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We present a pair distribution function (PDF) analysis from neutron diffraction data of the
Ni1−xVx alloy in the Ni-rich regime. Such structural study aims to clarify the origin of the
magnetic inhomogeneities associated with the quantum Griffiths phase close to the ferromagnetic-
paramagnetic quantum phase transition. The PDF analysis successfully reveals the details of the
structure and chemical distribution of our Ni1−xVx polycrystalline samples prepared with high-
temperature annealing and rapid cooling protocol. This study confirms the expectations that all
Ni1−xVx samples with 0 ≤ x ≤ 0.15 crystallize in a single phase fcc structure with some resid-
ual strain. The increase of the lattice constant and the atomic displacement parameter with V-
concentration x is consistently explained by a random occupation of V and Ni-atoms on the lattice,
with a radius ratio (rV/rNi) of 1.05. Probing alternate, simple models of the local PDF, such as
V-clusters or ordered structures (Ni8V, Ni3V) give inferior results compared to a random occupa-
tion. This investigation strongly supports that the magnetic clusters in the binary alloy Ni1−xVx

originate from Ni-rich regions created from random occupation rather than from chemical clusters.
It reveals that Ni1−xVx is one of the rare examples of a solid solution in a wide concentration regime
(up to x = 0.15) persisting down to low temperatures (T = 15 K).

I. INTRODUCTION

Ni-alloys remain highly attractive materials for their
tunable mechanical and magnetic properties. While pure
Ni is a very weak ductile metal forming a simple fcc-
lattice, small amounts of defects typically increase the
mechanical strength. Already in a binary alloy partial
substitution of Ni by another d-electron element X allows
the formation of partially ordered structures that mod-
ify the mechanical properties. Ni-superalloys1 contain-
ing local ordered structures within an occupational dis-
ordered Ni matrix with defects, are well known for high-
temperature applications. Also, multicomponent alloys2

of similar 3d-elements ranging from Cr to Ni, called high
entropy alloys3, are promising materials for their mechan-
ical strength. The individual local Ni environment and
small lattice variations play an essential role. More so-
phisticated structural methods4 beyond the traditional
diffraction techniques are required to resolve local devia-
tions and short-range order5.

The same is true for the magnetic properties. On
the one hand, Ni is one of the few elemental ferromag-
nets (FM) with a high critical temperature Tc = 630 K6

while on the other hand the magnetism of Ni is very
sensitive to changes in the local environment caused by
other elements that weaken the magnetic moment and
the magnetic order. It is known that Tc is easily tuned7

in Ni1−xXx by partial chemical substitution of Ni with
another d-element X down to very low values. Ni-alloys
seem to provide a good opportunity for observing mag-
netic quantum phase transitions (QPT) by reducing the
FM ordering temperature Tc down to zero and leav-
ing a paramagnetic phase (PM) without magnetic or-
der. Various binary alloys have been studied, which

show a suppression of Tc towards 0. Different critical
concentrations xc are extrapolated that depend on the
3d or 4d element X. Examples include X=Cr,V with
xc ≈ 0.12, X=Rh,Cu,Pt with xc ≈ 0.4 − 0.6 and X=Pt
with xc ≈ 0.95 (see e.g. Refs 8 and 9). While partial
chemical substitution is known to be an effective tuning
parameter to apply chemical pressure or for electronic
doping to drive through a QPT, it might modify the
critical behavior by introducing disorder through local
atomic and structural inhomogeneities. The effect of dis-
order is quite apparent in itinerant ferromagnets: clean,
i.e. ideally defect-free, homogeneous FM QPT and dis-
ordered FM QPT are distinctly different10. Already the
prominent Ni1−xPdx

11 with only weak disorder does not
follow the prediction of a clean FM10. Strong disorder
might destroy the transition; but under the right circum-
stances disorder can produce a new exotic quantum criti-
cal point12 where finite size magnetic clusters play a role.
Such novel quantum critical results can only be observed
in magnetic alloys which present the proper distribution
of random magnetic clusters produced by random de-
fects. Therefore the full characterization of a disordered
magnetic QPT includes a close look at the origin of the
disorder. This study probes how ideal disorder can be re-
alized in a sample by checking for random static defects.

We focus here on the alloy Ni1−xVx which shows indi-
cations of a disordered magnetic QPT13,14. Ni-V with a
very small critical concentration xc also promises the best
atomic structure, a solid solution, an fcc lattice with ran-
dom atomic occupation. We aim to confirm this with the
present study. The local atomic positions of V-atoms are
relevant for the magnetic QPT because only the other Ni-
atoms seem responsible for the magnetism. V differs from
the host Ni in the number of 3d-electrons and produces
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a large magnetic disturbance in Ni1−xVx
15 by effectively

reducing the Ni-moments in its neighborhood. This sup-
pression leads to the rapid average moment reduction16

with increasing x, up to a small xc, and to an inhomo-
geneous magnetization density in Ni1−xVx as illustrated
in Fig. 1(b). The locations of V are expected to mark
the non-magnetic defects that determine the distribution
of the remaining magnetic Ni responsible for the mag-
netism. These magnetic Ni without any V neighbors
contribute to long-range magnetic ordered regions or to
the short-range magnetic clusters that lead to the dis-
tinct signatures of a disordered QPT12,17. Magnetization
measurements and internal field measurements through
µSR have revealed evidence for such magnetic clusters in
Ni1−xVx in both the PM and FM phase14 close to xc.
It is a challenge to reveal more details of these magnetic
clusters, the size distribution and dynamics range are
not fully resolved. Recent small angle neutron scatter-
ing data give some size estimates18. However, the ideal
prerequisite for random distribution of magnetic clusters
are random V occupations. Any other atomic placement
would modify the magnetic cluster distribution and the
magnetism. Let us first check the prerequisites, how ran-
dom the V defects are distributed.

Since any crystalline or chemical defects have a di-
rect impact on magnetic and mechanical properties in
Ni-V, a thorough structural investigation is essential to
reveal the quality of the Ni-V samples. The phase di-
agram of Ni-V (Figure 1(a)) predicts an fcc-lattice with
random occupation. However, it is known that the ac-
tual chemical structure formation of these binary alloys
depends on growth conditions and post-annealing treat-
ments (e.g. Ni-Cu19). Vanadium clusters or chemically
ordered structures change the distribution of Ni-rich re-
gions. The magnetism depends on the immediate Ni-V
environment. We chose wide angle neutron diffraction to
extract the local pair distribution function (PDF)4 of our
polycrystalline samples to check for deviations from the
ideal structure and the ideal random chemical occupa-
tions. This method had been already successful in distin-
guishing order from occupational disorder20 in a similar
binary compound Cu3Au and in recognizing the effect of
short-range order. The neutron probe offers the advan-
tage of a high contrast between the Ni and V nuclear
cross section. (The thermal coherent cross sections are
σ(Ni) = 13.3 barn, σ(58Ni) = 26.1 barn, σ(V ) = 0.018
barn). Essentially, we are probing the Ni-Ni correlation
expecting distinct differences in the PDF peak intensities
of the first neighbors for different V occupations. Note
that this technique does not reveal magnetic correlations
in our FM samples; the magnetic moment contribution
is too small to be resolved (µ(xc) ≈ 0.02µB).

We analyze the atomic pair distribution function
(PDF) from a wide angle neutron scattering experiment
to probe the local chemical environment in our Ni1−xVx

samples (with x ≤ 0.15). We will demonstrate that
the Ni-V-data are well described by a pure fcc- crystal
structure with the expected average Ni environment of

a randomly occupied lattice. Comparing the fit quality
of different models we can exclude large V-clusters and
long-range ordered atomic structures in Ni1−xVx up to
x = 0.15.

II. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

Polycrystalline spherical samples of Ni1−xVx with V
concentrations x = 0 to 0.15 were prepared by arc melt-
ing from high purity elements (Ni 99.995%, 58Ni 99.9%
V 99.8%), annealed in an evacuated sealed quartz tube
at 1000 ◦C for 3 days, cooled rapidly (> 200◦C/min) and
investigated by several methods as described in Refs. 13
and 21. The samples with x = 0.110 and x = 0.123
were made with the pure isotope 58Ni and annealed at
1050◦C. Neutron diffraction data of several samples with
different V-concentrations x were collected at the NPDF
instrument22 at the Los Alamos Neutron Science Cen-
ter. For this experiment 15-36 pellets with diameter
3 − 4 mm were measured for each x inside an aluminum
can of diameter 3/8” at 15 K for 2-3 h. Also, a powder
sample with x = 0.150 was investigated at the NOMAD
instrument23 at the Spallation Neutron Source (SNS) at
the Oak Ridge National Laboratory (ORNL). The pow-
der (∼ 0.3 g) was filled inside a glass tube of 2 mm diam-
eter, and data were collected for 2 h at 300 K. The NPDF

data were reduced with PDFgetN24 (withQmax = 40 Å
−1

and Qmin = 1.8 Å
−1

) to produce the total pair distribu-
tion function (PDF) in the form G(r) ready to be mod-
eled with the PDFgui software25. The NOMAD data

were reduced and transformed (with Qmax = 31.41 Å
−1

)
using the automatic data reduction scripts at the NO-
MAD beamline.

III. PHASE DIAGRAM OF NI1−xVx

The binary alloy Ni1−xVx features an apparently sim-
ple phase diagram as shown in Figure 1(a). The fer-
romagnetic ordering temperature Tc is initially linearly
suppressed13 with increasing V concentration x, reaching
zero toward xc = 0.116. Signs of magnetic clusters13,14

are found around xc in between x = 0.9 and x = 0.15.
Ni-rich Ni1−xVx is expected to crystallize in a sim-
ple closed packed cubic fcc-structure as does Ni, below
To(Ni) ≈ 1400◦C. Up to x = 0.15 no specific chemically
ordered structure should form; under the ideal growth
condition the elements V and Ni are thought to occupy
the fcc lattice sites randomly26. While it is common for
Ni-rich binary alloys to display a random fcc-lattice at
high temperatures, an extended perfect solid solution
phase down to low temperature is extremely rare and
would make Ni-V a remarkable example. Typically to-
wards lower temperatures deviations develop that modify
strongly the magnetic behavior and magnetic cluster for-
mation. E.g. Ni-Pt exhibits a chemically ordered phase27
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FIG. 1. (a) Structural and magnetic phase diagram of
Ni1−xVx (after Refs 26, 14): the melting temperature (Tm);
the onset of fcc-lattice with random atomic distribution at
To(Ni), of ordered Ni3V structure at To(Ni3V), of potential
Ni8V structure at To(Ni8V), and the magnetic transition at
Tc from paramagnetic (PM) to ferromagnetic (FM) phase
are shown vs. V-concentration x. (b) Simulation of random
atomic distribution of Ni0.9V0.1 in xy-plane of fcc lattice: the
red circles indicate the random occupation of V. The magnetic
response of Ni depends on the neighborhood and is weaker for
Ni (in light blue) with adjacent V. The other Ni (in dark blue)
mainly contribute to magnetic order or form random magnetic
clusters.

below TO or short range order correlations9 if annealed
at high temperatures TA > TO at the concentration of
interest (xc ≈ 0.5). No chemically ordered phase is de-
tected in Ni-Cu at xc ≈ 0.5, but preference for chemi-
cal clustering28 is found above a miscibility temperature
Tmisc, indicating phase separation at lower temperatures.
In both compounds with these different short-range cor-
relations, the onset of magnetism (at xc) depends crit-
ically on the chemical structure as the Ni-environment
changes with sample preparation19,27.

No sign of phase separation or any miscibility tem-
perature Tmisc, have been reported for Ni-V. An ordered
structure, Ni3V, is found at higher concentrations below
To = 1050◦C26. At x = 0.11 a possible Ni8V structure
is indicated in the phase diagram. It only forms if V
is substituted with larger elements29, Ta or Nb, below
To ≈ 400◦C. It is therefore not expected here as an or-
dered phase, but short range order (SRO) is possible30.
The SRO of selected concentrations x = 1/9, 1/4, 1/3 in
Ni-V has been studied30,31 around To. The effective pair
interaction (EPI) energies were found to be x-dependent.
While no clustering tendencies of closest neighbors of the
same element were noted, ordering tendencies were recog-
nized but get weaker30 towards smaller x. Before testing
for short-range signatures of these alternative structures
or potential clustering, we model our data with the pair
distribution function (PDF) of the random occupied fcc-
lattice.

IV. PAIR DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION
ANALYSIS OF NI1−xVx

The pair distribution function (PDF) is essentially the
Fourier transform of the total scattering function back
into real space to probe for spatial correlations. We as-
sume an ideal isotropic environment (expected in a pow-
der) by averaging over all directions and consider only
the modulus of wave vector transfer Q and distance r.
G(r) = 4πr[ρ− ρ0] is a typical form of the PDF used for
the PDFgui25 software; it gives the contrast between the
pair density function ρ from the large distance average
ρ0.

G(r) = 2/π

∫ Qmax

Qmin

[S(Q)− 1]Q sin (Qr) dQ (1)

S(Q) is the normalized total scattering function that in-
cludes the Bragg peaks and the diffuse scattering col-
lected at the instrument (after background subtraction
and calibration).

The typical PDF G(r) of Ni-V is shown in Figure 2.
The blue circles mark the G(r) pellet data of Ni0.85V0.15

taken at low temperatures. All our Ni-V samples with
different V concentration x, including Ni, produce similar
G(r) that looks like the pure Ni powder data23. The Ni-
V data are described well with a single phase fcc-lattice
with Ni occupation of (1− x) and V occupation of x ac-
cording to the chemical composition of the sample. This
random fit using a fit range of 1.75 Å < r < 20 Å is
shown as an orange line. The difference ∆ of data and fit
is shown underneath shifted by 12 units; the low weighted
residual factor Rw is 7.9%. This quick analysis already
confirms that the samples do not deviate much from an
fcc lattice with random occupation. In what follows we
look more closely to optimize the precision of this state-
ment and reveal more about our samples quality using
the PDFgui program25.

With PDFgui we will extract the essential structural
parameters, the cubic lattice constant a and the atomic
displacement parameter (ADP) u, at different ranges but
also tweak other parameters to optimize the fit quality
that gives information about the crystalline quality of the
samples. The ADP is the mean square atomic displace-
ment from equilibrium position of one element averaged
over time and sites. Since by far the strongest signal
comes from Ni we consider only one isotropic parameter
u = uNi for Ni and chose the same value uV = uNi = u
for V. The parameter u is extracted from the observed
peak width in G(r) that also include effective correla-
tion parameters and instrumental resolution parameters
as explained in Appendix A.

The G(r) of Ni0.85V0.15 (in Figure 2) does not present
additional peaks besides the fcc-lattice to indicate any
secondary phase. The same is true for all Ni1−xVx sam-
ples from x = 0 to x = 0.15. But the fit quality repre-
sented by the weighted residual Rw is not optimal, rais-
ing some concerns about structural defects. The peak
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FIG. 2. Pair distribution function G(r) vs pair distance r of
Ni0.85V0.15 pellet data (blue circles) taken at 15 K at NPDF
with random fit (orange line). The difference, ∆ = data -
fit, is shown as a red line shifted by 12 units with residual
Rw = 7.9%.

widths grow larger and the PDF intensity decays faster
with distance r than ideally expected for a perfect lat-
tice. We optimize the fit quality systematically by alter-
natively tweaking control parameters or using two-phase
models that model a variation of the lattice parameter a
as explained in more detail in Appendix A. This simple
analysis reveals some lattice imperfection, with a lattice
variation ∆a/a of 0.4% as strain estimate. Since our
samples are rapidly cooled after annealing to maintain a
random distribution of the V and Ni atoms, such lattice
imperfections with strain are expected. This strain is al-
ready present in pure Ni and does not increase much in
the V-alloy.

The PDF data are noisy with higher Rw from these
pellet samples especially for pure Ni with the largest
pellets. To sort out what relates to the internal sample
quality or the sample distribution in the can, we per-
formed a confirmation experiment at room temperature
on a powder sample produced from filing down some
pellets. Figure 3 shows the PDF G(r) for the same con-
centration x = 0.15 on a powder measured at NOMAD
at 300K. The peaks are broader due to thermal motion
and the lattice constant is larger because the data were
collected at high temperatures, but the fcc-lattice with
random occupation describes these powder data as well
as the previous pellet data. We notice that the reduction
of Rw by optimizing control parameters is similar in all
samples and is therefore related to lattice imperfections.
We conclude that the individual Rw depends rather on
the sample distribution. In the following study of lattice
parameters and models we use the optimized control
parameters to account for the strain. All G(r) data
up to rmax = 20Å are presented by fits with optimized
control parameters; for short range fits with rmax = 7Å
the original calibrated control parameters are sufficient.
The detailed parameters are listed in Appendix A.

FIG. 3. PDF of Ni0.85V0.15 powder data (blue circles) taken
at 300 K at NOMAD with random fit (orange line). The dif-
ference, ∆ = data - fit, is shown as red line shifted by 8 units
with residual Rw = 8.45%.

With meaningful control parameters we are ready to
evaluate reliably the lattice parameter, a and the ADP
u, and study their x-dependence in Ni1−xVx. Figure 4
presents a and u of all samples at low T = 15 K as a
function of the V concentration x evaluated for long and
short ranges with rmax = 20 Å and 7 Å. The increase of
a with x is linear and follows here simply Vegard’s law32;
the average atomic or ion radius increases with x due
to x larger V-atoms with atomic radius rV and (1 − x)
smaller Ni-atoms with rNi.

a(x) = a0(1 + b x) with b = (rV − rNi)/rNi. (2)

The line in Figure 4(a) is a fit of Eq. (2) with b = 0.047
and a0 = 3.5153 Å. Such simple lattice constant increase
implies a constant atomic radius ratio of V and Ni (in
the fcc-lattice) of rV/rNi = 1 + b = 1.05. This simple
rigid sphere model is also supported by the pure metals.
We find the same atomic ratio for V and Ni from the
atomic distances at room temperature. The ratio of the
nearest neighbor distances of V (in bcc lattice) and of Ni

is dV/dNi =
√

3/2 (3.04 Å)/(3.54 Å) = 1.05 (see e.g. in
Ref. 33).

The peak width in G(r) also changes with x. The
extracted ADP u increases with x for x ≤ 0.15 as shown
in Figure 4(b). Does this indicate further lattice defects
or is it simply related to the different sizes of the V and
Ni ions in the lattice? We will predict next the static
lattice distortions for the given ion size ratio with random
dilution. The result of the random prediction is shown
as solid line in the Figure 4(b). It matches the observed
data as discussed in detail below.

We collected data at low T , that the APD, u =
udyn + ustat, is sensitive to static defects and just in-
cludes zero point motion; typically the APB is domi-
nated by thermal motion at high T . The observed finite

u0 = 0.0011 Å
2

of Ni is close to the expected udyn esti-

mate (u = 0.0013 Å
2
) using the Debye model34 for pure
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FIG. 4. (a) Lattice constant a, (b) atomic displacement pa-
rameter u, and half the nearest neighbor distance variance,
s = 1

2
σ2, vs. V-concentration x as refined from random fit

for Ni1−xVx at T = 15 K. Solid (open) symbols show data
for rmax = 20 Å (7 Å). The line in (a) is a fit of Eq. (2) with
a0 = 3.5153 Å and b = 0.047. The lines in (b) follow Eq. (3)

with the same a0, b and the fit constant u0 = 0.00109 Å
2

and

s0 = 0.00075 Å
2
.

Ni (with low T Debye temperature ΘD = 470 K from Ref.
35). Since only minor variations of udyn with x are ex-
pected due to changes in ΘD, the main increase of u(x)
is caused by ustat. The parameter u is determined ex-
perimentally from the peak width and the static changes
can be estimated by the bond length variances.

We predict the bond length variance σ2 of a random
occupied lattice with mean bond length (〈2r〉 ≈ 2rNi) to
change with x as σ2 = 2x(1− x)b2r2Ni. The bond length
variance is mainly determined by the atomic displace-
ment parameters u of both neighboring atoms34 (see Eq.
(A1) in Appendix A). The ADP shows the same increase
with x as half the bond length variance s = σ2/2 or half
the square of the peak width assuming the experimental
resolution is irrelevant and the correlation parameters do
not change much with x. Expressing the bond length 2rNi

through the fcc- lattice constant a0 of Ni (a0/
√

2 = 2rNi)
leads to a quantitative prediction for the change of u(x)
[eq.(3)] for random occupation:

u(x) = u0 +
1

8
b2a20 x(1− x). (3)

The upper solid line in Figure 4(b) shows the expected
change of u(x) with the already determined parameters,

a0 and b, from (a) and u0 = 0.00109 Å
2
. We see that

the increase is well explained by static defects created
only by the given size difference of the atoms with ran-
dom occupation. Also, half of the bond length variance
of the closest Ni-neighbor, s = 1

2σ
2, follows the same fit

simply shifted by 0.00034 Å
2

(see lower solid line in Fig-
ure 4(b)), confirming that the correlated motion does not
change significantly with x. The uncertainty of variation
in udyn stemming from the change of effective homoge-
neous lattice potential upon alloying is assumed to be
about 6% as indicated as error bars36 in the values of
u. That makes the increase of peak width or u with x

consistent with a random occupation as predictable lat-
tice distortion. Thus, we do not see any change of lattice
structures or declining crystalline quality evolving with
x up to x = 0.15.

V. V-CLUSTERS AND ALTERNATE
STRUCTURE MODELS

The PDF of our samples is well-described by a fcc-
lattice with a random occupation, indicating a solid so-
lution of V and Ni as ideally expected in this concentra-
tion range. Possible deviations are the formation of V-
clusters, an fcc lattice with locally enhanced vanadium
concentration, which lead, in the extreme case, to segre-
gation of large Ni-rich regions from V-rich regions. An-
other option is a chemical ordered structure with rather
alternating Ni and V sites. We use here the local PDF
to test these different Ni-environments using the reduced
PDF data of Ni0.85V0.15.

In a random fcc-lattice up to a concentration of x =
0.15, V is expected to have only a few V neighbors out of
the 12 nearest neighbors. The average V neighbor count
is only zV = 12x = 1.8 for x = 0.15. Most (90%) V have
less than 4 V-neighbors; 1 or 2 V-neighbors are most
likely. Evidence of V-clusters larger than 4V would sig-
nal a deviation from the ideal assumptions of a random
occupation for x = 0.15. Since the neutron scattering
length for Ni is dominant, the V-V and Ni-V correlations
are less obvious in the neutron PDF; the Ni-Ni corre-
lation is the major signal. We expect an average Ni-
neighbor count of a Ni-site to be z = 12(1−x) = 10.2 for
the random occupied fcc-lattice with x = 0.15. Larger
V-clusters than expected for random are recognized by
larger Ni-rich regions with increased Ni-Ni coordination
as directly observed in the first peak intensity in G(r)
as discussed below. To test for this, we probed different
extreme models.

First, we checked the response of a simulation of a real
random structure for Ni0.85V0.15, a finite supercell phase
with 53 cubic fcc unit cells where 500 Ni/V were placed
once with the probability of 0.85/0.15. This random cell
containing some small V clusters produces similar fit re-
sults to the previous random model that just used one
unit cell with the same fractional occupation. The fit
quality Rw is similar, as recorded in Table I.

To probe larger vanadium clusters we constructed a su-
percell phase in PDFgui that contained large V-clusters
far away from each other: 38 V were placed in a spher-
ical arrangement on an enlarged fcc-lattice (4 × 4 × 4
cubic unit cells) with 256 atoms. This V38 model is il-
lustrated in Figure 5. The V-clusters are ∼ 7 Å in size
and are placed ∼ 14 Å from center to center, so that the
distance in between (from edge to edge) is ∼ 7 Å. This
simple model of a V-cluster with a single size reflects
about the proper concentration of the sample. Analyz-
ing the short-range correlation with restricted rmax ≈ 7 Å
below the distance between the clusters allows testing the
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TABLE I. Fit quality of different models describing the local
pair correlations in Ni0.85V0.15 for the two experimental data
sets at 15 K and 300 K. The weighted residual factor Rw is
listed for different fit ranges rmax. The concentration of the
second phase (*) is about 15% determined with rmax ≈ 7 Å
(see text for details).

15 K 300 K

rmax 6.9Å (20Å) 7.1Å (20Å)
model: Rw(%) Rw(%) Rw(%) Rw(%)
fcc-random 7.87 (7.94) 6.93 (8.45)
random cell 5a 7.92 (8.04) 7.01 (8.66)
V4-cluster 8.77 (8.68) 7.94 (10.1)
V13-cluster 8.55 (8.77) 7.72 (9.55)
V38-cluster 8.87 (8.92) 8.22 (10.3)
Ni8V 8.23 (8.49) 7.96 (9.61)
Ni3V 10.2 (17.7) 12.3 (21.4)
random+Ni8V* 7.88 (8.99) 6.15 (8.09)
random+Ni3V* 7.35 (8.60) 5.93 (8.51)
random+Ni* 7.74 (12.7) 6.70 (10.9)

effect of a V-cluster without including the cluster-cluster
correlation introduced in this periodic model. Figure 6
presents G(r) of both models, the random fit and the
V38 fit, with reduced rmax = 6.9 Å using the 15 K NPDF
data for Ni0.85V0.15. The V38 model does not create a
dramatic change in peak intensity. However, a distinct
change is noticed in the difference ∆ between data and
fit, in particular at the first peak in G(r) at ∼ 2.5Å. This
nearest neighbor peak intensity is sensitive to the aver-
age Ni-Ni coordination z. ∆ of V38 presented in Fig. 6
by the green line (shifted by 9 units) shows more devi-
ations than ∆ of the random model shown as red line
above (shifted by 6 units). The V-cluster model with
higher Ni-Ni first neighbor coordination z than the ran-
dom model does not improve the fit. The better fit with
reduced Rw value and lower z remains the random fit
compared to the V38-cluster fit (see in Figure 5(b) and
Table I). The refined parameters for the random distri-
bution are listed in Appendix A in Table III, and any
deviations for other models are found in Appendix B.

For the study of smaller V-clusters we had to make
compromises of reduced concentration and reduced edge
to edge distance. We prepared V4-clusters by defining
4 V within 32 atoms in a 2 × 2 × 2 fcc-supercell. The
V-concentration of the model (x = 0.125) is a bit lower
than the sample concentration x = 0.15. With a cluster
size of ∼ 2.5Å and a closest distance between the centers
of ∼ 7 Å, the edge to edge distance is rather short ∼ 5 Å,
but still allows probing mainly a single cluster correlation
with rmax of ∼ 7 Å. Also, a V13-cluster was prepared by
defining 13 V within 108 atoms in a 3× 3× 3 supercell.
The V-concentration of this model is x = 0.12. With a
cluster size of ∼ 5 Å and a distance between centers ∼
11 Å, the edge to edge distance is∼ 6 Å. These smaller V-
cluster models produce a similar PDF as the V38-cluster
model with the same characteristic large first peak (not
shown). The Rw factors are all higher than the value of

Ni218V38 
cluster

Ni8V1

Ni3V1

(a) Ni-V models

FIG. 5. (a) View of different alternate models of Ni-V with red
V atoms and blue Ni atoms: V38 cluster model and structures
are displayed with 2 × 2 × 2 unit cells. (b) Fit quality of
different models for pellet and powder data shows the random
model with lowest residual factor Rw.

the random model (see Table I).
The same V-cluster models were applied to the powder

data of Ni0.85V0.15 collected at NOMAD at 300 K. Fig-
ure 7 displays the PDF fit results for the random and the
V38-cluster model together with the data, in the same
order as Figure 6 presents the 15 K data. The residuals
Rw of the different V-cluster fits as shown in Table I are
all consistently larger than the Rw of the random fit. Ta-
ble III in Appendix A lists the refined parameters with
the instrumental parameters for the random model. Most
parameters remain similar for the other V-cluster mod-
els; Appendix B comments on some minor deviations.
Although the fit quality of these different models does
not change much, the local PDF provides a clear dis-
tinction between the models. The intensity of the first
peak matches well the Ni-Ni coordination of a fcc-lattice
with random occupation and clearly deviates from the
increased (Ni-Ni) neighbor count of the V-cluster mod-
els. It does not provide any evidence for large V-clusters
in Ni-V.

Other deviations from random occupied fcc-lattice are
chemical ordered superstructures in a binary alloy. We
are probing here short-range and long-range order of
Ni8V and Ni3V (see models in Figure 5). The first po-
tential chemical ordered structure in the Ni-rich region is
Ni8V. Ni8Nb and Ni8Ta order in this “Ni8Nb”-structure
since the radius ratio is sufficiently large29 (rNb/rNi ≈
rTa/rNi ≈ 1.14). The Ni8Nb-structure is a body-centered
tetragonal structure (space group I4/mmm) with 9/2 fcc

unit cells with a = b =
√

9/2c. The Nb/V-site has no
similar neighbors; Ni has 1 or 2 Nb/V neighbors; the av-
erage Ni-Ni first neighbor count is z = 10.5. Although
this ordered Ni8V structure does not form as long-range
ordered phase at x = 0.111 short-range correlation can
still be relevant in Ni1−xVx in a wider concentration
range30.

The Ni8V structure was prepared (as a 3 × 3 × 1 fcc-
supercell with V at the origin and face center) to model
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FIG. 6. Comparison of different models of local pair distribu-
tion, Ni0.85V0.15 data (taken at 15 K at NPDF) and difference
(∆=data-model); models are fcc-lattice with random occupa-
tion, V-clusters, Ni8V and Ni3V structure.

FIG. 7. Comparison of same models of local pair distribution
as in Fig. 6. The data are Ni0.85V0.15 powder data taken at
300 K at NOMAD.

the PDF data of Ni0.85V0.15 for short distances with
rmax ≈ 7 Å with PDFgui under the same condition as
the random fit. See model in Figure 5. The difference
∆ of data-model is displayed in Figure 6 and Fig. 7 as
a third line (in blue) shifted down by some units. The
residual Rw, recorded in Table I, is small, but still larger
than the random value. The difference between z = 10.2
and 10.5, the effective average Ni-Ni neighbor count is
not very large, so farther neighbor correlations become
relevant for the formation of the ordered structure.

The other superstructure Ni3V forms from the disor-

dered fcc phase below To = 1045◦C in a higher concentra-
tion range around x = 0.25, depending on sample growth
conditions and heat treatments26,29. Ni3V crystallizes
in the SO22 structure, a body-centered tetragonal struc-
ture with 2 fcc unit cells along the c-direction37, where
c/a > 2. V has only Ni neighbors, and Ni has 4 V neigh-
bors that the Ni-Ni coordination z = 8 is very small. The
short-range correlation of this Ni3V structure were tested
(using 1× 1× 2 fcc supercell with V at origin and body
center) as shown in Fig. 5. The difference ∆ of data and
model is presented as lowest (black) line in Fig. 6 and
Fig. 7. It shows obvious deviations, e.g. at the first peak
in G(r), and leads to the largest residual Rw as listed
in Table I. This organized structure reduces the Ni-Ni
correlation to z = 8 which contradicts the experimental
data. The refined parameters (see more in Appendix B)
are similar to the random results, only the lattice con-
stants differ with c/a = 2.006.

We presented a detailed analysis of the most V rich
sample Ni0.85V0.15, which would be expected to be the
most prone to V clustering. Figure 5(b) summarizes the
Rw for the main models clearly identifying the random
model as the best description with the lowest Rw. Ap-
plying the same analysis on the other Ni-V samples with
x < 0.15 gives similar results. The random model re-
mains the best description for all. For all x, the residual
factor Rw increases consistently by ∼ 0.5 − 1% model-
ing the local PDF with the V-cluster model compared
to the random model. The x = 0.110 pellet sample is
described equally well with the Ni8V structure or with
the random model. For short ranges (rmax = 6.9 Å),
the Ni8V model is slightly better than the random fit
[Rw(Ni8V) = 14.4% < Rw(random) = 14.7%]; for larger
ranges (rmax = 20 Å) the Ni8V fit becomes somewhat
worse [Rw(Ni8V) = 14.9% > Rw(random) = 14.8%].
These samples were annealed at high T for random dis-
tribution. To what extent short-range order of the Ni8V
remains in these samples cannot be resolved because of
insufficient statistics. These data already demonstrate
that no obvious V-clustering and no large-scale phase
separation occurs in Ni-V.

VI. TWO-PHASE MODELS

Besides testing alternate models such as random or
super structure, these two models and their contribution
can be probed simultaneously for the same data set in
a two-phase (2P) model. This is a simple way to notice
deviations from a random occupied fcc lattice in regions
within the sample and recognize atomic short range cor-
relations. Modeling the PDF of the Ni0.85V0.15 data with
the random phase and the ordered phase Ni3V (with a
contribution of about 15%±8%) leads to a better descrip-
tion with a reduced Rw than the pure random model
if the fit regime is restricted to rmax ≈ 7 Å. Expand-
ing the fit regime to rmax = 20 Å does not improve Rw
compared to the pure random model, signaling that only
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short-range correlations of Ni3V are present. The re-
fined lattice parameters are consistent with the expected
values (see Appendix B). When the ordered phase is re-
placed by a second random phase (with independent lat-
tice constant and contribution) the fit quality declines.
This confirms that already weak short range correlation
of the Ni3V structure are present in Ni0.85V0.15. We
also tested for short range correlation of Ni8V with a
2P model. The best fit yield a Ni8V phase contribution
of about 14% ± 7% with reasonable lattice parameters
(see Appendix B). The residual does not show much im-
provement, the Ni8V local environment is not very dis-
tinct from the random Ni-environment. More distinct
longer range correlations different from random are not
confirmed as expected for our samples annealed at high
temperatures.

A 2P model can also be used to probe phase sepa-
ration of Ni and V or large concentration gradients in
Ni-V by separating pure Ni regions from diluted Ni-V re-
gions. Phase separation of Ni+Ni-X has been suggested
for Ni-Rh38 forming below a miscibility temperature from
a disordered fcc phase at higher temperatures. Modeling
the PDF data with a pure Ni-phase (with constrained
Ni parameters) and a random occupied Ni1−xVx phase
(x ≥ 0.15) with adjustable parameters yields a slightly
better fit than the single-phase random model if the fit
range is restricted to a short range of rmax ≈ 7 Å. Table I
shows the Rw factors. The indicated contribution of the
Ni phase is 12%±5%. Probing for a Ni-rich region up to
rmax = 20 Å returns only zero or a negative contribution.
If 12% of the pure Ni phase is imposed, the Rw factor
increases. Therefore, large Ni regions beyond the ran-
dom statistics can be excluded. Pure Ni regions become
more likely within a smaller volume of radius rmax. The
observed value of ∼ 12% is still higher than the proba-
bility of a pure x = 0 region within rmax = 7 Å (< 1%)
but matches the probability of x = 0 below 3 Å (of 12%
of Ni with only Ni neighbors) in a randomly diluted NiV
sample with x = 0.15. Some small size Ni-rich regions
are noticed in x = 0.15 that point to minor local devia-
tions from the average concentration and the ideal crys-
tal structure. It was shown that in Ni-Cr nanoparticles39

with a diameter of d < 10 nm, different chemical en-
vironments were found at the surface compared to the
bulk due to Cr segregation to the surface. We expect
here much larger crystallites in our polycrystalline sam-
ples, but different Ni-environment at grain boundaries
are certainly possible. Grain boundary-aided nucleation
of growth of the ordered Ni3V structure was investigated
in a melt spun Ni0.75V0.25 alloy40. These PDF results
support that in Ni-V, minor local concentration gradi-
ents are present but no phase separation on larger scales.

VII. CONCLUSION

We present a detailed pair distribution (PDF) anal-
ysis from neutron scattering data of the Ni1−xVx al-

loy. This study answers the main question by confirm-
ing that our Ni-V samples form indeed a solid solution
at low temperatures. The results also demonstrate that
the local PDF is a powerful method to probe the rele-
vant Ni-environment in the Ni1−xVx samples to reveal
many details. No secondary ordered phase besides the
fcc lattice is found. The fcc lattice is the best model
when V and Ni are occupying the fcc lattice sites at
random. V-cluster models are worse descriptions. The
results show no distinct phase segregation of V and Ni-
rich regions. Other chemically-ordered structure models
show deviations from the data due to the different local
environment. The PDF analysis reveals at most weak
short-range correlations of Ni3V in Ni0.85V0.15. Also,
the increase of the lattice constant and the atomic dis-
placement parameters (ADP) with x is consistent with
the simple packing of solid spheres (of V and Ni-atoms)
in a fcc lattice with occupational disorder. This PDF
analysis concludes that Ni1−xVx is a system with po-
tential short-range order at specific concentrations, but
not prone to chemical clustering like Ni-Cu. Ni1−xVx

shows more preference for ordering than for clustering.
V-clustering as a cause for magnetic cluster formation
can be excluded. The chemical ordering correlations are
rather weak for x ≤ 0.15. The local Ni-environment in
Ni8V is not very distinct from the random occupation.
That makes Ni1−xVx a remarkable system that favors
random occupation when prepared with high annealing
temperatures and cooled down rapidly.

How much any weak remnants of chemical ordering
impacts the magnetism here could be studied further
with optimized samples and more advanced models.
Regions with short range order (SRO) might not lead
to the formation of Ni-rich regions but could still
modify the magnetic cluster distribution. Deviations
from perfect random are most likely to occur close to
x ≈ 0.11, the concentration of the ordered phase that is
close to the critical concentration xc = 0.116, where the
ferromagnetic order breaks down with most dominant
magnetic clusters. The analysis of x = 0.110 or better
of x = 0.111 could be improved using powdered samples
to resolve more subtle differences between ordered and
disordered models (with overall reduced Rw). The PDF
of samples prepared with different annealing tempera-
tures TA showing different SRO can reveal the impact
on magnetic clusters through comparison with magnetic
measurements. To directly observe the magnetic clusters
in these polycrystals the mPDF method41,42 (extracting
the magnetic PDF) remains too challenging in this
small moment system but direct neutron scattering
measurements like SANS seem feasible to characterize
magnetic correlation at x ≈ 0.1118,43.
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Appendix A: PDF parameters of random model

These sections list the detailed fit parameters from the
PDF analysis. We used the PDFgui program25 to an-
alyze the data. Besides the crystal lattice and atomic
position parameters it also determines their variations,
the atomic displacement parameters ADP and contains
two simple control parameters to adjust to the resolution
of the instrument configuration. The ADP parameter u
is extracted from the observed peak width in G(r). The
effective parameters δ2 and δ1 are introduced to correct
the uncorrelated width for a correlated motion of close
pairs34. The square of the peak width (HWHM), the ex-
perimental variance of the mean bond length σ2 is then
produced by these simple fit parameters in the PDFgui
program:

σ2 = 2u(1− δ2/r2 − δ1(T )/r + (r Qbroad)2) (A1)

Qbroad and Qdamp are the instrumental control parame-
ters that model the instrumental peak width and effec-
tive intensity decay of G(r) in PDFgui. The values of
both parameters are usually determined by a Si-powder
experiment and are called Q0 here for both instruments.
For low temperatures (15K) δ1 = 0, for high temperature
(300K) δ1 dominates that we kept δ2 = 0.

Table II displays the refined fit parameters and com-
pares the Rw for different setups for some selected
Ni1−xVx samples. Aiming to optimize the fit quality by
varying parameters we can characterize the crystalline
properties of the sample. The fit quality of the ran-
dom fcc-lattice with the calibrated instrumental parame-
ter setting (called Q0) is satisfactory, yielding a residual
Rw = 11% for x = 0.15, but improves to Rw = 8% by
increasing the parameters to larger values (called QL).

E.g. the Q0 values for NPDF are Qdamp = 0.006Å
−1

and

Qbroad = 0.002Å
−1

, the QL values are Qdamp = 0.02Å
−1

and Qbroad = 0.035Å
−1

. This implies that the peak
widths grow larger and the PDF intensity decays faster
with r than ideally expected for a perfect lattice. More
details of modeling resolution effects and their impact
on data analysis can be found in Ref. 44. While the
total Rw(x) for all samples varies with x rather non-
systematically (from about 20% - 10%) instead of in-
creasing, Rw is always reduced by the same amount of

TABLE II. Refined fit parameters of Ni1−xVx at 15 K of
the fcc-random model: fcc-lattice constant a, (isotropic)
atomic displacement parameter u, correlated motion param-
eters δ2, δ1, weighted residual factor Rw within fit range
rmax = 20 Å using optimized instrumental parameters QL

(Qdamp = 0.02 Å
−1
, Qbroad = 0.035 Å

−1
). For comparison

Rw of alternative fits are shown with calibrated Q0 param-

eters (Qdamp = 0.006 Å
−1
, Qbroad = 0.002 Å

−1
) employing

single-phase and two-phase (2P) model with lattice constant
a2 > a1, where ∆a/a = 2(a2 − a1)/(a2 + a1). *Rw with
nanoparticle size dia ≥ 300 Å.

Ni1−xVx x=0 x=0.9 x=0.15

a(Å) 3.51540(1) 3.52970(1) 3.54058(1)

u(Å
2
) 0.001132(2) 0.001373(3) 0.001610(3)

δ2(Å
2
) 2.32(4) 1.73(4) 1.26(3)

Rw(%) : [QL] 17.2 14.0 7.94
Rw(%) : [Q0] 18.8 15.7 11.0
Rw(%) : [Q0] 2P 17.0/17.0* 13.8/13.8* 8.26/7.96*
∆a/a(%) 0.353 0.365 0.378

TABLE III. Control and refined fit parameters of Ni0.85V0.15

for the two data sets at 15 K and 300 K of the fcc-random
model. Note the similar fit quality (Rw) and parameters for
different settings: for rmax ≈ 7 Å with Q0 and for rmax = 20 Å
with QL or with Q0 using 2P model, see also Table II.

Ni0.85V0.15 15 K 300 K
rmax(Å) 20 6.9 20 7.1

a1(Å) 3.53388(3) 3.54158(6) 3.5608(3) 3.5615(8)
a2(Å) 3.54728(3)

u(Å
2
) 0.001618(5) 0.001635(8) 0.0077(1) 0.0079(3)

δ2(Å
2
) 1.58(4) 1.30(4)

δ1(Å) 1.37(5) 1.37(7)

Qdamp(Å
−1

) 0.006 0.006 0.033 0.018

Qbroad(Å
−1

) 0.002 0.002 0.040 0.019
Rw(%) 8.26 7.87 8.45 6.93

2− 3% when optimizing the control parameters from Q0

to QL.
Note that especially the largest Rw is observed for

x = 0, which cannot relate to the sample quality but to
the sample arrangement. Our pure Ni samples contained
pellets with the largest size of ∼ 4mm that lead to the
most inhomogeneous distribution within the sample can.
We suspect that the sample density variation of several
pellets instead of the ideal isotropic powder is responsi-
ble for additional wiggles in the PDF data that causes
the high Rw. For comparison, we performed another ex-
periment on a powder sample produced from filing down
some pellets for x = 0.15. The proper instrumental pa-
rameter parameters with low Q0 values produce a resid-
ual factor of Rw = 11.5% that reduces to Rw = 8.45%
with enhanced QL values as shown in Figure 3. The opti-
mized experimental parameter and other refined param-
eters are listed in Table III for the two ranges of interest.
This fit quality compares well to similar PDF model of
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NOMAD data of 2 g of pure (not annealed) Ni powder
reported with Rw = 6.2%23.

The common reduction of Rw for all x by increasing
the instrumental parameters from Q0 to QL at different
instruments relates most likely to the sample quality. Al-
ternatively, these lattice imperfection can be modeled by
simple tools in PDFgui through extra parameters, keep-
ing the calibrated values Q0. Through a two-phase (2P)
model with two fcc-lattices that only differ in lattice con-
stants (a2 > a1) the strain ∆a/a can be estimated where
∆a = (a2−a1), and a = (a2 +a1)/2. Also a nanoparticle
diameter dia is available in PDFgui to estimate a finite
crystallite size. The best 2P model fit yield a lattice vari-
ation or effective strain ∆a/a of the order of 0.3− 0.4%
for all x as shown in Table II. This value is consis-
tent with the alternate description using an increased
Qbroad = QL value expecting ∆a/a ≈ 2

√
uQbroad. The

increased Qdamp = QL value corresponds to a finite crys-

tallite size in the order of 100Å (dia ≈ 2/Qdamp). Within
the 2P model the fit quality improves only a bit for
x = 0.15 from Rw = 8.26% to Rw = 7.96% with a finite
dia ≈ 300 Å, while for x < 0.15 Rw remains unchanged
with insignificant high dia > 300 Å values.

Since both alternative models, two-phase (2P) with Q0

or one phase with QL yield essentially the same fit with
similar parameters and fit qualities Rw we use further
the QL setup for this range of rmax = 20 Å. These results
also remain similar for a reduced fit range (rmax ≈ 7 Å)
with proper resolution Q0 as expected (see Table III), the
main setup we use to probe alternative atomic models.

Appendix B: PDF parameters of other 1P and 2P
models

Here we discuss the essential fit parameters for testing
other models than random using single phase and two

phases within PDFgui. The PDF of Ni-V with x = 0.15
is fitted with the same control parameters for the short
range of rmin = 1.75Å to rmax ≈ 7Å for all models: from
models with random occupation, to cluster models with
selected V-cluster sizes to superstructures (Ni3V, Ni8V).
Table I shows the fit quality through the weighted resid-
ual factor Rw. The detailed fit parameters are not very
different from the random model as listed in Table III.
For full information we comment on some deviating pa-
rameters of the other models. We call a15, u15, δ15 the
values for the random model. The cluster models produce
the same parameters except the correlation parameter
is smaller, decreasing further with increasing the clus-
ters size to V38, where δ1 becomes 1.17 and δ2 reduces
to δ2 = 0.49. Also the refined parameters of the Ni8V
structure are similar to the random fit with c = a15. The
Ni3V structure allows two different lattice constants with
a = 0.999a15 and c/a = 2.006. The ADP is somewhat

larger with u = 0.0021Å
2

(15K), u = 0.0087Å
2

(300K).

We probed 2 phase models to check for short-range or-
der. The most obvious ordered phase is Ni3V. G(r) of
Ni0.85V0.15 is fitted with rmax ≈ 7Å using 2 phases, one
with random occupation and one with the ordered phase
Ni3V. The best fit yield a contribution of 15% ± 8% of
Ni3V with a reduced Rw as listed in Table III. The
refined lattice parameters are arandom = 1.001a15 and
a31 = 0.993a15 with c31/a31 = 2.03(1) for the ran-
dom and the ordered Ni3V-phase, respectively. Using
Ni8V for the second ordered phase yields a similar con-
tribution of 14% ± 7% for the best fit but not a dis-
tinct improvement in Rw compared to the pure random
model. The refined parameters are arandom = 1.001a15
and c81 = 0.998a15 for the random and the ordered Ni8V
phase, respectively.
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