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Abstract
Chemical short-range order (SRO) affects the distribution of elements throughout the solid-solution phase of metallic
alloys, thereby modifying the background against which microstructural evolution occurs. Investigating such chemistry-
microstructure relationships requires atomistic models that act at the appropriate length scales while capturing the
intricacies of chemical bonds leading to SRO. Here we consider various approaches for the construction of training data
sets for machine learning potentials (MLPs) for CrCoNi and evaluate their performance in capturing SRO and its effects
on materials quantities of relevance for mechanical properties, such as stacking-fault energy and phase stability. It is
demonstrated that energy accuracy on test sets often does not correlate with accuracy in capturing material properties,
which is fundamental in enabling large-scale atomistic simulations of metallic alloys with high physical fidelity. Based
on this analysis we systematically derive design principles for the rational construction of MLPs that capture SRO in

the crystal and liquid phases of alloys.

In high-entropy alloys (HEAs)'™® multiple metallic ele-
ments are combined in nearly equal concentrations. This
often leads to the stabilization of crystalline phases in
which elements are distributed throughout the alloy in a
nearly-random fashion — namely, solid solution phases.
This class of alloys has attracted substantial interest due
to their mechanical properties. For example, extraordinary
fracture resistance was observed in CrCoNi*® as the result
of an unusual synergy of deformation mechanisms involv-
ing stacking-fault formation and phase transitions, as well
as the conventional gliding of dislocations.

It has been established that chemical short-range order
(SRO) — i.e., the tendency of solid solutions to not be com-
pletely random — affects various chemistry—microstructure
relationships that influence mechanical properties. For
example, SRO has been shown to affect dislocation mo-
bility®®, grain boundaries? !, stacking-fault energy'?1°,
and phase stability'!®. Consequently, significant experi-
mental efforts have been made to characterize SRO and
its effects on materials properties' 3141722 Connect-
ing computational results to such experiments requires
high-fidelity physical models capable of capturing the in-
tricate nature of chemical bonds leading to SRO, while
also accounting for the complexity of chemical motifs in
HEAs?3:24,

In a previous work (ref. 23) we have demonstrated
that small-scale atomistic simulations, i.e., sizes typical of
density-functional theory (DFT) calculations, are inade-
quate to properly capture SRO, leading to errors of up to
25% in the prediction of Warren-Cowley parameters. In
the same work an approach for training machine learning
interatomic potentials (MLPs) was demonstrated to cap-
ture SRO while simultaneously leading to an improvement
in energy accuracy when compared to the state-of-the-art.
Yet, fundamentally, such an approach consisted of a set of
heuristics on the construction of the MLP, i.e., a reason-
able and practical approach for the construction of training
sets without rigorous justification. Here we build on these
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results and systematically derive the design principles for
the rational construction of MLPs that capture SRO.

While much of the work on MLPs for HEAs has focused
on their energy accuracy over test data sets”2° 37, here we
focus instead on their performance in reproducing SRO and
its effects on materials quantities of relevance for mechani-
cal properties. We systematically augment an initially sim-
ple MLP training set while tracking the associated effects
on the SRO of the crystal and liquid phases, stacking-fault
energy, and phase stability. It is demonstrated that energy
accuracy on test data sets often does not correlate with
accuracy in capturing such material properties, which are
fundamental in enabling large-scale atomistic simulations
of HEAs with high physical fidelity.

Results

Training strategy to manage chemical complexity
In order to develop the design principles for capturing SRO
we focus on the face-centered cubic (fcc) solid-solution
phase of the paradigmatic CrCoNi alloy* 012 142138741
The MLP model chosen is the Moment Tensor Potential?®
with a radial cutoff of 5 A, which corresponds to a distance
in between the 3rd and 4th coordination shell of CrCoNi.
In the absence of any other criteria to guide our initial
choice of ML model, we have chosen to employ MTP due
to its superior performance in energy and force errors for
single-element systems compared to other MLP models (as
demonstrated by an independent assessment in ref. 42). An
a posteriori analysis described in Supplementary Section 1
shows that MTP also has superior performance for various
material properties of the CrCoNi alloy when compared to
a few other ML models.

In ref. 23 we demonstrated that the first coordination
shell in CrCoNi can be chemically decorated in 36,333
unique configurations (i.e., chemical motifs). The rela-
tive energy of these chemical motifs affects the frequency
with which they are observed in the alloy — which is the
fundamental origin of SRO — making this an important
property to be reproduced by MLPs in order to capture
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Figure 1: Capturing chemical SRO in the crystal phase. (a) Comparison of predicted WC parameters against DFT

Monte Carlo (literature values from refs. 12 and 38). The EAM potential is from ref. 6 while the training sets for potentials
TS-0, TS-1, and TS-2 are summarized in table 1. Error bars are the standard error from the mean from an ensemble of 20
independent potentials. (b) Illustration of the intermediary configurations extracted from DFT Monte Carlo to train T'S-2. (c)
Relative error with respect to DFT (eq. 2) as a function of the MLP model capacity. Error bars are the 95% confidence interval

from an ensemble of 20 independent potentials.

SRO. Yet, while the first coordination shell is the dominat-
ing term in atomic interactions, many-body contributions
from higher coordination shells are not negligible and must
be accounted in the development of MLPs?> 274345 Ex-
tending the counting of unique chemical motifs to the sec-
ond and third coordination shells results in approximately
2.5%107 and 6.8 x 108 unique motifs respectively. Compar-
ing these numbers with the 651 independent parameters of
the MLP model with highest capacity employed here makes
it clear that chemical complexity of this magnitude leads to
a landscape with many nearly-degenerate minima for the
MLP fitting. Here this chemical complexity is considered
by employing an ensemble training approach?®32:34: multi-
ple potentials are fitted under identical training conditions.
Variations in performance among the resulting potentials
due to the nearly-degenerate minima landscape are explic-
itly evaluated against materials properties related to SRO,
including the role of the model capacity (i.e., number of
independent parameters).

In the following sections we gradually build towards a
final training set by systematically augmenting an initially
simple training set while evaluating the effect of the modifi-
cations on associated material properties. In order to focus
on the role of chemical complexity we employ a standard
approach for accounting for thermal vibrations and ther-
mal expansion in all potentials (described in the Methods
section). Throughout this process the performance is also
compared to a benchmark training set referred to as “T'S-
0”7, which was first introduced in ref. 23 as “training set

without chemical sampling”. This training set was built
by adapting the popular approach introduced in ref. 35 for
bee NbMoTaW to CrCoNi, which includes perfect and dis-
torted ground state structures, slab structures, and molec-
ular dynamics structures spanning single element, binary,
and ternary element systems. While the approach in ref. 35
was not developed with the intent of capturing SRO, it is
one of the most comprehensive and popular approaches for
constructing training sets for HEAs”3%, which warranted
its choice as benchmark data set.

Chemical SRO in the crystal phase
Quantification of SRO in the crystalline phase can be per-
formed by evaluating the Warren-Cowley (WC) parame-
ters: .
oy =1 pGli).
C;

(1)
where ¢ and j refer to any of the three chemical elements in
the alloy, ¢; is the average concentration of i-type atoms,
and p(i|7) is the conditional probability of finding a i-type
atom in the first coordination shell of an j-type atom. The
effectiveness of MLPs in capturing SRO will be quanti-
fied by comparing WC parameters against those obtained
through DFT Monte Carlo simulations. In fig. la we
show that a popular interatomic potential® (embedded-
atom model, or EAM) for CrCoNi is not capable of re-
producing WC parameters. Similarly, TS-0 also falls short
of reproducing DFT results within the statistical accuracy,
despite resulting in a considerable improvement in compar-
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ison with EAM.

We turn now to the construction of our initial training
set, named TS-1. This training set is composed of chemi-
cally random and equiatomic fcc supercells with 108 atoms,
adding up to 54,540 atoms (as summarized in table 1). De-
spite its simplicity, it is clear from fig. 1a that TS-1 out-
performs TS-0 for all WC parameters, which can only be
attributed to the more extensive sampling of the chemical
space performed in TS-1 when compared to TS-0. Despite
this encouraging result, note once again that the chemical
space is enormous compared to the number of independent
parameters in the MLP model. Thus, it is reasonable to
expect that sampling the chemical space with an approach
better than random will lead to improved performance. We
propose to accomplish this by substituting the chemically
random configurations of T'S-1 with intermediary configu-
rations from DFT Monte Carlo simulations, as illustrated
in fig. 1b. We name this training set TS-2. The configura-
tions along the Monte Carlo trajectory exhibit an increas-
ing amount of SRO with small energetic differences among
them, all associated with changes in local chemical motifs.
They function as a guide for the MLP, nudging it to cap-
ture the most relevant regions of the chemical space (i.e.,
regions that show up frequently due to SRO, as shown in
refs. 23 and 46), as well as the trajectory to arrive at SRO
from an initially random solid solution. It can be seen in
fig. 1a that TS-2 is able to reproduce all WC parameters
predicted by DFT within the statistical accuracy.

The performance of each MLP in fig. 1a can be summa-
rized by evaluating the relative error with respect to DFT:

3 3
Z Z ‘a%[LP anFT
gSRO = =1 (2)
)3

3
Z=:| aPFT

This relative error is shown in fig. 1c for all three training
sets as a function of the MLP model capacity (i.e., num-
ber of independent parameters), where it can be seen that
the observations above regarding the superior performance
of TS-2 relative to TS-0 and TS-1 hold for any model ca-
pacity. More importantly, note how TS-2 has significantly
more stable behavior against random weight initialization
for training, which is shown in fig. 1c by an ensemble stan-
dard deviation of 3% at levy.x = 20 compared to 29% for
TS-0 and 13% for TS-1. Given the simplicity and simi-
larity of the training sets for T'S-1 and TS-2, this smaller
variation within the ensemble can only be attributed to the
extensive chemical sampling and the targeted sampling of
motifs of relevance for SRO.

Liquid stability and SRO

The liquid phase is also afflicted by the considerable chem-
ical complexity observed in the crystal phase. The con-
cept of SRO becomes even more complex in the liquid be-
cause chemical and structural SRO are both present. This
can be observed in the partial radial distribution functions
(pRDFs) obtained from DFT molecular dynamics simu-

Name Chemical | Phase fraction Size
order (%) (atoms)
RSS SRO | fecc  hep liquid
TS-0" | yes no 68 0 32 83,970
TS-1 yes no | 100 0 54,540
TS-2 yes yes | 100 O 54,540
TS-3* | yes yes | 50 0 50 108,684
TS-4 yes yes | 100 O 36,720
TS-5 | yes yes | 50 50 73,440
TS-f yes yes | 25 25 50 146,880

13

 Same training set as “without chemical sampling” in ref. 23.

! Same training set as “with chemical sampling” in ref. 23.

Table 1: Summary of the contents of each MLP train-
ing set. If the data set includes at least one random solid solu-
tion (RSS) configuration it is marked as “yes” in that column.
The chemical order “SRO” column indicates that configurations
extracted from DFT Monte Carlo were included. The training
set for T'S-0 was motivated by ref. 35.

lations at 2684 K shown in fig. 2a: the Cr-Cr and Cr-
Co peaks are notably lower than other peaks, indicating
that these chemical pairs are energetically unfavorable (i.e.,
chemical SRO). An entanglement between chemical and
structural SRO leads to the variations of the first coordi-
nation shells in fig. 2a.

The effects observed in fig. 2a are addressed by augment-
ing T'S-2 with configurations obtained from DFT molecular
dynamics simulations of the liquid phase at 1800 K. The
resulting training set — named TS-3 and summarized in
table 1 — is able to capture the chemical and structural
SRO of the pRDFs, as shown in fig. 2b: the first coordi-
nation shell peak heights are in agreement within +4.9%,
while the major discrepancy in the first coordination shell
peak location being —0.12 A for Cr-Cr pairs.

The performance in capturing chemical and structural
SRO in the liquid can be summarized by evaluating the rel-
ative error in the absolute differences between the pRDFs
with respect to DFT, similarly to what was done for the
WC parameters in eq. 2:

LEL -

i=1j
€pRDF _

DFT

g ()| dr

- NG
ZZ ()] dr

=1 j=1

where g;;(r) is the pRDF between chemical elements ¢ and
7, and rpax = 3.5A is the extension of the first coordi-
nation shell (i.e., total RDF minimum between first and
second peaks), which was chosen as to evaluate only the
short-range part of chemical and structural ordering. Us-
ing this approach one can see in fig. 2c that T'S-3 has better
performance than TS-0, which is unexpected because T'S-0
is trained with configurations extracted from the same sim-
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Figure 2: Capturing chemical and structural SRO in the liquid phase. (a) Partial radial distribution functions (pRDF)
of the liquid phase at 2684 K from DFT. (b) Comparison of pRDF using TS-3 (colored lines) against DFT values (black lines).
(c) Relative error with respect to DFT (eq. 3) in the prediction of structural and chemical SRO in the liquid as a function of
MLP model capacity. (d) Fraction of potentials in the ensemble with stable liquid phase. Blue bars are for TS-0 and pink
bars are for TS-3. (e) Distribution of nearest-neighbor distance for each atom in TS-0 and T'S-3. Inset shows the breakdown
of nearest-neighbor distance in TS-3 by phase. The success of TS-3 in reproducing a stable liquid phase is attributed to the
inclusion of crystal configurations with atom pairs at much closer distances than TS-0.

ulation employed to collect the pRDF statistics in fig. 2b
(i.e., at 2684 K) while TS-3 configurations were collected
at 1800 K. Notice that one is unable to detect this per-
formance difference in reproducing materials properties by
evaluating only the energy root-mean-square error: TS-0
and TS-3 result in 5.3 meV/atom and 5.6 meV/atom re-
spectively at 1800 K, and 7.6 meV /atom and 6.6 meV /atom
at 2684 K.

Another important consequence of chemical complexity
is the fact that a large fraction of the ensemble of MLPs
obtained with TS-0 were unstable in the liquid phase,
i.e., simulations of the liquid phase with these potentials
quickly encountered configurations with unphysically large
values for forces and energies that led the simulation to

fail. Notice that this behavior is observed despite the in-
clusion of liquid configurations in the training set of TS-0
potentials. The fraction of potentials in the ensemble with
unstable liquid phase is shown in fig. 2d as a function of
the model capacity. Note how for levy., = 12 and 14
only one out of the five potentials trained is stable. In the
same figure it can be seen that TS-3 never results in such
instabilities.

We were able to track down the source of T'S-3 success in
stabilizing the liquid to the inclusion of crystal configura-
tions with atomic pair distances much closer together than
those observed in TS-0, as can be seen in the histogram of
fig. 2¢ (see Supplementary Section 2 for a detailed break-
down of this analysis). This observation is explained by
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Figure 3: Capturing SRO effects on (111) stacking-fault energy (vsfr) and fcc—hcp phase stability (AE = Fgcc —

Phep)-

Comparison of 7 and AE against DFT results for (a) random solid solutions and (b) solid solutions in thermal

equilibrium (i.e., with appropriate SRO as obtained through Monte Carlo simulations). The blue arrow indicates the improvements
in both quantities by augmenting T'S-4 with hcp configurations. Error bars are the standard error from the mean from independent
Monte Carlo simulations. Figures at the bottom indicate the density distribution of 7« due to chemical fluctuations and SRO.

further considering the role of chemical complexity as fol-
lows. Despite its disordered structure, the liquid has well-
defined structural SRO*"*8 (e.g., the three coordination
shells clearly visible in fig. 2b) leading to a similar degree
of chemical complexity as the crystalline phase??. Yet, dif-
ferently from the crystalline phase, atoms in the liquid are
frequently diffusing around, which requires going through
activated transition states with higher potential energy due
to the close proximity of atoms*?:°. Such transition states
are considered “rare events” in the course of a simulation
such as the ones used to extract configurations for T'S-0
and TS-3 because they occur only every many timesteps
for each atom. It is suspected that the inclusion of crystal
configuration with close pair distances (fig. 2¢) in TS-3 in-
duces the learning of the energetics of such transition states
in between chemical motifs, rendering the liquid phase sta-
ble.

Stacking-fault energy and phase stability

Mechanical properties of fcc alloys are closely linked to
the (111) stacking-fault energy (7s¢) and the relative sta-
bility of the fcc phase with respect to the hexagonal close-
packed (hcp) phase®?? (AE = Fjoc — Enep). For exam-
ple, engineering of phase metastability with AE enables
transformation-induced plasticity®®, while lowering 7 is
associated with a change in plasticity mechanism from dis-
location slip to twinning. Notably, the exceptional damage
tolerance® of CrCoNi is the result of an unusual synergy
between the deformation mechanisms described above.

Figure 3 shows that TS-0 is not capable of reproducing
st or AE. Our strategy for capturing these two quantities
with MLPs is centered around the well-established correla-

tion between them: a fcc-to-hep transition can be accom-
plished by the successive introduction of stacking-faults on
every other (111) plane. Thus, it is reasonable to expect
that training with configurations of one of these structures
(i.e., stacking faults or hep) is enough to learn the other.
We chose to employ hep configurations instead of stacking
faults because they are straightforward to simulate. Two
training sets were created to compare the performance of
MLPs trained with and without hcp configurations. The
first training set (TS-4) includes only fcc configurations
and is similar to T'S-2 in all aspects except for its total size,
which is reduced by 32.7% with respect to TS-2 (as shown
in table 1). This reduction is performed with the goal of ac-
commodating an equivalent amount of hcp configurations
in the second training set (TS-5), thereby achieving par-
ity between fcc and hep configurations while maintaining
a moderate training set total size. With TS-4 and T'S-5 we
seek to establish the importance of hcp configurations in
capturing st and AFE; the liquid phase was intentionally
left out of both training sets (i.e., TS-4 and TS-5) to avoid
interference with this test.

Figure 3a compares vsf and AFE against DFT for a ran-
dom solid solution at 500 K, where it can be seen that the
introduction of the hcp phase is fundamental in captur-
ing the correct value of v and AFE. Yet, SRO in CrCoNi
leads to an increase in ~4'?, thus we also compare 7y and
AFE for a solid solution in thermal equilibrium at 500 K in
fig. 3b. While the agreement in fig. 3b might seem obvi-
ous in light of fig. 3a, we warn that such anticipation is
not warranted. Figure 3b is a much more stringent test
than simply capturing the energetics of stacking faults and
crystalline phases, which MLPs are well-known to be ca-
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Figure 4: Final potential (TS-f) performance across
materials properties. The best performing potential for a
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angles mark ensembles of identically-trained potentials for dif-
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root-mean-square energy error (£7°'®¥) within each ensemble
are marked in green. The four ensembles on the left have
levimax = 6, 8, 10, and 12.

pable of capturing®® Y. Instead, fig. 3b demonstrates that
TS-5 is capable of capturing the correct SRO and its ef-
fects on materials properties (i.e., 75 and AE). This is
because independent Monte Carlo simulations for thermal
equilibration were performed in each case (DFT, TS-4, and
TS-5), leading to independent predictions of SRO config-
urations, which were then employed to evaluate ¢ and
AE.

Final training set

A final training set (TS-f) is constructed (see table 1) to
incorporate all elements leading to good performance on
capturing SRO and its effects on the crystal phase, liquid
phase, stacking faults, and phase stability. Its performance
across the various materials properties is evaluated through
the following metric:

MLP SRO

_ SRO pRDF
€ = €fcc

energy
X Ehep X Eliquid X € )

(4)

SRO are the relative WC errors (eq. 2)

fee

SRO

and ey

where ¢

for the fcc and hep phases, Eﬁf;?ig is shown in eq. 3, and
€°Ner8Y is the energy root-mean-square error over a test set
with a wide range of configurations, including random solid
phases, thermally equilibrated solid solutions, and liquid
phases (see methods for a full description). The eML¥ er-
ror as a function of the computational cost for different
model capacities is shown in fig. 4 along with the Pareto
front. The large variation in eM"P performance within an
ensemble with same model capacity (levyay) is noteworthy
(note the log-scale in the y-axis). For example, the best
performing MLP with levy., = 14 has eMIP comparable
to the second best out of the five MLPs in the ensemble
with leviax = 20, despite the latter being ~ 3.6 times
more computationally expensive. Moreover, note how the

potential with lowest €'Y is often not the best perform-
ing potential for materials properties: £°"°*8Y only predicts
the best performance in two out of the eight ensembles in
fig. 4.

Material properties with size-converged SRO
Equipped with TS-f we now turn to demonstrate the effect
of SRO on properties and scales that cannot be achieved
in the absence of the MLP introduced here. We start by
reproducing the observation, made in ref. 23, that DFT-
sized calculations are not converged with respect to size
and produce relative errors up to 40% in SRO because the
SRO characteristic length scale can be as large as 25 A to
30 A. This can be seen in fig. 5a, where the relative error
of WC parameters with respect to a large calculation with
10,976 atoms is shown as a function of system size. Sys-
tems with as many as 2,000 atoms (or, equivalently, linear
dimensions of 28 A) are required for size convergence, while
DFT calculations for SRO investigations in the literature
use one order of magnitude less atoms'?3®. We further
demonstrate here that similar size convergence is neces-
sary for predicting material properties strongly influenced
by SRO. As illustrated in figs. 5¢ and 5d, DFT-size simula-
tions yield significant errors of 10.7mJ/ m? in stacking fault
energy (ysr) and 2.84 meV/atom in phase stability (AFE)
under thermal equilibrium (i.e., with appropriate SRO as
obtained through Monte Carlo simulations).

The temperature dependence of the WC parameters was
evaluated with calculations converged with respect to sys-
tem size. Figure 5b shows that in general the WC param-
eters decrease in magnitude as the temperature increases,
but this behavior is not monotonous for ac.co, where an
increase in magnitude with temperature is observed above
900 K. This is yet another evidence of the incompleteness of
WC parameters in quantifying SRO: in ref. 23 we demon-
strate that an appropriate and complete SRO metric shows
smooth monotonic decrease in SRO with temperature.

The stacking-fault energy (vs) dependence on temper-
ature is also not trivial, as shown in fig. 5¢. Short-range
order increases 7 at all temperatures with respect to a
random solid solution, which is aligned with previous re-
sults'2. This observation can be rationalized by the fact
that stacking-fault creation in a thermally equilibrated
solid solution requires the disruption of chemical motifs
with lower energy than those encountered in a random
solid solution. Yet, while the temperature effect on ran-
dom solid solutions is a simple linear increase in g (due

Melting temperature (K)

Experimental®® 1690
TS-f 1661
EAMS 1410

Table 2: Comparison of melting temperature. All com-
putational results were obtained using the phase-coexistence
method®’.
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than 2,000 atoms are not converged with respect to system size. (b) Temperature dependence of WC parameters (eq. 1). (c)
Temperature dependence of stacking-fault energy (7st) for a random solid solution and a solid solution in thermal equilibrium
(i.e., with appropriate SRO as obtained through Monte Carlo simulations). The “DFT-size” data point was evaluated with TS-f,
but using a system with only 180 atoms, which is the typical size of DFT calculations (as indicated in fig. 5a). (d) Temperature
dependence of the fcc—hcp phase stability. See text for a full discussion of the effect of SRO and the phase transition at low
temperatures leading to the kink at 600 K for solid solutions in thermal equilibrium.

to thermal expansion), a solid solution in thermal equi-
librium (i.e., with appropriate SRO as obtained through
Monte Carlo simulations) presents a complicated interplay
between SRO and temperature. At low temperatures the
contribution from SRO dominates and s decreases almost
linearly with temperature, but as temperature increases
above around 800 K gt displays a linear increase with tem-
perature almost in parallel with the random solid solution.
To our knowledge this is the first report of the complex
temperature dependence of ~y, despite its central role in
rationalizing many of the mechanical properties of CrCoNi
and other fcc HEAs.

The fcc-hep relative phase stability (AE) is also evalu-
ated with TS-f, as shown in fig. 5d. In general the pres-
ence of SRO further stabilizes hcp phase at all tempera-
tures, i.e., increases AF with respect to the random solid
solution. Yet, the absolute value of AE decreases with
increasing temperature, in agreement with previous first-
principles calculations and thermodynamic models®?%? in-
dicating that fcc phase becomes the stable phase near the
melting temperature'®. At low temperatures AE has a
kink near 600 K for solid solutions in thermal equilibrium
that is not present in random solid solutions, which is con-
sistent with previous findings®"32:%* indicating a potential
phase transition to an ordered phase at low temperatures.

Finally, the melting temperature of TS-f was evaluated
using phase-coexistence molecular dynamics simulations.
The agreement with experimental results is excellent, as

shown in table 2, and a marked improvement over existing
interatomic potentials®.

Discussion and conclusion

The most important design principle supported by the re-
sults presented here is that chemical complexity should
be sampled extensively and biased towards chemical mo-
tifs of relevance for SRO. As shown in fig. 1c, this is the
most effective strategy to reduce the impact of the nearly-
degenerate landscape of minima on MLP fitting, which all
other principles rely on to perform well in capturing mate-
rials properties. A promising venue to amplify the benefits
of this design principle will be its combination with com-
pressed lower-dimensional descriptors of chemical informa-
tion® % which were developed to alleviate the dramatic
increase in MLP capacity required to accommodate an in-
creasing number of chemical species.

Quantitative experimental characterization of SRO has
not yet been achieved'*?2:6971 "and the feasibility of em-
ploying SRO as a design feature for materials properties
remains uncertain. In light of these observations it is jus-
tifiable to question the relevance of SRO in the field of
HEAs. One argument for its relevance is the potential
ubiquity of SRO in various materials properties and phe-
nomena, as highlighted in ref. 64 by historical results in
metallurgy and a review of the fundamental principles of
clustering in simpler alloys. The results presented here in-
troduce another argument for the relevance of SRO: the
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importance of chemical complexity in the development of
high-fidelity atomistic physical models for solid solutions,
as exemplified by the following design principles: the liquid
phase is only rendered stable (fig. 2) after careful considera-
tion of its structural and chemical SRO and the inclusion of
solid configurations with close atomic pair distances, which
ought to also affect the solidification process (table 2) and
as-cast state of these alloys. Similarly, the stacking-fault
energy and phase stability (fig. 3) are only captured within
DFT accuracy after accounting for chemical SRO equally
in both fcc and hep phases.

The results obtained here highlight the importance of
modeling SRO at the appropriate length scales. The ob-
servation that DFT-sized calculations are not converged
with respect to SRO (i.e., fig. 5a) was first made in ref. 23.
Yet, here we note that size convergence with respect to
SRO is also important for properties such as stacking-
fault energy (fig. 5¢) and fee-hep relative phase stability
(fig. 5d). Large-scale simulations dramatically reduce the
uncertainty in the estimation of 75 — which has its origins
in the chemical complexity (fig. 3) — and reveal in fig. 5¢
that ~4¢ is negative at all temperatures. This observation
supports the argument proposed in ref. 72 that positive
stacking-fault free energy is the likely explanation for finite
partial-dislocation separations observed experimentally.

In conclusion, our work introduces a series of design prin-
ciples for the construction of training data sets that opti-
mize MLP performance in capturing SRO and its effects
on important materials properties, such as phase stability
and defect energies. The effectiveness of each design prin-
ciple is confirmed by comparing the performance of MLPs
trained with and without the proposed approaches in re-
producing associated materials properties. A final training
set that includes all proposed principles is produced and
its performance across various materials properties is eval-
uated and summarized in a single metric (eq. 4), thereby
enabling large-scale atomistic simulations of CrCoNi and
other HEAs with high physical fidelity.

References
[1] J-W Yeh, S-K Chen, S-J Lin, J-Y Gan, T-S Chin, T-T
Shun, C-H Tsau, and S-Y Chang, “Nanostructured high-
entropy alloys with multiple principal elements: novel al-
loy design concepts and outcomes”, Advanced Engineering
Materials (2004), DOI: 10.1002/adem.200300567.

Brain Cantor, ITH Chang, Peter Knight, and AJB Vin-
cent, “Microstructural development in equiatomic multi-
component alloys”, Materials Science and Engineering: A
(2004), po1: 10.1016/j.msea.2003.10.257

Faso P George, Dierk Raabe, and Robert O Ritchie,
“High-entropy alloys”, Nature Reviews Materials (2019),
DOI: 10.1038/s41578-019-0121-4.

Dong Liu, Qin Yu, Saurabh Kabra, Ming Jiang, Paul
Forna-Kreutzer, Ruopeng Zhang, Madelyn Payne, Flynn
Walsh, Bernd Gludovatz, Mark Asta, Andrew M. Mi-
nor, Easo P. George, and Robert O. Ritchie, “Exceptional
Fracture Toughness of CrCoNi-based Medium- and High-
Entropy Alloys at 20 Kelvin”, Science (2022), por: 10.
1126/science.abp8070.

Page 8 of 11

[5] Bernd Gludovatz, Anton Hohenwarter, Keli VS Thurston,

[14

[15

]

Hongbin Bei, Zhenggang Wu, Easo P George, and Robert
O Ritchie, “Exceptional damage-tolerance of a medium-
entropy alloy CrCoNi at cryogenic temperatures”, Nature
communications (2016), DOL: 10.1038/ncomms10602.

Qing Jie Li, Howard Sheng, and Evan Ma, “Strengthen-
ing in multi-principal element alloys with local-chemical-
order roughened dislocation pathways”, Nature Commu-
nications (1 2019), 1sSN: 20411723, DOI: 10.1038/s41467~
019-11464-7.

Sheng Yin, Yunxing Zuo, Anas Abu-Odeh, Hui Zheng,
Xiang-Guo Li, Jun Ding, Shyue Ping Ong, Mark Asta,
and Robert O. Ritchie, “Atomistic Simulations of Dislo-
cation Mobility in Refractory High-Entropy Alloys and the
Effect of Chemical Short-Range Order”, Nature Commu-
nications (2021), 1SSN: 2041-1723, DOI: 10.1038/s41467~
021-25134-0.

Shuai Chen, Zachary H Aitken, Subrahmanyam Patta-
matta, Zhaoxuan Wu, Zhi Gen Yu, David J Srolovitz,
Peter K Liaw, and Yong-Wei Zhang, “Short-range order-
ing alters the dislocation nucleation and propagation in
refractory high-entropy alloys”, Materials Today (2023),
DOI: 10.1016/j.mattod.2023.03.009

Megan J McCarthy, Hui Zheng, Diran Apelian, William
J Bowman, Horst Hahn, Jian Luo, Shyue Ping Ong,
Xiaoqing Pan, and Timothy J Rupert, “Emergence of
near-boundary segregation zones in face-centered cubic
multiprincipal element alloys”, Physical Review Materials
(2021), por: 10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.5.113601.

Doruk Aksoy, Megan J McCarthy, Ian Geiger, Diran
Apelian, Horst Hahn, Enrique J Lavernia, Jian Luo,
Huolin Xin, and Timothy J Rupert, “Chemical order tran-
sitions within extended interfacial segregation zones in
NbMoTaW”, Journal of Applied Physics (2022), DOI: 10.
1063/5.0122502.

Penghui Cao, “Maximum strength and dislocation pat-
terning in multi—principal element alloys”, Science Ad-
vances (2022), poI: 10.1126/sciadv.abq7433.

Jun Ding, Qin Yu, Mark Asta, and Robert O Ritchie,
“Tunable stacking fault energies by tailoring local chem-
ical order in CrCoNi medium-entropy alloys”, Proceed-
ings of the National Academy of Sciences (2018), DOI:
10.1073/pnas.1808660115

Ruopeng Zhang, Shiteng Zhao, Jun Ding, Yan Chong,
Tao Jia, Colin Ophus, Mark Asta, Robert O. Ritchie, and
Andrew M. Minor, “Short-range order and its impact on
the CrCoNi medium-entropy alloy”, Nature (2020), DOL:
10.1038/s41586-020-2275-z.

Le Li, Zhenghao Chen, Shogo Kuroiwa, Mitsuhiro Ito, Ko-
retaka Yuge, Kyosuke Kishida, Hisanori Tanimoto, Yue
Yu, Haruyuki Inui, and Easo P. George, “Evolution of
short-range order and its effects on the plastic deforma-
tion behavior of single crystals of the equiatomic Cr-Co-
Ni medium-entropy alloy”, Acta Materialia (2023), DOL:
10.1016/j.actamat.2022.118537.

Shijun Zhao, G Malcolm Stocks, and Yanwen Zhang,
“Stacking fault energies of face-centered cubic concen-
trated solid solution alloys”, Acta Materialia (2017), DOI:
10.1016/j.actamat.2017.05.001.


https://doi.org/10.1002/adem.200300567
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msea.2003.10.257
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-019-0121-4
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abp8070
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abp8070
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms10602
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-11464-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-11464-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-25134-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-25134-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mattod.2023.03.009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.5.113601
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0122502
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0122502
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.abq7433
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1808660115
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2275-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2022.118537
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2017.05.001

[16] Changning Niu, Carlyn R. LaRosa, Jiashi Miao, Michael

J. Mills, and Maryam Ghazisaeidi, “Magnetically-Driven
Phase Transformation Strengthening in High Entropy Al-
loys”, Nature Communications (2018), 1SSN: 2041-1723,
DOI: 10.1038/s41467-018-03846-0

Michael Xu, Shaolou Wei, Cemal C. Tasan, and James
M. LeBeau, “Determination of Local Short-Range Order
in TiVNbHI{(AL)”, Applied Physics Letters (2023), I1SSN:
0003-6951, 1077-3118, po1: 10.1063/5.0145289, arXiv:
2302.03502 cond-mat.

B. Schonfeld, C. R. Sax, J. Zemp, M. Engelke, P. Boesecke,
T. Kresse, T. Boll, T. Al-Kassab, O. E. Peil, and A. V.
Ruban, “Local Order in Cr-Fe-Co-Ni: Experiment and
Electronic Structure Calculations”, Physical Review B
(2019), DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.014206.

Koji Inoue, Shuhei Yoshida, and Nobuhiro Tsuji, “Di-
rect Observation of Local Chemical Ordering in a Few
Nanometer Range in CoCrNi Medium-Entropy Alloy by
Atom Probe Tomography and Its Impact on Mechanical
Properties”, Physical Review Materials (2021), 1SSN: 2475-
9953, DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.5.085007.

Xuefei Chen, Qi Wang, Zhiying Cheng, Mingliu Zhu, Hao
Zhou, Ping Jiang, Lingling Zhou, Qiqi Xue, Fuping Yuan,
Jing Zhu, Xiaolei Wu, and En Ma, “Direct Observation
of Chemical Short-Range Order in a Medium-Entropy
Alloy”, Nature (2021), 1SSN: 1476-4687, DOI: 10 . 1038/
s41586-021-03428-z.

Lingling Zhou, Qi Wang, Jing Wang, Xuefei Chen, Ping
Jiang, Hao Zhou, Fuping Yuan, Xiaolei Wu, Zhiying
Cheng, and En Ma, “Atomic-Scale Evidence of Chemical
Short-Range Order in CrCoNi Medium-Entropy Alloy”,
Acta Materialia (2022), 1SSN: 1359-6454, DOI: 10.1016/7 .
actamat.2021.117490.

Francisco Gil Coury, Cody Miller, Robert Field, and
Michael Kaufman, “On the origin of diffuse intensities
in fec electron diffraction patterns”, Nature (2023), DOI:
10.1038/s41586-023-06530-6.

Killian Sheriff, Yifan Cao, Tess Smidt, and Rodrigo Fre-
itas, “Quantifying chemical short-range order in metallic
alloys”, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences
(2024).

Killian Sheriff, Yifan Cao, and Rodrigo Freitas,
“Chemical-motif characterization of short-range order
with E(3)-equivariant graph neural networks”, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2405.08628 (2024), arXiv: 2405.08628.

Alexander V. Shapeev, “Moment Tensor Potentials: A
Class of Systematically Improvable Interatomic Poten-
tials”, Multiscale Modeling € Simulation (2016), ISSN:
1540-3459, 1540-3467, po1: 10.1137/15M1054183.

A.P. Thompson, L.P. Swiler, C.R. Trott, S.M. Foiles, and
G.J. Tucker, “Spectral neighbor analysis method for au-
tomated generation of quantum-accurate interatomic po-
tentials”, Journal of Computational Physics (2015), ISSN:
0021-9991, DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2014.
12.018.

Jorg Behler and Michele Parrinello, “Generalized neural-
network representation of high-dimensional potential-
energy surfaces”, Physical Review Letters (14 2007), 1SSN:
00319007, por: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.146401.

Page 9 of 11

[28] Albert P. Bartdk, Mike C. Payne, Risi Kondor, and

Gébor Cséanyi, “Gaussian Approximation Potentials: The
Accuracy of Quantum Mechanics, without the Elec-
trons”, Physical Review Letters (2010), pOI: 10 . 1103/
PhysRevLett.104.136403.

Simon Batzner, Albert Musaelian, Lixin Sun, Mario
Geiger, Jonathan P. Mailoa, Mordechai Kornbluth, Nicola
Molinari, Tess E. Smidt, and Boris Kozinsky, “E(3)-
Equivariant Graph Neural Networks for Data-Efficient
and Accurate Interatomic Potentials”, Nature Commumni-
cations (2022), 1SSN: 2041-1723, DOI: 10 . 1038/ 541467 -
022-29939-5.

Albert Musaelian, Simon Batzner, Anders Johansson,
Lixin Sun, Cameron J. Owen, Mordechai Kornbluth, and
Boris Kozinsky, “Learning Local Equivariant Representa-
tions for Large-Scale Atomistic Dynamics”, Nature Com-
munications (2023), I1SSN: 2041-1723, por: 10 . 1038 /
s41467-023-36329-y.

Jun-Ping Du, Peijun Yu, Shuhei Shinzato, Fan-Shun
Meng, Yuji Sato, Yangen Li, Yiwen Fan, and Shigenobu
Ogata, “Chemical Domain Structure and Its Formation
Kinetics in CrCoNi Medium-Entropy Alloy”, Acta Mate-
rialia (2022), 1SSN: 13596454, DOI: 10.1016/j .actamat .
2022.118314.

Sheuly Ghosh, Vadim Sotskov, Alexander V. Shapeev,
Jorg Neugebauer, and Fritz Kérmann, “Short-Range Or-
der and Phase Stability of CrCoNi Explored with Machine
Learning Potentials”, Physical Review Materials (2022),
ISSN: 2475-9953, DoOI: 10 . 1103 / PhysRevMaterials . 6 .
113804.

Tatiana Kostiuchenko, Fritz Kérmann, Jorg Neugebauer,
and Alexander Shapeev, “Impact of Lattice Relaxations
on Phase Transitions in a High-Entropy Alloy Studied by
Machine-Learning Potentials”, npj Computational Mate-
rials (2019), 1sSSN: 2057-3960, DOI: 10.1038/s41524-019~
0195-7.

Tatiana Kostiuchenko, Andrei V. Ruban, Jorg Neuge-
bauer, Alexander Shapeev, and Fritz Kérmann, “Short-
Range Order in Face-Centered Cubic VCoNi Alloys”,
Physical Review Materials (2020), por: 10 . 1103 /
PhysRevMaterials.4.113802.

Xiang-Guo Li, Chi Chen, Hui Zheng, Yunxing Zuo, and
Shyue Ping Ong, “Complex Strengthening Mechanisms in
the NbMoTaW Multi-Principal Element Alloy”, npj Com-
putational Materials (2020), 1SSN: 2057-3960, DOI: 10 .
1038/s41524-020-0339-0.

Hui Zheng, Lauren T. W. Fey, Xiang-Guo Li, Yong-Jie
Hu, Liang Qi, Chi Chen, Shuozhi Xu, Irene J. Beyer-
lein, and Shyue Ping Ong, “Multi-Scale Investigation of
Short-Range Order and Dislocation Glide in MoNbTi and
TaNbTi Multi-Principal Element Alloys”, npj Computa-
tional Materials (2023), 1SsN: 2057-3960, po1: 10.1038/
s41524-023-01046-z.

Peijun Yu, Jun-Ping Du, Shuhei Shinzato, Fan-Shun
Meng, and Shigenobu Ogata, “Theory of History-
Dependent Multi-Layer Generalized Stacking Fault En-
ergy— A Modeling of the Micro-Substructure Evolution
Kinetics in Chemically Ordered Medium-Entropy Alloys”,
Acta Materialia (2022), 1SSN: 13596454, poI: 10.1016/7.
actamat.2021.117504.


https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-03846-0
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0145289
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.03502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.014206
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.5.085007
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03428-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03428-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2021.117490
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2021.117490
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-06530-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.08628
https://doi.org/10.1137/15M1054183
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2014.12.018
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2014.12.018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.146401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.136403
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.136403
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-29939-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-29939-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-36329-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-023-36329-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2022.118314
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2022.118314
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.6.113804
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.6.113804
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41524-019-0195-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41524-019-0195-y
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.4.113802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.4.113802
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41524-020-0339-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41524-020-0339-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41524-023-01046-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41524-023-01046-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2021.117504
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2021.117504

[38] Artur Tamm, Alvo Aabloo, Mattias Klintenberg, Malcolm

Stocks, and Alfredo Caro, “Atomic-Scale Properties of Ni-
based FCC Ternary, and Quaternary Alloys”, Acta Mate-
rialia (2015), 1SSN: 13596454, DOI: 10.1016/j.actamat .
2015.08.015.

Zhen Zhang, Zhengxiong Su, Bozhao Zhang, Qin Yu, Jun
Ding, Tan Shi, Chenyang Lu, Robert O. Ritchie, and Evan
Ma, “Effect of local chemical order on the irradiation-
induced defect evolution in CrCoNi medium-entropy al-
loy”, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences
(2023), DOI: 10.1073/pnas.2218673120.

Flynn Walsh, Mark Asta, and Robert O. Ritchie, “Mag-
netically driven short-range order can explain anoma-
lous measurements in CrCoNi”, Proceedings of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences (2021), DOI: 10.1073/pnas .
2020540118.

F. X. Zhang, Shijun Zhao, Ke Jin, H. Xue, G. Velisa, H.
Bei, R. Huang, J. Y. P. Ko, D. C. Pagan, J. C. Neuefeind,
W. J. Weber, and Y. Zhang, “Local structure and short-
range order in a NiCoCr solid solution alloy”, Physical
Review Letters (2017), pol: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.
205501.

[42] Yunxing Zuo, Chi Chen, Xiangguo Li, Zhi Deng, Yiming

Chen, Jorg Behler, Gadbor Csanyi, Alexander V. Shapeev,
Aidan P. Thompson, Mitchell A. Wood, and Shyue Ping
Ong, “Performance and Cost Assessment of Machine
Learning Interatomic Potentials”, The Journal of Phys-
ical Chemistry A (2020), 185N: 1089-5639, 1520-5215, DOT:
10.1021/acs. jpca.9b08723.

Jorg Behler, “Neural network potential-energy surfaces
in chemistry: a tool for large-scale simulations”, Physi-
cal Chemistry Chemical Physics (2011), por: 10. 1039/
clcp21668f£.

Albert P Bartdék, Risi Kondor, and Gébor Csanyi, “On
representing chemical environments”, Physical Review B
(2013)7 DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevB.87.184115.

[45] Ralf Drautz, “Atomic cluster expansion for accurate and

transferable interatomic potentials”, Physical Review B
(2019), pOI: 10.1103/PhysRevB.99.014104.

[46] Megan J McCarthy, Jacob Startt, Rémi Dingreville, Aidan

P Thompson, and Mitchell A Wood, “Atomic Representa-
tions of Local and Global Chemistry in Complex Alloys”,
arXiv (2023), DOTL: 10.48550/arXiv.2303.04311.

Andrea Di Cicco, Angela Trapananti, Silena Faggioni, and
Adriano Filipponi, “Is there icosahedral ordering in liquid
and undercooled metals?”, Physical review letters (2003),
DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.135505.

Hannes Jénsson and Hans C Andersen, “Icosahedral or-
dering in the Lennard-Jones liquid and glass”, Physical re-
view letters (1988), DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.60.2295.

Rodrigo Freitas and Evan J Reed, “Uncovering the effects
of interface-induced ordering of liquid on crystal growth
using machine learning”, Nature Communications (2020),
DOI: 10.1038/s41467-020-16892-4.

Samuel S Schoenholz, Ekin D Cubuk, Daniel M Sussman,
Efthimios Kaxiras, and Andrea J Liu, “A structural ap-
proach to relaxation in glassy liquids”, Nature Physics
(2016).

[61] Zijiao Zhang, Hongwei Sheng, Zhangjie Wang, Bernd Glu-

dovatz, Ze Zhang, Faso P. George, Qian Yu, Scott X. Mao,
and Robert O. Ritchie, “Dislocation Mechanisms and
3D Twin Architectures Generate Exceptional Strength-
Ductility-Toughness Combination in CrCoNi Medium-
Entropy Alloy”, Nature Communications (2017), ISSN:
2041-1723, por: 10.1038/ncomms14390.

J. Miao, C. E. Slone, T. M. Smith, C. Niu, H. Bei, M.
Ghazisaeidi, G. M. Pharr, and M. J. Mills, “The Evo-
lution of the Deformation Substructure in a Ni-Co-Cr
Equiatomic Solid Solution Alloy”, Acta Materialia (2017),
ISSN: 1359-6454, pOI: 10.1016/j.actamat.2017.04.033.

G Laplanche, A Kostka, C Reinhart, J Hunfeld, G Eggeler,
and EP George, “Reasons for the superior mechani-
cal properties of medium-entropy CrCoNi compared to
high-entropy CrMnFeCoNi”, Acta Materialia (2017), DOL:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2017.02.036.

Zhiming Li, Konda Gokuldoss Pradeep, Yun Deng, Dierk
Raabe, and Cemal Cem Tasan, “Metastable High-Entropy
Dual-Phase Alloys Overcome the Strength—Ductility
Trade-Off”, Nature (2016), 1SSN: 0028-0836, 1476-4687,
DOI: 10.1038/nature17981.

Rodrigo Freitas and Yifan Cao, “Machine-Learning Poten-
tials for Crystal Defects”, MRS Communications (2022),
ISSN: 2159-6867, DOI: 10.1557/s43579-022-00221-5.

G. P. Purja Pun, V. Yamakov, J. Hickman, E. H. Glaess-
gen, and Y. Mishin, “Development of a General-Purpose
Machine-Learning Interatomic Potential for Aluminum by
the Physically Informed Neural Network Method”, Phys-
ical Review Materials (2020), 1SSN: 2475-9953, DOIL: 10 .
1103/PhysRevMaterials.4.113807.

Susumu Fujii and Atsuto Seko, “Structure and Lattice
Thermal Conductivity of Grain Boundaries in Silicon by
Using Machine Learning Potential and Molecular Dy-
namics”, Computational Materials Science (2022), I1SSN:
09270256, pDOI: 10.1016/j.commatsci.2021.111137.

Albert P. Barték, James Kermode, Noam Bernstein, and
Gabor Csanyi, “Machine Learning a General-Purpose
Interatomic Potential for Silicon”, Physical Review X
(2018), 1sSN: 2160-3308, DOI: 10 . 1103 / PhysRevX . 8 .
041048.

Alexandra M. Goryaeva, Julien Déres, Clovis Lapointe,
Petr Grigorev, Thomas D. Swinburne, James R. Ker-
mode, Lisa Ventelon, Jacopo Baima, and Mihai-Cosmin
Marinica, “Efficient and Transferable Machine Learning
Potentials for the Simulation of Crystal Defects in Bcc
Fe and W”, Physical Review Materials (2021), 1SSN: 2475-
9953, DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.5.103803.

Zhenggang Wu, Hongbin Bei, George M Pharr, and Easo
P George, “Temperature dependence of the mechanical
properties of equiatomic solid solution alloys with face-
centered cubic crystal structures”, Acta Materialia (2014),
DOI: 10.1016/j.actamat.2014.08.026.

James R Morris, CZ Wang, KM Ho, and Che Ting Chan,
“Melting line of aluminum from simulations of coexist-
ing phases”, Physical Review B (1994), por: 10.1103/
PhysRevB.49.3109.

Nigel Saunders and A Peter Miodownik, CALPHAD (cal-

culation of phase diagrams): a comprehensive guide, Else-
vier, 1998, ISBN: 0-08-0421296.

Page 10 of 11


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2015.08.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2015.08.015
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2218673120
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2020540118
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2020540118
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.205501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.205501
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jpca.9b08723
https://doi.org/10.1039/c1cp21668f
https://doi.org/10.1039/c1cp21668f
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.184115
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.014104
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2303.04311
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.135505
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.60.2295
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-16892-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms14390
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2017.04.033
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2017.02.036
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17981
https://doi.org/10.1557/s43579-022-00221-5
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.4.113807
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.4.113807
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.commatsci.2021.111137
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.041048
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.041048
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.5.103803
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actamat.2014.08.026
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.49.3109
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.49.3109

[63] Zi-Kui Liu, “First-principles calculations and CALPHAD
modeling of thermodynamics”, Journal of phase equilibria
and diffusion (2009), DOI: 10.1007/s11669-009-9570-6.

Flynn Walsh, Anas Abu-Odeh, and Mark Asta, “Reconsid-
ering short-range order in complex concentrated alloys”,
MRS Bulletin (2023), pOI: 10.1557/s43577-023-00555~
y.

Jigyasa Nigam, Sergey N Pozdnyakov, Kevin K
Huguenin-Dumittan, and Michele Ceriotti, “Complete-
ness of Atomic Structure Representations”, arXiv preprint
arXw:2502.14770 (2023), pOL: 10 . 48550/ arXiv . 2302 .
14770.

[66] James P Darby, James R Kermode, and Gdbor Csanyi,
“Compressing local atomic neighbourhood descriptors”,
npj Computational Materials (2022), pOL: 10 . 1038 /
s41524-022-00847-y.

Michael J Willatt, Félix Musil, and Michele Ceriotti, “Fea-
ture optimization for atomistic machine learning yields a
data-driven construction of the periodic table of the ele-
ments”, Physical Chemistry Chemical Physics (2018), DOL:
10.1039/c8cp05921g.

[64

[65

67

(68

Nataliya Lopanitsyna, Guillaume Fraux, Maximilian A
Springer, Sandip De, and Michele Ceriotti, “Modeling
high-entropy transition metal alloys with alchemical com-
pression”, Physical Review Materials (2023), pol: 10 .
1103/PhysRevMaterials.7.045802.

[69] Flynn Walsh, Mingwei Zhang, Robert O Ritchie, Andrew
M Minor, and Mark Asta, “Extra electron reflections in
concentrated alloys do not necessitate short-range order”,
nature materials (2023), DOI: 10 . 1038 / s41563 - 023 -
01570-9.

[70] Howie Joress, Bruce Ravel, Elaf Anber, Jonathan Hol-
lenbach, Debashish Sur, Jason Hattrick-Simpers, Mitra L
Taheri, and Brian DeCost, “Why is EXAFS for complex
concentrated alloys so hard? Challenges and opportuni-
ties for measuring ordering with X-ray absorption spec-
troscopy”, Matter (2023), pol: 10.1016/j .matt.2023.
09.010.

[71] Flynn Walsh, Mingwei Zhang, Robert O Ritchie, Mark
Asta, and Andrew M Minor, “Multiple origins of ex-
tra electron diffractions in fcc metals”, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2811.10326 (2023), poL: 10 .48550/arXiv . 2311 .
10326.

[72] C Baruffi, M Ghazisaeidi, D Rodney, and WA Curtin,
“Equilibrium versus non-equilibrium stacking fault widths
in NiCoCr”, Scripta Materialia (2023), DOI: 10.1016/75 .
scriptamat.2023.115536.

Page 11 of 11


https://doi.org/10.1007/s11669-009-9570-6
https://doi.org/10.1557/s43577-023-00555-y
https://doi.org/10.1557/s43577-023-00555-y
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2302.14770
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2302.14770
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41524-022-00847-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41524-022-00847-y
https://doi.org/10.1039/c8cp05921g
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.7.045802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.7.045802
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-023-01570-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-023-01570-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matt.2023.09.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matt.2023.09.010
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2311.10326
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2311.10326
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scriptamat.2023.115536
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scriptamat.2023.115536

	Results
	Training strategy to manage chemical complexity
	Chemical SRO in the crystal phase
	Liquid stability and SRO
	Stacking-fault energy and phase stability
	Final training set
	Material properties with size-converged SRO
	Discussion and conclusion
	References

