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Abstract

Ascertainment of the nature of the slow relaxation processes observed after melt-
ing in glass-forming eutectic melts is the subject of this work. We claim that the
diffusion processes nonlinearity in heterogeneous melt with inclusions of refrac-
tory stoichiometry is the origin of this phenomenon. The cause for this nonlin-
earity is the thermodynamic instability similar to one taking place at spinodal
decomposition, and indispensable condition is the initially non-homogenous. For
confirmation of our devotes, we consider the model of liquid solution of a binary
system, which evolution described by the Cahn–Hilliard equation with combined
Gibbs potential assuming the presence of remains after melting stoichiometric
phase. Exemplified by the Al–Y and Al–Yb alloys, using Gibbs potentials from
standard database we show that subject to initial heterogeneity in these sys-
tems the instability can develop leading to the slow relaxation processes, and
determine the regions of this instability in the phase diagrams.
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1. Introduction

This work is devoted to the study of physical processes observed in some
intermetallic melts, which nature remains completely unexplained. Namely, we
consider the phenomenon of slow relaxation of some intermetallic melts after
melting, when the relaxation time reaches few hours [1–3]. As an example
of the slow relaxation phenomenon, on the Fig. 1 shows the characteristic ex-
perimentally observed dependence of the melt viscosity of Al–Y on time after
melting. This relaxation is sometimes non-monotonic in time [3–6]. In this case,
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Figure 1: The time dependencies of the Al90Y10 melt viscosity at 1000◦C and 1200◦C [5].

for a certain period of time after melting, the melt viscosity decreases exponen-
tially, but at some point it suddenly begins to grow, reaching a local maximum,
and then returns to the normal exponentially decreasing mode. Usually, these
effects are explained as remelting processes, in which slow melting of refractory
solid phase fragments takes place. However, the linear diffusion theory can not
to explain these slow relaxation processes. This theory gives the estimation of
order of some seconds for the relaxation time of melt. It is very far from the
relaxation time values observed in the experiments, which are of the order of
some hours.

The slow relaxation is observed at investigations of structure-sensitive melts
properties: viscosity, density or resistivity. Significant progress in understanding
of this phenomenon was achieved at the end of the 20-th century. It was found
that the slowdown is accompanied by a long period of inhomogeneity retention
in the form of metastable microemulsion, in which droplets of 10–100 angstroms
in size exist for a long time. This conclusion was also supported by the direct
structure investigations [8, 9]. As we noted above, in the Al–Y, Al–La and
Al–Ce melts not only slow relaxation but also non-monotonic in time processes
are observed [5, 11]. Similar slow relaxation is observed in other aluminium-
based intermetallic melts (Al–Ce, Al–Sm) [12]. In [10] in the stable resistivity
investigation it was founded, that the melt of Bi-In remains inhomogenius a
long time. To obtain a macroscopic homogeneous liquid alloy, it was necessary
to wait several days and to heat to 700 C◦ above the melting point [10].

Recently, we suggested the theoretical description of this phenomenon, in
terms of well known Cahn–Hilliard theory [11, 13], using the combined Gibbs
potential assuming the presence of remains after melting stoichiometric phase.
In this paper, we develop this approach, considering initially the system as a
system with impurity concentration fluctuation. Stating briefly, we suppose all
these kinetic phenomena are the result of the physical system non-linearity ap-
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Figure 2: Ligatures of initial samples a) Al–Y10%, b) Al–Y5% (from [14]). In the structure
one can see the inclusions of stoichiometric Al3Y compounds which characteristic size ∼ 10−5

m.

pearing because of its initial heterogeneity. The non-linearity is the result of
the atoms of dissolved component are arrested in the regions of its high concen-
tration long time, since in these regions the stoichiometric structure remains to
be energetically more favoured.

Below, we consider the relaxation of a binary intermetallic alloy melt ob-
tained by melting an initial solid sample whose structure is a solid solution
containing inhomogeneities in the form of inclusions of a stoichiometric phase.
In particular, for the considered Al–Y this initial inhomogeneities is presented
in Fig. 2.

2. Description of the kinetics of relaxation process

To describe the kinetics of relaxation process of the continuous medium with
non-uniform impurity distribution, let use the Cahn–Hilliard equation [15] for
solute concentration c(r, t), which in general case has is written as follows:

∂c

∂t
= MD∇2

(∂F
∂c

)
. (1)

Here MD (MD > 0) is the transport coefficient, and F is the density of free
energy, which has the following form:

F = f0 + f(c) +
1

2
ε2(∇c)2. (2)

The two first terms in this expression are the free energy of the solution, and
the third one ε2(∇c)2 (ε2 > 0) describes the non-homogeneity contribution of
the solution to the free energy. In addition, we assume that the molar volume
is independent of composition.

Note, if f(c) potential has only one minimum, the equation (1) describes
the linear diffusion, and the characteristic dispersion relation is written as fol-
lows: ω = −k2(D + MDε

2k2) [16], where D = MD∂
2f(c)/∂c2 is the diffusion
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coefficient. If the f(c) is non-linear and contains two or more minima, then
the system kinetics becomes not so simple. The best example of like these pro-
cesses is the spinodal decomposition in liquids. It takes place when f(c) has
two minima. In this case, at some concentration area, the f(c) function has
a negative curvature. As a result, in this area the diffusion coefficient D < 0,
that leads to uphill diffusion, when the fluctuation induced heterogeneities do
not decrease, but growth. This instability in combination with the solute mass
preserve condition leads to “worm-like” structure in the sample. The processes
of relaxation at the spinodal decomposition are very slow, since in this case, the
effective diffusion coefficient becomes very small.

We suppose that slow relaxation processes in the considered by us melts have
the physical cause similar to one for the relaxation slowing down in the spinodal
decomposition. The cause of the non-linearity in this case is the existence of sto-
ichiometric compounds in the alloys. From numerous of experimental observa-
tions, it is known that in solid state the intermetallic alloys are non-homogenous
in structure. They are often a solid solution structure with inclusions of stoi-
chiometric compounds. After melting, it leads to presence of the initial strong
heterogeneity of the melt. These non-homogenous constitute the local areas
in which the solute concentration many differences to the sample-average. It
results, the Gibbs potential of a heterogeneous melt has more complex form
than the homogenous solution Gibbs potential. This potential is the sum of the
liquid solution Gibbs potential and the Gibbs energy of the stoichiometric com-
pounds, leftover after melting of the initial solid sample. We suppose just this
is the origin of the non-linearity, and, as a result, the slow kinetics of relaxation
of the considered systems.

3. Relaxation in the melt of binary alloy with stoichiometry

We consider the binary melt model, in which c is the average solute concen-
tration. We suggest right after melting, this melt non-homogeneous because
non-homogeneity of initial solid sample. The non-homogeneity in the melt
makes oneself evident in the existence in it structure of the fluctuating clus-
ters of the stoichiometric phase. As a result, the concentration of impurity in
some local area can be not equal to average one, c(r, t) 6= c, and depends on
the phase state of both this area and around areas.

Let us introduce the scalar field ϕ for description of the phase state of the
non-homogeneous melt. If in some volume unit, the stoichiometry arises, then
ϕ (0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 1) is the stoichiometry share, and the share of the liquid solution in
this volume unit is 1−ϕ. Thus, if we assume that ϕ = 1 in the solid phase, then
this field is zero in the liquid phase. The amount of the solute in the volume
unit is the sum of the impure atoms in the solid, cc, and in the liquid, cl(r),
phases:

c(r, t) = (1− ϕ(r, t))cl(r, t)) + ϕ(r, t)cc

(
ϕ =

c− cl
cc − cl

)
, (3)
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The Gibbs energy of this system can be presented as the sum of the Gibbs
potentials of the solid and liquid parts:

f(cl, ϕ) = Gcϕ+Gl(cl)(1− ϕ), (4)

where Gl(cl) is the Gibbs potential of the liquid Al–Y solution, and Gc is the
Gibbs potential of the stoichiometric phase.

For simplicity, we will neglect a volume change during phase transformation.
In the spirit of the quasi-equilibrium theory [18], the ϕ-field corresponds only
to the volume share stoichiometric phase, and does not describe the interface.
Therefore, we suppose the contribution of only the gradient of concentration
c(r) to the melt free energy. Thus, the molar free energy function is written as
follows:

F = f0 + f(cl, ϕ) +
1

2
ε2(∇c)2.

3.1. Relaxation of homogeneous system

The important thing is that the local molar solute concentration, cl(r), can
change both due to the solid phase fraction vary, and because of the atom
diffusion in the liquids. While the concentration c(r) vary only due to diffusion
fluxes JD in liquid phase, which fraction is (1− ϕ). Therefore

∂tc(r) = −(1− ϕ)∇ · JD.

The diffusion fluxes are defined from the minimisation of the system Gibbs
energy. One can show in our case these fluxes are proportional to the molar
chemical potential gradients, µ = ∂F/∂cl:

JD = −MD∇
∂F
∂cl

.

As a result

∂tc(r) = (1− ϕ)∇
(
MD∇

∂F
∂cl

)
.

Taking into account that MD is constant, and ϕ ≈ 0 we rewrite this expression
as follows:

∂tc(r) ≈MD∇2 ∂F
∂cl

= MD∇2

(
∂f

∂cl

∣∣∣∣
cl=c

−∇2c

)
.

If the system is in equilibrium, then ∂tc = 0. Hence, we come to well known
in the general thermodynamic, condition of equilibrium:

∂f

∂cl

∣∣∣∣
cl=c=c∗

= 0, ∇cl|cl=c=c∗ = 0,
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The derivation f over cl can be rewritten as follows:

∂f

∂cl
=

cc − c
cc − cl

[
∂Gl

∂cl
− Gc −Gl

cc − cl

]
.

Taking into account that close to the liquidus the system is liquid, i.e. c =
cl = c∗ and ϕ � 1, we find that the liquidus position corresponds to the point
(c∗, T ) on the phase diagram for which

∂Gl

∂cl

∣∣∣∣
cl=c∗

− Gc −Gl

cc − c∗
= 0. (5)

One can see this is a well-known expression defining the liquidus line position
in the phase diagram.

3.2. Relaxation of initially heterogeneous system

For simplicity, we suggest ∇ (∂f/∂cl) = 0. This is a strong assumption.
However, in case of strongly disordered system, on high space scales this sug-
gestion can be applicable. Also, in this case, the series expansion of the free
energy, f , over ∇c(r) can be confined by the quadratic term. Thus, the system
evolution is described by the following expression:

∂tc ≈MD

(
∂2f

∂c ∂cl

∣∣∣∣
cl=c

∇2c− ε2∇4c

)
, (6)

where

∂2f

∂c ∂cl
= − 1

cc − cl

[
∂Gl

∂cl
+
Gl −Gc

cc − cl

]
.

This naturally leads to the critical slowing of the relaxation processes near the
liquidus line. The boundaries of the concentration region in which this slowing
can be observed are determined both by the thermodynamic potential of the
system and by the initial conditions.

Let us consider initially heterogeneous system with concentration fluctua-
tion, δc, around the equilibrium average concentration cl = c. Then the system’s
molar free energy function has the following form

f(T, cl + δc) = f(T, cl) +
1

2

∂2f(T, cl)

∂c2l
〈δc2〉+

1

4!

∂4f(T, cl)

∂c4l
〈δc4〉+ . . . .

In this expression only terms with even degrees of δc are present. This is because
the deviation can be both positive and negative sign, therefore, when averaging,
the terms with odd degrees are equal to zero. Thus, the evolution equation (6)
is rewritten as follows:

∂tδc ≈MD

(
K(T, c, δc)∇2δc− ε2∇4δc

)
, (7)
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where K(T, c, δc) function has the following form:

K(T, c, δc) =
∂

∂c

∂f(T, cl)

∂cl

∣∣∣∣
cl=c

+
1

2

∂

∂c

∂3f(T, cl)

∂c3l

∣∣∣∣
cl=c

〈δc2〉 (8)

+
1

4!

∂

∂c

∂5f(T, cl)

∂c5l

∣∣∣∣
cl=c

〈δc4〉+ . . . , (9)

and

∂

∂c

∂nf

∂cnl
= − 1

cc − cl

(
n∑

i=1

n!/i!

(cc − cl)n−i

∂iGl

∂cil
+

n!

(cc − cl)n−1

Gl −Gc

cc − cl

)
. (10)

From the above one can see the system is stable when K(T, c, δc) > 0. This
is if δc = 0, and only the first term in (8) is relevant. However, in the presence
of concentration fluctuations the rest terms also become relevant, and can give
contribution with negative sign. Then the magnitude of the fluctuation of the
concentration of the second component relative to its equilibrium mean value
significantly affects the K, and the positive sign of the first series term in (8)
is no longer the criterion of stability. If at some fluctuation amplitude, the
K becomes negative, then the conditions for this fluctuation growth arise. In
spite of the fact that this growth is limited by the condition of concentration
continuity, the system dynamics becomes nonlinear. It is the same as in the case
of spinodal decay, the only difference being that the relaxation process occurs
in inverse way: from initial non-homogenous state to full homogeneity.

Using (7), and the Gibbs potentials of liquid solution, Gl(cl), and stoichio-
metric phase we can take into account the effects of this non-linearity, and
determine the conditions of stability/instability of the system for given initial
concentration deviation from its mean value. Thus, the boundary of the region
in which instability due to δc fluctuation is possible is determined from the
condition K = 0.

4. Determination of the non-linear relaxation area in phase diagram

Using the above, one can determine in the phase diagrams of intermetallic
melts the areas in which this non-linear relaxation is possible. For example,
we consider relaxation of Al–Y-based melts, which earlier was already discussed
in [11, 13]. The initial solid samples using in the considering experiments con-
tained stoichiometric inclusions of Al3Y and Al2Y with characteristic size order
10−5 m (see Fig. 2). From the point of view of the linear theory of diffusion the
characteristic dissolution time of these inhomogeneities should be 10−2 s, that
is many fewer than the relaxation time, which is observed in the experiment:
τ ∼ 104 s [11]. As we have assumed above, the nature of this unusual phe-
nomenon can be explained by the thermodynamic instability of heterogeneous
melts.

Based on the above theoretical arguments, we can estimate the conditions
of thermodynamic instability appearing. Using the known from [19] (Fig. 3)
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Figure 3: Gibbs potentials of the liquid phase and two stoichiometric phases, Al3Y and
Al2Y, in Al–Y alloy at the temperature T = 980◦C from the Computational Phase Diagram
Database of Japanese National Institute for Materials Science [19].

Gibbs energy functions for the liquid solution of yttrium in aluminum, and Al–
Y stoichiometric compounds. In principle, using (10), one can calculate any
term of the (8) series. However, we will limit ourselves further to only the first
three ones, since this is quite enough for the necessary accuracy. The calculated
K function for the considered binary melt is shown in Fig. 4, in which one can
see that there is the critical deviation of concentration from equilibrium value,
at which the system relaxation dynamics becomes instable (K < 0). Note,
again, that the origin of this instability needs the structural heterogeneity of the
initial melt. In this case, one should hardly expect a significant increase in the
initial inhomogeneities, or an infinitely long relaxation. However, the diffusion
in this case becomes essentially nonlinear, and the relaxation time is no longer
determined by the diffusion coefficient of a single atom in a given liquid. For
this reason, the relaxation processes of homogenization become much slower.

For comparison with the available experimental data, below we will perform
a quantitative estimation of the initial non-homogeneities sizes, that lead to
the relaxation slowing, using the expressions above obtained. For description of
nucleation kinetics, one can use the dynamical structure factor S(k, t), which, as
it is known, is proportional to the time-depended of the pair correlation function
of concentration [16],

S(k, t) = C(k, 0)e−A(k)t/2 =

∫
[cl(r, t)− c] e−ikrdr,

and can be expressed as S(k, t) = 〈C2(k, t)〉 ∝ exp(−A(k)t), where the A(k)
is the amplification rate. The amplification rate can be estimated from the
dispersion relation, which ensues from the Cahn–Hilliard equation (7):

A(k) = MDk2
(
K(T, c, δc) + ε2k2

)
.
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Figure 4: The calculated concentration fluctuation dependence of the K function of the Al–Y
melt at T = 1273 K around c = 0.07 (red line), c = 0.0712 (blue line), c = 0.08 (green
line), and c = 0.12 (black line). One can see that at the equilibrium concentration exceeding
c = 0.0712 the K becomes negative in some interval of the concentration deviations from
equilibrium value. At c = 0.12 the liquid Al–Y solution becomes non-equilibrium.

One can see that the relaxation slows when the amplification rate approach
to zero. It is possible when K becomes negative and the characteristic space
scale of initial inhomogeneities is ξ ∼

√
−ε2/K. Thus, we have got the impor-

tant conclusion that the initial heterogeneity scale leading to slow relaxation
phenomenon is inversely proportional to the square root of the thermodynamic
force of crystal formation in the area with high concentration of the second
component.

From Fig. 4 one can see, that in the Al–Y melt with mean yttrium con-
centration c ≈ 8 % at the temperature T = 1273 K the heterogeneities with
yttrium concentration c+ δc ∼ 19− 21 % can be stable since K is negative and
|−K| ∼ 104−106 J/mol. Usually, the magnitude order of ε2 is 10−7 J·m2/mol.
Thus, we can estimate the minimal size of the relatively stable heterogeneity,
which is ξ ∼ 10−5 − 10−6 m. The larger the size of the heterogeneity with a
higher content of the second component, the slower its relaxation. This allows
to explain the observed slow relaxation, since the examinations of initial solid
samples give the scale of the stoichiometric inclusions, which in several orders
of magnitude exceeds the estimation of the minimal heterogeneity size which is
necessary for the slow relaxation manifestation (see Fig. 2).

Thus, the long-lived concentration inhomogeneities can exist in the melt un-
der the condition K < 0. And the condition K = 0 determines the boundary of
the temperature-concentration region of the existence of such non-linear (slow)
relaxation in the phase diagram. For example, in the Al–Y melt at temperature
T = 1273 K, this boundary corresponds to the concentration c = 0.0712 at
which the K(T, c, δc) function touches the abscissa axis on the K vs δc graph
(blue line in Fig. 4).

Just as in the case of the description of spinodal decay [16], the above analysis
is applicable only to the initial stages of relaxation. In the considered inhomo-
geneous system, a negative value of K in some local region does not indicate an
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Figure 5: Al–Y phase diagram with highlighted (non-linear) slow relaxation area in the liquid
phase.

infinite growth of this region, since it can be part of a larger region for which
K > 0. Eventually, the system comes to an equilibrium state with a uniform
distribution of the second component. If a more precise analysis is needed, it
is necessary to analyze the resulting nonlinear differential equation with all the
appropriate initial and boundary conditions.

4.1. Estimation of non-linear (slow) relaxation area in phase diagrams

The Computational Phase Diagram Database of Japanese National Institute
for Materials Science databases for binary systems were used for the calculation
[19]. From these bases the standard Gibbs potentials reconstructing the phase
diagrams of the described systems were taken: Foremost the expression for
the concentration dependence of the total molar Gibbs energy Gl(c) at a given
temperature T , as well as the Gibbs energy for the stoichiometric phases Gc

and the molar fraction of impurity atoms cc in the stoichiometric phase were
found; for verification, using the data obtained and the condition (5), we found
the liquidus line, which coincided with the experimental one; substituting the
parameters in (8) and (10) allows the boundary of the nonlinear relaxation
region in the phase diagram.

We have done this procedure for the Al–Y and Al–Yb melts. The results
are shown in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6. From the figures, one can see that at a given
temperature, the area of non-linear system behavior can spread out in a wide
concentration interval on the left of liquidus line. However, it should be under-
stood that the lines obtained are rather tentative, both because of the approx-
imation of the method and because of the natural variation in the size of the
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Figure 6: Al–Yb phase diagram with highlighted (non-linear) slow relaxation area in the liquid
phase.

initial heterogeneities in the samples. Therefore, these areas highlighted in yel-
low do not have a clear boundary in the plots. In Fig. 5 the crosses indicate the
equilibrium parameters of the Al–Y melts whose time viscosity dependencies of
relaxation are shown in Fig. 1. These parameters are in the determined above
non-equilibrium area. Basing on our deductions, one can claim that the slow
relaxation can be observed only in this area.

5. Conclusions

In conclusion, let us summarize our work. The main its statement is the
origin for the slow relaxation in intermetallic melts is the Gibbs function non-
linearity happens as a result of the stoichiometric compound existence near
considered liquid state in the phase diagram. This nonlinearity generates the
thermodynamic instability similar to one taking place at spinodal decomposi-
tion. The difference of the thermodynamic instability in the considered relax-
ation processes from the one in the spinodal decomposition is in the last one
the thermodynamic instability leads to the development of heterogeneous struc-
tures, while as in the considered slow relaxation processes the thermodynamic
instability leads to the slowing down of the relaxation of the initially hetero-
geneous structure to homogeneous state. Thus, the indispensable condition for
manifestation of the slow relaxation processes is the initially non-homogenous.

The theoretical description of the relaxation processes in the heterogeneous
melts with stoichiometric inclusions is carried out in terms of the Cahn–Hilliard
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equation with using of the combined Gibbs potential. We have shown the pos-
sibility of appears of long-life local instability in initially inhomogeneous binary
melts. For the Al–Y and Al–Yb melts, the area in the phase diagram where
this is possible is determined. These results agree with conclusions presented
earlier in [1], where the width of the corresponding fluctuation region was esti-
mated with the Ginsburg–Levanyuk criterion and also constituted up to several
hundred degrees. However, the considered local thermodynamic instability of
initially heterogeneous melt, much slowing down its relaxation, does not still
prevent the thermodynamic equilibrium with time. This time is defined by the
scale of the initial inhomogeneous. This inhomogeneous scale corresponding to
the experimentally observed relaxation time, τ ∼ 104 s, was estimated. It agrees
with the experimentally measured values, ξ ∼ 10−5–10−6 m.

The presented results have character of estimation. Of course, for more pre-
cise description of the slow relaxation in detail, one should solve the full system
of the evolution equations for the phase field, concentration, and temperature.
However, the results allow understanding the nature of slow and non-monotonic
relaxation processes observed in some intermetallic melts after melting.
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