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We present an embedded-atom-method (EAM) model that is specifically designed to accurately
describe vibrations in bcc alkali metals. Using this model, we study bulk vibrational structure of
Li, Na, K, and Rb when configured in bcc and the closed-packed (cp) fcc, hcp, and 9R phases.
From the vibrational density of states for each phase we thence find the corresponding vibrational
contribution Avib(T ) to the Helmholtz free energy A(T ). Utilizing (i) differences in Avib(T ) between
the bcc and cp structures and (ii) experimentally inferred thermodynamic transition temperatures
for Li and Na (which martensitically transform from bcc to cp phases upon cooling), we extract
values for zero-temperature energy differences between the bcc and relevant cp phases. We also
put constraints on zero-temperature cp-bcc energy differences for K and Rb, which do not exhibit
temperature induced transitions.

I. INTRODUCTION

In 1947 C. S. Barrett reported a phase transition in
Li upon cooling: in the vicinity of 77 K a Li sample—
when plastically deformed—martensitically transforms
from its room-temperature (RT) bcc structure to an fcc
structure [1]. Upon subsequent heating to ∼156 K, the
sample transformed back to the bcc structure. Key el-
ements of Barrett’s initial report are (i) the transfor-
mation between bcc and a closed-packed (cp) structure
and (ii) hysteresis associated with the transformation.
Barrett also offered a salient suggestion for the energet-
ics of the transformation: at higher temperatures the
Helmholtz free energy A(T ) = U−TS of the bcc phase
is lower than that of the fcc phase owing to larger en-
tropy S arising from vibrational modes associated with
the elastic constant C ′ = (C11− C12)/2, which is often
much smaller in the bcc form of materials that exhibit
both bcc and fcc phases.

This initial report by Barrett inspired a number of sub-
sequent structural investigations of the alkali metals. It
was discovered that Li [2–16] and Na [16–23] undergo
martensitic phase transitions when sufficiently cooled,
even without a perturbation such as plastic deformation.
Several cp structures are manifest upon cooling and sub-
sequent reheating, as illustrated in Fig. 1. For Li the
dominant cp phases are fcc, 9R (which comprises the cp-
plane stacking sequence ABCBCACAB), and cp disor-
dered polytypes [5–10, 24], while for Na the dominant cp
phases are hcp and 9R [16–20]. In contrast, the heavier
alkali metals K, Rb, and Cs maintain bcc structure upon
cooling [10, 16, 25].

The observation of multiple cp phases in Li and Na
prompted theoretical investigation of differences in A(T )
between the bcc and various cp structures, with the
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aim of predicting thermodynamic transition tempera-
tures T cp

bcc between the bcc and relevant cp phases. Un-
fortunately, no theoretical consensus has emerged from
these calculations. For Li, calculated values of T fcc

bcc range
from 60 to 217 K [13, 26–28]. One study even predicts
that no transition exists between bcc and fcc phases [29].
For the bcc to 9R transition, calculated values of T 9R

bcc for
Li vary from 68 to 220 K [13, 28, 30, 31]. Similar varia-

tions exist for Na: T hcp
bcc values equal to 99 K [32] and 260

K [33] have been reported. For K, T fcc
bcc and T hcp

bcc values
of 70 K and 92 K, respectively, have been calculated [32],
even though no close-packed structures are observed for
this metal.

So what is responsible for the wide ranges of theoretical
transition temperatures? A large part of the discrepan-
cies comes from variations in calculated values of A(0),
the Helmholtz free energy at zero temperature. The sen-
sitivity of T cp

bcc to ∆A(0) = Acp(0) − Abcc(0) is illus-
trated in Fig. 2, where we plot theoretical values [13, 26–
28, 30, 31] of T fcc

bcc and T 9R
bcc vs ∆A(0) for Li. As can be

inferred from the linear-fit lines to the two sets of data,
a change in ∆A(0) of 1 meV results in a change in T cp

bcc
of ∼−120 K. Therefore computational accuracy in T cp

bcc
of 10 K requires ∆A(0) to be accurate to ∼0.1 meV.

Obtaining such accuracy is a significant challenge, even
for first-principles theory (FPT).1 Calculation of ∆A(0)
between two phases requires calculation of ∆Uel(0) =
U cp
el (0)−Ubcc

el (0), where U cp
el (0) and U bcc

el (0) are the elec-
tronic contributions to the ground-state energy of cp and
bcc phases, respectively. Energies involved in calculating
Uel(0) are on the order of 102 to 103 eV. Therefore, com-
putational accuracy on the order of 1 part in 106 to 107

is required for ∼10 K accuracy in T cp
bcc. Historically, such

1 Theories that we consider to be FPT include (i) early pseudopo-
tential calculations that include exchange/correlation and (ii)
later density-functional theory that is either all-electron or pseu-
dopotential based.
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FIG. 1. Graphical representation of Li and Na phases and transitions between phases upon cooling (blue downward arrow) and
subsequent heating (red upward arrow). Dashed lines indicate approximate temperatures for structural changes. Experimentally
observed regions of transition from pure bcc (upon cooling) and back to pure bcc (upon heating) are represented by the blue
and red shaded bands, respectively.

accuracy has been elusive. For example, theoretical val-
ues of ∆Uel(0) between Li fcc and bcc phases range from
−12.2 meV [34] to −0.1 meV [35]. The variations in FPT
energy differences can arise arise from a variety of fac-
tors. For example, for all-electron (AE) calculations the
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FIG. 2. Values of thermodynamic transition temperatures
T fcc
bcc and T 9R

bcc vs zero-temperature Helmholtz-energy differ-
ences ∆A(0) for Li. All data are from first-principle-theory
(FPT) calculations [13, 26–28, 30, 31]. The dashed lines are
linear fits; each have a slope of ∼ −120 K/meV.

choice of basis set is significant, with Gaussian-type basis
orbitals typically yielding larger energy differences than
cellular basis sets [36]. Energy differences are also sen-
sitivity to the choice of exchange-correlation functional
[37–39].

Zero-point energy Uvib(0) associated with the vibra-
tional ground state of the lattice also contributes to A(0).
As with ∆Uel(0), significant spread in calculated values
of ∆Uvib(0) between cp and bcc phases also exist. For Li
fcc and bcc phases, FPT calculated values of ∆Uvib(0)
range from 0.4 meV [31] to 1.7 meV [27].

Here we present an alternative approach to assessing
∆A(0) = ∆Uel(0) + ∆Uvib(0). In short, we employ the-
oretical vibrational spectra from the alkali metals in bcc
and cp structures in conjunction with T cp

bcc values inferred
from experimental data to determine ∆A(0) and its com-
ponents ∆Uel(0) and ∆Uvib(0). In detail, we begin with
an embedded-atom-method (EAM) model that is specifi-
cally designed to accurately describe vibrations in bcc Li,
Na, K, and Rb (Sec. II). The EAM model is then used to
calculate vibrational structure of fcc, hcp, and 9R phases
of each of these metals (Sec. III). Utilizing vibrational
densities of states (DOS) g(ω) obtained from our calcu-
lations, we directly find values of ∆Uvib(0) between the
cp and bcc phases. The DOS g(ω) also allows us to calcu-
late the temperature dependence of the Helmholtz energy
A(T ) for each phase. By setting Acp(T

cp
bcc) = Abcc(T

cp
bcc)

at values of T cp
bcc inferred from experiment we thence de-

termine ∆A(0) and ∆Uel(0) (Sec. IV). For K and Rb
(which do not exhibit any temperature induced transi-
tions) we are able to infer constraints on ∆Uel(0).
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II. THE EAM MODEL

In the EAM formalism the potential energy Φ of the
solid is a sum of atomic pair potentials ϕ(rij) and em-
bedding energies F (ρi),

Φ =
1

2

∑
ij

ϕ(rij) +
∑
i

F (ρi). (1)

Here i and j (i ̸= j) label the atoms, rij is the distance
between atoms i and j, and ρi is the electron (number)
density at the position of atom i associated with all other
atoms in the solid. The density ρi is assumed to be a sum
of atomic densities f(rij),

ρi =
∑
j

f(rij). (2)

Specifying the three functions ϕ(r), F (ρ), and f(r) de-
fines any particular EAM model.

The EAMmodel we introduce here is a slight extension
of the model developed by Wilson and Riffe (WR) that
accurately describes vibrations of alkali metals in the bcc
structure [40]. The three defining functions are given by

ϕ(r) =

7∑
n=0

Kn

(
r/r1 − 1

)n
exp

(
− nα

(
r/r1 − 1

)2)
, (3)

F (ρ) = −
(
Ecoh − E1v

)[
1− λ ln(ρ/ρe)

]
(ρ/ρe)

λ, (4)

and

f(r) = f1 exp
(
− 6(r/r1 − 1)

)
. (5)

(The pair potential and embedding-energy functions were
first introduced by Wang and Boercker [41] and John-
son [42, 43], respectively.) The only difference between
the form of the current model and that used by WR is
the introduction of an extra term (n = 7) in the pair-

potential ϕ(r). In Eqs. (3)–(5), r1 =
√
3/4 a0 is the

bcc-structure nearest-neighbor distance (a0 is the lattice
constant), Ecoh is the cohesive energy, and E1v is the
unrelaxed vacancy formation energy. We use values for
these three quantities from experimental measurements
(see Table I). We note the value of f1 in Eq. (5) is irrele-
vant, owing to the embedding energy being a function of
ρ/ρe, where ρe is the density when the lattice is at equi-
librium. The pair potential expression given by Eq. (3) is
assumed to vanish at distances r > 1.75 a0. This choice
results in ϕ(r) being nonzero out to the 5th shell for the
bcc, hcp, and 9R structures, and out to the 3rd shell for
the fcc structure.

In the WR study [40] the pair-potential parametersKn

were uniquely determined via seven algebraic equations
that involve E1v, the elastic constants G = (C11 −C12 +
3C44)/5 and C ′ (experimental values also displayed in
Table I), and three zone-edge phonon frequencies [41].

TABLE I. Values of experimental input parameters used to
construct the alkali-metal EAM models.

Li Na K Rb

M (amu)a 7.00 23.0 39.1 85.5
Ecoh (eV)b 1.63 1.113 0.934 0.852
E1v (eV)c 0.40 0.36 0.35 0.30
a0 (nm)d 0.348 0.424 0.524 0.559
G (100 Mbar)e 6.85 3.79 1.86 1.42
C′ (100 Mbar)e 1.13 0.72 0.37 0.27

a Mass values correspond to samples measured by neutron
scattering: Li [44], Na [45], K [46], and Rb [47]; Li is
isotopically pure; the other metals exhibit natural isotopic
abundance.

b Cohesive energies are from [48].
c Vacancy formation energies are from [49] (Li), [50] (Na), [51]
(K), [52] (Rb).

d Lattice constants are from [53] (Li), [16, 54] (Na), [55] (K), [16]
(Rb).

e Elastic constants are from [56] (Li), [57, 58] (Na), [59] (K), [60]
(Rb).

Values for the two embedding-energy parameters α and
λ were selected by visually comparing calculated and ex-
perimental dispersion curves. Surface relaxation was also
considered in choosing a value of λ for each metal.

Our approach in setting values of the model parame-
ters for the four alkali metals studied here builds upon the
approach of WR. First, we constrain our EAM model us-
ing the four equations—of the above mentioned seven—
that do not involve the zone-edge frequencies,

0 = 4r1ϕ
′
1 + 3r2ϕ

′
2 + 6r3ϕ

′
3 + 12r4ϕ

′
4 + 4r5ϕ

′
5, (6)

15ΩG = 4r21 (ϕ
′′
1 + ϕ′′

2 + 4ϕ′′
3 + 11ϕ′′

4 + 4ϕ′′
5) , (7)

3ΩC ′ = 2r21

(
ϕ′′
2 − ϕ′

2

r2
+ ϕ′′

3 − ϕ′
3

r3
+

64

11
ϕ′′
4 − 64

11

ϕ′
4

r4

)
,

(8)
and

E1v = −4ϕ1 − 3ϕ2 − 6ϕ3 − 12ϕ4 − 4ϕ5. (9)

Here Ω = a30/2 is the bcc equilibrium atomic volume, and
ri is the distance to the ith shell of neighboring atoms.
The quantities ϕ′

i and ϕ′′
i are derivatives of the pair po-

tential evaluated at the equilibrium value of shell distance
ri. We also employ one more equation of constraint,

0 = 2r1fϕ
′
1f + r2fϕ

′
2f + 4r3fϕ

′
3f , (10)

with the condition r1f = 2−1/6 a0. Here rif is the ith-shell
distance in the fcc structure. This constraint ensures the
fcc and bcc equilibrium atomic volumes are (essentially)
the same.2 This equal-volume constraint is motivated by

2 If the pair-potential term in Eq. (1) were the only contribution
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TABLE II. Fitted values of the EAM-model parameters Kn, α, and λ.

Li Na K Rb

K0 −0.0604429775 −0.0531748765 −0.0510733606 −0.0491011717
K1 −0.1221933704 −0.0812858737 −0.1028668895 −0.1179195388
K2 2.0046777475 1.5904450830 1.6053249184 1.6009616092
K3 −6.5477195147 −3.9837761136 −4.6150715295 −4.2471006924
K4 12.4561144802 3.1373244334 6.9063432497 5.1462848297
K5 −16.0838649315 0.9927369331 −6.9093478530 −3.1482335793
K6 12.3511739623 −2.5893584833 4.5956406720 0.9028679099
K7 −4.0181864343 0.9831489102 −1.4398059614 −0.0872715445
α 0.17 0.22 0.20 0.04
λ 0.256504 0.425030 0.531433 0.545806

both experimental measurements [1, 6, 10, 14, 16, 19, 61]
and FPT energy calculations [13, 28, 37, 39, 62–64] of
alkali metals in bcc and close-packed structures, which
indicate negligible differences (≲ 1%) in equilibrium val-
ues of Ω among the various structures. Differing from
the WR approach of exactly matching three zone-edge
frequencies in the determination of the Kn’s, here we
least-squares fit the EAM model [with the constraints of
Eqs. (6)–(10) imposed] to all available experimental vi-
brational frequencies (in a given study) along the three
high-symmetry directions [(100), (110), and (111)] in
the bcc structure. Those experimental data [44–47] are
displayed in Fig. 3. In the least-squares analysis each
phonon branch is given equal weighting, irrespective of
the number of experimental frequencies reported in that
branch. Along with the Kn’s, values for the two remain-
ing parameters α and λ are also determined. Fitted val-
ues of these parameters for each metal are displayed in
Table II. The least-squares-fit dispersion curves are also
displayed in Fig. 3. As is evident there, our EAM calcu-
lated curves match the experimental data quite well.

Compared to the prior WR EAM calculations [40], the
present model does a slightly better job at describing
the bulk vibrational structure of the alkali metals. The
major advantage of the present approach, however, is the
implementation of least-squares fitting, which effects a
more objective determination of the model’s parameters.

In passing, we note our dispersion curves are signifi-
cantly more accurate than those previously calculated for
the alkali metals with most other EAM models [65–73]
and even FPT [13, 28, 71, 72]. On the whole, EAM cal-
culations exhibit no general trend in deviations from ex-
perimental frequencies. Conversely, for Li at least, FPT
calculations tend to overestimate phonon frequencies by
∼ 6%. [13, 28, 71].

to the energy Φ, then this constraint would ensure exact equality
of the fcc and bcc equilibrium atomic volumes. Owing to slight
variations in the embedding energy F (ρ) among the different
structures, the equilibrium volumes are not identical, but they
differ by an insignificant amount (∆Ω/Ω < 0.75% for all four
metals).

III. VIBRATIONS IN CLOSE-PACKED
STRUCTURES

Using our EAMmodel we now investigate vibrations of
Li, Na, K, and Rb arranged in fcc, hcp, and 9R lattices.
Vibrational frequencies for these three structures (as well
as bcc) are found using general equations for an EAM
dynamical matrix [74]. In these calculations the atomic
volume in each cp structure is constrained to equal the
bcc equilibrium atomic volume Ω. We also assume ideal
stacking (c =

√
8/3 a) of the cp planes in the hcp and 9R

structures. In turn, we discuss dispersion relations along
high-symmetry directions, vibrational densities of states
(DOS), and moment Debye temperatures Θm, with par-
ticular emphasis on moment m = 1.

Relevant to the these calculations—and especially the
dispersion-curve plots to follow—in Fig. 4 we illustrate
first Brillouin zones (BZ’s) for the four structures. The
labels we use for the high-symmetry points in the bcc,
fcc, and hcp structures are standard notation. For the
9R structure there does not appear to be a canonical
set of labels. We adopt the detailed scheme of Yorikawa
and Muramatsu [75]. We note the points M and U are
equivalent.

Dispersion curves for Li along high-symmetry direc-
tions in the close-packed structures are illustrated in
Fig. 5. Owing to the similarity of analogous curves
for Na, K, and Rb, the cp dispersion curves for these
three metals are not presented here. Such similarity is
not surprising, given the congruency of bcc dispersion
curves for these metals. The increasing complexity of
the dispersion-curve plots with the progression from fcc
to hcp to 9R is the result of the number of atoms per
unit cell progressing from one to two to three in these
structures.

Vibrational DOS for Li in the four structures are dis-
played in panels (a) and (b) of Fig. 6. These DOS were
calculated by finding vibrational modes and their corre-
sponding frequencies for at least 106 points within the
irreducible section of the first BZ for each structure.
For the bcc structure we also calculate the DOS us-
ing Born-von-Kármán (BvK) force constants that have
been obtained from previous analysis of the experimen-
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FIG. 3. Phonon dispersion curves of Li, Na, K, and Rb in the bcc structure. Circles are from neutron-scattering experiments:
Li [44], Na [45], K [46], and Rb [47]. Solid curves are best-fit curves to our EAM model.
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FIG. 4. First Brillouin zones for bcc, fcc, hcp and 9R structures. The line segments between high-symmetry points indicate
the k-space paths along which dispersion curves in Fig. 5 are plotted.

tal dispersion-curve data shown in Fig. 3 [44–47].

As Fig. 6(b) shows, the major difference between the
bcc and cp-structures DOS is the much larger weight
at lower frequencies in the bcc structure. This low-
frequency enhancement is due to modes associated with
the elastic constant C ′, which manifest along [qq0] as
the lowest-frequency dispersion curve (which comprises
transverse modes polarized in the ⟨110⟩ direction). As
first suggested by Barrett in the initial structural study
of Li [1], entropy associated with these modes primarily

drives the martensitic phase transitions in Li and Na.

In Fig. 6(c) we plot moment Debye temperatures Θm

[76, 77] for Li in all four structures. For reference, these
Debye temperatures are calculated from the vibrational
DOS function g(ω) via

Θm =
ℏ
kB

[
m+ 3

3

∫
dω g(ω)ωm∫
dω g(ω)

]1/m
(11)
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FIG. 5. Phonon dispersion curves of Li in close-packed fcc, hcp, and 9R structures. Here afcc is the fcc lattice constant, and a
is the hcp/9R nearest-neighbor distance. Locations of the high-symmetry BZ points along the top of each panel are indicated
in Fig. 4.

(m = −2,−1, 1, 2, 3, ...) and

Θ0 =
ℏω0

kB
exp

(
1

3
+

∫
dω ln(ω/ω0)g(ω)∫

dω g(ω)

)
(12)

(m = 0). Here ω0 is an arbitrary frequency. The much
lower values of Θm for m = −2, −1, and 0 in the bcc
structure is related to the aforementioned larger DOS at
low frequencies (small ω) for this structure. Conversely,
the close correspondences of Θm for m ≥ 3 derives from
the similar overall structure of g(ω) at larger values of
ω for all four phases. We note that although the BvK
and EAM model calculated Li DOS have significant de-
viations, the moment Debye temperatures differ by only
∼ 1% for all values of m. Similarly good—if not better—

agreement is exhibited by this measure for Na, K, and
Rb.

Because Θ1 is proportional to the zero-point vibra-
tional energy

Uvib(0) =
9

8
kBΘ1, (13)

this particular Debye temperature is especially key with
regard to the phase transitions of Li and Na. We are thus
motivated to compare Θ1 among the different structures
for all four metals; this comparison can be found in Fig. 7.
We observe that Θ1 for the cp structures is consistently
larger than that for the bcc phase for all four metals. On
average, our cp Θ1 values are larger than bcc values by
2.5 ± 0.3%. In terms of zero-point energies, the increase

–6–
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FIG. 6. Li vibrational densities of states (DOS) and moment
Debye temperatures Θm in bcc and close-packed fcc, hcp, and
9R structures. DOS for the bcc structure are obtained using
both experimental BvK force constants and our EAM model.

in Uvib(0) (from bcc to cp phases) is characterized by
energy differences of 1.35± 0.34, 0.35± 0.05, 0.17± 0.03,
and 0.15± 0.03 meV for Li, Na, K, and Rb, respectively.

We have perused the literature for previous investi-
gations that compare bcc and cp alkali-metal vibrations.
We located nine previous studies on Li [13, 26–31, 39, 78],
two on Na [32, 33], one on K [32], but none on Rb. All of
these calculations are pseudopotential (PP) based. For
comparison with our results, we have extracted values for
Θ1 from these studies. Those values are also displayed
in Fig. 7. Aside from the outlying result of Staikov et al.
[29], all calculations—in agreement with ours—exhibit
larger values of Θ1 for the cp structures. We note the
following details for Li. The values of bcc Θ1 from the
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FIG. 7. Values of moment Debye temperature Θ1 for Li, Na,
K, and Rb obtained from theoretical calculations in bcc and
cp structures. EAM refers to present results, BvK refers to Θ1

calculated from BvK force constants (extracted from experi-
mental data), and cp average is an average of cp-structure Θ1

values from the present EAM calculations. Other results have
been obtained from the literature [13, 26–28, 30–33, 39, 78].

more recent calculations (2016 and later) are systemati-
cally larger (by ∼6%) than those from the earlier calcu-
lations, with the earlier values of bcc Θ1 being in much
better agreement with our calculations and with Θ1 de-
rived from BvK force-constant (FC) analysis of experi-
mental data. The difference in Θ1 between cp and bcc
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structures varies rather dramatically among the PP cal-
culations, with the differences ranging from 3.7 K [26]
to 17.8 K [27]. Expressed in terms of ∆Uvib(0), this
difference range is 0.36 meV to 1.72 meV. Clearly, no
consensus exists among the PP calculations with regard
to the increase in zero-point energy for Li. Previous cal-
culations that are most in line with our results are those
of Bajpai et al. [27] for Li and Pynn et al. [32] for Na
and K.

IV. BCC TO CP PHASE TRANSITIONS

As discussed above, previous efforts to understand de-
tails of the martensitic phase transitions in Li and Na fo-
cus on differences in the free energy A(T ) among the bcc
and cp structures. In principle, A(T ) has temperature-
dependent has contributions from both electronic and vi-
brational excitations,

A = Uel + Uvib − T (Sel + Svib). (14)

However, due to the relatively low temperatures in-
volved, several approximations to A(T ) can be profitably
made without the introduction of significant error. First,
the contributions from electronic excitations can be ne-
glected, leaving only the ground-state electronic energy
Uel(0) to contribute to the electronic component of A(T )
[31, 39]. Second, because vibrational anharmonicity is
minimal at the relatively low temperatures of interest,
we can treat the phonon contribution in the harmonic
approximation [28, 30]. Utilizing these two approxima-
tions, the free energy can be expressed as [13, 32, 33, 79]

A(T ) = Uel(0) +Avib(T ) (15)

where

Avib(T ) = Uvib(0)

+

∫
dω g(ω) kBT ln

(
1− e−ℏω/kBT

)
. (16)

We note the integral term in Eq. (16) is the combina-
tion δUvib(T ) − T Svib(T ), where δUvib(T ) = Uvib(T ) −
Uvib(0).
As described above in reference to Fig. 1, cp phases

appear in Li and Na as the temperature descends from
RT. Therefore, ∆A(T ) for the exhibited cp phases be-
comes negative at sufficiently low temperature. We thus
ask, what is the transition temperature T cp

bcc for each of
these phases?

Let’s first consider Li. Several independent experi-
ments imply T fcc

bcc lies within the range 155 K to 180 K
(illustrated by the red band in the Li panel in Fig. 1),
where the martensite transforms back to bcc upon heat-
ing [6–8, 11, 12, 80]. First, just below the transition back
to bcc only the fcc phase of the martensite is still present
[7, 8, 81]. Second, as we see below when considering
∆A(T ), a value of T fcc

bcc within the range 155 K to 180

K implies that fcc is the true ground-state phase of Li.
That is, it has the lowest value of A(0). Such ground-
state identification is consistent with the observation that
cold working transforms a sample initially cooled to 77 K
to the fcc phase [1]. That fcc is the ground state is also
supported by recent x-ray diffraction measurements of
Li, where fcc is the only cp phase observed if the sample
is first pressurized (to 10 GPa), the temperature is subse-
quently lowered to 10 K, and then the pressure is largely
released (to 0.5 GPa for Li6 and 2.5 GPa for Li7) [13]. Fi-
nally, thermal-cycling measurements directly show that
the fcc phase, once formed, is stable down to at least 10
K [81]. We thus conclude T fcc

bcc = 167.5± 12.5 K.

This determination leaves us to deduce T 9R
bcc, the tran-

sition temperature between the bcc and 9R phases. It has
already been suggested that T 9R

bcc is congruent with the
temperature that the martensite first forms upon cooling
[13], which is in the range of 65 K to 85 K [13] (as in-
dicated by the blue band in the Li panel of Fig. 1). We
thus assume T 9R

bcc = 75±10 K. This assignment of T 9R
bcc is

also consistent with a thermal cycling experiment, where
a sample with an already formed and stable fcc fraction is
repeatedly cycled between 10 K and 120 K. This temper-
ature cycling results in reproducible transition back and
forth between bcc and 9R in (minority) non-fcc regions
of the sample, with the transition back to bcc occurring
at ∼90 K, just above the 65 K to 85 K region [81].

The combination of (i) our calculations of Avib(T ) [via
Eq. (16)] and (ii) our identifications of T fcc

bcc and T 9R
bcc en-

ables us to infer ∆A(T ) for both cp phases. In Fig. 8 we
plot ∆A(T ) vs T for the fcc, 9R, and bcc phases. [Note,
trivially ∆A(T ) = 0 for bcc, as all differences are with
respect to this phase.] It is worth keeping in mind that
the ∆A(T ) curve with the smallest value (at any given
T ) represents the thermodynamically stable state. To
re-emphasize, at high temperature this is the bcc phase,
but below T fcc

bcc = 167.5 ± 12.5 K, this is the fcc phase.
Along with the solid curves that represent ∆A(T ) for the
fcc and 9R phases, we indicate uncertainties in ∆A(T )
via the two sets of dotted curves, which are simply the
corresponding ∆A(T ) curves, but (vertically) shifted so
that they intersect the lower and upper limits of the
transition-temperature regions. These curves thence pro-
vide an estimate of uncertainties in ∆A(0) that arise from
the experimental uncertainties in T fcc

bcc and T 9R
bcc. This

analysis yields ∆A(T ) = −1.92±0.23 meV (−0.40±0.13
meV) for fcc (9R) Li.

Using the ∆A(T ) curves in Fig. 8, we can build a
schematic picture of the Li martensitic transitions in T–
∆A(T ) space, also illustrated in Fig. 8. With initial cool-
ing from RT, Li bypasses T fcc

bcc with no change in struc-
ture. Eventually a 9R martensite forms at T 9R

bcc = 75±10
K. There are several theories that describe why bcc Li
is able to directly transforms to 9R, but not fcc [8, 81–
83]. The cp disorder that simultaneously forms [5–10] is
apparently a near-surface effect [81], and so we shall not
consider it further. Upon further cooling (to at least 4
K [4]), the 9R phases persists. Upon heating, hysteresis
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FIG. 8. Helmholtz free-energy differences ∆A(T ) (with respect to the bcc phase) vs temperature T for Li and Na. Dashed
arrows schematically illustrate the observed sequence of structural phases when starting at high temperatures and finally ending
at the transition back to the pure bcc phase. (Although not indicated with the arrows, in both systems some fraction remains
in the bcc phase at all temperatures.) The blue and red bands—which indicate the temperature ranges over which the indicated
transitions are experimentally observed—correspond to the same bands in Fig. 1. The dotted curves illustrate uncertainties in
∆A(0) that arise from the ranges of experimentally observed transition temperatures.

TABLE III. Zero temperature energy differences ∆A(0), ∆Uvib(0), and ∆Uel(0) [∆A(0) = ∆Uvib(0) + ∆Uel(0)] for Li, Na,
K, and Rb. All energies are with respect to the bcc phase. Reported uncertainties derive from experimental uncertainties
(represented by the widths of the blue and red bands in Figs. 1 and 8) in transition temperatures (see text for detail).

fcc− bcc hcp− bcc 9R− bcc
(T = 0) (meV) (meV) (meV)

Li ∆A −1.92± 0.23 > 0 −0.40± 0.13
∆Uvib 1.68 0.99 1.40
∆Uel −3.60± 0.23 > −0.99 −1.80± 0.13

Na ∆A > 0 −0.36± 0.13 −0.12± 0.04
∆Uvib 0.30 0.33 0.41
∆Uel > −0.30 −0.69± 0.13 −0.53± 0.04

K ∆A > 0 > 0 > 0
∆Uvib 0.17 0.15 0.21
∆Uel > −0.17 > −0.15 > −0.21

Rb ∆A > 0 > 0 > 0
∆Uvib 0.16 0.12 0.16
∆Uel > −0.16 > −0.12 > −0.16

becomes apparent: near 75 K an fcc component emerges
from the 9R fraction [7, 8, 84]. The fcc phase becomes
(almost) entirely dominant by ∼130 K. If the sample is
cooled from this point, then the fcc phase remains sta-
ble (to at least 10 K) [81]. As just mentioned, cycling
between 10 K and 120 K induces any remaining non-fcc
martensite to transform between 9R and bcc. Finally, if
the sample is warmed to T fcc

bcc = 167.5 ± 12.5 K, then it
completely reverts back to bcc [6–8, 11, 12, 80].

We now turn our attention to transition temperatures
T cp
bcc for Na. Similar to Li, the low temperature marten-

site primarily consists of two phases, in this case 9R and

hcp [10, 18, 19]. Also similar to Li, only one of these
phases—hcp in the case of Na—is present before final
transformation back to bcc (upon heating) [18, 19]. For
Na this occurs between 50 K and 80 K (illustrated by the
red band in the Na panel in Fig. 1) [16, 18–20, 23]. In
analogy with T fcc

bcc for the parallel fcc-bcc transition in Li,

we identify T hcp
bcc = 65 ± 15 K. This identification leaves

T 9R
bcc to be assigned to the lower transition-temperature

range of 30 K to 40 K, where the martensite first ap-
pears upon cooling (illustrated by the blue band in the
Na panel in Fig. 1) [16–23]. Hence, for Na T 9R

bcc = 35± 5
K.
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Using these T cp
bcc assignments in conjunction with our

∆Avib(T ) calculations we find ∆A(0) = −0.36 ± 0.13
meV (−0.12 ± 0.04 meV) for hcp (9R) Na. We note
the difference between these two energy differences is less
than 0.2 meV.

A T–∆A(T ) schematic of the Na transitions is shown
in Fig. 8. This picture is similar to that for Li, but there
are key differences. Upon cooling, the higher transition

temperature (T hcp
bcc for Na) is bypassed with no structural

transformation (as is the case with Li), but eventually
the martensite is formed at T 9R

bcc = 35 ± 5 K [16–23]. In
contrast to Li, both cp phases initially appear. These
phases persist to at least 10 K [18, 20, 23]. Upon subse-
quent heating, the return to bcc also differs from Li: in
Li a predominant fraction of the 9R phase converts to the
more stable fcc structure, but in Na the 9R phase simply
converts back to bcc. This conversion happens close to
the 30 K to 40 K range [18, 19], which is consistent with
our above identification T 9R

bcc = 35 ± 5 K. Upon further

heating, the hcp fraction reverts to bcc at T hcp
bcc = 65±15

K.
So what is ∆Uel(0) for the relevant phases of Li and

Na? We calculate values for ∆Uel(0) using the ∆A(0)
values just described and ∆Uvib(0) values obtained from
our EAM theory: ∆Uel(0) = ∆A(0)−∆Uvib(0). We find
∆Uel(T ) = −3.60± 0.23 meV (−1.82± 0.13 meV) for fcc
(9R) Li. Similarly, ∆Uel(T ) = −0.69±0.13 meV (−0.53±
0.04 meV) for hcp (9R) Na. In Table III we summarize all
T = 0 energy differences [∆A(0), ∆Uvib(0), and ∆Uel(0)]
for not only Li and Na, but also for K and Rb (see the
discussion below).

Curiously, the hcp phase is not observed in the Li
martensite [10]. Similarly, Na does not exhibit the fcc
structure [18]. Given that hcp is observed in Na and
fcc is observed in Li, the simplest explanation for the
absent phases is that they are not thermodynamically
stable with respect to any of the observed phases. From
this ansatz it follows ∆A(0) > 0 for these two phases,
as we have indicated in Table III. Using our calculated
values of ∆Uvib(0), we thence put limits on ∆Uel(0):
∆Uel(0) > −0.99 meV for Li in the hcp configuration
and ∆Uel(0) > −0.30 meV for fcc Na. We note that be-
cause ∆Uvib(0) is positive, it is certainly possible that
∆Uel(0) is negative for these two absent cp phases, as is
the case for the other cp structures.

What about K and Rb? Insofar as no phases transi-
tions have been observed in these materials, we are also
only able to put limits on ∆A(0) and ∆Uel(0) for these
metals. As with hcp Li and fcc Na, for K and Rb we
assume ∆A(0) > 0 for all three cp phases studied here,
which results in the limits on ∆Uel(0) shown in Table
III. Again, it is possible that ∆Uel(0) is negative for the
cp phases in K and Rb, but, if so, the the magnitude of
∆Uel(0) must be quite small, on the order of 0.2 meV or
less.

It is worth considering how our results for ∆Uel(0)
compare to results from FPT. To this end, in Fig. 9
we plot values of ∆Uel(0) from the literature [13, 28–
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FIG. 9. Literature values of electronic energy difference
∆Uel(0) = Ucp(0)− Ubcc(0) for Li, Na, K, and Rb from first-
principles-theory (FPT) calculations published since 1980.
Abbreviations AE and PP refer to all-electron and pseudopo-
tential calculations, respectively. Horizontal lines correspond
to ∆Uel(0) values (or lower limits) given in Table III, with
long-dashed green, dotted red, and short-dashed violet lines
corresponding to fcc, hcp, and 9R, respectively.

31, 35, 37–39, 62, 71, 73, 78, 85–106]. We include only
post-1980 values, as by this time the local-density ap-
proximation (LDA) [107] was established as the preferred
method to describe exchange and correlation (XC) in
FPT. All of the displayed results use either the LDA,
or the more recent generalized-gradient approximation
[108] (PBE GGA or GGAsol, typically) for XC. Results
from the literature that clearly appear to be outliers with
respect to the predominant majority of results (such as
∆Uel(0) ≈ −11 meV for fcc Li [36]) are not included. In
each of the panels we also plot (as the horizontal lines)
values (or lower limits) of ∆Uel(0) from Table III. We
now discuss each metal in turn.

Our ∆Uel(0) results for Li exhibit mixed agreement
with the collection of FPT values. First, ∆U9R

el (0) =
−1.80 ± 0.13 (short-dashed violet dashed line in Fig. 9)
is quite close to the majority of FPT values for the 9R
phase, which fall within the range −1.1 meV to −2.0
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meV. Agreement for the fcc phase, however, is less satis-
fying overall. Our result ∆U fcc

el (0) = −3.60± 0.23 (green
dashed line), while in good agreement with the early
AE calculations (which range from −2.9 meV to −4.2
meV), is rather much larger in magnitude than PP re-
sults (which range from −0.1 meV to −2.6 meV). The
FPT results for the hcp phase do, however, lend support
to our above supposition that this phase is thermody-
namically unstable at all temperatures. Notice that on

average ∆Uhcp
el (0) values from FPT are above those for

the fcc phase, and—more importantly—many of these
values lie above our lower limit of −0.99 meV (red dashed
line) for the hcp phase to be unstable.

The discrepancy between our result ∆U fcc
el (0) =

−3.60 ± 0.23 and FPT PP values (between −0.1 meV
and −2.6 meV) might arise from several factors. First,
while it is certainly possible that PP FPT exhibits a
systematic error that underestimates the magnitude of
∆U fcc

el (0), we have no way of investigating this possibil-
ity; we shall thus let this possibility lie dormant. What
potential systematic issues with our calculations might
account for the discrepancy? As we noted above in dis-
cussion of Fig. 6(a), our EAM DOS and the BvK FC
DOS for bcc Li show appreciable differences. We have
thus calculated values of ∆Uel(0) using the BvK FC DOS
as a baseline for differences with the cp structures. We
thence find ∆U fcc

el (0) = −3.1 meV. While ∆U fcc
el (0) has

shifted towards the FPT values, the agreement can only
be regarded as marginally improved. It is also possi-
ble that vibrational frequencies for our cp structures are
systematically off by some small factor: as is obvious in
Fig. 7, our calculated values of ∆Uvib(0) [= (9/8)kB∆Θ1]
for Li are close to the upper range of all calculated val-
ues. We have thus investigated the consequence of mul-
tiplying the frequencies of the cp structures by a fac-
tor slightly less than unity. For example, if we multi-
ply the frequencies by 0.975 (a 2.5% reduction), then we
find ∆U fcc

el (0) = −2.2 meV, which can certainly be re-
garded as satisfactory agreement. In this case we also

obtain ∆U9R
el (0) = −0.8 meV and ∆Uhcp

el (0) > −0.04
meV, which are also not unreasonable values in compar-
ison with FPT. Lastly, it is not impossible that T fcc

bcc is
somewhat lower than the temperature 167.5± 12.5 K we
identify above as equal to T fcc

bcc. Given that upon cooling
the bcc phase does not directly convert to fcc, it may also
be that case that fcc does not convert back to bcc until

the temperature is somewhat above the thermodynamic
transition temperature T fcc

bcc. If T
fcc
bcc is indeed lower than

167.5 ± 12.5 K, then ∆U fcc
el (0) = −3.60 ± 0.23 can only

be considered a lower limit, with the actual value being
somewhat closer to the FPT PP values.

What about Na? As is evident in Fig. 9, agreement
between our values for ∆Uel and values from FPT can be
regarded as satisfactory. Our results ∆U9R

el (0) = −0.53±
0.04 and ∆Uhcp

el (0) = −0.69± 0.13 both have magnitude
less than 1 meV, as do most of the FPT values. Given
the ∼2 meV scatter in FPT values, a more elaborate
comparison is not really possible, however.

A comparison of our results for K and Rb with FPT
calculations is also quite satisfactory, in that most FPT
values for ∆Uel(0) are above our lower limits for this
quantity. As with Na, it is disappointing that FPT values
vary by as much as they do, which precludes more precise
comparison.

V. SUMMARY

Using an EAM model specifically designed to accu-
rately describe vibrations in bcc alkali metals, we have
studied the vibrational structure of Li, Na, K, and Rb
in not only the bcc configuration, but also in the close-
packed (cp) fcc, hcp, and 9R structures. Specifically, for
all four phases we have calculated (i) dispersion curves
along high-symmetry directions, (ii) vibrational densities
of states, (iii) moment Debye temperatures, and (iv) the
vibrational contribution Avib(T ) to the Helmholtz energy
A(T ).
Li and Na each undergo martensitic phase transi-

tions from bcc to a combination of cp phases (predom-
inantly fcc and 9R for Li and hcp and 9R for Na) at
low temperatures. Relevant to the phase transitions
are three zero-temperature energies associated with each
phase: the zero-point vibrational energy Uvib(0), the
electronic ground-state energy Uel(0), and the Helmholtz
energy A(0) = Uvib(0) + Uel(0). In conjunction with
phase-transition temperatures identified from experimen-
tal work on Li and Na, our results for Avib(T ) allow us to
deduce differences in Uvib(0), Uel(0), and A(0) between
the bcc and relevant cp phases. For K and Rb—which
do not undergo any phase transitions from bcc—we are
able to infer lower bounds on differences in Uel(0).
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