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Abstract 

Magnesium (Mg) alloys have emerged as promising materials due to their low density and 

high strength-to-weight ratio, offering a wide range of applications across multiple 

industries. Nevertheless, the inherent brittleness of Mg alloys poses a significant hurdle, 

necessitating innovative approaches to enhance their mechanical performance. Among the 

various strategies, manipulating stacking fault energy (SFE) has been a key focus, although 

primarily within the realm of binary alloys. This study investigates SFE in Mg alloys, 

focusing on ternary compositions. Utilizing first-principles DFT calculations, we analyze 

solute interactions and their influence on SFE, particularly in Mg-Al-X and Mg-Zn-X 

configurations. Predictive models are developed for estimating SFE effects, revealing 

solute pairs that mimic rare earth elements and show potential for improved ductility. The 
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findings contribute to fundamental insights into Mg alloy behavior, offering practical 

directions for designing advanced materials with superior mechanical properties. 

1. Introduction  

In the realm of materials science and engineering, the allure of Mg alloys has grown 

significantly in recent years, owing to their remarkable combination of low density, 

excellent strength-to-weight ratio, and good biocompatibility [1-3]. The pursuit of high-

performance Mg alloys is underscored by their potential to revolutionize the design and 

manufacturing of lightweight structural materials, offering a compelling solution for 

achieving enhanced fuel efficiency and reduced environmental impact [4, 5]. Despite their 

unique advantages, Mg alloys exhibit inherent brittleness, posing a substantial challenge to 

their widespread adoption [6]. This brittleness is attributed to several factors, among which 

the limited independent slip systems and high anisotropy of hexagonal close-packed (hcp) 

structure play a crucial role [7, 8]. In a hcp structure, there exist solely two independent 

slip systems within the basal plane, while other deformation modes, including twinning 

and non-basal slips, suffer from high activation barriers which render them difficult to 

operate at room temperature [9-12]. This results in the available deformation modes 

effectively falling short of the requisite five independent modes for achieving compatible 

deformation, thus poor formability at room temperature [10, 11]. Additionally, it has been 

demonstrated that the non-basal pyramidal I and II < c + a > dislocations may undergo 

transformation into basal dislocation structures, which would further contribute to the 

brittleness of Mg alloys [13, 14].  

Numerous efforts have been carried out, attempting to overcome the afore-mentioned 

challenges, in the design of Mg alloys. Various methods such as grain refinement and solid 



 

solution alloying have shown promise in improving the plasticity of Mg alloys. For 

instance, the addition of rare earth (RE) elements to Mg alloys has been found to 

significantly enhance elongation [15-19]. However, the exact mechanisms by which RE 

elements improve plasticity are still under debate. Some studies suggest that RE elements 

alter the I1 stacking fault energy (SFE) then enables nucleation and activity of < c + a > 

dislocations [15], while other research proposes that RE elements change the < c + a > 

dislocation cross-slip rates, thereby influencing the plasticity [13]. Despite the difference, 

these studies converge in recognizing the crucial relevance of SFE in Mg alloys. In this 

regard, considerable research efforts have been dedicated to understanding the role of SFE, 

and how one may modulate SFE through alloying [9, 11, 16-20]. For example, Muzyk's 

investigation demonstrated that Pd and Sn have the highest reduction on SFE of Mg, which 

decrease the energy barrier for partial dislocations and stacking fault formation greatly 

[16]. Datta et al. proposed that the addition of Zn would improve the ductility of the alloy 

with a reduced SFE [17]. Sandlobes et al. explored the correlation between ductility and 

SFEs in Mg and Mg-Y alloys [11]. In Yin’s study, they provided the effects of Y, Al and 

Zn solutes on all the pertinent SFEs in Mg and suggested that the enhanced ductility is 

related to the differing effects of solutes on the SFEs and dislocations of the two pyramidal 

planes [9]. The study conducted by Shang et al. on binary Mg95X revealed that the basal 

unstable I2 SFE demonstrates an approximately inverse linear association with the 

equilibrium solute volume [18]. The above studies are just a few among many that 

contributed great merits, particularly in the front of understanding the effect of solute 

elements on SFE in Mg alloys. However, those previous studies on SFE focused on the 

effect of single solute, while in commercially significant Mg alloys, two or more solutes 



 

are often considered in the alloy design. It has been demonstrated that in ternary or 

quaternary alloys, the overall effect of solutes is not a simple superposition of the individual 

contribution from each solute [19-21]. For instance, the basal slip's unstable SFE in Mg 

exhibited a more pronounced decrease in systems where both Y and Zn were 

simultaneously introduced compared to those resulted with individual additions of either 

Zn or Y [22]. Additionally, transmission electron microscope images revealed an 

augmented separation distance between two Shockley partial dislocations in Mg-Zn-Y 

alloys, affirming that the concurrent incorporation of Zn and Y results in a substantial 

lowering of SFE [23]. Besides, solute pairs were also found to exist in Mg alloys [19]. 

Therefore, it is important to study the interaction between solutes, and the role of solute 

interaction in affecting SFE of Mg alloys.  

The present study targets in addressing such need. Focusing on ternary Mg alloys, we 

calculated various solute-solute interaction energies and the resulted SFE in the presence 

of solutes. Particular attention is paid to the prediction of solute pair effects under different 

configurations on SFE. Based on the calculation results, several alternative elements to RE 

elements were come up with. We also discussed the implications of SFE change on non-

basal slip activation mechanisms. The results provide critical mechanistic information to 

the SFE in Mg alloys and practical insights for the design of new Mg alloys with improved 

mechanical properties. 

2. Methodology  

First-principles density functional theory (DFT) calculations were performed to study the 

SFEs of Mg alloys. For these calculations, a 96-atom supercell with 12 layers and a vacuum 

gap of 15 Å between periodically repeated slabs was used. In this study, 16 kinds of 



 

commonly used alloying elements, including Al, Ca, Dy, Er, Gd, La, Li, Mn, Nd, Sc, Si, 

Sm, Ti, Y, Zstn, and Zr were considered. The generalized stacking fault energy curves 

(GSFEs) were calculated using the slab shearing method [15, 16] where atoms above the 

slip plane are displaced by a shift along Burgers vector (b) relative to the atoms below, 

followed by relaxation in the direction normal to the slip plane. The unstable stacking fault 

and stable stacking fault energies, denoted as 𝐸௨௦௙  and 𝐸௦௙  respectively, can then be 

extracted from the GSFE curves obtained. To study the interaction behavior between 

solutes, another 96-atom supercell without vacuum gap was also built. For brevity, the 

supercells used for our calculations are illustrated in Fig. 11 and Fig. 12 in the 

Supplementary Information. For the study of solute interactions, the solutes were 

introduced by substituting Mg atoms on or at the close vicinity of the slip plane, and we 

can categorize these interactions according to the relative positions of the atoms within the 

solutes, specifically the three relative positional relationships, including two first near 

neighbouring positions (1NN and 1NN’) and one second near neighbouring position 

(2NN), as illustrated in Fig. 5.1a. The solute-solute interaction and solute-stacking fault 

interaction approach to zero as the distance between them increase [19, 23]. That implies 

only the solutes near each other and also near the stacking fault may have a significant 

effect on SFE. Therefore, solute interactions with the separation distance beyond 2NN are 

not considered. 



 

 

Figure 1 Schematic showing the (a) relative position of calculations the interaction 

between solutes and (b) the basal, prismatic and pyramidal II planes in a Mg unit cell. 

The influence of solutes on unstable SFEs (𝐸௨௦௙) and stable SFEs (𝐸௦௙) of basal, prismatic, 

and Pyramidal II slips were investigated (see Fig. 1b). As illustrated in Fig. 2, the solute 

atoms may sit at different locations, rendering the solute atom pairs assuming various 

configurations with respect to the slip plane. For the 1NN, 1NN’ and 2NN solute pairs we 

considered, the non-equivalent configurations were listed in Table 1. All the calculations 

were carried out using Vienna Ab-initio Simulation Package (VASP) have been performed 

on a series of ternary Mg alloys. The projector augmented wave method (PAW) was used, 

accompanying with Perdew–Burke–Ernzerhof (PBE) exchange-correlation functional for 

the generalized-gradient-approximation (GGA) [22-24]. A cut-off energy of 400 eV, and a 

7×7×1 Monkhorst-Pack k-point mesh were used in our calculations. Internal coordinates 

of atoms within the supercells as well as the shape of the supercells were fully relaxed by 

the first-order Methfessel-Paxton smearing method with the width = 0.1 eV.  Additional 

benchmark calculations were also performed to confirm that the dimensions of the 



 

supercell are sufficient. The energy and force convergence criteria were set as 10-5 eV and 

10-2 eV/Å, respectively.  

 

Figure 2 Configurations of site distributions of solute pairs in (a) basal slip (b) prismatic 

slip and (c) Pyramidal II slip. 

Table 1 The list of non-equivalent configurations for solute pairs, with the sites (c.f., Fig. 

2) assumed by the two solute atoms (denoted as X and Y) within the solute pair indicated. 

Slip system Configuration Solute X Solute Y Pair type 

Basal 

α1 3 4 1NN 

β1 3 5  1NN’ 

γ1 1 3  1NN’ 

δ1 2 3  1NN’ 

ε1 1 4 2NN 

ϵ1 4 5 2NN 

Prismatic  

α2 3 4 1NN 

β2 3 5  1NN’ 

γ2 1 3  1NN’ 

δ2 2 3  1NN’ 



 

ε2 1 4 2NN 

ϵ2 4 5 2NN 

Pyramidal 

α3 3 4 1NN 

β3 3 5  1NN’ 

γ3 1 3  1NN’ 

δ3 2 3  1NN’ 

ε3 1 4 2NN 

ϵ3 4 5 2NN 

 

3. Results and Discussion 

3. 1 Binding energy of solutes in Mg alloy 

To determine the interaction between solutes, we examined the binding energy 𝐸௕
௑௒ 

between two solute atoms X and Y, calculated using the formula below: 

𝐸௕
௑௒ ൌ 𝐸ሾMg௡ିଶXYሿ െ 𝐸ሾMg௡ିଵXሿ െ 𝐸ሾMg௡ିଵYሿ ൅ 𝐸ሾMg௡ሿ                       (1) 

where n is an integer denoting the total number of atoms within the supercell, 𝐸ሾMg௡ିଶXYሿ 

is the energy of the bulk with solute X and Y at first nearest-neighbors (1NN or 1NN’) or 

second nearest-neighbors (2NN), 𝐸ሾMg௡ିଵXሿ and 𝐸ሾMg௡ିଵ𝑌ሿ are the energies of a bulk 

with a single solute X or Y, respectively, and 𝐸ሾMg௡ሿ is the energy of a pristine Mg bulk. 

A negative binding energy is indicative of attraction between the two solutes while a 

positive binding energy signals repulsion. Part of the calculated binding energy data are 

shown in Fig. 3, from which several observations can be made. First, we see that for a 

solute pair, the two constituting elements arranged as either the in-plane 1NN or out-of-

plane1NN’, mostly exhibit similar binding energy values although exceptions exist. The 

similarity in binding energies for 1NN and 1NN’ comes from the sensitive to the distance 



 

between solutes not in or out of plane. Second, we can see a particular correlation between 

the binding energies of 1NN and 2NN. They are mostly of opposite sign, i.e., one would 

expect the binding energy of 2NN to be negative if the binding energy of 1NN is positive, 

and vice versa. Further examining the results from Fig. 3 with reference to the 

characteristics of the solute elements, listed in Table 2, we can see that the 1NN binding 

energy tends to exhibit a positive value if both solute atoms in the pair have larger radii 

than Mg (e.g., Ca-Nd, Ca-Gd, and Nd-Y), while the 2NN binding energy, on the contrary, 

would yield a negative value, indicative the solute pair as energetically unfavorable and 

favorable at 1NN and 2NN positions. This can be understood from the aspect of mechanical 

misfit. Both larger solutes in the pair bring high misfit volume and dilation strain. When 

the pair assumes a 1NN configuration where the solutes are within close vicinity to each 

other, the two dilation fields would have significant overlap, thus considerably raising the 

mechanical energy and the system energy. For the same reason, the solute pair with one 

larger solute and one smaller solute, exhibits opposite misfit volumes at the two solutes 

which may form a “complementary effect” [25], making the pair energetically favorable at 

1NN. Nonetheless, we see that there are exceptions to those afore-mentioned general 

observations. For instance, Ca and Mn always repel each other, regardless of the pair 

configurations. This may come from the huge electronegativity difference between the two 

solutes. Taking Gd-Mn, Gd-Zn and Mn-Nd as examples, the binding energy of them are -

0.18ev, -0.08ev, and -0.11ev, respectively. This means there are quite high attractions 

between these solutes. As a result, these solutes are very likely to form solute pairs or even 

clusters in Mg alloys. Their effects on SFE will be significantly different from that of a 

single solute and worthy to study. 



 

 

Figure 3 The binding energy of selected solute pairs. 

Table 2 Atomic radius and electronegativity of Mg and the solutes considered in this 

study. RX and RMg denote the atomic radii of the solute X and Mg respectively, while ElnX 

and ElnMg are the electronegativities of the solute X and Mg respectively. 

Solute Atomic radius (ai) 
ோ೉ିோಾ೒

ோಾ೒
 (%) Electronegativity  𝐸𝑙𝑛௑ െ 𝐸𝑙𝑛ெ௚ 

Mg 160 0 1.31 0 

Ca 197 23.13 1 -0.27 

Gd 180.4 12.75 1.2 -0.09 

Mn 

Nd 

Y 

Zn 

Zr 

140 

181.4 

180 

134 

160 

-12.5 

13.19 

12.5 

-16.25 

0 

1.55 

1.14 

1.22 

1.65 

1.33 

0.17 

-0.14 

-0.07 

0.23 

0.02 

 



 

3. 2 Effect of alloying on SFE in ternary Mg alloys 

According to the binding energy data obtained above, we note that there exist multiple 

alloy pair configurations yielding negative binding energies, indicative of attraction and 

these pairs being energetically favorable to form. Among these pairs, there are 1NN or 

1NN' pairs, and 2NN pairs. However, for 2NN pairs, our preliminary calculations indicated 

that the influence trend of 2NN is almost identical to that of 1NN. Therefore, in our SFE 

calculations discussed in the follows, we only consider 1NN or 1NN’ pairs. Also worth 

mentioning is that for the basal slip system, we examine both the stable and unstable 

stacking fault energies, i.e., basal 𝐸௦௙, basal 𝐸௨௦௙. Because stable stacking fault does not 

exist on prismatic plane [26]. And for pyramidal plane, as noted by Yin et al. [27], 

determining the 𝐸௦௙ on the pyramidal plane solely from the local minimum of the GSFE 

curve is inadequate. Therefore, we only examine their unstable stacking fault energies.  

We listed all the possible solute pairs that may formed between the 16 alloying elements. 

Next, we calculated the basal 𝐸௦௙, basal 𝐸௨௦௙, prismatic 𝐸௨௦௙, and Pyramidal II 𝐸௨௦௙ of Mg 

with these possible solute pairs. The results of these SFE under config α, in which the two 

solutes located in the same layer below the slip plane, were shown in Fig. 13. For basal 

SFE in Mg alloys, the solute pairs which decrease the 𝐸௦௙ will also decrease the 𝐸௨௦௙. Only 

a few solute pairs increase the SFE in basal plane. And most of them contain Mn, like Mn-

Ti, Mn-Al, Mn-Dy, from which we can deduce that Mn is a good choice if higher SFE are 

preferred in alloy designing. When it comes to the prismatic slip plane, the 𝐸௨௦௙  were 

decreased by up to 50% with RE-X solute pairs, such as Nd-Al, La-La. The situation for 

SFE in Pyramidal II becomes more complicated. More detailed analysis is necessary for a 

comprehensive understanding of the effect of solute pairs.  



 

 

Figure 4 The calculated and predicted results of (a) Mg-Al-X basal, (b) Mg-Zn-X basal, 

(c) Mg-Al-X prismatic, (d) Mg-Zn-X prismatic, (e) Mg-Al-X pyramidal and, (f) Mg-Zn-

X pyramidal SFE under config α 



 

 

Figure 5 The calculated results of (a) Mg-Al-X basal, (b) Mg-Zn-X basal, (c) Mg-Al-X 

prismatic, (d) Mg-Zn-X prismatic, (e) Mg-Al-X pyramidal and, (f) Mg-Zn-X pyramidal 

SFE under config β 

We here chose two series of typical Mg ternary alloys, Mg-Al-X and Mg-Zn-X, to further 

show the solute pair influence. The calculated SFE of the model with Al-X and Zn-X solute 

pairs under config α are shown in Fig. 4. As mentioned before, the two solutes were at the 

same layer near the slip plane. Since the two solutes located at the equivalent sites, we 

conjecture that the impact of the solute pair on SFE in this circumstance may be 

approximately equal to the combination of the impact of each single solute. Accordingly, 

the following equation was used to predict the effect of the solute pairs by adding the effect 

of each single solute and the SFE of pure Mg.  

𝐸ఈ
ெ௚ି௑ି௒ ൌ 𝐸௦௙

ெ௚ ൅ ሺ𝐸௦௙
ெ௚ି௑ െ 𝐸௦௙

ெ௚ሻ൅ሺ𝐸௦௙
ெ௚ି௒ െ 𝐸௦௙

ெ௚ሻ ൌ 𝐸௦௙
ெ௚ି௑൅𝐸௦௙

ெ௚ି௒ െ 𝐸௦௙
ெ௚         

(2) 



 

where 𝐸ఈ
ெ௚ି௑ି௒ is the SFE of MgN-2XY system under config α,  𝐸௦௙

ெ௚ is the basal stable 

SFE of pure Mg, 𝐸௦௙
ெ௚ି௑ and 𝐸௦௙

ெ௚ି௒ are the basal stable SFE of Mg-X and Mg-Y system, 

respectively. The effect of the single solute was from our previous research [25]. The 

prediction results were shown as the points in Fig. 4. Good agreement was achieved for 

both Mg-Al-X and Mg-Zn-X. The results of Mg-Mn-X in Fig. 14 also proved our 

hypothesis.  

As for the config β, the two solutes located at different layer. According to Yin et al.’s 

study on solute interaction with SF, the effect of solute that near the stacking fault layer 

play the dominant role. In this model, Al or Zn was near the slip plane. So, the effect of the 

solutes at second-near layer was minor. Especially for the 𝐸௨௦௙, it can be seen in Fig. 5 and 

Fig. 14 that the value of 𝐸௨௦௙ remain nearly unchanged with the solute pairs. 𝐸௦௙ slightly 

changed with the solute pairs and this change was corresponded with the single solute 

effect.  Therefore, we can roughly use 𝐸ஒ
ெ௚ି௑ି௒ ൌ 𝐸௦௙

ெ௚ି௑ to predict the SFE under config 

β. Or more accurately for 𝐸௦௙ we have: 

𝐸ஒ
ெ௚ି௑ି௒ ൌ 𝐸௦௙

ெ௚ି௑൅𝜃 ∗ ሺ𝐸௦௙
ெ௚ି௒ െ 𝐸௦௙

ெ௚ሻ                                         (3) 

where X is the solute near the slip plane, and Y is the one at second-near layer, 𝜃 is the 

corresponding coefficient obtained by linear fitting.  

 



 

 

Figure 6 The calculated results of (a) Mg-Al-X basal, (b) Mg-Zn-X basal, (c) Mg-Al-X 

prismatic, (d) Mg-Zn-X prismatic, (e) Mg-Al-X pyramidal and, (f) Mg-Zn-X pyramidal 

SFE under config α and γ 

Fig. 6 shows the calculation results of the 𝐸௦௙ and 𝐸௨௦௙ under config α and γ. To enhance 

the clarity of the observed trends, a modified scale was employed for the SFE under 

configuration α. In general, the SFE values under configuration α exceed those under 

configuration γ. With the exception of certain solute pairs such as Ca-Zn and Al-Zr, the 

influence trends of solute pairs remain consistent between configurations α and γ. 

Consequently, we can utilize the same approach as outlined in equation (2) to forecast the 

SFE under configuration γ. This similarity arises from the fact that both solutes are situated 

in close proximity to the slip plane. In configuration α, solutes are positioned below the 

slip plane, whereas in configuration γ, solutes traverse the slip plane.  

Another intriguing thing was found when we try to predict the SFE under config δ using 

machine learning (ML). The SFE shows a strong correlation with binding energies in the 



 

joint distribution of the training set. With the help of ML, the SFE under config δ can be 

derived by 𝐸ఈ
୑୥ିଡ଼ିଢ଼: 

𝐸ఋ
୑୥ିଡ଼ିଢ଼ ൌ 𝐸ఈ

୑୥ିଡ଼ିଢ଼ ൅ 𝜇 ∗ ሺ𝐸௕ିଵேே െ 𝐸௕ିଶேே൯                                          (5) 

where 𝐸ఋ
୑୥ିଡ଼ିଢ଼  and 𝐸ఈ

୑୥ିଡ଼ିଢ଼  are the SFEs with solute pairs under config δ and α, 

respectively. 𝐸௕ିଵேே and 𝐸௕ିଶேே denote the binding energy of the solute pairs at 1NN and 

2NN, respectively. In this study, basic regression techniques were employed to determine 

the value of μ. The anticipated outcomes of the SFE for all slip systems, as calculated using 

eq. (5), are presented in Fig. 7. The graphical representation demonstrates that the model's 

predictions align reasonably well with the DFT results. The mechanism underlying this 

model's performance in basal slip can be elucidated as follows: Initially, the solutes are 

positioned in the 1NN configuration, as illustrated in Fig. 15. In the stable stacking fault 

configuration, the distance between solute pairs is maintained at 4.50 Å, mirroring that of 

the 2NN configuration. Based on the configuration disparity, we postulate that the SFE is 

connected to the difference in binding energy between the 1NN and 2NN configurations. 



 

 

Figure 7 The calculated and predicted 𝐸௦௙ and 𝐸௨௦௙ under config δ. 

3.3 Potential Mg alloy designing solute pair candidates 

As mentioned at beginning, RE elements are beneficial to the ductility of Mg alloys. But 

the mechanism behind them is still under debating. More research is needed to have a better 

understanding of the RE element behavior during the deformation process. That is also 

why we performed the comprehensive study on SFE in ternary Mg alloys. Inspired by the 

idea of machine learning, there should be an approach to achieve high ductility Mg alloy 

designing without fully understanding the deformation mechanism. Since RE elements are 

favorable for deformation and SFE is a crucial parameter control the deformation. We came 

up with an idea that the solute pairs with similar SFE to RE elements may also have 

excellent ductility. To seek the potential solute pairs, the following equation was used to 

determine their similarity: 



 

𝛾஽ ൌ ∑ ൬
ఊ೔

ಾ೒ష೉షೊିఊ೔
ಾ೒షೃಶ

ఊ೔
ಾ೒ ൰

ଶ
ଷ
௜ୀ଴                                                   (6) 

where 𝛾௜
ெ௚ି௑ି௒ and 𝛾௜

ெ௚ିோா  are the SFE of Mg-X-Y and Mg-RE system, respectively. 

I=0, 1, 2, 3 refer to the basal stable SFE, basal unstable SFE, prismatic unstable SFE, and 

Pyramidal II unstable SFE, respectively. The smaller the 𝛾஽ is, the effect of solute pairs is 

closer to that of RE elements. After calculating all the possible solute pairs considered in 

this study, the 7 pairs possess the lowest 𝛾஽ were shown in Fig. 8. Among these, some 

compositions have already been proved with high ductility, such as Mg-Ca-Zn and Mg-

Sn-Zr [26, 27]. We believe these solute pair candidates will bring new inspiration to Mg 

alloy design. 

 

Figure 8 The non-RE solute pairs with lowest 𝛾஽ and their SFEs. 

As mentioned in section 1, limited number of independent slip systems in hcp mainly cause 

the low formability of Mg alloys at room temperature. Therefore, it’s necessary to active 

non basal slip to achieve better plastic deformation. To activate prismatic or pyramidal slip 



 

systems, it essentially requires reducing their unstable SFE on the slip plane. The average 

reduction effect ∆ of solute pairs on SFE under all configuration is defined as: 

 ∆ൌ 1/𝑛 ∑ ሺ𝐸௨௦௙
ெ௚ െ 𝐸௨௦௙

ெ௚ି௑ି௒௡
௜ୀ଴ ሻ/𝐸௨௦௙

ெ௚                                               (6) 

where n is the total number of the config, 𝐸௨௦௙
ெ௚  and 𝐸௨௦௙

ெ௚ି௑ି௒ are the unstable SFE of pure 

Mg and Mg-X-Y system. Then, we have 

𝛬௣/௕ ൌ
୼೛ೝ೔ೞ೘ೌ೟೔೎

୼್ೌೞೌ೗
  or 

୼೛೤ೝೌ೘೔೏ೌ೗

୼್ೌೞೌ೗
                                                     (7) 

when 𝛬௣/௕ ൐ 1, it means the solute pair has stronger reduction effect on non-basal SFE 

than that of basal SFE. The results of 𝛬௣/௕ of all the solute pairs that can reduce the non-

basal SFE were shown in Fig. 9. Logarithm value was taken to show the results more 

intuitively in Fig. 9a.  

 

Figure 9 (a) The logarithm value of 𝛬೛ೝ೔ೞ೘ೌ೟೔೎
್ೌೞೌ೗

 (b) 𝛬೛ೝ೔ೞ೘ೌ೟೔೎
್ೌೞೌ೗

 of selected solute pairs (c) 

𝛬೛೤ೝೌ೘೔೏ೌ೗
್ೌೞೌ೗

 of selected solute pairs 



 

Al-X series solute pairs all distributed in the red zone, which means they have strong 

reduction effect on basal SFE. The effect of Zn-X on basal and prismatic SFE is nearly 

the same since the value of 
୼೛ೝ೔ೞ೘ೌ೟೔೎

୼್ೌೞೌ೗
 is around 1. Zr-X solute pairs fell in the rightmost 

of figure. They significantly decrease the prismatic unstable SFE, thus making the 

activation of prismatic slip easier. It is worth noting that the values of Δ௣௥௜௦௠௔௧௜௖  to 

Δ௕௔௦௔௟ of some solute pairs are minus (shown in Fig. 9b). It indicated that these solute 

pairs would decrease the prismatic SFE and increase the basal SFE at the same time. It 

further lowers the anisotropy and makes benefit in ductility improvements. Only few 

solute pairs (mainly RE-X pairs) reduce the pyramidal unstable SFE. And the ratio of 

Δ௣௬௥௔௠௜ௗ௔௟ to Δ௕௔௦௔௟ shows that the reduction effect was not obvious on pyramidal slip 

plane. Therefore, lowering the activation energy of pyramidal slip may not be the reason 

of improvement of ductility by RE elements. 

These results can explain some phenomena in our experiments. Strong basal texture has 

always been found in pure Mg and Mg alloys due to the extremely low basal slip 

activation energy [29-32]. For other hcp metals with c/a ratio < 1.633, such as titanium 

(Ti), have relative lower prismatic SFE. Then the TD-split texture was commonly 

observed in Ti deformation. While the characterization upon annealing revealed that the 

TD-split texture was also generated in ZEK100 (nominal composition: Mg 98.8 Zn 1 Zr 

0.1 RE 0.1) and ZE02 (nominal composition: Mg 99.8 Nd 0.2). The RE element or the 

favorable Zr-RE solute pairs decrease the prismatic SFE and promote the basal poles 

splitting toward the TD. 



 

 

Figure 10 Macro-texture of fully annealed 550℃-solutionized (a) ZEK100 and (b) ZE-02 

4 Conclusion  

Our study delved into the binding energy between solutes, revealing intricate interactions 

that play a crucial role in the formation of solute pairs. This understanding is pivotal for 

anticipating the behavior of alloying elements in Mg alloys and their impact on SFE. 

Furthermore, the investigation extended to ternary Mg alloys, particularly focusing on Mg-

Al-X and Mg-Zn-X systems. Predictive models were proposed to estimate the effect of 

solute pairs on SFE under different configurations, providing practical guidelines for alloy 

design. The study identified several solute pairs with a strong potential to influence 

ductility in Mg alloys. By assessing the similarity of SFE patterns to RE elements, we 

pinpointed seven promising solute pairs. These candidates open avenues for novel 

inspirations in Mg alloy design, aligning with the pursuit of enhanced ductility. 

In conclusion, this research not only contributes to the fundamental understanding of SFE 

in Mg alloys but also offers valuable insights for the development of advanced Mg alloys 

with improved mechanical properties.  
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Supplementary Information 

 

Figure 11 Supercells used in calculating SFE of (a) basal, (b) prismatic, (c) pyramidal plane (The 

orange spheres are Mg atoms, the blue and grey spheres are respectively solute atoms X and Y) 

 

 

Figure 12 Supercells used in calculating binding energy with solutes locate at (a) 1NN, (b) 

1NN’, (c) 2NN (The orange spheres are Mg atoms, the blue and grey spheres are respectively 

solute atoms X and Y) 

(a) (b) (c) 



 

Table 3 Binding energies of selected solute pairs at 1NN and 2NN location 

Solute 

Pairs 

Eb 

1NN 

Eb 

2NN 

Solute 

Pairs 

Eb 

1NN 

Eb 

2NN 

Solute 

Pairs 

Eb 

1NN 

Eb 

2NN 

Al-Al 0.02 -0.03 Er-Er 0.01 -0.13 Mn-Th -0.60 0.08 

Al-Ca -0.07 0.06 Er-Gd 0.02 -0.15 Mn-Ti -0.86 -0.03 

Al-Dy -0.13 0.06 Er-La -0.02 -0.18 Mn-Y -0.17 0.03 

Al-Er -0.12 0.06 Er-Mn -0.23 0.02 Mn-Zn -0.01 -0.06 

Al-Gd -0.13 0.06 Er-Nd 0.01 -0.16 Mn-Zr -0.56 0.00 

Al-La -0.14 0.08 Er-Sc 0.01 -0.11 Nd-Nd -0.03 -0.20 

Al-Li -0.02 0.00 Er-Sm 0.02 -0.16 Nd-Sc 0.02 -0.13 

Al-Mn -0.15 -0.04 Er-Y 0.04 -0.15 Nd-Sm -0.01 -0.19 

Al-Nd -0.13 0.07 Er-Zn -0.07 0.06 Nd-Sn -0.18 0.05 

Al-Sc -0.11 0.04 Er-Zr -0.09 -0.14 Nd-Y 0.04 -0.18 

Al-Si 0.03 -0.04 Gd-Gd 0.02 -0.17 Nd-Zn -0.08 0.08 

Al-Sm -0.13 0.07 Gd-La -0.06 -0.19 Nd-Zr -0.05 -0.16 

Al-Ti -0.15 0.00 Gd-Mn -0.18 0.03 Pb-Pb 0.07 -0.02 

Al-Y -0.12 0.06 Gd-Nd 0.01 -0.18 Pb-Zn 0.04 0.00 

Al-Zn 0.02 -0.03 Gd-Sc 0.02 -0.12 Pb-Zr -0.01 0.01 

Al-Zr -0.17 0.02 Gd-Sm 0.02 -0.18 Sc-Sc -0.01 -0.09 

Ca-Ca 0.10 -0.10 Gd-Sr 0.13 -0.16 Sc-Sm 0.02 -0.12 

Ca-Dy 0.13 -0.12 Gd-Y 0.05 -0.17 Sc-Y 0.02 -0.12 

Ca-Er 0.13 -0.11 Gd-Zn -0.08 0.07 Sc-Zn -0.05 0.03 

Ca-Gd 0.13 -0.12 Gd-Zr -0.07 -0.15 Sc-Zr -0.12 -0.12 

Ca-La 0.10 -0.14 La-La -0.24 -0.22 Si-Si -0.06 -0.06 

Ca-Li 0.04 0.00 La-Mn -0.28 0.06 Si-Zn 0.00 -0.04 

Ca-Mn 0.07 0.04 La-Nd -0.12 -0.21 Si-Zr -0.24 0.02 

Ca-Nd 0.12 -0.14 La-Sc 0.01 -0.13 Sm-Sm 0.01 -0.18 



 

Ca-Sc 0.12 -0.08 La-Sm -0.08 -0.20 Sm-Y 0.05 -0.17 

Ca-Si -0.16 0.10 La-Y 0.00 -0.19 Sm-Zn -0.08 0.07 

Ca-Sm 0.13 -0.13 La-Zn -0.09 0.09 Sm-Zr -0.05 -0.16 

Ca-Sr 0.10 -0.12 La-Zr -0.10 -0.17 Sn-Sn 0.09 -0.03 

Ca-Y 0.14 -0.12 Li-Li 0.01 0.00 Sn-Y -0.14 0.05 

Ca-Zn -0.06 0.06 Li-Mn 0.06 -0.01 Sn-Zn 0.04 -0.01 

Ca-Zr 0.13 -0.10 Li-Si -0.03 0.00 Sn-Zr -0.11 0.02 

Dy-Dy 0.02 -0.15 Li-Y 0.10 -0.01 Sr-Sr 0.07 -0.16 

Dy-Er 0.02 -0.14 Li-Zn -0.02 -0.01 Th-Th -0.40 -0.27 

Dy-Gd 0.02 -0.16 Li-Zr 0.15 -0.03 Th-Zn -0.09 0.08 

Dy-La -0.04 -0.19 Mn-Mn 0.02 0.01 Th-Zr -0.28 -0.17 

Dy-Mn -0.21 0.03 Mn-Nd -0.11 0.04 Ti-Ti -0.36 -0.10 

Dy-Nd 0.01 -0.17 Mn-Pb 0.10 0.01 Y-Y 0.06 -0.16 

Dy-Sc 0.01 -0.11 Mn-Sc -0.29 0.00 Y-Zn -0.07 0.06 

Dy-Sm 0.02 -0.17 Mn-Si -0.35 -0.07 Y-Zr -0.05 -0.15 

Dy-Y 0.04 -0.16 Mn-Sm -0.14 0.04 Zn-Zn 0.00 -0.03 

Dy-Zn -0.08 0.06 Mn-Sn -0.01 -0.01 Zn-Zr -0.05 0.02 

Dy-Zr -0.08 -0.15 Mn-Sr 0.13 0.06 Zr-Zr -0.30 -0.14 

 



 

 

Figure 13 Basal 𝐸௦௙ (red points), basal 𝐸௨௦௙ (black points), prismatic 𝐸௨௦௙ (blue points), 

and Pyramidal II 𝐸௨௦௙ (green points) of Mg with possible solute pairs 

 

Figure 14 The calculated and predicted SFE of Mg-Mn-X and Mg-Zr-X series ternary 

alloys.  



 

 

Figure 15 Configuration of initial state and stable SF state of basal slip under config δ. 


