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C u-A u,A g-A u,C u-A g and N i-A u interm etallics:

First-principles study ofphase diagram s and structures

V.O zoli�n�s,C.W olverton,and Alex Zunger

NationalRenewable Energy Laboratory,G olden,CO 80401

(Septem ber14,1997)

The classic m etallurgical system s { noble m etal alloys { that have form ed the benchm ark for

various alloy theories, are revisited. First-principles fully relaxed generalpotentialLAPW total

energiesofa few ordered structuresareused asinputto a m ixed-spaceclusterexpansion calculation

to study the phase stability,therm odynam ic properties and bond lengths in Cu-Au,Ag-Au,Cu-

Ag and Ni-Au alloys. (i)O urtheoreticalcalculations correctly reproduce the tendenciesofAg-Au

and Cu-Au to form com pounds and Ni-Au and Cu-Ag to phase separate at T = 0 K .(ii) O fall

possible structures,Cu3Au (L12)and CuAu (L10)arefound to bethem oststablelow-tem perature

phasesofCu1� xAux with transition tem peraturesof530 K and 660 K ,respectively,com pared tothe

experim entalvalues663 K and � 670 K .The signi�cantim provem entoverprevious�rst-principles

studiesisattributed to them ore accurate treatm entofatom ic relaxationsin thepresentwork.(iii)

LAPW form ation enthalpiesdem onstrate thatL12,thecom m only assum ed stablephase ofCuAu3,

isnottheground stateforAu-rich alloys,butratherthatordered h100isuperlatticesarestabilized.

(iv) W e extract the non-con�gurational(e.g.,vibrational) entropies ofform ation and obtain large

valuesforthesizem ism atched system s:0.48 kB /atom in Ni0:5Au0:5 (T = 1100 K ),0.37 kB /atom in

Cu0:141Ag0:859 (T = 1052 K ),and 0.16 kB /atom in Cu0:5Au0:5 (T = 800 K ).(v)Using 8 atom /cell

specialquasirandom structures we study the bond lengths in disordered Cu-Au and Ni-Au alloys

and obtain good qualitative agreem entwith recentEXAFS m easurem ents.

PACS num bers:61.66.D k,71.20.G j,81.30.Bx

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N :C H EM IC A L T R EN D S IN

N O B LE M ETA L A LLO Y S

Noble m etal alloys are, experim entally, am ong the

m ost studied interm etallic system s.1{24 In addition,

the Cu-Au system has been considered the clas-

sic paradigm system for applying di�erent theoret-

ical techniques of phase diagram and phase stabil-

ity calculations.25{63 M ost notably, this system has

been considered as the basic test case for the clas-

sic Ising-ham iltonian statistical-m echanics treatm ent of

alloys.25{32 M orerecently,noblem etalbinary alloyshave

been treated theoretically via em pirical �tting of the

constants in Ising ham iltonians,25{34 sem iem piricalin-

teratom ic potentials,35{47 and via �rst-principles clus-

ter expansions.48{55 The essentialdi�erence in philoso-

phy between the classicalapplication ofIsing m odelsto

CuAu25{30;33 and m orem odern approachesbased on the

density functionalform alism 64 isthatin the form erap-

proach the rangeand m agnitudesofthe interactionsare

postulated at the outset (e.g.,�rst or second neighbor

pair interactions),while the latter approaches m ake an

e�ort to determ ine the interactions from an electronic

structuretheory.However,despiterecentattem pts,48{54

it is stillnot clear whether the noble m etalalloys can

be essentially characterized assystem swith short-range

pairinteractions,ornot.

Now that �rst-principles cluster expansion

approaches65;66 have advanced to the stage where both

T = 0 ground state structures and �nite-tem perature

therm odynam icquantitiescan be predicted withoutany

em piricalinform ation,it is interesting to take a global

look atthenoblem etalalloy fam ily.TableIsum m arizes

som e ofthe salient features1{4;14;15;18;67{69 ofthe four

binary system s Cu-Au,Ag-Au,Cu-Ag and Ni-Au. W e

included the relative lattice constantm ism atch �a=a =

2jaA � aB j=jaA + aB j between the consituents,67 the

electronegativitydi�erence�� = � A � �B on thePauling

scale,68 the m ixing enthalpy ofthe equiatom ic alloy,2;18

the sign ofthe calculated nearestneighborpairinterac-

tion J2 (presentstudy),thestructuralidentity ofthelow-

tem perature phases1{4;67 and the order-disordertransi-

tion (or m iscibility gap) tem peratures2;69 Tc. Som e in-

teresting observationsand trendswhich wewillattem pt

toreproducetheoretically,areapparentfrom thisgeneral

survey:

(i)Despitea large(12% )sizem ism atch in Cu-Au,and

a sm all(� 0% ) size m ism atch in Ag-Au,both system s

form ordered com poundsatlow tem peraturesand have

negativem ixing enthalpies,suggesting attractive(\anti-

ferrom agnetic")A{B interactions.Thus,when thedi�er-

encein theelectronegativity�� oftheconstituentatom s

issu�ciently large,asitisin CuAu and AgAu,sizem is-

m atch apparently doesnotdeterm ineordering vs.phase

separation tendencies.

(ii) Despite a sim ilar size m ism atch (12% ) in Cu-Au

and Cu-Ag, the form er orders while the latter phase-

separates. Thus,the existence oflarge electronegativity
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TABLE I. M ajor physicalproperties ofAg-Au,Cu-Ag,Cu-Au and Ni-Au alloys. W e give constituent size m ism atches,

�a=a = 2(a A � aB )=(aA + aB ),electronegativity di�erenceson thePaulingscale,
68
��,m ixingenthalpiesofthedisordered alloys

at the equiatom ic com position,�H m ix(x = 1

2
),signs ofthe nearest-neighbor Ising interaction,J2,order-disorder transition

tem peratures (or m iscibility gap tem peratures for Cu-Ag and Ni-Au),Tc(x = 1

2
), and excess entropies of solid solutions,

�S
form
tot � �S ideal.Allphasesare fcc-based.

System �a=a
a

��
b

�H m ix(x = 1=2) J2 Low-T phases
g

Tc(x =
1

2
) �S

form
tot � �S ideal

g

(m eV/atom ) (K ) (kB /atom )

Cu-Au 12% 0.64 � 91
c

> 0 L12,L10,L12(?) 683
g

+ 0:36

Ag-Au 0% 0.61 � 48
d

> 0 L12,L10,L12 115-168
h

� 0:17

Cu-Ag 12% 0.03 + 80
e

< 0 Phase sep. > Tm + 0:04

Ni-Au 15% 0.63 + 76
f

> 0 Phase sep. 1083
d

+ 0:35

a
Ref.67.

b
Ref.68.

c
Refs.15,14,2.

d
Ref.2.

e
Theoretically calculated value from thiswork.

f
Refs.2,18.
gRefs.2,4.
h
Ref.69.

di�erence in Cu-Au (as opposed to the sm alldi�erence

in Cu-Ag),seem sto induce ordering tendencies.

(iii)Cu-Ag and Ni-Au both phase-separate(and have

positive �H m ix) as they have large size m ism atches.

Yet, Ni-Au having a large electronegativity di�erence,

showsan ordering-typenearest-neighborpairinteraction

(J2 > 0),justlikethecom pound form ingCu-Au and Ag-

Au,while Cu-Ag hasa clustering-type nearest-neighbor

interaction (J2 < 0).Thus,thesign ofJ2 doesnotre
ect

the low tem peratureordering vs.phaseseparation.

(iv) The am ount �S X S = �S
expt
tot � �Sideal

by which the m easured entropy2 �S
expt
tot deviates

from the ideal con�gurational entropy �S ideal =

kB [xlogx + (1� x)log(1� x)],isunexpectedly large in

Cu-Ag and Ni-Au,indicating a largenon-con�gurational

entropy ofform ation.

O ther interesting facts about the noble m etalbinary

interm etallicsinclude:

(v) Despite num erous studies,1{4;7;8;10{12 the struc-

ture ofthe ordered phasesin Au-rich Cu-Au isnotwell

established yet. It is often assum ed1{4 that the sta-

ble Au-rich low-tem perature phase isCuAu3 in the L12
structure,but direct experim ents7;8;10 below the order-

disorder transition tem perature Tc(x = 3

4
) � 500 K

aredi�cultbecause the di�usion ratesarevery low and

even the bestordered sam plescontain signi�cantdisor-

der.Possiblefurthertherm odynam ic transform ationsat

lowertem peraturesm ay be kinetically inhibited.

(vi) The trends in bond lengths vs. com position

are non-trivial. Traditionally, all coherent-potential-

approxim ation based theories70{72 ofinterm etallicalloys

haveassum ed thatthenearest-neighborbond lengthsare

equal,R A A = R A B = R B B ,and proportionalto the av-

erage lattice constant. Recent theories73{75 suggested,

however,thatbond lengthsrelax in thealloy to new val-

ues, and this has a signi�cant e�ect on the electronic

structure.53;76;77 RecentEXAFS experim entson NiAu23

and CuAu24 show distinct R A A 6= R A B 6= R B B bond

lengths,which need to be explained.

In this work we will analyze the above m entioned

trends in term s ofa �rst-principles m ixed-space cluster

expansion,65;66 based on m odern localdensity approxi-

m ation (LDA) totalenergy calculations. W e reproduce

theobserved trends(i)-(vi)in ordering preferences,m ix-

ing enthalpies �H m ix, transition tem peratures Tc and

interatom ic bond lengths. In addition,we predict new,

hitherto unsuspected ordered phases in Au-rich Cu-Au

alloys.

II.B A SIC ID EO LO G Y A N D M ET H O D O LO G Y

There are m any problem s in solid state physics that

require knowledge ofthe totalenergy E (�) ofa lattice

with N sites as a function ofthe occupation pattern �

ofthese sitesby atom softypesA and B .Thisinform a-

tion is needed,for exam ple,in the ground state search

problem ,72 where one seeks the con�guration with the

lowestenergyatT = 0K .fE (�)gisalsoneeded forcalcu-

latingthetem perature-and com position-dependentther-

m odynam icfunctionsand phasediagram sofan A 1� xB x

alloy.

A direct, quantum -m echanicalcalculation of the to-

talenergy E direct(�)= h	jĤ j	i=h	j	i(where 	 isthe

electronicground statewavefunction and Ĥ isthem any-

electron Ham iltonian) is possible only for a lim ited set

of con�gurations �. This is so because (i) the com -

putationale�ort to solve the Schr�odinger equation for

a single con�guration scales as the cube ofthe num ber

ofatom sper unit cell,so that only sm allunit cells can

be considered,(ii)there are 2N con�gurations,and (iii)

foreach con�guration,one hasto �nd the atom ic relax-

ations�um in(�)which m inim izethetotalenergy.Conse-

quently,onesearchesfora\clusterexpansion"(CE)that
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accurately reproduces the results ofa direct,quantum -

m echanical(e.g.,LDA)calculation

E C E(�)�= E direct(�); (1)

withouttheunfavorablescalingofthecom putationalcost

with the sizeofthe unitcell.

In designing a clusterexpansion,therearefew choices

of independent param eters. For exam ple, one could

choose to obtain a cluster expansion for the volum e-

(V ) dependent equation ofstate E direct(�;V ) [see,e.g.,

Refs.52,78,79],orto�nd aclusterexpansion fortheen-

ergy atthevolum eVm in(�)thatm inim izesEdirect(�;V ).

W e choose the latter possibility. Furtherm ore,for each

con�guration �,we wish to reproduce the totalenergy

corresponding to the fully relaxed cellshapeand atom ic

positionsf�um in(�)g. In otherwords,we choose to rep-

resent

E C E(�)�= E direct[�;�um in(�);Vm in(�)]� Edirect(�): (2)

Note thatby focusing on the equilibrium energy ofeach

con�guration,wegiveup thepossibility ofstudying non-

equilibrium geom etries(e.g.,bond lengths)andequations

ofstate.Instead,foreach occupation pattern �,we can

�nd thetotalenergy E (�)ofthe atom ically relaxed and

volum e-optim ized geom etry.

The best-known cluster expansion is the generalized

Ising m odelin which the equilibrium totalenergy ofan

arbitrary con�guration � isexpanded in a seriesofbasis

functions de�ned aspseudospin productson the crystal

sites:

E (�)= J0 +
X

i

JiSi+
1

2

X

i6= j

JijSiSj

+
1

3!

X

i6= j6= k

JijkSiSjSk + :::; (3)

wherein binaryA 1� xB x alloysSi = + 1or� 1,depending

on whetherthe site iisoccupied by an atom oftype A

orB .Equation (3)isvalid whetherthelatticeisrelaxed

otnot,aslong asa one-to-onecorrespondenceexistsbe-

tween the actualpositions of atom s and the idealfcc

sites. The practicalusefulness ofthe cluster expansion

Eq.(3)restson theassum ption thatthee�ectivecluster

interactions(ECI’s),Jij;Jijk;:::;arerapidly decreasing

functionsofthenum berofsitesand intersiteseparation,

so that only a �nite num ber ofterm s hasto be keptin

Eq.(3) for the desired accuracy. In this case,we can

writethe form ation enthalpy ofstructure�,

�H direct(�)= E (�)� xEA � (1� x)EB ; (4)

where E A and E B are totalenergies of the pure con-

stituents A and B , as the following cluster expansion

(CE):

�H C E(�)= J0 +

N fX

f

D fJf� f(�): (5)

Here N f isthe num ber ofnonzero e�ective interactions

and � f(�) are lattice averages ofthe spin products in

con�guration �.

Sanchez, Ducastelle and G ratias80 have shown that

there is a set of com position-independent interactions

for Eq. (3) which can exactly reproduce the directly

calculated totalenergies of all con�gurations �. This

statem ent is strictly true ifallpossible clusters are in-

cluded in Eq.(3),and should hold forthe truncated se-

ries Eq.(3) ifthe cluster expansion is wellconverged.

Severalm ethods81;82 yield concentration-dependent ef-

fective interactions,providing in principle equally valid

schem esforrepresenting�H direct(�)in term sofacluster

expansion. In the present work,we select com position-

independentinteractions,sincethesecanbedirectlycom -

pared to previous Ising m odeltreatm ents25{34;48{55 of

the noblem etalalloy phasediagram s.

A num berofissuesarisein tryingtoconstructacluster

expansion thatsatis�esEq.(2):

(i) The num ber ofinteractions and their types (pair,

m ultibody) cannot be decided arbitrarily,but m ust be

constrained by a m icroscopicelectronic-structuretheory

according to Eqs.(1)and (2).

(ii) In m ostcon�gurations�,atom sm ove away from

theideallatticesites,which notonly lowersthetotalen-

ergiesE direct(�),butalso slowsdown the convergence85

ofthe expansion Eq.(3).The solution isto havea clus-

terexpansion with m any interaction term sN J thatcan

representsuch situations. W e accom plish this by using

a reciprocalspaceform ulation,form ally equivalentto an

in�nite num berofreal-spacepairinteractions.

(iii)Som eclusterexpansions78 requirethatthenum ber

ofinteractionsN J m ustequalthe num ber ofcon�gura-

tions N � whose totalenergies need to be evaluated via

the direct electronic-structure m ethod. The num ber of

such calculations m ay be excessive in view of(ii). W e

thus introduce a m ethod in which N � � N J. Further-

m ore,interactionsthatarenotneeded to satisfy Eq.(2)

areautom atically discarded.

(iv)O nehastodealwith them acroscopicelasticstrain

leading to a k ! 0 singularity in the Fouriertransform

ofthe pairinteractions,

Jpair(k)=
X

j

D jJpair(R i� Rj)e
� ikR j; (6)

whereD j isthenum beroffR i;R jgpairsperlatticesite.

Asshown by Laksetal.65 (seealsothediscussion below),

in sizem ism atched system sthe correctJpair(k)depends

on direction k̂ in the long-wavelength lim it k ! 0. To

solvethis,weexpressJpair(k)asa sum oftwo parts,

Jpair(k)= JSR (k)+ JC S(̂k); (7)

where JSR (k) is an analytic function ofk and can be

obtained from short-ranged realspace pairinteractions,

while JC S(̂k) contains the nonanalytic behavior around

3



k = 0 and depends only on the direction k̂. To ex-

plain this singularity, we consider the energy of a co-

herentA nB n superlattice,form ed by a periodicstacking

ofn layers ofA and n layers ofB in direction bG . By

introducing the structurefactor,

S(k;�)=
X

j

Sje
� ikR j; (8)

the totalpair interaction energy in Eq.(3) can be ex-

pressed asa reciprocalspacesum :

E pair(�)=
X

k

Jpair(k)jS(k;�)j
2
: (9)

A nB n superlattice has nonzero structure factor at

k = 1

2n
bG , and therefore its energy is determ ined by

Jpair(
1

2n
bG ). As n ! 1 its form ation energy is given

by a sum ofthe epitaxialdeform ation energies ofpure

constituents needed to bring them to a com m on lattice

constantin the planeperpendicularto bG .Since the epi-

taxialdeform ation energy ofpure constituents is direc-

tion dependent (e.g.,it is easier to stretch Cu in [100]

planesthan in [111]planes,seeSec.IIIB),theform ation

energy �H (A 1 B 1 )isalso direction dependent.There-

fore, lim k! 0 Jpair(k) m ust depend on the direction of

approach to the origin,proving that Jpair(k) is singu-

lar. Physically,the nonanaliticity ofJpair(k) is caused

by long-rangeinteractionsvia m acroscopicelastic strain

and cannotbe reproduced using �nite-ranged real-space

pairinteractions,butm ustbeaccounted forexplicitly in

reciprocalspace. Ifthe singularity isneglected,then as

explained in Ref.65,the clusterexpansion failsnotonly

for long-period (n ! 1 ) superlattices A nB n,but also

for those short-period (n > 2) superlattices which have

notbeen explicitly included in theconstraintEq.(2).W e

em phasize thatalthough the contribution ofJsing(k) to

theform ation energy isnonzero only in size-m ism atched

system s,itisnotrelated to theatom icrelaxation energy

fora particularstructure� in any sim ple way (exceptif

� itselfisa long-period superlattice).

Thesingularity in Jpair(k)issim ilarto thesingularity

in the dynam icalm atrix D �� (��
0jk)ofpolarcrystalsin

the long-wavelength lim it,83 caused by long-range elec-

trostatic interactions via m acroscopic electric �eld. In

lattice dynam ics,D ��(��
0jk) is expressed as a sum of

regularand singularparts,D �� (��
0jk)= D

sing

��
(��0jk)+

D
reg

��
(��0jk),where D

reg

��
(��0jk) (analytic as k ! 0) is

due to short-range force constants. The singular part

D
sing

��
(��0jk) gives rise to LO /TO splitting ofthe zone-

centeropticalfrequencies!� in polarcrystals,and also

leads to a directionaldependence of!� (̂k) in uniaxial

crystals (e.g., CuPt-type G aInP2). These phenom ena

cannotbe reproduced by any setof�nite-ranged m icro-

scopic force constants,buthave to be calculated explic-

itly using the m acroscopicM axwellequations.84

In sum m ary, we seek to �nd a function E C E(�)

which accurately reproduces the LDA total energies

E LD A [�;�um in(�);Vm in(�)] � ELD A (�) at the atom i-

cally relaxed geom etry and equilibrium volum e ofcon-

�guration �. The function EC E (�)we considerincludes

com position-and volum e-independentinteractions,so as

to m aintain m axim um sim ilarity with the classicalIsing

m odel.The num berand type ofinteractionsarenotde-

cided arbitrarily,but are constrained by the electronic

structure theory used (here, the LDA). Relaxation is

treated accurately by including long-range pairinterac-

tionsin the reciprocalspace representation. The k ! 0

singularity,a�ecting both short and long-period super-

lattices,isdealtwith explicitly.

The above requirem ents are satis�ed by the m ixed

spaceclusterexpansion (M SCE):

�H C E(�)=
X

k

Jpair(k)jS(k;�)j
2

+

M BX

f

D fJf� f(�)+ �E C S(�): (10)

W e have separated out the so-called equilibrium con-

stituent strain energy term , �E C S(�), which accounts

forthe k ! 0 singularity.65 In Eq.(10)we do notneed

to calculate �E C S(�)foreach con�guration �,butonly

for the directions bk of the wave vectors with nonzero

S(k;�). In fact,it is constructed to coincide with the

elasticstrain energyofcoherentsuperlatticesin thelong-

period lim it:65

�E C S(�)=
X

k

JC S(x;bk)jS(k;�)j
2
; (11)

JC S(x;bk)=
�E

eq

C S(x;
bk)

4x(1� x)
; (12)

where S(k;�) isthe structure factorfrom Eq.(8). The

quantity �E
eq

C S
(x;bk) depends only on the direction bk,

and will be given in Sec. IIIB. Equation (11) is ex-

actforlong-period superlattices,butrepresentsa choice

forshort-period superlatticesand non-superlattice (e.g.,

L12) structures. It has been found65 that the choice

Eq.(11)im provesthe clusterexpansion predictionsalso

forshort-period superlattices.

Equation (10)isa generalized Ising m odeldescription

ofthe form ation energy ofany relaxed con�guration �,

even ifa directLDA calculation forthis� isim practical.

The clusterinteraction energiesfJpair(k)g and fJfg are

obtained by �tting Eq.(10)to the LDA form ation ener-

gies. An additionalsm oothnessrequirem entis im posed

on Jpair(k),which ensuresthatthe pairinteractionsare

optim ally short-ranged in realspace. Nam ely,we m ini-

m izethe sum

� 2
rm s =

1

N �

X

�

w� [�H C E (�)� �H LD A (�)]
2

+
t

�

X

k

Jpair(k)
�

� r
2
k

��=2
Jpair(k); (13)
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TABLE II. D e�nition ofthe sm all-unit-cellordered structuresused in the LDA totalenergy calculations.

Sim ple superlattices

Com po- O rientation

sition (001) (011) (111) (311) (201)

AB L10 (CuAu) L10 (CuAu) L11 (CuPt) L11 (CuPt) L10 (CuAu)

A 2B \�1" (M oSi2) \
1" (M oPt2) \�1" (CdI2) \
1" (M oPt2) \
1"(M oPt2)

AB 2 \�2" (M oSi2) \
2" (M oPt2) \�2" (CdI2) \
2" (M oPt2) \
2"(M oPt2)

A 3B \Z1" \Y1" \V1" \W 1" D 022 (TiAl3)

AB 3 \Z3" \Y3" \V3" \W 3" D 022 (TiAl3)

A 2B 2 \Z2" \Y2" \V2" \W 2" \40"(CuFeS2)

O therstructures

Com po- Nam e Prototype Superlattice Period Reference

sition direction

A 3B 1 L12 Cu3Au none 52

A 1B 3 L12 Cu3Au none 52

A 7B D 7a none 52

A 4B 4 D 4 none 52

AB 7 D 7b none 52

A 8B Ni8Nb none 95

AB 8 Ni8Nb none 95

A 6B 2 D 023 Al3Zr (401) (5,1,1,1) 95

A 6B 2 LPS-3 (601) (5,1,1,1) 87

A 4B 4 SQ S8a (311) (2,3,2,1) 76

A 4B 4 SQ S8b (311) (3,2,1,2) 76

A 6B 2 SQ S14a (201) (6,2) 73

A 2B 6 SQ S14b (201) (2,6) 73

where� and tarefree param etersand � isa norm aliza-

tion constant.65 Typically we choose � = 4 and t= 1,

butthe �tisnotsensitiveto thischoice.

Thisapproachsolvesthefourproblem sindicated above

in the sense that (i) the �tting process itselfautom ati-

cally selects the pair interactions that are essentialto

obtain a good �t(processstilldoesnotselectm ultibody

�gures),(ii)thepairinteractionscan beofarbitrarylong

range,facilitatingtreatm entofsystem swith largeelastic

relaxations,(iii)thenum berofpairscan bem uch larger

than thenum berofordered structuresin the�t,and (iv)

the directly calculated constituent strain energy �E C S

contains the k ! 0 singularity. Unlike allCPA-based

m ethods,70;71 the presentapproach includesfullaccount

ofatom ic relaxation and localenvironm ente�ects. Un-

like the classicalIsing descriptions,25;27{33 the interac-

tion energiesare determ ined by the electronic structure

rather than being guessed. Finally,unlike the com pu-

tationalalchem y linearresponse approach,85 m ultibody

term sareincluded here.

Having written the expression for the totalenergy of

arbitrarycon�guration,Eq.(10),wecan evaluateitscon-

stants from a lim ited num ber of LDA calculations on

sm allunit cell(N atom s < 10) ordered structures with

fully relaxed atom ic positions. Equation (10) can then

be em ployed in sim ulated annealing and M onte Carlo

calculations86;87 yielding T = 0 ground statesand T > 0

statisticaland therm odynam ic properties. Further de-

tailsofthe m ethod aregiven in Sec.III.

III.D ETA ILS O F T H E M ET H O D

A .T = 0 energetics

The calculations ofT = 0 totalenergies em ploy the

full-potentiallinearized augm ented planewavem ethod88

(FLAPW ).The basisset consistsofplane wavesin the

interstitialregion,augm ented in a continuousand di�er-

entiableway with thesolutionsoftheradialSchr�odinger

equation inside the non-overlapping m u�n-tin spheres.

Non-spherical potential and electronic charge density

term s are calculated in all space and included in the

Ham iltonian m atrix. Core states are treated fully rela-

tivistically and recalculated in each self-consistency iter-

ation.The waveequation forthe valencestatesincludes

allrelativistic e�ects except the spin-orbit interaction,

i.e.,they are treated scalar relativistically. FLAPW is

the m ost accurate all-electron m ethod,superior to the

m ethodsem ploying overlapping atom icspheres(atom ic-

spheresapproxim ation { ASA)and/orshapeapproxim a-

tionsto the potential.

W e use the W ignerexchange-correlation functional.89

Asa check,wehaveperform ed severalcalculationsusing

the Perdew-Zunger90 param etrization of the Ceperley-

Alder91 functionaland thegeneralized gradientapproxi-

m ation ofPerdew and W ang.92 W e�nd (seeSec.IV A 1)

thatthevariousexchange-correlation functionalschange

theenthalpiesofform ation ofordered Cu-Au com pounds

by a negligibleam ount(lessthan 2 m eV/atom ).
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TABLE III. LDA calculated form ation [Eq.(4)]enthalpies for fcc superstructures (de�ned in Table II) ofAg-Au,Cu-Ag,

Cu-Au and Ni-Au.The num bersin parenthesesrepresenterrorsofthe clusterexpansion �t.Allenergiesin m eV/atom .

Structure Ag-Au Cu-Ag Cu-Au Ni-Au

Superlattice N am e � H
LD A
unrel

� H
LD A
unrel

� H
LD A
rel

� H
LD A
unrel

� H
LD A
rel

� H
LD A
unrel

� H
LD A
rel

A fcc 0:0 (� 0:4) 0.0 0:0 (� 0:1) 0.0 0:0 (+ 0:2) 0.0 0:0 (+ 0:4)

B fcc 0:0 (� 0:5) 0.0 0:0 (+ 0:3) 0.0 0:0 (� 0:4) 0.0 0:0 (� 0:2)

(001) Struct:

A 1B 1 L 10 � 59:7 (� 0:8) + 107:6 + 100:5 (+ 0:4) � 36:1 � 48:2 (+ 0:1) + 98:1 + 76:1 (+ 1:4)

A 2B 1 \�1" � 40:8 (� 0:1) + 130:2 + 90:8 (� 0:7) + 51:0 � 3:8 (� 2:6) + 207:8 + 105:7 (� 0:1)

A 1B 2 \�2" � 40:0 (+ 0:1) + 112:0 + 75:0 (+ 1:0) + 40:1 � 40:8 (+ 0:6) + 151:7 + 38:3 (+ 0:1)

A 3B 1 \Z1" � 29:2 (� 0:1) + 126:4 + 79:8 (+ 1:8) + 76:5 + 10:6 (+ 0:3) + 221:7 + 89:9 (� 4:2)

A 1B 3 \Z3" � 27:9 (+ 0:7) + 96:8 + 56:9 (� 0:2) + 50:0 � 28:2 (+ 1:8) + 142:0 + 32:4 (+ 4:0)

A 2B 2 \Z2" � 28:8 (� 0:3) + 164:7 + 77:8 (+ 0:4) + 136:4 � 6:7 (� 1:0) + 286:7 + 70:2 (+ 0:1)

A 2B 3 \Z5" + 273:3 + 57:1 (� 0:8)

A 3B 3 \Z6" + 355:5 + 63:2 (+ 0:7)

A 1 B 1 0:0 (0:0) + 20:4 (0:0) + 20:3 (� 0:1) + 576:2 + 30:8 (0:0)

(111) Struct:

A 1B 1 L 11 � 43:0 (� 0:4) + 134:8 + 129:8 (� 1:1) + 60:3 + 32:5 (� 0:1) + 192:3 + 166:8 (+ 1:4)

A 2B 1 \�1" � 30:2 (0:0) + 152:4 + 120:4 (� 2:9) + 123:0 + 61:4 (� 7:7) + 288:5 + 202:2 (� 6:4)

A 1B 2 \�2" � 30:8 (0:0) + 124:9 + 95:0 (+ 2:9) + 86:4 + 2:1 (+ 7:7) + 200:9 + 100:9 (+ 6:4)

A 3B 1 \V 1" � 21:3 (+ 0:3) + 145:9 + 108:4 (+ 0:4) + 136:1 + 78:6 (+ 4:1) + 290:8 + 193:7 (+ 4:1)

A 1B 3 \V 3" � 21:4 (+ 0:6) + 106:8 + 73:6 (+ 1:5) + 79:5 + 5:1 (+ 0:8) + 172:8 + 83:0 (+ 4:0)

A 2B 2 \V 2" � 22:9 (� 0:4) + 177:1 + 109:1 (� 1:0) + 170:6 + 52:2 (� 2:5) + 335:8 + 162:4 (� 4:1)

A 1 B 1 0:0 (0:0) + 86:3 (� 1:0) + 95:8 (+ 0:3) + 576:2 + 173:8 (+ 1:3)

(011) Struct:

A 2B 1 
1 � 49:7 (� 0:4) + 106:4 + 100:3 (� 0:6) � 14:2 � 18:4 (+ 3:3) + 123:3 + 98:9 (� 3:8)

A 1B 2 
2 � 46:9 (+ 0:4) + 97:2 + 92:5 (+ 0:8) + 1:7 � 6:7 (� 5:2) + 126:3 + 102:6 (+ 3:8)

A 3B 1 \Y 1" � 37:0 (0:0) + 105:1 + 85:4 (+ 3:5) + 21:8 � 1:3 (+ 3:8) + 148:5 + 99:2 (+ 7:8)

A 1B 3 \Y 3" � 35:4 (+ 0:6) + 85:5 + 75:2 (� 1:3) + 19:4 � 1:0 (+ 0:1) + 104:1 + 78:7 (+ 1:1)

A 2B 2 \Y 2" � 44:1 (� 0:3) + 136:0 + 105:7 (� 1:1) + 59:5 � 4:2 (� 2:0) + 192:3 + 96:6 (� 4:5)

A 1 B 1 0:0 (0:0) + 75:3 (� 1:2) + 66:1 (+ 0:3) + 576:2 + 117:7 (+ 1:6)

(113) Struct:

A 3B 1 \W 1" � 35:9 (+ 0:5) + 104:7 + 94:2 (� 0:2) + 22:0 + 7:0 (+ 1:5) + 125:7 + 120:8 (+ 5:2)

A 1B 3 \W 3" � 34:4 (� 0:2) + 98:6 + 91:4 (+ 9:0) + 21:1 + 7:8 (+ 0:6) + 88:4 (+ 5:3)

A 2B 2 \W 2" � 50:6 (� 0:1) + 121:9 + 104:7 (� 4:4) + 15:7 � 20:9 (� 1:0) + 144:2 + 93:6 (� 5:3)

A 1 B 1 0:0 (0:0) + 65:9 (� 1:4) + 69:5 (+ 0:4) + 576:2 + 119:8 (+ 1:9)

(201) Struct:

A 3B 1 D 022 � 42:3 (� 0:2) + 85:2 + 85:1 (+ 1:3) � 32:7 � 32:8 (+ 0:3) + 75:0 + 75:0 (+ 5:6)

A 1B 3 D 022 � 41:0 (� 0:3) + 76:8 + 76:4 (� 0:5) � 10:6 � 11:8 (� 1:8) + 68:7 + 68:6 (+ 1:5)

A 2B 2 C H ,or \40" � 55:3 (+ 0:3) + 109:6 + 107:5 (� 0:4) � 19:0 � 23:0 (� 0:6) + 93:5 + 84:8 (� 3:6)

A 1 B 1 0:0 (0:0) + 67:3 (+ 1:6) + 53:4 (� 0:4) + 576:2 + 84:8 (� 2:0)

(401) Struct:

A 5B 1A 1B 1 D 023 � 33:3 � 33:6 (0:0)

(601) Struct:

A 5B 1A 1B 1 LPS� 3 � 34:1

O ther Struct:

A 3B 1 L 12 � 43:4 (+ 0:4) + 84:8 + 84:8 (� 1:4) � 37:3 � 37:3 (� 0:1) + 77:5 + 77:5 (� 2:7)

A 1B 3 L 12 � 44:0 (+ 0:3) + 76:0 + 76:0 (+ 1:8) � 17:3 � 17:3 (� 0:8) + 78:9 + 78:9 (� 0:2)

A 7B 1 D 7 � 20:8 (+ 0:6) + 61:9 + 61:9 (� 3:1) + 6:8 + 6:8 (� 8:3) + 82:9 + 82:9 (� 15:8)

A 4B 4 D 4 � 42:9 (+ 1:1)

A 1B 7 D 7b � 20:0 (� 0:1) + 47:1 + 47:1 (� 3:3) + 12:9 + 12:9 (+ 1:9) + 56:8 + 56:8 (� 0:7)

A 8B 1 N i8N b-type + 63:7 + 47:7 (+ 0:4) + 9:3 � 9:1 (� 4:5)

A 1B 8 N i8N b-type + 42:7 + 36:4 (� 1:7) + 30:9 + 18:2 (+ 13:3)

R andom :

A 4B 4 SQ S8a � 42:5 (+ 0:2) + 12:9 (+ 5:7) + 122:6 (+ 1:2)

A 4B 4 SQ S8b � 43:6 (� 0:2) � 15:2 (� 5:7) + 97:5 (� 9:7)

A 3B 1 SQ S14a + 116:2 + 77:3 (+ 7:0) + 56:5 + 5:5 (+ 7:7) + 183:2 + 96:8 (+ 15:3)

A 1B 3 SQ S14b + 92:2 + 69:7 (� 7:0) + 37:8 � 5:2 (� 7:7) + 118:2 + 59:8 (� 15:3)
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The totalenergiesofthe ordered structuresand end-

point constituents are obtained keeping all com puta-

tionalparam etersexactly equal. Speci�cally,we always

use the sam e basis sets (RK m ax = 9), charge density

cuto�s (RK m ax = 19), m u�n-tin radii R A u = 2:4a0,

R A g = R C u = R N i = 2:2a0,m axim um di�erence in the

angularm om enta in thenonsphericalHam iltonian term s

(lm ax = 4),m axim um angularm om enta in thenonspher-

icalchargedensitiesand potentialsinside the m u�n-tin

spheres(lm ax = 8),and equivalentk pointsets93 in the

evaluation ofBrillouin zoneintegrals.W hen theunitcell

vectorsofthe ordered com pound perm it,we choose a k

m esh equivalent to the 60 specialpoints 8 � 8 � 8 fcc

m esh.Severalstructures(e.g.,thoseofA 2B orAB 2 sto-

ichiom etry) have reciprocalunit cellvectors which are

incom m ensuratewith the 8� 8� 8 m esh.In these cases

wecalculatethetotalenergiesofthecom poundsand fcc

constituents with a �ner k point grid. This procedure

ensures that, due to system atic cancellation of errors,

theform ation enthalpies�H (�),Eq.(4),convergem uch

fasterthan the totalenergies. Indeed,the testsforCu-

Au described in Sec.IV A 1 show thatwith ourchoiceof

param eters�H (�)areconvergedtowithin 2m eV/atom .

The atom ic positions are relaxed using quantum

m echanical forces94 obtained at the end of the self-

consistency iterations. M inim ization ofthe totalenergy

with respect to the cell-externaldegrees of freedom is

doneby distorting the shapeofthe unitcelland tracing

thedecreasein thetotalenergy.W eestim atethatthefor-

m ation enthalpiesareconverged to atleast5 m eV/atom

with respectto allrelaxationaldegreesoffreedom .

Table IIand itscaption de�nesoursm all-unit-cellor-

dered structures. M any are actually superlatticesalong

(100),(110),(111),(201)and (311)directions.TableIII

givesthecalculated LDA form ation energies[Eq.(4)]for

these Au-Ag,Cu-Au,Cu-Ag and Ni-Au com pounds.

B .T he constituent strain energy

It is wellknown66 that real-space cluster expansions

with �nite-ranged interactions incorrectly predict zero

form ation enthalpies per atom for coherent long-period

A pB q superlattices,while the correct answers are non-

zero and depend on the superlattice direction bG . The

constituent strain energy term �E C S(�) in Eq.(10) is

speci�cally designed to reproduce these superlattice en-

ergies, which are calculated directly from the LDA as

follows.

In the long-period lim it pq ! 1 the interfacialen-

ergy becom es negligibly sm all(O (1=p)) in com parison

with the elasticstrain energy needed to deform the con-

stituents to a com m on in-plane lattice constantas.
55;96

Therefore,the form ation energy peratom ofA 1 B 1 su-

perlatticealong bG with com position x isgivenbythecon-

stituentstrain energy�E C S(x;bG ),de�ned astheequilib-

rium (eq)value ofthe com position-weighted sum ofthe

E
la

st
ic

 d
ef

or
m

at
io

n 
en

er
gy

Substrate lattice constant as

∆Ebulk(as)

∆Eepi(as)aeq

FIG .1. A schem atic illustration ofthe conceptofthe epi-

taxialsoftening function q(bG ),given by the ratio ofthe bulk

(upper curve) and epitaxial(lower curve) deform ation ener-

gies. In the harm onic approxim ation q(bG )isthe ratio ofthe

curvaturesofthese curvesatthe equilibrium point.

energiesrequired todeform bulk A and B totheepitaxial

geom etry with a planarlattice constantas:

�E
eq

C S
(x;bG )= m in

as

h

x�E
epi

A
(as;bG )

+ (1� x)�E
epi

B
(as;bG )

i

: (14)

Here �E epi(as;bG ) is the strain energy ofthe m aterial

epitaxially stretched to the lattice constantas in the di-

rection orthogonalto bG ,and then allowed to relax along
bG . �E epi(as;bG )isrelated to the bulk equation ofstate

�E bulk(as)via the epitaxialsoftening function q(as;bG ):

q(as;bG )�
�E epi(as;bG )

�E bulk(as)
; (15)

where �E bulk
A (as) is the energy required to hydrostati-

cally deform a bulk solid to thelattice constantas.Fig-

ure1illustratestheconceptofepitaxialsoftening:97 when

the bulk solid is deform ed hydrostatically from aeq to

as 6= aeq,itsenergy rises.Energy can then be lowered if

we keep ax = ay = as butrelax the third lattice vector

to its equilibrium value. q(as;bG ) m easures the relative

energy lowering.

Figure2showsthecalculated LDA q’sforCu,obtained

by m inim izing the totalenergy with respect to the lat-

tice constant c parallelto bG for each value ofthe sub-

stratelatticeparam eteras.Asexplained in Ref.96,this

treatm entneglectstheso-called shearstrain term s,butis

exactforthe high sym m etry directions(100),(111)and

(110).Thecalculated qC u(as;bG )isseen tobeanontrivial

function ofthesubstratelatticeparam eteras and direc-

tion bG .In contrast,theharm onicelasticity theory,97{100
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FIG .2. q(bG )offcc Cu forprinciple directionsasfunctions

of the substrate lattice param eter as. D irectly calculated

LDA valuesare represented by open sym bols,linesshow the

�tusing the expansion of
(bG )in K ubic harm onics.

routinely used forsem iconductorsystem s,97;100;101 gives

q’swhich do notdepend on as:

qharm (bG )= 1�
B

C11 + � 
 harm (bG )
; (16)

where 
harm (bG ) isa geom etric function ofthe spherical

anglesform ed by bG :


harm (�;�)= sin2(2�)+ sin4(�)sin2

=
4

5

p
4�[K 0(�;�)�

2
p
21
K 4(�;�)]; (17)

and K l are the K ubic harm onicsofangularm om entum

l.Figure2showsthattheharm onicapproxim ation m an-

ifestly breaks down for large epitaxial strains in m et-

als since there are severalim portant qualitative di�er-

encesbetween the behaviorin Fig.2 and thatpredicted

by the harm onic elasticity. First,q(as;bG ) strongly de-

pends on the substrate lattice constant,while the har-

m onic qharm (bG )doesnot.Second,the harm onic expres-

sion gives a de�nite order ofq(bG ) as a function ofthe

direction,i.e.,either(100)isthe softestand then (111)

m ust be the hardest,orvice versa. Thisorderdoesnot

hold forlargedeform ations.Forinstance,(201)becom es

thesoftestdirection foras � a0 and (110)isthehardest

foras � a0 in Cu.Finally,q(100)exhibitsa particularly

dram aticsofteningforas � a0,which hasim portantcon-

sequencesforthe constituentstrain energy and stability

ofsuperlatticesalong thisdirection.96

The above m entioned properties of qC u can be de-

scribed by generalizing Eq.(17) for 
 to higher K ubic

harm onicsand strain-dependentexpansion coe�cients:


(as;bG )=

lm axX

l= 0

bl(as)K l(bG ); (18)

which has the property that in the harm onic lim it

(as ! a0) allexpansion coe�cients with angular m o-

m entahigherthan 4tend tozero,reproducing
harm from

Eq.(17). Due to the cubic sym m etry,only term s with

l= 0;4;6;8;10;12;:::enterin thisexpansion. Detailed

discussion ofthe nonlinearepitaxialstrain propertiesof

elem entalm etalswillbegivenin aseparatepublication.96

The constituent strain energy �E
eq

C S
(x;bG ) is calcu-

lated num erically from Eq.(14) using the direct LDA

values of�E epi(as;bG ) for six principle directions. The

obtained �E
eq

C S
forthese directionsare shown in Fig.3,

illustrating severalproperties of the constituent strain

which cannot be reproduced by the harm onic theory.65

First,the curvesin Fig.3 are skewed to di�erentsides,

whiletheharm onic�E
eq

C S
m ustbeallskewed tothesam e

side.Second,the calculated �E
eq

C S crossfordi�erentdi-

rections,a property not allowed by the harm onic func-

tionalform .These crossingslead to (201)asthe softest

direction below x � 0:2,and (110) as the hardest for

Au-rich superlattices, while the harm onic theory gives

�E
eq

C S
(111)asthe highestand �E

eq

C S
(100)asthe lowest

constituentstrain forallcom positionsofthestudied no-

blem etalalloys.Thebehaviorof�E
eq

C S
for(100)ispar-

ticularly interesting,since the curvesin Fig.3 abruptly

change slope around x � 0:15 and have very low values

forx > 1
4
.Asweshow in Ref.96,thisisa m anifestation

ofthelow energy costofdeform ing fccCu into thebody-

centered tetragonalstructure along the epitaxialBaines

path.Sm allconstituentstrain of(100)superlatticeshas

profound in
uenceon thepredicted ground statesofCu-

Au (seeSec.IV A 1).

The constituent strain energy for arbitrary direction
bG is then obtained by interpolating between the prin-

ciple directions using the following expansion in K ubic

harm onics:

�E C S(x;bG )=

lm axX

l= 0

cl(x)K l(bG ): (19)

W e have taken lm ax = 10,which gives�ve com position-

dependent �tting coe�cients determ ined from a �t to

the directly calculated values [Eq.(14)]for six princi-

ple directions. The characteristic errors of this �t at

theequiatom iccom position are1� 2 m eV/atom .Equa-

tion (19)isthen used in Eqs.(11){(12).

C .C onstructing the C luster Expansion

O nce we have a closed-form expresion for the equi-

librium constituent strain energy �E C S(�) and a set

f�H LD A (�)g ofT = 0 form ation enthalpies,we deter-

m inetheunknown clusterinteractionsofEq.(10)in the

following two-step process:
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FIG .3. Equilibrium constituentstrain energiesforCu-Au,

Ni-Au and Cu-Ag.Theconstituentstrain energy ofAg-Au is

negligibly sm alland therefore notshown.

First,thetotalenergiesofallstructuresfrom TableIII

areused in the�tto investigatethebehavioroftheroot-

m ean-square (rm s) error � rm s ofthe �t,Eq.(13),as a

function ofthenum berofreal-spacepairand m ultibody

interactions.ReciprocalspaceCE allowsto add pairin-

teractions system atically in the order ofincreasing in-

tersite separation, up to any num ber of near-neighbor

shells. The k-space sm oothness criterion in Eq. (13)

autom atically selectsoptim ally short-ranged interactions

and choosesphysically im portantpairinteractionswhich

are essentialto produce a good �tto the directly calcu-

lated LDA energies.Thedependenceoftherm serroron

the num berofpairand m ultibody interactionsisshown

in Fig.4.Figure4(a)isobtained by �xing thenum berof

m ultibody interactions,and varying the num ber ofpair

interactions.Itshowsthatin allsystem sthe clusterex-

pansion iswellconverged using10to20pairinteractions.

TheconvergencerateisfastestforAg-Au and slowestfor

Ni-Au,which we attribute to increasing size m ism atch

going from Ag-Au to Ni-Au,with Cu-Ag and Cu-Au ex-

hibiting interm ediateconvergencerates.

Selection ofim portantm ultibody interactionsism ore

delicate. The num ber ofpair interactions is �xed to a

converged value (20 orm ore),and a largesetof3-to 4-

body �guresistested asto whetheritim provesthe rm s

error ofthe overall�t. It is retained in the CE only if

� rm s decreasesconsiderably.During the �tting process,

we also m onitorthe overallstability ofthe CE,asm ea-

sured by a change in otherm ultibody interactionsupon

the addition ofa particular �gure. Unstable behavior

usually signals oflinear dependencies in the chosen set

ofclustersand an ill-conditioned inverseproblem ,neces-

sitating a di�erent choice of fJfg. Figure 4(b) shows

the convergence ofthe CE with respect to the num ber

ofm ultibody interactions,keeping N pairs equalto their

converged values. An im portantthing to notice is that

them ultibody interactionsproduceadecreasein therm s

errorwhich isofthe sam em agnitude asthatdue to the

pair interactions. Furtherm ore,the e�ect ofm ultibody

interactionsislargestin Ni-Au,and decreasesin orderof

decreasing sizem ism atch,becom ing negligiblein Ag-Au.

In thesecond step wetestthestability ofthe�tand its

predictive power. Using the trialsetof�guresobtained

in thepreviousstep,weexcludeseveralstructureswhich

are �tratherwell(e.g.,Z2,�2,and L12 in Ni-Au),and

repeatthe�t,obtainingnew valuesofthee�ectivecluster

interactions. These values are used to predict the total

energies ofthe structures excluded from the �t. Ifthe

change in �H C E (�) is not acceptable (m ore than few

m eV/atom ),we return to the �rst step to search for a

better set of interactions. The m ost severe test is to

excludestructureswith thepoorest�tto theirform ation

enthalpies,e.g.,SQ S14a and SQ S14b in Ni-Au. Ifthe

predicted form ation energy doesnotchangesigni�cantly,

the chosen set of�gures is considered to be stable and

predictive. The �nalcluster expansion is produced by

using thissetof�guresand allstructuresfrom TableIII.

Figure5showsthecalculated pairinteractionsasfunc-
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tion of the near-neighbor fcc shell. There are several

noteworthy trendsin the fouralloy system s:

(i)O nly in Ag-Au and Cu-Au arethenearest-neighbor

pairinteractionsdom inant: in Cu-Ag the 1-stand 3-rd

neighborpairinteractionsareofsim ilarm agnitude,while

the 3-rd neighborinteraction dom inatesin Ni-Au.

(ii) The dom inant interactions have signs consistent

with the observed phase diagram s: Ag-Au and Cu-

Au havepositive(\antiferrom agnetic")nearest-neighbor

pair interactions J2,corresponding to the tendency to-

wardscom pletem iscibility and ordering atlow tem pera-

tures.ThebehaviorofNi-Au,in spiteofpositive 1-stand

2-nd neighborpairinteractions,isdom inated by the\fer-

rom agnetic" 3-rd neighborinteraction L2 (which causes

phase separation at low tem peratures). Both dom inant

1-stand 3-rd neighborpairinteractionsin Cu-Agareneg-

ative,im plying a m iscibility gap.The constituentstrain

energy �E
eq

C S
is always positive and therefore increases

the propensity forincoherentphaseseparation.

(iii)Although the nearest-neighborpairinteraction is

clearlydom inantin Cu-Au,otherpairinteractionsshow a

long-ranged oscillatory behaviorextending overapprox-

im ately 15 shells. As found in other system s,65;85 this

is a direct consequence ofthe atom ic relaxation caused

by the constituent size m ism atch between Cu and Au.

The pairinteractionsare slowly decaying in Cu-Ag and

Ni-Au,too.

The calculated m ultibody interaction energies are

shownin Figure6.J1 isthepointinteraction,J3,K 3,N 3,

...,are triplets and J4,K 4,and L4 are four-point clus-

tersin increasing orderofinteratom icseparation (seeLu

etal.54 for a fulldescription ofthe clusters). Figure 6

illustratestheim portanceofthem ultibody term sin our

Ham iltonian.

D .Finding the T = 0 ground states and T > 0

properties

Having param etrized the con�gurationalenergies in

term s of the m ixed-space cluster expansion Eq. (10),

we can use it with established statistical m ethods to

predict various structural properties: T = 0 ground

states, order-disorder transition tem peratures, con�gu-

rational entropies, free energies, phase stabilities and

atom ic short-range order param eters. Due to the pres-

enceofboth reciprocaland realspaceterm sin theHam il-

tonian (10),traditionaltechniques,e.g.,theClusterVari-

ation M ethod,are not readily applicable. M onte Carlo

sim ulationsm ustbe used instead to calculate statistical

properties at �nite tem peratures. The basic com puta-

tionalalgorithm isasfollows. W e adoptthe M etropolis

algorithm in thecanonicalensem ble(�xed com position).

Foreach attem pted spin 
ip,thechangein them ultiplet

interaction energy isevaluated in the realspace.To ob-

tain the reciprocalspace energy (constituentstrain and

pair interaction energies),the Fourier transform ofthe

spin function S(R i;�)isneeded.Itcan becalculated ei-

therwith thehelp oftheFastFourierTransform (FFT)or

evaluateddirectlytakingadvantageofthespecialm ethod

described in Ref.87,which ism uch m ore econom ical:if

thetotalnum berofsitesin thesim ulation box isN ,afull

FFT hasto bedoneonly onceafterapproxim ately everyp
N accepted spin 
ips,which m akesthe whole com pu-

tationale�ortforthisspecialm ethod scaleasN 1:5.

A sim ulation box ofN = 4096 atom s(16� 16� 16)is

used tocalculatealltherm odynam icpropertiespresented

in thispaper.Thetransition tem peraturesarecom puted

by cooling thesystem from high tem peraturesand m oni-

toringthediscontinuitiesin theaverageenergyand peaks

in heatcapacity.To elim inatepossiblehysteresise�ects,

the resulting low-tem perature con�gurationsare gradu-

ally heated up past the transition point. The form er

10
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processprovidesthe lowerbound on the transition tem -

perature,T1,whilethelattergivestheupperbound,T2.

The heating and cooling rates are such that T1 and T2
di�erby no m ore than 20K ,an insigni�cantuncertainty

com paredtotheinaccuraciesoftheLDA calculationsand

the�terrorsoftheclusterexpansion.1000
ips/siteand

a tem peraturedecreaseof2% foreach M onteCarlo step

areusually su�cient,although in a few casesthe results

are checked using 2000 
ips/site and 0:5% tem perature

change.

Zero tem perature ground states are found by cooling

the system to T = 0 and checking whether the energy

ofthe �nalcon�guration lies on the convex hull. This

process is repeated for several random num ber seeds

and starting tem peratures, always yielding con�gura-

tions with sim ilar (usually identical) energies. W e ex-

plorem any equally spaced com positionswith an interval

�x = 0:05. The num ber ofpossible con�gurations for

each x isN conf =
N !

(xN )!(N (1� x))!
.

Con�gurationalentropy ofthe disordered alloysat�-

nite T is com puted from the energy vs. tem perature

curves obtained by cooling the system from very high

(\T = 1 ")tem peratures.Thefollowing therm odynam ic

form ulagivesthecon�gurationalentropy attem perature

T:

�S conf(T)= �S ideal+ E (T)=T � kB

Z �

0

E (�0)d�0;

(20)

where � = 1=kB T and �S ideal = kB [xlogx + (1 �

x)log(1 � x)]is the con�gurationalentropy ofan ideal

solid solution.

IV .R ESU LT S

A .T = 0 G round States

1. G round states ofCu-Au

Figure7 showsthecalculated T = 0 ground statelines

ofCu-Au and Ag-Au which wereobtained from sim ulated

annealing quenchesofa 16� 16� 16 system .In Cu-Au,

we �nd the L12 (Cu3Au)and L10 (CuAu)structuresas

the stable ground statesofCu-rich alloys,in agreem ent

with theexistingphasediagram data.1{4 Thesedataalso

listL12 asthe stable low-tem perature phase ofCuAu3.

However, we �nd new, previously unsuspected ground

states ofAu-rich com pounds,allbelonging to the fam -

ily of(001)superlattices. Atx = 2
3
we �nd a stable �2

(CuAu2)phase(prototypeM oSi2),which isaCu1Au2 su-

perlattice along (001). Atx = 3
4
,ourclusterexpansion

predictsthata com plex Cu1Au4Cu1Au4Cu1Au2Cu1Au2
(001) superlattice falls on the convex hull,although its

energy is less than 2 m eV below the tieline connecting

�2 (CuAu2) and Au. Furtherm ore, even the directly
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FIG .7. T = 0 K ground state linesforCu-Au and Ag-Au

obtained from sim ulated annealing calculations. L12 CuAu3

isnotonly abovethe ground state line,butalso hasa higher

form ation enthalpy than other structures at the sam e com -

position,e.g.LDA calculationsplace the form ation enthalpy

ofZ3 below thatofL12.PlotsforCu-Ag and Ni-Au are not

shown since these system sphase separate atT = 0 K .

calculated LDA enthalpy ofform ation ofZ3 (which is

a Cu1Au3 (001)superlattice)isconsiderably lowerthan

thatofL12 CuAu3.

W e carefully checked whetherthe predicted new LDA

ground statesforAu-rich Cu-Au alloysartifactsofsom e

approxim ation in ourLDA calculationsorthe�terrorof

the clusterexpansion.The latterpossibility wasquickly

dism issed,since the directly calculated LDA enthalpies

ofform ation for L10,�2,L12 and Z3 agreed with the

valuesderived from theclusterexpansion to betterthan

2 m eV/atom (see Table III), while the new (100) SL

ground state is 14 m eV/atom below L12. To address

the form erpossibility,weperform ed carefulconvergence

testsforL10,�2,L12 and Z3 with respectto the plane

wave cuto� and num ber of k points in the �rst Bril-

louin zone. The cuto� was increased from RK m ax = 9

to RK m ax = 11 and the density ofthe Brillouin zone

12



m esh was doubled from 8 � 8 � 8 to 16 � 16 � 16,an

eightfold increasein thetotalnum berofk points.These

tests showed that the form ation enthalpies ofL10,�2

and L12 wereconverged to within 1 m eV/atom with re-

spect to the size ofthe basis set and the num ber ofk

points. Further,we checked how the choice ofm u�n-

tin radiia�ected �H .Varying R M T (Au)between 2:3a0
and 2:5a0 changed the form ation enthalpies by at m ost

2 m eV/atom and did notshiftthe relative stabilitiesof

phases. Finally, we repeated these calculations using

the Perdew-Zunger90 param etrization of the Ceperley-

Alder91 LDA functional,as wellas the generalized gra-

dientapproxim ation (G G A)ofPerdew and W ang,92 and

found insigni�cant(about 2 m eV/atom )changesin the

form ation enthalpies. Inclusion ofthe spin-orbit inter-

action in the second variation procedure104 changed the

form ationenthalpyofL10 (CuAu)byonly3:7m eV/atom

(from � 48:2 to � 51:9), indicating that it is not im -

portant for the energetics of Cu-Au. This conclusion

is in line with the �ndings of Ref.105 that the spin-

orbit interaction in
uences the band structure but has

little e�ecton equilibrium lattice properties. Therefore,

we conclude that state-of-the-art�rst-principles density

functionalcalculations do notpredictL12 to be a stable

T = 0 ground state ofCuAu3. It is possible that van

derW aalsinteractions,om itted by the LDA and im por-

tant for large,polarizable atom s such as Au,can a�ect

the form ation energies and hence the ground states of

Cu-Au.

W e nextanalyze the possibility that the correctT =

0 ground state around x = 3
4
is not L12 as has

been assum ed in the literature before. Although m ost

com pilations1{4 ofbinary alloy phasediagram sgiveL12
as the stable structure of CuAu3, the experim ental

evidence7;8;10 seem sinconclusive because ofthe di�cul-

tiesin obtainingequilibrated long-rangeorderedsam ples.

X-ray studies8 have found superlattice peaks consistent

with the cubic L12 structure,but only very broad low-

orderre
ectionshavebeen observed.These superlattice

linescould notbe sharpened by any heattreatm ent.8 It

is not clear to us if the X-ray re
ections can be rein-

dexed according to som eothernon-L12 phase.Itisalso

possible thatatelevated (T � 500 K )tem peraturesL12
is stabilized by the entropy (con�gurationaland vibra-

tional),while another transform ation to the low-energy

structure should occurbutiskinetically inhibited below

500 K .The biggest experim entalobstacles to verifying

ourpredictionsseem to be low di�usion ratesbelow the

ordering tem peratureofCuAu3,Tc � 500 K .

Nextwediscusstheexperim entalsignaturesofthenew

LDA ground statestructures.M oSi2-type�2 CuAu2 has

a superlattice re
ection at (2
3
00),but CuAu3 (100) su-

perlattice has re
ections at (100)and (1
3
00). These re-


ectionsalsom anifestthem selvesin thepredicted atom ic

short-rangeorderofthedisordered alloys(fordetailssee

Ref.103).

2. G round states ofAg-Au,Cu-Ag and Ni-Au

ThegroundstatelineofAg-Au isshownin Figure7(b),

exhibiting L12 (Ag3Au),L10 (AgAu)and L12 (AgAu3)

stablelow-tem peraturephases.Experim entally,theseal-

loys are known to be com pletely m iscible,2{4 and there

areseveralindications69 thatthey would orderbelow 200

K if not for the very low di�usion rates. Theoretical

transition tem peraturesand short-range orderpatterns,

as wellas a com plete discussion are given by Lu and

Zunger.54

Thecalculated ground statesofCu-Ag and Ni-Au are

found to be phaseseparation,in agreem entwith the ex-

perim entalenthalpy data.2 Neitheralloy hasa singleor-

dered ordisordered structure with negative enthalpy of

form ation and thereforetherearenostableT = 0ground

statesexceptthe phase-separated alloy.

B .M ixing enthalpies

Itisinteresting to com pare the calculated m ixing en-

thalpies of disordered Cu-Au alloys with the available

theoreticaland experim entaldata.TableIV sum m arizes

the values of �H m ix(x;T) for the com pletely random

(T = 1 ),short-range ordered (T = 800 K ) and com -

pletely ordered (T = 0 K )Cu-Au alloysatcom positions

x = 1

4
, 1

2
and 3

4
. Severalim portantpointsare apparent

from thistable:

(i) Studies50;48;62 which have com pletely neglected

atom ic relaxations predict a substantially positive en-

thalpy ofform ation forthe com pletely random alloy.In

ourcalculations,relaxationsin the random alloy reduce

�H m ix(T = 1 )by a large am ount,bringing itdown to

essentially zero.

(ii)Com parison ofthe presentresultsforthe T = 1

random alloys with those ofW eiet al.51 shows the in-


uence ofthe num berofstructuresincluded in the clus-

terexpansion. Since W eietal. used the sam e FLAPW

m ethod88,butincluded a setofonly �vehigh-sym m etry

ordered structures[A1 (Cu),L12 (Cu3Au),L10 (CuAu),

L12 (CuAu3)and A1 (Au)],theatom icrelaxation e�ects

wereincluded incom pletely.Indeed,theirtreatm entgives

m uch largerm ixing enthalpiesofthe random Cu-Au al-

loysthan the presentwork em ploying approxim ately 30

low-sym m etry structureswith large relaxations. There-

fore we conclude that the Connolly-W illiam s set of�ve

ordered structurescannotcorrectly capturethelargede-

crease ofthe m ixing enthalpy ofrandom Cu-Au alloys

caused by the atom icrelaxations.

(iii) The good agreem ent between the relaxed (this

study) and \unrelaxed" (W eietal.51) values of�H m ix

atT = 800 K suggeststhattheshort-rangeorderin Cu-

Au tendsto decrease the role ofthe atom ic relaxations.

Thise�ectcan bequalitatively explained on thebasisof

theorderingtendency towardshigh-sym m etry structures
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TABLE IV. Calculated m ixing enthalpiesofdisordered Cu1� xAux alloyscom pared with thevaluesobtained by otherstudies

and experim entalm easurem ents(in m eV/atom ).FLAPW isthefull-potentiallinearized augm ented planewavem ethod,LM TO

{ linearized m u�n-tin-orbitals m ethod,K K R { K orringa-K ohn-Rostoker m ultiple scattering m ethod,ASA { atom ic-sphere

approxim ation,CPA { coherentpotentialapproxim ation,CW M -Connolly-W illiam s clusterexpansion,M SCE { m ixed-space

clusterexpansion used in thisstudy,\Rel." { incorporating atom ic relaxations,and \Unrel." { neglecting atom ic relaxations.

C om position Expt.
f

T his W ei A m ador Terakura R uban W einberger

study et al.
a

et al.
b

et al.
c

et al.
d

et al.
e

FLA PW FLA PW LM T O -A SA A SW LM T O -A SA K K R -A SA

M SC E C W M C W M C W M C PA C PA

(R el.) (R el.) (U nrel.) (U nrel.) (U nrel.) (U nrel.)

� H m ix(T = 1 )

C u0:75A u0:25 + 2:6 + 46:3 + 59 + 26:9 + 54:6 � 27

C u0:50A u0:50 + 1:6 + 38:0 + 61 + 30:4 + 44:3 � 57

C u0:25A u0:75 + 5:4 + 18:6 + 39 + 20:4 + 19:8 � 31

� H m ix(T = 800 K )

C u0:75A u0:25 � 46
g

� 17:3 � 6

C u0:50A u0:50 � 53
g

� 19:3 � 16:9 � 5

C u0:25A u0:75 � 31
g

� 1:2 � 2:6 + 8

� H m ix(T = 0 K )

L 12 C u3A u � 74 � 37:3 � 36:0 � 65:0 � 60:7 � 54

L 10 C uA u � 91 � 48:2 � 62:9 � 69:7 � 83:4 � 76

L 12 C uA u3 � 59 � 17:3 � 26:4 � 34:0 � 56:1 � 47

aRef.51 using the Connolly-W illiam sstructures(relaxation ofL10 only).
b
Ref.50.

c
Ref.48.

dRef.62.
e
Ref.58.

f
Ref.2.
gValuesobtained atT = 720K .

which have little or no relaxation energy (L12 and L10
in Cu-rich alloys).

(iv)The m ixing enthalpiesofthe random alloy calcu-

lated by W einbergeretal.58 using thecoherent-potential

approxim ation (CPA)di�erstrongly notonly from those

obtained usingtheclusterexpansion m ethods,51;50;48 but

also from thenum bersgiven in theCPA work ofRuban,

Abrikosov,and Skriver.62 SincetheCPA ofW einbergeret

al.58 neglectsthe(a)atom icrelaxation,(b)chargetrans-

ferand (c)short-rangeorder,which alllowerthe form a-

tion energies,thenegativevaluesobtained byW einberger

etal.58 arevery puzzling.

(v)Therearesigni�cantdiscrepanciesbetweenthebest

calculated and experim entally m easured15;14;2 values of

�H m ix at both T = 0 K and T = 800 K .At present

thesediscrepanciesarehard toexplain sincetheavailable

generalpotentialLDA calculations51;52;57 of �H (L1 2)

and �H (L1 0)agreewith each otherreasonably well.O n

theotherhand,form ation energiesin Cu-Au arenum er-

ically very sm alland presenta severe testforany �rst-

principlesm odelofelectronic exchange-correlation.Itis

noteworthy thatseverallessaccurate�rst-principlescal-

culations,usingtheatom ic-sphereapproxim ation(ASA),

have achieved better agreem ent with the experim ental

enthalpies of form ation than the state of the art gen-

eralpotentialtechniques. W e considerthis to be fortu-

itous.In allcases,LDA calculationscorrectlypredictthe

relative m agnitudes of�H for L1 2 and L10,as wellas

reproduce m easured asym m etry in form ation enthalpies

towards m ore negative values of�H m ix for Cu-rich al-

loys.

C .O rder-disorder transition tem peratures

O rder-disorder transitions have been investigated at

com positions(x = 1
4
,1
2
,2
3
and 3

4
)using theM onteCarlo

sim ulation techniquedescribed in Sec.IIID.Theresult-

ing transition tem peratures,Tc, are given in Table V.

Alltransitionsare found to be �rstorder,involving dis-

continuitiesin the energy and correlation functions. At

x = 1

4
we �nd a transition from the disordered state to

long-range ordered L12 Cu3Au atTc = 530 K ,which is

only 130 K lowerthan theexperim entally observed tran-

sition tem perature. For the equiatom ic alloy at x = 1
2

thecalculated and experim entaltransition tem peratures

agree to a few degreesK elvin. However,we do not�nd

the CuAu II phase which exists in a narrow tem pera-

ture rangebetween 658 K and 683 K .Thisphase issta-

bilized by the free energy di�erences between L10 and

long-period superstructuresofL10 which areassm allas

1m eV/atom 56 and thereforebeyond theaccuracyofself-

consistentLDA calculations.

For x = 3

4
we obtain a sequence oftransform ations,

the �rstone occuring atT = 750 K from the disordered

A1 phaseto a coherenttwo-phasem ixtureof�2 and A1.

Then a subsequenttransition atT = 635 K takesCuAu3
into the long-range ordered (100) superlattice which is

predicted to be the stable T = 0 ground state at that

com position (see Sec.IV A 1).The calculated transition
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TABLE VI. The experim entally m easured2 entropy ofform ation �S form
tot ,the calculated con�gurationlentropy �S calc

conf and

the derived non-con�gurationalentropy ofform ation,�S
form
non� conf.Allvaluesare given in unitsofkB /atom .

System x T (K ) �S form
tot �S ideal �S calc

conf �S form
non� conf =

�S
form
tot � �S

calc
conf

Cu-Au 0.5 800 0.73 0.69 0.57 0.16

Ag-Au 0.5 800 0.52 0.69 0.62 � 0.10

Cu-Ag 0.141 1052 0.77 0.41 0.40a 0.37

Ni-Au 0.5 1100 1.04 0.69 0.56 0.48

aThisvalue wasobtained atT = 1136 K ,since a coherentphase separation startsatlowertem peratures.

TABLE V. Calculated order-disorder transition tem pera-

tures(in K )forCu-Au.A1 denotesthecon�gurationally dis-

ordered fcc phase,and n/a m eansthatthetransition hasnot

been observed (either experim entally or in the M onte Carlo

sim ulation).

Com po- Tran- Expt. This

sition sition study

Cu0:75Au0:25 A1 ! L12 663 530

Cu0:50Au0:50 A1 ! L10 683/658
a

660

Cu0:33Au0:66 A1 ! �2 n/a 735

Cu0:25Au0:75 A1 ! L12 � 500 n/a

A1 ! �2+ A1 n/a 750

�2+ A1 ! (100)SL n/a 680

a
CuAu undergoes a transition to CuAu-II at 683 K ,subse-

quently transform ing into L10 CuAu-Iat658 K .

atx = 2
3
goesstraightinto the �2 phase atT = 735 K .

Therefore,a two-phase�2+ A1 �eld ispredicted to exist

at tem peratures som ewhere between 635 K and 730 K

and around x = 3
4
. These predictions re
ect the LDA.

As stated in Sec.IV A 1,correctionsto the LDA m ight

be signi�cant.

D .N on-con�gurationalentropy

The e�ect of the non-con�gurational entropy (elec-

tronic, vibrational, etc.) on the alloy phase stability

has recently attracted considerable interest.106{116 For

instance, it has been suggested108{115 that there are

large di�erences in the vibrationalentropies of order-

ing Svibordered � Svibdisord,which should m anifestthem selves

in shifts ofthe order-disorder transition tem peratures.

Thereisanotherim portantclassoftherm odynam icprop-

ertieswherethevibrationalentropy m ay play a role,and

which has often been overlooked. Nam ely,it is the en-

tropy ofform ation with respectto thepureconstituents,

de�ned in analogy with �H in Eq.(4):

�S form
tot (A 1� xBx;T)= S(A 1� xBx;T)

� (1� x)S(A;T)� xS(B;T); (21)

where S(A;T) is the total entropy of the pure con-

stituentA attem peratureT.Itisoften assum ed thatthe

con�gurationalentropy is the dom inantcontribution to

�S form
tot (A 1� xBx;T)because allothercontributionscan-

celoutin Eq.(21). The non-con�gurationalentropy of

form ation,

�S form
non� conf(A 1� xBx;T)= �S form

tot (A 1� xBx;T)

� �Sconf(A 1� xBx;T); (22)

contributesto such im portantquantitiesasm utualsolu-

bility lim itsand m iscibility gap tem peratures.

Noble m etalalloysare excellentcasesto testthe val-

ues of�S form
non� conf since accurate experim entaldata on

the entropies of form ation, �S form
tot , are available, and

the con�gurational entropy �S conf can be calculated

accurately using the therm odynam ic integration tech-

nique described in Sec.IIID. Table VI gives the m ea-

sured entropiesofform ation fordisordered solid solutions

A 1� xBx,�S
form
tot (x;T),the m axim um attainable con�g-

urationalentropy�S ideal,aswellasthetheoreticallycal-

culated con�gurationalentropy �S calc
conf,and the derived

value for the non-con�gurationalentropy ofform ation,

�S form
non� conf. It shows that the size-m ism atched noble

m etalsystem s have large am ountsof�S form
non� conf in the

disordered solid solution. Since itis unlikely thatthese

valuesof�S form
non� conf areofelectronicorm agneticorigin,

wesuggestthattheexcessentropyin thedisordered solid

solutionsofNi-Au,Cu-Ag and Cu-Au isvibrational. It

ispossiblethattheatom icrelaxationslead to asoftening

oflatticevibrations,although thephysicalm echanism of

thissoftening isunclearatpresent.

Sanchez et al.49 in their study ofthe Cu-Ag system

noted that even a very crude m odelofthe vibrational

entropy m arkedly im proved the agreem entwith the ex-

perim entalsolubility data. In the case ofNi-Au,which

exhibitsthelargest�S form
non� conf,itispossibleto reconcile

theexperim entallym easured and theoreticallycalculated

m iscibility gap tem peraturesonly by taking into account

the non-con�gurationalentropy ofform ation.117

ThefactthatCu-Au alsohasapositive�S form
non� confhas

little qualitative e�ect on the phase diagram since Cu

and Au are com pletely m iscible from totalenergy and

con�gurationalentropy considerations alone. Ag-Au is

calculated to havea negative�S form
non� conf,butitsvalueis

closetotheexperim entaluncertaintyin them easurem ent

of�S.
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E.B ond lengths in random alloys

Since recent experim ental m easurem ents of the

com position-dependence ofinteratom ic bond lengths in

Cu-Au24 and Ni-Au23 have found severalunusualfea-

tures,itisinteresting to addressthese trendsfrom �rst-

principles LDA calculations. In the present work we

m odelthe atom ic positions in the random alloys using

specialquasirandom structures118 (SQ S).Theseperiodic

structuresaredesigned toreproduced thepairand m ulti-

body correlation functions of the perfectly disordered

con�guration asclosely aspossible.Ithasbeen shown118

thateven sm allunitcellSQ S’scan give ratheraccurate

representation ofthe properties ofrandom alloys. W e

have perform ed LDA calculationsfor8 atom /cellSQ S’s

atx = 1
4
(SQ S14a),x =

1
2
(SQ S8a;SQ S8b)and x = 3

4

(SQ S14b). The atom ic positions and cellcoordinates

havebeen fully relaxed tom inim izethetotalenergy.The

results for Cu-Au and Ni-Au interatom ic bond lengths

areshown in Fig.8.The m ain featuresare:

(i) In spite ofthe di�erent phase diagram properties

(Ni-Au phase separatesand Cu-Au ordersatT = 0 K ),

the calculated behaviorofbond lengths is very sim ilar,

which we attribute to the sim ilarsize m ism atch in both

system s(12% in Cu-Au and 15% in Ni-Au).

(ii) O ur calculations give three distinct bond

lengths at all com positions, which is also observed

experim entally.23;24 Probably the m ost interesting fea-

ture in Fig.8 is the crossing of R B B (x) and R A B (x)

curves at x = 3
4
in both system s. The m easurem ents

forCu-Au24 and Ni-Au23 indicate thatthism ay indeed

be correct,since the deduced valuesaround thiscom po-

sition arevery closeand havelargeerrorbars.

(iii) Another im portant feature,observed experim en-

tally and reproduced by ourSQ S results,isthatA � A

bonds change m uch m ore as x varies from 0 to 1 than

B � B bondswhen x variesfrom 1 to 0,suggesting that

the com pressed bondsbecom e increasingly sti� and the

expanded bondsweaken.Thisbehaviorcan beexplained

by the asym m etry in the interatom ic potentialcurves,

which arerapidly hardening upon com pression and soft-

ening upon expansion. However,ourresultsforR A A at

x = 3

4
and R B B at x = 1

4
are obtained from an aver-

age ofonly 4 m inority bonds in the SQ S14 structures,

and perhapsare notrepresentativeofa widerstatistical

sam ple.

(iv) It is interesting to note that the predicted bond

lengthsbetween unlikeatom sR A B do notfollow thelin-

earrelation R A B = R A A + x(R B B � RA A ).

V .SU M M A R Y

W e have showed that accurate �rst-principles stud-

iesofalloyswith large size m ism atchesare now feasible

using the m ixed-space cluster expansion m ethod. This

m ethod has been applied to noble m etalalloys where

vastam ountsofexperim entaldata and m any theoretical

studiesareavailable.

(i) The m ixed-space cluster expansion has been gen-

eralized to include the e�ectsofnonlinearstrain on the

form ation energiesoflong-period superlattices. W e �nd

thattheelasticenergy,required to lattice-m atch Cu and

Nito (100)surfacesofAu and Ag,is anom alously low,

leading to a very low constituentstrain energy of(100)

superlattices.Thise�ectispartly responsibleforthesta-

bilization ofnew LDA ground states ofAu-rich Cu-Au

alloys.

(ii) In Au-rich Cu-Au, we predict new T = 0 K

ground states. O ur LDA results place L12 (CuAu3),

previously thought of as the stable T = 0 state of

CuAu3, higher in energy than a fam ily of superlat-

tices along (100) direction. In particular,M oPt2-type

CuAu2 [Cu1Au2 superlattice along (100)]and a com pli-
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cated Cu1Au4Cu1Au4Cu1Au2Cu1Au2 (100)superlattice

arefound to be the LDA ground states.

(iii)Therearesigni�cantdiscrepancies(up to50% )be-

tween the experim entally m easured and calculated LDA

m ixing enthalpies for Cu-Au alloys. This is surprising

since the experim entalm ixing enthalpies ofNi-Au and

Ag-Au arereproduced very well.54;117

(iv) The calculated order-disorder transition tem per-

atures are in an excellent agreem ent with experim ent.

For instance, T calc
c (x = 1

4
) = 530 K and T calc

c (x =
1
2
)= 660 K ,com pared with T expt

c (x = 1
4
)= 663 K and

T expt
c (x = 1

2
)= 683=658 K .

(v) From the experim entally m easured entropies of

form ation �S form
tot and the calculated con�gurational

entropies �S calc
conf, we obtain large non-con�gurational

(probably vibrational)entropiesofform ation in thesize-

m ism atched system s, �S form
non� conf = �S form

tot � �S calc
conf.

These entropiesallow one to reconcile the experim ental

m iscibility gap tem perature and form ation enthalpiesof

Ni-Au with the theoreticalLDA values.117

(vi) Bond length distributions in Ni-Au and Cu-

Au have been studied via supercell calculations em -

ploying the special quasirandom structure technique.

The im portant qualitative features of recent EXAFS

m easurem ents23;24 arecorrectly reproduced:existenceof

distinct A � A,B � B and A � B bond lengths at all

com positions,possible crossing ofR A A (x) and R A B (x)

around x = 3

4
(where x isthe com position ofthe larger

constituent), softening of the shorter bond as x ! 1,

and deviationsofthe bond length R A B (x) between un-

likeatom sfrom the linearVergard’slaw.

A C K N O W LED G M EN T S

Thiswork hasbeen supported by theO �ceofEnergy

Research,Basic Energy Sciences,M aterials Science Di-

vision,U.S.Departm entofEnergy,under contractDE-

AC36-83CH10093.

1
Phase Diagram sofBinary Copper Alloys,eds.P.R.Sub-

ram anian,D .J.Chakrabarti,and D .E.Laughlin (ASM

International,M aterialsPark,O H,1994).
2
R.Hultgren,P.D .D esai,D .T.Hawkins,M .G leiser,and

K .K elley,Selected Valuesofthe Therm odynam ic Proper-

tiesofBinaryAlloys(Am erican SocietyforM etals,M etals

Park,O H,1973).
3 M .Hansen,Constitution ofBinary Alloys (G enium ,Sch-

enectady,N.Y.,1985).
4
T.B.M assalski,Binary Alloy Phase Diagram s (ASM In-

ternational,M aterialsPark,O H,1990).
5
Noble M etalAlloys,edited by T.B.M assalski(The M et-

allurgicalSociety,W arrendale,1986).

6
J.M .Cowley,J.Appl.Phys.21,24 (1950);

7 S. O gawa and D . W atanabe, J. Appl. Phys. 22, 1502

(1951).
8
B.W .Batterm an,J.Appl.Phys.28,556 (1957).

9 G .C.K uczynski,M .D oyam a,and M .E.Fine,J.Appl.

Phys.27,651 (1956).
10
R.K ubiak and J.Janczak,JournalofAlloys and Com -

pounds176,133 (1991).
11
F.M .d’Heurle and P.G ordon,Acta M et.9,304 (1961).

12
R.L.O rr,J.Luciat-Labry,and R.Hultgren,Acta M et.

8,431 (1960).
13
R.A.O riani,Acta M et.2,608 (1954).

14
R.A.O rianiand W .K .M urphy,J.Phys.Chem 62,327

(1958).
15
R.L.O rr,Acta M et.8,489 (1960).

16
M .Hirabayashi,S.Nagasaki,and H.K �ono,J.Appl.Phys.

28,1070 (1957).
17 M .Bienzle,T.O ishi,F.Som m er,and K .O no,M aterials

Transactions,JIM 33,51 (1992).
18
M .Bienzle, T.O ishi,and F.Som m er,J.of Alloys and

Com pounds220,182 (1995).
19
T.Claeson and J.B.Boyce,Phys.Rev.B 29,1551(1984).

20
G .S.Sohal,C.Carbone,E.K isker,S.K rum m acher,A.

Fattah,W .Uselho�,R.C.Albers,and P.W einberger,Z.

Phys.B -Condensed M atter78,295 (1990).
21
T.-U.Nahm ,K .-H.Park,S.-J.O h,S.-M .Chung,and G .

K .W ertheim ,Phys.Rev.B 52,16 466 (1995).
22
T.Shinohara,S.Saitoh,F.W agatum a,and S.Yam aguchi,

Phil.M ag.Lett.74,153 (1996).
23 G .Renaud,N.M otta,F.Lan�con,and M .Belakhovsky,

Phys.Rev.B 38,5944 (1988).
24
A.I.Frenkel,E.A.Stern,A.Rubshtein,A.Voronel,and

Yu.Rosenberg,subm itted to J.de Phys.(1996).
25
W .Shockley,J.Chem .Phys.6,130 (1938).

26
J.M .Cowley,Phys.Rev.77,669 (1950).

27 C.M .van Baal,Physica 64,571 (1973).
28
N.S.G olosov,L.E.Popov,and L.Ya.Pudan,J.Phys.

Chem .Solids34,1149 and 1157 (1973).
29 R.K ikuchi,J.Chem .Phys.60,1071 (1974).
30
D .de Fontaine and R.K ikuchi,NationalBureau ofStan-

dardsSP-496,999 (1977).
31 R.K ikuchi,J.M .Sanchez,D .de Fontaine,and H.Ya-

m auchi,Acta M et.28,651 (1980).
32
C.Sigliand J.M .Sanchez,Acta M et.33,1097 (1985).

33 R.K ikuchi,in Noble M etalAlloys,(TheM etallurgicalSo-

ciety,W arrendale,1986).
34
W .A.O ates,P.J.Spencer,and S.G .Fries,CALPHAD

20,481 (1996).
35
D .-H.W u and R.A.Tahir-K heli,J.Phys.Soc.Japan 31,

641 (1971).
36
B. Chakraborty and Z. Xi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 2039

(1992).
37
A.Chiolero,Ph.D .thesis,University ofFribourg,Switzer-

land,unpublished (1995).
38 B.Chakraborty,Europhys.Lett.30,531 (1995).
39
G .J.Ackland and V.Vitek, Phys.Rev.B 41, 10 324

(1990).
40 H.M .Polatoglou and G .L.Bleris,InterfaceScience2,31

(1994).
41
G .Bozzolo,J.Ferrante,and J.R.Sm ith,Phys.Rev.B

17



45,493 (1992).
42 G .M azzone,V.Rosato,and M .Pintore,Phys.Rev.B 55,

837 (1997).
43
C.Seok and D .W .O xtoby,J.Phys.Condens.M atter9,

87 (1997).
44
L.G .Ferreira and M .A.Boselli, Solid State Com m un.

96,745 (1995).
45 L.G .Ferreira and M .A.Boselli,to appear in J.Phys.

Cond.M atter(1997).
46
M .Ahlers,Z.Phys.B 99,491 (1996).

47
F.Cleriand V.Rosato,Phil.M ag.Lett.67,369 (1993).

48
K . Terakura, T. O guchi, T. M ohri, and K . W atanabe,

Phys.Rev.B 35,2169 (1987);T.M ohri,K .Terakura,S.

Takizawa,and J.M .Sanchez,Acta M et.39,493 (1991).
49
J.M .Sanchez,J.P.Stark,and V.L.M oruzzi,Phys.Rev.

B 44,5411 (1991).
50
C.Am adorand G .Bozzolo,Phys.Rev.B 49,956 (1994).

51 S.-H.W ei,A.A.M baye,L.G .Ferreira,and Alex Zunger,

Phys.Rev.B 36,4163 (1987).
52
Z.W .Lu,S.-H.W ei,A.Zunger,S.Frota-Pessoa,and L.

G .Ferreira,Phys.Rev.B 44,512 (1991).
53
Z.-W .Lu and A.Zunger,Phys.Rev.B 50,6626 (1994).

54
Z.W .Lu,B.M .K lein,and A.Zunger,M odelling Sim ul.

M ater.Sci.Eng.3,753 (1995).
55
Z.W .Lu,B.M .K lein,and A.Zunger,Superlatticesand

M icrostructures18,161 (1995).
56 A.T.Paxton and H.M .Polatoglou,Phys.Rev.Lett.78,

270 (1996).
57
J.W .D avenport,R.E.W atson,and M .W einert,Phys.

Rev.B 37,9985 (1988).
58
P.W einberger,V.D rchal,L.Szunyogh,J.Fritscher,and

B.I.Bennett,Phys.Rev.B 49,13 366 (1994).
59 D .D .Johnson and F.J.Pinski,Phys.Rev.B 48,11 553

(1993).
60
J.K udrnovsk�y,S.K .Bose,and O .K .Andersen,Phys.

Rev.B 43,4613 (1991).
61
I.A.Abrikosov,Yu.H.Vekilov,and A.V.Ruban,Phys.

Lett.A 154,407 (1991).
62 A.V.Ruban,I.A.Abrikosov,and H.L.Skriver,Phys.

Rev.B 51,12 958 (1995).
63
B.G inatem po and J.B.Staunton,J.Phys.F:M et.Phys

18,1827 (1988).
64
P.Hohenberg and W .K ohn,Phys.Rev.136,864 (1964);

W .K ohn and L.J.Sham ,Phys.Rev.A 136,1133 (1965).
65 D . B. Laks, L. G . Ferreira, S.Froyen, and A.Zunger,

Phys.Rev.B 46,12 587 (1992).
66
A. Zunger, in NATO ASI on Statics and Dynam ics of

Alloy Phase Transform ations,(Plenum Press,New York,

1994),p.361.
67
W .B.Pearson,Handbook ofLattice Spacings and Struc-

tures ofM etals and Alloys (Pergam on,O xford,1967).
68
L.Pauling, The Nature of the Chem icalBond, 3rd ed.

(CornellUniversity Press,New York,1960),p.93.
69
B.Sch�onfeld,J.Traube,and G .K ostorz,Phys.Rev.B

45,613 (1992);N.Norm an and B.E.W arren,J.Appl.

Phys.22,483 (1951);K .Ziesem er,PhD Thesis Univer-

sit�atFrankfurt,1976.
70 B.Velick�y,S.K irkpatrick,and H.Ehrehreich,Phys.Rev.

175,747 (1968);P.Soven,ibid.178,1136 (1969).
71
Fora review ofthe coherentpotentialapproxim ation,see

B.L.G yor�y,D .D .Johnson,F.J.Pinski,D .M .Nichol-

son,and G .M .Stocks,in Alloy Phase Stability,edited by

G .M .Stocksand A.G onis(K luwer,D ordrecht,1898),p.

293.
72 F.D ucastelle,O rderand PhaseStability in Alloys(North-

Holland,New York,1991).
73
Z.W .Lu,S.-H.W ei,and A.Zunger,Phys.Rev.B 45,10

314 (1992).
74
N.M ousseau and M .F.Thorpe,Phys.Rev.B 45,2015

(1992).
75
N.Papanikolaou,N.Stefanou,R.Zeller,and P.H.D ed-

erichs,Phys.Rev.B,in press(1997);Com p.M at.Sci.,in

press(1997);N.Papanikolaou,N.Stefanou,R.Zeller,and

P.H.D ederichs,in Stability ofM aterials NATO ASI,eds.

A.G onis,P.E.A.Turchi,and J.K udrnovsky (Plenum ,

New York,1996).
76
Z.W .Lu,S.-H.W ei,and A.Zunger,Phys.Rev.B 44,10

470 (1991).
77
Z.W .Lu,S.-H.W ei,and A.Zunger,Phys.Rev.Lett.66,

1753 (1991);ibid.68,1961 (1992).
78 J.W .D .Connolly and A.R.W illiam s,Phys.Rev.B 27,

5169 (1983).
79
D .deFontaine,in Solid State Physics,eds.H.Ehrenreich

and D .Turnbull,Vol.51,(Academ ic Press, New York,

1994).
80
J. M . Sanchez, F. D ucastelle, and D . G ratias, Physica

128A ,334 (1984).
81
M .Asta,C.W olverton,D .de Fontaine,and H.D reyss�e,

Phys.Rev.B 44,4907 (1991).
82 J.M .Sanchez,Phys.Rev.B 48,14 013 (1993).
83
M .Born and K .Huang,Dynam icalTheory ofCrystalLat-

tices (O xford Univ.Press,London and New York,1961).
84 A.A.M aradudin,E.W .M ontroll,G .H.W eiss,and I.

P.Ipatova,Theory ofLattice Dynam ics in the Harm onic

Approxim ation,in Solid State Physics,eds.H.Ehrenreich

and D .Turnbull,Suppl.3,(Academ ic Press,New York,

1971).
85
S.de G ironcoli,P.G iannozzi,and S.Baroni,Phys.Rev.

Lett.66,2116 (1991); M .Peressiand S.Baroni, Phys.

Rev.B 49,7490 (1994).
86
K .Binder,D .W .Heerm an,M onte Carlo Sim ulation in

StatisticalPhysics (Springer-Verlag,Berlin,1988).
87
Z.-W .Lu,D .B.Laks,S.-H.W ei,and A.Zunger,Phys.

Rev.B 50,6642 (1994).
88 S.-H.W eiand H.K rakauer, Phys.Rev.Lett.55, 1200

(1985),and referencestherein.
89
E.W igner,Phys.Rev.46,1002 (1934).

90
J.P.Perdew and A.Zunger,Phys.Rev.B 23,5048(1981).

91
D .M .Ceperley and B.J.Alder,Phys.Rev.Lett.45,566

(1980).
92
J.P.Perdew and Y.W ang,Phys.Rev.B 33,8800 (1986);

40,3399 (1989)(E);J.P.Perdew,in Electronic Structure

ofSolids ’91,eds.P.Ziesche and H.Eschrig (Akadem ie

Verlag,Berlin,1991),p.11.
93 S.Froyen,Phys.Rev.B 39,3168 (1989).
94
R.Yu,D .Singh,and H.K rakauer,Phys.Rev.B 43,6411

(1991).
95 P.Villarsand L.D .Calvert,Pearson’sHandbook ofCrys-

tallographic Data for Interm etallic Phases (Am erican So-

ciety forM etals,M etalsPark,O H,1985).

18



96
V.O zoli�n�s, C. W olverton, and A.Zunger, unpublished

(1997).
97
A.Zunger,in Hanbook ofCrystalG rowth,Vol.3,edited

by D .T.J.Hurle (Elsevier,Am sterdam ,1994),p.997.
98 J.Hornstra and W .J.Bartels,J.CrystalG rowth 44,513

(1978).
99
E. Anastassakis, J. Appl.Phys.68, 4561 (1990); J. of

CrystalG rowth 114,647 (1991).
100

D .J.Bottom ley and P.Fons,J.ofCrystalG rowth 160,

406 (1996).
101

D .M .W ood,J.Vac.Sci.Technol.B 10,1675 (1992).
102

A.G .K hachaturyan, Theory of Structural Transform a-

tions in Solids (W iley,New York,1983).
103

C. W olverton, V.O zoli�n�s, and A.Zunger, unpublished

(1997).
104

A.H.M acD onald,W .E.Pickett,and D .D .K oelling,J.

Phys.C 13,2675 (1980);W .E.Pickett,A.J.Freem an,

and D .D .K oelling,Phys.Rev.B 23,1266 (1981).
105

S.-H.W eiand A.Zunger,Phys.Rev.B 37,8958 (1988).
106

C. W olverton and A. Zunger, Phys. Rev. B 52, 8813

(1995).
107

R.E.W atson and M .W einert, Phys.Rev.B 30, 1641

(1984).
108 L.J.Nagel,L.Anthony,and B.Fultz,Phil.M ag.Lett.

72,421 (1995).
109

L.Anthony,J.K .O kam oto,and B.Fultz,Phys.Rev.Lett.

70,1128 (1993).
110

B.Fultz,L.Anthony,L.J.Nagel,R.M .Nicklow,and S.

Spooner,Phys.Rev.B 52,3315 (1995).
111 L.Anthony,L.J.Nagel, J.K .O kam oto,and B.Fultz,

Phys.Rev.Lett.73,3034 (1994).
112

B.Fultz,L.Anthony,J.L.Robertson,R.M .Nicklow,S.

Spooner,and M .M ostoller,Phys.Rev.B 52,3280 (1995).
113

L.J.Nagel,B.Fultz,J.L.Robertson,and S.Spooner,

Phys.Rev.B 55,2903 (1997).
114 G .D .G arbulsky and G .Ceder,Phys.Rev.B 49,6327

(1994);ibid.53,8993 (1996).
115

J.D .Altho�, D .M organ, D .de Fontaine, M .Asta, S.

M .Foiles,and D .D .Johnson,Phys.Rev.B 56,R5705

(1997).
116

J.D esplat,F.Bley,and F.Livet,Acta M ater.44,4961

(1996).
117

C.W olverton and A.Zunger,Com p.M ater.Sci.8,107

(1997).
118 A.Zunger,S.-H.W ei,L.G .Ferreira,and J.E.Bernard,

Phys.Rev.Lett.65,353 (1990).

19


