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W e calculate the cohesive energies of Febased glassform ing alloys in the B-Fe¥Y -Zr quatemary
system . O ur ab—initio calculations filly relax atom ic positions and lattice param eters yielding en—
thalpies of m ixing at T=0K . W e exam ine both the known equilbrium and m etastable phases as
well as a selection of plausble structuresdrawn from related alloy system s. Thism ethod, generally
reproduces experin entally determm ined phase diagram s w hile providing additional inform ation about
energetics ofm etastable and unstable structures. In particular we can identify crystalline structures
whose form ation com petes w ith the m etallic glass. In som e cases we identify previously unknown
structures or observe possible errors In the experin ental phase diagram s.

PACS numbers: 61.50Lt,6143Dq, 7120Be, 81.30Bx

I. NTRODUCTION

Caloulation of alby phase diagram s from rst-
principles is necessary to achieve the goal of m aterdals
by design 'g:]. Buk m etallic glass-form ing alloys, which
offten contain three orm ore cham icalelem ents provide a
useful test case. Recently discovered m any-com ponent
a]Joysi_ﬁ, -'j, :fi] solidify in am orphous structures at rela—
tively low cooling rates. T hese m aterials display Intrigu—
Ing and potentially usefiilm echanical properties inclid—
Ing nearly perfect elasticity Ej]. Am orphous Febased al-
oys are Interesting for both their structural and their
m agnetic properties. Achieving buk glass form ation
could extend the range of potential applications of these
m aterials.

To understand factors lim iting buk glass form ation,
we perform ab-initio total energy calculations on the
quatemary com pound B-Fe¥Y Zr as well as its binary
and temary subsystem s such as B-Ffe and B-FeZr. Our
calculations use the planew ave electronic density fiinc—
tional theory program VA SP E'§, -'j]. W e identify the
crystalline structures whose formm ation com petes w ith
the am orphous structure of the supercooled liquid. To
this end, we calculate the oohesive energies of stable,
m etastable and hypothetical crystal structures through—
out the alloy com position space. Standard m etalirgi-
cal databases t_é, -'_Ei, :_fg]hst known stable and m etastable
structures. Chem ically sim ilar alloy system s provide hy—
pothetical structures to test.

C ohesive energies of stable and m etastable phasesyield
them odynam ic driving forces for crystallization. The
structural com plexity of these phases gives som e Insight
Into the possibility of their nucleation and grow th during
a rapid quench. Ourm ain results are the identi cation
of the structure types CFe; (Pearson symboloP 16) and
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C4Cnrs (Pearson symbol cF116) as the two main com —
petitors to the B-Fe glass. A lboying wih Zr does sur-
prisingly little to destabilize the C ¢C 1,5 structure, whilke
alloying instead w ith Y does reduce stability ofthis struc—
ture. On the other hand, alloying wih Y stabilizes cer-
tain other temary structures. On this basis we deduce
advantageous com position ranges.

Energetically favorable structural motifs identi ed
w ithin these phases can be com pared wih structural
m odels ofthem etallic glass. W e identify a class ofB oron
coordination polyhedra related to the trigonalprisn [_11:]
w ith som e distortions. T hese polyhedram ay be arranged
In many ways, som e leading to sin ple crystal structures
w ith very low energy butm any m ore whose energies and
Jocalstructure closely resam ble the glass. W e callthe en—
tire class of these structures \am orphous approxin ants",
by analogy wih the oonoept of approxin ants to qua-—
sicrystal structures {13].

The ©llow ing two sections of this paper (sections II
and :]Z_Et) present our calculational m ethods and the re—
sulting cohesive energy data. A Ithough we study here Fe—
based glass—formm ing alloy system s, our basic m ethod can
be applied to any alloy system . Besides checking known
experin ental phase diagram s, our calculations provide
energetic nfom ation which is often not known experi-
m entally, especially in the case ofm etastable and am or-
phous structures. In addition, we propose lkely struc—
tures for com pounds whose existence was known but
whose structures were unknown, for exam ple, B, Fe Y,
B4FeY and B¢Fe, Y 5. Conversly, in som e cases our re—
sults call nto question details of the established phase
diagram s. For exam ple: the clain ed high tem perature
stability of BZr ism ost lkely only m etastability In real
ity; the CoyY, structure m ay be stable in FeY though
i has not been reported; the phase Fe17Y2, related to
In portant perm anent m agnet m aterials [13 is possbly
only a high tem perature phase. Further, we can predict
phase diagram sofalloy system s such asB-Y Zr, FeY Zr
and B FeY Zrthat havenotbeen established experin en—

tally.
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F inally, section :!i{: analyzes the crystal structures and
correlates their atom ic arrangem entsw ith their cohesive
energies. Am orphous approxin ants are presented in sub-
section !IV D!.

II. METHODS

Our Interest in the binary B-Fe and temary B-FeZr
and B-FeY compounds led to the study of all elem en—
tal, binary, temary and quatemary com binations of the
elem ents B-FeY Zr. W e selected structures for study
that are known as stable orm etastable structures in the
phase diagram s of these alloy system s or chem ically sin —
ilar alloy system s. For exam ple we consider known C-Fe
structures e€g. CFe; 0P 16) wih B replacing C, etc. Our
notation for structure type isto rst give the prototype
(som e fam iliar isostructural com pound, eg. CFe;) ol
lowed by the Pearson symbol (indicating the point sym —
m etry, centering Infom ation, and num ber ofatom ic sites
per unit cell, eg. oP 16 for orthorhom bic P rim itive 16—
atom cell).

O ur sources for established phase diagram s and struc—
tures include standard references {, d, 1G], individual
publications and private comm unication. Inform ation
from these sources has been com piled into a database
containing over 1000 structures that we search to m atch
criteria such as chem ical elem ents, stoichiom etry, and
atom ic size ratios. Som e additional structures exam ined
are liquid and am orphous structures, cbtained from ab—
initio m olecular dynam ics sin ulation.

O ur ab-initio calculationsuse the program VA SP (ver—
sion 4.5.5) together w ith the pro fgctoraugm ented wave
m ethod, an altelectron generalization of the pseudopo-
tential approach (4, 15]. We emply the Perdew-
W ang generalized gradient approxin ation lié GGA)
exchange—oorre]atJon finctional with the VoskoW ikes
N ussair fl%] soin Interpolation. These choices give ex—
cellent results rbuk ekm entalFe {153]. GGA is needed
Instead of LDA is necessary to proper]y reproduce m ag—
netization and lattice constants fl8 Ourm agnetic cal-
culationsare soinpolarized (ie. collinearm agnetization)
and are em ployed for any structure containing 50% Fe or
higher.

VA SP solves for the self-consistent electronic structure
In reciprocal space, using a plane wave basis. It requires
that we choose the reciprocal space grid appropriately
and dem onstrate convergence in the num ber of k-points
used and the plane wave energy cuto . W e construct k—
point gridsw hose spacing is nearly isotropic in reciprocal
space. M ostly weuseM onkhorst-P ack grids, although for
hexagonalstructureswe use G am m a-centered grids. O ur
k-pointdensity issu cient that all structuralenergiesare
converged to a precision of 10 m €V /atom or better. A 1L
energies for structures that lie on or near the convex hull
are converged to a precision of 1 m €V /atom or better.

In general our relaxations allow variations of cell vol-
um e and shape, as well as atom ic displacem ents, consis—

tent w ith the symm etry of the starting structure. Re—
laxations run until an accuracy of 1m €V /atom or better
is reached. D uring relaxation we use M ethfesselP axton
Fem isurface smearing with width 02 &V (the VA SP
default choice [I9]. W hen smearing is employed we re-
port the energy (extrapolated to zero sm earing), not the

ctitious free energy. For m any structures on or near
the convex hull, we recalculated the energy of our best—
relaxed structure using the tetrahedron m ethod w ithout
am earing. Thistestcon m swe reached our1m &V /atom
precision goal.

Table :I_‘[ dem onstrates convergence w ith respect to k-
point grid and plane wave cuto energy, reporting the
energies of two m etastable variants of FesB, one wih
structure type FesC oP 16 and one w ith structure type
N LP £I32. W e see how energiesE and energy di erences

E converge as the k-point mesh grows at xed energy
cuto . The energy di erence E at low precision has
even the Incorrect sign, while m edium and high precision
agree to within the desired 1lm €V /atom accuracy. For
the results presented below we em ploy a constant energy
cuto 0f319 eV, consistent w ith m ediuim precision.

Certain calculated structural quantities can be com —
pared directly with expermment. For exampl, Pr
FesB 0P 16 we obtain converged volume 9.78 A3 /atom ,
bma= 123 and cca = 1:52 com pared w ith the experin en—
talvalues, respectively, o£10.09 A 3/atom , 122 and 1.51.
Likew ise, for FesB £I32 we nd volume 9.61 A 3/atom
and cca = 203 compared wih experim ental valies
10.06 A3 /atom and 2.01. O urunderestin ation ofthe vol-
um e re ects both them al expansion (experin ental vol-
um esare at room tem perature, whilk our calculationsare
for T=0K ground states) and known system atic errors
associated w ith density fiinctional theory.

T he com position space of an N -com ponent alloy is a
set %fN com position variables fx; :i= 1;2;::3N g obey—
ng i_1x1= 1. The sst om s an N 1 dim ensional
sin plex (respectively, a point, line segm ent, triangle and
tetrahedron orN = 1;2;3;4). Structural energies form
a scatterplot over this sin plex. Stabl low tem perature
phases lie on vertices of the convex hull of the energy
versus com position scatterplot. Edges and facets of the
convex hull represent coexistence regions ofthe phasesat
adpining vertices. Lines and triangles pining low tem -
perature phases phases w illbe referred to as tie-lines and
tieplanes. A tiesurface In general refers to the hyper-
plne pining N or fewer points in the N -com ponent en—
ergy scatterplot.

T he tiesurface connecting all pure elem ents in their
lowest energy structures fom s a usefill reference for al-
oy energies. Thedistance H ¢, 0fan alloy energy from
the tiesurface pining pure elem ents is known as its en-—
thalpy of form ation (enthalpy because volum e relaxation
means we work at xed pressure, P = 0). Strong com —
pound form ation is re ected in large negative enthalpy
of form ation.

H igh tem perature phases should lie above the convex
hull, but be su ciently close that entropic e ects (eg.



TABLE I:Convergence ofm agnetization and energy w ith re—
spect to k-point density and plane wave cuto . Numbers in
left-hand colum n are the product of lattice param eter tin es
the num ber of k-point subdivisions. Valies of E . are plane
wave cuto energies in eV
P aram Fe3C oP 16 N kP £I32
grid|E. || M E|| M E E
1 |239(|138|-8.1227||037(-8.1073|| 0.0155
10 [239||1.16|-7.9698||0.80|-7.9283|| 0.0415
20 |239||129]-8.0460(|133|-8.0519||-0.0059
28 |239(|122[-7.9870||127|-7.9899||-0.0029
36 |239(|120(-7.9629||126(-7.9656||-0.0027
44 |239(|120|-7.9554||126(-7.9572||-0.0017
52 |239||120|-7.9525||125(-7.9543||-0.0018
1 |319(|1.38|-8.1725||0.82(-8.0873|| 0.0852
10 [319|/1.51|-8.0683||1.33|-8.0365|| 0.0318
20 |319{|1.49]-8.0430(|1.38|-8.0428|| 0.0002
28 |319(|1.48]-8.0441||139|-8.0420|| 0.0020
36 |319([1.49|-8.0437||139(-8.0409|| 0.0028
44 |319(|1.50(-8.0437||139(-8.0410|| 0.0027
52 |319([1.50|-8.0437||139(-8.0411|| 0.0026
1 |398([1.38/9.1688||1.43|-8.0991|| 0.0696
10 [398|/1.50|-8.0667||1.51|-8.0667|| 0.0334
20 |398(|1.48]-8.0382||1.38|-8.0383||-0.0001
28 |398(|1.48[-8.0390(|139|-8.0372|| 0.0018
36 |398(|1.48|-8.0386||1.38[-8.0362|| 0.0025
44 1398(/1.49/-8.0386||1.39(-8.0362|| 0.0024
52 |398(|1.49|-8.0386||139(-8.0363|| 0.0023

phonons or chem ical substitution) can stabilize them .
M etastable phases also should lie close to the convex hull,
so that their free energy is less than the liquid free en—
ergy at tem peratures below freezing. A lthough H ¢or
is usually negative for high tem perature and m etastable
phases, their energy di erence E from the convex hull
is an all and positive. The value of E is a m easure of
the therm odynam ic driving force for decom position into
the appropriate com bination of stable phases.

U sing these m ethods, we built a database of structural
energies. Fora given N -com ponent alloy system of inter—
est we extract from our database energies of structures
containing all, of just som e, of the chosen elem ents. W e
use a standard convex hull program (ghull l_2-g]) to den-
tify stable structures and the coexistence regions that
connect them . Based on the output of this program , we
calculate valuesof H for and E Prevery structure.

Our m ethods Introduce system atic errors associated
with the PAW inplementation and even wih the un-—
derlying density finctionaltheory. P rovided these errors
vary sm oothly with com position, the identity of convex
hull vertices w illnot be a ected in m ost cases. H ow ever,
the tie-lines, tieplanes, etc. grow progressively m ore sen—
sitive to error. It isprobable that even when we correctly
dentify the stable phases, we m ay m isidentify their co—
existence regions.

P reviousw orkers carried out analogous studies, though
mainly on bihary allbys. Hamer I_Z-Zl:] wrote a gen—
eral introduction to the sub ct of ab-initio alloy phase
diagram prediction. M iedema, de Boer and cowork—

ers P3] perform ed extensive sem iem pirical analysis of
binary allby system s, including alm ost all binary alloys

of Fe P3]. Others P4, 25, 26] take m ore rigorous ap—
proaches, som etin es including nite tem perature e ects
of vlbrational and con gurational entropy. M any co—
hesive energy calculations have been collected in online

databases [_Z-j, :_2-§', :_2-9'] A llthe data we present he_re, and

a great dealm ore, can be found on the W W W LBQ‘]

III. RESULTS

The N = 4-component B-FeY Zr quatemary alloy
system contains m any subsystem s: four pure elem ents,
six binary alloy system s and four temaries. This sec—
tion presents our results in order of increasing num ber
of com ponents. W e adopt alphabetical order in nam ing
alloy systam s, because this brings som e order to the pro-
liferation of chem ical combinations in m ulticom ponent
system s.

In m ost casesw e reproduce the know n equilbrium and
m etastable phase diagram s w ith surprising accuracy. In
a few cases lingering discrepanciesm ay reveallim ations
of our m ethod or cast doubt on the accepted phase di-
agram s. In som e cases where the existence of a phase
was known experim entally but not its structure we sug—
gest probable structures. O ur quatemary and two ofour
temary phase diagram s have never been determ ined ex—
perin entally.

A . Pure elem ents

Each of the four elem ents under study exhibits solid—
solid phase transitions In addition to itsm elting transi-
tion, and verifying the relative energies of the di erent
structures isa nontrivialtest ofour calculationalm ethod.

T he precise Iow tem perature structure ofBoron is un—
known. The presum ed equilbrium phase, designated
is rhom bohedralw ith approxin ately 108 atom s per unit
cell. Atom ic positions are known, but there is partial
occupancy and probably strong correlations am ong the
partially occupied sites, that have not been adequately
resolved.

The basic structure of -Boron (denoted B hR105)
consists of overlapping Bis¢ clusters wih icosahedral
symm etry, located at the vertices of the prim itive rhom —
bohedral cell 81]. The 12 (12+ 1) = 156-atom clus-
ter assam bles twelve 12-atom icosahedra surrounding one
central icosahedron. A 1l icosahedra allem pty. A single
extra atom at the body center of the rhom bohedral cell
is not part ofany Bis¢ clister. An altemate description
concentrates on non-overlapping Bg, clisters, obtained
by rem oving the outer halves of the 12 outer icosahedra
0fB5¢ . In addition to the B g4 cluster the basic structure
containstwo B1y clisters connected by the extra B atom
in the center of the rhom bohedralprim itive cell, yielding
105 atom s per unit cell.



W ycko positions of B hR105 are labeled B1B15,
with the B15 site the cell center. Structural re ne-
ments B3, 34,33, 34] nd the B13 sites surrounding the
B15 atom at the center of the rhom bohedral cell only
fractionally occupied, while an extra B16 Boron atom
approxin ately com pensates the m issing electron densiy.
The re nement by Slack |B4] additionally reports ve
other B oron sites w ith am all occupancy factors, and pro—
poses tentative a m odel for occupancy correlations. T he
Pearson symbol for the Slack m odel is hR 141.

Our calculations show the basic B hR105 structure
higher In energy than the presumed metastable B
structure B hR12) by 25meV /atom . W e nd, in agree-
ment with Slack B4] but contrary to naive assum ption,
that the choice of which B16 atom to Insert is not corre—
lated to the B 13 site occupancy. TheB 16 atom lowersthe
totalenergy by asm uch as 8 €V per prin itive rhom bohe—
dralcell, narrow ing the energy di erence between and

boron to 11 meV /atom . Insertion of a second B16
atom , or other m ore com plex m odi cations, are second—
order corrections to the totalenergy. O ur best m odel of
the fractional occupancies additionally replaces one B13
atom by anew B19 atom (106 atom s per prin itive cell),
provided the B19 atom is not a nearest neighbor of the
B16 atom . Thism odel rem ains unstable relative to -B
by 5meV/atom .

Pure elam ental Tron passes through four solid phases,

- , as tem perature rises from T= 0K to m eling. is
BCC (Pearson c?) and ferrom agnetic. At its Curie tem —
perature it transform sto  which isalso BCC .Athigher
tem peratures it transform s to , which is FCC (@Pear-
son cF'4) and nally to , again BCC, before m elting.
F irstprinciples calculations Bf»] show that the m agnetic
ground state of -Fe is a nonocollinear antiferrom agnet,
while at the experin entalatom ic volum e it is a collinear
antiferrom agnet LB-_G] A coording to our calculations, the
relaxed energy of this collinear antiferrom agnetic struc—
ture is 81 m eV /atom above the energy of -Fe.

The low tem perature phases ofY ttrium and Zirco—
niim are both hexagonal P 2) and their high tem pera—
ture phasesarebothBCC (cI2). O urcalculationsagree
w ith these facts.

B . Binaries
1. FeB

T he established FeB phase diagram contains just two
com pounds, Fe,B tT12 and BFeoP 8, each with sim—
pk structures. A number of m etastable phases exist
In the Ferich end, namely CFe; 0P 16, NP 132 and
Ce¢Crs3F116. These occur close to the deep eutectic
at 17 % B, and hence are in portant com petitors to glass
form ation.

Our calculations shown in F J'g.:;I: reproduce the estab-
lished phase diagram perfectly, with the known stable
phases Iying on the convex hulland the know n m etastable

phases lying w ithin 20 m €V /atom above (at the eutec—
tic m elting tem perature of T= 1447 K, a characteristic
them al energy is kg T = 125 m eV /atom ). Structures
occurring as stable or m etastable phases In other alloy
system s (out not n FeB) lie further above the convex
hull, except for the BRe3; 0C 16 and CoScs 0P 32 struc—
tures. O n the basis of our calculation, BRe; and C oScs
should occur asm etastable phases In FeB, although they
have not been reported.

A prior ab-initio study of the FeB structures investi-
gating m agnetian and bonding I_B-:/l] reported a covalent
character to FeB and BB bonds while the FeFe bonds
arem etallic in nature, together w ith a signi cant charge
transfer from Fe to B . Spin polarization of the B atom s
is weak and opposite to the Fe atom s. O ur calculations
support those conclusions.

G ven our perfect agreem ent wih the established
phase diagram , it is surprising that our calculated en—
thalpies (respectively 368 and 308 m eV /atom for FeB
and Fe,B) di er greatly from m easured values (respec—
tively 676 and 707 m €V /atom for FeB and Fe,B BS])
This may be due in part to the fact that our calcula-
tion are performed at T=0K whilke the m easurem ents
weredoneat T= 1385K .P ure elem entalFe undergoestw o
phase transitions (one structural, one m agnetic) as tem —
perature drops, which could be partly responsble forthis
discrepancy.

One hypothesis on the glassfom ing ability of Fe-
B is that very sinple, easy to nuclkate and grow
crystal structures, are destabilized by the size con-
trast 9] of Fe (nom inaldiam eter=2.48A) and B (nom —
nal diam eter=1.80A). W e observe this principle in ac—
tion In the Fexich end of this phase diagram . C onsider
a substitutional solid solution of Fe and B, around com —
position BFe;, based on the BCC structure of Fe. The
Fe3SicF16 structure is a particular realization of such
a structure, in which the Fe and B atom s arrange at
regular positions. However, the energy of cF16 ismuch
higher than them etastable oP 16 structure, which can be
reached through distortion of the cF'16 lattice. Tt seem s
that the lattice strain caused by size m ism atch destabi-
lizes the BCC solid solution, converting ci16 into oP 16.

W e note In addition that B w illnot stabilize the FCC
structure of Fe by substitution to form the AuCu3.cP 4
structure, though such stabilization does occur w ith
larger atom s, for exam ple FesG e.

A lfematively, B m ight enter as an interstitial, as
Indeed C enters into FCC Ilattices of Fe in octahe-
dral or tetrahedral sites (respectively, In the m etastable
FesC hP 8 and Fe C P 5 structures). However, ow Ing to
the slightly larger size of B com pared with C (om inal
diam eter= 1 43A ), these structures are far above the con—
vex hull in the B Fe energy scatter plot.

Tt seam sthat only airlky com plicated crystalstructures
exist near com positions ofabout 25% B.Thedi culy of
nuclkating and grow Ing these structuresm ay aid in glass
form ability. An estin ate of the them odynam ic driving
force for nuclkation can be obtained by com parison of
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FIG.1: Enthalies of form ation and their convex hulls for the BFe binary alloys. N otation: heavy circles denote known low

tem perature phases, light circles denote known high tem perature phases, diam onds denote know n m etastable phases, squares

denote unreported structures.

three energy scales. T hem etastable structures are about
1020 meV /atom above the tiedine pining Fe,B to  —
Fe. FurtherdetailsofFeB structures, especially focusing
on B-atom environm ents and the occurrence of trigonal
prism structures is given in the discussion section ilV;.

A quenched am orphous structure at com position
FegpB oo is about 170 m €V /atom above the tie-line, and
the liguid is 350 m eV /atom above. Candidate liquid
and am orphous structures w ere produced by liquid state
m oleculardynam icson 100 atom sam ples using Nose dy—
nam ics at tem perature T = 1500K , then quenched by con—
Jugate gradient relaxation. Atom ic displacem ents under
relaxation are large, averaging about 0.6 A . The liquid
runswereat xed volum e, 7% greater than the volum e of
the quenched am orphous sam ples. A 1lm olecular dynam —
ics and quenching runs were done w ith spin polarization,
using the k-point only.

2. FeZr and FeY binaries

A prom ising glass-fom ing strategy is to start wih a
good glass-form ing binary such as B-Fe, then add one
or m ore additional elem ents to further destabilize any
crystalline structures. Large atom s such as Zr (nom inal
diam eter=318A) and Y (om inal diam eter= 3557 ) are
prom ising because they associate wellw ith Fe and B but
they di er strongly in size from either Fe or B. Before
tuming to these temary and quatemary com pounds, we

brie y exam ine the FeZr and FeY biaries.

The established FeZr phase diagram l_éi(j] con-—
tains three low tem perature com pounds, Fe,Zr.cF 24,
FeZr, £T12 and FeZr; ©oC16, one high tem perature com —
pound Fey3Zrs F116 (this cF116 structure is quite dis—
tinct from the C¢C 13 .cF' 116 structure w hich confusingly
shares the sam e stoichiom etry and Pearson sym bol) and
one m etastable com pound Fe,ZrhP 24. O ur calculation
(see Fig. :_2) is In excellent agreem ent w ith experin ent.
Every known low tem perature phase lies on the con—
vex hull, and the high tem perature and m etastable com —
pounds lie close above it.

One unknown structure, FesY hR12, appears on the
convex hull where no stable com pound is known exper—
In entally. M ost lkely this re ects an inaccuracy of our
m ethods. B ecause its stability relative to the tie-line pin—
ing Fe,Zr to pure Fe is about 1 m eV /atom , sn all errors
(etther calculational or arising from approxin ations of
density fiinctional theory) could account for this di er-
ence. A tematively, the phase could truly be stable, but
hard to observe experin entally because the driving force
for its form ation is weak. This m atter requires further
theoretical and experin ental analysis, but for the study
ofglass form ation allwe care about is that its energy lies
close to the tieline from Fe,Zrto -Fe.

Now considerFe-Y .T he established phase diagram [_5(_5]
contains all the sam e phases as FeZr and two addi-
tional phases, FesY hR12 and Fe;Y,. Certain features
of the phase diagram are them odynam ically in prob-—
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able W41, 43]. The close proxin ity of line compound
FesYe.F116 (@t low temperature) to the line com —
pound FesY hR12 is highly unlikely. W e presum e that
Fey3Y ¢ cF116 is stable at high tem peratures only, w here
thephase diagram show sabroad com position range. T he

strong asym m etry ofthe liquidusofFesY hR12 also isin —
probable but we have no proposed altemative at present.

The structure of F'e;7Y 2, has not been properly iden-
ti ed, and is believed to occur In at last two vari-
ants. W e ollow the lad of M assalski and O kham oto
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and identify these variants as Thy;Zn;7 hR19 (low tem -
perature) and N 47T h, hP 38 (high tem perature). O ther
reported variants [8] ofthis phase are Fe;7H o, hP 44 and
N 49T h, hP 80. T he occurrence of several structural vari-
ants, m ost with partial occupancy, suggest a possble

entropic stabilization m echanism by structural disorder.
See the synopsis of the basic s&ucture and is degrees of
freedom In the discussion section -IV.

O ur calculations for Fe-Y (FJg.ﬁ) present certain dis—
agreem ents in com parison w ith experim ent. N otably, all
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variants ofFe;; Y, lie above the convex hulland thus are +24 p forFe and in the range of 02 to 04  for

predicted ashigh tem perature orm etastable. M eanw hile,
FesY hP 6, believed m etastable, touches the convex hull
as does the unreported structure Co;Y , hR18.

For the failure of Fe7Y¥, to meet the convex hull,
three possble explanations are: (1) The structure of
Fe7Y , has not yet been correctly determ ned wWem en—
tioned this above and discuss it further in section :lV B'),
(2) Our calculations are seriously awed and unable to
properly com pare the energies of FeY compounds (we
checked that changes in cuto energy, pseudopotentials
and exchange-correlation fuinctional have no signi cant
Impact); 3) Fe 7Y, isonly m etastable or high tem pera—
ture and the true low tem perature state is a coexistence
ofFesY and pure Fe.

A sin ple m echanian to explain high tem perature sta—
bility is note that the energy of Fe;Y, lies bebow the
tieline from FesY to -Fe. Because -Fe is the phase
w ith which Fe7Y, coexists from m elting down to about
T=900C, tmay bedi cul to cbserve decom position of
Fe7Y, at low tem peratures where it com petes instead
wih -Fe. This scenario suggests the possibility that
other Febased alloy phase diagram s could be incorrect
at low tem peratures, which could have signi cance for
the engineering ofm agnetic m aterials f_l-é]

T he ab-initio calculations of total energies for the Fe-
Zr and FeY allbyswere di cult because of the com pli-
cated m agnetic properties of the Ferich structures. W e
m ention two In portant cbservations. (1) The Zrand Y
atom s have m agnetic m om ents pointing opposite to the
Fe atom s. M om ents are typically in the range of+ 1.8 to

Y orZr in spin polarized calculations. Sim ilar valies for
FeY allbys were reported in prior calculations t43 and
experim ents I44 (2) M agnetian oouples strongly w ith
atom ic volum e leading to multiple selfconsistent soli—
tions of the DFT . Generally one nds: a nonm agnetic,
low volum e, high energy solution; a strongly m agnetic,
high volum e, Iow energy solution; occasional additional
solutions of interm ediate m agnetism , volum e and energy.
P resum ably this is related to the strong m agnetovo]um e
e ectsthat actually occur In Fe—rich com pounds .[l3,,_43]

C om paring our calculated enthalpies of form ation w ith
published experin entaldata {_3-2_51, weagain nd that our
calculated values lie well below the published data, In
the case ofFexich alloys, probably asa result ofthe high
tem peratures at which the experin ents were carried out.
At lowerFe-content our data is fairly consistent w ith the
experim entaldata.

3. Other binaries: BZ2r, B-Y and ZrY

Next we tum to the B-Zr and B-Y binaries. The es-
tablished B Zrphase diagram exhibits three com pounds.
The well known stable phase B,ZrhP 3 is very strongly
bound. The other two phases exist only at high tem —
peratures: B, Zr.cF 52 m elts congruently, whilke BZr.cF 8
exists only over an interm ediate tem perature range be—
ow all liquidus tem peratures {45, 46] O ur calculation
Fig. .4) supports stability ofB,Zr and high tem perature
stability ofB 1,21, but strongly contradicts the existence



of BZr.cF 8. Indeed, at this com position the best struc—
ture we nd is BCr.oC 8, but that too is highly unsta—
bl. W e explored nearby com positions, and even added
traces of C (CZrcF8 is a stable compound in the C-—
Zr binary system ), but we cannot nd any structure
within a reasonable distance of the convex hull. P rob-
ably BZrcF8 is a_ metastab]e structure form ed during
rapid quench {45, %6].

C om paring our calculated enthalpies of form ation w ith
published data [1_38] we nd excellent agreem ent. For
B12Y we calculate 219 m eV /atom com pared w ith the
experin ental valie 213 m eV /atom . The experin ental
data istaken at a airly low T= 298K .ForB,Zrwe calcu—
late H for,=-999m eV /atom com pared w ith the experi-
m entalvalue <1074 m €V /atom .

The enthalpy of B,Zr re ects strong covalent B-B
bonding. D ensities of states am ong transition-m etal
djbondes{47 exhibit a strong pseudogap associated w ith
B oron p-states. A sonem oves across the transition-m etal
series, the Ferm ilevelfalls in the pseudogap forgroup Va
elem ents (T i/ZrH f), leading to strong peaks in cohesive
energy. This is also the lkely cause of the w ide com po—
sition range ofB,Nb { sihce Nb lies just to the right of
Zr and the Fem ienergy ofB,;Nb lies just to the right of
the pseudogap, Nb vacancies can m ove the Ferm ienergy
closer to the gap, resulting in a low vacancy form ation
energy.

In contrast to B-Zr, B-Y ocontains several B-rich
phases, mcluding B,Y hP3 and B1,Y 52 as In BZr,
and addiionally B4Y £P 20 and B¢Y &P 7. The last one is
of uncertain com position [_Q], w ith the experim entaldia—
gram show ing a com position range at low tem peratures,
contradicting the notion that alloys should reach de -
nite com positionsas T ! OK .W e investigated Y ttrium
vacancies within a 2 2 2 supercellof BgY P 7 and
found that rem ovalofa singlke Y out of 8 was favorable
and lowered thevalue of E to + 15m eV /atom . Finally,
there is a phase BgeY F 1880 of whose gigantic uni cell
size prevents us from calculating cohesive energy. Our
calculated convex hull (Fjg.-'_'fi) agrees perfectly w ith the
experim ental data except in the case 0fBgY which we

nd is unstable at low tem perature. O wing to the lack
of a de nite low tem perature stoichiom etry, B¢Y most
likely isunstabl at low tem peratures [_51:, :_4-2_5] N o exper—
In entaldata is availble for enthalpies of form ation.

F inally, consider the Y Zrbinary Fig.@). The estab-
lished phase diagram contains no com pounds. W e inves—
tigated several possibilities appropriate for their atom ic
size ratio and found none stable.

C . Ternaries
1. BFeZrand BFeY

The temary alloy system B-FeZr exhibits no known
temary com pounds. O ur calculations (Fjg.-j) generally
support this, but we do identify one stable com pound,

wih structure, B,CrY oP24. W e convert the binary
structure C¢C 3 cF116 to a temary by substituting the
large Zr atom s on sites that have the lJargest Voronoivol-
um e. These tum out to sitesofW ycko type 8c, resulting
In the Intrinsic temary structure type B¢C 0,121, F116.
Interest in this structure is m otivated by its proxin iy
to the glass-om ing com position, and the m etastabﬂJty
of this structure is discussed later in section :IV. The
quenched structure is, asbefore, a 100 atom m odelm etal-
lic glass reached by m olecular dynam ics and quenching.

T he reason that B-FeZrexhbits so few (ie. just one)
stable temary com pounds is that the enthalpy of for-
mation of B,Zr is very large, as discussed above in sec—
tion @13_3:. Covalent bonding ofB,Zr is so strong that
even Ferich system s nd i advantageous to phase sep—
arate nto a m xture ofB,Zr plus Fe alloyed w ith which
ever of Zr or B rem ains In excess.

In contrast, the B-FeY temary alloy system CFjg.:g)
exhibits m any stable temary com pounds, because the
bonding of B,Y is less strong than B,Zr. Those com —
pounds w ith known structures are the Fe-rich com pound
BFe Y, P 68, and in the Fepoor region B,Fe Y £110,
Be¢Fe3Y 4, hR13, B7FeY3;.0C44 and a metastable struc—
ture B14Feg Y 31158, Al previously known stable
structures touch the convex hull. Additionally there
are stable com pounds of unknown or partially known
structure at BiFeY,, B4sFe;Y and BsFeY . Our calcu—
lations reveal these com pounds to take the structure
types, respectively, B¢Fe;Nds hR13, B,CoyNd P18 and
B4CrY oP24.

Surprisingly, we nd a previously unknown com pound
of structure type BCeCos hP12 on the convex hull n
the Ferich region. Nearby we nd structure type
B,Nds3N i3 hP 18 jast slightly higher In energy. It would
be of Interest to explore these com positions experin en—
tally iIn m ore detail.

At 80% B ocontent, we nd three stable crystals in
the B-FeY temary: B,CrY¥ oP24, BcReY, 0P 36 and
B7ReY3.0C44. One of these, B4,CxY ©P 24, is also sta—
bl in the B-FeZr temary. A 1l three of these structure
types can be considered as approxin ants to decagonal
quasicrystals. H owever, we have not identi ed system atic
extensions tow ard truly quasiperiodic structures, and we
are not prepared to predict the occurrence of decagonal
quasicrystals in these com pounds. At present no B -based
quas:m:ysta]s are known. Further discussion can be found
in Ref. [48].

One structure reported In the B-FeY system,
B14FesY 5 1158, has a very high energy ( E = 330
m €V /atom ) and large initial forces @shighas1.7evV /A).
Even after large atom ic displacem ents during relaxation
the energy rem ainsvery high. W e believe the experin en—
tally reported structure is ncorrect.

W e are In pressed by the faithfihess with which our
calculations reproduce system aticdi erences n the phase
diagram s of Y — and Zr-containing alloys. D espite their
adpcency in the periodic table, and the consequent sin —
ilarities In atom ic size, electronegativity and preferred
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unstable (AE<50)
1B,MoTh.oC24 (1)
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13B,Co,ZrhR18 (38
16 C.Cr,,.CF116 (16)
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21BFe, Y, tP68 (50)

0.5
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4 B,Fe,Mo0.0l14 (201)
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7BgFe,YhR13 (194)
8 B,Co,Nd.tP18 (68)
9B,Fe,Y 1110 (61)

10 B,IrMo,,.0P20 (159)

11 B,FeMo,,tP10 (120)

12 B,Ru_Sc, mP22 (102)

14 BFeNb.hP9 (140)

15 BFe3.0P16 (81
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FIG.7: Convex hl;l]lal’ld m etastable phases ofthe B-FeZr temary system . Forbinary structure types see F igs.

sym bols as In Fjg.g:. Energy units arem eV /atom .

structure types, those details on which the accepted

phase diagram s do di er are alm ost always correctly re—

produced.

2. BY-Zr and FeY Zr

The B-Y Zr temary diagram has not been experin en—
tally determm ined. W e have explored it using them ethods
described above. The only stable temary com poundswe

nd Fig.l0) are extensions of certain binaries into the
temary. Notably B, (Zx,Y ) hP 3 exhibits com plete m isci-
bility of Zr and Y in this pseudobinary structure. Addi-
tionally, B1,Y F 52 extends part way into the temary.

TheFeY Zrtemary diagram hasnot been experin en—
tally detem ined either. Our calculations ig.i9) sug—
gest that Fe, (Y ,21) F24 and Fe; (Y ,Zr) hR12 both ex—
tend across the full temary diagram , but no other bina—
ries appear to extend far nto the temary.

i

D. B-Fe¥Y Zr Quaternary

The BFeY Zr quatemary has not been experin en—
tally determ ined. N o quatemary structures are reported
In the standard references. W e have calculated enthalpies
of form ation for 15 di erent com pounds (11 structure
types, som e with altemate chem ical occupancies) and

nd no stable quandaries. O ur lowest energy structures
are listed in Tablke [f. T he nearest we com e to stability is
for the structure type B4,CrY¥Y oP 24, orwhich H ¢, is
around 34 m &V /atom for all substitutions of Y and Zr.
Thus it is likely that the entire Y /Zr substitution yields
equilbriim structures at high tem peratures. We nd 4
m eV /atom for substitution of Zr for one of the two Y
In BFe Y, P 68, suggesting signi cant Zr solubility at
high tem peratures.

Several factors contribute to the lack of stable B-Fe-
Y Zr quandaries: incom patibility of Y and Zr atom s (see
Fig. :§) destabilizes quatemaries that are rich in Y or
Zr; the di culy of accomm odating the slightly di er—
Ing atom ic sizes Into the sam e crystal lJattice site classes
destabilizes quatemaries in which Y and Zr are m inority
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stable (AH[meV])
2B,CrY.oP24 (-607)
3 B,ReY ,.0P36 (-604)
4 B_FeY ,.0C44 (-596)
8 B,Fe,Nd,.hR13 (-494
9 B,Co,Nd.tP18 (-492)
10 B,Fe,Y 1110 (-449)
16 BCeCo,hP12 (-237)
21 BFe,,Y ,tP68 (-115)

0.5

unstable (AE>0)
1B,MoTh.0C24 (2)
5 B4Er,Ni,.0C22 (89)
6 B,Ir,Zr.nP16 (266)
7BgFeY 4.hR13 (250)
11 B,Ru.Sc, mP22 (207)
12 B,Co,Zr.hR18 (60)
13 CCr,,.CF116 (74)
14 quench (186)
15B, ,Fe,,Y ,.c1158 (356
17 CFe  Th.ti56 (123)
18 CFe,,Y,hR22 (84)
19 B,Nd,Ni,..hP18 (4)
20 B,Fe,,Nd,.cl224 (17)
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FIG .8: Convex hl',l]lal’ld m etastable phases ofthe B-FeY temary system . For binary structure types see F igs. :},,':!;_3 . P otting

sym bols as In Fjg.g:. Energy units arem eV /atom .

TABLE II:Quatemary data

B|Fe| Y |Zrx E [H for||Structure Comm ents
67|17| 4|12 31 -653||B4CrY oP 24 3zZr

67(17| 8| 8 44 —636||B4CrY oP 24 3Zr
67|17|12| 4 38 —620||B4CrY oP24 1zr
7182(10| 1 52 -117||BFe1aNd, &P 68|1Zr

7182 6| 6| 21.9 -120||BFe1aNd, £P 68|4Zr

64| 9|23| 4| 211 -623||B7FeY3.0C44 |(Zron 4c
64| 9|23| 4| 284 —620||B7FeY3.0C44 |Zron 8f
17|67 8| 8| 232 264||BCeCo4 hP 12

21172 3| 3|| 45.9 210||C6C 3 cF116 |Y/Zron 8c
20|70| 5| 5}|211.9 -61|| quench

species; the very strong bonding ofB w ith Zr destabilizes
quatemaries that are BZr—rich.

IVv. DISCUSSION
A . Boron atom environm ents

1. Trigonalpriam s in Fe—xrich B-Fe stablk and m etastable
system s

T rigonalprisn s [_1-1:] place six large (Fe) atom s at their
six vertices, their rectangular (nearly square) faces are
capped by an additional three lJarge atom s, and they are
centered by a an all B) atom . They arewellknow n struc—
tural m otifs In com pounds w ith signi cant contrast in
atom ic size, in the largeatom —rich com position range.
Too large a size contrast is unfavorable, as they do not
occur in B-Y or B-Zrbinaries. A stringent de nition of
the trigonalprisn uses the (radicalplanes) Voronoicon—
struction. The Voronoipolyhedron of the central atom
should have no triangular face, 3 rectangular and 6 pen—
tagonal faces. T his polyhedron is denoted (0,3,6) In the
(n3,n4,N5...) notation of W atson and Bennett {_4?_5]

One stablk B-fe compound, BFeoP 8 which we nd
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stable (AH[mMeV]
5 Fe,Y.hR12 (-192)
12 Fe,Zr.cF24 (-290

0.9
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4 Fe,Y.hR12 (10) 0.8
7Fe,YZr.cF24 (12
8 Fe,Zr.hP24 (22) 0.7
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10 Fe,Zr.hP24 (14)
0.6

11 Fe,Zr.hP24 (6) :

0.5
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1Th,Zn,_.hR19 (43
09 2 Fe,Y.hP6 (36)
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13 FeZr, 1112 (183)
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15 FeZr,.0C16 (34)
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FIG.9: Convex hl;llland m etastable phases of the FeY Zrtemary system . Forbinary structure types see F igs. 2;_3,.6 P lotting

sym bols as In Fjg.g:. Energy units are m eV /atom .

m argihally more stable than the BCr.oC8 prototype,
contains trigonal prism s. In both structures (@nd also
In closely related CaCum P 20 and CaCu.oP 40 structure
types) Fe priam s share 2 out of 3 rectanqgular faces w ith
neighboring prisn s, while the third rectangular face is
capped by an Fe atom . The prisn s form colum ns along
the shortest periodic direction. The structure has re—
spectable packing fraction (greaterthan 0.73) when Fe/B

atom sare replaced by hard spheresw ith radiisratio 1 .55,
optim izing the packing fraction.

In the Fexrich portion of the B-Fe system (see sec—
tion @p_:ﬁ), we nd seven Fexrich structures that are
unstable by less than 50 m €V /atom relative to the con-—
vex hull. These include the known m etastable phases
BFes 0P 16, BFe3; £I32 and B¢Fey3 116, and other
structures BRe3 0oC16, C,FesmC28, CiFe; 0P 40 and
C3Fe; hP20. O fthese, the BRe3 0oC 16 and CoScs 0P 32
structures are su ciently low in energy and di er su -
ciently In com position from the nearest stable crystalline
phasesthat weexpect they could also occurasm etastable
phases. At higher B-content we nd B3N i 0P 28 at low
energy and possbly m etastable.

W ith the exception of the F'116 structure, all B
atom environm ents In the abovem entioned structures
are proper trigonal prism s. In the oP 16 and oC 16 struc—
tures all Fe atom s are structurally sim ilar, each wih 3
B neighbors. The oC16 structure is characterized by a
unigque stacking m ode ofthe trigonalprisn s, form ing un—
term inated colum ns along the shortestperiod a-axis and
sharing trangular faces. Each Fe has 2 B neighbors,
and each Fe is sin ultaneously the vertex of one prism
and a capping atom of another prisn , shifted by a/2.
The B3N i 0P 28 structure com bines the sam e building
blocks found iIn BRe3; 0oC16 and BFeoP 8 — colum ns of
trigonal priam s stacked Into colum ns either sharing tri-
angular faces (0C 16) or rectangular faces (oP 8).

T he stable phase BFey, lke a number ofother B-TM ,
binary system s, crystallizes into the A L Cu £I12 structure
type. V Iewed parallel to the shortest (c) axis, the struc—
ture isbuilt by two  at layers ofFe atom seach fom ing a
nearly reqular square-triangle tiling pattem {fl&_i] B oron
atom s occupy interstitial octahedralsites in the netw ork.
T his topology isnot optin al for packing atom sw ith very
di erent sizes, so the atom ic sizes m ust not play an in —
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2B,,Y .CF52 (-244)
6 B,NbZr.hP3 (-796
9 B,NbZr.hP3 (-902

unstable (AE<60)
1B,,Y.cF52(6)
4B,Y.tP20 (51)
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3 BSY.CP7 (216)

7 B,MoTh.oC24 (270)
8B 4CrY .0P24 (281)
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22 BHf Mo, hP28 (221
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FIG .10: Convex }}ulland m etastable phases ofthe B-Y Zr temary system . Forbinary structure types see F igs. ﬁlé,:@ P lotting

sym bols as In Fjg.g:. Energy units arem eV /atom .

portant energetic role for this system . Interestingly, this
isthe only structure am ong the stable and m etastable B -
Fe com pounds (w ith the exosption of F116) In which B

atom s do not have trigonalprian atic environm ent. Each
B atom hastwo otherB atom sonly 2.1A distant, form ing
1D chains along the cdirection.

B atoms in the cF116 structure have the (0,5,4)
Voronoipolyhedron; ifweelin inate itsam allest face (area
035a?), i converts to an (0,8,0) environm ent, in which
each B atom has 8 Fe neighbors. This B environm ent
is sim ilar to that of BFe, except there are no B-B near
neighbors. The cF116 structure is also excgptional in an
uneven distrbution of the B atom s In Fe m atrix: whike
som e Fe atom s (sites 4a and 8c) have no B neighbors,
site 32fhas two B neighbors and 48h has three.

2. Quenched sam pls of FegpB 2o

In the quenched sam ples, relaxed to the localm inin um
In oohesive energy at 0K , the m ost comm on B environ—
ments are: () trigonal prams (0,3,6) wih 9 Fe atom

environm ents; (ii) the (0,5,4), with 8 Fe and 1 B atom

environm ents. T hese occur in roughly equal proportion.
T he trigonal prism s are consistent w ith the m ain struc—
tures of the Fe—rich m etastable phases, whike the (0,5,4)
environm ents are characteristic of the stable BFe, £T12
structure n which B-B neighbors occur. In fact we oc—
casionally nd aB atom wih two B neighbors, resulting
in Ibcalenvironm ents very close to BFe; .

Di raction data :_[5_(5] nds no B-B neighbors, but they
occur robustly In our sim ulations and perhaps can serve
as nuclation sites for crystalline BFe,. There is som e
controversy In the literature about the certainty with
which B-B neighbors can be ruled out I_E;]_}]

3. Boron environm ents in Fe-rich termaries

For B-FeY, In the stable com pounds BCeCo, hP12
and BFe4Y, tP 68, as well as BoNd3N i3 hP 18 struc—
ture which in our calulation is unstable by jast
4m eV /atom ), the B environm ent is a trigonalprisn w ith
Fe at vertices and Y capping the rectangular faces. In—



terestingly, In the m etastable B3Fe,3Nd, 224 (this lies
just 12m &V /atom above the tigplane) the trigonalprisn s
com e In pairs, sharing rectangular faces and creating one
B-B bond per pair. In contrast, in the cF116 structure,
which is nearly stable n the B-FeZr system, B atom s
are surrounded by Fe atom s only.

B . Structure ofFei17Y »

The structure of the com pound Fe;Y, is not pre—
cisely known. M ultiple structural variants have been
observed, and the best structure re nem ents contain
m any partially occupied sites. T he structures have close
structural relationship [13] to FesY hP 6 (CaCus proto—
type), n which Y atom s center hexagonal colum ns of
Fe atoms. The coiimns of Y atoms (c = 4:dA) fom
a triangular lattice with edge length a = 4:9A . Start-
Ing from this structure, the Fe7Y, fam ily m ay be de-
rived by (i) taking the superstructure de ned by the
vectors (1; 1;0)  (1;2;0)  (0;0;2); (i) applying the
substitutionalrule Y ! 2Fe. Neighboring Y atom s (sspa—
rated by either a or c distances) should never be substi-
tuted sin ultaneously. This rule enforces planar hexag—
onal lattices of Y atom s, wih apparent stacking de-
greesof freedom  [44]. The ThyZn;7 hR 19 prototype (@lso
known as ) takes the ABC stacking sequence (we de—
note 4A Dbilayersby capital letters) wih c 12A .The
N 37T h, hP 38 prototype (@lso known as ) takesthe AB
sequencew ith ¢ 8A .The two reported re nem ents of
Fe7Y, (P44 53] and hP80 (53]) are apparently disor-
dered versionsof N i;Th,.

Our calculation con m s an all energy di erences be—
tween the stacking variants: we nd AB AC 809
m eV /atom higher in energy than ABC, which In tum
is 09 m &V /atom higher in energy than the the ABAC
sequence with 16A stacking period. The ABAC se—
quence, which is the best we have found, lads to frac—
tionaloccupancy ofsom eW ycko positions in qualitative
agreem ent w ith the hP 44 re nem ent :_[5_'2].

E xperin entally reported fractional occupancies, along
w ith occupancies of the stacking sequences we studied,
are reported in Table .]Ii TheY ! 2Fe substitution rule
together w ith our assum ption of a disordered \A A "
stacking sequence, constrains site occupancies p so that
p¥L)+p2)=1,and pFel)+tpEFe2)=1. Thus the hP 44
re nement inplies some Y vacancies, whilke the hP 80 re—

nem ent places extra Fe atom s at Fel+ Fe2. W e consid-
ered these possbilities, but found both of them energet—
ically unfavorabl. T herefore we believe that Fe;Y, is
the correct stoichiom etry, and the m ism atches in occu—
pancy factors are artifacts ofthe re nem ent, arising from
stacking disorder.

T he absence ofw ell-ordered crystalline sam ples fiirther
supports our proposal that the Fe; 7Y, phase could be
unstable at low tem peratures.
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TABLE III: Fractionally occupied W ycko sites in Feij7Y
structures. First colimn labels sites as in the hP 44 re ne-
ment p2], second coumn ( ) gives the number of equiva—
lent atom s per unit cell. Stackings AB and AC are di er—
ent crystallographic settings, but otherw ise com pletely equiv—
alent. Fe sites appear when we register the hR 19 structure
0ofThyZni17 ABC stacking) wih the hP 38, hP 44 and hP 80
structures. This atom is not present in either hP 44 or hP 80
re nem ents. The nalrow reports E In unitsofm eV /atom .

site AB AC ABAC ABC hP44 hP80
Yl 2 1 1/2 3/4 2/3 041 0J1
Y2 2 0 1/2 1/4 2/3 035 012
Y3 2 1 1 1 2/3 10 10
Fel 4 0 1/2 1/4 1/3 028 029
Fe2 4 1.1/2 3/4 1/3 0.J1 086
Fe 4 0 0 0 1/3 0 0
E R14 214 207 210

C . G lass form ation

By inspection ofour cohesive energy data we can iden—
tify the m ain crystal phases that are lkely to com pete
w ith form ation ofthe am orphous solid. In the vicinity of
FegpB 2o, the structure C¢C 13 F' 116 can crystallize w ith
alm ost no com position shift. However, it may be di -
cul to nucleate and grow such a com plex crystal type
during a quench, so a sin pler nearby structure such as
FesB oP 16 m ay be favored. In the lim it of slow cooling,
phase separation into pure Fe and Fe,B will occur. In
fact, all these structures are reported in annealed sam —
pls ofFeB glasses.

Aloying with Zr can be advantageous because
the ]arge and strongly interacting Zr atoms di use
slow Iy {54] D ue to its large size, Zr strongly destabﬂlzes
the FesB ©P 16 structure. However, we see In table -IV.
that Zr actually tends to stabilize slightly the C¢C 13
structure, and also risks form ation ofthe BFe; 4N d, tP 68
structure. Stabilization of the C¢C 13 structure m ay be
counteracted w ith replacem ent of Y for Zr.

A nother danger of alloying w ith Zr is form ation ofthe
highly stabl binary B,ZrhP 3. Indeed, in the B-FeZr
temary @-(_i] even Ferich liquids coexist w ith solid B,Z«r.
Choosing com positions w th B content below the eutec—
tic 17% B) can avoid B,Zr fom ation. A lso, allbying
w ith the less strongly interacting (ut still very large)
elem ent Y can counteract this. H ow ever, it is not advan-—
tageous to alloy only with Y because 1) Y atom sdi use
m ore quickly than Zr asa result oftheir weaker binding;
2) There are severalFe—rich FeY binary structures (eg.
FesY, Fe;7Y,) whose form ation should be avoided. A
reasonable com position that balances these di culties is
BisFejsY3Zry.

R ecent experim ental studies [55, 5@] of Y addition to
FeZrB-based glassescon m isbene ciale ects,whilke
attrbuting them to di erent causes :_[5_53]



TABLE IV :Enthalpies of crystalphases com peting w ith glass
form ation .

FesB oP 16 Ce¢Crms k116 BFe 4N d2 P 68 quench

B-Fe 211 @17) -168 (18) + 215 (268) |29 (151)

B-Fe¥Y 27 (253) -163 (74) -115 (0)|-59 (186)

B-FeZr|| 218 (81) 253 (16) -116 (50) =79 (221)
D . Canonicalcellm odels of am orphous

approxim ants

Canonical cell tilings Ej] (CCT) form networks of
icosahedralcluster centers form odels of icosahedralqua—
sicrystals. They were motivated by the cubic \1/1"
approxin ants of the quasicrystals, in which icosahedral
clusters are located at the vertices of BCC Ilattice, and
connected by 2-old (\b") and 3-old (\c") Intercluster
linkages. Linkages ofbdype are longer than ctype link-
ages by the factor 2/ 3=1.15. The bcnetwork with
global icosahedral symm etry and m axim al density of
clusters is a tiling of four canonicalcells,A,B ,C andD .
An A -cellisthe two-f1d sym m etric B C C ~tetrahedron, B -
cellisa skew ed rectangularpyram id, C cellisa three-fold
sym m etric tetrahedron and D -cell is a trigonal prigm .
T he trigonal prisn has equilateral triangular bases of b—
type linkages and rectangular faces ofb-and ctype link—
ages.

Consider a m odel am orphous structure n which the
icosahedral clusters are replaced by \large" atom s, and
the largest of the cells, the trigonal prism D , is deco—
rated by a small atom in the center. Such a m odel ap—
pears to be entirely plausble or B-Ffe, since: (i) idealB
atom environm ents in the D -cell produce very nearly the
sam e ratio of BFe/FeFe nearest neighbor distances as
the BFes com pounds; (ii) provided the density ofD -cells
is xed by B atom content, the canonical cells m odels
should yield optim alFeFe connectivity via the b and ¢
Iinkages, w ith b/c length ratio xed atthe BCC structure
valie 2/ 3. In the lin it of Jarge unit cell size approxi-
m ating an icosahedralquasicrystal, the B content ofthis
m odel ranges from xp 0:11 to 022, covering the best
glass—formm ing com position range.

A sa convenient and sin ple exam ple ofthe CCT m odel,
w e consider an allest cubic approxin antm odelcontaining
allkindsofcells, so called \3/2" tilingw ith 32 CC T nodes
percubic cell, and P a3 space group . It contains 8 D —cells
centered by B atom s (also 72 A —cells, and 32 each ofB -
and C —cells), and has com position Fe;B . T his idealm odel
rem ains practically undistorted upon relaxation, and re—
laxes to an energy 210 m &V /atom above the tieline.
B-Fe and FeFfe bond lngths in the m odel are sim ilar to
those found in the m etastable crystalline com pounds of
sin ilar com position. P erform ing Voronoianalysiswe nd
that the Fe atom polyhedron volum e is sin ilar to that of
the crystals, but the B atom polyhedron volum e is lJarger.
In theCCT modeltheB atom polyhedron volum e is 5.03
A3, sin ilar to the volum e 0of 4 .92 ° in relaxed am orphous
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structures but larger than the 4.64.7A 3 occurring in the
m etastable crystalline phases. Because the energies and
geom etry ofthe CCT m odels are close to the am orphous
structure, we callthe CC T m odels \am orphous approxi-
m ants".

V. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we present a method for the calcula—
tion of low tem perature (T=0K) alloy phase diagram s
and apply i to the study of the B-FeY Zr quatemary
system . A key distinguishing feature of our approach is
the establishm ent of two databases: one from which we
draw prom ising structures observed In sim ilar chem ical
system s; the other In which we record our calculated co—
hesive energies which can be quickly converted into en-
thalpies of form ation. The 1rst database allows us to
propose and evaluate candidate structures even in alloy
system s that have not been previously studied. T he sec—
ond allow susto quickly add a new chem icalelem ent, and
reuse, for exam ple, allour B-FeZr data in the study of
the B-FeY Zr quatemary.

As a result we have exam ned two new temary sys—
tams B-Y Zr and FeY Zr) and the B-Ffe¥Y Zr quater-
nary. W e found certain binary phases extending into the
new temary system s, but no temary phases extending
Into the quatemary. So far we have not discovered any
stable quatemary structure. Even in previously studied
binary and temary system swe nd som e new results in—
cluding proposed structures for previously unsolved com —
pounds.

The broad agreem ent between our calculations and
experin entally reported phase diagram s dem ands that
special attention be paid where disagreem ents exist.
These disagreem ents fall into certain categories: Un-
certain reported structure found to have high energy
eg. BZrcF8); W ell established experin ental structure
found to have high energy (eg. Fej7Y2); Structure cal-
culated to be stable not present in published diagram
eg.B;CoZrin BFeZrand Co;Y, in FeY).These dis—
agream ents warrant fiurther study, both theoretical and
experin ental.

O n the sub gct ofglass form ation, them ain m otivation
for this study, we identify im portant crystalline com peti-
tors to glassform ation and illistrate how they can be
destabilized by the addition ofappropriately chosen large
atom s.
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