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According to a recent report by Park etal,ZnCNi3 is isostructuraland isovalent to the super-

conducting (T c � 8 K ) anti-perovskite,M gCNi3,but shows no indication ofa superconducting

transition down to 2K .A com parison ofcalculated electronic structures shows that the m ain fea-

tures ofM gCNi3, particularly the van Hove singularity near the Ferm ienergy,are preserved in

ZnCNi3. Thusthe reported lack ofsuperconductivity in ZnCNi3 isnotexplainable in term sofT c

being driven to a very low value by a sm allFerm ileveldensity ofstates.W e propose thatthe lack

ofsuperconductivity,thesm allvalueofthelinearspeci� cheatcoe� cient
 and thediscrepancy be-

tween theoreticaland experim entallattice constantscan allbeexplained ifthem aterialisassum ed

to be a C-de� cient�-ZrCNi3 sim ilarto the analogousnon-superconducting phase ofM gCNi3.

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

The appearance ofsuperconductivity1 near 8 K

in the Ni-rich perovskite,M gCNi3,has stim ulated

m uch interest not only because it is unusualin a

com pound thatisprim arily Ni,butbecausethe ex-

actnature ofthe superconducting state and itsm i-

croscopic origins are stillbeing debated. Like the

otherunusualnew superconductor,M gB2,ithasso

far resisted e�orts to increase the criticaltem per-

ature signi�cantly by chem icalsubstitution. Both

Cu and Co doping on the Nisite reducethe critical

tem perature (Tc),predictably due to band e�ects

(electron doping) in the form er case and possibly

dueto spin 
uctuationsin thelatter2,3.Thetransi-

tion tem perature can be raised by 1 K through Ni-

sitedoping3 with Fe,butthistem peratureoccursin

M gCNi3� xFex with x= 0.05,and anyfurtherdoping

again reduces Tc. M g de�ciencies or excesses have

som ee�ecton thesharpnessand onsetofthesuper-

conducting transition,butthe optim alcom position

stillresults4,5 in a m axim um Tc of8 K .The super-

conductivity ofM gCNi3 seem sm ostsensitiveto the

carbon siteoccupancy.Boron doping on thecarbon

site5 reduces Tc for relative B/C concentrationsof

up to 0.07 and elim inatessuperconductivity forany

greater concentration. M gCxNi3 with x < 1.0 re-

m ainsa cubicperovskitebutundergoesan isostruc-

turaltransition1,5 to a sm allervolum e�-phasethat

no longersuperconducts.

Recently the synthesis of ZnCNi3 has been re-

ported by Park et al
6. Since ZnCNi3 is very sim -

ilar to M gCNi3 structurally,and (as we willshow)

electronically,the lack ofa superconducting transi-

tion down to 2 K isquite unexpected.Understand-

ing why superconductivity isseen in onecom pound

but not the other could be im portant in resolving

rem aining questions about the unusualbehaviorof

M gCNi3. The experim entaldata suggests6 that a

strongly depressed density of states (DO S) (com -

pared to M gCNi3)atthe Ferm ilevel(EF )could be

responsibleforpushingthetransition tem peratureof

ZnCNi3 below 2 K .Theresultsofa carefulcom pari-

son oftheelectronicstructureofthetwocom pounds

arepresented here,and therequired lowering ofthe

DO S is shown to be absent. Because the reported

latticeconstantsdi�erby 4% ,wecalculatethetheo-

reticalequilibrium latticeconstantsand explorethe

e�ectsofpressureon theelectronicstructureofeach

m aterial.W e�nd thatdiscrepancieswhen com pared

to M gCNi3 in DO S,in lattice constant,and in ob-

servations ofsuperconductivity can be understood

ifthe reported ZnCNi3 sam ples are C-de�cient �-

phaseasareM gCNi3 sam pleswith C de�ciency.

II. C A LC U LA T IO N A L M ET H O D S A N D

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

ZnCNi3 has the typical ABO 3 cubic perovskite

structure,but with the oxygen atom s on the faces

replaced by Niatom s. As Zn and M g both have a

form alvalency of2+ ,ZnCNi3 isisovalentaswellas

isostructuralwith M gCNi3,both residing in space

group 221 (Pm 3m ). Calculations were carried out

using W ien2k7, a full-potential, augm ented plane

wave+ local-orbitalm ethod,and with thelocalden-

sity approxim ation (LDA)ofPerdew and W ang8 to

the exchange-correlation potential. The density is

well-convergedwith 816k-ptsin theirreducibleBril-

louin zone. The sphere radiiused were 2.1 a.u. for

Zn/M g,and 1.72a.u.forboth C and Ni;theRkm ax

wassetto 7.00.The experim entallattice constants

wereused in theinitialcalculationsforboth M gCNi3
(a = 3.81 �A)and ZnCNi3 (a = 3.66 �A). Com pres-

sion and expansion percentagesaregiven in term sof

theseexperim entalvalues.

TheelectronicstructureofM gCNi3 hasbeen pre-

sented previously by severalgroups9,10,11,12. The

dom inant feature is a rem arkable,sharp van Hove

singularity65m eV below EF ,which wastracedtoan

extrem ely 
atband around theM point(= (1,1,0)�
a
)

ofthe Brillouin zone. The electronic structure of

ZnCNi3 isverysim ilartothatofM gCNi3.Thesharp

peak justbelow the Ferm ienergy isstilldom inant,

though itisshifted slightly downward in energy by

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0404501v1
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FIG . 1: Top panel: ZnCNi3 and M gCNi3 at their

reported equilibrium lattice constants. M iddle panel:

ZnCNi3 at its own lattice constant and at that of

M gCNi3. The e� ect of pressure is rather sm all. Bot-

tom panel: M gCNi3 and ZnCNi3 both at the sam e lat-

ticeconstant(thatofM gCNi3).D i� erencesin electronic

structure are larger than can be accounted for by pres-

sure alone,though stillsm all.

approxim ately 30 m eV and has broadened som e-

what(Fig. 1,top panel). In both com pounds,the

Niionsaretwo-fold coordinated with theirnearest-

neighbors,the co-planarC ions. Hybridization be-

tween M g/Zn and Ni ions is very sm all, consis-

tent with the very sim ilar electronic structures of

the two com pounds. The dispersion created by the

two-dim ensionalbonding ofNi-d and C-p orbitals

isresponsible9,10 for the nearly dispersionlessband

centered on M .In ZnCNi3,thesituation ism uch the

sam e,butthe 4p statesofthe Zn ions,with which

theNiionsarefour-fold coordinated,do participate

weakly in thebonding statesneartheFerm ienergy.

Thisweak bonding isthree-dim ensional,accounting

for the slightly increased dispersion around the M -

pointaswellasthelowered energy oftheDO S peak.

The downward shiftofthe peak hasthe e�ectof

reducing the DO S atthe Ferm ienergy (N(0)),with

respect to that ofM gCNi3,by about 1 eV � 1,i.e.

by about 20 % . This decrease relative to the M g

com pound is m uch less than what is necessary to

account for the lack of superconductivity through

conventionalBCS theory (see Section C).

A . P ressure D ependencies and B ulk M odulus

Expansion oftheZnCNi3 latticenarrowsthepeak

and bringsitnearerthe Ferm ilevel(Fig. 1 m iddle

panel) that is,expansion m akes it m ore M gCNi3-

like. This has the e�ect ofraising the DO S at the

Ferm ienergy,butthe change isvery sm alleven for

fairly largeexpansions.In ZnCNi3,an expansion of

� 12% by volum e caused a change in the DO S of

only 10% . M gCNi3 seem s to be even slightly less

sensitive than this. A calculation ofZnCNi3 atthe

equilibrium latticeconstantofM gCNi3 shows,how-

ever,thatthedi�erencesin theelectronicstructures

ofthe two com pounds are due to m ore than sim -

ply volum e. (See bottom panelof Fig. 1). The

probablesourceofthesm alldi�erencesin electronic

structure isresidualhybridization ofNi-d and Zn-p

orbitals. Asthe lattice isexpanded the overlap be-

tween these orbitals decreases,but does not disap-

pearcom pletely.Bylookingattheorbitally-resolved

character ofthe 
at band,we have observed that

the am ountofZn-p characterin ZnCNi3,although

m inor,is larger by nearly a factor oftwo than the

am ountofM g-p characterin M gCNi3.

320 330 340 350 360 370 380

Volume (a.u.
2
)

−0.001

0

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004

0.005

0.006

0.007

0.008

E
n

e
rg

y
 (

R
y
d

)

ZnCNi
3

MgCNi
3

FIG .2: The bulk m oduliand equilibrium volum es of

M gCNi3 and ZnCNi3. The experim ental volum es are

shown asverticallines-thatofZnCNi3 issm allerthan

the calculated value.

The calculated equilibrium volum e of ZnCNi3
com paresveryfavorablywith thereported value,the

latterbeing 0.53% sm allerby latticeconstant.How-

ever,thisresultissom ewhatunusualin thatthethe-

oreticalvalueisactually largerthan theexperim en-

talone.Thecalculated equilibrium valueofM gCNi3
is2% sm allerin latticeconstantthan theexperim en-

talvalue. The discrepancy is in the m ore com m on

direction,butlargerthan usual.Thetwo energy vs.

volum e curvesare shown in Fig. 2,along with the

experim entalvolum es.Thebulkm odulusofZnCNi3
taken atthetheoreticalvolum eis251 G Pa whereas
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thatofM gCNi3 taken atitsown theoreticalvolum e

is 214 G Pa. The M gCNi3 result is sim ilar to that

obtained through LM TO calculations3. Both these

valuesareobtained by �tting the M urnaghan equa-

tion ofstate13 to an energy vs. volum e curve and

extractingthebulk m odulusthrough therelation:B

= V @
2
E

@V 2 . The sm aller volum e Zn com pound is,as

expected,harderthan theM g com pound.However,

thebulk m oduliofthesetwo com pounds,calculated

at their respective experim entalvolum es,di�er by

only 3.6% ,with M gCNi3 being harderthan ZnCNi3.

Thisisaconsequenceof�nding thetheoreticalequi-

librium value ofZnCNi3 above the reported value,

while thatofM gCNi3 isbelow the reported value.

B . Electron-P honon C oupling

The em pirical value quoted for the electron-

phonon coupling constant,�, in M gCNi3 depends

on the m ethod by which it is obtained. Using the

sizeofthejum p in speci�cheatatthesuperconduct-

ing transition and assum ing weak coupling BCS be-

havior yields1 � = 0.79. This m ethod is obviously

unavailable for ZnCNi3 since no transition has yet

been observed. � can alternatively be derived by

them orecom m on m ethod ofcom paring experim en-

taland theoreticalresultsforthelinearcoe�cient


from speci�c heatdata:

� =

exp


th

� 1; 
th =
�
2
k
2
B

3
N (0) (1)

There issom e variation in the reported valuesof


exp forM gCNi3.Som esources
1,6,14 placethevalue

at around 29 m J/m olK 2 for the zero-�eld value,

while others15,16 cite a higher value ofabout 33.5

m J/m olK 2. Using this range ofvalues,we obtain

� = 1.5-1.75 for the M g com pound,in agreem ent

with previous results derived in this way.9,17 How-

ever,usingthism ethodology,anegative� resultsfor

ZnCNi3,due to the sm all
exp= 6.77 reported
6,less

than 25% ofthat ofM gCNi3. This unphysicalre-

sulthighlightsthe discrepancy between experim en-

taland theoreticalcom parisons ofthese two com -

pounds. Large di�erencesin observed speci�c heat

data com bined with very sm alldi�erences in cal-

culated electronic structure propertiesproduce this

unphysicalvaluefor�.

Furtherm ore,itistheratioofthe
’sfrom thetwo

di�erentcom poundsthatstipulatesthattheDO S of

theZnCNi3 sam plem ustbesigni�cantly lowerthan

thatofM gCNi3.Parketal
6 usethede�nition in Eq.

1 alongwith theirspeci�cheatdata to putan upper

bound on thevalueoftheDO S oftheZn com pound

relative to that ofthe M g com pound at the Ferm i

level.

TABLE I:Com parison ofM gCNi3 and ZnCNi3 (Exper-

im entalvaluestaken from Park6 etal)

N(0)ev� 1 
exp m J/m ol� K
2 � D K �

M gCNi3 5.003 29.50 255.9 1.5

ZnCNi3 4.049 6.77 421.3 -0.29


M g


Z n

=
N (0)M g(1+ �M g)

N (0)Z n(1+ �Z n)
(2)

Itisclearfrom thisequation thatN(0)Z n takesits

greatestvalue when �Z n = 0.Theratio then yields

N(0)Z n � 0.41N(0)M g. As m entioned above,there

is no such large depression ofthe ZnCNi3 DO S as

com pared to the M gCNi3 DO S at the Ferm ilevel.

In fact,ourcalculated value ofN(0)Z n exceedsthe

derived upperbound by alm osta factoroftwo.

III. D ISC U SSIO N

M gCNi3 hasnow been studied fairly extensively,

and we review som e results that m ay be relevant.

According to Ren etal.
5,the carbon occupancy of

M gCNi3 is sensitive to preparation conditions and

two di�erentphasesofthe 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%

sm aller and unlike the �-phase,it does not super-

conduct. Thisis consistentwith previousstudies18

which found thatTc decreaseslinearly with decreas-

ing carbon concentration untileventually,ata car-

bon occupancy ofaround 0.88-0.89,a m ulti-phase

region is reached in which bulk superconductivity

no longer exists. The reported �-phase occured at

an occupancy of0.75atthecarbon site5,wellwithin

thism ulti-phaseregion.Shan etal16 found thatthe

speci�cheat
 was50% lowerin the�-phasethan in

the�-phase.The�-phasecan then bedistinguished

from the�-phasein threeim portantaspects:itdoes

not superconduct,it has a signi�cantly sm aller 
,

and it’sequilibrium latticeconstantis1.3% sm aller.

M ostifnotallofthe evidence regarding ZnCNi3
can be reconciled ifwe suppose that the phase re-

ported by Park et al is a carbon de�cient \� -

ZnCNi3" phase corresponding to �-M gCNi3. The

electronicstructureofthetwo com poundsisso sim -

ilarthatitisreasonable to assum e thatcarbon de-

�ciencies in the Zn structure would have m uch the

sam e e�ect as carbon de�ciencies in the M g struc-

ture.Assum ingthattheexperim entalresultsforthis

com pound were taken from an �-phase ofZnCNi3,
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alldiscrepanciesbetween theoryand experim entdis-

cussed in this paperdisappear. A 1.3% increase in

the lattice param eter would result in the com m on

situation in which the theoreticalvalue is sm aller

than the experim entalone. If
 is m ultiplied by a

factor oftwo,as it would be in m oving from an �

to � phase,the � value calculated using Eq. 1 has

a value of 0.42, elim inating the non-physicalneg-

ative result. Previous electronic structure calcula-

tionsshow thatin M gCNi3,N(0)decreasesdram at-

ically as C concentration decreases16, resulting in

suppression ofthesuperconducting transition.Sim -

ilare�ectswould be expected forZnCNi3.

Another striking di�erence in the data between

the Zn and M g based com pounds is a sharply in-

creased lattice sti�ness�D . Even in the m inim ally

doped alloy M g0:85Zn0:15CNi3,an increase of38%

was observed19 for � D and in the fully Zn substi-

tuted com pound,theincreaseis67% 6.Theaddition

ofZn in any concentration causesa volum econtrac-

tion and a concurrent hardening ofphonon m odes

in general.In pureM gCNi3,thefrequency ofa very

soft acoustic Ni-based phonon m ode is calculated

in the harm onic approxim ation to becom e negative

along m uch ofthe � � M direction ofthe BZ20,21.

Anharm onicstabilization ofthism oderesultsin ob-

served dynam icdisplacem entsoftheNiionsperpen-

dicular to the Ni-C direction.21. This \breathing"

distortion allowseach Niion to m oveaway from its

two C neighbors and toward the em pty interstitial

site. In a C de�cient com pound,stress on the Ni

ionswould bepartially relieved by vacancies,reduc-

ing the advantage ofsuch distortions and thereby

increasing � D .

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

From ourcalculations,stoichiom etricZnCNi3 and

M gCN 3 are very m uch alike in both structuraland

electronic properties. The experim entalreport of

widely di�eringspeci�cheatdataand thelack 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

attheFerm ienergy required to interprettheexper-

im entalresultsusing BCS theory failsto m aterialize

from the calculations. Allresultsare in line with a

ZnCNi3 phase that is carbon-de�cient rather than

stoichiom etric. Carbon de�cient M gCNi3 is known

to have a sm aller volum e than the stoichiom etric

com pound,tohaveastronglydepressed 
,and tobe

non-superconducting. O ur results suggestthat the

latticeconstantofstoichiom etricZnCNi3 islikely to

belargerthan thatwhich isreported (probably near

3.74 �A),and that a depression ofless than 20% in

N(0) occurs. A truly stoichiom etric ZnCNi3 com -

pound would likely be superconducting at only a

som ewhatlowertem peraturethan M gCNi3.
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