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Tc up to 23.6 K and robust superconductivity in the transition metal δ-Ti phase at megabar pressure
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We report a high superconducting transition temperature Tc up to 23.6 K, renewing the highest value in
transition metals, under high pressure in the elemental metal Ti, one of the top ten most abundant elements
in the earth’s crust. The Tc increases monotonically from 2.3 K at 40.3 GPa to 23.6 K at 144.9 GPa. With
further compression, a robust Tc of ∼23 K is observed between 144.9 and 183 GPa in the δ-Ti phase. The
pressure-dependent Tc can be well described by the conventional electron-phonon coupling (EPC) mechanism.
Density functional theory calculations show the Fermi nesting and the phonon softening of optical branches at
the γ -Ti to δ-Ti phase transition pressure-enhanced EPC, which results in the high Tc. We attribute the robust
superconductivity in δ-Ti to the apparent robustness of its strong EPC against lattice compression. These results
provide insight into exploring high-Tc elemental metals and Ti-based superconducting alloys.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Discovering materials with a high Tc is an active interest
in condensed matter physics [1–6]. Simple superconducting
elements are the original and most suitable platform on which
to prove the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) theory [7,8].
To date, over 50 elements at ambient and high pressure have
been discovered to host superconductivity [9] and more at-
tention has particularly been paid to the transition metals
(TMs). At ambient conditions, most TMs with partially filled
d orbitals are superconductors [10]. By applying pressure, a
remarkable increase of Tc has been found in some TMs such
as scandium [11–14], yttrium [15–18], and vanadium [19–21].
Beyond TMs, calcium is believed so far to have the highest Tc

near 21 K (accompanied by a superconductivity fluctuation
at 29 K) among all elemental metals at ∼216 GPa, where
Ca-VI (Pnma) transforms to Ca-VII (host-guest structure)
[10,22–24]. The underlying mechanism of pressure-enhanced
Tc in Ca [25,26], Sc [27,28], Y [17,29], and V [30] has
been explained by electron-phonon coupling (EPC) or spin
fluctuation, which is closely associated with the common s-d
electron transfer [31–34]. Their maximum Tc (T max

c ) probably
correlates with the completion degree of the s → d transfer.
For Ca, T max

c appears in a complex host-guest structure [23],
similar to the Ba-VI structure with the near completion of the
s → d transfer [35]. A study of the Tc-dependent number of d
electrons in the conduction band (Nd ) for Sc and Y developed
a phenomenological model where Tc approaches a saturated
value once the s → d transfer is completed as the Nd → 3
rule [11]. Also, a theoretical study reported that T max

c appears
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at Nd ∼ 4 in V under pressure of 139.3 GPa and Tc then
decreases as Nd approaches 5 with the half-filled nature of its
d orbital [30]. Hence, one intuitively expects that the pressure-
induced s → d transfer in group IVB TMs with the electronic
configuration nd2(n + 1)s2 may reach a considerably high Tc.

As one of the group IVB TMs adjacent to the high-Tc

Ca, Sc, V, and Y, pressurized titanium undergoes a struc-
tural transition sequence α (P63/mmc) → ω (P6/mmm) →
γ (Cmcm) → δ (Cmcm) → β (Im3m) [36–42], where the γ

and δ phases do not occur in pressurized zirconium [43–45]
and hafnium [46,47]. Unlike the α and ω phases, the β phase
in Zr and Hf has a negative slope of dTc/dP [45,48]. The
T max

c of β-Zr appears at 33 GPa with Nd = 3.5 [45]. This
leads us to infer that the occurrence of the β phase in group
IVB TMs signals the completion of the s → d transfer, si-
multaneously triggering a T max

c . For Ti, interestingly, the γ

and δ phases sequentially appear in a large pressure interval
(over 100 GPa) before transforming into the β phase [36,37].
Thus, we expect that the broad interval is a promising fertile
ground for obtaining high-Tc superconductivity in Ti. Indeed
the Tc of ω-Ti was reported to slightly increase from 2.3 K
at 40.9 GPa to 3.4 K at 56.0 GPa [49]. However, such a
small positive dTc/dP has not triggered further transport mea-
surements at higher pressures. Up to now, the Tc in the γ -Ti
and δ-Ti phases has remained absent from both experimental
observations and theoretical predications. This motivated us
to extend the transport measurements of Ti beyond megabar
pressure.

In this work we present a comprehensive study of the
superconducting behavior up to the δ-Ti phase near 2 Mbar.
Interestingly, our results show that the T max

c reaches 23.6 K
at a pressure of about 145 GPa, renewing the highest value
in TMs. After that, the Tc becomes nearly saturated in the
pressure range of 145–183 GPa, manifesting robust supercon-
ductivity. Furthermore, theoretical calculations identify that
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the conventional EPC mechanism can capture the evolution
of the Tc in pressurized Ti well.

II. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Our experimental methods are described in detail in the
Supplemental Material [50]. The diamond Raman method
was used to determine the pressure in high-pressure electri-
cal transport measurements [51]. The temperature-dependent
resistance R(T ) measurements up to 183 GPa are plotted in
Fig. 1(a). All R(T ) data show metallic behavior in the normal
state. The bottom right inset displays a representative defini-
tion of the Tc at 183 GPa, in which the intersection signals the
superconducting transition at Tc = 23 K. The close-up view
of the R(T ) in the low-temperature region [Fig. 1(b)] shows
a sharp drop occurring at 2.3 K and 40.3 GPa. This result
is in line with the previous report [49]. The Tc shifts to a
higher temperature with increasing pressure. Two noticeable
drops in R(T ) are observed at 109.4 GPa, similar to the cases
of Bi at 2.8 GPa and Ca at 193 GPa [22,52], indicating
the coexistence of two superconducting phases. This might
be mainly caused by the pressure gradient that is frequently
present in ultrahigh pressure studies [53–55]. The magnetic
field suppression of the superconducting transition in Fig. 1(c)
shows two distinct slopes dHc2/dTc, which further supports
the individual phases. At 130.3 GPa, the drop at a relatively
lower temperature was gradually suppressed with increasing
pressure. Based on previous studies [36–38,40,41,56,57], the
phase transition regions in Ti of ω → γ and γ → δ were de-
termined experimentally and theoretically to be 90–128 GPa
and 106–140 GPa, respectively. Therefore, most of the sample
had already transformed to δ-Ti, and the robust superconduc-
tivity beyond 140 GPa is within the δ-Ti phase. It should be
noted that the bump around 6–7 K does not disappear com-
pletely until the pressure reaches 164.8 GPa, which could be
mainly attributed to the presence of a strong pressure gradient
in the sample.

To further confirm its superconducting nature, the sup-
pression of superconducting transition was examined under
a magnetic field. Figures 2(a)–2(c) show the magnetic field
dependence of the superconducting transition at 59.3, 90, and
183 GPa, respectively. The transition is gradually suppressed
by the magnetic field, supporting the superconductivity be-
havior rather than other transition origins. In Fig. 2(d), the
external magnetic field–dependent Tc at 183 GPa follows the
Ginzburg-Landau (GL) formula μ0Hc2(T ) = μ0Hc2(0){[1 −
(T/Tc)2]/[1 + (T/Tc)2]} [58], yielding the upper critical
field μ0Hc2 about 12.6 T at 0 K. The Werthamer-Helfand-
Hohenberg equation [59] was also used to estimate the
μ0Hc2(0), and the pressure dependence of μ0Hc2(0) is shown
in Fig. S2 in [50].

The summarized Tc vs pressure is shown in Fig. 3(a). Ini-
tially, the Tc exhibits a slow increase from 2.3 K at ∼40 GPa to
7.1 K at ∼130 GPa. This demonstrates the previous assump-
tion that the Tc for Ti can increase linearly to about 8.7 K
when it transforms to the γ phase at ∼128 GPa [49]. Until
∼145 GPa, the Tc rises rapidly to 23.6 K with dTc/dP = 0.39
K/GPa. The Tc of 23.6 K is the highest among TMs [see the
T max

c of Sc, Y, V, and Ti in Fig. 3(a)]. Note that at 216 GPa
Ca shows a superconductivity fluctuation at 29 K, but the

FIG. 1. (a) Temperature-dependent resistance R(T ) of Ti from 2
to 300 K at pressure up to 183 GPa. The inset shows the determina-
tion of the Tc at 183 GPa. (b) Close-up of the normalized resistance in
the low-temperatures region in (a). The arrows indicate two possible
superconducting transitions at 109.4 GPa. (c) Magnetic field depen-
dence of the superconducting transition in Ti at 109.4 GPa. The inset
displays the temperature dependence of the upper critical magnetic
field.

rapid drop in resistance occurs at 21 K [22,62]. Therefore,
the T max

c = 23.6 K in Ti is a high value for elemental super-
conductors. With further increasing pressure up to 183 GPa,
the Tc remains almost constant at 23 K. Such a robust Tc

surviving over megabar pressure is also observed in some
Ti-bearing alloys, such as NbTi wire [54] and high-entropy
alloy (TaNb)0.67(HfZrTi)0.33 [63].

As shown in Fig. 3(a), the Tc(P) for Y, V, and Ca
show monotonically increasing behavior without interruption
through the phase boundary. For Sc, the appearance of the
Sc-III phase causes the Tc to decrease significantly, but it still

224511-2



Tc UP TO 23.6 K AND ROBUST … PHYSICAL REVIEW B 105, 224511 (2022)

FIG. 2. Temperature-dependent resistance of Ti under different
magnetic fields at (a) 59.3, (b) 90, and (c) 183 GPa. (d) Temperature-
dependent μ0Hc2 at 183 GPa. The yellow curve is plotted by fitting
the GL formula.

maintains a positive dTc/dP with further compression [11].
In contrast, the Tc of Ti is more sensitive to the changes in
the crystal structure. The pressure-dependent Tc matches well
with the structural transition sequence, which characterizes a
different dTc/dP and μ0Hc2(0) (see Fig. S2 in [50]).

We further performed density functional theory (DFT) cal-
culations to elucidate the experimental observations in Ti. The
theoretical details of the structure prediction method and DFT
calculations are described in [50], which includes some im-
portant literature [64–71]. The relative enthalpies vs pressure
of the overall phases are shown in Fig. S3 in [50]. The results
indeed confirm the previously reported fact that Ti undergoes
the α → ω → γ → δ → β phase transition at 80–250 GPa
[36–42]. It is worth noting that the δ phase can gradually relax
to the β phase at pressures P > 170 GPa, resulting in identical
enthalpies for the δ phase and β phase. According to the
McMillan-Allen-Dynes formula [7,8], the Tc can be estimated
using three parameters: the effectively screened Coulomb re-
pulsion constant μ∗, logarithmic average frequency ωlog, and
EPC parameter λ. Here μ∗ is fixed at 0.19, which is obtained
by fitting the theoretically calculated λ and ωlog at 50 GPa,
and the experimental measured Tc at 56 GPa [49]. Then the
obtained μ∗ value is used to theoretically predict the Tc values
of the different phases (ω, γ , δ, and β) of Ti at high pressure.
Figure 3(b) plots the trend of the calculated Tc, which matches
with the experimental results surprisingly well. In particular,
the δ phase is predicted to host the most stable structure with a
Tc of 23 K between 130 and 170 GPa. However, after entering
the bcc β phase, the Tc begins to decrease when P > 180 GPa.
Similar behavior is also observed in superconducting Zr under
pressure [48]. To reveal the effect of μ∗ on the theoretical Tc

prediction, we plot the Tc(P) at three μ∗ values as shown in
Fig. 3(b), which shows that Tc has a similar tendency with
increasing pressure for different μ∗. Note that the Tc value of
δ-Ti at 140 GPa is predicted to be around 21–26 K, with μ∗ in
the range of 0.16–0.22.

The calculated ωlog and λ data are shown in Fig. 3(c).
When γ -Ti appears at 100 GPa, ωlog suddenly decreases.
This abnormal frequency softening usually induces a sizable
enhancement of λ [72], leading to the increase of Tc in γ -

FIG. 3. (a) Observed Tc as a function of pressure for Ti up to
180 GPa. The closed and open circles represent results from the
present work and previous data [49], respectively. The experimental
T max

c values for Sc, Y, V, and Ca are from Refs. [11,15,19,22].
(b) DFT calculation of Tc vs pressure using different μ∗ for Ti up
to 250 GPa. (c) Pressure dependence of the EPC parameter λ and
logarithmic average frequency ωlog calculated using the BCS and
Migdal-Eliashberg theories [60,61]. The λ values of Y, V, and Ca
are taken from previous works [17,26,30].

Ti. The calculated λ ∼ 1.65 for δ-Ti at 130–170 GPa is the
largest among the surrounding elements (Ca, Y, and V) near
the pressure maximizing Tc. Experimentally, the Tc reaches
a value of about 23.6 K at 144.9 GPa, verifying that the
high Tc of Ti is mainly contributed by strong EPC. Above
180 GPa, the ωlog of the β phase rises sharply upon com-
pression. This drastic phonon hardening causes weakening
of the electron-phonon interactions, usually accompanying a
decline in λ [as shown in Fig. 3(b)]. Recent work has claimed
to observe the β-Ti phase at 243 GPa [42]. Given that the
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FIG. 4. (a) Band structure and (b) projected DOS of δ-Ti at
140 GPa. (c) First Brillouin zone (BZ) and band-projected Fermi
surface of δ-Ti at 140 GPa.

present pressure range extends to 183 GPa, it remains un-
certain whether the robust superconductivity against volume
shrinkage (RSAVS) will persist at higher pressures. However,
our theoretical prediction suggests a negative expectation. The
RSAVS over megabar pressure is proposed to be extremely
unusual and virtually unique among known superconductors
[54,63,73]. Nevertheless, Jasiewicz et al. showed that the
EPC mechanism can explain the RSAVS state observed in
(TaNb)0.67(HfZrTi)0.33 [74]. Another theoretical calculation
revealed that the RSAVS state is associated with the sta-
bility of partial density of states (DOS) contributed by the
d-orbital electrons from all constituent atoms [75], which
remain almost unchanged in the (TaNb)0.67(HfZrTi)0.33 and
NbTi alloys.

It is well known that both the EPC strength and the DOS
around the Fermi level EF play important roles in the Tc

enhancement in phonon-mediated superconductors. We calcu-
lated the pressure-dependent DOS at the Fermi level N (EF),
as shown in Fig. S4 in [50]. The overall N (EF) decreases
as pressure increases, but it reaches a local maximum at the
γ -δ phase boundary. Combined with the increase in the EPC
strength at the ω → γ phase transition and a high plateau
in the δ phase [see Fig. 3(c)], the Tc gives the highest value
23.6 K at the γ → δ phase transition pressure and maintains
it around 23 K for the rest of δ phase. This powerfully demon-
strates that the high and robust Tc mainly arises from the
enhanced EPC under pressure.

We took δ-Ti at 140 GPa as a representative case and cal-
culated its band structure and orbital projected DOS to reveal
the pressure-induced Tc enhancement mechanism. As shown
in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), four bands (1–4) cross the EF along
the high-symmetry k path in the Brillouin zone, indicating

metallic nature in the δ-Ti phase. Note that bands 1 and 2
degenerate along the Z-T path. From the DOS and the orbital
projected band structure shown in Fig. S5 in [50], the Ti d
states mainly contribute to the bands around the EF. Thus, the
main physics of δ-Ti is essentially associated with the Ti d
orbitals, and N (EF) is about 0.85 states/eV per atom.

To establish the origin of the high Tc of δ-Ti, we cal-
culated its Fermi surface (FS) at 140 GPa, as shown in
Fig. 4(c). The FS is made of four sections: four cone-shaped
holelike pockets along the T -Z direction in band 1; a big
four-point-star-shaped hole-like pockets around the G point,
four horn-shaped holelike pockets around the S point, and four
gear-shaped sheets around the T -Y path in band 2; electron-
hole Fermi pockets formed by a dozen electronlike pockets
around the A and A1 points, four holelike pockets along the
two X1-X ′

1 paths perpendicular to the G-X path, and four
horn-shaped electron sheets along the A-Z path in band 3;
and four electronlike pockets along the A-Z path and four
shuttle-shaped sheets along the two X1-X ′

1 paths perpendicular
to the G-X path in band 4. One key finding is that the FS
nesting appears in some Fermi pockets, which substantially
enhances the EPC and results in high-Tc superconductivity
in δ-Ti [76,77].

Electron transferring from the s band to d band under
pressure is well known as a common feature of transition
metals in many theoretical calculations [11,30,31]. Following
a similar approach, our extended Löwdin charge analysis also
reveals a pressure-driven s → d transfer in Ti [see Fig. 5(a)].
The increase in Nd with pressure is caused by a relative
increase in the energy of the s electrons compared to the d
electrons with pressure increase or volume reduction [37].
Note that the rate of Nd increase slows down upon entering
the γ phase, and the change in dNd/dP is evident, almost
halving. The equations of state have a response to this dip: The
total volume reduction from ω to δ phase is 3.0% at 147 GPa
[36]. In addition, the high Tc was experimentally observed
at 144.9 GPa. Hence, this dip in dNd/dP may approach the
completion of the s → d transfer and the high Tc is reached
as we expect. Overall, by combining experiments with theo-
retical calculations, we demonstrate the connection between
the s → d transfer and superconductivity in Ti, calling for
electronic structure calculations to check whether the same
scenario works in other high-Tc TMs.

The phonon spectrum, Eliashberg spectral function
α2F (ω), and cumulative λ(ω) of δ-Ti were calculated to inves-
tigate the lattice dynamics and electron-phonon interactions
of the δ phase, as shown in Figs. 5(b) and 5(c). The absence
of imaginary phonon modes demonstrates its thermodynam-
ical stability at 140 GPa, which agrees with previous studies
[41]. The phonon linewidth [denoted by the dots in Fig. 5(b)]
is plotted on the phonon dispersion curve to gain further
insight into the nature of the EPC. The main considerable
contribution to the EPC strength is the optical branches based
on the calculated phonon linewidths. Note that the optical
branches are dominated by three Raman modes designated
by B1g, Ag, and B3g. The results show that the low-frequency
(below 120 cm−1) vibration only contributes 20.2% of the
total EPC constant λ, which is largely caused by the soft-
ening of the lowest acoustic branch along the S-R-A, Z-G,
and X1-Y paths. This means that the dominant contributions
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FIG. 5. (a) Charge number of d orbitals for Ti as a function of
pressure. The results at 0, 80, 105, 140, and 200 GPa were obtained
in the α, ω, γ , δ, and β phases, respectively. (b) Phonon dispersion
of δ-Ti at 140 GPa. The different colors denote the different phonon
branches. The dots are proportional to the strengths of the phonon
linewidth. (c) Eliashberg spectral function α2F (ω) and cumulative
frequency-dependent EPC function λ(ω).

to λ stem from the medium- and high-frequency vibrations.
It is consistent with the fact that the frequency of the highest
optical mode B3g provides the largest linewidth, followed by
the Ag and B1g modes around the G point. All Raman modes

exhibit phonon softening along other high-symmetry k paths,
indicating a strong EPC in δ-Ti. Unlike the simple alkaline-
earth metals, in which N (EF) is dominated by s states, the Tc

of TMs usually exhibits a highly nonlinear dependent Tc on
pressure [11]. Such complexity is associated with the nature
of their partially filled d electrons and phase transition under
pressure [11,78], which is consistent with our results.

III. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have reported the observation of a high
Tc of 23.6 K and robust superconductivity in the δ-Ti phase
between 144.9 and 183 GPa. The unusual superconductivity
in pressurized Ti can be explained by the scenario of the
strong electron-phonon coupling effect from Fermi nesting
formed by holelike and electronlike Fermi pockets and the
substantial phonon softening of its optical modes. Our re-
sults provide in-depth insight into the understanding of the
pressure-tuning superconductivity of transition metals, which
is fundamentally important for the design and synthesis of
high-Tc titanium alloy superconductors for applications at
extreme conditions.

Note added. Recently, a similar study of superconductivity
measurements in titanium was reported, which reproduced the
Tc-P phase diagram [79], further validating this discovery of
high-Tc superconductivity in this system.
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