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W e present m agneto-optical re ectivity results in the basalplane of the hexagonalM gB,. The
data were collected on a m osaic of M gB, single crystalswith T = 38 K from the ultraviolet down
to the far infrared as a finction of tem perature and m agnetic eld oriented along the c-axis. In the
far nfrared there is a clear signature of the superconducting gap w ith a gap—ratio 2 =k s T 12,
wellbelow the weak-coupling value. T he gap is suppressed in an extermalm agnetic eld, which isa
fiinction of tem perature. W e extract the upper critical eld H ., along the c-axis. T he tem perature
dependence of H ; is com patible w ith the H elfand-W ertham er behaviour.

PACS numbers: 7820.e, 74.70 D,

Since the discovery of superconductivity in M gB, w ith
T 40K [L], substantialexperin entalactivity hasbeen
devoted to elicidate the nature of its superconducting
state. T he issue is to assesswhetherM gB, isone ofthe
best-optin ized B ardeen-C ooper-Schrie er BC S) m ateri-
als or whether its superconducting properties stem from
a novel pairing m echanisnm . The am plitude of the su—
perconducting gap and its spectroscopic signature, as a
function oftem perature and m agnetic eld, are expected
to depend on the driving m echanisn R].

Infrared spectroscopy is a very prom ising and pow erfiil
m ethod for the observation of the gap. O ptical exper-
In ents, besides being contact-less techniques, o er the
In portant advantage that the electrom agnetic radiation
penetrates deeply inside the bulk. Analysis of previ-
ous optical data [B, 4, 5, 6] revealed gap values in the
range 2 3 6 meV, which are rather am all com —
pared to the BCS estinate 2 = 12 me&V R]. The
range of superconducting gaps proposed for M gB, is
even wider when considering other techniques, such as
Ram an or tunneling spectroscopy, photoeanm ission or spe—
cicheat [7, 8, 9, 10, 11], which yield values of2 be-
tween 3 and 10 m &€V . This w ide spread of gap values is
also accom panied In som e cases by deviations from the
BC S tem perature dependence, pointing to com plex be—
haviour in this novel superconductor. P ossible origins of
the lJarge gap distribution m ight include e ectsassociated
w ith the sam ple quality (ie., In perfections and distrdbu-—
tion of the surface com position) and w ith the specin en
type (ie. polycrystallne or Ims). M ore intrinsic ori-
gins of the wide range of gaps com prise the existence
of an anisotropic (swave) superconducting gap as well
as a multigap m echanian [2]. It hasbeen also confgc-
tured that the di erent values ofthe gap m ight be partly
explained by the preferential sensitivity of particular ex—
perin ents to di erent portions of the gap distribution
L21.

Here, wepresent infrared re ectivity dataR (! ) on high
quality singke crystals of M gB, wih wellcharacterized
optical surface parallel to the basalplane. W e focus our
attention to the dependence of R (! ) to the m agnetic

eld oriented along the caxis at selected tem peratures
close to and below T.. The corresponding real part of
the optical conductivity exhibits a depletion of oscillator
strength due to the opening of the superconducting gap.
T he gap size is less than halfthe value expected from an
isotropic BC S m odel. By applying m agnetic elds along
the caxis we Induce a suppression of superconductivity,
as suggested by the disappearance ofthe gap. W e extract
the upper critical eld H ., along the caxisand nd i
to be com patdble w ith the Helfand-W ertham er [L3] cal-
culation. T his seem s to indicate that no unconventional
m echanign needs to be invoked to explain the bulk up-
per critical eld. M oreover, our m agneto-optical resuls
suggest a dirty-1im it m etallic nom al state.

Sihgle crystals of M gB, with T = 38 K were grown
using a high-pressure cubic anvil cell and were synthe—
sized from a precursor m ixture of 99:9% pure M g pow —
der and 97% pure am orxphous boron. The crystals were
grown In a BN containerof6 mm diam eter under a pres—
sure of 30 klar. The tem perature was increased up to
1800 °C and kept constant or 0:5 h. The tem perature
was then decreased and pressure released. F lat crystals
of M gB, of a size up to 12x0.8x0.05 mm > have been
obtained [14]. W ebuilt a m osaic consisting of three crys—
tallites from the sam e batch and w ith optical surface ori-
ented perpendicular to the caxis.

W em easured the opticalre ectivity R (!') in thebasal-
plane ofthe hexagonalM gB,. Them osaichad an optical
m easurable surface of 2x2 mm 2. The largest crystallite
has been placed in the center of the m osaic. A serdes of
m easurem ents identifying di erent spotson the specin en
w ere perform ed and equivalent results were collected, ex—
cluding im portant e ects due to the surface scattering.
In the far infrared FIR) spectral range, data were col-
Jcted as a function of tem perature (15 300 K ) and
wih varylngmagnetic ed H (0 7 T) ordented along
the caxisw ith possiblem isalignm ent of lessthan 5°. The
FIR spectralrange (ie. 20 600 an ') wascovered w ith
a B ruker Fourder spectrom eter equipped w ith He-cooled
G e bolom eter detector and w ith an O xford m agnet cryo—
stat w ith appropriate optical w indow s. W e present our
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FIR results down to approxin ately 25 an !, the lower
frequency lim it w here the collected data are reproducble
over several runs and In di erent com binations of tem -
perature and m agnetic eld. Because of the m osaic con—

guration of our specim en as well as the residual surface
scattering and di raction lim it e ects, we cannot fully
trust the data below 25 an *.

Figure 1 provides an overview , show Ing the m agnetic

eld dependence ofR (! ) In FIR at 16 and 20 K [15].
Thenom alstateR (! ) at 40K and 0 T isshown In Fig.
l,aswell. Atzero eldR (!)atT < T, isrem arkably en—
hanced below 50 an ': R (! ) at 16 K reaches the total
re ection at about 30 an !, whileR (!) at 20 K is still
enhanced but only approaches the total re ection. By
applying a m agnetic eld along the caxis, the cbvious
trend at all tem peratures is to reduce the enhancem ent
ofR (!) eg,already at 16 K and 4 T R (!) clarly de—
viates from the total re ection behaviour seen at 0 T ).
At any tem perature, there is a speci cm agnetic eld for
which R (! ) recovers the nom al state shape. W e have
also veri ed the eld independence ofR (!) above 38K .
Tt is worth m entioning that our FIR results in zero eld
m erge nicely with the subm illin eter range data of P i~
menov et al. obtained with a M gB, In [B]. As it
w ill be stressed below , the change of slope in R (! ) for
T < T. wih respect to the nom al state behaviour (ie.,
at 40 K ) is associated to the optical m anifestation of
the superconducting gap (@rrow in Fig. la). W hile the
overallR (! ) shapebelow T, is com patible w ith the BC S—
Iike behaviour 2], we note the rather pronounced drop of
R(!) mFIR.This lradsto a shallow m ininum In R (!)
at about 100 am ! [15], which bears a striking sin flarity
w ih the result on thin Im [B]. In passing, the conse—
quence of such a m nimum is an excitation spectrum ,
which m ay be interpreted w thin a multiband (ie., two-
D rude com ponent) scenario [15, 16, 17]. Above 50 an 1
the spectra were found to be tem perature and m agnetic

eld independent. The Inset of Fig. 1 displays an over—
all view of R (!) at 300 K , measured up to 10> am !,
which isih fairagreementwih R (! ) on In s and dense
polycrystalline sam ples [3, 16, 18]. T herefore, the 300 K
re ectivity was used in the K ram ersK ronig transform a—
tion in order to calculate the optical conductivity. To
this end, the standard extrapolation wasem ployed above
10° an ! [19]. Below 25an 'R (!) at T > T, was ex—
trapolated using the Hagen-Rubens law [19]. Below T,
R (!') was approxin ated to 1005 when R (! ) reached to—
talre ection at nie frequency in the m easured spectral
range, otherw iseR (! ) wasassum ed to gradually increase
to 100% for ! ! 0. A lfemative extrapolation m ethods
were checked for ! ! 0 but this issue doesnot a ect the
m ain argum ent of our discussion.

Figure 2 show s the m agnetic eld dependence of the
ratio of the realpart 1 (!') of the optical conductivity
to its nom al state value (@t 40 K ) at selected tem per—
atures. Focusing rst on the 0 T data, we observe the

strong depletion of 1 (! ) rT < T.. The conductivity is
very an alloreven zero (ie., asa consequence ofthe total
re ection orT T, Fig. 1)) below 30 an ! and then
Increases m onotonically at higher photon energies. W e
dentify the frequency, w here the onset ofabsorption (ie.,
Increase of ; (!), Fig. 2) occurs, as the superconduct-
Ing gap value. T he superconducting gap 2 31an !
B8meV)atT T. orourM gB, single crystalagrees
fairly well with those previously achieved with optical
methodson Ins (3 5mev [3, 4, 5]), aswell as on
polycrystalline sam ples (3 4meV [6]). The resulting
gap-ratio 2 =k g T¢ 12 seem sto con m the trend of
an optical superconducting gap in M gB, substantially
below the estin ate of the weak-coupling BC S theory R].

T here is an Increasing consensus for a double gap sce—
nario R0, 21]; the larger gap wih 2 =k 5 T, 4 associ-
ated with the two-dim ensional -band and the sm aller
one wih 2 =k g T, 13 associated with the three—
din ensional -band [R2]. A1l optical data consistently
show a single gap feature [3, 4, 5, 6] and seem to rather
yield the lower lim i of the gap distrbution. W hile the-
oretical calculations of the optical conductivity w thin a
m ultigap scenario would be in perative, w e note another
Intriguing aspect of our data: the optical conductivity
rises In a swave likem annerbutm uch m ore steeply than
a M attisBardeen M B) calculation for photon energies
larger than the gap R, 23]. A sin ilar situation was en—
countered already in the superconducting fillerenes R4].
Tt was shown that the E liashberg form alisn can explain
this behaviour. It goes beyond the M B calculation by
taking Into account a realisticphonon spectrum (ie., also
phonon assisted absorptions, like in the H olstein process)
and arbitrary im purity scattering [15, 24].

A nother key aspect of this study is the possbility to
exploit buk sensitive and contact-less opticaldata in or—
der to extract the upper critical eld H ., along the c
axis. The elds for which the nom al state is recovered
(ie., the conductivity n Fig. 2 yield a ratio close to
one) represent the optical counterpart of H ., along the
caxis. These characteristic elds are shown In Fig. 3
R5]. W hilke the tem peraturegrid considered here does
not allow any conclusion about possble anom alous cur-
vature of H o, (T) (oarticularly close to T.), i is safe to
say that our values of H ., are com patble w ith the tem —
perature dependence derived by Helfand and W ertham er
HW ) Fig. 3) [L3]. Thisalso agrees w ith the trend seen
In other expermm ents R6, 27, 28]. The roughly linear
tem perature dependence of H o, above 20 K , besides be-
Ing In broad agreem ent w ith the BC S theory R], allows
the determ nation of H o, (0) wihin the HW approach:
H . ) 0:7(dH=dT )T, = 52 T [13]. Thisvalie isin
accord wih the T ! 0 lim i of the optical estim ation
ofH ;. Our values of H ., along the c-axis are som ehow
larger than those estin ated from the themm al conductiv—
ity R6], torque m agnetom etry [R7], m agnetization and
speci cheat 8] on single crystals. A s farasthe com par-



ison w ith m agneto-transport data is concemed, our H .,
values agree perfectly w ith the m ost recent data ofW elp
et al. R8]but are substantially lower than those of So—
logubenko et al. R6]. In orderto explain the discrepancy
between H ., from the them alconductivity and from the
resistivity, Sologubenko et al. argued that surface e ects
are In portant In relation to superconductivity.

From H . (0) 52 T along the caxis, we can calcu—
late the coherence length  in thebasalplane [13]: Q) =
0:7 ¢=2 H &, 0))**2  7nm ,avalue in broad agreem ent
w ith estim ations from other experim ents [12, 26, 28]. For
com parison, the BCS ooherence length, calculated w ith
the expression ¢ = hw= (0) 52 nm using the opti-
calgap (0) 15 an !, is three tim es larger than the
value g = hw = 1:76kg T 17 nm for T.= 38 K and
theFem ivelocity v = 4 8x107 am =sec P,22]. 0 bviously,
these valuesof (¢ su er from the fact that the gap ratio is
sizeably an aller than the weak-coupling lim it prediction
(le., 2 = 352k T.). In accordance w ith previous op—
tical investigation 4, 5, 16], our nom al state properties
suggests a relaxation tin e 1.8x10 ™ sec [15], which
leadstothemean freepath 1= v = 85nm .Ourvalue
of1is an aller than or at m ost com parable to the coher—
ence length. T his, together w ith the fact that the optical
scattering rate 1= 2 ,putsM gB, among the
so—called dirty 1im it superconductors R]. A 1l optical ex—
perin ents so far 3, 4, 5, 6, 16, 18] unanim ously support
the dirty 1im it scenario. H owever, this is a controversial
and puzzling issue, since m agnetic and them odynam ic
probes are m ore in favor of the clean 1lim it R6, 28].

In summary, we have performed m agneto-optical
m easuram ents on M gB, sihglke crystals. Besides iden-
tifying the signature of the superconducting gap w ith
2 =k g T¢ 12, we have also extracted H., along the
caxis. Tt ram ains to be seen how one can reconcile an
overall BC S-lke H ., wih less conventional m anifesta-
tions of the superconducting state, lke the am all gap
value. M oreover, the controversy about the clean versus
dirty lim it scenario aw aits resolution.
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FIG.1l: M agnetic eld dependence H k c) ofthe far infrared
optical re ectivity R (! ), m easured in the basalplane, of a
mosaic of M gB, singl crystals at @) 16 K and () 20 K .
The re ectivity at 40 K In zero eld is shown In both g-
ures, as reference for the nom al state behaviour. T he arrow
m arks the energy where total re ection is reached at 16 K ,
as signature for the superconducting gap. The thin dotted
Iine highlights the extrapolation towards zero energy for the
K ram ers-K ronig transform ation. The Inset in part (@) gives
the overall behaviour ofR (! ) at 300 K up to 10° an t.
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FIG .2: M agnetic el dependence H k c) ofthe conductiv—
iy ratio 1s= 1n at selected tem peratures n the F IR spectral
range. Thenom alstate 1, correspondsto them easurem ent
at 40 K i zero eld.
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FIG . 3: Temperature dependence of H .» along the caxis,
evaluated from the optical experim ent. The thick dashed
line is com patible wih calculations due to Helfand and
W erthamer HW ) [13].



