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Abstract

T he theory of phase stability in the Ni+A u alloy system is a popular topic
due to the large size m isn atch between Niand Au, which m akesthee ectsof
atom ic relaxation critical, and also the fact that N A u exhibits a phase sepa—
ration tendency at low tem peratures, but m easurem ents at high-tem perature
show an ordering-type short—range order. W e have clari ed the w ide disgpar-
iy which exists in the previously calculated values of m ixing energies and
thermm odynam ic properties by com puting \state-oftheart" energetics (i1l
potential, fully+elaxed LDA total energies) combined w ith \state-oftheart"
statistics (k-space cluster expansion w ith M onte C arlo sin ulations) fortheN i~
Ausystam .We nd: (i) LDA provides accurate m ixing energies of disordered
Ni xAuy albys ( Hpix < + 100 m eV /atom ) provided that both atom ic re—
laxation @ 100m eV /atom e ect) and short—range order ( 25 m eV /atom )
are taken Into account properly. (i) P revious studies using em pirical po—
tentials or approxim ated LDA m ethods often underestin ate the fomm ation
energy of ordered com pounds, and hence also underestin ate the m ixing en—
ergy of random alloys. (il M easured values of the total entropy of m ixing
com bined w ith calculated values of the con gurational entropy dem onstrate
that the non-con gurational entropy in N A u is large, and leads to a signif-
jcant reduction in m iscbillity gap tem perature. (i) The calculated short-

range order agrees well w ith m easurem ents, and both predict ordering in the
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disordered phase. (v) Consequently, using inverse M onte C arlo to extract in—
teraction energies from the m easured/calculated shortrange order in N i+Au
would result In Interactions which would produce ordering-type m ixing ener—
gles, In contradiction w ith both experin entalm easurem ents and precise LD A

calculations.



I. NTRODUCTION

TheN A u allby system isphysically interesting because, on one hand it exhibits a phase
separation tendency at low tem peratures and positive m ixing enthalpies [l] and, on the
other hand, an ordering-type shortrange order (SRO) at high tem peratures. P] A 1o, the
foc Niand Au constituents possess a lJarge lattioem ign atch ( a=a 15% ), thus m aking
this system a critical test for any alloy phase stability theory hoping to capture the e ects of
atom ic relaxation. Im portant early experin ental and theoretical work on this alloy includes
the work ofM oss et al. ], Cohen et al. §[3[4], and and Cook and de Fontaine []]. The
coexistence of phase sgparation (at low T) with shortrange ordering (@t high T) in the
sam e alloy system m ight have been naively construed to mmply a change from repulsive
(\ferrom agnetic") interactions at low T to attractive (\antiferrom agnetic") interactions at
higher T . The change would have been surprising, given that no electronic, m agnetic, or
structural change is observed in this tem perature range. The answer to this puzzk was
given by Lu and Zunger: [§] T he excess energy fora disordered N i ,Au, alloy oran ordered

com pound oftype  is given by:

H =E (@) [0 xEyi@)+ xBa, @) (1)
and may be written ] H = + E yp, where is the constant-volum e, \spin— ip"

energy required to create out of Niand Au, each already prepared at the alloy lattice
constant a,, and E yp Is the volum e deform ation energy required to hydrostatically de-
form Niand Au from their respective a and ai} to a.,. In Ref. f], it is dem onstrated
that SRO isdetemm ined by the constant volum e energy change , which isnegative (order-
ing, or \antiferrom agnetic") in N A u, indicating an ordering tendency of SRO . H ow ever,
E vp G (x) is large and positive, m aking H > 0. And, since long-range order is de—
tem ined by H , NiAu show s phase-ssparating (\ferrom agnetic") long-range order. This
analysis leads to two unexpected conclusions: F irst, that the tin ehonored Ising-lke repre-

sentation of alloy therm odynam ics which includes only \spin— ip" energies of the ype,



but ignores the elastic energy G (x) will 2il in explaining basic stability trends for system s
such as NiAu. Seocond, sihce m easuram ents or calculations of the SRO are Insensitive to
physical e ects (ie., elastic deform ation E yp ) that controlm easurem ents/calculations of
m ixing enthalpies H , the often-used practice [[0] of \inverting" the SRO pro ke to extract
Interaction energies that are then used to predict m ixing enthalpies is fundam entally awed.
Speci cally, inversion of the SRO of N A u w ill produce ordering-lke interaction energies
w hich, when used to calculatem ixing enthalpiesw ill produce (ordering-like) negative values,
while the m easured ones are strongly positive. [l 1]

For these and other reasons, the theory of phase stability In N iAu has recently be-
com e quite popular BA3,L643{L3LIL9L7] Tabke ). These caloulations are distinguished
by the m ethods used for (i) energetics (T=0 K) and (i) statistics (T € 0). Energy cal-
culations (T=0 K) for this system have been perform ed by a wide variety of techniques:
F irstprinciples caloulations, both fulkpotential FLAPW [Bland FLM TO [7)) and atom ic-
sohere-approxin ation LM TO [3{L31and ASW [L4]), aswellas sem tem pirical €AM [7)
and em pirical potentials [§I3/19]. There are signi cant variations in the com puted ener-
getics (Tabk [f) . Statistics have been applied to these calculations using cluster expansions
CE) such as 6 [P, Connolly-W illiam s [2P], and second-order expansions. 2] ]

T he purpose of this paper is thus three-fold:

F irst, we would like to clarify the con icting energetic and statistical results (Tabk fi) by
com puting \state-oftheart" energetics forN 1A u alloys (fulkpotential LAPW totalenergies
hcluding full atom ic relaxation) combied w ith \state-ofthe-art" statistics (@ k-gpace CE
E] with M onte Carlo sinulations). These com putations w ill clarify whether the better
agreem ent w ith experim ental H obtained by approxin ated m ethods (eg., emn pirical and
sam iem pirical potentials, as well as atom ic-sphereapproxin ation m ethods) relative to full
LDA m ethods is fuindam ental or accidental.

Second, we would like to address the issue ofwhy the calculated m iscibility gap tem pera—
tures are often m uch too high com pared w ith the experin entally assessed phase diagram [[].

In Tablk [[, one can see a xed ratio between caloulated m iscibility gap tem peratures Ty g



and the caloulated H , . In fact, allprevious caloulations (except the EAM calculations of
Asta and Foilkes [[7]) very nearly llow the ratio obtained using m ean— eld con gurational
entropy: kg Tyg= H nx = 2. However, the experim entalvalue ofthisratio is12. W e will
exam Ine this apparent discrepancy between experimental H i and Ty ¢ below .

Third, we would lke to exam ine the SRO in N A u and discuss the in plications of this
SRO on \nverse" techniques, m entioned above, for calculating phase stability in alloys. W e

willo er a challenge to practitioners of the inverse M onte C arlo m ethod.

IT.CHECKING ORDERED COMPOUND FORMATION ENERGIES

Table [t sum m arizes the previous calculations on the m ixing enthalpies of random N i+Au
alloys. The wide discrepancy between calculated values of H 4% (48-170 m eV /atom ) is
apparent from thistable. SIhcem xing enthalpies H , x of random alloys can be expressed
[see, eg., Eq. (3b) in Ref. PF]] as a linear combination of form ation enthalpies H ¢ ( ) of
certain ordered com pounds £ g, the discrepancies In H , i must re ect discrepancies in

H ¢ ( ). But fom ation enthalpies of an allunit—cell ordered com pounds can be com puted
accurately and reliably via fullpotential fully-relaxed LD A m ethods. O ur strategy w ill thus
be to trace the source of the discrepancy In H i« to the values of fomm ation energies of
various N A u, ordered com pounds, as shown in Tabk [@. Exam ining this tabk kads to

several Interesting points regarding the energetics in N A u:

A.FIM TO vs.ASA methods (LM TO ,A SW )

In comparing the fulkpotential IM TO [[J] to LM TO-ASA [[§] calculations, one can
see signi cant and strongly con guration-dependent discrepancies, even when considering
unrelxed con gurations. For exam ple, the Z 2 structure @ NiAu, (001) superlattice] has
an unrelaxed form ation energy which is nearly 100 meV /atom lower in the LM TO A SA

calculation than in the fullpotentialLM TO one. Thus, the A SA -based calculations LM TO,



ASW ) in theN A u system cannotbe trusted for the kind of quantitative energetics required

in phase stability studies. P3]

B .H am onic vs. anharm onic relaxation

In a large lhtticem isn atched system lke N iAu, the e ects of atom ic relaxation are
lkely to be crucial. A lthough straightforward, fully relaxing all of the cellintemal and
cellextemal degrees of freedom can be com puter ntensive. O ne altemative to fi1ll atom ic
relaxation (using quantum m echanical forces and totalenergy m inin ization) which hasbeen
used In N A u [{]isto use continuum elasticity theory P4]1to nd the relaxed geom etry, w ith
a subssquent LD A calculation w ith this geom etry to nd the relaxed energetics. C ontinuum
elasticity theory can be used as a relaxation m odelby realizing that m any ordering N LA uq
com pounds can be described as \superlattices”" along som e special ordentations k. contin—
uum elasticity then provides the equilbrium interlayer spacing ¢q along k as a function of
the extemally— xed perpendicular lattice constant a, asthem ininum ofthe epitaxial strain

energy due to the extemal constraint:

e kiaz)=all+ B 39" @ikB, a1+ m

@)

E :gi(a? ;E)

2 ;]/{\ = - 3
g6z i E pux @2) ©)

where E /) and a!) are the equilbriim energy and lattice constant of the cubic m aterial

E :Si is the energy of the alloy constituent sub fct to the biaxial constraint that the
lattice constant perpendicular to K is extermally xed tobea, . E puk @;) is sinply the
deform ation energy change upon hydrostatically distorting them aterial from a; to a, . The
central quantity in these elastic calulations is the \strain reduction factor" g(@ ;k). I

continuum elasticity theories, q@; ;K) is given by
ql@:;k)=1 B=Cu+ (&K & @)

where
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is the elastic anisotropy, B = (C1; + 2C;)=3 is the buk modulus, and C;; are elastic
constants. In the hamm onic approxin ation, g(@- ;K) is further assum ed to be a, -ndependent,
and "™ : (k) is the Hllow ing geom etric fiinction for the direction K = m ;n):

4(Fm?+ m?n®+ n?P)
P+ m?2+ n?)?

ham (l;m ;n) =

g 4 Ko@im;n) p%K;;(];m;n)] ©)

where K ;, are the K ubic ham onics of angularm om entum L.

Using Egs. {@)-{8) thus provides predicted relaxed geom etries oy (K;a, ) for alloy com —
pounds (eg., the Z 2 structure) given the elastic constants and a!, . Indeed, these equations
have been routinely used (see review in Ref. PJ)) to predict the distortion ¢y  aeq of In's
grown epiaxially on a substrate w ith lateral Jattice constant a, . Com parison to LDA cal-
culations @] show s that for sem iconductors w ith lattice m isn atch (@ a; )=a- < 7%, the
ham onic expressions {4)-{4) work very welldown to a m onolayer thickness. However, we

nd that for nobl- and transition-m etal alloys w ith a much larger lattice m ign atch (eg.,
NiAu, CuAu wih a=a = 15%, 12%, repectively), anham onic corrections are in por-
tant. Aswe will see below In Sec. , this ism anifested by the fact that (@, ;ﬁ) ofEq.
@) now has additional temm s to those appearing in the ham onic form of Eqg. {§). These
anhamonictemsin () kad via Eq. @) to corrections to g(a, ;]2), and consequently via
Eqg. {2) to the relaxation of the lattice constant cq (ﬁ) . Indeed, using the sasme FLAPW as
Ref. B], but m inin izing the total energy quantum -m echanically (\Fully relaxed" in Tabl
) mther than via the ham onic expression of Eq. @) (\Partially relaxed" in Tabk [,
we nd a lowerenergy relaxation for Z2: The LDA energy m Inin ization gives H (Z2) =
+ 702 meV /atom , while LDA w ith ham onic relaxation gives + 124 3. For other structures,
the e ect ismuch lower. Nevertheless, anham onic relaxation in N A u alloys is large and

cannot be neglected.



C .Em piricalm ethods: G etting the right H, ik &;T) for the w rong reason?

W e see from Tablk [f that the m ethods that use em pirical evaluations of H 5 (1=2;1 )

M9L9193[17] produce results that are lower, and thus closer to the measured

H 4« (1=2;1150) than m ethods that use converged, fullpotential, fully relaxed approaches
(ie. the present work and Refs. §f17]). Since there is a proportionality between H i
and H ¢ ( ), we thus sum ise that the em pirical m ethods w ill produce form ation energies

H ¢ ( ) of ordered com pounds that are Iower than the LDA resuls for such system s. In-—
deed, Tabk [ show s the form ation energies of two of the am pirical potentialm ethods. By
com paring these numbers to fullpotential LDA energies, one can see that the em pirical
potentials system atically underestin ate the form ation energies of ordered com pounds. Since
the LDA method is expected to reproduce form ation enthalpies of am alkunitcell ordered
structures rather accurately, and since FLAPW gives a precise representation of the LDA,
we think that the underestim ation of FLAPW energies by the em piricalm ethods is a rather
serious lim itation ofthese m ethods. The EAM ofRef. @] was ttotheunrelaxed FLAPW
caloulations of Ref. [§], and thus reproduces these energies fairly well (exospt for the Z 2
structure). However, the EAM severely overestin ates the energetic e ect of relaxation, and
hence produces rrlaxed fom ation energies which are much lower than LDA, and In some
cases are even negative. P7] It would be desirable to see m ore form ation energies of ordered
com pounds from the em piricalm ethods to determ ne test the expectation ofunderestin ation
of H ¢£( ) r=lative to LDA .

In sum m ary, the reason that em piricalm ethods agree w ith m easured random -alloy m ix—

Ing enthalpy better than LD A m ethods do is a system atic underestin ation by the em pirical

m ethods of even the ordered com pound energies.

ITT.PRESENT CALCULATIONS -FLAPW W ITH K-SPACE CLUSTER

EXPANSION



A .FLAPW calculations of ordered com pounds

W e have perbrm ed rstprinciples fulkpotential LAPW  P§] calculations for pure N,
pure Au, and a lJarge number (31) of focbased NiA U com pounds in order to construct
an accurate cluster expansion. T he total energy of each com pound is fully m nin ized w ith
respect to volum e, cell=intemal, and cellextemal @] coordinates using quantum -m echanical
foroes. W e have used the exchange correlation ofW igner BQ]. Themu n-tin radiiare chosen
tobe22 au forNiand 24 au. forAu. Brllouin-zone integrations are perform ed using the
equivalent k-point sam pling m ethod, BI]w ith the k-points for each com pound allm apping
Into the sam e 60 special k-points for the foc structure. This m apping guarantees that the
totalenergy per atom of an elem entalm etal calculated either w ith the foc unit cell or w ith
a ower symm etry (eg., any ofthe com pounds) are identical. A 1l calculations perform ed are
non-m agnetic. (T he soin polarization energy di erence between ferro—and non-m agnetic foc
N iwas calculated and found to be -50 m €V /atom .)

The 31 calculated LAPW form ation energies are given in Tablk [[[}. Both relaxed and
unrelaxed (total energy m Inin ized w ith respect to volum e, but w ith celkntemal and o=l
extemal coordinates held xed at ideal foc positions) form ation energies are shown. The
nom enclature of the com pounds studied isthe sam e asgiven in PJ]. M any ofthe com pounds

considered can be described as N A ug \superlattices" along a particular orientation k:

NiAu, : [100]; L11];

NiAuw : [100]; P11]; 1117

NiAu, : [100]; P11]; I11];

NiAu : [100]; P11]; RO1]; L11]; B11);
NiAus : [100]; P11]; RO1]; L11]; B11);
N3Au, : [100]; P11); R01]; L11]; B11);
NiAus : [100];

N iAus @ [L00]: (7)



W e also caloulated the energies of six other structures: L1, Ni3Au and NAu3), D TN LA U
and N#Au;), and two 8-atom \special quasirandom structures" BJ], SQ S14, (N iAu, and
N A ug). In addition the N A uy long-period superlattice Iim its ;g ! 1 ) needed in the
construction of the k-space cluster expansion (see below ) were com puted for six principle
directions: [L00], 011], R01], 011], B1ll], and R21]. The num erical error of the LAPW

calculationsof H ¢ isestimnated tobe 10m eV /atom or Jess.

B . k—space cluster expansion

The NiAu fom ation energies H  for structures are then m apped onto a cluster
expansion using the k-space form ulation of Laks et al.. B3] R ather than a cluster expansion

of H ,wewillexpand w ih respect to a reference energy:
Ece()= H ™*() Erxt ®)

W ew ill ssparate the CE into two parts: (i) the tem s corresponding to pair interactionsw ith
arbitrary ssparation w illbe conveniently sum m ed using the reciprocalgpace concentration—

wave form alisn , and (ii) alltem s but the pairs w illbe cast iIn realgoace:

X X
Ecg()= JK)PB&; )F+ DI £(): )

k f

The st summ ation ncludes allpair gures and the second summ ation includes only non—
pair gures. In the reciprocalspace simm ation n Eq. (@), J k) and S k; ) are the lattice
Fourier transform s of the realspace pair interactions and spin-occupation variables, J;; and
S, resoectively, and the spin-occupation variables take the value ;= 1@ 1) is the atom
at site 1 isNi@u). The function J k) is required to be a am ooth function by m inin izing
the integral of the gradient of J (k). The realspace summ ation of Eq. (§) is over £, the
sym m etry-distinct non-pair gures (points, triplts, etc.), D ¢ is the number of gures per
lattice site, J¢ is the Ishg-like interaction for the gure f, and ¢ is a product of the
variables $; over all sites of the gure £, averaged over all symm etry equivalent gures of
lattice sites.

10



The reference energy of Eq. @) is chosen to contain in nitevange realspace elastic
interaction tem s. Subtracting these Iongrangetem s from H "P* before clister expanding
rem oves the k ! 0 shgularty, and thus signi cantly enhances the convergence of the CE.

B3I The form used OrE ¢ is

1 X

- - eq i, .
T ) E cL@&x)B k; )T 10)

where E 3 (k;x) isthe equilbriim constituent strain energy, de ned as the energy change
when the buk solidsN iand Au are deform ed from their equilbrium cubic lattice constants
ay ; and aa , to a comm on lattice constant a, In the direction perpendicular to k. E Ce'é ;%)

can thusbe w ritten asthem inimum of the follow Ing expression w ith respect to a, :
Etkix)= @ x)d"@iK) E Ny @)+ 2% @ ;K) E A5 @): (1)

where g’ (a, ;K) isgiven by Eq. {@).

The nalexpression used for the form ation energy of any con guration isthen

X X _
H()= Jk)Pk; )F+ DI £()
k f
1 X A
+m E o5 kix)B k; )§ 12)

k

The follow ing input is needed to construct this Ham iltonian for NiAu: () the fom ation
energies of a set of ordered focbased com pounds (required to tthe valuesofJ (k) and J¢),
and (i) the epitaxial energies of foc Niand foc Au (required to com pute the anham onic
valuesof E &% (k;x)). The output isa Ham itonian Eq. {3)]which () predicts the energy
of any fochased con guration (ie., not only ordered com pounds) even 1000-atom oells or
larger, (i) possesses the accuracy of fuilly-relaxed, illkpotential LD A energetics, and (iii) is
su ciently sim ple to evaluate that it can be used in M onte C arlo sim ulations, and thersby

extend LDA accuracy to nite tem peratures.

11



C .Anhamn onic calculation of constituent strain

Laks et al. B3] dem onstrated that the caloulation of E (1 (k;x) of Eq. L) is signi -
cantly sim pli ed if one uses ham onic continuum elasticity theory [e. nsert Eqgs. @)-@)
nto Eqg. )]; However, we have already seen evidence of anhamm onic elastic e ects In N i+
Au. Thus, we have perform ed LDA calculations of g(a- ;K) directly from its de nition in
Eq. {J), rather than using the ham onic approxin ation in Eq. ). In Fig.[], we show the
results of the LAPW caloulations of d' @, ;k) and ¥ (a, ;k) Pr six principle directions:
(100), (111), (110), 201), (311), and (221). Tt is clear that the calculated values of g are
not independent of a, , but rather show a m arked and non-trivial dependence on the per-
pendicular Jattice constant. Thus, the lattioce m ign atch in N A u appears to be too large
for a ham onic continuum m odel of elasticity to be accurate. In particular, the value of
d'*(a, ;100) is quite Jow upon expansion, indicating that N i is elastically extrem ely soft in
this direction. A u, on the other hand, becom es softest in the (201) direction for signi cant
com pression. In a ssparate publication, [B4]we w illdem onstrate that the anharm onice ects
can be cast analytically in tem s of the ham onic expressions of Egs. {)—{§) by extending
the expansion of K):

X
@ k)= ap @)Ky k) 3)

L
to nclude angularm om enta L= 6,8, and 10 w ith the coe cientsa ;, (@, ) cbtained from LDA
calculations rather than the L= 0,4 expression ofEq. ) used before. @]

The results or gt (@, ;k) and ¢ (@, ;k) are used to num erically m inin ize Eq. {J) and
henceto nd E s‘g ;X). The results for the CS energies are shown In FJgE Here, also,
the anham onic e ects are seen quite strongly as E ?}) ;x) for som e directions cross w ith
other directions and asym m etries of the various directions are not allthe sam e (e ectswhich
could not occur In the ham onicm odel). The m ost prom inent feature of E 5% ;x) is that
(100) is the softest elastic direction, which stem s from the elastic sofiness 0of N ialong this

direction. Nibeing soft and Au being relatively hard along (100) leads to NiAu) behg

12



highly distorted (early undistorted) for long-period (100) N iAu superlattices, and also
leads to them arked asymmetry in E 5‘; (100;x) towards the N irich com positions. Sin ilar
argum ents can be applied to explain the opposite asym m etry of the (201) strain.

For E ¢ to be ussful In the k-space CE, one must be ablk to know this energy for all
directions, not m erely the ones for which it was calculated. To obtain such a useful fom ,
we tthe constituent strain results ofFig. P to a serdes of K ubic ham onics (0-10th order)
consistent w ith cubic symmetry (L = 0,4,6,8,10). T his procedure provides not only a good

t ofthe calculated strain data, but also an analytic form to obtain the valuesof E o (k;x)

for all directions.

D . Stability of the cluster expansion

U sing the calculated fom ation energies £ H g (Tabk [J) and the anham onic CS
strain energy Fig.[]), we then t the coe cients J k) and fJ ¢g of the k-space CE using
Ed. {§ . W eused all 33 caloulated structures in the t of the expansion, which included 20
pair, 5 triplet, and 3 quadruplet interactions. T he standard deviation of the tted energies
relative to their LAPW values is 53 m €V /atom , which is the sam e order of m agniude as
the num erical uncertainties In LAPW . The resuls for pair and m ultbody interactions are
shown in Fig.[3.

In order for the expansion to have a usefiill predictive capability, testsm ust be perform ed
to assess the stability of the t:

Changing the num ber of interactions: W e perfom ed tests of the stability ofthe twih
regpect to the num ber of pair interactions, Ny, = (1 50). Figure d show s the standard
deviation of the t as a function of the num ber of pairs Interactions included. It is clear
that the t iswell converged or N .4 = 20. W e also tested the stability of the t with
respect to inclusion of m ore multibody interactions than are shown i Fig. }: Including
three additional trplet gures n the t resulted In no change of the standard deviation

of the t, the added interactions had values < 2 m &V /atom , and the original interactions

13



were changed by less than 2 m €V /atom . Thus, the t is stable with respect to the gures
Included (poth pair and m ultioody).

Changing the numker of structures: W e also performm ed tests of the predictive ability
of the t by ramoving som e structures from the t. First, we rem oved three structures
whith were orighally t quite well: Z2, 2, and L1, NNiAuj3). Ranoving these structures
from the input set resulted in their energies changig by <1 m eV /atom . However, a m uch
m ore critical test of the t is to rem ove the structures which are tm ost poorly: SQ S14,
and SQ S14,. Reamoving these structures from the t changes their energies by only 2-
3meV /atom . Thus, we are con dent that the present k-space CE t is both stable and

predictive.

IV.RESULTS OF CURRENT CALCULATIONS

A .M ixing enthalpy: H ow good are previous calculations?

U sing the k-gpace cluster expansion In com bination with a m ixed real/reciprocal space

M onte Carlo code (canonical), one can cbtain them odynam ic properties of N +tA u alloys.
Figure [§ show s the m ixing enthalpy as a function of tem perature, H i (T). M onte Carb
calculations were perform ed fora 16°= 4096 atom cell, with 100 M onte C arlo steps per site
for averages. The sinulation was started at an extram ely high tem perature, and slow Xy
cooled down using a sinulated annealing algorithm . Also shown in Fig.[§ is the value
of the m ixing energy of the com plktely random alloy. The di erence between the M onte
Carlo calculated H , i (T) and the random alloy energy is precisely the energetic e ect of
short—range order. W e have t the valuesof H , 4 (T) to linear and quadratic functions of
= 1=ky T to extrapolate the valuesdown In tem perature below the point at which coherent
phase ssparation occurs in the sinulation. Both ts gave virtually identical results, so the
linear t is used here and below. This allows us to ascertain the value of the m xing

enthalpy at 1100 K, near the tem perature where this quantity has been experim entally
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m easured. These results are tabulated in Tablk [V], which show s both the e ects of atom ic
relaxation ( 100 meV /atom ) and SRO ( 25 meV/atom) on the m ixing enthalpy, and
com pares the value of atom ically relaxed and short—range ordered m ixing energy w ith those
values from experim ent. O ne can see that by taking into account both relaxation and SRO,
LDA produces a value for the m ixing energy which isonly di erent from experin ent by 15—
20 m eV /atom . Thus, we conclude from this com parison that high quality LDA calculations
provide accurate energetics for the N A u system .

T he preceding discussion leads to a num ber of conclusions regarding previous calculations
of H ji&:

(1) Since relaxation reduces H , i by 100m eV /atom ,theunrelaxed H , i values (\d"
in Tabk[f) have to be reduced by this am ount to appropriately com pare w ith experin ent.

(i) Snce SRO reduces H i by 25 méeV/atom, the results of previous calculations
that om itted SRO (allexoept \i" in Tabk [)) have to be adjusted accordingly.

(iil) In light of the fact that the em pirical potentialbased and A SA -based m ethods
(LM TO and ASW ) were shown to be lnaccurate w ith respect to fullkpotential LD A m ethods
forunrelaxed, orderad com pounds (Iab]e@ , the results of relaxed, m ixing energies of random

alloys appear to be questionable using these schem es.

B .Con gurationalor non-con gurational entropy?

From the toftheM onteCarlo data in Fig.fl, one can nd the con gurational entropy
ofthe N jjsA upys disordered phase by Integrating the energy down from in nite tem perature

(W here the con gurational entropy is known):

Z

ST)= ST=1)+ET)=T k3 E ()d 14)
0

The con gurational entropy obtained from them odynam ic integration in thisway is
S cont: NdsAUgs; T = 1100K ) = 0:56ks ; 15)
com pared to the \ideal" (in nite tem perature) value of
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S cont: NdsAugs;T ! 1 )= 0:6%s ; (16)

This calculated value for the con gumational entropy of m ixing can be com pared w ith the
experin entally m easured values of total entropy ofm ixing: C alorin etric m easurem ents give
S(T = 1150K ) = 104k s [llwhik EMF measurements give S (T = 1173K ) = 108k
[[1]. Thus, we can obtain an estin ate of the non-con gurationalentropy, and nd it to be
large: S non conf: (T 1100K ) = 104 056 = 048k . This non-con gurational entropy
is hence responsble for Ty ¢ belng so an all experin entally, com pared to all the theoret—
ical results. In fact, f we use the calculated H ,x = 93 meV/atom and the combined

\experim ental/calculated" S jon cone: = 048ks In the llow ng ormula:

2 H o
T = 17)
kB + 28 non conf:

we obtain Ty g 1100 K and kg Tyg=H pnx = 102, much closer to the experim ental
values (Ty g 1083 K and kg Tug= H p = 12) than using the above form ula neglecting
non-con gurationalentropy (Ty g 2150 K and kg Tug=H o = 20).

From this consideration ofnon-con gurationale ects, one should conclude that the accu-
racy ofa calculation w ith con gurationaldegrees of freedom only (as is done In m ost of the
previous calculations [33]), should be determ ined by looking at the energetics, not the tran—
sition tem peratures. T hus, previous calculations which give \good" transition tem peratures

do 0 precisely because they have \bad" energetics.

C . Shortrange order of N i; 4 A uy solid solutions

U sing the k-space CE and M onte Carlo, we m ay also com pute the SRO of disordered
Ni yAu, alloys. W e show the results of our SRO sinulations for N j4Auge In Fjg.. For
the SRO M onte Carlo calculations, a cell of 24°= 13824 atom s was used, with 100 M onte
Carlo steps for equilbration, w ith averages taken over the subsequent 500 steps. Several
calculations and m easurem ents of the SRO exist in the literature: W u and C ohen Q] used

di use x—ray scattering to deduce the atom ic SRO 0fN ig4A Ups at T=1023 K .Them easured
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di use Intensity due to SRO must be separated from allthe other contrbutions which give
rise to di use Intensity, and for this pugoss, W u and Cohen used 25 realspace Fourer
shells of SRO param eters, and found the rather surprising result that the peak intensity
In reciprocal space due to SRO is of ordering-type and occurs at the point ksgo = (0.6,0,0),
rather than kggro= (0,0,0) which would be expected for a clustering alloy. Several authors
have tried to account for this ordering nature of the SRO : Lu and Zunger [{] calculated the
SRO (using 21 realspace shells) and ound peaksat (0.8,0,0) whereas A sta and Foiles [[7]
used an embedded atom m ethod and found the SRO (using 8 realspace shells) to peak at

(05,0,0). Ourcalculations orthe SRO ofN j4A Uy are given in Fjg.. W ehave calculated
the SRO at T=2300 K, above the m iscibility gap tem perature for our alloy Ham ittonian.
W e nd that, using 8, 25, and 100 shells, the SRO peaks at (0.65,0,0), (0.40,0,0), and
(038,0,0) respectively, In good agreem ent w ith both the m easurem ents of W u and C ohen
ksro = (0.6,0,0) for 25 shells] and also w ith previous calculations.

Equation {[3) show s that the alloy Ham iltonian used in the M onte C arlo sinulations is
com posed of three parts: the pair interaction tem s, the m ultibody interaction tem s, and
the constituent strain tem s. It is interesting to see the e ect ofeach ofthese portions ofthe
alloy Ham iltonian on SRO . Thus, n addition to the \full" calculations, which contain pairs,
m ultbodies, and constituent strain in the alloy Ham iltonian, we have also com puted the
SRO wih (@) the CS energy only, and (i) the CS energy plus the pair interactions. These
results are shown in Fig.[]. Because theCS energy isnon-analytic in reciprocal space about
the origin, m any Fourder coe cients are required to converge the SRO ofC S alone, thuswe
show only results using 100 shells of param eters .n Fig.[].) One can see that the SRO with
C S only is dom inated by aln ost constant streaks of intensity along the X line, and very
little intensity elsew here. This SRO pattem is understandable when one considers that the
constituent strain at this com position CFjg.) ismuch soffer much lower in energy) in the
(100) direction than along any other direction. T hus, (100)-type uctuations in the random
alloy are be energetically favored, and because the constituent strain is dependent only on

direction and not on the length of the wavevector, one should expect that all uctuations
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along the (100) w ill occur roughly equally, regardless of the length of the wavevector. This
is precisely what we see In F i9.]. C ontrasting this SRO using CS only w ith that calculated
both CS energy and pair nteractions (out not m ultbody interactions) show s that the pair
Interactions create a peak in intensity along the X Ine, but signi cantly closer to
than the peak intensity using the \fill" alloy Ham iltonian. Thus, whilk the e ect of pairs
is to create a peak near the point, the m ultbody Interactionsm ove this peak out from

tow ards the X -point.

D . Standard inverse M onte C arlo would give unphysical interaction energies: a

challenge

T he statistical problem we have solved here involves the caloulation of the alloy SRO
at high tem perature for given alloy Ham iltonian (£Ji;9, £fJ¢g, and E (g5). However, a
popular technique used to study phase stability in alloys involves the \Inverse" problm of
determ ining a set ofpaironly interactions £Ji;9 from am easured or calculated SRO pattem,
and the subsequent use of these pair interactions to detem Ine thermm odynam ic properties
other than the SRO . In fact, £Ji;g are often used to determ ine H i or phase stability.
Aswe have m entioned in the introduction and described m ore fully in Ref. B4], inverting
the SRO always ram oves inform ation on energy tem s that are SRO -independent, eg., the
volum e defom ation energy G (x). T his loss prevents, In principle, the interactions deduced
from SRO from being applied to predict physical properties which depend on G (x), such as
H .. Forexample, In the case of N iA u, the SRO is of ordering-type. Thus, we expect
that Inverting the SRO ofNiAu (eg. via nverse M onte C arlo) would produce interactions
£Ji59 which are of ordering-type, and using these Interactions to predict the m ixing enthalpy
would result In the unphysical result H % < 0.
One m ight sugpect that by changing the tem perature, one could obtain a shift of the
SRO from ordering—to clustering-type, and thus, the inverse technigque would then produce

Interactions which would correctly give H , i > 0. However, we have com puted the SRO
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for ssveral tem peratures, and nd no evidence ofa shift In SRO to clustering-type.

A test of our expectations by any of the practitioners of Inverse M onte Carlo would
certainly be weloomed. To that end, our SRO calculations are available for use as Input
to Inverse M onte Carlo to extract nteractions. These SRO calculations are availabl for
a variety of com positions and tem peratures, each w ith a large number of realspace SRO
param eters. It would be of great interest to see whether the interactions extracted from

Inverting the SRO ofN A u would produce the correct sign of H i -
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FIGURES
. () .E . i u
FIG.1. LAPW calultionsofq'’ (@, ;k) ofEq. @) ®rNiAu. Shown are @) d'*and b) ¢

for six principle directions.

FIG.2. LAPW calculationsof Ecg k;x) OrNiAu for six principle directions.

FIG.3. (@) Pair and () mulibody interaction energies for NirAu. The mulibody gures
are de ned by the follow ing lattice sites, In units of a=2 (the origh is contained in all g-
ures): Js; — (110),(101), K 3 — (110),(00), N3 - (200),(002), P53 — (110),(103), 03 — (110),(220),

Jqs — (110),@a01),011), K 4 — (110),(01),(200), and L, — (110),(101),(211).

FIG .4. C usterexpansion tting error in N A u versus the num ber of pair interactions included

in the t.

FIG.5. H (T) computed orN jhsAups from a combination of the k-space cluster expansion

and M onte C arlo sin ulations.

FIG .6. M onte C arlocalculated short-range order ofN i 4A ugs In the hkO0) plane using @) 8,
) 25, and (c) 100 shells ofW arren C ow ley SRO param eters. Peak intensity is red shaded contour

w hile the lowest contours are shaded blue. C ontours are separated by 0.1 Laue unit in each plot.

FIG.7. M onte Carlocalculated shortrange order of N jj4A upe using (@) constituent strain
tem s only, (o) constituent strain and pair tem s, and (c) constituent strain, pair, and m ultibody
term s In the alloy H am iltonian. Peak intensity is red shaded contour w hile the lowest contours are

shaded blue. C ontours are separated by 0.1 Laue unit in each plot.
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TABLES

TABLE I. Summ ary of energy calculations performed for Nj yAuy, alloys. Shown are the
m ethods used to com pute T=0 energetics, as well as the type of cluster expansion (CE) and
statistics used. A 1so given is the m ixing energy ofthe T ! 1 random alloy near x=1/2, and the
calculated m ischbility gap tem perature, ifavailable. FLAPW = fulbpotential linearized augm ented
plhnewavemethod, FLM TO = fullpotential linearmu n-tin orbitalm ethod, ASW = augm ented
spherical wave m ethod, LM TO-ASA = linearmu n-tin oroitalm ethod in the atom ic sohere ap—
proxin ation, EAM = embedded atom method, MC = Monte Carlo, CVM = cluster variation

method, M F = mean—- eld, SOE = second-order expansion.

M ethod Resuls
C luster
A uthors T=0 Energy E xpansion Statistics H B2 Tug )
Technique
W olverton and Zunger 2 FLAPW k-space CE MC +118
Lu and Zunger P FLAPW G MC +127
D eutsch and Pasturel © FLMTO G none +136
T akizaw a, Terakura, and M ohri® A SW CW CVM +170
Am ador and B 0zzolo® LMTO-ASA CwW CVM + 150
Colinet et alf LM TO-ASA G CVM + 67 1200-1400
M organ and de Fontaine 9 LM TO-ASA + G CVM + 98 2330
\E lastic Springs"
Eym ery et all? Em pir. P otential Sim ulation none + 60
Tetot and F inelt Em pir. P otential Sim ulation MC + 48" 950
D eutsch and Pasturel © Em pir. P otential Sim ulation none + 83
A sta and Foiles? EAM SOE MC/MF +78 2460
Expt. (Calorim etry) T=1150 K * +76
Expt. EMF) T=1173K + 77
Expt. (Phase D iagram ) 1083

%P resent results.
PRef. B1
“Ref. [I4]
dref. [i4]
*Ref. [L3]
fRef. [4]
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IRef. [9]
href. [I9]
‘Ref. [[8]
Ref. [
*rRef. 1

Ref. fil]

Mat T=1150 K
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TABLE II. Comparison of form ation enthalpies He¢( ) for NiAu ordered com pounds.
N om enclature for the ordered structures is the sam e as that used in Ref. @]. A 1l energies In

m eV /atom . Num bers in parentheses indicate unrelaxed energies.

Fully R elaxed P artially R elaxed Em pirical
Structure FLAPW 2 FLAPW P FLMTO °© Asw ¢ LMTO © P otential © EAM J

NiAu Llp) +76.1 (+98.1) +76.8 +794 (+964) (+59) @+116.6) +57.9(H 73.9) +214@H91.0)
NiAuy (Z2) +702 (+286.7) +1243 +123.1 (+300.1) (+2134) +623H*127.7) 130.3 (+ 208.6)
NiAu Ll;) +166.8 (+192.3) +167.6 +1754 +177.9) + 729+ 159.7)
Niau (\409) +84.8 (+93.5) +83.8 +89.9 (+114.3) 1.9(+ 96.4)
NizAu L1ly) +77.5 + 755 +80.7 + 42 +924 +58.1 +77.1
NizAu @ 022) +75.0 (+75.0) +81.5 (+95.3)

NiRAuz L1lz) +78.9 +782 +78.0 + 52 +894 +54.1 +86.1
NiAus O 022) +68.6 (+68.7) +68.0 (+76.4)

%P resent results. Com plete atom ic relaxation via quantum m echanical forces and totalenergy
m Inin ization.

PRef. ]. Partial atom ic relaxation via continuum elasticity, using Egs. @)—@) .

“Ref. [I4]

dRef. [[q]

°Ref. E]. LM TO-ASA wih sphere radii chosen to m inin ize charge transfer.

Ref. 7]
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TABLE III. Listing ofthe LAPW calculated unrelaxed and relaxed H ( ) [nm eV /atom ] for
N i yAuy.M any ofthe structures calculated here can be characterized asa (N i), A u)q superlattice

of orientation k. W e use the nom enclature of R ef. @] for structure nam es.

O rientation [001] [011] p12] [111] [113]
form ula
AB L1l L1lg L1lo L1l L1l
U nrelaxed +98.1 +98.1 +98.1 +192.3 +192.3
R elaxed +76.1 +76.1 +76.1 +166.8 +166.8
CE R elaxed) +74.8 +74.8 +748 +167.1 +167.1
ALB 1 1 1
U nrelaxed +207.8 +123.3 +288.5
R elaxed +105.7 +98.9 +2022
CE R elaxed) +105.9 +102 .4 +208.4
AB; 2 2 2
U nrelaxed +151.7 +126.3 +200.9
R elaxed +38.3 +102.6 +100.9
CE R elaxed) +37.8 +98.8 +94.5
A3B zZ1 Y1 DOy Vi W1
U nrelaxed +221.7 +148.5 +75.0 +290.8
R elaxed +89.9 +992 +75.0 +193.7 +125.7
CE R elaxed) +943 +91.3 +69.1 +189.6 +120.8
ABs3 zZ3 Y3 D O22 V3 W 3
U nrelaxed +142.0 +104.1 +68.7 +172.8
R elaxed +324 +78.7 + 68.6 +83.0 +88.4
CE R elaxed) +282 +77.7 +67.6 +79.1 +832
A3B> zZ2 Y2 \40" V2 w2
U nrelaxed +286.7 +192.3 +935 + 3358 +1442
R elaxed + 702 +96.6 +84.8 +162.4 +93.6
CE R elaxed) +69.9 +101.1 +88.3 +166.7 +99.3

ApBp! 1)

U nrelaxed +5762 + 5762 +5762 +5762 + 5762
R elaxed +30.8 +117.7 +848 +1738 +119.8
CE Relaxed) +30.8 +116.1 +86.8 +172.5 +117.9

O ther Structures

Ll @&3B) L1l aB3) D7 @&9B) D7, ®&7B)
U nrelaxed +77.5 +78.9 +82.9 56.8
R elaxed +77.5 +78.9 +82.9 56.8
CE Relaxed) +80.7 +78.6 +98.5 57.6
SQS14; AeB2) SQ S14, A2Bg) Z6 (A3B3 —100) Z5 A2B3 —100)
U nrelaxed + 1832 +1182 + 3555 +2733
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R elaxed +96.8 +59.8 +632 +57.1

CE Relaxed) +81.5 +75.0 +62.5 +57.9
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TABLE V. Hpyi OrNisAups.Allenergies inm eV /atom . SQ S+4 refersto a 4-atom special
quasirandom structure (Y 2). This table shows the e ects of relaxation ( st line m inus second

line) and short—range order (third line m inus fourth line) on the m ixing eneryy.

Hpix

SQS4 Unrelaxed (T = 1 ) + 192
SQS4 Relaxed (T = 1) + 97
CE Rebxed(T = 1) + 118

CE Relaxed (T = 1100K ) + 93
Expt. (Calrim etry) T=1150 K + 76
Expt. EMF) T=1175K + 77
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