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The variation ofthe superconducting criticaltem perature Tc as a function ofx in the diboride

M g1�x AlxB 2 has been studied in the fram ework ofthe two-bands Eliashberg theory and tradi-

tionalphonon coupling m echanism .W ehavesolved thetwo-bandsEliashberg equationsusing �rst-

principlecalculationsorsim pleassum ptionsforthevariation oftherelevantphysicalquantities.W e

have found that the experim entalTc curve can be explained only ifthe Coulom b pseudopotential

changeswith x by tuning the Ferm ileveltoward the sigm a band edge. In polycrystalsam ples the

x dependence ofthe � and �-band gap hasbeen found and isin agreem entwith experim ents.

PACS num bers:74.20.Fg;74.62.-c;74.70.D d

The recentdiscovery ofsuperconductivity atT= 40 K

in m agnesium diboride [1]hasstim ulated intense inves-

tigation,both from thetheoreticaland theexperim ental

pointofview. Now the electronic structure ofM gB 2 is

wellunderstood and the Ferm isurface consists oftwo

three-dim ensionalsheets,from the � bonding and anti-

bonding bands,and two nearly cylindricalsheets from

the two-dim ensional� bands[2].Thereisa largedi�er-

ence in the electron-phonon coupling on di�erentFerm i

surface sheets and this fact leads to a m ultiband de-

scription ofsuperconductivity.Thesuperconductivity in

M gB 2 has been deeply studied in the past two years.

M ore recently the substitutions ofM g with alum inum

[3]have been investigated to understand the evolution

ofthe pairing processby tuning the Ferm ileveltoward

the top ofthe sigm a band edge. The M g1�x AlxB 2 al-

loys show [4, 5, 6] a continuous evolution through a

com plicated m ixed phase from M gB 2 (x= 0) to the �-

nalm em ber AlM gB 4 (x= 0.5) where an ordered super-

latticestructureofboron layersintercalated by alternat-

ing layers ofAl and M g is form ed. Even though the

alloyswith interm ediatex areratherdisordered,theirTc
is wellde�ned and drops with decreasing x,becom ing

zero [4,5,6]forx > 0:5. W e can see in Fig. 1 the ex-

perim entaldata ofcriticaltem perature taken from ref.

4-6. Two ranges ofvariation are present: a "high-Tc"

range for0 < x < 0:3 thatshowsa slow variation with

x,while a rapid variation occurs in the "low-Tc" range

0:3 < x < 0:5.Thisvariation hasbeen interpreted asto

a 2D-3D cross-over,atx �= 0:33,ofthe topology ofthe

Ferm isurface [5,6]. Theoretically,the transition tem -

peratureTc in Al-substituted M gB 2 hasbeen studied [7]

within thetwo-band BCS form alism ,asa function ofthe
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FIG .1: The value ofthe experim entalTc (open circle) as a

function ofx,taken from ref.4-6.

alum inum content; the variation of the e�ective inter-

band coupling asa function ofx hasbeen obtained from

the experim entalvaluesofTc(x). Ab-initio calculations

havebeen perform ed on Al-substituted M gB 2 by Profeta

etal.[8]and by de la Pe~na et al.[9],within the virtual

crystalapproxim ation. These works correctly describe

theexperim entaltrends;in particular[8],thebehaviorof

theE 2g phonon frequency and ofthecriticaltem perature

agreereasonably wellwith experim ent.

In this work we further investigate M g1�x AlxB 2 (for

0 � x � 0:5) by com puting the variation ofthe crit-

ical tem perature as a function of x by m eans of the

M igdal-Eliashberg two bands theory. For the peculiar

characteristics ofour system we m ust use a generaliza-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0310284v3
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tion oftheEliashbergtheory [10,11,12]forsystem swith

two bands[13,14].The two bandsEliashberg equations

have already been used for studying the M gB 2 system

[16,17,18,19]. Here we have eight input param eters:

four (but only three independent [14]) electron phonon

spectralfunctions�2ij(!)Fij(!)and four(butonly three

independent)Coulom b pseudopotential��ij(!c)to repro-

ducetheexperim entalvaluesofTc versusx bysolvingthe

Eliashberg equations. In this case there are four equa-

tionsto besolved forthecalculation ofthegaps� i(i!n)

and the renorm alization functions Zi(i!n). In the ap-

proxim ation ofa at norm aldensities ofstates and in-

�nite bands,the s-wavetwo bandsEliashberg equations

are:

!nZi(i!n) = !n + �T
X

m ;j

�ij(i!n � i!m )N
j

Z
(i!m )+

+
X

j

�ijN
j

Z
(i!n) (1)

Zi(i!n)� i(i!n) = �T
X

m ;j

[�ij(i!n � i!m )� �
�

ij(!c)]�

� �(j!cj� !m )N
j

�
(i!m )+

X

j

�ijN
j

�
(i!n) (2)

where � isthe Heavisidefunction,!c isa cut-o� energy,

�ij is the non m agnetic im purity scattering rate in the

Born approxim ation and

�ij(i!n � i!m )=

Z + 1

0

d!�2ijF (!)

(!n � !m )
2 + !2

(3)

N
j

�
(i!m )=

� j(i!m )Zj(i!m )
q

!2m Z
2
j(i!m )+ � 2

j(i!m )Z
2
j(i!m )

(4)

N
j

Z
(i!m )=

!m Zj(i!m )
q

!2m Z
2
j
(i!m )+ � 2

j
(i!m )Z

2
j
(i!m )

(5)

where!n = �T(2n � 1)and n;m = 0;� 1;� 2:::.In writ-

ingtheEliashbergequationswehaveneglected theasym -

m etric part ofthe self-energy �i(i!n) (which is always

equalto zero in the half-�lling case) and the equation

that represents the conservation ofthe particles neces-

sary for calculating the shift ofthe chem icalpotential.

These assum ptions are correct ifthe norm aldensity of

statesissym m etricorconstantasfunction ofenergy and

the bands are in�nite. W e have calculated the norm al

densities ofstate ofthe � and � band and,with good

approxim ation,they are constantaround the Ferm ien-

ergy for allx-values. Finally to use the in�nite band

approxim ation iscorrectforthe�-band (half-bandwidth

W �(x = 0)’ 3eV)whilewecan havesom edoubtforthe

�-band (W �(x = 0)’ 0.5eV)[23].IfwesolvetheEliash-

berg equationswith these last�nite valuesofthe bands
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FIG .2:Thespectralfunctionsofthetwo-band m odelforthe

M gB 2:�� (solid line),�� (dashed line),�� (dotted line)and

�� (dashed dotted line),taken from ref.15.

[12,24]fortheM gB 2 (x = 0case),by usingthesam epa-

ram etersofthein�nite bandsapproxim ation,we�nd Tc

= 40 K .Forhaving Tc = 39.4 K itm ustbe �(!c)= 0.0333

(seeeq.10)instead of0:0326.Sincein the�rstcaseTc is

only slightly lowerthan theexperim entaloneand �(!c),

in the second case,isalm ostthe sam e asin the in�nite

band case so we can conclude thatto assum e the bands

as in�nite is a plausible approxim ation. The situation

can be di�erent,ofcourse,forlargevaluesofx.

Finally,one can think thatitwould be sim plerto use

theSuhlform ula[25]forexplainingtheTc versusx curve

withoutsolving thecom pletetwo-band Eliashberg equa-

tions. The problem ofthe Suhlform ula isthe prefactor

before the exponential:itisa phononic energy butin a

two-band theory itisdi�cultto specify itexactly and so

itisconsidered asanotherfree param eter.

Forsolvingthetwo-bandEliashbergequationswem ust

know how the six inputquantitiesvary with x because,

as shown in ref. 14, �ij(x)=�ji(x) = ��ij(x)=�
�

ji(x) =

N
j

N
(! = E F ;x)=N

i
N (! = E F ;x) where N

j

N
(! = E F ;x)

isthe density ofstatesatthe Ferm ilevelin the j-band

and �ij(x) are the electron-phonon coupling constants.

For carrying out this task we m ust adopt som e drastic

approxim ationsbecause alm ostallinputquantities are,

atthe m om ent,di�cultto determ ine.

W ebegin with thefourspectralfunctionsoftheM gB 2

that we can see in Fig. 2 as calculated in ref. 15. W e

assum e that the generalshape of �2ijF (!;x) does not

changewith x butonly the �ij value,thatis:

�
2

ijF (!;x)=
�ij(x)

�ij(x = 0)
�
2

ijF (!;x = 0) (6)

Sinceitisknown thatthedetailsof�2F (!)do nota�ect

the resulting Tc signi�cantly [26],this approxim ation is

expected to be reasonable.

From the de�nition ofelectron-phonon coupling con-
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FIG .3:Upperpanel:calculated density ofstatesattheFerm i

energy N N (! = E F ;x) in the �-band (�lled circles),in the

�-band (�lled squares)and total(�lled up triangles)asafunc-

tionsofx.Lowerpanel:thephonon frequency !E 2g
obtained

from experim entaldata asa function ofx,see ref.6.

stantwe have[20]:

� =
N N (! = E F )< I2 >

M 
2
0

(7)

M is the ion m ass,the frequency 
0 is the frequency

representativeofphonon spectrum ,N N isthe density of

statesattheFerm ileveland < I2 > istheaveragem atrix

elem entoftheelectron-ion interaction [20].Them assM

istheboron m ass[21]and doesnotdepend on x.W eas-

sum ethattheaveragem atrix elem entoftheelectron-ion

interaction< I2 > is,in the�rstapproxim ation,constant

becauseitisbasically determ ined by thedeform ation po-

tentialwhich isalm ost[8]independentofx.W ehavecal-

culated [8],within thevirtualcrystalapproxim ation,the

dependence on x ofN
j

N
(see Fig. 3,upper panel) and

we have identi�ed the representative phonon frequency


0 with theE 2g phonon m odeobtained by experim ental

data [6](see Fig. 3 lowerpanel). So we have that,the

m oreim portantcontribution to superconductivity in our
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FIG .4:Calculated electron phonon coupling constants�ij as

a function ofx in the fourcases:�� (solid line),�� (dashed

line),�� (dotted line)and �� (dashed dotted line).

system ,the electron-phonon coupling constant��� is:

���(x)=
N �
N (! = E F ;x)!

2
E 2g

(x = 0)

N �
N
(! = E F ;x = 0)!2

E 2g

(x)
���(!;x = 0)

(8)

In this way we assum e that the change of E 2g in-

uence only the value of the electron-phonon cou-

pling constant while, in the �rst approxim ation [26],

we neglect its e�ects on the shape of the spectral

function. For checking this hypothesis we have also

used �2��F��(!;x)= L(!;
0;�)� L(!;� 
0;�) where

L(!;
0;�)isalorentziancurvewith thepeakin 
 0(x)=

!E 2g
(x)and half-width �(x)equaltotheerrorbarofFig.

2 (lowerpanel).Theresultisalm ostthesam easwecan

seein Figs.5 (upperpanel)and 6 (upperpanel).

For the other coupling constants,only for sim plicity,

weassum e:

�ij(x)=
N

j

N
(! = E F ;x)

N
j

N
(! = E F ;x = 0)

�ij(x = 0) (9)

with [15,16]���(x = 0)= 1:017,���(x = 0)= 0:448,

���(x = 0)= 0:213 and ���(x = 0)= 0:155.

In Fig. 4 we can see the calculated electron phonon

couplingconstants�ij asafunction ofx.W ecanseethat,

with ourapproxim ations,only ��� dependsstrongly on

x and,forx > 0:33,��� < ���.TheCoulom b pseudopo-

tential,calculated,forthe �rsttim e,in ref.15 and 16 is

[22]

�
�(p)=

�
�
�
�

���� ����
���� ����

�
�
�
�=

= �(!c)N
tot
N (E F;p)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

2:23

N �

N
(E F ;p)

1

N �

N
(E F ;p)

1

N �

N
(E F ;p)

2:48

N �

N
(E F ;p)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�

(10)
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FIG .5: Upper panel: the prefactor of the Coulom b pseu-

dopotential� as a function ofx when the �
2

��F (!;x) is a

lorentzian (open circles), when is M gB 2-like (�lled circles)

and when is M gB 2-like and in presence ofinterband im pu-

rities,�
��

= 1 m eV,(open up triangles); in the insert the

im purity scattering rate �
��
,necessary to reproduce the ex-

perim entalTc withoutchangetheM gB 2 physicalparam eters,

versusx. Lower panel: the valuesofCoulom b pseudopoten-

tial�
�
ij asa function ofx in thefourcases:�� (solid line),��

(dashed line),�� (dotted line) and �� (dashed dotted line)

in the M gB 2-like

�
2

��F (!;x)spectralfunction case.

where �(!c;x) is a free param eter and and N tot
N (! =

E F ;x)isthe totalnorm aldensity ofstatesatthe Ferm i

level.Thenum bers2.23 and 2.48 in theCoulom b m atrix

have been calculated in the M gB 2 case and we suppose

that,as �rst approxim ation,they do not depend on x

i.e. the Coulom b pseudopotentialdepend by x only via

the density ofstates at the Ferm ilevelwhile an outer

possible dependence by x,included the e�ectofthe dis-

order,ishidden in �(!c;x)and isthe sam e forthe four

valuesof��ij(x).In conclusion weputthe cut-o� energy

!c = 700 m eV.So wehavenow only onefreeparam eter,

�(!c;x)thatm ustbedeterm ined by reproducingexactly

the experim entalcriticaltem peratures.

In ourdiscussion we have neglected the e�ectsofthe

disorder caused by Al doping because we don’t know

the dependence of�ij by x and this fact lead to have

a new freeparam eterin theproblem .W eseek ofjustify-

ing thisapproxim ation and weexam inetwo possibilities.

O ne extrem e case is one ofthinking the M g1�x AlxB 2

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0

1

2

3

4

 

 

∆ σ, 
∆ π  

 (
m

e
V

)

 

 

2
∆ i/k

B
T

c

x  (Al content)

FIG .6: Upper panel: the value of� i(i!n= 0) ofthe �-band

(open circles)and ofthe�-band (open squares)calculated on

im aginary axis,at T = Tc=4,versus x when the �
2

��F (!;x)

isa lorentzian,when isM gB 2-like(�lled circlesand squares)

and when is M gB 2-like and in presence ofinterband im pu-

rities,�
��

= 1 m eV (open up and down triangles). Lower

panel: calculated rate 2� i=kB Tc for the �-band (�lled cir-

cles)and ofthe �-band (�lled squares)in the M gB 2-like

�
2

��F (!;x)spectralfunction case.

as a contam ination with Al im purities of the M gB 2.

In this case also we have only a free param eter for

reproduce the experim entalcriticaltem peratures,���,

because ��� and ��� don’t a�ect [27] Tc and ��� =

N �
N (! = E F )=N

�
N (! = E F )�

��. In this way we �nd

that��� growthsfast in function ofx as we can see in

the insert ofthe upper panelofFig. 5. The m inim um

criticaltem perature that we can obtain in this way is

Tc � 25:8 K and an isotropic gap �� = � � � 4:1 m eV

but we cannot explain the lower criticaltem peratures.

M oreovertheauthorsofref.27predictthe�ii � �ij � 1

m eV i.e. �ij values found are com pletely to outside of

the range expected. As second possibility we exam ine

the case [27]��� = 1 m eV and we �nd the dependence

of�(!c) by x. As we can see in Figs. 5 and 6 (upper

panel) the di�erences are alm ostim perceptible. For all

these reasonswe neglectthe e�ects ofim purities in the

Eliashberg equations.

In the case ofM gB 2 (x = 0)we �nd �(!c;x = 0)=

0:0326 (!c = 700 m eV and m axim um ofenergy equalto

1 eV).In Fig.5 weshow thedependenceon x of�(!c;x)
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FIG .7:Thecalculated rateof� �=� � asa function ofexper-

im entalTc.

(upper panel) while in the lower panelwe can see the

values of��ij(x) calculated following eq. 10. W e note a

m onotonic parabolic decrease untilx = 0:4 while after

itispresenta rapid increase.Thisresultshowsthatthe

coulom b pseudo-potentialobtained in thiswaydecreases,

approaching the "shape resonance" determ ined by the

superlattice ofboron m onolayersaspredicted in several

papers[28]. The reduction ofthe e�ective Coulom b re-

pulsion in the pairing seem s to be a driving term for

rising the criticaltem perature. The �nalsharp increase

can bedueto an inadequatenessofthem odel:probably,

forx � 0:5,theM igdal’stheorem fails[29]becausethere

isa growth oftherepresentativephonon frequenciesand

a strong reduction ofthe Ferm ienergy.

Afterdeterm ining the dependence ofthe free param e-

ter�(!c)on x,wecan calculateallthephysicalquantities

by solving the Eliashberg equations. In Fig. 6 we show

the value of�(i! n= 0),atT = Tc=4,ofthe �-band and

the �-band (solid circlesand solid squaresrespectively)

versusx. The values calculated are alm ostthe sam e of

thosefound bysolutionoftheequation� 0
i = � i(! = � 0

i)

on the realaxiswith Pad�eapproxim antsbecauseweare

in a weak coupling regim e. In strong coupling regim e

instead the di�erences can be rem arkable [30]. W e can

see that the behaviour ofthe �-gap,as a function ofx

has a m axim um for 0:164 < x < 0:198 while the �-gap

decreasesand,forx � 0:4,we �nd that�� > � �. The

experim entaldata[31]existonlyforTc � 20K (x � 0:33)

and are in good agreem entwith our theoreticalpredic-

tions.Forhigheralum inum content,atpresentthereare

no m easurem entsthatcon�rm ordeny the factthatthe

gapsm erge forx ’ 0:4. In the lowerpanelwe show the

calculated ratio 2� i=kB Tc. Finally in Fig.7 we can see

thecalculated rateof� �=� � asafunction ofexperim en-

talTc (which ispreferable due to the loch ofagreem ent

between thedi�erentexperim entson thetruealum inum

contentofthe sam ple).

Itisworth tonotethatif,fortheallfourcouplingcon-

stants(including the�� com ponent),weuseeq.9,while

the param eter�(!c)is�xed to the value �(!c;x = 0)=

0:0326used in theM gB 2 case,i.e.allinputquantitiesof

theEliashbergequationsdepend by x only via thedensi-

tiesofstatesattheFerm ilevel,wehavea m odelwithout

free param eters.Thism odelproducesa very good �tof

the experim entalcriticaltem peraturesforx < 0:33,but

forlargerx the predicted Tc ism uch lowerthan the ex-

perim entalvalues.Thevaluex = 0:33 correspondsa the

transition from a pure two-dim ensionalFerm isurfaceto

an overallthree dim ensionaldispersion regim e [8]. The

behaviorofthe�-gap isalm ostunchanged,whiletheone

ofthe �-gap changes,and decreasesm onotonically. W e

have no argum entsto justify the om ission ofthe depen-

denceof��� on !E 2g
.

Further experim entalwork is necessary to determ ine

the variation ofthe gapswith x in orderto understand

thecorrecttheoreticalapproxim ation and to understand

thevariation ofthepairingprocesstuningtheFerm ilevel

through the "shaperesonance" condition.

In conclusion we can a�rm that not only the M gB 2

but also the sam e m aterialdoped with alum inum are

weak couplingtwoband phononicsystem swelldescribed

bytwo-bandsEliashbergtheorywheretheCoulom bpseu-

dopotentialand the interchannelpairing m echanism 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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