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Atomic-scale calculations indicate that both stress effects and chemical binding contribute to the
redistribution of solute in the presence of vacancy clusters in magnesium alloys. As the size of the
vacancy cluster increases, chemical binding becomes more important relative to stress. By affecting
the diffusivity of vacancies and vacancy clusters, solute atoms facilitate clustering and stabilize the
resulting vacancy clusters, increasing their potential to promote solute segregation and to serve as
heterogeneous nucleation sites during precipitation. Experimental observation of solute segregation
in simultaneously deformed and aged Mg-Al alloys provides support for this mechanism.
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Vacancies are crystal lattice defects that occur spon-
taneously in equilibrium at finite temperatures, the pop-
ulations of which can be substantially enhanced through
fast quenching, irradiation, or severe plastic deforma-
tion (SPD) [1]. They play particularly important roles
in the intermetallic precipitation process in metallic al-
loys. Their role in accelerating the kinetics of precipi-
tation through vacancy-enhanced diffusion is well recog-
nized [2, 3] and is exploited to control the precipitation
process [4–6].

On the other hand, the thermodynamic roles vacancies
play in the nucleation of precipitates have not drawn sig-
nificant attention. As early as the 1970s [7], it was pro-
posed that vacancies may also form clusters that serve
as heterogeneous nucleation sites for precipitation, like
the well-established role played by dislocations. However,
this has not been demonstrated convincingly since direct
imaging of vacancy clusters remains challenging. One
of the counter-arguments is the relative short lifetime of
single vacancies. Militzer et al. [8] presented a model to
account for the thermodynamic effects of deformation-
induced single vacancies on precipitate nucleation. Ac-
cording to their calculation, the lifetimes of single vacan-
cies are not likely to be long enough for them to play a
major role thermodynamically. This, however, neglects
the fact that single vacancies can aggregate into vacancies
clusters that have longer lifetimes. Experimental meth-
ods like positron annihilation spectroscopy (PAS) have
provided indirect evidence of the existence of clusters
of several dozen vacancies [9–11]. Vacancy clustering in
Al was also demonstrated in some computational stud-
ies [12, 13]. Some recent studies also provide evidence
of solute segregation near vacancies and vacancy clusters
in Al alloys [5, 14]. These solute segregation can signifi-
cantly reduce the barrier to intermetallic nucleation.

We are interested in investigating the interactions be-
tween solute atoms and vacancy clusters in Mg alloys be-
cause Mg is a lightweight material with great potential

and increasing interest. Recent experiments have demon-
strated that the precipitate density and morphology in
Mg alloys can be significantly improved by deformation
processing [15–18], which could be attributed to the ex-
cess vacancies generated during SPD, as demonstrated
computationally [19, 20]. During traditional process-
ing, vacancies in Mg can diffuse to sinks rapidly because
basal dislocations are typically distributed uniformly, as
compared to the cellular dislocation sub-structures in
Al [11, 21]. However, experimental evidence exists that
SPD could also create cellular sub-structure in Mg alloys
which could allow vacancies to segregate into clusters, as
seen in Al alloys [22, 23].

In this study, we use computer simulation to demon-
strate solute segregation due to small vacancy clusters in
Mg alloys, analyze its underlying mechanism, and exam-
ine the stability of vacancy clusters in solid solutions. To
validate this hypothesis, we perform equal channel an-
gular extrusion (ECAE) processing on the Mg-Al binary
alloy to generate a high density of vacancies and vacancy
clusters. ECAE is performed at a typical aging tempera-
ture to allow co-evolution of solutes and vacancies. The
solute segregation in the simultaneously deformed and
aged samples characterized using 3D atom probe tomog-
raphy (APT) are used to provide essential support for
the mechanism of vacancy clusters induced solute segre-
gation.

Molecular dynamics (MD) and Monte Carlo (MC)
simulations were performed using the LAMMPS pack-
age [24]. Three Mg-X binary alloy systems (X=Al, Y,
Zn) were modeled using the MEAM potentials [25–27],
which were used in our previous studies [19, 20, 28, 29].
We chose these three binary systems because of the
widespread use of these elements in alloying Mg for com-
mercial use. The contrast between these three solutes
also offer great benefits for comparative studies. We
additionally deployed density functional theory (DFT)
calculations to validate the accuracy of the predictions
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FIG. 1. Solute concentration as a function of the distance from the center of a vacancy cluster at 450K. Vacancy clusters are a
(a) 5-mer, (b) 13-mer, or (c) 57-mer. Mg-5X represents a binary Mg-X solid solution with 5 at.% solute. Error bars represent
standard errors, and lines are guides to the eye. Insets: contours of the radial profile of solute concentration for (a) Mg-5Al
near a 5-mer, (a) Mg-5Zn near a 13-mer, and (c) Mg-5Y near a 57-mer. The results are calculated using MEAM potentials
with zero external pressure. Insets are snapshots of the vacancy clusters.

made with these MEAM potentials. The DFT calcula-
tions were performed using the VASP package [30, 31]
(See supplementary materials for computation and ex-
periment details).

Experiments were performed on Mg-Al alloys. To
start with a precipitate-free and well-controlled mate-
rial, an as-cast binary Mg-9wt.%Al ingot was subjected
to solution-treatment at 450°C for 24 hours with a pro-
tective argon gas flow, followed by quenching in ice water
to avoid precipitation. Rectangular-shaped billets with
a size of 6.35×6.35×19 mm3 were cut from the center of
the solution-treated sheet for ECAE processing. The cut
samples were subjected to the one-pass ECAE at 150°C
with an extrusion rate of 0.15 mm/min and a backpres-
sure of 0.45 MPa. Needle-shaped samples were then ob-
tained from ECAE’ed samples for APT mapping.

Using the hybrid MC/MD simulations, the equilibrium
solute distributions near vacancy clusters are shown in
Fig. 1 for Mg-Al, Mg-Y, and Mg-Zn systems at 450K,
which is the typical processing temperature for Mg al-
loys. The vacancy clusters consist of either 5, 13, or
57 vacancies, termed 5-mer, 13-mer, and 57-mer, respec-
tively. If spherical, they have radii of about 3, 4, and 7
Å, respectively.

Near 5-mer and 13-mer (Fig. 1(a)(b)), solute segrega-
tion is observed for all three alloys, and it is the most
significant in Mg-Al. The Mg-Zn system shows a non-
monotonic solute concentration change, which will be
discussed later. Near a larger vacancy cluster, 57-mer
(Fig. 1(c)), the segregation becomes more significant for
Mg-Al and Mg-Zn. However, solute depletion occurs in
Mg-Y.

Vacancy and vacancy clusters generate stress fields
that lead to solute redistribution due to the reduction
of the strain energy. On the other hand, different chemi-
cal binding tendency between solute and vacancies could
also significantly contribute to solute redistribution. In
the following, we assess the relative importance of these
two mechanisms.

To evaluate the significance of the strain energy effect,
we first calculated the hydrostatic pressure near a va-
cancy cluster as shown in Fig. 2(a). A hydrostatic tension
field arises even when no external hydrostatic pressure is
applied. With increasing vacancy cluster size, the ten-
sion first increases then decreases. This tension field, as
well as a “shoulder” in the profile, has also been exper-
imentally observed in colloidal systems [32]. It is worth
noting that linear isotropic elastic theory predicts that
the hydrostatic pressure near a void is identical to the
applied hydrostatic pressure [33], and nonlinear elastic-
ity is needed to capture this hydrostatic pressure [32].

TABLE I. Relative atomic size change, ∆v/v, of three differ-
ent solute atoms in Mg matrix.

Solute MEAM DFT EXP
Al −0.30 −0.39 −0.358
Y 0.24 0.44 N/A
Zn −0.32 −0.53 −0.488

A hydrostatic tension field should favor solute atoms
larger than the Mg solvent atoms. We calculated the so-
lute atom size in the Mg matrix, ∆v/v, where ∆v is the
volume size change due to one substitutional solute atom,
and v is the average atomic volume in a pure Mg crystal.
The MEAM and DFT calculation results are summarized
in Table I, as well as the experimental measurements [34].
The MEAM and DFT predictions are consistent and in
good agreement with available experimental data. The
atom sizes in descending order is Y>Mg>Al>Zn, in the
Mg matrix. Therefore, reductions in elastic strain en-
ergy will drive Al and Zn depletion and Y segregation
near vacancy clusters. However, only the Y segregation
near 5-mer and 13-mer in Fig. 1 follows this prediction,
suggesting that the other mechanism, chemical binding,
are also important in determining the solute distribution.

We calculated the solute-vacancy binding energy at 0K
using the MEAM potentials, as shown in Fig. 2(b), where
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FIG. 2. Results calculated using MEAM potentials. (a) Local hydrostatic pressure as a function of the distance from the center
of a vacancy cluster in pure Mg at 450K with zero external pressure. Vacancy clusters are 5-mer, 9-mer, 13-mer, or 57-mer.
Error bars represent standard errors, and lines are guide to the eye. Inset: enlarged area showing the “shoulder” of the pressure
profile. (b) Solute-vacancy binding energy as a function of the solute-vacancy pair distance. Different data points represent
solute atom at different nearest neighbor (NN) and second nearest neighbor (2NN) sites. There are 2 unique NN sites and 6
unique 2NN sites. Numbers below the symbols represent the number of their equivalent sites. The distance is calculated using
a hexagonal lattice with lattice constants a = 3.2Å and c = 5.1Å. Open circles represent that solute and vacancy are on the
same basal plane, and solid circles represent that solute and vacancy are on different basal planes. Lines are guide to the eye.
(c) Surface energies at 0K as a function of solute concentration for Mg-Al, Mg-Y, and Mg-Zn systems. Lines are linear fits.

positive values represent attraction. Based on Fig. 2(b),
a vacancy has an attractive binding with an Al solute
atom at most of the NN and 2NN sites, which is the
complete opposite for a Y solute atom. A vacancy has
a negative binding with a Zn solute atom for NN sites;
however, the attraction between a vacancy and a Zn atom
at 2NN sites can still lead to Zn segregation near vacancy
clusters. The change of sign of solute-vacancy binding
energy at different neighboring sites for Zn solute is likely
the reason for the non-monotonic solute concentration
profile for Mg-5Zn observed in Fig. 1(a) and (b).

We compared the MEAM predictions of the binding
energies for the NN sites to the experiments, as shown in
Table II. The experimental binding energies are much
greater in magnitude than MEAM results. Assuming
that the NN sites dominate the solute distribution near
small vacancy clusters, this difference suggests that the
solute segregation in real experiments to be more signif-
icant than that observed using these MEAM potentials.

We also calculated the binding energies using DFT for
comparison (Table II). Our DFT calculations are in good
agreement with previous work [35, 36]. The MEAM and
DFT are most consistent for the Y solute. Both meth-
ods predict a largely negative binding energy between a
vacancy and a Y solute at NN sites. The MEAM pre-
dicts weaker solute-vacancy binding for Al solute at NN
sites, as compared to DFT. The MEAM also predicts a
repulsion between Zn and a vacancy at NN sites, while
the DFT predicts an attraction. However, it is known
that the DFT calculation underestimates the Al-vacancy
binding energy and predicts that Al has a weaker bind-
ing with a vacancy than Zn, although experimentally the
opposite is measured (Table II) [35, 36].

While the solute-vacancy binding energy is useful in
explaining the interaction between a single vacancy and

TABLE II. Solute-vacancy binding energy, Ebinding (eV), for
nearest-neighbor (NN) sites. The values are averaged over all
NN sites on and off the basal plane.

Solute MEAM DFT EXP
Al 0.0076 0.023 (this study) 0.29±0.02[37]

0.03[35], 0.05[36]
Y -0.043 -0.060 (this study) N/A

-0.07[35], -0.065[36]
Zn -0.024 0.044 (this study) 0.07±0.02[38]

0.05[35], 0.045[36]

a single solute, the surface energy is a more suitable mea-
sure for larger vacancy clusters, for example, a 57-mer.
To test if a larger void might display different solute seg-
regation behavior, we calculate the surface energy at 0K
for Mg solid solutions using the MEAM potentials.

The surface energies of the two lowest index planes as
functions of solute concentration are shown in Fig. 2(c).
As predicted by the MEAM potential, the surface ener-
gies for pure Mg are 0.042 and 0.043 eV/Å2 for the basal
plane and prismatic plane, respectively. DFT predictions
are 0.034 and 0.038 eV/Å2, for the same planes [39]; and
the experimental estimate is 0.049 eV/Å2 for the basal
plane [25, 40–42]. The MEAM predictions are closer to
the experiments than DFT.

According to Fig. 2(c), Al solute and Zn solute reduce
the surface energies of the solid solution, and Y solute
increases the surface energies. Therefore, the surface en-
ergy change due to the presence of solute atoms favors
the incorporation of Al and Zn solute into void surfaces
and rejection of Y solute, which is consistent with the
solute distribution near 57-mer(Fig. 1(c)). It also shows
that the NN sites binding no longer dominates the Zn
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FIG. 3. Solute concentration dependence of the diffusion co-
efficients of (a) single vacancy and (b) 13-mer in random solid
solutions at 450K. Lines are fitting results. The fitting for-
mulae are (a) A exp(Bc) and (b) A−B(1 − exp(Cc)), where
A, B, C are fitting parameters and c is solute concentration.

solute behavior near large voids.

Overall, both the strain energy and the chemical bind-
ing energy/surface energy contribute to the solute distri-
bution, as clearly illustrated in the Mg-Y system (Fig. 1).
When the cluster is small, the strain energy effect domi-
nates, causing Y solute atoms to segregate near vacancy
clusters. When the vacancy cluster size increases, the
tension stress first increases then decreases (Fig. 2(a)).
Eventually the solute-vacancy binding starts to dominate
and cause the depletion of the Y solute. For Mg-Al, the
binding between vacancy and Al is so strong that the de-
pletion due to strain energy was not observed even for
a 13-mer that produces the largest hydrostatic stresses
under the simulation conditions. Finally, the Mg-Zn sys-
tem shows that the 2NN binding cannot be ignored in
solute-vacancy interaction.

On one hand, vacancy clusters attract solute atoms;
on the other hand, the solute atoms can stabilize va-
cancy clusters. Since solutes are much less mobile than
vacancies, the solute-vacancy interaction results in a drag
effect on vacancies. In other words, the solute atoms can
trap vacancies and vacancy clusters to extend their life-
times. For example, vacancies and vacancy clusters were
found to be stabilized by Mg solute atoms in Al alloys
in experiments [43], and by H, Sn, and Nb atoms in Zr
alloys in computational studies [44, 45].

To demonstrate this stabilization effect, we calculated
the solute effects on the diffusion coefficients of single va-
cancies and vacancy clusters in Mg alloys, as shown in
Fig. 3. All three types of solute facilitate the diffusion
of single vacancies, regardless of their tendency to bind
to a vacancy. On the other hand, all three solutes hin-
der the diffusion of 13-mers. The two different trends are
likely related to the transition of the migration mecha-
nism for vacancy clusters, from the exchange mechanism
for single vacancies to the surface mechanism for large
vacancy clusters. The combined effect of the increased
single vacancy diffusivity and the reduced vacancy clus-
ter diffusivity is that the vacancy clusters may form more

quickly and be less mobile. The trapped vacancy clusters
may absorb more vacancies and, in turn, attract more so-
lute atoms. This positive feedback loop leads to greater
stability of vacancy clusters.

To generate excess vacancies that can facilitate solute
segregation co-currently, we performed simultaneous de-
formation and aging to Mg-9 wt.%Al alloys using ECAE.
APT maps of the Al solute atoms in the ECAE’ed sam-
ple are shown in Fig. 4. The two needle samples (Data
1&2) were taken from the same ECAE’ed sample, a few
micrometers apart. The first sample includes a grain
boundary and a precipitate (Fig. 4(a)). Fig. 4(b) shows
a solute free zone near the grain boundary, similar to the
well known precipitate free zone. The measured bulk so-
lute concentration shown in Fig. 4(b) is lower than that
with which the samples were solutionized because a large
portion of solute atoms have been collected into precip-
itates. Fig. 4(c)(d) show the histogram of the composi-
tion in blocks of 450 atoms, as well as that of the 2NN
pair distance between solute atoms. They resemble those
of the random solid solution, indicating negligible solute
clustering.

The second sample is away from the grain boundary
or other visible defects (Fig. 4(e)). The solute clusters
identified using the maximum separation method [46, 47]
are shown in Fig. 4(f). The clusters average 2.4nm in
diameter with a number density of 2 × 1024m−3. The
average solute concentration within the clusters is 14.8
at.%, which is significantly higher than the composition
in the matrix, about 6 at.% (Fig. 4(g)). The clustering is
also shown by the histograms of the composition and the
2NN pair distance, both of which significantly deviate
from those of the random solid solution (Fig. 4(g)(h)).

Homogeneous solute clustering in Mg-Al alloys (Mg-
rich) is unstable according to the free energy landscape,
as opposed to the Al-Mg alloys (Al-rich) [48, 49]. As a
result, there were no reported observations of GP zones
or solute segregation in Mg-Al alloys statically aged [50].
Therefore, the solute segregation clustering observed in
Data 2 must be driven by local heterogeneities gener-
ated by deformation. Data 1 and 2 are from the same
ECAE’ed sample, except that there is a grain boundary
in Data 1. Since grain boundaries are vacancy sinks, the
lack of solute segregation in Data 1 is most likely as-
sociated with the depletion of vacancies near the grain
boundary.

In conclusion, we used atomistic simulations to
demonstrate vacancy cluster induced solute segrega-
tion/depletion and that the solute atoms can in turn
stabilize vacancy clusters. This interplay can lead to
an extended lifetime of vacancy clusters to serve as het-
erogeneous sites for solute segregation and intermetallic
precipitation. Our experimental observation in dynam-
ics aged Mg-Al alloys of solute segregation, which is ab-
sent in statically aged Mg-Al alloys, provides strong sup-
port to this mechanism. Further experimental character-
ization of vacancy clusters using, for example, a com-
bination of positron annihilation lifetime spectroscopy
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Data 1 Data 2
15×35×50 nm3

(a)

(b)

(c)

(e)

(f)

(g)

G.B.Mg17Al12
10×40×200 nm3

40×40×200 nm3

ഥ𝐷 = 2.4nm, 𝜌𝑛 = 2.0 × 1024m−3

(d) (h)

FIG. 4. (a)-(d) Data 1, (e)-(h) Data 2. (a) APT map of a needle sample (Data 1) from an as-extruded Mg-9wt.%Al alloy,
showing a grain boundary and a Mg17Al12 precipitates. (b) 1D composition profiles across the grain boundary, position, and
direction as shown in the red arrow in (a). (c) Histogram of the composition in blocks of 450 atoms in Data 1. (d) Histogram
of the solute 2NN pair distance in Data 1. (e) APT map of a second needle sample (Data 2) from the same Mg-Al alloy where
Data 1 were extracted. (f) solute clusters identified in a slice of Data 2 using the maximum separation method. (g) Histogram
of the composition in blocks of 500 atoms in Data 2. (d) Histogram of the solute 2NN pair distance in Data 2.

(PALS), Atomic Electron Tomography (AET), and high-
resolution TEM, is crucial in developing a quantitative
model for this mechanism in guiding the design of defor-
mation assisted processing.
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Appendix A: Supplementary Materials

1. Simulation methods

Molecular dynamics (MD) and Monte Carlo (MC)
simulations were performed using the LAMMPS pack-
age [24]. We chose the MEAM potentials to model three
Mg-X binary alloy systems, where X=Al, Y, and Zn [25–
27]. We have used these systems in our previous studies
on dislocation and twin mobilities [19, 20, 28, 29].

Hybrid MC/MD simulations were used to sample the
equilibrium solute distribution near vacancy clusters.
The Monte Carlo moves involve atom-type swaps for ran-
domly chosen solvent-solute atom pairs, and the attempts
were accepted or rejected based on the energy change due
to the swap [51–54]. The system contains about 40000
atoms. It is orthorhombic and each dimension is about
100Å long. Periodic boundary conditions were applied in
all three directions.

We additionally deployed density functional theory
(DFT) calculations to validate the accuracy of the
predictions made with these MEAM potentials. The
DFT calculations were performed using the VASP pack-
age [30, 31] with the projector augmented wave method
(PAW) [55]. The electron exchange and correlation en-
ergies were calculated using the Perdew-Berke-Ernzerhof
(PBE) generalized gradient approximation (GGA) [56].
The energy cutoff was 350eV. To calculate energy, we first
performed volume optimization with energy and force
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tolerances of 10−5eV and 0.01eV/Å, respectively. Once
the volume was optimized and fixed, the energy was con-
verged to within 10−6eV for more accurate energy cal-
culations. The tetrahedron method with Blöchl correc-
tions [57] was applied for these energy calculations. The
Monkhorst-Pack Γ-centered k-point mesh was used [58].
The supercell consists of 6 × 6 × 3 hexagonal unit cells
(6×6 on the basal plane, and 3 along the c-axis) and 216
lattice sites, and the k-point mesh is 8 × 8 × 8.

The solute-vacancy binding energy was calculated us-
ing the formula [35],

−Ebinding =E(MgN−2X1�1) + E(MgN )

−E(MgN−1X1) − E(MgN−1�1), (A1)

where X and � represent a solute atom and a vacancy
in the Mg matrix, respectively. The minus sign is to
keep the convention that a positive binding energy in-
dicates attraction. The energies were calculated at 0K.
The solute positions are the 12 nearest neighbor (NN)
sites (distance to origin < 3.5Å) and the 44 second near-
est neighbor (2NN) sites (3.5Å ≤ distance to origin <
7Å). Considering the symmetry, only 2 of the 12 NN
sites and 6 of the 44 2NN sites are unique.

The MD simulations used a simulation system of 11520
atoms in a simulation cell approximately 60Å on a side.
For DFT calculations, a supercell of 216 lattice sites
was used. This is larger than some of the earlier DFT
studies [35, 36]. During the calculation, system volume,
shape, and atom positions were all allowed to relax. How-
ever, the hexagonal symmetry is retained. In some stud-
ies, lattice parameters determined in pure Mg were used
throughout [59].

When the vacancy clusters grow in size, the surface en-
ergy becomes a more relevant quantity than the solute-
vacancy binding energy. The surface energy was calcu-
lated using the usual slab method,

γ = (Eslab −NEbulk)/2A, (A2)

where Eslab is the total energy of the relaxed surface slab,
N is the number of unit layers in the slab, Ebulk is the
total energy of the bulk unit layer, and A is the surface
area.

We first relaxed the bulk system to optimize lattice pa-
rameters, maintaining the hexagonal symmetry. During
this step we also calculated the values of A and NEbulk.
Then we fixed the lattice parameters and created a slab
by adding a vacuum layer 12Å thick. Next, we relaxed
the atom positions and computed Eslab. During this step,

the supercell dimensions were fixed. Finally, the value of
γ was obtained using Eq. (A2).

The same procedure was applied to solid solutions,
with one or more atoms in the matrix randomly chosen
and replaced with substitutional solute atoms. We calcu-
lated the surface energies for two planes, the basal plane
(11-20) and the prismatic plane (1-100). Ten randomized
atomic configurations of each solute concentration were
used to collect statistics. Typically, only one unit cell on
the surface is needed for calculating the surface energy of
the pure metal. When calculating the surface energy for
a solid solution, a unit layer contains multiple unit cells
on the surface. The crystal has a dimension of about

20×20×50 Å
3
, which is chosen to ensure that the finite

size effect is negligible.
Lastly, to track the locations of the diffusing vacan-

cies or vacancy clusters, we compared the structure of
each snapshot to a reference perfect crystal during post-
analysis and identified the missing atoms as vacancies.
This comparison was performed after removing the ther-
mal fluctuations by performing a short conjugate gra-
dient energy minimization with an energy tolerance of
10−12.

2. Experiments

An as-cast binary Mg-9wt.%Al alloy was purchased
from Magnesium Elektron North America (MENA),
Madison, IL. The as-received ingots were found to be
randomly textured with precipitates within the bulk [15].
To create and start with a precipitate-free and well-
controlled material, the as-received ingots were subjected
to solution-treatment at 450°C for 24 h within a protec-
tive argon gas flow, followed by quenching in ice water
to avoid precipitation. Rectangular-shaped billets with
a size of 6.35×6.35×10 mm3 were cut from the center
of the solution-treated sheet for ECAE processing. The
cut samples were subjected to the one-pass ECAE at
150°C with a right-angle die. The extrusion rate was 0.15
mm/min, and a backpressure of 0.45 MPa was applied.
One pass takes approximately 2 h to complete. To char-
acterize the samples, APT mapping was performed using
a local electrode atom probe (LEAP 5000XS), in voltage
pulse mode at a temperature of 30 K. The needle-shaped
samples for the 3DAPT analysis were prepared by the
standard lift-out technique using FEI Helios G4 UX.

Solute clusters and precipitate particles were identi-
fied from APT images using the maximum separation
method [46, 47]. The parameters were chosen to be
Dmax=5 Å, Nmin=10, L=6.8 Å, and Derosion=3.4 Å.
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