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Pressure-dependence ofelectron-phonon coupling and the superconducting phase in

hcp Fe -a linear response study

S.K .Bose,� O .V.Dolgov,J.K ortus,O .Jepsen,and O .K .Andersen
M ax-Planck-Institute for Solid State Research, Heisenbergstr. 1,70569 Stuttgart, G erm any

A recentexperim entby Shim izu etal.(Ref.1)hasprovided evidenceofa superconducting phase

in hcp Feunderpressure.To study thepressure-dependenceofthissuperconducting phasewehave

calculated the phonon frequenciesand the electron-phonon coupling in hcp Fe asa function ofthe

lattice param eter,using the linear response (LR) schem e and the fullpotentiallinear m u�n-tin

orbital(FP-LM TO )m ethod.Calculated phonon spectra and theEliashberg functions�2
F indicate

thatconventionals-waveelectron-phonon coupling can de�nitely accountfortheappearance ofthe

superconducting phasein hcp Fe.However,theobserved changein thetransition tem peraturewith

increasing pressure is far too rapid com pared with the calculated results. For com parison with

the linearresponse results,we have com puted the electron-phonon coupling also by using the rigid

m u�n-tin (RM T)approxim ation.From both theLR and theRM T resultsitappearsthatelectron-

phonon interaction alone cannotexplain thesm allrange ofvolum e overwhich superconductivity is

observed. It is shown that ferrom agnetic/antiferrom agnetic spin uctuations as wellas scattering

from m agneticim purities(spin-ordered clusters)can accountfortheobserved valuesofthetransition

tem peraturesbutcannotsubstantially im provetheagreeem ntbetween thecalculated and observed

presure/volum erangeofthesuperconducting phase.A sim pli�ed treatm entofp-wavepairing leads

to extrem ely sm all(� 10�2 K ) transition tem peratures. Thus our calculations seem to rule out

both s-and p-wave superconductivity in hcp Fe.

PACS num bers:74.70.A d,71.20.Be,74.20.M n,74.90.+ n

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recently Shim izu etal.1 (seealsoRef.2)havereported

resistivity and m agnetization m easurem entson Fe sam -

ples under pressure, and identi�ed a superconducting

phase characterized by the M eissnere�ectand the van-

ishing ofthe resistivity above a pressure of15 G Pa. At

this pressure the stable crystalsructure ofFe is known

to be hcp. Both the hcp phase and superconductivity

in Feunderpressureareresultsthatcan be expected on

theoreticalgrounds. Stability ofbcc,fcc and hcp crys-

talstructures as a function ofcanonicald-band �lling

was discussed som e tim e back by Pettifor3 and Ander-

sen etal..4,5 These authorsshowed thatwithoutferro-

m agnetism the ground state ofFe would be hcp,justas

foritsnonm agneticand isoelectronic4d and 5d counter-

parts,Ru and O s.ForFe the bcc structure isstabilized

only via ferrom agnetism .In the ferrom agneticbcc state

both the atom ic volum e and com pressibility ofFe are

anom alously large.6 Application ofa m oderate pressure

resultsin bccto hcp m artensitictransform ation and loss

offerrom agnetism .4 Both Ru and O sare superconduct-

ing atlow tem peratures.Thussuperconductivity in hcp

Fe ishardly surprising.

W hatdi�erentiateshcp Fefrom Ru and O sisthepres-

ence ofspin uctuations. Both ferrom agnetic and anti-

ferrom agnetic spin uctuations are known to suppress

superconductivity m ediated via s-wave electron-phonon

coupling. A notable exam ple,where ferrom agnetic spin

uctuations(param agnons)are believed to suppresssu-

perconductivity com pletely,isfccPd.A largedensity of

states(DO S)attheFerm ilevel,N (0),in fccPd causesa

largeStoner-enhanced param agneticsusceptibility,lead-

ing to strong ferrom agnetic spin uctuations. Disorder-

induced superconductivity in fcc Pd,due m ainly to the

reduction in N (0) and therefore in spin uctuations,

has been claim ed experim entally as well as discussed

theoretically.7,8,9 A sim ilar e�ect could conceivably be

achieved in fcc Pd under pressure,but is yet to be ob-

served.Thecaseforhcp Feissom ewhatdi�erent,sinceit

isbelieved to becloseto antiferrom agnetic10 orcom plex

m agnetic11 instability.Itwasnoted by W ohlfarth12 that

atthelowestpressures(� 10G Pa)atwhich hcp Feissta-

ble,itshould becloseto an antiferrom agneticinstability.

Healso suggested thattheantiferrom agneticspin uctu-

ationsm ightnotbestrong enough to suppresssupercon-

ductivity in hcp Fe,particularly at elevated pressures,

where reduction in N (0) would cause spin uctuations

to eventually disappear.Antiferrom agneticspin uctua-

tionssuppresss-wavesuperconductivity,whilecontribut-

ing to p=d-wave superconductivity. At present experi-

m entalevidenceregarding thetypeofsuperconductivity

(s-waveorotherwise)in hcp Fe islacking.

O necan estim atetheTc in hcp Febyusingsim plescal-

ing argum entsand theobserved superconducting transi-

tion tem peratureTc ofRu (0.5K )orO s(0.7K )atnorm al

pressure.Letusignorespin uctuationsand considerthe

M cM illan expression:

Tc =
� D

1:45
exp

�

�
1:04(1+ �ph)

�ph � ��(1+ 0:62�ph)

�

; (1)

where � D isthe Debye tem perature,�� isthe Coulom b

pseudopotential,and �ph istheelectron-phonon coupling

constant,given by �ph = N (0)hI2i=M h!2i. Consider-

ing �� = 0.1, we get �ph = 0:32 for Ru (� D = 600

K ,see Ref.6). To estim ate �ph for hcp Fe,we assum e
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that the m ean square electron-phonon(ion) m atrix ele-

m ent hI2i and the e�ective spring constant M h! 2i are

nearly the sam e asin hcp Ru. The averagephonon fre-

quency,and thus � D ,should then scale as the inverse

square root ofthe ratio ofthe atom ic m asses,and �ph
should scale according to the ratio ofN (0). The quan-

tity N (0) can be easily calculated for elem entalsolids.

However,weonly need toestim atetheratioofthisquan-

tity between Ru and Fe.W e can startby assum ing that

N (0)isproportionalto the inversed-band width,which

can be estim ated from the potentialparam eters ofthe

LM TO -ASA (atom ic sphere approxim ation) m ethod.5

Here the band width isproportinalto the potentialpa-

ram eter �. Both � and its volum e derivative have al-

ready been tabulated13 for a large num ber ofelem ental

solids. From the d-orbitalvalues ofthe param eter �,

N (0)F e=N (0)R u ’ � R u=� F e = 539/280 = 1.925. This

would give�ph = 0.62forFe,resultingin atransition tem -

peratureof� 17 K forhcp Fe.Ifweusepublished values

ofN (0),forhcp Fe14 (corresponding to a pressure P �

10G Pa)and forRu15 (correspondingtonorm alprssure),

then N (0)F e=N (0)R u = 20.8/11.8 = 1.76,and �ph= 0.56

for hcp Fe. This ratio yields an im proved value Tc(F e)

= 12 K .Using the m easured value of� D in hcp Fe (�

500 K at� 10 G Pa,seeRef.16)givesa value59 of7.6 K .

Fora quick estim ate ofthe pressure-dependenceofTc
weuse a sim pli�ed version ofEq.1:

Tc =
� D

1:45
exp

�
1

�0

�

;�
0= �ph � �

�
; (2)

and resort to the tabulated values of the logarithm ic

derivative ofthe potentialparam eter� with respectto

atom ic sphere radius, s (Ref.13). Neglecting the vol-

um e(pressure)dependence ofthe quantitieshI2iand ��

in Eq.2,we obtain,for the logarithm ic derivative ofTc
with respectto the system volum eV :

dlnTc

dlnV
= � G

�

1�
2

�ph

�

+
1

�ph

dlnN (0)

dlnV
; (3)

whereG istheG r�uneisen param eter.W ehaveused the

approxim ations:

G = �
dln� D

dlnV
� � 1=2

dlnh!2i

dlnV
: (4)

W ith the assum ption N (0) � �� 1, where � is

the d-orbital band width param eter in LM TO -ASA,

dlnN (0)=dlnV = � (1=3)dln�=dlns.Forthed-orbitals

ofFe dln�=dlns = -4.6. From the reported value 16 of

G = 1:5 in hcp Fe,we obtain a value d ln Tc
d ln V

= 6:6 for

hcp Fe.Thezero pressurebulk m odulusin hcp Feis165

G Pa.17 The initial(low pressure)logarithm ic derivative

ofTc in hcp Feshould thusbecloseto -6.6/165(G Pa)
� 1

= -4% /G Pa.

Exercisessuch asthe one outlined aboveare usefulin

obtaining order of m agnitude estim ates and in under-

standing the trend from one elem entto the next. How-

ever,quantitative agreem ent with experim entalresults

m ight be m issing. According to the study by Shim izu

et al.1 superconductivity in hcp Fe appears at around

15 G Pa,slightly above the pressure at which the bcc-

hcp transition takes place. The transition tem perature

growsslowly from below 1 K to about2 K at� 22 G Pa

and then decreasessteadily,with superconductivity van-

ishing beyond 30 G Pa.18 The rate ofdecrease ofTc is

too rapid com pared with the estim ate derived above.In

order to reproduce the initialincrease ofTc with pres-

sure,as observed in the experim ent,it would be neces-

sary to include the spin uctuation e�ects and possible

volum e dependence of the m atrix elem ent hI2i. W ith

inceasing pressure,spin uctuations are expected to di-

m inish,causing Tc to rise. The electron phonon m atrix

elem entm ay also increase with pressure,asthe nearest

neighbordistancesbecom e shorter. Itwould thusbe of

interestto exam ine to whatextentthe observed results

can be explained via a rigorousab initio calculation.To

thisend wehaveused thefull-potentiallinearm u�n-tin

orbitals linear response (FP-LM TO -LR) schem e devel-

oped bySavrasov19,20 tocalculatethephonon frequencies

and the electron-phonon coupling in hcp Fe as a func-

tion ofpressure. The Eliashberg equations,21 in their

isotropicFerm isurfaceaveraged form ,areused to study

the pressure-dependence of the transition tem perature

Tc,and the superconducting gap �.E�ectsofboth fer-

rom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic spin uctuations and

thee�ectsofscattering from m agneticim puritiesareex-

plored to accom m odatetheexperim entaldata asbestas

possible. W e also present a sim pli�ed treatm ent ofp-

wavepairing in hcp Fe.So fartwo othertheoreticalcal-

culations,related to superconductivity in hcp Fe and its

pressure dependence,have appeared.14,22 O ur work dif-

fersfrom thesepublications14,22 in asm uch asitpresents

am orerigorous�rst-principlescalculation ofthephonons

and theelectron-phonon couplingasafunction ofthelat-

tice param eterin hcp Fe.

II. ELEC T R O N IC ST R U C T U R E

There is considerable experim entalevidence that at

room tem perature the m artensitic transition from the

bcc to the hcp phasein iron takesplace ata pressureof

10-15G Pa.23,24,25 Recently Ekm an etal.26 havestudied

thisphase transition using the full-potentiallinearaug-

m ented plane wave (FP-LAPW ) totalenergy m ethod.

Theirstudy indicatesa �rstorderferrom agnetic bcc to

nonm agnetic hcp transition. These authors carried out

spin-polarized density functionalcalculations using the

generalized-gradient approxim ation (G G A) of Perdew

and W ang (G G A1).27 Steinle-Neum ann etal.,10 using a

laterversion oftheG G A by Perdew,Burke,and Ernzer-

hofer(G G A2),28 �nd an antiferrom agneticground state

forhcp Feand show thatthisversion oftheG G A better

reproducesthe observed elastic propertiesofhcp Fe un-

derpressure. The possibility ofnoncollinearm agnetism

in hcp Febelow 50G Pahasalsobeen suggested.11 These
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resultsare atvariance with the M �ossbauerstudy ofhcp

Fe under pressure,which has failed to revealany local

m agnetic m om ent.25,29 The possibility rem ainsthathcp

Fe stayscloseto antiferrom agneticorcom plex m agnetic

instability.In thiswork weassum ea nonm agneticphase

forhcp Fe underpressure,and presentresultsthatwere

obtained by using G G A1.27 O urcalculations,using var-

iousform sofG G A,show thatthe nature ofthe ground

state at various lattice param eters depends very m uch

on the exchange correlation potentialand the c=a ratio.

In addition,theenergy di�erencesbetween nonm agnetic,

ferrom agnetic,and antiferrom agnetic(AFM Iand AFM

IIcon�gurations10 )statesareoften sm all(alm ostwithin

the errorsofthe m ethod),aswellasdependenton tech-

nicaldetails,such asthe num berofk-pointsin the irre-

ducibleBrillouin zoneand m ethod ofBZ integration (see

furtherdiscussion in section V).

According to Ekm an etal.26 thebccto hcp transition

leads to a phase with a c=a ratio of1.57. O ur LM TO -

ASA calculations yield a sm aller (by � 0.8 m Ry) hcp

ground state energy for c=a = 1:57 than for the ideal

close packing value. In the FP-LM TO calculations the

di�erencein theground stateenergiesforthetwoc=aval-

uesissm allerthan 0.2 m Ry. Previoustheoreticalstud-

ies for iron indicate a very sm alldependence ofthe to-

talenergy on the c=a ratio30,31 and in addition,the c=a

ratio is likely to change with pressure. W e have thus

adopted the sim plest option,as in Ref.14,and carried

outallourcalculationswith theidealclose-packingcase:

c=a =
p
8=3. The electronic structure was calculated

using Savrasov’s FP-LM TO code32 with a triple-� spd

LM TO basisforthevalencebands.3s� and 3p-sem icore

states were treated as valence states in separate energy

windows. The charge densitiesand potentialswere rep-

resented by sphericalharm onics with l � 6 inside the

nonoverlappingM T spheresand by planewaveswith en-

ergies� 141 Ry in the interstitialregion.Brillouin zone

(BZ)integrationswereperform ed with thefull-celltetra-

hedron m ethod33 using 793 k-points in the irreducible

zone. Band structures ofhcp Fe obtained via the FP-

LM TO m ethod foralllattice param etersconsidered are

in good agreem ent with the LM TO -ASA bands. FP-

LM TO bandsforthe idealc/a ratio and latticeparam e-

terof4.6 a.u.areshown in Fig.1.

TableIshowsthelatticeparam etersused in ourcalcu-

lationstogetherwith theatom icvolum esand som ecalcu-

lated properties.Pressure(� @E =@V )and bulk m odulus

were calculated by �tting the energy vs. lattice param -

etercurveto the generalized Birch-M urnaghan equation

ofstate.34,35 The equilibrium atom ic volum e and bulk

m odulus,69.4 a.u.and 290 G Pa,com parewellwith the

values obtained by the FP-LAPW calculations of Ek-

m an et al.26 (68.94 a.u. and 263 G Pa). Calculated

pressure and bulk m odulus values becom e progressively

less reliable away from the equilibrium volum e. In or-

derto calculatethe Stonerparam eterI weintroduced a

sm allsplitting in theself-consistentparam agneticbands

by adding sm allup and downward shifts to the band-

0
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FIG .1: FP-LM TO energy bandsin hcp Fe fortheidealc/a

value (
p
8=3),and a= 4.6 a.u.The horizontalline showsthe

position ofthe Ferm ilevel,chosen asthe zero ofenergy.

TABLE I:FP-LM TO resultsfornonm agnetic hcp Fe forthe

ideal c=a ratio: a= lattice param eter (a.u.), V0 = volum e

peratom (a.u.),P = pressure(G Pa),B = Bulk M odulus(G Pa),

N (0)= D O S at the Ferm ilevel(states/(Ry atom spin)),I=

Stonerparam eter(Ry/atom ).

a 4.0 4.2 4.4 4.5 4.6 4.7

V0 45.25 52.39 60.23 64.44 68.83 73.41

P 350 162 56 26 2.3 -14

B 1695 970 550 410 300 221

N (0) 4.77 5.79 7.05 7.80 8.59 9.46

I 0.074 0.074 0.073 0.073 0.073 0.075

1=(1� IN ) 1.54 1.75 2.06 2.32 2.68 3.44

center param eter C in the LM TO -ASA m ethod. After

m aking the atom self-consistentthe Stonerparam eterI

was calculated from the induced m agnetic m om ent per

atom �,assum ingproportionalitybetween band-splitting

and the Stonerparam eter:

I =
X

l

Il�l;Il= (C
"

l
� C

#

l
)=�;�l= N l(0)=N (0); (5)

where the arrowsindicate spin-up and down statesand

N l(0)and N (0)are the l-partialand totalDO Ssatthe

Ferm ilevel,respectively.Thism ethod yieldsalm ostthe

sam e (pressure-independent) value as that obtained by

M azin etal..14 Both ourm ethod and thatused in Ref.14

can be called �xed spin-m om ent m ethod, except that

M azin etal. derived I from the second derivativeofthe

totalenergy with respectto the spin-m om ent.



4

III. LA T T IC E V IB R A T IO N S A N D

ELEC T R O N -P H O N O N C O U P LIN G

W eused thelinearresponsecodeofSavrasov19,20 with

a triple-� LM TO basis set. The dynam icalm atrix was

generated for28 phonon wave vectorsin the irreducible

BZ,corresponding to a m esh of (6,6,6) reciprocallat-

tice divisions. The BZ integration for the dynam ical

m atrix wasdone fora m esh of(12,12,12)reciprocallat-

tice divisions, and that for the electron-phonon (Hop-

�eld) m atrix was done for a (24,24,24)m esh. The cal-

culated phonon spectra for two lattice param eters,4.4

a.u. and 4.0 a.u.,are shown in Fig.2. O ur results are

in reasonableagreem entwith a recentdensity functional

calculation ofAlf�e etal.36 These authors use the sam e

G G A as is used in our calculation (G G A1)27 and the

sm alldisplacem entm ethod37 toobtain theforceconstant

m atrix. In Fig.3 oftheir paper the phonon spectra for

two volum es 8.67 �A 3 and 6.97 �A 3 are shown. The cor-

responding lattice param eters,4.36 a.u. and 4.05 a.u.,

are close to the values for which ourcalculated phonon

dispersionscurvesare shown in Fig.2.The phonon fre-

quencies at the � and A points agree rem arkably well.

Som e di�erences appear at sym m etry points K and M .

Such di�erences are also present between the results of

Alf�e etal.36 and those obtained by S�oderland etal. us-

ing a generalized pseudopotentialparam eterization30 of

FP-LM TO calculations.Thedi�erencesbetween ourLR

results and those ofAlf�e et al.36 are not large enough

to causesigni�cantdi�erencesin therm alpropertiesand

electron-phonon coupling.Thesm ooth solid linesin Fig.

2 correspond to spline �ts to the calculated frequencies

(solid circles).Duetothesm allnum berofcalculated fre-

quenciestheshapesofthelinespresum ably representing

thebandsatthezoneboundariescould beincorrect.The

connectionsofthe calculated pointswith linesand band

crossings in Fig. 2 were determ ined by exam ining the

phonon eigenvectors. However,the num ber ofq-points

considered along each sym m etry direction was at m ost

four and often three or less. No interm ediate q-points

along the K -M and L -H were am ong the m esh ofq-

points for which the dynam icalm atrix was calculated.

Thusthepossibility oferrorsin band crossing cannotbe

ruled out.

Thedispersion curvesatvariouspressuresaresim ilar,

exceptforan overallscalefactor,essentially representing

thegradualbroadeningofthebandswith increasingpres-

sure. Thisisreected in Fig. 2 and also in the phonon

density ofstatesforvariouslattice param etersshown in

part (b) ofFig. 4. For the sm allest lattice param eter

considered by us the upper band edge lies around 670

cm � 1 or20 THz (Fig.2 and Fig.4 (b)).

W e havecom puted both the Eliashberg spectralfunc-

tion

�
2
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1
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X
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jg
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k;k0j
2
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k
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�
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(6)
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FIG .2: Phonon frequencies ofhcp Fe calculated via FP-

LM TO -LR m ethod for two di�erent lattice param eters: (a)

4.0 and (b)4.4 a.u.,and theidealc/a ratio,
p
8=3.Thesolid

circles denote the calculated frequencies and the solid lines

representspline �tsthrough these calculated values.

and the transportEliashberg function20,38

�
2
trF =

1

2N (0)hv2
F
i

X

k;k0;ij;�

jg
ij;�

k;k0j
2 (~vF (k)� ~vF (k

0))
2

� �("i
k
)�("

j

k0)�(! � !
�
k� k0

); (7)

where the subscript F denotes the Ferm isurface, the

angular brackets denote the Ferm isurface average,~vF
denotesthe Ferm isurface velocity,g

ij;�

k;k0 isthe electron-

phonon m atrix elem ent,with � being the phonon polar-

ization index and k;k0representingelectron wavevectors

with band indicesi,and j,respectively.

For m ost ofthe lattice param eters considered by us

the Eliashberg spectralfunction �2F and the transport

Eliashbergfunction �2trF both follow thesam efrequency

variation as the phonon density ofstates. In Fig.3 we

show thephonon densityofstatesand thetwoEliashberg

functions together with the phonon dispersions for the

lattice param eter4.6 a.u.,closeto the equilibrium value
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of4.615 a.u.

Som e deviations in the frequency dependence ofthe

�2F function from thatofthe phonon density ofstates

appear at higher pressure. The deviation is m ost pro-

nounced between the lattice param eters4.4 and 4.2 a.u.

in ourcalculation.In Fig.4 weshow theEliashbergspec-

tralfunctionsand the phonon density ofstatesforthree

di�erent lattice param eters. The peaks in the calcu-

lated phonon density ofstatesatam bientpressure (lat-

tice param eter � 4.6 a.u. in our calculations) are at

190 cm � 1 (24 m eV)and 315 cm � 1 (39 m eV),and these

agree very wellwith the resultsfrom neutron scattering

experim ents39 as wellas with recently reported results,

obtained from the m easured energy spectra ofinelastic

nuclear absorption.16 The peak positions in the calcu-

lated resultsforhigherpressuresare atsom ewhatlower

frequencies(by about5 m eV,which iswithin theexper-

im entalresolution)than thosefrom theinelasticnuclear

absorption experim ent.16 However,such di�erences be-

tween the calculated and m easured frequenciesarecom -

m on,given the di�erence between the experim entaland

theoretical values of the lattice param eters at various

pressures.

The Hop�eld param eter � (N (0)hI2i), which is the

electronic part of the electron-phonon coupling, shows

an above average increase between the lattice param -

eters 4.5 and 4.4 a.u., due to an increased coupling

forthe longitudinalacoustic phononswith wave vectors

around the m iddle ofthe �-K sym m etry line. Thisin-

creased (above average)coupling is found to persist up

to at least4.2 a.u.,but dim inishes to norm al(average)

valuearound thelatticeparam eterof4.0 a.u.,wherethe

pressure-sti�ening ofthe lattice vibrations reduces the

electron-phonon coupling and superconductivity disap-

pears. The generaltrend isasfollows: the Hop�eld pa-

ram eter� growssteadily with increasing pressurewith a

rapid changebetween the lattice param eters4.5 and 4.4

a.u.The phonon frequenciesm oveupward with increas-

ing pressure,with no phonon branchesshowing any soft-

ening.However,between latticeparam eters4.6 a.u.and

4.4 a.u. (perhaps 4.3 a.u.) the increase in the Hop�eld

param eterdom inatesthe change in the electron-phonon

coupling param eter �ph = �=M h!2i. In this range �ph
increases despite a decrease in N (0) and an increase in

h!2i. Below 4.3 a.u. lattice vibrations sti�en rapidly,

lowering the valueof�ph.In TableIIwesum m arizeour

resultsforthe pressure-dependence ofthe phonon prop-

ertiesand electron-phonon coupling. Since the Hop�eld

param eter� isoften calculated using therigid m u�n-tin

(RM T)approxim ationofG aspariand G yor�y,40 in Table

IIwe have also presented the resultsfor � obtained via

the LM TO -ASA im plem entation ofRM T (rigid atom ic

sphereorRSA)asgiven by G l�otzel etal.41 and Skriver

and M ertig.42 These valuesare in agreem entwith those

given by M azin etal.,14 butdi�ersigni�cantly from the

resultsofJarlborg22 (judging from the quoted valuesof

�ph and theDebyefrequencies).O urresultsindicatethat

depending on the lattice param eter the RM T/RSA ap-

proxim ation underestim ates the Hop�eld param eter by

15-45% .Also thevariation of� with latticeparam eterin

the RM T approxim ation is m uch sm oother than in the

linearresponsecalculation,astheform erfailsto capture

the aboveaverageincreasearound the lattice param eter

4.4 a.u.In TableIIwehavepresented theresultsforlat-

ticeparam eter4.7 a.u.m erely forcom parison with other

lattice param eters,and not for com parison with exper-

im ent. The strong electron-phonon coupling (stronger

than that at a = 4.6 a.u.) is ofno experim entalconse-

quencesince,(i)atthislatticeparam eterthesystem isat

a negativepressure,notaccessed by experim ent;and (ii)

our theoreticalcalculations show that at this expanded

volum ethe system ism ostlikely antiferrom agnetic.

IV . C R IT IC A L T EM P ER A T U R E

A . G eneralrelations

The linearized Eliashberg equations at the supercon-

ducting transition tem peratureTc ofan isotropicsystem

are(see,e.g.,Ref.21):

Z(i!n) = 1+
�Tc

!n

X

n0

W + (n � n
0)sign(n0);(8)

Z(i!n)�(i! n) = �Tc

j!n j� !cX

n0

W � (n � n
0)
�(i! n0)

j!n0j
;

where!n = �Tc(2n+ 1)isaM atsubarafrequency,�(i! n)

is an order param eter and Z(i!n) is a renorm alization

factor.Interactions

W + (n � n
0)= �ph(n � n

0)+ �sf(n � n
0)+ �nn0(n + m );

and

W � (n � n
0)= �ph(n � n

0)� �sf(n � n
0)� �

�(!c)+ �nn0(n � m );

contain a phonon contribution

�ph(n � n
0)=

Z 1

0

d!2�2(!)F (!)

(!n � !n0)2 + !2
;

where �2(!)F (!) is the so-called Eliashberg spectral

function, and a contribution connected with spin uc-

tuations

�sf(n � n
0)=

Z 1

0

d!2P (!)

(!n � !n0)2 + !2
:

P (!)isthespectralfunction ofspin uctuations,related

to theim aginary partofthetransversalspin susceptibil-

ity �� (!)as

P (!)= �
1

�

D

jgkk0j
2
Im �� (k;k

0
;!)

E

;
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2
F and the transportEliashberg function
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tr F forhcp Featthelatticeparam eter4.6 a.u.(c/a=
p
8=3).Theequilibrium (m inim um energy)latticeparam eteris4.615

a.u.

and ��(!c)isthe screened Coulom b interaction

�
�(!c)=

�

1+ � ln(E =!c)
; (9)

where � = hN (0)VciF S is the Ferm isurface averaged

Coulom b interaction. E is a characteristic electron en-

ergy,!c isa cut-o� frequency,usually chosen ten tim es

the m axim um phonon frequency: !c ’ 10!m ax
ph . n =

1=2�n;m = 1=2�m are scattering ratesfornonm agnetic

and m agnetic im purities,respectively.

B . P honons only

In orderto com pute Tc we use the calculated Eliash-

berg spectralfunction along with the following proce-

dure to determ ine the Coulom b pseudopotential��(!c):

W e start by assum ing � = 0:5. A value greater than

0.5 for � would lead to m agnetic instability (see, e.g.

Ref.43). W ith E = !pl,the electron plasm a frequency

(seeRef.44),

�
�(!c)=

0:5

1+ 0:5ln(!pl=!c)
:

Thusfrom thecalculated phonon frequenciesand plasm a

frequencieswe obtain �� foralllattice param eters,with

the cut-o� frequency !c assum ed to be ten tim es the

m axim um phonon frequency. This procedure gives us

the m axim um possiblevaluesof��(!c).

O ne of the m ost widely used expressions for Tc is

given by the Allen-Dynes form 21 ofthe M cM illan for-

m ula (Eq.1),wheretheprefactor� D =1:45 isreplaced by

!
ph

ln
=1:2.

�ph = 2

Z 1

0

d!�
2(!)F (!)=!

isthe electron-phonon coupling constant,!
ph

ln
isa loga-

rithm ically averaged characteristicphonon frequency

!
ph

ln
= exp

�
2

�ph

Z 1

0

d!�
2(!)F (!)ln!=!

�

;
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TABLE II: Hop�eld param etersfrom thelinearresponse calculation � and therigid m u�n-tin (atom ic sphere)approxim ation

� (RM T/RAS),m ean square electron-ion m atrix elem enthI
2
i,calculated average plasm a frequencies!pl,logarithm ic average

phonon frequencies!ln,cuto� frequencies! c,Coulom b pseudopentialsforEliashberg equation (��(!c))and M cM illan form ula

(�
�
ln);electron-phonon coupling param eters�ep,calculated criticaltem peratures(T

calc

c )and superconducting gaps(� 0)from

the solution ofthe Eliashberg equations (8) and the criticaltem peratures from the M cM illan form ula (1)(T
M cM

c ) for various

lattice param etersa.

a aB 4.0 4.2 4.4 4.5 4.6 4.7

� Ry/bohr
2

0.268 0.368 0.229 0.139 0.111 0.099

� (RM T/RAS) Ry/bohr2 0.214 0.167 0.124 0.108 0.095 0.088

hI
2
i (Ry/bohr)

2
0.056 0.063 0.032 0.018 0.013 0.010

!pl eV 10.30 8.82 7.68 7.21 6.78 6.40

K 640 542 439 372 336 295
!ln

cm
�1

445 376 305 258 233 205

!c cm
�1

7000 6000 4600 4600 4600 4490

�
�
(!c) 0.224 0.224 0.218 0.221 0.224 0.226

�
�(!ln ) 0.139 0.138 0.137 0.135 0.134 0.133

�ph 0.277 0.570 0.538 0.434 0.431 0.508

T
M cM

c K < 0:01 6.37 4.06 1.06 0.94 2.21

T
calc

c K 5� 10
�7

4.52 3.11 0.83 0.66 1.73

� 0 cm
�1

< 10
�6

7.38 4.63 1.28 0.99 2.54

� 0=kB T
calc

c 2.35 2.15 2.21 2.14 2.30

100 300 500 700

Frequency (cm
−1

)
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0.12

S
ta

te
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1
) a=4.5 a.u.

a=4.4 a.u.
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FIG .4: Phonon density ofstatesand theEliashberg function

forhcp Feforthreedi�erentlatticeparam eters(c/a=
p
8=3).

and

�
�
� �

�(!
ph

ln
)=

��(!c)

1+ ��(!c)ln(!c=!
ph

ln
)

is the Coulom b pseudopotentialat this frequency. O ur

calculations show that for di�erent plasm a frequencies

and characteristic phonon frequencies �� for alllattice

param etersliesin therange0:13� 0:14,which istypical

ofconventionalsuperconductors.

In Fig.5 we show the transition tem peratures calcu-

lated asa function ofvolum eperatom using Eliashberg

equationsand the M cM illan form ula.The e�ectsoffer-

rom agneticand antiferrom agneticspin uctuations,dis-

cussed in the following subsection, are also shown via

three additionalcurves. The sym bolsdenote the calcu-

lated valuesofTc and thelinesarespline�tsthrough the

calculated values.

C . C ontribution from spin uctuations

Superconductingtransition tem peraturescalculated in

theprevioussubsection arebased on them axim um possi-

ble estim atesofthe Coulom b pseudopotential��. Thus

Tc, based on s-wave electron-phonon interaction only,

cannot be less than 4.5 K ,and a value as high as 7-

8 K is reasonable according to the linear response re-

sults. The highest transition tem perature obtained in

theexperim ent1 is2 K .A m oreim portantdi�erencebe-

tween the calculated and the experim entalresultsisthe

range ofvolum e/pressure over which superconductivity

appears.Thecalculated rangeism uch broaderthan the

experim entalone(seeFig.5).Itisthen naturaltoexplore

thee�ectsofspin uctuationson both,them agnitudeof

Tc and the pressure/volum e range ofthe superconduct-

ing phase. Since the calculation ofthe spin succeptibil-

ity israthercom plicated,we restrictourselvesto sim ple

m odelsofferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic spin uc-

tuations for an isotropic system ,as proposed by M azin

etal..14 In a T� m atrix approxim ation forthe uniform
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FIG .5: Calculated transition tem peratures forvarious vol-

um esperatom .Theexperim entalresultsarealsoshown.The

experim entalpressure versusTc resultswere transferred into

volum e versusTc resultsusing the data from M azin etal.
14

(see also Refs.45,46).The legendsSPF1,SPF2,and AFM SF

are described in section IV.C.D ashed verticallinesshow re-

gions,wherehcp Feisknown to beantiferrom agnetic(AFM ),

and whereitiseithernonm agnetic(NM )orantiferrom agnetic

(AFM ).

electron gasonecan obtain therelation (seeRefs.47,48):

P (!)= N (0)

Z 2pF

0

dq
q

2p2
F

�

�
1

�
Im �� (q;!)

�

;

where

� 1

�
Im �� (q;!) = I

�

h
�

2
IN (0) !

qvF

i

=

��

1� IN (0)� IN (0)
q
2

12p2
F

�2
+

�
�

2
IN (0) !

qvF

��

:

An integration ofP (!)(seesection A.)leadsto thespin

uctuation coupling param eter

�sf = �N (0)Iln
1

1� N (0)I
; (10)

wherethe constant� isoforderunity.O ne can de�ne

!
sf

ln
= exp

2

�sf

Z 1

0

d!P (!)ln!=!

� (0:8)
[1� IN (0)]

IN (0)
pF vF (11)

as a characteristic spin uctuation frequency, which

should vanish near the m agnetic phase transition. pF ,

and vF are the Ferm im om entum and velocity,respec-

tively. The product pF vF can be replaced by 2E F and

estim ated from thelocation oftheFerm ienergy with re-

spectto the bottom ofthe band.

Ifweresortto the approxim ation

P (!)= (�sf!sf=2)�(! � !sf);

then for!sf � !ph weobtain an extension oftheM cM il-

lan form ula,sim ilarto the oneused in Ref.14

Tc =
!
ph

ln

1:2
exp

�

�
1:04(1+ �ph + �sf)

�ph � �sf � ��[1+ 0:62(�ph + �sf)]

�

:

(12)

In reality the spectrum P (!) is distributed from zero

up to electronic energies. Nearthe phase transition the

characteristicfrequency iscom parabletothecharacteris-

ticphonon frequencies.An appropriatetreatm entofthe

broadnessofthespectrum P (!)leadstothereplacem ent

ofthe !
ph

ln
in the aboveexpression by

! = !
sf

ln
(!

ph

ln
=!

sf

ln
)�; (13)

with the exponent� (see Ref.48)given by

� =
�2
ph

(�ph � �sf)

h

�ph � �sf +
�ph �sf

1+ �ph + �sf
ln[!

ph

ln
=!sf]

i:

In theuniform electron gasapproxim ationtheconstant

� in Eq. (10)is ofthe orderofunity. Butsuch a high

valueof� in ourcalculation would causethecriticaltem -

peraturestovanish foralllatticeparam eters(�ph < �sf).

Itisevidentthattheuniform electron gasapproxim ation

would be inappropriate for a transition m etallike iron.

Hence we use the following approach: we consider� as

a �tting param eter to get a Tc = 2 K ,the experim en-

talvalue,forthe lattice param eter4.4 a.u.(volum e per

atom � 60 a.u.Thetwo setsofTc versuslatticeparam e-

terresultsobtained thisway areshown in Fig.(5)and are

labeled asSPF1 and SPF2,respectively (the lowerm ost

curves). In particular, SPF1 refers to the case where

Eq. (12)isused with �sf given by Eq. (10);and SPF2

refers to the case where ! from Eq. (13) replaces !
ph

ln

in Eq.(12),with �sf stillgiven by Eq. (10). In Table

III,the spin uctuation coupling param etersassociated

with the results SPF1 and SPF2 in Fig. 5 are labeled

as�sf1 and �sf2,respectively.Thevaluesofthe param -

eter � (see Eq.(10)) for the two cases SPF1 and SPF2

are 0.101 and 0.029,respectively. Calculated transition

tem peraturesforthetwo m odelsSPF1 and SPF2 arede-

noted by T
sf

c1 and T
sf

c2 in TableIII,which also showsthe

characteristicspin uctuation frequencies!
sf

ln
forvarious

latticeparam eters.

For antiferrom agnetic spin uctuations the spin sus-

ceptibility hasam axim um atq ! Q
�
,and theaveraging

overthe Ferm isurfaceleadsto

�sf �
�(q ! Q

�
)I

1� �(q ! Q
�
)I
:

If,accordingtoM azin etal.,14 wesuppose�(q ! Q
�
)=

bN (0),then



9

TABLE III:Spin uctuation e�ects: ferrom agnetic spin uctuation coupling param eters � sf1;�sf2 (see textin section IV.C.

fordetails);antiferrom agnetic spin uctuation coupling param eter�
af

sf
,the characteristic spin uctuation frequency !

sf

ln
,and

the corresponding criticaltem peraturesT
sf

c1 ;T
sf

c2 ,and T
af

c;sf
(see textin section IV.C.fordetails).

a aB 4.0 4.2 4.4 4.5 4.6 4.7

!
sf

ln
eV 33.48 22.56 14.80 11.39 8.59 5.67

�sf1 0.0155 0.024 0.038 0.048 0.062 0.0886

�sf2 0.0044 0.0069 0.011 0.0139 0.018 0.025

�
af

sf
0.0036 0.0057 0.011 0.019 0.05

T
sf

c1 K 0.0005 4.35 2 0.202 0.091 0.224

T
sf

c2 K 0.0019 4.12 2 0.324 0.303 0.398

T
af
c K 0.0023 4.48 2 0.206 0.004 0

�
af

sf
=

�0bN (0)I

1� bN (0)I
; (14)

Param eterb can be estim ated from the condition ofthe

antiferrom agnetic instability bN (0)I ! 1:This leadsto

b <
� 1:5 which is close to the value in Ref.14. Taking

thisvalue and using �0 asa �tting param eterwe obtain

the result plotted in Fig. 5. �0 = 0:0032 reduces the

m axim um Tc (at 4.4 a.u.) to the experim entalvalue,

2 K (for sim plicity we used Eq.(12),with !
ph

ln
replaced

by ! given by Eqns. (11) and (13),and �
af

sf
replacing

�sf). The corresponding results are plotted in Fig.(5)

and are labeled as AFM SF.The values ofTc and spin

uctuation coupling param etersare also shown in Table

III,labeled as T af
c and �

af

sf
,respectively. It is evident

that the volum e dependence ofTc obtained this way is

verysim ilarforferrom agneticand antiferrom agneticspin

uctuations.

D . M agnetic im purities

A lowering ofthe criticaltem perature could also be

caused by thepresenceofm agneticim purities.Itiswell-

known thatthe nonm agnetic im puritiescanceloutfrom

the Eliashberg equations (Anderson theorem 49 ),while

the m agnetic ones lead the pair-breaking e�ects.50 The

centralidea isthatneara m agnetic transition spin-or-

dered clusters appear, and these can scatter electrons

very e�ectively. W e have calculated the e�ect ofsuch

im puritieson the criticaltem perature forthe lattice pa-

ram etera = 4:4 a.u.(see,Fig.6)by considering various

di�erentscattering rates1=2�m in theEliashbergEq.(8).

Forcom parison wehavealso calculated thechangein Tc
by using the renorm alized Abrikosov-G or’kov (AG ) ex-

pression (see e.g.,section 15 in Ref.21)

ln(Tc0=Tc)’  [1=2+ (1=2�m )�Tc(1+ �ep)]�  (1=2);

(15)

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

1/2τ
m
 (cm

−1
)

0

1

2

3

T
c 

(K
)

Eliashberg equations

AG theory

FIG .6: Variation of the transition tem perature with the

scattering rate ofm agnetic im purities 1/2�m for lattice pa-

ram etera = 4.4 a.u.Thelegend AG standsforsolution ofthe

Abrikosov-G or’kov expression given by Eq.(15).

where Tc0 is the criticaltem perature without m agnetic

im purities.  (x)isthe digam m a function and  (1=2)is

related to the Eulerconstant as (1=2)= �  � 2ln2.

The di�erence between the Eliashberg and the AG re-

sultsisdue to the ratherbroad phonon spectrum which

necessitatesappropriatetreatm entofstrong coupling ef-

fects.

In order to reduce the critical tem perature at the

lattice param eter a = 4:4 a.u. to the experim ental

value of2 K it is su�cient to assum e a scattering rate

1=�m � 3:0 cm� 1. W ith the calculated average Ferm i

velocity vF ’ 2:547� 107 cm /sec,thisyieldsa m ean free

path l’ 28:3� 10� 5 cm . The closer the m agnetic in-

stability,the largeristhe probability (rate)ofm agnetic

scattering,which leadsto m ore enhanced suppression of

Tc.
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E. p-w ave pairing

M agnetic ordering (as wellas an externalm agnetic

�eld) favors the triplet p-wave pairing,sim ilar to that

found in superuid 3He. In order to estim ate Tc for p-

wavepairing weadoptthefollowing sim pli�ed approach.

W econsidertheextension ofEq.(8)forthelth spherical

harm onicchannel21:

Z(i!n) = 1+
�Tc

!n

X

n0

W
(0)

+ (n � n
0)sign(n0); (16)

d
(l)(i!n) = �Tc

j!n j� !cX

n0

W
(l)

� (n � n
0)

d(l)(i!n0)

Z(i!n0)j!n0j
;

whered(l) forl= 1 isthe p-waveorderparam eter,and

W
(l)

+ (n � n
0)= �

l
ph(n � n

0)+ �
l
sf(n � n

0)+ �l0�nn0(n + m );

W
(l)

� (n � n
0)= �

l
ph(n � n

0)+ (� 1)l�lsf(n � n
0)+ �l0X ;

whereX = � ��(!c)+ �nn0(n � m ).ThekernelW with

a generalindex l is de�ned as the Ferm isurface (FS)

average

W
(l) =

D

d
(l)
W (k;k

0
;n � n)d(l)

E

k;k02F S
=

��
�
�d

(l)

�
�
�
2
�

ofthelth harm onicofthem om entum -dependentinterac-

tion W (k;k
0
;n � n),while

W
(0) =



W (k;k

0
;n � n)

�

k;k02F S
:

W e assum e that the Coulom b interaction and im pu-

rity scattering are isotropic. The sim plest approxim a-

tion then is to use W (1) = gW (0), where the param -

eter g describes the anisotropy ofthe interaction (see,

e.g.,Refs.51,52).A di�erence ofthe factorg from unity

leadstostrongpair-breakinge�ects.In general(see.,e.g.

Ref.21),forl= 1 d(l) � vF ,the �rstodd Ferm isurface

harm onic.53 In this case g = �1ph=�
0
ph = �

(in)

ph
=�ph (see

notations in Refs.38,20). The phonon constant �
(in)

ph
is

relevantto the transportBoltzm ann equation (see,e.g.,

Ref.20). From the linearresponse calculation we obtain

g = �
(in)

ph
=�ph foralllattice param eters.Fora= 4.4 a.u.,

weobtain g= 0.238.

W ith the assum ption W (1) = gW (0) it is possible to

estim ate Tc from a M cM illan-like form ula. An expres-

sion forthecriticaltem peraturecan bewritten in a form

sim ilarto thatused by M azin etal.14:

Tc =
!

1:2
exp

(

�
1+ �0

ph
+ �0

sf

�1
ph
+ �1

sf

)

=
!

1:2
exp

�

�
1+ �ph + �sf

g(�ph + �sf)

�

; (17)

where ! is given by Eq. (13), and we have used the

relation: �1
sf

= g�0
sf

= g�sf. Note that this equa-

tion is the sam e as equation (3.6) ofFay and Appel,54

except that the term �1
ph

is absent from the exponent

in their expression for Tc.
55 A sm allvalue of the pa-

ram eter g and a rather strong phonon contribution to

the num eratorin the exponentin Eq.(17)lead to sm all

values ofTc <
� 10� 2K for the p� wave pairing in con-

trast to the conclusion reached in Ref.22. The value

Tc <
� 10� 2K is sim ilar to that obtained by Allen and

M itrovi�c21 for p-wave superconductivity in Pd. If the

assum ption W (1) = gW (0) is valid,then the inclusion

ofantiferrom agnetic spin uctuations (replacing �sf by

�
af

sf
)would lead to sim ilarresults.

V . SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

The state ofhcp Fe under m oderately high pressure

(� 60 G Pa) is currently riddled with controversialre-

sultsthatneed to be resolved and understood. The ini-

tialexperim entalresultby Shim izu etal.1 indicating su-

perconductivity between 15and 30G Pahasbeen veri�ed

recently2 forapressureof22.5G Pa,wherethem axim um

Tc of2 K wasobserved. Experim entalm easurem entsof

Ram an spectra are also reported.56,57 The observation

ofa second Ram an peak besides that due the Ram an

active E 2g m ode in hcp Fe has been assigned to disor-

der induced phonon scattering,56,57 although,based on

density functionalcalculation,the possibility ofantifer-

rom agnetic order up to a pressure ofapproxim ately 60

G Pa hasalso been suggested.58 Norm alstate resistivity

m easurem entsby Jaccard etal. show a T 5=3 tem pera-

ture dependence atlow tem perature,which ispredicted

by a nearly ferrom agnetic Ferm i-liquid m odel. The ear-

lierM �ossbauerstudy ofhcp Feunderpressurehad failed

to revealany localm agneticm om ent,25,29 and resultsof

theoreticalcalculationsare dependenton the treatm ent

ofthe exchange and correlation potentials used in the

calculations. In view ofthis,we have adopted the sam e

approach as M azin et al.14: we assum e nonm agnetic

state under pressure and exam ine the electron-phonon

coupling asa function ofthe latticeparam eter.

Theresultsofourstudy can besum m arized asfollows:

(i)TheHop�eld param eter� increasessteadilywith pres-

sure,showing a wider variation for the linear response

calculation than obtained via the RM T approxim ation

(both in our LM TO -RM T calculation and in that of

M azin et al.14 ). (ii) Below volum es � 50 a.u. per

atom (above estim ated pressures � 160 G Pa) phonons



11

sti�en rapidly,bringing the Tc down (som ewhat faster

than whatissuggested in Ref.14).(iii)Tc’sbased on the

s-wave electron-phonon coupling,and m axim um possi-

bleestim atesof�� arehigherthan theexperim entalval-

ues (iv) The range ofvolum e where superconductivity

appears is m uch broader in the calculations than what

isobserved,in agreem entwith the resultofRef.14. (v)

Inclusion offerrom agnetic/antiferrom agneticspin uctu-

ations,and scattering from m agnetic im purities can all

bring the calculated values ofTc down to the range of

observed values, but cannot substantially im prove the

agreem ent between the calculated and the experim en-

talpressure/volum erange ofthe superconducting phase

(Fig.5). (vi) A sim pli�ed treatm ent ofp-wave pairing

dueto electron-phonon and spin uctuation interactions

yields a very sm allTc (� 0.01 K ),in contrastwith the

claim m ade in Ref.22.

The role ofim purities rem ains som ewhat puzzling as

wellas ofvitalinterest at present. The initialresults

ofShim izu etal.1 showed very high norm alstate resid-

ualresistivity (� 40�
cm ),indicating the presence of

substantialdefects in the sam plesstudied. M ore recent

m easurem ents2 with purer sam ples (with residualresis-

tivity 50 tim es sm aller)show the sam e m axim um Tc at

the sam e pressure. Ifthe im puritiesin the earlierstud-

ied sam pleswere m agnetic thiswould rule outelectron-

phonon s-wave coupling as the prim ary m echanism of

superconductivity. However,Jaccard etal.2 also notice

thatsuperconductivity in theirsam plesisunusually sen-

sitive to disorder,developing only when the electronic

m ean freepath exceedsa threshold value.They �nd the

norm alstate resistivity to be characteristic ofa nearly

ferrom agnetic m etal,but our calculation ofp-wave su-

perconducting Tc in the presence offerrom agnetic spin

uctuationsand electron-phonon interactionsyieldsval-

ueslessthan 10� 2 K ,sim ilarto thatforPd obtained by

Allen and M itrovi�c.21

O urcalculationsseem to rule outboth s-and p-wave

superconductivity in hcp Fe.Electron-phonon m ediated

s-wave superconductivity should persist, in severe dis-

agreem entwith experim ent,beyond pressuresof200G Pa

even in the presence ofspin uctuations. The possibil-

ity ofd-wave superconductivity m ediated by antiferro-

m agnetic spin uctuations rem ains to be explored. A

d-wave superconductivity would be consistent with the

observation2 that superconductivity in hcp Fe seem s to

beextreem ly sensitivetodisorder.Low tem peraturespe-

ci�cheatm easurem entscan furtherclarify thisissue.
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