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We investigate phase stability and vacancy formation in fcc Fe-Ni alloys over a broad composition-
temperature range, via a density functional theory parametrized effective interaction model, which
includes explicitly spin and chemical variables. On-lattice Monte Carlo simulations based on this
model are used to predict the temperature evolution of the magnetochemical phase. The experimen-
tal composition-dependent Curie and chemical order-disorder transition temperatures are success-
fully predicted. We point out a significant effect of chemical and magnetic orders on the magnetic
and chemical transitions, respectively. The resulting phase diagram shows a magnetically driven
phase separation around 10-40% Ni and 570-700 K, between ferromagnetic and paramagnetic solid
solutions, in agreement with experimental observations. We compute vacancy formation magnetic
free energy as a function of temperature and alloy composition. We identify opposite magnetic and
chemical disordering effects on vacancy formation in the alloys with 50% and 75% Ni. We find that
thermal magnetic effects on vacancy formation are much larger in concentrated Fe-Ni alloys than in
fcc Fe and Ni due to a stronger magnetic interaction.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetism is an indispensable ingredient for under-
standing and predicting properties in Fe and Fe-based
alloys. It plays a crucial role in phase stability and the
bcc-fcc phase transition in Fe [1–5]. In Fe-based alloys,
the magnetochemical interplay can lead to a change of
the chemical order-disorder transition temperature, local
segregation or unmixing tendency [6–9]. Thermal mag-
netic effects are also known to have an impact on vacancy
properties and atomic diffusion in bcc Fe [10–13].

Effects of magnetism can be obtained via first princi-
ples calculations, which are routinely performed in mag-
netically ordered systems. However, it remains a chal-
lenging task to model magnetic excitations and param-
agnetism [14]. First principles approaches to simulate
finite-temperature magnetism in alloys include, for in-
stance, the disordered local moment (DLM) and partial
DLM methods [15–18] and the spin-wave method [19].
However, these approaches generally require additional
interpolation schemes such as the semi-empirical Ruch
model [20] to obtain the temperature evolution of mag-
netic and energetic properties. Furthermore, they are too
computationally expensive for a systematic exploration
of the spin-atom configurational space of magnetic al-
loys. On the other hand, while upperscale atomistic ap-
proaches such as spin-lattice dynamics [21, 22] and spin-
atom Monte Carlo simulations [23–25] provide an effi-
cient way to investigate finite-temperature magnetic ef-
fects, it is generally difficult to develop accurate models
and potentials for concentrated alloys with the presence
of structural defects.

This work is focused on fcc Fe-Ni alloys, which are the
basis of austenitic steels. The alloy with around 50%
and 75% Ni has a ferromagnetic L10 and L12 ordered
structure, respectively, at low temperatures. They un-

dergo successive chemical and magnetic transitions with
increasing temperature [26, 27]. A strong magnetochemi-
cal interplay is expected and can have an impact on phase
stability and properties of structural defects.

Phase stability of this system has been extensively
investigated experimentally and theoretically [24, 26–
35]. However, thermodynamic measurements of, e.g.,
activity coefficients and formation enthalpies, were per-
formed only in paramagnetic and chemically disordered
alloys [26, 29]. It is difficult to estimate the magnetic
contribution to phase stability based directly on exper-
imental information. On the theoretical side, magnetic
effects on phase stability of fcc Fe-Ni alloys were stud-
ied using model Hamiltonians combined with on-lattice
Monte Carlo simulations, showing a significant impact on
the chemical order-disorder transition temperatures [33–
35]. However, the Ising or Heisenberg models adopted
in these studies [33–35] were developed only for specific
compositions, and the composition dependence of mag-
netic moments as well as the thermal longitudinal spin
fluctuations were not taken into account. Recently, a
magnetic cluster expansion model was parametrized for
the whole composition range of fcc Fe-Ni alloys [24], but
the predicted Curie points of the disordered alloys are
found to be much lower than the experimental data.

As the simplest structural defect in metals and al-
loys, vacancy plays a dominant role in atomic diffusion.
Knowledge of vacancy formation properties is thus cru-
cial for the understanding of kinetic processes. From
a general point of view, theoretical studies addressing
finite-temperature magnetic effects on vacancy formation
properties have been focused on metals and extremely di-
lute Fe alloys [11–13, 18, 36–39]. By contrast, vacancy
formation energies in concentrated alloys are often com-
puted with the magnetic ground states [40–46], or, less
commonly, in the ideal paramagnetic state [16]. Besides,
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the investigations of the alloying effects on vacancy for-
mation energies are restricted to either nearly perfect or-
dered phases [47–52] or fully random solid solutions [40–
46, 53–55]. A continuous and comprehensive modelling
of vacancy properties as a function of temperature and
hence of chemical and magnetic orders is still missing.
It is noted that Girifalco [56] and Ruch et al. [20] pro-
posed to express vacancy formation free energy Gf as a
function of order parameter S:

Gf (S) = (1 + αS2) ·Gf (0) (1)

where α is a system-dependent parameter, S is the chem-
ical or magnetic long-range order parameter, and Gf (0)
is the vacancy formation free energy in the chemically or
magnetically disordered state. However, these interpola-
tion schemes are not applicable to the alloy systems with
simultaneous chemical and magnetic evolutions.

There are few theoretical and experimental studies on
vacancy properties in fcc Fe-Ni alloys. Zhao et al. [46]
used density functional theory (DFT) calculations to ob-
tain the distribution of vacancy formation energies in
the ferromagnetic disordered structures with 50% and
80% Ni, and compared the DFT results with the predic-
tions from empirical potentials. Caplain and Chambron
measured vacancy formation energies in Fe-Ni disordered
alloys with 50-94% Ni using the magnetic anisotropy
method [57, 58]. However, the effects of magnetic and
chemical orders on vacancy properties remain largely
unexplored experimentally and theoretically. Besides,
a comprehensive atomic-scale modelling of the vacancy
properties as a function of temperature and hence of
chemical and magnetic orders is still missing.

This study is aimed at elucidating magnetochemical ef-
fects on phase stability and vacancy formation in fcc Fe-
Ni alloys. We develop a new effective interaction model,
which is parametrized on DFT results only and includes
explicit chemical and magnetic variables. We treat the
magnetic interaction within a generalized Heisenberg for-
malism [24, 59] to account for the dependence of magnetic
moments on local chemical composition and the strong
longitudinal spin fluctuations in this system [32, 39, 60].
The model combined with on-lattice Monte Carlo simula-
tions enables to fully take into account the simultaneous
magnetic and chemical evolutions with temperature on
the whole composition range of the Fe-Ni alloys.

The paper is organized as follows. Details of DFT cal-
culations, model parametrization and Monte Carlo simu-
lations are given in Sec. II. Phase stability predictions in-
cluding chemical and magnetic transition temperatures,
phase diagram and magnetochemical interplay, are pre-
sented in Sec. III. The temperature and concentration
dependences of vacancy formation magnetic free energy
are discussed in Sec. IV.

II. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

As a first step, we performed DFT calculations pre-
sented in Sec. II A. Then, these results were used for the
parametrization of the effective interaction model as de-
tailed in Sec. II B. Finally, several Monte Carlo schemes
as described in Sec. II C were employed to study phase
stability and vacancy formation properties in fcc Fe-Ni
alloys.

A. DFT calculations

DFT calculations were performed using the projec-
tor augmented wave (PAW) method [61, 62] as im-
plemented in the Vienna Ab-initio Simulation Package
(VASP) code [63–65]. The generalized gradient approxi-
mation (GGA) for the exchange-correlation functional in
the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE) parametrization [66]
was employed. 3d and 4s electrons of Fe and Ni atoms
were considered as valence electrons. The plane-wave
basis cutoff was set to 400 eV. The Methfessel-Paxton
broadening scheme with a smearing width of 0.1 eV was
used [67]. The convergence cut-off for the electronic self-
consistency loop was set to 10-6 eV. The k-point grids
were adjusted according to the cell size, to achieve a sam-
pling density equivalent to a cubic unit cell with a 163

shifted grid following the Monkhorst-Pack scheme [68].
Atomic magnetic moments were obtained by an integra-
tion of spin-up and spin-down charge densities within the
PAW spheres, with a radius of 1.302 Å for Fe and 1.286
Å for Ni.

Random solid solutions were represented by spe-
cial quasirandom structures (SQSs) [69] with minimized
atomic short-range order parameters [70, 71]. Supercells
of various sizes (up to 128 atoms) were used for vacancy-
free systems. For vacancy-containing alloys, 108-site and
128-site supercells were used.

In our previous work [32], DFT calculations had been
performed in the Fe-Ni alloys with the respective mag-
netic ground states, in which the atomic positions, the
cell shapes and volumes were optimized. In this study, we
explored various magnetic states of the fcc Fe-Ni struc-
tures with local or global magnetic disorders. For these
configurations, the atomic positions were fixed to those
in the magnetic ground states while the cell shape and
volume were optimized.

B. Effective interaction model

In our previous work, effective interaction models
(EIMs) were parametrized for pure fcc Fe and Ni sys-
tems respectively [72]. In this work, they are unified and
extended as a single EIM for the whole composition range
of fcc Fe-Ni alloys. The Hamiltonian form is similar to
the previous ones used to investigate magnetic proper-
ties, phase stability [24, 73, 74] and vacancy formation
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and diffusion properties [13, 59] of the Fe-based systems.
The current EIM has the following form:

H =
∑
i

σi · (AiM
2
i +BiM

4
i +

∑
j

σj · JijM iM j)︸ ︷︷ ︸
magnetic

+

∑
i

σi · (εi +
∑
j

σj · (Vij + αijT ))︸ ︷︷ ︸
chemical (nonmagnetic)

(2)

where i denotes the i-th fcc lattice site, σi is the occu-
pation variable and is equal to 1 (or 0) for an occupied
(or vacant) lattice site, and

∑
j is a sum over all the

neighbouring sites up to the fourth-neighbour shell.

In the magnetic part of the Hamiltonian, Mi is the
local magnetic moment, Ai and Bi are the on-site mag-
netic parameters, and Jij are the exchange interaction
parameters.

In the nonmagnetic part, εi is the on-site nonmag-
netic parameter, Vij and αij are the nonmagnetic inter-
action parameters, and T is the absolute temperature.
Indeed, the impact of vibrational entropies of mixing on
the phase stability of fcc Fe-Ni structures is shown to
be significant [32, 75]. In the present rigid-lattice EIM,
we choose a rather simple way to incorporate these ef-
fects: we introduce the nonmagnetic parameters αij to
account for the vibrational entropies of mixing of the fer-
romagnetic structures. This simple treatment neglects
the possible magnon-phonon coupling, and amounts to
integrating the contribution from the fast vibrational de-
grees of freedom into the nonmagnetic pair interactions.
The nonmagnetic interactions thus become the pair free
energies [76–79], instead of the simple pair energies of the
usual models, due to the inclusion of the entropic contri-
bution. We are aware that the characteristic time scales
of the magnon and phonon excitations may not be very
different [14, 80]. In addition, our model does not cor-
rectly capture vibrational entropy of vacancy formation.
A more sophisticated treatment for vibrational degree of
freedom, and for both vacancy-free and vacancy contain-
ing systems is beyond the scope of the present study.

The effects of the presence of a vacancy are incorpo-
rated as the dependence of the model parameters on the
distance from the vacancy [81]. The parametrization pro-
cedure and the resulting parameters can be found in the
Supplemental Material [81].

C. Monte Carlo simulations

Temperature-dependent properties are determined
from the EIM combined with on-lattice Monte Carlo
(MC) simulations, using 163 fcc unit cells containing
16384 lattice sites. Some of these properties are defined
as follows.

All the alloy concentrations are expressed in the Ni
atomic fraction. Following the Warren-Cowley formula-
tion [70], the atomic short-range order (ASRO) parame-
ter for the n-th coordination shell is calculated as follows:

ASROn = 1− xnNi

xNi
(3)

where xNi is the nominal Ni concentration, and xnNi is the
average local Ni concentration in the n-th coordination
shell of Fe atoms. The atomic long-range order (ALRO)
parameter for L10-FeNi and L12-FeNi3 is defined as

ALRO =
NFe

Fe

NFe
− NNi

Fe

NNi
(4)

where NFe and NNi are the total numbers of Fe and Ni,
respectively, and NFe

Fe and NNi
Fe are the numbers of Fe in

the Fe and Ni sublattices, respectively. The Curie tem-
perature TCurie is estimated as the inflection point of the
following function [73] fitted to the obtained magnetiza-
tion values:

M(T )

M(T = 1K)
= (1− aT )

1 + exp(− b
c )

1 + exp(T−b
c )

(5)

For vacancy-free systems, we use three types of MC
schemes for different purposes: spin Monte Carlo (SMC),
spin-atom canonical Monte Carlo (CMC) and semi-grand
canonical Monte Carlo (SGCMC) [79]. In SMC simula-
tions, the atomic configuration is fixed while the mag-
netic configuration evolves with temperature. SMC simu-
lations are used to obtain magnetic properties (e.g. mag-
netization, MSRO and TCurie) for a fixed atomic configu-
ration. In CMC simulations, the chemical composition is
fixed, while the atomic and magnetic configurations are
equilibrated. CMC simulations allow to determine mag-
netic properties, the ALRO and ASRO parameters of the
equilibrium phase for a given Ni concentration and tem-
perature. SGCMC simulations are used as a convenient
way to construct the phase diagram and its principle can
be found in Ref. [78, 79, 82].

In principle, quantum statistics should be used for the
magnetic degree of freedom below the magnetic transi-
tion temperature. This has been previously done for the
pure systems [12, 13, 32, 83], but a systematic application
to alloys can be quite complicated and involve further ap-
proximations. In this study, classical statistics is used to
control the magnetic and chemical evolutions in alloys
for the whole composition range.

For vacancy-containing systems, we compute the va-
cancy formation free energy Gf , which is linked to the
equilibrium vacancy concentration [V ]eq via:

[V ]eq = exp(− Gf

kBT
) (6)

where Gf can include all the non-configurational entropic
contributions. To evaluate Gf , we use a Widom-type
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MC scheme [84–86], in which the free-energy difference
G1 −G0 between the system 1 and 0 is computed as

G1 −G0 = −kBT ln < exp(−E1 − E0

kBT
) >0 (7)

where E1 and E0 are the energies of the two systems in
the same microstate, and < ... >0 denotes the ensemble
average of exp(−E1−E0

kBT ) in the system 0. If there is the
same number of atoms in the system 1 as in the system
0, and if there is one vacancy in the system 1 and no
vacancy in the system 0, the free energy difference from
Eq. 7 is equal to Gf . The details of the scheme is given
in the Supplemental Material [81].

We recall that our EIM includes only the vibrational
entropy of mixing for the phase stability prediction, but
it does not allow to predict the vacancy formation vibra-
tional entropy. Consequently, the Gf predicted by our
EIM is actually the vacancy formation magnetic free en-
ergy Gmag

f which includes the vacancy formation entropy
associated with magnetic and chemical excitations but
does not include that of the lattice vibration.

III. PHASE STABILITY OF FCC FE-NI ALLOYS

This section is focused on the phase stability predic-
tion from the EIM for vacancy-free fcc Fe-Ni alloys. First,
we validate our EIM by comparing its predictions to ex-
perimental data. We also compare the vibrational and
magnetic entropic contributions to the chemical transi-
tions. Then, we discuss the calculated fcc phase diagram
with other theoretical results. In the last subsection, we
elucidate the interplay between magnetic and chemical
degrees of freedom.

A. Magnetic and chemical transition temperatures

In the following, we evaluate the accuracy of the EIM
by a comparison of the predicted magnetic and chemical
transition temperatures with the experimental values. A
comparison of ground-state magnetic, energetic proper-
ties and vibrational entropies of mixing between the EIM
and DFT results is also given in the Supplemental Ma-
terials [81].

According to the EIM, the fcc random solid solutions
with more than 20% Ni have a collinear FM ground
state [81]. Fig. 1 shows the predicted and experimen-
tal TCurie. The experimental TCurie were measured in the
samples quenched from 923-1273 K [87, 88] with non-zero
ASRO. Our SMC results of TCurie are obtained with the
fully random structures (ASRO equal to zero), whereas
the CMC results are obtained with the equilibrium spin-
atom structures which have stronger ASRO than the ex-
perimental samples. The predicted Curie temperatures
of the experimental samples should therefore lie between
the CMC and SMC curves.

FIG. 1. (Color online) TCurie of fcc random solid solutions
from the experiments [87–89], the current EIM and the pre-
vious model in Ref. [24].

In alloys with xNi > 0.45, the CMC results of TCurie

are in very good agreement with the experimental data
in Fig. 1, while the SMC results are slightly lower. This
indicates that the experimental ASRO is closer to that of
the equilibrium structures obtained in CMC simulations
than the zero ASRO of the random alloys. However,
the CMC results show a large deviation from the exper-
imental data in alloys with xNi <0.4. Indeed, the pre-
dicted equilibrium structures around 10-40% Ni at 570-
700 K consists of two different disordered phases, as will
be shown in Sec. III B. Therefore, the structures from
CMC simulations do not correspond to the experimental
homogeneous disordered samples. Meanwhile, the differ-
ence between the SMC results and experimental TCurie in
alloys with xNi <0.3 may be due to the non-zero ASRO
in the measured samples. Also, our model may describe
less well the energetic properties in the alloys very rich
in Fe.

The ordered structures L10-FeNi and L12-FeNi3 have
a FM ground state, with the experimentalTCurie higher
than those in the disordered alloys of the same composi-
tions. This point is well reproduced by the EIM predic-
tions, which compare favourably with the experimental
results as shown in Table I.

TABLE I. Comparison of TCurie of L10-FeNi and L12-FeNi3
between the EIM prediction from SMC simulations and the
experiments.

This work Exp.
L10-FeNi 845 K 840 K [90]
L12-FeNi3 968 K 954 K [91], 940 K [92]

The chemical order-disorder transition temperatures
Tchem at 50% and 75% Ni are obtained from the CMC
simulations. As shown in Fig. 2, the ALRO parameter
changes abruptly around 598 K and 766 K at 50% and
75% Ni, respectively, in excellent agreement with the ex-
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Predicted temperature evolution of the
reduced magnetization, the ASRO (of the first two shells) and
ALRO parameters in the alloys with (a) 50% and (b) 75% Ni.

perimental Tchem of 593 K at 50% Ni [93] and of 770-790
K at 75% Ni [92, 94, 95]. Above Tchem, the equilibrium
structures are found to still retain a degree of ASRO.

We find that Tchem at 50% and 75% Ni are increased by
332 K and 154 K, respectively, if the vibrational contribu-
tion is switched off in the EIM. This confirms the strong
vibrational effects on the chemical transitions in fcc Fe-
Ni alloys as suggested in our previous DFT study [32].
As shown in Table II, the previous DFT study showed
that considering only the ideal configurational entropy
leads to a largely overestimated values of Tchem, whereas
a reasonable estimation of Tchem can be obtained if vi-
brational entropies of mixing are included. The effects
of magnetic excitations, which are neglected in the pre-
vious DFT study [32] but are accounted for in the EIM,
are found to have a smaller impact than the vibrational
contribution.

TABLE II. Chemical order-disorder transition temperatures
(in K) in the alloys with 50% and 75% Ni. The contributions
considered in the calculations are indicated in the parentheses.

50% Ni 75% Ni
DFT [32] (conf) 920 1030
DFT [32] (conf+vib) 640 830
EIM, this work (conf+mag) 930 920
EIM, this work (conf+vib+mag) 598 766
Exp. [92–95] 593 770-790

One of the motivations of developing the present EIM
is to improve the phase stability prediction of the previ-
ous fcc Fe-Ni model in Ref. [24]. For instance, the pre-
dicted TCurie from this previous model in the disordered
structures show a linear dependence on alloy composition
and are lower than the experimental data, as shown in
Fig. 1. In addition, Tchem in the structures with 50% and
75% Ni concluded in Ref. [24] are higher than the corre-
sponding TCurie, in contradiction with the experimental
results. These inconsistencies are fixed in the present
EIM, which gives a correct prediction of both the mag-
netic and chemical transition temperatures.

B. Fcc Fe-Ni phase diagram

The phase diagram is constructed by means of the
SGCMC simulations. Fig. 3 shows the fcc Fe-Ni phase di-
agram predicted by the EIM, compared with those from
the DFT and CALPHAD studies [27, 32]. In the follow-
ing, we denote L10 and L12 as the ordered phases around
50% and 75% Ni, respectively, and γFM and γPM as the
FM and PM solid solutions, respectively.

According to the EIM prediction, the phase diagram
below 570 K consists of four monophasic regions (Fe-rich
γPM, L10, L12 and Ni-rich γFM), which are separated by
three corresponding biphasic regions. From 570 to 600 K,
the biphasic region γPM+L10 is replaced by the biphasic
regions γFM+L10 and γPM+γFM, which disappear at 600
K and 700 K, respectively. The L10- and L12-disorder
transitions at 50% and 75% Ni occur at 600 and 776 K,
respectively.

The major difference between the EIM-predicted phase
diagram and the DFT one [32] is the absence of γPM in
the latter, which considered fully FM phases only. On the
other hand, there is no significant difference in the other
parts of the two phase diagrams involving the ordered
phases. This is not surprising considering the high Curie
temperatures of the ordered phases, which remain FM
up to the order-disorder transition temperatures.

Recently, Ohnuma et al. [27] determined experimen-
tally the phase equilibria in Fe-Ni alloys between 673 K
and 973 K and revised the thermodynamic descriptions
in the CALPHAD modelling. In particular, the L10-
disorder transition temperature is predicted to be 550
K using the revised CALPHAD parameters, in better
agreement with the experimental value of 593 K [93, 96]
than the previous CALPHAD prediction of 313 K by
Cacciamani et al. [29]. The fcc phase diagram calculated
with the revised CALPHAD parameters of Ohnuma et al.
[27] is presented in Fig. 3. Despite some differences in the
phase boundaries involving the paramagnetic phase, the
calculated phase diagrams from EIM and CALPHAD are
overall similar. Both predict a small two-phase region
between γFM and L10, and a triangle-shape miscibility
gap between the ferromagnetic and paramagnetic ran-
dom alloys. The miscibility gap is consistent with the
observations of chemical and magnetic clusters in the In-
var alloys [97–100], in which the Ni-rich and Fe-rich local
regions are suggested to be ferromagnetic and paramag-
netic respectively [98, 99]. This miscibility gap will be
discussed in more details in the next subsection.

C. Interplay between chemical and magnetic orders

Magnetization is known to have an impact on the
chemical order-disorder transition temperature [6, 34].
To study how different magnetic states influence the
chemical transitions, we control the magnetic state with
a temperature Tspin different from the temperature con-
trolling the chemical evolution. To do so, we adopt the
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Fcc Fe-Ni phase diagram predicted by the present EIM, compared to the ones from (a) our previous
DFT study [32] and (b) the CALPHAD study by Ohnuma et al. [27].

adiabatic approximation for the magnetic degree of free-
dom, namely assuming that the magnon excitations are
faster than the chemical evolution. Here we consider two
extreme cases for the magnetic state, namely the mag-
netic ground state and the PM state.

Table III shows the chemical transition temperatures
in the alloys with 50% and 75% Ni with different mag-
netic states. In the alloy with 75% Ni, the predicted tran-
sition temperature ranges from 715 K to 885 K depending
on the magnetic state of the system. A strong ferromag-
netic order as in the magnetic ground state tends to fur-
ther stabilize the ordered alloy over the disordered one,
while the paramagnetic order reduces the phase stability
of L12-FeNi3. On the other hand, the trend is reversed in
the alloy with 50% Ni. In addition, the influence of the
magnetic state on the L10-disorder transition tempera-
ture is less important than on the L12-disorder transition
temperature.

TABLE III. Chemical order-disorder transition temperatures
(in K) in the alloys with 75% and 50% Ni, obtained with dif-
ferent magnetic states. EQ: equilibrium magnetic state. GS:
magnetic ground state within the adiabatic approximation
(Tspin=1 K). PM: paramagnetic state within the adiabatic
approximation (Tspin=1500 K).

Composition EQ GS PM
75% Ni 766 885 715
50% Ni 598 555 610

We have shown that there is a phase separation in the
phase diagram around 10-40% Ni and 570-700 K. To ob-
serve the phase separation in a canonical system, the
equilibrium structure for a given composition is obtained
from CMC simulations. The compositions of the coex-
isting phases are then estimated from the distribution of
local Ni concentration [73], which is computed for each

fcc lattice site as the atomic fraction of Ni atoms within
the fifth coordination shell.

Fig. 4(a) shows such distributions in the equilibrium
spin-atom structures at 600 K. According to our com-
puted phase diagram, the two-phase composition range
at 600 K is between 14% and 40% Ni, as indicated by the
vertical lines in Fig. 4(a). For the equilibrium structures
with 14% and 40% Ni, we observe a single peak centred
on the nominal composition, which is the signature of a
homogeneous single-phase system. At intermediate con-
centration, the distribution exhibits two peaks indicating
the compositions of the two separated phases, namely
14% and 40% Ni.

FIG. 4. Distribution of local Ni concentration at 600 K. (a)
Equilibrium structures with various Ni content, without con-
straining the magnetic state. (b) Equilibrium structures with
35% Ni. EQ: equilibrium magnetic state. FM: ferromag-
netic. NM: nonmagnetic. PM: paramagnetic within adia-
batic approximation (Tspin=1500 K). GS: magnetic ground
state within adiabatic approximation (Tspin=1 K).

The phase separation may be chemically driven, with
the magnetic state simply following the composition of
the separated phase, or it may be magnetically driven.
To elucidate this point, we study the phase equilibrium in
the coexistence region by constraining the magnetic state
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Curie temperatures as functions of
ALRO and ASRO1 in the structures with (a)(b) 75% Ni and
(c)(d) 50% Ni. The numbers beside the symbols are used to
label the same chemical configuration. The top X axis in (b)
and (d) indicates the corresponding average number of first
nearest Ni neighbours for an Fe atom.

of the system. Four types of constraints are considered,
namely the FM state, the nonmagnetic (NM) state, the
magnetic ground state (GS), and the fully paramagnetic
(PM) state. Fig. 4(b) presents the resulting distributions
of local Ni concentration in the equilibrium structures
with nominal 35% Ni at 600 K. The distributions ob-
tained in the FM, GS and PM states exhibit one single
peak at the nominal concentration, while those obtained
in the equilibrium magnetic state and the NM state ex-
hibit two peaks but at different locations. Thereby, there
are three different equilibrium atomic states. The equi-
librium atomic structure in the NM state is practically
a phase separation between fcc Fe and Ni, in line with
the positive mixing energies of the nonmagnetic fcc solid
solutions. From these results, we conclude that the phase
separation between γPM and γFM is driven by the mag-
netic interactions.

On the other hand, the magnetic properties of the al-
loy with a given composition depend on both the atomic
long-range and short-range orders (ALRO and ASRO re-
spectively). In order to perform a quantitative analysis
of such effects, we extract from the CMC simulations
ten different chemical configurations of the 75% Ni al-
loy. These structures are representative of the perfect
L12 ordered structure and the fully random alloy, as well
as other intermediate states. For these atomic configu-
rations, we run SMS simulations to equilibrate the mag-
netic state and measure the corresponding Curie temper-
ature.

Fig. 5 shows the Curie temperatures of these structures

as functions of ALRO and the atomic short-range order
of the first shell (ASRO1). The ordering of the config-
urations are the same in the two figures (e.g. the fifth
data from the left in (a) and (b), or in (c) and (d), cor-
respond to the same structure). The Curie temperature
decreases from 968 K in the perfect L12 structure to 821
K in the completely disordered one. For structures with
vanishing ALRO, their Curie temperatures can still differ
by as much as about 80 K, due to the remaining ASRO.
Indeed, it is found that the Curie temperatures have a
rather linear dependence on ASRO1 (Fig. 5(b)). A sim-
ilar investigation is also performed at 50% Ni (Fig. 5(c)
and (d)). The Curie temperatures are found to be similar
among the ordered structures (ALRO>0), whereas they
are more sensitive to the variation in the ASRO1 in the
disordered state (ALRO=0).

IV. VACANCY FORMATION PROPERTIES IN
FCC FE-NI ALLOYS

A. Accuracy of the model for vacancy-containing
systems

The present EIM is based on our previously developed
EIMs of fcc Fe and Ni (namely the previous model param-
eters are kept), whose accuracy has been demonstrated
in a previous study [72]. In the following, we validate the
EIM description of vacancy-containing Fe-Ni alloys, by
comparing its predicted vacancy formation energies with
DFT results in the ordered and disordered structures.

Calculating vacancy formation energies in alloys from
DFT is nontrivial, because chemical potentials in al-
loys cannot be obtained in a straightforward way as
in pure systems. In an ordered phase with a dilute
amount of point defects (e.g. vacancies and antisites),
chemical potentials and point-defect formation energies
can be calculated within the grandcanonical ensemble
formalism [47, 50] or the canonical ensemble formal-
ism [48, 49, 51, 52]. Here we use the canonical ensemble
formalism, which was first proposed by Hagen and Fin-
nis [48] and further developed by Mishin and Herzig [49],
to compute vacancy and antisite formation energies. The
results calculated using the DFT and EIM data are shown
in Table IV.

First, it can be seen that the antisite formation energies
are much lower than the vacancy formation energies in
the Fe-Ni ordered structures. The Fe-Ni ordered struc-
tures are therefore the so-called antisite-disorder com-
pounds, which have been studied in details by Mishin
and Herzig [49]. In particular, it is shown that the an-
tisite formation energies in the two sublattices are equal
in antisite-disorder compounds [49].

As shown in Table IV, there is a reasonable agreement
between the DFT and EIM predictions of the vacancy
formation energies in the Fe and Ni sublattices of L12-
FeNi3 and in the Ni sublattice of L10-FeNi, while the EIM
result in the Fe sublattice of L10-FeNi is underestimated
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by 0.34 eV compared with the DFT one.

TABLE IV. Vacancy and antisite formation energies (in eV)
in the Fe and Ni sublattices calculated from DFT and EIM for
the stoichiometric L12-FeNi3 and L10-FeNi structures at the
0 K limit. VFe and NiFe denote a vacancy and a Ni antisite
in the Fe sublattice, respectively.

L12-FeNi3 L10-FeNi
DFT EIM DFT EIM

VFe 1.392 1.300 1.897 1.561
VNi 1.593 1.666 1.847 1.794
FeNi 0.256 0.287 0.275 0.253
NiFe

In concentrated disordered alloys, it is customary to
calculate the local vacancy formation energy at site i
as [41, 43, 46, 55], Ei

f :

Ei
f = Etot,Vi − Etot,0 + µ (8)

where Etot,0 is the energy of the system without a va-
cancy, Etot,Vi is the energy of the system with a vacancy
at site i, and µ is the chemical potential of the removed
atom in the system. In the DFT-SQS approach, µ is often
calculated via the Widom substitution [43, 46, 84], which
requires a large number of atom substitutions at differ-
ent sites. Since our objective is to validate the present
EIM, we may consider the arithmetic average of vacancy
formation energy < Ei

f >, which can be readily obtained
from DFT data without calculating µ. Indeed, the rela-
tion Etot,0 = N(xAµA + xBµB) allows to eliminate µA

and µB in < Ei
f > [41]:

< Ei
f >=xA(< Etot,VA > −Etot,0 + µA)+

xB(< Etot,VB > −Etot,0 + µB)

=xA < Etot,VA
> +xB < Etot,VB

> −N − 1

N
Etot,0

(9)

where < Etot,VA > is the average energy of the system
with an A atom removed.

A comparison of < Ei
f > in the random Fe-Ni struc-

tures between the DFT and EIM predictions is given in
Fig. 6. The DFT results are obtained with the 108-site
SQSs. For each SQS, nine different Fe and Ni sites are
considered to obtain < Etot,VFe

> and < Etot,VNi
>, re-

spectively. The EIM results are calculated in the 16384-
site random structures in the magnetic ground state, and
< Etot,VFe

> and < Etot,VNi
> are averaged over all the

Fe and Ni sites, respectively. The DFT results suggest
that < Etot,VNi

> decreases with increasing Ni concen-
tration, which is also well reproduced by the EIM.

B. Temperature dependence of vacancy formation
properties

The temperature evolution of Gmag
f in the Fe-Ni alloys

with 50% and 75% Ni, where the system undergoes suc-

FIG. 6. (Color online) Average vacancy formation energy as
a function of Ni concentration for the random Fe-Ni struc-
tures in the magnetic ground state. The error bars denote
the standard deviations of local vacancy formation energies.

FIG. 7. (Color online) Gmag
f as a function of temperature

in the alloys with (a) 50 and (b) 75% Ni. The solid lines
are obtained in the equilibrium structures, and the vertical
lines denote the corresponding chemical and magnetic tran-
sition temperatures. The dash-dotted (or dashed) lines are
obtained in the random (or ordered) structures where the
chemical order is frozen and only the magnetic order evolves
with temperature. The dotted lines are obtained in the or-
dered structures in the magnetic ground state (both chemical
and magnetic configurations are frozen).

cessively the chemical and magnetic transitions with in-
creasing temperature, is investigated and the results are
shown in Fig. 7. In the equilibrium phases, Gmag

f first
increase with increasing temperature, and then decrease
abruptly across the chemical transition temperatures and
finally increase slowly.

This variation of Gmag
f is clearly related to the changes

of magnetic and chemical orders in the equilibrium
phases. To separate these contributions, we calculate
Gmag

f in the structures where the chemical configurations
are frozen while the magnetic configurations are equili-
brated at each temperature. It can be seen that Gmag

f

in the equilibrium phases with 50% and 75% Ni follow
closely those in the corresponding ordered structures up
to 500 K and 600 K, respectively. This can be correlated
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with the previous results in Fig. 2, which show that these
alloys remain fairly ordered up to 500 K and 600 K, with
an ALRO>0.96. Near the chemical transition tempera-
tures, Gmag

f in the equilibrium phases deviate the trends
in the ordered structures, but approach those in the dis-
ordered phases. As Gmag

f are higher in the ordered struc-
tures than in the respective disordered ones, the chemical
transitions thus lead to a decrease in Gmag

f .

Fig. 7 indicates that Gmag
f in the ordered and disor-

dered structures increase with increasing temperature.
Such variations are related not only to magnetic excita-
tions, but also to the changes of weights in the local va-
cancy formation energies. Indeed, even if the structures
are chemically and magnetically frozen, Gmag

f still tend

to increase with temperature. For example, Gmag
f in L12-

FeNi3 with the magnetic ground state can be calculated
as

Gmag
f =− kBT ln[0.25 · exp(−

EFe-lat
f

kBT
)

+ 0.75 · exp(−
ENi-lat

f

kBT
)] (10)

where EFe-lat
f and ENi-lat

f are the vacancy formation en-
ergies in the Fe and Ni sublattices given in Table IV,
respectively. As suggested by the expression, the lower
EFe-lat

f has a dominant weight in the evaluation of Gmag
f

at low temperatures, but EFe-lat
f and ENi-lat

f eventually
have similar weights at high temperatures. As a result,
Gmag

f in L12-FeNi3 increases from EFe-lat
f at low temper-

ature, to the arithmetic average of all local vacancy for-
mation energies at the high-temperature limit, namely:

Gmag
f = 0.25EFe-lat

f + 0.75ENi-lat
f , for T→+∞ (11)

The dotted lines in Fig. 7 denote Gmag
f in L10-FeNi

and L12-FeNi3 in the respective magnetic ground states.
Comparing these results to Gmag

f in the same ordered
structures but with the equilibrium magnetic configura-
tions, it can be concluded that the increase of Gmag

f in
the latter cases is mainly due to the magnetic excitations.
More specifically, it is primarily related to the transver-
sal spin fluctuations, since the longitudinal spin fluctua-
tions in the ordered structures are found to be relatively
weak below the Curie temperatures. With additional
DFT calculations, we confirm the increasing behaviour
of Gmag

f predicted by the EIM, though the magnetic dis-
ordering effects are found to be somehow exaggerated by
the EIM [81].

C. Concentration dependence of vacancy formation
properties

The predicted magnetic free energies of the Ni-vacancy
binding in Fe and the Fe-vacancy binding in Ni are shown
in Table V. The solute-vacancy interactions in Fe and
Ni in the magnetic ground state are quite weak, being

FIG. 8. (Color online) The predicted Gmag
f as a function of

Ni concentration at several temperatures, compared to the ex-
perimental vacancy formation energies (fcc Fe [101–104], fcc
Ni [105–109], fcc Fe-Ni alloys [57, 58]). The solid lines de-
note the results obtained in the equilibrium spin-atom struc-
tures, whereas the dotted line denotes the results obtained in
the chemically disordered structures in the magnetic ground
states (MGS), which are collinear FM above 25% Ni and non-
collinear below 25% Ni [81].

marginally attractive and repulsive, respectively. The
magnetic transition in fcc Fe and Ni changes the binding
magnetic free energy only slightly, by less than 0.04 eV.
According to these results, the Ni-V interaction in fcc Fe
and the Fe-V interaction in Ni are not significant at any
temperature.

TABLE V. Solute-vacancy binding free energy (in eV) in fcc
Fe and Ni in the magnetic ground state (MGS) and the PM
state. The binding energies in the intermediate temperature
range lie between the values of the MGS and PM states. In
our convention, a positive value indicates an attraction be-
tween the vacancy and the solute.

Ni+V in fcc Fe Fe+V in fcc Ni

1NN 2NN 1NN 2NN

MGS 0.02 0.03 -0.05 -0.03
PM (1500 K) 0.01 -0.03 -0.04 -0.07

The predicted concentration dependence of Gmag
f in fcc

Fe-Ni alloys at several temperatures is shown in Fig. 8.
According to the calculated phase diagram, the equilib-
rium phases above 770 K are solid solutions for all com-
positions. As shown in Fig. 8, the computed Gmag

f at 800
K and above tends to decrease with increasing Ni concen-
tration. This trend is also observed in the curve of Gmag

f

at 700 K, except in the composition range of 60-80% Ni
where the alloys have an L12 ordered structure.

As shown in Fig. 8, Gmag
f increase weakly with increas-

ing temperature in the disordered structures with more
than 30% Ni, while the trend is reversed in the disordered
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FIG. 9. (Color online) Difference between Gmag
f in the dis-

ordered structures at 1500 K with the equilibrium magnetic
states and with the magnetic ground states, the average mag-
netic exchange interaction energies | < JijM iM j > | and the
Curie temperatures in the disordered structures.

structures below 30% Ni. This can be correlated with our
previous results which suggest that Gmag

f in fcc Fe and in
Ni decreases and increases with increasing temperature,
respectively [72].

The small variation of Gmag
f with temperature in Fig. 8

does not mean that magnetism has no impact on Gmag
f .

Indeed, there is already a large extent of magnetic disor-
der at temperatures where the equilibrium chemical con-
figurations are disordered. Therefore, the effects of ther-
mal spin fluctuations are less significant in the disordered
alloys with the equilibrium magnetic states. In Fig. 8,
we also show Gmag

f calculated in the disordered struc-
tures in the respective magnetic ground states. They are
much lower than the alloys with the equilibrium mag-
netic states in the concentrated composition range. As
presented in Fig. 9, the difference between the two curves
of Gmag

f at 1500 K reaches a maximum of 0.32 eV around

65% Ni, where the Curie temperature is also the highest.
The latter is a sign of the magnitude of the magnetic in-
teraction energy, which is also the strongest around 65%
Ni according to our model. Indeed, it is shown that the
difference between Gmag

f in the paramagnetic state and
the ground state is closely related to the magnetic inter-
action energy [72].

Finally, the calculated Gmag
f are compared to the ex-

perimental vacancy formation energies Ef in Fig. 8. We
note that the calculated Gmag

f and Ef are similar above
1000 K, which is in the range of temperatures where the
measurements of Ef were performed. To the best of our
knowledge, the measurements of Ef in fcc Fe-Ni alloys
have been reported only by Caplain and Chambron using
magnetic anisotropy measurements [57, 58]. In their first
study, measurements were performed in the disordered
Fe-Ni samples with 70% Ni quenched from between 873
and 973 K, and Ef was found to be 1.57 eV [57]. In
their subsequent study in the disordered samples with
50% to 94% Ni quenched from above the chemical transi-
tion temperature, Ef were found to be 1.80 eV regardless

of the composition [58]. It is difficult to draw a defini-
tive conclusion regarding the concentration dependence
or the values of Ef based solely on these two experi-
ments, which could have large experimental uncertainty
as in the cases of pure fcc Fe and Ni. On the other hand,
our results of Gmag

f fall between Ef from these two sets of
measurements, and they are within the uncertainty of the
available experimental data over the whole concentration
range. It would be useful to have further experimental
investigations to clarify the validity of the current pre-
dictions.

V. CONCLUSION

Phase stability and vacancy formation in fcc Fe-
Ni alloys are investigated for a broad composition-
temperature range, using an effective interaction model
(EIM) combined with on-lattice Monte Carlo simula-
tions.

Parametrized on DFT data only, the present EIM en-
ables a good prediction of the experimental magnetic and
chemical transition temperatures in the fcc Fe-Ni alloys
over the whole range of composition. Compared with
magnetic excitations, lattice vibrations show a larger im-
pact on the chemical order-disorder transitions. The pre-
dicted fcc phase diagram is compared to the most recent
CALPHAD assessment, showing an overall good agree-
ment. In particular, the EIM predicts a phase separation
in the disordered alloys around 10-40% Ni and 570-700
K, which is shown to be magnetically driven. In addition,
the magnetic state has a strong influence on the chemi-
cal order-disorder transition temperature, which can dif-
fer by up to 170 K. The Curie temperature is sensitive
to both atomic long-range and short-range orders, and
tends to increase with increasing chemical ordering.

Vacancy formation magnetic free energy Gmag
f in fcc

Fe-Ni alloys is studied as a function of temperature and
composition. It is worth noting that the temperature
evolution of Gmag

f in the magnetic alloys cannot be de-

scribed by the Ruch model [20] or the Girifalco model [56]
due to the simultaneous evolution of magnetic and chem-
ical degrees of freedom. We find that magnetic disorder
leads to an increase of Gmag

f while chemical disorder has

the opposite effect. In the solid solutions, Gmag
f tends to

decrease with increasing Ni concentration. Our results
reveal that the effects of magnetic excitations and tran-
sitions on vacancy formation properties are much more
significant in concentrated Fe-Ni alloys than in pure Fe
and Ni, due to the strong magnetic interaction in the
concentrated alloys as revealed in the concentration de-
pendence of Curie temperatures.
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lidi 191, 283 (1995).

[48] M. Hagen and M. Finnis, Philos. Mag. A Phys. Condens.
Matter, Struct. Defects Mech. Prop. 77, 447 (1998).

[49] Y. Mishin and C. Herzig, Acta Mater. 48, 589 (2000).
[50] C. Woodward, M. Asta, G. Kresse, and J. Hafner, Phys.

Rev. B 63, 094103 (2001).

https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/22/29/295502
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/22/29/295502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.024108
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.024108
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.50.130
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.50.130
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.184202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.094418
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.094418
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.054202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.094436
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.094436
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.094426
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.094426
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.224406
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.224406
https://doi.org/10.1016/0001-6160(88)90127-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/0001-6160(88)90127-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2009.11.041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnucmat.2015.12.005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.215901
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cossms.2015.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cossms.2015.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.79.094111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.79.094111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.174101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.174101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.054111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.054111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.064105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.064105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.174407
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.174407
https://doi.org/10.1016/0038-1098(76)91799-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0038-1098(76)91799-3
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.054416
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.054416
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-44677-6_97
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.144203
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.144203
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4CP01366B
https://doi.org/10.1039/C4CP01366B
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4958981
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4958981
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02649918
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02649918
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.calphad.2019.101677
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.calphad.2019.101677
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2005.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.intermet.2010.02.026
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786430903299337
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786430903299337
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10853-015-9337-x
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.4.023606
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.53.2291
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.53.2291
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.167208
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.167208
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmmm.2010.02.057
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2014.01.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2014.01.025
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.184102
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.144101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.144101
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2021.116764
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2020.01.044
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.174107
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.174107
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5086172
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5086172
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.024101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.024101
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2016.10.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2016.10.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2016.10.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2021.110669
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2021.110669
https://doi.org/10.1039/c6cp05161h
https://doi.org/10.1039/c6cp05161h
https://doi.org/10.1002/pssb.2221910205
https://doi.org/10.1002/pssb.2221910205
https://doi.org/10.1080/01418619808223764
https://doi.org/10.1080/01418619808223764
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1359-6454(99)00400-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.63.094103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.63.094103


12

[51] M. de Koning, C. R. Miranda, and A. Antonelli, Phys.
Rev. B 66, 104110 (2002).

[52] J. Rogal, S. V. Divinski, M. W. Finnis, A. Glensk,
J. Neugebauer, J. H. Perepezko, S. Schuwalow, M. H. F.
Sluiter, and B. Sundman, Phys. status solidi 251, 97
(2014).

[53] A. V. Ruban and M. Dehghani, Phys. Rev. B 94, 104111
(2016).

[54] D. Morgan and Y. Zhang, Phys. Rev. B 101, 136101
(2020).

[55] Y. Zhang, A. Manzoor, C. Jiang, D. Aidhy, and
D. Schwen, Comput. Mater. Sci. 190, 110308 (2021).

[56] L. A. Girifalco, J. Phys. Chem. Solids 25, 323 (1964).
[57] W. Chambron and A. Caplain, Acta Metall. 22, 357

(1974).
[58] A. Caplain and W. Chambron, Acta Metall. 25, 1001

(1977).
[59] A. Schneider, C.-C. Fu, O. Waseda, C. Barreteau, and

T. Hickel, Phys. Rev. B 103, 024421 (2021).
[60] A. V. Ruban, S. Khmelevskyi, P. Mohn, and B. Johans-

son, Phys. Rev. B 75, 054402 (2007).
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