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Abstract

The yield stress anomaly of L12 intermetallics such as Ni3Al or Ni3Ga is controlled by the so-called Kear-
Wilsdorf lock (KWL), of which the formation and unlocking are governed by dislocation cross-slip. Despite
the importance of L12 intermetallics for strengthening Ni-based superalloys, microscopic understanding
of the KWL is limited. Here, molecular dynamics simulations are conducted by employing a dedicated
machine-learning interatomic potential derived via physically-informed active-learning. The potential
facilitates modelling of the dislocation behavior in Ni3Al with near ab initio accuracy. KWL formation
and unlocking are observed and analyzed. The unlocking stress demonstrates a pronounced temperature
dependence, contradicting the assumptions of existing analytical models. A phenomenological model is
proposed to effectively describe the atomistic unlocking stresses and extrapolate them to the macroscopic
scale. The model is general and applicable to other L12 intermetallics. The acquired knowledge of KWLs
provides a deeper understanding on the origin of the yield stress anomaly.

Keywords: Yield stress anomaly; Dislocation cross-slip; L12 intermetallics; Molecular dynamics
simulations; Machine-learning potentials.

1 Introduction

Ni-based superalloys are used for turbine blades because they withstand thermal mechanical loadings
under high turbine-entry temperatures [1, 2]. Over several generations of these superalloys and
corresponding thermal barrier coatings, the turbine-entry temperatures have increased by 700K [3],
significantly improving the thermodynamic efficiency of aircraft engines. The outstanding thermal
resistance mainly originates from a high volume fraction of L12-ordered precipitates. In contrast to
common structural materials, the yield stress of certain L12 intermetallics, e.g., Ni3Al [4] or Ni3Ga [5],
increases with temperature, typically accompanied with an anomalously increasing work-hardening
rate. As this so-called yield stress anomaly (YSA) is pivotal for strengthening advanced alloys, the
steady increase of understanding YSA has been a key ingredient not only to the evolution of Ni-based
superalloys [1, 2, 6] and Co-based superalloys [7–9], and also for the development of L12 strengthened
high-entropy alloys [10,11].

However, the origin of YSA is still not satisfactorily clarified [6]. What is known from transmission
electron microscopy (TEM) on samples deformed in the temperature region of the YSA [12, 13] is that
the dislocations in Ni3Al exhibit a unique non-planar dislocation core structure—nowadays referred to as
the Kear-Wilsdorf lock (KWL). The dislocation core was shown to evolve through cross-slip [14, 15] in
which three planar defects are involved: two antiphase boundaries (APBs) on the (100) and (111) planes
plus a complex stacking fault (CSF).

Several analytical models [16–22] have been proposed to comprehend KWLs and their relation to YSA,
considering factors like the difference between the formation energies of the (111)APB and (100)APB [16],
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and torque interactions between the superpartials [17]. The “APB-jump” phenomenon observed in in situ
TEM experiments [14] brought forward a model based on the competition between the formation and
unlocking of the incomplete KWL [19]. An incomplete KWL is built up from APBs on both the (100)
and (111) planes while a complete KWL contains only an APB on the (100) plane (see Figure ?? in
Supplementary Material). A common limitation of existing models is the assumption of an athermal
unlocking process [19,21].

Despite the importance of KWLs, the understanding of their formation and unlocking is limited,
especially regarding the atomistic evolution during cross-slip. A close atomistic inspection is difficult
with experiments, but becomes feasible with atomistic simulations. For example, the embedded atom
method (EAM) has been used to investigate the dissociation of superdislocation in Ni3Al [23, 24],
to calculate the nucleation energy of the cross-slip process for a single dislocation [25, 26] and for
intersecting dislocations [27]. These simulation studies focused on energetics at 0 K and thus neglected
entropy contributions relevant at elevated temperatures. Recently, the temperature-dependent dislocation
dynamics of edge dislocation in Ni3Al has been investigated using EAM potential [28]. However, atomistic
simulations for the behavior of screw superdislocations, particularly when related to KWLs and cross-
slip processes at elevated temperatures, are still absent. This is presumably due to the limited accuracy
of existing potentials in predicting the energetics of planar defects, which prevents the occurrence of
dislocation cross-slip.

In the present study, a machine-learning interatomic potential (MLIP), specifically a Moment Tensor
Potential (MTP) [29, 30], is developed and utilized to simulate the dislocation activity in Ni3Al at near
ab initio accuracy and with inclusion of finite temperature effects. The most critical aspect in designing
MLIPs is the proper choice of the fitting dataset from density functional theory (DFT). To guarantee
an accurate description of the dislocation, we utilize a physically-informed active-learning scheme and
evaluate the MLIP specifically on the temperature dependence of the planar defect energies. The MLIP
enables the study of the unlocking of KWLs by shearing at different temperatures in molecular dynamics
(MD) simulations. Based on the obtained data, a phenomenological model for thermally activated KWL
unlocking is derived.

2 Results

2.1 Physically-Informed Active Learning

Active-learning (AL) [30] has been successfully used in different machine-learning studies [31,32]. However,
for the present purpose, the standard AL scheme cannot be applied due to the large, DFT-inaccessible
supercell size required to model a KWL (> 1 million of atoms). Hence, we devise a modified AL scheme, in
the spirit of two very recent schemes applied to large-scale silicon-oxygen systems [33] and to dissociated
partial dislocations [34]. The key idea is to decompose the KWL into its physically relevant parts which
can be modelled with (periodic) DFT. The choice of the relevant parts is guided by domain expertise and
is displayed in Figure 1(a). Besides the perfect bulk, which is clearly required as the basic fitting input,
we know that a KWL is formed by the (100)APB, the (111)APB, and the CSF. For the present shearing
simulations, we also need the (111) surface due to the boundary conditions. Additionally, we include the
superlattice intrinsic stacking fault (SISF), and Al and Ni vacancies into the fitting dataset for a broader
applicability of the MLIP, for example for investigations of creep properties.

For each such geometry a usual AL is performed at a high temperature (here 1600 K). The different
AL steps are executed successively in a row. We start with the perfect bulk AL and take the resulting
MTP as input to the next AL step for the (100)APB. This process continues for the remaining geometries
until a final MTP is obtained. The sequence is displayed in Figure 1(a). Fitting the MTP in such a
systematic way allows us to monitor the accuracy at each step. As usual, one measure of the MTP
accuracy is the root mean square error (RMSE) in energies and forces. The force RMSE stays almost
unchanged while the energy RMSE increases by a factor of 2.4 during the AL steps (cf. Figure 1(a)). The
final training errors of 1.59 meV/atom and 0.056 eV/Å are small considering the high temperature and
structural complexity of the fitting dataset.

An additional measure that we employ here and that gives us control over the accuracy in describing
the geometry of interest, i.e., the KWL, is the locally resolved extrapolation grade. The extrapolation
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Figure 1: Machine-learning potential design. (a) Flow-diagram of the proposed physically-informed active-
learning scheme. Every oval labelled “AL” represents a standard active-learning step for the indicated
geometry, i.e., bulk structure, (100)APB, (111)APB, CSF, superlattice intrinsic stacking fault (SISF),
Ni-vacancy, Al-vacancy, and a surface with its normal along the [100] direction. The atomic structures
are simplified for a better illustration. The blue arrows indicate the vectors of the relative shifts needed
to generate the planar defects. The input for each subsequent AL-oval is 1) the MTP from the previous
AL-step and 2) a set of AIMD configurations for the new geometry to provide basic structural information.
The root mean square errors (RMSEs) above each oval represent the fitting errors when completing the
respective AL-step. (b) - (d) Temperature-dependent Gibbs formation energies of the planar defects
predicted by the final MTP. (e) Driving force for the cross-slip process originating from the difference
of the two APB energies in combination with the anisotropic factor (cf. Equation (??) and the related
discussion in Supplementary Material). DFT results are from previous works [35, 36]. Dashed (EAM1)
and dotted (EAM2) curves show results from the EAM potentials modified by Mishin et al. [37] and Du
et al. [38], respectively.

grade is a metric that quantifies how far away a certain atomic configuration is located in phase space
with respect to the fitting dataset.1 The advantage is that no extra DFT calculation is required and thus
the grade can be computed for the target geometry even if a large supercell is required, as for the KWL.
Specifically, we utilize our final MTP to generate KWL snapshots for which we resolve the extrapolation
grade locally. We do this for the different MTPs obtained from our physically-informed AL scheme
and investigate how the grade changes along the sequence of AL steps (Supplement Figure ??). The
MTP trained with bulk structures only (MTP-bulk) describes the perfect bulk atoms (i.e., 98.8% of all

1Numerically, extrapolation by the MTP occurs if the grade is greater than unity. The higher the extrapolation grade
the severer is the extrapolation by the MTP.
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atoms) with a grade of ≲ 1 which indicates an interpolative behavior. Atoms belonging to the KWL are
revealed to have a slightly higher grade which indicates an extrapolative behavior. Upon inclusion of the
(100)APB and (111)APB geometries into the physically-informed AL, the extrapolation grade steadily
improves, reaching a grade of ≲ 1 also in the KWL region. The analysis of the local grade thus gives
increased confidence in the predictive capability of the MTP in the most relevant simulation region.

As a further quality measure, the final MTP is evaluated on the free energy surfaces for bulk Ni3Al, the
APBs, and the CSF, up to the melting point 1668 K. The thermal properties of perfect bulk Ni3Al are well
predicted by the MTP over a large temperature range (Figure ?? in the Supplementary Material). The
resulting temperature-dependent planar defect energies (red curves in Figure 1 from (b)-(d)) are likewise
in good agreement with the explicit DFT results (black curves) [35,36], in particular in the most relevant
temperature range for the KWL simulations around 1000K. Of special importance is the fact that the
internal driving force to form a KWL (Figure 1(e)), which originates from the difference of the two APB
energies in combination with the anisotropic factor (cf. Equation (??)) and which the two available EAM
potentials strongly under- or overestimate, is close to DFT for the MTP.

2.2 Formation of KWL

With the optimized MTP, the KWL can be readily created. Figure 2 documents the formation of an
incomplete KWL as observed in an MD simulation at 980 K (without external loading). The corresponding
dislocation core configurations are detailed in Section ?? in the Supplementary Materials. In additional
test simulations with EAM potentials [37, 38], such a spontaneous KWL formation is not observed at
similar temperatures.2

Snapshots (a) to (c) illustrate the first cross-slip process required to form a KWL. In snapshot (a),
the dislocation is initially fully dissociated on the (111) plane, with each superpartial split into a pair
of Shockley partials separated by a CSF ribbon. Then, the lower superpartial cross-slips from the (111)
plane to the (1̄1̄1) plane, partially in (b) and fully in (c). At 1234 ps, the second cross-slip of the lower
superpartial, from the (1̄1̄1) plane to another (111) plane, is initiated (Figure 2(d)). When this double
cross-slip process is finished, an incomplete KWL has formed (Figure 2(f)).

It is worth noting that the distance between the original (111) plane and the (111) plane onto which
the superpartial moves during the second cross-slip process is 2δ (see the side view in Figure 2(d) and
(e) and the enlarged front view in Figure 2(g)), where δ labels the distance between the two nearest
atomic planes along the [111] direction. Our results are in agreement with a recent in situ scanning
tunnelling microscopy study [15] which reported 2δ at room temperature and mδ (with m ≥ 2) at higher
temperatures in Ni3Al (1 at.% Ta), however, without an interpretation. It is the strong internal forces
that drive the CSF ribbon in the lower superpartial away from the original (111) plane. An internal
torque due to the anisotropic elastic interaction between the two screw superpartials [17,40], indicated in
the side view of Figure 2(b) by the gray arrows, pushes the upper superpartial to the left and the lower
superpartial to the right (note that the Burgers vector points out of the paper plane). In the analyzed
simulation, the lower superpartial cross-slips first. (The leading and trailing superpartials have the same
probability to cross-slip onto a (100) plane, as indicated by Figure ?? in the Supplementary Materials.)
When it is located on the (1̄1̄1) plane, the repulsive force between the two superpartials (cf. double
headed arrow in the side view in Figure 2(d)) drives the lower superpartial to cross-slip again, now to the
(111) plane which is 2δ away from the original one. The observed atomistic shape of the cross-slipped
segment, specifically the well-defined 2δ distance over the full segment shown in Figure 2(g), supports the
previously suggested “double-jog” mechanism [18]. MD observations show that the jogs are highly mobile
and expand rapidly along the dislocation line. Incomplete KWLs with 3δ or 4δ likewise occur in the MD
simulations. They form by consecutive cross-slips of both of the superpartials.

The present MD simulations reveal the importance of the superpartial splitting and of the
corresponding CSF on the cross-slip behavior. This is a crucial insight, since available phenomenological
models [16, 18, 19] do not explicitly take into account the screw superpartial splitting into Shockley
partials. This approximation of considering only constricted superpartials favors 1δ-KWL formation
at low temperatures and renders 1δ-KWLs to be the intermediate state for forming mδ-KWLs at elevated

2Our calculations show that for the Mishin-EAM [37] a KWL forms for an overheated system at 1200 K and that no
KWL formation is feasible for the Du-EAM [38] within the typical MD time scale.
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Figure 2: Formation of an incomplete KWL at 980 K. Snapshots (a) to (c) display the first cross-slip from
a (111) to a (1̄1̄1) plane, and snapshots (d) to (f) the second cross-slip from the (1̄1̄1) plane to another
(111) plane. (g) Enlarged dislocation segments at 1234 ps. The dislocation structure is analyzed by using
the Dislocation Extraction Algorithm (DXA) in Ovito [39]. Green and red atoms highlight the APB
region and the CSF ribbon, respectively. For a clear illustration, atoms not related to the dislocation
core structure are removed. The gray tubes highlight Shockley partials and the blue ones constricted
superpartials.

temperatures. In contrast, the MD simulations show that a 2δ-KWL can form directly without an
intermediate 1δ-KWL. We conclude that this is due to the CSF ribbon spanning on the (1̄1̄1) plane. This
finding highlights the necessity to carefully consider the effect of the superpartial splitting into Shockley
partials and the CSF ribbon on the dislocation behavior.

2.3 Unlocking of KWL

The above-discussed KWL with the cross-slip distance of 2δ was sheared at different temperatures T and
shear rates γ̇. The unlocking of the KWL at temperatures ≲ 1000K involves a two-step cross-slip process,
in reverse order compared to its formation. Figure 3 shows a representative stress-strain curve in (a) and
selected dislocation structures at critical simulation times in (b).

The shear stress increases with strain at a slope of 45GPa until point (III) when full unlocking occurs.
At the earlier point (II), the trailing superpartial cross-slips from its nesting (111) plane to the (1̄1̄1)
plane (difference between the configurations in (I) and (II) in Figure 3(b)) accompanied by a small stress
drop. The second cross-slip of the trailing superpartial from the (1̄1̄1) plane to the (111) glide plane,
which hosts the leading superpartial and the APB, happens at point (III) and is followed by a rapid glide
of the dislocation (cf. perspective view (IV) in Figure 3(b)). Accordingly, a stress collapse is observed in
the stress-strain curve. After unlocking, the released dislocation either glides freely on the (111) plane or
cross-slips to a (100) plane forming a KWL again. The latter occurs in particular at higher temperatures.
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Figure 3: Unlocking of a KWL at T = 1000K and γ̇ = 5 × 10−6 ps−1. (a) Corresponding stress-strain
curve and (b) snapshots at representative times highlighting the evolution of the KWL during unlocking.
Snapshot (IV) has only a perspective view. The given times are referenced with respect to the time at
the shear strain of γ = 0.5%. Atom colors have the same meaning as in Figure 2. The moving direction,
i.e., the y-axis, is colored in blue.

An exemplary run at a slightly higher temperature of 1050 K is shown in Figure 4. Many cross-slip
events occur during this simulation and various distinct core configurations of the superdislocation are
observed. In addition to the 2δ configuration found for the KWL-formation and unlocking simulation
at lower temperatures, here, core configurations can also exist with larger δ values for the superpartials
separation, e.g., 3δ (snapshot at 320 ps), 4δ (1580 ps), 5δ (1820 ps), or 6δ (1980 ps). In contrast to the
initial KWL-formation, the double cross-slip events at larger separations occur in steps of 1δ, which is
a consequence of a smaller driving force. Some of the cross-slip events can be correlated with previous
TEM observations [14].

The “APB-jump” observed in in situ TEM experiments [14] is replicated on the atomic scale at a
shear strain of 1.05%, as illustrated in Figure 4 in the box labelled “APB-jump”. This kind of jump starts
from a core structure with two (111)APBs lying connected on two neighboring (111) planes. During the
APB-jump, the trailing superpartial cross-slips from the (1̄1̄1) to the lower (111) plane and glides on
this (111) plane by a short distance (2.7 nm), which reflects the (111)APB width corresponding to the
instantaneous loading state, before cross-slipping to another (1̄1̄1) plane.

Another kind of jump (labelled “dislocation-jump”) happens at a slightly higher strain of 1.17%, during
which the released dislocation moves shortly freely on the (111) plane but quickly gets stopped due to a
cross-slip event. This “dislocation-jump” is, from a broader perspective, similar to the previously observed
“long distance jump” [14] but different in the details of the mechanism proposed in that work. From the
MD snapshot at 1400 ps, it is the trailing superpartial that firstly cross-slips to another {111} plane
rather than the leading one. A more detailed analysis of the MD simulations shows the mechanism of
this “dislocation-jump” to be an inertia effect which asymmetrically impacts the motion of the leading
and trailing superpartials. The consequence are asymmetric elastic vibrations of the core structure on the
slip plane, different velocities of the leading and trailing superpartial, and eventually different cross-slip
rates. We speculate that this dislocation jump is related to the jerky movement of dislocations in L12
intermetallics and suggest further research in this direction.
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Figure 4: Unlocking of a KWL at T = 1050K and γ̇ = 5 × 10−6 ps−1. The given times are referenced
with respect to the time at γ = 0.5%. Atom colors have the same meaning as in Figure 2.

2.4 Temperature-dependent critical Stresses

Figure 5 shows the temperature-dependence of the stresses required to unlock a KWL. The lower stress
τ1 corresponds to the first cross-slip of the trailing superpartial. The higher stress τ2 reflects the highest
stress required to unlock the KWL, which can correspond for example to the second cross-slip of the
trailing superpartial or a dislocation jump (cf. discussion in Sec. 2.3). For both stresses, a strong decrease
with temperature is observed. In particular, the unlocking stress τ2 significantly drops by almost 40%
from 568MPa at 650 K to 351MPa at 1000 K, suggesting that in the temperature region of YSA, the
unlocking of KWLs has a substantial thermal contribution.
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Figure 5: Temperature-dependent critical stresses at a shear rate of γ̇ = 2 × 10−6 ps−1. Error bars are
determined from three statistical samples.

Above 1000 K, the two critical stresses exhibit significant statistical fluctuations. Within the
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available statistics, the averaged τ1 remains almost unchanged, whereas the unlocking stress τ2 increases
slightly with temperature. The latter is due to the increased cross-slip distances at high temperatures
(cf. Figure 4). In this temperature region, the weak temperature dependence indicates that the thermal
component required to constrict the Shockley partials is rather small and the unlocking process depends
mainly on the internal elastic interactions between two superpartials, i.e., the athermal component.

2.5 Phenomenological Model

With the atomistically obtained temperature-dependent unlocking stresses, we derive a phenomenological
model to predict the unlocking of KWLs, the essence of which is schematically depicted in Figure 6(a).
We decompose the effective stress τeff required to unlock a KWL into a static component τst that balances
the internal interaction and a thermal component τ∗ required to overcome the barrier of the thermally-
activated unlocking,

τeff(T ) = τst(T ) + τ∗(T ) = τat − τsoft(T )︸ ︷︷ ︸
static τst

+τ∗(T ), (1)

where, as indicated, τst is further decomposed into an athermal term τat and a softening term τsoft. The
thermal softening term τsoft accounts for, e.g., the reduced elastic constants at elevated temperatures.
The frictional force is implicitly taken into account by fitting to the unlocking stresses.

For a thermally-activated process, the energy barrier ∆H can be expressed as [32,41–43]

∆H = H0

[
1−

(
τ∗

τ∗0K

)p]q
, (2)

where H0 is the enthalpy when τ∗ is zero and τ∗0K is the stress to overcome the barrier at 0 K; p and
q are activation exponents, for which p = 0.5 is widely used for dislocations [21, 42, 43] and q = 3/2 is
considered to be general for thermally-activated processes [21,44].

The energy barrier ∆H is related to the strain rate γ̇ via [42,43]

γ̇

γ̇0
= exp

(
−∆H

kBT

)
, (3)

with γ̇0 a pre-factor and kB the Boltzmann constant. Combining Equations (2) and (3), the thermal part
τ∗ can be written as:

τ∗(T ) = τ∗0K

[
1−

(
−kBT

H0
ln

γ̇

γ̇0

)2/3
]2

. (4)

With increasing temperature, the term inside of the square brackets decreases from 1 at T = 0K to 0
at a temperature at which the process is fully activated and which we label T1. With the assumption of
a linear temperature dependence of the thermal softening term, i.e., τsoft(T ) = ϵ · T , the effective stress
reads

τeff(T ) = τat − τsoft(T ) + τ∗(T ) = τat − ϵ · T + τ∗0K

[
1−

(
−kBT

H0
ln

γ̇

γ̇0

)2/3
]2

, (5)

with the thermal term τ∗(T ) cut off at T1. We fit the unlocking stresses τ2 obtained from MD simulations
at different γ̇ and T (up to 1000 K) with the derived phenomenological model (Equation (5)) and obtain
the values given in Table 1. The resulting curves for the investigated strain rates are plotted in Figure 6(b).
While the static term τst, shown as the dashed line labelled “static”, demonstrates a slight temperature
dependence, the thermally-activated term τ∗(T ) represented by the distance between the fitted curve and
the “static” line rapidly increases with decreasing temperatures.

Table 1: Optimized fitting parameters for the phenomenological model in Equation (5).

τa (MPa) τ∗0 (MPa) γ̇0 (ps−1) H0 (eV) ϵ (MPa/K)
463.2 1661.2 4.88× 10−2 1.10 0.138

8



(a)

(111)trace

(1
00

)tr
ac

e

(100)APB

Shockley partials

CSF(111)APB

Superpartials

b y

z

x

(I) KWL

1. Moving up

2. Gliding

�eff

�eff

(IV) Unlocking

Elastic interaction
between superpartials

(II) Balance superpartials

�st

�st

��

��

Elastic interaction
between Shockley partials

(III) Constrict Shockley partials

Unlocking:
2�-KWL2�-KWL 

Formation: 
m�-KWL m�-KWL

Temperature T (K)
400 600 1200800 1000200

Temperature T (K)
400 600 1200800 1000200

S
tr

es
s��

(M
P

a)

���

���

���

�

S
tr

es
s��

(M
P

a)

���

���

���

�

���

����
(b)

(c)

CRSS

�*

�st

T1 T2

�eff

M
odel

extrapolation

1E-5
5E-6
2E-6

(1/ps)�

Static
Thermal

Figure 6: Phenomenological model describing the evolution of screw superdislocations in L12
intermetallics. (a) Schematic diagram for the decomposition of the effective stress to unlock a KWL.
The applied shear stress points into (⊗) or out of (⊙) the page. For simplicity, the lattice friction acting
against dislocation movement is neglected in the illustration. (b) Effective stresses fitted to Equation (5)
and the model extrapolation to the macroscale (gray curve). The colored symbols denote values from the
MD simulations and the corresponding solid curves represent the model fit at the given shear rates. (c)
Comparison between the macroscopic unlocking stress and the critical resolved shear stress (CRSS) (from
the 0.2% proof stress) [4].

3 Discussion

The proposed model, derived from atomistic simulations, can be employed to predict the macroscopic
unlocking stress and thereby to achieve a better understanding of the YSA. To this end, the macroscopic
process is treated as a collection of microscopic unlocking events of single dislocations, each of which
can be described by Equation (5) with the here obtained parameters (Table 1). This is reasonable
because the YSA is known to be mainly caused by cross-slip events that lead to an exhaustion of
single, mobile dislocations [15, 19, 21]. Therefore, the macroscopic unlocking stress can be obtained by
substituting the logarithmic term in Equation (5) with its macroscale counterpart ln (γ̇m/γ̇m,0), with γ̇m
and γ̇m,0 obtained from Ref. [4] and from Orowan’s Equation, respectively (see Supplementary Material
for details). The resulting temperature-dependent macroscopic unlocking stress is shown in Figure 6(b)
(gray curve). The thermal part of the macroscopic unlocking stress is leftwards shifted, i.e., there is a
smaller thermal contribution compared to the microscopic curves due to the longer accessible time frames
on the macroscale.

The calculated temperature-dependent macroscopic unlocking stress sheds light on the interpretation
of the YSA and the accompanying anomalous work-hardening rate, particularly when it is compared with
the measured critical resolved shear stress (CRSS) at 0.2% plastic strain for Ni3Al (black curve) [4], as
plotted in Figure 6(c). Two critical temperatures, T1 and T2, are relevant for the formation and the
unlocking of KWLs.

Formation of KWLs. The thermally-activated component τ∗ reduces with increasing temperature
and becomes zero at T1. Along with the decrease of τ∗, the formation of KWLs driven by internal

9



interactions becomes easier due to a reduced cross-slip barrier (without external loading). Therefore,
mobile dislocations have a rapidly increasing propensity to get exhausted, resulting in an increase of
the dislocation exhaustion rate. This interpretation is in agreement with experimental studies [20, 45].
The CRSS and the work-hardening rate θ0.2 (θ at 0.2% plastic strain) increase with temperature. From
T1 onward, a Shockley pair bound by a CSF ribbon can easily constrict and, consequently, most screw
dislocations transform into 2δ-KWLs due to the strong internal driving force. Since 2δ-KWLs with
constricted superpartials are only metastable, the superpartials further cross-slip along the (100) plane
to form mδ-KWLs with m > 2 or even complete KWLs, which require higher stresses to unlock. These
types of KWLs have been frequently observed in TEM studies at elevated temperatures [46, 47]. The
CRSS and the work-hardening rate θ0.2 increase with temperature at a faster rate.

Unlocking of KWLs. At T2, the CRSS reaches the stress required to unlock 2δ-KWLs as predicted
by the proposed model. The unlocking of 2δ-KWLs suppresses the formation of mδ-KWLs with m > 2,
thus reducing the exhaustion rate and the work hardening rate θ0.2. The work-hardening rate θ0.2
consequently reaches its maximum around T2. A similar conclusion was made in Ref. [48] where
various experimental measurements were carefully analyzed and in Ref. [49] where the YSA of three
L12 intermetallics with extreme values of planar-defect formation energies was compared. The here
obtained T2 = 970K compares well with the experimentally measured value of 800-850K at 0.2% plastic
strain [45,49]. Upon a further increase of the CRSS, mδ-KWLs with m > 2 can be unlocked, and at the
critical, maximal value of the CRSS, other gliding mechanisms become active, e.g., gliding on the (100)
plane [6] and the APB dragging mechanism [47].

The proposed phenomenological model does not only explain the macroscopic YSA of Ni3Al via
the evolution of KWLs, but also clarifies the role of the different planar defects on the YSA by the
decomposition into a “static” and a “thermal” component (cf. Figure 6). The difference in the two types
of APBs contributes mostly to the internal elastic interactions between the superpartials, determining the
magnitude of the static component (cf. Equation (??)). The CSF energy controls the thermally-activated
constriction of the Shockley partials. Note that the static component turns into the driving force during
the formation of KWLs acting against the thermal constriction.

The above discussion and the proposed model can be transferred to understand the yield behavior of
other L12 intermetallics, for example, Co-based intermetallics [8, 9] and L12 strengthened high-entropy
alloys [10]. To apply the model, the system-specific model parameters have to be determined. For
example, H0 can be obtained based on the CSF energy and dislocation interactions [50, 51]; τat is given
by the APB energies and the elastic anisotropic factor (cf. Equation (??)); ϵ can be evaluated from the
temperature dependence of the elastic constants. With these parameters, T1 and T2 are readily available.
In addition to regulating the formation of KWLs, T1 is also an important factor for determining the
activation of gliding systems on {100} planes, as previously pointed out for L12 intermetallics with high
CSF energy [49]. In this respect, the proposed model facilitates the establishment of general constitutive
laws for describing the yield behavior of L12 intermetallics. Tuning YSA for L12 intermetallics by tailoring
the formation energy of planar defects in silico is a promising avenue, for example, with the assistance of
high-throughput tools [52].

In conclusion, KWLs, the origin of YSA in L12 intermetallics, can be successfully formed and unlocked
in silico at the atomistic scale by using an ab initio-based and physically-informed machine-learning
potential. The simulations show a significant temperature dependence of the unlocking stresses, in contrast
to previous athermal predictions. To describe the unlocking stresses, we have derived a phenomenological
model that integrates both the athermal component and the thermally-activated component, and that
can be extrapolated to the macroscopic scale. By comparing the extrapolated results with experimental
values, two critical temperatures are identified, which are of crucial importance to predict the evolution
of KWLs. The atomistic simulations predict many cross-slip events, some of which reenact experimental
observations, such as the direct formation of 2δ-KWLs, the APB-jump, and the dislocation jump. The
applicability of the here-acquired knowledge and the phenomenological model to other L12 intermetallics
has been elaborated.
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4 Methods

4.1 Moment Tensor Potential

The moment descriptor Mµ,ν in the MTP formalism describes atomic interactions with both radial and
angular information according to [29]

Mµ,ν =
∑

j

fµ(|r⃗ij |, zi, zj) r⃗ij ⊗ · · · ⊗ r⃗ij︸ ︷︷ ︸
ν times

, (6)

in which fµ(|r⃗ij |, zi, zj) is the radial function for particle i (type zi at r⃗i) interacting with its neighbor j
(type zj at r⃗j); µ stands for the number of radial functions (depending on the level of the contraction
introduced next); r⃗ij ⊗ · · · ⊗ r⃗ij is a tensor of rank ν representing the angular interaction (⊗ denotes
the outer product). The scalar contractions of the moments Mµ,ν give the basis functions Bα. With
these basis functions, the local interatomic potential V (ni) for atom i with its environment ni is linearly
expanded as

V (ni) =
∑

α

ξαBα(ni), (7)

and the energy of the system is then obtained by

EMTP =
∑

i

V (ni). (8)

In practice, the number of basis functions is restricted by a degree-like measure, the maximum level levmax,
and, further, atomic interactions beyond a cutoff radius Rcut are neglected. To maintain high accuracy
at a computationally reasonable number of hyperparameters, a level of levmax = 12 and a cutoff radius
of Rcut = 5 Å were chosen. The weights of the energy and force contributions in the calculation of the
loss function were set equal to 1.0, 0.01 Å2, respectively, while stresses were not considered for training.

Ab initio molecular dynamics (AIMD) entering the MTP fitting dataset was performed for all
investigated structures at six different volumes at 1600K. The configurations from the AIMD for each
structure served as a preliminary information for training the MTP in the corresponding AL loop.

An AL-loop includes four steps: 1) get/train an MTP; 2) perform classic MD simulations with this
MTP to select new configurations; 3) perform DFT calculations for selected configurations and 4) go to
step 1). (For a detailed introduction see Ref. [30].) Classic MD simulations were run for 10 picoseconds
with the Langevin thermostat at a timestep of 1 femtosecond. MD snapshots were evaluated by calculating
the extrapolation grade γmv according to the maxvol algorithm [30, 53]. The threshold to break an MD
simulation was set to γbreakmv = 3.0 and the selection threshold to γselectmv = 1.5. An AL-loop was finished
if no configuration got selected in step 2), meaning that γmv for all MD snapshots was below 1.5. As an
exception, the AL-loop for the surface structures was run until the extrapolation grade was below 3.0.
This is sufficient for the surface structures since they are needed only for the free boundary conditions of
the shearing simulations and they have negligible influence on the dislocation behavior.

4.2 Density-functional-theory Calculations

The DFT calculations were performed by using VASP [54, 55] with potentials based on the projector
augmented wave (PAW) method [56] and within the PBE-GGA approximation [57] to the exchange-
correlation functional. A plane wave cutoff energy of 400 eV was used. Regarding the magnetic
contribution, which was concluded to have a significant influence on the formation energy of planar
defects in particular for the (100)APB [35], spin-polarization was considered in all the DFT calculations.
An MTP trained with a spin-unpolarized dataset was tested and the related discussion is provided in the
Supplementary Material (Section ??).

4.3 Free Energy Calculations

The Gibbs energy G(T ) was obtained via the Legendre transformation of the Helmholtz free energy F (T ),
which was computed according to

F (T ) = E0K + F qh(T ) + F ah(T ), (9)

11



with the total energy at zero-Kelvin E0K, the quasiharmonic contribution F qh(T ) and the anharmonic
contribution F ah(T ). While F qh was calculated by using the finite displacement method (pre- and post-
processing performed with Phonopy [58]), F ah was obtained by using thermodynamic integration from
the quasiharmonic reference to the full vibrational state,

F ah =

∫ 1

0
dλ⟨Evib − Eqh⟩λ, (10)

with λ the coupling factor between the full vibrational state with energy Evib and the qh-reference with
energy Eqh.

The Gibbs formation energy of the planar defects was then obtained as

∆Gform(T ) =
Gdefect(T )−Gbulk(T )

Adefect(T )
, (11)

with the Gibbs energies Gdefect and Gbulk of the planar defect and bulk supercell, respectively, and with
the area of the planar defect Adefect.

4.4 Molecular Dynamics Simulations

ATOMSK [59] was used to generate the initial dislocation configuration according to dislocation
theory [60]. Specifically, two 1/2 ⟨11̄0⟩ screw superpartials were inserted into the model, bound with
a (111)APB region, as shown in Figure ??(a). During relaxation, each superpartial dissociated into two
Shockley partials, generating a CSF ribbon in between. The dislocation model was made of 1.5 million
atoms with dimensions of 20.3 nm, 35.1 nm and 24.8 nm along the x, y and z-axis, respectively. The
dislocation line as well as the Burger’s vector were placed parallel to the x-axis. Periodic boundary
conditions were applied along the x- and y-direction while the boundary conditions along the z-direction
were shrink-wrapped.

MTP MD simulations were performed with LAMMPS [61]. To generate an incomplete KWL, the
model was first equilibrated at a higher temperature, e.g., 1000 K, to ensure the activation of the cross-
slip process within a reasonable simulation time frame. An incomplete KWL with a cross-slip distance
of w = 2δ was selected, quenched to 400 K, and then fully equilibrated at zero pressure. Before the
shearing simulations, three statistical samples initiated with different velocities were heated up to the
target temperatures in 10 ps and then fully equilibrated for 20 ps. All the MD simulations were performed
at a timestep of 0.001 ps.

For the shearing simulations, atoms located within a thickness of 9 atomic planes (≈ 1.9 nm) on the
top and bottom of the box were selected to apply the shear (brown regions in Figure ??(a)). These
atoms were treated with flexible boundary conditions to avoid spurious forces on the dislocation [62]. The
shearing direction was set along the x-axis (parallel to the Burger’s vector), such that the core of the
dislocation was moving along the y-axis.

The shearing simulations to unlock the incomplete KWL were performed at a set of strain rates
γ̇ = 1 × 10−5, 5 × 10−6, 2 × 10−6 ps−1 and temperatures T = 650, 700, 800, 850, 900, 950, 1000,
1050, 1100 K. Test simulations were also performed with γ̇ of 1 × 10−6 ps−1. For each temperature,
samples were pre-sheared with γ̇ = 1 × 10−4 ps−1 to a pre-strain γ0. Then the production calculations
were restarted by continuing shearing from the point of γ0 with the same atomic state, e.g., atomic
positions, velocities and forces. The pre-strain γ0 was selected such that there was enough time (more
than 100 ps) for equilibration before the occurrence of the first cross-slip, e.g., γ0 = 0.5% for simulations
with γ̇ = 1×10−5, 5×10−6 ps−1. A larger γ0 was used in the shearing simulations with γ̇ = 2×10−6 ps−1,
to make sure that unlocking is possible within a reasonable computational time (10 ns). Such a treatment
does not only increase the efficiency of the calculations, but also maintains the desired core structure (as
illustrated in Figure ??(c)) for high temperature simulations, e.g., at 1000 K. Note that utilizing a high
accuracy MTP and performing shearing at a rate of 2× 10−6 ps−1 (or even slower at 1× 10−6 ps−1) for
models containing more than one million atoms touches the limits of typical computational resources.
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S1 Kear-Wilsdorf locks
Figure S1 shows schematically the structural evolution of a screw superdislocation in Ni3Al, i.e., the formation
of a Kear-Wilsdorf lock (KWL). The involved planar defects are the antiphase boundaries (APB) on the (100)
and (111) planes and the complex stacking fault (CSF). In (b) a pair of Shockley partials constricts into one
superpartial, ready for cross-slipping. Depending on the cross-slip distance w, either an incomplete KWL
made of a (100)APB, (111)APB and CSF forms as shown in (c), or a complete KWL develops, for which the
superdislocation dissociates into two superpartials only spanning on a (100) plane (no (111)APB) as shown in
(d).
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Shockley 
partialsCSF (1

00
)tr
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w
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Figure S1: Schematic diagram of the formation of a KWL. (a) The core structure of a glissile superdislocation.
(b) Constriction of the leading superpartial. (c) An incomplete KWL and (d) a complete KWL.

S2 Atomistic model
The atomistic model of the core configuration of a screw superdislocation is shown in Figure S2. The superdis-
location dissociates according to

[1̄10] → 1

2
[1̄10]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
A

+ APB +
1

2
[1̄10]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
B

(S1)

→ 1

6
[1̄21̄] + CSF +

1

6
[2̄11]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
a1 and a2 on a (111) plane

+ APB +
1

6
[1̄21̄] + CSF +

1

6
[2̄11]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
b1 and b2 on a (111) plane

(S2)

→ 1

6
[1̄21̄] + CSF +

1

6
[2̄11]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
a1 and a2 on a (111) plane

+ APB +
1

6
[2̄11̄] + CSF +

1

6
[1̄21]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
b1 and b2 on a (111̄) plane

. (S3)

Equation (S1) expresses the dissociation of the superdislocation into two superpartials (blue lines labelled A
and B in Figure S2(a)). Each of the superpartials further dissociates into two Shockley partials (green lines
a1, a2, b1 and b2 in Figure S2(b)) according to Equation (S2) after relaxation. The green and red region
represent the (111)APB and the CSF, respectively. The core configuration described by Equation (S3) is the
intermediate state when superpartials cross-slip onto a (1̄1̄1) plane (equivalent to the (111̄) plane).
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Figure S2: Model of the ⟨1̄10⟩ screw superdislocation in Ni3Al. (a) Initial core structure with two superpartials
bound with a (111)APB. (b) Core structure after relaxation. Brown regions on the top and bottom of the
simulation box are used to perform shearing. The arrows represent the dislocation line directions. (c) and
(d) Atomistic models for core structures of two incomplete KWLs with a cross-slip distance of 0.5δ and 2δ,
respectively. (c) corresponds to the core configuration described by Equation (S3) and (d) to Equation (S2).
Structural analysis is performed by using OVITO [1] with the DXA algorithm [2]. Only atoms in the dislocation
core structure are shown. Green and red atoms represent the atoms in the APB and CSF regions.

When equilibrating without external loading, the leading and trailing superpartial have the same probability
to cross-slip onto the (100) plane, which is implied by Figure S3.

Figure S3: Core structure of the ⟨1̄10⟩ screw superdislocation in Ni3Al after equilibration without external
loading at 1100 K for 1 ns. Atom colors have the same meaning as in Figure S2.

S3 Physically-informed active learning
Table S1 records training set sizes and training errors of each active-learning (AL) step for a Moment Tensor
Potential (MTP). The length of the AL-steps after the bulk geometry AL-step are significantly reduced (less
configurations selected from AL and less learning iterations). Importantly, when adding a new structure, the
training errors change only slightly, indicating the stability of the input MTP potential from the previous step.
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Table S1: Training set sizes and fitting errors (RMSE: root mean square error) during the physically-informed
AL scheme.

Geometries
# of selected configurations RMSE # of learning
from AIMD from AL Energy (meV/atom) Force (eV/Å) steps

bulk 180 218 0.66 0.047 7
(100)APB 45 76 0.93 0.050 3
(111)APB 167 87 1.04 0.049 6

CSF 45 21 1.14 0.050 2
SISF 39 6 1.15 0.049 1

Ni-vacancy 45 42 1.16 0.050 2
Al-vacancy 45 44 1.38 0.050 2
(100)surface† 45 57 1.59 0.056 2
(111)surface* 0 0 1.59 0.056 0
† Since the dislocation activity does not depend directly on the surface atoms, the criterion for this AL-step is set as
θselect < 3.

* The MTP trained with the (100)surface configurations can likewise well describe the (111)surface.

S4 Prediction of elastic constants
The elastic constants of Ni3Al are provided in Table S2, including results from experimental and DFT studies.
The anisotropic factor A, also known as the Zener factor, is [3]

A =
2C44

C11 − C12
. (S4)

The shear moduli on the (111) plane along [112̄] and [11̄0] direction are [4]

µ112 =
3C44(C11 − C12)

C11 − C12 + 4C44
, (S5)

µ110 =
3C44(C11 − C12)

2(C11 − C12 + C44)
. (S6)

In general, C11 and C12 from the utilized MTP agree well with those from other studies, while C44 and A are
underestimated. Further, B, µ, µ112 and µ110 also show good agreement with previous studies.

Table S2: Elastic properties at 0K of Ni3Al in units of GPa (A is dimensionless). B, µ, and Y are the bulk
modulus, the shear modulus and the Young’s modulus, respectively. Data from literature are Prikhodko1999
at 300 K [5], Zhao2015-DFT [6] and Luan2018-DFT [7]. EAM results: Mishin2004 [8], Du2012 [9].

C11 C12 C44 B Y A µ µ112 µ110

MTP (this work) 231.8 150.3 106.6 177.5 191.3 2.62 72.5 51.28 69.28
Prikhodko1999-exp. 224.5 148.6 124.4 173.9 203.1 3.28 77.8 49.39 70.71

Zhao2015-DFT 232.7 154.5 123.0 180.6 204.0 3.14 77.8 50.61 71.82
Mishin2004 236.0 154.3 127.1 181.5 210.9 3.11 80.7 52.95 74.60

Du2012 242.6 149.3 130.3 180.4 223.4 2.79 86.4 59.35 81.55

S5 Atomic extrapolation grades
The atomic extrapolation grades θlocal are calculated by using the package MLIP-3 [10] with an extra function
for evaluating atomic neighborhoods. The functional form of the MTP remains the same as in MLIP-2 [11]
which has been mainly utilized in the present work. The local grades for the reference KWL structure
(Figure S4(a)) were calculated with different MTPs and are shown in Figure S4(b)-(d). “MTP-bulk” in
(b), “MTP-100APB” in (c), and “MTP-111APB” in (d) represent MTPs trained with bulk configurations,
bulk+(100)APB configurations, and bulk+(100)APB+(111)APB configurations, respectively, following the
scheme shown in Figure 1 in the main text. For the relevant discussion on Figure S4, please see Section 2.1 in
the main text.
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Figure S4: (a) Atomic environment around a KWL. (b) - (d) Atomic extrapolation grades around the selected
KWL environment.

S6 Performance of MTP
An alternative MTP was trained with a spin-unpolarized DFT dataset following the proposed physically
informed active-learning scheme, named as “MTP-NM” to distinguish it from the “MTP” based on the spin-
polarized DFT dataset. Its predictive performance is displayed in Figure S5 and S6. From Figure S5, there
is only a slight difference between the thermal properties of the MTPs trained with the spin-polarized and
nonpolarized DFT dataset. However, the Gibbs energies of the planar defects show significant difference
between these MTPs, as plotted in Figure S6. Specifically, the predicted Gibbs formation energies for (100)APB
and for (111)APB from “MTP-NM” are smaller than that from “MTP”. This is reasonable because magnetism
was reported to strongly influence the formation energy for (100)APB and (111)APB [12], in particular for
(100)APB. Overall, the MTP trained with spin-polarized DFT configurations shows a better agreement with
the full DFT results.
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Figure S5: Thermal properties of Ni3Al. Experimental data: α: circles [13] and stars [14]; B [5]; Cp [15].
EAM results: Mishin2004 [8], Du2012 [9].
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S7 Extrapolation of the phenomenological model
The pre-factor γ̇0 corresponds to the ideal plastic shear rate when dislocations are mobile, following Orowan’s
equation

γ̇0 = ρbv0, (S7)

with the dislocation density ρ, the length of the Burger’s vector b and the initial velocity v0. For Ni3Al,
the initial dislocation density ρm was taken to be 1 × 1012 m−2 [16]. v0 can be reasonably approximated as
the maximum velocity 1500 m/s from MD simulations [17]. Therefore, γ̇0,m is 7.575 × 105 s−1 for a ⟨11̄0⟩
superdislocation in Ni3Al with a Burger’s vector of 5.05 Å. The order of magnitude is comparable with the
typically utilized value of 1 × 107 s−1 in other studies [18, 19]. Setting the strain rate γ̇m = 2.3 × 10−4 s−1

as in compression tests [20], the model can be extrapolated to the macroscale, by introducing the logarithmic
term ln (γ̇m/γ̇0,m). A similar treatment has been successfully applied in a previous work [18].

S8 Static analysis based on elastic anisotropy theory
For a free dislocation (without external loading) spanning on the (111) plane (Figure S1(a)), there are internal
driving forces that can cause dislocation cross-slip. These internal driving forces come from 1) the difference
between the energies of the (100)APB and (111)APB [21] and 2) the elastic anisotropy causing a torque
interaction between the two screw superpartials [3], which has the form

τint(T ) =
1

b(T )

( √
3A

A+ 2
∆G111(T )−∆G100(T )

)
. (S8)
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