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Abstract

Short-range order (SRO), the regular and predictable arrangement of atoms over

short distances, alters the mechanical properties of technologically relevant structural

materials such as medium/high entropy alloys and austenitic stainless steels. In this

study, we present a generalized spin cluster expansion (CE) model and show that mag-

netism is a primary factor influencing the level of SRO present in austenitic Fe-Ni-Cr

alloys. The spin CE consists of a chemical cluster expansion combined with an Ising

model for Fe-Ni-Cr austenitic alloys. It explicitly accounts for local magnetic exchange

interactions, thereby capturing the effects of finite temperature magnetism on SRO.

Model parameters are obtained by fitting to a first-principles data set comprising both

chemically and magnetically diverse FCC configurations. The magnitude of the mag-

netic exchange interactions are found to be comparable to the chemical interactions.

Compared to a conventional implicit magnetism CE built from only magnetic ground

state configurations, the spin CE shows improved performance on several experimental

benchmarks over a broad spectrum of compositions, particularly at higher temperatures

due to the explicit treatment of magnetic disorder. We find that SRO is strongly in-

fluenced by alloy Cr content, since Cr atoms prefer to align antiferromagnetically with

nearest neighbors but become magnetically frustrated with increasing Cr concentration.

Using the spin CE, we predict that increasing the Cr concentration in typical austenitic

stainless steels promotes the formation of SRO and increases order-disorder transition

temperatures. This study underscores the significance of considering magnetic inter-

actions explicitly when exploring the thermodynamic properties of complex transition

metal alloys. It also highlights guidelines for customizing SRO through adjustments of

alloy composition.
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Introduction

Short-range order (SRO), the ordered arrangement of atoms over limited distances,1 af-

fects the mechanical behavior,2–4 magnetic transitions,5,6 electronic transport,7,8 and lattice

dynamics9,10 of functional structural alloys. The existence of SRO in alloys was first deter-

mined by diffuse X-ray scattering,1,11 and later verified by neutron diffraction,12–14 trans-

mission electron microscopy,2,15–17 and atom probe tomography.18 While the experimental

characterization of SRO poses ongoing challenges, advances in state-of-the-art characteriza-

tion techniques are progressively enhancing the understanding of its chemical and structural

properties.

The impact of SRO on the mechanical properties of technologically important structural

materials like medium and high entropy alloys (MEA, HEA) and austenitic stainless steels

are becoming better understood both experimentally2,3,19,20 and theoretically.4,21–25 Never-

theless, there exists a diversity of perspectives on how and to what extent SRO affects the

mechanical performance of structural materials. Experiments reported by Zhang et al. in-

dicated that SRO enhances the hardness and yield strength of CrCoNi MEA.2 However,

others have argued that SRO may be negligible under typical processing conditions, thus

reducing its influence on misfit volume and alloy hardness.3 Ding et al. theoretically quanti-

fied the impact of SRO on stacking fault energy (SFE) and identified a correlation between

increasing degrees of SRO and higher SFE values.4 In other computational studies, it was

reported that SRO can raise activation barriers for dislocation motion, thus affecting dis-

location mobility.21,23 For austenitic stainless steels, strengthening effects due to SRO have

been suggested from molecular dynamics (MD) simulations.25 In face-centered cubic (FCC)

alloys, SRO is believed to promote planar slip and dislocation pile-ups due to glide plane

softening.26 These varied viewpoints showcase the multifaceted nature of SRO, and the need

for further exploration to reconcile differing perspectives.

From an atomistic point of view, SRO is promoted by attractive or repulsive chemical in-

teractions between elemental species. Recent studies have shown that magnetic interactions
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can be a driving force for atomic-scale ordering in NiFeCrCo HEA and CrCoNi MEA.27,28

It has also been shown that temperature-induced magnetization reduction has a strong im-

pact on effective chemical interactions in Fe-Ni alloys.29 For Fe-Ni-Cr alloys, the influence

of longitudinal spin fluctuations is nontrivial, as disordered magnetism at high temperatures

has been shown to reduce ordering tendencies.30 Similar trends were discovered in other

transition metal alloys such as CrCoNi and CrMnFeCoNi, where magnetic states exert sub-

stantial effects on SRO.31 On the other hand, Ghosh et al. have argued that magnetism is

not responsible for the ground-state chemical ordering in Cr-Co-Ni alloys,32 albeit via MD

simulations that did not include finite-temperature magnetism. The importance of magneto-

structural coupling has been emphasized in other MD simulations showing that the influence

of magnetic degrees of freedom can be non-negligible.25

Due to the inherently small length scale of SRO, experimental examination is challenging

and often unfeasible. Consequently, atomic-scale simulations are useful for exploring the

presence, causes, and implications of SRO. Atomistic Monte Carlo (MC) simulation,33 in-

tended to generate representative thermodynamic configurations by sampling the Boltzmann

distribution, is an efficient tool for statistically probing the presence or absence of chemical

SRO. Nonetheless, tens of thousands of energy evaluations are needed for robust statistics to

estimate expectation values. This can be computationally expensive when employing first-

principles methods such as density functional theory (DFT). To address this computational

challenge, effective models based on the cluster expansion (CE) formalism are frequently

utilized.34 The CE method provides an approximate yet efficient method to obtain the con-

figurational energy of multi-component systems based on lattice models,35,36 and is often

combined with MC simulations to study thermodynamic properties.37,38 Warren-Cowley pa-

rameters11 and other measures of SRO can be predicted for ternary systems and beyond,

such as Fe-Ni-Cr and Fe-Ni-Cr-Mn alloys, using CE-MC simulations.39,40 Most typically, CE

formulations include chemical contributions but either ignore magnetic degrees of freedom

altogether or only account for magnetism implicitly, potentially leading to an overestima-
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tion of SRO.30 Other approaches incorporating magnetism29–31 introduce temperature- and

composition-dependent pair interactions into the CE framework, making it challenging to

extend to diverse alloy systems.

In this work, we demonstrate a generalized spin CE and use it to study the interplay

between magnetism and SRO in Fe-Ni-Cr austenitic stainless steels, structural alloys with

excellent corrosion resistance and formability. The spin CE combines a cluster expansion,

where clusters are defined explicitly by the chemical species, together with a spin Ising model

to capture magnetic effects. The spin CE is fitted to first-principles energies of alloys of vary-

ing chemical and magnetic states. The magnetic exchange interactions exhibit comparable

magnitude to the chemical interactions, underscoring the significance of magnetism. Both

the spin CE and a conventional implicit magnetism CE are compared to available experimen-

tal results, including measured Warren-Cowley SRO parameters, order-disorder transition

temperatures, and Curie temperatures, showcasing the benefits of accounting for magnetism.

Using the spin CE, we predict the degree of SRO present in prototype austenitic steels at

different temperatures and demonstrate a significant, magnetically-mediated influence of al-

loy composition on SRO. By explicitly considering magnetic interactions, this work provides

an atomic-scale understanding of SRO formation in austenitic stainless steels. Moreover, it

highlights potential routes to customize SRO by adjusting alloy composition.

Methods

Cluster expansion

Traditionally, cluster expansion (CE) models are designed to parametrize any function of

configuration using a set of orthogonal basis functions. This parametrization is often con-

sidered as a generalized Ising model.34 In a CE, the real alloy system is represented by a

lattice model with different species occupying each site. A spin-like occupation variable σi

is assigned to the occupied site and a particular arrangement of occupations is called a con-
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figuration. Quantities of interest, such as total energies, are then parametrized as a function

of site occupation variables, i.e.

E(σ⃗) =
∑

ω

mωJω⟨Γω′(σ⃗)⟩ω . (1)

Here, σ⃗ indicates a given configuration and E(σ⃗) is the energy of configuration σ⃗ per

atom/lattice site. The sum is over all clusters ω (a set of sites in the lattice) that are

symmetry-distinct. The symbol mω is the multiplicity, indicating the number of symmetry-

equivalent clusters of type ω. The fitted parameter Jω denotes the effective cluster interaction

(ECI) for cluster ω, which contains information regarding the energetics of the target system.

Cluster functions Γω(σ⃗) are typically defined as the product of orthonormal point functions

of occupation variables σi over the sites within cluster ω. The choice of cluster functions can

be found in Supplementary Information(SI). The average ⟨Γω′(σ⃗)⟩ω is taken over all clusters

ω′ that are equivalent by symmetry to cluster ω. These cluster functions, together with the

ECIs, formally represent the point, pair, and many-body interactions based on the general-

ized Ising model. Although the effective Hamiltonian in Equation (1) is only complete when

all possible clusters ω are considered in the sum, in practice the sum often converges quickly.

Typically only a finite number of clusters are needed to map CE energies to DFT energies.38

When the system contains more than two elements, a transformation depending on the

cluster functions is needed to obtain pair interactions between atomic species35,39 to physi-

cally interpret the ECIs in the conventional CE. When it comes to triplet and higher-order

interactions, the challenge of extracting meaningful insights from the ECIs is exacerbated, as

disparate interactions are often amalgamated into a single ECI value.41 Using the approach

outlined in Ref.,41 here we introduce a modified CE designed to disentangle meaningful

interactions that are challenging to extract from conventional CE. The adaptation builds

upon the foundations of the conventional approach while eliminating the necessity to use

an orthonormal basis set. Rather than being decorated with nonlinear point functions, the
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clusters are decorated with atomic species directly. Additionally, we incorporate a spin-1

Ising model into the modified CE to capture the effects of magnetism in the Fe-Ni-Cr config-

uration space. Within this model, spin variables take values of +1, 0, or -1 for all elements.

We set element-specific spin thresholds and convert the real magnetic moments (in Bohr

magnetons) from DFT to spin variables in CE (see below).

The Hamiltonian used here is given by a sum of chemical and magnetic interactions:

ECE(σ⃗) =
∑

α

JαΘα(σ⃗) +
∑

β

∑

⟨i,j⟩
JβSiSj . (2)

The first term on the right-hand side of Equation (2) describes the chemical interactions.

A cluster α = {α1, ..., αl} of length l is defined as a motif decorated with specific chemical

species (no longer a product of orthonormal point functions). The effective cluster interaction

of cluster α is given by Jα, and Θα(σ⃗) is the occurrence of cluster α appearing in the

given configuration σ⃗. The second term describes the magnetic exchange interactions by

summing over all pair sites ⟨i, j⟩ within a given distance. The magnetic exchange interaction

of magnetic dimer β is given by Jβ. In full generality, Equation (2) contains a large number

of chemical and spin clusters limited only by the size of the selected cutoff radius. Down

selection of the clusters is achieved by using a compressive sensing method42 where the

optimal clusters and their ECIs are obtained from

J = argmin
J

{
1

N

N∑

i=1

(Ei,DFT − Ei,CE(σ⃗))
2 + λ

∑
|J |

}
. (3)

Leveraging the Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator (LASSO)43 in Equation

(3), we obtain clusters that offer the highest predictive power. To avoid both overfitting and

underfitting, we use a 10-fold cross-validation (CV) for all fitting procedures and incorporate

regularization parameter λ when evaluating the corresponding set of ECIs. This model,

referred to here as the spin CE, explicitly accounts for magnetic degrees of freedom in the

alloy, treating both chemical and magnetic interactions on equal footing.

7



In contrast to Equation (2), many CE models for magnetic alloys simplify the effects of

spin by (i) neglecting the second term of Equation (2), and (ii) including only the lowest

energy spin configurations for a given chemical ordering when fitting ECI.39,40,44 That is,

the CE model is built with chemistry terms only and, given a chemical configuration, it

is assumed that the spin degrees of freedom relax to their magnetic ground state (at all

temperatures). In this approach, the effects of magnetism are incorporated only implicitly

rather than explicitly, and it is assumed that chemical interactions dominate and finite

temperature magnetism introduces negligible effects. We also consider this approach, referred

to here as the implicit magnetism CE, and compare it to the spin CE.

Monte Carlo

A lattice Monte Carlo (MC) method in the canonical ensemble was implemented based on

the modified CE formalism. Kawasaki dynamics45 for atom swaps was used to ensure that

the composition of the system remained fixed. Atom swaps and spin-flips were enabled for

each MC step with equal probabilities to allow simultaneous configurational and magnetic

equilibration. We considered temperatures between 600 K and 1500 K in 100 K increments.

To evaluate quantities of interest, the structures were initialized as disordered configurations,

equilibrated at the highest temperature, and then cooled down and equilibrated at each sub-

sequent temperature. The Metropolis-Hastings algorithm46 was used to evaluate expectation

values sampled from the Boltzmann distribution. We used a 10×10×10 conventional FCC

supercell containing 4000 atoms, for which energies are converged to within 0.1 meV/atom,

to exclude finite-size effects. For each temperature of interest, we set 2000 MC steps per

atom for equilibration, followed by 8000 passes for the evaluation of thermodynamic quanti-

ties, for each temperature. Convergence tests were performed to ascertain that the number

of passes was sufficient for the system to reach equilibrium also to within 0.1 meV/atom.

For model evaluation, the Curie temperature and chemical order-disorder transition tem-

perature were obtained from the temperature dependence of the specific heat. The Warren-
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Cowley SRO parameter

αAB
l = 1− PAB

l

CACB

= 1−
pBl,A
CB

, (4)

was determined by sampling the pair probability. Here PAB
l is the probability of finding

AB pairs in the l-th neighbor shell, and pBl,A = PAB
l /CA is the conditional probability of

finding atom B in the l-th coordination shell of atom A. The symbols CA and CB are the

concentration of A and B atoms, respectively. If there is no correlation between A and B, as

in a random solution, then α vanishes since PAB
l = CACB. A preference for like-pairs (AA

and BB clustering) is given by α > 0, while α < 0 indicates an ordering tendency for unlike

pairs (AB ordering).

First-principles data generation

Spin-polarized density functional theory (DFT) calculations were performed using the Pro-

jected Augmented Wave (PAW) method,47 as implemented in the Vienna Ab-initio Simu-

lation Package (VASP).48,49 We used the Perdew-Burke-Erzenhof (PBE) approximation to

the exchange-correlation functional.50 PAW-PBE pseudopotentials were employed with semi-

core states frozen. The atomic configurations for Fe, Ni, and Cr were [Ar]3d74s1, [Ar]3d94s1,

and [Ar]3d54s1, respectively. In all cases, the plane wave cutoff was set to 500 eV. For k-

point sampling, we use a density of 2400 k-points per reciprocal atom. This corresponds

to a 11 × 11 × 11 Monkhorst-Pack Γ-centered mesh for a single atom FCC unit cell, and

scales inversely with increasing cell size. Testing was performed to ensure k-point sampling

convergence within 0.4 meV/atom. Fermi-level smearing was applied using the first-order

Methfessel-Paxton method, with a smearing width of 0.05 eV. During geometry optimization,

the energy precision was set to 10−6 eV/cell, with all the forces between atoms converged to

be less than 0.02 eV/Å.

In this study, we focus on the FCC Fe-Ni-Cr alloys relevant to austenitic stainless steels.

The DFT calculations were employed to generate a two-part data set from which we could
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construct a CE model. The first part contains 237 unit cell structures generated automati-

cally by the Alloy Theoretic Automated Toolkit (ATAT)37 via a variance reduction scheme

for the ternary Fe-Ni-Cr system. The second part encompasses 202 2×2×2 FCC special

quasi-random structures (SQS) of varying Fe-Ni-Cr compositions, generated using the mcsqs

code.51 These structures were systematically generated to sample the ternary composition

space uniformly. Detailed alloy compositions are provided in SI Figure 1.

The importance of accurately accounting for magnetism in alloys such as Fe-Ni-Cr, es-

pecially to obtain representative DFT predictions of energies in the composition space, is

well-documented.30,39 To generate a data set that is diverse in terms of magnetism as well

as chemical ordering, for each chemical configuration we initialized multiple distinct mag-

netic spin configurations and carried out DFT relaxations. Following an approach similar

to Ref.,39 several magnetic states were initialized for each atomic configuration, with the

magnetic moments of Fe, Ni, and Cr selected from ±5, ±3, and ±3 µB, respectively. Since

Cr atoms tend to align antiferromagnetically (AFM) with neighboring atoms, particularly

Fe atoms,52 we included initializations in which Fe and Ni atoms were ferromagnetically

(FM) aligned, and Cr atoms were given opposite spins. This particular initialization often

resulted in lower energy configurations when compared to other magnetic arrangements. To

expand the data set to encompass more diverse magnetic configurations, we also initialized

calculations for supercell structures in both fully FM and AFM states. We note that the

final magnetic configurations themselves change during the simulation, relaxing into nearby

local minima of the potential energy surface, which makes it challenging to uniformly sam-

ple diverse magnetic configurations. For instance, even when initially set as ferromagnetic,

Cr atoms most often eventually acquire negative magnetic moments in random Fe-based

alloys.53 With the inclusion of magnetic degrees of freedom, the total number of unique

structures in the data set expanded from 439 to 533 (see SI Figures 2, 3, and 4 for discussion

of magnetic configuration diversity). When fitting the spin ECI in Equation (2), the spin

thresholds for Fe, Ni, and Cr atoms were determined by inspection of the magnetic moments
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distributions from DFT, as shown in SI Figure 2. Ultimately, the threshold for Fe was set

to 1.5 µB, for Ni 0.4 µB, and for Cr 0.8 µB.

Results

The magnetism of Fe-Ni-Cr alloys

We begin by investigating the magnetic states of FCC Fe-Ni-Cr alloys. Consistent with

prior studies,39,52,53 we found that Fe and Ni atoms most typically exhibit a preference

for FM alignment with neighbors, while Cr atoms prefer AFM alignment. For Cr species,

SI Figure 3 shows the distribution of Cr magnetic moments and the spin products of all

Fe-Cr first nearest neighbors (1 NN) present in the full data set. The distributions are

shown separately for Cr atoms with fewer (≤ 5) or more (≥ 6) nearest neighbor Fe species.

When a larger number of Fe neighbors are present, the Cr atoms exhibit more negative

magnetic moments and the Fe-Cr spin products are statistically more negative. This change

in magnetization arises because the favorable arrangement of AFM Cr is only possible when

the Cr concentration is low as illustrated schematically for a 2D square lattice in Figure 1(a).

As the Cr concentration increases, Cr atoms necessarily become nearest neighbors with each

other. In this case, it is geometrically not possible to arrange Cr atoms to be fully AFM

to all neighbors as shown in Figure 1(b), leading to magnetic frustration. Further analysis

in SI Figure 4(a-c) demonstrates a transition from the AFM (magnetic moment ≤ −0.8µB)

to the nonmagnetic (NM, magnetic moment µB > −0.8) state of Cr when the number of

neighboring Cr atoms surpasses six, half of the 1 NN coordination number. This transition

arises from the challenge of achieving global magnetic order among Cr atoms when local

Cr concentration is high. Intuitively, we expect that this tendency may induce Cr atoms

to be spatially separated from each other, in order to achieve energetically favorable spin

configurations. In contrast, this trend is not observed for Fe as shown in SI Figure 4(b),

which we attribute to a strong preference for FM interactions between Fe and Ni.
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(b)(a)

Fe Ni Cr

(c)

low Cr content high Cr content 
(frustrated)

Figure 1: Two-dimensional schematic illustration of the spin configurations when (a) Cr
concentration is low and isolated Cr atoms can align antiferromagnetically with neighbors to
achieve a favorable spin configuration, and (b) Cr concentration is high, resulting in magnetic
frustration. c) Schematic showing energy as a function of magnetic and configurational
degrees of freedom. Blue and yellow lines show how energy might change with configuration
at different magnetic states.
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To investigate how these exchange interactions affect alloy stability, SI Figure 5 shows the

results of non spin-polarized DFT calculations on several alloy compositions such as Fe3Ni,

FeNi, and others. For each composition, we considered various chemical configurations,

including L10, L12, or random structures. The corresponding energies are marked with

large circles in SI Figure 5. The spread in the energies lies between 0.05-0.1 eV/atom,

illustrating how much total energies vary with chemical ordering. Subsequently, we selected

the chemical configurations with the lowest and highest energies, and initialized them with

different magnetic states for spin-polarized DFT calculations. These energies are also shown

in SI Figure 5, labeled by small triangles and diamonds. For certain compositions (e.g. Cr3Ni

and Ni2Cr), the introduction of magnetism only slightly affects total energies, and preserves

the ordering of lowest and highest energy chemical configurations. However, for compositions

like Ni3Fe and FeNi, magnetic interactions reduce total energies substantially and play a

key role in stabilizing the structures. Additionally, when spin is included for these two

compositions, the relative ordering of the highest and lowest chemical configurations becomes

reversed. These observations highlight the way that magnetism itself may dramatically affect

chemical short-range order, and the importance of explicitly including spin degrees of freedom

in effective models.

For example, Figure 1(c) schematically depicts alloy energy as a function of chemical

configuration and magnetic state. The energy for a given alloy configuration can change

significantly due to the influence of magnetism, and certain configurations may only be

stabilized for a specific magnetic state. Intuitively, magnetically favorable interactions can

enhance ordering tendencies distinct from SRO that would be present in the absence of

magnetism. For example, frustrated magnetic interactions between adjacent Cr atoms may

exert a destabilizing impact, prompting Cr atoms to spatially segregate from one another.

On the other hand, at high enough temperatures, frustrated magnetism may be insufficient

to promote certain configurations, leading to alterations in the ordering tendencies.
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Construction of the CE models

Having analyzed trends in exchange interactions and their effect on alloy energies, it is now

possible to construct a comprehensive CE model that incorporates both configurational and

magnetic degrees of freedom. The clusters that appear in Equation (2) include a large set of

chemical dimers, trimers, and quadrumers, as well as magnetic dimers. To select the clusters

that most correlate to configuration energies, we performed several LASSO-CV tests with

a systematically expanding set of clusters. This strategy helps avoid both under and over

-fitting, by comparing the CV score or root mean square error (RMSE) for different cluster

choices.37,41,54 SI Figure 6 illustrates the effect of changing the number and type of clusters

on the RMSE, and shows that the minimum RMSE appears in a shallow basin around 7-8

dimers, 8-12 trimers, and 1-3 quadrumers.

Given the shallow basin in SI Figure 6 where the minimum RMSE is found, we selected

several benchmark tests and systematically assessed candidate models within the basin indi-

cated by the black circle in SI Figure 6(b). The experimental benchmarks used for evaluation

and final model selection are:

• SRO parameters for various ternary Fe-Ni-Cr alloys,12,13 Fe-Ni binary alloys55,56 sum-

marized in Ref,57 and Ni-Cr binary alloys;58,59

• order-disorder transition temperatures of FeNi and Ni3Fe alloys;60,61 and

• Curie temperatures of Ni, FeNi L10 alloy, and Ni3Fe L12 alloy.62,63

The best model that matches almost all benchmarks comprises 7 dimers, 12 trimers, and

1 quadrumer, and includes magnetic interactions up to the 3rd nearest neighbors (3 NN)

before LASSO selection. The geometries of all possible chemical clusters are schematically

depicted in SI Figure 7.

To visualize the clusters selected in the final model, Figure 2 shows all chemical ECIs

with magnitudes exceeding 5 meV/atom. Small dimers are found to be excluded from the
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(b)

(a)

Fe
Ni
Cr

A B C D

E F G H

I J K

Figure 2: (a) The important chemistry ECIs with magnitudes larger than 5 meV/atom. The
atomic configurations of the selected chemistry clusters are depicted in (b). Fe, Ni, and Cr
atoms are marked with red, green, and blue, respectively
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features selected by LASSO CV, as they are absorbed into trimers that contain nearest-

neighbor interactions. A consistent pattern is apparent from Figure 2. Positive (unfavorable)

ECIs predominantly involve Cr-Cr 1 NN interactions, while the negative (favorable) ECIs

exhibit Ni-(Fe/Ni/Cr) 1 NN interactions or Cr-Cr 2nd nearest-neighbor (2 NN) interactions.

In other words, Cr species prefer to bond with Fe or Ni as 1 NN, in agreement with the

negative 1 NN Fe-Cr and Ni-Cr SRO parameters obtained previously in Ref.12 Ni-containing

clusters yield lower energies, consistent with findings that Ni acts as an austenite stabilizer

in stainless steels.64

Figure 3 gives an overview of all magnetic interactions with magnitudes exceeding 0.5

meV/atom. Of particular note, some spin interactions exhibit similar or even larger magni-

tude ECI than chemical interactions, emphasizing the strength of magnetic interactions in

Fe-Ni-Cr. Among the magnetic interactions, the most negative (favorable) ECI are Fe-Fe,

Fe-Ni, and Ni-Ni 2 NNs. In contrast, Fe-Fe and Cr-Cr 1 NN interactions exhibit the largest

positive ECI, signaling their AFM preference. In between, there are several ECIs involv-

ing all chemical species that show comparatively small magnitude. Overall, the ECIs for

magnetic interactions obtained from the spin CE are aligned with prior theoretical investi-

gations.30,39,65

The AFM nature of Fe-Fe 1 NN pairs in the FCC structure has also been reported in

Ref.66 In that work, depending on the local environment, the 1 NN Fe-Fe magnetic exchange

interaction obtained from Green’s function method and magnetic force theorem67 was found

to vary between negative and positive values. This finding is also consistent with prior

findings that the magnetic ground state of FCC Fe in DFT exhibits an AFM double-layer

configuration.39,65 However, the magnitude of the Fe-Fe 1 NN interaction is small compared

to the magnitude of the FM Fe-Fe 2 NN and FM Fe-Ni 2 NN interaction, which means that

the latter interactions will dominate the observed behavior. The smaller magnitude of Fe-Fe

1 NN magnetic interactions compared to Fe-Fe 2 NN interactions was also found in Ref.66

By contrast, the Cr-Cr 1 NN interaction has the largest magnitude among all interactions
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involving Cr species. The magnetic interactions between Cr and Ni (and Cr and Fe) are

relatively small, compared to other interactions. This agrees with the DFT results in SI

Figure 5, showing that Ni-Cr alloys have similar energies in spin-unpolarized and spin-

polarized DFT calculations. The dominant 1 NN Cr-Cr interaction for Cr species is the

reason for the behavior shown in Figure 1(b) and SI Figure 4(a-c), in which the magnetic

moments on Cr species transition from AFM to near zero as the number of Cr neighbors

increases and the frustration effect becomes significant.

Fe
Ni
Cr

A B C D

E F G H

I J K

(b)

(a)

Figure 3: (a) The important spin ECIs with magnitudes larger than 0.5 meV/atom. The
atomic configurations of the selected spin clusters are depicted in (b). Fe, Ni, and Cr atoms
are marked with red, green, and blue, respectively
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Evaluation of spin CE’s predictive performance

A comparison between the spin CE energies and DFT energies for the best-performing spin

CE is shown in Figure 4(a). The RMSE is 12.58 meV/atom, similar to previous CE stud-

ies.39 To see how the spin CE differs from other possible CEs, we refitted two comparison

models using only the chemical clusters, i.e., 7 dimers, 12 trimers, and 1 quadrumer. The

first comparison model in Figure 4(b) was fitted to the whole data set including all spin

configurations. This fit results in an increased RMSE to 16.43 meV/atom. The second in

Figure 4(c), referred to as the implicit magnetism CE, was fitted to only the magnetic ground

state of each structure. This fit results in a reduced RMSE of 9.18 meV/atom.

The increased RMSE in Figure 4(b) arises from underfitting, due to an insufficiently

expressive model. As expected, the CE underestimates several DFT configuration energies,

likely those that are in magnetically excited states. In this case, the model is not sufficiently

expressive to capture the dependence of the energy on chemical and magnetic configuration.

A chemical configuration in different magnetic states always contains the same features,

making the fit an average magnetism CE model. In contrast, the implicit magnetism CE

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 4: Comparison between CE energies and DFT energies for (a) the spin CE fit for all
DFT data including magnetic degrees of freedom, (b) the average magnetism CE fit for all
DFT data including magnetic degrees of freedom (a structure in different magnetic states
has the same features in this fit), and (c) the implicit magnetism CE fit using only the lowest
energy structures in the data set.

results in a reduced RMSE of 9.18 meV/atom (Figure 4(c)). In this comparison model, the
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model is both fitted to and evaluated on only the magnetic ground state given a chemical

configuration. While this model achieves the lowest RMSE, as shown below fitting and

evaluation in a reduced configuration space (magnetic ground states) leads to poor predictive

ability when the model is used outside of that configuration space.

Figure 5 shows the performance of the spin CE (Figure 4(a)) and the implicit mag-

netism CE (Figure 4(c)) against available experimental benchmarks. The SRO parameter of

Fe56Cr21Ni23 alloy as a function of temperature is taken from multiple sources. Experimen-

tal12 and theoretical39 results from prior studies are represented by solid and hollow symbols,

respectively. The spin CE, implicit magnetism CE, and previous CE-MC results all agree

with experiment for 1 NN SRO parameters for Fe-Ni and Ni-Cr measured at 1300 K. For the

1 NN Fe-Cr SRO (triangles), however, both the implicit magnetism CE and previous CE-

MC results overestimate the degree of SRO. When considering Fe-Cr (triangles) and Ni-Cr

(diamonds) 2 NN SRO, the deviations between the implicit magnetism CE and experimen-

tal data become more pronounced. The current implicit magnetism CE and prior CE-MC

results are in agreement with each other (but not experiment), most probably because the

prior CE-MC was also fitted to the magnetic ground state.

By contrast, for all six SRO parameters measured in experiment, the spin CE captures

trends qualitatively and often quantitatively. The main difference between the spin CE and

the implicit magnetism CE lies in Fe-Cr and Ni-Cr SRO parameters. The implicit magnetism

CE is fitted to the magnetic ground state for every chemical configuration, in which Cr atoms

tend to have anti-aligned spins with Fe and Ni neighbors. However, at high Cr content

this preferred ordering may not be possible due to configurational frustration. Also, at high

temperatures, deviations from the lowest energy magnetic ground state are statistically more

probable. As a result, the implicit magnetism CE predicts unphysically strong interactions

between Cr and other species at high temperatures. The spin CE resolves this issue by

explicitly incorporating magnetic degrees of freedom, positive Cr-Cr and Fe-Cr 1 NN, as

well as Fe-Cr and Ni-Cr 3 NN, spin interactions. Particularly at higher temperatures, the
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Figure 5: (a) 1 NN and 2 NN SRO parameters of Fe56Cr21Ni23 alloy as functions of tempera-
ture. The left panel is from the spin CE (solid lines) and the right panel is from the implicit
magnetism (IM) CE (dashed lines). (b) MC snapshot from the spin CE at 1300K. (c) MC
snapshot from the implicit magnetism CE at 1300K. Images are generated in OVITO.68 Fe,
Ni, and Cr atoms are marked with red, green, and blue, respectively. Note: i. The experi-
mental data is taken from Ref.12 ii. The MC result is taken from Ref.39
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capacity to account for thermal disorder of magnetic spins reduces the tendency for Fe-Cr and

Ni-Cr ordering. Monte Carlo configuration snapshots at 1300 K are shown in Figure 5(b,c)

for the spin CE and implicit magnetism CE, respectively. These snapshots show that the

implicit magnetism CE predicts a strong Fe-Cr ordering that contradicts experiments at

1300K, while spin CE predicts a more disordered configuration.

Figure 6: Temperature dependence of 1 NN and 2 NN SRO parameters of Fe42.5Cr7.5Ni50
alloy. The experimental data are taken from Ref.13 The prior MC results are taken from
Ref.39

Another benchmark, now for Fe42.5Cr7.5Ni50 alloy,13 is shown in Figure 6. Experimental

data for the average (Fe, Cr)-Ni SRO parameters were obtained at 1300K, 900K, and 600K

for a specimen subjected to radiation at 600 K to accelerate diffusion. Again, we compare

the spin CE, implicit magnetism CE, and previous MC results to experiments in Figure 6.

All models agree with each other and experiment for 1 NN SRO parameters at least qualita-

tively. The largest difference between the spin CE and the implicit magnetism CE appears

in the 2 NN (Fe,Cr)-Ni SRO parameter: the loss of order occurs at lower temperatures in

the spin CE, while the implicit magnetism CE preserves order to higher temperatures. At

1300 K, all theoretical predictions are close to experiments for 2 NN SRO. When the tem-
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perature decreases to 900 K, the implicit magnetism CE deviates for 2 NN SRO, while the

spin CE continues to yield reasonable predictions. As the temperature further decreases

to 600 K, all methods overestimate the 2 NN SRO parameter compared to experiments.

Although the precise reason for the discrepancy is not known, we expect that irradiated

samples at 600 K may show deviations from the equilibrated configurations predicted in MC

simulations. Kinetic factors can act as significant barriers to the development of SRO at in-

termediate temperatures,69 making it challenging to compare fully equilibrated MC results

with experimental data.

Additional benchmark comparisons are presented in the SI. SI Figure 9 benchmarks the

models against experiment for ternary Fe34Cr20Ni46 and Fe38Cr14Ni48 alloys. Benchmarks of

the spin CE for binary alloys are available in SI Figure 10. Here for binary FeNi and NiCr

alloys at high temperatures, the predicted SRO parameters are again close to experiment.

For chemical order-disorder transition temperatures, the spin CE yields predictions that are

approximately 100 K higher than the experimental values. In terms of magnetic properties,

the Curie temperature prediction from the spin CE is shown in SI Figure 11. The model

somewhat overpredicts the Curie temperature of Ni compared to experiment. Although it

overestimates the Curie temperatures of FeNi and Ni3Fe, it does capture the ferromagnetic

nature of these alloys.

In aggregate, the spin CE provides more realistic predictions than the implicit magnetism

CE, particularly in capturing reduced ordering arising from finite-temperature magnetism.

On the other hand, at low temperatures where ground states are expected to dominate the

system, both yield similar results. The spin CE offers the advantage of retaining magnetic

information from all DFT calculations without the need to focus solely on the magnetic

ground states.
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Figure 7: (a) The 1 NN and 2 NN Fe-Cr SRO parameters as a function of temperature
for Fe-Ni-Cr alloys with different compositions. The inset figure shows a zoomed-in ternary
composition space with several stable intermetallic phases highlighted in red squares. The
chosen compositions lie on the cyan solid line of the inset figure, where Fe concentration is
fixed at 70 % and Ni concentration changes from 5 % to 20 %. (b) MC snapshot at 900K
for the 5 % Ni case. (c) MC snapshot at 900K for the 20 % Ni case. Fe, Ni, and Cr atoms
are marked with red, green, and blue, respectively.
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SRO Effects in Austenitic Stainless Steels

Having benchmarked the performance of the spin CE across a variety of compositions, we can

now use the model to predict the SRO of typical austenitic stainless steels. To illustrate the

influence of composition on SRO and order-disorder transition temperatures, we calculate the

Fe-Cr 1 NN and 2 NN SRO parameters at different temperatures, as shown in Figures 7 and

8. We fix the concentration of one element and change the concentrations of the other two

elements in the composition space of typical austenitic steels (Fe 70%, Ni 10%, and Cr 20%).

In Figure 7(a), the Ni concentration is varied from 5% to 20%, and the Cr concentration

changes accordingly, while the Fe concentration is fixed at 70%. These compositions lie on

the cyan line depicted in the inset picture of Figure 7. As the Ni/Cr ratio increases, the

order-disorder transition temperature decreases significantly from around 1200 K to 700 K.

With more Ni (and less Cr) present, the degree of Fe-Cr 1 NN and 2 NN SRO accordingly

decrease. Monte Carlo configuration snapshots at 900 K are shown in Figure 7(b,c) for 5%

and 20% Ni concentrations, respectively. When Ni concentration is 5%, the alloy shows a

strong Fe-Cr ordering at 900K by forming Fe3Cr L12-like structures. The Ni atoms appear to

be randomly distributed in the lattice. When the Ni concentration is increased to 20%, the

alloy configuration becomes more disordered and the Fe-Cr ordering is reduced significantly.

We also fix the Cr (Ni) concentration at 15% and vary the Ni (Cr) concentration from

5% to 20% to further investigate the role of Ni and Cr on SRO. Figure 8(a) shows that the

transition temperature only decreases slightly when Ni concentration increases at fixed Cr

content. Here, higher Ni content somewhat promotes ordering tendencies between Fe and

Cr below 900K. However, when the temperature is higher, SRO remains almost unchanged.

Varying the degree of Cr present has a more pronounced influence on SRO as shown in

Figure 8(b). As the Cr concentration increases, the transition temperature increases sig-

nificantly, accompanied by a significant increase in SRO at elevated temperatures. The

addition of Cr in austenitic stainless steels promotes SRO significantly, leading to increased

heterogeneity within the alloys. For Fe-Ni and Ni-Cr SRO parameters, the effect of the com-
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Figure 8: The 1 NN and 2 NN Fe-Cr SRO parameters as a function of temperature for
Fe-Ni-Cr alloys with different compositions. (a) The chosen compositions lie on the magenta
solid line of the inset figure, where Cr concentration is fixed at 15 % and Ni concentration
changes from 5 % to 20 %. (b) The chosen compositions lie on the yellow solid line of the
inset figure, where Ni concentration is fixed at 15 % and Cr concentration changes from 5 %
to 20 %.
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position is shown in SI Figure 12, 13, and 14. Similar trends in order-disorder temperature

are found for Fe-Ni and Ni-Cr SRO, and Cr again influences SRO most significantly. These

results show possible routes to control the degree of ordering in austenitic stainless steels,

via tailoring of alloy composition and manufacturing/annealing temperatures.

Discussion

When using theoretical approaches to predict SRO, it is important to describe the material

system as realistically as possible. For example, the effects of finite temperature magnetism

on SRO in complex alloys can be non-negligible. We demonstrate that conventional CE

models that neglect magnetism, or that only implicitly include magnetism by fitting to

magnetic ground state configurations, show discrepancies in SRO of Fe-Ni-Cr alloys compared

to experiments. The problem lies in the exclusion of magnetic degrees of freedom. While

the implicit approach is effective for capturing configuration energies at low temperatures

where the magnetic configurations are in the ground state, it may fail at higher temperatures

where the effects of finite-temperature magnetism are non-trivial. Similarly, the presence of

different magnetic states (e.g. above and below the Curie temperature) can affect preferred

chemical orderings, so CEs fitted to the magnetic ground state may not be suitable at high

temperatures. Near magnetic transition temperatures (Curie temperature of Ni is 627 K and

of Fe is 1043 K), it is essential to exercise caution when simulating SRO using the CE-MC

approach.

There have been previous efforts to address magnetism in the CE method as well. By

employing separate CE models fitted to first-principles energies in different magnetic states,

it becomes possible to discern how magnetism affects the pair interactions, consequently

altering predictions related to SRO.31 This approach focuses on the impact of paramagnetic

(PM, corresponding to non-zero but disordered spins) or ferromagnetic magnetic states on ab

initio energies at 0 K. However, a drawback of this method lies in the necessity for separate
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fits for PM and FM structures, which limits its ability to capture the subtleties of finite-

temperature magnetism directly. This challenge was addressed by Ruban and Dehghani 30

who considered longitudinal spin fluctuations in ab-initio calculations to capture the effects

of finite-temperature magnetism. While this method also provides valuable insights, it in-

troduces temperature- and composition-dependent pair interactions into the CE framework.

This complexity can pose challenges when extending theoretical predictions to diverse alloy

systems at varying temperatures.

The spin CE model of this study, on the other hand, provides one coherent fit for both

chemical and spin interactions, which does not require separate data sets or fits of dif-

ferent magnetic states. The relationship between magnetism and SRO in Fe-Ni-Cr alloys

can be studied systematically using the spin CE-MC method. For instance, utilizing this

model, we validate prior studies on the interplay between chemical order and magnetic or-

der,5,28,29,31,70–72 and recovered certain experimental findings on SRO.12,13,56 As a result of

finite temperature magnetism, we predict that Fe-Cr and Fe-Ni ordering is not as profound

as Ni-Cr in the Fe56Cr21Ni23 alloy at high temperatures, consistent with previous experi-

ments.13 Moreover, we predict here that the presence/absence of SRO in austenitic stainless

steels is largely governed by the Cr content of the alloy. The dominant influence of Cr con-

tent arises from the strong tendency for AFM alignment between Cr and its first nearest

neighbors, especially 1 NN Cr-Cr. Identification of dominant contributors to SRO (or lack of

SRO) can lead to design rules to gain control over SRO, and its consequences for macroscopic

deformation modes.

Further examination of the ways in which magnetism influences SRO and vice versa are

presented in SI Figures 15, 16, and 17. For instance, certain magnetic states can promote

SRO dramatically. Conversely, the chemical order can also affect the magnetic transition

behavior: random configurations of Fe-Ni reduce the Curie temperature compared to ordered

structures. The mutual interaction between magnetism and SRO can play an important role

in the equilibrium properties of Fe-Ni-Cr austenitic steels. This might be applied to other
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transition metal alloys with complex magnetism, which might be important for future studies.

We anticipate that the spin CE could be further improved by increasing the fidelity of

first-principles calculations for magnetic interactions, possibly such as non-collinear DFT

calculations since spin waves have been reported in related alloys.73,74 Additionally, longitu-

dinal spin fluctuations and more refined magnetic models (e.g. Heisenberg model) could be

incorporated into the CE method.

Finally, we emphasize the importance of model validation using available experimental

benchmarks in future computational studies of SRO. In this work, different CE models (spin

CE vs implicit magnetism CE) that have similar RMSE or CV scores exhibit substantial

variations in predicted thermodynamic quantities obtained by MC simulations. In particu-

lar, we observed that the implicit magnetism CE, fitted and evaluated on a simpler data set,

obtains lower CV scores but is less predictive of available experimental benchmarks. Conse-

quently, it is imperative to benchmark the models and quantitatively assess the uncertainties

for consistency.

Conclusions

We report a spin CE that combines a conventional chemical CE with a spin Ising model to

capture the effects of magnetism on SRO. The main findings are:

1. Cr atoms prefer to align antiferromagnetically with neighboring atoms in Fe-Ni-Cr

alloys, leading to magnetic frustration when the local Cr concentration is high.

2. Implicit magnetism CE models that ignore magnetic degrees of freedom tend to over-

estimate SRO, while the spin CE agrees with experimental results over a broad range

of compositions and temperatures.

3. In austenitic stainless steels, Cr content affects SRO and order-disorder temperatures

most significantly compared to Fe and Ni. The addition of Cr promotes SRO and may

increase alloy heterogeneity.
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4. Magnetism is a primary factor influencing the degree of SRO in Fe-Ni-Cr alloys. The

mutual interaction between magnetism and SRO plays a key role in the equilibrium

properties of Fe-Ni-Cr austenitic steels, and points to design rules for controlling SRO

via alloy chemistry.
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The formalism of different CE models

The general form of the conventional CE Hamiltonian is

E(σ⃗) =
∑

ω

mωJω⟨Γω′(σ⃗)⟩ω . (1)

For the simplest binary case, each site i can be occupied by two species with occupation

variable σi = ±1. Like an extended Ising Hamiltonian, the cluster function can be expressed

as the product of occupation variables:

Γω(σ⃗) =
∏

i∈ω
σi . (2)

For ternary systems and beyond (multicomponent system), if site i can host Mi compo-

nents then the occupation variable σi can take values from 0 to Mi − 1, i.e. σi = 0, 1, 2 can

represent atom A, B, and C, respectively. For each site i, a point function γsi,Mi
(σi) should

be used to express the energy dependence of cluster ω on the occupation variable σi, where

si can range from 0 to Mi − 1. The cluster function is then

Γ(s)
ω (σ⃗) =

∏

i

γsi,Mi
(σi) . (3)

Now we can see for a cluster ω containing |ω| sites in the multicomponent lattice, each

site can be assigned with Mi − 1 different points functions. For all other sites outside of

the cluster, γ0,Mi
(σi) = 1 will be used so they won’t matter for the cluster of interest. The

sequence of {s1, s2...s|ω|} is referred to as decoration {s}. For example, a pair cluster in a

ternary lattice can have 23−1 = 4 decorations.

In particular, point function γsi,Mi
(σi) must satisfy γ0,Mi

(σi) = 1 and the orthogonality

condition:

1

Mi

Mi−1∑

σi=0

γsi,Mi
(σi)γti,Mi

(σi) =





1 if si = ti

0 otherwise .
(4)

2



While there can be various functions satisfying the conditions, the choice of γsi,Mi
(σi) used

in ATAT is

γsi,Mi
(σi) =





1 if si = 0

−cos(2π
[
s1
2

]
σi

Mi
) if si > 0 and odd

−sin(2π
[
s1
2

]
σi

Mi
) if si > 0 and even

(5)

where [...] denotes the round up operation, e.g. [1
2
] = 1. For binary case, this is reduced to

γsi,2(σi) =





1 if si = 0

−(−1)σi if si = 1

(6)

where σi = 0, 1. One can see clearly that this result is consistent with the extended Ising

Hamiltonian we showed above for simple binary systems. In the ternary case, the point

functions are orthogonal but not orthonormal. Extra normalization factors are needed.1

The number of possible dimer clusters in a ternary lattice is 3, i.e., ⟨γ1γ1⟩, ⟨γ1γ2⟩, and

⟨γ2γ2⟩.

For the new CE method described in the main text, we exclude the necessity of an

orthonormal basis as point functions. Clusters are decorated explicitly by the chemical

species distributed within the lattice. For a ternary A-B-C system, the number of possible

dimer clusters is 6, i.e., AA, AB, AC, BB, BC, and CC. The trimers and dimers are highly

correlated due to the direct decoration of atomic species. For example, AA dimer is associated

with AAA/AAB/AAC/... trimers linearly. Since all clusters with different decorations are

fitted independently, LASSO tends to select trimers over dimers. This may not be the case

when clusters are decorated with non-linear point functions.
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Figure 1: The ternary composition space of Fe-Ni-Cr alloys. The red squares label the SQS
compositions sampled in this study.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Figure 2: Spin distribution of Fe, Ni, and Cr from the whole data set. (b), (d), and (f) are
the zoomed-in versions of (a), (c), and (e), respectively. The black lines indicate the spin
thresholds for each species.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Figure 3: (a, b) The distribution of Cr magnetic moment. With more Cr-Fe 1NN pairs, the
Cr spins become more negative. (c, d) The distribution of the Fe-Cr spin product. With
more Cr-Fe 1NN around Cr atoms, the probability of anti-aligned spins between Cr and Fe
is higher.
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(a) (d)

(b) (e)

(c) (f)

Figure 4: (a-c) The effect of the number of Cr-Cr pairs on Cr spin distribution. (d-f) The
effect of the number of Fe-Fe pairs on Fe spin distribution. The black lines indicate the spin
thresholds we adopt for Fe and Cr.
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On the spin diversity of the data set

To construct a reliable spin CE, we need to make sure that the data set includes enough

information about both configuration and magnetism. The configuration diversity can be

achieved by arranging atomic occupations on lattice sites randomly or in order. However,

the spin diversity is difficult to control. Even when initialized with different magnetic states,

many alloy structures eventually relax to similar spin configurations in DFT calculations. In

the dataset we generated, most of the structures have a zero spin product for Ni-Cr pairs.

Will it give rise to the vanished Ni-Cr spin interactions in LASSO?

To address this issue, we duplicated all the structures that contain non-zero spin products

of Ni-Cr 1 NN pairs in the data set. The biased fit on this new data set did give non-zero

Ni-Cr spin interactions in contrast to the zero Ni-Cr spin interactions in the normal fit.

However, the biased fit failed to match most of the benchmark tests.

We also weighted the structures that contain non-zero Ni-Cr 1 NN spin products by a

factor of two during the LASSO fit. The Ni-Cr 1 NN spin interactions still vanished in this

fit. The corresponding MC simulation gave similar SRO results compared to the normal fit

but failed to predict the magnetic transition of Ni. We note here that the diversity of spins

could be a potential issue for magnetic CE. However, this might not be the case in our study.
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Change of 
configuration 
for a given 
composition 

Change of magnetism 
for a given configuration

Figure 5: The comparison between magnetic energy and configurational energy for different
intermetallic compositions. The large circles indicate the non spin-polarized DFT calcula-
tions. The small triangles and diamonds indicate the spin-polarized DFT calculation. The
triangles/diamonds are from the lowest/highest energy configurations (in non spin-polarized
DFT) with varying magnetic states.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 6: The root mean square error of the LASSO fit as a function of the input number
of clusters. The X-axis is the number of trimers. (a) the number of dimers changes from 6
to 8 while the number of quadrumers is fixed as 1. (b) the number of quadrumers changes
from 6 to 8 while the number of dimers is fixed as 7.
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Size (Å) Two-body Three-body Four-body

2.545584

3.6

4.409082

5.091169

5.6921

6.235383

6.734983

Figure 7: The scheme of all input clusters for the CE construction by LASSO. For this set
of input clusters, the trimer terms represent a complete set encompassing interactions up to
the 4th shell. Although increasing the number of trimers from 12 to 13 appears to result
in a reduced RMSE during the fitting process, the 13th trimer extends into the 5th shell.
To fully encompass all trimers up to the 5th shell, the number of trimers would need to
exceed 16, ultimately leading to overfitting as illustrated in SI Figure 6(a). Furthermore, it’s
worth noting that the model comprising 13 trimers does not align with some benchmarks.
Consequently, it is important to avoid including a cluster of a specific size while omitting
other potential clusters of the same size, as this may not be a sound practice. A new guideline
may be added to the cluster selection rules suggested previously by Van De Walle et al.,2
i.e., always include all possible N -body clusters within a given size.
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Fe
Ni
Cr

A B C D

E F G H

I J K L

(b)

(a)

Figure 8: The important chemistry ECIs from implicit magnetism CE (conventional CE)
with magnitudes larger than 5 meV. The largest two (positive) ECIs also appear in the
selected chemical clusters of the spin CE, but the magnitudes here are two times larger than
those in the spin CE. These large magnitudes of the interaction between Cr and other atoms
might lead to overestimating Cr-related SRO parameters based on the implicit magnetism
CE.
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(a)

(b)

Figure 9: The averaged SRO of (a) Fe34Cr20Ni46 alloy and (b) Fe38Cr14Ni48 alloy. Note: i.
The experimental data is taken from Ref.3 ii. The MC result is taken from Ref.1
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(c) (d)

(a) (b)

Figure 10: (a) The 1NN and 2NN Fe-Ni SRO for binary Fe-Ni alloys at 1297K. (b) The 1NN
and 2NN Ni-Cr SRO for binary Ni-Cr alloys at around 1000K. (c) The order-disorder tran-
sition for FeNi. (d) The order-disorder transition for Ni3Fe. Note: i. The experimental data
is taken from Ref.4,5 ii. The experimental data is taken from Ref.6,7 iii. The experimental
data is taken from Ref.8 iv. The experimental data is taken from Ref.9
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Tc = 710K

Tc = 1210K

Tc = 1210K

Figure 11: The Curie temperatures of Ni, Ni3Fe, and FeNi are 710K, 1210K, and 1210K,
respectively. The experimental Curie temperatures for Ni, FeNi, and Ni3Fe are 627K, 823K,
and 853K, respectively.10,11 Note that the Ising model tends to predict a higher magnetic
transition temperature compared to the Heisenberg model using the same set of interac-
tions.12 This overestimate arises because the energy barrier to flip one spin to the opposite
direction is lower in the Heisenberg model which allows successive small rotations of spins.
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(a) (d)

(b) (e)

(c) (f)

Figure 12: (a-c) 1 NN and (d-e) 2 NN Fe-Cr, Fe-Ni, and Ni-Cr SRO parameters as functions
of temperature for Fe-Ni-Cr alloys with different compositions. Here Fe concentration is fixed
at 70 %. Ni concentration changes from 5 % to 20 % while Cr content changes accordingly.
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(a) (d)

(b) (e)

(c) (f)

Figure 13: (a-c) 1 NN and (d-e) 2 NN Fe-Cr, Fe-Ni, and Ni-Cr SRO parameters as functions
of temperature for Fe-Ni-Cr alloys with different compositions. Here Cr concentration is fixed
at 15 %. Ni concentration changes from 5 % to 20 % while Fe content changes accordingly.
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(a) (d)

(b) (e)

(c) (f)

Figure 14: (a-c) 1 NN and (d-e) 2 NN Fe-Cr, Fe-Ni, and Ni-Cr SRO parameters as functions
of temperature for Fe-Ni-Cr alloys with different compositions. Here Ni concentration is fixed
at 15 %. Cr concentration changes from 5 % to 20 % while Fe content changes accordingly.
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The interplay between SRO and magnetism

In SI Figure 15 we present the effect of magnetism on SRO in Fe-Cr-Ni austenitic stain-

less steels by employing the spin CE. To model typical austenitic steels, we set the alloy

composition to Fe70Cr20Ni10. We compared three cases within CE-MC: a fully equilibrated

magnetic state, a non-magnetic (NM) state where all spins were constrained to be zero, and

an enforced ferrimagnetic (FiM)-like state with spin-up for Fe and Ni and spin-down for Cr.

For Fe-Cr 1 NN SRO (SI Figure 15(a)), the enforced FiM state results in a higher (more

negative) ordering tendency at elevated temperatures compared to the other two cases. A

similar trend can be seen for Cr-Cr SRO (SI Figure 15(b)), where the increased positive

SRO parameter indicates that Cr-Cr 1 NN pairs are less favored. However, for Ni-Cr nearest

neighbors (SI Figure 15(c)), the influence of the magnetic state is small with the equilibrated,

FiM, and NM configurations showing similar degrees of SRO.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 15: (a) Fe-Cr, (b) Cr-Cr, and (c) Ni-Cr 1 NN SRO parameters as functions of
temperature for Fe70Cr20Ni10 alloy in varying magnetic states.

The trends observed in SI Figure 7 can be explained in terms of the expected magnetic

tendencies of each element. For example, the large positive value of the Cr-Cr 1 NN spin

ECI promotes a strong AFM state for Cr atoms. When the FiM state is enforced, Fe-Cr

pairs are favorable as Fe and Cr always have anti-parallel spins, which is exemplified by the

negative SRO parameter in SI Figure 15(a). Meanwhile, Cr-Cr pairs are highly unfavorable

as a result of geometric frustration, resulting in large positive SRO parameters across the
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full temperature regime in SI Figure 15b. On the other hand, the Ni-Cr spin ECI are

comparatively small in magnitude, so the magnetic effect on Ni-Cr SRO in SI Figure 15(c)

when FiM ordering is imposed is not as dramatic. These results highlight artifacts of CE-MC

approaches that only fit the magnetic ground state of Fe-Ni-Cr alloys, namely overestimation

of both Fe-Cr ordering and Cr-Cr anti-ordering tendencies, arising when the magnetic ground

states are imposed.

Figure 16: The magnetic transition of Ni3Fe alloy with different ordering tendencies from
completely random to ordered L12 structures.

Beyond using the spin CE to investigate how magnetism affects SRO, inversely we can use

the model to study the effect of chemical disorder on the magnetic transition temperatures.

The average magnetic moment of Ni3Fe alloy as a function of temperature is shown in SI

Figure 16 for alloys with different degrees of ordering. As the alloy structures transition from

L12 ordered to fully random configurations, the Curie temperature decreases by around 200

K. This phenomenon, where chemical order leads to an increase in the magnetic transition

temperature, has been verified both experimentally13 and theoretically14 in prior studies.

The variation in the Curie temperature arises because AFM Fe-Fe 1 NN magnetic interactions

are minimized as the Ni3Fe alloy transitions into the L12 ordered state, thus promoting the

increase of Curie temperature. Another example in which chemical order affects the magnetic

transition was put forward by Izardar and Ederer. They showed that Fe-Fe magnetic

exchange interaction in Fe-Ni alloys is influenced by chemical order or local coordination

20



environment,15 giving rise to large variations of magnetic interactions and a reduction of

Curie temperature.

The phase stability origin of SRO and the role of magnetism

The thermodynamic driving force associated with the formation of SRO has been correlated

with the stability of the random solid solution phase relative to competing ordered phases. To

Fe57Ni35.5Cr7.5 (c)
Fe

Ni
Cr

FeNi

Fe3Cr Fe3Ni

Fe2NiCr
Ni3Fe

Cr3Ni Cr2Ni Ni2Cr

Cr2Fe

(b)(a)

Figure 17: (a) the phase stability of FCC Fe-Ni-Cr alloys with several important inter-
metallic phases labeled in red squares. The circular region contains the composition of
Fe57Ni35.5Cr7.5. (b) Experimental concentration profile of the Fe57Ni35.5Cr7.5 alloy at 873K,
adapted from Ref.16 with permission from Elsevier. (c) Simulated concentration profile in
the [100] direction of the Fe57Ni35.5Cr7.5 alloy at 600K using the spin CE.

illustrate the relationship between phase stability and SRO, SI Figure 17(a) shows the ternary

Fe-Ni-Cr composition space, with stable ordered phases (obtained from DFT simulations)

indicated. The Fe57Ni35.5Cr7.5 alloy are within the circular region where the metastable

austenitic ternary alloys may undergo phase decomposition into various intermetallic phases,

such as Fe3Ni, FeNi, and Fe2NiCr. SI Figure 17(b) shows previously reported concentration

profiles of the alloy annealed at 873K16 The concentration profiles are non-uniform, showing

heterogenous variations. The profiles for Ni and Fe indicate regions that are relatively Ni-

depleted and Fe-rich (around 800 nm) and regions that are relatively Ni-rich and Fe-poor

(around 1500 nm). These regions suggest that there may be Fe3Ni and FeNi -like regions

present in the alloy, which is consistent with the phase stability analysis.
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In analogy to spinodal decomposition, SRO can appear in the form of local concentration

fluctuations. At high temperatures, the length scale of these fluctuations is relatively small

and challenging to detect experimentally. However, as the temperature decreases, these

features evolve into larger length scales at thermal equilibrium, as the SRO that is present

transitions into long-range order (LRO) with more obvious local concentration fluctuations.

SI Figure 17(c) shows an example of a concentration profile obtained from a MC snapshot

generated by the spin CE for Fe57Ni35.5Cr7.5 alloy. The simulation cell size is around 4 nm

and concentration fluctuations exist in the [100] direction at around 600 K. Around 30 Å, the

Fe and Cr concentration decreases simultaneously as the local Ni concentration increases,

consistent with the experimental result. Although the simulation length scale is limited, it

does suggest that micro-domain SRO may form to promote concentration fluctuations,17 and

the driving force for this compositional self-organization is phase stability.

In SI Figure 5, we have demonstrated that the total energies decrease significantly in

spin-polarized calculations compared to non spin-polarized calculations for compositions like

FeNi and Ni3Fe. On the other hand, this change in energy is negligible for compositions

like Ni2Cr. Since magnetic interactions contribute to stabilizing certain alloy structures,

the prediction of phase stability might be different if magnetism is neglected. Although

prior studies argued that magnetism is not responsible for the ground-state ordering,18 we

emphasize here that magnetism may affect the ground-state phase stability, thus altering

the prediction of SRO in Fe-Ni-Cr alloys.
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