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Abstract

A tile Ham iltonian (TH) replaces the actualatom ic interactions in a qua-

sicrystalwith e�ective interactions between and within tiles. W e studied

Al-Co-Cu decagonalquasicrystalsdescribed asdecorated Hexagon-Boat-Star

(HBS) tiles using ab-initio m ethods. The dom inant term in the TH counts

the num berofH,B and S tiles.Phason 
ipsthatreplace an HS pairwith a

BB pairlowertheenergy.In Penrosetilings,quasiperiodicity isforced by ar-

row m atching ruleson tileedges.Theedgearrow orientation in ourm odelof

AlCoCu isdueto Co/Cu chem icalordering.Tileedgesm eetin verticeswith

72� or144� angles.W e �nd strong interactionsbetween edge orientationsat

72� vertices thatforce a type ofm atching rule. Interactionsat144� vertices

are som ewhatweaker.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Both quasicrystals and ordinary crystals are m ade ofelem entary building blocks. In

crystals,copiesofa singlebuilding block (known asa unitcell)arearranged sideby sideto

coverthespaceperiodically.In quasicrystals,buildingblocksarearranged tocoverthespace

quasiperiodically.Twoapproachestobuild quasilatticeshavebeen proposed.Oneapproach

usesa singleunitcell,butallowsadjacentcellsto overlap.Gum m elt[1]proved thatusing a

lim ited num berofoverlappingpositionsbetween decagonsproducesaquasicrystalstructure.

Steinhardtand Jeong[2]furtherproved thattheoverlappingconditionscan berelaxed when

supplem ented bythem axim ization ofaspeci�cclusterdensitytoproducequasilattices.This

isthe\quasi-unitcell" approach.

In theother\tiling" approach,spaceiscovered with building blockscalled tiles.Two or

m oretiletypesareused [3].No overlapping isallowed,and depending on theway thetiles

arearranged,quasicrystalstructurescan beproduced.M atching rulesbetween tilesgovern

thelocaltilecon�gurationsby allowing only asubsetofallpossiblearrangem ents.Globally,

the m atching rules enforce quasiperiodicity [4,5]. Penrose proposed his fam ous m atching

rules before the discovery ofquasicrystalline m aterials. In 2D,Penrose tiles are fat and

thin rhom bi(Fig 1a).Edgesareassigned arrow decorationswhich m ustm atch forcom m on

edgesin adjacenttiles.In perfectquasicrystalstheserulesareobeyed everywhere.Thevery

restrictivePenrosem atching rulesaresu�cient,butnotnecessary,to forcequasiperiodicity.

Socolar[6]showed thatweakerm atching rulescan stillforcequasilattices.Thelessrestric-

tive setofrulesare derived by allowing bounded 
uctuationsin perp space. Furtherm ore,

m atching rulescan beabandoned entirely and quasiperiodicity m ay arise spontaneously in

them ostprobablerandom tiling [7].

A fundam entalquestion is whether m atching rules are enforced by energetics ofreal

m aterials.Burkov [8]proposed m atching rule enforcem entby chem icalordering ofCo and

Cu am ongcertain citesin Al-Co-Cu.However,thatm odelinvolved an unnaturalsym m etry

linkingCositestoCu sites.CockayneandW idom [9]deduced adi�erent,physicallyrealistic,
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type ofCo/Cu ordering based on totalenergy calculations. In theirm odel,tile edgesare

assigned arrow direction based on theirCo/Cu decorations(Fig.1b).Thesuggested physical

origin ofCo/Cu chem icalorderingrestsonthestatusofCu asaNobleM etalwith com pletely

�lled d orbitals,unlikenorm altransition m etalssuch asCo.

In a tiling m odelofquasicrystals,theactualatom icinteractionsin thesystem Ham ilto-

nian can bereplaced with e�ectiveinteractionsbetween and within tiles[10].Theresulting

tile Ham iltonian is a rearrangem ent ofcontributions to the actualtotalenergy. In sim -

ple atom ic interaction pictures(pairpotentialsforexam ple)the relation between the two

(actualatom ic interactionsand tile Ham iltonian)isstraightforward. Itm ightbe di�cult

to �nd the relations between them form ore com plicated atom ic interactions (m any body

potentials,orfullab-initio energetics,forexam ple)butitistheoretically possible.Thetile

Ham iltonian includes term s which depends only on the num ber oftiles and other term s

fordi�erentinteractions. The tile Ham iltonian greatly sim pli�esourunderstanding ofthe

relationship between structureand energy,and itisa reasonableway to describethetiles.

Space can be tiled in m any di�erentways,even when holding the num berofatom sor

thenum berofsim ilartiles�xed.Figure2 showsthreedi�erenttiling con�gurationsof132

atom s.The�rsttwo havethesam etilesarranged di�erently.Thethird hasthesam eatom s

butdi�erenttiles.These are called quasicrystalapproxim ants(crystalsthatare very close

to quasicrystalsin structure and properties). One advantage ofapproxim antsisthatthey

can bestudied using conventionaltoolsdeveloped forordinary crystals.

In apreviouspaper[11]westudied m atchingrulesin decagonalAl-Co-Cu usingalim ited

group ofquasicrystalapproxim ants. Som e speci�c detailsofthe tile Ham iltonian couldn’t

beextracted from ourlim ited data set.Herewestudy m orethoroughly thesetofrulescon-

trollingthesecom pounds,using di�erenttechniquesand am uch biggersetofapproxim ants.

W e describe our m odelofdecagonalAl-Co-Cu in section IIofthis paper. Section III

givesourdetailed calculationsusing ab-initio m ethods.W eextracta setofparam etersthat

allow an excellent approxim ation to the totalenergy. Sim ilarcalculationsdone using pair

potentialsare described in section IV forcom parison. In section V,we talk aboutvarious
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othere�ectsthatcould be considered in a m ore accurate m odel. W e analyze our�ndings

and study theirim plicationsforAl-Co-Cu com poundsin section VI.

II.D EC A G O N A L A L-C O -C U M O D EL

Decagonal Al-Co-Cu quasicrystals have been studied by m any authors, theoreti-

cally [8,9,12]and experim entally [13]. Cockayne and W idom [9]em ployed m ock-ternary

pairpotentialsto proposea m odelbased on tiling ofspaceby Hexagon,Boatand Startiles

(HBS)decorated determ inistically with atom s(Fig.2).Thetileedgelength is6.38 �A.Tile

verticesareoccupied by 11-atom clusters.Each clusterconsistsoftwo pentagonsofatom s

stacked on top ofeach otherat 1

2
c=2.07 �A and rotated by 36�. The pentagon in one layer

containsonly Alatom s. The pentagon in the otherlayercontainsa m ixture oftransition

m etal(TM ) atom species and can contain also Alatom s. The m ixed Al/TM pentagon

containsan additional\vertex" Alatom atitscenter.AllTM atom ssurrounding a vertex

Alatom belong to tileedges.Decagonalclustersm eetalong pairsofCo/Cu atom s.Itwas

shown in theoriginalm odel[9]thatTM atom sprefertoalternatein chem icalspecieson tile

edges. Thiswascon�rm ed laterby ab-initio calculationsusing the Locally Self-consistent

M ultipleScattering (LSM S)m ethod [11,14],and iscon�rm ed again in thisstudy.

W e assign arrowsto edgesbased on theirTM atom decorations. By ourde�nition,an

arrow pointsfrom theCu atom towardstheCo atom .Tileedgesm eetin verticesof72� or

144� angles. An angle isoftype \i" ifboth edges pointin towards theircom m on vertex.

Types\o" and \m " areout-and m ixed-pointing,respectively.

The HBS tilesare com posed ofPenrose rhom biwith double arrow m atching rulessat-

is�ed (by de�nition)inside the HBS tiles. Som e oftheirpropertiesare sum m arized in ta-

bleI.Quasiperiodictilingscan then beconstructed from HBS tilesobeyingthesingle-arrow

m atching rules(Fig.1).

W echooseto de�nea tileHam iltonian forthesystem
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Here n�t isthe num berofspeci�c tile type � which can be H,B orS;n
�

72 and n
�

144 are the

num bersof72� and 144� anglesand � de�nestheangletypewhich can bei,o orm .W e�t

energy param etersin theHam iltonian (1)toachieveH � E tot forawideclassofstructures.

The tile energies are m ore im portantthan the otherterm s,and itturnsoutthatthe 72�

angleinteractionsarem oreim portantthan the144�’s.Itisdesirabletocheck how each term

can alterthesystem energies.W eset�72 and �144 to1 or0 forthepurposeofincluding and

excluding the72� and 144� angleinteractions.

An H tile contains 25 atom s,counting those on the perim eter fractionally. Allbut 3

internalatom s(one Aland two Co)belong to vertex decagonalclusters. The internalCo

atom soccupy sym m etric sites,butthe internalAlatom breaksthe sym m etry by residing

on one oftwo geom etrically equivalentpositionsbetween the two Co atom s(Fig.1b,left).

Itsinteraction with tile edgeTM atom sdeterm inesthepreferred position.A B tilehas41

atom s. An internalAlatom breaks the sym m etry (Fig.1b,center) by residing in one of

two equivalentsites. An S tile has57 atom s. Two internalAlatom sbreak the sym m etry

(Fig.1b,right)by occupying any two of�veequivalentsitesaslong they are144� apart.A

phason 
ip can switch a specially arranged starand hexagon into a pairofboats. Thisis

shown in Fig.2coutlined by a dashed line(com parewith Fig.2b).

Thepresentstructure di�ersslightly from theoriginalm odel[9].In theoriginalm odel,

Cu atom stakecertain sym m etry-breakingpositionsinsidetheboatandthestarwhich m akes

itdi�cultto param eterizetheirinteractions.W echooseto replacetheCu atom sin thetile

interiorswith Alatom s.Also in theoriginalm odel,sym m etry-breaking Alatom sinsideH,

B and S were placed in averaged sites between two Co atom s. Their verticalheights lay

m idway between thetwo m ain atom iclayers.Hereweplacethem in them ain atom iclayers

asshown in Fig.1b. In term softhe atom ic surfaces[9],the atom ic surface (AS2)thatis

m ainly Alwith athin ringofCu becom espureAl,and theAlatom icsurfacebetween layers

(AS3)�llstheholein thepureAlatom icsurface(AS2).
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M any di�erentquasicrystalapproxim antsareexploited here to study di�erentterm sin

the tile Ham iltonian. Allthe approxim anttilingswe used are listed in table IIwith som e

oftheir properties. The sm allest tiling is the m onoclinic single-hexagon approxim ant H 1

(Fig.3). It contains one \horizontal" and two \inclined" tile edges. For the decoration

shown,equation (1)becom es H = E
H
t + �72(E

i
72
+ E

o
72
)+ �144(2E

i
144

+ 2E o
144
). The next

biggerapproxim antisa 41-atom single-boatB1 (Fig.4)forwhich H = E
B
t + �72(3E

o
72
)+

�144(2E
i
144

+ E
o
144
)when decorated asshown.Starsalonedo nottiletheplane,so a single-

starunitcellapproxim antisnotpossible. Two-hexagon approxim antscan be constructed

in orthorhom biccells,eitherby agenuineorthorhom bicstructureH 0

2
(Fig.5)orby doubling

the m onoclinic H 1 cellto create H 2 shown in Fig.3. In each case,H = E
H
t + �72(2E

i
72
+

2E o
72
)+ �144(4E

i
144

+ 4E o
144
). The doubling processgivesm ore freedom in controlling edge

arrow orientationsby perform ing Co/Cu swaps. Sim ilarly,a two-boatapproxim antcan be

constructed,eitherby doubling thesingleboattiling B1 orby tiling thetwo boatsasshown

in B2 (Fig.6),with H = E
B
t + �72(3E

o
72
+ 3E m

72
)+ �144(3E

i
144

+ E m
144

+ 2E o
144
)when decorated

asshown.

To isolate the tile Ham iltonian param eters E �
t and E

�

�,even larger approxim ants are

needed.Thethreeapproxim antsin Fig.2each have132atom sperunitcellbutdi�erenttile

con�gurations.Twoofthem (B 2H
0

2
andS1H 3 inFig.2bandcrespectively)arerelatedtoeach

otherby a singlephason 
ip.Thephason 
ip turnsoutto raisetheenergy,indicating that

starsaredisfavored in thesecom pounds.Angleorientationsareinvestigated by swapping a

TM pairon tileedges,reversing thedirectionsoftheedgearrows.

Longrangeinteractionsand othersm allterm som itted from thetileHam iltonian (1)can

be estim ated by swapping pairssurrounded by sym m etric CoCu bondson theirsides. For

exam ple,the CoCu bonds on the sides ofthe horizontaltile edges ofH 2 can be specially

arranged to cancelallangleinteractionsE
�

� and leaveonly othere�ects.
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III.AB-INITIO ST U D Y

Forourcalculationsweem ployab-initiopseudopotentialcalculationsutilizingtheVienna

Ab-initio Sim ulation Package(VASP)program [15].W euseultrasoftVanderbilttypepseu-

dopotentials[16]assupplied by G.Kresse and J.Hafner[17].Ourcalculationsare carried

outon the Cray T3E and on the newly installed Com paq TCS m achine atthe Pittsburgh

Supercom puterCenter.

The k-space m esh size (am ong other param eters) determ ines the accuracy ofthe cal-

culations. Biggerk-space gridsare m ore accurate butm ore expensive in calculation tim e.

One hasto �nd a balance between the num berofatom sin a unitcelland the size ofthe

k-space grid in orderto �twithin the available com puter resources. Asexplained before,

we use m any di�erent approxim ants for our study each with its own convergence behav-

ior.The k-spacem esh isincreased untila consistency ofabout0.02 eV isreached in worst

cases.Butwithin areasonableuseofourallocated com putertim esweareabletogetbetter

convergence (0.002-0.01 eV)form oststructures.

Convergencetestcalculationsaresum m arized in tableIIIforourB1 tilingand in tableIV

forourB2H 2 tilings.W ecom pared two slightly di�erentstructuresforeach tiling,di�ering

in orientation ofa singlearrow (CoCu paircircled in Fig.4and Fig.2a).Thetablessuggest

thatatthechosen k-spacegrid used in ourcalculations,m arked by a starin thetables,the

accuracy isbetterthan 0.02 eV.Thesm allestgrid of1x1x1 (singlek-pointin thecenterof

the k-space unitcell)forourB1 approxim anttakesabout8 m inuteson the T3E m achine

(450 M Hz alpha processors) using 8 processors. The largestgrid we use forB1 of5x5x15

(188 independent k-point)takes 4.8 hours on 64 processors. The B2H 2 structure has 132

atom sperunitcell.Thesm allest1x1x1 grid takes2 hourson 8 processors.Thelargestgrid

of2x2x10 (20 independentk-points)takesabout6 hourson 64 processors.

For a �xed num ber ofprocessors,calculation tim e grows linearly with the num ber of

independent k-points. Calculation tim e decreases linearly with increasing num ber ofpro-

cessors only up to about16 processors. Beyond that,the totalcharging tim e (num ber of
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processors�elapsed tim e)increasesnotably.Largestructuresand big k-space gridsrequire

largenum bersofprocessorsbecausethey need m orem em ory.

Notefrom tablesIIIand IV thatthem oreisotropicthedistribution ofthek-spacegrid

pointsalongkx,ky and kz,thefastertheconvergence.ForourB1 approxim ant,m eshesthat

m ostisotropically distributek-spacepointsare1x1x3and itsm ultiples,butfor�nerm eshes

4x4x11 isslightly m ore isotropic than 4x4x12. For�xed num bersofkx and ky points,the

totalenergy convergestowardsitslim iting valueasthenum berofkz pointsapproachesits

isotropic value. In allourstructures,we choose the m ostisotropic distribution ofk-space

pointspossible.

M any rearrangem entsofedgesare perform ed by swapping TM atom pairsand the dif-

ferentstructure energiesarecalculated.M ostofthese aredoneforthe largeapproxim ants

because they give m ore con�gurationalfreedom .In general,pure 72� angle interaction pa-

ram eters (E
�

72) can be deduced ifthe bond to be swapped has an equalnum ber of144�

connectionson each side (since we can arrange for144� interaction to cancel)and eithera

single 72� connection which can be attached to any side ortwo 72� connections attached

to the sam e side. An exam ple is outlined by a dashed rectangle in Fig.2a. The bond is

surrounded by asingle144� on each side.Both pointtowardsthem iddlebond,m aking Ei
144

on oneside,and Em
144

on theother.Oneextra 72� on onesidem akesEo
72
.Ifthem iddlepair

isswapped,the 144� angle interactionswillbe conserved. The swap m erely switchestheir

sides,while the Eo
72
becom es Em

72
. The di�erence in energy between the swapped and the

basicstructuresyieldsthedi�erence E m
72 � E

o
72 = E after � E before = 0:26 eV.Reversing the

72� outerbond and then m akingtheswap again can giveE i
72
� E

m
72
= 0:35eV.Forpure144�

interactions,we use a m iddle bond surrounded by two 144� angle on one side and a single

144� angleon theotherside.W earrangeforany 72� anglesto cancel.Thepairsurrounded

by a dashed circlein Fig.2a isoneexam plethatyieldsE m
144 � E

o
144 = 0:06 eV.

W e com pute energies for an over-com plete set ofstructures and use a least square �t

to determ ine average param etervalues. First,we �twith �72 = �144 = 0 in equation (1),

leaving only three adjustable param etersE H
t ,E

B
t and E

S
t. The �t�ndsthe valuesofour
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param etersthatm inim izetherootm ean squareofthedi�erencebetween thecalculated E tot

and m odelH valuesforan ensem ble oftilingswith di�erentangle orientations.The �tted

valuesE B
t ;E

H
t and E S

t areshown in thesecond colum n oftableV.The �tting isshown in

Fig.7.The graph showsclearly thatthethree-param eter�tisnotadequate because there

is a signi�cant variations ofE tot am ong di�erent approxim ants. The m ain source ofthis

variation isangle interactionsthatcontribute to E tot (ascalculated by VASP) butnotto

ourm odelwhen weset�72 = �144 = 0 in Eq.(1).

Note thatthe valuesofH,B and S are individually m eaninglessunlesscom pared with

pure elem entalenergies. For exam ple,the data quoted does not include arbitrary o�sets

EATOM [15]ofeach chem icalspecies.However,thedi�erence2E B
t � E

H
t � E

S
t = �1:35 eV

ism eaningfulbecause the o�setscancelout(since S1H 3 hasthe sam e num berofatom sof

each typeasB2H 2).Thusa pairofboatsisfavored overa hexagon-starpair.

The �ve-param eter �t values are shown in the third colum n oftable V where we set

�72 = 1toincludeE
�

72 and set�144 = 0toexcludeE
�

144.The72
� anglesareallinternaltothe

tilesso theirenergiescan’tbeseparated from thetileenergies.Only di�erencesin energies

can becalculated,such asE i
72 � E

o
72 and E

m
72 � E

i
72,so wesetthelowestenergy orientation

E
o
72 equalto zero withoutany lossofgenerality.The fourth colum n oftableVI showsthe

eight-param eter�twhen weset�72 = �144 = 1.In contrasttothenum berof72� angles,the

num berofwhich isdeterm ined entirely by the num beroftiles,the num berof144� angles

dependson the arrangem entsoftiles.Asa result,we m ay calculateallthree energiesE
�

144

independently. The �tting isshown in Fig.8. The rem aining deviation from the y=x line

(standard deviation=0.0013eV)isduetoothere�ectsnotincluded in ourm odelH (Eq.1),

aswellasincom plete convergence orothercalculationalinaccuracies.

IV .PA IR P O T EN T IA LS

Theground statetotalenergy ofa system can beexpanded in term sofa volum eenergy

and potentialsdescribing n-body (n=2,3,4,...) interactions[18]. The volum e energy isthe
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dom inantcontribution to cohesive energy. Itdependson the com position and density,but

not the speci�c 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

seriesatthe pairpotentials(n=2),because they are m uch easierto calculate and use,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[19,20]. Pair

potentialsarefunctionsV �� (r)ofpairseparation 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-ternary potentialsextracted from Al-Co pairpo-

tentials.Noting that,in Al-Co-Cu,Cu substitutesforan equalcom bination ofAland Co,

they approxim ated Cu interactionsby the average interactionsofAland Co. In addition,

the Co-Cu interaction wasde�ned asthe average ofthe Co-Co and Cu-Cu interactionsin

orderto obtain ternary potentialsfrom the AlTM binaries. They adopted Al-Co pairpo-

tentialscalculated by Phillipsetal.[21].Theirdiscovery ofalternation ofCoCu pairsatom s

on tileedges,and m any otherdetails,areallconsistentwith ourVASP results.

Later, m ore rigorous pair potentials derived by Generalized PseudopotentialTheory

(GPT)weredeveloped forAl-Co-Niand Al-Co-Cu [19,22].TheoriginalGPT pairpotentials

su�ered from TM over-bindingwhich isan unphysicalattraction between TM atom satsm all

separations. The strongest over-binding appears in Co-Co pair potentials. W e m odi�ed

the CoCo and NiNipair potentials at short distances by adding a repulsive term using

VASP to getthe energy and length scale [19]. The resulting potentialsbehave really well

in sim ulations [23]. The Co-Cu pair potentials were de�ned as equalto the Ni-Nipair

potentials V CoCu(r) � V
N iN i(r). These,in turn,were close to the average ofCo-Co and

Cu-Cu potentialsbecauseNiresidesbetween Co and Cu in theperiodictable.Speci�cally,

V
N iN i(r)� 1

2
(V CoCo(r)+ V

CuCu(r)),with biggesterrorof0.002eV at3.12�A which isabout

15% error.TheotherAlCoCu pairpotentialswerefound to bewellbehaved up to largeCu

com position [22].

W e calculated the energiesofthe approxim antsusing both m ock-ternary and m odi�ed
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GPT pairpotentialsto check how pairpotentialresultscom pare to VASP.Results ofthe

�tting are sum m arized in table VI for allthe m ethods used. Aside from a di�erence in

energy scale between the m odi�ed GPT and the m ock-ternary pairpotentialcalculations,

they arequalitatively closeto each otherand to VASP.Theorderof144� angleinteraction

isreversed com pared to VASP,buttheseinteractionsarevery weak.

In table VI,we see that E m
72
�

1

2
(E i

72
+ E

o
72
) and E

m
144

�
1

2
(E i

144
+ E

o
144
) for allthree

calculation m ethods(VASP,m GPT,and m ock-ternary).Tounderstand this,notethatwhen

two tile edgesm eetata vertex,the TM bondson them are atthree di�erentseparations

from each other.Oneseparation length ri isbetween theTM positionscloseto thevertex,

ro is between the far positions and rm is the separation between m ixed positions. Take

the sm allest ofall,ri,as an exam ple and consider pair interactions. In bonds with the

\i" con�guration,two Co atom sare distance ri from each other. The energy contribution

dueto thispairisV CoCo(ri).Thesam epositionsareoccupied by two Cu atom sin the\o"

con�gurationwithenergycontributionV CuCu(ri),andbyoneCoandoneCuatom inthe\m "

con�guration with energyV CuCo(ri).Thecontribution totheenergydi�erenceE
m
72
�

1

2
(E i

72
+

E
o
72)calculated from these pairsatseparationsri isV

CuCo(ri)�
1

2
(V CoCo(ri)+ V

CuCu(ri)).

Sim ilaridentitieshold attheseparationsro and rm .In m ock-ternary pairpotentials,these

di�erences ofpotentials are de�ned to be zero,suggesting E m
� = 1

2
(E i

� + E
o
�) should hold

exactly. The sm alldeviationsfrom thisidentity in the fourth colum n oftable VIare due

to the �tting procedure. The potentialdi�erences are again close to zero form GPT pair

potentialsasdiscussed above,and thesm alldeviationsfrom theenergy identity in thethird

colum n oftableVIarealso dueto the�tting.In VASP,energiesarecalculated accurately,

considering alln-body interactions. An averaging ofinteractions isnotassum ed a priori,

butourcalculationscon�rm thataveragingisagood approxim ation,asshown in thesecond

colum n oftableVI.

Anotherinteresting near-degeneracy occursin a zigzag of72� angles.Such a zigzag runs

vertically acrossFig.3.Considerthree consecutive bondsin a zigzag.Ifboth outerbonds

pointin towards,orboth pointoutfrom ,them iddlebond,aswap ofthem iddlebond leaves
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unchanged thetotalnum berof\i",\o\or\m "interactions.Ifoneoftheouterbondspoint

in towardsthe m iddle bond and the otherpointsoutfrom it,then the swap ofthe m iddle

bond changesthe energy by 2E m
72
� E

i
72
� E

o
72
.Because E m

72
isvery close to the average of

E
i
72 and E

o
72 (aspreviously shown)thesecon�gurationsareagain nearly degenerate.

V .O T H ER EFFEC T S

Chem icalordering ofTM atom s on tile edges de�ne edge arrowing in ourm odel. W e

studychem icalorderinghereusingourH 2 approxim ant(theorthorhom bicunitcellin Fig.3)

which contains two horizontaltile edges. W hen a Cu atom from one horizontaledge is

swapped with theCo atom on theother,theresulting edgescontain pairsofsim ilarspecies

(oneCoCo and oneCuCu).Theprocessraisestheenergy by 0.68 eV/cell.Thesam eswap

wasstudied before with LSM S [11]and gave 0.17 eV/cell. Using the pairpotentials,TM

atom sfavoralternation on thetileedgesby 0.022 eV/cellform GPT and 0.079 eV/cellfor

m ock-Ternary. Although the m agnitude isnotcertain,the sign consistently favorsCo/Cu

ordering.

In Al-Co-Ni,CoCo and NiNipairs are slightly preferred over CoNipairs. As a result

Al-Co-Nihas no arrow decorations at low tem peratures. Cu and Niare adjacent in the

periodictable,butthey arenotably di�erentin theirproperties.In an isolated Niatom ,the

3d shellhassix electronsand the4sshellis�lled.Thepartial�lling ofthed-band strongly

in
uences atom ic interactions. The 3d shellin Cu is �lled with electrons and the 4s has

one electron which m akes Cu act m ore like a sim ple m etal. The d-band ofCu is buried

and doesn’tparticipatestrongly in interactions.Thisiswhy chem icalordering isstrong for

CoCu pairsbutnotforCoNipairs.

An im portantissue isthe position ofthesym m etry-breaking Alatom inside a hexagon

wem entioned in section II.Therearetwo sym m etrically related positionsbetween thetwo

internalCo atom s,and we force the Alatom to take one ofthese positions as shown in

Fig.1b (left). Ifthe horizontaledge arrowsare parallelto each other,the Alatom prefers
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to reside in the side closestto the Co atom sby about0.03 eV.W ith the o�-centerAl,we

de�nethedecom position ofthehexagon into rhom bisuch thatthesym m etry-breaking Alis

placed asin Fig.1.Theposition oftheinternalAlatom insideahexagon,togetherwith the

horizontaltileedgearrows,de�nea \direction" forthehexagon.W enoticed thatgenerally

hexagonspreferto align parallelto each otherin ourH 2 structureby about0.01 eV.These

e�ectsarevery sm allbutareenough to accountforsom eofthediscrepanciesbetween E tot

and H in ourcalculations.

Thedecom position ofthehexagon into rhom biislostby placing theAlatom exactly at

thecenterofthehexagon.However,thisposition islowerin energy by 0.2 eV ascalculated

by VASP.In the pair potentialpicture,the centralposition for the Alatom is preferred

by 0.11 eV/cellusing m GPT and 0.01 eV/cellusing m ock-ternary potentials. Depending

on the edge decoration,thisAlm ay relax very slightly from the centralpositions,butthis

e�ectism inim aland doesnotsigni�cantly in
uencetheenergy.Thusam orerealisticm odel

in which the Alatom sare centered should be described even m ore accurately by ourtile

Ham iltonian.

Onem oresm alle�ectappearsin \hidden" 144� angles,wheretwo 72� anglesshareone

edgem akingan extra144� (Fig.4hastwohidden 144’s).Theshared edgeorientation a�ects

theangleinteraction E
�

144 oftheouteredges.W ecalculatethedi�erenceE o
144
-Em

144
with the

shared edge pointing outward and again with it pointing inward. W ith the shared edge

outward pointing,the di�erence E o
144
-Em

144
= �0:075 eV.An inward-pointing m iddle edge

raisesthedi�erenceby 0.015eV,sothatE o
144� E

m
144 = �0:060eV.Thise�ectivethree-arrow

interaction can accountform oreoftherem aining sm alldiscrepanciesbetween E tot and H .

So far we have exam ined interactions within the quasiperiodic plane. Now consider

perpendicularinteractions. PairsofTM atom son tile edgesare 1.51 �A apartwithin the

quasiperiodic planeand 2.07 �A apartalong theperpendicular,periodicdirection.Thenet

bond length is2.56 �A.The linesconnecting them m ake a zigzag ofalternating TM atom s

extending along theperiodicaxes.W eturn ourattention to atom icorderin thisdirection.

Approxim antB2H 2 (Fig.2a)hasa horizontalglideplaneparallelto thelong sideofitsunit
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cellthatcan be exploited forthispurpose. W e swap one CoCu pairon a horizontaledge

(callthispaira)and callthe structure (A).Anotherstructure (B)ism ade from B2H 2 by

swappinginstead theglide-equivalentim ageofpaira(callthispairb).Thesetwostructures

have equalenergiesby sym m etry. Further,we build a 264 atom unitcellby stacking two

132 atom unit cells. It is built once by stacking an A layer over an A layer and another

tim e by stacking a B layeroveran A layer. In the AA stacking,TM alternation along the

verticalzigzag isconserved. In AB the zigzag sequence isviolated along paira and along

pairb.Along each pairthealternation defectincludesa CoCo pairand a CuCu pair.The

AA and AB structureenergiesarecalculated with a k-pointm esh of2x2x5.Thedi�erence

E A B � E A A = 0:392 eV per264-atom cell.

V I.D ISC U SSIO N

W ediscusshere theim plicationsofour�ndingson thestructure ofdecagonalAlCoCu.

The m ain result is that now energy can be calculated quickly and accurately for these

com poundsby addingtherelevantterm sin thetileHam iltonian H (Eq.1)usingparam eters

obtained in tableVI.Forexam ple,considerthecohesiveenergy ofeach tiletype.W ede�ne

a tie-lineenergy E tie�line to betheenergy peratom ofthepureelem ent:fccAl,fccCu and

spin-polarized hcp Co.Thestructureenergiesliebelow thetie-lineand thedi�erenceisthe

cohesive energy peratom ,E coh.W ecalculate E tot[Al]= �4:17 eV/atom ,E tot[Cu]= �4:72

eV/atom and E tot[Co]= �8:07 eV/atom ,allattheexperim entallatticeconstants.Thetile

cohesive energiesare E coh[H]=-7.75 eV ,E coh[B]=-12.4 eV and E coh[S]=-16.81 eV (using

data from oureight-param eter�t). The di�erence between two boatsand a hexagon-star

pairis2E coh[B]� E coh[H]� E coh[S]= -0.24 eV.W ecan add up thecohesive energiesofthe

tilesto obtain a quick estim ateofthecohesive energy ofthequasicrystal.ForHBS tilings,

the \golden" ratio H:B:S=
p

5�:
p

5:1 can be obtained,for exam ple,by rem oving double-

arrow edgesfrom a Penrose tiling [23,24]. Forsuch a tiling the cohesive energy is-0.3035

eV/atom .Ourresultsshow thatstarsare disfavored,and a tiling with hexagon and boats
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islowerin energy. The ratio ofH:B in HB tilingsis1:� and the cohesive energy is-.3045

eV/atom .

M ostbondsparticipatein com binationsof144� and 72� angles.Thestrongerinteractions

determ inebond arrowing.W hen a bond issurrounded by a totaloffour144� anglesand no

72� angles,the m iddle bond isa partof144� zigzag and itsdecoration doesn’tm atter.An

exam pleofthisiscircled in Fig.6.Thereisonly onecon�guration whereabond orientation

isdeterm ined by 144� interactions.Thisisthecon�guration weused to getpure144� angle

e�ects(seesec.III).Thesecon�gurationsoccuroccasionally (oneisin Fig.2b),butusually

bond orientationsaredeterm ined prim arily by 72� interactions.

Quasicrystalsare observed to be stable m ainly athigh tem peratures[25]. Thiscan be

due to a variety ofentropic contributions. Transitionsfrom crystalto quasicrystalphases

arereported ataboutT�1000K [26]oraboutkB T=0.1 eV.Atsuch tem peraturesthe144
�

angle interactions are irrelevant because they are sm allcom pared to energy 
uctuations,

and thestructureisdeterm ined prim arily by itstiletypesand by the72� angleinteractions.

Ourm odelexpectationsarein reasonableagreem entwith calculated energies,suggesting

thatwe have captured the m ostim portantenergetic e�ects. The worstdeviation isabout

0.1 eV.Outofthatwe account for0.03-0.05 eV from the internalAlatom e�ects on tile

edges. The restcan be a collection oflong range interactions. W e do see these long range

e�ectsin som e instances. Forexam ple,when calculating pure 72� angle interactionsusing

the bond surrounded by a rectangle in Fig.2a in two di�erent approxim ants (B 2H 2 and

S1H 3). The environm entsare identicalup to about7 �A,buta di�erence ofabout0.02 eV

in Em
72
-Eo

72
between thetwo casesshowsup.

Pairpotentialcalculationsshow thatthey arecapableofcatching qualitatively thedom -

inant72� interactionsweareinvestigating with a lotlesscalculation tim e.

In ourpreviouspaper[11],wereported severalresultsrelated toedgearrowingcalculated

usingan all-electron m ultiplescatteringm ethod known asLSM S [27].Approxim antsH 2 and

H 0

2
wereused,with internalAlatom scentered.Theswap energyforchem icalorderingagrees

in sign,but VASP’s is four tim es bigger that LSM S.Other swaps that give 2Em
72
-Ei

72
-Eo

72
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agreein sign,with a sim ilarfactordisagreem entin m agnitudes.

Furtherstudiesm ightinclude the e�ectofTM Al(asopposed to CoCu)arrowson tile

edges.Thedi�culty com esfrom thefactthatsuch arrowing existnotonly on tileedgesbut

alsoinsidethetiles.Phason disorderalongtheperiodicaxesisim portant.Sofarwestudied

only Co/Cu disorderalong theperiodicaxisbutnottile
ips.Thesystem ’sbehaviorunder

relaxation and thepreferred relaxed atom icpositionsarewideareasto explore.Relaxation

m ay alterthe quantitative valuesofourtile Ham iltonian param eters. Finally,the biggest

unresolved question is:whattypeofstructurem inim izesthevalueofourtileHam iltonian?
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TABLES

TABLE I.Basic tilesin HBS m odeland theircom positions.

Tile Com position Penrose Rhom bi

H Al17Co5Cu3 2T+ F

B Al29Co8Cu4 T+ 3F

S Al41Co11Cu5 5F
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TABLE II. The approxim anttilingswe use forourstudy,theircom positionsand the num ber

ofdi�erentdecorations(Nd)ofeach ofthem .Theunitcellsareeitherorthorhom bic(a,baregiven)

orm onoclinic(a,b and � aregiven).Allofthem havec= 4.14�A in thez-direction.Thenum berof

independentk-pointsisthenum beron which m ostofthestructuresarecalculated.To investigate

the convergence we go higherfora few structures(see tablesIIIand IV).

Tiling Figure Com position a,b(�) Indep.K -points Nd

H 1 3 Al17Co5Cu3 12.14,7.50 (72�) 132 3

B1 4 Al29Co8Cu4 12.13,12.13 (108�) 88 6

H 2 3 Al34Co10Cu6 23.08,7.56 66 5

H 0

2 5 Al34Co10Cu6 14.27,12.13 66 4

B2 6 Al58Co16Cu8 12.13,30.30 (134.5�) 55 3

B2H 2 2a Al92Co26Cu14 19.63,23.08 20 27

B2H
0

2 2b Al92Co26Cu14 19.63,23.08 20 6

S1H 3 2c Al92Co26Cu14 19.63,23.08 20 12
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TABLE III. Energies ofapproxim ant B1 (Fig.4 and one ofits single-swap variants). O ur

convergenceinvestigation goesthrough severalk-pointgrids.Nearly isotropick-pointdistributions

are the1x1x3 m esh and itsm ultiples.For�nergrids,4x4x11 ism oreisotropic than 4x4x12.

K -pointgrid Indep.K -points EB 1
EswB 1

�E= E sw
B 1
-EB 1

1x1x1 1 -186.83238 -186.78158 0.05080

1x1x2 1 -217.02636 -216.68522 0.34114

1x1x3 2 -215.95009 -215.63608 0.31401

2x2x2 4 -218.18586 -217.90238 0.28348

2x2x4 8 -216.75311 -216.51774 0.23537

2x2x6 12 -216.74436 -216.49251 0.25185

3x3x3 14 -216.59210 -216.32712 0.26498

3x3x9 41 -216.74029 -216.48619 0.25410

4x4x4 32 -216.77625 -216.53784 0.23841

4x4x11* 88 -216.74116 -216.48698 0.25418

4x4x12 96 -216.74323 -216.48616 0.25707

5x5x15 188 -216.74291 -216.48615 0.25676
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TABLE IV. Energiesofapproxim antB2H 2 (Fig.2b and one ofitssingle-swap variants.)

K -pointgrid Indep.K -points EB 2H 2
EswB 2H 2

�E= E sw
B 2H 2

-EB 2H 2

1x1x1 1 -606.30421 -606.22773 0.07648

1x1x2 1 -704.05048 -703.77620 0.27428

1x1x4 2 -700.48922 -700.24548 0.24374

2x2x2 4 -704.02670 -703.77286 0.25384

1x2x8 8 -700.38011 -700.12094 0.25917

2x2x4 8 -700.73700 -700.49654 0.24046

1x2x10 10 -700.42044 -700.15409 0.26635

2x2x8 16 -700.44533 -700.18672 0.25861

2x2x10* 20 -700.45159 -700.19033 0.26126
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TABLE V. Fitting ourdata with di�erentnum berofparam eters.UnitsareeV.Thestandard

deviation foreach setisreported in thelastrow.Including72� the144� angleinteractionsim proved

the �tsasshown.

Param eters �72 = �144 = 0 �72 = 1;�144 = 0 �72 = �144 = 11

EHt -133.17 -133.15 -133.15

EBt -216.42 -216.76 -216.77

ESt -298.32 -300.08 -300.15

2EBt -E
H
t -E

S
t -1.35 -0.29 -0.24

Ei72 - 0.55 0.55

Em72 - 0.23 0.22

Eo72 - 0 0

Ei144 - - 0.037

Em144 - - -0.003

Eo144 - - -0.034

standard deviation 0.37 0.0026 0.0013
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TABLE VI. Theenergy costsofsigni�cantparam etersin ourm odelobtained from 8-param eter

�t

Param eters Energy (VASP) Energy (m G PT) Energy (m ock-T)

(eV) (eV) (eV)

2EBt -E
H
t -E

S
t -0.24 -0.59 -0.13

Ei72 0.55 0.60 0.12

Em72 0.23 0.31 0.05

Eo72 0 0 0

Ei144 0.037 -0.042 -0.0079

Em144 -0.003 0.010 0.0001

Eo144 -0.034 0.032 0.0080
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FIGURES

Co Cu Al

(a)

(b)

FIG .1. HBS tilesand theirdecom positionsto Penrosetiles(a)and atom icdecorations(b).In

(b),only TM and sym m etry breaking Alatom sareshown.
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FIG .2. Space can be tiled in m any ways using HBS tiles. Allthese approxim ants (a= B2H 2,

b= B2H
0

2 and c= S1H 3)have 132 atom sperunitcell. Structuresin (b)and (c)di�erby a phason


ip outlined in (c)with a sm alldashed line.Bondssurrounded by thedashed squareand circle in

(a)are bondsthatcan give inform ation aboutpureangle interactions.

FIG .3. Filling space with hexagons. This approxim ant has one hexagon per m onoclinic cell

(�ne dashing,H1 structure in the text). The unitcellhas25 atom s. The cellcan be doubled to

geta 50-atom orthorhom bicunitcell(coarse dashing,H 2 structurein thetext).
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FIG .4. Single-boat (B1) approxim ant containing 41 atom s per m onoclinic cell. The circled

CoCu pairwasused forourconvergence study.
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FIG .5. O rthorhom bictwo-hexagon approxim ant(H 0

2)with adi�erentarrangem entofhexagons

from �g 3.
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FIG .6. Two-boatapproxim ant(B2).O neofthe\keel"bonds(circled)in theboatsparticipates

only in 144� anglesand hasa highly sym m etricAlenvironm ent
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FIG .7. Plotsofcalculated structureenergiesvs.ourm odelexpectationsusingonlytileenergies

(turning o� angle interactions). The spread ofenergiesvertically isdue to angle interactions not

accounted forin the m odelenergy when �72 = �144 = 0.ThediagonallineindicatesH = E tot.
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FIG .8. Including the angle interactions(setting �72 = �144 = 1)greatly im provesthe �tting.
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