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P ressure-dependence of electron-phonon coupling and the superconducting phase in

hcp Fe —a linear response study

S.K. Bose;'_: O .V.Dolgov, J.Kortus, O . Jepsen, and O . K . Andersen
M ax-P lanck-Institute for Solid State Research, Heisenbergstr. 1, 70569 Stuttgart, G em any

A recent experim ent by Shin izu et al (Refh;) has provided evidence of a superconducting phase
In hcep Fe under pressure. To study the pressure-dependence of this superconducting phase we have
calculated the phonon frequencies and the electron-phonon coupling in hcp Fe as a function of the
lattice param eter, using the linear response (LR) schem e and the fiill potential linear mu n-tin
orbial FP-LM TO ) method. Calculated phonon spectra and the E liashberg functions 2F indicate
that conventional s-w ave electron-phonon coupling can de nitely account for the appearance of the
superconducting phase in hcp Fe. H owever, the cbserved change in the transition tem perature w ith
Increasing pressure is far too rapid com pared with the calculated results. For com parison with
the linear response resuls, we have com puted the electron-phonon coupling also by using the rigid
mu n-tin RM T) approxin ation. From both the LR and the RM T resuls it appears that electron—
phonon interaction alone cannot explain the am all range of volum e over w hich superconductivity is
observed. It is shown that ferrom agnetic/antiferrom agnetic spin  uctuations as well as scattering
from m agnetic In purities (spin-ordered clusters) can account for the observed valies of the transition
tem peratures but cannot substantially In prove the agreeem nt between the calculated and observed
presure/volum e range of the superconducting phase. A sin pli ed treatm ent of p-w ave pairing leads
to extremely amall (10 2 K) transition tem peratures. Thus our calculations seem to rule out
both s—and p-wave superconductivity in hcp Fe.

PACS numbers: 74.70Ad, 7120Be, 7420M n, 7490+ n

I. NTRODUCTION

1!

Recently Shin izu etal? (seealso R efid) have reported
resistivity and m agnetization m easurem ents on Fe sam —
ples under pressure, and identi ed a superconducting
phase characterized by the M eissner e ect and the van—
ishing of the resistivity above a pressure of 15 GPa. At
this pressure the stable crystal sructure of Fe is known
to be hcgp. Both the hop phase and superconductivity
In Fe under pressure are resuls that can be expected on
theoretical grounds. Stability of bec, foc and hop crys—
tal structures as a function of canonical gd-band Iling
was discusged som e tin e back by Pettifbr! and Ander-
sen et al.?? These authors showed that w ithout ferro—
m agnetian the ground state of Fe would be hcp, jist as
for its nonm agnetic and isoelectronic 4d and 5d counter-
parts, Ru and O s. For Fe the bcc structure is stabilized
only via ferrom agnetiam . In the ferrom agnetic bec state
both the atom ic yolum e and com pressbility of Fe are
anom alously large® A pplication of a m oderate pressure
results in bee to hgp m artensitic transform ation and loss
of ferrom agnetism £ Both Ru and O s are superconduct—
Ing at low tem peratures. T hus superconductivity in hcp
Fe ishardly surprising.

W hat di erentiateshcp Fe from Ru and O s isthe pres-
ence of spin 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 soin

uctuations (param agnons) are believed to suppress su—
perconductivity com pletely, is fcc Pd. A Jarge density of
states @O S) at theFem ilevel, N (0), In foc Pd causes a
large Stoner-enhanced param agnetic susogptibility, lead—

ing to strong ferrom agnetic spin  uctuations. D isorder—
Induced superconductivity in foc Pd, due m ainly to the

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

has been clyipgd expermm entally as well as discussed

theoretically #22 A sin ilar e ect could conceivably be

achieved In foc Pd under pressure, but is yet to be ob-
served. T he case forhcp Fe is som ewhat di erent, since it

is belisved to be close to antiferrom agnetict? or cpm plex

m agnetid®! hstability. It was noted by W ohlfarth? that

at the owest pressures ( 10 GPa) atwhich hcp Fe is sta—
ble, it should be close to an antiferrom agnetic Instability.

H e also suggested that the antiferrom agnetic sopin uctu-—

ationsm ight not be strong enough to suppress supercon—
ductivity in hcp Fe, particularly at elevated pressures,

where reduction in N (0) would cause spin uctuations

to eventually disappear. A ntiferrom agnetic spin  uctua—

tions suppress s-w ave superconductivity, w hile contribut—
ng to p=d-wave superconductivity. At present experi-
m ental evidence regarding the type of superconductiviy

(s-w ave or otherw ise) in hcp Fe is Jacking.

O ne can estim ate the T, in hcp Fe by using sim ple scal-
Ing argum ents and the observed superconducting transi-
tion tem perature T ofRu (05K ) orOs (0.7K ) atnom al
pressure. Let us Ignore spin  uctuations and consider the
M a1 illan expression:

To= 2 exp 104 L+ pn) -
° 145 oh L+ 062 )

where p isthe D ebye tam perature, is the Coulom b
pseudopotential, and py, isthe electron-phonon coupling
constant, given by pn = N (0)hI?i=M h!?i. Consider-
ng = 01, weget o = 032 orRu ( p = 600
K, see Refg-_d). To estimnate y for hcp Fe, we assume


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0207318v1

that the m ean sgquare electron-phonon (ion) m atrix ele—
ment hI?i and the e ective spring constant M h! ?i are
nearly the sam e as in hgp Ru. The average phonon fre—
quency, and thus p, should then scale as the inverse
square root of the ratio of the atom ic m asses, and p
should scale according to the ratio of N (0). The quan-
tity N (0) can be easily calculated for elem ental solids.
However, we only need to estin ate the ratio ofthis quan—
tity between Ru and Fe. W e can start by assum ing that
N (0) is proportional to the inverse d-band w idth, which
can be estin ated from the potential param eters of thg
LM TO-ASA (atom ic sphere approxin ation) m ethod £
Here the band w idth is proportinal to the potential pa—
rameter . Both apd its volum e derivative have al-
ready been tabulated®? Br a large num ber of elem ental
solids. From the d-orbial values of the param eter ,
N Ope®N O)ru '’ ru= re = 539/280 = 1.925. This
would give ,, =0.62 forFe, resulting in a transition tem -
peratureof 17K forhcp Fe. Iffwe use published values
ofN (0), or hcp Fe'-lﬁ (corresponding to a pressure P
10 GPa) and HrRull (corresponding to nom alprssure),
then N (0)r =N (O)ry = 20.8/118= 1.76,and n=0.56
for hcp Fe. This ratio yields an in proved value T, F e)
= 12 K .Using the m easured value of p In hcop Fe (
500K at 10GPa, see Reﬁ_.-l_'6) givesa valudd of 76 K .
For a quick estim ate of the pressure-dependence of T
we use a sin pli ed version oqu:}':

Te= ———-exXp — 7 = i @)

and resort to the tabulated values of the logarithm ic
derivative of the potential param eter w ith respect to

atom ic sphere radius, s CRef:in). N eglecting the vol-
um e pressure) dependence of the quantities hI?i and

in Eq:_Z, we obtain, for the logarithm ic derivative of T,
w ith respect to the system volimeV :

dInT. 2 1 dlhN (0)
= G 1 + -

dlnv oh on dInV

i 3)

where ¢ isthe G runeisen param eter. W e have used the
approxin ations:

dn dInh!?i
¢= 2 S @)
dhvVv dhvVv
W ith the assumption N (0) 1 where is

the d-orbital band width parameter n LM TO-ASA,
dihN Q)=dIhV = (1=3)dIn =dIhs.Forthed-orhials
of Fedlh =dIns= -4.6. From the reported valie 24 of

¢ = 15 in hop Fe, we obtain a valie $22= = 66 for
hcop Ee. T he zero pressure bulk m odulis In hcp Fe is 165
GPall The mitial (ow pressure) ogarithm ic derivative
of T, in hep Fe should thus be close to 6.6/165 (GPa) !
= —-4% /GPa.

E xercises such as the one outlined above are useful in
obtaining order of m agniude estin ates and in under-
standing the trend from one elem ent to the next. How -
ever, quantitative agreem ent w ith experim ental results

m ight, be m issing. A ccording to the study by Shin izu
et al? superconductivity in hcp Fe appears at around
15 GPa, slightly above the pressure at which the bcc-
hcop transition takes place. T he transition tem perature
grow s slow Iy from below 1 K to about 2 K at 22 GPa
and then decreases steaddly, w ith superconductivity van—
ishing beyond 30 GPal? The rate of decrease of T is
too rapid com pared w ith the estim ate derived above. In
order to reproduce the Iniial increase of T, with pres—
sure, as cbserved in the experin ent, i would be neces—
sary to include the spin uctuation e ects and possbl
volum e dependence of the m atrix elem ent hI?i. W ith
nceasing pressure, spin  uctuations are expected to di-
m nish, causing T, to rise. T he electron phonon m atrix
elem ent m ay also increase w ith pressure, as the nearest
neighbor distances becom e shorter. It would thus be of
Interest to exam Ine to what extent the cbserved resuls
can be explained via a rigorous ab initio calculation. To
this end we have used the fullpotential linearm u n-tin
orbitals linear regpanse EP-LM TO -LR) schem e devel-
oped by Savrasov:l 29 to calculate the phonon frequencies
and the electron-phonon coupling in hcp Fe.as a func-
tion of pressure. The E liashberg equatjons,'gla' In their
isotropic Femm i surface averaged form , are used to study
the pressure-dependence of the transition tem perature
T., and the superconducting gap . E ects ofboth fer-
rom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic spin  uctuations and
the e ects of scattering from m agnetic m purities are ex—
plored to accom m odate the experin entaldata asbest as
possbl. W e also present a sinpli ed treatm ent of p-
wave pairing In hcp Fe. So far two other theoretical cal-
culations, related to superconductiviye jn hcp Fe and is
pressure dependence, have appeared 1422 0 ur work dif-
fers from these publicationst422 in asnuch as it presents
am ore rigorous rst-principlescalculation ofthe phonons
and the electron-phonon coupling asa function ofthe lat—
tice param eter in hcp Fe.

II. ELECTRONIC STRUCTURE

T here is considerable experim ental evidence that at
room tem perature the m artensitic transition from the
bce to the hep phase In iron takes place at a pressure of
1015 G Pa 232429 Recently Ekm an et a12¢ have studied
this phase transition using the fiillpotential linear aug—
mented plane wave (FP-LAPW ) total energy m ethod.
T heir study indicates a rst order ferrom agnetic bee to
nonm agnetic hcp transition. These authors carried out
soinpolarized density functional calculations using the
generalized-gradient -approxim ation GGA) Qf Perdew
and W ang GGA1) 2% SteinkeNeum ann et altd usihnga
later version ofthe GGA by Perdew , Burke, and E mzer—
hofer GGA2)2% nd an antiferrom agnetic ground state
forhcp Fe and show that this version ofthe GGA better
reproduces the observed elastic properties ofhcp Fe un—
der pressure. T he possibility of noncollinear m agnetisn
In hgp Febelow 50 GPa has also been suggested 2% These



resuls are at variance w ith the M ossbauer study of hcp
Fe under pressure, which has failed to reveal any local
m agnetic m om ent %29 T he possbility rem ains that hop
Fe stays close to antiferrom agnetic or com plex m agnetic
Instability. In this work we assum e a nonm agnetic phase
for hcp Fe under pressurg,.and present results that were
obtained by using G G2 127 0 ur caloulations, using var-
jous form s 0of GG A, show that the nature of the ground
state at various lattice param eters depends very much
on the exchange correlation potential and the c=a ratio.
In addition, the energy di erences betw een nonm agnetic,
ferrom agnetic, and antiferrom agnetic AFM Iand AFM
IIoon gurationst? ) statesare often sm all @In ost w thin
the errors of the m ethod), as well as dependent on tech—
nicaldetails, such as the number of k-points In the irre—
ducible B rillouin zone and m ethod ofB Z integration (see
further discussion in section V).

A ccording to Ekm an et al29 the bec to hep transition
Jleads to a phase with a c=a ratio of1.57. Our LM TO —
ASA calculations yield a an aller (by 08 mRy) heo
ground state energy for cca = 157 than for the ideal
close packing value. In the FP-LM TO calculations the
di erence in the ground state energies forthe two c=a val-
ues is an aller than 02 mRy. P revious theoretical stud-
jes for iron indicate a very gnall dependence of the to—
talenergy on the c=a ratid®$8} and i addition, the c=a
ratio is lkely to change with pressure. W e have thus
adopted the sin plest option, as in Ref:_l-l_j, and carried
out a]lglﬁa]cu]aﬁonsw ith the ideal closepacking case:
ca = 8=3. The electronic styucture was calculated
using Savrasov’s FPLM TO coddd with a triple— spd
LM TO basis for the valence bands. 3s  and 3p-sam icore
states were treated as valence states in separate energy
w indow s. T he charge densities and potentials were rep—
resented by spherical ham onics with 1 6 Inside the
nonoverlappingM T spheres and by plane waves w ith en—
ergies 141 Ry in the Interstitial region. B rillouin zone
(B Z) integratiopswere perform ed w ith the fulkcell tetra—
hedron m ethod®? using 793 k-points in the irreducble
zone. Band structures of hcp Fe obtained via the FP -
LM TO m ethod for all lattice param eters considered are
In good agreem ent wih the LM TO-ASA bands. FP-
LM TO bands for the ideal c/a ratio and lattice param e~
terof4.6 au. are shown in Fig. -r_]:

Tab]e:-.I show s the lattice param etersused In our calcu-—
Jationstogetherw ith the atom ic volum esand som e calcu—
lated properties. P ressure ( @E =@V ) and buk m odulus
were calculated by tting the energy vs. lattice param -
eter curye o the generalized B irch-M umaghan equation
of state®42% The equilbrium atom ic volum e and buk
modulis, 694 au. and 290 GPa, com pare wellw ith the
valies obtajned by the FP-LAPW calculations of Ek—
man et al?l (68.94 au. and 263 GPa). Caloulated
pressure and bulk m odulus values becom e progressively
less reliable away from the equilbrium volime. In or-
der to calculate the Stoner param eter I we Introduced a
an all splitting In the selfconsistent param agnetic bands
by adding sm all up and downward shifts to the band-
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FIG.1l; FP-LM TO energy bands in hcp Fe for the iddealc/a
value ( 8=3),and a= 4.6 au. The horizontal line show s the
position of the Fem i level, chosen as the zero of energy.

TABLE I:FP-LM TO resuls for nonm agnetic hcp Fe for the
ideal c=a ratio: a= lattice param eter (@u.), Vo = volum e
peratom (@u.),P =pressure GPa),B=BukM odulus GPa),
N (0)= DOS at the Fem i Jevel (states/ Ry atom spin)), I=
Stoner param eter Ry/atom ).

a 4.0 42 44 4.5 4.6 4.7
Vo 4525 5239 6023 6444 6883 7341
P 350 162 56 26 23 -14
B 1695 970 550 410 300 221
N (0) 4.77 5.79 7.05 7.80 8.59 946
0.074 0074 0073 0073 0073 0.075
1=1 1IN) 154 1.75 2.06 2.32 2.68 344

center param eter C in the LM TO -ASA m ethod. A fter
m aking the atom selfconsistent the Stoner param eter I
was calculated from the induced m agnetic m om ent per
atom , assum Ing proportionality betw een band-splitting
and the Stoner param eter:

X

I= LuL=C, Cch=; =m0 0; 6

w here the arrow s Indicate spin-up and down states and
N;(©0) and N (0) are the lpartialand totalD O Ss at the
Fem i level, respectively. Thism ethod yields aln ost the
sam e (pressyre-independent) value as that obtained by
M azin et al.2? Both ourm ethod and that used in Ref'14
can be called =xed spin-m om ent m ethod, except that
M azin et al. derived I from the second derivative of the
totalenergy w ith respect to the soin-m om ent.



III. LATTICE VIBRATIONS AND
ELECTRON-PHONON COUPLING

W e used the linear response code of Savrasovi®¢ w ith
a triple- LM TO basis set. The dynam icalm atrix was
generated for 28 phonon wave vectors in the irreducble
BZ, corresponding to a mesh of (6,6,6) reciprocal lat—
tice divisions. The BZ integration for the dynam ical
m atrix was done for a mesh of (12,12,12) reciprocal lat-
tice divisions, and that for the electron-phonon (H op—

eld) m atrix was done for a (24,24,24) mesh. The cal-
culated phonon spectra for two ]attjﬁe param eters, 44
au. and 40 au., are shown In Figu. Our results are
in reasonable agreem ent p_ith a recent density functional
cakulation of A lfe et al%4 These authors use-the sam e
GGA as is used in our cakulation GGA1)2% and the
an alldisplacem entm ethod®’ to cbtain the oroe constant
matrix. In Fig.3 of their paper the phonon spectra for
two volum es 8.67 A3 and 6.97 A® are shown. The cor-
resgoonding lattice param eters, 4.36 au. and 4.05 au.,
are close to the values for which our calculated phonon
dispersions curves are shown in Fig. :ﬁ T he phonon fre—
quencies at the and A points agree rem arkably well.
Som e di erences appear at symm etry points K and M .
Such di erences are also present between the resuls of
A lfe et al2% and those obtained by Soderland et al, -us-
ng a generalized pseudopotential param eterization®} of
FP-LM TO calculations. The di,erencesbetween our LR
results and those of A e et al%¢ are not large enough
to cause signi cant di erences in therm alproperties and
electron-phonon coupling. T he sn ooth solid linesin F ig.
:_2 correspond to soline ts to the calculated frequencies
(solid circles) . D ue to the an allnum ber of calculated fre—
quencies the shapes ofthe lines presum ably representing
the bands at the zone boundaries could be incorrect. T he
connections of the calculated points w ith lines and band
crossings In Fig. 12: were determ ined by exam Ining the
phonon eigenvectors. H owever, the num ber of g-points
considered along each symm etry direction was at m ost
four and often three or less. No intem ediate g-points
along the K -M and L —H were am ong the mesh of g-—
points for which the dynam icalm atrix was calculated.
T hus the possibility of errors in band crossing cannot be
ruled out.

T he dispersion curves at various pressures are sin ilar,
except oran overall scale factor, essentially representing
the gradualbroadening ofthe bandsw ith increasing pres—
sure. This is re ected in Fig. r@'and also in the phonon
density of states for various lattice param eters shown in
part ) of Fig. -:4 For the an allest lattice param eter
considered by us the upper band edge lies around 670
an lor20THz Fig.dand Fig. 4 ®)).

W e have com puted both the E liashberg spectral func—
tion
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FIG.2: Phonon frequencies of hcp Fe calculated via FP—
LM TO -LR method for two di erent lattice param eters: ()
40and () 44 au., and the ideal c/a ratio, 8=3. The solid
circles denote the calculated frequencies and the solid lines
represent spline ts through these calculated values.

and the transport E liashberg finction2454
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where the subscript F denotes the Fem i surface, the
angular brackets denote the Fem i surface average, vr
denotes the Fem i surface velocty, g, is the electron—
phonon m atrix elem ent, wih  being the phonon polar-
ization ndex and k ;k° representing electron w ave vectors
w ith band indices i, and j, respectively.

For m ost of the lattice param eters considered by us
the E liashberg spectral fiinction 2F and the transport
E liashberg finction 2.F both ©llow the sam e frequency
variation as the phonon density of states. In Fjg'é. we
show the phonon density of states and the tw o E liashberg
functions together w ith the phonon dispersions for the
lattice param eter 4.6 au., close to the equilbrium valie



of4615au.

Som e deviations in the frequency dependence of the

2F fiinction from that of the phonon density of states
appear at higher pressure. The deviation is m ost pro-
nounced between the lattice param eters 44 and 42 au.
In ourcalculation. In Fjg.'éf we show the E liashberg spec—
tral functions and the phonon density of states for three
di erent lattice param eters. The peaks In the calcu-
lated phonon density of states at am bient pressure (lat—
tice param eter 46 au. In our calculations) are at
190an ! (24mev) and 315an ! (39 meV ), and these
agree very wellw ith the results from neutron scattering
experim ent$? aswell as with recently reported results,
obtained from the measured energy spectra of nelastic
nuclear absorption 14 The peak positions in the calcu—
lated resuls for higher pressures are at som ew hat lower
frequencies (by about 5m &V, which isw ithin the exper-
In ental resolution) than-those from the inelastic nuclkar
absorption experim ent 8 How ever, such di erences be—
tween the calculated and m easured frequencies are com —
m on, given the di erence between the experin ental and
theoretical values of the lattice param eters at various
pressures.

The Hop eld param eter N (0)hr?i), which is the
electronic part of the electron-phonon coupling, show s
an above average increase between the lattice param -
eters 45 and 44 au. due to an increased coupling
for the longitudinal acoustic phonons w ith wave vectors
around the m iddle of the —-K symm etry line. This In—
creased (above average) coupling is found to persist up
to at least 42 au., but din nishes to nom al (average)
value around the lattice param eter of4.0 au ., where the
pressuresti ening of the lattice vbrations reduces the
electron-phonon coupling and superconductiviy disap—
pears. The general trend is as follow s: the Hop eld pa—
ram eter grow s steadily w ith increasing pressure w ith a
rapid change between the lattice param eters 4.5 and 4 4
au. The phonon frequencies m ove upward w ith increas-
Ing pressure, w ith no phonon branches show ing any soft—
ening. H ow ever, betw een lattice param eters 4.6 au. and
44 aun. (perhaps 4.3 au.) the increase In the Hop eld
param eter dom inates the change in the electron-phonon
coupling param eter o, = =M h!?i. I this range
Increases despite a decrease n N (0) and an increase n
h!?i. Below 43 au. lattice vibrations sti en rapidly,
lowering the value of . In Tab]e-r_]‘_{we sum m arize our
resuls for the pressure-dependence of the phonon prop—
erties and electron-phonon coupling. Since the Hop eld
param eter isoften calculated using the rigidmu n-tin
RM T ) approxin ation ofG aspariand G yor v2% in Table
JIf we have also presented the results or  obtained via
the LM TO-ASA implem entation of RM T, (rigid atom ic
sohere or RSA ) as given by G lotzel et al®} and Skriver
and M en:'gfz: T hese values are In agreem ent w ith those
given by M azin etall? butdi er signi cantly from the
results of Jar]borg'? (Judgng from the quoted values of
ph and the D ebye frequencies) . O ur results indicate that
depending on the lattice param eter the RM T /RSA ap—

proxim ation underestim ates the Hop eld param eter by
1545% . A lso the vardation of w ith lattice param eter in
the RM T approxin ation is much sm oother than in the
linear response calculation, as the form er fails to capture
the above average increase around the lattice param eter
44au.In Tab]e:_]‘_{we have presented the results for lat-
tice param eter 4.7 au. m erely for com parison w ith other
lattice param eters, and not for com parison w ith exper—
Inent. The strong electron-phonon coupling (stronger
than that at a =4.6 au.) is of no experin ental conse—
quence since, (1) at this lattice param eter the system isat
a negative pressure, not accessed by experim ent; and (ii)
our theoretical calculations show that at this expanded
volum e the systam ism ost lkely antiferrom agnetic.

IVv. CRITICAL TEMPERATURE

A . G eneral relations

T he linearized E liashberg equations at the supercon—
ducting transition _tgm perature T, ofan isotropic system
are (see, eg., Ref2l):

X
Z () = 1+ — W.@ d)sign@’);e)
Fad e 4
Z @l,) @ ,) = Te W @0 n°)M~
o Fnod
where !, = T.(@n+1)isaM atsubara frequency, 1! )

is an order param eter and Z (i!,) is a renom alization
factor. Interactions

Wil = gt M+ e M+ anol(n+ n);
and
W o = w0 ) b0 ) (!e)+ nno(n
contain a phonon contribution
z
0 - Podr? 2F ()
eh o (n hoZ+ 12’

where 2 (1)F (1) is the so-called E liashberg spectral
function, and a contribution connected wih spin uc-
tuations

Z
0 ! da'?p (1)

n) = :
1ho)2+ 12

£
° o (n
P (!) isthe spectral function of spin uctuations, related
to the In agihary part of the transversal soin susceptibil-
hin g (!) as
D E

P ()= Yoo I kiK% ;
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FIG .3: Phonon spectrum , density of states and the E Jj@slierg spectral function
8=3). The equilbbrium (m Inin um energy) lattice param eter is 4.615

2%%*p frhep Fe at the lattice param eter 4.6 au. (c/a=

tr
au.

and (!c) is the screened Coulom b interaction
)= ———; 9
(re) 1+ hE=l.) %)
w here = W (O)V.i, 4 is the Fem i surface averaged

Coulomb interaction. E is a characteristic electron en—
ergy, !c isa cuto frequency, usually chosen ten tin es
the maxinum phonon frequency: !c ’ 10!5*. , =
1=2 1; n = 1=2 , are scattering rates for nonm agnetic
and m agnetic In purities, respectively.

B . Phononsonly

In order to com pute T, we use the calculated E liash-
berg spectral function along with the follow ing proce—
dure to determ ine the Coulom b pseudopotential  (!.):
W e start by assuming = 0:5. A value greater than
05 for would lkad to magnetic instability (see, eg.
Ref.:ﬁl-:’_:). W ih E = !y, the electron plasn a frequency

0.05 0.1
States/'cm

?F and the transport E liashberg finction

(seeRef:_Zl-ff),
05 )
1+ 05 (1p=!e)

(fe)=

T hus from the calculated phonon frequencies and plasm a
frequencies we obtain for all lattice param eters, w ith
the cuto frequency ! . assumed to be ten tines the
maxinum phonon frequency. This procedure gives us
the m axin um possble valiesof (!.).

One of the most widely used expressions for T. is
given by the A llen-D ynes om 2% of the M oM illan for-
mula Eqil), where the prefactor p =145 is replaced by
1Phyg,

n

Z
ph =2 d!
0

Z(F (1)=!
is the electron-phonon coupling constant, !ih is a Joga-
rithm ically averaged characteristic phonon frequency
Z
PR 2

1, = exp — da!
ph 0

ZOHFE )Int=!



TABLE II: Hop eld param eters from the linear response calculation

and the rigid mu n-tin (atom ic sphere) approxin ation

RM T /RAS), m ean square elctron-ion m atrix elem ent hI?i, caloulated average plasn a frequencies ! o1, Jogarithm ic average

phonon frequencies ! 1y, cuto frequencies ! ., Coulom b pseudopentials for E liashberg equation (

( 1n); electron-phonon coupling param eters

eps Calculated critical tem peratures (T

(!c)) and M aM illan form ula

calc 0 ) from

) and superconducting gaps (

the solution of the E lashberg equations (:Ei') and the critical tem peratures from the M M illan formula Q:) TX M) for various

Jattice param eters a.

a as 40 42 44 45 46 4.7
Ry/bohrz 0268 0368 0229 0139 0111 0.099
®RM T /RAS) Ry/bohrz 0214 0167 0124 0.108 0.095 0.088
h1i R y/bohr)? 0056 0063 0032 0.018 0.013 0.010
‘o1 ev 10.30 8.82 7.68 721 6.78 6.40
' K 640 542 439 372 336 295
o an ! 445 376 305 258 233 205
Le an ! 7000 6000 4600 4600 4600 4490
('e) 0224 0224 0218 0221 0224 0226
('m ) 0139 0138 0137 0135 0134 0133
ph 0277 0570 0538 0434 0431 0.508
XM K < 001 637 406 1.06 0.94 221
TSk K 5 10 452 311 0.83 0.66 173
0 an * <10° 7.38 4.63 128 0.99 254
0=Kkg chalc 235 215 221 2.14 230
L5 @ [ equations and the M d1 illan ormula. The e ects of fer-
Eliashberg Function | o ::::g o rom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic spin  uctuations, dis—
L 1 a=4.5 au. ] cussed in the follow ing subsection, are also shown via
5 three addiional curves. T he sym bols denote the calcu—
05 - i ' 1 lated values of T, and the lines are spline tsthrough the
! calculated values.
(b)
~ DoOS a=4.5 a.u.
s a=4.4 a.u.
% 0.06 B
g ;'\\ C . Contribution from spin uctuations

Py — .

100 300 500 700
-1

Frequency (cm )

FIG .4: Phonon density of states and theE liashberg ﬁéngon
for hcp Fe for three di erent lattice param eters (c/a=  8=3).

and

(o)
1+ (oh(e=D)

(1=

is the Coulom b pseudopotential at this frequency. O ur
calculations show that for di erent plasn a frequencies
and characteristic phonon frequencies for all Jattice
param eters lies in the range 0:13  0:14, which istypical
of conventional superconductors.

In Fjg;lﬂ we show the transition tem peratures calcu-
lated as a function of volum e per atom using E liashberg

Superconducting transition tem peratures calculated In
the previous subsection arebased on them axin um possi-
ble estin ates of the Coulom b pseudopotential . Thus
T., based on swave electron-phonon interaction only,
cannot be lss than 45 K, and a value as high as 7-
8 K is reasonabl according to the linear response re—
sults. The highest transition tem perature obtained in
the experin ent is2 K .A m ore in portant di erence be—
tween the calculated and the experin ental resuls is the
range of volum e/pressure over which superconductivity
appears. T he calculated range ism uch broader than the
experim entalone (seeF jg;_ﬂ) . It isthen naturalto explore
the e ectsofspin uctuations on both, the m agnide of
T. and the pressure/volum e range of the superconduct-
Ing phase. Since the calculation of the spin sucoeptibil-
ity is rather com plicated, we restrict ourseles to sin ple
m odels of ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic spin  uc-
tuatigns for an isotropic system , as proposed by M azin
etal¥™ maT matrx approxin ation for the unifom
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FIG.5: Calulated transition tem peratures for various vol-

um esperatom . The experin entalresultsare also shown. The
experin ental pressure versus T. results were transferred inte
volum e versus_T._results using the data from M azin et a4
(see also Refs}43/46). The legends SPF1, SPF2, and AFM SF
are descrdbed in section IV . C .D ashed vertical lines show re—
gions, where hcp Fe is known to be antiferrom agnetic @ FM ),
and w here it iseithernonm agnetic NM ) or antiferrom agnetic
AFM).

electron gas one can obtain the relation (see Reﬁg]‘ ,'_4-§§) :

Z 2pr q
P ()=N () da—
0 2PE2~

w here
h i
I (@) = L 3IN O =
2
1IN N0+ N O

An Integration ofP (!) (see section A .) leads to the spin
uctuation coupling param eter

st = N (O)Ih#(())l; (10)
w here the constant  is of order unity. O ne can de ne
Z
1 = exp d'P (1) !=!
sf 0
(Oﬁwﬁ Vr 1)
IN (0)

as a characteristic spin uctuation frequency, which
should vanish near the m agnetic phase transition. pr,
and vy are the Ferm im om entum and velocity, respec—
tively. The product pr V¢ can be replaced by 2Er and
estin ated from the location of the Femm ienergy w ith re—
spect to the bottom of the band.

Ifwe resort to the approxin ation

P ()= (selse=2) (! Le) g

then for ! ¢ ! pn We obtain an extension o_f‘theM a1 i
lan form ulg, sin ilar to the one used in Refll4

1 oo 10401+

T.= —]nexp
c 12 ph sf

ph+ sf)
L+ 062( pn + s£)]
12)

In reality the spectrum P (!) is distrbuted from =zero
up to electronic energies. Near the phase transition the
characteristic frequency is com parable to the characteris—
tic phonon frequencies. A n appropriate treatm ent of the
broadness ofthe spectrum P (! ) leadsto the replacem ent

ofthe ! ®" in the above expression by

b= 1Pty a3

w ith the exponent  (see Re@?) given by
2
— h ph

g .

N =]

ph st

+
st 1+ pnt st

In theunifom electron gasapproxin ation the constant

in Eq. {10) is of the order of unity. But such a high
valieof in ourcalculation would cause the criticaltem —
peraturesto vanish foralllattice param eters ( pn < ¢)-
It isevident that the uniform electron gas approxin ation
would be inappropriate for a transition m etal like iron.
Hence we use the follow ing approach: we consider as
a ttihg parameter to get a T, =2 K, the experin en—
talvalue, for the lattice param eter 44 au. (volum e per
atom 60 au. Thetwo sets of T, versus lattice param e—
ter results obtained thisway are shown in Fjg.("é) and are
labeld as SPF1 and SPF2, respectively (the lowerm ost
curves). In particular, SPF1 refers to the case where
Eq. {I4) isused with o given by Eq. {10); and SPF2
refers to the case where | from Eq. {13) replaces ! 2"
i Eq.{id), with ¢ stillgiven by Eq. (l0). In Tablk
:g:gt, the soin uctuation coupling param eters associated
w ith the results SPF1 and SPF2 in Fi. 5 are labeled
as gf1 and g2, respectively. T he values of the param —
eter (see Eq.{_l-(_i)) for the two cases SPF1 and SPF2
are 0.101 and 0.029, respectively. Calculated transition
tem peratures orthe twom odels SPF1 and SPF2 are de-
noted by T3 and TS in Tablke'TIf, which also show s the
characteristic spin uctuation frequencies ! lsnf forvarious
lattice param eters.

For antiferrom agnetic spin uctuations the soin sus-
ceptbility hasamaximum atg ! Q , and the averaging
over the Fem isurface leads to

@! 9 )1 |
1 @! o)1’
If, according to M azin etaL,Hwesuppose ! Q)=
W (0), then

sf



TABLE III: Spin uctuation e ects: ferrom agnetic spin  uctuation coupling param eters

sf1; sf2 (see text In section IV .C.
|sf

for details); antiferrom agnetic spin uctuation coupling param eter :§ , the characteristic spin uctuation frequency !, and

sf

the corresponding critical tem peratures TS ;T5, , and TS -, (see text in section IV . C . for details).

a as 4.0 42 44 45 46 4.7
!fnf ev 3348 2256 14.80 1139 8.59 567

sf1 0.0155 0.024 0.038 0.048 0.062 0.0886

SE2 0.0044 0.0069 0.011 0.0139 0.018 0.025

ar 0.0036 0.0057 0.011 0.019 0.05

Tcslf K 0.0005 435 2 0202 0.091 0224
TS K 0.0019 412 2 02324 0303 0398
Tff K 0.0023 448 2 0206 0.004 0

q
3y o0——>0 Eliashberg equations 1
af %N (0)I =i o-—--0 AG theory
A e 14) ~~
1 N O)rI
P aram eter b can be estim ated from the condition of the 2 1
antiferrom agnetic instability BN (0)I ! 1:This Jeads to <
b < 15 which is close to the value in Refill4. Taking =
this valie and using °asa tting param eter we obtain
L}

the result ptted in F1ig. -5 9= 0:0032 reduces the 1F 1
maxinum T. (@t 44 au.) to the experimental valie,
2 K (Pr sinplicty we used Eq.c_l:z_i),wjﬂq 1P replaced |
by ! given by Eqns. (1) and {3), and 2} replacing . | | | sy

s£). The corresponding results are plotted in Fjg.(;'i) 0 05 1 15 Y 3
and are labeled as AFM SF . The values of Tc and spin 121, (cm™)

uctuation coupling param eters are also shown in Table
T eled af af . . .
']It’ kb asTc and ¢, e ely. It is evident FIG. 6: Varation of the transition tem perature with the

that the volum e dependence of T. obtained this way is
very sin ilar for ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic spin
uctuations.

D . M agnetic im purities

A lowering of the critical tem perature could also be
caused by the presence ofm agnetic in purities. It iswell-
known that the nonm agnetic im purities cancglout from
the E liashberg equations (A nderson theorem 4% ),-while
the m agnetic ones lad the pairbreaking e ects® The
central idea is that near a m agnetic transition spin— or—
dered clusters appear, and these can scatter electrons
very e ectively. W e have calculated the e ect of such
In purities on the critical tem perature for the lattice pa—
rametera= 44 au. (see, Fig. :_é) by considering various
di erent scattering rates 1=2 , in ﬂleE]jashbergEq.(g) .
For com parison we have also calculated the change in T
by using the renom alized Abrikosov-G orkov AG) ex—
pression (see eg., section 15 in Ref:_2-1:)

In(Teo=Tc) " [I=2+ (1=2 )

T+ ep)] 1=2);

15)

scattering rate of m agnetic in purities 1/2 , for lattice pa-
ram etera =44 au. The kgend AG stands for solution ofthe
A brikosov-G or'’kov expression given by Eq.(13).

where T is the critical tem perature w ithout m agnetic
Inpurities. (x) isthe digamm a function and (1=2) is
related to the Euler constant as (1=2) = 2h2.
The di erence between the E liashberg and the AG re—
suls is due to the rather broad phonon spectrum which
necessitates appropriate treatm ent of strong coupling ef-
fects.

In order to reduce the critical tem perature at the
lattice parameter a = 44 au. to the experimental
valie of 2 K i is su cient to assum e a scattering rate

1= n 30 an . W ith the calkulated average Fem i
veloctty vp / 2547 10 an /sec, this yieds a m ean free
path 17 283 10 ® am . The clbser the m agnetic in—

stability, the larger is the probability (rate) ofm agnetic
scattering, which leads to m ore enhanced suppression of
Te.



E. p-wave pairing

M agnetic ordering (as well as an extemal m agnetic
eld) favors the triplet p-wave pairing, sin ilar to that
Hund in super uid *He. I order to estin ate T, for p—
w ave pairing w e adopt the ollow Ing sim pli ed approach.
W e consider the extension ofEq. @) orthe I spherical
ham onic channeP:

T X
@) = 1+ — W@ Msoned; a6
n
d !
d® @, = T W HS Ee)
Z (! po) G o]

no

where d® for 1= 1 is the p-wave order param eter, and

W _,_(l) n 1'10) = I];h n nO) + ;f n nO) + 10 nno(n+t
WP = Lao D+ ia D+ px;
whereX = (o)t nnolp m ). ThekemelW wih

a general index 1 is de ned as the Femm i surface FS)
average

ofthe I ham onic of the m om entum -dependent interac—
tion W &;k%n n),whike
@= w &;kx%n

W n)

Kk2F S

W e assum e that the Coulomb interaction and inpu-—
rity scattering are isotropic. The sin plest approxin a—
tion then isto use W & = g ©, where the param -
eter g describes the anisotropy of the Interaction (see,
eg. Reﬁ,’?l-;SZ) A di erence of the factor g from unity
Jeads to strong pa:r—breakmge ects. In general (see., eg.

Ref,'21-) orl= 14¢ % , the rst odd Fem isurface

53 - 1 _o0 (in)
hamonic2i In thiscase g = ;= o, oh
(in)

notations in Reﬁ:_ié;_Z-g'). T he phonon constant oh is
relevant to the transport Bolzm ann equation (see, eg.,
Ref20). From the linear response calculation we obtain

g= F();m: ph for all Jattice param eters. Fora=44 au.,
we obtain g=0238.

W ith the assumption W &) = g @ i is possble to
estin ate T, from a M dV illan-like formula. An expres—
sion for the critical tem perature can be w ritten in a form

sin ilar to that used by M azin et al4:

= pn (see

m

10

1 1+ 9+ %
To= 139 T i
ph+ sf
! 1+ +
= Sep O an
12 g(pnh+ s£)

where ! is given by Eqg. C_lgl and we have used the
relation: ! = g J = g s . Note that this equa-
tion is the sam e as equatjon (3.6) of Fay and Appel,'ls-4
except that the tem [ is absent from the exponent
in their expression Hr T.23 A small valie of the pa-
ram eter g and a rather strong phonon contribution to
the num erator In the exponent in Eq.C_l-]') lad to small
valies of T. < 10 K frthe p wave pairihg in con—
trast to the conclusion reached in Ref,‘_Z-%'. The value
T, < 10-K is sin ilar to that obtained by A Ilen and
M itrovic?t fr p-wave superconductivity in Pd. If the
)assumptjon W = gw © isvalid, then the inclusion
ofanuﬁenom agnetic spin uctuations (replacing <r by
sf ) would lead to sin ilar resuls.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

T he state of hcp Fe under m oderately high pressure
( 60 GPa) is currently riddled wih controversial re—
suls that need to be resolved and undergtood. The ni-
tialexperin ental result by Shin izu et al? indicating su-
perconductivity between 15 and 30 G P a hasbeen veri ed
recentl? fora pressure of22.5 G Pa, where them axin um
T. 0of 2 K was observed. E xperin ental m easuram ents of
Ram an spectra are also J:eported._éi- » The observation
of a second Ram an peak besides that due the Ram an
active E g mode in hcp Fe has heen assigned to disor—
der induced phonon scattering 2 487 although, based on
density fiinctional calculation, the possibility of antifer—
rom agnetic order up to a prassure of approxin ately 60
G Pa has also been suggested 28 N om al state resistivity
m easurem ents by Jaccard et al. show a T3 tem pera—
ture dependence at low tem perature, which is predicted
by a nearly ferrom agnetic Fermm ilicquid m odel. T he ear-
lier M osdoauer study ofhcp Fe under pressure had failed
to revealany localm agnetic m om ent,232% and results of
theoretical calculations are dependent on the treatm ent
of the exchange and correlation potentials used in the
calculations. In view of thjs, we have adopted the sam e
approach as M azin et al?4: we assum e nonm agnetic
state under pressure and exam ine the electron-phonon
coupling as a function of the lattice param eter.

T he results of our study can be sum m arized as follow s:
(i) TheHop eldparam eter Increasessteadily w ith pres—
sure, show Ing a wider variation for the linear response
calculation than obtained via the RM T approxin ation
oth n our, LM TORMT calculation and in that of
Mazin et al¥ ). (i) Below volumes 50 au. per
atom (above estin ated pressures 160 GPa) phonons



sti en rapidly, bringing the T. down (som ewhat faster
than what is suggested in Ref.'lé) (iil) T.'sbased on the
s-wave electron-phonon coupling, and m axinum possi-
bl estin atesof are higher than the experim entalval-
ues () The range of volum e where superconductivity
appears is much broader in the calculations than what
is observed, iIn agreem ent w ith the result ofRefI_l-ﬂ:. v)
Inclusion of ferrom agnetic/antiferrom agnetic spin - uctu-—
ations, and scattering from m agnetic im purities can all
bring the calculated valies of T, down to the range of
observed values, but cannot substantially in prove the
agreem ent between the calculated and the experin en—
tal pressure/volum e range of the superconducting phase
CFJ'gE). (vi) A sinpli ed treatm ent of p-wave pairing
due to electron-phonon and spin uctuation interactions
viedsavery anallT. ( 0.01 K), In contrast with the
clain m ade in Ref.22

The role of I purities rem ains som ew hat puzzling as
well as of vital fjterest at present. The initial resuls
of Shin izu et al¥ showed very high nom al state resid—
ual resistivity (40 amn), Indicating the presence of
substantial degfects in the sam ples studied. M ore recent
m easurem ent$ w ith purer sam ples (w ith residual resis-
tivity 50 tim es an aller) show the samem axinum T, at
the sam e pressure. If the in purities in the earlier stud-
ied sam ples were m agnetic this would rule out electron—
phonon s-wave coupling as the prim ary m echanisn of

11

1!
superconductivity. H owever, Jaccard et al? also notice
that superconductivity in their sam ples is unusually sen—
sitive to disorder, developing only when the electronic
m ean free path exceeds a threshold value. They nd the
nom al state resistivity to be characteristic of a nearly
ferrom agnetic m etal, but our calculation of p-wave su—
perconducting T. In the presence of ferrom agnetic spin

uctuations and electron-phonon interactions yields val-
ues less than 10 2K, sin ilar to that or P d obtained by
Allen and M itrovic2s

O ur calculations seem to rule out both s—and p-wave

superconductivity in hcp Fe. E lectron-phonon m ediated
s-wave superconductivity should persist, in severe dis-
agreem ent w ith experin ent, beyond pressuresof200 G P a
even in the presence of spin uctuations. The possbil-
ity of d-wave superconductivity m ediated by antiferro—
m agnetic spin  uctuations rem ains to be explored. A
d-wave supgroonductivity would be consistent w ith the
cbservation? that superconductivity in hcp Fe seem s to
be extream ly sensitive to disorder. Low tem perature spe—
ci c heat m easurem ents can further clarify this issue.
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