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A ccording to a recent report by Park et al, ZnCN i3 is isostructural and isovalent to the super-

conducting (T ¢

8 K) antiperovskite, M gCN i, but show s no indication of a superconducting

transition down to 2K . A com parison of calculated electronic structures show s that the m ain fea-
tures of M gCN &, particularly the van Hove singularity near the Fem i energy, are preserved in
ZnCN 1 . Thus the reported lack of superconductivity In ZnCN i3 is not explainable in tem s of T ¢
being driven to a very low value by a sm allFem i leveldensity of states. W e propose that the lack
of superconductivity, the an all value of the linear speci cheat coe cient and the discrepancy be—
tween theoretical and experin ental lattice constants can allbe explained if the m aterdal is assum ed
tobea C-de cient ZrCNj sin ilar to the analogous non-superconducting phase ofM gCN i; .

I. NTRODUCTION

T he appearance of superconductivityt near 8 K
In the N ixich perovskite, M gCN i, has stin ulated
much interest not only because i is unusual in a
com pound that is prin arily N i, but because the ex—
act nature of the superconducting state and itsm i
croscopic origins are still being debated. Like the
other unusualnew superconductor, M gB,, i has so
far resisted e orts to increase the critical tem per—
ature signi cantly by chem ical substitution. Both
Cu and Co doping on the N i site reduce the critical
tem perature (T.), predictably due to band e ects
(€lectron doping) in the form er case and possbly
due to spin  uctuations in the latte?=. T he transi-
tion tem perature can be raised by 1 K through N i+
site doping® w ith Fe, but this tem perature occurs in
M gCNi yFe, with x= 0.05, and any furtherdoping
again reduces T.. M g de ciencies or excesses have
som e e ect on the sharpness and onset of the super—
conducting transition, but the optin al com position
still results?® 1n amaxinum T, of 8 K . The super-
conductivity ofM gCN i3 seem sm ost sensitive to the
carbon site occupancy. B oron doping on the carbon
site® reduces T for relative B/C concentrations of
up to 0.07 and elin Inates superconductiviy for any
greater concentration. M gCyNi with x <1.0 re
m ans a cubic perovskite but undergoes an isostruc—
tural transitiont® to a sm aller volum e -phase that
no longer superconducts.

Recently the synthesis of ZnCN i has been re—
ported by Park et aP. Since ZnCN i is very sin —
ilar to M gCN i structurally, and (@s we will show )
electronically, the lack of a superconducting transi-
tion down to 2 K is quite unexpected. Understand—
ing why superconductivity is seen in one com pound
but not the other could be In portant in resolving
rem aining questions about the unusual behavior of
M gCNi. The experin ental data suggests® that a
strongly depressed densiy of states OO S) (com —
pared toM gCN i) at the Ferm ilevel Er ) could be
resoonsible forpushing the transition tem perature of
ZnCN i below 2 K .The results ofa careful com pari-

son of the electronic structure ofthe tw o com pounds

are presented here, and the required lowering of the

DO S is shown to be absent. Because the reported

lattice constantsdi erby 4% , we calculate the theo—
retical equilbbrium lattice constants and explore the

e ectsofpressure on the electronic structure ofeach
m aterial. W e nd that discrepanciesw hen com pared
toMgCNi in DO S, in Jattice constant, and in ob—
servations of superconductivity can be understood

if the reported ZnCN i samples are C-de cient -
phaseasareM gCN i sampleswih C de ciency.

II. CALCULATIONALMETHODS AND
ELECTRONIC STRUCTURE

ZnCN i3 has the typical ABO 3 cubic perovskie
structure, but w ih the oxygen atom s on the faces
replaced by Niatoms. As Zn and M g both have a
form alvalency of 2, ZnCN i is isovalent aswell as
isostructural wih M gCN i, both residing in space
group 221 Pm3m). Calculations were carried out
usihg W ien2k’, a filkpotential, augm ented plane
wave+ localorbitalm ethod, and w ith the localden—
sity approxin ation (LDA) of Perdew and W ang® to
the exchange-correlation potential. The density is
w ell-converged w ith 816 k-pts in the irreducble B ril-
louin zone. The sphere radiiused were 2.1 au. for
Zn/M g,and 1.72 au. forboth C and N j; the Rkm ax
was set to 7.00. T he experin ental lattice constants
wereused in the nitialcalculations forboth M gCN i
@= 38lA)and ZnCNL (@@= 366A). Compres—
sion and expansion percentages are given in term sof
these experin ental values.

T he electronic structure ofM gCN i3 hasbeen pre—
sented previously by several groups?9did2  The
dom inant feature is a rem arkable, sharp van Hove
sihgularity 65m €V below Er ,which wastraced to an
extrem ely atband around theM point = (1,1,0);)
of the Brillbuin zone. The electronic structure of
ZnCN i isvery sim flarto that ofM gCN i3 . T he sharp
peak Just below the Fem ienergy is still dom inant,
though it is shifted slightly downward in energy by
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FIG. 1:
reported equilbrium Jlattice constants. M iddle panel:

Top panel: ZnCNi and M gCN i at their

ZnCN 1 at is own lattice constant and at that of
MgCNi. The e ect of pressure is rather small. Bot-
tom panel: M gCN i3 and ZnCN i both at the sam e lat-
tice constant (that ofM gCN ). D i erences In electronic
structure are larger than can be accounted for by pres-
sure alone, though still sm all.

approxin ately 30 m &V and has broadened som e-
what Fig. 1, top panel). In both com pounds, the
N ijons are two—-fold coordinated w ith their nearest-
neighbors, the coplanar C ions. Hybridization be-
tween M g/Zn and N1i jons is very small, consis—
tent with the very sin ilar electronic structures of
the two com pounds. T he dispersion created by the
tw o-din ensional bonding of N id and C-p orbitals
is responsb?2? or the nearly dispersionless band
centered on M . In ZnCN i, the situation ism uch the
sam g, but the 4p states of the Zn ions, with which
the N iions are our-fold coordinated, do participate
weakly in the bonding states near the Ferm ienergy.
T his weak bonding is three-din ensional, accounting
for the slightly increased dispersion around the M —
point aswellasthe lowered energy oftheD O S peak.

T he downward shift of the peak has the e ect of
reducing the DO S at the Femm ienergy N (0)), wih
respect to that of M gCN i, by about 1 &V 1, ie.
by about 20 % . This decrease relative to the M g
com pound is much less than what is necessary to
acoount for the lack of superconductivity through
conventional BC S theory (see Section C).
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A . Pressure D ependencies and Bulk M odulus

E xpansion ofthe ZnCN i lattice narrow sthe peak
and brings it nearer the Fem i level Fig. 1 m iddle
panel) that is, expansion m akes i m ore M gCN i3—
like. This has the e ect of raisihg the DO S at the
Fem ienergy, but the change is very am all even for
fairly Jarge expansions. In ZnCN i3, an expansion of

12% by volum e caused a change in the DO S of
only 105 . MgCNL seam s to be even slightly lss
sensitive than this. A calculation of ZnCN i at the
equilbrium lattice constant ofM gCN i show s, how —
ever, that the di erences In the electronic structures
of the two com pounds are due to m ore than sin -
pl volume. (See bottom panel of Fig. 1). The
probable source ofthe sn alldi erences In electronic
structure is residual hybridization of N id and Zn—p
orbitals. A s the lattice is expanded the overlap be-
tween these orbitals decreases, but does not disap—
pearcom pletely. By looking at the orbitally-resolved
character of the at band, we have observed that
the am ount of Zn-p character n ZnCN i3, although
m inor, is Jarger by nearly a factor of two than the
am ount ofM gp characterin M gCN i.

0.008

ZnCNi,

0.007 | 0 MgCNi,

0.006
0.005
0.004

0.008

Energy (Ryd)

0.002

0.001

0 |

-0.001

340 350 360 370
Volume (a.u.z)

320 330 380

FIG.2: The buk moduli and equillbbrium wvolum es of
MgCN3i and ZnCNi. The experim ental volum es are
shown as vertical lines —that of ZnCN i is an aller than
the calculated value.

The calculated equilbriuim volume of ZnCN i
com paresvery favorably w ith the reported value, the
latterbeing 0.53% am allerby lattice constant. How —
ever, this resul is som ew hat unusualin that the the—
oreticalvalue is actually larger than the experin en—
talone. T he calculated equilbriuim valie ofM gCN i
is2% am aller in lattice constant than the experim en—
talvalue. The discrepancy is In the m ore com m on
direction, but larger than usual. T he two energy vs.
volum e curves are shown in Fig. 2, along w ith the
experin entalvolum es. Thebulk m odulisofZnCN i
taken at the theoretical volum e is 251 G P a whereas



that ofM gCN i3 taken at its own theoretical volum e
is 214 GPa. The M gCN i result is sim ilar to that
obtained through LM TO calulations®. Both these
values are cbtained by tting the M umaghan equa—
tion of state!® to an energy vs. volum e curve and
extracting the buk m odulus through the relation: B
=V S\ZIEZ . The an aller volum e Zn com pound is, as
expected, harder than the M g com pound. H ow ever,
the buk m oduli of these two com pounds, calculated
at their respective experin ental volum es, di er by
only 3.6% ,wih M gCN i3 being harder than ZnCN i;.
This isa consequence of nding the theoreticalequi-
Ibrium valie of ZnCN i above the reported value,
while that ofM gCN i3 is below the reported value.

B . Electron-Phonon Coupling

The empircal valie quoted for the electron—
phonon coupling constant, , n M gCN i depends
on the method by which it is obtained. Using the
size ofthe Jim p in speci cheat at the superconduct-
Ing transition and assum ing weak coupling BC S be—
havior yieldst = 0.79. Thismethod is cbviously
unavailable for ZnCN i since no transition has yet
been observed. can alematively be derived by
the m ore com m on m ethod of com paring experin en—
taland theoretical resuls for the linear coe cient
from speci c heat data:

Zk]%

th 3

N (0) @)

T here is som e variation In the reported values of
exp rM gCN i . Som e sourcest®d? place the value

at around 29 m J/m ol K? for the zero— eld value,
while otherst®>2® cite a higher value of about 33.5
m J/molK?. Using this range of values, we cbtain

= 15-1.75 or the M g com pound, in agreem ent
w ith previous results derived 1 this way2<? How—
ever, using thism ethodology, a negative resuls for
ZnCN i, due to the small cxp=6.77 reported®, less
than 25% ofthat ofM gCN L. This unphysical re—-
sult highlights the discrepancy between experim en—
tal and theoretical com parisons of these two com —
pounds. Large di erences in observed speci c heat
data combined wih very small di erences in cal-
culated electronic structure properties produce this
unphysical value for

Furthem ore, it isthe ratio ofthe ’sfrom thetwo
di erent com pounds that stipulatesthat theD O S of
the ZnCN i sam plemustbe signi cantly lower than
that ofM gCN i; . Park et a¥® usethede nition nEq.
1 along w ith their speci c heat data to put an upper
bound on the value ofthe D O S ofthe Zn com pound
relative to that of the M g com pound at the Fem i
level.
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TABLE I:Comparison ofM gCN3i and ZnCN 1 (Exper—
in ental values taken from Park® et al)

N () ev ! exp M J/m ol K p K
MgCN % 5.003 29.50 2559 15
ZnCN i 4049 6.77 421 3| 029
M N Quq@Ql+ wg)
g _ g g 2)

Zn N 0)zn @+ zn)

Tt isclear from thisequation thatN (0)z , takesits
greatest value when 3z, = 0. The ratio then yields
N 0)zn 041N (O)v 4. A smentioned above, there
is no such large depression of the ZnCNi DOS as
com pared to the M gCN i DO S at the Fem i kevel.
In fact, our calculated value of N (0)z, exceeds the
derived upper bound by aln ost a factor oftwo.

ITI. D ISCUSSION

M gCN i3 has now been studied fairly extensively,
and we review som e results that m ay be relevant.
A ccording to Ren et al2, the carbon occupancy of
M gCN i3 is sensitive to preparation conditions and
two di erent phases of the com pound em erge. The

Phase is carbon depleted, while the phase is
nearly stoichiom etric (carbon occupancy is 0.96).
Both and phases share the sam e cubic space
group, but the phase lattice param eter is 1.3%
an aller and unlke the -phase, i does not super—
conduct. This is consistent w ith previous studies®
w hich found that T . decreases linearly w ith decreas—
ing carbon concentration until eventually, at a car—
bon occupancy of around 0.88-0.89, a multiphase
region is reached in which bulk superconductivity
no longer exists. The reported -phase occured at
an occupancy of0.75 at the carbon site®, wellw ithin
thism ultiphase region. Shan et a%® found that the
soeci cheat was50% lower in the -phasethan in
the -phase.The -phase can then be distinguished
from the -phase in three in portant aspects: it does
not superconduct, i has a signi cantly analler ,
and it's equilbrium Jlattice constant is1.3% am aller.

M ost if not all of the evidence regarding ZnCN i
can be reconciled if we suppose that the phase re-
ported by Park et al is a carbon de cient \ -
ZnCN " phase corresponding to M gCNiz. The
electronic structure ofthe two com pounds is so sin -
ilar that it is reasonable to assum e that carbon de—

clencies In the Zn structure would have much the
sam e e ect as carbon de clencies in the M g struc—
ture. A ssum ing that the experim entalresults forthis
com pound were taken from an -phase of ZnCNi;,



alldiscrepanciesbetw een theory and experim ent dis—
cussed In this paper disappear. A 13% Increase in
the lattice param eter would result in the comm on
situation In which the theoretical valie is am aller
than the experim entalone. If ismultiplied by a
factor of two, as i would be In m oving from an

to phase, the value calculated using Eqg. 1 has
a value of 042, elin inating the non-physical neg—
ative result. P revious electronic structure calcula—
tions show that n M gCN i3, N (0) decreases dram at—
ically as C concentration decreasest®, resulting in
suppression of the superconducting transiion. Sin —
ilare ectswould be expected or ZnCN 3.

Another striking di erence in the data between
the Zn and M g based com pounds is a sharply in-—
creased lattice sti ness p . Even In them nim ally
doped alloy M gp.g5Zn915CN 1, an increase of 38%
was cbserved!? or p and I the fully Zn substi
tuted com pound, the ncrease is 67% €. The addition
ofZn In any concentration causes a volum e contrac—
tion and a concurrent hardening of phonon m odes
In general. In pure M gCN i, the frequency ofa very
soft acoustic N ibased phonon m ode is calculated
In the ham onic approxin ation to becom e negative
along much of the M direction of the B72%2L,
A nham onic stabilization ofthism ode resuls in ob-
served dynam ic digplacem ents ofthe N iionsperpen—
dicular to the NiC direction2!. This \breathing"
distortion allow s each N iion to m ove away from its
two C neighbors and toward the em pty interstitial

4
site. In a C de cient com pound, stress on the N i
lonswould be partially relieved by vacancies, reduc—
Ing the advantage of such distortions and thereby
ncreasing p .

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

From our calculations, stoichiom etric ZnCN i and
M gCN ;3 are very much alike in both structural and
electronic properties. The experin ental report of
widely di ering speci cheat data and the lack ofsu—
perconductivity down to 2 K seem s highly unusual
In light of the close sim ilarity of these two com —
pounds. The rather large suppression ofthe DO S
at the Fem ienergy required to Interpret the exper—
In ental results using BC S theory fails to m aterialize
from the calculations. A ll results are In Inewih a
ZnCN i3 phase that is carbon-de cient rather than
stoichiom etric. Carbon de cient M gCN 3 is known
to have a sm aller volum e than the stoichiom etric
com pound, to have a strongly depressed , and to be
non-superconducting. O ur results suggest that the
lattice constant of stoichiom etric ZnCN i is likely to
be largerthan that which is reported (probably near
3.74 A)), and that a depression of less than 20% in
N (0) occurs. A truly stoichiom etric ZnCN i3 com —
pound would likely be superconducting at only a
som ew hat low er tem perature than M gCN i3 .
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