arXiv:2106.12365v1 [cond-mat.supr-con] 23 Jun 2021

First-principles study on the electron-phonon coupling and magnetoresistance of LaBi under pressure

Jian-Feng Zhang^1, Peng-Jie Guo^2, Miao Gao^3, Kai Liu^1,^∗ and Zhong-Yi Lu^{1†} 1Department of Physics and Beijing Key Laboratory of Opto-electronic Functional Materials & Micro-nano Devices, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China 2Songshan Lake Materials Laboratory, Dongguan, Guangdong 523808, China and 3Department of Microelectronics Science and Engineering, School of Physical Science and Technology, Ningbo University, Zhejiang 315211, China (Dated: June 25, 2021)

The extremely large magnetoresistance (XMR) material LaBi was reported to become superconducting under pressure accompanying with suppressed magnetoresistance. However, the underlying mechanism is unclear. By using first-principles electronic structure calculations in combination with a semiclassical model, we have studied the electron-phonon coupling and magnetoresistance of LaBi in the pressure range from 0 to 18 GPa. Our calculations show that LaBi undergoes a structural phase transition from a face-centered cubic lattice to a primitive tetragonal lattice at ∼7 GPa, verifying previous experimental results. Meanwhile, LaBi remains topologically nontrivial across the structural transition. Under all pressures that we have studied, the phonon-mediated mechanism based on the weak electron-phonon coupling cannot account for the observed superconductivity in LaBi, and the calculated magnetoresistance for LaBi does not show a suppression. The distinct difference between our calculations and experimental observations suggests either the existence of extra Bi impurities in the real LaBi compound or the possibility of other unknown mechanism.

I. INTRODUCTION

Searching for new superconducting materials and exploring the related superconducting mechanism have long been the key issues in the study of superconductivity. While the conventional superconductivity can be well understood in the framework of electronphonon coupling (EPC) according to Bardeen-Cooper- Schrieffer (BCS) theory^1, the unconventional superconductivity, which was found in cuprates^{2–5}, iron-based superconductors^{6–11}, heavy-fermion compounds^{12–15} etc, is widely believed to correlate with spin fluctuations^{7,16}. Recently, a new type of materials, which show extremely large magnetoresistance (XMR) around 10^4% to 10^7% at ambient pressure^{17–19}, can develop superconductivity under pressure^{20–22}. The emergence of superconductivity accompanying with suppressed magnetoresistance in these XMR materials is analogous to the one in unconventional superconductors, where the superconductivity is on the border of long-range magnetic orders. This novel phenomenon in the XMR materials kindles our interest to investigate the underlying superconducting mechanism, which may provide a reference for the unconventional superconductivity.

Among the XMR materials, lanthanum monopnictides LaSb and LaBi, which demonstrate similar XMR effect but distinct topological properties, have attracted intensive attention^{18–20,23–35}, being model materials. LaBi has a face-centered cubic (fcc) lattice and its XMR can reach 10^4% at ambient pressure^{19}. Experimentally, under 3.5 GPa, the XMR of LaBi is suppressed and meanwhile the superconductivity emerges with a transition temperature T_c of ∼4 K^{20}. With further increasing pressure, T_c first rises to ∼6.5 K around 7 GPa, then decreases gradually to ∼5.5 K until a structural phase transition to a primitive tetragonal (pt) lattice at 11 GPa, followed by a jump of T_c to ∼8 K. Beyond 11 GPa, T_c keeps decreasing with pressure^{20}. Previous studies on a two-dimensional XMR material WTe_2^{17} suggested that the electron-phonon coupling is responsible for the observed superconductivity in pressed WTe_2^{21,22,36}. In contrast, the origin of superconductivity in the three-dimensional XMR material LaBi under pressure is unresolved^{20}.

In this work, we have studied the evolutions of crystal structure, electronic structure, phonon spectrum, electron-phonon coupling, and magnetoresistance of LaBi with pressure by using first-principles calculations. We find that no matter whether LaBi is in the fcc structure at low pressure or in the pt structure at high pressure, the calculated T_cs from the EPC all approach to 0 K, indicating that the EPC mechanism cannot account for the observed superconductivity. Moreover, in comparison with the suppressed magnetoresistance in previous transport measurement, our calculated carrier densities and mobilities suggest stable magnetoresistance (∼10^4%) under pressure. We then discuss the possible reasons for the discrepancy between our calculations and previous experimental observations on LaBi.

II. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

We investigated the electronic structures and phonon spectra of LaBi under three representative pressures of 0, 6, and 15 GPa based on the density functional theory (DFT)^{37,38} and density functional perturbation theory (DFPT)^{39,40} calculations as implemented in the Quantum ESPRESSO (QE) package^{41}. The interactions between electrons and nuclei were described by the normconserving pseudopotentials^{42}. The valence electron configurations are 5s^25p^65d^16s^2 for La and 5d^{10}6s^26p^3 for Bi. For the exchange-correlation functional, the generalized gradient approximation (GGA) of Perdew-Burke- Ernzerhof (PBE)^{43} type was adopted. The kinetic energy cutoff of plane-wave basis was set to be 80 Ry. The Gaussian smearing method with a width of 0.004 Ry was employed for the Fermi surface broadening. The spinorbit coupling (SOC) effect was included as La and Bi are heavy elements. In structural optimization, both lattice constants and internal atomic positions were fully relaxed until the forces on all atoms were smaller than 0.0002 Ry/Bohr.

The superconducting T_c was studied based on the EPC theory as implemented in the EPW package^{44}, which uses the maximally localized Wannier functions^{45} and interfaces with the QE^{41}. We took the 8×8×8 k-mesh and 4×4×4 q-mesh as coarse grids and then interpolated to the 48×48×48 k-mesh and 16×16×16 q-mesh as dense grids respectively. The EPC constant λ can be calculated either by the summation of EPC constant λ_{qν} in the whole Brillouin zone (BZ) for all phonon modes or by the integral of Eliashberg spectral function α^2F (ω) as below^{46},

λ = ∑ qν λ_{qν} = 2 ∫ α^2F (ω) ω dω. (1)

The Eliashberg spectral function is defined as^{46},

α^2F (ω) = 1 2πN(ε_F ) ∑ qν δ(ω − ω_{qν} ) γ_{qν} h̄ω_{qν} , (2)

where N(ε_F ) is the density of states (DOS) at Fermi level ε_F , ω_{qν} is the frequency of the ν-th phonon mode at wave vector q, and γ_{qν} is the phonon linewidth^{46},

γ_{qν} = 2πω_{qν} ∑ knn^′ |g^{qν}_{k+qn}′_{,kn}|^2δ(ε_{kn} − ε_F )δ(ε_{k+qn}′ − ε_F ), (3) in which g^{qν}_{k+qn}′_{,kn} is the electron-phonon coupling matrix element. The superconducting transition temperature T_c can be predicted by substituting the EPC constant λ into the McMillan-Allen-Dynes formula^{47,48},

T_c = ω_{log} 1.2 exp[ −1.04(1 + λ) λ(1 − 0.62μ^∗) − μ^∗ ], (4)

where μ^∗ is the effective screened Coulomb repulsion constant. In our calculation, μ^∗ was set to 0.1, between the widely-used empirical values of 0.08 and 0.15^{49,50}. The logarithmic average of the Eliashberg spectral function ω_{log} is defined as^{47,48}, ω_{log} = exp[ 2 λ ∫ dω ω α^2F (ω)ln(ω)]. (5)

The magnetoresistance (MR) of LaBi was studied based on the semiclassical two-band model^{51,52}. In the condition of perfect charge compensation, the formula of magnetoresistance can be reduced as,

MR = μ_eμ_hB^2, (6)

where μ_e and μ_h are respectively the electron-type and hole-type carrier mobilities, and B is the magnetic field. The carrier mobilities were studied based on Boltzmann transport equation (BTE) with self-energy relaxation time approximation (SERTA), which was implemented in the EPW package^{53}. As LaBi owns intrinsic carriers, we only considered the electron-phonon scattering and ignored the impurity scattering. With SERTA, the mobility takes the following simple form^{53}, μ_{e,αβ} = −e n_eΩ ∑ n∈CB ∫ dk Ω_{BZ}

∂f^0_{nk} ∂ε_{nk} v_{nk,α}v_{nk,β} τ^0_{nk}, (7)

where n_e is the electron-type carrier density, Ω is the cell volume, Ω_{BZ} is the BZ volume, f^0_{nk} is the Fermi-Dirac distribution, v_{nk,α} = h̄^{−1}∂ε_{nk}/∂k_α is the band velocity, and τ^0 is the relaxation time defined as^{53}, 1 τ^0_{nk} = 2π h̄ ∑ n^′ν ∫ dq Ω_{BZ}

|g^{qν}_{k+qn}′_{,kn}|^2

[(1 − f^0_n′_{k+q} + n_{qν} )δ(ε_{nk} − ε_n′_{k+q} − h̄ω_{qν} )

+(f^0_n′_{k+q} + n_{qν} )δ(ε_{nk} − ε_n′_{k+q} + h̄ω_{qν} )]

, (8)

where n_{qν} is the Bose-Einstein distribution.

FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) The pressure-dependent enthalpy of LaBi in the face-centered cubic (fcc) and the primitive tetragonal (pt) phases. The inset shows the enthalpy difference between these two phases around the critical transition point: ΔH = H(fcc) - H(pt). (b) The evolution of cell volumes (in unit of Å^3/atom) of LaBi in the low-enthalpy lattice structure with increasing pressure. The inset shows the crystal structures of fcc and pt lattices, where the green and purple balls represent La and Bi atoms, respectively.

FIG. 2. (Color online) Electronic band structures of LaBi at (a) 0 GPa in fcc lattice, (b) 6 GPa in fcc lattice, and (c) 15 GPa in pt lattice.

FIG. 3. (Color online) Phonon dispersions of LaBi at (a) 0 GPa in fcc lattice, (b) 6 GPa in fcc lattice, and (c) 15 GPa in pt lattice.

III. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

First of all, we have investigated the crystal structures of LaBi under different pressures. In experiment^{20}, a structural phase transition from the fcc lattice to the pt lattice was observed around 11 GPa. We have thus studied the enthalpies of LaBi in the fcc and pt structures within a pressure range (0-18 GPa) covering the above pressure [Fig. 1(a)]. The calculated enthalpy of the fcc lattice is lower than that of the pt lattice at low pressure until a reversion takes place around 7 GPa. The cell volumes of LaBi in the low-enthalpy crystal structures under corresponding pressures are shown in Fig. 1(b). The calculated cell volumes (lattice constants) are all smaller than the experimental values by about 1.8% (0.6%) in the whole pressure range except those around the structural transition point, indicating the good agreement between our calculations and previous measurements^{20}. Around the structural phase transition, there is a sudden reduction of cell volume. The calculated transition pressure is about 7 GPa, which is lower than the experimental value (11 GPa)^{20}. This difference may be attributed to the temperature effect, the anharmonic effect, and/or the impurities in real synthesized compound (we will discuss this point later). Overall, these structural features of LaBi from our calculations verify those observed in previous experiments^{20}.

Based on the equilibrium lattices under various pressures, the electronic band structures of LaBi (Fig. 2) were further studied. We mainly focused on three pressures^{20}: (1) the ambient pressure (0 GPa) at which no superconductivity is found in experiment; (2) the pressure with optimal T_c experimentally for LaBi in fcc lattice (6 GPa); and (3) the pressure for LaBi in pt lattice (15 GPa). A comparison between the band structures under 0 and 6 GPa [Figs. 2(a) and 2(b)] shows that the hole-like pockets around the Γ point vary slowly with the increasing pressure, while the electron-like pocket around the X point exhibits dramatic changes. To be specific, the band at the X point shows a plateau below the Fermi level at 0 GPa, but it shifts above the Fermi level at 6 GPa [Fig. 2(b)], indicating a Lifshitz transition. Nevertheless, the reservation of band inversion around the X point at 6 GPa makes LaBi maintain its nontrivial topological property, as verified by the calculated wavefunction parity product at the time-reversal invariant points. For the pt structure at 15 GPa, LaBi also holds the nontrivial property, yet its density of states at the Fermi level increases by a factor of two (Table I).

The calculated phonon spectra of LaBi under these pressures are shown in Fig. 3. As the pressure increases, most phonon frequencies rise up due to the strengthened

FIG. 4. (Color online) Phonon density of states F (ω) (black line) and Eliashberg spectral function α^2F (ω) (red line) at (a) 0, (b) 6, and (c) 15 GPa.

atomic bondings. There is a gap between the acoustic and optical branches at low pressures [Figs. 3(a) and 3(b)], which diminishes after the structural phase transition [Fig. 3(c)]. The phonon density of states F (ω) and the corresponding Eliashberg spectral function α^2F (ω) are plotted in Fig. 4. In the whole frequency range, the intensities of the Eliashberg spectral function rarely exceed 0.4, mostly below 0.2. This indicates that the electron-phonon coupling is very weak in LaBi. With the knowledge of the Eliashberg spectral function, the total EPC constant λ can be calculated and then the superconducting transition temperature T_c can be obtained based on the McMillan-Allen-Dynes formula. As listed in Table I, the calculated T_cs of LaBi in the fcc lattice under 0 and 6 GPa all approach to 0 K, revealing the absence of EPCderived superconductivity and the weak influence of the pressure. After the structural phase transition, the superconducting T_c increases slightly (0.12 K). However, it is still much lower than the experimental value (∼8 K)^{20}. Even an adjustment of μ^∗ to 0.0, which yields the highest T_c (about 1.4 K) according to Eq. (4), does not change our conclusion. The above results suggest that the experimentally observed superconductivity in pressed LaBi, both in fcc and pt lattices, does not originate from the conventional EPC mechanism.

In previous experiment^{20}, the pressure not only induces superconductivity in LaBi but also completely suppresses its magnetoresistance. The calculated carrier densities in Table I indicate that LaBi is in good electron-hole compensation. According to the semiclassical two-band model, the magnetoresistance of a chargecompensated semimetal is reduced to MR = μ_eμ_hB^2, which is merely determined by the product of carrier mobilities and the square of magnetic field. The calculated carrier mobilities (μ_{e,h}) of LaBi are shown in Fig. 5, which decrease quickly with increasing temperature. In particular, the calculated carrier mobilities of LaBi in fcc lattice at 0 GPa [Fig. 5(a)] agree quite well with the previous measured values^{19}. For the same fcc lattice of LaBi at 6 GPa, both μ_h and μ_e take obvious increments in comparison with those at 0 GPa, resulting in a large MR. This can be understood from the fact that the pressure can broaden the bands and increase the Fermi velocity v_{nk}(ε_F ), so as to enhance the carrier mobilities μ_{e,h} [Eq. (7)]. On the other hand, for the pt structure of LaBi under 15 GPa, the product of μ_e and μ_h reduces due to the dramatic increase of carrier concentrations [Table I and Eq. (7)]. As a result, the MR decreases at 15 GPa. Although the calculated MR first increases with pressure in fcc lattice and then decreases after the structural phase transition to pt lattice, it still maintains the order of 10^4% (Table I), which disagrees with the rapid suppression in experimental observation^{20}.

IV. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

The pressure is a clean approach for modulating the material properties. Previously, the pressure-

TABLE I. The calculated electronic density of states (DOS) at the Fermi level N(E_f ) (in unit of states/eV), the logarithmic average of Eliashberg spectral function ω_{log} (in unit of cm^{−1}), the electron-phonon coupling λ, the superconducting Tc (in unit of K), the carrier concentrations n_{e,h} (in unit of 10^{20} cm^{−3}), the carrier mobilities μ_{e,h} at 10 K (in unit of 10^4cm^2V^{−1}s^{−1}), and the magnetoresistance (MR) (in unit of 10^4%) of LaBi at 9 T and 10 K under 0, 6, and 15 GPa, respectively.

Pressure 0 6 15 N(E_f ) 0.48 0.38 0.99 ω_{log} 78.0 80.3 83.1 λ 0.124 0.132 0.325 Tc 0.00 0.00 0.12 n_{e,h} 4.0 3.9 19.8 μe 1.9 3.4 0.9 μ_h 1.6 3.2 4.0 MR 2.5 9.0 3.0

FIG. 5. (Color online) The temperature-dependent hole-type and electron-type carrier mobilities at (a) 0, (b) 6, and (c) 15 GPa.

induced superconductivities have been observed in a series of materials, such as sulfur hydride^{54}, lanthanum superhydride^{55,56}, BaFe_2As_2^{10,11}, etc. For sulfur hydride and lanthanum superhydride, whose respective T_c can reach 203 and 260 K under extremely high pressures, a prominent isotope shift of T_c indicates the EPC mechanism namely the conventional superconductivity^{54,57}. As to the undoped BaFe_2As_2, the pressure-destabilized antiferromagnetic order in ground state may lead to the emergence of the unconventional superconductivity^{7,11}. Here, for the pressed LaBi, our calculations demonstrate that the EPC alone cannot account for its superconductivity found in experiment^{20}. Moreover, since no magnetism has been observed in LaBi, the magnetic (spin) fluctuations are impossible to take part. As a result, there may be other novel mechanism involved in the superconductivity of LaBi under pressure.

Beyond the opinion of inherent superconductivity in LaBi under pressure, there is also one possibility that the impurity in LaBi may play a role^{20}. For example, the elemental Bi crystal is not superconducting at ambient pressure, but it can transform into Bi-III phase at 2.7 GPa with a T_c about 8 K and then enter another phase at ∼8 GPa with a jump of T_c^{58}. In view of the phase diagrams^{20}, the similarities in the T_c values and the critical pressures between elemental Bi and LaBi suggest the possibility of extra Bi impurity in LaBi. In addition to the Bi impurity, an intermetallic compound LaBi_3, recently synthesized from Bi and LaBi under pressure, also shows a comparable T_c of 7.3 K^{59}. This provides one more possibility to observe superconductivity in realistic LaBi compound. In fact, the existence of impurities may also bring about the aforementioned difference in structural transition pressure between our calculations and previous measurement^{20}.

On the other hand, for the suppression of MR under pressure, which was observed in experiment^{20} but was not reproduced by our calculations for pure LaBi, it may be understood by a derivation from the emergent superconductivity in realistic LaBi compound, i.e., the enhanced electron-phonon coupling under pressure that induces superconductivity via Bi impurities or intermetallic compound LaBi_3 will also bring strong scattering of transport carriers. This will dramatically influence carrier mobilities and then suppress MR, as deduced from Eqs. (1)-(8), where λ (μ_{e,h}) have positive (negative) relations with γ_{qν} . So the key difference between our calculations and previous experiment is likely related to the different EPC strengths we obtained for pure LaBi in calculations and those in real synthesized compound containing impurities^{20}.

In summary, we have studied the evolution of crystal structure, electronic/phonon band structure, superconducting property, and magnetoresistance of LaBi with pressure by using first-principles calculations. Our calculations verify a pressure-induced structural phase transition from fcc lattice to pt lattice in previous experiment. Nevertheless, in both lattice structures of LaBi, the calculated superconducting transition temperatures resulting from the EPC are far below the measured values, which means that the conventional EPC mechanism cannot explain the observed superconductivity in pressed LaBi. With the compensated carrier densities and the high carrier mobilities, our calculated magnetoresistance of LaBi does not show obvious suppression under pressure, which disagrees with the experimental observation either. Considering these substantial differences, we suggest the possibility that either Bi impurity (or intermetallic compound) or other novel mechanism may be responsible for the emergent superconductivity and the suppressed MR of LaBi under pressure, which waits for further experimental examination.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank H.-C. Lei and X.-Q. Lu for helpful discussions. This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grants No. 11774424, No. 11774422, and No. 11974194), the National Key R&D Program of China (Grants No. 2017YFA0302903 and No. 2019YFA0308603), the CAS Interdisciplinary Innovation

Team, the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities, and the Research Funds of Renmin University of China (Grant No. 19XNLG13). Computational resources were provided by the Physical Laboratory of High Performance Computing at Renmin University of China.

∗ kliu@ruc.edu.cn † zlu@ruc.edu.cn 1 J. Bardeen, L. N. Cooper, and J. R. Schrieffer, Phys. Rev.

106, 162 (1957); 108, 1175 (1957).

2 E. Dagotto, Rev. Mod. Phys. 66, 763 (1994). 3 A. Damascelli, Z. Hussain, and Z.-X. Shen, Rev. Mod.

Phys. 75, 473 (2003).

4 P. A. Lee, N. Nagaosa, and X.-G. Wen, Rev. Mod. Phys.

78, 17 (2006).

5 R. Micnas, J. Ranninger, and S. Robaszkiewicz, Rev. Mod.

Phys. 62, 113 (1990).

6 Y. Kamihara, T. Watanabe, M. Hirano, and H. Hosono, J.

Am. Chem. Soc. 130, 3296 (2008).

7 F.-J. Ma, Z.-Y. Lu, and T. Xiang, Phys. Rev. B 78, 224517 (2008).

8 M. Rotter, M. Tegel, and D. Johrendt, Phys. Rev. Lett.

101, 107006 (2008).

9 F. C. Hsu, J. Y. Luo, K. W. Yeh, T. K. Chen, T. W.

Huang, P. M. Wu, Y. C. Lee, Y. L. Huang, Y. Y. Chu, D. C. Yan, and M. K. Wu, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 105, 14262 (2008).

10 P. L. Alireza, Y. T. Chris Ko, J. Gillett, C. M. Petrone, J.

M. Cole, G. G. Lonzarich, and S. E. Sebastian, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 21, 012208 (2009).

11 S. A. J. Kimber, A. Kreyssig, Y.-A. Zhang, H. O. Jeschke, R. Valenti, F. Yokaichiya, E. Colombier, J. Yan, T. C. Hansen, T. Chatterji, R. J. McQueeney, P. C. Canfield, A. I. Goldman, and D. N. Argyriou, Nat. Mater. 8, 471 (2009).

12 G. R. Stewart, Rev. Mod. Phys. 56, 755 (1984). 13 V. J. Emery and S. A. Kivelson, Nature (London) 374, 434 (1994).

14 N. D. Mathur, F. M. Grosche, and S. R. Julian, Nature (London) 394, 39 (1998).

15 M. Sigrist and K. Ueda, Rev. Mod. Phys. 63, 239 (1991). 16 G. Blatter, M. V. Felgelman, and V. B. Geshkenbein, Rev.

Mod. Phys. 66, 1125 (1994).

17 M. N. Ali, J. Xiong, S. Flynn, J. Tao, Q. D. Gibson, L. M.

Schoop, T. Liang, N. Haldolaarachchige, M. Hirschberger, N. P. Ong, and R. J. Cava, Nature (London) 514, 205 (2014).

18 F. F. Tafti, Q. D. Gibson, S. K. Kushwaha, N. Haldolaarachchige, and R. J. Cava, Nat. Phys. 12, 272 (2016).

19 S.-S. Sun, Q. Wang, P.-J. Guo, K. Liu, and H.-C. Lei, New J. Phys. 18, 082002 (2016).

20 F. F. Tafti, M. S. Torikachvili, R. L. Stillwell, B. Baer, E. Stavrou, S. T. Weir, Y. K. Vohra, H.-Y. Yang, E. F. McDonnell, S. K. Kushwaha, Q. D. Gibson, R. J. Cava, and J. R. Jeffries, Phys. Rev. B 95, 014507 (2017).

21 P.-C. Lu, J.-S. Kim, J. Yang, H. Gao, J.-F. Wu, D.-X.

Shao, B. Li, D.-W. Zhou, J. Sun, D. Akinwande, D.-Y. Xing, and J.-F. Lin, Phys. Rev. B 94, 224512 (2016).

22 X.-C. Pan, X.-L. Chen, H.-M. Liu, Y.-Q. Feng, Z.-X. Wei, Y.-H. Zhou, Z.-H. Chi, L. Pi, F. Yen, F.-Q. Song, X.-G. Wan, Z.-R. Yang, B.-G. Wang, G.-H. Wang, and Y.-H. Zhang, Nat. Commun. 6, 7805 (2015).

23 X.-H. Niu, D.-F. Xu, Y.-H. Bai, Q. Song, X.-P. Shen, B.- P. Xie, Z. Sun, Y.-B. Huang, D.-C. Peets, and D.-L. Feng, Phys. Rev. B 94, 165163 (2016).

24 P.-J. Guo, H.-C. Yang, K. Liu, and Z.-Y. Lu, Phys. Rev.

B 96, 081112(R) (2017).

25 J. Nayak, S.-C. Wu, N. Kumar, C. Shekhar, S. Singh, J.

Fink, E. E. D. Rienks, G. H. Fecher, S. S. P. Parkin, B. H. Yan, and C. Felser, Nat. Commun. 8, 13942 (2017).

26 R. Lou, B.-B. Fu, Q. N. Xu, P.-J. Guo, L.-Y. Kong, L.-K.

Zeng, J.-Z. Ma, P. Richard, C. Fang, Y.-B. Huang, S.-S. Sun, Q. Wang, L. Wang, Y.-G. Shi, H. C. Lei, K. Liu, H. M. Weng, T. Qian, H. Ding, and S.-C. Wang, Phys. Rev. B 95, 115140 (2017).

27 N. Kumar, C. Shekhar, J. Klotz, J. Wosnitza, and C.

Felser, Phys. Rev. B 96, 161103(R) (2017).

28 H. Oinuma, S. Souma, D. Takane, T. Nakamura, K.

Nakayama, T. MItsuhashi, K. Horiba, H. Kumigashira, M. Yoshida, A. Ochiai, T. Takahashi, and T. Sato, Phys. Rev. B 96, 041120(R) (2017).

29 N. Kumar, C. Shekhar, S. C. Wu, I. Leermakers, O. Young, U. Zeitler, B.-H. Yan, and C. Felser, Phys. Rev. B 93, 241106(R) (2016).

30 R. Singha, B. Satpati, and P. Mandal, Sci. Rep. 7, 6321 (2017).

31 F. F. Tafti, Q. D. Gibson, S. K. Kushwaha, J. W. Krizan, N. Haldolaarachchige, and R. J. Cava, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 113, E3475 (2016).

32 M. Zeng, C. Fang, G. Chang, Y.-A. Chen, T. Hsieh, A.

Bansil, H. Lin, and L. Fu, arXiv:1504.03492.

33 Y. Wu, T. Kong, L. L. Wang, D. D. Johnson, D. Mou, L.

Huang, B. Schrunk, S. L. Budko, P. C. Canfield, and A. Kaminski, Phys. Rev. B 94, 081108(R) (2016).

34 P.-J. Guo, H.-C. Yang, B.-J. Zhang, K. Liu, and Z.-Y. Lu, Phys. Rev. B 93, 235142 (2016).

35 L.-K. Zeng, R. Lou, D.-S. Wu, Q. N. Xu, P.-J. Guo, L.- Y. Kong, Y.-G. Zhong, J.-Z. Ma, B.-B. Fu, P. Richard, P. Wang, G. T. Liu, L. Lu, Y.-B. Huang, C. Fang, S.-S. Sun,Q. Wang, L. Wang, Y.-G. Shi, H. M. Weng, H.-C. Lei, K. Liu, S.-C. Wang, T. Qian, J.-L. Luo, and H. Ding, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 127204 (2016).

36 D.-F. Kang, Y.-Z. Zhou, W. Yi, C.-L. Yang, J. Guo, Y.-G.

Shi, S. Zhang, Z. Wang, C. Zhang, S. Jiang, A.-G. Li, K. Yang, Q. Wu, G.-M. Zhang, L.-L. Sun, and Z.-X. Zhao, Nat. Commun. 6, 7804 (2015).

37 P. Hohenberg and W. Kohn, Phys. Rev. 136, B864 (1964). 38 W. Kohn and L. J. Sham, Phys. Rev. 140, A1133 (1965). 39 S. Baroni, S. de Gironcoli, A. Dal Corso, and P. Giannozzi, Rev. Mod. Phys. 73, 5159 (2001).

40 F. Giustino, Rev. Mod. Phys. 89, 015003 (2017). 41 P. Giannozzi et al., J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 21, 395502 (2009).

42 N. Troullier and J. L. Martins, Phys. Rev. B 43, 1993 (1991).

43 J. P. Perdew, K. Burke, and M. Ernzerhof, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 77, 3865 (1996).

44 J. Noffsinger, F. Giustino, B. D. Malone, C.-H. Park, S. G.

Louie, and M. L. Cohen, Comput. Phys. Commun. 181, 2140 (2010).

45 A. A. Mostofi , J. R. Yates, G. Pizzi, Y.-S. Lee, I. Souza, D. Vanderbilt, and N. Marzari, Comput. Phys. Commun. 185, 2309 (2014).

46 G. M. Eliashberg, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 38, 966 (1960) [Sov.

Phys. JETP 11, 696 (1960)].

47 P. B. Allen, Phys. Rev. B 6, 2577 (1972).

48 P. B. Allen and R. C. Dynes, Phys. Rev. B 12, 905 (1975). 49 C. F. Richardson and N. W. Ashcroft, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 118 (1997).

50 K.-H. Lee, K. J. Chang, and M. L. Cohen, Phys. Rev. B 52, 1425 (1995).

51 N. W. Ashcroft and N. D. Mermin, Solid State Physics (Saunders College, New York, 1976).

52 J. M. Ziman, Electrons and P honons (Clarendon, Oxford, 1960).

53 S. Poncé, E. R. Margine, and F. Giustino, Phys. Rev. B

97, 121201(R) (2018).

54 A. P. Drozdov, M. I. Eremets, I. A. Troyan, V. Ksenofontov, and S. I. Shylin, Nature (London) 525, 73 (2015).

55 M. Somayazulu, M. Ahart, A. K. Mishra, Z. M. Geballe, M. Baldini, Y. Meng, V. V. Struzhkin, and R. J. Hemley, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 027001 (2019).

56 A. P. Drozdov, P. P. Kong, V. S. Minkov, S. P. Besedin, M. A. Kuzovnikov, S. Mozaffari, L. Balicas, F. F. Balakirev, D. E. Graf, V. B. Prakapenka, E. Greenberg, D. A. Knyazev, M. Tkacz, and M. I. Eremets, Nature (London) 569, 528 (2019).

57 F. Peng, Y. Sun, C. J. Pickard, R. J. Needs, Q. Wu, and Y. Ma, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 107001 (2017).

58 Y.-F. Li, E.-Y. Wang, X.-Y. Zhu, and H.-H. Wen, Phys.

Rev. B 95, 024510 (2017).

59 T. Kinjo, S. Kajino, T. Nishio, K. Kawashima, Y. Yanagi, I. Hase, T. Yanagisawa, S. Ishida, H. Kito, N. Takeshita, K. Oka, H. Eisaki, Y. Yoshida, and A. Iyo, Supercond. Sci. Technol. 29, 03LT02 (2016).