
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
40

64
87

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
tr

-e
l]

  2
1 

Ju
n 

20
04

N onquasiparticle states in half-m etallic

ferrom agnets

V.Yu.Irkhin1,M .I.K atsnelson2,and A.I.Lichtenstein3

1Institute ofM etalPhysics,620219,Ekaterinburg,Russia
2
D epartm entofPhysics,Uppsala University,Box 530,SE-751 21 Uppsala,

Sweden
3Institute ofTheoreticalPhysics,University ofHam burg,Jungiusstrasse 9,20355

Ham burg,G erm any

Sum m ary. Anom alousm agneticand electronicpropertiesofthehalf-m etallic fer-

rom agnets (HM F) have been discussed.The generalconception ofthe HM F elec-

tronicstructurewhich takeintoaccountthem ostim portantcorrelation e�ectsfrom

electron-m agnon interactions,in particular,the spin-polaron e�ects,is presented.

Specialattention is paid to the so called non-quasiparticle (NQ P) or incoherent

stateswhich are presentin the gap nearthe Ferm ileveland can give considerable

contributionsto therm odynam icand transportproperties.Prospectsofexperim en-

talobservation ofthe NQ P states in core-levelspectroscopy is discussed.Special

featuresoftransportpropertiesofthe HM F which are connected with theabsence

ofone-m agnon spin-ip scattering processesareinvestigated.Thetem peratureand

m agnetic �eld dependences of resistivity in various regim es are calculated.It is

shown that the NQ P states can give a dom inate contribution to the tem perature

dependence ofthe im purity-induced resistivity and in the tunneljunction conduc-

tivity.FirstprinciplecalculationsoftheNQ P-statesfortheprototypehalf-m etallic

m aterialNiM nSb within thelocal-density approxim ation plusdynam icalm ean �eld

theory (LDA+ D M FT)are presented.

1 Introduction

Half-m etallic ferrom agnets(HM F)[1,2,3]attractrecently a greatscienti� c

and industrialattentions due to their im portance for spin-dependent elec-

tronicsor\spintronics" [4].The HM F have m etallic electronic structure for

one spin projection (m ajority-orm inority-spin states),butforthe opposite

spin direction theFerm ilevelliesin theenergy gap [1].Thereforethespin-up

and spin-down contributions to electronic transport properties have di� er-

ent orders ofm agnitude,which can result in a huge m agnetoresistance for

heterostructurescontaining the HM F [2].

Atthe sam e tim e,the HM F are very interesting conceptually asa class

ofm aterialswhich m ay be suitableforinvestigation ofthe essentially m any-

body physics\beyond standard band theory".In them ostcasesm any-body

e� ects lead only to renorm alization ofthe quasiparticle param eters in the

senseofLandau’sFerm iliquid theory,theelectronicliquid being qualitatively

sim ilarto theelectron gas(see,e.g.,[5,6].O n theotherhand,dueto speci� c

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0406487v1
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band structure ofthe HM F,an im portant role belongs here to incoherent

(nonquasiparticle,NQ P)stateswhich occurnearthe Ferm ilevelbecause of

correlation e� ects[2].TheappearanceofNQ P statesin theenergy gap near

theFerm ilevelisoneofthem ostinterestingcorrelation e� ectstypicalforthe

HM F.Theorigin ofthesestatesisconnected with \spin-polaron" processes:

the spin-down low-energy electron excitations,which are forbidden for the

HM F in standard one-particle schem e,turn out to be possible as superpo-

sitions ofspin-up electron excitations and virtualm agnons.The density of

thesenonquasiparticlestatesvanishesattheFerm ilevel,butincreasesdrasti-

cally attheenergy scaleoftheorderofa characteristicm agnon frequency !.

TheNQ P stateswere� rstconsidered theoretically by Edwardsand Hertz[7]

in the fram ework ofa broad-band Hubbard m odelforitinerantelectron fer-

rom agnets.Lateritwasdem onstrated [8]thatfora narrow-band (in� nite-U )

Hubbard m odelthe whole spectralweightforonespin projection belongsto

theNQ P stateswhich isofcrucialim portancefortheproblem ofstability of

Nagaoka’sferrom agnetism [9]and foradequatedescription ofcorresponding

excitation spectrum .TheNQ P statesin thes� dexchangem odelofm agnetic

sem iconductorshavebeen considered in Ref.[10].Itwasshown thatdepend-

ing on thesign ofthes� d exchangeintegral,theNQ P statescan form either

only below the Ferm ienergy E F oronly aboveit.Lateritwasrealized that

theHM F arenaturalsubstancesfortheoreticaland experim entalinvestigat-

ing ofthe NQ P e� ects [11].A variety ofthese e� ects in the electronic and

m agnetic propertieshasbeen considered (forreview ofthe earlierworkssee

Ref.[2])and som e recentdevelopm entswillbe discussed in the presentpa-

per.Asan exam pleofhighly unusualpropertiesofthe NQ P states,wenote

thatthey can contribute to the T-linearterm in the electron heatcapacity

[11,12],despite their density at E F vanishes at tem perature T = 0.Exis-

tence ofthe NQ P statesatthe HM F surface hasbeen predicted in Ref.[13]

and m ay be im portantfortheirdetection by surface-sensitivem ethodssuch

asthe ARPES [14]orby spin-polarized scanning tunneling m icroscopy [15].

Recently the density ofNQ P stateshasbeen calculated from � rstprinciples

fora prototypeHM F,NiM nSb [16].Som ee� ectsoftheNQ P stateson phys-

icalpropertiesofthe HM F willbe considered below.Becauseofthe volum e

restrictionswewillconcentrateon severalexam plesskippingthetem perature

dependence ofnuclearm agneticrelaxation rate[17]and m any others.

2 O rigin ofnonquasiparticle states and electron spin

polarization in the gap

From theoreticalpoint ofview,the HM F are characterized by the absence

ofm agnons decay into the Stoner excitations (pairs electron-hole with the

oppositespins).Thereforespin wavesarewellde� ned in the wholeBrillouin

zone,sim ilar to the Heisenberg ferrom agnetsand degenerate ferrom agnetic

sem iconductors.Thus,unlike forthe usualitinerantferrom agnets,e� ectsof
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electron-m agnon interactions(so-called spin-polaron e� ects)arenotm asked

by theStonerexcitationsin theHM F and m ay bestudied in a \pure" form .

Aswewillseebelow,theelectron-m agnon scatteringresultsin theoccurrence

ofNQ P states.

W estartourconsideration oftheinteraction ofchargecarrierswith local

m om entsin the standard s-d exchangem odel[18].Thes-d exchangeHam il-

tonian reads

H =
X

k�

tkc
y

k�
ck� �

X

qk

Ik;k+ q

X

��

Sqc
y

k�
��� ck�q� �

X

q

JqSqS�q (1)

where c
y

k�
,ck� and Sq are operatorsforconduction electronsand localized

spinsin the quasim om entum representation,the electron spectrum tk isre-

ferred to the Ferm ilevelE F ,Ik;k+ q is the s-d exchange param eter,� are

thePaulim atrices.W eincludein theHam iltonian explicitly the\direct" d-d

exchange interaction (lastterm in Eq.(1))to constructperturbation theory

in a convenientform .In realm aterials,thisinteraction m ay havea superex-

change nature orresultfrom the indirectexchange via conduction electrons

(in theHM F situation,thisisnotreduced to theRK K Y interaction).In the

lattercase,thed-d exchangeinteraction com esfrom thesam es-d interaction

and cannotbeconsidered asan independentparam eter.However,asdem on-

strated by directcalculations(seee.g.Refs.[10,19]),thecorrespondingterm s

with m agnon frequenciesoccurin higherorderoftheI perturbations,forthe

casewherethe bared-d exchangeinteraction isabsent.

The s-d exchange m odeldoesnotdescribe properly the electronic struc-

tureforsuch HM F astheHeusleralloysorCrO 2,wherethereisno dom ina-

tion ofthesp-electronsin electronictransport,and a separation ofelectrons

into a localized d-like and a delocalized s-likegroup isquestionable.In such

a case,the Hubbard m odelwhich describes the Coulom b correlations in a

d-band ism oreappropriate.However,qualitative e� ectsofelectron-m agnon

interaction do notdepend on them icroscopicm odel.Thecalculationsofthe

electron and m agnon G reen’sfunctionsin thenon-degenerateHubbard m odel

were perform ed in Refs.[7,11]and gave practically the sam e resultas the

s-d exchangem odelwith sim plereplacem entofI by theHubbard param eter

U .

Asdem onstrated by analysisoftheelectron-spin coupling,theNQ P pic-

ture turns out to be di� erent for two possible signs ofthe s� d exchange

param eter I.For I < 0 case,the spin-up NQ P states appears below the

Ferm ilevelas an isolated region in the energy dyagram (Fig.1).The oc-

cupied states with the totalspin S � 1 are a superposition of the states

jSij#iand jS � 1ij"i.The entanglem entofthe statesofelectron and spin

subsystem swhich isnecessary to form the NQ P statesisa purely quantum

e� ect form ally disappearing atS ! 1 .For qualitative understanding why

the NQ P states are form ed only below the E F in this case,we consider a

lim itI ! � 1 .Then the charge carrierisreally a m any-body state ofthe
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Fig.1.D ensity ofstatesin a half-m etallic ferrom agnetwith I < 0 (schem atically).

Non-quasiparticle stateswith � = " occurbelow the Ferm ilevel.

occupied sitewith totalspin S � 1=2;which propagatesin theferrom agnetic

m edium with spin S atany othersite.ThefractionsofthestatesjSij#iand

jS � 1ij"iin thechargem obilecarrierstateare1=(2S + 1)and 2S=(2S + 1),

respectively,so that the � rst num ber is just a spectralweight ofoccupied

spin-up electron NQ P states.Atthesam etim e,thedensity ofem ptystatesis

m easured by thenum berofelectronswith a given spin projection which can

added to thesystem .Itisobviousthatonecannotputany spin-up electrons

in thespin-up sitewith I = � 1 .Thereforethedensity ofNQ P statesshould

vanish abovethe the E F .

O n contrary,for the I > 0 case,the spin-down NQ P scattering states

form a \tail" oftheupperspin-down band,which startsfrom theE F (Fig.2)

since the Pauliprinciple prevents electron scattering into occupied states.

A sim ilar analysis ofthe lim it I ! + 1 helps to understand the situation

qualitatively.

Itisworthwhile to note thatin the m ostknown HM F energy gap exists

form inority-spin states[2]which issim ilarto the case I > 0,therefore the

NQ P statesshould arise above the Ferm ienergy.Forexceptionalcaseswith

them ajority-spin gap such asadoubleperovskiteSr2FeM oO 6 [20]oneshould

expecttheNQ P statesbelow theFerm ienergy.Thiswould beveryinteresting

since in the latter case the NQ P states can be probed by spin-polarized

photoem ission which is technically m uch sim pler than spin-polarized BIS

spectra [21]needed to probethe em pty NQ P states.

Let us consider now the density ofstates (DO S) schem e for the HM F

within the s� d exchangem odelm ore quantitatively [2,10].Neglecting the

k -dependence ofs� d exchange interaction,the electron G reen’s function

hasthe following form

G
�
k(E )= [E � tk� � �k�(E )]

�1
(2)



Nonquasiparticle statesin half-m etallic ferrom agnets 5

Fig.2.D ensity ofstatesin a half-m etallic ferrom agnetwith I > 0 (schem atically).

Non-quasiparticle stateswith � = # occurabove the Ferm ilevel.

where tk� = tk � �IhSziisthe m ean-� eld electron spectrum and �k�(E )is

the self-energy which describe the electron-m agnon interactions.W ithin the

second orderapproxim ation in I onehas� k�(E )= 2I2SQ �
k
(E )with

Q
"

k
(E )=

X

q

N q + n
#

k+ q

E � tk+ q# + !q
; Q

#

k
(E )=

X

q

1+ N q � n
"

k�q

E � tk�q" � !q
(3)

Below we willpresent m ore accurate results for the G reen’s functions (see

Eq.(29))buthere the lowest-orderperturbation expression (3)willbe su� -

cient.

Using an expansion oftheDyson equation (2)weobtain a sim pleexpres-

sion forthe electron DO S (� 1

�
Im

P

k
G k�(E))

N �(E )=
X

k

�(E � tk�)�
X

k

�
0(E � tk�)Re�k�(E)�

1

�

X

k

Im �k�(E)

(E � tk�)
2
(4)

Thesecond term in theright-hand sideofEq.(4)describestherenorm aliza-

tion ofquasiparticle energies.The third term ,which arisesfrom the branch

cut ofthe self-energy � k�(E ),describes the incoherent (nonquasiparticle)

contribution owing to scattering by m agnons.O ne can see that the NQ P

doesnotvanish in the energy region,corresponding to the \alien" spin sub-

band with the opposite projection � �.Substituting Eq.(3)into Eq.(4)and

neglecting the quasiparticleshiftweobtain forthe caseofHM F with I > 0

N "(E )=
X

kq

�

1�
2I2SN q

(tk+ q# � tk")
2

�

�(E � tk")

N #(E )= 2I2S
X

kq

1+ N q � nk"

(tk+ q# � tk" � !q)
2
�(E � tk" � !q) (5)
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The DO S forcase ofthe em pty conduction band isshown in Fig.3.The

T 3=2-dependence ofthe m agnon contribution to the residue ofthe G reen’s

function (2),which followsfrom (3),i.e.ofthee� ective electron m assin the

lowerspin subband,and an increasewith tem peratureofthe incoherenttail

from the upperspin subband resultin a strong tem perature dependence of

partialdensitiesofstatesN �(E ),the correctionsbeing ofoppositesign.

Fig.3. D ensity ofstates in the s-d m odelin the case ofem pty conduction band

(I > 0).AtT = 0 (solid line)the spin-polaron tailofspin-down statesreachesthe

band bottom .The dashed line correspondsto �nite tem peratures.

The behaviourofN (E )nearthe Ferm ilevelin the HM F (ordegenerate

ferrom agnetic sem iconductor)turnsoutto be also non-trivial(Figs.2,3).If

we neglect m agnon frequencies in the denom inators ofEq.(5),the partial

density ofincoherentstatesshould occurasa jum p aboveorbelow theFerm i

energy E F forthe case ofI > 0 and I < 0 respectively owing to the Ferm i

distribution functions.An account of� nite m agnon frequencies !q = D q2

(D isthe spin sti� nessconstant)leadsto the sm earing ofthese singularities

on the energy interval! � E F ,with the N (E F ) being equalto zero.For

jE � EF j� ! weobtain

N �� (E )

N �(E )
=

1

2S

�
�
�
�
E � EF

!

�
�
�
�

3=2

�(�(E � EF )); (6)

where � = sign(I)= � 1 is the spin projections";# ofcorresponding NQ P-

states.W ith increasing jE � EF j,N �� =N � tendsto a constantvalue which

isoforderofI2 within theperturbation theory.In the strong coupling lim it

wherejIj! 1 wehaveforthe jE � EF j� !

N �� (E )

N �(E )
=

1

2S
�(�(E � EF )) (7)
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In a sim ple s-d m odelcase,qualitative considerations [24],as wellthe

G reen’sfunctionscalculations[10,25],givesaspin polarization ofconduction

electronsin thespin-waveregion proportionalto m agnetization:

P �
N " � N#

N " + N #

= 2P0hS
zi (8)

A weak ground-state depolarization 1� P0 occursin the case ofI > 0.The

behavior P (T) ’ hSzi is qualitatively con� rm ed by experim entaldata on

� eld em ission forferrom agneticsem iconductors[22]and transportproperties

forthehalf-m etallicHeusleralloys[23].Note,thattheEq.8isvalid forahole

spin-waveregion only forthenarrow-band case(largeI),whereasforthecase

ofa sm allI itdescribed spin-polarization only forvery low tem peratures.

An attem ptto generalizetheresult(8)to theHM F casehavebeen m ade

on thebasisofqualitativeargum entsfortheatom iclim it[26].W ewilldem on-

strate thatthe situation forthe HM F ism ore com plicated.Letusfocuson

the m agnon contribution to the DO S (5)and calculatea following function:

� =
X

kq

2I2SN q

(tk+ q# � tk" � !q)
2
�(EF � tk") (9)

Usingtheparabolicelectron spectrum tk" = k2=2m and averagingoverangles

ofthe vectork,weobtain

� =
2I2Sm 2

k2
F

�
X

q

N q

(q�)
2
� q2

; (10)

where � = N"(E F ;T = 0).W e have used the condition q � kF ,q
� =

m �=kF = �=vF ,where � = 2jIjS is the spin splitting:Corresponding

crossoverenergy scale is equalto T � = D (q�)
2
� (�=vF )

2TC :Finally,we

havethe following expression for�

� =
I2S

k2
F

m 2

2�2
�

Z 1

0

x1=2dx

expx � 1

1

T �=T � x
(11)

Atthe very low tem peratures T < T �,this resultisin agreem entwith the

qualitativeconsiderationspresented above:

� =
S � hSzi

2S
� /

�
T

TC

� 3=2

� (12)

Nevertheless,for T > T � we have absolutely di� erent tem perature depen-

dence ofthe spin polarization:

� = 1:29
(q�)

3

4S�2

�
T

T �

� 1=2

� (13)
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This conclusion is rather im portant since the crossovertem perature T �

can be sm alland a sim ple estim ation (8) m ay be valid only for very low

tem peratures.M oreover,it turns out that the tem perature dependence of

the polarization at T > T � is not universalat all.Note that the m odelof

rigid spin splitting used above is not applicable for realHM F where the

gap has hybridization origin [1, 2], in contrast to the case of degenerate

ferrom agnetic sem iconductors.The sim plestm odelforthe HM F consistsof

a \norm al" m etallicspectrum forthem ajority electronsand a hybridization

gap forthe m inority ones(�k � tk" � EF )

tk" � EF =
k2 � k2F

2m
; tk# � EF =

1

2

�

�k + sgn(�k)

q

�2
k
+ � 2

�

; (14)

where we assum e for sim plicity that the Ferm ienergy lies exactly in the

m iddle ofthe hybridization gap.O therwise one needs to shift �k ! �k +

E 0 � EF in thelastequation,E 0 being them iddleofthegap.Further,in the

expression for tk+ q# one can replace �k+ q by vkq,vk = k=m ;and use the

fact that�k = 0 owing to the delta-function in the de� nition of�.Since a

sm allq givethe m ain contribution to the estim ated integral,wecan assum e

Ik;k+ q ’ Ik;k:Then one hasthe following expression

� = 2S
X

kq

I
2

k;kN q�(�k)�kq ; �kq = �
@

@!q

�
1

tk+ q# � tk" � !q

��
�
�
�
!q = 0

(15)

where the angular brackets m eans the avere over angles of the vector k.

Sim ple calculationsgivesthe � nalresult:

�kq =
8

vF q�

�
2

3

h

X
3 � (X2 + 1)3=2 + 1

i

+ X

�

; (16)

where X = kF q=m � � q=q� (q� islinearin �).AtX � 1 corresponding to

T � T � = D q�2,onehas,instead ofEq.(13),the following estim ation

� =
X

kq

2I2SN q�(�k)
16

3vF q�
/ q

�
X

q

N q

q
/
T �1=2

T
1=2

C

T ln
T

T �
(17)

AtX � 1 (T � T �)wegetan universalT 3=2 behavior

� = �
X

q

N q /
T 3=2

T
1=2

C

(18)

The density ofNQ P states is zero at the Ferm ienergy only for T = 0,

while for� nite tem peraturesitisproportionalto the following integral

N (E F )/

Z 1

0

d!
K (!)

sinh(!=T)
; (19)
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whereK (!)isaspectraldensityofthespin  uctuations[24,10,12].G enerally

speaking,fortem peratureswhich arecom parablewith theCurietem perature

TC thereareno essentialdi� erencebetween thehalf-m etallicand \ordinary"

ferrom agnetssince a gap ofthe HM F is� lled.Corresponding analysisfora

m odelofconduction electrons interacting with \pseudospin" excitations in

\ferroelectric" sem iconductorsisperform ed in Ref.[12].Sym m etricalpartof

theN (E )with respecttotheE F in thegap can beattributed tothesm earing

ofelectronic states by the electron-m agnon scattering,while asym m etrical

one is the density ofNQ P states due to the Ferm idistribution function.

Note that this � lling ofthe gap is very im portant for possible applications

ofthe HM F in spintronics:they really have som e advantages only in the

region ofT � TC .Since a single-particle Stoner-like theory leads to m uch

less restrictive,but unfortunately com pletely wrong condition T � �,a

m any-body treatm entofthe HM F problem isinevitable.

3 First-principle calculations ofnonquasiparticle states:

a dynam icalm ean �eld theory

A history ofthe HM F startsfrom the band-structure ofsem iHeusleralloy

NiM nSb [1].Laternum erous� rst-principleelectronicstructureinvestigations

ofthe HM F have been carried out (see,e.g.,recent papers [27,28,29,30]

and a review ofearly worksin Ref.[2]).Allofthem arebased on a standard

localdensity approxim ation (LDA) or generalized gradient approxim ation

(G G A) to the density functionaltheory,and,som etim es,on the LDA+ U

approxim ation (seeRef.[31]forCrO 2).O fcourse,essentialcorrelation e� ects

such asNQ P statescannotbe considered in these techniques.

Recently,a successfulapproach has been proposed [32,33]to include

correlation e� ectsinto the � rst-principleelectronicstructurecalculationsby

com bining the LDA schem ewith the dynam icalm ean-� eld theory (DM FT).

TheDM FT m apsalatticem any-bodysystem ontoquantum im purity m odels

subjectto a self-consistentcondition (fora review,seeRef.[34]).In thisway,

the com plex lattice m any-body problem splits into sim ple one-body crys-

talproblem with a localself-energy and the e� ective m any-body im purity

problem .In a sense,the approach iscom plem entary to the localdensity ap-

proxim ation [35,36,37]where the m any-body problem splitsinto one-body

problem fora crystaland m any-body problem forhom ogeneouselectron gas.

Naively speaking,the LDA+ DM FT m ethod [32,33]treatslocalized d-and

f-electronsin spiritofthe DM FT and delocalized s;p-electronsin spiritof

the LDA.Due to num ericaland analyticaltechniques developed for solu-

tion thee� ectivequantum -im purity problem [34],theDM FT becom ea very

e� cientand extensively used approxim ation forlocalenergy dependentself-

energy �(!).TheaccurateLDA+ DM FT schem ecan beused forcalculating

a large num ber ofsystem s with di� erent strength ofelectron correlations

(fordetailed description ofthe m ethod and com putationalresults,see Refs.
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[38,39,40]).Followingtherecentwork[16]wepresenthere� rstLDA+ DM FT

resultsfortheelectronicstructurecalculationsofa \prototype"half-m etallic

ferrom agnetNiM nSb.

Beforeconsidering therealHM F case,itisworthwhileto check theappli-

cability ofDM FT schem eforquantitativedescription oftheNQ P states.The

DM FT isconsidered asan optim allocalapproxim ation which m eansthatthe

self-energy dependsonly on theenergy and noton thequasim om entum [34].

At the sam e tim e,the NQ P states are connected with the self-energy (3)

which isalm ostlocal.Itwillbeexactly localifweneglectm agnon energiesin

com parison with the electron bandwidth,which is ratheraccurate approxi-

m ation forrealisticparam eters.Thelocalapproxim ationm eansform allythat

we replace the q-dependentm agnon spectraldensity by the averageone,as

in theEq.(19).Such a procedurehasbeen analyzed and justi� ed in theRef.

[41].Itshould be stressed thatan accurate description ofthe m agnon spec-

trum isnotim portantforexistence ofthe NQ P statesaswellasforproper

estim ation oftheirspectralweight,butcan beim portantforan explicitshape

ofthe DO S tailin the vicinity ofthe Ferm ilevel(seeEq.(6)).

Let us start from the DM FT calculations for the one-band Hubbard

Ham iltonian

H = �
X

i;j;�

tij(c
y

i�cj� + c
y

j�ci�)+ U
X

i

ni"ni#; (20)

on the Bethe lattice with coordination z ! 1 and nearest-neighborhoping

tij = t=
p
z (in thislim itthe DM FT isform ally exact[34]).In thiscase the

DO S havea sem icircularform :

N (�)=
1

2�t2

p
4t2 � �2 (21)

In orderto stabilize the HM F state in ourtoy m odel,we haveadded an ex-

ternalm agnetic spin splitting �,which m im icsthe localHund polarization

from otherelectronsin the realNiM nSb com pound.ThisHM F state corre-

spondsto a m ean-� led (Hartree-Fock)solution with a LSDA-like DO S (Fig.

(4).

W e can study an average m agnon spectrum in this m odelthrough the

two-particlecorrelation function.Thelocalspin- ip susceptibility

�
+ �
loc

(�)= hS+ (�)S� (0)i= hc
y

"
(�)c#(�)c

y

#
(0)c"(0)i; (22)

representsthe response function required.W e have calculated thisfunction

using the num erically exactQ M C procedure[42].

The m odelDM FT resultsare presented in Fig.4.In com parison with a

sim ple Hartree-Fock solution (dashed line) one can see an additionalwell-

pronounced states appearing in the spin-down gap region,just above the

Ferm ilevel.Thisnew m any-body featurecorrespondsto the NQ P states.In

addition to thesestatesvisiblein both spin channelsoftheDO S around 0.5

eV,a m any-body satelliteappearsatthe energy of3.5 eV.
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Fig.4. D ensity ofstatesforHM F in theHartree-Fock (HF)approxim ation (dashed

line)and the Q M C solution ofD M FT problem forsem i-circularm odel(solid line)

with the band-width W = 2 eV,Coulom b interaction U = 2 eV,spin-splitting

� = 0:5 eV, chem ical potential � = � 1:5 eV and tem perature T = 0:25 eV.

Insets:im aginary partofthelocalspin-ip susceptibility (left)and thespin-rezolved

selfenergy (right).

The left inset in the Fig.4 represents the im aginary part oflocalspin-

 ip susceptibility.O ne can see a wellpronounced shoulder(around 0.5 eV),

which isconnected with an averagem agnon DO S.In addition thereisabroad

m axim um (at1eV)corresponding to theStonerexcitation energy.Theright

insetin theFig.4representstheim aginarypartofself-energycalculated from

our \toy m odel".The spin up channelcan be described by a Ferm i-liquid

type behavior with a parabolic energy dependence � Im �" / (E � EF )
2,

whereas in the spin down channelthe im aginary part � Im �# shows the

0.5eV nonquasiparticle shoulder.Due to the relatively high tem perature of

ourQ M C calculation (an exactenum eration,technique with the num berof

tim e-slicesequalto L = 24)the NQ P tailgoesa bitbelow the Ferm ilevel,

in agreem entwith Eq.(19);attem perature T = 0 the NQ P tailshould ends

exactly atthe Ferm ilevel.

Letusm oveto thecalculationsforrealm aterial-NiM nSb.Thedetailsof

com putationalschem ehavebeen described in theRef.[16],and only thekey

pointswillbem entioned here.In ordertointegratetheDM FT approach into

the band structure calculation the so called exactm u� n-tin orbitalm ethod

(EM TO )[43,44]wasused.In theEM TO approach,thee� ectiveone-electron

potentialis represented by the optim ized overlapping m u� n-tin potential,

which is the best possible sphericalapproxim ation to the fullone-electron

potential.The im plem entation ofthe DM FT schem e in the EM TO m ethod

is described in detailin the Ref.[45].O ne should note that in addition to

the usualself-consistency ofthe m any-body problem (self-consistency ofthe

self-energy),a chargeself-consistency hasbeen achieved [40].
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For the interaction Ham iltonian,a m ost generalrotationally invariant

form ofthe generalized Hubbard Ham iltonian hasbeen used [33].The e� ec-

tivem any-body im purity problem issolved usingthespin polarized T-m atrix

plus uctuation-exchangeapprixim ation (a so-called SPTF)schem eproposed

in the Ref.[46],which is a developm ent ofthe earlier approach [33].The

SPTF approxim ation isa m ultiband spin-polarized generalization ofa well-

known  uctuation exchange (FLEX) approxim ation [47],but with a di� er-

enttreatm entofthe particle-hole (PH)and particle-particle(PP)channels.

The particle-particle(PP)channelisdescribed by a T-m atrix approach [48]

yielding a renorm alization ofthee� ectiveinteraction.Thestaticpartofthis

e� ective interaction isused explicitly in the particle-holechannel.
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Fig. 5. D ensity ofstates for HM F NiM nSb in LSDA schem e (dashed line) and

in LDA+ D M FT schem e (solid line) with e�ective Coulom b interaction U = 3 eV,

exchange param eter J= 0.9 eV and tem perature T= 300 K .The nonquasiparticle

state isevidenced justabove the Ferm ilevel.

There are variousm ethodsto estim ate the required valuesofthe on-site

Coulom b repulsion energy U and exchange interaction energy J for real-

istic m aterials.The constrained LDA calculation [49]estim ates an average

Coulom b interaction between the M n d electronsasU = 4:8 eV with an ex-

change interaction energy ofJ = 0:9 eV.However,thism ethod isadequate

fora typicalinsulating screening and in generalisnotaccuratefora m etallic

kind ofscreening.Thelatterwilllead to a sm allervalueofU .Unfortunately,

there areno reliable schem esto calculate U form etals,thereforethe results

fordi� erentvaluesofU in theenergy intervalfrom 0:5 eV to theconstrained

LDA value U = 4:8 eV have been tested.At the sam e tim e,the results of



Nonquasiparticle statesin half-m etallic ferrom agnets 13

constrained LDA calculationsfortheHund exchangeparam eterJ do notde-

pendson m etallic screening and should be reliableenough.Itappeared that

theLDA+ DM FT resultsarenotvery sensitiveto thevalueofU ,dueto the

T-m atrix renorm alization.Fig.5 representstheresultsforDO S using LSDA

and LDA+ DM FT (with U = 3 eV and J = 0:9 eV)approaches.

Itisim portantto m ention thatthem agneticm om entperform ula unitis

notsensitive to the U valuesand isequalexactly � = 4 �B ,which suggests

thatthe half-m etallic state isstable with respectto the introduction ofthe

correlation e� ects.In addition,the DM FT gap in the spin down channel,

de� ned asthe distance between the occupied partand the starting pointof

nonquasiparticlestate’s\tail",isalso notvery sensitiveto theU values.For

di� erent U ’s a slope ofthe \tail" is slightly changed,but the totalDO S is

weakly U -dependentdue to the sam eT-m atrix renorm alization e� ects.
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Fig. 6. Spectralweight of the nonquasiparticle state,calculated as function of

average on-site Coulom b repulsion U attem perature T= 300 K .

Thusthecorrelation e� ectsdo note� ecttoo strongly a generalfeatureof

theelectron energyspectrum (exceptforsm earingofDO S which isduetothe

� nitetem peratureT = 300K in ourcalculations).Theonly qualitativelynew

e� ectistheappearanceofa \tail"oftheNQ P statesin theenergy gap above

theFerm ienergy.Theirspectralweightforrealisticvaluesoftheparam eters

isnotvery sm all,which m eansthatthe NQ P should be wellpronounced in

the corresponding experim entaldata.A relatively weak dependence ofthe

NQ P spectralweighton the U value(Fig.6)isalso a consequenceofthe T-

m atrix renorm alization [46].O necan seethattheT-m atrix dependsslightly

on U provided that the latter is larger than the widths ofthe m ain DO S

peaksneartheFerm ilevelin an energy rangeof2 eV (thisisofthe orderof

U � ’ 1 eV).

Forthespin-up stateswehaveanorm alFerm i-liquidbehavior� Im �
"

d
(E )/

(E � EF )
2 with a typicalenergy scale ofthe orderofseveraleV.The spin-
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down self-energy behaves in a sim ilar way below the Ferm ienergy,with a

slightly sm aller energy scale (which is stilllarger than 1 eV).At the sam e

tim e,asigni� cantincreasein Im �
#

d
(E )with am uch sm allerenergy scale(few

tenthsofeV)occursjustabovetheFerm ilevel,which ism orepronounced for

t2g states(Fig.7).The sim ilarbehaviorofthe im aginary partofelectronic

self-energy and the DO S just above Ferm ilevelis a signature ofthe NQ P

statesand isalso noticed in the m odelcalculation (Fig.4).
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Fig.7.Theim aginary partofself-energiesIm �
#

d
fort2g (solid line)and eg (dotted

line),Im �
"

d
fort2g (dashed line)and eg (dashed dotted line)respectively.

Thus the m ain results ofthe Ref.[16]are (i) the existence ofthe NQ P

states in realelectronic structure ofa speci� c com pound,and (ii) estim a-

tion oftheirspectralweightin theLDA+ DM FT approach.Thetem perature

dependence of the NQ P density ofstates in the gap,which is im portant

forpossible applicationsofthe HM F in spintronics,can be analyzed in the

presenttechnique.

4 X -ray absorption and em ission spectra.R esonant

x-ray scattering

Now we discuss the m anifestations of NQ P states in the core levelspec-

troscopy[50].Variousspectroscopytechniquessuch asx-rayabsorption,x-ray

em ission,and photoelectron spectroscopies (xas,xes,and xps) give an im -

portantinform ation aboutthe electronic structure ofthe HM F and related

com pounds,such as ferrom agnetic sem iconductors and colossalm agnetore-

sistance m aterials(see,e.g.,Refs.[51,52,53,54]).Itiswellknown thatthe

m any-body e� ects,particularly dynam icalcore hole screening,m ay be im -

portant for a core levelspectroscopy even in the case that a system is not

strongly correlated in theinitialstate[55,56].Thereforeitisvery interesting
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to look on the interplay ofthese e� ects with the NQ P states,which are of

essentially m any-body origin them selves.

Toconsideracorelevelproblem in theHM F weusethesam eHam iltonian

ofthes� d exchangem odel,Eq.(1)in thepresenceoftheexternalpotential

U induced by the corehole:

H 0= "0f
y
f � U

X

kk0�

c
y

k�
ck0�f

y
f; (23)

where fy;f are core hole operators.Itisusefulto write down the equation

ofm otion forthe retarded two-particleG reen’sfunction [57]

G
�
kk0(E )= hhck�fjf

y
c
y

k0�
iiE ; (24)

which determ inesx-rayabsorption and em ission spectra[55].Usingam agnon

representation for the spin operators,we derive the following equation for

two-particleG reen’sfunction:

(E � tk�)G
�
kk0(E )= (1� nf� n

�
k)

"

�kk0 � U
X

p

G
�
pk0(E )

#

� I
X

r

F
�
k�r;r;k 0(E )

(25)

where nf isthe occupation num berforthe f-hole in the initialstate,which

is further on willbe put to zero and E is the electron energy with respect

to "0).W e willtake into account the occupation num bers n�
k
in a sim ple

ladderapproxim ation which workswellin thelim itofsm allconcentrationsof

m obilecarriers,exceptfortheim m ediatevicinity oftheFerm iedge.Here,we

do nottreatthe problem ofthe x-ray edgesingularity wherem oreadvanced

approachesare necessary [55,56].The following notation has been used in

Eq.(25):

F
�
k�p;q;k 0(E )= (2S)1=2hhb�qck�p;�� fjfyc

y

k0�
iiE ; (26)

where b+q = b
y

�q ,b
�
q = bq are the Holstein-Prim ako� m agnon operators[18].

The G reen’sfunction F satis� esthe equation

(E � tk�p;�� + �!q)F
�
k�p;q;k 0(E )= � U (1� n

��

k�p
)	�

q;k0(E )

� I(N�
q + �n

��
k�p

)[2SG �
k�p+ q;k 0(E )+ �

X

r

F
�
k�p+ q�r;r;k 0(E )]; (27)

where we have perform ed decouplingsin the spiritofladderapproxim ation,

hb��q b
��
q i= N �

q = �N (�!q),N (!)isthe Bosefunction,and 	 isde� ned as

	
�
q;k0(E )=

X

r

F
�
k�r;q;k 0(E ) (28)

For U = 0 we have G �
kk0

(E ) = (1 � n�
k
)�kk0G �

k
(E ),where G �

k
(E ) is the

one-electron G reen’sfunction ofthe idealcrystal(cf.Eq.(3)),
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G
�
k(E )= [E � tk� � �k�(E )]

�1
; � k�(E )=

2SI2Q �
k

1+ �IQ �
k

(29)

NotethattheEq.(29)givescorrectly theexactG reen’sfunction in thelim it

ofan em pty conduction band atT = 0 [58,59,10].

In ageneralcase,wehavethethree-particleproblem (conduction electron,

core hole and m agnon)which requiresa carefulm athem aticalinvestigation.

However,wecan usethefactsthatthem agnon frequenciesarem uch sm aller

than typicalelectron energiesand enrgy resolution ofxasand xesm ethods.

Neglecting spin dynam ics,the equations(25),(27)can be solved exactly in

a rather sim ple way for the case ofzero tem peratures (N +
q = 0,N �

q = 1).

Undertheseconditions,Q doesnotdepend on quasim om enta,and 	�
q;k0

does

notdepend on q,since the electron and m agnon operatorshould belong to

the sam eperturbed site:

	
�
q;k0(E )= 	

�
k0(E )= (2S)1=2hhb�c�� fjf

y
c
y

k0�
iiE (30)

W e � nd in thiscase

	
�
k0(E )= �

2ISQ �(E )

1+ U P �� (E )+ �IQ �(E )
R
�
k0(E ) (31)

R
�
k0(E )=

X

k

G
�
kk0(E ); P

�(E )=
X

k

1� n�
k

E � tk�
(32)

Aftersubstituting Eq.(31)into Eq.(25)we obtain the following equation for

the G reen’sfunction G

[E � tk� � �
�(E )]G �

kk0(E )= �kk0 � U
�
ef(E )

X

p

G
�
pk0(E ) (33)

with the renorm alized coreholepotential:

U
�
ef(E )= U

�

1+
� �(E )P �� (E )

1+ U P �� (E )+ �IQ �(E )

�

: (34)

Hereweneglectthefactor(1� n�
k
),sincetheband � lling issm all.Therefore

onehasastandardresultfortheim purityscatteringwith renorm alizedenergy

spectrum E k� = tk� + � �(E )and thee� ectiveim purity potentialU�
ef
(E ):A

localDO S isgiven by the following expression:

N
�
loc(E )= �

1

�
Im G �

00(E ) (35)

with

G
�
00(E )=

X

kk0

G
�
kk0(E )=

R �(E )

1+ U �
ef
(E )R �(E )

(36)

whereR �(E )=
P

k
G �
k
(E ),and G �

k
(E )isgiven by Eq.(29).
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G enerally speaking,theoreticalinvestigation ofthe core levelspectra re-

quiresnum ericalcalculationsofrealisticband structure.W erestrictourselves

to sim plem odelcalculationsforthebaresem icircularDO S from theEq.(21).

ThelocalG reen function from Eq.(35)describestheabsorption spectrum

forE > E F and em ission spectrum forE < E F :Asfollowsfrom theEq.(35),

(36),theexperim entalspectraisgiven by som ewhatdi� erentexpression than

the DO S in an initialstate,and new e� ectscan occur.

ForI > 0 the resultsofEq.(34)-(36)provide fullsolution ofthe K ondo

problem foran im purity in the ferrom agnet,within the parquetapproxim a-

tion [60].In thecaseofI < 0,thesituation iscom plicated by thepresenceof

the\false" K ondo divergencein theT-m atrix [61].However,thisdi� culty is

notim portantforthex-rayproblem wherealargedam pingisalwayspresent,

and experim entsareperform ed atsu� ciently high tem peratureswith rather

poorresolution com paredtoascaleofthe\K ondotem perature".Toaleading

orderin U and I weobtain

�N
�
loc(E )=

1� Re(U�ef(E )=�
�(E ))

�
�R 2

�(E )=R
0
�(E )

�
�

�
�
�1+ U �

ef
(E )R �(E )

�
�
�
2

�N
�(E )

�
Re(U �

ef(E )=P
�� (E ))jR �(E )j

2

�
�
�1+ U �

ef
(E )R �(E )

�
�
�
2

1

�
Im P �� (E ) (37)

Theterm in Eq.(37)with Im P �� (E )hasa sm ooth contribution to thespec-

trum .In particular,itisnon-zeroin theenergygap.Notethatfortheem ission

spectra such term isabsent.The NQ P contributionsto the absorption (for

I > 0)and em ission spectra (forI < 0)areproportionalto �N �(E ).

O ne can see from Fig.(8)thatthe upturn ofthe NQ P tailwhich occurs

for I > 0 becom es m ore sharp,although the jum p near E F weakens.For

I < 0 case,the spectralweight ofNQ P contributions also increases in the

presence ofthe core hole (see Fig.(9)).These e� ects have a sim ple physical

interpretation.Since U �
ef(E )> 0 and forsm allband � lling R�(E )< 0 near

E F ;thedenom inatoroftheexpression (37)givesa considerableenhancem ent

oftheNQ P contributionstothespectrain com parisonwith thosetotheDO S.

However,e� ectsofinteraction U turn outtobenon-trivialand donotreduce

to a constantfactorin the self-energy.Strong interaction with the corehole

resultsin a deform ation ofconduction band.W ith increasing U thespectral

density concentrated at bottom ofthe band.This e� ect is very im portant

for the NQ P states located in this region.Therefore the spectralweightof

the NQ P statesincreases.Atvery large,probably unrealistic valuesofU ,a

bound state isform ed nearthe band bottom ,and the NQ P spectralweight

becom essuppressed owing to factorofU in the denom inatorofEq.(34).

To probe a \spin-polaron" nature ofthe NQ P states m ore explicitly,it

would bedesirabletousespin-resolved spectroscopicalm ethodssuch asx-ray

m agnetic circular dichroism (XM CD,for a review see Ref.[62]).O wing to
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(E ) (solid line) for a half-m etallic ferro-

m agnetwith S = 1=2;I = 0:3 in the presence ofthe core hole potentialU = 0:2:;

sm earing E + i� isintroduced with � = 0:01.Thedashed lineshowstheD O S N#(E )

fortheidealcrystalwith spin dynam icsbeingneglected.ThevalueofE F calculated

from the band bottom is0.15.The energy E isreferred to the Ferm ilevel.
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U = 0:2:The dashed line showsthe D O S N "(E )fortheidealcrystal.The value of

E F calculated from the band bottom is0.15.

interferenceofelectron-m agnon scatteringand \exciton"e� ectsfrom interac-

tion ofelectronswith the corehole,the NQ P contributionsto x-ray spectra

can be considerably enhanced in com parison with thoseto the DO S ofideal

crystal.

Now we considerthe NQ P e� ectsin resonantx-ray scattering processes.

Itwasobserved recently thattheelasticpeak ofthex-ray scattering in CrO 2

is m ore pronounced than in usualCr com pounds [53].The authors ofthis

work haveputforward som equalitativeargum entsthattheNQ P statesm ay

give larger contributions to resonant x-ray scattering than usualitinerant
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electron states.Hereweshalltreatthisproblem quantitatively and estim ate

explicitly the corresponding enhancem ent factor.The intensity ofresonant

x-ray em ission induced by the photon with the energy ! and polarization q

isgiven by the K ram ers-Heisenberg form ula [63,52,64]

Iq0q(!
0
;!)/

X

n

�
�
�
�
�

X

l

hnjCq0jlihljCqj0i

E 0 + !0� El� i�l

�
�
�
�
�

2

�(En + !
0� E0 � !); (38)

hereq0;!0arethepolarization and energy oftheem itted photon,jni,j0iand

jliarethe� nal,initialand interm ediatestatesofthescattering system with

the energiesE i,respectively,and Cq isthe operatorofa dipole m om entfor

thetransition,which isproportionalto (fc+ cyfy).Forsim plicity weassum e

hereafter that �l does not depend on the interm ediate state:�l = �,and

take into accountonly the m ain x-ray scattering channelwhere the hole is

� lled by conduction electron.Assum ing thattheelectron-photon interaction

thatinducesthetransition iscontact,theexpression forthreshold scattering

intensity hasfollowing form [65]

I! 0 /
X

��0

Z 1

0

dt1

Z 1

0

dt2 exp[� i(!0� "0)(t1 � t2)� �(t1 + t2)]

h0jc� exp(iH ft1)c
y

�0 exp[iH i(t2 � t1)]c�0 exp(� iHft2)c
y
�j0i; (39)

where H f and H i are conduction-electron Ham iltonians with and without

core hole,respectively.The com plicated correlation function in Eq.(39)can

be decoupled in the ladderapproxim ation which isexactforthe em pty con-

duction band.Then onecan obtain [65]

I! 0 /

�
�
�
�
�

X

�

G
�
00(z)

�
�
�
�
�

2

; (40)

where z = !0� E0 + i�:O wing to a jum p in the DO S at the Ferm ilevel,

theNQ P partoftheG reen’sfunction containsa largelogarithm ln(W =z)at

sm allz,W being a bandwidth.Itm eansthatthecorrespondingcontribution

to the elastic x-ray scattering intensity (!0= E 0)isenhanced by a factorof

ln
2
(W =�),which m akes a quantitative estim ation for the qualitative e� ect

discussed in Ref.[53].O fcourse,the sm earing ofthe jum p in the density of

NQ P statesby spin dynam icsisirrelevantprovided that� > !,where ! is

a characteristicm agnon frequency.

5 Transport properties

Transport properties ofthe HM F are a subject ofnum erous experim ental

investigations (see,e.g.,recent works on CrO 2 [66],NiM nSb [67],and the
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reviews [2,68,69]).At the sam e tim e,a theoreticalinterpretation ofthese

resultsisstillproblem atic.Concerning electronicscattering m echanism s,the

m ostim portantdi� erence between the HM F and \standard" itinerantelec-

tron ferrom agnetslikeiron ornickelistheabsenceofone-m agnon scattering

processesin theform ercase[2].Two-m agnon scattering processeshavebeen

considered m anyyearsagoforboth thebroad-bandcase(aweaks-dexchange

interaction)[70]and narrow-bandcase(a\doubleexchangem odel")[71].O b-

tained tem perature dependence ofresistivity have the form T 7=2 and T 9=2,

respectively.At low enough tem peratures the � rst result fails and should

be replaced by T 9=2 aswell[72];the reason isa com pensation oftransverse

and longitudinalcontributionsin thelong-wavelength lim it,which isa conse-

quenceoftherotationalsym m etry ofthes-d exchangeHam iltonian [73,74].

Recently a generalinterpolation theory has been form ulated [75].Here we

discuss m ain results ofthis work with a specialem phasize to the NQ P ef-

fects.

In thespin-waveregion theHam iltonian (1)can berewritten in theform

H = H 0 � I(2S)1=2
X

kq

(c
y

k"
ck+ q#b

y
q + h:c:)

+ I
X

kqp�

�c
y

k�
ck+ q�p� b

y
qbp (41)

Herethezero-orderHam iltonianincludesnon-interactingelectronsandm agnons:

H 0 =
X

k�

tk�c
y

k�
ck� +

X

q

!qb
y
qbq; (42)

with thespin splitting� = 2IS beingincluded in H 0.In thehalf-m etalliccase

spin- ip processesdonotappearin thesecond orderin I,sincethestateswith

only one spin projection presented atthe Ferm ilevel.Atthe sam e tim e,we

have to considerthe renorm alization ofthe longitudinalprocessesin higher

orders in I (form ally,we need to include allterm s up to the second order

in a quasiclassicalsm allparam eter1=S).To thisend we elim inate from the

Ham iltonian theterm swhich arelinearin them agnon operatorsby usingthe

canonicaltransform ation[73].Then,thee� ectiveHam iltonian hasafollowing

form

eH = H 0 +
1

2

X

kqp�

(A �
kq + A �

k+ q�p;q )c
y

k�
ck+ q�p� b

y
qbp; (43)

where

A �
kq = �I

tk+ q � tk

tk+ q � tk + ��
(44)

isthe s-d scattering am plitude,which vanishesatq ! 0 and thereby takes

properly into account the rotationalsym m etry ofelectron-m agnon interac-

tion.M oregeneralinterpolation expression forthee� ectiveam plitudewhich

doesnotassum ethesm allnessofjIjor1=S wasobtained in Ref.[74]within
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a variationalapproach,but it does not di� er qualitatively from sim ple ex-

pression (44).In the case ofrealitinerant m agnets including the HM F,a

k-dependence ofs-d exchangeparam etershould be taken into account,sim -

ilarly to the tem peraturedependence ofspin polarization.However,herewe

restrict ourselves only to the rigid spin splitting m odelappropriate for de-

generateferrom agneticsem iconductors.O necan expectfrom phenom enolog-

icalsym m etry considerationsthatthetem peraturedependencesoftransport

propertiesareratheruniversal.

Them ostgeneralschem eforcalculating the transportrelaxation tim e is

the K ubo form alism forthe conductivity �xx [76]

�xx = �

Z �

0

d�

Z 1

0

dtexp(� "t)hjx(t+ i�)jxi (45)

where� = 1=T;"! 0,j= � e
P

k�
vk�c

y

k�
ck� isthecurrentoperator,vk� =

@tk�=@k istheelectron velocity.RewritingthetotalHam iltonian in theform

H = H 0+ H 1,thecorrelatorin (45)m ay beexpanded in theperturbation H 1

[77].In the second orderwe obtain forthe electricalresistivity the following

expression

�xx = �
�1
xx =

T

hj2xi
2

Z 1

0

dth[jx;H 1(t)][H 1;;jx]i; (46)

where H 1(t) is calculated with the Ham iltonian H 0.In the HM F situation

the band states with one spin projection only,� = � = signI;are present

atthe Ferm ilevel.Below we considerthe case I > 0;� = + and om it the

spin indices in the electron spectrum .Then one can � nd an expression for

the transportrelaxation tim e � de� ned as�xx = e2h(vx)2i�

1

�
=

�

4T

X

kk0q

(vxk � v
x
k0)

2(A
"

kq
+ A

"

k0;q�k 0+ k
)2N q(1+ N q�k 0+ k)nk(1� nk0)

� �(tk0 � tk � !q + !q�k 0+ k)

,
X

k

(vxk)
2
�(tk) (47)

Averaging overanglesofthe vectork leadsusto the � nalresult1=� / I2�

with

� =
X

pq

fpq
�(!p � !q)jp � qj

exp�!p � exp�!q
(1+ N q)(1+ N p); (48)

wherefpq = 1 forp;q� q0 and

fpq =
[p � q]

2

(p � q)
2
q2
0

(p;q� q0): (49)

Thewavevectorq0 determ inestheboundary ofa region whereq-dependence

ofthe am plitude becom e im portant,so thatt(k + q)� t(k)’ � atq ’ q0
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and the sim ple perturbation theory fails.In elem entary one-band m odelof

the HM F where E F < � one hasq0 �
p
�=W (where W isthe conduction

bandwidth,and thelatticeconstantisputto unity)[73].G enerally speaking,

q0 m ay be su� ciently sm allprovided that the energy gap is m uch sm aller

than W ,which isthe caseforrealHM F system s.

Thequantity q0 determ inesa characteristictem peratureand energy scale

T � = D q20 / D (�=W ),whereD / T C =S isthespin-wavesti� nessde� ned by

!q! 0 = D q2,and TC isthe Curie tem perature.Itisim portantthatsim ilar

crossovertem peratures appears in the tem perature dependence ofthe spin

polarization (see,e.g.,Eqs.(13),(17)).This m eans that tem perature depen-

dencesofboth spin polarization and transportpropertiescan be changed at

low enough tem peratureswithin the spin-wavetem peratureregion.

O nehasto bearin m ind thateach powerofp orq yieldsthe T 1=2 factor

fortem peraturedependence ofresistivity.Atvery low tem peraturesT < T �

sm allquasim om entap;q< q0 givesam ain contribution totheintegrals.Then

thetem peraturedependenceofresistivity isequalto�(T)/ (T=TC )
9=2:Such

a dependence wasobtained in thelarge-jIjcasewherethescaleT � isabsent

[71],and within a diagram approach in the broad-band case [72].At the

sam etim e,forT > T � thefunction fpq in Eq.(48)can bereplaced by unity,

leading to �(T)/ (T=TC )
7=2;in agreem entwith the old results[70].

According to calculations presented here,the NQ P states do not con-

tribute to the tem perature dependence ofthe resistivity forpure HM F.An

oppositeconclusion wasm adeby Furukawa [78]and related to an anom alous

T 3 dependence in the resistivity.However,this calculation was not based

on a consistentuse ofthe K ubo form ula and,in ouropinion,can be hardly

justi� ed.

O n the contrary,im purity contributions to transport properties in the

presenceofpotentialscattering aredeterm ined m ainly by theNQ P states(it

hasbeen shown � rstin Ref.[12],see also Ref.[2]).To a second orderin the

im purity potentialV wederiveforthe electron G reen’sfunction

G kk0�(E )= �kk0G
(0)

k�
(E )+ G

(0)

k�
(E )V G

(0)

k0�
(E )[1+ V

X

p

G
(0)

p�(E )]; (50)

whereG
(0)

k�
(E )istheexactG reen’sfunction fortheidealcrystal(seeEq.(2)).

Neglecting vertex corrections and averaging over im purities,we obtain for

the transportrelaxation tim e in the following form

��
�1
im p(E )= � 2V2Im

X

p

G
(0)

p�(E ) (51)

Thus the relaxation tim e is determ ined by the energy dependence of the

density ofstatesN (E )forthe interacting system nearthe Ferm ilevel.The

m ostnontrivialdependencecom esfrom thenonquasiparticlestateswith the

spin projection � = signI,which arepresentneartheE F .Closeto theFerm i
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leveltheNQ P contribution followsthepowerlaw (6).Therefore,theim purity

contribution to theresistivity isequalto

��im p(T)

�2
= � ��im p(T)/ � V

2

Z

dE

�

�
@f(E )

@E

�

�Nincoh(E )/ T
3=2(52)

The contribution ofthe order ofT � with � ’ 1:65 (which is not too far

from 3/2)hasbeen observed recently in the tem perature dependence ofthe

resistivity forNiM nSb [67].

To calculate the m agnetoresistivity we take into account a gap in the

m agnon spectrum induced by m agnetic � eld,!q! 0 = D q2 + !0.For large

externalm agnetic� eld H ,in com parison with theanisotropy gap,!0 ispro-

portionalto H .AtT < T � the resistivity islinearin m agnetic� eld:

�(T;H )� �(T;0)/ � !0T
7=2

=T
9=2

C
(53)

The situation at T > T � is m ore interesting since the quantity @�=@!0

contains a logarithm ic divergence with the cuto� at !0 or T �.W e have at

T > !0 ,T
�:

��(T;H )/ �
T 3!0

[m ax(!0;T
�)]1=2

(54)

O fcourse,at T < !0 the resistivity is exponentially sm all.A negative H -

linearm agnetoresistancewasobserved recently in CrO 2 [66].Theincoherent

contribution to m agnetoresistivity isgiven by

��im p(T;H )/ !0@�Nincoh(�T)=@T / !0

p
T: (55)

Another usefultoolto detect the NQ P states is provided by tunneling

phenom ena [79],in particularby theAndreev re ection spectroscopy forthe

HM F-superconductor tunneljunction [81].A m ost direct way is the m ea-

surem entofa tunnelcurrentbetween two piecesoftheHM F with theoppo-

site m agnetization directions.To thisend we considera standard tunneling

Ham iltonian (see,e.g.,Ref.[55],Sect.9.3):

H = H L + H R +
X

kp

(Tkpc
y

k"
cp# + h:c:); (56)

whereH L ;R aretheHam iltoniansoftheleft(right)half-spaces,respectively,k

and p arethecorresponding quasim om enta,and spin projectionsarede� ned

with respectto them agnetization direction ofa given half-space(thespin is

supposed to be conserving in the \global" coordinatesystem ).Carrying out

standard calculationsofthe tunneling currentI in the second orderin Tkp

weobtain (cf.Ref.[55])

I /
X

kqp

jTkpj
2[1+ N q � f(tp�q )][f(tk)� f(tk + eV )]�(eV + tk � tp�q + !q)

HereV isthe biasvoltage.ForT = 0 one hasdI=dV / �Nincoh(eV ):
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6 C onclusions

To conclude,wehaveconsidered thespecialpropertiesofhalf-m etallicferro-

m agnetswhich areconnected with theirunusualelectronicstructure.Further

experim entalinvestigationswould be ofa greatim portance,especially keep-

ing in m ind possible roleofthe HM F fordi� erentapplications[2,3,4].

Severalexperim entscould be perform ed in orderto clarify the im pactof

thenonquasiparticlestateson spintronics.DirectwaysofobservingtheNQ P

stateswould im ply thetechniqueofBrem sstrahlung Isohrom atSpectroscopy

(BIS) [21]or the spin-polarized scanning tunneling m icroscopy (SP-STM )

[15],since for the m ost frequent case ofm inority-spin gap where the NQ P

stateslie above E F .In contrastwith the photoelectron spectroscopy ofthe

occupied states (PES) which has to show a com plete spin polarization in

the HM F with m inority-spin gap,the BIS spectra should dem onstrate an

essentialdepolarization ofthe states above the E F .For the m ajority-spin-

gap HM F,vice versa,the partialdepolarization should be seen in the PES.

The I � V characteristics ofhalf-m etallic tunneljunctions for the case of

antiparallelspinsarecom pletely determ ined by theNQ P states[75,80].The

spin-polarized STM should be able to probe these statesby the di� erential

tunneling conductivity dI=dV [55,82].In particular,theSP-STM with posi-

tivebiasvoltagecan detecttheopposite-spin statesjustabovetheFerm ilevel

forsurfaceoftheHM F such asCrO 2.TheAndreevre ection spectroscopyfor

tunneljunction superconductor-HM F [81]can also be used in searching for

experim entalevidenceoftheNQ P e� ects.Theseexperim entalm easurem ents

willbe ofcrucialim portance for the theory ofspintronicsin any tunneling

deviceswith theHM F.Sinceferrom agneticsem iconductorscan beconsidered

asa specialcase ofthe HM F,an accountofthese statescan be helpfulfor

the properdescription ofspin diodesand transistors[83].
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