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W e present m agneto-opticalre
ectivity results in the basal-plane ofthe hexagonalM gB 2. The

data were collected on a m osaic ofM gB 2 single crystalswith Tc = 38 K from theultravioletdown

to thefarinfrared asa function oftem perature and m agnetic �eld oriented along thec-axis.In the

farinfrared there isa clearsignature ofthe superconducting gap with a gap-ratio 2�=k B Tc � 1:2,

wellbelow theweak-coupling value.The gap issuppressed in an externalm agnetic �eld,which isa

function oftem perature.W eextractthe uppercritical�eld H c2 along the c-axis.The tem perature

dependenceofH c2 iscom patible with the Helfand-W ertham erbehaviour.

PACS num bers: 78.20.-e,74.70.-b,

Sincethediscoveryofsuperconductivity in M gB 2 with

Tc � 40K [1],substantialexperim entalactivityhasbeen

devoted to elucidate the nature ofits superconducting

state.Theissueisto assesswhetherM gB 2 isoneofthe

best-optim ized Bardeen-Cooper-Schrie�er(BCS)m ateri-

alsorwhetheritssuperconducting propertiesstem from

a novelpairing m echanism . The am plitude ofthe su-

perconducting gap and its spectroscopic signature,as a

function oftem peratureand m agnetic�eld,areexpected

to depend on the driving m echanism [2].

Infrared spectroscopyisavery prom isingand powerful

m ethod for the observation ofthe gap. O pticalexper-

im ents,besides being contact-less techniques,o�er the

im portantadvantage thatthe electrom agnetic radiation

penetrates deeply inside the bulk. Analysis of previ-

ous opticaldata [3,4,5,6]revealed gap values in the

range 2� � 3 � 6 m eV , which are rather sm allcom -

pared to the BCS estim ate 2� = 12 m eV [2]. The

range of superconducting gaps proposed for M gB 2 is

even wider when considering other techniques,such as

Ram an ortunneling spectroscopy,photoem ission orspe-

ci�c heat[7,8,9,10,11],which yield values of2� be-

tween 3 and 10 m eV . Thiswide spread ofgap valuesis

also accom panied in som e cases by deviations from the

BCS tem perature dependence,pointing to com plex be-

haviourin thisnovelsuperconductor.Possibleoriginsof

thelargegap distribution m ightincludee�ectsassociated

with thesam plequality (i.e.,im perfectionsand distribu-

tion ofthe surface com position)and with the specim en

type (i.e.,polycrystalline or �lm s). M ore intrinsic ori-

gins of the wide range of gaps com prise the existence

ofan anisotropic (s-wave) superconducting gap as well

asa m ulti-gap m echanism [12]. Ithasbeen also conjec-

tured thatthedi�erentvaluesofthegap m ightbepartly

explained by thepreferentialsensitivity ofparticularex-

perim ents to di�erent portions ofthe gap distribution

[12].

Here,wepresentinfraredre
ectivitydataR(!)on high

quality single crystals ofM gB 2 with well-characterized

opticalsurface parallelto the basal-plane.W e focusour

attention to the dependence of R(!) to the m agnetic

�eld oriented along the c-axis at selected tem peratures

close to and below Tc. The corresponding realpart of

theopticalconductivity exhibitsa depletion ofoscillator

strength dueto theopening ofthesuperconducting gap.

Thegap sizeislessthan halfthevalueexpected from an

isotropicBCS m odel.By applying m agnetic�eldsalong

the c-axiswe induce a suppression ofsuperconductivity,

assuggested bythedisappearanceofthegap.W eextract

the upper critical�eld H c2 along the c-axis and �nd it

to be com patible with the Helfand-W ertham er [13]cal-

culation.Thisseem sto indicate thatno unconventional

m echanism needsto be invoked to explain the bulk up-

percritical�eld. M oreover,ourm agneto-opticalresults

suggesta dirty-lim itm etallic norm alstate.

Single crystalsofM gB 2 with Tc = 38 K were grown

using a high-pressure cubic anvilcelland were synthe-

sized from a precursorm ixture of99:9% pure M g pow-

derand 97% pure am orphousboron. The crystalswere

grown in a BN containerof6 m m diam eterundera pres-

sure of30 kbar. The tem perature was increased up to

1800 0C and keptconstantfor 0:5 h. The tem perature

wasthen decreased and pressure released. Flatcrystals

ofM gB 2 ofa size up to 1.2x0.8x0.05 m m 3 have been

obtained [14].W ebuilta m osaicconsistingofthreecrys-

tallitesfrom thesam ebatch and with opticalsurfaceori-

ented perpendicularto the c-axis.

W em easured theopticalre
ectivity R(!)in thebasal-

planeofthehexagonalM gB 2.Them osaichad an optical

m easurable surface of2x2 m m 2. The largestcrystallite

hasbeen placed in the centerofthe m osaic. A seriesof

m easurem entsidentifyingdi�erentspotson thespecim en

wereperform ed and equivalentresultswerecollected,ex-

cluding im portant e�ects due to the surface scattering.

In the far infrared (FIR) spectralrange,data were col-

lected as a function oftem perature (1:5 � 300 K ) and

with varying m agnetic �eld H (0� 7 T) oriented along

thec-axiswith possiblem isalignm entoflessthan 50.The

FIR spectralrange(i.e.,20� 600cm� 1)wascovered with

a BrukerFourierspectrom eterequipped with He-cooled

G ebolom eterdetectorand with an O xford m agnetcryo-

stat with appropriate opticalwindows. W e presentour
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FIR results down to approxim ately 25 cm � 1,the lower

frequency lim itwherethecollected dataarereproducible

over severalruns and in di�erent com binations oftem -

peratureand m agnetic�eld.Becauseofthe m osaiccon-

�guration ofourspecim en aswellastheresidualsurface

scattering and di�raction lim it e�ects,we cannot fully

trustthe data below 25 cm � 1.

Figure 1 providesan overview,showing the m agnetic

�eld dependence ofR(!) in FIR at 1:6 and 20 K [15].

Thenorm alstateR(!)at40 K and 0 T isshown in Fig.

1,aswell.Atzero�eld R(!)atT < Tc isrem arkably en-

hanced below 50 cm � 1:R(!)at1:6 K reachesthe total

re
ection atabout30 cm � 1,while R(!)at20 K isstill

enhanced but only approaches the totalre
ection. By

applying a m agnetic �eld along the c-axis,the obvious

trend atalltem peraturesis to reduce the enhancem ent

ofR(!)(e.g.,already at1:6 K and 4 T R(!)clearly de-

viates from the totalre
ection behaviour seen at 0 T).

Atany tem perature,thereisa speci�cm agnetic�eld for

which R(!) recovers the norm alstate shape. W e have

also veri�ed the�eld independence ofR(!)above38 K .

Itisworth m entioning thatourFIR resultsin zero �eld

m erge nicely with the subm illim eter range data ofPi-

m enov et al. obtained with a M gB 2 �lm [3]. As it

willbe stressed below,the change ofslope in R(!) for

T < Tc with respectto the norm alstate behaviour(i.e.,

at 40 K ) is associated to the opticalm anifestation of

the superconducting gap (arrow in Fig. 1a). W hile the

overallR(!)shapebelow Tc iscom patiblewith theBCS-

likebehaviour[2],wenotetheratherpronounced drop of

R(!)in FIR.Thisleadsto a shallow m inim um in R(!)

atabout100 cm � 1 [15],which bearsa striking sim ilarity

with the result on thin �lm [3]. In passing,the conse-

quence of such a m inim um is an excitation spectrum ,

which m ay be interpreted within a m ultiband (i.e.,two-

Drudecom ponent)scenario [15,16,17].Above50 cm � 1

the spectra were found to be tem perature and m agnetic

�eld independent. The insetofFig. 1 displaysan over-

allview ofR(!) at 300 K ,m easured up to 105 cm � 1,

which isin fairagreem entwith R(!)on �lm sand dense

polycrystallinesam ples[3,16,18].Therefore,the300 K

re
ectivity wasused in the K ram ers-K ronig transform a-

tion in order to calculate the opticalconductivity. To

thisend,thestandard extrapolation wasem ployed above

105 cm � 1 [19]. Below 25 cm � 1 R(!)atT > Tc wasex-

trapolated using the Hagen-Rubenslaw [19]. Below Tc,

R(!)wasapproxim ated to 100% when R(!)reached to-

talre
ection at�nitefrequency in them easured spectral

range,otherwiseR(!)wasassum ed togradually increase

to 100% for ! ! 0. Alternative extrapolation m ethods

werechecked for! ! 0 butthisissuedoesnota�ectthe

m ain argum entofourdiscussion.

Figure 2 shows the m agnetic �eld dependence ofthe

ratio ofthe realpart �1(!) ofthe opticalconductivity

to its norm alstate value (at40 K ) atselected tem per-

atures. Focusing �rst on the 0 T data,we observe the

strongdepletion of�1(!)forT < Tc.Theconductivity is

very sm alloreven zero(i.e.,asaconsequenceofthetotal

re
ection forT � Tc (Fig.1))below 30 cm � 1 and then

increases m onotonically at higher photon energies. W e

identifythefrequency,wheretheonsetofabsorption(i.e.,

increase of�1(!),Fig. 2) occurs,as the superconduct-

ing gap value. The superconducting gap 2� � 31 cm � 1

(3:8 m eV )atT � Tc forourM gB 2 singlecrystalagrees

fairly wellwith those previously achieved with optical

m ethods on �lm s (3 � 5 m eV [3,4,5]),as wellas on

polycrystalline sam ples (3 � 4 m eV [6]). The resulting

gap-ratio 2�=k B Tc � 1:2 seem sto con�rm the trend of

an opticalsuperconducting gap in M gB 2 substantially

below theestim ateoftheweak-coupling BCS theory [2].

Thereisan increasing consensusfora doublegap sce-

nario [20,21];the largergap with 2�=k B Tc � 4 associ-

ated with the two-dim ensional�-band and the sm aller

one with 2�=k B Tc � 1:3 associated with the three-

dim ensional�-band [22]. Allopticaldata consistently

show a single gap feature [3,4,5,6]and seem to rather

yield the lowerlim itofthe gap distribution. W hile the-

oreticalcalculationsofthe opticalconductivity within a

m ulti-gap scenariowould beim perative,wenoteanother

intriguing aspect ofour data: the opticalconductivity

risesin as-wavelikem annerbutm uch m oresteeply than

a M attis-Bardeen (M B) calculation for photon energies

largerthan the gap [2,23]. A sim ilarsituation wasen-

countered already in thesuperconducting fullerenes[24].

Itwasshown thatthe Eliashberg form alism can explain

this behaviour. It goes beyond the M B calculation by

takingintoaccountarealisticphonon spectrum (i.e.,also

phonon assisted absorptions,likein theHolstein process)

and arbitrary im purity scattering [15,24].

Another key aspectofthis study is the possibility to

exploitbulk sensitiveand contact-lessopticaldata in or-

der to extract the upper critical�eld H c2 along the c-

axis. The �eldsforwhich the norm alstate is recovered

(i.e., the conductivity in Fig. 2 yield a ratio close to

one)representthe opticalcounterpartofH c2 along the

c-axis. These characteristic �elds are shown in Fig. 3

[25]. W hile the tem perature-grid considered here does

notallow any conclusion aboutpossible anom alouscur-

vature ofH c2(T) (particularly close to Tc),it is safe to

say thatourvaluesofH c2 arecom patible with the tem -

peraturedependencederived by Helfand and W ertham er

(HW )(Fig.3)[13].Thisalso agreeswith thetrend seen

in other experim ents [26, 27, 28]. The roughly linear

tem peraturedependence ofH c2 above20 K ,besidesbe-

ing in broad agreem entwith the BCS theory [2],allows

the determ ination ofH c2(0) within the HW approach:

H c2(0)� 0:7(dHc2=dT)Tc = 5:2 T [13]. Thisvalue isin

accord with the T ! 0 lim it ofthe opticalestim ation

ofH c2.O urvaluesofH c2 along the c-axisaresom ehow

largerthan thoseestim ated from thetherm alconductiv-

ity [26],torque m agnetom etry [27], m agnetization and

speci�cheat[28]on singlecrystals.Asfarasthecom par-
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ison with m agneto-transportdata isconcerned,ourH c2

valuesagreeperfectly with them ostrecentdata ofW elp

etal. [28]butare substantially lowerthan those ofSo-

logubenkoetal.[26].In orderto explain thediscrepancy

between H c2 from thetherm alconductivity and from the

resistivity,Sologubenko etal.argued thatsurfacee�ects

areim portantin relation to superconductivity.

From H c2(0)� 5:2 T along the c-axis,we can calcu-

latethecoherencelength �in thebasal-plane[13]:�(0)=

(0:7�0=2�H c2(0))
1=2

� 7nm ,avaluein broad agreem ent

with estim ationsfrom otherexperim ents[12,26,28].For

com parison,the BCS coherence length,calculated with

the expression �0 = �hvF =��(0)� 52 nm using the opti-

calgap �(0)� 15 cm � 1,isthree tim es largerthan the

value �0 = �hvF =�1:76kB Tc � 17 nm forTc = 38 K and

theFerm ivelocityvF = 4.8x107 cm =sec[2,22].O bviously,

thesevaluesof�0 su�erfrom thefactthatthegap ratiois

sizeably sm allerthan the weak-coupling lim itprediction

(i.e.,2� = 3:52k B Tc). In accordance with previousop-

ticalinvestigation [4,5,16],ournorm alstate properties

suggestsa relaxation tim e� � 1.8x10� 14 sec[15],which

leadstothem ean freepath l= vF � = 8:5nm .O urvalue

oflissm allerthan oratm ostcom parable to the coher-

encelength.This,togetherwith thefactthattheoptical

scattering rate � � 1=� � 2�,puts M gB 2 am ong the

so-called dirty lim itsuperconductors[2]. Allopticalex-

perim entsso far[3,4,5,6,16,18]unanim ously support

the dirty lim itscenario.However,thisisa controversial

and puzzling issue,since m agnetic and therm odynam ic

probesarem orein favorofthe clean lim it[26,28].

In sum m ary, we have perform ed m agneto-optical

m easurem ents on M gB 2 single crystals. Besides iden-

tifying the signature of the superconducting gap with

2�=k B Tc � 1:2,we have also extracted Hc2 along the

c-axis. It rem ains to be seen how one can reconcile an

overallBCS-like H c2 with less conventionalm anifesta-

tions of the superconducting state, like the sm allgap

value.M oreover,the controversy aboutthe clean versus

dirty lim itscenario awaitsresolution.
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FIG .1: M agnetic�eld dependence(H k c)ofthefarinfrared

opticalre
ectivity R (!),m easured in the basal-plane, of a

m osaic ofM gB 2 single crystals at (a) 1:6 K and (b) 20 K .

The re
ectivity at 40 K in zero �eld is shown in both �g-

ures,asreference forthe norm alstate behaviour.The arrow

m arks the energy where totalre
ection is reached at 1:6 K ,

as signature for the superconducting gap. The thin dotted

line highlights the extrapolation towards zero energy for the

K ram ers-K ronig transform ation. The insetin part(a)gives

the overallbehaviourofR (!)at300 K up to 10
5
cm

� 1
.
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FIG .2: M agnetic�eld dependence(H k c)oftheconductiv-

ity ratio �1s=�1n atselected tem peraturesin theFIR spectral

range.Thenorm alstate�1n correspondsto them easurem ent

at40 K in zero �eld.
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