
ar
X

iv
:2

40
8.

15
74

8v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

tr
-e

l]
  2

8 
A

ug
 2

02
4

Manifestation of incoherent-coherent crossover and non-Stoner magnetism in the

electronic structure of Fe3GeTe2

Deepali Sharma,1 Asif Ali,1 Neeraj Bhatt,1 Rajeswari Roy Chowdhury,1

Chandan Patra,1 Ravi Prakash Singh,1 and Ravi Shankar Singh1, ∗

1Department of Physics, Indian Institute of Science Education and Research Bhopal,

Bhopal Bypass Road, Bhauri, Bhopal 462066, India

(Dated: August 29, 2024)

Two-dimensional (2D) van der Waals ferromagnets have potential applications as next-generation
spintronic devices and provide a platform to explore the fundamental physics behind 2D magnetism.
The dual nature (localized and itinerant) of electrons adds further complexity to the understanding
of correlated magnetic materials. Here, we present the temperature evolution of electronic structure
in 2D van der Waals ferromagnet, Fe3GeTe2, using photoemission spectroscopy in conjunction with
density functional theory (DFT) plus dynamical mean field theory (DMFT). With the appearance
of quasiparticle peak and its evolution in the vicinity of Fermi energy, we unveil empirical evidences
of incoherent-coherent crossover at around 125 K. DFT+DMFT results show that the quasiparti-
cle lifetime surpasses thermal energy for temperature below 150 K, confirming incoherent-coherent
crossover in the system. No appreciable change in the Fe 2p core level, overall valence band spec-
tra across the magnetic transition, and temperature dependent ferromagnetic DFT+DMFT results,
provide substantial evidence for non-stoner magnetism in Fe3GeTe2. We elucidate the temperature
dependent intimate relation between magnetism and electronic structure in Fe3GeTe2. Sommer-
feld coefficient of ∼ 104 mJ mol−1 K−2 obtained in the low temperature limit from DFT+DMFT
calculations resolve the long standing issue of large Sommerfeld coefficient (∼ 110 mJ mol−1 K−2)
obtained from specific heat measurements.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetism in two-dimensional (2D) van der Waals
(vdW) materials have been the subject of great interest
for their ordered magnetic phases down to the monolayer
limit [1–3]. The magnetic and electronic ground state of
these 2D materials can be manipulated by external stim-
uli such as strain, gating, proximity effects, etc., and the
easy exfoliation allows the fabrication of novel devices
down to the 2D limit [2, 3]. In this class of ferromagnets,
Cr2Ge2Te6, CrSiTe3, CrI3, etc. have been widely studied
due to the rich interplay between long-range magnetic
ordering, inter-site exchange (J ), and intra-site coulomb
(U ) interactions in deciding the electronic structure [4–
6].
Fe3GeTe2, a 2D vdW ferromagnet, has gained enor-

mous attention due to the remarkably high Curie temper-
ature (TC ∼ 220 K), large uniaxial magneto-crystalline
anisotropy persisting down to the monolayer limit, mag-
netic skyrmions, anomalous Hall effect, etc. [7–10]. Den-
sity functional theory (DFT) reveals the itinerant ferro-
magnetism fulfilling the Stoner criteria [11, 12], which
is supported by photoemission spectroscopy (PES) ex-
hibiting continuous spectral weight transfer within Fe
3d states (signature of exchange splitting) in the ferro-
magnetic phase [13]. However, in complete contrast, an-
other report using angle-resolved PES (ARPES) reveals
insignificant change in the band dispersion with increas-
ing temperature up to TC [14].

∗ rssingh@iiserb.ac.in

In general, the nature of ferromagnetism is understood
from [i] Stoner model in the case of itinerant bands where
the temperature dependent exchange splitting of disper-
sive spin bands drive the long-range magnetic ordering,
which eventually vanishes upon reaching TC or [ii] spin
mixing model in the case of localized bands where the
exchange splitting exists even above TC and the ther-
mal fluctuation of the local moment reduces the mag-
netization [15–17]. However, many magnetic materials
fall under the intermediate regime of itinerant-local mo-
ments, such as cuprates and iron-pnictides, due to a rich
interplay of electronic states and magnetic correlations
[15–21]. Despite being a d-electron system, coexisting lo-
calized as well as itinerant electrons drive Fe3GeTe2 to
a heavy-fermionic state at low temperature [13, 22, 23].
The electronic transport and magnetic measurements in-
dicate signature of incoherent-coherent crossover much
below TC , along with Fano-resonance feature in the scan-
ning tunneling spectra concluding the Kondo scenario
[13, 23, 24]. The large effective mass (∼ 13.3mDFT) from
Sommerfeld coefficient (γ = 110 mJ mol−1 K−2) obtained
from specific heat measurements is not adequately re-
produced from ARPES and dynamical mean field theory
(DMFT) calculations across the literature [13, 14, 25, 26].
Understanding the nature of ferromagnetism (Stoner ver-
sus non-Stoner), incoherent-coherent crossover, and large
effective mass leading to heavy-fermionic behavior war-
rants a comprehensive study of the electronic structure
and its relation with magnetism in both high and low
temperature limits.

Here, we investigate the electronic structure of
Fe3GeTe2 using photoemission spectroscopy and theoret-
ical calculations within DFT+DMFT framework. The

http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.15748v1
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FIG. 1. (a) Crystal structure and Brillouin zone of Fe3GeTe2. The dashed line in the structure shows the unit cell comprising
two formula units. (b) Core level photoemission spectra of Fe 2p, Te 3d and Ge 3d collected at at 300 K (black) and 30 K (red)
using Al Kα (intensities are normalized to that of the survey scan, Fig. S1 of SM [27]). The spectra in blue line represent 2p
core level of metal Fe in ferromagnetic regime, reproduced from [28]. (c) Valence band photoemission spectra collected using
Al Kα and He II radiations at 300 K (black) and 30 K (red). Inset shows He II spectra in the vicinity of EF .

Fe 2p core level spectra as well as valence band spec-
tra remain very similar across TC , except for the states
close to the Fermi level (EF ). High-resolution spec-
tra unveils the emergence of a quasiparticle peak in the
close vicinity of EF in the magnetically ordered phase.
The overall valence band spectra and evolution of quasi-
particle peak, and manifestation of incoherent-coherent
crossover (∼ 125 K) in the experimental spectra, are very
well captured within temperature dependent ferromag-
netic DFT+DMFT calculations. These results further
reveal spin-differentiated behavior in Fe3GeTe2, where
spin-up states are majorly responsible for incoherent-
coherent crossover with lowering temperature, whereas
spin-down states are already in the coherent regime. In-
terestingly, finite spin splitting and the ordered moment
persists even at temperature larger than 4TC , implies
non-Stoner magnetism in Fe3GeTe2. Additionally, large
Sommerfeld coefficient obtained in the low temperature
limit from DFT+DMFT calculations are commensurate
with results obtained from specific heat measurements
resolving prior inconsistencies.

II. METHODOLOGY

High-quality single crystals of Fe3GeTe2 were prepared
using chemical vapor transport method with I2 as trans-
port agent [9, 10]. Direction dependent magnetic mea-
surements reveal the average Curie temperature, TC to
be 206 ± 4 K [9, 10]. Room temperature lattice parame-
ters were found to be a = b = 3.99 Å and c = 16.33 Å in
good agreement with previous report [29]. In the pho-
toemission spectroscopic measurements, the Fermi level
(EF ) positions and energy resolutions for various radi-

ations were obtained by measuring the Fermi-edge of a
clean polycrystalline silver sample at 30 K. Total energy
resolutions were set to 300 meV, 12 meV and 5 meV for
Al Kα (hν = 1486.6 eV), He II (hν = 40.8 eV) and He
I (hν = 21.2 eV) radiations (energy), respectively. Mul-
tiple single crystals of Fe3GeTe2 were cleaved in-situ at
base pressure better than 4×10−11 mbar, to ascertain
the cleanliness of the sample surface and reproducibil-
ity of the data (see Supplemental Material (SM) [27] for
survey scan and low energy electron diffraction (LEED)).

Electronic structure calculations were performed using
experimental lattice parameters having two formula units
(f.u.) per unit cell. Full-potential linearized augmented
plane wave method as implemented in Wien2k [30] was
used for the DFT calculations. Generalized gradient ap-
proximation (GGA) of Purdew-Burke-Ernzerhof [31] was
employed for the exchange correlation functional. 18 ×
18 × 3 k-mesh within the first Brillouin zone was used for
the self-consistent calculations. The energy and charge
convergence criteria were set to 10−4 eV and 10−4 elec-
tronic charge per f.u., respectively. eDMFT code [32]
was used for the charge self-consistent DFT+DMFT cal-
culations, with two impurity problems for Fe I and Fe II,
and all five Fe 3d orbitals (forming three non-degenerate
groups, dz2 , dx2

−y2/dxy and dxz/dyz) were considered
into correlated sub-space. The Continuous-Time Quan-
tum Monte Carlo (CTQMC) impurity solver [33] was
used with double counting correction as ‘exact ’ [34]. The
Hubbard-U = 5.0 eV and Hund’s coupling-J = 0.9 eV
was opted for both Fe I and Fe II, in accordance with ear-
lier report [26]. Analytical continuation was performed
using maximum entropy method [32] to calculate self-
energy on the real axis.
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FIG. 2. Total DOS and partial DOSs of Fe I and Fe II for Fe3GeTe2 using (a) NM and (b) FM DFT. Total and partial spectral
functions using DFT+DMFT in (c) PM (T = 300 K) and (d) FM (T = 50 K) phases. Inset in (c) shows the comparison of
total spectral functions obtained in PM and FM DFT+DMFT phases.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

The crystal structure and Brillouin zone of Fe3GeTe2
are shown in Fig. 1 (a). Each vdW bonded layer com-
prises a Fe3Ge slab sandwiched between Te layers. Two
crystallographically different Fe sites are shown in pink
(Fe I ) and golden (Fe II) spheres [9, 11, 23]. High-quality
of the sample and clean surface obtained by in-situ cleav-
ing was ascertained by the sharpness of peaks and the
absence of any oxide-related features in the core level
spectra, as shown in Fig. 1 (b) (also see Note 1 of SM
[27] for further details). All the core level spectra re-
main very similar to their elemental counterparts [35].
No appreciable change was observed for all the core lev-
els while going from 300 K to 30 K. Notably, the width
of Fe 2p core level spectra in Fe3GeTe2 is comparable
to that of ferromagnet iron (shown by blue lines) while
it has been found to be much smaller (∼ 0.6 eV) in the
non-magnetic systems [28, 36]. The full width at half
maxima (FWHM) of the asymmetric Fe 2p3/2 peak was
estimated (after subtracting a Shirley type integral back-
ground), where the FWHM was obtained to be ∼ 1.2 eV
and ∼ 1.4 eV for Fe3GeTe2 and Fe metal, respectively.
The larger width arises due to finite exchange splitting
leading to observed dichroism in the core level spectra in
the case of magnetic systems [28, 37, 38]. No change in
Fe 2p core level spectra in Fe3GeTe2 suggests that the ex-
change splitting does not change appreciably across TC ,
indicating that the non-Stoner behavior may be applica-
ble here. The valence band in Fe3GeTe2 is formed by the
hybridization of mainly Fe 3d, Ge 4p and Te 5p states,

and has been shown in Fig. 1 (c) collected using Al Kα

and He II radiations across the magnetic phase transi-
tion. Al Kα spectra at 300 K exhibit three discernible
features A, B, and C at around 6 eV, 3 eV and a broad
feature below 2 eV binding energy (BE), respectively.
Relative intensity enhancement of feature C with respect
to features A and B while going from Al Kα spectra to
He II spectra can be understood considering the larger
photoionization cross-section of Fe 3d states to that of
Te 5p and Ge 4p states at lower photon energies [39],
confirming the dominant contribution of Fe 3d states in
feature C. Also, the broad feature C in Al Kα spectra
is further resolved in the He II spectra, presumably due
to better energy resolution, exhibiting a peak near EF

and a shoulder structure at 1 eV BE. Surprisingly, the
overall valence band spectra also do not show appreciable
change across the magnetic phase transition which is in
sharp contrast with the prototypical itinerant ferromag-
net SrRuO3 [40, 41], except for the states in the close
vicinity of EF , as shown in the inset of Fig. 1 (c) where
the signature of a quasiparticle peak (marked by down
arrow) at 30 K is evident (will be further discussed in the
high-resolution spectra).

To understand the subtle changes in the electronic
structure across the magnetic phase transition, we dis-
cuss the results of the DFT calculations. Similar to
experimental observations, calculated density of states
(DOSs) in non-magnetic (NM) phase reveal predomi-
nant Fe 3d states between ± 2 eV BE (shown in Fig.
2 (a)), with large states at EF indicating metallic char-
acter. The states corresponding to Ge 4p and Te 5p pri-
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marily appear at higher BE (Fig. S3 [27] of SM). As
expected, the total energy per unit cell reduces by 130
meV in the ferromagnetic (FM) phase and the resulting
spin-polarized DOSs are shown in Fig. 2 (b). Large re-
distribution of exchange split spin-polarized states in FM
phase compared to NM phase, substantial Fe 3d states
appearing even beyond 2 eV BE, along with much re-
duced DOS(EF ), are in sharp contrast with the exper-
imental observations. The obtained average magnetic
moment of about 2.2 µB/Fe is also an overestimation
from the value (1.6 µB/Fe) obtained from the magnetic
measurements [9]. Even the inclusion of Hubbard-U in
DFT+U does not reproduce the experimental results
(see Fig. S4 and S5 of SM [27]). These observations
are consistent with earlier studies, concluding that the
DFT and DFT+U fails to achieve an agreement with the
experimental lattice parameters, magnetic moment and
valence band spectra in the magnetically ordered phase
[25, 42].

Having an admixture of localized and itinerant d
electrons, Fe3GeTe2 has been understood as correlated
electron system with significant role of Hund’s-J [43].
DFT+DMFT has been quite successful in accurately de-
scribing such systems with various magnetic transitions
[44, 45], since it captures the fluctuating moment in the
paramagnetic (PM) phase, along with temperature de-
pendent moment in the magnetically ordered phase [45–
47]. In Fig. 2 (c), we show the PM DFT+DMFT results
for T = 300 K (β = 38.68 eV−1), where renormalized Fe
3d bands appear between ± 1.5 eV BE. The total spec-
tral function exhibiting a peak around EF along with a
hump at 1 eV BE are in excellent agreement with the
He II spectra at 300 K. The local spin moment was found
to be 1.72 µB/Fe in PM DFT+DMFT, calculated using∑

i 2P i|Si
z| (where P i and |Si

z| represent the proba-
bility and absolute spin moment, respectively). The FM
DFT+DMFT result for T = 50 K (β = 232 eV−1) shown
in Fig. 2 (d) exhibits quasiparticle peak at EF in the ex-
change split spin-polarized spectral functions correspond-
ing to both the Fe sites. The total spectral function re-
mains largely unchanged while going from PM to FM
phase, as shown in the inset of Fig. 2 (c). Further,
the magnetic moment of 1.51 µB/Fe in the FM phase
is in close agreement with the experimental saturation
moment [9] and closely approaches local spin moment
obtained in the PM phase. Thus, DFT+DMFT frame-
work successfully determines the electronic structure of
Fe3GeTe2 in both the PM and FM phases.

For further understanding of the evolution of electronic
states with temperature, we show the temperature de-
pendent high-resolution valence band spectra collected
using He I radiation in the top panel of Fig. 3 (a). All
the spectra are normalized by the total integrated inten-
sity below 1.5 eV BE and have been stacked vertically for
clarity. The 250 K spectra exhibit a hump-like structure
at ∼ 1 eV BE and a broader feature below 0.5 eV BE,
similar to high temperature He II spectra (Fig. 1 (c)).
With lowering temperature, the spectral weight redistri-
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FIG. 3. (a) Temperature dependent high-resolution valence
band spectra collected using He I. Lower panel shows the oc-
cupied part of DFT+DMFT spectral function for PM (300
K) and FM (50 K) phases. Inset (i): T -dependent spectral
weight redistribution. Inset (ii): T evolution of the spec-
tra in the close vicinity of EF . T -dependent (b) SDOS in
the vicinity of EF , (c) quasiparticle peak height (green) and
SDOS(EF ) (purple) obtained from (b). Shaded region in (b)
represents ± 3kBT range at 30 K.

bution is evident leading to the appearance of sharper
quasiparticle peak below 50 meV as shown in the inset
(i), while broad feature at 0.4 eV BE remains very similar
(within ± 0.05 eV). It is to be noted here that the en-
ergy distribution curves (EDC) at various k -points from
low temperature ARPES is very similar to the angle-
integrated spectra shown here (see APPENDIX I). The
lower panel shows the DFT+DMFT spectral function
(A(ω)) obtained in PM (T = 300 K) and FM (T = 50
K) phases multiplied by the Fermi-Dirac (FD) function
to mimic the occupied states across TC exhibiting re-
markable resemblance of the spectral evolution with the
experimental spectra with respect to overall width and
energy positions of the features. To visualize the change
in the electronic states in the close vicinity of EF , we
normalize the spectral intensity at 150 meV and a closer
look reveals that the temperature evolution is similar to
FD function with a small decrease of the intensity at
EF for low temperature spectra, as shown in the inset
(ii). We further show the spectral DOS (SDOS) in Fig.
3 (b) obtained by dividing the photoemission intensity
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with the resolution broadened FD function at respective
temperatures [48]. The evident emergence of quasiparti-
cle peak at ∼ 40 meV BE upon entering the FM phase
is shown by the monotonous increase in its height and
plotted in Fig. 3 (c) (using green symbols). Interestingly,
SDOS(EF ) exhibit complex/unusual evolution with tem-
perature, as shown in Fig. 3 (c) (using purple symbols).
SDOS(EF ) remains very similar in the PM phase, while it
increases upon entering the magnetic phase and achieves
a maxima at ∼ 125 K, below which it decreases down
to 50 K and saturates at lower temperature (also ob-
served in SDOS obtained by symmetrizing the spectra
[49], Fig. S2 of SM [27]). A change of slope in the resis-
tivity of Fe3GeTe2 near a characteristic temperature (T ∗

∼ 110 K) [13, 23] has been associated with an incoher-
ent to coherent crossover similar to the f -electron based
heavy fermionic systems [50–52]. Below T ∗, the concept
of quasiparticle becomes meaningful as the quasiparti-
cle scattering rate, Γ (inverse of the lifetime), is smaller
than the thermal energy (kBT ) and sharper quasiparticle
features can be observed [53]. The SDOS obtained from
the high-resolution spectra (shown in Fig. 3 (b)) reveals
decrease in the width of quasiparticle peak below 125 K,
also manifested by the sharp decrease of SDOS(EF ) as
shown in Fig. 3 (c).

We additionally showcase and meticulously explore
these phenomenon using temperature dependent FM
DFT+DMFT calculations. The evolution of the quasi-
particle peak with decreasing temperature is also well
captured within the FM DFT+DMFT calculations,
where the spin-polarized Fe spectral functions are shown
in Fig. 4 (a). Intriguingly, we observe that the spin-down
spectral functions remain largely unchanged around the

EF , however, the spin-up spectral functions demonstrate
the emergence of quasiparticle peak just below EF with
decreasing temperature, implying significant influence
of spin-differentiated electron correlation in Fe3GeTe2.
Further, the scattering rate, Γ was obtained for all
the orbitals (including spin) for both the Fe sites (see
APPENDIX II) and Γ/kBT for various temperature is
shown in Fig. 4 (b). These results unveiled that the
Γ for spin-down channels for both the Fe sites remain
below kBT , irrespective of temperature, suggesting the
coherent scenario, while the spin-up channels show an
incoherent-coherent crossover only below 150 K. It is to
be noted that, the zero frequency limit of the imagi-
nary part of the self-energy on the imaginary frequency
axis, ImΣ(iω → 0+), and thus the Γ approach to zero
faster with decreasing temperature for the spin-up chan-
nels than those for the spin-down channels for all the
orbitals of both the Fe sites.

Within the itinerant electron magnetism, the exchange
splitting of non-degenerate spin bands can be defined
via various approaches [11, 14, 40, 42, 54]. In the DFT
band scenario, the k -dependent exchange splitting can be
estimated from the difference of the Kohn-Sham eigen-
values of spin split bands and the k -averaging gives a
reasonable estimate [11]. However, the similar analysis
can not be performed in DFT+DMFT due to the diffu-
sive/incoherent nature of the k -resolved spectral function
[42]. Here, we attempt to estimate the exchange splitting
in the Fe bands from the energy difference of the centre
of the weight of spin-up and spin-down from k -integrated
spectral functions. The calculated spin-polarized total
spectral functions are shown in Fig. 4 (c) for differ-
ent temperatures. The spectral function at 50 K reveal
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large exchange splitting, which reduces with increasing
temperature where, both spin-up and spin-down spec-
tral functions try to acquire similar structure. Interest-
ingly, the spin-dependent spectral functions remain non-
degenerate even above TC and further upto 900 K. The
estimated exchange splitting and obtained magnetic mo-
ment also follows the similar trend, and remains finite
upto 900 K, as shown in Fig. 4 (d).

To further elucidate the spin-differentiated dual na-
ture, k-resolved spin-polarized spectral functions for dif-
ferent temperature obtained from FM DFT+DMFT cal-
culations are shown in Fig. 5. Large number of disper-
sive bands in both the spin channels show finite exchange
splitting and confirm the itinerant character, while the
non-dispersive bands in the vicinity of EF in case of spin-
down channel, at high-temperature suggests mixture of
localized and itinerant electrons in Fe3GeTe2. Electronic
structure calculations within DFT+DMFT framework
hugely overestimates the ferromagnetic transition and re-
veals no significant change in the valence band across
TC , hence, providing additional evidence to conclude
Fe3GeTe2 to be non-Stoner where, the temporal and spa-
tial thermal fluctuation leads to disordered moment (itin-
erant and local both) thereby destroying the long range
magnetic order beyond TC . The Stoner model provides
framework for the itinerant magnetic materials, however
the inaccurate consideration of spin density fluctuation

200 400 600 800

2

3

4

200 400 600 800

40

60

80

100

Temperature (K)

m
*/
m

D
FT

(a)

Temperature (K)

g  
(m

J m
ol

-1
 K

-2
)

(b)

FIG. 6. Calculated (a) mass enhancement factor (m∗/mDFT)
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the fitting using double exponential function (y0 + a1e
(−x/t1)

+ a2e
(−x/t2), where y0=1.45, a1=2.17, a2=1.17, t1=47.03

and t2=498.22) and the open star in (b) shows calculated γ

obtained using extrapolated value of mass enhancement factor
at 0 K.

effects results in many limitations like overestimating TC

and Curie-Weiss behavior at higher temperature [15, 29].
Thus, these results encourage the need for spin-resolved
(AR)PES to be examined for further understanding of
the electronic structure of Fe3GeTe2 across TC . In addi-
tion, diffusive bands in spin-up k-resolved spectral func-
tions representing incoherent states show crossover to
sharp/coherent states with lowering temperature while
spin-down channels remain very similar. The spectral
function obtained from low temperature DFT+DMFT
are in reasonable agreement with experimental band dis-
persion along M-Γ-K directions (shown in APPENDIX
I). Further, observed dispersive energy bands along Γ-A
direction in k-resolved spectral functions at low temper-
ature implies significant interlayer coupling, thus three-
dimensionality of electronic structure in Fe3GeTe2 [14].
Lower Fermi velocity of spin split bands in Fe3GeTe2
than that in the case of a typical metal along with hy-
bridisation of these flat bands with strongly dispersive
bands near EF , suggest strengthened quasiparticle mass
[13, 24].

Finally, we discuss the discrepancy related to mass en-
hancement factor (m∗/me) in the literature [13, 14, 25,
26, 43]. The Sommerfeld coefficient, γ (110 mJ mol−1

K−2) obtained from specific heat measurement is much
larger than that of the free electron value of≈ 6 mJ mol−1

K−2 considering six electron occupancy per Fe, leading to
the heavy-fermionic system with m∗/me of ≈ 18 [25, 55].
As discussed earlier, the large reduction of DOS(EF ) ob-
tained in FM DFT results (w.r.t. NM DFT results) is
in strong disagreement with PES results and also leads
to an overestimation of the m∗

mDFT

= 14.12 (see Fig. S4

of SM [27]). Within DFT+DMFT framework, m∗

mDFT

is
weighted sum of contributions arising from all the orbital
(l) and spin (s), weighted by their local Green’s function

(∝ partial DOS) at EF [43, 45]. The m∗

mDFT

obtained
from FM DFT+DMFT calculations as shown in Fig. 6
(a), unveils increasing mass enhancement with lowering
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temperature and having m∗

mDFT

= 3.26 at 50 K, suggesting
Fe3GeTe2 to be heavy fermionic system at low tempera-
ture. The γ

DMFT
obtained by linear sum of each contri-

bution, γ
l,s
, (γ

DMFT
=

∑
l,s γl,s

=
∑

l,s [(π
2k2B/3)

m∗

mb
—

l,s

PDOSl,s ] ≈ [(π2k2B/3)
m∗

mDFT

A(ω)] [45] lead to ∼ 70 mJ

mol−1 K−2 at 50 K. The extrapolated value of m∗

mDFT

of

4.79 at 0 K leads to γ of about ∼ 104 mJ mol−1 K−2, as
shown in Fig. 6 (b) and is in close agreement with ex-
periments, finally resolving the much debated disparity
[25].

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, electronic structure of Fe3GeTe2 has
been investigated using photoemission spectroscopy
and theoretical calculations within DFT, DFT+U and
DFT+DMFT frameworks. The high-resolution valence
band spectra are well captured within DFT+DMFT
across the magnetic phase transition. Temperature de-
pendent high-resolution spectra exhibit emergence of
quasiparticle peak in close vicinity of EF along with
the manifestation of incoherent-coherent crossover where,
an anomalous behaviour of spectral density of states
at EF is observed ∼ 125 K. DFT+DMFT successfully
demonstrate the evolution of spin bands with incoherent-
coherent crossover along with the increasing effective
mass at lower temperatures, concluding the heavy-
fermionic nature. We also resolves the long standing issue
of large Sommerfeld coefficient in this system obtained
within DFT+DMFT calculations. In particular, (i) no
significant change in the experimental Fe 2p core level
and overall valence band across TC , and (ii) finite ex-
change splitting (also magnetic moment) persisting even
beyond 4TC in temperature dependent ferromagnetic
DFT+DMFT calculations, together suggests Fe3GeTe2
to be a non-Stoner ferromagnet. Results presented here
advances the understanding of complex evolution of elec-
tronic structure and non-Stoner magnetic behavior and
lays the foundation for further spin-resolved PES in this
correlated van der Waals ferromagnet Fe3GeTe2.
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APPENDIX I

ARPES Fermi surface map (integrated within EF ±
10 meV energy window and symmetrized along kx = 0
line) obtained using He I radiation (kz = 0.353c∗, con-
sidering inner potential, V0=13.5 eV [14]) at 30 K (with
total energy resolution ∼ 15 meV) is shown in Fig. 7
(a). The circular and hexagonal shaped Fermi surfaces
centered around Γ is in agreement with earlier obser-
vations [13, 14]. Fig. 7(b) shows the schematic of the
obtained Fermi surfaces where the dotted red hexagon
represents the surface Brillouin zone with high symme-
try lines Γ-K, and Γ-M. The stars represents Γ, (Γ-
M)/2 and (Γ-K)/2, corresponding to which the energy
distributive curves (EDCs) (integrated for ∆kx and ∆ky
within ± 0.02 Å−1) are shown in Fig. 7 (c). Strength-
ened quasiparticle peak (∼ 40 meV BE) is evident from
the EDC at Γ, as compared to the same obtained from
EDC at (Γ-M)/2 and (Γ-K)/2. It is to be noted that the
overall EDCs at various locations across Brillouin zone
are mostly similar and agrees well with the momentum-
integration high-resolution PES spectra as presented in
the main text (Fig. 3 (a)). Further, Fig. 7 (d) and (e)
represent the band dispersion from ARPES (at 30 K)
and k -resolved spectral functions of both the spins from
FM DFT+DMFT calculation (at 50 K, kz = 0.353c∗),
respectively, along high-symmetry directions. ARPES
spectra (Fig. 7 (d)) shows broad (incoherent like) bands
at around 0.4 eV BE and sharper (coherent like) bands
around the EF in M-Γ as well as in Γ-K directions,
which are better resolved in both the spin channels of
k -resolved spectral functions of DFT+DMFT. For bet-
ter visualization, the bands with higher spectral func-
tions from DFT+DMFT results were overlapped on the
ARPES spectra (using markers) and is shown in Fig. 7
(d) with up and down green triangles for up spin and for
down spin, respectively.

APPENDIX II

Within FM DFT+DMFT calculation the spin and or-
bital dependent imaginary part of the self-energy on the
Matsubara frequency axis, ImΣ(iω) for both Fe sites
were obtained and are shown in Fig. 8 (a) for T =
50 K. The ImΣ(iω) approaches to zero at lower fre-
quency for all the orbitals and spins of both the Fe. The
quasiparticle scattering rate is calculated using Γ l,s =
−(m∗/m

b
)l,s

−1 ImΣl,s (iω→ 0+), where (m∗/m
b
)l,s = 1

− ∂ ImΣl,s(iω)/∂(iω)|iω→0 for l orbitals, and s spins, and
is shown in Fig. 8 (b) [43, 45] for various temperatures.
The imaginary part of self energy at the zero frequency
limit and its derivative was obtained using fourth order
polynomial fit for the first six data points. The spin-up
channels for both the Fe exhibit larger ImΣl (iω→ 0+)
for all the orbitals at higher temperature and tends to
zero faster at lower temperature in comparison to that for
the spin down channels, implying significant influence of
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spin-differentiated electron correlation in Fe3GeTe2. An
overall trend of Γ l,s is consistent with the imaginary part
of self energy at the zero frequency limit. Further, the
Γ obtained for all the orbitals for both the Fe sites, un-
veiled that the spin-down channels remain below kBT (as

shown in Fig. 4 (b)), irrespective of temperature for both
the Fe sites, suggesting the coherent scenario throughout,
while the spin-up channels show an incoherent-coherent
crossover only below 150 K.
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NOTE 1: EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS AND ANALYSIS

X-ray photoemission survey scan :
The survey scan collected using Al Kα radiation at 30 K is shown in Fig. S1. The Fe 2p, Te 3d and Ge 3d core levels
are marked with red colour which are also shown in the Fig. 1(b) of the main text. Absence of O 1s and C 1s features
in the spectra as shown in the insets, along with bright spots in the LEED pattern exhibiting hexagonal symmetry,
confirms high quality and clean sample surface.
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Fig. S1. Survey scan of Fe3GeTe2 collected using Al Kα radiation at 30 K. All the core level and Auger features are marked
by arrows. The LEED pattern exhibiting hexagonal symmetry of the spots is shown in the inset on the left. Two insets on the
right show the absence of O 1s and C 1s features in the corresponding binding energy regions.

∗ rssingh@iiserb.ac.in

http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.15748v1
mailto:rssingh@iiserb.ac.in


2

Temperature dependent high-resolution spectral density of states (SDOS):
The photoemission intensity can be expressed as I(E) = DOS(E, T )∗Γe∗Γh∗G(E)∗F (E, T ), where Γe (Γh) represents
lifetime broadening of photoelectron (photohole), F and G represent Fermi-Dirac (FD) distribution function and
instrumental resolution broadening, respectively [1]. Since the photoelectrons and photoholes are long-lived close
to the Fermi energy, EF , the photoemission intensity divided by the resolution broadened FD function depicts the
spectral DOS (SDOS) [I(E)/(G(E) ∗ F (E, T ))]. SDOS obtained using this method is shown in the main text (Fig.
3(b)). Since the FD distribution function (also resolution broadened) follows the relation F(E)+F(-E) = 1, thus
symmetrization of the photoemmision spectra around EF [I(E)+I(-E)] also provides a good description of SDOS,
assuming DOS to be a smooth function around EF . The SDOS obtained by this method (symmetrization) has been
shown in Fig. S2, clearly indicating emergence of the quasiparticle peak (∼40 meV) and the peculiar behavior of
SDOS at EF , same as the results shown in Fig. 3(b) and (c) of the main text.
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Fig. S2. Symmetrization of the high-resolution He I spectra in the vicinity of EF for different temperature. Bottom color bar
indicates the thermal energy (± 3kBT ) range.

NOTE 2: COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS AND ANALYSIS

Non-magnetic DFT and DFT +U results :
Figure S3 shows the total density of states (DOS) and partial DOSs of Fe I 3d, Fe II 3d, Ge 4p and Te 5p obtained
from the non-magnetic (NM) DFT calculation. The partial DOSs show contributions from inequivalent Fe within ±
2 eV binding energy (BE) while the dominant contributions from Te 5p and Ge 4p states appear above 2 eV BE, in
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Fig. S3. (a) Total DOS and partial DOSs of Fe I 3d and Fe II 3d, and (b) partial DOSs of Ge 4p and Te 5p obtained from
NM DFT calculation. Total DOS obtained from NM DFT+U calculations (c) for U = 2 eV, and (d) for U = 4 eV.
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Fig. S4. Spin-polarized partial DOSs for (a) Fe I and (b) Fe II using FM DFT calculation. (c) Spin-polarized band dispersions
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exchange splitting of bands.

agreement with experimental valence band spectra. Total DOS obtained from DFT+U calculations (U = 2 eV and
4 eV) are shown in the right panels of Fig. S3. The inclusion of U in DFT leads to shift of 1.5 eV feature towards
higher BE and decrease in the DOS at EF , in contrast to the experimental spectra where the Fe 3d band appears
within the 1.5 eV BE.

Ferromagnetic DFT and DFT+U results :
Results of the ferromagnetic (FM) DFT calculations are shown in the Fig. S4 where, spin-polarized 3d states
corresponding to Fe I and Fe II are shown in panels (a) and (b), respectively. Large exchange splitting of spin-polarized
DOS is clearly evident for both the inequivalent Fe alongwith dominant contributions of 3d states appearing beyond
2 eV BE. FM DFT calculation also overestimates spin magnetic moments (2.46 µB and 1.59 µB for Fe I and Fe II,
respectively), in comparison to the experimental result [2]. DOS(EF ) = 3.31 states eV−1 f.u.−1 leads to Sommerfeld
coefficient (γ

DFT
= π2kB

2DOS(EF )/3) of 7.79 mJ mol−1 K−2. With the experimentally obtained large γ value for
Fe3GeTe2 [3], the FM DFT calculation suggests a significant quasiparticle mass enhancement m∗/m

DFT
= γ/γ

DFT
=

14.12. Spin-polarised band dispersion along high symmetry directions are shown in Fig. S4 (c) where, the dashed
vertical lines show approximate exchange splittings of bands. The spin-polarised total DOS obtained within FM
DFT and FM DFT+U for U = 2 eV and U = 4 eV are shown in Fig. S5 (a)-(c). The inclusion of U in FM DFT
calculations lead to further enhancement of exchange splitting and magnetic moment. For U = 2 eV and 4 eV, the
obtained spin magnetic moments are 2.79 µB (1.76 µB) and 3.08 µB (2.38 µB) for Fe I (Fe II), respectively.
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Fig. S5. Spin-polarized total DOS using (a) FM DFT, (b) FM DFT+U (2 eV) and (c) FM DFT+U (4 eV), calculations.
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