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In a previous study an unconventional species of a Jahn-Teller system was presented, where
electronic excitations of the mixed-valent host crystal adopt the role which is usually played by
nuclear displacements in the conventional coupling mechanism. In the present study the molecular
model is extended to a doped-semiconductor model including an electronic transfer coupling. An
electron capture in the defect states appropriate to describe electron spin resonance measurements
of SmBg:Gd can be explained within this model by the formation of a band-gap state in the coupled
system. The energetic lowering of a defect state as observed for SmBg:Er is examined, and is
revealed to be most effective for a direct coupling to excitations of the localized 4f states of the Sm

surrounding.

I. INTRODUCTION

The rare-earth compound SmBg has attracted intense
theoretical and experimental interest as a mixed-valent
prototype system. From experimental results it is ac-
cepted to be a semiconductor with an extremely small
band gap of about 3-4 meV.}2 This can be described as
a hybridization gap between localized 4f and delocalized
5d orbitals including correlation effects.®> Not only does
the ideal crystal show a variety of unusual properties but
also doped ions in this material can show unexpected
behavior. This was observed in electron spin resonance
(ESR) spectra of the Gd3*,* respectively, the Er3* (Ref.
5) doped system.

At temperatures below about 5 K in the case of
SmBg:Gd3t a multiline spectrum was measured, which
could not be explained by the Gd(4f)” configuration.
With the hypothesis of an electron capture in an E,
crystal field state of the Gd(5d) orbital at low tempera-
tures, which results in a Gd?* ground state, the spectrum
could be interpreted. Above 6 K the anomalous spec-
trum vanished and the remaining lines could very well
be related to the Gd3* configuration. The mechanism
of the electron attraction at the defect site remained un-
explained. In the case of SmBg:Er®t at 4.2 K an ESR
spectrum was measured, which is related to a I's ground
state instead of the expected I'g state. The latter type of
ground state is found in isostructural REBg compounds
(RE=Ba, Ca, Yb), which show no mixed-valent behav-
ior. Because of the remarkable isotropy of the lines the
I's state of SmBg:Er®* is not a pure crystal field state.

In both cases (Gd3+,Er®") the relevant electronic de-
fect states (E,, I's) are Jahn-Teller active because of their
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spatial degeneracy. To take the mixed-valent surround-
ing into account, which offers “softer” electron (3—4 meV)
than optical phonon (21 meV) excitations,® a new type of
Jahn-Teller mechanism was proposed for the Er* case.”
Thereby the defect states are coupled to electronic ex-
citations of the host crystal. Thus the change in the
electronic charge distribution of the surrounding atoms
adopts the role of the nuclear distortions in the conven-
tional Jahn-Teller system. In a molecular model of this
mechanism the energetic lowering of the coupled I's state
and the extraordinary isotropy of the Er3* spectra could
be explained.®

To receive a microscopic picture of the unconventional
Jahn-Teller coupling we consider in this paper a doped
semiconductor model. An electronic transfer between the
defect states and the host crystal is included to exam-
ine the conditions of an electron capture in the case of
SmBg:Gd. In the second section we introduce a simpli-
fied model of the host crystal describing its essential elec-
tronic properties. In the third section we introduce the
defect states and the relevant coupling mechanisms into
this system. In the fourth section we calculate the defect
Green function to determine the energetic position of the
defect level for the Gd case, while in the fifth section a
modified Hamiltonian for the Er case is considered.

II. HOST CRYSTAL SMBeg

The electronic properties of SmBg are determined by
the degeneracy and the coupling of the two Sm config-
urations: (4f)% and (4f)5(5d)!. Since the 4f orbital is
strongly localized, while the 5d orbital is delocalized, this
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results in the mixing of a very narrow 4f and a broad
5d band in the crystal. In an octahedral surrounding,
the former configuration leads to a singlet ground state,
while the 4 f part of the latter shows a twofold degenerate
I'; ground state. We consider in our model at each site
of the cubic Sm sublattice two totally symmetric (A,4)
electronic levels, which are degenerate in the spin indices.
One of these orbitals is supposed to be strongly localized,
representing the 4f states, the other is delocalized and
builds the broad 5d band. If we assume two particles
at each site in the local limit of our model, the degree
of degeneracy of the relevant Sm 4f configurations is re-
flected by the doubly occupied (singlet) configuration re-
spectively, by a configuration where the localized level is
singly occupied (twofold degenerate). Because the unoc-
cupied localized state does not contribute to the mixed-
valent behavior it has to be excluded. This is achieved by
taking a Coulomb-like term into account which increases
the energy of this configuration. The Hamiltonian de-
scribing the host crystal is a modified periodic Anderson

model (Hpam) (Ref. 9)
Hpam = Z Ekdltadka + Z EffiT,fia
k,o0 ic

+V Z \/LN[le“’fia exp (ik - R;) + H.c]

k,i,o
1 t t
+§U'Zfiﬂfiyfi—afi_a ) (1)
ex = 2t(cos k; + cos ky + cosk;,) . (2)

The first term describes the broad pure 5d band with the
nearest-neighbor dispersion relation € and the operators
dlt »1dko- 0 is the spin index and the k sum runs over the
first Brillouin zone (lattice constant a=1). The second
term represents the strongly localized 4f states with the
potential energy € lying within the range of the 5d band
(operators fiL, fio)- The third term shows the 4f-5d mix-
ing leading to hybridization. The last term can be used
to describe SmBg.1° With the use of the anticommuta-
tor relations the corresponding operator is transformed
to (1 — f;’d fio)(1 — fif_a fi—o). It therefore leads to an
energetic increase of the unoccupied localized level.

We change into the picture of holes ( fit, = fhios
d;fw — dhko) and consider the limit U — oo. In this case
the occupancy of the localized level with two holes is ex-
cluded and we can apply the slave boson approach.!!:12
The Bose field with zero energy is described by the op-
erators b: , bi. The following constraint for the hole occu-
pation numbers of the localized states and the Bose field
at each lattice site results in the exclusion of the doubly
occupied localized level in the hole picture.

Z.f;[iafhio +bib; = 1. (3)

Consistent with this restriction the following Hamilto-
nian corresponding to Eq. (1) is obtained:

k,o io

-V Z \/—IN[)",J{i(,b;dhk‘7 exp (tk - R;) + H.c.]

k,i,o
(4)

and Eq. (3) adopts the role of a subsidiary condition to
(4). Characteristic electronic properties of the crystal are
already described within the mean field approximation
for the bosonic operators, where these are replaced by
their expectation value (r = (b!) = (b)). Within this
approximation the Hamiltonian including the constraint
(3) with a Lagrange multiplier Asp reads

Hsp=— Z exdly, dhko — Z gff;tkafhka

ko k,o
1 5oet
_ ; \/—NV(fhkodhko +H.c.)
+AspN(r® = 1) + ) (e +¢4) (5)
ko
Ef=¢€5— Asa, V=vr (6)

In (6) f,tkw = E:iﬁexp(zk-fli)f,ticr was used. A
self-consistent solution is received by exploiting the
Bogoliubov-Feynman inequality for the free energy of
a test Hamiltonian.!® This leads to the self-consistency
equations

g + r?= 1, (7)
_ 1 Hsp
A=Y 3 (Fheofra) s (8)
k,o
1 Hsp
2Aspr = Z N <fltkadhk°' + H.C.>T R (9)
k,o

where ();{ S® denotes the thermal expectation value with

respect to Hsp. To diagonalize the Hamiltonian we make
use of the transformation

t
Chkio = Tk d};ka + Bk f ftka )
(10)
T _ t
Chizo = P Ahio — Vi S, llea )

where the coefficients obey |Gi|? + |yk|? = 1 and Biyy: +
B = 0 to fulfill the anticommutator relations for Fermi
operators. When we choose v, and Gy as

1 Ex —Ef :
=(-(1- —
e[ (- )]
_ [ (14 =] sgn(y
pe==[3 (1+2572)] s (1)
Wi=[(ex —1)? +472] ", (12)
Eq. (5) is diagonalized. Thus a hybridized band struc-

ture (band index 1) is described, degenerate in the spin
indices. We write down the resulting Hamiltonian in
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the conventional picture of electronic operators (chkic —

t il
Cicto Chilo — Ckio )

ﬁSB = Z eklc;fdackla + ASBN(T2 + 1) s (13)
k,l,o

1 .
€K1 = 5(5f+6k'—Wk) ,

1, _
Ek2 = E(Ef + ex + Wk) . (14)

Because the system is bilinear within this approximation
the expectation values in Egs. (7) and (8) can easily be
evaluated, yielding the self-consistency equations (7) —
(9) in the form

7'2=1-ﬁfh ) (15)
nfh = 2% Zk:{lﬂklz [1 - f(ekl,T)]
+el? [1 - f(ekz,T)] } , (16)

Asp= % > b [f(eka) - f(skl’T)] :
X

f(exi, T) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function. The
chemical potential y and the parameters r and Asp were
determined self-consistently. Because of the given parti-
cle number (two electrons per site) this results in a semi-
conductor with a small band gap. In Fig. 1 the dispersion
relation of the system is drawn for the self-consistent (full
line, U — o0) and the corresponding tight-binding cal-
culation (dotted lines, U = 0). The effective one-particle
Hamiltonian leads to an energetic lowering of the local-
ized 4f level and, because of the reduction of the mixing
constant V, to a decrease in the size of the band gap. The
energetic lowering for the Sm compound is in contrast to
the energetic raising of the localized level in the case of
the corresponding calculation for Ce compounds.!3 In the
effective one-particle picture this reflects the fact that in
the former case the unoccupied localized states are ex-
cluded, while in the latter the excluded states are the
doubly occupied ones.

-4
R A r A X z M T r

FIG. 1. Comparison between the self-consistently calcu-
lated band structure of our model of SmBg (full line) and the
corresponding tight-binding model (dotted line). —, & =

—0.7, V=038, U = 00; -+ - -~ ,e5=0.05, V=06, U=0.
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FIG. 2. Total density of states (DOS) (arb. units, dotted

line), partial DOS of localized 4 f states (full line), and partial
DOS of delocalized 5d states (interrupted line) of the model
for SmBs. £ = —0.7; V = 0.38.

In Fig. 2 the total density of states (dotted line), the
4f density of states (full line), and the 5d partial density
of states (interrupted line) are shown. The sharp maxima
near the band gap are formed by the 4f states, while the
5d states constitute the flat background of the hybridized
band. In our model the hybridized band structure is
determined by the parameters t = —0.5, V = 0.38, and
&g = —0.7 in units of 2|t| = 1 eV. This results in fz, =
0.63, which is consistent with the measured Sm valence
of 2.6 to 2.7, but leads to a band gap Eg.p which is too
large by an order of magnitude. The parameters were
chosen to make numerical integrations in the following
sections feasible; they give a qualitatively correct density
of states of the host crystal.

III. DEFECT MODEL HAMILTONIAN

In our model we consider a defect representing a Gd
or an Er ion, which substitutes a Sm ion and therefore
obeyes octahedral symmetry. To keep the model simple
we assume at the defect site two A4 states with the same
physical properties as the replaced Sm states and addi-
tionally a Jahn-Teller active E, orbital. Because only
spatial degrees of freedom are relevant in our coupling
we neglect the spin indices. In this way the I'; state
can represent both the Gd 5d crystal field state and the
spatial part of the Er I'g state.

We assume local coupling of the defect states to the
nearest-neighbor Sm states, which form the irreducible
representations 24,4, 2Ey, and 2Ty,. The Jahn-Teller
coupling of the E, defect states can be established by
transitions between A1y and E4 states of the surround-
ing. We can consider various coupling types, which differ
mainly in respect to the spatial extent of the involved
local Sm states. This is discussed in Sec. VI. In the
following we consider the Jahn-Teller coupling to the lo-
calized Sm states. To examine the electron capture we
include in our model an electron transfer between the E
defect states and that Eg state of the surrounding which
is built up by delocalized Sm states.
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The Hamiltonian for the doped semiconductor model
now reads

H=H, + H;, + H,, a7
Hy = Z%C cx + Z eoa a; , (18)
1=1,2

th =tq4 (CI].(L]. + C;a2 + H.C.)

_tdZ[glt‘ C @1 +§gtd(n)c az + HC] y (19)

Hy=) [(Cgcl + CICO) (a;az - a’{al)
+ (C(‘;CZ + C;CO) (agal + a‘;a2>]

33 (chew + che)

K,K!

«eotwrea(x) (afas = ol
+&o(r)E2(K) (a;al + a{az)} . (20)

Hy describes the mixed-valent semiconductor (k = ki)

and the degenerate E, states with the potential energy
€o and the operators a;r, respectively, a; (¢ = 1,2). The
tilde signifies that the energy values are related to pu.
H,, allows the transfer of an electron between the defect
states and those of Sm neighbors. H), describes the corre-

lation coupling mechanism of the defect states to A;4-E,
transitions. The operators of the A4 states Cg (Co) and
those of the E, states CI,C’;r (C1,C?) are defined by

1
Ch=Jg (st i+ 1+ s+ 1%) ()
1
7B

= % (1 +1,

cl=—= (2l +2rti -l - - £ - 115)

—f-gt 9) : (22)

X, ¥ and Z establish the base of the simple cubic Sm
lattice. Because in H;, the delocalized Sm states are

involved the operators A tin Eq. (22) have to be replaced
by the operators d in the definition of C1 , C (C1,C2) of
the transfer operator The operators of the Sm states are
expanded into terms of the operators of the band system,
yielding the corresponding coefficients &g, &;, and &,.

IV. GD DEFECT CASE

We are interested in the energetic position of the cou-
pled defect level. This is easily revealed by the one-
particle Zubharev Green function, because its imaginary
part yields the corresponding partial density of states.
The Green function was calculated by means of Mori’s
formalism. For this purpose it is reasonable to define the
Mori scalar product

(A|B) = (AB' + B'4),. . (23)

The link between the anticommutator Green function in
Fourier space and the Mori scalar product in Laplace

space then reads
) (24)
z=—FE

(aag =5 (2
E=w+1, h=1. (25)

L=[H,..],

The evaluation of the scalar product in this equation is
determined by Mori’s evolution equation

() - i a0
where

wo = (CA|A) (A]4)7" (27)

1) = (5= grg@eAIeEa) (A )

Q=1-P, (29)

PX =(X|A)(AlA)"'A. (30)

In this section we choose the observable A = a; (i = 1,2).
The static scalar product therefore results in (A4|4) = 1.
wo and M (z) cannot be determined exactly in the consid-
ered model. In this section we take terms to second or-
der in w = t4, A into account and factorize the appearing
thermal expectation values under the assumption that
is still a good quantum number. To calculate wy and
M (z) we subdivide £ according to the parts Ho, Hy,,
and H) in our Hamiltonian and find

L%, = —€5a; , (31)
[,t"a = —td Z I:&], tq 5)61 1 + 62 td( ) 1.,2} Ck » (32)
Aa; ==\ Z( 1.Crt + c )

x [eo(n)sl(n') (aza,-,z _ ala,.,l) + €o(R)Ex(x)

x (azai,l - a15i,2>] . (33)

To obtain wo we need the scalar products

(Coai[ai) = —6~0 y (34)
(£*aila;) =0, (35)

(Lraila;) =r— A Z <CNCL + CLCn>T €o(k)éa(x")
X (82 — di1) - (36)

Within our approximation (£*a;|a;) vanishes, because of
the symmetry of the coupling coefficients. This yields

wo = —E~0 . (37)

Since we are interested in terms in order w? and since
QLa; is of order w, we can replace QLQ in the resolvent
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of M(z) by L. This leads to the following expression for

the self-energy M(E) = —M(z = —E):
M(E) = M,,(E) + MA(E) , (38)
Mo, (B) =12 Z f%td(")‘si,El jfftd(ﬂ)(si,z ’ (39)
) + €& (x)&63 (<)

& (
AZ 0
Z _EO"EN +5~

e ),
(fed, )

€5(r) =€ (k) + & (x) . (41)

By means of (24) the Green function of the defect level
then reads
1 1

oty Lt
(@lale = 5 5 (42

The self-energy part M, . is well known from the Fano-
resonance problem.!* It leads to a shift of the defect level
depending on the position of £y with respect to the band
structure. In the self-energy part M, the many-body
character of the coupling is reflected in the appearance
of occupation probabilities of the band states and of the
defect level. Since we consider only one defect site within
the host crystal the change in the energy values of the
band states with respect to the uncoupled values is of
order 1/N. Therefore we introduce the approximation
<ch,¢>T = f(€x,T). The remaining expectation value

(aIa,-)T is determined by use of the spectral function

Foo ?
(afai)r = /_ dw exp(Bw) + 1 l:«ai|a3>>w+ze
~(asdaf o] - (43)

The considered Green function describes a “test parti-
cle” (electron or hole) in the defect state added to the
semiconducting system. If we assume that the uncoupled
defect level is situated in the conduction band, the con-
sidered electron for T' = 0 suffers an energetic lowering,
which essentially is caused by the correlation coupling.
Since the doubly occupied defect state shows A sym-
metry, the Jahn-Teller coupling is only efficient for the
singly occupied state. Therefore the energetic lowering
of the defect level into the range of the valence band is
not allowed. In our calculation this unphysical behavior
is excluded by the self-consistent determination of (a} a;).

Our physical picture of the electron capture in the Gd
case now is the following. If the uncoupled defect level is
lying near the band gap within the conduction band the
Jahn-Teller coupling can shift the level into the band gap.
In this case ImM,,(w) vanishes because €2, = 0 within

the gap, while ImMA(w) is zero for w < €9 + Fgap and
(a:-ai)T ~ 0. Therefore a sharply peaked contribution to

the density of states appears. Because the three-valent
Gd introduces an electron into the conduction band, this
electron will be captured in the energetically lowered de-
fect level within the band gap.

In Fig. 3 the imaginary part of the Green function
is shown for €y + p = g9 = —0.56 and t4 = 0.25. For
A = 0 the maximum within the conduction band is broad-
ened because of the transfer coupling (interrupted line).
The Jahn-Teller coupling, however, leads to a sharp peak
within the band gap (full line, A = 0.25) for A > A., where
Ac depends on t4 and &p.

In Fig. 4 we show the temperature dependency of the
self-energy in the one-pole approximation Re M) (w = ),
which determines in a good approximation the energeti-
cal shift of the defect level. Because of the shown sharp
decrease for T > 0.1Eg,, the coupled defect level will
be shifted back into the conduction band. The peak of
Im((a;lal) g is broadened in this case because of finite
values for InM (E). This leads to a delocalization of the
electron. This behavior is in good quantitative agreement
with the experiment, where the spectrum connected with
the electron capture disappears for T' > 6 K.

V. ER DEFECT CASE

In the case of the Er ion we are interested in a micro-
scopic picture of energetic lowering of the defect level.
Because the Er3* orbital is derived from a 4f configu-
ration it is more strongly localized than the Gd orbital
considered in the preceding section. Therefore we choose
a weaker transfer coupling. The double occupancy of
this level is excluded at low temperatures by a large
Coulomb repulsion. This leads in our model to a term
Hy = Ua{a;azal. We consider the limit U — oo by
introducing a Bose field with the operators bg and bg,
which obeys the constraint

w
T
1

hn({a,]af)),

20 b | .
, /
-0.9 0.8 0.7 -0.6 0.5 0.4
energy w (units of 2[t[)
FIG. 3. Imaginary part of the Green function of the de-

fect states for the model of the electron capture in the Gd
case. €9 + 4 = —0.56; tq4 = 0.25; p = —0.72;kT = 0. —,
A=025 ———— A=0; ------ , band edges of the band gap.
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Rel\(5))

temperature KT/ Ey,,
FIG. 4. Temperature dependency of the self-energy term
ReM)(w = €p). €0+ p = —0.58; ta = 0.25; A = 0.25.
bibo + > afai=1. (44)

1=1,2

Because H) conserves the number of defect electrons only
the transfer term of our Hamiltonian has to be modified
to be consistent with the restriction (44)

H=H,+ H;, + H, , (45)
Htld _td Z[&ltd

K)cxbd ar +£2td(n)c bfaz + H.l].

(46)

([,Ob:gadboai) = —£,

5513

In this section we calculate the Green function of the real
defect level which is defined by ((b}a;|albo)) £.12 The rele-
vant observable of this section is A = bla;, in agreement
with the Hilbert space restricted by Eq. (44). With the
use of Mori’s formalism we calculate the Green function
up to terms of second order in w = A, t4. The correspond-
ing terms of the expansion of the thermal expectation
values are given in the Appendix. This series contains
thermal expectation values of the undisturbed system,
which is defined by the limit U — oo of Hy + Hy.

To determine wo and M (E) we use Eb;r)a,-, which yields

Eobgai =

L'bla;=—tay [gm(n) <6i,1cnbf,bo - aJ{cnai>

—e-ObI)a'i ) (47)

+€2td (I‘i) (Ji,zcnbgbo - a;cnai>] y (48)

CAbI)a,- == Z (CLCNI + cl,c,.:) b)(r,
x [ﬁo(n)&(n') (ai,zaz - &-,m)
+éo(r)&2(K") (51‘,2&1 + 51',102)} . (49)

To obtain wq [see Eq. (27)] we use

(50)

(L""bf)ailboai) = —tq4 E I:fud('ﬁ) <a‘;bcn>T (031 — 1) + oty (K) <azbcn>T (03,2 — 1)} ) (51)

(£t} ailboas) = =2 3 o(w)éa (s

x <(c):c,{r + cz,cn) [bf,bo (8i,2

- 5,-,1) + agazti,-,z - aJ{al&-,l] >T

+&o(K)E2(K) <(c£cn: + cL, cn) (61-,1(11@ + 61:,2(1;0.1) >T . (52)

The thermal expectation values are determined to first
order in w. Thereby the constraint (44) is reflected in

g = (a;ra,-);r = [exp(Bco) + 2]_1 and (a{a'{azal)T =0.
The static value of the Mori scalar product is given by

(bga,|b0+a,) =1- (aza,-)T . (53)
The second order terms of the expansion of (azai)T yield
(ala;) =g + (alan)} + (a]an)} + O(w?) (54)

(afa;)t =0 (55)

f

2
(a;a;)? =t3 Z ;E—_(Z):%[f(d, T) + 1] Bagnsp

+/\22£0

X) + WS o

Ex — Emt
x[1— f(fn', T))Brgnss , (56)
fisp = (bibo)y = 1 — 2Ag . (57)

In the Er case charge fluctuations are not measured,
whence, because of its proportionality to 7gfisg, we can
neglect the term (a:-’ai)O% at low temperatures.

This yields for wyq
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~ 1 Z Q)
wo= —€g+ ———— t2 e €7
° ° ﬁE+ﬁss{d €0 — €k tn

422 Z HG fE ) + §E('§)§o( &')

—_ Src'

B 1 - f(exT)] - nsp f(x,T)}

fexn T)[1 = f(ET)] m} . (58)

The self-energy terms M, and M, , are determined to second order in w,

v _ 1 E%td(n) 1 _ _
M., (E) =1} g+ 7isn E_ < (Enss + "E) ,
(k) ﬁE(’f ) + E5 (k)& (K)

Y :AZ EO
MA(E) nEg + NsB Z

E—€g—€n + 6,

Thus finally we obtain for the Green function of the real
defect states

1 nEg + n
( (bhaslafbo) )5 = 5- o
TE 4+ wo — [Mtd(E)M,\(E)]

(61)

Because the double occupancy of the defect level is ex-
cluded in this model for the Er*t case the significant
changes of the symmetry according to the defect occupa-
tion number as shown in the Gd case cannot appear. For
that reason the Jahn-Teller coupling is effective for the
defect level within the energy range below p. This is ap-
propriate for the description of Er3*. In Fig. 5 the imag-
inary part of the Green function is shown for £ = —1.5
with the parameters t4 = 0.1, A = 0 (dotted line), and
A = 0.2 (full line). Obviously the Jahn-Teller coupling
leads to an energetic lowering of the defect level as it was
already derived within the molecular model.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have considered a transfer coupling and electronic
correlation effects, which establish a Jahn-Teller-like cou-
pling of degenerate defect levels to a mixed-valent semi-

HE

Im thjafa by,

energy w (units of 2[¢[)

FIG. 5. Imaginary part of the Green’s function of the real
defect states in the model of the energetic lowering of the Er
defect level. eg = €0 +p = —1.5; ta = 0.1; kT = 0; p =
—0.72. —, A=0.2; ----,A=0.

{f(n

(59)

T)[1 - f(ex, T)]nsp + f(ex, T)[1 — f(ex, T) B} -

(60)

f

conductor. In this model electronic excitations between
symmetrized states of the surrounding take on the role
which normally is played by distortions of the ionic con-
figuration. In the host crystal SmBg this mechanism
is more probable than the conventional one, because it
takes advantage of the low energetic electronic excita-
tions (Egap ~ 3 — 4 meV).

Within our model the electron capture proposed to ex-
plain ESR measurements for SmBg:Gd can be explained
in the following way: If the uncoupled defect level is ly-
ing within the conduction band near the band edge of
the gap, the correlation coupling leads for A > A. to an
“effective state” within the band gap. The conduction
band electron introduced by the Gd®* ion can be cap-
tured within this state. With increasing temperature this
state is shifted back into the conduction band where the
electron is delocalized because of the transfer coupling.
This is in agreement with experimental results.* Because
of the transfer coupling we also expect contributions of
the band states to this effective band-gap state. This will
be examined in further work.

In the case of an Er®* ion we took into account the
prohibition of the doubly occupied defect state caused
by a strong Coulomb repulsion. The correlation coupling
leads to an energetic lowering of the defect level as was
suggested by a molecular model to explain ESR measure-
ments.

Within our model we have examined various micro-
scopic coupling types, which differ in the degree of par-
ticipation of the localized Sm 4f states in the coupled
electronic transitions. Our result is that the energetic
lowering is strongest when the defect states interact with
transitions between A;, and E, states of the surround-
ing, both of which are composed of Sm 4f states. This
is a result of the large density of low energetic excita-
tions of predominantly 4 f character in SmBg. This “soft”
surrounding is characterized by the small band gap and
the sharp maxima of the 4f partial density of states at
the corresponding band edges. The dominant role of the
Sm4f states in the coupling mechanism is also confirmed
by an approximate calculation of the coupling constant,
which revealed higher A values for the coupling to the lo-
calized states than to the delocalized states of the defect
surrounding.

In further work we plan to examine the effects of the
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unconventional Jahn-Teller coupling on the band states
and on thermal properties of the doped semiconductor.
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APPENDIX A: APPENDIX

To calculate thermal expectation values like (A)g'”LW
to terms of second order in the perturbation W we made
use of the expansion

(A7 = (A)F + (A)p + (A7 +O0(w®), (A1)

with

5515
(A)g = (A)5° (A2)
8 Ho
(A)p = < [ aswe) (f - A)> : (A3)
0 T

Ho

(4)7 = < / " 4g / " ag wiew e (- <A)¥°)>

8 Ho
+ < /0 ag W(ﬂ')>

T

T

H,

x < / "agwie) (4- <A>¥°)> :

T

(A4)

W (B) = exp(8Ho) W exp(—BHo) .

B is the inverse temperature, which is multiplied by the
Boltzmann constant.
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