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Interplay oforder-disorder phenom ena and di�usion in rigid binary alloys:

M onte C arlo sim ulations ofthe tw o-dim ensionalA B V m odel

A. De Virgiliis and K urt Binder

Institutf�ur Physik,Johannes-Gutenberg-Universit�atM ainz,55099 M ainz,Germ any

Transportphenom ena are studied fora binary (AB)alloy on a rigid square lattice with

nearest-neighborattraction between unlike particles,assum ing a sm allconcentration cv of

vacanciesV being present,to which A(B )particlescan jum p with rates�A (�B )in thecase

wherethenearestneighborattractiveenergy�A B isnegligiblein com parisonwith thetherm al

energy kB T in the system . This m odelexhibits a continuous order-disordertransition for

concentrationscA ;cB = 1� cA � cV in the range ccritA ;1 � cA � ccritA ;2,with ccritA ;1 = (1� m� �

cV )=2,c
crit
A ;2 = (1+ m � � cV )=2,m � � 0:25,the m axim um criticaltem perature occurring

for c� = cA = cB = (1� cV )=2,i.e. m � = 0. This phase transition belongs to the d = 2

Ising universality class,dem onstrated by a �nite size scaling analysis. From a study of

m ean-square displacem entsoftagged particles,self-di�usion coe�cientsare deduced,while

applyingchem icalpotentialgradientsallow theestim ation ofO nsagercoe�cients.Analyzing

�nally the decay with tim e of sinusoidalconcentration variations that were prepared as

initialcondition,also the interdi�usion coe�cient is obtained as function ofconcentration

and tem perature.Asin therandom alloy case(i.e.,a noninteracting ABV-m odel)no sim ple

relation between self-di�usion and interdi�usion is found. Unlike this m odelm ean �eld

theory cannotdescribeinterdi�usion,however,even ifthenecessary O nsagercoe�cientsare

estim ated via sim ulation.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Understanding ofatom ictransportin m ulticom ponentsolidshasbeen a longstanding challenge

[1]-[13].In particular,theproblem ofinterdi� usion in binary m etallicalloys(aswellasothertypes

ofm ixed crystals)isvery intricate:there isa delicate interplay between kinetic aspectsthathave

a com plicated energetics (such as jum p rates ofthe various kinds ofatom s to available vacant

sites) and e� ects due to non-random arrangem ent ofthese atom s on the lattice sites (a problem

which needsto be considered in the fram ework ofstatisticaltherm odynam ics[14,15,16]). Even

the sim plistic lim iting case ofperfectly random occupation ofthe sites ofa rigid perfect lattice

by two atom ic species (A;B )and a sm allfraction ofvacancies (V ),where one assum esconstant

jum p rates �A ;�B ofthe two types ofatom s to the vacant sites (i.e. jum p rates that do not

depend on theoccupation ofthe sitessurrounding thevacantsites),ishighly nontrivial[17].O ne

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0605241v1
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� ndsthatneitherthe self-di� usion coe� cients DA ;D B northe interdi� usion coe� cient Dint can

be analytically reliably predicted,given �A ;�B and the average concentration cA ;cB ;nordoesa

sim plerelation between D A ;D B and D int exist[17].

Recently,attention has been focused on this problem because ofseveralfascinating develop-

m ents:(i)Progresswith the electronic structurecalculationsofvacancy form ation energies,jum p

rates etc. as wellas better understanding of short range order param eters in alloys puts the

\� rst-principles" calculation ofinterdi� usion and self-di� usion coe� cients in ordered solid alloys

such as Al(1�x)Lix within reach [13]. (ii) Progress with the atom -tracking scanning tunnelling

m icroscopy observation ofatom ic m otions in two-dim ensionalsurface alloys such as In atom s in

Cu(001)surfaces[10]orPd atom sin Cu(001)surfaces[11]hasprovided com pelling directevidence

fortheoperation ofvacancy m ediated surfacedi� usion.Thisisa nontrivialresult,sincecom peting

m echanism s(surfaceatom sleavethetopm ostatom iclayerto becom eadatom son top ofthislayer

[18],or direct exchange between neighboring surface atom s,\assisted" by the free space above

the topm ostm onolayer ofatom satthe crystalsurface)can notbe ruled outa priori. O fcourse,

this � nding enforces the hypothesis that vacancy m echanism dom inates self- and interdi� usion

processesin crystallatticesin the bulk [1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9].

In thepresentwork wetry to contributeto thisproblem ,em phasizing thestatisticalm echanics

approach byconsideringagain arigid latticem odelbutallowingforinteractionscausinganontrivial

long range order (or,at least,short range order) between the atom s in the system . W e are not

addressing a speci� c m aterial,but rather try to elucidate the generic phenom ena caused by the

interplay oflocalcorrelationsin theoccupancy oflatticesitesand thedisparitiesin thejum p rates

�A and �B ofthe two species. Thus,our m odelis close in spirit to the work in Ref. [17]and

em ploysa related M onte Carlo sim ulation m ethodology [19]. Unlike [17],the presentm odeldoes

include a nearest-neighbor attraction between unlike neighbors,and thus nontrivialstatic order-

disorder phenom ena occur. As expected, we shalldem onstrate that the resulting correlations

in the occupancy ofthe lattice siteshave a drastic e� ecton the transportphenom ena,and hence

cannotbeneglected when onetriesto interpretrealdata.W ealso em phasizethatthesecorrelation

phenom enaneed a treatm entbeyond m ean � eld level.W epointoutthisfact,becausesom etim esa

� rstprincipleelectronic structurecalculation iscom bined with statisticalm echanicsofm ean � eld

typeortheclustervariation m ethod [16],and such approxim ationsthen clearly spoilthedesirable

rigor.W ealso notethatsim ilarm odelsasstudied herehavebeen frequently used to study dom ain

growth in alloys thatare quenched from the high tem perature phase to a tem perature below the

order-disordertransition tem perature[20].
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In Section IIwe describe our (two-dim ensional) m odel. W e restrict the presentwork to two-

dim ensionalsystem s,sincerecently therehasbeen greatinterestin two-dim ensionalalloys[21],and

we hope that extensions ofour m odelling can m ake contact with corresponding experim ents. In

Section IIIwe sum m arize oursim ulation m ethodology,while Section IV brie y reviewssom e per-

tinenttheoreticalconceptsand approxim ationswewish to test.Section V describesournum erical

results,while Section VIsum m arizesourconclusions,and givesan outlook to futurework.

II. T H E M O D EL A N D IT S STAT IC P R O P ERT IES

Having in m ind the application ofour work to two-dim ensionalsurface alloys,we assum e a

perfectsquare lattice ofadsorption sites (Fig.1). These adsorption sites can either be taken by

an A-atom ,a B-atom ,ora vacancy. Therefore this m odeltraditionally isalso referred to asthe

ABV m odel[17,22]. It can also be viewed as an extension ofsim ple lattice gas m odels,where

di� usion ofa singlespecies(A)occursby hopping to vacantsites,to two com ponents.Di� usion in

latticegaseswith a singlespecieshasbeen extensively studied [5,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31],

but di� usion in a two-com ponent lattice gas so far has been thoroughly exam ined only in the

noninteracting case [17]. Here we restrictattention to a m odelwith strictly pairwise interactions

between nearestneighborsonly,which we denote as�A A ;�A B and �B B pairs.However,in general

one can consideralso energy param etersbetween pairsoflattice sitesinvolving one(�A V ,�B V )or

two (�V V )vacancies,buthere we do notconsiderthe AB V m odelin fullgenerality,butonly the

specialcase �A V = �B V = �V V = 0,although from � rstprincipleselectronic structure calculations

there is evidence that nonzero �A V ;�B V ;�V V m ay occur [32]. W hile allthese param eters a� ect

the di� usion behavior ofthe m odel,actually only a subset ofthem controls the static behavior.

W ith respectto staticpropertiesofthism odel,thewell-known transcription to thespin� 1 Blum e-

Em ery-G ri� thsm odelshows(seee.g.[20]),thatforconstantconcentrationsonly threeinteraction

param eterswould be needed. Note thatalthough there are three concentration variables,cA ;cB ;

and cV ,due to the constraintcA + cB + cV = 1 only two ofthem are independent. Actually,the

physically m ostinteresting caseisthelim itcV ! 0,sincein therm alequilibrium theconcentration

ofvacanciesisvery sm all.In the noninteracting case [17],itwasfound thatm any aspectsofthis

lim iting behaviorcV ! 0 are already reproduced ifthe vacancy concentration isofthe orderofa

few percentonly,e.g. cV = 0:04,and in factwe shalladoptthischoice in the case ofthe present

sim ulations. Also forthe interacting case the lim itcV ! 0 greatly sim pli� esm atters,since then,

with respectto static properties,wehave to consideronly a single energy param eter�,de� ned by
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� � �A B � (�A A + �B B )=2: (1)

If� < 0,them odelin therm alequilibrium willexhibitordering,whilefor� > 0,phaseseparation

occurs[14,15,33]. In the case ofa square lattice,the m odelin the lim itcV ! 0 isequivalentto

the two-dim ensionalIsing m odel,for which som e static properties ofinterest are exactly known

[34,35,36].In particular,forcA = cB = 1=2 thecriticaltem peratureTc isknown exactly,nam ely

kB T
m ax
c =j�j= [ln(1+

p
2)]�1 � 1:1345: (2)

This is the m axim um value ofthe criticaltem perature curve Tc(cA ) at which the order-disorder

phase transition occurs. According to the well-known Bragg-W illiam s m ean-� eld approxim ation,

one would rather obtain kB T
M F
c =� = 2 than the result im plied by Eq.(2), kB Tc=� � 1:1345

[37]. Here and in the following, the m axim um value Tc(cA = 0:5) ofthe pure m odelwithout

vacancies is sim ply denoted as Tc. However,an even m ore im portant failure ofthe m ean � eld

theory is the prediction that an order-disorder transition from the disordered phase to a phase

with long-rangecheckerboard orderoccursovertheentireconcentration range,with Tc(cA ! 0)!

0; Tc(cA ! 1)! 0,see [37]for a m ore detailed discussion ofm ean � eld theory. As a m atter of

fact,long range orderisonly possiblefora m uch m ore restricted range ofconcentrations,nam ely

[37]0:375 � cA � 0:625 (note thatthe pairwise character ofthe interactions im pliesa sym m etry

ofthephasediagram around the line cA = 1=2,in the lim itcV ! 0 [14,15,33]).

If we work with a sm all but nonzero concentration of vacancies cV , the m axim um critical

tem perature no longer occurs at cA = cB = 1=2, but rather at c� = cA = cB = (1 � cV )=2,

and the phase diagram is in this case sym m etric around this concentration c�. Apart from this

statem ent,thereareno longerany exactresultsavailable,butitisfairly straightforward to obtain

thephasediagram from standard M onteCarlo m ethods[19]with an accuracy thatissu� cientfor

ourpurposes.Fig.2 showsourestim atesofthephaseboundary forcV = 0:04,in com parison with

previousresultsforcV = 0.Ashasbeen welldocum ented in theliterature[19,33,37],such phase

diagram sareconveniently m apped outby transform ing them odelto a m agnetic Ising spin m odel

(representing the cases that lattice site iis taken by an A� atom by spin up,B � atom by spin

down,respectively)and considering thetransition from theparam agneticto theantiferrom agnetic

phase for various m agnetic � elds H (2 H = �A � �B ,if�A A = �B B ,and with �A and �B being

the chem icalpotentialsofA and B � particles,respectively). Estim ating then the m agnetization

m c(H ) = m (H ;T = Tc(H )) at the phase boundary,one then obtains the corresponding critical
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concentrationsfrom

c
crit
A (T)= (1� mc(T)� cV )=2 (3)

Fig.2 showsthatforcV = 0:04 the m axim um criticaltem perature occursforTc(cV = 0:04)=Tc �

0:905,and forT ! 0 the phase boundary endsatthe concentrations ccrit
A ;1

� 0:375; ccrit
A ;2

� 0:585.

Asitshould be,thephasediagram issym m etricaround ccrit
A ;m ax

= (1� cV )=2 = 0:48.Theanalysis

indicatesthatthe order-disordertransition stayssecond orderthroughout,also in the presence of

thissm allvacancy concentration. Although itisclearthata vacancy concentration ofcV = 0:04

doeshave som e clearly visible e� ects,in com parison to the m odelwith cV ! 0,these changesdo

nota� ect the qualitative character ofthe phase behavior,butcause only m inorm odi� cations of

quantitative details. For obtaining accurate results on the dynam ic behavior ofthe m odelwith

a m odest am ount ofcom puting tim e,working with su� ciently m any vacancies on the lattice is

m andatory. Note that for the di� usion studies we use a lattice oflinear dim ensions L = 1024,

while the static phase diagram wasextracted from a standard � nite size scaling analysis[19],see

Figs.3,4 for an exam ple,using sizes 24 � L � 192. Periodic boundary conditions are applied

throughout. The static quantities thatwere analyzed in orderto obtain the phase boundary are

theantiferrom agnetic orderparam eter	 (we referhereto thetransform ation ofthem odelto the

Ising spin representation again)

	 = hj�ji; � = L
�2

LX

k= 1

LX

‘= 1

(� 1)k+ ‘Sk;‘ ; (4)

wherek;‘labelthelatticesitesin x� and y� direction,respectively.Sim ilarly,them agnetization

m isgiven by averaging allthe spinswithouta phasefactor

m = hM i; M = L
�2

LX

k= 1

LX

‘= 1

Sk;‘ ; (5)

and thesusceptibility � and staggered susceptibility ~� areobtained from thestandard  uctuation

relations

� = L
2(hM 2i� hM i2)=kB T ; (6)

~� = L
2(h�2i� hj�ji2)=kB T : (7)

Note thatin a � nite system in the absence ofsym etry-breaking � eldsone needsto work with the

average ofthe absolute value hj�jiratherthan h�iin orderto have a m eaningfulorderparam eter

[19].
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A furtherquantity usefulfor� nding thelocation ofthetransition isthefourth ordercum ulant

oftheorderparam eter[38]

UL = 1� h�4i=[3h�2i2]; (8)

since the criticaltem perature can be found from the intersection ofthe cum ulants plotted ver-

sus tem perature for di� erent lattice sizes. For the two-dim ensionalIsing universality class,this

intersection should occurfora valueU � � 0:6107 [39].

Fig.3 shows that this expectation is only rather roughly ful� lled. To som e extent this m ay

be attributed to statisticalerrors,butin addition probably forcV 6= 0 there are som ewhatlarger

correctionsto � nitesizescaling than forthe\pure" m odel(i.e.,them odelwithoutvacancies).W e

have hence estim ated Tc(cV = 0:04) alternatively from a plot ofthe tem peratures Tc(L),where

the m axim um of ~�(T;L) for � nite L occurs,versus the � nite size scaling variable L�1=� = L�1

(rem em ber� = 1 in the two-dim ensionalIsing m odel[36]),see Fig.4a. The quality ofthe � nite

sizescaling \data collapse" oftheorderparam eter(� g.4b)givesuscon� dencein thereliability of

ourprocedures.

W eem phasizethatthepresentpaperconcernsonlythechoiceofthesym m etriccase,�A A = �B B .

W hileany asym m etry between A and B ,leading to �A A 6= �B B ,haslittlee� ecton staticproperties

for sm allcV ,the distribution ofthe vacancies and their dynam ics m ay get strongly a� ected by

such an asym m etry [20,22].

Finally,wem ention a staticquantity thatplaysa rolein discussing theself-di� usion coe� cient

ofparticlesin lattice gasm odels,the so-called \vacancy availability factor" [5,24,30]

V = cV (1� �1) (9)

Here�1 isthestandard Cowley-W arren shortrangeorderparam eter[14,15,16,33]forthenearest

neighbor shellofa particle: �1 = 0 ifthere is a random occupation ofthe lattice sites by any

particlesand vacancies(notethatherewearenotconcerned with shortrangeorderdescribing the

non-random occupation ofA versusB particleson the lattice. Due to the sym m etry �A A = �B B ,

there is also no need to consider separate vacancy availability factors for A and B particles).

Actually,we expectthatin the lim itcV ! 0 also �1 ! 0,and then V = cV .Hence a calculation

of�1 can serve as a test whether the chosen vacancy concentration is sm allenough in order to

reproducethe desired lim itcV ! 0.
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III. SIM U LAT IO N M ET H O D O LO G Y T O ST U D Y T R A N SP O RT P H EN O M EN A

The M onte Carlo sim ulationsconsistofan initialpart,necessary to equilibrate the system for

thedesired conditions,and a � nalpart,wherethetransportcoe� cientsofinterestare\m easured"

in the sim ulation. W hile in the case ofthe com pletely random AB V alloy studied in [17]the

generation ofan initialcon� guration isstraightforward,thisisnotso here,because depending on

wherethechosen statepoint(T;cA )isin thephasediagram ,Fig.2,wehavelongrangeorderornot.

Ifthesystem in equilibrium isin a state wherelong rangeorderoccurs,itisim portantto prepare

the system in a m onodom ain sam ple:otherwisethe presenceofantiphase dom ain boundaries[33]

m ight spoilthe results. In particular,at very low tem perature interdi� usion could be strongly

enhanced nearsuch boundaries,in com parison with thebulk.Although such e� ectsareinteresting

in theirown right,they need separatestudy from bulk behavior,and areoutofconsideration here.

Actuallythebestwaytopreparetheequilibrated initialcon� gurations,in caseswherelongrange

orderispresent,istheuseofthe\m agnetic"representation ofthem odelasan Isingantiferrom agnet

in a� eld H (rem em berthatH physicallycorrespondstothechem icalpotentialdi� erencebetween A

and B particles[33]).Recordingthem agnetization m (T;H )asfunction ofthe� eld,onecan choose

the � eld such thatstateswith the desired value ofm and hence cA = (1� cV � m )=2 result.The

initialspin con� guration isthatofa perfectantiferrom agnetic structure,from which a fraction cV

ofsiteschosen atrandom isrem oved. The M onte Carlo algorithm thatwasused isthe standard

single spin  ip M etropolis algorithm [19],m ixed with random exchanges ofthe vacancies with

random ly chosen neighbors. Note thatduring thisequilibration partthe concentration cA isnot

strictly constant,butslightly  uctuating:thislack ofconservation ofcA isdesirable,however,since

\hydrodynam icslowing down" [19]oflong wavelength concentration  uctuationswould otherwise

ham perthe equilibration ofconcentration correlationsatlong distances.

In the � nalstage oftheM onte Carlo runs,ofcourse,thespin  ip M onte Carlo m ovesare shut

o� ,sincefortheanalysisofthedi� usion constantstheconcentrationscA ;cB = 1� cV � cA need to

bestrictly conserved.M oststraightforward isthe estim ation oftheself-di� usion coe� cients(also

called \‘tracerdi� usion coe� cients") Dt oftagged A and B particles,since there one sim ply can

apply the Einstein relation

hr2i= 2dD tt; t! 1 ; r= ~ri(t)� ~ri(0); (10)

d being the dim ensionality of the lattice (d = 2 here), and ~ri(t) being the position of the i-

th particle at tim e t. Fig.5 illustrates the application of this m ethod for a typicalexam ple,
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in the case �A =�B = 0:01, tem perature T = 1:2 (in units of Tc, Eq.2), and concentrations

cA = 0:40;cB = 0:56,respectively. W hile the plotofhr2ivs. t,fora totaltim e oft= 104 M CS,

look at � rst sight alm ost linear (Fig.5,left part),a closer look reveals a slight but system atic

decrease of the slope of the hr2i vs. t curve with increasing tim e. A sim ilar observation was

already reported by K ehr et al. [17],who attributed this decrease ofslope to the presence ofa

logarithm ic correction.

Speci� cally,itwasshown thatin d = 2 the estim ate Dest(� t)ofthe tracerdi� usion constants

depend on thetim e interval� tofestim ation as

D est(� t)= A + B ln(� t)=� t+ C=� t; (11)

whereA;B ;C arephenom enologicalconstants.Thereforewehaveanalyzed D est(� t)asa function

of� tin thepresentcase (Fig.5,rightpart).W e found rathergenerally thatthereisa signi� cant

dependence ofD est(� t) on � tfor � t� 2:103,while for � t� 5:103 the dependence on � tcan

safely be neglected. A rem arkable feature ofthe resultsalso isthatthe fasterB particlesexhibit

(in theexam pleshown in Fig.5)adi� usion constantthatisonly aboutafactorofthreelargerthan

the slower A particles,while the jum p rate is a factor of100 larger. Thisfact already indicates

thatthereisno straightforward relation between thetracerdi� usion constantsand thejum p rates.

In thedescription ofcollectivedi� usion,theO nsagercoe� cients�A A ,�A B ,�B A and �B B play

a centralrole,since they appear as coe� cients in the linear relations between particle currents

~jA ;~jB and the corresponding driving forces,the gradients ofthe potentialdi� erences between A

(orB)particlesand vacanciesV,respectively [17]:

~jA = � (�A A =kB T)r (�A � �V )� (�A B =kB T)r (�B � �V ); (12)

~jB = � (�B A =kB T)r (�A � �V )� (�B B =kB T)r (�B � �V ): (13)

Note thatdueto the sym m etry relation

�B A = �A B (14)

only three ofthese four O nsager coe� cients are thought to be independent. There is no sim ple

relation between thetwojum p rates�A ;�B (and tem peratureT and theconcentrationscA ;cB )and

these three O nsagercoe� cients�A A ;�A B ;�B B ,ofcourse.Hence itisa task ofthe sim ulation to

estim atetheseO nsagercoe� cients,and itiswellknown [17,23]thatthiscan bedoneby applying

a force to the particles,which actsin the sam e way asa chem icalpotentialgradient. Due to the
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periodic boundary conditions,particlesthatleave the box atone side willreenteratthe opposite

one,and hence a chem icalpotentialgradient causes a steady state  ux ofparticles through the

sim ulation box in thedirection ofthisdriving force.Care isneeded in two respects:

� O nem ustaverage long enough to m akesurethatslow transientsaftertheim position ofthe

force have died outand steady-state conditionsare actually reached.

� O nem ustm akesurethattheapplied forceissm allenough so oneworksin theregion where

the response ofthe system to thisforce isstrictly linear,aswritten in Eqs.(12),(13),and

nonlinearcorrectionscan becom pletely neglected.

This m ethod ofestim ating O nsager coe� cients was pioneered by M urch and Thorn [23]for

one-com ponentlattice gasesand extended to random alloy m odelsin [17,40].W ereferthereader

to these papersfora m ore detailed justi� cation and discussion ofthism ethod. Following [17]we

im plem ent this force on species ofparticles  ( = A or B )by taking the jum p rates in the x�

direction as

�()x = b�; �
()

�x = b
�1 �; b> 1 (15)

while the jum p rate in the � y� directions rem ains �. Ifwe would have a single particle (s.p.)

only,them ean velocity in the+ x� direction would bev
s:p:
x = �(b� b�1 ),which should correspond

to v
s:p:
x = (�=kB T)Fx,Fx being theforcein x� direction,in theregim eoflinearresponse.Hence

one concludesthatfrom the velocity ofspecies� one can deduce the O nsagercoe� cient�� ifa

force Fx isexerted on species via

v
(�)
x =v

s:p:
x = (��c�)

�1 ��: (16)

Theapplication ofthism ethod isillustrated in Fig.6.Therethem ean displacem enthxiofA� and

B � particlesisfollowed over2:5� 104 M onteCarlo steps(M CS)persite,and a very good linearity

ofhxivs.tisobserved (leftpart).In orderto check fornonlineare� ects,the biasparam eterbis

varied in therange1:05 � b� 1:5,and theresultsareextrapolated to b! 1.(rightpartofFig.6).

Consistentwith previouswork on therandom AB V m odel[17],nonlineare� ectsareratherweak,

and in thisway weareableto estim ate O nsagercoe� cientswith a relative errorofa few percent.

Stilla di� erentapproach wasfollowed to estim atetheinterdi� usion constantDint.W eprepare

a system in therm alequilibrium in the presence ofa wavevector-dependent chem icalpotential

di� erence ��(x)de� ned as

��(x)� �A (x)� �B (x)� �̂ cos(
2�

�
x); (17)
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�̂ being an am plitude that needs to be chosen such that the resulting concentration variation is

stillin the regim e where linearresponse holds,and � isthe wavelength ofthe m odulation (which

ischosen such thatthe lineardim ension L ofthe lattice isan integerm ultiple of�).Note thatin

theIsing spin representation ��(x)sim ply translatesin a wavelength-dependentm agnetic � eld,of

course.Thesystem then isequilibrated in the presenceofthisperturbation fora large num berof

M onte Carlo steps(ofthe orderof106 M CS).Thiscausesa corresponding periodicconcentration

variation,seeFig.7,leftpart.Thesinusoidalshapeofthisinitialconcentration variation provides

a con� rm ation thatthe linearresponse description isapplicable otherwise the presence ofhigher

harm onics in the concentration variation would indicate the presence ofnonlinear e� ects. Then

a \clock" is set to tim e t= 0 and the perturbation ��(x) is put to zero for tim es t> 0. As a

consequence,the concentration variation decays to zero as the tim e t ! 1 . It turns out that

this decay with tim e can be described by a superposition oftwo sim ple exponentialdecays,one

governing thedecay oftheconcentration di� erence�c(x)= cA (x)� cB (x)oftheparticles,theother

corresponding to thedecay ofthetotaldensity.Asdiscussed in detailfortherandom AB V m odel

[17],the concentration variation can be described therefore as(k = 2�=�,and D+ > D � are two

di� usion constants)

�cA (t)= ĉ
+

A
exp(� D+ k

2
t)+ ĉ

�
A
exp(� D� k

2
t); (18)

�cB (t)= ĉ
+

B
exp(� D+ k

2
t)+ ĉ

�
B
exp(� D� k

2
t); (19)

where ĉ+
A
;̂c
�
A
;̂c
+

B
;̂c
�
B
aream plitudeprefactors,which onecan estim atefrom thetreatm entthatwill

beoutlined in thefollowingsection.Hereweonlym ention thatĉ+
A
+ ĉ�

A
= �cA (0); ĉ

+

B
+ ĉ�

B
= �cB (0),

and in thelim itcV ! 0wehave ĉ+
A
;̂c
+

B
/ cV ! 0,while ĉ�

A
;̂c
�
B
stay � nite(oftheorderof̂�).In this

lim itthetwo di� usion constantsD+ ;D � are ofvery di� erentorderofm agnitude,sinceD� / cV ,

while D + staysoforderunity [17].Thusdensity variationshave a very sm allam plitude(oforder

cV )and decay fast,whileconcentration variationsdecay m uch slower.Thisconsideration leadsus

to identify D � as the interdi� usion constant Dint in this lim it. For � nite nonzero cV ,however,

in principle both density and concentration variations are coupled,and both di� usion constants

D + ;D � contribute to theinterdi� usion ofA and B particles[17].

The right part ofFig.7 illustrates that even for cV as large as cV = 0:04 there is already

a reasonable separation between density and concentration  uctuations: both �cA (t) and �cB (t)

reach theirasym ptoticdecay (whereonly thesam efactorexp(� D� k
2t)m atters,asisevidentfrom

the factthatthere are two parallelstraightlineson the sem ilog plot)already ata tim e t� 2000,

long beforethe concentration variationshave decayed to zero.
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IV . T H EO R ET IC A L P R ED IC T IO N S

A basicingredientofallanalyticaltheoriesaretheconservation lawsforthenum bersofA and

B particles,which lead to continuity equationsforthe localconcentrationscA (~r;t);cB (~r;t)

@cA (~r;t)

@t
+ r �~jA (~r;t)= 0; (20)

@cB (~r;t)

@t
+ r �~jB (~r;t)= 0; (21)

Note thatthese equationshold rigorously,ifa localconcentration � eld c�(~r;t)f� = A;B g can be

de� ned,unlike the so-called constitutive relations,Eqs.(12),(13),which are only approxim ately

true:theseequationsonly aresupposed to hold in thecasethatthegradientsr (�A � �V );r (�B �

�V )are su� ciently sm all,otherwise the relation between currentsand gradientsisnon linear. In

addition,asecond requirem entisthatstatistical uctuationscan beneglected;otherwisearandom

force term needsto be added on the righthand side ofEqs.(12),(13) [41]. W e also note thatin

our m odel(unlike realalloys,where vacancies can be created by hopping ofatom s from lattice

sitesto interstitialsites,and wherevacanciescan bedestroyed by hopping ofinterstitialatom sto

a neighboring vacantsite ofthelattice [1,2,3])also vacanciesare conserved,and hence

@cV (~r;t)

@t
+ r �~jV (~r;t)= 0: (22)

However,asdiscussed in [17]thereisnoneed toincludecV (~r;t)and~jV (~r;t)asadditionaldynam ical

variables in the problem : the condition that every lattice site is either occupied by an A-atom ,

B-atom orvacant(V)translatesinto theconstraintcA (~r;t)+ cB (~r;t)+ cV (~r;t)= 1.Sim ilarly,one

� ndsthat~jV = � (~jA + ~jB )[17].

In order to be able to relate the chem icalpotentials in Eqs.(12),(13) to the concentration

variables,we usethe therm odynam icrelation

�� =

�
@F

@N �

�

T;N �(6= �)

; (23)

N � being thenum berofparticlesofspecies�,and F being thetotalfreeenergy ofthesystem .W e

decom poseF into theinternalenergy U and theentropic contribution � TS,with S being sim ply

the entropy ofm ixing

S = � kB [N A lnN A + N B lnN B + N V lnN V � N lnN ]; (24)

where N = N A + N B + N V then isthe totalnum berofsiteson the lattice,and c� = N �=N then

is the concentration ofspecies �. W hile Eq.(24) is exact in the non-interacting AB V m odel,it
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stillholdsin thedisordered phaseoftheinteracting m odelin thefram ework oftheBragg-W illiam s

m ean � eld approxim ation.In thedisordered phase,no sublatticesneed to beintroduced,and then

theconcentration variableson average arethesam eforalllattice sites.Then U can bewritten as

U =
1

2
N z(�A A c

2
A + 2�A B cA cB + �B B c

2
B ); (25)

wherez isthecoordination num berofthelattice,and consistentwith thesim ulated m odel(Sec.II)

a nearest neighbor interaction is assum ed. Note that the basic approxim ation ofEq.(25) is the

neglectofany correlation in the occupancy ofneighboring lattice sites.

W ith som ealgebra[17]onecan reduceEqs.(12),(13),(20)-(25)toasetoftwocoupled di� usion

equations

@c�

@t
=
X

�

D �� r
2
c� ; (26)

wheretheelem entsD �� ofthedi� usion m atrix aregiven by

D A A = �A A (
1

cA
+

1

cV
+
z�A A

kB T
)+ �A B (

1

cV
+
z�A B

kB T
); (27)

D A B = �A A (
1

cV
+
z�A B

kB T
)+ �A B (

1

cB
+

1

cV
+
z�A A

kB T
); (28)

D B A = �A B (
1

cA
+

1

cV
+
z�A A

kB T
)+ �B B (

1

cV
+
z�A B

kB T
); (29)

D B B = �A B (
1

cV
+
z�A B

kB T
)+ �B B (

1

cB
+

1

cV
+
z�B B

kB T
): (30)

NotethatD A B 6= D B A .Introducing Fouriertransform sand diagonalizing thedi� usion m atrix the

solution indeed can becastinto theform ofEqs.(18),(19).Ashasalready been m entioned in this

context,forcV ! 0 thetwo eigenvaluesD + ;D � ofthedi� usion m atrix adoptvery di� erentorders

ofm agnitude[17]:

D + � (�A A + 2�A B + �B B )=cV ; (31)

D � �
�A A �B B � �2

A B

�A A + 2�A B + �B B
(
1

cA
+

1

cB
�

2z�

kB T
): (32)

Since in this lim it the ��� / cV , the coe� cient D + reaches a � nite lim it for cV ! 0, while

D � / cV .W ealso recognizethatD � can bedecom posed into a productoftwo factors:a \kinetic

factor" �int,com posed by a com bination ofO nsagercoe� cients,and a \therm odynam ic factor",
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which isnothingbutan e� ectiveinverse\susceptibility" ��1 describingconcentration  uctuations,

norm alized perlattice site,

�
�1 = c

�1
A

+ c
�1
B

� 2z�=kB T = [cA (1� cA )]
�1 � 2z�=kB T (33)

In thelaststep,weused thefactthatcB = 1� cA forcV ! 0.W ecall� a \susceptibility" because

in thetranslation to theIsing spin representation � sim ply becom esproportionalto thederivative

ofthe\m agnetization" with respectto the� eld.Notethatfor� > 0 (i.e.,a m ixturewith unm ixing

tendency)Eq.(33)exhibitsa vanishing of��1 and henceoftheinterdi� usion constantD� atthe

m ean � eld spinodalcurve,de� ned by

kB Ts(cA )=� = 2cA (1� cA )z : (34)

The m ean � eld spinodaltouches the coexistence curve ofsuch a phase-separating m ixture at its

m axim um in thecriticaltem perature,i.e.kB T
M F
c =� = z=2 = 2,fora squarelattice.Actually,the

sym m etry oftheIsing Ham iltonian in zero � eld im pliesthatthem axim um criticaltem peratureof

the Ising antiferrom agnet,which occursatzero � eld aswell,then isalso given by

kB T
M F
c;m ax=j�j= z=2 = 2; � < 0 (35)

Com paring thisestim ateto theexactresult,Eq.(2),wenoticethatthem ean � eld approxim ation

actually overestim atesthe m axim um criticaltem perature ofthe ordering alloy by alm osta factor

oftwo,asiswellknown. Note thatthiserrorincreasesforcA 6= 1=2 [37]. So Eq.(32)cannotbe

assum ed to bequantitatively reliable.Notethatfororderingalloys(where� < 0)theinterdi� usion

constantsgetsenhanced (ratherthan reduced,asithappensforalloyswith unm ixing tendency)as

an e� ectofthe interactions. Beside that,Eq.(32)doesnotpredictany singularity ofD� asone

approachestheorder-disorderphaseboundary Tc(cA )from the disordered side.

Discussing now the kinetic factor �int, we recallthe popular approxim ation to neglect the

o� -diagonalO nsagercoe� cientin com parison to thediagonalones.Thisleadsto

�int� ��1
A A

+ ��1
B B

(36)

W ith thisapproxim ation,Eq.(32)reducestothewell-known \slow m odetheory "ofinterdi� usion,

which has been m uch debated in the case of uid polym erm ixtures[42]-[47]. A m ean � eld type

approxim ation forself-di� usion [17,42,43,44,45]then relatestheO nsagercoe� cients�A A ;�B B

and tracerdi� usion coe� cientsDAt ;D
B
t ,

�A A = D
A
t cA ; �B B = D

B
t cB (37)
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and thusthe\slow m ode"theory predictsthefollowingrelation between tracerdi� usion coe� cients

and theinterdi� usion constant(rem em bercB = 1� cA forcV ! 0)

D
s:m :
int = f(D A

t cA )
�1 + [D B

t (1� cA )]
�1 gf[cA (1� cA )]

�1 � 2z�=kB Tg: (38)

A rather di� erent result,the so-called \fast m ode" theory [46,47],can be obtained by several

distinctargum ents.W em ention onlyoneoftheseargum entshere,which startsfrom theassum ption

[46]thateverywherethe vacancy concentration cV (~r;t)isin therm alequilibrium ,i.e.

r �v = 0: (39)

O fcourse,in our m odelEq.(39) cannot be justi� ed,in view ofthe constraints cV (~r;t) = 1 �

cA (~r;t)� cB (~r;t),~jV = � (~jA + ~jB ) and Eqs.(22)-(24) there is no freedom to m ake additional

assum ptionson �V atall,r �V (~r;t)already isdeterm ined from these otherequations. However,

them otivation forEq.(39)isthatforrealsystem sthereisno strictconservation forthenum berof

vacancies:in real(three-dim ensional)alloys,vacanciescan becreated and destroyed by form ation

or annihilation of interstitialatom s, or by interaction with other lattice im perfections such as

dislocations,grain boundaries,etc.Fortwo-dim ensionalsurfacealloys[21],vacanciescan becreated

and destroyed ifan atom from the considered surface m onolayer becom es an adatom on top of

this m onolayer,or an adatom executing surface di� usion [18,31]becom es incorporated into the

m onolayervia a jum p to a vacantsiteinsidethem onolayer.In view ofthesephysicalm echanism s

which areforbidden in ourm odel,Eq.(39)m ay representa physically interesting lim iting case.A

priori,itisnotclearfora particularsystem ,whetherforthe tim e scalesofinterestitiscloserto

a situation where vacancies are in equilibirum (Eq.(39))orconserved (Eq.(22)). O urnum erical

studiesareconcerned with thelattercaseexclusively.Neverthelessitisofinterestto m ention that

Eq.(39)yieldsalso a structureD � = �int�
�1 butwith �int= cB D

A
t + cA D

B
t and henceone� nds

instead ofEq.(38)[17]

D
f:m :

int
= [(1� cA )D

A
t + cA D

B
t ]f[cA (1� cA )]

�1 � 2z�=kB Tg: (40)

W hile for D B
t � D A

t (a case expected if�A � �B ,as used in our sim ulation) one expects from

Eq.(40)thatthefasterdi� using B speciesdom inatesinterdi� usion,theoppositeistrueaccording

to Eq.(38): therefore the nam es \fast m ode" and \slow m ode" theory have been chosen. In

both equations(and in Eq.(32),wheretheo� -diagonalO nsagercoe� cientisnotneglected,unlike

in both these theories) the therm odynam ic factor is treated by a sim ple Bragg-W illiam s m ean

� eld approxim ation,however,which isno problem forthe random alloy AB V problem treated in

Ref.[17],butclearly willintroduceadditionalshortcom ingsin the presentcase.
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Asa � naldisclaim erofthissection we em phasize thatEqs.(20)-(40)were m eantto provide a

briefreview of\chem icaldi� usion" (or\collective di� usion")in the contextofthe presentlattice

gas m odelonly, and hence m any interesting and im portant facets of this topic have not been

m entioned atalland we directthe interested readerto the rich literature on thissubject[1,2,3,

4,5,6,7,8,9,48,49].

V . SIM U LAT IO N R ESU LT S

A . Tracer di� usion

W e start with a discussion ofthe tracer di� usion coe� cients (Figs.8,9). The sim plest case

refersto equaljum p rates�A = �B = 1 ofboth typesofparticlesA and B (Fig.8).In thein� nite

tem peraturelim itthen there isno longerany physicaldi� erence between A and B particles,they

sim ply di� eronly by their labels: then DAt = D B
t ,and becom e independentofconcentration cA

(thick horizontalstraight line in Fig.8). Note that for cA = 0:96 there are no B particles since

cV = 0:04and then D A
t becom esindependentoftem perature,sim ilarly asD B

t becom esindependent

oftem peratureforcA = 0.O fcourse,thecurvesforD B
t aresim ply them irrorim agesofthose for

D A
t around the sym m etry line ccrit

A ;m ax
= (1� cV )=2 = 0:48 ofthe static phase diagram ,Fig.2b,

since an interchange ofA and B m eansthatcA getsreplaced by 1� cV � cB .

It is seen that the onset ofordering depresses self-di� usion very strongly,while short range

order(as itoccursfor T = 1:2) hasa m inore� ect only. For T = 0:6,however,the ordering near

cA = 0:48 isratherperfectand theredeep m inim aofD A
t ;D

B
t occur,thetracerdi� usion coe� cients

decrease by abouttwo ordersofm agnitude. O fcourse,since D A
t ;D

B
t are notsym m etric around

ccrit
A ;m ax

= ccrit
B ;m ax

= (1 � cV )=2 = 0:48, due to the choice of a kinetic M onte Carlo algorithm

which lacks the sym m etry between the m otion ofan A particle,m ediated by a vacancy,in a B

environm entand in an A environm entat� nitetem peratures,them inim um ofDAt doesnotoccur

precisely atccrit
A ;m ax

,asisseen from Fig.8 (leftpart). In ouralgorithm ,an A particle jum psto a

vacantsite with a jum p rate �A exp(� � nj�A B j=kB T)when the di� erence between the num berof

AB bondsinvolving an energy �A B each between the initialand � nalstate is� n > 0,and with

a jum p rate �A else.Itiseasy to be convinced thatthisalgorithm satis� esdetailed balance with

the canonic equilibrium distribution,as it should be [19]. In the lim it cA ! 1� cV ,we always

have � n = 0,so there is no tem perature dependence. In the lim it cA ! 0,however,every A

atom nothaving a vacancy asnearestneighborswillhave fourB neighborson the square lattice,
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while an A atom with a vacancy neighbor has only three B neighbors. As a result,the jum p of

an A atom that has a B neighbor,to a vacant site involves \breaking" an AB bond,and hence

thisrateissuppressed by a factorexp(� j�A B j=kB T).Thise� ectisresponsibleforthetem perature

dependenceofD A
t forcA ! 0.

K ehr et al. [17] presented argum ents to relate the tracer di� usion coe� cients to O nsager

coe� cientswhich take a sim pleform in the case ofidenticaljum p rates�A ;�B ,nam ely

D
A
t = �A A =cA � �B A =cB ; D

B
t = �B B =cB � �A B =cA (41)

Using ourestim atesforthe O nsagercoe� cientsatT = 0:6 (see below)in Eq.(41),one seesthat

the trend ofthe concentration dependence ofD A
t isreproduced ratherwell. However,one should

notethatthederivation ofEq.(41)isrigorousonly forthespecialcase�A B =kB T = 0,becauseonly

then the distinction between A and B particles form ing the environm ent ofa tagged A particle

can beneglected.

W hen �A 6= �B the self-di� usion coe� cientsDAt and D B
t lack any sym m etric relation oftheir

concentration dependencealready in therandom alloy lim it[17],and for�A B =kB T < 0 wearenot

aware ofany theoreticaltreatm ent to which our sim ulation results (Fig.9) could be com pared.

Interestingly,for not too low tem peratures (such as T = 0:912,T = 1:2) the concentration de-

pendence ofD A
t (the slower di� using species,since �A =�B = 0:01 has been chosen in Fig.9) is

ratherweak throughout,while for D B
t we have a strong decrease when cA increases up to about

ccrit
A ;m ax

= 0:48.ForcA > ccrit
A ;m ax

again a very weak concentration dependenceresults.ForT = 0:6

again pronounced m inim a nearccritA ;m ax are seen.Now,forD
B
t we have a strong decrease when cA

increasesup to aboutccrit
A ;m ax

,while forcA > ccrit
A ;m ax

again a very weak concentration dependence

results.

M oreover,when forcA = ccrit
A ;m ax

theorderoftheAB � checkerboard structureisperfect(apart

from a fourpercentofvacantsitesin thesystem ),a jum p ofan atom to a vacantsiteoccurswith

rates �A exp(3�A B =kB T)or �B exp(3�A B =kB T),respectively,while the backward jum p occurs at

rates�A ;�B .Asa result,a high probability forbackward jum psisexpected,and thisisborneout

by a study ofthe correlation factor f for self-di� usion (Fig.10,right part). Following standard

treatm ents[1,2,3,4,5,6,24]wedecom pose tracerdi� usion coe� cientsDt as

D t= V W f ; (42)

where V isthe vacancy availability factoralready de� ned in Eq.(9),and W isthe average jum p

rate for the considered particle species. W is easily estim ated in the sim ulation from the ratio
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ofthe num ber ofperform ed jum ps to the num ber ofallattem pted jum ps. The product VA W A

is plotted in Fig.10 (left part)versus cA at varioustem peratures. For �A B =kB T ! 0 we sim ply

expect a horizontalstraight line,VA W A = 0:04,since then W A = 1,VA = cV (�1 = 0). There

isno independentway to determ ine f,however. Therefore Eq.(42)istaken asa de� nition off,

to be derived from D t,while the tracer di� usion constants are estim ated from the m ean square

displacem ents of the tagged particles, as explained in Sec.III of this paper. For cA ! 0:96,

when no B particles are present,the tem perature dependence drops out and f reduces to the

value f = 0:487 known from studies ofa one-com ponent non-interacting lattice gas on a square

lattice with concentration cA = 0:96 [29]. Note thatourdata forD t,V ,W and f atthe higher

tem peratures(whereno order-disordertransition occurs)resem bleanalogousresultsofM urch [26]

fora sim plecubic alloy.

As a � nalcom m ent about self-di� usion,we consider the tem perature dependence ofDAt and

D B
t forthecriticalconcentration ccrit

A
= ccrit

B
= 0:48 (Fig.11).O neseesthatathigh tem peratures

(T � 2Tc) the tem perature dependence is very weak,and the tracer di� usion coe� cients settle

down at their in� nite tem perature asym ptotes. Approaching the criticalpoint one sees a m ore

rapid decrease ofboth D A
t and D B

t ,with a m axim um slope presum ably right at Tc,while for T

below Tc a crossoverto theexpected therm ally activated behavioratlow tem peraturesoccurs.In

fact,one expects thatD t� D�t / (T � Tc)
1�� [25],where D �

t is the value ofthe tracer di� usion

coe� cientatthecriticalpoint,and � isthespeci� cheatexponentofthem odel.However,forthe

two-dim ensionalIsing m odel� = 0 [34,35,36],i.e.the speci� c heathasa logarithm ic singularity

only. The insertofFig.11 showsa log-log plotofD t� D�t versus(T � Tc)=Tc,and one seesthat

the data are com patible with a power law with slope ofunity;presum ably the accuracy ofour

sim ulationsdoesnotsu� ceto identify the presenceofa logarithm ic singularity in ourdata.

B . O nsager coe� cients

As a � rst issue ofthis subsection,we turn to the concentration dependence ofthe O nsager

coe� cients(Figs.12,13). For�A = �B allO nsagercoe� cientsare sym m etric around cA = cB =

(1� cV )=2,asitm ustbe,whilefor�A 6= �B they arenot.W e have also included an approxim ate

relation suggested by K ehretal.[17]between O nsagercoe� cientsand tracerdi� usion coe� cients,
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nam ely

��� = c�D
�
t

2

6
4��� +

1� f(c)

f(c)

c�D
�

t
P



cD


t

3

7
5 ; (43)

where c = cA + cB ,f(c)being the correlation factor fortagged-particle di� usion in a lattice gas

with sum m ary concentration c. Itisseen thatthisrelation accounts forthe generaltrend ofthe

diagonalO nsagercoe� cientsratherwell,although fortheo� -diagonalO nsagercoe� cientitseem s

to work only qualitatively (Fig.13). In the regim e ofthe ordered phase the diagonalO nsager

coe� cients(notethelogarithm ic ordinatescale)aredistinctly sm allerthan forcA ! 0 orcB ! 0,

respectively,when �A = �B .

An interesting aspectofthe o� -diagonalO nsagercoe� cient�A B = �B A (Fig.13)isthatitis

essentially zero for cA ! 0 if�A = �B while for �A =�B = 0:01 it is essentially negative in this

lim it. A negative O nsager coe� cient m eans that the currents ofA and B particles are oriented

in the opposite direction. A further change ofsign ofthis o� -diagonalcoe� cient is found near

the phase boundary ofthe order-disordertransition;butnearcA = cB = (1� cV )=2 the O nsager

coe� cientseem sto be positive again,although itsabsolute value seem sto be very sm all. W e do

nothaveany clearphysicalinterpretation forthissurprisingbehavior.Notealso,thatEq.(43)can

neveryield a negative O nsagercoe� cient,since0 � f(c)� 1 by de� nition,and henceallterm sin

Eq.43 arenon-negative.

Finally Fig.14 showsthe tem perature dependence ofthe O nsagercoe� cients forthe concen-

tration cA = cB = (1� cV )=2 where the criticaltem perature Tc ofthe order-disordertransition is

m axim al.Note thatfor�A =�B = 0:01 the m agnitude ofthe o� -diagonalO nsagercoe� cient�A B

iscom parable to the sm aller(�A A )ofthe diagonalones,both atvery high and atvery low tem -

peratures.This� nding con� rm stheconclusion ofK ehretal.[17],thatin generaltheo� -diagonal

O nsagercoe� cientm ustnotbeneglected.W ealso notethatthegeneraltrend ofthetem perature

dependence ofthe O nsager coe� cients is very sim ilar to the behavior ofthe self-di� usion coe� -

cient,see Fig.11. Both quantities re ect the strong decrease ofm obility ofthe particles at low

tem peratures.

C . Interdi� usion

Fig 15 presents a plot of the interdi� usion constant Dint vs. concentration for the case of

equaljum p rates (�A = �B = � = 1) atT = 0:6 and com pares the results to various analytical
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approxim ations: D � (Eq.(32)),the \slow m ode" expression D s:m :
int (Eq.(38)),the \fast m ode"

expression D
f:m :

int
(Eq.(40)),and a very sim ple result justi� ed by K ehr et al. [17]for the non-

interacting random alloy m odel,

D
n:i:
int = (1� c)f(c)� : (44)

W hilethislastexpression overestim atesthenum ericalresults,allotherexpressionsunderestim ate

them signi� cantly.Itisseen thatin thiscase there isnotm uch di� erence between the slow m ode

and fastm odetheory,butboth areo� from thedata.In thiscaseusingthefullexpression (Eq.(32))

presentsnoim provem ent,unlikethenon-interacting case.O fcourse,at� nitetem peraturein d = 2

the m ean � eld theory im plicitin Eq.(32)isnotexpected to beaccurate atall.

It now is no surprise any longer that in the asym m etric case �A =�B = 0:01 the various ap-

proxim ate expressions are not reliable either (Fig. 16). In particular, for concentrations near

cA = cB = (1� cV )=2 = 0:48 a pronounced m inim um ispredicted,while the actualsim ulation re-

sultsreveala rathershallow m inim um only.Again theconclusion isthatthereisno reliablesim ple

relation between self-di� usion and interdi� usion coe� cients,and the tem perature dependence of

D int atcA = cB = 0:48 athighertem peratures(Figs.17,18) con� rm sthisconclusion. Again,for

�A = �B = � = 1 Eq.(44)isclosestto the data,while Eq.(32)isworst. ForT ! 1 ,however,

in this lim it for cA = cB = (1 � cV )=2 and �A = �B = 1 allexpressions coincide (at a value

highlighted by an arrow in Fig.17),and the num ericaldata have been found in good agreem ent

with thisprediction [17].Thusitisclearthatincluding interactionsam ong the particlesdestroys

the applicability ofthe sim pletheories.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaper,the study ofm obility ofparticles,interdi� usion and tracerdi� usion coe� cients

ofa lattice m odelfora binary alloy,thatwaspresented in Ref.[17]forthesim plenon-interacting

lim itonly,hasbeen extended to thecasewherean attractivenearest-neighborinteraction between

unlike particlesleadsto an order-disordertransition on the considered squarelattice.W hile m ost

theoreticalconsiderationsofthepreviouswork [17]can besim ply extended to thepresentcase,the

m ean-� eld characteroftheapproxim ationsthatareinvolved clearly em ergesasa severelim itation

oftheusefulnessofalltheseapproaches.O n theotherhand theM onteCarlo techniquesdescribed

in Ref.[17],suitable for the direct estim ation ofallO nsager coe� cients and the interdi� usion

constantD int asfunction oftheratio ofjum p rates�A =�B ,tem peratureT and concentration cA ,
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are rather straightforward to apply. Exploring this rather large param eter space num erically is

however som ewhat tedious,and an understanding ofdi� usion phenom ena within the fram ework

oflattice m odelsforinteracting particlesby sim ple analyticalexpressionsclearly would be desir-

able. However,the approxim ate expressions discussed in the present paper clearly do not give

qualitatively accurate results.

O fcourse,the presentstudy isa � rststep only:in orderto m ake closercontactwith possible

experim entsin surfacelayersofm etallicalloys,itwould beinterestingtoconsiderotherlatticesym -

m etries(triangularand centered rectangularlattice ratherthan squarelattices),furtherneighbors

interactions,etc..

A very im portantextension would also betheinclusion ofasym m etrice� ects(�A A 6= �B B )and

nonzero energy param eters involving vacancies (�A V ;�B V ;�V V ). Thus e� ects could be described

thatvacancies occupy preferentially sitesatinterfaces [22]orin one ofthe sublattices[20]. Such

e� ectsare expected to m odify the di� usion behaviorsigni� cantly.

W e thus hope the present study willstim ulate the developm ent ofm ore accurate theoretical

descriptionsofdi� usion phenom ena in alloysthatundergo order-disordertransitions. Also corre-

sponding experim entsstudying a widerangeoftem peratureand com position,would bedesirable.

Then itm ightbe worthwhile to com bine the presentkinetic M onte Carlo m ethodology with \ab

initio" calculation ofjum p rates,ordering energies��� ,etc.
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FIG .1: Schem atic view ofthe (100)surface ofa substrate (shown aslarge open circles),whose periodic

potentialprovidesa squarelattice ofprefered adsorption sites(which hereareassum ed in thecenterofthe

square form ed by the substrate atom s). A-atom s are shown as black circles,B -atom s are shown as grey

circles,and vacancies (V ) are shown as em pty circles. The energies ofthe nearest-neighbor interactions

between di�erent kind ofatom s (indicated by thick lines) are labeled by �A A ,�B B and �A B respectively.

Thesim plechoice�A B � �,�A A = �B B � 0 istaken througout.Thism eansthatA� atom spreferB � atom s

asnearestneighbors,butitdoesnotm atterwhetheritsnearestneighborsare also A� atom sorvacancies,

respectively.The jum p ratesforA � V and B � V exchangesare labeled by �A and �B ,respectively.For

sim plicity,the B � atom sareconsidered asthe fasterparticles(�B � 1),and �A < �B .
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FIG .2: (a) Phase boundary for the order-disordertransition ofthe AB V m odelwith cV = 0:04. The

phase boundary ofthe pure Ising antiferrom agnet[37](equivalentto the case cV = 0)isalso included for

com parison,as a dashed line. (b) Criticalcurve T vs. cA ,where cA = 1� cV � cB . The criticalcurve

ofthe pure Ising antiferrom agnet[37]isalso included forcom parison,asa dashed line. Tem perature T is

alwaysm easured in unitsofthe m axim alcriticaltem perature Tc ofthe pure m odel(no vacancies,cV = 0

and cA = cB = 0:5),cf.text.
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tem perature,along the criticalline H = 0 corresponding to the criticalconcentration cA = 0:48. Several

system sizesare considered,asindicated. Here Tc denotesthe m axim alcriticaltem perature ofthe m odel

withoutvacancies(H = 0 then correspondsto cA = 0:5).
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term softhe scaled variable L1=�. The criticalIsing exponent� = 1 isem ployed.The linearextrapolation

to the therm odynam ic lim it,shown asa dashed line,providesan estim ation ofTc(cV = 0:04)= 0:905(5)

for the AB V m odelwith cV = 0:04. (b) Scaling plot ofthe order param eter  . The estim ated critical

tem peratureand the Ising criticalexponents� = 1 and � = 1=8 areem ployed.
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FIG .5: Determ ination ofthe tracer di�usion coe�cients. (a) M ean square displacem ents oftagged A

particles (open dots) and B particles (fulldots) as a function ofM onte Carlo steps per particle. The

tem perature is T = 1:2 (in units ofthe Ising criticaltem perature),and the concentrations are cA = 0:4,

cB = 0:56.The ratio ofjum p ratesis�A =�B = 0:01.(b)Estim atesofthe tracerdi�usion coe�cientsasa

function ofthe tim e intervalused.Thelinesrepresentthe �tsofthe data afterusing Eq.(11).
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concentrationsarecA = 0:71,cB = 0:25.The ratio ofjum p ratesis�A =�B = 0:01,and the biasparam eter
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FIG .7: Determ ination ofthe interdi�usion coe�cients. For t< 0 we im pose a cosine-like varying bulk

�eld H (x) which introduces a m odulation in the concentration ofA and B particles. The characteristic

length ofthis perturbation is � = 32 lattice spacings. (a) Tem poralevolution ofthe concentration ofA

particles along the x� direction in the lattice. Tim es correspond to t= 0 (circles),t= 10000 (squares)

and t= 20000 (diam onds),respectively. The thick line m arksthe wavelenght� = 32 ofthe applied bulk

�eld. The tem perature is T = 1:5,and the concentrationsare cA = cB = 0:48. The ratio ofjum p rates

is �A =�B = 0:01. (b) Am plitude ofconcentration pro�les as a function oftim e,for A particles (circles)

and B particles(squares). The dashed linescorrespond to �tsofthe data to single exponentialfunctions,

characterized by a decay constantD int.
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FIG .8: Tracer di�usion coe�cients for A particles (left) and B particles (right),as a function ofthe

concentration cA . The jum p rates are �A = �B = 1 and severaltem peratures are considered: T = 0:6

(dotted line),T = 0:912 (dashed line)and T = 1:2 (dot-dashed line).Thethick lineindicatesin both cases

the noninteracting,in�nite tem perature lim it(random alloy m odel). Dotsrepresentresultsobtained from

Eq.(41).
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FIG .9: Tracer di�usion coe�cients for A particles (left) and B particles (right),as a function ofthe

concentration cA . The jum p rates are �A =�B = 0:01 and severaltem peratures are considered: T = 0:6

(dotted line),T = 0:912 (dashed line)and T = 1:2 (dot-dashed line).Thethick lineindicatesin both cases

the noninteracting,in�nite tem peraturelim it(random alloy m odel).
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FIG .10: E�ective jum p rate (left) and correlation factor (right) for A particles,as a function ofthe

concentration cA and for di�erent tem peratures: T = 0:6 (dot line),T = 0:91 (dashed line) and T = 1:2

(dot-dashed line).The jum p ratesare�A = �B = 1.

The �rstquantity providesan idea ofthe rateatwhich jum psactually occurata certain tem perature and

com position. Itisde�ned asthe productofthe vacancy availability factorVA (related to the short-range

orderparam eter�1) and the average jum p rate W A (de�ned asthe quotientofthe num ber ofperform ed

jum psto thenum berofallattem pted jum ps).TheT ! 1 lim itisgiven by V = cv � 0:04,becausein this

case�1 � 0.

O nceweobtain V W wecan estim atethecorrelation factorf applying thede�nition D t = V W f and using

D t from Fig 8.SeeRefs.[24,25,26,27]fordetailson thee�ectofcorrelationson tracerdi�usion in lattice

gasm odels.

The lim it value f = 0:487 for cA ! 0:96 is known from Ref. [29]. This correspondsto a noninteracting,

one-com ponentlatticegasin a squarelattice with concentration c= 0:96.
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cA = cB = 0:48.Theratioofjum p ratesis�A =�B = 0:01.CirclesareA particlesand squaresareB particles.

The dashed arrow m arks the criticaltem perature Tc = 0:905 (in units ofthe Ising criticaltem perature),

while the thick arrowsindicate the asym ptotic,in�nite tem peraturevaluesforboth coe�cients.

Inset(up):ArrheniusplotofD t forT � Tc.Inset(bottom ):scaling plotofjD t� D�tj� jT � Tcj
1�� with

� = 0 (speci�c heatexponentofthe Ising m odel).The dashed line hasa slopeofunity.
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T = 0:6. The jum p ratesare �A = �B = 1 (left)and �A =�B = 0:01 (right). The linescorrespond to data
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T = 0:6. The jum p ratesare �A = �B = 1. The arrowsm ark the corresponding criticalvalues ofcA for

thistem perature. Sim ulation resultsare com pared to di�erenttheoreticalapproaches,fora discussion see
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FIG .17: Logarithm ic plotofthe interdi�usion coe�cientasa function ofthe tem perature,fora concen-

tration cA = cB = 0:48.Thejum p ratesare�A = �B = 1.Thearrow m arksthein�nitetem peratureresult,

whereallthe quantitiesshowed in the plotcoincide.
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FIG .18: Logarithm ic plotofthe interdi�usion coe�cientasa function ofthe tem perature,fora concen-

tration cA = cB = 0:48.The jum p ratesare�A =�B = 0:01.


