpolarized conduc-

tion electron gas. To incorporate the exchange-induced

conduction electron spin polarization to a higherdegree

we replace the restricted G reen function on the right-

hand sideof(38)notby the\free" butby thefullsingle-

electron G reen function m atrix Ĝ k�(E )de�ned in (8):

Ĝ k0�00;k+ q�(E )�! �k0;k+ q��00� Ĝ k+ q�(E ) (40)

Ĝ k�0;k0�00(E )�! �k;k0��0�00Ĝ k�0(E ) (41)

Aftersom e m anipulationsthatreplacem entleadsto the

following e�ective exchangeintegrals:

J
e�
ij =

J2

8N �

X

kqm �

e
� iq� (Ri� R j)

Z + 1

� 1

dE f� (E )?

Im

h�

Ĝ k�(E � �)Ĝ
(0)

k+ q
(E � �)

�m m

+

�

Ĝ
(0)

k
(E � �)Ĝ k+ q�(E � �)

�m m i

(42)

These e�ective exchange integralsare functionalsofthe

electronicselfenergy M̂ k�(E )gettingtherewith adistinct

tem perature-and carrierconcentration dependence.Ne-

glecting M̂ k�(E ),i.e. replacing in (42) the fullby the

\free" G reen function, leads to the m ultiband version

ofthe conventionalRK K Y-exchange integrals39,40. Via

M̂ k�(E ) higher order term s ofthe conduction electron

spin polarization enterthe\m odi�ed" RK K Y (42)which

isthereforenotrestricted to weak couplings,only.

To getfrom thee�ectiveHeisenberg Ham iltonian (35)

them agneticpropertiesofthem ultiband K LM weapply

thestandard Tyablikow-approxim ation41 which isknown

to yield convincing resultsin thelow aswellashigh tem -

perature region. Allthe above m entioned local-m om ent

correlationsare then expressed by the electronic selfen-

ergy.W e thereforeend up with a closed system ofequa-

tionsthatcan besolved self-consistentlyforallquantities

ofinterest.Foradetailed discussion oftheso-foundprop-

erties ofthe single-band K LM the reader is referred to

our previous publications26,27,42. W e use the theory in

the nextsection to �nd the electronic and the m agnetic

propertiesofthe ferrom agnetic4f-m etalG adolinium .

V . M A G N ET IC A N D ELEC T R O N IC

P R O P ER T IES O F G A D O LIN IU M

Fig.3 showsthepartial(5d,6s,6p)quasiparticleden-

sitiesofstatesatT = 0,asthey arefound by ourm ethod

and com pared to the pure ASW -LDA.The " spin parts

are alm ost identicalfor both m ethods. That con�rm s

ourprocedure,explained in section IIIC,forthe com bi-

nation ofthem any-body m odelevaluation and the"�rst

principles" bandstructure calculation. O bviously a dou-

ble counting ofany decisive interaction hasalm ostper-

fectly been avoided.Thestillobservablevery sm alldevi-

ationsm ightbe due to the �nite band occupation. The

statem ent that the up-spin spectrum at T = 0 is only

rigidly shifted (26) com pared to the free spectrum can

be proven,strictly speaking,only for em pty bands. As

m entioned,alotofreliableapproaches26,27,38 supportthe

assum ption thatthisistrue,atleastto a very good ap-

proxim ation,for �nite carrier densities,too. However,

slight deviations m ay appear. Furtherm ore,the band-

and wave-vector-independence ofthe exchange coupling

J (28)issurely an oversim pli�cation and m ay also con-

tributetothedeviationsin the"spectrum .Nevertheless,

thealm ostcom pletecoincidencebetween LDA and m odel
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FIG .3:Spin resolved densitiesofstatesofthe6s,6p,and 5d

bands ofG d as functions ofthe energy at T = 0. Fulllines

forthe ASW -LDA calculation,broken linesforourtheory."

(#)spectra in upper(lower)halvesofthe �gures.

resultsdem onstratethattherearehardly any exchange-

caused correlation e�ectsin the " spectrum ofthe local-

m om ent ferrom agnet at T = 0 (ferrom agnetic satura-

tion).

The#partoftheT = 0-spectrum ,however,exhibitsal-

ready strong correlation e�ectsdueto theexchangecou-

pling ofthe band states to the 4fm om entsystem ,pre-

dom inantlyin the5d subband.They follow from m agnon

em ission processes ofthe down-spin electrons and to a

lesserextentfrom the form ation ofm agneticpolarons.

Integration up to the Ferm iedge yields the T = 0

contribution oftheconduction electronsto them agnetic

m om ent.W e �nd

�� = 0:71� B : (43)

Since in ourm odelthe 4fm om entshavea �xed valueof

7 �B the totalm om ent am ounts to 7.71 �B very close

to the experim entalvalue of7.63 �B
2. O ur value is a

bit sm aller than that from the LDA+ U calculation in

Ref.11.

The procedure explained in the preceding sectionsal-

lowsfora determ ination ofthe fulltem perature depen-

dence ofthe energy spectrum and the m agnetic proper-

ties ofG d. The selfconsistentevaluation yields a ferro-

m agneticlow-tem peraturephasewith astonishingprecise

key-data.Fig.4exhibitsthem agnetization curvein com -

〉
〈

S
z

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

0 50 100 150 200 250 300

’SzNew.dat’

T [K]

exp.

theory

FIG .4:M agnetization curveforferrom agneticG adolinium as

function ofthe tem perature. The triangles representexperi-

m entaldata taken from Ref.2.

parison totheexperim entaldataofRef.2.Thereisprac-

tically an exactagreem ent. In particularthe calculated

Curietem perature,

TC = 294:1K ; (44)

being known as a very sensitive entity of m agnetism ,

hardly deviatesfrom the experim entalvalue of293.2 K .

Notethatthereisin principleno�tting param eterin our

theory,even the exchangeconstantJ (28)istaken from

the LDA input. W e therefore have to conclude thatthe

m odi�ed RK K Y theory (Section IV B),with thee�ective

exchange integrals being functionals of the conduction

electron selfenergy,describes the ferrom agnetism ofG d

in an absolutely convincing m anner.

Since we did not consider a direct exchange interac-

tion between the localized 4fm om entsthe induced spin

polarization oftheconduction electronsm ediatesthein-

direct coupling. The "a priori" only slightly correlated

5d/6s/6p band states therefore exhibit a distinct tem -

perature dependence ascan be seen forthe totalquasi-

particle density ofstatesin Fig.5. The T = 0 splitting

is responsible for the band contribution (43) to the to-

talm agnetic m om ent. W ith increasing tem perature the

induced splitting reducessteadily collapsing atTC . The

shiftisnotatallrigid ("Stonerlike"),butwith clearde-

form ations. The latter point to a substantialinuence

ofnonlineare�ectssuch asm agnon em ission and absorp-

tion and m agneticpolaron form ation,in particularwhat

concernsthed states.Theloweredgeofthe" spectrum ,

predom inantly built up by 6s states (Fig.3), shows a

red shiftupon cooling below TC asitistypicalforlocal-

m om entsystem s,�rstobserved forinsulatorsand sem i-

conductors such as EuO and EuS43. The tem perature

behaviouratthe chem icalpotentialisnotso clear.
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FIG .5: Q uasiparticle density of states of the valence and

conduction bandsofG d asfunction oftheenergy (E � �)(�:

chem icalpotential)forfourdi�erenttem peratures.Thetotal

densitiesofstatesconsistof5d,6s,and 6p contributions.

Thesingle-electron spectraldensity (11)representsthe

bare line shape ofan angle- and spin-resolved photoe-

m ission experim ent. Pronounced peaks in the spectral

density de�nethequasiparticleband structure.Forfour

high-sym m etry points (�,A,H,M ) we have calculated

the energy dependence ofthe spectraldensity in the va-

lence and conduction band region.The resultsforthree

di�erent tem peratures (T = 0,200,295 K ) are repre-

sented in Figs.6 to 9. The T = 0-" spectra alwayscon-

sist ofrelatively sharp peaks pointing at quasiparticles

with long,som etim es even in�nite lifetim es. In case of

in�nite lifetim e (realselfenergy) the spectraldensity is

a �-function. For plotting reasons we have then added

a sm allim aginary part(i�;� = 0:01)to the electronic

selfenergy.Forem ptyenergybandsthe"spectrum would

consistatT = 0 exclusively of�-peaks. Thisisjustthe

exactlim itingcasediscussed in Sec.IIIB.Itm eansnoth-

ing elsethan thata " electron cannotundergo any scat-

tering processifthe localized 4fm om entsare ferrom ag-

neticallysaturated.However,for�niteandnotfullyspin-

polarized band occupationssom espin exchangeprocesses

m ay happen giving riseto slightquasiparticledam pings.

Fig.6 showsthe energy dependence ofthe spectralden-

sityatthe�pointforthreedi�erenttem peratures.T = 0

m eansferrom agnetic4fsaturation (Fig.4)whileT = 295

K isslightlyabovethecalculated Curietem perature(44).

At T = 200 K the m om ent system is partially ordered.

Thelow energy peaksbelong to 6sstates(Figs.1 and 3).

They arespin splitin theferrom agneticphase,wherethe

induced exchangesplitting dim inishescontinuously with

increasing tem perature,collapsing atT = TC ("Stoner-

like" behaviour). That agrees with the photoem ission

data ofK im et al.19. Sim ilar tem perature behaviour is

found for the other quasiparticle peaks, too, and also

for the other sym m etry points A,H and M (Figs.7,8,

9). These theoreticalresultscontradicta bitourprevi-

ous investigation25 according to which in som e cases a

persisting splitting in the param agneticphase should be

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

S
k

(E-µ) [eV]

Γ

T = 0 K
T = 200 K
T = 295 K

FIG .6: Spin resolved single-electron spectraldensity ofG d

at the � point as function ofthe energy (E � �) for three

di�erenttem peratures.Upperhalf:" spectrum ,lowerhalf:#

spectrum .

possible.The am biguity com esalong with the necessary

decom position ofthetotalspectrum into non-degenerate

subbands. That can be done,in principle,in di�erent

ways,and,at least in our opinion,it is not \a priori"

clear which is the correct procedure. In this work we

have used a m ethod thatretainsthe fullatom ic-orbital

sym m etry.Theresulting ratherbroad subbands(Fig.3)

causecorrespondingly sm alle�ectiveexchangecouplings

J=W . The selfenergy M k�(E ) (34) is then dom inated

by the �rst term and therewith relatively close to the

m ean-�eld solution of the sf- (K ondo-lattice-) m odel.

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

S
k

(E-µ) [eV]

A

T = 0 K
T = 200 K
T = 295 K

FIG .7:The sam e asin Fig.6 butforthe A point.

The"Stonercollapsing" isa typicalfeatureofthe weak-

coupling (m ean-�eld) region. The band decom position

used in Ref.25 leads to substantially sm aller subband

widthsand therewith to strongere�ectiveexchangecou-

plings.

A generalobservation isthatwith increasing tem pera-

turethe excitation peaksaregetting broader,i.e.quasi-



11

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10

S
k

(E-µ) [eV]

H

T = 0 K
T = 200 K
T = 295 K

FIG .8:The sam e asin Fig.6 butforthe H point.
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FIG .9:The sam e asin Fig.6 butforthe M point.

particle lifetim es decrease. Raising tem perature m eans

enhancingm agnon densitiesand therewith ahigherprob-

abilityforelectron-m agnonspinip scattering.Thed-like

statesnearand around the chem icalpotential� exhibit

strongercorrelation e�ectsthan thelow-energy 6sstates

orhigh-energy 6p states,again dueto thelargere�ective

couplingconstantJ=W .Contraryto theH and M points

(Figs.8,9)thereisnospectralweightatthechem icalpo-

tentialforthe � and A points(Figs.6,7).

V I. SU M M A R Y

In thispaperwe have used a com bination ofa m any-

body approach to the K ondo-lattice(s-f)m odelwith an

LDA-DFT band structure calculation to get in a real-

istic and selfconsistent m anner the electronic and m ag-

neticpropertiesoftherareearth m etalgadolinium .The

m any-body approach haspreviously been developed and

tested in severalm odelstudies.Itconsistsofa m om ent-

conserving decoupling approach for the single-electron

G reen function,which ful�llsa m axim um num berofex-

actlim iting cases,and a m odi�ed RK K Y theory forthe

localized m om ent system . The e�ective exchange inte-

grals between the localized spins turn out to be func-

tionalsoftheelectronicselfenergy.In the weak coupling

lim itthe approach agreeswith the conventionalRK K Y

theory.

As single-electron (Bloch) energies we have used the

resultsofan ASW band structure calculation therewith

guaranteeing that allthose interactions which are not

explicitly covered by the K ondo-lattice m odelare taken

into accountin a ratherrealisticm anner.An exactlim -

iting case ofthe m odelcould be exploited to avoid the

well-known double counting problem . In a strict sense

the m ethod doesnotcontain any really free param eter.

The 4f-5d exchange coupling constant J, which enters

the theory via the K ondo-lattice m odel,is�tted by the

LDA input.

The results ofour theoreticalinvestigation agree as-

tonishingly wellwith the experim entaldata ofG d. The

selfconsistentapproachpredictscorrectlyaferrom agnetic

low-tem perature phase. The m agnetic T = 0 m om ent

is with 7.71 �B very close to the experim entalvalue of

7.63�B .Even theextrem ely sensitiveCurietem perature

hardly deviatesfrom therealG d value(theory:294.1 K ,

experim ent:293.2K ).Thevalenceand conduction bands

exhibit a rem arkable induced tem perature dependence.

TheT = 0exchangesplittingexplainstheexcessm om ent

of0.63 �B (or0.71 �B ),thatcannotbe ascribed to the

seven 4felectrons. The tem perature dependence ofthe

exchange splitting roughly scales with the m acroscopic

m agnetization collapsing atTC (\Stoner-behaviour")as

ithasbeen observed in photoem ission experim ents.Cor-

relation e�ectslead toadistincttem peraturedependence

ofthe quasiparticledam ping.

W ebelievethattheproposed com bination ofa careful

m any-body treatm entofa propertheoreticalm odelwith

an ab initio band structurecalculation yieldsa ratherre-

alisticdescription oftheferrom agnetic4fm etalG adolin-

ium .
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