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CuAu,AgAu,Cu-AgandN iA u intermm etallics:
F irstprinciples study of phase diagram s and structures

V .0 zolins, C .W olverton, and A lex Zunger
N ational Renew ablk Energy Laloratory, G olden, CO 80401
(Septem ber 14, 1997)

The classic m etallurgical system s { noble m etal alloys { that have form ed the benchm ark for
various alloy theories, are revisited. F irst-principles fully relaxed general potential LAPW total
energies ofa few ordered structures are used as input to a m ixed-space cluster expansion calculation
to study the phase stability, them odynam ic properties and bond lengths in CuAu, AgAu, Cu—
Agand N iAu allbys. (i) Our theoretical calculations correctly reproduce the tendencies of AgAu
and CuAu to form com pounds and NiAu and Cu-Ag to phase separate at T = 0 K. (d) O fall
possible structures, CusAu (L1ly) and CuAu (L1lp) are ound to be them ost stable low —tem perature
phasesofCu; xAux wih transition tem peratures of 530 K and 660 K , respectively, com pared to the
experin ental values 663 K and 670 K . The signi cant in provem ent over previous rst-principles
studies is attributed to the m ore accurate treatm ent of atom ic relaxations in the present work. (iii)
LAPW fom ation enthalpies dem onstrate that L.1,, the comm only assum ed stable phase ofCuA us,
is not the ground state for A u-rich alloys, but rather that ordered h1001 superlattices are stabilized.
(Ir) W e extract the non-con gurational (eg. vibrational) entropies of form ation and obtain large
values for the size m ism atched system s: 048 kg /atom in Ni.sAugs (T = 1100K ), 037 kg /atom in
Cu0;141Ago;859 (T = 1052 K ), and 0.16 kB /atom in Cup:sAuo:s (T = 800 K). (V) Usjng 8 atom /oe]l
special quasirandom structures we study the bond lengths in disordered Cu-Au and N A u allbys

and obtain good qualitative agreem ent w ith recent EXAF S m easurem ents.

PACS numbers: 6166Dk, 7120G j 8130Bx

I. NTRODUCTION:CHEM ICAL TRENDS IN
NOBLE M ETAL ALLOYS

Nobl metal allbys are, experin entally, am ong the
most studied intem etallic systems!{? T addition,
the Cu-Au system has been considered the clas—
sic paradigm system fOr applying di erent theoret-
ical technigues of phase diagram and phase stabil
iy calulations?°163 M ost notably, this system has
been considered as the basic test case for the clas-
sic Ising-ham ittonian statisticalm echanics treatm ent of
allbys 25132 M ore recently, noblem etalbinary alloyshave
been treated theoretically via empirical tting of the
constants in Ishg ham iltonians,?®'3* sem iem pirical in-
teratom ic potentials*®147 and via rst-principlks clis
ter expansions 8 {5° The essential di erence in philoso-
phy between the classical application of Ising m odels to
cuau?5{3933 and m orem odem approachesbased on the
density finctional mm alism ®* is that i the form er ap-
proach the range and m agnitudes of the interactions are
postulated at the outset (eg. st or second neighbor
pair Interactions), while the latter approaches m ake an
e ort to detem Ine the interactions from an electronic
structure theory. H ow ever, despite recent attem pts, 8 {54
it is still not clear whether the noble m etal alloys can
be essentially characterized as system s w ith short-range
pair interactions, or not.

Now that rstprinciples cluster expansion
approaches’®®® have advanced to the stage where both

T = 0 ground state structures and nitetem perature
therm odynam ic quantities can be predicted w ithout any
em pirical inform ation, i is interesting to take a glblal
Jok at the noblem etalalloy fam ily. Table I summ arizes
som e of the salient fatures 14114115:18:67{69 of the our
biary systems CuAu, AgAu, CuAgand NiHrAu. We
Included the relative lattice constant m ism atch a=a =
29n & FPa + ap j between the consituents,®’ the
electronegativity di erence = a g on thePauling
scale,’® the m ixing enthalpy of the equiatom ic alloy,?/*®
the sign of the calculated nearest neighbor pair Interac—
tion J, (present study), the structuralidentity ofthe low —
tem perature phases' 147 and the order-disorder transt
tion (or m iscbility gap) tem peratures?’®® T.. Some in—
teresting observations and trends which we w ill attem pt
to reproduce theoretically, are apparent from thisgeneral
survey:

(1) D espite a large (12% ) sizem ism atch In Cu-Au, and
asnall ( 0%) size mismatch in AgAu, both system s
form ordered com pounds at low tem peratures and have
negative m ixing enthalpies, suggesting attractive (\anti-
ferrom agnetic”) A {B interactions. T hus, when thedi er-
ence In the electronegativiy ofthe constiuent atom s
issu clently Jarge, as it isin CuAu and AgA u, sizem is-
m atch apparently does not determ ine ordering vs. phase
separation tendencies.

(i) Despite a sin ilar size mism atch (12% ) in CuAu
and Cu-Ag, the form er orders whik the latter phase—
separates. T hus, the existence of large electronegativity
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TABLE I. M ajpr physical properties of Ag-Au, CuAg, CuAu and NiAu alloys. W e give constituent size m ism atches,

a=a= 2@a

ap )=(aa + ap ), electronegativity di erences on the P auling scale,68

,m ixing enthalpies ofthe disordered alloys

at the equiatom ic com position, H pix X = %), signs of the nearest-neighbor Ising interaction, J;, orderdisorder transition
tem peratures (or m ischbility gap tem peratures for Cu-Ag and NiAu), Tc x = 1), and excess entropies of solid solutions,

2

s bm S igea1. A llphases are fccbased.

System a=a? b H nix &= 1=2) J2 Low-T phases® Te(x= %) s bm S igeal®
(m eV /atom ) K) (kg /atom )

CuaAu 123 0.64 91° >0 L1ly,L1lo,L1; (?) 6837 +0:36
AgAu 0% 0.61 48 > 0 L1l,,L1e, L1, 115-168° 0:17
Cu&dg 12% 0.03 + 80° <0 Phase sep. > Tn +0:04
NiAu 15% 0.63 + 76" >0 Phase sep. 10837 +0:35
2Ref. 67.
PRef. 68.
‘Refs. 15, 14, 2.
dRef. 2.
°T heoretically calculated valie from this work.
Refs. 2, 18.
IRefs. 2, 4.
PRef. 69.

di erence n CuAu (@s opposed to the smalldi erence
in Cu-Ag), seam s to induce ordering tendencies.

(iil) Cu-Ag and N A u both phase-separate (and have
positive H i) as they have large size m ism atches.
Yet, NtAu having a large electronegativity di erence,
show s an ordering-type nearest-neighbor pair interaction
Jo > 0), just ke the com pound form ing Cu-Au and Ag—
Au, whil Cu-Ag has a clustering-type nearest-neighbor
Interaction (J; < 0). Thus, the sign ofJ, doesnot re ect
the low tem perature ordering vs. phase separation.

(i) The amount S yxg = g oxpe S ideal
by which the measured entropy? S SF° deviates

from the ideal con gurational entropy S igeal

kg Klogx+ (I x)lbg@ x)], isunexpectedly large in
CuAgand N A u, Indicating a Jarge non-con gurational
entropy of form ation.

O ther Interesting facts about the nobl m etal binary
Interm etallics include:

(v) Despite num erous studies,! {47820{12 the struc-
ture of the ordered phases in Au—rich Cu-Au isnot well
established yet. Tt is often assumed!!’ that the sta—
ble Au-rich low -tem perature phase isCuAuz in the L1,
structure, but direct experin ents’®° below the order—
disorder transition tem perature Tc(x = ) 500 K
are di cult because the di usion rates are very low and
even the best ordered sam ples contain signi cant disor—
der. Possble further therm odynam ic transform ations at
Jow er tem peratures m ay be kinetically inhibited.

(vi) The trends in bond lengths vs. com position
are non-trivial. Traditionally, all coherent-potential-
approxin ation based theories’® {72 of interm etallic alloys
have assum ed that the nearest-neighborbond lengthsare
equal, Raa = Rap = Ry, and proportionalto the av—
erage lattice constant. Recent theories’> 17° suggested,
how ever, that bond lengths relax In the alloy to new val-
ues, and this has a signi cant e ect on the electronic
structure >377%77 R ecent EXAF S experin ents on N 1A u?3

and CuAu?? show distihct Raa 6 Rap 6 Rpp bond
lengths, which need to be explained.

In this work we will analyze the above m entioned
trends In tem s of a rstprinciples m ixed-space cluster
expansion,®>7®® based on m odem local density approxi
mation LDA) totalenergy calculations. W e reproduce
the observed trends (-l In ordering preferences, m ix—
Ing enthalpies H , i, transition tem peratures T. and
Interatom ic bond lengths. In addition, we predict new,
hitherto unsuspected ordered phases in Au-rich CuAu
alloys.

II.BASIC DEOLOGY AND METHODOLOGY

There are m any problem s in solid state physics that
require know ledge of the totalenergy E ( ) of a lattice
wih N sites as a function of the occupation pattem
of these sitesby atom s oftypes A and B . This Inform a-
tion is needed, for exam ple, n the ground state search
problem ,’> where one seeks the con guration with the
IowestenergyatT = OK .fE ( )g isalsoneeded forcalcu—
lating the tem peratiire-and com position-dependent ther—
m odynam ic finctions and phase diagram sofan A; 3By
alloy.

A direct, quantum -m echanical calculation of the to—
talenergy Egiece ( ) = h JH ji=h §1i where isthe
electronic ground state w ave function and H isthem any-—
electron Ham iltonian) is possible only for a lin ited set
of con gurations This is so because (i) the com -
putational e ort to solve the Schrodinger equation for
a single con guration scales as the cube of the number
of atom s per unit cell, so that only smalluni cells can
be considered, (i) there are 2 con gurations, and (iii)
for each con guration, one has to nd the atom ic relax—
ations Uy i () which m Inin ize the totalenergy. C onse—
quently, one searches for a \cluster expansion" (CE) that



accurately reproduces the results of a direct, quantum —
m echanical eg. LDA) calculation

Ece ()= Egyect ()5 1)

w fthout the unfavorable scaling ofthe com putationalcost
w ith the size of the uni cell.

In designing a cluster expansion, there are few choices
of Independent param eters. For example, one could
choose to obtain a clister expansion for the volim e-
(V') dependent equation of state E girect ( ;V ) [see, eg.,
Refs.52,78,79], orto nd a cluster expansion for the en—
ergy at the volum e Vy, i () thatm Inin izesEgirect ( sV ).
W e choose the latter possbility. Furthem ore, for each
con guration , we wish to reproduce the total energy
corresponding to the fully relaxed cell shape and atom ic
positions £ U, i ( )g. In other words, we choose to rep—
resent
Egirect ( )2 @)

Ece ()= Egirect[ 7 Unin ( )iV ()]

N ote that by focusing on the equilbrium energy of each
con guration, we give up the possibility of studying non—
equilbriim geom etries (eg., bond lengths) and equations
of state. Instead, for each occupation pattem , we can

nd the totalenergy E ( ) ofthe atom ically relaxed and
volum e-optin ized geom etry.

T he bestknown cluster expansion is the generalized
Ising m odel in which the equilbbriuim total energy of an
arbitrary con guration isexpanded in a series ofbasis
functions de ned as pseudospin products on the crystal
sites:

X 1X
E()=Jy+ J;iS;+ — Ji35:iS
i 2 i6 5
1 X
+ g' JiijiSjSk + iz 3)
Ti6 6 k

wherein binaryA; xByx alloysS;= +lor 1,depending
on whether the site i is occupied by an atom of type A

orB . Equation (3) isvalid whether the lattice is relaxed
ot not, as long as a one-to-one corregoondence exists be—
tween the actual positions of atom s and the ideal foc
sites. T he practical usefilness of the cluster expansion
Eqg. (3) restson the assum ption that the e ective cluster

functions of the num ber of sites and intersite separation,
so that only a nite number of tem s has to be kept In
Eqg. 3) for the desired accuracy. In this case, we can
w rite the form ation enthalpy of structure ,

H gqirece ( )= E () xEy T x)B&; )

where E; and Ep are total energies of the pure con—
stituents A and B, as the follow ing cluster expansion
CE):

Deds £(): ©)

Here N ¢ is the number of nonzero e ective Interactions
and ¢ ( ) are lattice averages of the spin products In
con guration

Sanchez, Ducastelle and G ratias®® have shown that
there is a set of com position-independent interactions
for Eq. (3) which can exactly reproduce the directly
calculated total energies of all con gurations This
statem ent is strictly true if all possble clusters are in—
cluided In Eqg. (3), and should hold for the truncated se—
ries Eq. (3) if the cluster expansion is well converged.
Several m ethods?#®? yield concentration-dependent ef-
fective Interactions, providing in principle equally valid
schem es Por representing H girect ( ) In term sofa cluster
expansion. In the present work, we select com position—
Independent interactions, since these can be di com —
pared to previous Ising m odel treatm ents?S (34/48{55 of
the noble m etal alloy phase diagram s.

A num ber ofissues arise In trying to construct a cluster
expansion that satis esEq. (2):

(i) The number of interactions and their types (pair,
mulibody) cannot be decided arbitrarily, but must be
constrained by a m icroscopic electronic-structure theory
according to Egs. (1) and ).

(i1) In m ost con gurations , atom sm ove away from
the ideal lattice sites, which not only lowers the totalen—
ergies E girect ( ), but also slow s down the convergence®
of the expansion Eq. (3). The solution is to have a clis—
ter expansion w ith m any interaction term s N ; that can
represent such situations. W e accom plish this by using
a reciprocal space form ulation, form ally equivalent to an
In nie number of realspace pair nteractions.

(i) Som e cluster expansions’® require that the num ber
of interactions N ;7 m ust equal the num ber of con gura—
tions N whose total energies need to be evaluated via
the direct electronicstructure m ethod. The number of
such calculations m ay be excessive In view of (). W e
thus Introduce a m ethod in which N N ;. Further-
m ore, Interactions that are not needed to satisfy Eq. (2)
are autom atically discarded.

(iv) O ne hasto dealw ith them acroscopic elastic strain

lading to a k ! 0 sihgularity in the Fourier transform
of the pair Interactions,
X ik
Jpaj:r(k)= D ijajrCRi Rj)e Rj; (6)

j
whereD 5 isthenumber of fR ;;R ;g pairs per lattice site.
Asshownby Lakset al®® (see also the discussion below ),
In size m ism atched system s the correct Jpai- k) depends

on direction kK in the Iongwavelength Iimit k ! 0. To
solve this, we express Jpair k) asa sum oftwo parts,

Joair ®) = Jsr &) + Jcs K); )

where Jgsg (k) is an analytic finction of k and can be
obtained from shortranged real space pair interactions,
while Jcs k) contains the nonanalytic behavior around



k = 0 and depends only on the direction k. To ex—
plain this singularity, we consider the energy of a co—
herent A B, superlattice, form ed by a periodic stacking
ofn layers of A and n layers of B in direction ®. By
Introducing the structure factor,
X .
Ski )= Sse *Fy; ®)
J

the total pair interaction energy n Eq. (3) can be ex—
pressed as a reciprocal space sum :

X

Epawr ()= Jparr®) B &; )5 : ©

k

A,B, superlattice has nonzero structure factor at
k = %@, and therefore is energy is determ ined by
Jpajr(%@)- Asn ! 1 its fom ation energy is given
by a sum of the epitaxial deform ation energies of pure
constituents needed to bring them to a comm on lattice
constant In the plane perpendicular to ®. Since the et
taxial deform ation energy of pure constituents is direc—
tion dependent (eg., i is easier to stretch Cu In [L00]
planesthan in [L11]planes, see Sec. ITIB ), the fom ation
energy H A 1 Bi ) is also direction dependent. T here—
fore, Imy: o Jpair k) must depend on the direction of
approach to the origin, proving that Jpa.ir k) is singu—
lar. Physically, the nonanaliticity of Jpai (k) is caused
by long-range interactions via m acroscopic elastic strain
and cannot be reproduced using niteranged realgpace
pair interactions, but m ust be accounted for explicitly in
reciprocal space. If the singularity is neglected, then as
explained in Ref. 65, the cluster expansion fails not only
for ongperiod bW ! 1 ) superlattices A,B,, but also
for those shortperiod (n > 2) superlattices which have
notbeen explicitly included in the constrantEqg. 2). W e
em phasize that although the contribution of Jging k) to
the form ation energy is nonzero only in size-m ism atched
system s, it is not related to the atom ic relaxation energy
for a particular structure 1n any sinple way (exospt if

itself is a Jong-period superlattice) .

T he singularity in Jpair k) is sin ilar to the shgularity
In the dynam icalm atrix D ( %k) ofpolar crystals in
the long-wavelength lim i,%% caused by long-range elec—
trostatic interactions via m acroscopic ekectric eld. In
lattice dynam ics, D ( %%k) is expressed as a sum of
reqularand singularparts, D ( k)= D9 ( %)+
D™ ( %%k), where D ™?( %k) (@nakticask ! 0) is
due to short-range force constants. The sihgular part
D 9 ( %%k) gives rise to LO /TO splitting of the zone—
center optical frequencies ! in polar crystals, and also
Jeads to a directional dependence of ! &) i unixial
crystals (eg. CuPttype GaInP;). These phenom ena
cannot be reproduced by any set of niteranged m icro—
scopic force constants, but have to be calculated explic—
itly using the m acroscopic M axw ell equations 84

In summary, we seek to nd a function Ecg ( )
which accurately reproduces the LDA total energies

Erpali G ( )iV ()] Eipa () at the atom i
cally relaxed geom etry and equilbrium wvolim e of con-—
guration . The function Ecg ( ) we consider inclides
com position—and volum e-independent interactions, so as
to m aintain m axinum sim ilarity w ith the classical Ising
m odel. The num ber and type of Interactions are not de—
cided arbirarily, but are constrained by the electronic
structure theory used (here, the LDA ). Relaxation is
treated accurately by including long-range pair interac—
tions In the reciprocal space representation. Thek ! 0
singularity, a ecting both short and long-period super-
lattices, is dealt w ith explicitly.
The above requirem ents are satis ed by the m ixed
space cluster expansion M SCE):
X 2

Hee()= Jpaj.r(k) B ki )I

X
®B .
+ Dede £( )+ Ecs(): (10)
£

W e have separated out the so—called equilbriim con—
stituent strain energy term, E ¢5( ), which acocounts
Hrthe k ! 0 sihgularity®® 1 Eq. (10) we do not need
to calculate E 5 ( ) Preach con guration ,but only
fr the directions R of the wave vectors with nonzero
Sk; ). In fact, it is constructed to coincide w ith the
elastic strain energy of coherent superlattices in the long—
period Iin it #°

X
Ecs( )= Jes &R B &; )F; a1
k
E 5% &R
;*2 = cs¥rs ; 12
Jcs x;R) md %) 12)

where S (k; ) is the structure factor from Eq. (8). The
quantity E 5% &;R) depends only on the direction R,
and will be given In Sec. IIIB. Equation (11) is ex—
act for long-period superlattices, but represents a choice
for short-period superlattices and non-superhttice 9.,
L1,) structures. It has been ©und®® that the choice
Eqg. (11) in proves the cluster expansion predictions also
for short-period superhttices.

Equation (10) is a generalized Ising m odel description
of the form ation energy of any relaxed con guration ,
even ifa direct LDA calculation forthis is in practical.
T he cluster interaction energies fJ,. k)g and £J¢g are
obtained by tting Eq. (10) to the LDA form ation ener-
gies. An additional sm oothness requirem ent is in posed
on Jpair k), which ensures that the pair interactions are
optin ally shortranged in real space. Namely, we m ni-
m ize the sum

X

S [Hce() Hypa ()T
m s N w CE LDA

X

t 5, =2
+ = Jpair &) Ty Jpair k)i @3)



TABLE II. D e nition of the sm allunit-cell ordered structures used in the LD A totalenergy calculations.

Sin ple superlattices

C om po-| O rientation
sition (001) (011) (111) (311) (201)
AB Ll CuAu) Llp CuAu) L1l; CuPt) L1; CuPt) Llp CuAu)
A,B \ 1" M oSi) \ 1" MoPt) \ 1" (CdL) \ 1" MoPt) \ 1"MoPt)
AB> \ 2" MoSi) \ 2" MoPt) \ 2" CdL) \ 2" MoPbt) \ 2"MoPb)
AsB \z1" \Y 1" \v 1" \w 1" D0y TRAL)
AB3 \Z3" \Y 3" \v 3" \Ww 3" D0y TRAL)
A,B; \Z2" \Y 2" \v 2" \W 2" \40" (CuFeS;)
O ther structures
C om po-| Nam e P rototype Superlattice P eriod R eference
sition direction
A3B; L1, CusAu none 52
A1B3 L12 CU3AU none 52
A+B D 74 none 52
A 4B, D4 none 52
AB- D 7y none 52
AgB N Nb none 95
ABg N iNb none 95
A6B2 D 023 AJ@ZI (401) (5,1,1,1) 95
AgB» LPS3 (601) 5,1,1,1) 87
A 4By SQ S8, (311) 2,3,2,1) 76
A 4By SQ S8y (311) 3,2,1,2) 76
AgB, SQ S14, (201) (6,2) 73
A,Bs SQ S14y (201) 2,6) 73

where and t are free param eters and  is a nom aliza—
tion constant®® Typically we choose = 4 and t= 1,
but the t is not sensitive to this choice.

T hisapproach solvesthe fourproblem s indicated above
In the sense that (i) the ttihg process itself autom ati-
cally selects the pair interactions that are essential to
obtain a good t (orocess still does not select m ultdbody

gures), (ii) the pair interactions can be ofarbitrary long
range, facilitating treatm ent of system sw ith large elastic
relaxations, (ili) the num ber of pairs can be m uch larger
than the num ber of ordered structures in the t, and ()
the directly calculated constituent strain energy E cg
contains the k ! 0 singularity. Unlke all CPA -based
m ethods,’%"! the present approach inclides fi1ll account
of atom ic relaxation and local environm ent e ects. Un-
like the classical Ising descriptions?527{33 the nterac—
tion energies are determ ined by the electronic structure
rather than being guessed. F inally, unlke the com pu-
tational alchem y linear response approach,?® multbody
tem s are included here.

Having w ritten the expression for the total energy of
arbitrary con guration,Eq. (10), we can evaluate itscon—
stants from a Iim ited number of LDA calculations on
anall unit cell N atomns < 10) ordered structures w ith
fully relaxed atom ic positions. Equation (10) can then
be emplyed in sinulated annealing and M onte Carlo
calculations® %7 yielding T = 0 ground statesand T > 0
statistical and themm odynam ic properties. Further de—
tails of the m ethod are given In Sec. ITT.

III.DETAILS OF THE M ETHOD
A .T = 0 energetics

The calculations of T = 0 total energies em ploy the
fi1llpotential Inearized augm ented plane wave m ethod®®
FLAPW ). The basis set consists of plane waves In the
Interstitial region, augm ented In a continuous and di er—
entiable way w ith the solutions of the radial Schrodinger
equation inside the non-overlhpping mu n-tin spheres.
N on-spherical potential and electronic charge densiy
tem s are calculated In all space and Inclided in the
Ham iltonian m atrix. Core states are treated fully rela—
tivistically and recalculated in each selfconsistency iter—
ation. The wave equation for the valence states includes
all relativistic e ects exoept the spin-orbit interaction,
ie., they are treated scalar relativistically. FLAPW is
the m ost accurate allelectron m ethod, superior to the
m ethods em ploying overlapping atom ic spheres (atom ic—
spheres approxin ation { A SA ) and/or shape approxin a—
tions to the potential.

W e use the W igner exchange-correlation finctional®®
A s a chedk, we have perform ed several calculations using
the Perdew Zunger’® param etrization of the Ceperley-
A der’? finctionaland the generalized gradient approxi-
m ation of Perdew and W ang’? W e nd (see Sec. IV A 1)
that the various exchange-correlation fiinctionals change
the enthalpies of form ation of ordered C u-A u com pounds
by a negligble am ount (less than 2 m €V /atom ).



TABLE III. LDA calculated fom ation Eqg. (4)] enthalpies for foc superstructures (de ned in Tabl II) of AgAu, Cudg,
Cu-Au and N A u. The num bers in parentheses represent errors of the cluster expansion t. A llenergies n m €V /atom .

Structure AgAu Cu&Ag CuAu NiAu
Superlattice Name vnrel|  Hime s unrel CRl H meel R
A fee 0:0 ( 0:4) 0.0 0:0 ( 0:1) 0.0 0:0 (+0:2) 0.0 0:0 (+0:4)
B fee 0:0 ( 0:5) 0.0 0:0 (+0:3) 0. 0:0 ( 0:4) 0.0 0:0 ( 0:2)
(001) Struct:
A1Bq L1l 59:7 ( 0:8) +107:6 +100:5 (+ 0:4) 36:1 48:2 (+0:1) +98:1 +76:1 (+1:4)
A,Bq A 40:8 ( 0:1) +130:2 +90:8 ( 0:7) + 51:0 3:8 ( 2:6) +207:8 +105:7 ( 0:1)
A 1By \ 2" 40:0 (+0:1) +112:0 +75:0 (+1:0) +40:1 40:8 (+ 0:6) +151:7 +38:3 (+0:1)
A3Bq \z1" 29:2 ( 0:1) +126:4 +79:8 (+1:8) +76:5 +10:6 (+0:3) +221:7 +89:9 ( 4:2)
A1B3 \z3" 27:9 (+0:7) +96:8 +56:9 ( 0:2) +50:0 28:2 (+1:8) +142:0 +32:4 (+4:0)
AyBy \z2" 28:8 ( 0:3) +164:7 +77:8 (+ 0:4) +136:4 6:7 ( 1:0) +286:7 +70:2 (+0:1)
A,B3 \Z5" +273:3 +57:1 ( 0:8)
A3B3 \Z6" + 355:5 +63:2 (+0:7)
A1 B 0:0 (0:0) +20:4 (0:0) +20:3 ( 0:1) +576:2 +30:8 (0:0)
(111) Struct:
A1Bq L1; 43:0 ( 0:4) +134:8 +129:8 ( 1:1) +60:3 +32:5 ( 0:1) +192:3 +166:8 (+ 1:4)
AyBq \ v 30:2 (0:0) +152:4 +120:4 ( 2:9) +123:0 +61:4 ( 7:7) +288:5 +202:2 ( 6:4)
A 1By \ 2" 30:8 (0:0) +124:9 +95:0 (+2:9) +86:4 +2:1 (+7:7) +200:9 +100:9 (+ 6:4)
A3Bq \v 1" 21:3 (+ 0:3) +145:9 +108:4 (+0:4) +136:1 +78:6 (+4:1) +290:8 +193:7 (+4:1)
A1B3 \v 3" 21:4 (+0:6) +106:8 +73:6 (+1:5) +79:5 +5:1 (+0:8) +172:8 +83:0 (+4:0)
AyBo \v 2" 22:9 ( 0:4) +177:1 +109:1 ( 1:0) +170:6 +52:2 ( 2:5) +335:8 +162:4 ( 4:1)
A1 B; 0:0 (0:0) +86:3 ( 1:0) +95:8 (+ 0:3) +576:2 +173:8 (+1:3)
(011) Struct:
AyBq 1 49:7 ( 0:4) +106:4 +100:3 ( 0:6) 14:2 18:4 (+ 3:3) +123:3 +98:9 ( 3:8)
A1By 2 46:9 (+ 0:4) +97:2 +92:5 (+0:8) +1:7 6:7 ( 5:2) +126:3 +102:6 (+ 3:8)
A3Bq \Y 1" 37:0 (0:0) +105:1 +85:4 (+ 3:5) +21:8 1:3 (+3:8) +148:5 +99:2 (+7:8)
A1B3 \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,Boy \y 2" 44:1 ( 0:3) +136:0 +105:7 ( 1:1) +59:5 4:22 ( 2:0) +192:3 +96:6 ( 4:5)
A1 B; 0:0 (0:0) +75:33 ( 1:2) +66:1 (+0:3) +576:2 +117:7 (+1:6)
(113) Struct:
A3Bq \w 1" 35:9 (+ 0:5) +104:7 +94:2 ( 0:2) +22:0 +7:0 (+1:5) +125:7 +120:8 (+ 5:2)
A1B3 \w 3" 34:4 ( 0:2) +98:6 +91:4 (+9:0) +21:1 +7:8 (+0:6) +88:4 (+5:3)
A,Boy \w 2" 50:6 ( 0:1) +121:9 +104:7 ( 4:4) +15:7 20:9 ( 1:0) +144:2 +93:6 ( 5:3)
A1 B; 0:0 (0:0) +65:9 ( 1:4) +69:5 (+0:4) +576:2 +119:8 (+1:9)
(201) Struct:
A3Bq D 022 42:3 ( 0:2) +85:2 +85:1 (+1:3) 32:7 32:8 (+ 0:3) + 75:0 +75:0 (+5:6)
A1B3 D 022 41:0 ( 0:3) +76:8 +76:4 ( 0:5) 10:6 11:8 ( 1:8) +68:7 +68:6 (+1:5)
AyBo CH, or \40" 55:3 (+ 0:3) +109:6 +107:5 ( 0:4) 19:0 23:0 ( 0:6) +93:5 +84:8 ( 3:06)
A1 B; 0:0 (0:0) +67:3 (+1:6) +53:4 ( 0:4) +576:2 +84:8 ( 2:0)
(401) Struct:
AsB1A 1B D 03 33:3 33:6 (0:0)
(601) Struct:
AsB1A 1B LPS 3 34:1
O ther Struct:
A3Bq L1, 43:4 (+ 0:4) + 84:8 +84:8 ( 1:4) 37:3 37:3 ( 0:1) +77:5 + 775 ( 2:7)
A1B3 L1, 44:0 (+ 0:3) + 76:0 +76:0 (+1:8) 17:3 17:3 ( 0:8) + 78:9 +78:9 ( 0:2)
A97B1 D7 20:8 (+0:6) +61:9 +61:9 ( 3:1) +6:8 +6:8 ( 8:3) +82:9 +82:9 ( 15:8)
A 4By D4 42:9 (+1:1)
A 1By D 7p 20:0 ( 0:1) +47:1 +47:1 ( 3:3) +12:9 +12:9 (+1:9) + 56:8 +56:8 ( 0:7)
AgBq N igN b-type +63:7 +47:7 (+0:4) +9:3 9:1 ( 4:5)
A1Bg N igN b-type + 4237 +36:4 ( 1:7) +30:9 +18:2 (+13:3)
Random :
A 4By SQ S8a 42:5 (+ 0:2) +12:9 (+5:7) +122:6 (+1:2)
A 4By SQ S8y, 43:6 ( 0:2) 152 ( 5:7) +97:5 ( 9:7)
A3B1 SQ S14, +116:2 +77:3 (+7:0) +56:5 +5:5 (+7:7) +183:2 +96:8 (+15:3)
A1B3 SQ S14y +92:2 +69:7 ( 7:0) +37:8 5:2 ( 7:) +118:2 +59:8 ( 15:3)




T he total energies of the ordered structures and end—
point constituents are obtained keesping all com puta—
tional param eters exactly equal. Speci cally, we always
use the same basis sets RK yax = 9), charge density
cuto s RK pax = 19), mu ntin radii R oy = 24ag,
Rag = Rcu = Ryi = 223, maximum di erence In the
angularm om enta In the nonsphericalH am iltonian tem s
(L ax = 4),maxinum angularm om enta in the nonspher-
ical charge densities and potentials nside the mu n-tin
spheres (I ax = 8), and equivalent k point sets’> in the
evaluation ofB rillbuin zone integrals. W hen the uni cell
vectors of the ordered com pound pem i, we choose a k
mesh equivalent to the 60 special points 8 8 8 fcc
m esh. Severalstructures (e4g., those ofA,B orAB, sto—
ichiom etry) have reciprocal unit cell vectors which are
nhcommensuratewih the8 8 8 mesh. In these cases
w e calculate the totalenergies of the com pounds and foc
constituents wih a ner k point grid. This procedure
ensures that, due to system atic cancellation of errors,
the form ation enthalpies H ( ), Eqg. (4), convergem uch
faster than the total energies. Indeed, the tests for Cu—
Au described in Sec. IV A 1 show that w ith our choice of
param eters H ( ) are converged tow ithin 2m €V /atom .

The atom ic positions are relaxed usihg quantum
m echanical Proes’ obtained at the end of the self-
consistency iterations. M inim ization of the total energy
w ith respect to the cellextemal degrees of freedom is
done by distorting the shape of the uni cell and tracing
the decrease in the totalenergy. W e estim ate that the for-
m ation enthalpies are converged to at least 5 m €V /atom
w ith respect to all relaxational degrees of freedom .

Tabl IT and is caption de nes our an allunit-cell or-
dered structures. M any are actually superlattices along
(100), (110), (111), 01) and (311) directions. Tabl ITT
gives the calculated LD A formm ation energies Eqg. (4)] for
these AuAg,CuAu, CuAgandNiAu com pounds.

B . The constituent strain energy

It is well known®® that realspace cluster expansions
with niteranged interactions incorrectly predict zero
form ation enthalpies per atom for coherent long-period
A B4 superlattices, while the correct answers are non-—

zero and depend on the superlattice direction ®. The
constituent strain energy term E c5( ) In Eg. (10) is
speci cally designed to reproduce these superlattice en—
ergies, which are calculated directly from the LDA as
follow s.

In the longperiod Imit pg ! 1 the interfacial en—
ergy becom es negligbly amall © (1=p)) inh com parison
w ith the elastic strain energy needed to deform the con—
stituents to a comm on in-plane lattice constant ag %%
T herefore, the form ation energy per atom ofA; B; su—
perlattice along ® w ith com position x isgiven by the con—
stituent strain energy E s (x;@),de ned asthe equilib—
rum (eq) value of the com position-weighted sum of the

AEepi(as)

Elastic deformation energy

Substrate lattice constant 2

FIG .1. A schem atic illustration of the concept of the epi-
taxial softening function q(@), given by the ratio of the buk
(upper curve) and epitaxial (lower curve) deform ation ener-
gies. In the ham onic approxim ation q(@) is the ratio of the
curvatures of these curves at the equilbrium point.

energies required to deform bulk A and B to the epiaxial
geom etry w ith a planar lattice constant ag:
h .
E 5% (x;@) = majn X E :pl(as;@)
i

x) E ' as;®)

+ 1 14)

Here E epi(as;@) is the strain energy of the m aterial
epitaxially stretched to the lattice constant ag in the di-
rection orthogonalto @, and then allowed to relax along
®. E ®i@,;®) is related to the buk equation of state

E Pulk (@) via the epitaxial softening function qas;®):

E ®lag;®)
E buk @s) 4

q@s:®) as)

where E 2%¥ (a;) is the energy required to hydrostati-
cally deform a bulk solid to the lattice constant ag. Fig—
ure 1 illustrates the concept of epitaxialsoffening:’’ when
the buk solid is deform ed hydrostatically from aeq to
as § acq, its energy rises. Energy can then be Iowered if
we keep ay = ay; = as but relax the third Jattice vector
to its equilbrium value. q(as;@) m easures the relative
energy low ering.

Figure 2 show sthe calculated LDA g’s forCu, obtained
by m nim izing the total energy w ith respect to the lat-
tice constant ¢ parallel to ® or each value of the sub-
strate lattice param eter a5 . A s explained in Ref. 96, this
treatm ent neglects the so-called shear strain temm s, but is
exact for the high sym m etry directions (100), (111) and
(110). The caloulated & (@s;®) is seen to be a nontrivial
function of the substrate lattice param eter ag and direc—
tion ® . In contrast, the ham onic elasticity theory,?” {100
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FIG.2. q(@) of foc Cu for principle directions as functions
of the substrate lattice param eter as. D irectly calculated
LDA values are represented by open symbols, lines show the

t using the expansion of @) in K ubic ham onics.

routinely used ©r sem iconductor system s,°7100101 gives
d’s which do not depend on as:
B

Gham @) =1 ;
ham (@)

(Le)
Cqp +

where 1am (@) is a geom etric function of the spherical
angles form ed by ®:

ham ( ;)= sif @ )+ sh' () sif
4p — 2

== 4 Ko(; ) P=Ka(; )} @7)
5 21

and K ; are the Kubic ham onics of angular m om entum

1. Figure 2 show sthat the ham onic approxin ation m an—
ifestly breaks down for large epiaxial strains In met—
als since there are several in portant qualitative di er—
ences between the behavior in Fig. 2 and that predicted
by the ham onic elasticity. First, q(as;@) strongly de—
pends on the substrate lattice constant, while the har-
m onic Gham (@) does not. Second, the ham onic expres—

sion gives a de nite order of q(@) as a function of the
direction, ie., either (100) is the softest and then (111)
m ust be the hardest, or vice versa. T his order does not
hold for lJarge deform ations. For instance, (201) becom es
the softest direction for ag ap and (110) is the hardest
forag ap In Cu. Finally, g(100) exhbits a particularly
dram atic soffening forag ap, which has in portant con—
sequences for the constituent strain energy and stability
of superlattices along this direction >®

The above m entioned properties of -, can be de-
scribed by generalizing Eq. (17) for to higher K ubic
ham onics and strain-dependent expansion coe cients:

Xax
@;®) =  bE)K,®); 18)

=0

which has the property that in the hamonic lim it
(@s ! ag) all expansion coe cients with angular m o—
m enta higher than 4 tend to zero, reproducing pam from
Eqg. (17). Due to the cubic symm etry, only tem s w ith
1= 0;4;6;8;10;12;:::enter In this expansion. D etailed
discussion of the nonlinear epitaxial strain properties of
elem entalm etalsw illbe given in a separate publication 2®

The constituent strain energy E % x;®) is calcu-
lated num erically from Eq. (14) usihg the direct LDA
values of E ®Pi(ay;®) Hr six principle directions. T he
obtained E J} for these directions are shown in Fig. 3,
lustrating several properties of the constituent strain
which cannot be reproduced by the ham onic theory 8
First, the curves in Fig. 3 are skewed to di erent sides,
whilethehamonic E % mustbe allskewed to the sam e
side. Second, the calculated E (% cross for di erent di-
rections, a property not allowed by the ham onic finc-
tional orm . These crossings lead to (201) as the softest
direction below x 02, and (110) as the hardest for
Au-rich superlattices, while the ham onic theory gives

E o1 (111) as the highest and E % (100) as the Iowest
constituent strain for all com positions of the studied no-
bl m etalalloys. The behaviorof E (3 for (100) is par-
ticularly interesting, since the curves In Fig. 3 abruptly
change slope around x 0:15 and have very lIow valies
forx > f.Asweshow in Ref. 96, this is a m anifestation
ofthe Iow energy cost ofdeform ing foc Cu into the body—
centered tetragonal structure along the epiaxial Baines
path. Sm all constituent strain of (100) superlattices has
profound In uence on the predicted ground states ofCu-
AU (seeSec.IVA 1).

T he constituent strain energy for arbitrary direction
® is then obtained by Interpolating between the prin—
ciple directions using the follow ng expansion in K ubic
ham onics:

E cs 6;®) = Q&) K, ®): 19)

=0

W e have taken 1, .x = 10, which gives ve com position—
dependent tting coe cients determm Ined from a t to
the directly calculated values Eqg. (14)] for six princi
pl directions. The characteristic errors of this t at
the equiatom ic com position are 1l 2 m €V /atom . Equa—
tion (19) isthen used In Egs. (11){ (12).

C .Constructing the C luster E xpansion

Once we have a closed-form expresion for the equi-
Ibrium constituent strain energy E cs( ) and a set
fH 2 ()gofT = 0 form ation enthalpies, we deter—
m Ine the unknown clister interactions ofEq. (10) in the
follow ing tw o-step process:
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FIG .3. Equilbrium constituent strain energies orCu-Au,
N A u and Cu-A g. T he constituent strain energy ofAg-Au is
negligbly sm all and therefore not shown.

F irst, the totalenergies of all structures from Table ITT
areused In the tto nvestigate the behavior ofthe root—
mean-square (m s) error 4,5 ofthe t, Egq. (13), asa
function of the num ber of realspace pair and m ultibody
Interactions. Reciprocal space CE allow s to add pair in—
teractions system atically in the order of increasing in-—
tersite sgparation, up to any number of nearneighbor
shells. The k-space sn oothness criterion in Eq. (13)
autom atically selects optin ally short—ranged interactions
and chooses physically In portant pair interactionswhich
are essential to produce a good t to the directly calcu—
lated LDA energies. T he dependence of the m s error on
the num ber of pair and m ultibody interactions is shown
InFig.4.Figure 4 (@) isobtained by xing the number of
multbody interactions, and varying the number of pair
Interactions. It show s that In all system s the cluster ex—
pansion iswell converged using 10 to 20 pair interactions.
T he convergence rate is fastest for A g-Au and slowest for
N i+Au, which we attrbute to increasing size m ism atch
going from AgAutoNiAu,wih CuAgand CuAu ex—
hbiing interm ediate convergence rates.

Selection of Im portant m ultibody interactions ism ore
delicate. The number of pair interactions is xed to a
converged value (20 orm ore), and a large set of 3—to 4-
body gures is tested as to whether it in proves the m s
error of the overall t. It is retained in the CE only if

m s decreases considerably. D uring the tting process,
we also m onior the overall stability ofthe CE, asm ea—
sured by a change in otherm ultbody interactions upon
the addition of a particular gure. Unstable behavior
usually signals of linear dependencies in the chosen set
of clusters and an illconditioned inverse problem , neces—
sitating a di erent choice of £fJrg. Figure 4 (b) shows
the convergence of the CE w ih respect to the number
of multbody interactions, keeping N pas €qual to their
converged values. An in portant thing to notice is that
them ultbody interactionsproduce a decrease in the m s
error which is of the sam e m agniude as that due to the
pair nteractions. Furthem ore, the e ect of m ultibody
Interactions is lJargest iIn N +A u, and decreases in order of
decreasing size m ism atch, becom ing negligble in Ag-Au.

In the second step we test the stability ofthe tand its
predictive power. U sing the trial set of gures obtained
In the previous step, we exclude several structures w hich
are tratherwell €g9.,22, 2,and L1, In NiAu), and
repeatthe t, obtaining new valiesofthee ective cluster
Interactions. T hese values are used to predict the total
energies of the structures excluded from the t. If the
change In H g ( ) is not acceptable M ore than few
meV /atom ), we retum to the rst step to search for a
better set of Interactions. The most severe test is to
exclide structuresw ith the poorest t to their form ation
enthalpis, eg., SQ S14, and SQ S14, in NiAu. If the
predicted form ation energy does not change signi cantly,
the chosen set of gures is considered to be stable and
predictive. The nal cluster expansion is produced by
using this set of gures and all structures from Table ITI.

F igure 5 show sthe calculated pair interactions as func—



Convergence of Cluster Expansion

FIG . 4. Root-m ean-square errors
num ber of pair and m ultibody interactions.

tion of the nearneighbor fcc shell. There are several
notew orthy trends in the four alloy system s:

(1) Only In Ag-Au and Cu-Au are the nearest-neighbor
pair interactions dom inant: in Cu-A g the 1-st and 3—=d
neighborpair interactionsare of sin ilarm agnitude, while
the 3-rd neighbor interaction dom nates in Ni+Au.

(i) The dom nant interactions have signs consistent
w ih the observed phase diagrams: Ag-Au and Cu-
Au have positive (\antiferrom agnetic") nearestneighbor
pair interactions J,, corresponding to the tendency to—
wards com plete m iscibility and ordering at low tem pera—
tures. Thebehavior ofN A u, In spite ofpositive 1-st and
2-nd neighborpair interactions, is dom inated by the \fer-
rom agnetic" 3-rd neighbor interaction L, Wwhich causes
phase segparation at low tem peratures). Both dom inant
1-st and 3—d neighborpair interactions in C u-A g are neg—
ative, in plying a m iscbility gap. T he constituent strain
energy E oL is always positive and therefore increases
the propensity for incoherent phase separation.

(iil) A though the nearest-neighbor pair interaction is
clearly dom inant In Cu-A u, otherpair Interactionsshow a
Iong-ranged oscillatory behavior extending over approx—
in ately 15 shells. As found in other system 5,255 this
is a direct consequence of the atom ic relaxation caused
by the constituent size m ism atch between Cu and Au.
T he pair Interactions are slow Iy decaying in Cu-Ag and
N i+A u, too.

The calculated multbody interaction energies are
shown in F igure 6. J; isthepoint interaction,J;,K 3,N 3,
..y are triplets and J4, K 4, and L, are fourpoint clus—
ters In increasing order of nteratom ic separation (see Lu
et ald for a fill description of the clusters). Figure 6
llustrates the In portance of the m utibody term s In our
Ham ilttonian.
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m s Of the cluster expansions for AgAu, Cu-Ag, Cu-Au and N A u as functions of the

D .Finding the T = 0 ground statesand T > 0
properties

Having param etrized the con gurational energies 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, orderdisorder transition tem peratures, con gu-—
rational entropies, free energies, phase stabilities and
atom ic short—range order param eters. D ue to the pres—
ence ofboth reciprocaland realspace term s In the H am i~
tonian (10), tradiionaltechniques, eg., the C lusterVari-
ation M ethod, are not readily applicable. M onte Carlo
sim ulations m ust be used Instead to calculate statistical
properties at nite tem peratures. The basic com puta-
tional algorithm is as ollow s. W e adopt the M etropolis
algorithm in the canonicalensamble ( xed com position).
Foreach attem pted spin I, the change in them ultiplet
Interaction energy is evaluated in the real space. To ob—
tain the reciprocal space energy (constiuent strain and
pair Interaction energies), the Fourier transform of the
soin function S R ;; ) isneeded. It can be calculated ei-
therw ih thehelp oftheFastFourierTransform EFT) or
evaluated directly taking advantage ofthe specialm ethod
described in Ref. 87, which ismuch m ore econom ical: if
the totalnum ber of sites in the sim ulation box isN ,a full
EF_T has to be done only once after approxin ately every

N accepted spin  Ips, which m akes the whole com pu—
tationale ort ©r this specialm ethod scale asN 2.

A sinulation box ofN = 4096 atom s (16 16 16) is
used to calculate allthermm odynam ic properties presented
In thispaper. T he transition tem peratures are com puted
by cooling the system from high tem peratures and m oni-
toring the discontinuities in the average energy and peaks
In heat capaciy. To elin Inate possble hysteresis e ects,
the resulting low -tem perature con gurations are gradu-
ally heated up past the transition point. The former
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process provides the lower bound on the transition tem —
perature, T, whik the latter gives the upperbound, T,.
T he heating and cooling rates are such that T; and T,

di er by no m ore than 20K , an insigni cant uncertainty

com pared to the naccuraciesofthe LD A calculationsand
the terrorsofthe cluster expansion. 1000 Ips/site and
a tem perature decrease 0of 2% foreach M onte C arlo step
are usually su cient, although in a few cases the resuls

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
of the nal con guration lies on the convex hull. This
process is repeated for several random number seeds
and starting tem peratures, always yielding con gura—
tions w ith sin ilar (usually identical) energies. W e ex—
plorem any equally spaced com positionsw ith an interval

b 4 005. The number of possble con gurations for
each x jSNcoan W;lx))'

Con gurational entropy of the disordered alloys at
nite T is computed from the energy vs. tem perature
curves obtained by cooling the system from very high
(\T = 1 ") tem peratures. T he ollow ing thermm odynam ic
form ula gives the con gurationalentropy at tem perature
T:

E(9%d %
0

S cone(T)= S geart E (T)=T k

@0)

w here = 1=kg T and S yea1 = ks Klogx + (L
x)log(l  x)] is the con gurational entropy of an ideal

solid solution.

IV.RESULTS
A .T = 0 G round States
1. G round states of CuAu

Figure 7 show sthe calculated T = 0 ground state lines
ofCu-Au and Ag-Au which were obtained from sin ulated
annealing quenchesofa 16 16
we ndtheLl, CuszAu) and L1, (CuAu) structures as
the stable ground states of Cu-rich alloys, In agreem ent
w ith the existing phase diagram data !4 These data also
list L1, as the stabl low -tem perature phase of CuAus.
However, we nd new, previously unsuspected ground
states of Au-rich com pounds, all belongihg to the fam —
ily of (001) superlattices. At x = % we nd a stable 2
(CuAu,) phase (prototypeM oSi),which isaCu;Au, su—
perlattice along (001). At x = %, our cluster expansion
pIQjJCtS that a com p]ex Cu;AusCuiAugCuiAuyCuAuy
(001) superlattice f2lls on the convex hull, although its
energy is less than 2 m eV below the tieline connecting

2 CuAuy) and Au. Furthem ore, even the directly

16 system . In Cu&du,
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Ground state structures
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FIG.7. T = 0K ground state Ines or Cu-Au and AgAu
obtained from simulated annealing calculations. L1, CuAus
is not only above the ground state line, but also has a higher
form ation enthalpy than other structures at the sam e com —
position, eg. LDA calculations place the form ation enthalpy
ofZ 3 below that ofL1,. P lots for Cu-Ag and N A u are not
shown since these system s phase separateat T = 0K .

calculated LDA enthalpy of form ation of Z3 which is
a CuiAus (001) superlattice) is considerably lower than
that OfL12 CuAus.

W e carefully checked whether the predicted new LDA
ground states for Au-rich Cu-Au alloys artifacts of som e
approxin ation n our LDA calculationsorthe terrorof
the cluster expansion. T he latter possibility was quickly
dism issed, since the directly calculated LDA enthalpies
of form ation for L1y, 2, L1, and Z 3 agreed w ih the
values derived from the cluster expansion to better than
2 meV /atom (see Table III), whilk the new (100) SL
ground state is 14 m eV /atom below L1l,. To address
the form er possbility, we perform ed carefiil convergence
tests or L1y, 2,L1, and Z 3 with respect to the plane
wave cuto and number of k points in the st Bril-
ouin zone. The cuto was increased from RK ax = 9
to RKpax = 11 and the density of the Brillouin zone



mesh was doubled from 8 8 8 to 16 16
eightfold increase in the totalnum ber ofk points. T hese
tests showed that the formm ation enthalpies of L1l,, 2
and L1, were converged to within 1 m €V /atom w ith re—
spect to the size of the basis set and the num ber of k
points. Further, we checked how the choice of mu n-—

tin radiia ected H .VaryingR y r Au) between 2:3a,

and 25ay changed the form ation enthalpies by at m ost
2 meV /atom and did not shift the relative stabilities of
phases. Finally, we repeated these calculations using
the Perdew Zunger’® param etrization of the Ceperley-
AMer’’ LDA fiinctional, as well as the generalized gra-
dient approxin ation (GGA) of Perdew and W ang,’® and
found insigni cant (@bout 2 m €V /atom ) changes in the
form ation enthalpies. Inclusion of the spin-orbit inter—
action in the second variation procedure'’® changed the
form ation enthalpy ofL 19 (CuAu) by only 3:7m eV /atom

(from 482 to
portant for the energetics of Cu-Au. This conclision
is In lne wih the ndings of Ref. 105 that the soin—
orbi interaction in uences the band structure but has
little e ect on equilbrium lattice properties. T herefore,
we conclide that state-oftheart rstprinciples density
functional calculations do not predict L1, to be a stabke
T 0 ground state of CuAus. It is possble that van
der W aals interactions, om ited by the LDA and in por-
tant for large, polarizabl atom s such as Au, can a ect
the fom ation energies and hence the ground states of
Cu&Au.

W e next analyze the possbility that the correct T
0 ground state around x 2 is not L1, as has
been assum ed In the literature before. A though m ost
com pilationst 14 of binary allby phase diagram s give L1,
as the stable structure of CuAus, the experim ental
evidence’®10 seem s inconclusive because of the di cul-
ties In obtaining equilbrated long-range ordered sam ples.
X ray studies’ have found superlattice peaks consistent
w ith the cubic L1, structure, but only very broad low—
order re ections have been ocbserved. T hese superlattice
lines could not be sharpened by any heat treatm ent® Tt
is not clear to us if the X-ray re ections can be rein—
dexed according to som e other non-L. 1, phase. It is also
possibl that at elevated (T 500 K) tem peraturesL L
is stabilized by the entropy (con gurational and vibra—
tional), whilke another transform ation to the low -energy
structure should occur but is kinetically inhibited below
500 K . The biggest experin ental obstacles to verifying
our predictions seem to be low di usion rates below the
ordering tem perature of CuA us, T¢ 500K .

N ext we discuss the experin entalsignatures ofthe new
LD A ground state structures. M oSLtype 2 CuAu; has
a superlattice re ection at (%OO), but CuAus; (100) su—
perlattice has re ections at (100) and (%OO) . These re—

ections alsom anifest them selves in the predicted atom ic
short—range order of the disordered alloys (for details see
Ref. 103).

16, an

519), indicating that i is not in-—
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2. Ground states of AgAu, CuAgand NiAu

T he ground state line ofA g-Au isshown in Figure 7 (),
exhbiting L1, Ags3Au),Lly AgAu) and L1, AgAus3)
stable low -tem perature phases. E xperin entally, these al-
Jys are known to be com pletely m iscbk? {4 and there
are several indications’®® that they would orderbelow 200
K if not for the very low di usion rates. Theoretical
transition tem peratures and short-range order pattems,
as well as a com plte discussion are given by Lu and
Zunger>*

T he calculated ground states ofCu-Ag and NiA u are
found to be phase separation, In agreem ent w ith the ex—
perin entalenthalpy data ? Neither alloy has a single or-
dered or disordered structure w ith negative enthalpy of
form ation and therefore there areno stablke T = 0 ground
states except the phase-separated alloy.

B .M ixing enthalpies

Tt is Interesting to com pare the calculated m ixing en—
thalpies of disordered Cu-Au alloys with the avaikbble
theoretical and experim entaldata. Tabl IV sum m arizes
the values of H i« &;T) for the com pletely random
(T 1 ), shortrange ordered (T = 800 K) and com —
plktely ordered (T = 0 K) Cu-Au alloys at com positions
X = %, % and % . Several im portant points are apparent
from this table:

() studies’?8%2 which have com pletely neglected
atom ic relaxations predict a substantially positive en—
thalpy of form ation for the com pletely random alloy. In
our calculations, relaxations in the random alloy reduce

H % (T = 1) by a large am ount, bringing it down to
essentially zero.

(1) C om parison of the present results for the T 1
random allys with those of W ei et al’' shows the in-

uence of the num ber of structures ncluded in the clus-
ter expansion. Sihce W eiet al. used the same FLAPW
m ethod®®, but included a set ofonly ve high-symm etry
ordered structures A1 (Cu), L1, CusAu),Lly CuAu),
L1, CuhAus) andAl Au)], the atom ic relaxation e ects
were ncluded Incom pletely. Thdeed, their treatm ent gives
much larger m ixing enthalpies of the random Cu-Au alk
Joys than the present work em ploying approxin ately 30
low sym m etry structures w ith large relaxations. T here—
fore we conclude that the Connolly-W illiam s set of ve
ordered structures cannot correctly capture the lJarge de—
crease of the m ixing enthalpy of random Cu-Au alloys
caused by the atom ic relaxations.

(ii1) The good agreem ent between the relaxed (this
study) and \unrelaxed" (W eiet al’') valuies of H p i
at T = 800 K suggests that the short-range order in Cu-
Au tends to decrease the role of the atom ic relaxations.
Thise ect can be qualitatively explained on the basis of
the ordering tendency tow ards high-sym m etry structures



TABLE IV. Calculated m ixing enthalpies of disordered Cu; x A uyx alloys com pared w ith the valies obtained by other studies
and experin entalm easurem ents (nm eV /atom ). FLAPW isthe fullpotential Inearized augm ented plane wavem ethod, LM T O
{ linearized mu n-tin-orbitals m ethod, KKR { K orringa-K ohn-R ostoker m ultiple scattering m ethod, A SA { atom ic-sphere
approxin ation, CPA { coherent potential approxin ation, CW M —Connolly-W illiam s cluster expansion, M SCE { m ixed-space
cluster expansion used In this study, \Rel" { incorporating atom ic relaxations, and \Unrel." { neglecting atom ic relaxations.

C om position Elxpt.f This W ei Am ador T erakura Ruban W einberger
study et al? et alP et al® et a1d et al®
FLAPW FLAPW LM TO-ASA A SW LM TO-ASA KKR-ASA
M SCE CWw M CW M CWw M CPA CPA
(Rel) Rel) (Unrel.) (Unrel.) (Unrel.) (Unrel.)
Hpu (T =1)
Cug.75Aug.25 +2:6 +46:3 + 59 +26:9 + 54:6 27
Cug.50Aug.s0 +1:6 + 38:0 + 61 +30:4 +44:3 57
Cug.25Aug.75 +5:4 +18:6 + 39 +20:4 +19:8 31
Hpix (T = 800K)
Cup.75AUQ.25 469 17:3 6
Cug.50A UQ:50 539 19:3 16:9 5
Cug.25A UQ:75 319 12 2:6 +8
Hpix(T=0K)
L1, CuszAu 74 37:3 36:0 65:0 60:7 54
Llp CuAu 91 48:2 62:9 69:7 83:4 76
L1, CuAus 59 17:3 26:4 34:0 56:1 47

“Ref. 51 using the Connolly-W illiam s structures (relaxation of L1y only).

PRef. 50.

°Ref. 48.

9Ref. 62.

°Ref. 58.

‘Ref. 2.

9V alies cbtained at T = 720K .

w hich have little or no relaxation energy (L1, and L1
In Cu-rich alloys).

(iv) The m ixing enthalpies of the random alloy calcu—
lated by W einberger et al.>® using the coherent-potential
approxin ation (CPA ) di er strongly not only from those
obtaied using the cluster expansion m ethods,”!#°%¢ but
also from the num bers given in the CPA work ofRuban,
Abrikosov, and Skriverf? Sincethe CPA ofW enbergeret
ald® neglects the (a) atom ic relaxation, (b) charge trans-
fer and (c) short-range order, which all lower the form a-
tion energies, the negative values cbtained by W einberger
et al’®® are very puzzling.

(v) There are signi cant discrepanciesbetw een thebest
calulated and experin entally m easured*>%? values of

H hix atboth T OK and T 800 K . At present
these discrepancies are hard to explain since the available
general potential LDA calculations’'®?%7 of H (L1 ;)
and H (L1 g) agreew ith each other reasonably well. On
the other hand, form ation energies in Cu-Au are num er—
ically very am all and present a severe test for any rst—
principles m odel of electronic exchange-correlation. It is
notew orthy that several less accurate rstprinciplescal-
culations, using the atom ic-sphere approxim ation @& SA ),
have achieved better agreem ent w ith the experin ental
enthalpies of form ation than the state of the art gen-—
eral potential techniques. W e consider this to be fortu-
tous. In allcases, LD A calculations correctly predict the
relative m agnitudes of H for Ll , and L1, aswell as
reproduce m easured asymm etry In form ation enthalpies
towards m ore negative values of H , i or Cu—rich al-
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Joys.

C . O rderdisorder transition tem peratures

O rderdisorder transitions have been investigated at
com positions ( %,%,%and%)usmgtheMonteCar]o
sim ulation technique described in Sec. ITID . T he result—
Ing transiion tem peratures, T., are given iIn Tablk V.
A 1l transitions are found to be rst order, invoking dis—
continuities in the energy and correlation functions. At
x = ; we nd a transition from the disordered state to
Iong-range ordered L1, CuszAu at Tc = 530 K, which is
only 130 K lower than the experin entally observed tran—
sition tem perature. For the equiatom ic alloy at x %
the calculated and experim ental transition tem peratures
agree to a few degrees Kelvin. However, we do not nd
the CuAu II phase which exists In a narrow tem pera—
ture range between 658 K and 683 K . T his phase is sta—
bilized by the free energy di erences between L1y and
long-period superstructures ofL 1y which are as smallas
1m eV /atom ¢ and therefore beyond the accuracy of self-
consistent LDA calculations.

For x 7 we obtain a sequence of transform ations,
the rst one occuring at T = 750 K from the disordered
A1l phase to a coherent two-phasem xtureof 2 andAl.
Then a subsequent transition at T = 635K takesCuAus
Into the Iong-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



calc

TABLE VI. The experim entally m easured? entropy of form ation S fgi‘“ , the calculated con gurationlentropy S So.¢ and
the derived non-con gurational entropy of fom ation, S ﬁ%ﬁ“ cone+ A llvalues are given in units of kg /atom .

System x T ) S G S ieal S &nt S son cont =
form calc
S tot S conf
CuAu 0.5 800 0.73 0.69 0.57 0.16
AgAu 0.5 800 0.52 0.69 0.62 0.10
CudAg 0.141 1052 0.77 041 0.40° 037
NiAu 0.5 1100 1.04 0.69 0.56 048

*This value was cbtained at T = 1136 K, since a coherent phase separation starts at lower tem peratures.

TABLE V. Calculated orderdisorder transition tem pera—
tures (n K) rCu-Au. Al denotes the con gurationally dis—
ordered fcc phase, and n/a m eans that the transition hasnot
been observed (either experim entally or in the M onte C arlo
sin ulation).

Com po— Tran— E xpt. This
sition sition study
Cuo:75A U025 Al! L1, 663 530
Cuo0:50A Uo:50 Al! Ll 683/658% 660
Cuo0:33A Up:66 Al! 2 n/a 735
Cuo:25A U075 Al! LI 500 n/a
Al! 2+ A1 n/a 750

2+ A1! (100)SL n/a 680

CuAu undergoes a transition to CuAu-II at 683 K, subse—
quently transform ing into L1y CuAu-Iat 658 K .

at x = £ goes straight into the 2 phaseatT = 735K.
T herefore, a twophase 2+ A1l eld ispredicted to exist
at tem peratures som ew here between 635 K and 730 K
and around x = % T hese predictions re ect the LDA .
As stated in Sec. IV A 1, corrections to the LDA m ight

be signi cant.

D .N on-con gurational entropy

The e ect of the non-con gurational entropy (elec—
tronic, vbrational, etc.) on the allby phase stability
has recently attracted considersbl interest106{116 For
nstance, i has been suggested®®{15 that there are
large di erences in the vibrational entropies of order—
ing sYE_ 4 Sib ., which should m anifest them selves
In shifts of the orderdisorder transition tem peratures.
T here isanother im portant class ofthem odynam ic prop—
erties w here the vibrational entropy m ay play a rol, and
which has often been overlooked. Nam ely, it is the en—
tropy of form ation w ith respect to the pure constituents,
de ned n analogy with H In Eqg. (@):

Stfgfn A1 xBx;T)= S @1 xBy;T)

@ =x)S@;T) =xS@B;T); (21)

where S A;T) is the total entropy of the pure con—
stituent A at tem perature T . Tt is often assum ed that the
con gurational entropy is the dom inant contrdbution to
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S Bm (1 xBy;T) because all other contributions can-
celout in Eqg. 21). The non-con gurational entropy of

fom ation,

Srirrrln conf(Al XBx;T)z Siit];m (Al XBX;T)

Scont®B1 xBx;T); (22)
contrbutes to such In portant quantities asm utual soli—
bility 1im its and m iscibility gap tem peratures.

Noble metal alloys are excellent cases to test the val-
ues of S P™ . sihce accurate experin ental data on
the entropies of orm ation, S 2™, are availabl, and
the con gurational entropy S conr can be calculated
accurately using the thermm odynam ic integration tech-
nigque described in Sec. ITID . Tabl VI gives the m ea—
sured entropies of form ation for disordered solid solutions
A1 xBy, S 5™ x;T), themaximum attainabl con g-
urationalentropy S igea1, aswellasthe theoretically cal-
culated con gurationalentropy S $22, and the derived
value for the non-con gurational entropy of form ation,

g om It shows that the sizem ism atched noble

non conf*

m etal system s have large am ounts of S °™
disordered solid solution. Since it is unlikely that these
valuesof S fg;“ cons @re of electronic orm agnetic origin,
w e suggest that the excess entropy in the disordered solid
solutions of N+Au, Cu-Ag and Cu-Au is vbrational. &t
ispossible that the atom ic relaxations lead to a softening
of lattice vibrations, although the physicalm echanisn of
this softening is unclear at present.

Sanchez et al*’ i their study of the Cu-Ag system
noted that even a very crude m odel of the vibrational
entropy m arkedly in proved the agreem ent w ith the ex—
perin ental solubility data. In the case ofNiA u, which
exhbitsthe largest 5 ©™ it ispossble to reconcile
the experin entally m easured and theoretically calculated
m iscbility gap tem peratures only by taking into account
the non-con gurationalentropy of form ation .}’

The factthat Cu-Au alsohasapositive S °™ _  has
little qualitative e ect on the phase diagram since Cu
and Au are com pltely m iscble from total energy and
con gurational entropy considerations alone. Ag-Au is
calculated to have a negative S 2™ ., but itsvalie is

close to the experin entaluncertainty in them easurem ent
of S.
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FIG .8. SQ S bondlengths or CuAu and NiA u.

E .Bond lengths in random alloys

Since recent experinental measurem ents of the
com position-dependence of interatom ic bond lengths In
CuAu?? and NiAu?® have und several unusual fea-
tures, it is Interesting to address these trends from  rst—
principles LDA calculations. In the present work we
m odel the atom ic positions in the random alloys using
special quasirandom structures''® (SQ S). T hese periodic
structures are designed to reproduced the pairand m ulti-
body correlation functions of the perfectly disordered
con guration as closely aspossible. Tt hasbeen shown!!®
that even sm allunit cell SQ S’s can give rather accurate
representation of the properties of random alloys. W e
have perform ed LDA calculations for 8 atom /cell SQ S's
atx= 1 (SQS14,),x= - (SQS8,;5058,) and x = 2

1 2 1
(SQ S14y). The atom ic positions and cell coordinates
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havebeen fully relaxed tom inin ize the totalenergy. The
results or CuAu and NiAu interatom ic bond lengths
are shown In Fig. 8. Them ah features are:

(i) In spite of the di erent phase diagram properties
N +A u phase separates and Cu-Au ordersat T = 0K),
the calculated behavior of bond lengths is very sim ilar,
which we attribute to the sin ilar size m ism atch in both
system s (12% in Cu-Au and 15% In NiAu).

(i) Our caloulations give three distinct bond
lengths at all com positions, which is also observed
experin entally 232? P robably the m ost interesting fea—
ture In Fig. 8 is the crossing of Rgs X) and Rap X)
curves at x 7 T both system s. The measurem ents
or CcuaAu?? and N A u?® indicate that thism ay indeed
be correct, since the deduced values around this com po—
sition are very close and have large error bars.

(iil) A nother in portant feature, cbserved experin en—
tally and reproduced by our SQ S results, is that A A
bonds change much m ore as x varies from 0 to 1 than
B B bondswhen x varies from 1 to 0, suggesting that
the com pressed bonds becom e ncreasingly sti and the
expanded bondsweaken. T hisbehavior can be explained
by the asymm etry in the interatom ic potential curves,
which are rapidly hardening upon com pression and soft—
ening upon expansion. However, our results for Ra, at
X % and Rgp at x % are obtained from an aver—
age of only 4 m inority bonds In the SQ S14 structures,
and perhaps are not representative of a w ider statistical
sam ple.

(Ir) Tt is interesting to note that the predicted bond
lengthsbetween unlke atom sRag do not llow the lin—
ear relation Rag = Raa + XRgs Raa)-

V.SUMMARY

W e have showed that accurate rstprinciples stud-
ies of alloys w ith large size m ism atches are now feasble
using the m ixed-space cluster expansion m ethod. This
m ethod has been applied to nobl metal alloys where
vast am ounts of experin entaldata and m any theoretical
studies are available.

(i) The m ixed-space cluster expansion has been gen—
eralized to include the e ects of nonlinear strain on the
formm ation energies of long-period superlattices. W e nd
that the elastic energy, required to lattice-m atch Cu and
Nito (100) surfaces ofAu and A g, is anom alously low,
lading to a very low constituent strain energy of (100)
superlattices. Thise ect ispartly responsible for the sta—
bilization of new LDA ground states of Au—rich CuAu
alloys.

(i) In Aurich CuAu, we predict new T = 0 K
ground states. Our LDA results place L1, (CuAus),
previously thought of as the stable T = 0 state of

CuAu;, higher in energy than a fam ily of superlt-
tices along (100) direction. In particular, M oP t,-type
CuAu; [CuijAu, superlattice along (100)] and a com pli-



cated Cu;AuqCuiAusCuiAuyCuAuy (100) super]at‘uoe
are found to be the LDA ground states.

(iii) T here are signi cant discrepancies (up to 50% ) be-
tween the experin entally m easured and calculated LD A
m ixing enthalpies for Cu-Au allbys. This is surprising
since the experim ental m ixing enthalpies of N+Au and
Ag-Au are reproduced very well>*i117

(I7) The calculated orderdisorder transition tem per—
atures are In an excellent agreem ent w ith experim ent.
For nstance, T$*°(x = ) = 530 K and T&*F & =
1) = 660 K, compared with TS (x = 1) = 663 K and
TSPt (x = 2) = 683=658K .

(v) From the experim entally m easured entropies of
rmation S 2™ and the calulated con gurational
entropies S ggrlff, we obtain large non-con gurational
(orobably vibrational) entropies of form ation in the size—
m ism atched systems, s o™ = sfbm sk,
T hese entropies allow one to reconcile the experim ental
m ischbility gap tem perature and form ation enthalpies of
N #Au w ith the theoretical LDA values!!’

(vi) Bond length distrbutions in NiAu and Cu-
Au have been studied via supercell calculations em —
plying the special quasirandom structure technigque.
The important qualitative features of recent EXAFS
m easurem ents?>24 are correctly reproduced: existence of
distinct A A, B B and A
com positions, possble crossng of Raa (x) and Rap (X)
around x = 2 where x is the com position of the larger

lI

4
constituent), softening of the shorter bond as x !

and deviations of the bond length Rap (X) between un-
like atom s from the linear Vergard’s law .
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