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T he variation of the superconducting critical tem perature T. as a function of x in the dboride
M g1 x ALkB, has been studied in the fram ework of the twobands E liashberg theory and tradi-
tionalphonon coupling m echanisn . W e have solved the twobandsE liashberg equations using rst-
principle calculations or sim ple assum ptions for the variation ofthe relevant physical quantities. W e
have found that the experim ental T. curve can be explained only if the Coulomb pseudopotential
changes w ith x by tuning the Femm i level toward the sigm a band edge. In polycrystal sam ples the

Two-band E liashberg equations and the experim ental T, of the diboride M g; A LB,

x dependence ofthe and -band gap hasbeen found and is In agreem ent w ith experin ents.

PACS numbers: 74.20Fg; 74.62.~c; 74.70D d

T he recent discovery of superconductivity at T= 40 K
in m agnesium diboride [l] has stin ulated intense inves-
tigation, both from the theoretical and the experim ental
point of view . Now the electronic structure ofM gB, is
well understood and the Femn i surface consists of two
three-din ensional sheets, from the bonding and anti-
bonding bands, and two nearly cylindrical sheets from
the two-din ensional bands 1_25]. There isa large di er-
ence In the electron-phonon coupling on di erent Fem i
surface sheets and this fact leads to a multband de-
scription of superconductivity. T he superconductivity In
M gB; has been deeply studied in the past two years.
M ore recently the substitutions of M g w ih alum inum
r[a*] have been nvestigated to understand the evolution
of the pairing process by tuning the Fem i level tow ard
the top of the sigm a band edge. The M g; x ALB, al-
oys show Eﬁ, E, :_é] a contihuous evolution through a
com plicated m ixed phase from M gB, &=0) to the -
nalmemberAM gB, (x=0.5) where an ordered super—
Jattice structure ofboron layers intercalated by altemat-
Ing layers of Aland M g is omed. Even though the
alloysw ith interm ediate x are rather disordered, their T
is well de ned and drops w ith decreasing x, becom ing
zero 4,8, 8] orx > 05. We can see in Fig. 1 the ex—
perin ental data of critical tem perature taken from ref.
4-6. Two ranges of variation are present: a "high-T."
range or 0 < x < 03 that shows a slow variation wih
x, while a rapid variation occurs in the "low-T." range
03 < x < 05. This varation hasbeen interpreted as to
a 2D 3D crossover, at x = 0:33, of the topology of the
Fem i surface [, ). Theoretically, the transition tem —
perature T, in A Isubstituted M gB, hasbeen studied [1]
w ithin the twoband BC S form alism , as a function ofthe

40 @%‘.’@ T T T T T T T T

ol Pigas . :
% 0

< | %% _

I

10l % % ]

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50
x (Al content)

FIG.1l: The value of the experin ental T. (open circlke) as a
fiunction of x, taken from ref. 4-6.

alum inum content; the variation of the e ective inter-
band coupling as a function of x has been ocbtained from
the experim ental values of T (x). Ab-initio calculations
have been perform ed on A I-substituted M gB, by P rofeta
et aLg] and by de 1a Pena et aLi_S'i], w ithin the virtual
crystal approxin ation. These works correctly describe
the experin ental trends; In paﬁjcu]ari_g], the behavior of
the E 24 phonon frequency and ofthe criticaltem perature
agree reasonably wellw ith experim ent.

In this work we further investigate M g; x ALB, (for
0 X 0:5) by com puting the variation of the crit—
ical tem perature as a function of x by means of the
M igdalE liashberg two bands theory. For the peculiar
characteristics of our system we must use a generaliza—
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tion ofthe E liashbery theory {0, 11,112 for system sw ith
two bands ﬁl3 :14] T he two bands E liashberg equations
have a]ready been used for studying the M gB, system

h6 :17 I18, .19] Here we have eight input param eters:
fur (out only three independent {14]) electron phonon
spectral functions %, (! )Fy; (1) and four (out only three
independent) C oulomb pseudopotential 5 (! ) to repro—
duce the experim entalvaluesof T versusx by solving the
E liashberg equations. In this case there are four equa—
tions to be solved for the calculation ofthe gaps ; (d!y)
and the renom alization functions Z;(@!,). In the ap-
proxim ation of a at nom al densities of states and In-

nite bands, the s-wave two bands E liashberg equations
are:
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where isthe Heaviside function, !¢ isa cuto energy,
) is the non m agnetic in purity scattering rate in the
Bom approxin ation and
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where !, = T @n 1)andn;m = 0; 1; 2:: Inwrit—
ing the E liashberg equationsw e have neglected the asym —
m etric part of the selfenergy ;(@{!,) Which is always
equal to zero in the half- lling case) and the equation
that represents the conservation of the particles neces—
sary for calculating the shift of the chem ical potential.
T hese assum ptions are correct if the nom al density of
states is sym m etric or constant as function ofenergy and
the bands are in nite. W e have calculated the nom al
densities of state of the and band and, wih good
approxin ation, they are constant around the Ferm i en—
ergy for all x<values. Finally to use the in nite band
approxin ation is correct orthe -band halfbandw idth
W = 0)" 3ev)whikewe can have som edoubt forthe
Pand W x=0)" 05 eV)[_Zj]. Ifwe solve the E liash—
berg equations w ith these last nite values of the bands
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FIG .2: The spectral functions of the tw o-band m odel for the
M gB: (solid line), (dashed line), (dotted line) and
(dashed dotted line), taken from ref. 15.

{_1-2_’:,:_2-4] fortheM gB, x = 0 case),by using the sam e pa—
ram eters of the in nite bands approxin ation, we nd T.
=40K .Forhaving T =394 K itmustbe (!.)=0.0333
(see eg. 10) Instead 0£0:0326. Since in the rstcase T is
only slightly lower than the experim entaloneand (!.),
in the second case, is alm ost the sam e as in the in nite
band case so we can conclude that to assum e the bands
as In nite is a plausbl approxin ation. The situation
can be di erent, of course, for large values of x.

F inally, one can think that it would be sin pler to use
the Suhlfom ula [25] forexplaining the T, versusx curve
w ithout solving the com plete tw oband E liashberg equa-
tions. The problem of the Suhl form ula is the prefactor
before the exponential: it is a phononic energy but in a
tw o-band theory it isdi cul to specify it exactly and so
it is considered as another free param eter.

For solving the tw o-band E liashberg equationswem ust
know how the six Input quantities vary w ith x because,
as shown In ref. 14, i5&)= 3 &) iy &)= 5 &) =
Er ;x)=NN‘l (! = Ef ;x) where NNj (! = Ef ;X)
is the density of states at the Fem i level In the jdband
and 5 (x) are the electron-phonon coupling constants.
For carrying out this task we m ust adopt som e drastic
approxin ations because alm ost all lnput quantities are,
at the m om ent, di cult to determ ine.

W ebegin w ith the four spectral fuinctions oftheM gB,
that we can see In Fig. 2 as calculated in ref. 15. W e
assum e that the general shape of 2 F (! ;x) does not
change w ith x but only the 44 va]ue, that is:

S -
NG (=

1 &) 2E (!;x

F (yx) = —2——
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2 = 0) ®)

Since it is known that the detailsof °F (!) donota ect
the resulting T. signi cantly 6], this approxin ation is
expected to be reasonable.

From the de nition of electron-phonon coupling con-—
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FIG .3: Upperpanel: calculated density of statesat the Fem 1
energy Ny (! = Er ;x) In the -band ( led circles), in the

Jband ( lled squares) and total ( lled up triangles) asa func—
tions of x. Low er panel: the phonon frequency !y ,, obtained
from experim entaldata as a function of x, see ref. 6.

stant we have f_Z-Q‘]:

Ny (! = Ep)< I?>
= 2
M 0

(7)

M is the ion mass, the frequency ( is the frequency
representative of phonon spectrum , Ny is the densiy of
states at theFem ileveland < I? > isthe averagem atrix
elem ent of the electron—ion interaction t_29'] ThemassM
is the boron m ass i_Z-}'] and doesnot depend on x. W e as—
sum e that the averagem atrix elem ent of the electron-ion
interaction < I? > is,in the rstapproxin ation, constant
because it isbasically dle}:enn ined by the deform ation po—
tentialw hich isalm ost [B] ndependent ofx. W e have cal-
culated [{1'], w ithin the virtual crystal approxin ation, the
dependence on x ofNéJ (see Fig. 3, upper panel) and
we have identi ed the representative phonon frequency
o w ith the E ;5 phonon m ode cbtained by experin ental
data E_d] (see Fig. 3 lower panel). So we have that, the
m ore In portant contribution to superconductivity in our
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FIG .4: Calculated electron phonon coupling constants ;5 as
a function of x in the four cases: (solid line), (dashed
line), (dotted line) and (dashed dotted line).

system , the electron-phonon coupling constant is:

N (!=EF;X)!§2 x=0)
&) = — (tix=0)
N, (! =Ep;x= O)!E2q x)

@®)
In this way we assume that the change of E,y In—
uence only the value of the electron-phonon cou-
pling constant while, in the rst approxination (6],
we neglect is e ects on the shape of the spectral

function. For checking this hypothesis we have also
used 2 F (';x)=L(; o;) L(; 0; ) where
L(!; o; )isalorentzian curvew ih thepeak In ( x) =

'g,, ®) andhalfwidth (x) equalto theerrorbarofF ig.
2 (owerpanel). The result is alm ost the sam e aswe can
see In Figs. 5 (upper panel) and 6 (upper panel).

For the other coupling constants, only for sim plicity,
we assum e:

NJ (I =Ep;
se= —mEZER g
NN (' _EF X = )
with [[5,116] &= 0)= 1017, (x= 0)= 0:448,

(x= 0)= 0213 and (x= 0)= 0:55.

In Fig. 4 we can see the calculated electron phonon
coupling constants ;5 asa function ofx. W e can see that,
w ith our approxin ations, only depends strongly on
x and, forx > 033, < . The Coulom b pseudopo—
tential, calculated, for the rsttine, in ref. 15 and 16 is

p4]

o) = -
2:23 1
ot Ny Erp) Ny Erip)
O
= (INyg Erip) (10)
1 2:48
Ny Erjp) N Erip)
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FIG . 5: Upper panel: the prefactor of the Coulomb pssu-
dopotential as a function of x when the 2 pq ;X) is a
Jorentzian (open circles), when is M gB;-lke ( lled circles)
and when is M gB;-lke and in presence of interband im pu-
rities, = 1meV, (open up trangles); in the insert the
in purity scattering rate , hecessary to reproduce the ex—
perin entalT. w ithout change theM gB ; physicalparam eters,
versus x. Lower panel: the values of Coulom b psesudopoten-—
tial ;5 asa function ofx in the four cases: (solid line),
(dashed line), (dotted line) and (dashed dotted line)
in theM gB,-lke
* F (! ;x) spectral fnction case.

where (!.;x) is a free parameter and and N °° (! =

Er ;x) is the totalnom aldensity of states at the Fem 1
¥vel. Thenumbers2 23 and 2 .48 In the Coulom b m atrix
have been calculated in the M gB, case and we suppose
that, as rst approxin ation, they do not depend on x

ie. the Coulomb pseudopotential depend by x only via
the density of states at the Fem i level whilk an outer
possible dependence by x, nclided the e ect of the dis-
order, ishidden in (! ;x) and is the sam e for the four
valuesof ;5 x). In conclusion we put the cut-o energy
= 700m eV .Sowehave now only one free param eter,

(! ¢;x) that m ust be determ ined by reproducing exactly
the experin ental critical tem peratures.

In our discussion we have neglected the e ects of the
disorder caused by A1l doping because we don’t know
the dependence of Y by x and this fact kad to have
a new free param eter in the problem . W e seck of Jjustify—
Ing this approxim ation and we exam ne tw o possibilities.
O ne extrem e case is one of thinking the M g; y ALB
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FIG . 6: Upper panel: the value of ; (i!n-0) ofthe -band
(open circles) and ofthe -band (open squares) calculated on
in aghhary axis, at T = T.=4, versus x when the 2 F (! ;%)
is a Jorentzian, when isM gB ,-lke ( lled circles and squares)
and when is M gB,-lke and in presence of interband in pu-
rities, = 1meV (open up and down triangles). Lower
panel: calculated rate 2 i=kg T. for the -band ( led cir-
cles) and ofthe -band ( lled squares) In the M gB ;-lke

2 F (! ;x) spectral function case.

as a contam lnation with Al inpurities of the M gB,.
In this case also we have only a free param eter for
reproduce the experin ental critical tem peratures, ,

because and don’t a ect |27_:] T. and =
Ny (! = Ep) N (! = Ep) In this way we nd
that grow ths fast In function of x as we can see in

the insert of the upper panel of Fig. 5. The m inin um
critical tem perature that we can obtain in this way is
T. 258 K and an isotropic gap = 431 mev
but we cannot explain the lower critical tem peratures.
M oreoverthe authors ofref. 27 predict the 301
mevV ie. ¥ values ound are com plktely to outside of
the range expected. A s second possbility we exam ne
the case Q]'] = 1meV and we nd the dependence
of (!¢) by x. Aswecan see n Figs. 5 and 6 (upper
panel) the di erences are aln ost In perceptible. For all
these reasons we neglect the e ects of mm purities In the
E liashberg equations.

In the casce ofM gB, x = 0) we nd (Ic;x= 0)=
00326 (.= 700m &V and m aximum of energy equalto
1eV).InFig. 5we show the dependence on x of (!.;x)
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as a function ofexper—

(upper panel) while in the lower panel we can see the
values of 5 (k) caloulated follow ing eq. 10. W e note a
m onotonic parabolic decrease until x = 04 whilk after
it ispresent a rapid increase. This result show s that the
coulom b pseudo-potentialobtained in thisway decreases,
approaching the "shape resonance" determ ined by the
superlattice of boron m onolayers as predicted in several
papers l_2§'] T he reduction of the e ective Coulomb re-
pulsion in the pairing seem s to be a driving tem for
rising the critical tem perature. The nal sharp increase
can be due to an Inadequateness of the m odel: probably,
Prx 05, theM igdalstheorem fails 9] because there
is a grow th of the representative phonon frequencies and
a strong reduction of the Ferm ienergy.

A fter determ Ining the dependence of the free param e-
ter (!.)on x,wecan calculate allthe physicalquantities
by solving the E liashberg equations. In Fig. 6 we show
the value of @{! ,-9),at T = T.=4, ofthe -band and
the -band (solid circles and solid squares respectively)
versus x. The values calculated are alm ost the sam e of
those found by solution oftheequation = (! = 9)
on the realaxis w ith P ade approxin ants because we are
In a weak coupling regine. In strong oouEJJng regin e
Instead the di erences can be rem arkable BO] W e can
see that the behaviour of the -gap, as a function of x
hasamaxinum for 0164 < x < 0:198 whilke the -gap

decreases and, for x 04,we nd that > . The
experin entaldata Bl- Jexistonly orT. 20K &  0:33)
and are in good agreem ent w ith our theoretical predic—
tions. For higher alum inum content, at present there are
no m easurem ents that con m or deny the fact that the
gapsmerge orx /' 04. In the lower panelwe show the
calculated ratio 2 ;=kg T.. Fhhally in Fig. 7 we can see
the calculated rateof = asa function ofexperin en—
talT. Which is preferabl due to the loch of agreem ent
betw een the di erent experin ents on the true alum inum
content of the sam ple).

Tt isworth to note that if, for the all four coupling con—
stants (ncluding the com ponent), weuse eg. 9, while
the param eter (!.) is xed to thevalie (! ;x= 0)=
00326 used n the M gB; case, ie. all nput quantities of
the E liashberg equations depend by x only via the densi-
ties of states at the Fermm i level, we have a m odelw ithout
free param eters. Thism odel produces a very good t of
the experin ental critical tem peratures for x < 033, but
for larger x the predicted T, ismuch lower than the ex—
perin entalvalues. The value x = 0:33 corresponds a the
transition from a pure two-din ensionalFerm i surface to
an overall three din ensional dispersion regin e [g]. The
behaviorofthe -gap isalm ost unchanged, whil the one
ofthe -gap changes, and decreases m onotonically. W e
have no argum ents to justify the om ission of the depen-

dence of on g, .

Further experin ental work is necessary to detem ine
the variation of the gaps wih x in order to understand
the correct theoretical approxin ation and to understand
the variation ofthe pairing process tuning the Fem ilevel
through the "shape resonance" condition.

In conclusion we can a m that not only the M gB ,
but also the sam e m aterial doped wih alim num are
weak coupling tw o band phononic system sw elldescribed
by tw o-bandsE liashberg theory w here the C oulom b pseu-—
dopotential and the Interchannel pairing m echanisn are
key term s to Interpret the superconducting phase (it is
the Interband pairing that yields the superconductivity
in the -band).
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