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Superconducting properties ofM gB, from rst principles
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Solid M gB, has rather interesting and technologically in portant properties, such as a very high
superconducting transition tem perature. Focusing on this com pound, we report the rst non-trivial
application of a novel density—-functionaltype theory for superconductors, recently proposed by
the authors. W ithout invoking any adjustable param eters, we obtain the transition tem perature,
the gaps, and the speci c heat of M gB, in very good agreem ent w ith experin ent. M oreover, our

calculations show how the Coulom b Interaction actsdi erently on and states, thereby stabilizing

the observed superconducting phase.
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U nderstanding and predicting superconducting prop—
erties of realm aterdals is of both fundam ental and tech—
nological in portance. W hile there are interesting classes
of m aterials, such as the high T, Cu oxides, where the
superconducting m echanisn is still under debate, the re—
cent discovery of phonon-m ediated superconductivity at
395K in MgB,[] { but also In other m aterials { keeps
the interest in the phonon-driven m echanisn alve.M gB,
has rather peculiar properties, such as the presence of
tw 0 superconducting gaps at the Ferm ilevel. W hile two—
band or, m ore generally, m uliband superconductiviy
has long been known [4] to favor a high critical tem —
perature, there ram ains the challenging question: Could
anyone have predicted quantitatively the peculiar super—
conducting phase in M gB,, including itshigh T.value, by
m eans of \physically unbiased", rstprinciples calcula-
tions?

A s a m atter of fact, despie the theoretical and tech-
nological interest involved, the capability to predict from
rst principles m aterialspeci ¢ properties, such as the
critical tem perature and the gap, has been out of reach
so far. This is because (conventional) superconductiv—
iy appears as the result ofa subtle com petition between
tw o opposite e ects, the phonon m ediated attraction (de—
noted \eph" In the ©llow ing) and the direct Coulomb
repulsion (denoted \ee") between the electrons. H is—
torically, after the m icroscopic identi cation of the su-
perconducting order param eter by B ardeen, C ooper and
Schrie er BCS) (3], the st theoretical fram ework ain —
ing at the description of real m aterdals was put forth
by E liashberg 4]. In this theory the eph interaction
is perfectly accounted for, however the e ects of the e~
e Coulomb repulsion are condensed In a single param e—
ter, ,which isdi cul to calculate from rstprinciples
and which, in m ost practical applications, is treated as

an adjuistable param eter, usually chosen as to reproduce
the experin entalT.. In this sense, E liashberg theory, in
spite of its trem endous success, has to be considered a
sem iphenom enological theory.

Looking at nom alstate properties, density functional
theory OFT) [H] has enpyed Increasing popularity as a
reliable and relatively inexpensive tool to describe real
m aterdals. In 1988 the basic conogpts of DFT were gen—
eralized to the superconducting phase by O liveira, G ross
and Kohn (OGK) [@] via Including the superconducting
order param eter as an additional "density" in the for-
m alism . The theory of0 GK , however, was restricted to
weak eph coupling. A long the lines of a recently pre—
sented m ulticom ponent DFT [1] of electrons and ions,
the theory of OGK was successfully generalized to the
strong-coupling case [@]. In this Letter we apply the
strong-coupling DFT to the challenging case ofM gB,.

T he centralequation ofthe DFT for superconductors
is a generalized gap equation of the form
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where n and k are respectively the electronic band index

and the w ave vector inside the arﬂloujn zone. isthe in—

verse tem perature and E ,x = "k 2+ 3 nk32 are
the excitation energies of the superconductor, de ned in
term s of the gap fiunction ,x, the Kohn-Sham eigenen-—
ergies ofthe nom alstate ",x , and the chem icalpotential

. The keme], K, appearing in the gap equation consists
oftwo contrbutionsK = K€ PP + K€ ¢, representing the
e ects of the eph and of the ee iInteractions, respec—
tively. The st ofthese temm s Involves the eph coupling
m atrix, while the second contains the m atrix elem ents
of the screened Coulomb interaction. Eqg. [) has the
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sam e structure as the BC S gap equation, w ith the kemel
K replacing the m odel interaction of BCS theory. This
sim flarity allow s us to Interpret the kemel as an e ec—
tive Interaction responsible forthe binding ofthe C ooper
pairs. On the other hand, Z plays a sin ilar role as the
renom alization term in the E liashberg equations. W e
em phasize that Eq. [l) isnot a m ean— eld equation (like
In BC S theory), since it contains correlation e ects. Fur-
them ore, it hasthe form ofa staticequation { ie., I does
not depend explicitly on the frequency { and therefore
has a sin pler structure than the E liashberg equations.
However, this certainly does not in ply that retardation
e ects are absent from the theory: as a m atter of fact,
an E liashberg-type spectral fiinction 2F ( ) enters the

calculation of Z and K© PP,

Com ing back to M gB,, is Fem i surface has several
sheets w ith di erent orbital character (see eg. Ref.l9).
In particular, the tubular structuresw ith ~ characterare
very strongly coupled to the E,y; phonon m ode, corre-
soonding to a BB bond-stretching in the boron planes
[©9,110]. M gB, also has threedin ensional bands, that
give rise to a com plicated Fem i surface. W ithout holes
In the Dbands, the com pound would not be supercon—
ducting, ke AB,. The bands are coupled much lss
e ciently to phonons, but are nevertheless crucial to
superconductivity. A rem arkable feature of this com —
pound is the presence oftwo gapson the and bands,
as clearly dem onstrated by severaldi erent experim ents
o, 2, 14, b4, 4, 4, 117, 18]. On the theoretical
side, this system has been treated wihin the k-resolved
E liashberg theory [19,120], using a tw o-band schem e 21],
with four eph spectral fiinctions to represent the dis-
tinct couplings. Correspondingly, the anisotropy of the
Coulomb interaction has also been investigated|24, 23],
w ith treated as a m atrix.

In our densiy functionalcalculationswe used the four,
band resolved, E liashberg functions, ( Zano ();n;n=

; ), previously em ployed w ithin a two-band E liashberg
schem e by G olubov et al. 24]. O ur procedure keeps the
fundam ental distinction between and gaps, analo—
gously to the E liashberg calculations reported to date.
W e recall here that a fully consistent calculation should
notusethe 2F, o ( ) functions, but ratherthenk;n %%
resolved couplings: By using the 2F,0( ), the eph
Interaction is averaged over k and k’ at the FS, which
m ay have a an all, but non-negligble e ect. W e de ne
the bands crossing the FS to be of character if they
are contained in a cylinder ofbasis radius 1=4 of a recip—
rocal Jattice vector, and of character otherw ise. Away
from the Fem isurface thisdistinction ism eaninglessbut
ham less, as the phonon tem s die o quickly and the
Coulomb temm is independent of this distinction. Aswe
describbed our com putational strategy elsewhere [], we
shall not report the details here. W e just m ention that
extrem e care needs to be taken w ith the sam pling of the
region In k-space around the FS.W e acoom plish thistask
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FIG .1: Calculated superconducting gap ofM gB, as a func-
tion ofenergy (T = 0K).

by using around 65000 independent k points, chosen ac—
cording to a M etropolis algorithm . This places 8000
pomntswithin h!g, oftheFS.W eestim ate the overall
num erical stability of our results to be roughly 5% .

A s for the ee Interaction, we calculated the m atrix
elem ents of the screened C oulom b potentialw ith respect
to the Bloch functions of M gB,, for the whole energy
range of relevant valence and conduction states, using the
fulbpotential linearized augm ented plane wave m ethod.
In our previous work [f], the Coulomb interaction was
screened using a sin ple Thom asFem im odel. H ow ever,
the di erent nature of and bandsin M gB;, and in
particular the highly localized character of the fom er,
strongly calls for the use of a non-diagonal screening,
Including local eld e ects. To avoid the cumbersom e
calculation of the dielectric m atrix of M gB,, we used a
dielectricm atrix obtained w ith the m ethod ofH ybertsen
and Louie 28]. In particular, we substituted the m odel
dielectric function in Eq. (7) of Ref. 25 by a Thom as—
Fem im odel, com puted at the local (valence) density of
M gB,. T he diagonalpart of our m odel com pares rather
wellw ith the calculations of Zhukov et al. 2€].

Ih Fig.[ll we plot the energy gap as a function of (pos—
itive) energy distance from the Fem i energy (the gap
function exhibits particle-hole symm etry to a good ex—
tent). W e can see that the two gaps of the m aterial,
and , appear naturally from our calculations. The
gap is de ned only up to the energy of the top of the

band. Both and are anisotropic. This results
from the anisotropy ofthe C oulom b potentialm atrix ele—
ments { roughly 04meVv, 6% of at theFS and gets
much larger at high energy, w here there are m any bands
w ith di erent characters. The averages of and
at the Fem i level (68m eV and 2.45m &V respectively)
are in excellent agreem ent w ith experin ent. Both gaps
change sign, which is a necessary condition to nd super—
conductivity In the presence of the repulsive Coulomb
Interaction. In fact, our gap equation does not converge
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FIG . 2: Superconducting gaps at the FS and speci c heat of
M gB: . Panel (@): Com parison between theoretical and ex-—
perin entalgap at the F S plotted asa finction oftem perature.
The calculated gapsand T. (34.1K ) are cbtained w ithout the
use of any adjustable param eter. Panel (p): Experim ental
and calculated electronic speci c heat, as a function of T=T..

to a superconducting solution, unless allelectronic states
In a large energy w indow are included.

h Fig.[Ad (anel (@)), the superconducting gaps are
plotted versus tem perature, together w ith a few recent
experin ental results. T he agream ent is striking: the val-
uesofT. (341K) and of and atT = 0K arevery
close to the experim ental data. M oreover, the tem per-
ature behavior of both gaps, along with their strongly
non-BC S behavior, are very well reproduced. W e believe
that such an agreem ent fora highly non-trivial supercon—
ductor such asM gB,, w ithout any adjustable param eter,
is unprecedented in the eld of superconductivity. Ob—
viously, unlke calculations perform ed using E liashberg
theory, we do not reproduce exactly the experim ental
critical tem perature, as our calculations are not tted to
m atch any experin ental quantity.

W e also calculated the K ohn-Sham entropy as a func—
tion oftem perature and, from itstem perature derivative,
the soeci ¢ heat. In order to com pare our results w ith
experin ents [16,117,18], we plot .n Fig.[d (panel (o)) the
reduced speci ¢ heat versus tem perature, nom alized to
T. (using the corresponding experim entaland calculated
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FIG .3: E lectronic repulsion contributions to the gap equation
(see Eq.[), at an arbitrary k, averaged over k’ and bands on
isoenergy surfaces, but keeping the , distinction.

T. values). Both the shape of the curve as well as the
discontinuity at T, are alm ost perfectly reproduced. W e
recall that the low tem perature shoulder com es from the
presence of the smaller gap and that our = is
slightly di erent from the experim ental ratio.

W hile the good agreem ent w ith experin ent underlines
the predictive power of our m ethod, i is only one part
of our investigation. Another important aspect is to
gain further insight into the peculiar superconductiviy of
M gB,. To thisend, we perform ed a calculation using an
average fiinctional form for the C oulom b interaction, not
distinguishing between and bands. This functional,
describbed In detail In Ref.lf, corresponds to a sem iclas—
sical treatm ent valid in the lim i of slow Iy varying den—
sities, and actually leads to a good agreem ent w ith the
fullm atrix elem ent calculation for s;p-m etals, and works
reasonably also n d-metalsasNb. W eobtain T.=52K,
wih the and gapsbeing 98 meV and 1.9 mevV re—
spectively. This test show s that the repulsion am ong
states, stronger than wihin and between and , is
crucialin achieving good agreem ent w ith experim ent. W e
also see clearly that the m ore delocalized electrons are
reasonably well described by an average form ula derived
from freeelectron concepts, while the repulsion am ong

electrons needs the realm atrix elem ent calculations.
Reversely, if we average all the eph spectral fiinctions,
we obtaln a shgle gap =3.7me&V and themuch lower
T, 20 K, In agreem ent w ith the analysis of Ref. 21]
and w ith a sim ilar test carried out by Choiet al[l9].

O foourse, In the search fornovel superconductorsw ith
higher transition tem peratures, it would be desirable to
keep the extrem ely strong eph coupling for states,
w hile reducing the corresponding C oulom b Interaction to
that ofm ore delocalized states. Unfortunately, thetwo
features are linked together, asboth the strong e-ph cou—
pling and the strong C oulom b repulsion derive from the



covalent nature of the corresponding electronic states.

To push this analysis further, we plt, in the up-
per panel of Fig. [d, the energy dependence of the
Coulomb contrbution to Eq.[l) at T OK , nam ely
K slk;noko nox o= (2E oxo) Ki]]'(;ngkg a0 against joxo =
"o Eg, fora few k-points arbitrarily chosen on the
Fem isurface. As pjoxo goesto 0.5 on the Fem isurface,
Fig.[d show s the Jarger m agnitude of the intraband -
and - , relative to the interband - m atrix elem ents
(see also Ref. 123). The di erent behaviour of the !
and ! tem s results from the factor, asthem atrix
elem ents them selves are symm etric. O bviously, the -
repulsive m atrix elem ents are the strongest. T he scatter-
ing of data for a given energy com es from the di erent
orbital character of wavefiinctions at n%°. The energy
dependence of the quantities plotted in Fig.[d com es al-
m ost entirely from o0, as the m atrix elem ents them -
selves have a m argihal energy dependence. In order to
show how the reduction ofC oulom b repulsion takesplace,
we em phasize in the lower panel of F ig.[d the region cor-
responding to low m atrix elem ents (on a lnear scal).
W e seehow ,when becom es negative, the Coulomb in—
teraction actually gives a constructive contribution due
to them inus sign in Eq. [). A though the negative val
ues aremuch an aller oy aln ost 3 orders ofm agniude)
than the positive ones, the corresoonding energy range is
m uch larger, resulting into thewellknow n, substantialre—
duction ofthe e ective Coulom b contrbution. Them ost
In portant energy region is located in between 0.50 to 3
eV below Er , in particular due to the strong intraband

— matrix elem ents. T he interband contribution from
bands (riokt in Fig.[d), on the other hand, is consider—
ably an aller, which is obviously the case also for the
contribution to (green in Fig.[@). Summ ing up over
n%?, the negative contribution to com ing from the
(positive gap) region of the Fem i surface overcom es
by a factorof 7 the contrbution com ing from the cor-
responding region.

Finally, i is also interesting to Investigate the in por-
tance of ocal eld (LF) e ects on the superconducting
properties of M gB,. It tums out that using a diago-
nalThom asFem i (TF) screening (which com pletely ne—
glectsLF's) the - m atrix elem ents Increase by roughly
15% (red in Fig.[@), while the - and - tems re—
m aln basically unchanged. A s a consequence, neglecting
LF e ects leads to a marginal ( 4% ) decrease of ,
but decreases signi cantly by about 14% ). The dif-
ferent behavior of and can be understood quite
naturally: LF corrections in ply a better screened inter-
action am ong electrons when they are located In a high
density region inside the unit cell. This is precisely the
case of the bands. On the other hand, the bands
are m ore delocalized { the electrons reside in the inter-
stitial region { and are therefore reasonably described by
diagonal screening.

In this communication we presented the rst non-

trivial application of a recently developed ab-initio the—
ory of superconductivity. In particular, we obtained for
M gB, the value of T, the two gaps, as well as the spe-
cic heat as a function of tem perature In very good
agreem ent w ith experim ent. W e stress the predictive
pow er of the approach presented: being, by its very na-—
ture, a fully ab-iniio approach, i does not require sem i~
phenom enological param eters, such as . Neverthelss,
it isable to reproduce w ith good accuracy superconduct—
ing properties, up to now out of reach of rst-principles
calculations. Furthem ore, our calculations allow for a
detailed analysis of the contribution of the Coulomb re—
pulsion to the superconducting gap, opening the way to
tailoring the electronic properties of realm aterials In or-
der to optin ize superconducting featuires.
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