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One may predict a quasicrystal structure starting from
electrons and quantum m echanics, as approxin ated by inter—
atom ic pair potentials calbrated w ith ab-initio totalenergy
calculations, combined w ith the experim entally known com —
position and lattice constants. H ere we report our progress on
the \basic N i" decagonal phase d @ LoN %1 C oy . A tom ic con—

gurations are represented as decorations of (possbly) ran—
dom tilings. O urm ethod was M onte C arlo sin ulation using
both latticegas hops by atom s and tile- Ip rearrangem ents,
eventually ollowed by m olecular dynam ics and relaxation of
the atom positions. Initially allow ing the greatest freedom of
atom positions, we observed nearly detem inistic structural
rules and enforced these as constraints involving larger tilkes;
this procedure was repeated at the next level of m odeling.
In crude and prelin nary fom , the e ective H am iltonian for
tile—tile interactions is known, which isneeded for fiirther sim —
ulations to infer the long—range order. O ur atom ic arrange—
m ents In the 20 A decagonal cluster are com pared w ith three
structure m odels based on recent experin ents. .n

I. NTRODUCTION

T his paper reports on early results of a program to
determm ine the structure of a quasicrystal { speci cally
d@ANICo) { strictly from energetics, wihout use of
di raction data. A Im ost all of the work was perform ed
byM M .andM W ., wih their coauthors, and is reported
in Ref. ﬁl_.'], but the present acoount is tilted tow ards the
particular nterests of C L H .

W e have focused on the them odynam ically sta-—
bl and highly ordered \Basic Nickel" subphase of
decagonald @ N iC o) i_ﬁ,-'j.], ofcom position approxin ately
A]g:70N 50:21C Op.00. Our ultin ate object'jye is to predlct
the structure on the basis of total energy; though the
gross aspects of the structure are clear from di raction,
there are m any am biguous or controversial details, and
there is no understanding for the quasicrystal’s special
stability and sin plicity at this com position. In particu—
lar, we wish to identify the sites of the transition m etal
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(\TM ") com ponentsN iand C o, which are indistinguishi-
bl to (ordinary) X -rays or electrons {_4{3].

In a sense, them ost di cult problem of crystal chem —
istry is to predict which structure a given com position
w ill adopt, even if one has an exact and tractable H am il
tonian for the total energy (eg. by pair potentials) {
for this necessarily Involves a com parison wih an in—

nity of possble structures. The only irreproachable
m ethod is a m athem aticalproof, which is feasble n rare
cases with shortrange interactions, eg. closepacking
of hard spheres, or the two-din ensional \binary-tiling"
quasicrystal (@ toy m odel) i@']. A naive, brute-force ap—
proach would be to cool (in simulation) from the melt,
and see which structures em erge; but this is prone to
fail for a com plicated m aterial, since the accessble tin es
are so short that it will get stuck in a glassy disordered
con guration. Even when a quaSJcrystal an erges, as
w ith D zugutov’s toy potentials {10], the system m ay have
found a m erely m etastable ordered state for kinetic rea-—
sons: indeed, the stablk phase In this case tumed out to
be a sin pke boe packing [13].

II.DECORATION M ODELS

W e represent the quasicrystal structure as a decoration
of dispint tiles. There are several reasons for doing so,
rather than asa irrationalcut through a ve-din ensional
hypercrystal. Based In real space, this representation is
easier to visualize and som ew hat m ore tractable, tech—
nically, than the hypercrystal approach. For exam ple,
shifts of the atom s from ideal (tiling-vertex) sites are
param etrized by justa nite set of realnum bers, like the
coordinates in a crystalunit cell. A decoration descrip—
tion { particularly in the decagonalcase { naturally lends
itselfto a hierarchy of supertilings, w hich are presum ably
nvolved in the m odulations which distinguish some of
the subphases in the d @ NN iC 0) phase diagram g]. Fur-
them ore, m ost hyperspace structures which have been
de ned using discrete acosptance dom ains, eg. Ref. ['4:],
can be translated into tiling-decoration language.

D ecoration m odels are uniquely suited to a correct
m odeling of chem ical disorder (including vacancies) in
a quasicrystal. O fcourse, a hyperspace t to Bragg data
can hcorporate m ixed occupation of a site type, but it
is highly inplausbl (from the viewpoint of the struc-
tural energy) that the occupations of neighboring sites
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vary independently of each other. If the occupations are
strongly correlated, then the m ean structure m ay di er
signi cantly from any particular realstructure; thism at—
terse g. because the electronic structure isquite sensitive
to the TM -TM contacts n dA NLo) {12]. The tiling
decoration is a very convenient way to account for such
occupation correlations, by ascribing the random ness to
the tiles and not the decoration. T he ultin ate criterion
ofa decorated m odel { xhg eg. the appropriate size of
tile { is that the ensem ble of allowed tilings corresponds
one-to-onew ih the ensem ble of low -energy arrangem ents
In an atom istic m odel

A decoration description replaces the lndependent real
coordinates ofm any atom s by tiling degrees of freedom ,
which are discrete and m any tin es fewer. W hen the dec—
oration is detem inistic and disjpint (each atom bound to
a particulartile ortilerelated geom etric ob gct), then the
atom s’ interaction energies can be expressed as a function
solely of the tile con guration, called the \tile H am ilto-
nian" H .. This facilitates faster M onte Carlo simula—
tions, on the com paratively few tile degrees of freedom ,
In order (i) to reveal supertilings in the process of dis—
covering the atom ic structure, as In this work; (i) to
predict di use scattering, or (i) eventually to m easure
the phason elastic constants which govem the di use
w ings surrounding B ragg peaks.) Amed wih a reliable
H tie, One can also simulate three-din ensional sam ples
to obtain quantitative estin ates of the perfection of the
lIong-range order and the strength ofdi use di raction.

T his approach m ay also be the easiest way to resolve,
for a particular stable quasicrystal, whether or not it
is entropically stabilized. It is stabilized by energy fa-
voring a quasiperiodic state if H ;. happens to imple—
m ent the Penrose h atching rules’. That aln ost occurs
ind@IXuCo),asm od_e]ed w ith potentials like those used
in the present work {L3].

O ur challenge, then, isto nd the decoration rule and
the tile-packing constraints w ithout any bias, apart from
the above-m entioned assum ptions about the lattice con—
stants. A caveat to keep in m ind is that the resuls w ill
probably be quite sensitive to the exact com position and
num ber density.

ITT. NPUTS:POTENTIALSAND CONSTRAINTS

The m ain Input to our calculations is a set of atom —
atom pair potentials Vyj (r) for species i and j, six dis—
tinct functions in the case of a temary alloy. They are
given by M ordarty’s \generalized pseudopotentialtheory"
GPT) [_Ié{:_l-g:], a system atic expansion of the total en—
ergy asa sum Eg+ E; + E, + :::; where the E, tem
depends on n atom s, but we use only then = 2 tem s.
The rstneighbor well of the raw Vry tym IS unphysi-
cally deep (Which would be canceled by E; In the sys—
tem atic theory). Therefore our Vry 1y potentials were
em pirically m odi ed, by tting a short-range repulsive

correction so as to m atch allthe forces in a full density—
functional calculation on a sm all (50 atom ) approxin ant
ofd A N Co) f_lg‘] T here is strong support that ourV;; (r)
have the correct r dependence and relative strength, since
they predict the A E€ o0 and A HN iphase diagram s pretty
well [_15] (as a function of concentration at T = 0); how —
ever the temary A IN i€ o phase diagram was not at—
tem pted. On the basis of the simulated m elting tem —
perature and phonon spectra, we do suspect that our
potentialsare 30% stronger than the reality.

Likethe sim ilarA FTM potentials of P hillps, Zou, and
Carlson, used earlier in Refs. {[3]and (3], the GPT po-
tentialsdepend in plicitly on the net valence electron den—
sity, and exhibit strong \Friedel oscillations" as a func-
tion ofdistance (tails decaying as cos(ky r+ )=r’). For
exam ple, Varm (r) and Vry v (r) show four prom nent
m inina in the range r 85 A; such m Inin a are quite
In portant In deciding the structure f_l-zl;_l-_g]

Notice that Va1 (r) is practically zero after its hard
coreradius 29 A :there isnot even a nearest-neighbor
well, just a shoulder on the tail of the hard-core. The
Varm potentials have very deep nearest-neighbor wells:
this creates the illusion ofa TM -TM repulsion, but re—
ally TM -TM neighbors are avoided m ainly tom akem ore
room for Alin the TM ooordmation shells. However,
at roughly 30% TM content, some TM -TM contacts are
unavoidable; they are allN iN i, sihce Va 1o has a deeper
wellthan V, ;. Finally, theVry 1w potentialshave their
deepest well at second-neighbor ( 42A ) distances. The
consequence ofallthisisthatthe TM atom s form a rather
rigid and som ew hat uniform 7 spaced netw ork E[g], whilke
A latom sm ove rather freely to follow the potentialwells
or troughs created by the TM arrangem ent. (See Sec. y:
for m ore discussion).

O ur use of these potentials In poses som e lin itations.
W e om itted the n = 0 tem , which depends only on the
valence electron density, and is the largest contribution
to am etals total energy. Hence we can m ake valid com —
parisons only between structures with (practically) the
sam e valence electron density. W e cannot m eaningfully
predict the lattice constants. Nor can we even expect
the quasicrystalphase to be globally stable according to
our potentials, since they m ight spuriously favor phase—
separation.

In view of the abovem entioned pitfalls for a brute—
force approach, we adopted as a second Input the ex—
perin ental lattice constants @]: the stacking period is
c= 4:08 A and the quasilattice constant in the decago-
nalplne isay = 245A .W e only seek the lowest energy
am ong arrangem entson this fram ework. T hishighly con—
straining assum ption stillpem its a vast ensem ble ofpos-
sble structures.



IV.METHODSAND RESULTS

Ourm ethods are am ix oftile- o M onte C arlo, atom —
hopping M onte Carlo, relaxation of atom ic positions,
and m olecular dynam ics. O ur procedure is rst to dis—
cover the favorabl low-energy m otifs through M onte
C arlo annealing, then to rem ove unnecessary degrees of
freedom , and repeat, producing successively m ore con—
strained m odels. Having fewer degrees of freedom the
latter are much faster to simulate at low tem peratures.
At theend, we can investigate the e ectsofletting atom s
depart from ideal sites.

The iniial stage of our exploration stacks two inde-
pendent sm all (edge ap) Penrose rhombic tilings, in a
vertical space of one lattice constant ¢ = 408 A and
the only allowed atom sites are on vertices. A m anage—
able size was 50 atom s on 72 candidate sites, iniially on
a good Penrosetiling approxin ant; periodic boundary
conditions are used in all directions (and at all stages
of exploration). The atom s { Initially chosen to approx—
In ate the experin ental density and com position of the
N ixich \Basic N i" phase { hop as a lattice gas on these
sites. Thisallow ssu cient freedom forthe atom s, ifthey
\want", to adopt any of the decagonal structure m odels
{ with stacking period c = 4 A { that were hypothe-
sized at one tim e or another t_ZQ',:gil] The M onte Carlb
m oves pem it swaps of the species between two nearby
sites (\vacant" is a special case of species!), as well as
\tile ips" which reshu e the three rhombiin a fat or
thin hexagon in the sam e layer.

A fterthism odelis slow Iy cooled to zero tem perature, if
the initial com position was rightly chosen, one obtains a
one-layer H exagon-B cat-Star HB S) tiling ofedge length
ap, w ith a two-layer decoration in which the allowed sites
lie over vertices of the Penrose rhom bi (into which HBS
tiles m ay be decom posed) or an additional site in each
Fat rhom bus. This decoration places A 1 atom s over the
HBS vertices (even and odd vertices altemate between
even and odd layers). Isolated Co atom s sit over each
Boat and Star tile center, ringed by possbl A 1 sites; in
the Star at m ost two A 1can be present, out of ve ideal
sites in this ring. P articularly characteristic are the ver—
tical zigzag chains, wih Niin each layer (appearing as
NNipairsin Fig. -'14'), over the interior of every H exagon
tile. However, NINimay be replaced by CoAlin some
places. D ecorating a tiling w ith the same H /B /S ratios
as the quasiperiodic P enrose tiling yields an idealcom po—
sition A Jy.700N 3 207C 0p:093 and atom ic voluime 1416 A3.
T his com position coincides w ith the experin ental B asic
N iphase, but the num ber density ofatom s is at least 5%
greater than in experim ent.

For the next stage ofm odeling, to discover larger-scale
reqularities, the sm allHB S tiles which em erged from the
Iniial stage are elevated to fiindam ental ob gcts, either
wih a rigid decoration or wih some atom s xed and
others form ng a lattice gas. The allowed tile ips are
reshu ings of fat hexagons of the underlying rhombus

tiling, provided the result is a valid HB S tiling and con—
serves the atom content. A dditionally the A 1pair Inside
the Star tile can rotate am ong ve allowed ordentations.
From this sinulation, it em erges that the H exagon tiles
containing N i chains only touch tip-to-tip, so that the
angles relating them are multiples of 72 . In fact, (see
Fig. -'J,') the long axes of the Hexagons form edges of an
HBS supestilingw ith an in ated edge kength ?ag, where
@+ 5=2.

V.THE 20A DECAGON CLUSTER

W e now com pare our results with wellknown struc—
turem odels, organizing the discussion around the fam ous
20 A diam eter decagon cluster, which is prom nent In
electron-m icroscope Im ages and In m ost di raction re—

nem ents aswell. (The ideal decagon diam eter is actu—
ally 2 3ap.) Sud1 decagons indeed appear in our struc—
tures t22 L Fig. -L is centered on one of them . Z-contrast
In ages, n which the Intensity is a direct projection of
atom s we:ghted by squared atom ic num ber, reveal the
TM positions [6,!7], the TM (and m ost A ) positions pro—
posed by R ef. {i]arepractically the sam e as in ourversion
of the cluster.

For a m ore detailed com parison, we focus on three re—
cent structural studies fﬁf{g]. A 11 of these, and our sim —
ulation, agree on the follow ing details of the profction:
(1) the outer decagon (edge length 2ay) hasA lon each
vertex and a pair of TM atom s on each edge, which we
dentify asN i ) A m iddle decagon (edge ap) hasTM
atom s on each vertex, which we identify asCo. (3) An
Inner decagon (edge ag) has Alon each vertex. 4) In
the center, the 10-©ld sym m etry is broken and a sort of
isosceles triangle is observed, wih one TM (We say Co)
at the unique comer and pairs of TM We say NN i) at
the base comers. T he cluster is evident in Ref. t4] on the
right side of theirFig. 7, asa com anatJon ofa Boat tilke
+ 2 Hexagon tiles, just as in ourF ig. -Zh

Detail (4) is somewhat ocontroversial, since some
decagon im ages have non-triangular centers. Indeed, the
density m aps from the re nem ent of Ref. E'_S:] show six
strongly TM sites at the center of m any (out not all) of
the 20 A decagons. W e ascribe this to stacking ips be—
tween one layer and the next layer (see Sec. -Vb seen In
progction, as In the right-side decagon ofF ig. ._2

The sinulations we described up till now In plicitly
assum ed a strict c= 4:08 A periodicity in the stacking
direction, neglecting (like so m uch other m odeling) the
fact that decagonal quasicrystals are three-din ensional.
To obtain the con guration in Fig. 'g.', we Increased the
periodicity to 2c, ie. two HBS layers, which initially
were the sam e tiling. First a tile- I was m ade in one
of the two HBS layers, then the tilings were decorated,
annealed by M D, and relaxed to an energy m Inimum .

In a fth, controversial detail of the decagons, our
m odel nitially disagreed w ith experim ents in which ev—



ery edge ofthem iddle decagon show s a pair of A latom s.
These sites form vertical zigzag chains, but they can-
not all be occupied since they are separated by essen—
tially the interlayer spacing =2 = 2:08 A .In our xed-
decoration m odel, then, these sites are occupied in only
one atom layer, wih separation c, so only one atom is
visble on each edge. W e found that, afferm olecular dy—
nam ics M D) at 1000K followed by relaxation, some Al
neighbors of the C o atom s shifted to the m iddle-decagon
edges, which now present A 1ldoublts in projction, in
agreem ent w ith experim ent.

To furtherunderstand w hat happensw ith these atom s,
the tin eaverage of the A 1positions during the M D sin —
ulation is shown in FJg:_Zi’ Some 40% ofAlatom s are
rather delocalized, and would need a highly anisotropic
D ébye# aller factor in a crystalbgraphic t. R4] The
vertical profction (Fig.d (@) show s, consistent w ith our
rem arkson the potentials (Sec.-jfgt), that each Coatom in
the m iddle decagon is surrounded by a potential trough
in which Al atom s appear aln ost free to roll like ball-
bearings P51.

A slice along a verticalplane further clari esthe A 1lbe—
havior: a second type of trough extends vertically, w ith
a zigzag shape, and In fact connects w ith the circular
troughs. In our sinulations wih a cell 2c in the verti-
caldirection, we found three A 1atom s appearing in each
zigzag trough (per 2c, ie. per 4 atom Jlayers). Notice
that the z displacam ent of two of these atom sm akes the
layer puckered, as is already known from di raction ftj],
and Im plies a local cell-doubling along the ¢ axis, sin ilar
to the A 3Fe; or A 15C o4 decagonal approxin ants.

T he sym m etry-breaking of the cluster interior was re—
cently predicted from energiesby a lill ab-initio caloula-
tion t_2§'] They nd, from a quite di erent starting point
than ours, the identical arrangem ent ofthe 5A1+ 5TM
atom s (per atom ic bilayer) found at the cluster’s center.
H owever, they refected the possbility of A 1doublets on
the m iddle decagon edges w ithout trying z relaxations,
nor did they address C o/N iordering. W e nd it striking
that our m ere pair potentials su ced to obtain the ex—
perin entally indicated form of sym m etry breaking in the
cluster center, w hile using no experin ental input whatso—
ever regarding the positioning ofA lrelativeto TM atom s.

VI.TILE HAM ILTONIAN AND
THREE-DIM ENSIONAL STACKING

To model a large, three-dim ensional sam pl using a
tile H am ilttonian, we cannot dem and perfect periodicity
In the z direction. (©ne reason is that the \entropic
stabilization" explanation of quasicrystal order requires
an extensive entropy.) So, we represent each bilayer of
atom s by a distinct HB S tiling, and constrain ad-poent
tilings in the stack to di erby \stacking ips",which are
exactly the sam e reshu ings that constitute our M onte
Carlo tile- ps.

W ealso ound (from sim ulations) that { am ong (sn all)
HBS tilings in which H tiles form a network touching
tip-to-tlp { the inplne tike Ham iltonian is dom nated
by Interactions between \H NN i)" tiles (Hexagon tiles
decorated by N N i). Thus we suggest

Hine = 2N 72 + E N £ 1)

where N 7, isthe number of H (N NN i) tile pairs related by
a 72 rotation about their comm on tip, and N  is the
totalnum ber of stacking ips.

We tted cj, = 0218eV ﬁ_}] from the sim ulation with
deal sites; this is positive since the 72 relation of
H WiN i) tiles creates Intertile N iN i neighbors, and thus
reduces the num ber of (avorable) A N ipairs. T he struc—
ture m inin izes N 7, by arranging that in som e places, an
H (NN i) tile hasone tip which contactsno other (NN j),
and seesCoAl (@t a 144 angl) In place of NN i. That
m ay be accom plished in two ways. Ifwe reallow lattice-
gashopping on the interior sites ofthe (an all) HB S tilks,
and properly adjust the stoichiom etry E}'], we obtain the
sam e old rigid decoration, except that a few H (CoA )
tiles appear, as illustrated in Fjg.-';'. O n the other hand,
ifwe retain the rigid N iN i decoration of sm allH tils, the
C oA 1lbelongs to the interior of a B oat tik, and the large
HBS tiling acquires a fourth kind of tile (\Bow tie"), as
in Fig.4 @) ofRef. [L].

Existing experim ents can in principle measure E 4.
T he tin edependent local \phason" s f_Z-]'], observed
at T 1200K by TEM through very thin sam ples of
d@AXuCo), can onl occur by nuclating a \stacking

" at one surface, which subsequently random -walks
to the other surface. Video im ages [_2-:}] display an in—
term ediate state for a noticeable fraction { say 10% {
of the tin e, so that wih a sam pl thickness estin ated
at 100 A (25 bilayers), one would very roughly esti-
mate E 4 03 eV in dAXuCo). It would be exciting
if such observations could be analyzed quantitatively. Tn
our sin ulation, with rigid atom s decorating jcleal sites,
Ege 1#4 eV.However, relaxation (as in Fig.'d) nearly
cancels this energy cost, indeed E ¢ 02 eV in very
prelin nary results, which should not be com pared w ith
the experin ents on a di erent quasicrystal. P hysically,
E s < 0 probably inplies a period 2c¢ 8 Am odulation.)

VII.D ISCUSSION

We nd i remarkabl that, wih quite sketchy ex-—
perin ental input, our sinulations appear com petitive
w ith sihglecrystal di raction as a way of discovering
this rather com plex structure. This occurs despite the
shortcom ings of the pair potentials { our om ission of 3—
body tem s, and the lkelihood that the Vapry we use
is stronger than the realone. Even if the connection to
the m icroscopics is not quantitative, onem ay still obtain
the large-scale order quite well: that depends m ostly on



the tile H am iltonian ) having the proper form , which is
m ore robust than the num ericalvalues ofthe coe cients.

Tt should also be pointed out that even in perfect po—
tentials could be quite useful for augnenting a t of
di raction data. A combination of energy and di rac—
tion data could overcom e m nor sourious features In re—

nem ents t_Z-;’:]

O ur resuls strongly suggest that, in this alloy system ,
stability of the quasicrystal requires a temary not only
to tune the electron density, as in the H um eR othery pic—
ture, but also because each species s a particular type
ofsite. Thus it would be highly desirable to explore som e
other com position regin es in sin ulations. The Co—xich
\basic Co" subphase of d @ N iC 0) would be of particu—
lar Interest. Tt exhbismuch stronger di use scattering
than Basic N i, particularly halfway between the layersof
B ragg peaks In reciprocal space, indicating a local ten—
dency to doubling the ¢ periodicity (8 A structures).

O ur constraint that the atom s sit on ideal sites in the
Initial stage of energy optin ization has considerable po—
tential to distort the conclusions. C kearly, atom displace—
m ents have a very strong e ect so i is crucialto include
these for a nal answer. Sm all adjustm ents of position
can gain asm uch energy as swaps of species, and in som e
cases the optin al sites m ay lie halfway between ideal
sites, or between ideal layers { the socalled \puckered"
layersW e do allow such relaxations in later stages, after
determm ning a decoration, but i appears possibl that
a di erent decoration would be obtained, if we allowed
relaxations in the early stages. This seem s to be the
m ost serious drawback of the latticegas approach [_l-g]
we used. Its advantages are that the system atic M onte
Carlo exploration is not biased by is users’ prejidices,
and furthem ore it could readily be adapted to T > 0
(the tem peratures at which the quasicrystalphase is sta—
bl). Nonzero tem perature probably a ects the result
Just as strongly as relaxed positions do.

W ithin the framework of pair potentials and tile-
decoration representation ofthe structure, a di erent ap—
proach is possble {I7], whereby relaxed sites are used in
the m ain discovery process. To Implem ent this so that
only valid tile decorations get explored, one performm s re—
laxationsw ith the decoration-equivalent atom sofa given
class (\orbit") being constrained to m ove together. H ow —
ever, that m ethod is ad-hoc, depending on its users’ ed—
ucated guesses as to the tilings and decorations to be
tried. Future work should strive to blend the best fea—
tures of these two approaches to using decorations w ith
potentials for the discovery of structures.
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FIG.1l. Lowestenergy con guration ocbtained from a sin -
ulation with variable occupancy interiors. Circles are col-
ored with the follow ing convention: em pty=A1, gray=Co,
black= N j; the size of the sym bol represents the z coordinate.
Shaded am all hexagon tiles, occupied by either N N ipairs or
A o pairs, form the edges of an HBS supertiling. D ashed
circle Indicates an 20 A decagon clister. This is the sam e
con guration asFig. 4 () ofRef. ﬁl:].

FIG.2. Two bilayers (thickness 2c), w ith periodic bound-
ary conditions in all directions, after a tile ip In one bilayer,
followed by m olecular dynam ics and relaxation to an energy
m inin um . Black lines are HB S supertike edges (length 2ao).
T he dashed circles are In perfect 20 A decagons { this cell is
too am all to contain com plete ones.

(a (b)

FIG . 3. Probability density of A1 atom centers during a
m olecular dynam ics sin ulation ofthe sam e con guration asin
Fjg.lr_2:. TM locations are indicated by triangles, w ith the sam e
coloring and size conventions as the previous gures. Edgesof
the large HB S tiles are m arked by lines. (a) P roction onto
xy plane. (b) P roction onto the yz plane of the narrow slab
outlined by a dashed rectangle in (@). The pattem repeats
w ith the z period 8 A . (N ote this slice actually cuts through
an H tile but nota 20 A clister.)



