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We present a theoretical approach, for the first time, to investigate optical and photothermal
properties of high-entropy alloy nanoparticles with a focus on FeCoNi-based alloys. We systemati-
cally analyze the absorption spectra of spherical nanoparticles composed of pure metals and alloys
in various surrounding media. Through comparison with experimental data, we select appropriate
dielectric data for the constituent elements to accurately compute absorption spectra for FeCoNi-
based high-entropy-alloy nanoparticles. Then, we predict the temperature rise over time within a
substrate comprised of Fe nanoparticles exposed to solar irradiation and find quantitative agreement
with experimental data for FeCoNi nanoparticles reported in previous studies. The striking simi-
larity between the optical and photothermal behaviors of FeCoNi nanoparticles and their pure iron
counterparts suggests that iron nanoparticles can effectively serve as a model for understanding the
optical and thermal response of FeCoNi-based alloy nanoparticles. These findings offer a simplified
approach for theoretical modeling of complex high-entropy alloys and provide valuable insights into
their nanoscale optical behavior.

I. INTRODUCTION

Alloys, materials synthesized through the combination
of two or more metallic elements, are fundamental to
contemporary engineering and technology, spanning in-
frastructure, transportation, and consumer goods [1–3].
Alloy design has long faced a persistent trade-off where
increased hardness often leads to brittleness and enhanc-
ing ductility tends to decrease strength. The recent
emergence of medium- and high-entropy alloys (MEAs
and HEAs), with their significant compositional disorder,
offers the potential to circumvent this limitation [4–7].
These novel materials exhibit a remarkable combination
of hardness and ductility, surpassing the limitations of
conventional alloys.

Among many types of HEAs, FeCoNi-based high-
entropy alloys have garnered considerable attention due
to their exceptional combination of mechanical, physi-
cal, and chemical properties [3, 7–9]. With iron (Fe),
cobalt (Co), and nickel (Ni) in near-equimolar propor-
tions, these alloys possess remarkable strength, ductil-
ity, hardness, and corrosion resistance. The properties
are ideal for demanding environments encountered in
aerospace, automotive, and marine applications [3, 7–9].
Notably, the use of abundant and cheap elements such
as Fe and Al in HEAs not only reduces the dependence
on Ni and Co but also maintains comparable properties,
addressing concerns about resource depletion. Addition-
ally, their adaptable magnetic properties hold promise for
advancing technologies such as magnetic recording, spin-
tronics, and magnetic refrigeration [9–11]. Research into
FeCoNi-based HEAs deepens fundamental understand-
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ings of structure-property relationships in complex alloys
and aids in the design of advanced materials for diverse
industries.

Recently, it has been found that investigating opti-
cal properties and photothermal effects of high-entropy
alloys is crucial due to their potential in various tech-
nological applications, and the inherent scientific chal-
lenges [3, 8, 12–15]. Applications in optical coatings,
sensors, and photonic devices necessitate a deep under-
standing of the materials’ optical properties. Manipu-
lating photothermal heating could revolutionize energy
conversion, photothermal therapy, and thermal manage-
ment [3, 8, 12–15]. However, the inherent structural com-
plexity of HEAs poses challenges for theoretical predic-
tions and precise control of their optical and photother-
mal properties.

Despite significant advancements in computational
methods, conventional approaches for simulating pho-
tothermal effects of high-entropy alloys remain limited.
Density functional theory (DFT) and molecular dynam-
ics (MD) simulations encounter challenges in accurately
describing the complex interplay among diverse elements
within HEAs [3, 16, 17]. The difficulty of accurately de-
termining interatomic force fields in multi-component al-
loys historically limited the precision of modeling their
electronic band structure and light-matter interactions
[3, 16, 17]. However, advancements in machine-learning
interatomic potentials now allow for a more reliable de-
scription of these force fields in HEAs [18–21]. Combin-
ing molecular dynamics sampling with DFT calculations
enables more accurate and scalable predictions of optical
and electronic properties. While machine-learning poten-
tials can be highly accurate, their accuracy is fundamen-
tally limited by the data they are trained on. These simu-
lations become impractical for larger systems because the
required computational resources increase rapidly with
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system size and this problem limits their use to smaller
clusters or periodic structures. Other techniques such as
the finite difference time domain (FDTD) [22–25], cou-
pled dipole approximation (CDA) or discrete dipole ap-
proximation (DDA) [26, 27], boundary element method,
finite element method (FEM) [23–25] used in software
packages such as COMSOL or CST [23, 24], and Green’s
dyadic method [28, 29] based on solving Maxwell’s equa-
tions have been employed to analyze optical spectra and
electromagnetic field distribution of nanostructures in
complex environments, their application to HEAs re-
mains limited. These computational techniques depend
on accurate dielectric functions of HEAs, which are chal-
lenging to determine due to the complex multi-element
composition of these materials. In the absence of ex-
perimental data, it is possible to employ DFT simula-
tions to determine the bulk dielectric function of metals
and alloys, which can then serve as input for FDTD or
GDM solvers to calculate the optical spectra of finite-size
nanostructures [30–33]. While DFT-based approaches
account for atomic-level nonlinear interactions, previous
studies [31, 32] reported quantitative discrepancies be-
tween theoretical predictions and experimental results
with pronounced deviations observed at longer wave-
lengths. These substantial discrepancies at longer wave-
lengths cause inaccuracies when predicting solar pho-
tothermal heating in HEA nanostructures. Furthermore,
simulating heat transfer processes caused by light ab-
sorption in HEAs, particularly for larger systems, can be
computationally demanding. Therefore, novel theoreti-
cal approaches are needed to advance both fundamental
materials science and the development of innovative ap-
plications in this field.

In this work, we develop the Green’s dyadic method to
compute the absorption spectra of both pure and alloy
nanoparticles, and use this approach to study photother-
mal effects of FeCoNi-based high-entropy alloy nanopar-
ticles. To ensure accurate predictions, we compare sim-
ulated absorption spectra of pure metals and alloys with
experimental data to identify the most suitable dielec-
tric data for each constituent element. We then employ
two approaches for modeling alloy nanoparticles: random
distribution of constituent atoms to mimic experimen-
tal structures and an effective medium approximation to
estimate the dielectric function. A comparative analy-
sis of these methods reveals the most effective approach
for investigating the optical response in HEAs. Finally,
we calculate the light-induced temperature rise of nanos-
tructures under solar irradiation and compare the results
with experimental photothermal data to provide insights
into the underlying physical mechanisms.

II. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

By utilizing the python Green’s Dyadic Method
(pyGDM) [28, 29], we calculate the absorption spectrum
of spherical nanoparticles comprising pure materials and

HEAs in different environments. Nanostructures are de-
scribed as a three-dimensional grid using conventional
volume discretization techniques. The simulation then
applies the coupled dipole approximation to analyze the
geometry. Each mesh point acts as a small dipole that
can oscillate in response to an incident electromagnetic
field. Under the illumination of a normally incident plane
wave, we compute the field within each mesh cell inside
the nanostructure. Various parameters within both the
near-field and far-field regions can be deduced from the
internal fields acquired through CDA simulations.

Key inputs for the pyGDM simulation, apart from the
geometry, include the refractive index of the environ-
ment (nm) and the dielectric properties of material con-
stituents within the structures. Each mesh point within
the discretized grid is assigned a dielectric constant corre-
sponding to a specific material. To choose suitable dielec-
tric data for material constituents in HEAs, it is essential
to compare the theoretical absorption of single-material
nanostructures calculated using pyGDM with various di-
electric datasets to their experimental counterparts. It
is worth noting that pyGDM simulations provide the ab-
sorption cross-section of nanoparticles, Qabs, while exper-
imentalists measure nanoparticle absorbance. To ensure
fair comparisons between simulation and experiment, we
normalize the absorption data with the maximum ab-
sorption value at the optical peak.

When modeling alloys with random mixing compo-
nents, once the dielectric data of each material in the
alloy is known, there are two ways to compute the op-
tical spectrum. First, different dielectric functions are
randomly distributed among the mesh points to reflect
the atomic-scale randomness HEAs. This random as-
signment captures the spatial variation in material prop-
erties across the structure as each constituent retains its
characteristic bulk dielectric function. The underlying
assumption is that the different components do not in-
teract significantly to preserve their individual dielectric
properties as though they were isolated. This treatment
is similar to physical behaviors observed in stacked sys-
tems, where multilayers are stacked upon each other.
In finite element simulations [23–25], interactions among
material components are disregarded. In a recent work
[34], the authors discussed the potential of pyGDM in
binary alloy research and employed a similar approxi-
mation to that used in our work. Our random mix-
ing model can investigate the complex electromagnetic
behavior of HEAs where the randomness of atomic ar-
rangement leads to varying local responses to light and
electromagnetic fields. This approach allows the pyGDM
simulation to incorporate the diverse and heterogeneous
nature of HEAs while ensuring computational efficiency
and realistic optical property predictions. Second, we
employ the effective medium approximation to treat the
alloy as a homogeneous medium with the dielectric func-
tion calculated using the Maxwell-Garnett model [35–37].
This method assumes that the heterogeneous distribu-
tion of different material components can be averaged to



3

derive a uniform macroscopic dielectric response. This
approximation also simplifies the complex internal struc-
ture of the alloy while still accounting for the contribu-
tions of each constituent material. The Maxwell Garnett
mixing formula for the dielectric function of isotropic and
multicomponent mixtures, εMG, is

εMG − εh
εMG + 2εh

=

N∑
n=1

fn
εn − εh
εn + 2εh

, (1)

where εh is the dielectric function of host material, N is
the number of inclusions in the mixtures, and εn and fn
are the dielectric function and volume fraction of inclu-
sion nth, respectively. The Maxwell-Garnett model of-
fers a simple and analytical way to estimate the effective
dielectric function of composites [35–37]. It is efficient
and easy to implement and provide reasonable approx-
imations for optical properties. However, the accuracy
of the Maxwell-Garnett model also diminishes when in-
teractions among inclusions become significant and com-
plex.

Our developed Green’s dyadic method offers distinct
advantages for investigating optical properties of HEA
nanoparticles compared to other methods. Mie theory
predicts optical spectra of spherical particles and can-
not handle complex structures [35, 36]. Although DFT
and MD simulations provide atomic-level accuracy, they
are computationally constrained to small systems and
struggle to capture long-range electromagnetic interac-
tions [3, 16, 17]. Methods such as COMSOL, CST, and
FDTD are capable of handling systems with larger sizes
and arbitrary shapes [22–25], they require the dielectric
function of HEAs as an input, which can be challenging
to obtain accurately due to their complex composition.
Even with advancements in machine learning potentials
facilitating MD-DFT calculations [18–21] and providing
a more accurate absorption function of bulk HEAs, these
approaches remain computationally expensive and time-
consuming for large and complex HEA systems. The
accuracy of the machine-learning force field strongly de-
pends on the training dataset. Choosing appropriate
machine-learning models for HEAs necessitates a thor-
ough evaluation of their ability to capture the intricate re-
lationships between composition, processing, microstruc-
ture, and properties. Prediction accuracy decreases when
extrapolating beyond the training data range. This is
particularly problematic for HEAs due to their various
and complex compositional space. The DDA method can
handle light scattering in complex systems, but it also

becomes computationally expensive for large structures
and also requires accurate dielectric functions [26, 27].
In contrast, the GDM efficiently combines multiple scat-
tering and near-field effects and this approach can study
large-scale HEA structures with complex electromagnetic
responses. By directly calculating electric and magnetic
fields, the GDM provides crucial insights into the spa-
tial distribution of electromagnetic energy and the inter-
action of light with HEA structures. This macroscopic
perspective complements the atomic-level details offered
by machine learning potentials and MD-DFT, which pri-
marily focus on interatomic forces, electronic structures,
and absorption spectra. Furthermore, the GDM offers a
significant advantage by efficiently modeling complex in-
teractions in multi-component materials without requir-
ing prior knowledge of the dielectric function of alloys.
Therefore, our developed GDM can serve as an indis-
pensable tool for comprehensively analyzing the optical
properties of HEAs and providing a broader view that
complements existing computational approaches.

Solar light

x

r

2R

z

FIG. 1: (Color online) Illustration of a random mixture of
nanoparticles with a radius of R under incident solar light
irradiation.

When metal nanoparticles are irradiated by the AM1.5
solar light, the nanoparticles absorb light energy, convert
it into thermal energy and thereby heat the surround-
ing medium. Suppose that the arrangement of these
nanoparticles can be modeled as a semi-infinite substrate,
as illustrated in Fig. 1. In prior works [38–42], we pro-
posed a theoretical model based on solving the heat en-
ergy balance equation to give spatial and temporal dis-
tributions of the light-induced temperature rise, which
is

∆T (r, z, t) =

∫ λmax

λmin

Eλα

2ρCp
dλ

∫ t

0

exp

(
− β2r2

1 + 4β2κt′

)
eα

2κt′

1 + 4β2κt′

[
e−αzerfc

(
2ακt′ − z

2
√
κt′

)
+ eαzerfc

(
2ακt′ + z

2
√
κt′

)]
dt′,(2)

where Eλ is the global solar AM1.5 spectrum [43], the integral over the wavelength range in Eq. (2) ranges
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from λmin = 280 nm to λmax = 3000 nm, Cp and ρ
are the specific heat capacity and mass density, respec-
tively, κ = K/ρCp is the thermal diffusivity, K is the
thermal conductivity, α(λ) = 3ΦQabs/4πR

3 is the ab-
sorption coefficient at the wavelength λ derived by as-
suming a random distribution of nanoparticles within
the medium, and Φ is the volume fraction of nanopar-
ticles. The parameter β is the inverse of the light spot
radius, which characterizes the spatial extent of the fo-
cused beam. Based on the specifications of the solar sim-
ulators used in Ref. [8], 1/β is set to be 30 mm. As
defined in Fig. 1, z is the depth direction perpendicu-
lar to the substrate surface and r is the radial distance
parallel to the surface.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figure 2a shows experimental and theoretical normal-
ized absorption cross section of pure silver nanoparticle
embedded in silica. The theoretical absorption is nu-
merically computed using pyGDM and two different di-
electric datasets given by Johnson and Christy [48] and
Werner [49]. The computational optical spectra are nar-
rower than the experimental counterpart because sim-
ulations assume uniform particle size, whereas synthe-
sized nanoparticles have a size distribution. However, it
is clear to see that calculations with Werner’s dielectric
data provide a good quantitative agreement with exper-
imental data [44]. Therefore, in subsequent calculations,
we consistently utilize the dielectric data of Werner for
silver components in nanostructures.

Similarly, experimental and computational absorption
spectra of other pure-material nanoparticles are com-
pared in Fig. 2b, 2c, and 2d to determine the most suit-
able dielectric data for subsequent calculations for HEAs.
The pyGDM calculations for the 19-nm Co nanoparticle,
using the dielectric data of Johnson and Christy [48],
have a better agreement with experimental results [45]
compared to those employing the dielectric function of
Werner et al. [49] (see Fig. 2b). Furthermore, when com-
pared to the dielectric data of McPeak et al. [60], Babar
and Weaver [61], Werner et al. [49], and Ordal et al. [62],
Hagemann et al. [63], integrating the dielectric dataset of
Johnson and Christy [48] into pyGDM simulations pro-
vide the best quantitative accordance with experimen-
tal data for the absorption spectrum of Cu nanoparticles
as shown in Fig. 2c. For Ti nanoparticle absorption
(Fig. 2d), all theoretical calculations underestimate the
optical properties in the UV range. However, pyGDM
calculations using the Werner dataset show the closest
agreement with experimental results compared to other
datasets from Johnson and Christy [48], Palm et al. [64],
Ordal et al. [65], and Mash and Motulevich [66].
Given the difficulty in finding the experimental ab-

sorption spectrum of pure nickel nanoparticles, we con-
duct simulations to predict the absorption spectrum of
Ag0.654Ni0.346 nanoparticles and compare computational

results with experimental data [56]. To achieve this, the
random mixing model is employed to describe the ele-
mental distribution within the alloy nanoparticle. Var-
ious dielectric datasets for nickel [48–50] are then inte-
grated into the pyGDM simulations to calculate the ab-
sorption spectrum of the alloy nanoparticle. A compari-
son between pyGDM simulations using various dielectric
datasets and experimental results (Fig. 3a) reveals that
the Johnson and Christy data provides the closest match.
Theoretical curves closely overlap each other and the ex-
perimental curve in the vicinity of the optical peak.

To exam the validity of the Maxwell-Garnett model
in approximate optical properties of alloys, we carry out
pyGDM simulations for the Ag0.654Ni0.346 nanoparticle
with the effective dielectric function given by Eq. (1).
As seen in Fig. 3b, although the Maxwell-Garnett model
gives a relatively good prediction for the absorption of
the alloy nanoparticle, its accuracy is still less than the
random mixing model. Unlike calculations in Figure 2a,
theoretical curves corresponding to the use of different di-
electric data for nickel exhibit significant disparities and
cannot accurately predict the peak position of the exper-
imental absorption spectrum. Clearly, this is an inherent
issue of the computational model, rather than a problem
with the selection of dielectric data for the material.

The same issue also arises when studying the dielec-
tric function of iron. Due to the ease of iron oxidation
during fabrication processes, it is hard to obtain the ab-
sorption spectrum of pure iron nanoparticles. Therefore,
we have to investigate indirectly through the optical ab-
sorption spectrum of iron-containing alloys, in this case,
Ag0.5Fe0.5 nanoparticles to align with experiments in Ref.
[44]. Simulations with the random mixing model of Fe
and Ag atoms in Ag0.5Fe0.5 alloy nanoparticles are car-
ried out and contrasted with its experimental data in Fig.
4a. Our theoretical calculations relatively well describe
the shape and variation of the absorption spectrum as a
function of the incident wavelength. Note that Ramade
and his workers [44] also attempted to simulate the ab-
sorption spectrum of AgFe nanoalloy systems using con-
centric and eccentric core-shell models. However, this
model does not mimic closely experimental fabrication
and leads to relatively significant discrepancies between
computational and experimental results. Meanwhile, our
simulations give a much closer agreement with experi-
mental data compared to Ramade’s approach. Addition-
ally, as seen in Fig. 4a, pyGDM calculations using the
dielectric data of Johnson and Christy for iron [48] offer
the most accurate description of the optical spectrum of
AgFe alloy nanoparticles. Furthermore, results in Figure
3b reaffirms the superiority of the random mixing model
over the Maxwell-Garnett model when integrated into
pyGDM simulations for investigating the optical proper-
ties of metallic alloys. Thus, hereafter, we only use the
random mixing model for calculating the absorption of
HEA nanoparticles.

Figure 5 shows the experimental and computational
absorption of 3%-Cr-doped TiO2 nanoparticle in water.
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Normalized absorption spectra of (a) a silver nanoparticle in silica (nm = 1.45) with a diameter of 4
nm, (b) a cobalt nanoparticle in 1,2-dichlorobenzene (nm = 1.55) with a diameter of 19 nm, (c) a copper nanoparticle in water
(nm = 1.33) with a diameter of 2.5 nm, and (d) a titanium nanoparticle in water with a diameter of 100 nm, computed using
various dielectric functions of materials. The experimental absorption data are shown in Fig. 2a, 2b, 2c, and 2d, are taken
from Ref. [44], [45], [46], and [47], respectively.

Here, we use the dielectric data for TiO2 taken from
the study of Zhukovsky et al. [55]. One can also em-
ploy datasets provided by Sarkar et al. [52], Siefke et al.
[53], or Jolivet et al. [54] for TiO2. Our calculations,
although not shown here, indicate that the absorption
spectrum has slight variation across different selections
of TiO2 dielectric data. This is similar to numerical re-
sults illustrated in Fig. 5. When the optical properties of
pure TiO2 remain unchanged and only the dielectric data
of Cr is varied, computational outcomes exhibit minimal
alteration. The simulated data also adequately describe
the shape of the experimental curve. Therefore, we em-
ploy the dielectric data provided by Johnson and Christy
for Cr in subsequent calculations.

Now, we identify the most appropriate dielectric data
for Fe, Ni, Co, Cr, Ti, and Cu, which are summarized in
Table I, to use in hereafter pyGDM simulations. Before
utilizing these data to investigate the optical properties
of HEAs, we examine the absorption spectra of single-

material nanoparticles with the same radius, R = 30
nm, embedded in polymer. Computational spectra across
the solar light range are presented in Fig. 6. The so-
lar energy absorption is remarkably similar across vari-
ous nanostructures except for those composed of Cu and
Ti. The curves of Qabs/πR

2 of Fe, Co, Ni, and Cr rel-
atively overlap each other. This finding is completely
consistent with experiments in Ref. [8] and implies that
absorption properties of FeCoNi-based alloys are nearly
identical to those of their single-component counterparts.
To validate this hypothesis, we conduct pyGDM simula-
tions to obtain the normalized absorption spectra of Fe-
CoNi, FeCoNiCr, FeCoNiTi, FeCoNiTiCr, FeCoNiCrCu,
FeCoNiTiCu, and FeCoNiTiCrCu nanoparticles embed-
ded in a polymer medium. The numerical results are
shown in Figure 7. Intriguingly, the theoretical curves ex-
hibit substantial overlap and this result indicates a high
degree of similarity in their absorption properties. Our
calculations are consistent with experimental findings re-
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Normalized absorption spectrum of a
Ag0.654Ni0.346 nanoparticle with a diameter of 38 nm in water
calculated using different dielectric data of nickel reported by
Johnson and Christy [48], Werner et al.[49], and Ordal et al.
[50]. The optical properties of nanoparticles are calculated
using (a) the random mixing model of Ag and Ni atoms in
the alloys and (b) the Maxwell-Garnett model [35, 36] for the
dielectric function of the binary mixture. Experimental data
of the absorption spectrum is taken from Ref. [56].

ported in Ref. [3, 8].

In the inset of Figure 6, the surface plasmon reso-
nance of the pure Cu nanoparticle is observed around
580 nm. However, in metallic alloys comprising vari-
ous metals, the collective electron oscillations in the cop-
per component can be significantly dampened, leading
to the absence of its distinct optical peaks. Only a mi-
nor shoulder near the 600 nm wavelength is discernible
in the absorption spectrum of certain alloy nanoparti-
cles containing Cu, as presented in Figure 7. This phe-
nomenon arises primarily due to increased electron scat-
tering caused by the alloying process. The presence of
multiple elements disrupts the ordered lattice structure
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FIG. 4: (Color online) (a) Normalized absorption spectrum of
a Ag0.5Fe0.5 nanoparticle with a diameter of 4.5 nm embedded
in silica (nm = 1.45) calculated using different dielectric data
of iron reported by Johnson and Christy [48] and Werner et al.
[49]. (b) The optical properties of nanoparticles are calculated
using a random mixing model of Ag and Fe atoms in the
alloy and the Maxwell-Garnett model [35, 36] for the dielectric
function of the binary mixture. Experimental data of the
absorption spectrum is taken from Ref. [44].

of the pure metal, creating a heterogeneous environment
with varying electron densities and scattering centers.
Consequently, the coherent oscillation of electrons is hin-
dered and plasmon lifetime is decreased. Additionally,
the alloying process can modify the electronic bandstruc-
ture of the constituent metals, leading to changes in the
density of states at the Fermi level, further impacting the
plasmonic response. These effects collectively contribute
to the diminished intensity observed in the absorption
spectra of metallic alloys compared to their pure metal
counterparts. Since our calculations do not account for
modifications to the electronic band structure, the latter
factor is not the primary reason.
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calculated using the dielectric data of Cr from the work of
Johnson and Chirsty [48] and Sytchkova et al. [51]. The
experimental absorption spectrum data is obtained from Ref.
[57].
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FIG. 6: (Color online) The theoretical absorption cross sec-
tion of different pure nanoparticles with a radius R = 30 nm
in polymer medium (nm = 1.4) normalized by πR2. The in-
set shows the same data as the mainframe but focuses on the
wavelength range from 400 to 800 nm.

High-entropy alloy nanoparticles, when exposed to so-
lar or laser irradiation, absorb light energy. This ab-
sorbed energy is subsequently converted into thermal en-
ergy and raises the temperature of the nanostructures
through photo-to-thermal conversion [3, 8]. The pho-
tothermal effect of nanostructures not only depends on
their absorption spectrum, but also the specific heat ca-
pacity, thermal conductivity, and mass density [38–42].
Given the relatively similar specific heat capacity and
thermal conductivity of Fe, Cr, Co, and Ni (see Figs. 8a

Material Dielectric data
Ag Werner’s data [49]
Co Johnson and Christy’s data [48]
Cu Johnson and Christy’s data [48]
Ti Werner’s data [49]
Ni Johnson and Christy’s data [48]
Fe Johnson and Christy’s data [48]
Cr Johnson and Christy’s data [48]

TABLE I: Summary of constituent elements and dielectric
data used in pyGDM with the random mixing model of atoms
to determine optical properties of alloys/mixtures.
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FIG. 7: (Color online) The theoretical absorption cross sec-
tion of different FeCoNi-based alloys with a radius R = 30
nm normalized by πR2.

and 8b), we assume these properties remain nearly con-
stant during alloying to form metallic compounds. To
validate this assumption, we calculate the effective spe-
cific heat capacity of FeCoNi-based HEAs by using the
analytical expression [62]

Cp,eff (T ) =

∑
i Cp,i(T )ρiδi∑

i ρiδi
, (3)

where i is an element in the alloy, and Cp,i and δi is the
specific heat capacity and the molar fraction of element i,
respectively. Equation (3) is derived under the following
assumptions: (1) no interactions occur between compo-
nents, (2) the total volume of mixture equals the sum of
individual component volumes, and (3) no phase transi-
tions occur within the studied temperature range. These
assumptions appear valid for investigating the photother-
mal heating of HEAs.
Figure 8c compares the experimental specific heat ca-

pacity Cp(T ) of pure Fe, Co, and Ni with the theoretical
Cp(T ) of various FeCoNi-based HEAs calculated using
Eq. (3). In high-entropy alloys, constituent elements
typically exhibit near-equimolar fractions (δi), the effec-
tive specific heat capacity Cp,eff (T ) is primarily gov-
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FIG. 8: (Color online) (a) The temperature dependence of
the experimental specific heat capacity [58] and (b) The ther-
mal conductivity at room temperature [59] of Fe, Cr, Co, Ni,
Ti, and Cu. (c) Comparison of experimental specific heat ca-
pacity (Cp(T )) data for Fe, Co, and Ni [58] with theoretical
predictions for FeCoNi-based HEAs.

erned by the specific heat capacities and mass densities of
the individual elements. Within the temperature range
of 300K to 500K, the specific heat capacities of FeCoNi-
based HEAs vary slightly with a difference not exceeding
approximately 1 J/mol.K. The comparable thermal and
optical properties of these materials suggest similar pho-
tothermal effects under identical conditions. This analy-
sis clearly explains experimental findings observed in pre-
vious studies [3, 8], wherein the temperature increases of
FeCoNi-based HEAs under solar light illumination ex-
hibit similar variations over time.
Numerical results in Fig. 8c indicate that the effective

specific heat capacity of FeCoNi-based HEAs is relatively
close to that of pure Fe. This suggests that although
HEAs possess superior mechanical properties compared
to iron, their optical properties and photothermal conver-
sion are similar. To confirm the similarity in photother-
mal effects, we calculate the time-dependent temperature
rise at the hottest spot of the substrate containing Fe
nanoparticles by using Eq. (2) and compare numerical
results with photothermal experimental counterparts of
FeCoNi nanoparticles in Ref. [8].
Since the FeCoNi nanoparticles in the experiment con-

ducted by Ref. [8] were randomly dispersed in an air
medium, we adopt the same description for our spher-
ical Fe-nanoparticle systems. To estimate the effective
thermal conductivity, we use the Hamilton-Crosser model
[38, 67, 68], which is

Kd = Kair
KFe + 2Kair + 2Φ (KFe −Kair)

KFe + 2Kair − Φ (KFe −Kair)
, (4)

where Kair = 0.03 W/m/K [8] and KFe = 80 W/m/K
[59]. The Hamilton-Crosser model has been found to pro-
vide accurate quantitative descriptions of effective ther-
mal conductivity [67]. Meanwhile, the effective specific
heat capacity and mass density are given by [62]

Cp =
Cp,airρair(1− Φ) + Cp,FeρFeΦ

ρair(1− Φ) + ρFeΦ
,

ρ = ρair(1− Φ) + ρFeΦ, (5)

where ρair = 1.293 kg/m3 and ρFe = 7874 kg/m3 are the
mass density of air and iron, respectively, and Cp,air =
1000 J/kg/K and Cp,Fe = 480 J/kg/K are the specific
heat capacity of air and iron, respectively, [59].
By using the absorption cross section of the Fe

nanoparticle (Qabs in Fig. 6) calculated by pyGDM sim-
ulations associated with the AM1.5 solar spectrum [43]
and the effective thermal conductivity, specific heat ca-
pacity, and mass density derived from Eqs. (4) and (5),
respectively, we calculate the time-dependent tempera-
ture increase at the Fe nanoparticle surface hotspot (Fig.
9) under solar irradiation for various nanoparticle volume
fractions. Our approach, consistent with previous simu-
lations [23–25], assumes that the thermal conductivity,
specific heat capacity, and mass density of the metal re-
main nearly constant over the considered temperature
range. This assumption is relatively reasonable as these
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FIG. 9: (Color online) Experimental data [8] and theoreti-
cal calculations for the temperature rise of FeCoNi and Fe
nanoparticles with an average radius R = 30 nm at r = z = 0
as a function of time under solar light illumination, respec-
tively. Numerical results are calculated using Eqs. (2), (4),
and (5). The values of Φ are adjusted to obtain good fits
between our model and the experimental data.

properties exhibit minimal thermal sensitivity near room
temperature. Figure 9 compares our theoretical predic-
tions for the iron nanoparticle substrate with the exper-
imental photothermal data for the FeCoNi nanoparticle
system reported in Ref. [8]. By adjusting the volume
fraction of iron nanoparticles, we achieve good quantita-
tive agreement with the experimental data. This agree-
ment validates the ability of our model to accurately cap-
ture the essential physics of the photothermal heating
process. Furthermore, it suggests that the optical and
photothermal properties of FeCoNi-based alloys can be
effectively approximated by those of pure iron nanopar-
ticles. Our finding potentially simplifies future investiga-
tions of these promising materials. Although increasing
the volume fraction of Fe nanoparticles leads to greater
optical energy absorption, the simultaneous increase in
effective thermal conductivity facilitates heat dissipation
and counteracts the expected temperature rise.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we have introduced a comprehensive the-
oretical approach to investigate optical and photothermal
properties of FeCoNi-based HEA nanoparticles. We de-
termined the effective dielectric function of alloys by two
different models: (1) the random mixing model of al-

loy constituents and (2) the Maxwell-Garnett model for
effective medium approximation. These dielectric func-
tions are then incorporated into pyGDM simulations to
calculate absorption spectra for both pure metal and al-
loy nanoparticles. By comparing the simulated spectra
with experimental data, we selected the most suitable
dielectric datasets for each constituent element in the
high-entropy alloys and found that using the random
mixing model in pyGDM simulation provides more ac-
curate and reasonable results than that based on the
Maxwell-Garnett model. Thus, only pyGDM simula-
tion associated with the random mixing model is used
to further compute the absorption spectra of FeCoNi-
based alloy nanoparticles. Our numerical results revealed
that optical properties of FeCoNi-based nanoparticles are
similar to those of pure iron nanoparticles. This sug-
gests that the thermal responses of iron nanoparticles
can be exploited to describe those of FeCoNi-based al-
loy nanoparticles. To validate this assumption, we used
another theoretical model based on solving the heat en-
ergy balance equation and using the absorption predic-
tion to calculate the time-dependent temperature rise
of iron-nanoparticles-based substrate under solar irradi-
ation. The quantitative agreement between our theoret-
ical temperature rise of Fe nanoparticles and the experi-
mental photothermal data for FeCoNi nanoparticles vali-
dates our assumptions. This correspondence allows for a
simplified modeling approach, wherein iron nanoparticles
can effectively represent the complex optical and pho-
tothermal behavior of FeCoNi-based HEAs. Overall, our
work not only simplifies the theoretical modeling of these
complex alloys but also provides valuable insights into the
optical and photothermal behaviors of high-entropy alloy
nanoparticles.
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