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Abstract
Metallic alloys often form phases — known as solid solutions — in which chemical elements are spread out on the same
crystal lattice in an almost random manner. The tendency of certain chemical motifs to be more common than others
is known as chemical short-range order (SRO) and it has received substantial consideration in alloys with multiple
chemical elements present in large concentrations due to their extreme configurational complexity (e.g., high-entropy
alloys). Short-range order renders solid solutions “slightly less random than completely random”, which is a physically
intuitive picture, but not easily quantifiable due to the sheer number of possible chemical motifs and their subtle
spatial distribution on the lattice. Here we present a multiscale method to predict and quantify the SRO state of an
alloy with atomic resolution, incorporating machine learning techniques to bridge the gap between electronic-structure
calculations and the characteristic length scale of SRO. The result is an approach capable of predicting SRO length scale
in agreement with experimental measurements while comprehensively correlating SRO with fundamental quantities such
as local lattice distortions. This work advances the quantitative understanding of solid-solution phases, paving the way
for the rigorous incorporation of SRO length scales into predictive mechanical and thermodynamic models.

Short-range order exists because low-energy chemical mo-
tifs are favored in thermally-equilibrated solid solutions,
driving them away from complete randomness. This phe-
nomena occurs widely1 in ceramics materials2–4 and — the
focus of this article — metals1,5. Quantifying this tendency
is a tantalizing goal because SRO effectively functions as
the background against which microstructural evolution
occurs. Naturally, it has been broadly suggested that vari-
ous chemistry–microstructure relationships are affected by
SRO, and that its manipulation could be employed with
the purpose of designing materials properties and perfor-
mance6–11. Yet, even in completely random solid solutions
one is bound to encounter random chemical fluctuations
that resemble SRO. These random fluctuations obfuscate
SRO in thermally equilibrated solid solutions, making SRO
identification challenging12–15 and entangling their effects
on materials properties.

Indirect evidence has long been employed to establish
SRO existence15,16, including incomplete quantitative met-
rics of SRO, i.e., quantities that serve as indicators of SRO
but do not capture the entire complexity of chemical motifs
and their spatial distribution17–20. Unequivocal quantifica-
tion of SRO requires direct atomic-scale characterization,
which is a difficult task to be performed experimentally
— as indicated by various recent reports13–15,21,22. Fun-
damentally, the lack of atomic scattering contrast among
transition metals hinder direct SRO identification using
electron or x-ray diffraction.

Quantifying SRO becomes an even more formidable
problem in the space of high-entropy alloys because the
presence of multiple chemical elements in similarly large
concentrations enables tremendous flexibility in expressing
SRO13,17,18. While thought-provoking observations have
been made about the role of SRO in various chemistry–
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microstructure interactions, a comprehensive framework
for systematically connecting chemistry to microstructural
evolution is still lacking. This absence speaks of a consider-
able challenge in quantifying SRO that is beyond the capa-
bility of current approaches. Here we remedy this by devel-
oping a predictive multiscale methodology for the quantifi-
cation of SRO from atomic-scale data where the complexity
of local chemical motifs is accounted for in its entirety —
even in the case of high-entropy alloys. The result is an
approach that operates at the length scales characteristic
of SRO and is capable of predicting SRO length scales in
good agreement with experimental observations.

Predictive calculations at appropriate length scales
Quantification of SRO through computational efforts rely
substantially on the physical fidelity of the underlying
atomistic model. Here we employ spin-polarized density-
functional theory (DFT) calculations in order to capture
magnetic contributions23 and other nuances of the ener-
getics of chemical bonding that ultimately lead to the exis-
tence of SRO. The target alloy system chosen is the solid-
solution phase of CrCoNi; a paradigmatic face-centered
cubic high-entropy alloy that has been widely investi-
gated6–9,23–26.

Fundamentally, SRO is still most often equated to the
Warren-Cowley (WC) parameters27,28:

αAB = 1− p(A|B)
cA

, (1)

where A and B indicate chemical elements, p(A|B) is the
conditional probability of finding an element A at a near-
est neighbor site of an element B, and cA is the average
concentration of element A in the alloy. Figure 1a shows
CrCoNi’s six WC parameters at 500K as evaluated with
Monte Carlo DFT calculations, alongside with the range
of values reported in the literature. While experimental
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b)

Figure 1: Capturing chemical SRO with ML-IAPs.
Training a ML-IAP with extensive sampling of the chemical-
ordering space (shown in blue) resulted in a SRO behavior with
better agreement with DFT calculations than other popular ap-
proaches in the literature, including a traditional IAP7 (shown
in orange) and a state-of-the-art approach for training ML-IAPs
for solid solutions31,32 that does not perform chemical sampling
(shown in red). a) Warren-Cowley parameters at 500K. Error
bars are the standard error from the mean obtained from five
independent simulations. b) Energy root-mean-square error on
independent test sets under thermodynamic conditions not in-
cluded in the training of either ML-IAP.

evaluation of WC parameters for CrCoNi is not available,
the calculated results are consistent with extended x-ray
adsorption fine structure measurements24 indicating, for
example, that Cr-Cr bonds are unfavorable — an observa-
tion that has since been confirmed by other techniques21,26

and elucidated by physical arguments23,25,29,30.

Experimental evidence6,15,26,29,33,34 suggests that SRO
length scale can be as large as 2 nm, which makes proper
statistical sampling of SRO though DFT-based calcula-
tions impossible. A size convergence analysis in Supple-
mentary Section 1 confirms that system sizes typical of
DFT calculations are indeed not converged with respect
to SRO. Interatomic potentials (IAPs) are computation-
ally inexpensive approaches often employed to circumvent
the length-scale limitation of DFT. Yet, the only IAP for
CrCoNi available in the literature7 is unable to reproduce
the WC parameters — not even qualitatively — despite
being frequently employed to investigate SRO effects (e.g.,
ref. 10). For example, fig. 1a shows that this IAP pre-
dicts strong Ni-Ni attraction while DFT predicts a mild
repulsion. To address this shortcoming we turn to machine
learning (ML) IAPs. We adopted a popular strategy31,32

for training ML-IAPs for solid solutions that employs a

state-of-the-art ML model with better performance than
other models in an independent assessment of various ML-
IAPs35. Figure 1a shows that this approach — labeled
“ML-IAP (without chemical sampling)” — is a marked
improvement over the IAP, but still falls short of DFT
predictions.

Excellent agreement with DFT predictions was obtained
by developing an entirely new training approach centered
around the extensive sampling of the chemical-ordering
space, i.e., including chemical configurations ranging from
random to thermally equilibrated. This approach — shown
as “ML-IAP (with chemical sampling)” in fig. 1 — also
generalized much better to an independent test set under
thermodynamic conditions not included in the training of
either ML-IAPs (fig. 1b) without compromising on the ac-
curacy of unrelated phases (represented in fig. 1b by the
liquid phase). An analysis of the performance of this ML-
IAP beyond WC parameters (i.e., using local chemical mo-
tifs) is provided in Supplementary Section 2.

Considering the substantial improvement over state-of-
the-art established in fig. 1, we assert this to be the first
approach to enable predictive calculations of SRO at ap-
propriate length scales. Equipped with this new capability
we set out next to quantify SRO from atomic-scale data.

Short-range order representation and metric

The smallest building block for construction of a complete
representation of SRO consists of an atom and its local
chemical bond environment as defined by its nearest neigh-
bors. A representative case of this construct, which we re-
fer to as a local chemical motif, is illustrated in fig. 2a for
the face-centered cubic CrCoNi alloy. While there are a to-
tal of 3×312 = 1594 323 possible local chemical motifs such
as this one, many of them lead to physically equivalent lo-
cal chemical bond environments for the central atom. More
rigorously, any two motifs are equivalent if they can be re-
lated to each other by rotations, inversions, or translations
— a set of operations that together are known as Euclidean
symmetry or E(3) group. Using a group theory approach
known as Polya enumeration theorem36 we determined an-
alytically that there are only 36 333 unique chemical motifs
— represented here by Mi, with i = 1, 2, ... , 36 333. Sup-
plementary Section 4 provides a detailed description of the
application of Polya’s enumeration theory to the counting
of unique motifs.

The tendency of certain motifs to be more common
than others can be quantified by the probability density
P (M, T ), which carries fundamental statistical informa-
tion defining the SRO state at temperature T . Because of
this we would like to identify and count motifs in atomic-
scale data, but Polya’s enumeration theorem does not pro-
vide a practical way to classify an arbitrary motif according
to its symmetry. In order to accomplish this we turn to a
class of graph neural networks that are naturally equivari-
ant to E(3) symmetries, namely Euclidean neural networks
(e3nn)37–41.

We start by representing local chemical motifs Mi in
a graph form (fig. 2b): g(Mi). Classifying such graph

Page 2 of 13



a) b) c)

chemical
short-range

order

f)

d) e)

CoCr Ni

e3nn
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single-atom substitution:
54th to 82nd percentile

single-atom substitution:
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Figure 2: Representing and quantifying SRO. a) Local chemical motifs (Mi) — defined by an atom and its nearest
neighbors — characterize the chemical bond environment experienced by the central atom. b) A graph representation of local
chemical motifs g(Mi) is employed to map physically equivalent chemical bond environments to the same embedding di ∈ R5

using a neural network that is equivariant to Euclidean E(3) symmetry (e3nn). c) Space of dissimilarity among all 12 111 unique
motifs with a Cr central atom (the space for all 36 333 unique motifs is five dimensional). d) The probability of observing
representative motifs in thermal equilibrium, P (Mi, T ), converges continuously towards the random solid-solution probability,
P (Mi,RSS). The motif corresponding to each color is shown at the bottom of fig. 2f. e) The Kullback-Leibler divergence (DKL)
of P (M, T ) from P (M,RSS) collects all of the information about local chemical motifs into a single metric that quantifies the
amount of order in the system. f) Quantification of complex connection between local chemistry and local lattice distortion.
The inset shows the density distribution of local lattice distortions at 300K. Motifs are shown in order of increasing distortion
to facilitate visualization. Error bars are the standard error from the mean.

according to its symmetry requires performing numerous
graph comparisons in order to determine isomorphisms,
which cannot be generally solved in polynomial time (i.e.,
this is a nondeterministic polynomial problem — or NP
problem). The need for this brute-force classification of
each graph is circumvented by employing a randomly ini-
tialized e3nn to create an embedding representation di ∈
R5 of g(Mi), as illustrated in fig. 2b (see methods section
for a complete description of network architecture). This
representation is capable of discriminating between differ-
ent graphs, i.e., di = dj if g(Mi) and g(Mj) are isomor-
phic, otherwise di ̸= dj . This capability originates from

e3nn’s ability to capture and encode intra-graph relation-
ships and topology, effectively functioning as a symmetry
compiler42,43 (which can be more rigorously explained by
the similarities between e3nn’s message passing algorithm
and the Weisfeiler-Lehman graph-isomorphism test44,45).
The random initialization is employed to maximize the in-
fluence of each neural-network weight42. Additionally, by
employing e3nn we are guaranteeing di to account for all
E(3) symmetries and all subgroups, i.e., physically equiva-
lent local chemical motifs are mapped to the same di. Ap-
plication of this approach to the set of all 1 594 323 possible
chemical motifs identifies only 36 333 unique local chemi-

Page 3 of 13



cal motifs, i.e., 36 333 unique di up to 8 significant dig-
its, confirming the analytical result of Polya’s enumeration
theorem with an approach that is computationally viable
for application to large atomistic simulations, processing
of 1.2 × 106 atoms per hour in a single CPU core with a
Apple Silicon M1 processor, or 63 × 106 atoms per hour
on a NVIDIA V100s GPU. This approach has been gener-
alized to different lattice structures (body-centered cubic
and hexagonal close-packed) and to up to five chemical el-
ements.

Equipped with this approach we quantify how often
motifs are observed in thermally equilibrated solid so-
lutions, P (M, T ), compared to a random solid solution
P (M,RSS). The result for representative motifs is shown
in fig. 2d, where it can be observed that certain motifs are
three orders of magnitude more common in equilibrium
than in the random case — an impressive expression of
chemical SRO. Moreover, all motifs seem to continuously
converge towards the random solid solution probability in
the limit of high temperatures, which is a sensible physical
behavior to expect based on statistical mechanics.

Figure 2d illustrates how the approach introduced in
figs. 2a and 2b breaks the system down to its smallest SRO
elements. However, one would prefer to have such infor-
mation collected into a single metric that quantifies the
amount of order in the system. Configurational entropy is
a physically rigorous quantity that would be ideally suited
for this task; while the effect of SRO on configurational
entropy can be accounted for with well-established cluster-
based methods46, such approaches become inaccurate as
SRO increases and require increasingly larger clusters. In-
stead, we introduce an approach capable of describing any
amount of SRO with two different components: (i) the ten-
dency of certain chemical motifs Mi to be more common
than others and (ii) how the motifs are organized in space
(introduced below in the section “Short-range order length
scale”). To capture the tendency of certain motifs to be
more common we turn to a generalized definition of entropy
to probability distributions such as P (M, T ), namely the
Shannon entropy:

DKL

[
P (M, T ) || P (M,RSS)

]
= (2)

36 333∑
i=1

P (Mi,T ) log2

[
P (Mi, T )

P (Mi,RSS)

]
,

shown in fig. 2e, where DKL [P (M, T ) || P (M,RSS)] ̸= 0
indicates how much more information the probability dis-
tribution P (M, T ) for the thermally equilibrated system
contains in comparison to the random system P (M,RSS)
due to the presence of SRO, i.e., eq. 2 quantifies the amount
of SRO in the system. The close connection between in-
formation theory and thermodynamics47,48 makes it clear
that a complete description of SRO also requires evaluating
the spatial correlation12,34,49 among the motifs in addition
to eq. 2, which will be addressed later in this article.

Identifying the local chemical motif surrounding each
atom also enables their association with atomic-scale phys-

ical properties. Consider, for example, that the chemi-
cal disorder of solid solutions distorts the perfect crystal
lattice and leads to the creation of a heterogeneous land-
scape of local strain fields known as local lattice distor-
tion. The association of chemical motifs with this char-
acteristic property of solid solutions is shown in fig. 2f,
where it can be seen that the local lattice distortion varies
measurably with local chemical motifs. Notice how small
differences in motifs can lead to substantial variations in
physical properties: the two motifs connected in fig. 2f by
the red arrow are related by the substitution of a single
Cr atom by a Ni atom; this increases the associated lo-
cal lattice distortion by 60% and decreases the probability
density from 40.7× more common than in a random solid
solution to 3.5×. This capability of capturing the subtle
correlations between chemistry and physical properties is
something that was lacking in the quantification of SRO,
as demonstrated next.

Warren-Cowley incompleteness

The atom-centered characterization of chemical bond en-
vironments proposed in fig. 2a was motivated by the no-
toriously manybody nature of chemical bonds (i.e., not
pairwise additive) and the electronic nearsightedness in
condensed systems50. Together, these two concepts sug-
gest that a minimal representation requires (n + 1)-body
terms51, where n is the central atom coordination num-
ber, such that the contribution of each nearest neighbor
is accounted for on an equal footing. Here, this require-
ment is achieved in practice by including the connectivity
among nearest neighbors in the graph representation of
local chemical motifs (fig. 2b) and the message-passing al-
gorithm of e3nn, which informs each graph node about the
bonding topology of its neighbors. Representations based
on first nearest-neighbor WC parameters (eq. 1) do not
meet this requirement, consequently missing on important
associations between local chemistry and physical proper-
ties due to the coupling between the WC description of
neighboring atoms, which is properly included for atoms
within the motif in our motif-based description.

Consider for example the 182 unique motifs in which
a Cr atom is surrounded by exactly seven Ni atoms, two
Cr atoms, and three Co atoms. Within a first nearest-
neighbor WC-type of representation for the central atom,
all 182 motifs are considered equivalent as they contribute
identically to eq. 1. Yet, as shown in fig. 3a, these motifs
display atomic-scale physical properties that vary substan-
tially. For example, their probability density with respect
to a random solid solution varies by two orders of mag-
nitude while their local lattice distortion ranges from the
39th to the 97th percentile.

Another demonstration of the incompleteness of first
nearest-neighbor WC-like representations is shown in
fig. 3c, where a reverse Monte Carlo method52 is employed
to generate alloys with targeted nearest-neighbor WC pa-
rameters equivalent to those of a solid solution in thermal
equilibrium at 300K. This is a popular approach employed
in the investigation of SRO effects on microstructural evo-
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Figure 3: Incompleteness of the WC representation.
a) Local lattice distortion and probability density at 300K for
182 local chemical motifs that are indistinguishable in WC-like
representations. b) Illustration of the SRO evolution with a
popular simulation approach that creates alloys with targeted
WC parameters — namely reverse Monte Carlo. c) Conver-
gence of WC parameters towards the targeted thermal equilib-
rium values at 300K — indicated by horizontal dashed lines. d)
Horizontal lines are the equilibrium KL parameters (eq. 2 and
fig. 2e) at the temperatures indicated on the right. The amount
of SRO created is only 62% of the SRO of a thermally equili-
brated alloy because WC-like representations are not capable
of capturing the entire complexity of local chemical motifs.

lution (e.g., refs. 53 and 23). However, fig. 3d shows that
this approach does not create the correct amount of SRO:
the final state has DKL = 1.48 bits, which corresponds to
the SRO intensity at 550K (see fig. 2e) and is only 62% of

a)

b)

SRO

random solid solution

Figure 4: Characteristic length-scale of chemical fluc-
tuations. a) Spatial correlation function of one of the two local
chemical motifs Mi of a L12 ordered structure. b) Probability
density of chemical fluctuations characteristic length scales ξi.
Inset shows the temperature dependence of the maximum of
the density distribution.

the actual DKL = 2.40 bits for an alloy in thermal equi-
librium at 300K. This discrepancy is due to the inability
of first nearest-neighbor WC-like representations to cap-
ture the entire complexity of local chemical motifs, which
might lead to erroneous predictions of mechanical proper-
ties54 and thermodynamic stability23 (further illustrated
in Supplementary Section 5).

Short-range order length scale

Quantification of the spatial organization of local chemical
motifs is performed by evaluating the spatial correlation
function Ci(r, T ) between a local chemical motif Mi and
the motifs at a distance r from Mi. This correlation func-
tion is rigorously defined (see eq. 5 and ref. 55) with the
assistance of a graph dissimilarity metric between Mi and
other motifs Mj : dij = ∥di−dj∥2, which employs the em-
beddings di obtained from e3nn. As shown in fig. 2c the
space of dissimilarities among all motifs is rich in phys-
ical information on how the embeddings di encode local
chemical motifs (see also Supplementary Section 6 for more
illustrations of the dissimilarity space).

Figure 4a shows the correlation function for one of the
two motifs in a L12 ordered structure1,56–58. Other rep-
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resentative correlation functions are shown in Supplemen-
tary Section 7. One would prefer to have such information
collected into a single metric, namely the characteristic
length scale (ξi) of chemical fluctuations. This can be re-
alized by evaluating the radial distance at which motifs
become uncorrelated, i.e., the shortest distance r = r∗i at
which Ci(r, T ) = 0 for r ≥ r∗i ; the characteristic length
scale is defined as twice that distance (ξi = 2r∗i ). The
density distribution of ξi (fig. 4b) reveals a complex de-
pendence of the spatial extension of chemical fluctuations
with temperature: the primary effect of increasing tem-
perature is to decrease the total fraction of atoms display-
ing any short-range ordering. The significant presence of
chemical fluctuations with magnitude as large as 25 Å re-
inforces the importance of employing simulations at the
appropriate length scale. This result is supported by the
size-convergence analysis of WC parameters in Supplemen-
tary Section 1, which only converges for systems with di-
mensions larger than ≈ 25 Å.

The probability density of ξi (fig. 4b) is central in quan-
tifying the effect of SRO on materials properties. For ex-
ample, it is a key parameter in the solute strengthening
of high-entropy alloys54. Figure 4b can also be measured
experimentally; yet, current efforts have been limited to
capture ξi for motifs of only a few ordered structures (such
as L11

6,26,33 and L12
21,56). While electron diffraction mea-

surements have being strongly contested14,15, direct imag-
ing21 estimates ξi ≈ 20 Å for L12 motifs, which is in excel-
lent agreement with our calculations (see Supplementary
Section 8).

Finally, the distinction between SRO and random chem-
ical fluctuations is made apparent in fig. 4b and its in-
set. Chemical fluctuations due to SRO become much more
numerous than random fluctuations as temperature de-
creases, at the same time as their characteristic length
scale decreases significantly below those of random fluc-
tuations. Notice how this temperature trend is the op-
posite of what is observed during precipitation (including
Guinier–Preston zones), where the length scale of the pre-
cipitating phase increases as temperature is decreased. The
different temperature trend is due to the distinct nature
of these two physical phenomena: precipitation requires
the increase in number of a few motifs associated with a
single ordered structure (e.g., two motifs for L12), mean-
while SRO involves many motifs (fig. 2d) with increasing
population at the expense of less favorable motifs, turning
the overall probability density P (M, T ) more sparse with
decreasing temperature (fig. 2e), which leads to smaller
length scales.

In summary, here we have presented a multiscale pre-
dictive approach to quantify the SRO state of metallic al-
loys with atomic resolution. While well-established cluster-
based approaches are routinely employed to evaluate phase
diagrams46, our framework focuses instead on enabling the
comparison of atomistic simulations to various modern at-
tempts to experimentally quantify the SRO length scale.
The results presented here make it clear that a complete
description of SRO requires the following two components.

First, there is the tendency of certain chemical motifs Mi

to be more common than others, which is fully character-
ized by the probability distribution P (M, T ) and can be
summarized in a single SRO intensity metric — namely
the Kullback-Liebler divergence with respect to a random
alloy. The second component quantifies how the motifs
are organized in space, which is fully characterized by cor-
relation functions Ci(r, T ) and can be summarized in a
single characteristic length scale metric ⟨ξi⟩. Our findings
advance the foundational understanding of solid-solution
phases and help place current experimental efforts in char-
acterizing SRO into a physically rigorous framework that
is independent of features and limitations of particular ex-
perimental techniques.

Page 6 of 13



Methods

Machine learning interatomic potential

The Moment Tensor Potential59 was employed as the
model for ML-IAPs. Identical training procedures and
hyperparameters were employed for both ML-IAPs (i.e.,
with and without chemical sampling): Rcut = 5 Å (corre-
sponding to a cutoff between the 3rd and 4th coordina-
tion shells), levmax = 20 (corresponding to 651 indepen-
dent model parameters), a Chebyshev radial basis with
size of 8 Å, energy data weight of 1.0, force data weight of
0.01, and a maximum of 10 000 iterations using the Broy-
den–Fletcher–Goldfarb–Shannon algorithm with an error
tolerance of 10−5.

A complete description of all training and test sets is
available in the Supplementary Section 3. Below we pro-
vide a short summary of these data sets.

The training set for the ML-IAP without chemical sam-
pling was inspired by the popular approach introduced in
refs. 31 and 32 for NbMoTaW. This training set contained
a total of 83 970 atoms spread across various snapshots in-
cluding: single-element ground states and distorted struc-
tures, surface slabs with different orientations, and ab initio
molecular dynamics simulations at different temperatures
(including above the melting point), random binary sys-
tems with various compositions, and Special Quasi-random
Structures (SQS60,61) of ternary ab initio molecular dy-
namics simulations at different temperatures (including
above the melting point).

The training set for the ML-IAP with chemical sam-
pling contained a total of 108 684 atoms spread across var-
ious snapshots. Half of these atoms are from snapshots in
the crystalline phase with chemical ordering extracted from
various points along DFT Monte Carlo simulations. Ran-
dom thermal noise62 of various magnitudes were added to
these snapshots, which were also isotropically expanded to
account for thermal expansion effects. The other half of the
snapshots were extracted from a single ab initio molecular
dynamics simulation at 1800K (i.e., right above the melt-
ing point Tm = 1690K63 for CrCoNi). An ensemble of five
independent ML-IAPs were produced with this data set in
order to establish that model differences due to random
initialization are smaller than our precision in measuring
them64–66. The best performing model from the ensemble
was chosen based on a model averaging approach65.

The data in the test sets shown in fig. 1b were obtained
from snapshots and thermodynamic conditions not em-
ployed in the training of either ML-IAP potentials. The
“Random solid solution” test set included only random
CrCoNi systems with various degrees of thermal noise and
thermal expansion. The “Thermally equilibrated solid so-
lution” test set included chemical ordering extracted along
DFT Monte Carlo simulations at 750K and 1200K with
thermal noise and thermal expansion. The “Liquid” snap-
shots were extracted from ab initio molecular dynamics
simulations at 2684K.

Density-functional theory

All DFT calculations were performed using the Vienna ab
initio simulation package (VASP67–71) version 6.2.1 with
the Perdew–Burke–Ernzerhof72 exchange-correlation func-
tional (version potpaw PBE.54) and projector-augmented
plane wave73 potentials. Pseudo-potentials were em-
ployed such that the valence electrons of each element
are 3p63d54s1 for Cr, 3d84s1 for Co, and 3d84s2 for Ni.
All DFT calculations (including Monte Carlo and molec-
ular dynamics) are spin-polarized (collinear) with initial
magnetic-moment configurations of 0.6µB for Cr, 2.0µB

for Co, and 1.0µB for Ni — where µB is the Bohr magne-
ton.

Convergence tests were performed to determine the fol-
lowing parameters: energy cutoff of 430 eV, second-order
Methfessel-Paxton smearing with a sigma value of 0.1 eV,
and K-point grid of 6× 6× 6 for a face-centered cubic unit
cell, which was scaled proportionally for larger symmetric
systems. The DFT Monte Carlo and molecular dynam-
ics simulations were carried out with a single Γ K-point,
but the snapshots employed in the training or test of ML-
IAPs had their energies recomputed with a K-point grid
of equivalent density to the symmetric systems in order
to maintain the same precision. An energy threshold of
10−5 eV was employed in all self-consistent loops, and a
force threshold of 0.02 eV/Å was employed for all structural
relaxations. Ab initio molecular dynamics simulations em-
ployed a Langevin thermostat with a friction coefficient
γ = 10ps−1.

All structural manipulations and analyses of DFT cal-
culations were performed using Ovito74, Python Materials
Genomics75, and Fireworks76.

Monte Carlo

Monte Carlo simulations for thermally equilibrated solid
solutions with respect to SRO were performed using the
Metropolis-Hasting algorithm. All of the Monte Carlo sim-
ulations in fig. 1a were identical except for the energy calcu-
lation method (DFT, IAP, or ML-IAPs): five independent
simulations at 500K using a 3 × 3 × 3 supercell with 108
atoms were performed with 5000 atom-swap attempts car-
ried out for each. The WC parameters in fig. 1a were com-
puted using the last 100 snapshots from these simulations.
Meanwhile, a total of 101 snapshots evenly distributed over
the course of each DFT Monte Carlo simulation were ex-
tracted for training ML-IAPs with chemical sampling.

The results in figs. 2, 3, and 4 were obtained from 216 in-
dependent and size-converged (see Supplementary Section
1) Monte Carlo simulations with 4000 atoms, where 30
atom-swap attempts were performed per atom (60 000 to-
tal attempts). These simulations were repeated from room
temperature (300K) to the melting point (1700K) in in-
tervals of 100K. Notice that while the probability density
P (M, T ) for finite temperatures T is estimated from the
Monte Carlo simulations, the probability P (M,RSS) for a
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random solid solution can be evaluated exactly by creating
a data set of all possible 313 = 1594 323 possible chemical
motifs.

The final Monte Carlo configurations were structurally
relaxed (i.e., energy minimized) with fixed cell size and
employed in the calculation of the local lattice distortion
for each atom n, defined as

δn(T ) =

∥∥rfn − rin
∥∥
2

aNN(T )
, (3)

where rfn is the final position after the structural relax-
ation, rin is the initial position in the ideal face-centered
cubic structure (accounting for thermal expansion), ∥. . .∥2
denotes the L2 norm, and aNN(T ) is the nearest-neighbor
distance at temperature T (the temperature dependence
comes from the thermal expansion of the lattice).

E(3)-invariant embedding

Local chemical motif Mi (fig. 2a) was extracted from
Monte Carlo snapshots and transformed into an indepen-
dent graph g(Mi) representation (fig. 2b) where each node
represents an atom. The graph nodes have the one-hot en-
coded atomic type as an attribute, while the graph edges
store the distance vector between the nodes connected by
them. Invariance of the graph embedding with respect to
local lattice distortions is accomplished by mapping atoms
back to their ideal lattice positions before the construction
of the graphs. This graph takes the form of a cuboctahe-
dron for the face-centered cubic lattice, with 8 triangular
faces, 6 square faces, and 12 vertices, representing the 12
first-nearest neighbors surrounding the central atom. This
adds up to 36 identical edges, with 12 of them connect-
ing the central atom to its first neighbors, and the other
24 connecting first neighbors to each other (as shown in
fig. 2b).

Each graph g(Mi) is passed through an E(3)-equivariant
graph neural network using the e3nn package38 for imple-
menting E(3) neural networks. The neural network ar-
chitecture77 consists of two E(3)-equivariant convolutions
composed of O(3)-equivariant filters with spherical har-
monics Y m

ℓ (r) up to degree ℓmax = 1 added as edge at-
tributes, ten cosine radial basis functions evenly spread
out over the range from zero to 2.25× the nearest neigh-
bor distance, and an output length of 100 scalars collected
into a vector zi ∈ R100. The data in E(3) neural net-
works implemented with e3nn are irreducible representa-
tions typed by their angular frequency ℓ and parity (even
or odd), for example a vector transforms as the irreducible
representation with angular frequency ℓ = 1 and odd par-
ity is denoted in e3nn as ‘1o’. For the hidden-layers rep-
resentation of the convolution (in the e3nn syntax) we
features that transform as the irreducible representations
50×1o+50×1e+50×0o+50×0e. The neural network is
randomly initialized in order to maximize the influence of
each weight — an approach that is supported by the use
of such networks as symmetry compilers capable of repre-
senting geometrical features42.

Reverse Monte Carlo

The reverse Monte Carlo52 simulations of figs. 3b, 3c,
and 3d employed the Metropolis-Hasting algorithm ap-
plied to reverse-engineer atomic configurations that obey
the observed WC parameters αtarget

AB at 300K. The
probability of acceptance of each atom-swap move is
min

[
1, exp(−∆χ2/σ2)

]
, where σ2 = 10−9 and ∆χ2 =

χ2
f − χ2

i with

χ2
i =

∑
AB

(αtarget
AB − αi

AB)
2

quantifying how far a configuration i is from the targeted
WC parameters. χf is the same quantity after an at-
tempted atom swap move. In Supplementary Section 5
we demonstrate similar results at various other temper-
atures, including employing an alternative strategy53 for
reverse-engineering WC parameters.

Dissimilarity metric

The dissimilarity metric between two local chemical motifs
Mi and Mj is defined as dij = ∥di − dj∥2, where ∥. . .∥2
denotes the L2 norm. The vector di ∈ R5 was designed
to respect geometric symmetries and can be decomposed
into three orthogonal vectors (see Supplementary Section
6 for more details) with simple physical and geometrical
interpretations: di =

1
5ci +

2
5ki +

2
5si such that

dij =
1

5
∥ci − cj∥2 +

2

5
∥ki − kj∥2 +

2

5
∥si − sj∥2. (4)

The central-atom vector (ci) is such that ∥ci − cj∥2 = 1
if the central atom of both motifs have the same chemical
type, and zero otherwise. The chemical composition vector
(ki) of the central atom 12 nearest neighbors is such that∥∥ki−kj

∥∥
2
= 1 for motifs at different vertices of the ternary

concentration triangle, and si is the projection of the out-
put vector of e3nn zi ∈ R100 along the direction of largest
variance among all motifs with the same concentration ki

as Mi normalized such that 0 ≤
∥∥si − sj

∥∥
2
≤ 1. Equation

4 results in the dissimilarity space illustrated in fig. 2c.

The terms in eq. 4 have a simple interpretation: ∥ci −
cj∥2 encodes the dissimilarity between motifs with different
central atoms, ∥ki − kj∥2 encodes different chemical con-
centration of the central atom nearest neighbors (this term
can be loosely connected to WC parameters), and ∥si−sj∥2
encodes the dissimilarity between motifs that contribute
equally to WC parameters but have different local chemical
bond environment. Each term in di (and eq. 4) is weighted
proportionally to the number of bonds (i.e., edges) affected
by its corresponding structure in fig. 2b: 12 for the central
atom and 24 for the motif overall composition, and 24 for
the motif structural configuration. The overall normaliza-
tion is such that 0 ≤ dij ≤ 1, where dij = 0 if and only if
Mi = Mj .

Illustrations of the geometrical meaning of ci, ki, si, and
the dissimilarity space are available in the Supplementary
Section 6 and Supplementary Video 1.
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Correlation function
With the dissimilarity metric of eq. 4 one can rigorously
define (see eq. 9 in ref. 55) the correlation function Ci(r, T )
of a motifMi with other motifs located at a radial distance
r from Mi:

Ci(r, T ) = ϕi(r, T )− ϕ0
i (r, T ) (5)

where
ϕi(r, T ) = 1− 2

〈
dij

〉
|ri−rj |=r

(6)

with ⟨. . .⟩|ri−rj |=r indicating an average including only mo-

tifs Mj (located at rj) at a distance r from Mi (located
at ri), and

ϕ0
i (r, T ) = 1− 2

〈
dij

〉
P (M,T )

where ⟨. . .⟩P (M,T ) indicates an average evaluated with mo-
tifs Mj randomly sampled from the thermally equilibrated
distribution P (M, T ). The two terms in eq. 5 are evaluated
as follows. First, ϕi(r, T ) is computed using the 216 Monte
Carlo simulations with 4000 atoms at each temperature T .
Meanwhile, ϕ0

i (r, T ) is computed as the weighted average
of the dissimilarities of Mi with all other motifs, with the
weights being assigned based on P (M, T ). The probability
P (M, T ) itself is estimated from the Monte Carlo simula-
tions. Notice the existence of geometrically-necessary cor-
relations between Mi and the motifs of the neighbors of
the central atom in Mi up to the fourth coordination shell,
which all share atoms withMi. For these four coordination
shells ϕ0

i (r, T ) is evaluated by first building the probabil-
ity distribution Pi,n(M, T ) of all geometrically-compatible
motifs of Mi in the nth coordination shell observed in the
Monte Carlo simulations and then computing the dissim-
ilarity only between Mi and its geometrically compatible
motifs. ϕ0

i (r, T ) is then determined as a weighted average
of the dissimilarities, with the weights being assigned based
on Pi,n(M, T ).

The correlation function in eq. 5 is such that Ci(r →
∞, T ) = 0 because ϕ0

i (r, T ) is the correlation function be-
tweenMi and an uncorrelated distribution of motifs drawn
from the same thermally equilibrated distribution used to
evaluate ϕi(r, T ). The radial distance at which motif Mi

becomes uncorrelated is the shortest distance r∗i such that
Ci(r, T ) = 0 for r ≥ r∗i . The characteristic length scale
(used to construct the histogram in fig. 4b) is then defined
as twice that distance ξi = 2r∗i . See Supplementary Sec-
tion 7 for a complete description of the statistical analysis
of Ci(r, T ) and also other representative examples such as
fig. 4a.

Data and code availability
The software for chemical motif identification
and SRO quantification can be found in our
ChemicalMotifIdentifier Python package78. The po-
tential can be found in our MachineLearningPotential

GitHub repository79. Our figure style is implemented in
LovelyPlots80 under the paper style. For convenience,
we have compiled the list of all Python packages developed

in this work in a GitHub repository list81. Any custom
code or data that is not currently available in these
repositories can be subsequently added upon reasonable
request to the corresponding author.
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