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R ecent reports on quantum oscillations in M gB, provide valuable inform ation on three in portant
aspects of thism aterial: (1) electronic structure near the Fem i level, (2) disparity of the electron—
phonon interaction between the two system s of bands (3) renom alization of spin susceptibbility.
H ow ever, extraction ofm ost ofthis inform ation requires highly accurate band structure calculations
of the relevant quantities. In this paper we provide such calculations and use them to analyze the

experin ental data.

M gB,; a novel superconductor with T, 40 K, has
attracted enom ous attention in the last,year. Them ost
popular m odel, suggested by Liy,et als and Shulga et
al.? and elaborated by Choietal,2 isthe two-gap m odel,
w hich, based on the very large interband dispariy ofthe
electron-phonon interaction ( rst noted in Ref:ff), pre—
dicts two di erent gapg,for the two di erent band sys-
tem s. The calculationg!? yield an e ective (ncluding an
enhancem ent due to gap variation) electron-phonon cou—
pling constant of the order of 1. O n the other hand, the
two-gap theory has a serious conocsptual problem : Two
distinctive gapsm ay exist only if the Interband in purity
scattering is very weak. That seem s to be in contrast
to the experim ental observation that even poor quality,
high-resistivity, sam ples have very good superconducting
properties. T has been argued®® that the speci city of
the electronic and crystal structure of M gB, results in
a peculiar relation am ong the three relevant relaxation
rates, nam ely that the In purity scattering inside the so-
called band ismuch stronger than inside the band,
and the latter, n tum, is much stronger than the n-
terband scattering. However, there has been no direct
experin entalcon m ation ofthis glaim .

O n the otherhand, som e authors.'] argue that the calcu-—
lated band structure is strongly renomm alized by electron—
electron interactions not accounted for in the localden—
sity calculations, so that the plasm a frequency isa factor
of ve am aller than the calculated one. Thiswould in —
ply an electron-phonon coupling constant less than 02.
T here are claiy s that infrared spectroscopy supports this
point of view 22 although other researchers in the eld?
dispute the interpretation accepted in Refs:'_d,:_ﬁ. In any
case, the fact that all optical experin ents till now have
been perform ed on polycrystalline sam ples, undem ines
their value as a decisive test for the electronic structure
calculations.

The st single crystal angularresolved photoem is—
sion ARPES)L! m easurem ents agree very wellw ith the
calculationsty How ever, som e calculated bands have not
been observed, and, furthem ore, ARPES probes only a
very thin surface layer and is therefore often not repre-
sentative of the buk electronic structure.

H istorically, the m ost reliable probe of the bulk elec—

tronic structure has been the de Haasvan A Iphen e ect
(dH VA ),.R ecent cbservation ofthise ect n M gB , single
crystaldd provides key inform ation to assess the validity
of the standard band structure calculation. G iven the
fact that m ost theoretical papers rely on thisband struc—
ture, the in portance of a proper analysis of these data
can hardly be overestim ated. Tt m ust be em phasized that
such an analysis requires highly accurate band structure
calculations, ie., theuse ofamuch nerk-pointmesh in
the B rillouin zone and a m uch m ore accurate Integration
than is custom ary in other applications of the band the-
ory. In this paper we present such calculations and show
that both Fem iology and e ective m asses (and hence
the Fem i velocities and plasn a frequencies) produced
by conventionalband structure calculations are in excel-
lent agreem ent w ith the experin ent, thus giving a strong
foundation for the w idespread use ofthisband structure.
Furthem ore, we show that the calculationalpredictions
of a strong disparity of the electron-phonon interaction
In the two band system s In M gB, are supported by the
de Haasvan A Iphen experin ent, and that the scattering
rates Inside the band and between and bands are
probably m uch sn aller than inside the bands. . -
The Fem i surface of M gB, consists of four sheets3
Two sheets com e prim arily from the boron py and py
states, and form slightly (early sinusoidalkz) warped

cylinders, (bonding) and (an‘dbondjng),24:I and two
tubular netw orks, the bonding one, ; in the (k, = 0)
plane, and the antbonding one, ;intheA k,= =c)

plne. There are 6 extram al cross—sections for the eld
parallelto k, (along the A lne). Thessare: (1) in
the plane; ) In the plne; 3) Inthe plne
(\holes" betw een the tubes); (4) i theA plane; (5)

In the A plane; and (6) In the plane. Fora eld
parallelto ky (perpendicular to the AM plane) there
are tw o extrem al cross-sections (tubes’ necks), for the
surface (7) and for the surface (8).

W e perform ed highly accurate and well converged full
potential linear augm ented plane waye (LAPW ) calcu—
lations,, using the W IEN-97 package,'lq ncluding local
orbitaldd to relax the linearization errors. W e used the
G eneralized G radient A pproxin ation of Perdew W and®’
forthe exchange-correlation potential. By com paring the
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results with LM TO (Ilnear mu n tin orbitals) calcula—
tions, we found that for a proper description of the
orbits it is essential to use a full potentialm ethod. It is
furthem ore essential to use a very nemesh in k-space;
we emplyed a 38x38x27 m esh, corresponding to 1995
hequivalent k-points. To achieve su cient accuracy for
the am all areas of the orois 1,2,4,5,7 and 8, we used
an integration engine buil in the SURFER program 18
w hich ntemally interpolates the integrand w ith spolnes.

The bare (band) m asses in the third colum n of table
Iwere then calculated by varying the Fem ienergy and
using the standard formula,

h® da
Magva = > & @)
Here and below we use the notation A for the areasofthe
orbis n standard unitsand F forthose in Tesla units. In
order to obtain the energy dervatives we tted the cal-
culated A E ) by quadratic polynom ials in the ranges of
about 0.03 Ry around the Ferm ienergy. T he experin en—
tally cbserved \them alm asses" di er from the \band"
m asses by a renom alization factor of 1 + ), where
is the coupling constant for the interaction of electrons
w ith phonons or other low -energy excitations. For Table
Iweused the valuesof com puted in the follow ng way
(see, eg.y Ref:;Lgl) : we assum ed that the m atrix elem ents
of the elctron-phonon interaction are constant within
each of the 4 bands (@ good approxim ation, see Ref;j),
but di erent am ong thebands and fordi erent interband
transitions. If the m atrix of the electron-phonon interac—
tion isU 5, where i; j are the band indices, then them ass
renom alization in the band i is
X
i= Ui3N 57 @)
J

where N y is the partial density of states per spin for the
i~th band. Recall that'Pthe oonventjogalE liashberg cou—
pling constant is = ijUijNiN = iI,\IIi' T he m atrix
U and the vector N calculated In Refil were used to
com pute the fth column in Tabl I.

T he agreem ent between the calculated and m easured
them alm asses can be characterized as excellent. Very
In portantly, this agresm ent is so good only because the
calculated ekctron-phonon coupling di ers by a factor of
3 between the and lbands. This is the st direct
dem onstration of this in portant e ect. The agreem ent
between the calculated areas F and the experim ent is
also very good. A lthough F;; F; and F3 are overesti-
m ated by 35% , 15% , and 8% , respectively, the absolute
values of these errors are only 0.5% (or less) of the total
area of the corresponding B rillouin zone cross-sections.
Even better appreciation of the signi cance of these er—
rors can be gained from the observation that shifting the

band by 63 mRy down, and the band by 55 mRy
up brings the calculated areas to fiillagreem ent w ith the
experin ent. It is not at all clear whether or not such a
an all discrepancy w ith the experim ent ism eaningful. Tt

is interesting, nevertheless, that after such an adjustm ent
oftheband positionsthe calculated m assesagreew ith the
experin ent even better: for the three orbis in question
the electron-phonon coupling constants deduced from the
experim ent by taking the ratio of the m easured m asses
to the calculated m asses are, respectively, 1.15,1.12, and
043. A fter the Femm i level adjistm ent, they are 122,
118, and 045. It is also worth noting that, for instance,
a change in c/a ratio of 1.5% chiftsthe and bands
w ith respect to each otherby 12m Ry, orthat a shift of
the Fem ilevelby 6 m Ry corresoondsto a 0.05 e change
In the num ber of electrons. T his show show sensitive the
de Haasvan A Jphen results are to the crystallography
and stoichiom etry.

Another In portant observation reported in Ref:_l-z_i is
the socalled \spin—=zero". This is a suppression of the
de Haasvan A Iphen am plitude when the di erence in
the areas (In Tesla units) of the spin—split by the ex—
temal eld H ) cross-sections is exactly H =2. Thise ect
has been ocbserved for orbit 8 m the ed H = 17 T,
when the eld was tilted w ih respect to the crystallo—
graphic axisby = 15 18 . Thismeans that &,
Fl)=cos( )= 85T,or Fg=F, Fi 81T (ote
that the angle itselfdoes not depend on the eld in which
the m easurem ents are perform ed, but only on the Fem 1
surface geom etry and Stoner renomm alization). It is easy
to estin ate this splitting in the rst approxin ation, using
the data from the Tabl Iand the Stoner renom alization
of 33% , caloulated :n Ref2l: A 5= 2 m E ,.; where

E xc= 2 gH 1+ S) isthe nduced spin-splitting ofthe
bands near the Fem i level, enhanced by a Stoner factor
1+ S). Thisformula gives F g 71 T .A caveathere
is that the Induced spin-splitting need not be the sam e
for allbands, n other words, while the average S is 0.33,
Individual S’s may vary from orbit to orbit. To avoid
this problem , we perform ed selfconsistent LAPW calcu—
lations in an extemal eld of1 8 kT (stillwellw ithin the
linear response regin €) and m easured d A g=dH explic—
itly. Usihg these results, we found that for the actual

edofl7T F g= 67T, clse to, but slightly sm aller
than the above estin ate 0f 7.1 T . In otherwords, the cal-
culated Stoner factor for this orbit is Sg = 026, an aller
than the average over all bands, which is 033. Note
that the experin entalnum ber of8.1 T can be reconciled
w ith the calculated m ass, if Sy were 0:5; fAirly close
to the elctron-phonon coupling constant for the sam e
band, 047. W e, how ever, believe that the colncidence is
accidental, although we do not have any plausible expla-
nation for the noticeable underestin ation of the Stoner
factor for this orbit. No \spin—zero" e ect has been ob-
served forthe orbit 4, w hich hasessentially the sam em ass
asorbit 8. Ourcalulations orthisorbit give F 4, = 69
T ; that is, the calculated Stoner factor for this orbit is
S, = 031. At the sam e tim e, the actual Stoner factor
m ust be either larger than 0.60 or smn aller than 0.18, for
this oroit not to exhibit the \spin—zero" e ect (this isne-
glecting deviations from a cylindrical shape, which are
noticeably stronger expressed for this orbit than for the



TA B_I..‘E I: Calculated de Haasvan A Iphen param eters from present work (Fcaic) com pared to the experim entaldata (Fexp) of

Refjl2. The m asses are given in free electron m ass units.

0 it Feare [['] m % dm ©*=dE Ry '] 2 1+ m ¥ Fexp [T ] L+ m PP
1 plane 730 0251 11 125 0.56 540 0.54
2 plane 1589 -0.543 2.7 1.16 117
3 “plane 34630 1.96 23 043 2.80
4 A plane 1756 0312 12 125 0.70 1530 0.66
5 A plane 3393 -0.618 23 1.16 133
6 “plane 31130 -1.00 41 047 147
7 AM -plane 458 0246 15 043 035
8 AM -plane 2889 0.315 0.8 047 046 2685 045

2Com puted from Tables 1 and 2 ofRef.:]_:.
bCom puted from the preceding colum ns

orbit 8). Further experin ental studies on better sam ples
should give m ore Insight into this problem .

Finally, we would lke to discuss the problem of the
\m issing orbits". The am plitade of the de Haaswvan
A Jphen signal is proportional to%a

r—
1 X ch A F
z — exp cos
sinh X eH ¢ H
X = “*mc@+ )kgT=heH;

where " is the m ean free path for the orbi in question.
T hus, i isnot surprising that the Jargeifojts 3and 6 are
notobserved; theD ingle exponentch  A=eH ‘isat least
10 tim es larger than for the other orbits. However, the
question rem ains for the orbits 2, 5, and 7. Let us start
wih the st two. W e observe that, com pared to the
orbits 1 and 3, both D ingl factor and the themm al factor
are reduced. The latter is sm aller because the e ective
mass,m (1+ ) istwice larger, which reducesthem axin al
tem perature at which these orbits can be observed by
a factor of twg, The fom er is reduced because both
the orbi size, A, is larger, and the mean free path,
Y/ Vg ; (@ssum Ing the relaxation tin e is the sam e for
both and bands) is snaller (from Tablk 1 ofRef21,
vr ( )=w () 1:4). The total reduction of the D inglke
exponent com pared to orbit 4 isby a factor of2 for orbit
5,and of1 4 for orbit 2.

The absence ofa signalfrom the orbit 7 seem spuzzling.
Tts area and its thermm alm ass are the sn allest of all or-
bits, and the average velocity for thisband is the highest
(50% higher than for the band). A very plausbl ex—
planation is that, as con gctured in Ref;_ﬂ and elaborated
in Refi, the in purity scattering rates di er drastically
between the bands. If the dom nant defects reside in
the M g plane (9., M g vacancies), then such defects are
very weak scatterers forthe bands forthe sin ple reason
that those bands have very little weight at the M g atom s.
H owever, this sin ple picture does not explain why orbit
8, orighhating from the band, apparently hasa small
relaxation tim e and therefore is seen in experin ent. Its
velocity isclose to (In fact, 15% sm aller than) that ofthe

band, its linear size ism ore than tw ice Jarger than that
oforbit 7, so the scattering rate hasto be at least 5 tin es
larger. W e do not have a plausible answer at them om ent
w hy the In purity scattering appears to be so suppressed
for this orbit. Possbly, this is related to itsparity whilke
the Dband iseven with respect to the z ! z re ection,
the band is odd).

To conclude, we presented highly accurate calculations
of the de Haaswvan A Iphen param eters forM gB,: Com —
parison w ith the experin ent reveals: (@) Absence ofany
mass (velociy) renom alization apart from that due to
phonons. @) A good agreem ent of the calculated cross—
section areas w ith the experim ent. (c) E xcellent agree—
m ent ofthe calculated electron-phonon coupling w ith the
dH vA m ass renom alization, ncluding very large dispar-
ity between the coupling of the and bands, which
clearly con m s the basic assum ption of the two-gap
m odel for superconductivity n M gB,. (d) Som e under—
estin ation, despite a good qualitative agreem ent, of the
calculated and m easured Stoner factors for the bands.
() An indirect evidence of substantially di erent in pu-—
rity scattering rates in the and bands. (f) A problem
which rem ains to be understood is the total suppression
of the neck orbit, associated w ith the bonding band,
given a clear observation of the much larger orbit from
the electronically sin lar  band.

A fter thiswork was ndshed, we leamed about sim ilar
works by Roser et al%l and Harina?} Their resuls,
particularly those ofR ef'._2-g, are quite close to ours. Both
paper em ploy sin ilar m ethods and take full care of the
k-m esh convergence. The ram aining di erence is a good
gauge of how reliable are such calculations, In technical
sense.
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