Computational prediction of samarium hydride at megabar pressure
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Samarium hydrides, a group of physically viable lanthanide polyhydrides, have yet to be experimentally realized at high pressures. In this work, we combine the first-principles methods of density
functional theory (DFT) with dynamical mean-field theory (DMFT) to explore the many-body correlations of samarium. We explore various stoichiometries of samarium hydrides via random structure
searches across a range of pressures and report the SmH2 with a layered hexagonal structure in the
P 6/mmm space group to a theoretically stable phase at a high pressure of approximately 200 GPa.

I.

INTRODUCTION

Much recent research on superconductivity has focused
on lanthanum hydrides [1] due to their high superconducting critical temperature (Tc ) at high pressure. Since
then, many lanthanide hydrides [2] have been studied either experimentally [1] or computationally [3, 4]. Among
lanthanide hydrides, samarium hydride has not been well
studied. Experimentally, samarium hydride has only
been studied at ambient pressure [5]; computationally,
theoretical predictions of samarium hydride under high
pressure is still lacking.
Superconductivity was fist observed early in the 20th
century and has since motivated a long-standing quest toward achieving high critical temperatures. In particular,
the discovery of high-critical-temperature materials, such
as the copper oxides, in the 1980s has generated a tremendous revival of interest in identifying room temperature
superconductors. Two mechanisms have been suggested
to account for superconductivity: i) the early proposal of
Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer [6] in which electrons pair via
phonon-mediated interactions, which accounts for type-I
superconductors, ii) and spin fluctuations which accounts
for the type-II high-Tc materials.
Early on, Ashcroft [7, 8] suggested that type-I superconductors could achieve a large Tc provided that the
phonon frequency was large enough, typically in light element systems, such as hydrides, at high pressures. Metallic hydrogen [7, 8] is predicted to have a Tc higher than
room temperature at extreme pressure [9]. However, alternatives, typically combining "metallic hydrogen" with
other elements, have been suggested to enhance stability at experimentally achievable pressures. The aim of
these method is to reduce the pressure of the stable phase
of the hydrogen-rich system but maintain the high frequency and electron-phonon coupling strength of metallic
hydrogen. The latter obviously comes with a large scope
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of possible candidates, with a range of chemical compositions but also different stoichiometries and possible symmetry group or lattice structures. Computational studies
[10, 11] have provided possible candidates of high-Tc superconductors (HTSCs). More importantly, a previous
study showed that the superconductivity of lanthanide
hydrides is phonon-mediated [1]. This class of material
attracts the attention of computational physicists to apply existing computational methods to calculate their superconductivity properties [12].
Identifying stable phase depends on crystal structure
prediction methods[13–15], in particular, first-principles
calculations are typically being carried out via the standard density functional theory (DFT) across a wide range
of structures and compositions. As this is a laborious
process, recent advances have allowed for searching across
the vast landscape of possible structures. The main DFT
schemes used in majority of random structure search is
seeking relaxed phase. Nonetheless, non-local treatment
of standard DFT method does not meet satisfactory result for transition metal and rare earth element [16]. One
way to counter this effect is to include further treatment
of those correlated electron with local or semi-local level.
Theoretical predictions of samarium hydrides at high
pressure are not attainable before experimentally observing the high pressure phase transition of samarium [17].
Guided by this experiment, we make use of high pressure
conditions [17, 18] to explore the possible stoichiometries
of samarium hydride. In this work, we use ab initio random structure search code (AIRSS)[15, 19] to study the
stability of this compound. The accuracy of the enthalpy determined for each generated cell depends on
quantum solver; here, DFT+U [20] is implemented to
treat geometry optimisation calculations via plane wave
code (CASTEP) [21]. AIRSS finds a number of possible
candidates of Smy Hx , x (1∼18) and y (1∼2), under external pressures ranging from 1 to 400 GPa (Fig. S1).
SmH2 P 6/mmm is identified as the most stable phase.
In particular, the electronic properties and superconductivity of the stable phase are studied under 200 GPa. The
electronic structure of this compound is studied with the
state-of-the-art DFT+DMFT method. The rest of this
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paper is organised as follows: computational details of
the method, followed by a discussion of the results.

II.
A.

METHOD
Theory

Within the Density Functional Theory (DFT) [22, 23]
the many-body Schrödinger equations are solved by mapping the problem onto an auxiliary one-body problem
with the same electronic density. This auxiliary system
is usually called the Kohn-Sham (KS) system, and the
electrons therein experience an effective potential Veff (r):


~2 2
−
∇ + Veff (r) ϕi (r) = εi ϕi (r)
2m
Z
n (r0 ) 3 0
Veff (r) = V (r) +
d r + VXC [n(r)]
|r − r0 |

(1)

ϕi (r) is the i-th KS orbital, and the electronic density
n(r) is derived from the densities of the KS orbitals occupied up to the Fermi level. The accuracy of DFT depends
on the choice of exchange correlation (XC) functional.
Various levels of approximation include Local Density
Approximation (LDA), Generalized Gradient Approximations (GGA), etc. In this work, we adopt PerdewBurke-Ernzerhof (PBE) XC functional [24].
However, the amount of correlations, contained in the
DFT XC functional, is not sufficient to treat the strong
Coulomb repulsion in partially filled d and f orbitals.
Within the standard DFT, these strongly correlated orbitals appear to be excessively delocalized. This lack of
localization can be to some extent corrected with the
DFT+U scheme, where the DFT energy functional is
supplied with an additional term, proportional to a parameter, called Hubbard U , which penalizes the configurations with doubly occupied orbitals [25].
A higher level treatment of the strong Coulomb repulsion is provided within DFT + Dynamical Mean Field
Theory (DFT+DMFT) approach [26–28], where the temporal correlations are taken into account exactly, while
the treatment of the spatial ones becomes exact in the
limit of infinite coordination of the correlated orbital.
Within DFT+DMFT, a problem of a correlated orbital
(usually d or f , or a subset of the formers), connected
to a chemical environment, is mapped onto an auxiliary
problem of an Anderson impurity connected to a bath
of "uncorrelated" orbitals. The latter problem is then
solved either numerically (quantum Monte Carlo, exact
diagonalization etc.) or analytically by using some approximation (Hubbard-I, auxiliary bosons etc). The results of such an impurity problem are then mapped back
onto the original correlated lattice problem. The details
of the DFT+DMFT implementation used in the present
work can be found in the Refs. 28 and 29.

Once the structure is obtained, we use DFT+DMFT
to correct the electronic properties under the assumption that the structure is well estimated by DFT+U.
The efficiency of the random structure search is crucial
for searching low enthalpy compounds. Several tactics
can be used, including the adjustment of the volume and
low-resolution energy surface during the initial scan, followed by high-precision calculations. To obtain the convex hull of this material, we used a simple chemical reaction method to calculate the enthalpy of formation:

Smy Hx = x H + y Sm

(2)

Phases of samarium [17] and hydrogen [18] are stable at
the pressure considered in the present work. For example,
under 200 GPa, hydrogen is in the C2/c phase and samarium is in the oF 8 phase. The formation enthalpies found
by this method are likely to be overestimated due to the
oversimplified reaction pathway. Moreover, these formation enthalpies are larger in magnitude than any other
synthetic pathway, since the enthalpies of the possible
compounds forming SmHx would be much lower. Furthermore, neglecting higher enthalpy compound among
same space group might miss other possible candidates
especially for low symmetry space group compound such
as P -1, C2/m, etc. (see Fig. S2).

B.

Computational details

In the present work, we have performed the ab-initio
calculations by using CASTEP and Quantum Espresso
codes. The GGA in the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE)
variant and ultra soft pseudo potential (USPP) for
Sm([Xe]4f6 6s2 ) H(1s1 ) were used for all kind of DFT calculations.
The random structure search for a stable phase of
Smy Hx stoichiometry was performed by using AIRSS [15]
and CASTEP [21]. DFT+U calculations were carried
out at U = 3eV and 6eV, and the spin polarized geometry optimization was done starting from the results
of the random structure search. Two-steps approach was
adopted in order to enhance the random structure search:
step 1) the AIRSS exploration of different stoichiometries with a coarse Monkhorst-Pack (MP) k-point grid
(2π× 0.03 Å−1 ), kinetic energy cut-off Ecut = 500eV,
force tolerance 0.05 eV/Å, U = 3eV; step 2) on a smaller
subset of structures having the lowest enthalpy within
each symmetry group, the calculations with finer parameter set were run: denser MP k-point grid (2π× 0.01
Å−1 ), Ecut = 600 eV, U = 3 eV and the force tolerance
0.001 eV/Å. We note that the parameter set used in step
2) ensures that the overall energy precision is within 1
meV/per atom (see Fig. S3).
We have performed the DFT+DMFT calculations as
implemented within CASTEP [21, 28, 29] with the same
DFT parameters as the ones used in the "step 2", except
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for the Hubbard U , which was taken to be U = 6 eV and
an additional Hund’s coupling J with J = 0.855 eV.
The phonon dispersions were calculated in the harmonic approximation using finite differences [30] combined with the non-diagonal supercells [31] technique.
The q points grids for Brillouin zone sampling was
6 × 6 × 6.
Electron-phonon coupling properties are calculated via
a density functional perturbation theory (DFPT) algorithm. The q point grids used to sample in the Brillouin
zone are coarse 6 × 6 × 6. The DFT settings involved in
the DFPT calculation are identical to those used in "step
2". Furthermore, the superconductivity temperature is
found via Allen and Dynes [32] revised McMillan [33]
equation implemented in Quantum Espresso [12].

III.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION
A.

Structure Search

The random structure search was run a thousand
times in order to identify a stable phase. As a result, SmH2 appears to be the most stable phase. In
particular, 52 structures were generated for Sm2 H4
and SmH2 at 200 GPa (figure: S1).
The lowest
enthalpy was found for SmH2 (P 6/mmm,F -43m,Cm)
Sm2 H4 (P 6/mmm,I41 /amd,Cmmm). The quality of our
random structure search is confirmed by the fact that we
have recovered several samples of ground state polycrystals, such as P 6/mmm. In order to optimize the usage of
computational resources, we have adopted the two-step
procedure outlined above. The structures we have found
tend to possess a high symmetry at high pressure.
The results of the random structure search can be illustrated by the convex hull structure (Fig. 1). Each point
is a structure with a certain pressure and stoichiometry
found by a random structure search. In this structure,
the x-axis is the ratio of hydrogen atoms relative to the
total number of atoms in their cell, in one formula unit
(f.u.). The left side, x = 0, is hence the samarium bulk,
and the right side, x = 1, is the hydrogen bulk. The
dashed line indicates instability and the solid line indicates the stable phase. This method identifies the stable
and unstable phases by comparing the linear change in
enthalpy with the change in components.
We find that higher precision (Fig. S2) does not change
the overall sequential order of the low-enthalpy phases;
i.e., P 6/mmm remains the most stable phase in this case.
Several other phases also evolve to P 6/mmm. In terms
of enthalpy, at 200 GPa, one of our most stable phases
(SmH2 P 6/mmm, Fig. 1 (b)) recovers a known structure, the "ScH2" phase obtained in [4]. Interestingly, the
predicted possible structure of SmHx is highly symmetric
and common to other high-pressure lanthanide hydride
phases. We point out that the enthalpy of elemental hydrogen at very high pressures is entered in the calculation
of the formation energy. However, this remains an open

FIG. 1. Maxwell Convex hull analysis of 50,200,400 GPa.
Solid line indicate stable phase, dashed line indicate unstable
phase and dashed dot line is plotted at y equal to zero, above
this line means compound has even higher enthalpy than hydrogen C2/c [18] and samarium of8. [17]

question in itself, since metallic hydrogen has been predicted in our pressure regime [8]. In this work, we use
the theoretical estimates of solid hydrogen [18]. Furthermore, our results remain stable in terms of a reasonable
variation of the estimated H enthalpy, and in particular
the order of the obtained phases remains the same (figure
1) as well.
Between 50 GPa and 400 GPa, SmH2 (Fig. 2) is the
most stable phase. It exhibits a layered structure similar
to MgB2 . The meta-stable phase between 50 and 140
GPa is SmH4 . The meta-stable phase then moves towards more hydrogen-rich compounds as expected. The
structure obtained with the Immm4 symmetry group of
SmH4 is the most stable phase in [4]. However, this is
not the case in our results, as we have identified competing phases. In particular, we found (Fig. 2 b) the
predicted ground state to be P 6/mmm, while Immm4
is the metastable phase until 80 GPa.
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FIG. 2. (a) stable phase and meta-stable phase for Sm. Pink
stands for the stable phase, and blue represents the metastable phase. P6/mmm is always the stable phase. Metastable phase tends to have more hydrogen as pressure increases. (b) P6/mmm for SmH2

B.

Electronic properties of P 6/mmm

To investigate the electronic properties of SmH2 of
P 6/mmm phase, we calculated the corresponding partial density of states (PDOS) in (Fig. 3). Only samarium
contributes f-electrons, and TOT indicates the total DOS
of SmH2 . The PBE exchange functional splits the DOS
of the 4f electrons and causes steep negative slop at the
Fermi level. The Hubbard U term in the DFT+U method
includes the Mott transition via splitting the DOS of
correlated orbitals and pushing the pseudo-particle peak
away from the Fermi level. Both DFT+U with U (3 eV
and 6 eV) predict the samarium 4f electrons peak away
from the Fermi level.
Phonon dispersion of P 6/mmm at 200 GPa of either
DFT or DFT+U has no soft modes, which indicates that
the predicted phase is dynamically stable. Phonons of
samarium hydrides have similar parttens as other lanthanides hydrides. The gap between optical and acoustical branches is distinct as great difference of mass between lanthanides elements and hydrogen. In contrast,
the Hubbard U term has a negligible effect on phonon
dispersion. Under different values of Hubbard U, the
equilibrium volume of P6/mmm varies from 15.72(Å) to
16.45(Å) for U equals to 0 eV and 6 eV respectively. The
effect of Hubbard U term on the force was nearly eliminated out by changing in volume.
To capture the correlation effects of f-electrons, we carried out DFT+DMFT calculations for SmH2 P 6/mmm
at 200 GPa. We reached different degrees of convergence
(Fig. 5). 1-shot indicates the convergence of the chemical potential µ, and charge self-consistency (CSC) refers

FIG. 3. DOS of P 6/mmm predicted by DFT and DFT+U
with kinetic energy cutoff of 600 eV, k mesh 2π × 0.01̇, PBE
and USPP. a) DFT calculation. U=0 eV indicates DFT calculation. b) and c) DFT+U calculations with Hubbard U equal
to 3 and 6 eV.

to the fact that the charge number is consistent with
the charge density. In this case, the chemical potentials of DFT+U (Fig. 3) and DFT+U (Fig. 3 (b)) and
DFT+DMFT (Fig. 5) show similar charge densities. (a))
show similar density of states at the Fermi level. Unlike
DFT+U, the Hund’s coupling J, Hubbard U also plays a
role (see Figs. S4, S5). DMFT corrections on the other
hand produce spectral function. A full-fledged charge
consistency calculation increased DOS of Samarium 4f
and H 1s electrons.
We further performed density perturbation theory
(DFPT) calculations to estimate the electron-phonon
coupling (EPC) and calculated the superconducting temperature (Tc ) via the Allen and Dynes [32] revised
McMillan [33] equation:


ωlog
−1.04(1 + λ)
Tc =
exp
1.2
λ (1 − 0.62µ∗ ) − µ∗

(3)

Here, µ∗ is Coulomb potential with typical value between 0.1 to 0.15. λ is electron-phonon coupling strength.
ωlog is logarithmic average frequency. They are evaluated
via integral of Eliashberg dispersion function:
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FIG. 6. Eliashberg equation of SmH2 P 6/mmm. q points
grid is 6 × 6 × 6. Elements of electronic coupling matrix is
calculated via DFPT.

FIG. 4. The left side panel shows the P6/mmm phonon dispersion and the right side panel shows the phonon DOS. Both
are calculated with a coarse q-point grid size of 6×6×6. Electronic method is DFT+U with U as indicated.

Tc is less than 1 k for µ∗ between 0.1 and 0.15. This
result is consistent with the previous publications [4, 34]
in terms of decreasing Tc of lanthanide series hydrides
with decreasing lanthanides (higher Tc for La/Y hydrides
higher, while intermediate series of lanthanides, such as
Sm, have lower Tc ). The reason for the low Tc for samarium hydride could be caused by i) low hydrogen DOS at
Fermi level, ii) week electron-phonon coupling strength.
In conclusion, we used random structure searches via
the AIRSS method [15, 18, 19] for the family of the lanthanide hydrides. We focused on a material where the
structure remains unknown experimentally at high pressures for different stoichiometry. We especially studied
the 200 GPa. P 6/mmm is predicted to be the stable phase. Meta-stable phase are found for SmHy for
y equal to 4,6, and 10. As expected, this indicated that
higher pressure samarium hydrides compounds could be
hydrogen-rich. We then systematically studied the electronic structure and lattice stability. This work opens
new avenues for studying hydrides at high pressure. As
shown in this work, new highly symmetric phases of correlated matter can emerge, leading to a breadth of properties interesting for possible applications, such as superconductivity. The method used in this work is quite
general and can be extended to other systems of interest.

FIG. 5. DFT+DMFT density of state for P6/mmm at 200
GPa. Hubbard U, 6eV. Hund’s coupling J=0.85eV. DC=3.1
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Supplemental Materials: Computational prediction of Samarium Hayride at Magebar
pressure

I.

RANDOM STRUCTURE SEARCH

FIG. S1. Size of the phase database. Y-axis is stoichiometry of Samarium and hydrogen. X-axis is pressure we performed
random structure search. Phase we searched "-" represents we did not search for this pressure and stoichiometry. The number
indicated in each of the cell is the total number of distinct structure identified by AIRSS at each pressure for each stoichiometry.
Colour bar blue for less search performed for this combination and red represents for more intense search.
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FIG. S2. AIRSS generated phases of SmH2 at 200 GPa. Squares and circles indicate phases of SmH2. Color indicates space
group. Square indicate relevant DFT+U settings is "step 1" as mentioned in the main paper and circles represent "step 2".
X axis is volume of the unit cell and Y axis is DFT+U calculated enthalpy. Phases in both "Low Precision and (b) "U=3eV"
boxes are same group of phases and DFT+U settings are indicated are "step 1" in the method section. (a) DFT settings
changed between "Low Precision" ("step 1") to "High Precision" ("step 2") but Hubbard U is kept same. (b) DFT settings
changed as in (a) but Hubbard U involved in DFT+U calculation changed from 3 eV to 6 eV.

TABLE I. Lattice parameters of Smx Hy
Space
group

Lattice
Parameters Å

Atom Atomic fractional coordinates
X

SmH2
P 6/mmm
(200 GPa)

SmH4
I4/mmm
(200 GPa)

SmH4
(100 GPa)

C2/m

SmH4
F mmm
(140 GPa)
SmH6
Im − 3m
(140 GPa)

a=b=2.691931
c=2.561747
α = β = 90◦
γ = 120◦
a=b=2.54632297
c=5.61849941
α = β = γ = 90◦
a=b=2.691931
c=2.561747
α = β = 90◦
γ = 120◦
a=3.7920738
b=4.141084
c=5.238472
α = β = γ = 90◦
a=b=c=3.603054
α = β = γ = 90◦

Y

Z

Sm(1a) 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000
H(2d)
1/3
2/3
1/2
Sm(2a) 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000
H(4e) 0.000000 0.000000 0.660104
3/4
1/2
H(4d) 0.000000
Sm(2a) 0.000000 0.000000 0.000000
0.545504
1/2
H(4i) 0.098982
H(4i) 0.401017 0.000000 0.454495
Sm(4b) 0.000000 0.000000
1/2
H(8f)
3/4
3/4
3/4
H(8i)
1/2
1/2
0.073424

Sm(2a)
1/2
1/2
1/2
H(12d)
1/2
1/4
0.000000
Sm(4a)
1/2
0.000000
1/2
SmH10
a=b=c=4.76101509
F m − 3m
8(c)
1/4
1/4
3/4
◦
(400 GPa)
α = β = γ = 90
32(f) 0.380417 0.380417 0.380417

II.

DFT+DMFT CALIBRATION
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FIG. S3. DFT Convergence test: a) K-points test. KE-cutoff 400eV with XC functional PBE. b) KE cut-off test with K-points
grids 14 14 14 and XC functional PBE.

FIG. S4. (a) DC test with DFT+DMFT CSC DOS for P 6/mmm SmH2 : Hubbard U equal to 6eV and Hund’s coupling J
equal to 0.855eV (b) Hubbard U test with 1-shot DOS for P 6/mmm SmH2 : DC 3.5 and Hund’s coupling J 0.855. Notice that
Converged DC for P 6/mmm is around 3.1
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FIG. S5. DC convergence test for P 6/mmm with DFT+DMFT settings that, KE cutoff 600eV, kpoints used to sample the BZ
is 14 14 by 9, Hubbard U 6.0 eV and Hund’s coupling J 0.855 eV

