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Abstract

A tile Ham iltonian (TH) replaces the actual atom ic interactions in a qua—
sicrystal with e ective interactions between and within tiles. W e studied
A € o€ u decagonal quasicrystals described as decorated H exagon-B oat-Star
HBS) tiles using ab-initio m ethods. The dom inant term In the TH oounts
the numberofH, B and S tiles. Phason Ipsthat replace an HS pairwih a
BB pair lower the energy. In Penrose tilings, quasiperiodicity is foroed by ar—
row m atching rules on tile edges. T he edge arrow ordentation in ourm odelof
A X oCu isdue to Co/Cu chem ical ordering. T ile edges m est in vertices w ith
72 or 144 angles. W e nd strong interactions between edge orientations at
72 vertices that force a type ofm atching rule. Interactions at 144 vertices

are som ew hat weaker.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Both quasicrystals and ordinary crystals are m ade of elem entary building blocks. In
crystals, copies of a single building block (known as a unit cell) are arranged side by side to
cover the space periodically. ITn quasicrystals, building blodks are arranged to cover the space
quasiperiodically. T wo approaches to build quasilattices have been proposed. O ne approach
uses a single unit cell, but allow s ad-poent cells to overlap. G umm el [I}] proved that using a
Iin ited num ber of overlapping positionsbetw een decagons produces a quasicrystal structure.
Steinhardt and Jeong RB] further proved that the overlapping conditions can be relaxed when
supplem ented by them axin ization ofa speci ¢ cluster density to produce quasilattices. This
is the \quastunit cell" approach.

In the other \tiling" approach, space is covered w ith building blocks called tiles. Two or
m ore tile types are used 1. No overlapping is allowed, and depending on the way the tiles
are arranged, quasicrystal structures can be produced. M atching rules between tilkes govem
the localtile con gurationsby allow ng only a subset ofallpossible arrangem ents. G lobally,
the m atching rules enforce quasiperiodicity 48]. Penrose proposed his fam ous m atching
rules before the discovery of quasicrystalline m aterdals. In 2D, Penrose tilkes are fat and
thin thombi F i da) . Edges are assigned arrow decorations which must m atch for comm on
edges in adpcent tilkes. In perfect quasicrystals these rules are cbeyed everyw here. T he very
restrictive Penrose m atching rules are su cient, but not necessary, to force quasiperiodicity.
Socolar 6] showed that weaker m atching rules can still force quasilattices. T he Jess restric—
tive set of mules are derived by allow ng bounded uctuations In perp space. Furthem ore,
m atching rules can be abandoned entirely and quasiperiodicity m ay arise spontaneously in
the m ost probablk random tiling fi].

A fundam ental question is whether m atching rules are enforced by energetics of real
m aterials. Burkov §] proposed m atching rule enforoem ent by chem ical ordering of C o and
Cu am ong certaln cites in A € oCu. However, that m odel nvolved an unnatural sym m etry

linking C o sitesto Cu sites. Cockayneand W idom [§]deduced a di erent, physically realistic,



type of Co/Cu ordering based on total energy calculations. In their m odel, tile edges are

assigned arrow direction based on their C o/Cu decorations F ig.b) . T he suggested physical

origh ofC o/Cu chem icalordering restson the statusofCu asaNoblkeM etalw ith com pletely
lled d orbitals, unlke nom al transition m etals such as Co.

In a tiling m odel of quasicrystals, the actual atom ic Interactions In the system Ham ilto-
nian can be replaced w ith e ective interactions between and w ithin tiles [L0]. T he resulting
tile Ham iltonian is a rearrangem ent of contrbutions to the actual total energy. In sin —
Pk atom ic Interaction pictures (pair potentials for exam pl) the relation between the two
(actual atom ic interactions and tile Ham iltonian) is straight forward. & m ight be di cul
to nd the relations between them for m ore com plicated atom ic interactions m any body
potentials, or fi1ll ab-initio energetics, for exam ple) but it is theoretically possible. The tile
Ham ittonian includes tem s which depends only on the number of tiles and other tem s
for di erent interactions. T he tile H am iltonian greatly sim pli es our understanding of the
relationship between structure and energy, and it is a reasonable way to describe the tiles.

Space can be tilked In m any di erent ways, even when holding the num ber of atom s or
the number of sin ilar tiles xed. Figure 4 show s three di erent tiling con gurations of 132
atom s. The rst two have the sam e tiles arranged di erently. T he third hasthe sam e atom s
but di erent tiles. These are called quasicrystal approxin ants (crystals that are very close
to quasicrystals in structure and properties). O ne advantage of approxin ants is that they
can be studied using conventional tools developed for ordinary crystals.

In a previous paper [l1]we studied m atching rules .n decagonalA 1 o€ u using a lin ited
group of quasicrystal approxin ants. Som e speci ¢ details of the tike H am iltonian couldn’t
be extracted from our lin ited data set. Here we study m ore thoroughly the sst of rules con—
trolling these com pounds, using di erent techniques and a m uch bigger set of approxin ants.

W e describe our m odel of decagonal A EC o-Cu in section T of this paper. Section IIT
gives our detailed calculations using ab-initio m ethods. W e extract a sst of param eters that
allow an excellent approxin ation to the total energy. Sim ilar calculations done using pair

potentials are described in section V! for com parison. In section Vi, we tak about various



other e ects that could be considered in a m ore accurate m odel. W e analyze our ndings

and study their in plications for A 1€ o-Cu com pounds In section V7.

II.DECAGONALALCOCU MODEL

D ecagonal A X o€Cu dquasicrystals have been studied by many authors, theoreti-
cally 89421 and experim entally [13]. Cockayne and W idom [¢] em ployed m ock-temary
pair potentials to propose a m odelbasad on tiling of space by H exagon, Boat and Star tiks
HBS) decorated determ inistically w ith atom s (Fig.2). The tilke edge length is 638 A . T ik
vertices are occupied by 1l-atom clusters. Each cluster consists of two pentagons of atom s
stacked on top of each other at %c= 207 A and rotated by 36 . The pentagon in one layer
contains only A latom s. The pentagon in the other layer contains a m ixture of transition
metal (TM ) atom species and can contain also Alatoms. The mixed AY/TM pentagon
contains an additional \v "Alatom at tscenter. AIITM atom s surrounding a vertex
Alatom belong to tilke edges. D ecagonal clusters m eet along pairs of Co/Cu atom s. Tt was
shown in the originalm odel f] that TM atom s prefer to alremate in chem ical species on tile
edges. Thiswas con m ed later by ab-initio calculations using the Locally Selfconsistent
M ultiple Scattering (LSM S) m ethod [11:14], and is con m ed again in this study.

W e assign arrow s to edges based on their TM atom decorations. By our de nition, an
arrow points from the Cu atom towards the Co atom . T ik edgesm eet In vertices of 72 or
144 anglks. An angl is of type \i" if both edges point in towards their comm on vertex.
Types \o" and \m " are out-and m ixed-pointing, respectively.

The HBS tiles are com posed of Penrose rthombiw ith double arrow m atching rules sat-
is ed (by de nition) inside the HBS tilks. Som e of their properties are summ arized In ta—
ble . Q uasiperiodic tilings can then be constructed from HB S tiles cbeying the single-arrow
m atching rules Fig.d).

W e choose to de ne a tik Ham iltonian for the system
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H = nE .+ 2 npEoo+ 144 NygaE 440 @)
Here n, is the number of speci c tile type which canbe H, B orS; n ,, and n,, are the
numbers of 72 and 144 anglksand de nesthe angke typewhich canbeijocoorm.We t
energy param eters in the Ham ittonian 1) to achieve H E ¢ fora w ide class of structures.
T he tik energies are m ore In portant than the other tem s, and it tums out that the 72
angle interactions arem ore im portant than the 144 ’s. Tt is desirable to check how each tem
can alter the system energies. W e sest 7, and 144 to 1 or 0 for the purpose of including and
excluding the 72 and 144 anglk interactions.

An H tile contains 25 atom s, counting those on the perin eter fractionally. A 1l but 3
Intemal atom s (one A land two Co) belong to vertex decagonal clusters. The intemal Co
atom s occupy symm etric sites, but the intermal A 1 atom breaks the symm etry by residing
on one of two geom etrically equivalent positions between the two Co atom s Fig.1b, lft).

Tts interaction w ith tile edge TM atom s determ nes the preferred position. A B tik has 41

atom s. An intemalAlatom breaks the symmetry Fig.Tb, center) by residing in one of
two equivalent sites. An S tile has 57 atom s. Two IntemalA 1 atom s break the symm etry
F ig.7b, right) by occupying any two of ve equivalent sites as long they are 144 apart. A
phason Ip can switch a specially arranged star and hexagon into a pair of boats. This is
shown in Fig.Zc outlined by a dashed line (com pare w ith F ig. Zb).

T he present structure di ers slightly from the orighalm odel B]. In the origihalm odel,
Cu atom stake certain sym m etry-breaking positions inside theboat and the starw hich m akes
it di cult to param eterize their Interactions. W e choose to replace the Cu atom s in the tile
Interiors w ith A 1atom s. A 1so in the originalm odel, sym m etry-breaking A latom s inside H,
B and S were placed in averaged sites between two Co atom s. Their vertical heights lay
m idway between the two m ain atom ic Jayers. Here we place them in them ain atom ic layers
as shown i Fig.db. In tem s of the atom ic surfaces ], the atom ic surface (A S2) that is
mahnly Alwih a thin ring ofCu becom espure A ], and the A latom ic surface between layers

(A S3) 1sthe hol in the pure A latom ic surface A S2).



M any di erent quasicrystal approxin ants are exploited here to study di erent term s In
the tile Ham iltonian. A 1l the approxin ant tilings we used are listed In tablk Tl with some
of their properties. The an allest tiling is the m onoclinic single-hexagon approxin ant H;
Fi.3). I contains one \horizontal" and two \inclined" tile edges. For the decoration
shown, equation () becomesH = Ef + , @3, + ES,)+ 144 QEL, + 2E9,). The next
bigger approxin ant is a 41-atom singleboat B; Fig.4) orwhich H = EZ + 5,BES)+

144 RE 1, + E$,,) when decorated as shown. Stars alone do not tik the plane, so a shhgle-
star unit cell approxin ant is not possible. Two-hexagon approxin ants can be constructed
in orthorhom bic cells, eitherby a genuine orthorhom bic structure H) F ig.5) orby doubling
the m onoclinic H; cellto create H, shown n Fig.3. heach case, H = EFf + 5, QEL +
2ES,)+ 144 @EL,, + 4ES,,). The doubling process gives m ore freedom in controlling edge
arrow orientations by perform ing Co/Cu swaps. Sin ilarly, a two-boat approxin ant can be
constructed, either by doubling the single boat tiling B; orby tiling the two boats as shown
nB, Fig.6),withd =EZ+ L, GESL+3EDL)+ 144 GEL,+EDN,+ 2E%,) when decorated
as shown.

To isolate the tile Ham iltonian parameters E, and E , even larger approxin ants are
needed. T he three approxin ants In F 3.1 each have 132 atom sperunit cellbut di erent tile
con gurations. Two ofthem B,H g and S;H ; in Fig.Zb and c respectively) are related to each
otherby a singke phason . Thephason i tums out to raise the energy, indicating that
stars are disfavored in these com pounds. A ngle orentations are investigated by swapping a
TM pair on tilke edges, reversing the directions of the edge arrow s.

Long range interactions and other sn allterm s om itted from the tile Ham iltonian (1) can
be estim ated by swapping pairs surrounded by sym m etric CoCu bonds on their sides. For
exam ple, the CoCu bonds on the sides of the horizontal tile edges of H, can be specially

arranged to cancel all angle interactionsE  and lave only other e ects.



IIT.AB-INITIO STUDY

Forourcalculationswe em ploy ab-initio pssudopotential calculationsutilizing the V ienna
Ab-nitio Sinulation Package (VA SP) program [13]. W e use ultrasoft Vanderbilt type pssu-
dopotentials [1§] as supplied by G . K resse and J. Hafher [17]. O ur calculations are carried
out on the Cray T 3E and on the new Iy Installed Com pag TCS m achine at the P ittsourgh
Supercom puter C enter.

The k-space m esh size (am ong other param eters) detemm ines the accuracy of the cal-
culations. B igger k-space grids are m ore accurate but m ore expensive In calculation tim e.
One hasto nd a balance between the number of atom s n a unit cell and the size of the
k-space grid In order to t within the available com puter resources. A s explained before,
we use many di erent approxin ants for our study each wih is own convergence behav—
jor. The k-space m esh is ncreased until a consistency of about 0.02 €V is reached in worst
cases. But w ithin a reasonable use of our allocated com puter tin es we are able to get better
convergence (0.002-0.01 €V ) form ost structures.

C onvergence test caloulations are sum m arized in tableIII forourB; tiling and in tabk V!
for our B,H, tilings. W e com pared two slightly di erent structures for each tiling, di ering
in orfentation ofa single arrow (CoCu pair circled in Fig.4 and F ig.da) . T he tables suggest
that at the chosen k-space grid used in our calculations, m arked by a star In the tablks, the
accuracy is better than 0.02 €V . The an allest grid of 1x1x1 (sihglk k-point In the center of
the k-space unit cell) for our B; approxin ant takes about 8 m inutes on the T 3E m achine
(450 M H z alpha processors) using 8 processors. The largest grid we use for B; of 5x5x15
(188 Independent k-point) takes 4.8 hours on 64 processors. The B,H, structure has 132
atom sper unit cell. The an allest 1x1x1 grid takes 2 hours on 8 processors. T he largest grid
0f 2x2x10 (20 Independent k-points) takes about 6 hours on 64 processors.

For a xed number of processors, calculation tin e grow s lnearly w ith the number of
Independent k-points. Calculation tin e decreases linearly w ith increasing num ber of pro—

cessors only up to about 16 processors. Beyond that, the total charging tine (umber of



processors elapsad tin e) increases notably. Large structures and big k-space grids require
Jlarge num bers of processors because they need m ore m em ory.

Note from tables [IIT and V! that the m ore isotropic the distrbution of the k-space grid
pointsalong ky, k, and k,, the faster the convergence. ForourB; approxin ant, m eshes that
m ost isotropically distribute k-space points are 1x1x3 and itsmultiples, but for nerm eshes
4x4x11 is slightly m ore isotropic than 4x4x12. For xed numbers of k, and k, points, the
total energy converges tow ards its lim iting value as the num ber of k, points approaches its
isotropic value. In all our structures, we choose the m ost isotropic distribution of k-space
points possble.

M any rearrangem ents of edges are perform ed by swapping TM atom pairs and the dif-
ferent structure energies are calculated. M ost of these are done for the large approxin ants
because they give m ore con gurational freedom . In general, pure 72 anglk interaction pa—
ram eters (E,,) can be deduced if the bond to be swapped has an equal num ber of 144
connections on each side (since we can arrange for 144 interaction to cancel) and either a
single 72 oonnection which can be attached to any side or two 72 connections attached
to the sam e side. An examplk is outlined by a dashed rectangke in Fiy.2a. The bond is
surrounded by a single 144 on each side. B oth point towards them iddle bond, m aking E1,,
on one side, and EJ,, on the other. One extra 72 on one sidem akesE9, . Ifthem iddle pair
is swapped, the 144 anglk interactions will be conserved. The swap m erely sw itches their
sides, while the ES, becom es EY,. The di erence In energy between the swapped and the
basic structures yields thedi erence EY, EJ, = E.fter  Epefore = 026 €V . Reversing the
72 outerbond and then m aking the swvap again can giveEZ, ET, = 0:35eV .Forpure 144
Interactions, we use a m iddle bond surrounded by two 144 angl on one side and a singlke
144 anglk on the other side. W e arrange forany 72 angles to cancel. T he pair surrounded
by a dashed circle in Fiy.%a is one exam pk that yiedsET,, E, = 006¢eV.

W e com pute energies for an over-com plkte set of structures and use a kast square t
to detemm Ine average param eter values. First, we twih 4, = 14 = 0 In equation @1'),

leaving only three adjustabk parametersE[ ,EP and ES. The t nds the values of our



param eters that m Inin ize the root m ean square ofthe di erence between the calculated E ¢
and m odelH values for an ensamble of tilings w ith di erent angl orientations. The tted
valuesEZ;EF and E? are shown in the second column of tabke #i. The tting is shown in
Fig.7. The graph show s clearly that the three-param eter t is not adequate because there
is a signi cant variations of E . am ong di erent approxin ants. The m ain source of this
variation is angle interactions that contrlbute to E .+ (@s calculated by VA SP) but not to
ourmodelwhen weset 1, = 14= 0 Eqg. ().

N ote that the values of H, B and S are individually m eaningless unless com pared w ith
pure elem ental energies. For exam ple, the data quoted does not include arbitrary o sets
EATOM [l5]ofeach chem ical pecies. However, thedi erence2E? EF ES = 135ev
ism eaningfiil because the o sets cancel out (sihce S1H 3 has the sam e num ber of atom s of
each type asB,H,). Thus a pair ofboats is favored over a hexagon-star pair.

The veparameter t valies are shown in the third column of tabl V! where we set

72 = ltoincludeE ,, and set 144 = OtoexcludeE,,,. The 72 anglesare allintemalto the
tiles so their energies can’t be ssparated from the tik energies. O nly di erences in energies
can be calculated, such asEZ, ES, andEZY, EI,, sowe set the Iowest energy orientation
E S, equalto zero w ithout any loss of generality. The fourth comn oftable V] shows the
eight-parameter twhenwesst 1, = 144 = 1. In contrast to the numberof72 angles, the
num ber of which is determm ined entirely by the num ber of tiks, the number of 144 anglks
depends on the arrangem ents of tiles. A s a result, wem ay calculate all three energies E (4
independently. The tting is shown i Fig.§. The ram aining deviation from the y=x line
(standard deviation= 0.0013 &V ) isdue to othere ectsnot ncluded in ourm odelH (Eqg. :1:),

as well as noom plete convergence or other calculational naccuracies.

Iv.PAIR POTENTIALS

T he ground state totalenergy ofa system can be expanded In tem s of a volum e energy

and potentials descrdboing nbody (= 2,3,4,...) Iteractions [I§]. The volum e energy is the



dom nant contribution to cohesive energy. It depends on the com position and density, but
not the speci ¢ structure. The n-body Interactions distinguish between di erent crystal
structures at the sam e com position and density. It is custom ary to truncate this n-body
series at the pair potentials (n=2), because they are m uch easier to calculate and uss, and
because higher order interactions are often weak. Even for transition m etals, with their
localized d-band, the truncation at pair potentials proved to be practical [1920]. Pair
potentials are functionsV  (r) of pair ssparation r and atom types and

M any di erent pair potentials have been used to study this and other quasicrystals.
Cockayne and W idom [9] proposed m ock-temary potentials extracted from A 1€ o pair po—
tentials. Noting that, n A X oCu, Cu substitutes for an equal com bination of Aland Co,
they approxin ated Cu interactions by the average interactions of Aland Co. In addition,
the Co-€Cu Interaction was de ned as the average of the Co€Co and Cu-Cu interactions in
order to cbtain temary potentials from the AITM binares. They adopted A X o pair po-
tentials calculated by Phillips et al. 21 ]. T heir discovery of altermnation ofC oCu pairs atom s
on tilke edges, and m any other details, are all consistent w ith our VA SP results.

Later, m ore rigorous pair potentials derived by G eneralized P ssudopotential T heory
GPT) weredeveloped forA X o-Niand A X oCu [19,22]. The orighalGPT pairpotentials
su ered from TM overbinding which isan unphysical attraction between TM atom sat an all
separations. The strongest overbinding appears in Co-€o pair potentials. W e modi ed
the CoCo and N iN i pair potentials at short distances by adding a repulsive term using
VA SP to get the energy and length scale [I9]. The resulting potentials behave really well
in sinulations P3]. The Co<€u pair potentials were de ned as equal to the N i i pair
potentials VECU (r)  vN¥IE) | These, n tum, were close to the average of Co-Co and
Cu-Cu potentials because N i resides between Co and Cu in the periodic tabl. Speci cally,
VINiE) 2 OO )+ VOIS (), with biggest eror of 0.002 &V at 312 A which isabout
15% error. The other A L oC u pair potentials were found to be wellbehaved up to Jarge Cu
com position P2].

W e caloulated the energies of the approxin ants using both m odk-temary and m odi ed

10



GPT pair potentials to check how pair potential resuls com pare to VA SP. Results of the

ttihg are summ arized In table VT for all the m ethods used. Aside from a di erence In
energy scak between themodi ed GPT and the m ock-temary pair potential calculations,
they are qualitatively close to each other and to VA SP. The order of 144 anglk Interaction
is reversed com pared to VA SP, but these interactions are very weak.

In tabe V1, we see that Ef, S E5 + ES) andEY, 5 Efy + Ey) DOrallthree
calculation m ethods (VA SP,m GP T, and m odk-temary) . To understand this, note that when
two tile edges m ect at a vertex, the TM bonds on them are at three di erent ssparations
from each other. O ne ssparation length r; isbetween the TM positions close to the vertex,
r, is between the far positions and 1, is the ssparation between m ixed positions. Take
the am allest of all, r;, as an exam pl and consider pair Interactions. In bonds with the
\i" con guration, two Co atom s are distance r; from each other. The energy contribution
due to this pair is V°°°° (r;) . T he sam e positions are occupied by two Cu atom s in the \o"
con guration w ith energy contrioution V €U (r;), and by oneC o and oneCu atom in the \m "
con guration w ith energy V ©“°° (r;) . T he contribution to the energy di erenceE S, 2 @, +
ES,) calculated from these pairs at ssparations ry is V °U¢° (ry) % (VO () + VEUCH ().
Sin ilar dentities hold at the ssparations r, and 1, . In m odk-temary pair potentials, these
di erences of potentials are de ned to be zero, suggesting E ™ = % E*+ E°) should hold
exactly. The sn all deviations from this identity in the fourth colum n of table V I are due
to the tting procedure. The potential di erences are again close to zero ormGPT pair
potentials as discussed above, and the an alldeviations from the energy identity In the third
colum n of tabk V T are also due to the tting. In VA SP, energies are calculated accurately,
considering all ndbody interactions. An averaging of interactions is not assum ed a priord,
but our calculations con m that averaging is a good approxin ation, as shown in the second
colum n of tabke V1.

A nother interesting neardegeneracy occurs In a zigzag of 72 angles. Such a zigzag runs
vertically across Fig.13. Consider three consecutive bonds in a zigzag. Ifboth outer bonds

point In tow ards, orboth point out from , them iddle bond, a swap ofthem iddle bond laves
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unchanged the totalnum ber of \i", \o \ or \m " interactions. Ifone ofthe outer bonds point
in towards the m iddle bond and the other points out from i, then the swap of the m iddlke
bond changes the energy by 2E%, El, ES,.BecaussET, isvery close to the average of

El, and ES, (aspreviously shown) these con gurations are again nearly degenerate.

V.OTHER EFFECTS

Chem ical ordering of TM atom s on tike edges de ne edge arrow Ing In ourmodel. W e
study chem ical ordering here using our H , approxin ant (the orthorhom bic unit cell in Fig.3)
which contains two horizontal tile edges. W hen a Cu atom from one horizontal edge is
swapped w ith the Co atom on the other, the resulting edges contain pairs of sin ilar species
(one CoCo and one CuCu). The process raises the energy by 0.68 €V /cell. The sam e swap
was studied before with LSM S [11] and gave 0.17 &V /cell. U sing the pair potentials, TM
atom s favor alremation on the tike edgesby 0.022 eV /cellform GPT and 0.079 eV /cell for
m ock-Temary. A though the m agnitude is not certain, the sign consistently favors Co/Cu
ordering.

In AXCoNi CoCo and NN ipairs are slightly preferred over CoNipairs. As a result
A I oNihas no arrow decorations at low tem peratures. Cu and Niare adpcent In the
periodic table, but they are notably di erent in their properties. In an isolated N iatom , the
3d shell has six electrons and the 4s shellis lled. The partial lling of the d-band strongly
In uences atom ic Interactions. The 3d shell In Cu is lked with electrons and the 4s has
one electron which m akes Cu act more lke a sin ple metal. The dband of Cu is buried
and doesn’t participate strongly In interactions. This iswhy chem ical ordering is strong for
CoCu pairs but not for CoN ipairs.

An Inportant issue is the position of the sym m etry-breaking A latom Inside a hexagon
wem entioned In section JIT. T here are two symm etrically related positions between the two
Intemal Co atom s, and we force the Al atom to take one of these positions as shown in

Fig. Qb (keft). If the horizontal edge arrow s are parallel to each other, the Alatom prefers
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to reside In the side closest to the Co atom sby about 003 &V . W ih the o -centerA ], we
de ne the decom position of the hexagon Into rhombisuch that the sym m etry-breaking A 1is
placed as in Fig.1,. The position ofthe ntemalA latom inside a hexagon, together w ith the
horizontal tile edge arrow s, de ne a \direction" for the hexagon. W e noticed that generally
hexagons prefer to align paralkel to each other in our H, structure by about 0.01 €V . These
e ects are very an allbut are enough to account for som e of the discrepancies between E
and H in our calculations.

T he decom position of the hexagon into rhombi is lost by placing the A 1atom exactly at
the center of the hexagon . H owever, this position is lower in energy by 02 €V as calculated
by VASP. In the pair potential picture, the central position for the Alatom is preferred
by 011 eV /cellusng mGPT and 0.01 &V /cell using m ock-temary potentials. D gpending
on the edge decoration, this A 1m ay rlax very slightly from the central positions, but this
e ect ism inin aland doesnot signi cantly In uence the energy. Thus a m ore realisticm odel
In which the A1l atom s are centered should be described even m ore accurately by our tile
Ham iltonian.

Onemore analle ect appears In \hidden" 144 anglks, where two 72 angls share one
edgem aking an extra 144  ig.4 hastwo hidden 144’s). T he shared edge ordentation a ects
the angle interaction E ,,, ofthe outer edges. W e calculate the di erence E,,E7,, wih the
shared edge pointing outward and again wih i pointing nward. W ith the shared edge
outward pointing, the di erence EJ,,E7,, = 0075 &V.An hward-ponting m iddk edge
raisesthedi erenceby 0015eV, sothatE [, EJ,, = 0060&V.Thise ective threearrow
Interaction can account form ore of the ram aining an all discrepancies between E . and H .

So far we have exam Ined interactions w ithin the quasiperiodic plane. Now consider
perpendicular Interactions. Pairs of TM atom s on tilke edges are 1.51 A agpart within the
quasiperiodic plane and 2.07 A apart along the perpendicular, periodic direction. The net
bond length is 256 A . The lnes connecting them m ake a zigzag of altemating TM atom s
extending along the periodic axes. W e tum our attention to atom ic order in this direction.

Approxin ant B,H, (ig.2a) has a horizontal glide plane parallel to the long side of its unit
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cell that can be exploited for this purpose. W e swap one CoCu pair on a horizontal edge
(call this pair a) and call the structure @ ).Another structure B) ismade from B,H, by
swapping instead the glideequivalent In age ofpaira (callthispairb). These two structures
have equal energies by sym m etry. Further, we build a 264 atom uni cellby stacking two
132 atom unit cells. It is built once by stacking an A layer over an A Jayer and another
tin e by stacking a B layer over an A layer. In the AA stacking, TM altemation along the
vertical zigzag is conserved. In AB the zigzag sequence is violated along pair a and along
pairb. A long each pair the altermation defect includes a CoC o pair and a CuCu pair. The
AA and AB structure energies are calculated w ith a k-point m esh of 2x2x5. The di erence

Eag Eaa = 0392 &V per 264-atom c=ll

VI.DISCUSSION

W e discuss here the im plications of our ndings on the structure of decagonalA XL oCu.
The man result is that now energy can be caloulated quickly and accurately for these
com pounds by adding the relevant tem s in the tile Ham iltonian H  Eqg.1}) using param eters
cbtained in table V¥ I. For exam pl, consider the cohesive energy of each tile type. W e de ne
a tieline energy E e 1mme O be the energy per atom ofthe pure elam ent: foc Al foc Cu and
SoIn-polarized hep Co. The structure energies lie below the tielne and the di erence is the
oohesive energy per atom , E . W e calculate Ec R1ll= 417 &V /atom ,EcCul= 4:72
eV /atom and ECo]l= 8:07 &V /atom , all at the experim ental lJattice constants. The tike
oohesive energies are B, H]=-7.75&V ,En B]=-124 &V and E o, B]=-16.81 &V (using
data from our eight-param eter t). The di erence between two boats and a hexagon-star
pairis2E.;n B] EcnH] EonBl= 024 €V .W e can add up the cohesive energies of the
tiles to cbtain a quick estin ate of the cohesive energy of the quasicrystal. For HB S tilings,
the \golden" ratio H B S=p 5 :pgzl can be obtained, for exam ple, by ram oving double-
arrow edges from a Penrose tiling P3,24]. For such a tiling the oohesive energy is -0.3035

eV /atom . O ur resuls show that stars are disfavored, and a tiling w ith hexagon and boats
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is ower in energy. The ratio of H B In HB tilings is 1: and the cohesive energy is —3045
eV /atom .

M ost bondsparticipate In combinationsof144 and 72 angles. T he stronger Interactions
determ ne bond arrow Ing. W hen a bond is surrounded by a totalof four 144 angles and no
72 angles, the m iddle bond is a part of 144 zigzag and its decoration doesn’t m atter. An
exam ple of this is circled in Fig.'§. There is only one con guration where a bond ordentation
is determ ined by 144 interactions. T his is the con guration we used to get pure 144 anglk
e ects (see sec. 1) . These con gurations occur occasionally (one is in F ig. 2b), but usually
bond orientations are determ ined prim arily by 72 interactions.

Quasicrystals are cbserved to be stable m ainly at high tem peratures P5]. This can be
due to a variety of entropic contrbutions. Transitions from crystal to quasicrystal phases
are reported at about T 1000K P6]orabout ks T=0.1 &V .At such tem peratures the 144
angl interactions are irrelevant because they are an all com pared to energy uctuations,
and the structure is detem ined prin arily by its tile types and by the 72 anglk Interactions.

O urm odel expectations are In reasonable agreem ent w ith calculated energies, suggesting
that we have captured the m ost in portant energetic e ects. T he worst deviation is about
01 &V .Out of that we account or 0.03-0.05 &V from the Intemal A latom e ects on tike
edges. The rest can be a collection of long range interactions. W e do see these long range
e ects In som e Instances. For exam ple, when calculating pure 72 anglk interactions using
the bond surrounded by a rectangle in Fig.%a in two di erent approxinants B,H, and
S1H3). The environm ents are identical up to about 7 A, but a di erence of about 0.02 &V
In ET,-EY, between the two cases show s up.

Pairpotential caloulations show that they are capabl of catching qualitatively the dom —
nant 72 interactionswe are Investigating w ith a lot less calculation tin e.

In our previous paper [L1], we reported several results related to edge arrow ing calculated
using an alkelectron m ultiple scattering m ethod known asLSM S R7]. Approxin antsH, and
H) wereused, w ith intemalA latom scentered. T he swap energy for chem icalordering agrees

In sign, but VA SP’s is four tim es bigger that LSM S. O ther swaps that give 2E?2—E%2—E‘7°2
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agree In sign, w ith a sin ilar factor disagreem ent In m agnitudes.

Further studies m ight include the e ect 0of TM A 1 (as opposed to CoCu) arrow s on tile
edges. The di culty com es from the fact that such arrow Ing exist not only on tile edgesbut
also inside the tiles. P hason disorder along the periodic axes is In portant. So farwe studied
only C o/Cu disorder along the periodic axisbut not tile Ips. T he system ’s behavior under
relaxation and the preferred relaxed atom ic positions are w ide areas to explore. R elaxation
m ay alter the quantitative values of our tike H am iltonian param eters. F inally, the biggest

unresolved question is: what type of structure m inin izes the value of our tile H am iltonian?
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TABLES

TABLE I. Basic tilkes in HBS m odel and their com positions.

T ie C om position Penrose Rhom bi
H A L7CosCus 2T+F

B ALyCogCuy T+ 3F

S A 141Co11Cus 5F
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TABLE II. The approxin ant tilings we use for our study, their com positions and the num ber
ofdi erent decorations Ng) ofeach ofthem . The unit cells are either orthorhom bic (@, b are given)
orm onoclinic (@,b and aregiven).A llofthem have =4.14A in the zdirection. T he num ber of
Independent k-points is the num ber on which m ost of the structures are calculated. To investigate

the convergence we go higher for a few structures (see tab]es:_f_ﬁ[ and El\:il) .

T iling Figure C om position a,b () Indep. K pointg Ng
Hi 3 AL;CosCus 1214, 750 (72 ) 132 3
B; 4 A LoCogCuy 12.13,1213 (108 ) 88 6
H, 3 AL,Co1oCug 23.08, 756 66 5
H) g A L4Co10Cug 1427,1213 66 4
B, iq A LgCo14Cug 12.13, 3030 (1345 ) 55 3
B,H, da A lyC0oysCU1g 19.63, 23.08 20 27
B,HY 2o A lyCoysCUs 19.63, 23.08 20 6
S1H; 2] ALyCoyCuis 19.63, 23.08 20 12
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TABLE III. Energies of approxin ant B CFJ'g.:_4 and one of its single-swap variants). Our

convergence investigation goes through severalk-point grids. N early isotropic k-point distributions

are the 1x1x3 mesh and tsmultiples. For ner grids, 4x4x11 ism ore isotropic than 4x4x12.

K point grid Indep. K points Eg, Eg" E=Eg Ep,
1x1x1 1 -186.83238 -186.78158 0.05080
1x1x2 1 217.02636 -216.68522 034114
1x1x3 2 -215.95009 215.63608 031401
2x2x2 4 218.18586 217.90238 028348
2x2x4 8 216.75311 21651774 023537
2x2x6 12 216.74436 21649251 025185
3x3x3 14 21659210 21632712 026498
3x3x9 41 216.74029 21648619 025410
4x4x4 32 216.77625 21653784 023841
4x4x11* 88 216.74116 216.48698 025418
4x4x12 96 216.74323 21648616 025707
5x5x15 188 216.74291 21648615 025676
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TABLE IV. Energies of approxin ant BoH, CFJ'g.iZb and one of is single-swap variants.)
K -point grid Indep. K -points Eg,u, ERn, E=ERy,Es,u,
1x1x1 1 -606.30421 -606 22773 0.07648
1x1x2 1 —704.05048 —=103.77620 027428
1x1x4 2 —700 48922 =700 24548 024374
2x2x2 4 —7104.02670 —103.77286 025384
1x2x8 8 -700.38011 -700.12094 025917
2x2x4 8 —700.73700 —700 49654 024046
1x2x10 10 —700 42044 —700.15409 026635
2x2x8 16 —700 44533 -700.18672 025861
2x2x10%* 20 —700 45159 —700.19033 026126
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TABLE V. Fiting ourdata with di erent num ber of param eters. Units are €V . T he standard

deviation foreach set is reported in the last row . Including 72 the 144 anglk interactions im proved

the tsasshown.

P aram eters 72= 144= 0 72= 1; 144= 0 72= 144 =11
Ef -133.17 -133.15 -133.15

ED 216.42 216.76 216.77

E? 298 32 -300.08 -300.15
2E2 £ £7 135 029 024
EL, - 055 0.55
ET, - 023 022
ES, - 0 0
E,, - - 0.037
ET,, - - -0.003
E%,, - - -0.034
standard deviation 037 0.0026 0.0013
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TABLE VI. Theenergy costsofsigni cant param eters in ourm odelobtained from 8-param eter

t

P aram eters Energy (VASP) Energy m GPT) Energy m ock-T)
€v) €v) €v)

2P gf g5 024 059 013
EL, 0.55 0.60 012

ET, 023 031 0.05
ES, 0 0 0
El,, 0.037 -0.042 -0.0079
ETy, -0.003 0.010 0.0001
ESu4 -0.034 0.032 0.0080
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FIGURES

<

Co e Cu e Al ©

FIG .1. HBS tiles and their decom positions to Penrose tiles (@) and atom ic decorations (). In

), only TM and symm etry breaking A latom s are shown.
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FIG.2. Space can be tilkd in m any ways using HBS tiles. A 1l these approxin ants (@=B,H,,
b=B2H8 and c= S1H 3) have 132 atom s per unit cell. Structures in ) and (c) di er by a phason
Ip outlined In (c) with a an alldashed line. Bonds surrounded by the dashed square and circle in

(@) are bonds that can give infom ation about pure angle Interactions.

=
-
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o

FIG . 3. Filling space w ith hexagons. T his approxin ant has one hexagon per m onoclinic cell
( ne dashing, H; structure in the text). The unit cell has 25 atom s. T he cell can be doubled to

get a 50-atom orthorhombic unit cell (coarse dashing, H, structure in the text).
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FIG .6. Twoboatapproxin ant B,). O neofthe \keel" bonds (circled) 1 eboa a

only n 144 angls and has a highly sym m etric A 1 environm ent
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FIG .7. P otsofcaloculated structure energies vs. ourm odelexpectationsusing only tile energies
(tuming o angle interactions). T he soread of energies vertically is due to angle Interactions not

acoounted for n them odelenergy when 95, = 144 = 0. The diagonal line indicates H = E .
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FIG .8. Including the anglk Interactions (setting 72 = 144 = 1) greatly in proves the tting.
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