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Abstract  

Recently Sun et al. (Nature 621, 493 (2023)) reported on the discovery of high-temperature 

superconductivity in highly compressed La3Ni2O7-. In addition to ongoing studies of the 

phase structural transition, pairing mechanism, and other properties/parameters in this highly 

pressurized nickelate, here explore a possibility for the electron-phonon pairing mechanism in 

the La3Ni2O7-. To do this, we analyzed experimental data on temperature dependent 

resistance, R(T), and extracted pressure dependent Debye temperature, D(P), for the Fmmm-

phase (high-pressure phase). Derived ballpark value is D(25 GPa) ~ 550 K.  We also 

estimated the electron-phonon coupling constant, e-ph(P=22.4 GPa) = 1.75, for La3Ni2O7- 

sample exhibited zero resistance transition. Analysed XRD data showed that the crystal 

lattice strain, (P), is higher in the Fmmm-phase in comparison with the Amam-phase (low-

pressure phase).  Based on the performed (P) analysis, we proposed probable reason for the 

observation/absence of the zero-resistance state in La3Ni2O7-.  
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I. Introduction  

Experimental discovery of superconductivity with a transition temperature above 200 K 

in highly compressed sulphur hydride by Drozdov et al1 manifested a new era in 

superconductivity.  In the following years from this pivotal discovery1, researchers 

discovered and studied dozens of superconducting hydride phases2–43.  Fascinating feature of 

this research field is that experimental and first-principles calculations (FPC) quests in 

exploring the ultimate upper limit in superconductivity are in close collaboration. There are 

several outstanding successes of this collaborative work24,25,44,45, as well as joint adventures, 

when experiments showed much lower or the absence of the transition temperature, Tc, 

despite theoretical predictions46–52.  

High-temperature superconductivity in nickelates was predicted by Anisimov et al53, and 

experimental discovery of the superconductivity with transition temperature 𝑇𝑐,𝑧𝑒𝑟𝑜~15 𝐾 in 

Nd0.80Sr0.20NiO2 thin films was reported by Li et al54. Current status of the studies of doped 

infinite layer nickelate thin films RNiO2 (R = La, Pr, Nd) can be found elsewhere55–58.  

Recently, the family of highly pressurized superconductors was extended by another 

nickelate phase59–62, La3Ni2O7, which surpasses other nickelate phases with the highest Tc
54–

64.  

Phase structural transition, pairing mechanism, superconducting gap symmetry and other 

properties/parameters of the La3Ni2O7 are under ongoing theoretical and experimental 

investigations62,65–69.  

Here we need to stress that there are some current experimental and theoretical challenges 

in the nickelates family:  

1. doped RNiO2 (R = La, Pr, Nd).  

Superconductivity with 𝑇𝑐,𝑧𝑒𝑟𝑜 ≥ 1.9 𝐾 exhibits in thin films of several nanometers thick. 

Bulk samples do not exhibit any sign of superconductivity down to 𝑇𝑐,𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡 < 1.9 𝐾
70.  
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However, researchers often do not mention this problem in the majority (if not all) of 

theoretical and experimental studies, leading to a lack of understanding regarding the primary 

mechanism for the existence of superconductivity in doped infinite layer nickelates.  

2. quintuple-layer square-planar nickelate Nd6Ni5O12.  

Pan et al73 reported on the observation of the superconductivity in atomically thin 

quintuple-layer square-planar nickelate superlattice. However, this report 71 is based on a 

single revealed temperature dependent resistivity, 𝜌(𝑇), dataset. In Fig. 1 we showed low-

temperature part of this 𝜌(𝑇) dataset.  Simple examination of this experimental data shows 

that the Nd6Ni5O12 exhibits the lowest measured resistance:  

𝜌(𝑇 = 53 𝑚𝐾) = 6.3 𝜇Ω × 𝑐𝑚        (1)  

which is higher than the resistivity of practically all pure metals at room temperature72:  

𝜌(𝑇 = 300 𝐾) < 6.3 𝜇Ω × 𝑐𝑚        (2)  

In addition, Pan et al.71 did not report the uncertainty level of the measurements, thus, we 

cannot agree that these authors observed the superconducting state in quintuple-layer square-

planar nickelate Nd6Ni5O12
71.  

 

Figure 1.  Temperature dependent resistivity, 𝜌(𝑇 ≤ 0.4 𝐾), reported in quintuple-layer square-planar 

nickelate Nd6Ni5O12
71.  𝜌(𝑇 = 300 𝐾) = 3 𝜇Ω𝑐𝑚 is typical ballpark value for pure metals72.  
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3. Highly compressed La3Ni2O7.  

Zero-resistance in the La3Ni2O7 has been reported in two recent reports61,62.  However, it 

is clear stated in Ref.62 that not all highly compressed La3Ni2O7- samples exhibit zero-

resistance transition.  In addition, Zhou et al63 reported the temperature dependent AC 

susceptibility data, from which it was estimated the presence of the superconducting phase at 

the volume level of 1% in the sample compressed at 𝑃 ≥ 20 𝐺𝑃𝑎.  This result demonstrates 

that there is a quest to find an intriguing unknown parameter, which determines the 

appearance of the zero-resistance phase in highly compressed La3Ni2O7-.   

Here, we contributed to the exploration and focused on a detailed analysis of publicly 

available experimental data measured in highly compressed La3Ni2O7- single crystals.  While 

the majority of theoretical groups (but not all73) explore hypotheses for unconventional 

mechanisms of pairing in the La3Ni2O7, we investigated a possibility for the electron-phonon 

pairing mechanism.  

To do this, we extracted:  

(1) pressure dependent Debye temperature, ΘD(𝑃);  

and based on that, we determined:  

(2) the electron-phonon coupling constant, 𝜆𝑒−𝑝ℎ, for one sample exhibited the zero-

resistance state.  

In addition, we estimated: 

(3) the crystal lattice strain, 𝜀(𝑃), in the La3Ni2O7- at nanoscale level.   

Primary idea to study the lattice strain, 𝜀, and our suggestion to consider this value as one 

of primary properties of highly compressed La3Ni2O7- was initiated by recent FPC result by 

Sanna et al74 who reported that the record-high 𝑇𝑐 in titanium75,76 can be explained within 

electron-phonon phenomenology, if an assumption about the presence of the vacancies in the 

crystal lattice can be made.  In addition, Liu et al77 performed the FPC studies and concluded 
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that the presence of the apical-oxygen vacancies should dramatically suppress 

superconducting transition temperature in La3Ni2O7-.  

While there are no experimental techniques which can be used for direct observation of 

the vacancy and extract the vacancies density for samples in DAC (despite the field ion 

microscopy78 and the transmission electron microscopy79 can be used for this and many other 

relative tasks62,80,81 for ambient pressure materials, including supercondcutors82,83), here we 

utilized the Williamson-Hall (WH) analysis84 of the XRD data to extract the lattice strain, 𝜀, 

in La3Ni2O7-.  Despite advanced WH analysis85–87 can be used to extract several other 

microstructural parameters from XRD data, here we used classical WH analysis84 to extract 

the lattice strain, 𝜀, only, due to high anisotropic nature of the La3Ni2O7 lattice, unknown 

Burgers vectors, 𝑏, and other unknown structural parameters are required for the advanced 

analysis.   

We can mention that Ren et al88 showed that the lattice strain impacts the 𝑇𝑐,𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡 in 

doped RNiO2 thin films. Despite our belief that the 𝑇𝑐 should be defined using as strict as 

possible 
𝑅(𝑇)

𝑅𝑛𝑜𝑟𝑚
 criterion89,90, Ren et al88 demonstrated the shape and the width of the 𝑅(𝑇, 𝜀) 

curves in doped RNiO2 thin films resemble those reported by Sun et al59 in compressed 

La3Ni2O7- single crystals. This is additional evidence that the evolution of the 𝜀(𝑃) can be a 

tool to evaluate/estimate the degree of structural imperfection (which can be originated by the 

presence of vacancies in La3Ni2O7- single crystals compressed in DAC).  

 

II. Experimental data sources  

In this study, we analysed experimental datasets reported by Sun et al59, which are freely 

available online. We do not estimate the λ𝑒−𝑝ℎ(𝑃) for these samples59, because the 𝑅(𝑇, 𝑃) 

curves do not reach the zero resistance. However, we analysed the R(T) curve reported by the 

same research group in Fig. S962 and determined the λ𝑒−𝑝ℎ(𝑃) for the sample with zero-
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resistance state. Utilized models and mathematical routine for the analysis described within 

each section. All fits performed by our own codes created in the Origin software.  

 

III. Results and Discussion 

3.1. Debye temperature  

Standard technique to determine the Debye temperature, ΘD, is the fit of the specific heat 

measurements to Debye model. However, this technique cannot be utilized in studies of 

highly compressed conductors because of negligible sample thermal mass in comparison with 

the DAC mass. However, the fit of 𝑅(𝑇) data using the saturated resistance model91 allows 

for the deduction of ΘD as a free-fitting parameter:  

𝑅(𝑇) =
1

1

𝑅𝑠𝑎𝑡
+

1

𝑅0+𝐴×(
𝑇
Θ𝐷

)
5
×∫

𝑥5

(𝑒𝑥−1)(1−𝑒−𝑥)

Θ𝐷
𝑇
0

𝑑𝑥

      (1)  

where 𝑅𝑠𝑎𝑡, 𝑅0, ΘD and 𝐴 are free-fitting parameters.   

In Figures 2,3,4,5 we showed the 𝑅(𝑇, 𝑃) curves and data fits to Eq. 1 for samples Run 

1,2,3,459, respectively. All fits have high quality and derived coefficient of determination 

(𝑅 − 𝑠𝑞𝑢𝑎𝑟𝑒 (𝐶𝑂𝐷)) is given in each figure caption.  

We summarised in Figure 6,a all deduced ΘD(𝑃) data for all samples for which 𝑅(𝑇, 𝑃) 

datasets reported in Ref.59.   

One can see that in the pressure range where the high-pressure Fmmm phase exists, the 

Debye temperature is more or less constant with ballpark value of ΘD = 550 𝐾.   
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Figure 2.  Temperature dependent resistance, R(T,P), measured in compressed single crystal 

La3Ni2O7 (Run 1) by Sun et al59, and data fits to Eq. 1. Green balls indicate the bounds for which R(T) 

data was used for the fit to Eq. 1. Fit quality for all panels is better or equal to 0.9999. 95% confidence 

bands are shown by pink areas.  
 

 
Figure 3.  Temperature dependent resistance, R(T,P), measured in compressed single crystal 

La3Ni2O7 (Run 2) by Sun et al59, and data fits to Eq. 1.  𝑅𝑠𝑎𝑡 → ∞ for all fits. Green balls indicate the 

bounds for which R(T) data was used for the fit to Eq. 1. Fit quality for all panels is better or equal to 

0.9999. 95% confidence bands are shown by pink areas.  
 

0.0

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 300

Rsat = 3.99 ± 0.01 W

D = 825 ± 6 K

 raw R(T)

  fit 

 fitted R(T) range

R
(T

) 
(W

)

La3Ni2O7 (Run 1)a

P = 14 GPa

Rsat = 4.74 ± 0.01 W

D = 582 ± 1 K

 raw R(T)

  fit

 fitted R(T) range

La3Ni2O7 (Run 1)b

P = 18.5 GPa

Rsat = 6.35 ± 0.06 W

D = 534 ± 2 K

 raw R(T)

  fit

 fitted R(T) range

La3Ni2O7 (Run 1)c

P = 22.7 GPa

Rsat → ∞

D = 430 ± 1 K

 raw R(T)

  fit

 fitted R(T) range

R
(T

) 
(W

)

temperature (K)

d

P = 25.6 GPa

Rsat → ∞

D = 465 ± 1 K

 raw R(T)

  fit

 fitted R(T) range

temperature (K)

e

P = 29.8 GPa

Rsat → ∞

D = 470 ± 1 K

 raw R(T)

  fit

 fitted R(T) range

temperature (K)

f

P = 34.1 GPa

0.0

0.4

0.8

1.2

1.6

0.0

0.3

0.6

0.9

1.2

50 100 150 200 250 300 0 50 100 150 200 250 300

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

D = 507 ± 5 K

R
(T

) 
(W

)

La3Ni2O7 (Run 2)a

P = 18.9 GPa

 raw R(T)

  fit

 fitted R(T) range

D = 531 ± 2 K

La3Ni2O7 (Run 2)b

P = 22.2 GPa

 raw R(T)

  fit

 fitted R(T) range

D = 550 ± 2 K

La3Ni2O7 (Run 2)c

P = 25.6 GPa

 raw R(T)

  fit

 fitted R(T) range

D = 547 ± 1 K

R
(T

) 
(W

)

d

P = 29.1 GPa

 raw R(T)

  fit

 fitted R(T) range

temperature (K)

e

P = 33.2 GPa

D = 580 ± 2 K

 raw R(T)

  fit

 fitted R(T) range

D = 576 ± 1 K

temperature (K)

f

P = 37.2 GPa

 raw R(T)

  fit

 fitted R(T) range

D = 585 ± 1 K

R
(T

) 
(W

)

temperature (K)

g

P = 43.5 GPa

 raw R(T)

  fit

 fitted R(T) range



8 
 

 

Figure 4.  Temperature dependent resistance, R(T,P), measured in compressed single crystal 

La3Ni2O7 (Run 3) by Sun et al59 and data fit to Eq. 1.  𝑅𝑠𝑎𝑡 → ∞ for all fits. Green balls indicate the 

bounds for which R(T) data was used for the fit to Eq. 1. Fit quality for all panels is better or equal to 

0.9997.  95% confidence bands are shown by pink areas.  

 

 

Figure 5.  Temperature dependent resistance, R(T,P), measured in compressed single crystal 

La3Ni2O7 (Run 4) by Sun et al59 and data fit to Eq. 1.  Green balls indicate the bounds for which R(T) 

data was used for the fit to Eq. 1. Fit quality for all panels is better or equal to 0.9989. 95% confidence 

bands are shown by pink areas.  
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Figure 6.  Evolution of the (a) Debye temperature, Θ𝐷(𝑃) on applied pressure; (b) calculated 

electron-phonon coupling constant, λ𝑒−𝑝ℎ(𝑃 = 22.4 𝐺𝑃𝑎), and transition temperature defined by 

𝑇𝑐,0.05(𝑃 = 22.4 𝐺𝑃𝑎) criterion; and (c) crystalline strain, 𝜀(𝑃), in single crystal La3Ni2O7-. Phase 

boundaries for the Amma and Fmmm phases are shown by magenta and cyan areas based on the 

estimated values reported by Sun et al59.  
 

However, one can see that in the pressure range where pure high-pressure Fmmm phase 

exists, the Debye temperature is more or less constant with ballpark value of ΘD = 550 𝐾. 

Considering that Sun et al59 reported that 𝑇𝑐,𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡(𝑃) is also practically unchanged for pure 

Fmmm phase, a hypothesis about the electron-phonon mediated superconductivity in highly 

compressed La3Ni2O7- remains its validity, until more experimental data will be available for 

analysis.  
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3.2. The electron phonon coupling constant  

From deduced 𝑇𝜃 and known 𝑇𝑐, the electron-phonon coupling constant, 𝜆𝑒−𝑝ℎ, can be 

determined as the root of advanced McMillan equation89:  

𝑇𝑐 = (
1

1.45
) × Θ𝐷 × 𝑒

−(
1.04(1+𝜆𝑒−𝑝ℎ)

𝜆𝑒−𝑝ℎ−𝜇
∗(1+0.62𝜆𝑒−𝑝ℎ)

)

× 𝑓1 × 𝑓2
∗,     (2)  

where,  

𝑓1 = (1 + (
𝜆𝑒−𝑝ℎ

2.46(1+3.8𝜇∗)
)
3 2⁄

)
1 3⁄

,        (3)  

𝑓2
∗ = 1 + (0.0241 − 0.0735 × 𝜇∗) × 𝜆𝑒−𝑝ℎ

2 ,      (4)  

where 𝜇∗ is the Coulomb pseudopotential.  In this work we assumed that 𝜇∗ = 0.13, which is 

typical value for highly compressed electron-phonon mediated superconductors27,45,92.   

Considering all issues mentioned in the Introduction regarding the zero-resistance 

problem in nickelates, here we analysed the 𝑅(𝑇, 𝑃 = 22.4 𝐺𝑃𝑎) measured in single crystal 

La3Ni2O7-
62, and in which the resistance reduces to undistinguishable, from measurement 

system noise, level. To extract 𝑇𝜃 and 𝑇𝑐, we utilized full 𝑅(𝑇) curve fitting93:  

𝑅(𝑇) =
1

𝜃(𝑇𝑐
𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡−𝑇)

(

 
 
 
 
 
 

𝑅0(𝑇𝑐
𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡)

(𝐼0(𝐹×(1−
𝑇

𝑇𝑐
𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡)

3 2⁄

))

2

)

 
 
 
 
 
 

+𝜃(𝑇−𝑇𝑐
𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡)×

(

  
 1

𝑅𝑠𝑎𝑡
+

1

(𝑅0+𝐴×(
𝑇
Θ𝐷

)
5
×∫

𝑥5

(𝑒𝑥−1)(1−𝑒−𝑥)

Θ𝐷
𝑇
0

∙𝑑𝑥)

)

  
 

,  (5)  

where 𝜃(𝑥) is the Heaviside step function, I0(x) is the zero-order modified Bessel function of 

the first kind, 𝑅0(𝑇𝑐
𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡), 𝑇𝑐

𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡, F, 𝑅𝑠𝑎𝑡, 𝑅0, ΘD, and 𝐴 are free-fitting parameters. We 

defined the transition temperature by the criterion:  

𝑅(𝑇)

𝑅(𝑇𝑐,𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑒𝑡)
|
𝑇𝑐,0.05

= 0.05          (6)  
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The fit is shown in Fig. 7. It should be stressed that derived Θ𝐷(22.4 𝐺𝑃𝑎) = 518 ± 4 𝐾 

is practically the same for four of five analysed 𝑅(𝑇) datasets showed in Figure 6.   

Derived 𝑇𝑐,0.05 = 58.0 ± 0.1 𝐾 and 𝜆𝑒−𝑝ℎ = 1.75.  Deduced 𝜆𝑒−𝑝ℎ shows, that if the 

high-temperature superconducting state in La3Ni2O7- originates from the electron-phonon 

interaction, this requires the interaction strength at its upper limit, similar to the interaction 

strength exhibited in highly compressed hydrides22,27,30,45,94–96.  

 

Figure 7.  Temperature dependent resistance, R(T,P=22.4 GPa), measured in compressed single 

crystal La3Ni2O7- by Dong et al62 and data fit to Eq. 5. Fit quality is 0.99994.  
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Diffraction peaks reported XRD scans59 were fitted to Lorentz function. We fitted derived 
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where 𝜆𝑋−𝑟𝑎𝑦 = 61.99 𝑝𝑚 is the wavelength of used radiation in Ref.59, and 𝐷(𝑃) is the mean 
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Performed fits showed that for all pressures, 1.6 𝐺𝑃𝑎 ≤ 𝑃 ≤ 41.2 𝐺𝑃𝑎, the size of coherent 

scattering regions, 𝐷(𝑃), is large and the uncertainty of the value exceeds the value itself by 

far.  Thus, we fit data to the reduced equation:  

𝛽(𝜃, 𝑃) = 4 × 𝜀(𝑃) × 𝑡𝑔(𝜃).        (8)  

We show some fits in Fig. 8, and we summarised results in Figs. 6,c, and 9, where one can 

see that the 𝜀(𝑃) is raising reasonably steep at low applied pressure, up to 𝑃 = 4.9 𝐺𝑃𝑎.  

 

Figure 8.  XRD peaks breadth, 𝛽(𝜃), fits to reduced Williamson-Hall model (Eq. 8) for highly 

compressed single crystal La3Ni2O7-. Raw XRD scans reported by Sun et al59. 95% confidence bands 

are shown by pink areas.  

 

Further increase of the applied pressure up to 𝑃~18 𝐺𝑃𝑎 does not cause the change in the 

𝜀(𝑃).  In Fig. 6,c we showed eye-guided level of 𝜀(5 𝐺𝑃𝑎 ≲ 𝑃 ≲ 18 𝐺𝑃𝑎) = 0.0079 for the 

compressed Amam phase.  
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We observe a further increase in 𝜀(𝑃) when the transition from the Amam into the Fmmm 

phase is completed at 𝑃~20 𝐺𝑃𝑎. The 𝜀(𝑃) is raising up to pressure of 𝑃~33 𝐺𝑃𝑎, and then 

it gradually decreases (Fig. 9).  

 

Figure 9.  Crystalline strain, 𝜀(𝑃), and inverse lattice constants 𝑎(𝑃), 𝑏(𝑃), and 𝑐(𝑃) dependence 

from applied pressure in highly compressed single crystal La3Ni2O7-. Raw data for 𝑎(𝑃), 𝑏(𝑃), and 

𝑐(𝑃) reported by Sun et al59.  

 

However, the 𝜀(𝑃) dependence does not exactly match the lattice constants dependences 

(see, 1 𝑎(𝑃)⁄ , 1 𝑏(𝑃)⁄ , and 1 𝑐(𝑃)⁄  in Fig. 9), especially at low- and high-P ranges.  This 

difference, in particular, at low-P looks illogical.  

However, we can explain the latter because of reducing the lattice volume by reducing the 

volume of each vacancy. This reduction can occur without significant changes in the lattice 

strain, because the vacancies density remains the same.  

Perhaps, high vacancies density can be the origin (the missing intriguing unknown 

parameter mentioned above) for the observation/absence of the zero-resistance state in the 

La3Ni2O7- (we can note that La3Ni2O7- samples studied by Sun et al59 did not exhibit the zero-

resistance state). Any structural phase transition occurs when the accommodation mechanisms 
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cannot any longer keep further the lattice compression/expansion and the lattice strain 

increase/decrease in given atomic arrangement.  

Simple fact that there are no sharp simultaneous changes in 𝑎(𝑃), 𝑏(𝑃), 𝑐(𝑃), and 𝜀(𝑃), 

except, perhaps, the change in curves slope at 𝑃~20 𝐺𝑃𝑎 is an indication that the phase 

transition Amam-Fmmm is very wide and perhaps incomplete until 𝑃~33 𝐺𝑃𝑎, because only 

at 𝑃 > 33 𝐺𝑃𝑎 the 𝜀(𝑃) starts to drop. We can explain the latter as the lattice relaxation after 

the phase transition has completed.  

Here we need to mention that all XRD datasets (which we analysed) were collected at room 

temperature59. Obviously, that at the temperature range from 𝑇 = 300 𝐾 down to 𝑇 = 50 𝐾 

some phase structural transition, or multiple transitions, can occur.  

Based on all above, we should stress that there is a need for low-temperature high-pressure 

XRD data and experimental data on vacancies density 62 in La3Ni2O7-, which can be used for 

detailed analysis of the phase transition(s) and related structural/phase parameters, which, 

perhaps, directly link to the sharpness and the completeness of the superconducting transition 

in highly compressed La3Ni2O7-.  

 

IV. Conclusions  

In this work, we analyzed experimental data reported for highly compressed single 

crystals La3Ni2O7- and deduced:  

(1) pressure dependent Debye temperature, Θ𝐷(𝑃);  

(2) pressure dependent crystalline strain, 𝜀(𝑃);  

and for one sample exhibited zero-resistance state we determined:  

(3) the electron-phonon coupling constant, 𝜆𝑒−𝑝ℎ(𝑃 = 22.4 𝐺𝑃𝑎) = 1.75.  
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