arXiv:cond-mat/0405332v1 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci] 14 May 2004

cond-m at/0405298

F irstprinciples prediction of a decagonal quasicrystal containing B oron
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W e interpret experim entally known B-M g-Ru crystals as quasicrystal approxin ants. T hese ap—
proxin ant structures in ply a detem inistic decoration of tiles by atom s that can be extended
quasiperiodically. Experim entally observed structural disorder corresponds to phason (tile ip)

uctuations. F irst-principles total energy calculations reveal that m any distinct tilings lie close to
stability at low tem peratures. Transfer m atrix calculations based on these energies suggest a phase
transition from a crystalline state at low tem peratures to a high tem perature state characterized by
tile uctuations. W e predict B 33M g17R ugs form s a decagonal quasicrystalthat ism etastable at low
tem peratures and m ay be them odynam ically stable at high tem peratures.

PACS num bers:

W hile evaliating the stability of crystaJJJne phases
com peting w ith m etallic glass form ation D;] we discov-—
ered a num ber of previously unrecognized decagonalqua—
sicrystal approxin ants ﬁ] These are ordinary, though
com plex, crystals whose Iocal structuralm otifs m ay be
naturally extended to form a quasiperiodic structure w ith
an axis of 10-fold rotational symm etry. W e created a se—
ries of hypothetical quasicrystal approxin ant structures
based on these m otifs and calculated their total energy.
Based on our ndings we propose that BsgM gi7Ruys
should posses a decagonal quasicrystal state that is at
Jeast m etastable, and potentially even therm odynam i-
cally stable at high tem perature.

T his prediction is noteworthy because: (1) the com —
pound containsa substantialam ount ofB oron, w hich has
been speculated to form quasicrystalline structures B,
:ff, E, :_6] though none are yet known; (2) the predicted
structure is quite di erent from the established struc—
tures of A Irich decagonal quasicrystals tj, :g] In that &
is an intrinsic temary, while known A krich decagonals
are essentially pseudobinaries; (3) we predict both struc—
ture and existence from  rstprinciples, whilk in prior
work E_S], existence was taken as a crucial experim ental
nput for structure prediction; (4) wstprinciples total
energy calculationscon m the feasibility ofentropic sta—
bilization @].

T wo experim entally known B-M g-Ru crystals f_l-(_)', :_l-];:],
B4M g2Rus (Pearson symbol oP 22, space group Pbam )
and B11M gsRu;3 (Pearson symbol oP 62, space group
Pbam ), are decagonal approxin ants. T hese com pounds
form through solid state transform ation at an anneal-
ing tem perature of T ;= 1323K .A Iready a relationship to
quasicrystals is evident in the F bonacci num bers ofM g
and Ru atom sin each crystals stoichiom etry. T hese crys—
tal structures are illustrated in F ig. :L Hexagon (H) and
boat B) tiles B] are inscribed on these gures to show
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FIG. 1:
(0P 62).
Em pty=Vacancy. Size coding: Large= upper plne,
an all= lower plane. Shading indicates 1/2 atom ic occupancy.
Solid lines outline outline optin al tiling O . D ashed lines in—
dicate possble phason tiling ips lading to tiling O °

top: BsM g2Rus

(0P 22) bottom :
Color coding: Blue=B, O range=M g, G reen=Ru,

B11M gsRuss

how the structures can be Interpreted as quasicrystalap—
proxin ants. T he tile edge length a;=4.5A isknown as
the quasilattice constant.

In B4M g,Rus only the H tile appears, and i is deco—
rated determ inistically w ith every site fully occupied by
a unique atom ic species. The detemm inism of this dec—
oration re ects the strong size and chem istry contrast
between atom ic species. That is the sense In which we
referto B-M g-Ru as an intrinsic temary. O ther temaries
that form decagonalquasicrystals are pseudobinaries be—
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FIG.2: Idealtiles and decorations. T iles shown are H, B,
S and E . P rototiles for the generalized 2-level tiling 113] are
shown with dashed lines.

cause at least two of the elem ents readily substiute for
each other g.Coand Niin A oNi.

Allatom slieon two at layers. Them edium sized Ru
atom s occupy one layer (z= 0), while the large and an all
M g and B atom s occupy the other (z=1/2).W e refer to
this pair of ad-pcent layers as a skb. Slabs are stacked
along the caxiswih a 3 A periodicity.

In our detem Inistic decoration, large M g atom s oc—
cupy every tilke vertex. Ru atom s occupy two topologi-
cally distinct sites: tile edge m idpoints \Ru ", and tile
Interior sites \Ru ". B atom s form a network of pen-—
tagons and thin rhombi. A1l B atom s center trigonal
prisn s orm ed by Ru atom s [10] Ru atom s belong to
the shared faces of the pairs of trigonalprian s inside the
tiles, while Ru atom sbelong to shared edges of trigonal
prisn s in adjpcent tilkes. M g atom s serve to cap non-
shared faces of trigonal prism s. These trigonal prism s
are comm on m otif in am orphous and related crystalline
com pounds 'g:, :_1g']

The experim entally determ ined atom ic positions of
B4M guRus agree very accurately w ith the determ inistic
decoration of our idealized tiling m odel. The RM S dis—
placem ents of the experin entally determ ined positions
from the idealpositions is 0.086 A . The m axinum dis—
ploament s 014 A found forRu atom s.

In the experim entally re ned B;;M gsRuj;3 structure
f_l-(_)'], neither the atom ic occupation nor the decom po—
sition into H and B tiles is uniquely detemm ined. The
atom ic occupation is not unique because certain B and
M g atom s (shaded) have occupancy 0.5. T he decom posi-
tion into H and B tiles is not unigque because an HB pair
can be interchanged by m eans ofa kowtie tile  ip B8] (see
dashed lines n Fig. .L) T JJe Ips are exam ples of local-
ized phason uctuations .ﬂﬂ] In quasicrystals, but can also
occur In crystalline approxin ants to quasicrystals w here
they becom e discrete con gurationaldegrees of freedom .
B ecause the atom ic decoration is not determ inistic, there
isno guide as to how to resolve the region covered by an
HB pair into is separate tiles.

O ccupancy of the partially occupied sites must be
highly correlated. For exam ple, pairs of 50% occupied
M g sitesareonly 05 A apart. A singkeM g atom should
occupy one out ofthe two sites at any Instant in timne. In

addiion,we ndthenearby partially occupied B sitesare
strongly correlated w ith the M g position. W hen the B
atom occupies its preferred site relative to the M g atom ,
the HB pair resolvesuniquely into an H tik and a B tile,
each decorated as shown In Fig. -2

T hus we believe the experin ent reveals partial occu—
pancy asa result oftile ip disorder. T hisdisorder could
beplanar n nature, w ith the HB pairs resolved random ly
wihin a single slab that is then stacked with perfect
3 A periodicity along the caxis. A fematively (@nd m ore
likely, aswe show below ) the disorder could be truly three
din ensional, with an HB pairin a given 3 A slab possi-
bly resolving oppositely to a BH pair n an ad-gcent shb,
Introducing a tiling ip between shbs.

H and B tiles alone can cover the in nie plane
quasiperiodically. However, other tile types beyond H
and B are possbl (see Fig. ;_2) . To generate the 1l set
oftiles we use, start wih an H tile and add a bow tie to
generate a B tile. Adding an additionalbowtie to a B
tile generates either a star (S) tile or else the tilke typewe
callE . This process can be continued inde nitely creat—
ing ever larger tiles, leading to a generalization ofthe set
of 2-Jlevel tilings I;Lj] A1l additional tiles in this fam ily
can be created from the set of prototiles illustrated w ith
dashed lines in Fig.d

For 10-fold sym m etric quasiperiodic tilings, the com —
position is rigidly xed by the ideal atom ic decorations

of the tiles. The BoatHexagon ratio of : 1 (here

= ( 5+ 1)=2 is the golden m ean) corresponds to frac—
tions of atom ic species as x5 = 1= 2 = 0:382, xy 4 =
1=(2+ 2 )= 0:d7l and xg, = 2=(2+ 2 )= 0:447.

T his ideal com position is about 0.1% richer n B and Ru
than the com position of the B11M gsRuj3 crystal. Ow—
ng to the the intrinsic temary nature of B-M gRu, the
com position cannot be adjisted to optin ize quasicrys—
tal form ation, In contrast to the case of the pseudobina—
ries, w here ad justm ents of the com position can m ove the
Fem i level to a pseudogap, for exam ple. If we w ished
to m ake com parable adjustm ents or B-M gRu i would
be necessary to m ove to a quatemary (pseudotemary)
system such asB-M g,Zr)Ru.

G Iven our quasicrystalm odelwe study structural sta—
bility by calculating cohesive energies in the B-M gRu
temary system . Our rstprinciples total energy calcu-—
lations em ploy electronic density finctional theory us—
ing the planewave program VA SP llS] W e use the
GGA approxin ation w ith the VA SP supplied PAW po-—
tentials I_l-é] Our energy cuto and k-point densities
achieve convergence of energy to an accuracy of better
than 1 m eV /atom . For all structures exam ined we relax
atom ic positions and lattice param eters. W e consider all
known binary and temary crystal structures f_l-;'], a large
num ber ofhypothetical structuresdraw n from chem ically
sim flar alloy system s, and 70 di erent quasicrystal ap—
proxin ants. O ur m ethods are describbed In m ore detail
in Ref. EL] and quanuratjye cohesive energy data is avail-
ableontheW W w (7.

T hese calculations exactly reproduce the know n binary



phase diagram s of B-M g and M g-Ru in the sense that
allknown stable phases lie on the convex hull of energy
versus com positions, and all hypothetical structures lie
above the convex hull. For B-Ru, allunknown structures
correctly lie above, and m ost know n structures lie on the
convex hull. H ow ever, tw o phases, BsRu; (oresum ed sta—
bl) and BgRu;1 (presum ed m etastable) lie far above the
convex hull by 66 and 143 m eV /atom , regpectively) . In—
troducing vacancies low ers the energy considerably but
we have not yet found structures whose energy reaches
the convex hull. T hese phases require further theoretical
and experim ental study. The temary diagram is repro—
duced exactly.

W e resolved the partial occupancy of B11M gsRuiz In
many di erent waysto nd the lowest energy. It tums
out that Introduction oftile Ipsbetween ad-pcent slabs
is favored, lowering the total energy by 8.4 m &V /atom .
T he low est energy structure is obtained by arranging two
boat and two hexagon tiles in a single skb as shown in
Fig. -'14' (We call this optin al tiling O ), then stacking a
second slab above that di ers by the tile Jps outlined
by dashed lines. The resulting tiling, which we denote
079, is equivalent to the starting tiling, but re ected and
translated. T he optin alstructure thusexhbisa 6 A pe-
riodicity perpendicular to the tiling plane, an altemating
sequence ofO and O %w ith space group Pnm a. W e assign
this structure Pearson symboloP 116.

O ther tilings exist w ithin the sam e lattice param eters.
Indeed, a di erent arrangem ent of two boat and two
hexagon tiles In a single skb, altemating w ith a partner
toyield 6 A periodicity and space group P nm a asbefore,
has energy jist 0.3 m eV /atom above the 0 0 ° structure.
W e denote this structure as Q Q% where Q di ers from
O by just onebowtie Ip.

Starting from ideally decorated tileswe nd signi cant
atom ic relaxation in the tiling ip regions. In particular,
the M g atom displacesby over 1 A tow ards the bow tie
center (see Fig. :1.', bottom ). Adpcent Ru atom s relax
tow ards the now -vacant vertex. The Ru layers becom e
slightly non— at. Our relaxed positions are all within
005 A of the experin entally determ ined atom ic posi-
tions orB11M gsRuss .

O ur calculated oohesive energies show that the known
temary structures are highly stable (enthalpies of for-
m ation are around 350 m €V /atom ). However, a great
m any hypothetical approxin ant structures lie quite close
to the convex hull, starting about 2.5 m €V /atom above.
In other words, we nd a cluster of m any distinct but
very nearly degenerate structures in the viciniy of the
ideal quasicrystal com position.

To understand why experim ents nd a disordered 3A -
periodic structure for B11M gsRui3, whilk our calcula—
tions nd an ordered 6A -periodicm ninum energy state,
we carry out transfer m atrix calculations. These m odel
the tem perature dependence of the them odynam ic en—
sem ble of structures that di er by tiling Ips. First we
construct all 2-b tilings that t wihin a given pe-
riodic boundary condition in the xy-plane. Each tiling

describes a slab ofB-M gRuw ith height 3 A along the z
axis, decorated as in FJgQ T hen we consider com bina—
tions inwhich sbb isplaced aboveslab along the

z axis, for a totalheight of 6 A . W e only consider com —
binations which di er by dispint localized tile Ips, so
the tilings m atch on all vertices neighboring the Ipped
vertex. Speci cally, these are the four vertices form ing
the outside comers of the \bow tie" that ips. For each
com bination , we calculate the relaxed total energy
8]

Wemay think of U as com prising: the energy of
shb ; the energy of skhb ; twice the interaction en—
ergy of skb wih . This factor of 2 arises from the
periodic boundary condition along the z axis. W ihin
this energy m odel, the total energy for a stack ofn lay—
ers (1 2 3:::; ) wih periodic boundary conditions
ofheightn 3A,becomesE , ,+E , ,+ +E,,
where E = %U . This approxin ation neglects inter—
actions of second-and furtherneighbor slabs.

De ning the transfer matrix elements R =
exp ( E =k T), the partition function for a stack of
n layers is Z = trR". In the lim it of m any layers, the
free energy per layer £ = kg T log ,wih the largest
eigenvaluie of R . O ther them odynam ic quantities such
as Intemalenergy U, entropy S and heat capacity C are
given by tem perature derivatives of £.

The broad peak In F J'g.:_ﬂ illustrates the heat capacity
per atom for the ensem ble of structures that m atch the
lattice param eters of B11M gsRu;3 in the xy plane. At
low tem perature the structure is locked into them inin um
energy con guration O 0°. T has a verticalperiodicity of
6 A Dbecause tiles Ip back and forth w ith perfect requ—
larity. A smn allpeak around T= 500K indicates the onset
ofthe altemate Q Q ° structure. T he heat capacity peaks
around the annealing tem perature T ; and wellbelow our
guess at a lkely m elting tem perature T, 1750K . W e
also plot the entropy m ultiplied by tem perature, a m ea—
sure of the free energy reduction due to tilng uctua-
tions. At the annealing tem perature TS is around 2.6
m eV /atom . At the sam e tem perature, these uctuations
ncrease the intemalenergy U by around 1.3 m &V /atom .

From the eigenvector of the transfer m atrix we deter—
m Ine that about 69% of the shbs occurring In equi-
lorium are ofthe optinaltype = O orO °. Startihg
from a slab oftype O , the next slab above is of type O °
w ith probability around 75% . T his leads to a persistence
length orthe 6 A periodic 0 0 © sequence of 12 slabs, or
36 A .Asa resul, there w illbe no B ragg peak associated
wih 6 A periodicity, but there should be pronounced
di use scattering.

D oesthebroad peak in F jg.-rj Indicate a genuine phase
transition? W ih nie extent in the xy plane, our trans—
fer m atrix describes an e ectively one-din ensional sys—
tem that is incapable of a genuine phase transition. A
phase transition m ight exist in the therm odynam ic 1im it
of in nite extent in the xy plane. This cannot be done
using ab-iniio m ethods, which are already strained by
the dem ands of the 116 atom double slabs of the 00 °
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FIG.3: Them odynam ic properties of B11M gsRuiz calcu—
lated from transfer m atrix for an in nite stack of single unit
cells. Left axis, heat capacity C (solid). Right axis, T S
(dotted), U (dashed). A rrows m ark annealing tem perature
T, and estin ated m elting tem perature Ty, .

model. Instead, we approxin ated the energetics using
a crude \tilke Ham iltonian" tl-g, :_1-5_5] that enforces tiling
constraints and assigns an energy preference for tiling

psbetween adpcent slabs. W e evaluate the tile H am il
tonian energies for supercells of the basic B11M gsRu;s
structure and nd that the heat capaciy peak narrow s
and diverges as system size grows. The existence of a
genuine phase transition seem s clear, although we do not
know itstem perature very accurately ow ing to our crude
tile H am ittonian approxim ation.

Could tiling disorder, whose prevalence at high tem -
perature we have dem onstrated, stabilize the quasicrys—
talline phase entropically ifj]? To answer we m ust com —
pare the entropy di erence betw een the quasicrystaland
com peting crystalphases w ith corresponding energy dif-
ferences. Substituting larger approxim ants for the true
quasicrystal, we nd the quasicrystal is high In energy
by 25 meV /atom . The random tiling hypothesis [14]
suggests the entropy of the quasicrystal is greater than

that of sn all approxin ants. W e already found TS of
2.6 meV /atom for the B11M gsRuj3 phase, but we need
the entropy di erence between that and the quasicrys-
tal. Since we cannot directly calculate the quasicrystal
entropy, we take 2.6 m €V /atom as indicating the m agni-
tude ofthe probable di erence in TS at tem perature T, .
This risesto 4.0 m eV /atom at Ty, .

Since both energy and entropy are of com parablem ag—
niude, we have veri ed from  rstprinciples the feasibil-
ity of entropic stabilization. W e predict that quasicrys—
talline B-M g-Ru ison the verge of stability, so e ects left
out of our considerations could tip the balance. A better
estin ate of the quasicrystal entropy could be achieved
by nding an accurate tile H am iltonian then evaluating
the entropy of this m odel for large approxin ants. W e
should include the increase In intemal energy U caused
by tile uctuations. Further, we should include atom ic
vibrations (phonons) which contribute their ow n entropy
and also can be expected to m odify the values of term s
In the tile H am ittonian.

In the event that further theoretical (or experin en—
tal) study shows the B-M g-Ru decagonal phase is not
stable at high tem perature, m oving to a quatemary sys—
tem (eg. substituting a an all fraction of M g with Sc
or Zr) could stabilize it by raising the energy of com —
peting crystal phases relative to the quasicrystal. Re—
gardless of the stability at high tem perature, we expect
the temary quasicrystalto occurm etastably at low tem —
perature, because the energy di erences between crys—
talline and quasicrystalline structures are am all, and the
high entropy ofthe quasicrystal in plies there are a lJarge
num ber of structures into which the system could freeze
out of equilbrium . Thus, we predict the occurrence of
decagonal quasicrystals in B3gM g17Ruys .
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