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Abstract 

This study proposes the correlation between intrinsic and tracer diffusion coefficients, 

considering actual molar volumes of the diffusing elements established in guidance for 

Manning’s analysis. Manning established this correlation by assuming constant molar 

volume variation and mentioning the need for correction when molar volume is not 

constant. On the other hand, molar volume variation is never exactly constant, which 

may vary ideally (Vegard’s law) or non-ideally in solid solutions. A recent study in the 

binary systems indicates that consideration of molar volumes of the elements following 

the ideal variation, when actual non-ideal molar volume variation is not available, 

estimated more accurate data instead of consideration of constant molar volume 

variation. The same is expected for ternary and multicomponent systems. This could not 

be practiced earlier because of the non-availability of this correlation between intrinsic 

and tracer diffusion coefficients, but it is possible now with the analysis proposed in this 

article. This correlation for constrained diffusion couples, such as binary and pseudo-

ternary diffusion, is also established. Therefore, the outcome of this study is expected to 

bring a major change in diffusion analysis in ternary and multicomponent systems in 

future.  

 

1. Introduction 

The estimation of diffusion coefficients in ternary and multicomponent systems was 

made possible by Kirkaldy [1], extending the Matano-Boltzmann method established 

initially for binary systems [2, 3]. Frequently, this is referred to as the Matano-Kirkaldy 

method. By circumventing the problem of estimating the interdiffusion flux following the 

Matano method, which needs to identify first the Matano or initial contact plane of the 
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diffusion couple, Whittle and Green [4] proposed to extend the relations established by 

Sauer-Freise [5], Wagner [6] or Den Broder [7], which does not require to locate this 

plane. Locating the Matano plane is cumbersome in ternary and multicomponent 

systems, which does not give a unique value when calculated considering the 

composition profiles of different diffusing elements. This problem is witnessed even for 

constant molar volume variation in ternary and multicomponent systems, unlike the 

binary system [8]. Van Loo [9] similarly proposed the calculation of intrinsic flux at the 

Kirkendall marker plane, which does not need to locate the Matano plane compared to 

the method proposed earlier by Huemann [10] in guidance to the concept proposed by 

Matano for interdiffusion coefficients [3]. The same relation was later derived differently 

by extending the Wagner method by the author of this article [8]. The estimation method 

of intrinsic flux can be extended to ternary and multicomponent systems as well, similar 

to the calculation of the interdiffusion flux, although these fluxes are related differently 

to the diffusion coefficients in binary and ternary/multicomponent systems. We have 

only one interdiffusion coefficient and two intrinsic diffusion coefficients in a binary 

system compared to �� − 1�� interdiffusion coefficients and ��� − 1� intrinsic diffusion 

coefficients in ternary and multicomponent systems because of more complex 

diffusional interactions originated from the thermodynamic reasons [1, 11, 12].  

 The interdiffusion and intrinsic diffusion coefficients could be correlated in a 

binary system considering actual (ideal or non-ideal) molar volume variation [12]. 

However, the correlation between intrinsic and tracer diffusion coefficients was 

established by considering Onsager's cross phenomenological constants [13, 14], albeit 

for constant molar volume by Manning [15, 16]. This correlation was not established for 

actual molar volume variation until very recently, although Manning mentioned the need 

for correction when molar volume variation is not constant [15]. The actual molar volume 

variation is never exactly constant since the lattice parameters of two elements are never 

exactly the same. In real systems, this may vary ideally or non-ideally [17]. Therefore, the 

current author recently established this correlation for a binary system, considering the 

actual molar volume filling the missing link [18]. Further, it is shown that consideration 

of ideal molar volume variation (rule of mixture, i.e. Vegard’s law) calculated from known 

molar volumes of diffusing elements in pure form produces far more accurate results 
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compared to consideration of the constant molar volume variation in the absence of 

actual molar volume data (i.e. if it varies non-ideally but data are not available). It should 

be noted here that molar volume does not always vary non-ideally, and in such cases, 

the data can be calculated very accurately (within the experimental error range) 

considering the ideal molar volume variation utilizing these newly established 

correlations in the binary system. 

The non-availability of intrinsic and tracer diffusion coefficients correlation for 

ternary and multicomponent systems, considering the cross-phenomenological 

constants of Onsager for actual (ideal or non-ideal) molar volume variation, is still an 

existing problem that needs to be solved. The data are calculated invariably considering 

constant molar volume variation, since the actual molar volume variation, if non-ideal, 

is not known. However, we should be able to calculate more accurate data considering 

the ideal molar volume variation, which can be calculated from the known molar 

volumes of the pure elements. On the other hand, this correlation has yet to be 

established, considering the ideal or non-ideal variation of the ternary and 

multicomponent systems. Therefore, the correlation between intrinsic and tracer 

diffusion coefficients considering cross-phenomenological constants and actual 

(ideal/non-ideal) molar volume in guidance to Manning’s analysis is derived first in this 

article. A different strategy for this derivation is implemented compared to the recently 

followed strategy for binary systems because of the difference in certain binary and 

ternary/multi-component equation schemes.  The same is also derived for pseudo-

binary and pseudo-ternary diffusion couples [19-22], which have been recently 

established as new experimental methods in multicomponent systems. Until now, the 

diffusion coefficients have been invariably calculated, considering the constant molar 

volume variation since the actual molar volume variations are unknown. The outcome of 

this study highlights the need to adopt this estimation strategy, considering at least the 

ideal molar volume variation compared to the strategy followed until now, considering 

the constant molar volume. One can use this same correlation if the system has non-

ideal molar volume variation and is made available in future. This study will majorly 

impact overhauling diffusion analysis in ternary and multicomponent systems. 
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2. Conventional ternary and multicomponent diffusion couples 

This section will consider the relations in conventional diffusion couples in which all 

elements produce interdiffusion profiles. The correlations for constrained diffusion 

couples, such as pseudo-binary systems, are established in the next section. 

2.1 Interdiffusion and intrinsic diffusion coefficients correlation considering the 

molar volume of elements 

Before establishing the correlations between intrinsic and tracer diffusion coefficients, 

the correlation between interdiffusion and intrinsic diffusion coefficients should be 

understood considering actual molar volume variation. Interdiffusion flux (��	), 

interdiffusion coefficients 
��	
� and concentration gradient ����
�� � in ternary and 

multicomponent systems for element i in a n component system without considering the 

dependent variable are related by [1, 11, 23, 24]  

��	 = − ∑ ��	
�

��

���
��           (1) 

From standard thermodynamic relation [12], we have  

∑ ��	��	�
	�� = 0         (2) 

Where ��	  is the partial molar volume of element i.  

Replacing ��� �= − ∑  !"
 !#

��	�$�
	�� � from Eq. 2 in Eq. 1 for expressing the correlation 

considering element n as the dependent variable, we have 

��	 = − ∑ ��	

��$�


��
���
��           (3a) 

Therefore, each interdiffusion flux is related to (n-1) independent interdiffusion 

coefficients, where ��	

� = ��	
 −  !�

 !#
��	�. For constant molar volume (assuming partial 

molar volume of elements ��� = ��� … . = ���  equal to an average molar volume �') this is 

related by  ��	

� = ��	
 − ��	�. 
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The interdiffusion flux can be directly calculated from the concentration profile following 

[4, 7] 

��	 = − �"
($�"

)

�* +�1 − ,�
∗� . ,�/0�∗

�)1 + ,�
∗ . �1 − ,���(1

�∗ /03     (3b) 

Where t is the annealing time of the diffusion couple and ,� = �"$�"
)

�"
($�"

) is the concentration 

normalized variable [7]. It should be noted here that the interdiffusion fluxes of different 

elements are related by [12] 

 ∑ ��	��	�
	�� = 0          (4) 

Therefore, considering element n as the dependent variable, the interdiffusion flux of 

element n is related to the interdiffusion fluxes of other (n-1) elements such that we have 

(n-1) independent interdiffusion fluxes related to total �� − 1�� interdiffusion 

coefficients.  

Similarly, the intrinsic flux of element i is related by [1, 11, 12]  

�	 = − ∑ �	
�

��

���
��           (5) 

Again, considering element n as the dependent variable and replacing Eq. 2 in Eq. 5, we 

have 

�	 = − ∑ �	

��$�


��
���
��           (6a) 

where �	

� = �	
 −  !�

 !#
�	�. Therefore, each intrinsic flux is related to (n-1) intrinsic diffusion 

coefficients. Since we have n intrinsic fluxes, there are total n(n-1) intrinsic diffusion 

coefficients.  

The intrinsic fluxes at the Kirkendall marker plane position �0'� can be calculated from 

[8, 9] 

�	 = − �
�* +�	

4 . ,�/0�5
�)1 − �	

$ . �1 − ,���(1

�5
/03      (6b) 

Following Darken, the interdiffusion and intrinsic fluxes of an element i are related to 

marker velocity (6'� in a diffusion couple by [25] 

��	 = �	 + 6'�	           (7) 
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We need to replace the marker velocity with intrinsic fluxes. Replacing Eq. 7 in Eq. 4, we 

have 

∑ ���	�	 + 6'��	�	� = 0�
	��          (8) 

Since ∑ ��	 �	
�
	�� = 1, we have  

6' = − ∑ ��	�	�
	��           (9) 

Replacing Eq. 9 in Eq. 7, we have  

��	 = �	 − �	 ∑ ��7�7�
7��          (10a) 

Replacing Eq. 3a and 6a in Eq. 10a, we have 

��	

� = �	


� − �	
∑ ��7�
7�� �7


� �         (10b) 

 

2.2 Correlation between intrinsic and tracer diffusion coefficients 

Manning [16] proposed the relation between the intrinsic and tracer diffusion 

coefficients considering Onsager’s formalism (Eq. 1) as 

�	 = − �"8"
∗

9:
�;"
<� − =>	�	

∗�?          (11) 

where = = �
�@A4�� ∑ B�8�

∗#
�CD

 and EF is the structure factor. In FCC crystal, this is 7.15 [15]. 

�?  is the flux of vacancies. The first term is related to Onager’s main phenomenological 

constant, and the second term is related to all the cross terms. 

We need to replace the vacancy flux term with tracer diffusion coefficients. The vacancy 

flux is related to the fluxes of elements by [12, 26] 

 �'�6 = − ∑ �G�G
�
G=1          (12) 

Replacing Eq. 11 in Eq. 12, we have 

�'�? = ���
�D8D∗

9:
�;D
<� + ���=>���

∗�? + ���
�H8H∗

9:
�;H
<� + ���=>���

∗�? … +���
�#8#∗

9:
�;#
<� + ���=>���∗�?   

��' − =���>���
∗ − =���>���

∗ … − =���>���∗��? = ���
�D8D∗

9:
�;D
<� + ���

�H8H∗

9:
�;H
<� … + ���

�#8#∗

9:
�;#
<�   

�? = �
 5$I ∑  !�B�8�

∗#
�CD

∑  !���8�
∗

9:
�

��

�;�
<�             (13)      

Replacing Eq. 13 in Eq. 11, we have  
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�	 = − �"8"
∗

9:
�;"
<� − >	�	

∗ I
 5$I ∑  !�B�8�

∗#
�CD

∑  !���8�
∗

9:
�

��

�;�
<�   

�	 = − �"8"
∗

9:
�;"
<� − �	�	

∗ I
�$I ∑  !���8�

∗#
�CD

∑  !���8�
∗

9:
�

��

�;�
<�   

�	 = − �"8"
∗

9:
�;"
<� − �JK�	�	

∗� ∑  !���8�
∗

9:
�

��

�;�
<�        (14)  

where JK = I
�$I ∑  !���8�

∗#
�CD

=
H

�LA(H� ∑ M�N�
∗#

�CD

�$
H ∑ O!�P�N�

∗#
�CD

�LA(H� ∑ M�N�
∗#

�CD

= �
@A ∑ B�8�

∗4�+∑ B�8�
∗$∑  !���8�

∗#
�CD

#
�CD 3#

�CD
  

This can be expanded for element i as 

�	 = − �"8"
∗

9:
�;"
<� − �JK�	�	

∗�  !D�D8D∗

9:
�;D
<� … − �JK�	�	

∗�  !"�"8"
∗

9:
�;"
<� … − �JK�	�	

∗�  !#�#8#∗

9:
�;#
<�   

                (15a) 

This, with its partial molar volume, can be expressed as 

��	�	 = −  !"�"8"
∗

9:
�;"
<� − �JK��	 �	�	

∗�  !D�D8D∗

9:
�;D
<� … − �JK��	�	�	

∗�  !"�"8"
∗

9:
�;"
<� … −

�JK��	�	�	
∗�  !#�#8#∗

9:
�;#
<�          (15b) 

Similarly, the Onsager formalism [13, 14] for element i, considering its partial molar 

volume for constant pressure and temperature, can be expressed as  

��	�	 = −��	Q	�
�;D
�� … − ��	 Q		

�;"
�� … − ��	Q	�

�;#
��       (16) 

where Q		  is the main phenomenological constant related to the chemical potential 

gradient of the same element ��;"
�� � and Q	
  is the cross phenomenological constant of 

element related to the chemical potential element of another element j ��;�
�� � .                                                                   

Comparing Eq. 15b and 16, the Onsager phenomenological constants can be expressed 

with diffusion coefficients as 

Q		 = − �G�G
∗

RS 
1 + JT�!G�G�G
∗�         (17a)  

��	QGU = ��
QUG = JK
 !"�"8"

∗ !���8�
∗

9:         (17b) 
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For the sake of comparison to Fick’s law of diffusion relating intrinsic and tracer diffusion 

coefficients, the chemical potential gradient needs to be converted to the concentration 

gradient. The chemical potential gradient of element i can be expressed as 

�;"
�� = �;"

��D

��D
�� … + �;"

��"

��"
�� … + �;"

���#)D�

���#)D�
�� + �;"

��#

��#
��      (18) 

The chemical potential and activity �T	� of an element are related by V	 = V	
F + RSW�T	. 

Therefore, Eq. 17 can be expressed as  

�;"
�� = 9:�X�K"

��D

��D
�� … + �;"

��"

��"
�� … + 9:�X�K"

���#)D�

���#)D�
�� + 9:�X�K"

��#

��#
��    

�;"
�� = 9:�X�K"

�D�X��D

��D
�� … + 9:�X�K"

�"�X��"

��"
�� … + 9:�X�K"

��#)D��X���#)D�

���#)D�
�� + 9:�X�K"

�#�X��#

��#
��   (19) 

Replacing ��� �= − ∑  !"
 !#

��	
�$�
	�� � from Eq. 2, Eq. 19 can be rewritten as  

�;"
�� = 9:

�D
��X�K"

�X��D
−  D�D

 #�#

�X�K"
�X��#

� ��D
�� . . . + 9:

�"
��X�K"

�X��"
−  "�"

 #�#

�X�K"
�X��#

� ��"
�� +. . . + 9:

�#)D
� �X�K"

�X��#)D
−

 #)D�#)D
 #�#

�X�K"
�X��#

� ��#)D
��   

�;"
�� = 9:

�D
�Y	� −  D�D

 #�#
Y	�� ��D

�� . . . . 9:
�"

�Y		 −  "�"
 #�#

Y	�� ��"
�� . . . . . + 9:

�#)D
�Y	�$� − �#)D

B#
Y	�� ��#)D

��

  

�;"
�� = 9:

�D
�Y	�

� ��D
�� … + 9:

�"
Y		

� ��"
�� … + 9:

�#)D
Y	��$��

� ��#)D
��     

�;"
�� = ∑ 9:

��
�Y	


� ���
��

�$�

��           (20a) 

where the thermodynamic factor considering component n as the dependent variable 

(Y	

� � and considering the actual molar volume of the elements (instead of constant 

molar volume variation) is expressed as  

Y	

� = �Y	
 −  ���

 #�#
Y	�� = �X�K"

�X���
−  ���

 #�#

�X�K"
�X��#

 . For constant molar volume, this reduces to 

Y	

� = �Y	
 − B�

B#
Y	�� = �X�K"

�X�B�
− B�

B#

�X�K"
�X�B#

, the parameter used in the equation scheme until 

now, considering the constant molar volume.  

Replacing Eq. 20a in Eq. 15a, we have  
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�	 = − �"8"
∗

9: ∑ RS
�U
�YGU

� ��U
�0

�−1
U=1 − �JK�	�	

∗�  !D�D8D∗

9: ∑ RS
�U
�Y1U

� ��U
�0

�−1
U=1 … −

�JK�	 �	
∗�  !"�"8"

∗

9: ∑ RS
�U
�YGU

� ��U
�0

�−1
U=1 … − �JK�	�	

∗�  !#�#8#∗

9: ∑ RS
�U
�Y�U

� ��U
�0

�−1
U=1     (21) 

Similarly, Eq. 6 expressing the intrinsic flux of element i can be expanded to  

�	 = −�	�
� ��D

�� … − �	

� ���

�� … . −�	��$��
�$� ��#)D

��        (22) 

Comparing Eq. 21 and 22, the intrinsic diffusion coefficient can be expressed as 

�	

� = �G

�

�G

∗Y	

� + 
JT�G�G

∗� �1
�


�!1�1
∗ Y�


� + ⋯ + 
JT�G�G
∗� �G

�

�!G�G

∗Y	

� +. . . +
JT�G�G

∗� ��
�


�!���
∗ Y�


�  

�	

� = �"

��
�	

∗Y	

� 
1 + [	


�,K�        (23) 

Where the vacancy wind effect for the intrinsic diffusion coefficients for actual molar 

volume (ideal or non-ideal) is 

1 + [	

�,K = 1 + JT

]"�
# ∑ �!^�^�7

∗Y7

��

7�� = 1 + 2 ∑ �!^�^8`
∗]`�

##
`CD  

]"�
# aEb ∑ >^�^

∗ +2
∑ >^�^
∗ −∑ �!^�^�^

∗2
^=1

�
^=1 ��

^=1 c  

Note here that for constant molar volume ��	 = ��
 = �', Eq. 23 reduces to the equation 

derived by Manning [16] as 

�	

� = B"

B�
�	

∗∅	

� 
1 + [	


�,e�         (24)  

where [	

� = f

∅"�
# ∑ >7�7

∗∅7

��

7�� = �
@A∅"�

#
∑ B`8`

∗∅`�
##

`CD
∑ B`8`

∗#
`CD

 where ∅	

� = ∅	
 − B�

�#
∅	� = �X�K"

�X�B�
−

B�
B#

�X�K"
�X�B#

. Therefore, the thermodynamic factors (∅	

� � are calculated from activity (T	 ) vs. 

composition (>
�. For considering the actual molar volume variation (ideal/non-idea), the 

thermodynamic factor (Y	

� �  is calculated from activity (T	) vs. concentration 
�
 =

>
/�'� plot. Please also note that Manning did not express the equations with dependent 

variables, which are measurable parameters. He expressed the relationship for �	
  

instead of �	

� = �	
 − �	�  for constant molar volume. One can express �	
  and �	� 

considering the relation he proposed, and then Eq. 24 can be established by taking �	
 −
�	�  [16]. 

The actual molar volume variation in ternary and multicomponent systems is 

generally not known because of the absence of lattice parameter variation with 

composition. However, the lattice parameters of pure elements are always known, and 
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one can utilize this information to calculate and consider ideal molar volume variation. 

Analysis in the binary system earlier indicated that one could consider ideal molar 

volume variation when actual molar volume variation (if non-ideal although not 

necessarily) is not known without introducing significant error but is far better than 

considering the constant molar volume variation. For ideal molar volume variation, we 

have a fixed value of the partial molar volume of an element, let's say of element k (��7�, 

equal to the molar volume of this element ��'7�  in pure form throughout the composition 

range. Therefore, one can utilize the relation established in Eq. 23, replacing ��7 by �'7 . 

3. Diffusion coefficient correlations for constrained diffusion couples 

Because of the difficulties of intersecting (n-1) conventional diffusion profiles in 

multicomponent space for the estimation of interdiffusion coefficients, the concepts of 

constrained diffusion couples (i.e. keeping one or more elements constant), such as 

pseudo-binary (PB) and pseudo-ternary (PT) diffusion couple methods were established, 

which facilitate the estimation diffusion coefficients of either certain elements 

systematically [….] or all elements by designing the diffusion couples strategically in a 

combination of constrained and conventional diffusion couples [….]. The estimations 

following these methods have been conducted until now, considering the constant 

molar volume similar to that of conventional diffusion couples. The aim here is to 

establish equation schemes that consider the molar volume of elements.  

3.1 Pseudo-binary diffusion couple method 

Let us consider a n-component system in which elements 2 to (n-1) remain 

constant, and only elements 1 and n produce the interdiffusion profiles in a PB diffusion 

couple. Therefore, the interdiffusion coefficient of elements 1 and n can be expressed 

from Eq. 3 (for  
��H
�� , … ��#)D

�� = 0) as 

��� = −����
� ��D

��            (25a) 

��� = −����� ��#
��           (25b) 

In a PB diffusion couple, we have (from Eq. 2) 

������ + ������ = 0          (26) 
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Further, in the PB diffusion couple from Eq. 4, we have  

������ + ������ = 0          (27) 

Replacing Eq. 25 in Eq. 27, we have 

�������
� ��D

�� + �������� ��#
�� = 0         (28) 

Therefore, considering Eq. 26, we have only one interdiffusion coefficient in a PB 

diffusion couple (similar to the binary system), such that 

����
� = ����� = ��hi          (29) 

Similarly, the intrinsic diffusion coefficients can be expressed as 

 �� = −���
� ��D

��           (30a) 

�� = −���
� ��D

�� = −���� ��#
��          (30b) 

Note that the intrinsic flux can be expressed with element n as the dependent variable 

when related to the concentration gradient of element 1 or 1 as the dependent variable 

when related to the concentration gradient of element n. Therefore, 

���
� ��D

�� = −  !#
 !D

���
� ��#

�� = −  !#
 !D

���� −  !D
 !#

���� ��#
�� = ���� −  !#

 !D
���� = ���� ��#

��   

Further, note that elements 1 and n in a pseudo-binary diffusion couple will diffuse in the 

opposite direction. Therefore, ����
�  will be estimated with a negative sign since it is related 

to the concentration gradient of element 1 instead of element n, although it is related to 

the intrinsic flux of element n. Even the thermodynamic factor Y��
�  will have a negative 

sign that relates to the positive value of the tracer diffusion coefficient of element n. One 

may prefer to express this intrinsic flux with the concentration gradient of element n such 

that the intrinsic diffusion coefficient �����  has a positive value. This is similar to the 

analysis in a binary system, in which the intrinsic flux of an element is expressed with the 

concentration gradient of the same element.  

To establish the correlation between interdiffusion and intrinsic diffusion coefficients in 

a PB diffusion couple, replacing Eq. 30 in Eq. 8, we have 

�����  + �����  + 6'������ + ������ = 0  
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6' = − � !DjD4 !#j#�
 !D�D4 !#�#

          (31) 

Replacing Eq. 31 in Eq. 7, we have  

��	��,��  =  �	 −  �"
 !D�D4 !#�#

������ + ������ =  �	 − E	
hi��� + ���    (30) 

 Replacing Eq. 25 and 30 in the above equation, we have (let's say for ���, which will give the 

same outcome for considering ���� 

��hi
��#
�� = ���� ��#

�� − �#
 !D�D4 !#�#

�������
� ��D

�� + ������� ��#
�� �  

Replacing Eq. 26, we have  

��hi
��#
�� = ���� ��#

�� − �#
 !D�D4 !#�#

�−������
� ��#

�� + ������� ��#
�� �  

��hi =  !#�#
 !D�D4 !#�#

���
� +  !D�D

 !D�D4 !#�#
����   

��hi = k�hi���
� + k�

hi����          (31a) 

where k	
hi =  !"�"

 !D�D4 !#�#
 is a PB normalized variable. Note here that ����� + ����� ≠ 1 in PB 

system (since other elements are present which do not produce the diffusion profile) 

compared to ����� + ����� = 1 in a binary system of elements 1 and n. 

Therefore, this correlation in a binary system is expressed as 

��i = ������� + �������         (31b)  

where ��i  is the interdiffusion coefficient, �� and �� are the intrinsic diffusion 

coefficients of elements. 

Further, in a PB diffusion couple, since only two elements (1 and n) produce the diffusion 

profiles, Eq. 15a can be expressed as 

�	�� K�< �� = − �"8"
∗

9:
�;"
<� − �JK �	�	

∗�  !D�D8D∗

9:
�;D
<� − �JK�	�	

∗�  !#�#8#∗

9:
�;#
<�    (32) 

The chemical potential gradient can be expressed from Eq. 20 as 

�;D
�� = 9:

�D
�Y��

� ��D
��  and 

�;#
�� = 9:

�#
�Y��� ��#

��       (33) 
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Replacing Eq. 33 in Eq. 32, we have 

�� = −��
∗
�Y11

� ��1
�0 − �Jhi ����

∗������
∗
�Y11

� ��1
�0 − �Jhi����

∗������∗ �Y��
1 ���

�0      

�� = −��∗Y��
1 ���

�0 − �Jhi����∗������
∗
�Y11

� ��1
�0 − �Jhi����∗ ������∗ �Y��

1 ���
�0      

Replacing Eq. 26, we have 

�� = −��
∗
�Y11

� ��1
�0 − �Jhi ����

∗������
∗
�Y11

� ��1
�0 + �Jhi����

∗������∗ �Y��
1 ��1

�0      

�� = −��∗Y��
1 ���

�0 + �Jhi����∗������
∗
�Y11

� ���
�0 − �Jhi����∗������∗ �Y��

1 ���
�0    

Comparing the equations above with Eq. 30, we have 

���
� = ��

∗m�Y��
� + Jhi��������

∗
�Y��

� − ��∗ �Y��� �n = �1
∗Y��

� �1 + [��
hi �   (34a) 

���� = ��∗ mY��� − Jhi��������
∗
�Y��

� − ��∗ �Y��
� �n = ��

∗ Y��� �1 − [��hi�    (34b) 

Such that the vacancy wind effects are on elements 1 and n are �1 + [��
hi� and �1 − [��hi� 

such that [��
hi = fop�!1�1
�1

∗
�]DD# −��

∗
�]##D �

]DDD  and [��hi = fop�!�����
∗ 
�1

∗ ]DD# −��
∗
�]##D �

]##D . 

In this pseudo-binary system of diffusing elements 1 and n, we have  

Jhi = �
@A�BD8D∗4B#8#∗ �4�m�BD8D∗4B#8#∗ �$� !D�D8D∗4 !#�#8#∗ �n      (35) 

 

3.2 Pseudo-Ternary Diffusion Couple Method 

In a pseudo-ternary system (PT), let's say of elements 1, 2 and n, The interdiffusion 

coefficients Eq. 3 (for  
��q
�� , … ��#)D

�� = 0) can be expressed as 

��� = −����
� ��D

�� − ����
� ��H

��          (37a) 

��� = −����
� ��D

�� − ����
� ��H

��          (37b) 

Similarly, the intrinsic diffusion coefficients can be expressed as 

�� = −���
� ��D

�� −���
� ��H

��           (38a) 

�� = −���
� ��D

�� −���
� ��H

��          (38b) 
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�� = −���
� ��D

�� −���
� ��H

��          (38c) 

In a PT diffusion couple, replacing Eq. 38 in Eq. 8, we have 

�����  + ����� + �����  + 6'������ + ����� + ������ = 0  

6' = − � !DjD4 !HjH4 !#j#�
 !D�D4 !H�H4 !#�#

         (39) 

Replacing Eq. 39 in Eq. 7, we have  

��	��,��  =  �	 − �"
 !D�D4 !H�H4 !#�#

������ + ����� + ������      (40) 

Unlike the conventional ternary 1, 2 and n diffusion couple, where all the elements 

produce the diffusion profiles (such that ����� + ����� + ����� = 1), in a PT diffusion 

couple, these elements only produce diffusion profiles, keeping other elements constant 

(such that ����� + ����� + ����� ≠ 1. Two independent interdiffusion fluxes can be, 

therefore, expressed as 

���  =  �� − �D
 !D�D4 !H�H4 !#�#

������ + ����� + ������      (41a) 

���  =  �� −  �H
 !D�D4 !H�H4 !#�#

������ + ����� + ������      (41b) 

Replacing Eq. 37 and 38 in Eq. 41a, we have  

����
� ��D

�� + ����
� ��H

�� = ���
� ��D

�� +���
� ��H

�� − �D
 !D�D4 !H�H4 !#�#

+��� ����
� ��D

�� +���
� ��H

�� � +

��� ����
� ��D

�� +���
� ��H

�� � + ��� ����
� ��D

�� +���
� ��H

�� �3     (42a) 

Similarly, replacing Eq. 37 and 38 in Eq. 41b, we have 

����
� ��D

�� + ����
� ��H

�� = ���
� ��D

�� +���
� ��H

�� − �H
 !D�D4 !H�H4 !#�#

+��� ����
� ��D

�� +���
� ��H

�� � +

��� ����
� ��D

�� +���
� ��H

�� � + ��� ����
� ��D

�� +���
� ��H

�� �3      (42b) 

Comparing the 
��D
��  and 

��H
��  on both sides, we have  

����
� = ���

� −  !D�D
 !D�D4 !H�H4 !#�#

+���
� +  !H

 !D
���

� +  !#
 !D

���
� 3      (43a) 

����
� = ���

� −  !D�D
 !D�D4 !H�H4 !#�#

+���
� +  !H

 !D
���

� +  !#
 !D

���
� 3      (43b) 
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����
� = ���

� −  !H�H
 !D�D4 !H�H4 !#�#

+ !D
 !H

���
� + ���

� +  !#
 !H

���
� 3     (43c) 

����
� = ���

� −  !H�H
 !D�D4 !H�H4 !#�#

+ !D
 !H

���
� + ���

� +  !#
 !H

���
� 3     (43d) 

Therefore, a general equation can be expressed as 

��	

� = �	


� − k	
h: ∑  !`

 !"
�7


��
7��          (44a) 

where k	��,��
h: =  !"�"

 !D�D4 !H�H4 !#�#
 is a concentration-normalized variable in the PT diffusion 

couple. 

Instead of a PT system, if we consider a ternary conventional diffusion couple in which 

all the elements (1, 2 and n) produce the diffusion profile, we have ����� + ����� + ����� =
1, such that this interdiffusion and intrinsic diffusion coefficients can be expressed as 

��	

� = �	


� − �	 ∑ ��7�7

��

7��         (44b)  

Now, the correlation between intrinsic and tracer diffusion coefficients needs to be 

derived. Eq. 20 in a PT diffusion couple reduces to (since elements 3 to n-1 remain 

constant)  

�;"
�� = 9:

�D
�Y	�

� ��D
�� + 9:

�"H
Y		

� ��"
��          (45) 

Replacing this in Eq. 21, we have 

�	 = − �"8"
∗

9: �RS
�1
�YG1

� ��1
�0 + RS

�G2
YG2

� ��2
�0 � − �Jh:�	 �	

∗�  !D�D8D∗

9: �RS
�1
�YG1

� ��1
�0 + RS

�G2
YG2

� ��2
�0 � … −

�Jh: �	 �	
∗�  !H�H8H∗

9: �RS
�1
�YG1

� ��1
�0 + RS

�G2
YG2

� ��2
�0 � − �Jh:�	�	

∗�  !#�#8#∗

9: �RS
�1
�YG1

� ��1
�0 + RS

�G2
YG2

� ��2
�0 �  

           (46)  

Similarly, from Eq. 38, we have 

�	 = − ∑ �	

��


��
���
�� = −�	�

� ��D
�� −�	�

� ��H
��         (47) 

Comparing Eq. 45 and 46 for 
��D
��  and 

��H
�� , we have 

�	

� = �G

�

�G

∗Y	

� + 
JrS�G�G

∗� �1
�


�!1�1
∗Y�


� + 
JrS�G�G
∗� �2

�

�!2�2

∗Y�

� + 
JrS�G�G

∗� ��
�


�!���
∗Y�


�  
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�	

� = �"

��
�	

∗Y	

� 
1 + [	


�,K�         (23) 

Where the vacancy wind effect for the intrinsic diffusion coefficients is (for k = 1, 2 and n) 

1 + [	

h: = 1 + JrS

]"�
# ∑ �!^�^�7

∗Y7

��

7�� = 1 + 2 ∑ �!^�^8`
∗]`�

##
`CD  

]"�
# aEb ∑ >^�^

∗ +2
∑ >^�^
∗−∑ �!^�^�^

∗�
^=1

�
^=1 ��

^=1 c . 

 

 

4. Conclusion 

In this study, the correlation between different types of diffusion coefficients is derived 

considering the actual molar volume variation for ternary and multicomponent systems. 

It is true that the actual molar volume variations (if non-ideal) are not available in these 

higher-order systems. However, sometimes, the molar volume variation may follow the 

rule of mixture (Vegard’s law). In such a situation, this variation can be easily calculated 

from the known molar volumes of the pure elements. Sometimes, this variation may be 

actually non-ideal. However, one can still assume ideal molar volume variation for better 

calculation instead of assuming the constant molar volume practiced until now. The 

comparison of analysis in the binary systems [18] indicates this could be a better strategy 

for estimating data with much smaller error since the data calculated considering ideal 

or non-ideal molar volume variation in a solid solution are not very different. The outcome 

of this study, mainly by establishing the correlation between intrinsic and tracer diffusion 

coefficients considering the actual molar volume and Onsager’s cross 

phenomenological constant, will greatly impact diffusion analysis in ternary and 

multicomponent systems, overhauling the estimating method.  
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