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The prediction of superconductivity above 200 K in CaH6 revolutionized research on hydrogen-
rich superconductors, and subsequent experiments have verified this prediction, while unidentified
peaks in XRD and the decrease in superconducting temperature upon decompression indicate that
unresolved issues remain. In this work, we combine theory and experiment to construct an accurate
temperature–pressure phase diagram of the Ca–H system and identify the stability ranges of the
candidate superconducting phases by considering anharmonic effects. Our results demonstrate that
type-I clathrate Ca8H46−δ structures become thermodynamically stable at 0 K when anharmonic
effects are considered. Notably, we found that the previously predicted CaH6 phase achieves stability
above 500 K, underscoring the significant role of temperature and anharmonic effects in stabilizing
this intriguing high-pressure phase. Experimentally, we have successfully synthesized Ca8H46−δ

phases at low temperatures, thereby validating our theoretical predictions. Our findings offer insights
into the structure and superconducting mechanisms of hydrides.

1. INTRODUCTION

High-temperature superconductivity has attracted
great attention in the field of condensed matter
physics[1–4]. Since Ashcroft proposed that metallic hy-
drides could serve as potential high-temperature super-
conductors in 2004, hydride-based systems has expanded
rapidly[5]. Although early theoretical calculations pre-
dicted superconducting critical temperatures (Tc) of up
to ∼ 100 K in systems such as SiH, SnH, and PH, these
predictions remained unverified experimentally[6–11]. It
was not until 2012 that CaH6 was predicted to exhibit su-
perconductivity as high as 215 K under high pressure[12],
reigniting interest in hydrogen-rich compounds, and sub-
sequently guiding theoretical and experimental discover-
ies of record-breaking superconducting materials such as
H3S, LaH10, and YH9[13–22], with the recent successful
synthesis of the first room-temperature superconductor,
LaSc2H24[23, 24], in particular, making hydrogen-rich su-
perconductors a major focus of current superconductivity
research.

However, the experimental realization of CaH6 has not
been straightforward. Early attempts at synthesis using
H2 as the hydrogen source produced only low-hydride
phases[25, 26]. It was not until a decade later, with the
introduction of ammonia borane (NH3BH3), that CaH6

was successfully synthesized[27, 28]. X-ray diffraction
(XRD) confirmed its structure to be consistent with the-
oretical predictions, and Tc as high as 215 K was ob-
served. Yet, additional unidentified diffraction peaks

were also detected in the XRD patterns. Moreover, al-
though theory predicts that the Tc should increase dur-
ing decompression, the experiment instead shows that it
stays nearly constant from 200 to 165 GPa and then de-
creases sharply below 165 GPa. These results suggest
that the phase landscape of the Ca–H system may be
more complex than previously anticipated.
Recently, more refined structural predictions have re-

vealed a new cubic phase, Ca8H46[29, 30], which adopts
the type-I clathrate structure initially synthesized in
Ba8Si46[31]. With the inclusion of Ca8H46 in the Ca–H
phase diagram, this phase becomes thermodynamically
stable, whereas CaH6 becomes metastable. The calcu-
lated Tc is also close to the experimental results. More-
over, hydrogen vacancy structures (such as Ca8H45 and
Ca8H44) lead to structural distortions and a signifi-
cant reduction in Tc, consistent with the experimentally
observed trend of Tc suppression upon decompression.
These observations imply that Ca8H46−δ may also be
present among the synthesized phases. Therefore, de-
termining the temperature–pressure stability ranges of
these candidate superconducting phases is a great topic.
We employed machine learning potential based large-

scale calculations to construct a temperature–pressure
phase diagram of the Ca–H system that includes anhar-
monic effects, and identified the stability regions of po-
tentially superconducting phases. Further experimental
studies also discover the predicted structures Ca8H46−δ

by tuning the laser heating temperature. The results
show that Ca8H46−δ is thermodynamically stable at
0 K, while CaH6 becomes stable at high temperatures
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(∼ 500 K). A reduction in hydrogen content signifi-
cantly suppresses superconductivity in both CaH6−δ and
Ca8H46−δ, which accounts for the observed decrease of
Tc upon decompression. Guided by theoretical predic-
tions, we successfully synthesized Ca8H46−δ at 167 GPa
under low-temperature conditions. This work not only
clarifies the structural origin of superconductivity un-
der different experimental conditions, but also highlights
the critical role of lattice anharmonicity in hydrogen-rich
superconductors. The established framework provides a
consistent explanation for the experimental observations
in the Ca–H system and offers theoretical guidance for
the future design of stable high-Tc hydride materials.

2. RESULTS

Harmonic Temperature–Pressure Phase Diagram
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FIG. 1. (a) Formation enthalpy of Ca–H compounds at
130-200 GPa relative to CaH4 and H2, calculated at the
harmonic level. Solid symbols represent
thermodynamically stable phases, while open symbols
denote metastable ones. (b) Gibbs free energy difference
between Ca8H48 and Ca8H46 + H2 as a function of
temperature, calculated at the harmonic level.

To compute the temperature–pressure phase diagram
of the Ca–H system, we first performed an comprehensive
machine-learning accelerated structure search for Ca8Hx

(32 ≤ x ≤ 48) at 130 GPa and constructed the 0 K har-
monic phase diagram in the 130–200 GPa range. Con-
sistent with previous findings[29, 30], Ca8H44, Ca8H45,

and Ca8H46 become sequentially the most thermodynam-
ically stable phases as pressure increases, culminating in
the stabilization of Ca8H46 above 180 GPa. In contrast,
CaH6 remains metastable throughout, with an energy
above the convex hull (Ehull) of 20–26 meV/atom, which
decreases with increasing pressure (Table S1).
Given hydrogen’s high vibrational frequencies, zero-

point energy (ZPE) corrections are critical for accurately
assessing hydride stability. To this end, phonon calcu-
lations were carried out for the candidate Ca–H struc-
tures. These calculations revealed that Ca8H46 is dy-
namically stable only above 200 GPa, which is stricter
than previously reported[29, 30], possibly due to the use
of more stringent computational parameters (Supplemen-
tary Section 3).
Therefore, ZPE corrections were applied only at 200

GPa. At this pressure, the energy of CaH6 drops to
just 7 meV/atom above the convex hull at 0 K. To fur-
ther evaluate its finite-temperature stability, we calcu-
lated the Gibbs free energies, which show that CaH6 be-
comes thermodynamically stable at temperatures above
roughly 1900 K. However, this estimate is based on solid
H2 as the reference state, while H2 is liquid above 800 K
at 200 GPa. Consequently, the actual stability tempera-
ture of CaH6 is likely even higher, and may exceed the ex-
perimental synthesis temperature (∼2000 K). These find-
ings highlight the limitations of harmonic approximations
in explaining CaH6 formation under experimental condi-
tions. To gain a more comprehensive understanding of
phase stability and transition features in the Ca–H sys-
tem, we further include anharmonic effects in our study.

Anharmonic Temperature–Pressure Phase Diagram

We performed anharmonic free energy calculations
on key structures Ca8H44−48 from the harmonic
phase diagram using our previously developed SS-
CHA–ACNN method[32], which combines the stochas-
tic self-consistent harmonic approximation (SSCHA)[33–
35] with an attention-based neural network potential
(ACNN)[36]. This approach significantly reduces compu-
tational cost, enabling anharmonic calculations for com-
plex, multi-atom structures (see Supplementary Section
4 for details).
Including anharmonic effects has a noticeable impact

on the predicted phase stability. Ca8H44–46 all lie on
the convex hull from 130 to 200 GPa, with Ca8H46 con-
sistently having the lowest enthalpy(Fig. 2). The dy-
namical stability of Ca8H46 extends down to 130 GPa,
well below the 200 GPa threshold predicted by harmonic
calculations(Fig. S5). Meanwhile, CaH6, though still
slightly metastable, lies only 7–9 meV/atom above the
hull, comparable to that obtained with harmonic ZPE
(Table S1). Its thermodynamic stabilization temperature
drops sharply to ∼400 K. These results indicate the for-
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FIG. 2. (a) Formation enthalpy of Ca–H compounds at
130-200 GPa relative to CaH4 and H2, calculated at the
anharmonic level. Solid symbols represent
thermodynamically stable phases, while open symbols
denote metastable ones. (b) Gibbs free energy difference
between Ca8H48 and Ca8H46 + H2 as a function of
temperature, calculated at the anharmonic level.

mation of CaH6 under high-temperature synthesis con-
ditions and suggest that Ca8H46 is the stable feature at
low temperatures. Motivated by this, we performed tar-
geted synthesis experiments under different temperature
conditions.

Experiment

To investigate these predictions, we performed two
high-pressure synthesis experiments using Ca and
BH3NH3 in laser-heated DACs at 165–167 GPa. The
first sample was heated to approximately 2000 K under a
pressure of about 166 GPa, and a superconducting transi-
tion was observed at around 215 K (Fig. S9), consistent
with the reported superconducting transition tempera-
ture (Tc) of CaH6[28], thereby confirming its successful
synthesis.

The second sample was then heated to a lower tem-
perature under a similar pressure ( 164 GPa). Due to
the weak blackbody radiation at this temperature, the
emission spectrum could not be detected, and the heat-
ing temperature could not be estimated. Synchrotron
XRD confirmed a cubic clathrate with a Ca8H46-type
framework(Fig 3). The refined lattice parameter was
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FIG. 3. Synchrotron XRD of Ca8H46 collected at
167 GPa. The upper panel shows the 2D diffraction
image (“cake”), while the lower panel presents the
integrated diffraction pattern. Red circles are the
observed XRD data, the blue line is the Rietveld
refinement profile of Ca8H46, and the black line
represents the difference between the observed and
calculated intensities. Green ticks mark the Bragg peak
positions of the Pm3̄n–Ca4H23 phase. Peaks labeled
“Pt” originate from the platinum gasket.

a = 5.447 Å, with a unit cell volume of 161.61 Å3.
The unit cell volume is smaller than that of calculated
Ca8H46. The EOS comparison shows it is close to
Ca8H44 (Fig. S10). Meanwhile, due to the nearly iden-
tical calculated XRD patterns of Ca8H44−46 (Fig. S11),
the synthesized phase is identified as a hydrogen-deficient
Ca8H46− δ composition. These results directly validate
the phase stability trends predicted by our anharmonic
calculations and support the revised superconducting
phase diagram of the Ca–H system.

Superconductivity

To further understand superconducting behavior, we
examined the structural and electronic properties of
Ca8H42–48 compositions. Structure predictions reveal
that most compositions within this range can stabi-
lize in two distinct hydrogen cages, CaH6-type and
Ca8H46-type, denoted as CaH6−δ and Ca8H46−δ, respec-
tively. The only exception is Ca8H48 (CaH6), where ex-
cess hydrogen suppresses formation of the Ca8H46-type
clathrate structure, and can only stabilize the CaH6-
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FIG. 4. Pressure dependence of Tc in Ca–H
Superhydrides. The figure presents calculated
anharmonic Tc for CaH6 and Ca8H44−46 in two
structural types: Ca8H46−δ and CaH6−δ. For each type,
multiple space group structures were considered.
Hollow symbols and dashed lines represent individual
calculations, while solid symbols and solid lines indicate
their averages. Shaded regions denote the estimated
error range. Experimental data from Ma et al. [28] and
Li et al. [27] are shown as black squares and a purple
triangle, respectively.

type cage. All compositions favor the Ca8H46-type cage
energetically, except for Ca8H48(CaH6)(Table S4). No-
tably, as the hydrogen content increases, the energy of
the CaH6-type framework gradually decreases, narrow-
ing the energetic gap between the two distinct hydrogen
cages.

We selected representative low-enthalpy structures de-
rived from these two cage types and systematically an-
alyzed their electronic density of states (see Supplemen-
tary Section 6). The results show that while cage geom-
etry and structural symmetry affect the electronic struc-
ture, stoichiometry plays the dominant role. As hydrogen
content decreases, the density of states at the Fermi level
(N(EF)) gradually drops for both CaH6−δ and Ca8H46−δ

(Fig. S8). Some structures of Ca8H44 may even become
insulating and require compression to regain metallicity
under low pressure. Notably, Ca8H48 (CaH6) shows a
lowerN(EF) than Ca8H46 despite having more hydrogen,
while the fully occupied Pm3̄n–Ca8H46 structure exhibits
the highest N(EF) (Fig. S8).

Due to computational limitations, anharmonic super-
conductivity calculations were performed only for the sta-
ble phases at each composition (Table S8). The results
show a consistent trend across compositions: structural

symmetry remains unchanged, lattice volume slightly
expands, the frequency range of hydrogen-related op-
tical phonons becomes significantly compressed, and
some phonon modes that strongly contribute to elec-
tron–phonon coupling (EPC) are weakened, leading to
a consequent decrease in the Tc (Fig. S15-S16).

Guided by this trend, we performed harmonic calcula-
tions on representative Ca8H46−δ and CaH6−δ cages and
applied scaling corrections to estimate Tc (see Supple-
mentary Section 7 for details). The results show that
CaH6 exhibits the highest predicted Tc, closely matching
experimental observations under high-temperature and
high-pressure synthesis (Fig. 4). The Tc of Pm3̄n–Ca8H46

is lower than that of CaH6, with the difference increasing
to approximately 30 K as pressure increases, which differs
from previous reports at harmonic level[30]. The conver-
gence tests of superconducting parameters are shown in
Supplementary Material 3. Ca8H46 with a CaH6-type
clathrate structure exhibits an even lower Tc. The de-
viation from the trend observed in N(EF) may be at-
tributed to the high phonon frequencies and strong elec-
tron–phonon coupling in CaH6, further supporting it as
the origin of the high-Tc superconducting phase reported
in earlier experiments.

Meanwhile, a consistent trend: CaH6 > Ca8H46 >
Ca8H45 > Ca8H44, is observed in both Ca8H46−δ and
CaH6−δ cages, at both harmonic and anharmonic lev-
els. This progression explains the rapid suppression of
superconductivity observed experimentally upon decom-
pression.

3. DISCUSSION

Our work clarifies the stability ranges of all potentially
superconducting phases in the Ca–H system across pres-
sure and temperature. We identify Ca8H46−δ as the ther-
modynamically stable phase at low temperatures, while
CaH6−δ becomes accessible at high temperatures (∼ 500
K). The observed decrease in Tc upon decompression is
primarily attributed to a reduction in hydrogen content.
Guided by theory, we successfully synthesized high-Tc

CaH6 under high-pressure and high-temperature condi-
tions by tuning the laser heating temperature, and ob-
tained low-Tc Ca8H46−δ at lower temperatures. Our find-
ings clearly explain the experimentally observed emer-
gence of high-Tc and low-Tc phases and their tempera-
ture and pressure dependence. Moreover, highlight the
critical role of temperature and anharmonic effects in sta-
bilizing high-pressure superconducting phases.
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