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A bstract

D evising a com putational tool that assesses the therm odynam ic stability of m aterdals is am ong the

m ost in portant steps required to build a \virtual laboratory", where m aterials could be designed from

rst-principlesw ithout relying on experim entalinput. A though the form alisn that allow s the calculation
of solid state phase diagram s from  rst principles iswellestablished, itspractical In plem entation rem ains
a tedious process. T he developm ent of a fully autom ated algorithm to perform such calculations serves
two purmposes. First, it w illm ake this powerfiil tool available to large num ber of researchers. Second, it
frees the calculation process from arbitrary param eters, guaranteeing that the results obtained are truly
derived from the underlying rstprinciples calculations. The proposed algorithm form alizes the m ost
di culk step of phase diagram calculations, nam ely the determ nation of the \cluster expansion", w hich
is a com pact representation ofthe con gurational dependence of the alloy’s energy. T his is traditionally
achieved by a t of the unknown interaction param eters of the clister expansion to a set of structural
energies calculated from rst-principles. W e present a form al statistical basis for the selection of both
the interaction param eters to inclide in the cluster expansion and of the structures to use in order to
determm ine them . T he proposed m ethod relies on the concepts of crossvalidation and variance m inin iza—
tion. An application to the calculation of the phase diagram ofthe SiGe, CaO M g0, Ti+A L, and CuAu
system s is presented.

1 Introduction

Steadily grow Ing com puter pow er and In provem ents In num ericalalgorithm sarem akingm ore and m orem a—
terials problem s approachable by com puter sin ulations. F irst-principles com putations, in which properties
of m aterials are derived from quantum m echanics, are particularly interesting as they allow for the explo—
For any new m aterial, a determ ination of its stable structure is of utm ost In portance. Hence, the detem i-
nation ofphase diagram s from rst principles is am ong the m ost in portant steps required to build a \virtual
laboratory".

O ver the last twenty years, the form alisn enabling the calculation of a solid-state phase diagram from
quantum m echanical energy calculations has been carefully laid out [1994dF, :1994Zun:, 1991D uc]. This
formm aliam establishes that the them odynam ic properties of an alloy can, In principle, be com puted as accu—
rately as desired through a technigue known as the cluster expansion. In practice, how ever, the construction
of this expansion can be tedious, and relies on the researcher’s physical intuition to guide the construction
process. These di culties have so far lim ited the use of phase diagram calculations from rstprinciples to
m em bers of the allby theory comm unity. To m ake this powerfiil tool available to a large num ber of people
outside of the allby theory comm uniy, we have developed a fiillly autom ated algorithm to perform such
calculations and in plem ented it in an easy-to-use softw are package. O ur autom ated algorithm also o ersthe


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0201511v2

advantage of rem oving arbitrary param eters from the com putations, ensuring that the results cbtained are
truly derived from the underlying rst-principles calculations, rather than based on the physical intuition of
the user.

T his paper is organized as follow s. First, a brief description of the form alisn to calculate phase dia—
gram s from st principles is presented. W e then propose and m otivate an algorithm for the autom atic
determ nation of phase diagram s. F inally, various exam ples of the application of ourm ethod are shown.

2 The cluster expansion form alism

The com putation of an alloy phase diagram from rstprinciples typically consists of three steps. First,
the partition fiinction of the system is coarse grained to that of a lattice m odel representing the possble
con gurational disorder of the ally @99_3_(:_6_4, :ZQO_Z_VE:H_N_.]. If needed, this process can be accom plished
w ithout neglecting the additional entropy arising from the electronic and vibrational degrees of freedom ,
even though these degrees of freedom are no longer explicitly present in the lattice m odel. T he resulting
coarse grained partition function consists of a sum over every possble way to place the atom s on a given
parent ]attJer: D ue to the lJarge num ber of term s in the sum , i is moconceivable to attem pt to com pute the
energy of every con guration from rst principles. Hence, In the second step, the dependence of energy on
alloy con guration is param etrized w ith a sin pler m odel using one of alloy theory’s m ost powerfiil tools,

con gurational dependence of the energy of an alloy, whose accuracy can be system atically in proved by
adding a su cient num ber oftermm s in the expansion. In the third step, the systam is them ally equilbrated
and free energies are obtained from M onte C arlo sin ulations. In thispaper, we focus on the clister expansion,
as it isthemost di cult step.

T he cluster expansion is a generalization of the welkknown Ising Ham ittonian. In the comm on case of
a binary alloy system , the Ising m odel consists of assigning a spin-like occupation variable ; to each site
i of the parent Jattice, which takes the value 1 or + 1 depending on the type of atom occupying the site.
A particular arrangem ent of spins of the parent lattice is called a con guration and can be represented by
a vector containing the value of the occupation variable for each site In the parent lattice. A though
we focus here on the case of binary alloys, this fram ework can be extended to arbitrary multicom ponent
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where is a cluster (@ set of sites 1). The sum is taken over all clusters that are not equivalent by a
symm etry operation of the space group of the parent lattice, while the average is taken over all clusters

0 that are equivalent to by symmetry. The coe cients J  in this expansion embody the ifom ation
regarding the energetics of the alloy and are called the e ective cluster interaction (EC I).The m uliplicities
m Indicate the num ber of clusters that are equivalent by symm etry to  (divided by the num ber of lattice
sites) .

Tt can be shown that when all clusters are considered In the sum, the cliuster expansion is able to
represent any function E ( ) of con guration by an appropriate selection of the values of J . However,
the realadvantage of the cluster expansion is that, in practice, it is found to converge rapidly. An accuracy
that issu cient or phase diagram calculations can be achieved by keeping only clusters that are relatively
com pact (eg. short—range pairs or am all triplets). T he unknown param eters of the cluster expansion (the
ECI can then detem ined by tting them to the energy of a relatively sm all num ber of con gurations
obtained, for instance, through rstprinciples com putations. This approach is known as the Structure

Inversion M ethod (SIM ) or the Collony-W illiam s 1 983C ont] m ethod.

1H ere the tem \parent lattice" isused to distinguish it from the crystallographic lattice. T he parent lattice m ay have m ore
than one site per unit cell.



T he cluster expansion thus presents an extrem ely concise and practicalway to m odelthe con gurational
dependence of an alloy’s energy. How many ECI and structures are needed in practice? A typical well-
converged cluster expansion of the energy of an alloy consists of about 10 to 20 EC I and necessitates the

3 Optim alC luster E xpansion C onstruction

D eciding which EC I are retained In the cluster expansion and which structuralenergies are used in the tis
largely a process oftrialand errorbased on the experience ofthe researcher, m aking an autom ated procedure
di culk. In response to this, we have devised an algorithm that constructs an optim al cluster expansion
by alematively answering the follow ing two questions. G iven the inform ation obtained at one point in the
calculations regarding the alloy system ,

1. W hich cluster should be included iIn the clister expansion (nearest neighbor pair, second nearest
neighbor pair, triplets, quadruplets, etc.)?

2. W hich atom ic arrangem ents should be used in order to determ ine the unknown coe cientsJ ?

Each question w illbe treated in tum.

3.1 ECTI selection
3.1.1 C rosswvalidation

T he determm ination ofa cluster expansion di ers from standard tting proceduresby the fact that the num ber
of unknown param eters is theoretically in nite, since the true physical system cannot be described exactly
wih a nienumberofnonzero ECI.Theproblem isthatweonly have accessto a nite numberofstructural
energies, In plying that we can never determ ine the exact cluster expansion. T he question is then: W hat is
the best we can do? W e obviously need to truncate the series to a nite number of tem s and our focus is
to determ ine the optim al num ber of termm s to keep, given that a certain num ber of structural energies are
known. Ifwe keep too few tem s, the predicted energies m ay be Im precise because the truncated cluster
expansion cannot acocount for all sources of energy uctuations. If too m any tem s are kept, the more
Insidious problem of over tting m anifests itself. The m ean squared error of the tm ay appear very sm all,
but the true predictive pow er of the clister expansion fordata that wasnot included In the tisin factmuch
Iower. T he source ofthisproblem is that energy variations caused by oneECIJ not incuded in the tmay
be incorrectly atu:butﬁd to an%herEC IJ which is ncluded in the t, sin ply because i i happens

to be correlated w ith i» i I the nite set of structures whose energies are known. W e thus need to
nd the choice of EC I that represents the best com prom ise between those two unwanted e ects. A lthough

evaluating the predictive power of a cluster expansion using the crossvalidation (CV) score, de ned as:

Xt .2
cv)y =n' - .

i=1

where E ; is the calculated energy of structure i, while EA(i) is the predicted value of the energy of structure
i cbtained from a leastsquares tto the (n 1) other structural energies. Choosing the num ber of term s
the form alproofofthis resul is rather technical, we provide a heuristic proofo:fgr:s-v;l]jdjty in the A ppendix
for the convenience of the reader. In contrast to the welkknown m ean squared error, the CV score, is not
m onotonically decreasing. A s the num ber of param eters to be tted Increases, the CV score rst decreases
because an increasing num ber of degrees of freedom are available to explain the varations In energy. The



CV soore then goes through a m inin um before increasing, due to a decrease In predictive pow er caused by
an increase in the noise In the tted EC I.T he best com prom ise between these two e ects can then be found.

T he idea that a correct m easure of the accuracy of the m odel should involve attem pting to predict data
points that are not nclided In the t is quite ntuitive and has been em ployed in previous rstprinciples

phasediagram calculations (see, for instance, f_l-g-9_-l_%‘_-e_f]) . The optim ality property of cross+validation, how —
ever, establishes the in portant fact that there is no need to partition the data in various ways excliding,
1,2,3, etc. structures at a tine. Sinply rem oving one point at a tim e is all that is neededE: It is also
In portant to note that, although the calculation of the CV score nvolves rem oving points from the t,

the CV soore nevertheless gives a m easure of the predictive power of the t obtained with all structures

cluster expansion while still using all the structural energies available in order to t the ECI. There is no
need to exclide perfectly valid data points from the twhen obtaining the ECT.

Tt would appear that ram oving one point at a tim e lnvolves recom puting n distinct regressions, a process
exhibiting a com putational com plexiy of order n®. However, the CV score can actually be com puted 1
order n operations, using the form ula
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w hich Involves only the predicted values EAi obtained frigm the stpndard \all points ncluded" least-squares

regression and the m atrix X ; containing the values of y foreach structure i. W e et X ; denote

32
row iofthematrix X . The order n com plexiy is achieved by noting that the matrix X TX ' can be
com puted once and for all.

3.1.2 N arrow ing the Search for ECI

A pplying the crossvalidation criterion to the problem ofEC I selection requiresa few additionalsteps. C ross—
validation tends to perform better In practice when the number of choices is kept an all, not only because
this m inim izes the com putational requirem ents of the search, but also for a m ore findam ental reason. T he
crossvalidation score is a statistical quantity and thus provides an error contam nated m easure of the \true"
quantity we are nterested In. W hile the statistical noise vanishes In the large sam ple lim i, it m ay stilla ect
nite-sam ple perform ances. A s the num ber of altemative cluster choices Increases, the lkelhood that one
suboptin al choice happens to give a an aller crossvalidation score than the true optin al choice increases.
By restricting the search only to \physically m eaningfiil" candidate cluster expansions, we m Inin ize this
unw anted phenom enon.
Let us now propose a fom alde nition of what a \physically m eaningful" cluster choice is. D e ne the
diam eter of a cluster as the m axin um distance between two sites in the cluster.

1. A cluster can be iIncluded only if all its subclusters have already been inclided.

2. Anm -point cluster can be included only ifallm -point clusters ofa sn aller diam eter have already been
nclided.

The st rule form alizes the observation that an m -point cluster can be interpreted as describing the
coupling between an m *poit cluster and an (m m%-point cluster. Under the reasonable assum ption that
coupling tem s are less in portant than each temm staken separately, we expect a given cluster to be associated
with a smnaller EC I than any of is subclisters, in plying that subclisters should alwaysbe included in the
expansion rst. The second rule sum m arizes the intuition that lJarge and extended clusters tend to describe
weaker interactions than am all and com pact ones. By using the diam eter as a m easure of spatial extent, it
assum es that a cluster is associated w ith an Interaction that is weaker than the weakest pair it contains, the
w eakest being presum ably the longest.

2N ote that this property however relies on the assum ption that the errors in the calculated energies (due, for instance,
to num erical noise) are statistically independent, an assum ption that should be justi ed in the context of cluster expansion
construction .



W hile it is possible that the optin al cluster expansion does not satisfy these requirem ents, the only
consequence of m posing them is that the algorithm m ight choose a cluster expansion containing an unnec—
essarily Jarge num ber of term s, w ith som e EC I being set close to zero. These two rules are su cient to keep
the num ber of possibilities to a nite and reasonable num ber and lad to a particularly sim ple algorithm to
system atically go through all \physically m eaningfil" cluster choices.

F irst consider pair clisters In increasing order of length . Foreach choice ofpair clusters, consider triplets,
In Increasing order of diam eter, up to the diam eter of the longest pair. For each choice of triplets, consider
quadruplets, In Increasing order of diam eter, up to the diam eter of the largest triplet, etc. N ote that when
ties betwv een the diam eters ofdi erent clusters occur, all clusters ofthe sam e diam eter are added at the sam e
tin e. The fact that the totalnum ber of cluster m ust be less than the num ber of structures guarantees that
the num ber of cluster choices to be considered is nite.

For Instance, consider the arti cially sin ple case where the pairs have length 1,2,3, ::: and sin ilarly
for larger clusters. If one has access to the energy of 7 structures, the ©llow Ing cluster choices would be
considered (each choice is described by the m axin um diam eter of the Included pairs, triplets, quadruplets,
etc): ), ¢,1), ¢,1,1), ¢,1,1,1), @), 1), 2,1,1), 2,2), 3), 3,1), @). The num ber of clusters included is
atm ost 4, because the em pty cluster and the point cluster (assum ing there is only one) are alw ays included,
and because crossvalidation requires at least one m ore structure than there are clusters.

Tt is possble that for a particular class of system s, m ore goeci ¢ rules can be derived (e.g. In focbased
transition m etal alloys, the fourth nearest neighbor pair is offten associated w ith a larger EC I than the third
nearest neighbor pair E.-g-gi_ﬁ_l-i(-;]), but as a general system —-independent rule, this hierarchy of clusters seem s
sensble.

3.1.3 G round State P rediction

The accuracy of a cluster expansion is not sokly m easured by the error in the predicted energies. It is
particularly im portant that it is able to predict the correct ground states. Since the m ean squared error
focuses on optim izing the absolute energy values, whike the ground states are determm ined by the ranking
of energies, the lowest m ean squared error does not necessarily lead to the m ost accurate prediction of

expansion in our algorithm gives an absolute preference to choices of clusters which yield the sam e ground
states as the calculated energies. M ore speci cally, a candidate cluster expansion which has a higher cross—
validation score but predicts the correct ground states w illbe preferred to a cluster expansion which has a
Jow er cross-validation score but predicts incorrect ground states.

For a given set of structures, i is possible that no candidate cluster expansion predicts the right ground
states. In these cases, a sin ple way to ensure that the ground states are correctly predicted is to give extra
\weight" to speci cally chosen structures in order to obtain the correct ground states. A lthough we have
already described how to nclide weights in the standard least—squares setting, we now have to also de ne an
appropriate crossvalidation score for the purpose of ranking the quality of weighted least-squares t. Since
a linear regression ofE; on X ; wih weightsw; is equivalent to a regression ofw;E; on w;X ; , the natural
extension of the crossvalidation score to weighted ts is:

5 1Xn N 2
WCV) =n wi By E 4 ;
i=1
which, for the purpose of calculations, can w ritten as:
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whereW ;5 = 33w;. The ollow Ing heurdstic rule is used to set the weights. F irst, assign a unit weight to all
structures. Ifthe ground states are not correctly predicted, ag the \problem atic" structures as follow s. Let
¢; be the concentration of structure i. Let gy be the indices of the true ground states am ong the calculated

structures, sorted In increasing order of concentration. If a structure i is such that EAi;ci lies below the



line pining EAgj 7 Cq; and EA% 1 7G5 for som e j, then mark structures i, g5, g5+ 1 as \problem atic".
Increase the weights of all \problem atic" structures by one and repeat the process until the ground states
are correctly predicted or until a speci ed number of unsuccessfiil trials has been reached. The rationale
behind this algorithm is that, w henever possible, weights should be avoided. By adjusting weights, one can
get a wide variety of results. W hen only the weights that are strictly needed to get a qualitatively correct
ground state line are ad justed, we m inin ize the level of arbitrariness of the tting procedure.

3.2 Structure Selection

How can we select which structural energy to add to an existing t in order to im prove its accuracy at the
Jeast com putational cost? Ideally, one would again selct the structure that yields, for a given am ount of
com putational tin e, the largest reduction in the prediction error of keast-square t, asestin ated by the CV
score. Unfortunately, the CV score requires the know ledge ofthe energy ofthe new candidate structure to be
added to the t, which m akes this approach unfeasble. However, aswe w illnow descrbe, it is still possible
to construct a usefill estin ate of the In provem ent In the accuracy of a cluster expansion even w ithout the
know ledge of the energy of a candidate new structure to be added to the t.

3.2.1 Variance R eduction

A s discussed in m ore details in the A ppendix, the prediction error ofa least-square t can be separated into
two com ponents: the bias and the variance. T hese quantities are best described in tem s of the follow ing
thought experim ent. If you were to choose at random m any sam ples of n structures and were to com pute
a clusters expansion for each sample, each t would give slightly di erent values for the ECI. The ECT,
averaged over di erent sam ples, m ay give a slightly biased estim ate of the true value ofthe EC I (pbecause a
truncated cluster expansion does account for allpossible sources of energy uctuations). In addition to this
system atic bias com ponent, the ECI tted to each samplk willexhdbi uctuations around the m ean whose
m agnitude can be characterized by a variance com ponent. O f course, since the EC I are a m ultidin ensional
quantity, a m atrix of covariances is needed to fillly characterize the uctuations.

Ideally, we would want to add to the t the structure which m ost reduces the sum of the bias squared
and ofthe variance. Unfortunately, the reduction in the bias is in possible to predict w ithout the know ledge
ofthe energy ofthe new candidate structure to be added.rj: W e thus focus solely on the variance com ponent,
which can be estin ated w ithout the know ledge of the energy of the new structure.

ECI is given by

V= xTx & @)
D E
52 j for each

structure, ndeed does not depend on the structural energies. (In principle, the €® tem does depend on
the structural energy, but i is a second order e ect. To see this, consider e? as a function of the ECTI.
Since a least-square t is cbtained by m nin izihg e?, it follow s that €’ is a quadratic finction ofthe EC I in
the viciniy ofthem nimum , in plying that a st order change in the estin ated EC I yields a second order
change 1 the estin ated & .)

W e can now use Equation @'_2) to derive the variance of the predicted energies. T he predicted energy EAi
of structure i is a linear function ofthe ECT

where € is the m ean squared error ofthe t. Note that X , which is the m atrix of the

E;= X J X; J

where J denotes the vector of the EC I tin es their respective m ultiplicities (ie. J = m J ). The variance
ofa linear function ofa vector J with known covariance m atrix V is given by:
h i
Var B; = X,;VX]:

30 ne would need to known the value of the EC I obtained w ith the new structure included in the t, which is in possible
w ithout the know ledge of its energy.



T his expression gives the variance of the predicted energy of only one structure. To quantify the predictive
power of the cluster expansion, we then need to average this quantiy over all structures (even those not
yet Included In the t). The set of the values of the correlations for every possible structure is hard to
characterize. W hile it is known to be a convex polytope embedded in a cube of side 2, constructing this

assum ption that the correlations X ; of every possble structures are distrbuted isotropically n a sphere.
T he expected variance of a structure picked at random is then given by an integralover a sohere S weighted
by som e spherically symm etric density £ (kuk):

h h ii Z
E Var EAi = u'vuf kuk) du
S |
7z, 7 :
= u'v udu f (r)dr
0 kuk=r
Z Yz,
= ufvudu f (r)dr
kuk=r | 0
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= trV):
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T he last step follow s from the fact that for any set of orthogonalvectorsu;i, tr(V ) = iui Vu;. In summ ary,
the trace of the covariance m atrix ofthe EC I:

1
tr &€ xTx

provides us wih a criterion to estin ate the expected variance of the energies predicted from a cluster
expansion.

T he question isnow : W hat happens to the expected variance when a new structure is added to the t?
Changes 1n € can be shown to be of a second order as ©llows. T he least square procedure m inin izes &?,
In plying any rst-order change In the ECI (asa result ofadding a new point to the t) yieldsno rst-order
change in €. W e can thus Hcus sokly on nding the new structure i which m axin izes the reduction r of
the trace of X TX  :

1 1
r=tr X7TX tr XTX + XX,

whereX ; arethe correlationsofthe new structureto beadded. Since the length ofthe vectorX ; isbounded,
there is a lim it to how much a single structure can reduce the variance of the t. The m aximum variance
reduction V  ax is reached when X f is the longest possble colum n vector v parallel to the eigenvector of
X TX associated w ith the am allest eigenvalue:

1

1
Vimax = tr XTX XX + w' 3)

where v is nom alized so that m axy jv;Jj= 1, since correlations cannot exceed one in m agnitude.

This result can be shown by maxin zingtr X TX = XTX +w’ ' with respect tov whilk intro—
ducing the constraintsthat v¥ v = cthrough a Lagrangem ultiplier .The rst-ordercondition forthism axi-
m ization problem canbe foundby rstcalculatingthe rst-orderchangeintr X TX ! XITx + wt



w ith respect to changes in vv'

1 1 1 1
tr xTx XTxX + w' = tr XTx I+ XTx e xTx @)
1 1 1
tr xTx I xTx w o oxTx
1 1
= tr XTx wl o xTx
T 2 T
= tr XX vV
T T 2
= tr v XX v
2
= ' xTx v
The rst-order condition is then given by
2
Ty vi xTx v Vv ¢ = 0;

which is just an eigenvalue problem :

Sincewe are Jooking ram axin um , we seek the Jargest eigenvalueof X TX 2 or, equivalently, the sm allest
eigenvalue ofX T X . T hisestablishes that v m ust be parallelw ith the eigenvector associated w ith the sn allest
eigenvalue of X TX .

32.2 Trade-o between Com putationalR equirem ents and Variance R eduction

W e now derive an optim ality criterion for selecting a new structure to inclide in the t that takes both
variance reduction and com putational requirem ents into account. C onsider the change in variance w hen one
structures is added to a t already containing n structures. Then X TX is of order n, while the change in
X TX due to the new structures, X [ X; , is of order 1. A ssum ing that n 1, a Taylor series argum ent
sim ilar to the one of E quation (:ff) yields:

1
tr xTx tr XxTX +xX[x; tr xTx

T his show s that when the num ber n of structures included is large, the variance-reducing e ect of adding
a few structures to the t is linear. Hence, when faced with the decision to add a structure reducing the
variance by V ; ata com putationalcostC; ora structure J:educjng the variance by V , at a com putational
cost C,, we should add the structure which m axin izes —* . Indeed, ifC; < C, one can com pute about CZ

structures sim ilar to structure 1 in the tin e it takesto oom pute structure 2. T he resulting variance reductjon
using structure 2 is V ,, whilke the variance reduction us:|ng structures sim ilar to structure 1 is j V.

Structure 2 willbe preferable if V, > V 1—2 or

T he com putational cost of obtaining the energy ofa structure can be estin ated in advance from the num ber
ofatom s In its unit cell and the known scaling law ofthe rst-principlesm ethod used :f:

The algorithm to choose the \best" structure is thus the llow ng. W e scan through structures in
Increasing order of com putational cost, that is, In increasing order of unit cell size. This task can be

4The sym m etry of the structure also has som e e ect on com putational costs, although we neglect this fact to reduce the
com putationalburden of nding the best structure to add.



the potential gains for adding it to the t

1
tr XxTXx
Gi=

where X ; and C; are, respectively, the correlations and the com putational cost of structure i. T he search
can be aborted when

Vrnax

Ci

< Gi;rnax

where G i, .x Isthebest gain G; ound so farand V .« isthem axinum possble variance reduction, given
by E quation @).

3.2.3 G round State P rediction

W e have so far sokely focused on reducing the variance of the t. But a sucoessfiil cluster expansion must
be able to predict the correct ground states and a speciale ort m ust be m ade to reduce the possibility of
nocorrect ground states. To address this issue, whenever a cluster expansion is constructed, we generate
a large num ber of structures that were not included In the t and check whether there are new predicted
ground states am ong these structures. If there are none, then the m Inin um variance criterion for selecting
new structures jist presented is appropriate, because the cluster expansion w e have is likely to be qualitatively
correct and allwe want is to obtain m ore precise EC I. If new ground states are predicted, verifying their
validity has priority over m inin izing the variance. In this case, the search for the m ost variance—reducing
structure is thus restricted to the set of new Iy predicted ground states.

3.3 M inim al C luster E xpansion

Before the re nem ent procedure described above can be used, a \m inim al" start-up cluster expansion m ust
be constructed and isEC Idetem ined. Them inin alcluster expansion consists of the em pty cluster, allthe
point clusters and all the nearest-neighbor pairs surrounding all atom s:f: To detem ne the EC I, we sinply
add structures to the t in increasing order of com putational requirem entsﬁ untilwe have onem ore structure
than there are ECI (so that the crosswvalidation score can be calculated). At thispoint, re nem ent w ith the
procedures outlined above can be started.

4 Im plem entation

4.1 D esign goals

A fter having described the theoretical principles supporting our autom ated algorithm , we are now ready to
discuss its practical in plem entation. W hilke designing our autom ated phase diagram calculation system ,we
sought to ful 11 a num ber of im portant requirem ents.

The system should be abl to run over a long period of tin e w ithout requiring user intervention while
still allow ing the user to intervene at any tin e, ifdesired. Such a feature isusefilin the context ofab initio
calculations because the rst few structural energy calculations are typically set up m anually, In order to
determm ine the values of the various input param eters of the ab initio m ethod that o er the best tradeo
between accuracy and com putational requirem ents. O nce these param eters are chosen, they can be kept
constant for the subsequent runs and the rem ainder of the process can be entirely autom ated.

The system should keep the user nform ed of the best resul cbtained so far, as the calculation proceeds.
In this fashion, the user can interrupt the process at any tin e if the currently available results are suiably

5C onsider a site centered at the origin and sort all other sites (centered at r;) in increasing order of distance from the origin.
T he \nearest neighbor shell" can be de ned asthe sitesr;;:::;m wheren isthe largest n such thatry < 0 foralli;j n.
W hen there are m ore than one atom per unit cell, we consider the radius of each nearest neighbor shell, take the m axin um
Im ax , and then take all the pairs shorter ry ax -

6 Skipping structures whose correlations are coplanar.



accurate. In addition, the user has constant access to prelin inary results, which can be used to try out
subsequent processing steps (eg. M onte Carlo sim ulations), whilk the code keeps running, continuously
In proving the precision of the cluster expansion.

A nother im portant requirem ent is faulttolrance. As good as modem rstprinciples codes are, they
som etin es fail and our system should gracefully handle these instances. The userm ay also decide at a later
tin e to recalculate som e energies m ore accurately, and the code should keep track of such updates.

W e wanted our system to be easily adaptable to any com puting environm ent or energy m ethods. M any

rst-principles codes and m any com puter architectures are currently available. W e cannot sin ply assum e
that one code or one system will eventually replace all others. Finally, we wanted our system to m ake
maxinum use of parallelization opportunities.

4.2 O rganization of the P ackage

W e achieve the goals describbed In the previous section through the setup illustrated In Figure -:I: The
process of tting a cluster expansion using the algorithm presented in the previous section is perform ed
by a subsystem called the M IT Ab-initio Phase Stabilty M APS) code. This subsystem is com pltely
Independent of both the ab initio code and the com puting environm ent used. It in plem ents the algorithm s
w hich detem ine, at any given tin e, (i) the best structureto add toa tand (il the best clustersto add to a

t. The only Input this subsystem requires isthe geom etry ofthe lattice, which can typically be describbed by
a Je kssthan 10 lines long. A 1l other nform ation needed for the construction of a clister expansion, such
as the space group of the lattice or a list of candidate clusters and structures, is autom atically constructed
from the geom etrical nput.

The ram aining subsystem s are dependent on the ab initio code and the com puting environm ent used.
They consists of various sin ple \scripts" that can be easily adapted to any environment. A st lter
com bines a structure’s geom etric inform ation, generated by M AP S, wih various ab initio code-speci c
nput param eters to produce input s for the rstprinciples code. In the case of pseudopotentialbased
codes, the code-speci ¢ param eters inclide k-point m esh densiy, energy cuto and various sw itches that
Indicate the type of calculation to be perform ed. Less than 10 lines of nput are typically needed. A nother

Ter extracts the structure energies from the output lesofthe rstprinciples calculations.

A \pbm anager" servesasthe nterface between M AP S and an array ofprocessors dedicated to structural

energy calculations. C om m unication takes place through a set of sin ple signals:

1. \ready": processors are available to run rstprinciples calculations and M AP S should generate new
structures w hose energy is to be determ ined.

2. \energy": one rstprinciples code has successfully term nated and the energy of the structure is
available.

3. \error": an error has occurred and the energy of a given structure is not available at this point.

A speci c signal is given by sinply creating a I of the corresponding name. In contrast to more
sophisticated com m unication schem es, such a sin ple approach is easy to inplem ent and to custom ize by
the end user. It is also very portable across di erent com puter system s. These les can either be generated
by the user or by sinple autom ated scripts, thus allow ing the code to be either controlled m anually or
autom atically. M AP S sim ply m onitors the creation ofthese les and reacts accordingly. If a new structural
energy becom es available (or a new error is reported), a new cluster expansion is tted. Ifa new processor
becom es available, a new structure is generated.

Since m ost structural energy calculations can com fortably run on a single processor, it is natural to
parallelize the process at the level of the energy calculation. At this level, there is very little need for inter-
process com m unication, and the parallelization e ciency essentially reaches 100% . A ny group ofw orkstation
can thus be directly set up to cooperatively construct a cluster expansion w thout requiring the installation
of sophisticated netw orks or lbraries.

T his softw are package can be obtained by contacting the authors at avdw@alum.mit .edu.
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5 A pplications

To illustrate the usefiilness of our algorithm s and associated softw are package, we have com puted the phase
diagram ofaw ide variety ofalloy system s: SiGe,CaO-M g0, T+A L, CuAu. O urexam ples Inclide nsulating
(Ca0 M g0 ), sam ioconducting (Si6G e) and m etallic system s (T A land Cu-Au). T he crystal structure ofour
exam ple systam s also exhibits a w ide variety, including system sw hose parent lattice hasm ore than one atom
per prin itive uni cell (SiG e), system s that have spectator ions (O In the CaO M gO system ), or system s
w ith m ultiple parent lattices hcp and foc in the T A 1system ).

W ith a few exosgptionsdiscussed below , our predicted phase diagram sexhib it the sam e stable phase asthe
experim entally determ ined phase diagram . H owever, as is comm only the case in phase diagram s calculated
from rstprinciples, the tem perature scale ofthe phase transitions is often overestin ated. T he physicalorigin
of this overestim ation has not been unam biguously established, but likely candidates are (i) the om ission of

the Im ited precision of rst-principles calculations based on the LocalD ensity A pproxin ation LDA).On
the one hand, the form align s that account for lattice vibrations and elastic Interactions have been developed
and would represent a very In portant addition to our package. O n the other hand, our package can easily
be adapted to m ake use ofm ore accurate rst-principlesm ethod, as they becom e available.

51 M ethodology
Our rstprinciples calculations are perform ed within the local densiy approxin ation (LDA) usihg the

allcalculations, we used the default settings in plied by the \high precision" option ofthe code. T he k-point
m esh was constructed using the M onkhorst-P ack schem e and was chosen such that the num ber of k-points
tin es the num ber of atom in the unit cell was at last 3500 for m etallic system s and 1000 for insulating
system s. T his choice keeps the k-point density constant, despite changes in the unit cell size. To ensure that
the k-point density is as isotropic as possble, the num ber of m esh points along a given reciprocal lattice
vectora; was set proportionalto i e a)FR & J where a; and a3 are the two rem aining reciprocal
lattice vectors.

M onte Carlo M C) sinulations {1988B in]. TheM C simulation cellsused ranged from 10 10 10 supercells
toa20 20 20 supercells. The num ber ofequilbration M C passes and the num ber ofaveragingM C passes
used to cbtain them odynam ic quantities were chosen so that the precision of the average concentration of
the alloy is less than 0:1% . This precision typically required from 2000 to 50000 equilbration M C passes
and from 2000 up to 100000 averaging M C passes, depending on tem perature.

T he thermm odynam ic integration m ethod was used to detem ine the grand canonicalpotential  ofeach
phase asa function of chem icalpotential . The grand canonical potential at the starting point of the
Integration path was obtained from the LTE .Phase boundaries between two phases and are found by
locating the intersection of the curves () and (). The concentrations of each phase In equilbbrium
at the phase transition are given by the slope of the curves of the point of intersection. A dditional details

regarding these calculations w illbe presented in a separate com m unication RO01lvdw ,].

52 Examples

W hile a summ ary ofthe characteristics ofthe ve cluster expansions we constructed can be found in Tablk
gl, the details gpeci ¢ to each system are discussed below .

521 The SiG e system

W hik this ngeniousm ethod enables the direct determ ination of long-range pair interactions, clusters larger
than pairs are not included in their fill generality. (C om putationalalchem y does allow the pair interactions
to depend on concentration, thereby In plicitly accounting, to a 1im ited extent, form ultiplet interactions.) It
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is thus of interest to verify that such a sim pli cation is appropriate by em ploying our autom ated tool, which
allow s the Inclusion ofmuliplets. F jgure@ show s that the energetic contribution ofpairs indeed dom inates
the contrbution ofm ultiplets. N ot only are the Included m ultiplets associated w ith very sm allEC I, but the
crossvalidation algorithm autom atically determ ines that very few triplets should be iIncluded in the cluster

522 The CaO-M gO pseudo-binary system

a substantial am ount of labor was needed to com plete this analysis, our software package enabled us to
reproduce this study-'z: In a fully autom atic fashion. In contrast to the Si6G e system , m ultiplet Interactionsare
In portant in the CaO M g0 system (as seen In Figure :ff) and are resgponsble for the pronounced asym m etry
In the m iscibility gap observed both in our calculation and in the experim entalm easurem ents (see F igure
:5) . This feature was not given as an input to the code and i is interesting that the code was able to identify
it independently.

523 The TiA lsystem

O urthird exam ple seeks to reproduce the very detailed rstprinciples calculation ofthe T +A 1phase diagram
diagram exhibits order-order transitions that would prom pt the inclision of the them odynam ic e ects of
lattice vbrations, which isbeyond the scope of the present study. For the sam e reason, we do not investigate
the Ti thaoo) ! T1i (occ) transition.

H owever, we do m odelboth hcp-based phases (the T isolid solution and the DO 19 T 3A 1phase) and the
focbased L1y NA lphase. As shown in Figure :_é, the cluster expansion on the hcp lattice could easily be

not need to be as accurate because the location ofthe phase boundariesw as found to be insensitive to further
In provem ent In the foc cluster expansion.

F jgure-'_é show s our calculated phase diagram . A s discussed at the beginning of this section, our calcula—
tions overestin ate the experin ental orderdisorder transition tem perature ofthe D O 19 T A 1phase (1450K ).
H owever, our calculated order-disorder transition tem perature o£f1850K corroboratesthe rstprinciplespre—

524 The Cu-Au system

tion of lattice vibrations, we were able to obtain good quantitative agreem ent w ith these earlier calculations
aswell as experin entalm easurem ents, as seen by the transition tem peratures reported in Table 1_2: . W e focus
on the Cu-rich half of the phase diagram , because there is wellkdocum ented disagreem ent between the ex—
perin entally observed ground state at the C uA u3 com position and the one predicted from LDA calculations

wI:.J-d:. -jé Eir:lyen by very am all free energy di erences that are beyond the accuracy of current LDA calcula—

tions [._Lg_§8_o_z_o_é,]. Our calculated EC I are plotted in Figure 'I_QI, w hile the resulting phase diagram is shown in
Figure:10.

6 Conclision

W e have form alized the decision rules that allow the autom atic construction of a cluster expansion. The
developm ent of a fully autom ated procedure to com pute phase diagram s from rst principles allow s the
pow erflil cluster expansion form alisn to be used by anyone who possesses basic m aterial science know ledge.

B xcept for the inclusion of lattice vibrations.
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T hrough a variety of exam ples, we have shown that earlier rst-principlesphase diagram calculations, which
represented signi cant contrbution to the eld of alloy theory at the tin e of their publication, can now be
reproduced in an autom ated fashion.

A variety ofextensionsto ourwork would prove extrem ely useful. A m odule that com putesthe vibrational
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A C ross—wvalidation

T his section prov:des a heuristic proofofthe va]Jthy of the crosswahdatmn selection rule. A form alproof,

Letus st describe the oonvent:ons underlying our discussion. For a given choice ofclusters 1;:::; «,
consider a sam ple of n correlation vectorsX ; = 1 ,7::0;X3 ), ori= 1;:::;n. Each correlation vector
X ; isassociated w ith a large set of structures that have the sam e correlation vectorX ; (although their other
correlations, not included in X ; , di er). W e then consider the structuralenergy E ; obtained for a structure
w ith correlation X ; to be a random variable, because xing X ; does not entirely determ ine E ;. To handle
this random ness, we w illbe concemed w ith calculating expectation values, denoted h i, averaged over every
possble sam ple of n structures having the given correlation vectorsX;, i= 1;:::;n. For instance, IE ;i is
the average energy of all structures w ith correlation X ; , which isequalto the energy that would be obtained
from a cluster expansion that uses the true exact EC I or all included clusters 1;:::; x buta zeroECI for
all the other clusters.

Letusnow de ne two in portant quantities, adopting the convention that i= 0 denotesa structure w ith
correlation X ¢ ) that is not included in the least-squares t.

14



Let; (Bri= 0;:::;n) be the energy of structure i predicted using a clister expansion tted to the
n structural energies available.

LeﬂA(i) (fori= 1;:::;n) be the energy of structure i predicted using a cluster expansion tted to all
known structural energies except the one of structure i, fora totalofn 1 structures.

W e are now ready to com pute the predictive power P of the cluster expansion, that is, the expected
squared error of the prediction of a structural energy not included in the t:

2

~

P = EO EO

In general, for any structure i, the expected squared error can be decom posed as

5 D JE 5 D E
E; Ei = [E; mEDH + E;  HEd 2 E; HeEd) By HEd 5)
D E 5
where E; hEii)2 is the so—called bias term whilke E; MEji is the so—called variance termm . T he
D E

covariance term  E;  hE;i) EAi hE;i  wvanishes for a structure not included in the t (i= 0) because

Eo hasno e ect on EAO . However, for a structure included in the t (1> 0), this covariance term is positive.

W heneverE ; is large, EAi w illtend to be lJarge aswell, because the least-square procedure attem ptstom inin ize

the distance betw een EAi and E ;. Thise ect worsensasthe ratio k=n increases. For this reason, attem pting to

estin ate the predictive pow er using the m ean squared error of the least-squares t leadsto a biased estim ate

of the true predictive power. This problem is corrected by using the crossvalidation score, which focuses
2 2

on the quantity EA(-l) E; instead of EAi E; . In E quation (id), the expected value of the bias

temm is una ected by this change, whilke the variance tem igychanged by an am ount that goes to zero as
sam ple size n grow s. M ore In portantly, the covariance term €3  hE;i) EA(i) ;i now vanishes for

2
i= 1;:::;n because the value ofE ;) doesnotdepend on E ;. It ollowsthat E ;  E; is an unbiased

2
m easure of the predictive power. By the law of large num bers, the abstract quantiy P = Ey  Ep

P R 2
can be estin ated by the corresponding sam pk averagen ! ri; 1 E g E; ,the crosswvalidation score.
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Figures C aptions

F jgurei_f: O rganization of the autom ated clister expansion package.

Fjgure:g:g: Calculated EC I as a Function of C luster D iam eter for the SiG e System .
Fjgure:_ﬂz Calculated Phase D iagram of SiG e System .

Fjgure:fl: Calculated EC I as a Function of C uster D iam eter for the CaO M gO System .
Fjgure:;‘a:CaquJated Phase D iagram ofCa0 M gO System .

Fjgure:_é: Caloulated EC I as a Function of C luster D iam eter for the hcp phases of the T +A 1 System .
Fjgure:j: Calculated EC I as a Function of C luster D iam eter for the foc phases of the T +A 1 System .
Fjgure:§:Ca]cu]ated Phase D iagram of T +A 1System (T ixich portion).

Fjgured: Calculated EC I as a Function of C luster D iam eter for the Cu-Au System .

Figureil(: Calculated Phase D fagram of Cu-Au System (Cu-rich portion).
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Tables

C haracteristic SiGe CaOMg0 TiAlhcp) TiAl (e CuAu
N um ber of structures: 27 20 55 23 33
N um ber of clusters: 2+8+3 2+3+7+1 2+ 11+ 6 2+ 3+ 2 2+ 6
CV score meV /atom ): 1 18 35 49 23

Tabl 1: Characteristicsofthe C alculated C luster E xpansions. T he num ber of clisters is given asthe num ber
of each type ofm ultiplet: em pty and point clusterst pairst tripletst quadruplets.

T ransition Present work Ref. l_l-g-g-8_6_-z_?3_l-1] E xpt.
CusAu: L1, ! foo 460K 455K 663K
CuAu:Lly ! foc 430K 560K 683K

Tabl 2: Calculated and E xperim ental T ransition Tem peratures of the Cu-Au System .
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