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Impurities can strongly influence dislocation behavior and thus impact plasticity. Quantifying
dislocation-impurity interactions in α-Fe from ab initio across a wide temperature range is challeng-
ing due to paramagnetism at elevated temperatures.

In this work, we investigate the energy profiles and segregation behavior of various 3d ele-
ments—V, Cr, Mn, Cu, Ni, and Co—in and around 1/2⟨111⟩ screw dislocations in α-Fe in fer-
romagnetic and paramagnetic state with the latter being modeled through both the disordered local
moment model and a spin-wave approach using ab initio methods. Our findings reveal that (1)
magnetic effects are large compared to elastic size effects, and (2) dislocation-impurity interactions
are dependent on the magnetic state of the matrix and thermal lattice expansion. In particular, Cu
changes from core-attractive in the ferromagnetic state to repulsive in the paramagnetic state.

Plastic deformation in metallic materials is largely gov-
erned by the creation, motion, and interaction of dis-
locations with impurities and other defects. Among
these mechanisms, dislocation-impurity interactions play
a key role. By alloying, one can control the type and
amount of impurities and potentially fine-tune the ma-
terial’s properties. This is particularly relevant in body-
centered cubic (bcc) alloys, which exhibit complex dislo-
cation phenomena compared to face-centered cubic (fcc)
alloys [1, 2]. At moderate temperatures, the deforma-
tion in such alloys is dominated by screw dislocations,
which move through a thermally activated process involv-
ing kink-pair nucleation and propagation [3, 4]. Despite
this complexity, important trends in yield strength can
be predicted based on the behavior of isolated 1/2⟨111⟩
screw dislocations in pure bcc metals [5, 6] or bcc alloys
[7–11].

Among those bcc materials, α-Fe in the form of ferritic
steel holds substantial technological importance [12]. Ab
initio description of this material is challenging due to
the complex magnetic states, which include ferromag-
netism (FM) at low temperatures and paramagnetism
(PM) above the Curie-Temperature TC in the form of
disordered moments.

At the dislocation core, the interaction between local
atomic coordination, volumetric changes, and magnetic
coupling exerts a significant influence on interatomic in-
teractions, which can be seen from the different magnetic
moments at the core [8, 13–16]. This phenomenon is par-
ticularly relevant when describing the strengthening ef-

fect of impurities, which arises due to their impact on the
energy barriers that dislocations must overcome to unpin
and glide. Alloying α-Fe with other 3d magnetic elements
introduces additional complex interactions that cannot
be fully explained by elastic size mismatches alone, com-
plicating the application of simpler models [17–19].

Only a few ab initio studies have investigated the en-
ergy profiles of magnetic impurity around dislocation
cores [10, 11], with the latter also examining the influ-
ence of the PM states on energy profiles. These studies
only focused on Ni and Cr, and as a result, they did not
discover impurities displaying altered segregation behav-
ior with increasing temperature.

In the present study, we investigate from first princi-
ples the impact of a broader range of 3d-element impuri-
ties (V, Cr, Mn, Cu, Ni, and Co) and magnetic states on
1/2⟨111⟩ screw dislocations in α-Fe alloys. We find that
for almost all elements in question, the interaction energy
changes sign when going from the low-temperature (FM)
to high-temperature (PM) state, with the strongest ef-
fect being observed for Cu. To check the robustness of
our results, we employ several different density-functional
theory (DFT) methodologies and two methods for treat-
ing the PM state. Furthermore, we test energy variations
due to the choice of the exchange-correlation (XC) func-
tional and the account of lattice relaxations.

Calculations are performed using the Vienna Ab-initio
Simulation Package (VASP) [20–22] with semicore p-
states included as valence states [23, 24], the Exact
Muffin-Tin Orbital (EMTO) method with full-charge
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density formalism [25, 26] (Lyngby version [27])—which
combines Green’s function-based DFT with the coherent
potential approximation (CPA) for total energy compu-
tations—and the EMTO-based Locally Self-Consistent
Green’s Function (ELSGF) technique [28, 29]. Green’s
function methods enable disordered local moment (DLM)
approximation for describing the PM state. As an alter-
native to DLM, we also use the Locally-Self Consistent
Multiple Scattering (LSMS) code [30–32] for carrying
out spin-wave method (SWM) [33] calculations, which
requires large supercells. The dislocations are modeled
with the dipole approach [34] with a 135 atoms base.
Effects of thermal expansion are taken into account by
considering two lattice constants: aLT = 2.8341 Å for
low T (LT) and aHT = 2.8893 Å for 973 K (HT), the
latter temperature being just below the Curie temper-
ature of 1043 K. Unless specified otherwise, the cal-
culations are done with the local density approxima-
tion (LDA) exchange-correlation (XC) functional in the
Perdew-Wang parametrization [35]. The motivation for
this choice is provided further in the text when we discuss
differences between results within LDA and generalized
gradient approximation (GGA).

We characterize the dislocation-impurity interaction
strength by evaluating the energy of the segregation
to the core, taken as the difference between the en-
ergy at a core site and a reference site in the bulk,
Eseg = Ecore

X→Fe − Ebulk
X→Fe, where X → Fe denotes an im-

purity X substituted at Fe site.
This quantity reflects the ability of an element X to

pin a dislocation. For core sites, we select one of the
three equivalent positions surrounding the screw disloca-
tion core (first shell in the differential displacement map
marked by a triangle Fig. 4), while the reference site, po-
sitioned as far as possible from the core, is located six
atomic shells away (rightmost site within the purple box
in Fig. 4).

The segregation energies, Eseg, calculated with ELSGF
in both FM and PM states for six different impurities (V,
Cr, Mn, Co, Ni, Cu) and for the two lattice constants are
presented in Fig. 1a. One can see very distinct trends in
different magnetic states. In the FM state at the LT
lattice constant, V, Cr, and Co exhibit positive segre-
gation energies close to zero, implying weak attraction
to the dislocation core. In contrast, Mn, Ni, and espe-
cially Cu have a strong tendency to segregate to the core.
Furthermore, changing from the LT to the HT value of
the lattice constant does not change the overall trend,
but just shifts the energies upward (toward more repul-
sive values) by a constant value of ∼ 0.08 eV. As to the
PM state, it is characterized by only a marginal volume
effect on Eseg, with V, Cr, and Co having energies sim-
ilar to their counterparts at aLT in the FM state. The
three other elements, Mn, Ni, and Cu, on the other hand,
demonstrate a behavior very different from that in the
FM state. Specifically, Mn has nearly zero negative seg-
regation energy, Ni exhibits weak attraction, while Cu
becomes a significantly repulsive impurity. Juxtaposing
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FIG. 1. Segregation energies to the dislocation core site for
3d-elements (V, Cr, Mn, Co, Ni, Cu) in bcc Fe. The energies
are calculated for both paramagnetic (PM) and ferromagnetic
(FM) states using ELSGF, EMTO, and VASP methods. (Str)
refers to a string chain of impurities along the z-direction,
while (Imp) represents a single impurity atom (dilute limit)
surrounded by Fe atoms along the z-direction. (a) effect of
thermal expansion by calculating at lattice constant for LT
and HT. (b) effect of the specific method and setup.

the most physically relevant cases of the FM state at aLT
and the PM state at aHT, we can conclude that most
of the elements under consideration— Cr, Co, Ni, Cu—
invert the sign of their interaction with the dislocation
core. At the same time, although the interaction energy
of Mn does not change sign, its absolute value drops dra-
matically, almost to zero. Only V shows practically no
variations with the magnetic state and seems to be af-
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fected only by volume.
The two groups of elements, (Mn, Ni, Cu) and (V, Cr,

Co), differ in another important aspect of their behav-
ior in different magnetic states. For the first group, the
segregation energy at the HT lattice constant goes up
when switching from the FM to the PM state, i.e., para-
magnetism at high temperature makes them more repul-
sive. The behavior is opposite for the second group of
elements, for which paramagnetism drives them more to-
ward attractive interactions (or, at least, less repulsive).
This has implications for the temperature dependence of
the segregation energy, as will be discussed later in the
text.

The trends described above are also consistent across
various impurity configurations and computational meth-
ods, as can be seen in Fig. 1b. In particular, we compare
two contrasting setups: a chain of impurity atoms along
the z-axis (denoted as “Str” in Fig. 1), and a single impu-
rity atom surrounded by Fe atoms along the z-axis (de-
noted as “Imp”). In the CPA-based EMTO, the latter
configuration is modeled as the dilute limit of the Fe-X
alloy at a respective site, while in cases of ELSGF and
VASP, a 4-layer structure along the z-direction is used.
For Mn in the FM state, the difference between different
configurations is the largest, due to the sensitivity of the
local magnetic moment of Mn to the local atomic con-
figuration. Therefore, the segregation energy—a small
quantity overall—is notably affected in this case: EMTO-
CPA yields approximately the value of -0.11 eV, while the
result for 4-layer ELSGF is -0.16 eV, highlighting the in-
fluence of impurity-impurity interactions. However, it is
clear from Fig. 1 that neither the differences between the
configurations nor the discrepancies between the meth-
ods alter the qualitative picture presented in Fig. 1a.

Other potential sources of uncertainty for our results
include the choice of the XC functional and the effect of
atomic relaxations. Our initial choice of LDA is moti-
vated by its better account of magnetic effects compared
to the common generalized gradient approximations
(GGA) in the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof parametrization
[36–39]. At the same time, the well-known LDA error in
determining the equilibrium volume is irrelevant in our
calculations, as the lattice constant is fixed to experimen-
tal values.

The effects of the XC functional and relaxations are
shown in Fig. 2, where we present the segregation en-
ergies of relaxed and unrelaxed impurity configurations
calculated with VASP in the FM state at aLT using LDA
and PBE functionals. First, it is worth noting that
our PBE values for Ni and Cr align well with those re-
ported in Refs. 10 and 11, even though the latter were
obtained with different methods. Compared to LDA re-
sults, the segregation energies within PBE are shifted up-
ward, causing V and Cr to switch from weak attraction to
weak repulsion. However, despite considerable changes
in the energies, the trends remain qualitatively consis-
tent with the ones obtained within LDA. Although one
can expect that gradient corrections could improve the
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FIG. 2. Comparison of segregation energies of impurities to
the dislocation core (Eseg) for 3d-elements (V, Cr, Mn, Co,
Ni, Cu) in bcc Fe. The segregation energies are evaluated
using both PBE and LDA functionals. Eseg is shown with
and without atomic relaxation (Relax) following impurity in-
troduction. (Str) refers to a string chain of impurities along
the z-direction, while (Imp) represents a single impurity atom
surrounded by Fe atoms along the z-direction.

energy in the non-centrosymmetric atomic environment
inside the core, we can also argue that PBE might bias
the results by overestimating magnetic exchange contri-
butions [37–39]. It is therefore difficult to say, which of
the two functional gives more accurate results, and we
stick to LDA for the reasons set out above.

The effect of relaxations is estimated using VASP by
allowing an impurity atomic configuration to relax and
comparing the obtained energy to the unrelaxed one. It
is important to keep in mind that here we talk only about
relaxations after the impurity substitution, the initial
core configuration of pure Fe being fully relaxed in the
FM state. The equilibrium dislocation structure in the
PM state is very similar to that in the FM state, with
both exhibiting the easy-core configuration, which was
found by via non-colinear DLM [16] and SWM [40] cal-
culations.

As seen in Fig. 2, the relaxation effects are practically
negligible for both LDA and PBE, despite the significant
lattice distortion around the core in pure Fe. A simi-
lar result has already been reported in Ref. 10 for Ni
and Cr. The outcome is not unexpected because the size
mismatch between Fe and elements under consideration
is marginal, and the impurities do not alter the core con-
figuration. Although most of the relaxation tests were
done for the string of impurities at the core (denoted as
“Str” in Fig. 2), we have additionally checked a single-
impurity configuration (the 4-layer setup) for selected el-
ements and found also in this case that the relaxation
contributions are insignificant.

To illustrate better a potential impact of the obtained
energies on the dislocation-impurity interaction during
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FIG. 3. Segregation energies as a function of temperature
from 0 K to Curie temperature at 1043 K obtained by fitting
Eseg(m, a) to experimental magnetization m(T ) and lattice
constant a(T ).

heat treatment, let us define the segregation energy as a
function, Eseg(m, a), of the reduced magnetization, m =
M/Ms—with M being the magnetization at a given tem-
perature and volume, Ms the saturation magnetization at
0 K—and of the lattice parameter, a = {aLT, aHT}. Con-
sidering the results in Fig. 1a as four boundary cases with
m = {0, 1} (corresponding to the FM and PM states, re-
spectively) and a = {aLT, aHT} for each impurity, we can
define Eseg(m, a) as an interpolation within these bounds.
We choose the bilinear interpolation as the simplest one,
which consistently takes into account that interatomic
interactions are coupled to the magnetization [41]. Such
a model can be constructed as a linear interpolation for
Eseg in a, with the coefficients being, in turn, linear func-
tions of m (see Supplemental Materials, SM, for details).

Once the function Eseg(m, a) is determined, we can
use experimental values for the lattice constant, a(T )
[42], and the reduced magnetization, m(T ) [43], as func-
tions of temperature to get Eseg(T ) ≡ Eseg

(
m(T ), a(T )

)
.

The computed temperature-dependent segregation ener-
gies for the elements in question are plotted in Fig. 3. The
plots for Mn, Ni, and Cu only confirm the conclusions
made above. However, the T -dependence of Eseg for V,
Cr, and Co reveals a non-trivial behavior: Weak segrega-
tion/repulsion at LT, followed by an increasing repulsion
due to lattice expansion at HT, and finally, segregation
energies falling back to small values in the PM state, with
Co and Cr exhibiting a weak inversion of the interaction
energy. Moreover, this group of elements exhibits a max-
imum in Eseg at some temperature below the Curie tem-
perature. This non-monotonic behavior can be traced
back to the positive value of Eseg(1, aHT) − Eseg(0, aHT)
(mentioned earlier), which can be inferred from the prop-
erties of function Eseg(m, a), as elaborated in more de-
tails in SM.

It is worth pointing out, that the above picture of the
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FIG. 4. Energy profile of the segregation energies across the
dislocation core for 3d elements (V, Cr, Mn, Co, Ni, Cu)
in bcc Fe together with differential displacement maps and
nye tensor representation. The energies are calculated for
both paramagnetic (PM) and ferromagnetic (FM) states using
LSMS for a chain of impurities along the z-direction.

evolution with temperature is only an approximate one,
as we use a rather simple model for Eseg(m, a) and ne-
glect other temperature effects, such as, e.g., entropic
contributions due to phonons. Nevertheless, we believe
that a more precise calculation will not change the major
qualitative features.

Thus far, we have considered the segregation energy
right to the core site of the dislocation. To study en-
ergy profiles in the vicinity of the core, we leverage the
efficiency of the LSMS method that can easily handle
thousands of atoms, also with non-collinear spin config-
urations. As DLM is not available in this code, we use
as spin-wave method (SWM) [33] as an alternative for
modeling of the paramagnetic state. Within the SWM,
we approximate the PM state by averaging the total en-
ergies over planar spin spiral configurations correspond-
ing to the wave vectors from an 8-point Monkhorst-Pack
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(V, Cr, Mn, Co, Ni, Cu) in FM and PM states. Shaded ar-
eas: Range of segregation energies using different methods
(see also Fig. 1b).

grid.
We consider a symmetric profile along a cut through

the dislocation core, intersecting two atomic sites at the
dislocation core. The results for the two magnetic states
at aHT are presented in Fig. 4, which also includes a dif-
ferential displacement map and Nye tensor visualization
of the corresponding cut through the dislocation struc-
ture. First, we would like to note that the obtained seg-
regation energies are consistent with the other methods
for all elements except for Mn in the FM state. The rea-
son for this is a magnetically frustrated state of Mn in
the string configuration, inherent only to the FM state
of Fe. The PM calculations within SWM, on the other
hand, give qualitatively similar results as DLM calcula-
tions with ELSGF.

Focusing on the shape of energy profiles, we can dis-
tinguish two main types: Monotonic (a single hill or a
valley at the core, e.g., Co, Ni, Cu in FM-Fe in Fig. 4)
and non-monotonic (peaks and valleys, e.g., V, Cr, Mn
in FM-Fe Fig. 4). The non-monotonic energy profiles
for V, Cr, and Mn do not change when switching from
the FM to the PM state. The monotonic profile for Co
does not change its shape, but it flips from a repulsive
(hill-like) to attractive (valley-like) behavior. The most
interesting transformation happens to the profiles of Ni
and Cu, whose shape changes from the monotonic one in
the FM state to the non-monotonic one in the PM state.
While for Ni this effect is weak and can be affected by
methodological uncertainties, the result for Cu is rather
robust. Apart from a rather strong inversion of the in-
teraction sign for Cu, such non-monotonic changes in the
segregation energy in the vicinity of the core might have
an impact on the propagation mechanism of dislocations
near impurities.

Overall, Cu impurity exhibits the strongest change in

the segregation tendency as a magnetic state evolves from
low to high temperatures. This behavior can be traced
back to the known strong sensitivity of solubility of Cu
in α-Fe, where Cu is not soluble at low temperatures
(in the FM state), but becomes weakly soluble at high
temperatures close to and above the transition to the PM
state [41].

Furthermore, using polyhedral template matching[44]
on the dislocation structure, we have identified that the
three sites directly surrounding the dislocation core re-
semble an fcc structure, while all other sites are clearly
bcc, as was pointed out by Wang et al. [45].

Inspired by these observations, we have checked the lin-
ear correlation between the core segregation energy and
the difference in solution energies between fcc and bcc
structures,

∆Esol = E
(fcc)
sol (X → Fe) − E

(bcc)
sol (X → Fe), (1)

where the solubility for a given structure is calculated
using EMTO-CPA as

Esol(X → Fe) = ∂E(XcFe1−c)
∂c

∣∣∣∣
c→0

. (2)

Given above definitions, a model describing segrega-
tion trends can be written as

Eseg = a∆Esol + E0, (3)

where parameters a and E0 are determined by performing
a least-squares fit on all data, for all elements, and for
both FM and PM states.

Values obtained from the model presented in Fig. 5
show remarkable similarity to the true segregation en-
ergies for both magnetic states. Importantly, we can
identify the same two distinct groups of elements as in
Fig. 1: 1) Mn, Ni, and Cu, strongly attracted to the
core in the FM state and weakly interacting in the PM
state; 2) V, Cr, and Co, whose interaction with the core
is weak in both magnetic states. These results indicate
that the impurity-dislocation interaction for 3d elements
is affected not only by magnetic effects, but also by coor-
dination effects of at the dislocation core. This suggests
the possibility of predicting trends in the segregation en-
ergies by considering solution energy differences of simple
structures.

To conclude, we have investigated the effect of the
ferromagnetic-to-paramagnetic transition in bulk α-Fe on
the interaction of 3d-metal impurities with a screw dis-
location. We have found that the magnetic state has a
strong impact on the behavior of impurities, leading to
the inversion of the interaction for some of the elements
(Co, Ni, Cu). Especially large changes are observed for
Cu, exhibiting strong segregation to the dislocation core
in the ferromagnetic state at low temperature, while be-
coming repulsive in the paramagnetic state at high tem-
peratures. Furthermore, this crossover is accompanied
by significant changes in the shape of the energy profile
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in the vicinity of the core. Similar, but weaker behav-
ior is observed for Ni and Mn. We have shown that
the behavior of all impurities around a screw disloca-
tion significantly correlates with the differences between
the solution energies of fcc and bcc structures of respec-
tive elements. The observed behavior of impurities can
have implications on the plasticity of Fe-based alloys, es-
pecially at temperatures around the Curie temperature,
relevant for heat treatment.
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