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Interplay of order-disorder phenom ena and di usion in rigid binary alloys:
M onte C arlo sim ulations of the two-dim ensional ABV m odel
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T ransport phenom ena are studied for a binary A B) alloy on a rigid square lattice with
nearest-neighbor attraction between unlke particles, assum ing a am all concentration ¢, of
vacanciesV being present, to which A B ) particlescan jmp with rates , ( g ) in the case
w here the nearest neighbor attractive energy ap isnegligble in com parison w ith the them al
energy kg T in the system . This m odel exhibits a continuous order-disorder transition for
concentrations ;s = 1 @ @ Intherange S a ywith = 1 m
oy )=2, c,ﬁr;izt = 1+ m & )=2,m 025, the m axin um critical tem perature occurring
forc =g=x = (1 ¢ )=2,ie. m = 0. This phase transition belongs to thed = 2
Ising universality class, dem onstrated by a nite size scaling analysis. From a study of
m ean-square displacem ents of tagged particles, selfdi usion coe cients are deduced, whike
applying chem icalpotentialgradientsallow the estin ation ofO nsager coe cients. Analyzing

nally the decay wih tim e of sinusoidal concentration variations that were prepared as
initial condition, also the interdi usion coe cient is obtained as function of concentration
and tem perature. A s In the random alloy case (ie., a noninteracting ABV -m odel) no sin ple
relation between selfdi usion and interdi usion is found. Unlke this modelmean eld
theory cannot describe interdi usion, how ever, even if the necessary O nsager coe cients are

estin ated via sin ulation.

I. NTRODUCTION

U nderstanding of atom ic transport In m ulticom ponent solids hasbeen a Iongstanding challenge
E}]—E.-j]. In particular, the problem of nterdi usion In binary m etallic alloys (as well as other types
ofm ixed crystals) is very intricate: there is a delicate interplay between kinetic aspects that have
a oom plicated energetics (such as Jum p rates of the various kinds of atom s to available vacant
sites) and e ects due to non-random arrangem ent of these atom s on the lattice sites (@ problem
which needs to be considered in the fram ework of statistical therm odynam ics [14,15,116]). Even
the sin plistic lm iting case of perfectly random occupation of the sites of a rigid perfect lattice
by two atom ic species A ;B ) and a an all fraction of vacancies (V ), where one assum es constant
Jmp rates p; g of the two types of atom s to the vacant sites (ie. jump rates that do not

depend on the occupation of the sites surrounding the vacant sites), is highly nontrivial [[7]. O ne
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nds that neither the selfdi usion coe cients [} ;D g nor the interdi usion coe cient Di,¢ can
be analytically reliably predicted, given ,; g and the average concentration ¢ ;o ; nor does a
sin ple relation between D 3 ;D and D i, exist [I7].

R ecently, attention has been focused on this problem because of several fascinating develop—
m ents: (I P rogress w ith the electronic structure calculations of vacancy fom ation energies, jum p
rates etc. as well as better understanding of short range order param eters in alloys puts the
\ rstprinciples" calculation of nterdi usion and selfdi usion coe cients in ordered solid alloys
such as Al i) Lix within reach [_l-_3'] (i) Progress w ith the atom -tracking scanning tunnelling
m icroscopy cbservation of atom ic m otions in two-dim ensional surface alloys such as In atom s In
Cu (001) surfaces t_l-g] orPd atom sin Cu (001) surfaces E.-}'] has provided com pelling direct evidence
for the operation ofvacancy m ediated surface di usion. This isa nontrivial result, since com peting
m echanisn s (surface atom s leave the topm ost atom ic Jayer to becom e adatom s on top ofthis layer
E.-g], or direct exchange between neighboring surface atom s, \assisted" by the free space above
the topm ost m onolayer of atom s at the crystal surface) can not be ruled out a priori. O £ course,
this nding enforces the hypothesis that vacancy m echanign dom inates self- and interdi usion
processes in crystal lattices in thebuk [, 2,3, 4, &, &, 1, 8,91
In the present work we try to contrbute to this problem , em phasizing the statistical m echanics

approach by considering again a rigid lJattice m odelbut allow ing for interactions causing a nontrivial
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 of local correlations in the occupancy of lattice sites and the disparities in the jum p rates

a and p of the two species. Thus, our m odel is close In spirit to the work in Ref. [_1-:/.] and
em ploys a related M onte C arlo sin ulation m ethodology [19]. Unlke [I}], the present m odel does
Include a nearest-neighbor attraction between unlike neighbors, and thus nontrivial static order—
disorder phenom ena occur. As expected, we shall dem onstrate that the resulting correlations
In the occupancy of the lattice sites have a drastic e ect on the transport phenom ena, and hence
cannot be neglected when one tries to interpret realdata. W e also em phasize that these correlation
phenom ena need a treatm ent beyond m ean eld level. W e point out this fact, because som etim es a

rst principle electronic structure calculation is com bined w ith statisticalm echanics ofmean eld
type or the cluster variation m ethod E?é], and such approxin ations then clearly spoilthe desirable
rigor. W e also note that sim ilarm odels as studied here have been frequently used to study dom ain
grow th in alloys that are quenched from the high tem perature phase to a tam perature below the

order-disorder transition tem perature [_Z-Q]



In Section IT we describe our (wo-din ensional) m odel. W e restrict the present work to two-—
din ensional system s, since recently there hasbeen great interest in two-din ensionalalloys '2-14'], and
we hope that extensions of our m odelling can m ake contact w ith corresponding experin ents. In
Section ITTwe summ arize our sin ulation m ethodology, while Section IV brie y review s som e per—
tinent theoretical concepts and approxin ations we w ish to test. Section V describes our num erical

resuls, while Section V I sum m arizes our conclusions, and gives an outlook to future work.

II. THE MODEL AND ITS STATIC PROPERTIES

Having In m ind the application of our work to two-din ensional surface alloys, we assum e a
perfect square lattice of adsorption sites ¢ ig. :}') . These adsorption sites can eiher be taken by
an A-atom , a B-atom , or a vacancy. T herefore this m odel traditionally is also referred to as the
ABV model {[7, 24]. T can also be viewed as an extension of sin pk lattice gas m odels, where
di usion ofa single species A ) occurs by hopping to vacant sites, to two com ponents. Di usion in

lattice gases w ith a single species hasbeen extensively studied B, 23,24, 25,126,217, 28,24, 3d, 1311,
but di usion In a two-com ponent lattice gas so far has been thoroughly exam ined only in the
noninteracting case [_1-:/.] Here we restrict attention to a m odelw ith strictly pairw ise interactions
between nearest neighbors only, which we denote as aa; agz and gp pairs. However, In general
one can consider also energy param eters betw een pairs of Jattice sites nvolving one (av, sv ) Or
two (vv ) vacancies, but here we do not consider the ABV m odel in fiull generality, but only the
soecialcase av = pv = vv = 0,akhough from rst principles electronic structure calculations
there is evidence that nonzero av; gv; vv may occur B2]. W hil all these param eters a ect
the di usion behavior of the m odel, actually only a subset of them controls the static behavior.
W ith respect to static properties of thism odel, the weltknow n transcription to the spin 1 Blum e~
Emery-Gri thsmodelshows (seeeg. @-(_j]), that for constant concentrations only three Interaction
param eters would be needed. Note that although there are three concentration variables, ¢ ;G ;
and ¢y , due to the constraint ¢ + ¢ + oy = 1 only two of them are independent. A ctually, the
physically m ost interesting case isthe Iim it g; ! 0, sihce n them alequilbrium the concentration
of vacancies is very an all. In the noninteracting case Ll-j ], it was found that m any aspects of this
lin ting behavior g; ! 0 are already reproduced if the vacancy concentration is of the order of a
few percent only, eg. oy = 004, and in fact we shall adopt this choice in the case of the present
sin ulations. A lso for the interacting case the Imit g; ! 0 greatly simpli esm atters, sihce then,

w ith respect to static properties, we have to consider only a single energy param eter , de ned by
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If < 0,them odelin them alequilbriuim w illexhibit ordering, whilk for > 0, phase separation
occurs {4, .15, 33]. In the case of a square lattice, themodelin the linit oy ! 0 is equivalent to

the two-din ensional Ising m odel, for which som e static properties of interest are exactly known

, '.3- ,-'§-§]. In particular, forc, = o = 1=2 the critical tem perature T, is know n exactly, nam ely

3
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This is the m aximn um valie of the critical tem perature curve T, (G ) at which the orderdisorder
phase transition occurs. A cocording to the wellkknown Bragg-W illiam s m ean— eld approxin ation,
one would rather obtain kg T ¥= = 2 than the result implied by Eq. (), % T= 1:1345
B7]. Here and in the Dllowing, the maxinum valie Tc(e = 05) of the pure m odel w ithout
vacancies is sin ply denoted as T.. However, an even m ore in portant failire of themean eld
theory is the prediction that an orderdisorder transition from the disordered phase to a phase
w ith Jong—range checkerboard order occurs over the entire concentration range, with To(c ! 0) !
0; Tclca ! 1) ! O, see _B-:/.] for a m ore detailed discussion ofmean eld theory. As a m atter of
fact, long range order is only possbl for a m uch m ore restricted range of concentrations, nam ely
'B_j-] 0:375 G 0:625 (note that the pairw ise character of the interactions im plies a sym m etry
of the phase diagram around the linec, = 1=2, nthelmi g, ! 0 [__'I.-fl, :;L-g,:}-;]) .

If we work wih a sm all but nonzero concentration of vacancies g;, the maximum critical
tem perature no Ionger occurs at g = @ = 1=2, but mmtheratc = & = ¢ = (1 g )=2,
and the phase diagram is in this case sym m etric around this concentration ¢ . Apart from this
statem ent, there are no longer any exact resuls available, but it is fairly straightforward to cbtain
the phase diagram from standard M onte C arlo m ethods {_1-9] w ith an accuracy that issu cient for
our Purposes. Fjgg show s our estim ates of the phase boundary for ¢; = 0:04, In com parison w ith
previous results for o; = 0. A shasbeen well docum ented in the literature {9,133, 311, such phase
diagram s are conveniently m apped out by transform ing the m odelto a m agnetic Ising soin m odel
(representing the cases that lattice site i is taken by an A atom by soin up, B atom by soin
dow n, respectively) and considering the transition from the param agnetic to the antiferrom agnetic
phase for variousmagnetic eldsH (R H = , Bs1if aa = pps,andwih , and  being
the chem ical potentials of A and B particles, respectively). E stin ating then the m agnetization

mcH)=m H;T = T.H )) at the phase boundary, one then obtains the corresponding critical



concentrations from
My = @ me@)  @)=2 3)

Fjg.EZ show s that ora; = 004 them axinum critical tem perature occurs for T. (@ = 0:04)=T,
0:905, and for T ! 0 the phase boundary ends at the concentrations cffff 0:375; cgf,]zt 0:585.
A s it should be, the phase diagram is sym m etric around r’_frf ax= 1 &)=2= 048. The analysis
Indicates that the orderdisorder transition stays second order throughout, also in the presence of
this an all vacancy concentration. A lfthough it is clear that a vacancy concentration ofg; = 004
does have som e ckarly visbl e ects, In com parison to themodelwith ¢ ! 0, these changes do
not a ect the qualitative character of the phase behavior, but cause only m norm odi cations of
quantitative details. For obtaining accurate results on the dynam ic behavior of the m odel w ith
a m odest am ount of com puting tin ¢, working with su ciently m any vacancies on the lattice is
m andatory. Note that for the di usion studies we use a lattice of linear dim ensions L = 1024,
while the static phase diagram was extracted from a standard nite size scaling analysis :_[]-;9], see
Fjgs.:ij’, :fl for an exam ple, using sizes 24 L 192. Periodic boundary conditions are applied
throughout. T he static quantities that were analyzed In order to obtain the phase boundary are
the antiferrom agnetic order param eter (We refer here to the transform ation of the m odelto the
Ising spin representation again)
X X
=hjij; =1L°2 (1 sy, @)
k=1 =1
where k; * labelthe lattice sitesin x andy direction, respectively. Sim ilarly, the m agnetization
m is given by averaging all the spins w ithout a phase factor
Xt b
m=mWMi M =12 Sk, i ©)
k=1'=1

and the susceptibility and staggered susceptbility ~ are cbtained from the standard uctuation

relations

=L@ %1 W™ H=ksT ; 6)

~=1°0 % hj f)=ksT : (7)

Note that In a nite system in the absence of sym etry-breaking elds one needs to work w ith the

average of the absolute value hj ji rather than h i in order to have a m eaningfiil order param eter

e



A further quantiy useful for nding the location of the transition is the fourth order cum ulant

of the order param eter [3)-5]
U, =1 h%=ph?*i); ®)

since the critical tem perature can be found from the intersection of the cum ulants plotted ver-
sus tem perature for di erent lattice sizes. For the two-din ensional Isihg universality class, this
Intersection should occur for a value U 0:6107 :j:%_b].

Fi. :3 show s that this expectation is only rather roughly il Iled. To som e extent thism ay
be attributed to statistical errors, but In addiion probably for g; & 0 there are som ew hat larger
corrections to  nite size scaling than for the \pure" m odel (ie., the m odelw ithout vacancies). W e
have hence estin ated To(@y = 0:04) altematively from a plot of the tem peratures T, (L), where
the maxinum of ~(T;L) for nie L occurs, versus the nite size scaling variable = =11
(ramember = 1 in the two-din ensional Ising m odel [3:6]), see Fjg.:_zla. The quality of the nite
size scaling \data collapse" of the order param eter ( g.:}lb) givesus con dence in the reliability of
our procedures.

W e em phasize that the present paperconcemsonly the choice ofthe symm etriccase, aa = gs -
W hile any asymm etry between A and B, kadingto aa § pp,haslittlee ecton static properties
for an all g; , the distrbbution of the vacancies and their dynam ics m ay get strongly a ected by
such an asymm etry £, 221.

Finally, wem ention a static quantity that plays a role in discussing the selfdi usion coe cient

of particles .n lattice gasm odels, the so-called \vacancy availabiliy factor" [, 24, 30
V=oag (1 1) ©)

Here ; isthe standard C ow ley-W arren short range order param eter [l-fl, :_f;i, -'}-_6, -'_3-_] for the nearest
neighbor shell of a particke: 1 = 0 if there is a random occupation of the lattice sites by any
particlkes and vacancies (note that here we are not concemed w ith short range order describing the
non-random occupation of A versus B particles on the lattice. Due to the symmetry aa = gB,
there is also no need to consider separate vacancy avaikbility factors for A and B particlks).
Actually, we expect that n thelmit g, ! Oalso ;! 0,and thenV = g; . Hence a calculation

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

reproduce the desired Im it g; ! O.



IIT. SIMULATION METHODOLOGY TO STUDY TRANSPORT PHENOM ENA

The M onte C arlo sim ulations consist of an initial part, necessary to equilbrate the system for
the desired conditions, and a nalpart, w here the transport coe cients of interest are \m easured"
In the smubtion. W hile in the case of the complktely random ABV alby studied in [_1-:2] the
generation ofan initial con guration is straightforward, this is not so here, because depending on
w here the chosen state point (T ;c ) is In thephase diagram , F jg.:?, w e have long range order ornot.
Ifthe systam in equilbrium is in a state where Iong range order occurs, it is In portant to prepare
the system in a m onodom ain sam ple: otherw ise the presence of antiphase dom ain boundaries i_3-3]
m ight spoil the results. In particular, at very low tem perature interdi usion could be strongly
enhanced near such boundaries, In com parison w ith thebuk. A though such e ects are Interesting
In their own right, they need separate study from bulk behavior, and are out of consideration here.

A ctually thebestway to prepare the equilbrated initialcon gurations, in casesw here long range
order ispresent, isthe use ofthe \m agnetic" representation ofthem odelas an Ising antiferrom agnet
Ina eldH (ramenberthatH physically corresoondsto the chem icalpotentialdi erencebetween A
and B particles [_3-_3]) . Recording them agnetization m (T ;H ) as function ofthe eld, one can choose
the eld such that states w ith the desired value ofm and hence g = (1 & m )=2 resulk. The
Initial soin con guration is that of a perfect antiferrom agnetic structure, from which a fraction ¢
of sites chosen at random is rem oved. The M onte C arlo algorithm that was used is the standard
single spIn i M etropolis algorithm :_[1_9], m ixed with random exchanges of the vacancies w ith
random ly chosen neighbors. Note that during this equilbration part the concentration ¢y is not
strictly constant, but slightly uctuating: this Jack of conservation of g is desirable, how ever, since
\hydrodynam ic slow ng down" {_1-9] of Iong wavelength concentration uctuationswould otherw ise
ham per the equilbration of concentration correlations at long distances.

In the nalstage oftheM onte Carlo runs, of course, the spin I M onte C arlo m oves are shut
o , since for the analysis ofthe di usion constants the concentrationsg;z = 1 & G need to
be strictly conserved. M ost straightforward is the estin ation of the selfdi usion coe cients (@lso
called \ tracer di usion coe cients") Dy of tagged A and B particks, since there one sin ply can

apply the E instein relation
Ir?i= 2dD.t; t! 1; r==xn@0 =0); (10)

d being the din ensionality of the lattice (d = 2 here), and =; (t) being the position of the i-

th particke at tine t. Fig. ES iluistrates the application of this m ethod for a typical exam pl,



In thecase po=3 = 001, tamperture T = 12 (I unis of T, Eq. :_2), and concentrations
c = 040;x = 056, respectively. W hile the plot of hr?i vs. t, ora totaltine of t = 104 M CS,
look at rst sight aln ost linear CFjg.ES, kft part), a closer ook reveals a slight but system atic
decrease of the slope of the hr?i vs. t curve wih increasing tine. A sin ilar observation was
already reported by Kehr et al. ij], who attributed this decrease of slope to the presence of a
logarithm ic correction.

Speci cally, it was shown that In d = 2 the estin ate Degt ( t) of the tracer di usion constants

depend on the tin e nterval t of estin ation as
Dest( D=A+B Ih( b= t+ C= t; 11)

where A ;B ;C are phenom enological constants. T herefore we have analyzed D o<t ( t) as a function
of tin the present case CE‘jg.-'_S, right part). W e found rather generally that there is a signi cant
dependence of D st ( £) on tor t 210, whike for t 5:10¢ the dependence on t can
safely be neglected. A rem arkable feature of the results also is that the faster B particles exhbit
(in theexam ple shown In F J'g.fi) adi usion constant that isonly about a factor ofthree Jarger than
the slower A particles, while the jum p rate is a factor of 100 larger. This fact already indicates
that there is no straightforw ard relation between the tracer di usion constants and the jum p rates.
In the description of collective di usion, theOnsagercoe cients aa, as, sa and pp ply
a central role, since they appear as coe cients In the lnear relations between particlke currents
7k and the corresponding driving forces, the gradients of the potential di erences between A

(or B) particles and vacancies V , regoectively [;L-j]:

o= (an=ksT)r ( a v) (as=ks T)r ( s v )i 12)

= (sa=ksT)r (a v) (ss=ksT)r (s v): 13)
N ote that due to the sym m etry relation
BA = AB (14)

only three of these four O nsager coe cients are thought to be independent. There is no sinpl
relation between thetwo ump rates »; g (and tem perature T and the concentrationsc, ;) and
these three Onsager coe cients aa; as; BB, Ofoourse. Hence it is a task of the sim ulation to
estin ate these O nsager coe cients, and i iswellknown EL-_7.,:_2-_3] that this can be done by applying

a force to the particlkes, which acts in the sam e way as a chem ical potential gradient. D ue to the



periodic boundary conditions, particles that leave the box at one side w ill reenter at the opposite
one, and hence a cheam ical potential gradient causes a steady state ux of particles through the

sin ulation box in the direction of this driving force. C are is needed In two respects:

O ne m ust average long enough to m ake sure that slow transients after the im position of the

force have died out and steady-state conditions are actually reached.

O nemustm ake sure that the applied force is an allenough so one works In the region where
the response of the system to this force is strictly linear, as w ritten in Egs. {{24), {I3), and

nonlinear corrections can be com pletely neglected.

This m ethod of estin ating O nsager coe cients was pioneered by M urch and T hom i_Z-S.] for
one-com ponent lattice gases and extended to random alloy m odels In E.-j., -'_4-9] W e refer the reader
to these papers for a m ore detailed Justi cation and discussion of this m ethod. Follow ing :_[1_7] we
In plem ent this foroe on species of particles ( = A orB) by taking the jum p rates in the x

direction as
—p =p! ; b> 1 15)
X 14 4

whil the jimp rate in the vy directions remains . Ifwe would have a singlk particke (sp.)

only, them ean velocity in the+x  direction would be *" = © b!),which should correspond
tovi¥ = ( =k T)Fx,Fyx behgthe force .n x  direction, in the regim e of linear response. Hence
one concludes that from the velocity of species one can deduce the O nsager coe cient ifa

force Fy s exerted on species via
vi) =SSP = ( c) 1 . (106)

T he application ofthism ethod is illustrated in F Jgia T here them ean disgplacam ent lki of A  and
B  particlks is ollowed over 2:5 16 M onte C arlo steps M CS) per site, and a very good linearity
ofhxi vs. t is cbserved (left part). In order to chedk for nonlinear e ects, the bias param eter b is
varied In therange 1:05 Db 135, and the resultsare extrapolated tob ! 1. (right part ofF jg';:6) .
C onsistent w ith previous work on the random ABV model [[7], nonlneare ects are rather weak,
and in thisway we are able to estin ate O nsager coe cients w ith a relative error of a few percent.
Stilla di erent approach was followed to estim ate the interdi usion constant D+. W e prepare
a system In them al equilbrium in the presence of a wavevectordependent chem ical potential

di erence x) de ned as
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A being an am plitude that needs to be chosen such that the resulting concentration variation is
still in the regin e w here linear response holds, and is the wavelength of the m odulation Which
is chosen such that the linear din ension L of the Jattice is an Integermultiple of ). Note that in
the Ising spin representation (x) sin ply transhtes n a wavelength-dependent m agnetic eld, of
course. The system then is equilbrated in the presence of this perturbation for a Jarge num ber of
M onte Carb steps (of the order of 10° M CS). T his causes a corresponding periodic concentration
variation, see Fjg.:j, Eft part. T he sinusoidal shape of this initial concentration variation provides
a con m ation that the linear response description is applicable otherw ise the presence of higher
hamm onics in the concentration variation would indicate the presence of nonlinear e ects. Then
a \clock" is set to tine t = 0 and the perturbation (%) Isput to zero fortinest> 0. Asa
consequence, the concentration variation decays to zero asthe tine t ! 1 . It tums out that
this decay w ih tim e can be described by a superposition of two sin ple exponential decays, one
goveming the decay of the concentration di erence cX) = g X) @ ) ofthe particlks, the other
corresponding to the decay of the total density. A s discussed in detail for the random ABV m odel
f;f_.], the concentration variation can be descrbed thereforeas k= 2 = ,and D, > D arctwo

di usion constants)

a@=¢ exp( DiKD+ ¢ exp( D kKD ; (18)

@ (=6 exp( Dik*t)+ & exp( D k%t ; (19)

where c;: HeN ;Cg 7¢; are am plitude prefactors, which one can estin ate from the treatm ent that w ill
be outlined in the Hllow ing section. Hereweonlymention that €, + ¢, = a 0); &+ & = & ),
and in the Im it g; ! Owehaveé; ;ég / o ! O,whﬂe% ;éB stay nie (oftheorderofA). In this
Iim it the two di usion constants D; ;D are of very di erent order ofm agniude, sinceD / o,
while D ; stays of order unity {_II.-:Z] T hus density variations have a very an all am plitude (of order
a7 ) and decay fast, whilke concentration variations decay m uch slower. T his consideration ladsus
to dentify D as the interdi usion constant Di,+ In this Im it. For nite nonzero ¢ , however,
In principle both density and concentration variations are coupled, and both di usion constants
D, ;D contrbute to the Interdi usion of A and B particles :ji_’J].

T he right part of Fjg.fj Mustrates that even for g; as large as ¢; = 0:04 there is already
a reasonable segparation between density and concentration uctuations: both g () and g ()
reach their asym ptotic decay W here only the sam e factorexp ( D k?t) m atters, as is evident from
the fact that there are two paralkl straight lines on the sam ilog plot) already at a timet 2000,

long before the concentration variations have decayed to zero.
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Iv. THEORETICAL PREDICTIONS

A basic Ingredient of all analytical theordies are the conservation law s for the num bers of A and

B particles, which lead to continuity equations for the local concentrations ¢y (®;t); @¢;1)

Gc @1 A,
7@{_‘ +r hhEd=0; 0)
G (=51 oA
7@1_’ +r % Et)=0; @1

N ote that these equations hold rigorously, ifa local concentration eld c (#;t) £ = A ;B g can be
de ned, unlike the socalled constitutive relations, Egs. :_(1_2),-_(1_:3), which are only approxin ately
true: these equations only are supposed to hold In the case that the gradientsr ( a v)ir (s

v ) are su ciently an all, otherw ise the relation between currents and gradients is non linear. In
addition, a second requiram ent is that statistical uctuations can be neglected; otherw ise a random
force term needs to be added on the right hand side of Egs. @2),@3) I_-]_:]. W e also note that In
our m odel (unlke real alloys, where vacancies can be created by hopping of atom s from Jlattice
sites to Interstitial sites, and where vacancies can be destroyed by hopping of Interstitial atom s to

a neighboring vacant site of the lattice fI, 4, 3]) also vacancies are conserved, and hence

Qoy (=0
Qt

+r Y @t = 0: (22)
H owever, asdiscussed In @"_}]tl'lere isnoneed to nclide g; (¢;t) and Yy (¢;t) asadditionaldynam ical
variables In the problem : the condition that every lattice site is either occupied by an A -atom,
B-atom orvacant (V) translates into the constraint ¢ ;%) + s @;t) + oy @;t) = 1. Sin ilarly, one
ndsthaty}, = T + %) L7
Tn order to be ablk to relate the chem ical potentials in Egs. (12),{13) to the concentration
variables, we use the them odynam ic relation

F
- = i @3)
eN TN )

N being the num ber of particles of species , and F being the total free energy ofthe system . W e
decom pose F Into the Intemal energy U and the entropic contribution TS, with S being sinply

the entropy ofm ixing
S = ]"BE\]A]IINA+NB]1'INB+NV:|I]NV N]nN]; (24)

whereN = N + Ny + Ny then is the total num ber of sites on the lattice, and ¢ = N =N then

is the concentration of species . W hik Eq. ﬂ_Z-ff) is exact in the non-interacting ABV m odel, it
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stillholds in the disordered phase of the Interacting m odel in the fram ew ork of the Bragg-W illiam s
mean eld approxim ation. In the disordered phase, no sublattices need to be Introduced, and then

the concentration variables on average are the sam e for all lattice sites. Then U can be w ritten as

1
U=ENZ(AAé+2ABCAOB+ BBcé); (25)

w here z is the coordination num ber of the lattice, and consistent w ith the sin ulated m odel (Sec.II)
a nearest neighbor interaction is assum ed. N ote that the basic approxin ation of Eq. (_2-5) is the
neglect of any correlation In the occupancy of neighboring lattice sites.

W ith som e algebra [[1]one can reduceEgs. {2), {€3), €d)-¢5) to a set oftwo coupled di usion

equations
— = D r‘c ; (26)

w here the elem ents D ofthe di usion m atrix are given by

Daa = AA(C%‘I' q;i+iBA"_Z;)+ AB(q;i+iBA;); @27)
Dap = AA(§+%)+ AB<O.%+OVi+ZkBL?); ©28)
Dpa = AB(§+§+?{:§) BB(C%+1BA‘T3); 29)
Dep = as (OVi i:?” BB(O'%+ Ovi+iBB§>: (30)

NotethatD ag $ Dpa . Introducing Fourier transform s and diagonalizing the di usion m atrix the
solution indeed can be cast into the orm ofEgs. (18),{d). A s has already been m entioned in this
context, forg; ! 0 thetwo eigenvaliesD 4 ;D ofthedi usion m atrix adopt very di erent orders

ofm agnimde {71

D, (aa*+ 2 ag+ BB)=GO/; (31)
AA BB ZiB 1 1 2z
D (—+ — ): (32)
ant 2 agt+ BB G G kg T
Since In this Ilm it the / o, the coe cient D, reachesa nie lmit org ! 0, whik

D / o .Wealo recognize that D can be decom posed into a product of two factors: a \kinetic

factor" i, com posed by a com bination of O nsager coe cients, and a \them odynam ic factor",
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which isnothingbut an e ective inverse \susceptibiliy" ! descrdbing concentration uctuations,

nom alized per lattice site,
1=CA1+CB:L 2z kT= @ @)l* 2z =T (33)

In the last step, weused the factthat s = 1 @ forg; ! 0.Wecall a \susoeptibility" because
In the translhation to the Isihg soin representation sin ply becom es proportional to the derivative
ofthe \m agnetization" w ith regpect to the eld.Notethat for > 0 (ie., am xturew ith unm ixing
tendency) Eq. 6_3-3) exhibits a vanishing of ! and hence ofthe interdi usion constant D at the

mean eld spinodalcurve, de ned by
kg Tsa)= =2a 1 a)z: (34)

Themean eld spinodal touches the coexistence curve of such a phase-separating m ixture at its
maxinum in the critical tem perature, ie. kg TY = = z=2= 2, for a square lattice. A ctually, the
symm etry ofthe Ising Ham iltonian in zero eld in plies that the m axin um critical tem perature of

the Ising antiferrom agnet, which occurs at zero eld aswell, then is also given by

kp Tomax=] 3= z=2=2; <0 (35)

C om paring this estin ate to the exact resul, Eq.( ;_2), we notice that themean eld approxin ation
actually overestin ates the m axin um critical tem perature of the ordering alloy by alm ost a factor
oftwo, as iswell known. Note that this error increases for ¢ 6 1=2 [31]. So Eq. (2) cannot be
assum ed to be quantitatively reliable. N ote that for ordering allbys where < 0) the interdi usion
constants gets enhanced (rather than reduced, as it happens for alloys w ith unm ixing tendency) as
an e ect of the interactions. Beside that, Eq. -'_(3_2) does not predict any singularity ofD as one
approaches the orderdisorder phase boundary T (¢ ) from the disordered side.

D iscussing now the kinetic factor i,+, we recall the popular approxin ation to neglect the

o -diagonalOnsager coe cient In com parison to the diagonal ones. T his keads to
Ly 2 (36)

W ih this approxin ation, Eq. 62) reduces to the welkknown \slow m ode theory " of interdi usion,
which has been much debated in the case of uid polym erm ixtures :_[421{[21_17]. A mean el type
approxin ation for selfdi usion |[1i7,42,43,4#4,45] then relates the Onsager coe cients aa; ss

and tracer di usion coe cientsDE;D P,

AA=D?Q&; BB=DEOB (37)
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and thusthe \slow m ode" theory predicts the ©llow ing relation between tracerdi usion coe cients

and the Interdi usion constant (rememberg =1 @ forg, ! 0)
DT =f0Ota) "+ D@ a)l'ogflm @ a)l' 2z =kTgq: (38)

A rather di erent resul, the so-called \fast m ode" theory -'_[Zgb,:_&_b], can be cbtained by several
distinct argum ents. W em ention only one ofthese argum entshere, w hich starts from the assum ption

f_4-§] that everyw here the vacancy concentration g; (¢;t) is in them al equilbrium , ie.
r = 0: (39)

O f course, In our m odel Eq. ('_3-_9) cannot be justi ed, in view of the constraints ¢ ®;t) = 1

Ca (#;%) @ (=0, % = Tt + ) and Egs. ('_2-2)—@-{]:) there is no freedom to m ake additional
assum ptionson y atall, r v @;t) already is determ ined from these other equations. H owever,
them otivation orEq. (39) is that for real system s there is no strict conservation for the number of
vacancies: in real (three-din ensional) alloys, vacancies can be created and destroyed by form ation
or annihilation of interstitial atom s, or by interaction with other lattice im perfections such as
dislocations, grain boundaries, etc. For tw o-din ensionalsurface alloys [_2-1}], vacancies can be created
and destroyed if an atom from the considered surface m onolayer becom es an adatom on top of
this m onolayer, or an adatom executing surface di usion i[L8,131] becom es incorporated into the
m onolayer via a jum p to a vacant site inside the m onolayer. In view ofthese physicalm echanisn s
which are forbidden in ourm odel, Eq. C§-§) m ay represent a physically interesting 1im iting case. A

prior, it is not clkar for a particular system , whether for the tim e scales of interest it is closer to
a situation where vacancies are in equilbium €q. $9)) or conserved Eq. €2)). O ur num erical
studies are concemed w ith the lJatter case exclusively. N evertheless it is of interest to m ention that
Eq. $9) yedsalo a structureD =  4,¢ © butwih = D2+ DP and henceone nds

instead of Eq. §) {17
DEMio [0 @D+ DB @)l 2z %Tg: @0)

W hile orD D? (a case expected if » 5, as used In our simulation) one expects from
Eqg. @Q) that the faster di using B species dom nates interdi usion, the opposite is true according
to Eq. {3§): therefore the names \fast mode" and \slow mode" theory have been chosen. Th
both equations (and in Eq. ('_3_2), where the o -diagonalO nsager coe cient is not neglected, unlike
In both these theories) the themm odynam ic factor is treated by a sin ple Bragg¥W illiam s m ean
eld approxin ation, however, which isno problem for the random alloy ABV problem treated in

Ref. Efj], but clearly w ill introduce additional shortcom ings in the present case.
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Asa naldisclain er of this section we em phasize that Egs. i(20)(4D) were m eant to provide a
brief review of \chem icaldi usion" (or \collective di usion") in the context of the present lattice
gas m odel only, and hence m any interesting and im portant facets of this topic have not been
m entioned at all and we direct the interested reader to the rich literature on this subct I, 2, 4,

:4’ ESI ial E—,ll Egl :_g/ :fl-g, :_4-_9].

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

A . Tracer di usion

W e start w ith a discussion of the tracer di usion coe cients CFjgs.-'_B,EQ) . The simplest case
referstoequal jimp rates o = g = 1 ofboth types ofparticlesA and B CFjg.i_i’). In thein nite
tem perature 1im it then there is no longer any physicaldi erence between A and B particlks, they
sinply di er only by their labels: then Df = D P, and becom e independent of concentration G
(thick horizontal straight lne in Fig. -'?.) . Note that Pr g = 0:96 there are no B particles sihce
as = 0:04 and then D £ becom es independent oftem perature, sin ilarly asD £ becom es independent
of tem perature for g = 0. O fcourse, the curves for D tB are sim ply the m irror in ages of those for
Df:* around the symm etry line r;ﬁax = (1 @)=2= 048 ofthe static phase diagram , F 4. .'_Zb,
since an interchange of A and B meansthat ¢y getsreplaced by 1 & @ -

Tt is seen that the onset of ordering depresses selfdi usion very strongly, while short range
order (@s it occurs for T = 12) hasaminore ect only. For T = 0:6, however,the ordering near
ey = 0:48 is ratherperfect and theredeep m inin a of D £ ;D £ occur, the tracerdi usion coe cients
decrease by about two orders of m agnitude. O f course, since D £ ;D £ are not symm etric around

rjrfax = rjflax = (@1 & )=2 = 0:48, due to the choice of a kinetic M onte C arlo algorithm
which lacks the symm etry between the m otion of an A particlke, m ediated by a vacancy, In a B
environm ent and In an A environm ent at nite tem peratures, the m nin um ofD? does not occur
precisely at qrjrfax, as is seen from FJg-§ (eft part). In our algorithm , an A particle jimpsto a
vacant site wih a jump rate a exp ( njag Fkg T) when the di erence between the num ber of
AB bonds Involving an energy ap each between the nitialand nalstate is n > 0, and wih
a jymp rate p else. It is easy to be convinced that this algorithm satis es detailed balance w ith
the canonic equilbrium distrbution, as i should be I9]. mthe lImt q ! 1 @, we always
have n = 0, so there is no tem perature dependence. In the Iimit ¢ ! 0, however, every A

atom not having a vacancy as nearest neighbors w ill have four B neighbors on the square lattice,
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whil an A atom wih a vacancy neighbor has only three B neighbors. A s a resul, the jump of
an A atom that has a B neighbor, to a vacant site nvolves \breaking" an AB bond, and hence
this rate is suppressed by a factorexp ( jas Fkg T). Thise ect is regponsbl for the tam perature
dependence of D forag, ! 0.

Kehr et al. [_l-j] presented argum ents to relate the tracer di usion coe cients to O nsager

coe cients which take a sin ple form in the case of identical jymp rates p; g, nhamely
A _ _ _ B _ _ —
Dy = an=CG Ba=CG; Dy = =% AB =Ca (41)

U sing our estin ates for the Onsager coe cientsat T = 06 (see below) in Eq. (_4-14'), one sees that
the trend of the concentration dependence ofD ff is reproduced rather well. H owever, one should
note that the derivation ofEq. {1) is rigorous only forthe specialcase ap=kg T = 0, because only
then the distinction between A and B particles form ing the environm ent of a tagged A particle
can be neglected.

When 6 3 theselfdi usion coe cintsDf and Df lack any symm etric relation of their
concentration dependence already In the random alloy lim it {_l-:z], and for ap=kg T < 0 we are not
aw are of any theoretical treatm ent to which our sinultion results Eig. EBI) could be com pared.
Interestingly, for not too low tem peratures (such as T = 0912, T = 12) the concentration de-
pendence oszé (the slower di using species, shce o= g = 0:01 has been chosen in Fig. :9) is
rather weak throughout, whik for D E we have a strong decrease when ¢ Increases up to about

rjrfax = 048. Forc > cir;fax again a very weak concentration dependence resuls. For T = 0:6

rit

again pronounced m Inin a near ¢ ;- .

are seen. Now, ﬁJrDtB we have a strong decrease when ¢

rit

ncreases up to about r;ﬁax, while Pra > ¢,

again a very weak concentration dependence
results.

M oreover, when forc, = rj‘f x he order ofthe AB checkerboard structure is perfect (@part
from a four per cent of vacant sites in the systam ), a juym p ofan atom to a vacant site occursw ith
rates p expB ap=kg T) or p exp @ ap =kp T ), respectively, whilk the backward Jum p occurs at
rates a; » -Asaresult, a high probability for backward jum ps is expected, and this isbome out
by a study of the correlation factor £ for selfdi usion CFJ'g.:_i_b, right part). Follow ing standard

,E,é{l]we decom pose tracer di usion coe cientsD: as
De=VW £; 42)

where V is the vacancy availability factor already de ned in Eq. :_(9), and W is the average jum p

rate for the considered particle species. W is easily estin ated In the simulation from the ratio
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of the num ber of perform ed jum ps to the number of all attem pted Jum ps. The product VAW »
is plotted in Fig. :_1'@ (left part) versus ¢y at various tem peratures. For ag=kg T ! 0 we smply
expect a horizontal straight line, VaW p = 004, sncethen Wy = 1,Va = & (1= 0). There
is no ndependent way to determm ine £, however. T herefore Eq. {_4-_2) is taken asa de nition of £,
to be derived from D, while the tracer di usion constants are estin ated from the m ean square
displacem ents of the tagged particks, as explained in Sec. IIf of this paper. For ¢z ! 0:96,
when no B particlks are present, the tem perature dependence drops out and £ reduces to the
valie £ = 0487 known from studies of a one-com ponent non-interacting lattice gas on a square
lattice w ith concentration ¢ = 0:96 P9]. Note that ourdata rD¢, V, W and £ at the higher
tem peratures W here no order-disorder transition occurs) resem ble analogous results of M urch _ﬁ-ﬁ]
for a sin ple cubic alloy.

Asa nalcomment about selfdi usion, we consider the tem perature dependence of[@ and
D P for the critical concentration cgrjt = cgrjt = 048 CE‘jg.-'_l-!:) . O ne sees that at high tem peratures
(T 2T.) the tem perature dependence is very weak, and the tracer di usion coe cients settle
down at their in nite tem perature asym ptotes. A pproaching the critical point one sees a m ore
rapid decrease of both D£ and D £, with a maxinum slbpe presum ably right at T, whilke for T
below T. a crossover to the expected them ally activated behavior at low tem peratures occurs. In
fact, one expects that Dy D, / (T TC)l i'__Z-S], where D . is the value of the tracer di usion
coe cient at the critical point, and  is the speci c heat exponent of the m odel. H owever, for the
two-din ensional Ismngmodel = 0 {34, 35, 36], ie. the speci c heat has a logarithm ic singularity
only. The insert of F ng;L-lj shows a Jogdog plot of D+ D, versus (T T.)=T., and one sees that
the data are com patlble with a power Jaw w ith slope of uniyy; presum ably the accuracy of our

sin ulations does not su e to dentify the presence of a logarithm ic singularity in our data.

B . Onsager coe cients

Asa zrst issue of this subsection, we tum to the concentration dependence of the O nsager
coe cients CFjgs.-'_l-_Z,-'_l-S). For a = p allOnsager coe cients are symm etric around ¢ = G =
1 g)=2,asitmustbe whikfor , § » they arenot. W e have also included an approxin ate

relation suggested by K ehret al f_l-:/.] between O nsager coe cients and tracerdi usion coe cients,
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nam ely
2 3

2 +l f(c)Dc:Dt 7

=cD = H 43
¢ £ (© thS @)

where c= g + @&, £ () being the correlation factor for tagged-particle di usion in a lattice gas
w ih summ ary concentration c. It is seen that this relation acoounts for the general trend of the
diagonalO nsager coe cients rather well, although for the o -diagonalO nsager coe cient it seem s
to work only qualitatively F ig. -_1-3) . In the regin e of the ordered phase the diagonal O nsager
coe cients (note the logarithm ic ordinate scale) are distinctly smallerthan forcgy, ! Oorag ! 0,
respectively, when , = .

An interesting aspect ofthe o -diagonalOnsager coe cient ag = pa CE‘jg.-'_l-g) is that it is
essentially zero forca ! 0if , = 5 whilk for = g = 0:01 it is essentially negative In this
lin . A negative O nsager coe cient m eans that the currents of A and B particles are ordented
In the opposite direction. A further change of sign of this o -diagonal coe cient is found near
the phase boundary of the orderdisorder transition; but nearcg = g = (1 ¢ )=2 the O nsager
coe cient seam s to be positive again, although its absolute valie seam s to be very an all. W e do
not have any clear physical interpretation for this surprising behavior. N ote also, that Eq. Cfl-g) can
never yield a negative O nsager coe cient, since 0 f (© 1 by de nition, and hence all tem s in
Eq.43 are non-negative.

Fnally Fi. -_121 show s the tem perature dependence of the O nsager coe cients for the concen—
tration s = ¢ = (1 ¢ )=2 where the critical tem perature T, of the orderdisorder transition is
maxin al. Note that or = g = 001 them agniude ofthe o -diagonalOnsager coe cient ap
is com parable to the an aller ( aa ) of the diagonal ones, both at very high and at very low tem -
peratures. This ndingocon m sthe conclusion ofK ehret aL:_-[jﬂ], that in generalthe o -diagonal
Onsager coe cientm ust not be neglected. W e also note that the general trend of the tem perature
dependence of the O nsager coe cients is very sin ilar to the behavior of the selfdi usion coe -
cient, see Fig. i@ Both quantities re ect the strong decrease of m obility of the particles at low

tem peratures.

C. Interdi wusion

Fig ii_? presents a plot of the interdi usion constant Di,+ vs. concentration for the case of

equal jmp rates (o = 5 = = 1) at T = 0% and com pares the resuls to various analytical
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approxin ations: D Eqg. {_3-_2)), the \slow m ode" expression D {71 ° Eq. {_3-3)), the \fast m ode"
expression D an:; " ®q. @), and a very sinpl result justi ed by Kehr et al. i[1¥] for the non—

Interacting random alloy m odel,
DI¥= 1 of@E : (44)

W hile this Jast expression overestin ates the num erical results, all other expressions underestin ate
them signi cantly. It is seen that in this case there isnot much di erence between the slow m ode
and fastm ode theory, butboth areo from thedata. In thiscase using the fullexpression Eqg. -'_(-_2))
presents no in provem ent, unlke the non-interacting case. O focourse, at nite tem peraturein d= 2
themean eld theory inplicit .n Eq. ((32) is not expected to be accurate at all.

Tt now is no surprise any longer that in the asymm etric case a= g = 0:01 the various ap—
proxin ate expressions are not reliable either Fig. -'J.-_G) In particular, for concentrations near
=g =1 g)=2= 048 apronounced m nimum is predicted, whilk the actual sin ulation re-
sults reveala rather shallow m Inim um only. A gain the conclusion is that there isno reliable sin plke
relation between selfdi usion and interdi usion coe cients, and the tem perature dependence of
D ihe at ca = o = 048 at higher tem peratures CE‘jgs.:_l-j;r_l-g) con m s this conclusion. Again, for

A= B = = 1Eq.[44) is closest to the data, whik Eq. [32) isworst. ForT ! 1 , however,
mthislmit org = g = (@A g)=2 and a = 3 = 1 all expressions coincide (@t a value
highlighted by an arrow in Fig. -r_l-j), and the num erical data have been found in good agreem ent
w ith this prediction [[7]. Thus i is clar that ncluding interactions am ong the particles destroys

the applicability of the sin ple theordes.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, the study ofm obility of particles, interdi usion and tracer di usion coe cients
of a Jattice m odel for a binary alloy, that was presented in Ref. tfj] for the sin ple non-interacting
Iim i only, hasbeen extended to the case where an attractive nearest-neighbor nteraction between
unlike particles kads to an order-disorder transition on the considered square lattice. W hile m ost
theoretical considerations of the previous w ork i_l-j] can be sin ply extended to the present case, the
m ean— eld character of the approxim ations that are involved clearly em erges as a severe lim itation
ofthe usefilness of all these approaches. O n the other hand the M onte C arlo techniques described
In Ref. t_l-j], suitable for the direct estin ation of all O nsager coe cients and the interdi usion

constant D i+ as function ofthe ratio of mp rates p= p, temperature T and concentration c ,
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are rather straightforward to apply. Exploring this rather large param eter space num erically is
however som ew hat tedious, and an understanding of di usion phenom ena w ithin the fram ew ork
of Jattice m odels for interacting particles by sin ple analytical expressions clearly would be desir-
able. However, the approxin ate expressions discussed in the present paper clkarly do not give
qualitatively accurate resuls.

O f course, the present study isa rst step only: in order to m ake closer contact w ith possible
experin ents In surface layers ofm etallic alloys, i would be Interesting to consider other lattice sym —
m etries (triangular and centered rectangular lattice rather than square lattices), further neighbors
interactions, etc..

A very in portant extension would also be the inclusion ofasymmetrice ects (aa & ) and
nonzero energy param eters nvolving vacancies (av; svs vv ). Thuse ects could be described
that vacancies occupy preferentially sites at interfaces P2] or in one of the sublattices R0]. Such
e ects are expected to m odify the di usion behavior signi cantly.

W e thus hope the present study w ill stin ulate the developm ent of m ore accurate theoretical
descriptions of di usion phenom ena in alloys that undergo order-disorder transitions. A 1so corre—
soonding experin ents studying a w ide range of tem perature and com position, would be desirable.
Then it m ight be worthw hile to com bine the present kinetic M onte C arlo m ethodology w ith \ab
nitio" calculation of jum p rates, ordering energies , etc.
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FIG.1l: Scheamatic view ofthe (100) surface of a substrate (shown as large open circles), whose periodic
potential provides a square lattice of prefered adsorption sites which here are assum ed in the center of the
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. T he energies of the nearest-neighbor interactions
between di erent kind of atom s (ndicated by thick lines) are labeled by aa, sp and ap respectively.
The sin ple choice a3 JAA = BB 0 is taken througout. Thism eansthat A atom spreferB  atom s
as nearest neighbors, but i does not m atter whether its nearest neighbors are also A atom s or vacancies,
regpectively. The jum p rates for A V and B V exchanges are labeled by » and p , respectively. For
sim plicity, the B atom s are considered as the faster particles (g 1),and 5 < 3.
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FIG.2: (a) Phase boundary for the orderdisorder transition of the ABV modelwih g

004. The
phase boundary of the pure Ising antiferrom agnet t_B-]'] (equivalent to the case o

com parison, as a dashed line.

0) is also included for
) Criticalcurve T vs. ca, where g = 1 & @ . The critical curve
of the pure Ising antiferrom agnet [_§]'] is also included for com parison, as a dashed line. Tem perature T is

alwaysm easured In units of the m axim al critical tem perature T, of the pure m odel (no vacancies, gy = 0
and g = G 0:5), cf. text.
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FIG . 3: Dependence of the staggered susoceptibility ~ @) and the fourth order cum ulant Uy (o) on the
tem perature, along the critical Iine H = 0 corresponding to the critical concentration ¢ = 048. Several
system sizes are considered, as Indicated. Here T, denotes the m axin al critical tem perature of the m odel

w ithout vacancies H = 0 then correspondsto ca = 035).
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FIG .4: (a) P ot ofthe sizedependent critical tem perature T, (L) (de ned asthem aximum of ~(T;L)), In

temm s of the scaled variable L'~ . The critical Ising exponent

= 1 isemplyed. T he linear extrapolation

to the them odynam ic lim it, shown as a dashed line, provides an estim ation of T (@y = 0:04) = 0:905(5)

for the ABV modelwih o = 004. () Scaling plot of the order param eter

tem perature and the Ising critical exponents

= 1 and

= 1=8 are em ployed.

. The estin ated critical
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particles (open dots) and B particles (full dots) as a function of M onte Carlo steps per particle. The
tam perature s T = 12 (in unis of the Isng critical tem perature), and the concentrations are ¢a = 04,
g = 056. Theratio of jimp ratesis o= g = 001. (o) Estin ates of the tracer di usion coe cints asa
fanction of the tin e intervalused. T he lines represent the ts of the data after using Eq. (L1).
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concentrationsare g = 071, = 025. Theratio of jimp ratesis o= 5 = 001, and the bias param eter

isb= 1. (b) E stim ates of the O nsager coe cients  i3=c; by extrapolation to bias param eterb= 1.
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eld H (x) which introduces a m odulation in the concentration of A and B particles. The characteristic
length of this perturbation is

D etermm ination of the interdi usion coe cients. Fort < 0 we in pose a cosine-like varying bulk

32 lattice spacings.
particles along the x

(@) Tem poral evolution of the concentration of A
direction in the lattice. T ines correspond to t = 0 (circles), t = 10000 (squares)
and t= 20000 (diam onds), respectively. T he thick line m arks the wavelenght
eld. The temperature is T = 135, and the concentrations are ca =
is a=p = 001.

32 of the applied buk

= 048. The ratio of jym p rates
() Am plitude of concentration pro ls as a function of tin e, for A particles (circles)
and B particles (squares). T he dashed lines corresoond to ts of the data to single exponential fiinctions,
characterized by a decay constant D i,t .
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FIG.8: Tracer di usion coe cients for A particles (left) and B particles (right), as a function of the
concentration ¢ . The jymp ratesare o = g = 1 and several tem peratures are considered: T = 0:6
(dotted line), T = 0:912 (dashed line) and T = 12 (dotdashed line). T he thick line indicates in both cases
the noninteracting, In nite tem perature lim it (random allby m odel). D ots represent results obtaned from

Eqg. Cfl-]_;)
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FIG.9: Tracer di usion coe cients for A particles (left) and B particles (right), as a function of the
concentration ¢ . The imp rmatesare p= 5 = 001 and several tem peratures are considered: T = 0:6
(dotted line), T = 0:912 (dashed line) and T = 12 (dotdashed line). T he thick line indicates in both cases

the noninteracting, In nite tem perature lim i (random alloy m odel).
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FIG.10: E ective imp rate (left) and correlation factor (right) for A particles, as a function of the

concentration ¢y and for di erent tem peratures: T = 06 (dot line), T = 0:91 (dashed line) and T = 12

(dot-dashed line). The jimp ratesare , = 5 = 1.

The st quantity provides an idea ofthe rate at which Jum ps actually occur at a certain tem perature and

com position. It is de ned as the product of the vacancy availability factor V, (related to the short—range
order param eter ;) and the average Jmp rate W, (de ned as the quotient of the num ber of perform ed

Jum ps to the numberofallattem pted jimps). TheT ! 1 ImitisgivenbyV = ¢ 004, because in this
case 1 0.

Onceweobtaln VW we can estin ate the correlation factor £ applying the de nition D + = VW f and using
D¢ from Fig .'§" SeeRefs. f_Z-é_i, 2- l, Z-é, 2-]‘] for details on the e ect of correlations on tracer di usion in lattice

gasm odels.

The Iim it value £ = 0487 forc, ! 0:96 is known from Ref. 9']. T his corresoonds to a noninteracting,

one-com ponent lattice gas n a square lattice w ith concentration c= 0:96.
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= 0 (gpeci c heat exponent of the Ising m odel). T he dashed line has a slope of unity.
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