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Abstract

Spinodal decomposition in multicomponent alloys has attracted increasing at-

tention due to its beneficial effect on their mechanical and functional proper-

ties and potential applications. Both based on the Cahn-Hillard equation, the

reference element method (REM) and the projection matrix method (PMM)

are the two main methods to predict the occurrence of spinodal decompo-

sition in multicomponent alloys. In this work, it is mathematically proven

that the two methods are equivalent, and therefore the advanced results based

on one method can be applied to the other. Based on these methods, the

Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multicomponent alloy is designed as a case study. Exper-

imental results confirm the spinodal decomposition in the heat-treated alloy,

and its strength and ductility are simultaneously enhanced. This work can be

the pavement for further theoretical and experimental studies on the spinodal

decomposition in multicomponent alloys.
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Multicomponent alloy; spinodal decomposition; reference element method;

projection matrix method; high entropy alloy
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Introduction

Multicomponent alloys, including high entropy alloys (HEAs), have recently

gained significant and increasing attention due to their novel and vast com-

positional space and excellent mechanical and functional properties[1-7]. The

microstructure is of critical importance to their properties, and spinodal de-

composition is found to be a common and effective process in multicompo-

nent alloys to alter their microstructures and thus properties[8-15]. Spinodal

decomposition refers to the process in which a homogeneous phase becomes

unstable and decomposes to usually two phases with the same crystal struc-

ture but distinct compositions. Such a process is usually described by the

Cahn-Hilliard equation, and the criterion of the occurrence of the spinodal

decomposition can be obtained from this equation[16-20]. Although the oc-

currence of the spinodal decomposition may also be predicted or explained by

the phase-field[21-28], molecular dynamic[29-33] or ab initio[34-36] methods,

the spinodal decomposition criterion derived from the Cahn-Hilliard equation

is still helpful since the cost for its calculation is much lower than other meth-

ods, and the required input information is easily and readily available, which

makes the high-throughput calculation on the novel and vast compositional

space of the multicomponent alloys possible[11].

A critical part of the criterion is that the spinodal decomposition criterion must

consider the sum of the mole composition fraction of all the components is

always equal to one, which limits the possible compositional directions. A

simple and widely applied method to realize it is by substituting the compo-

sition fraction of one element (denoted as the reference element hereafter) by

one minus the sum of the composition fractions of all other elements. For

most properties, this treatment can give results independent of the selection

of the reference element[37]. However, it is found that such treatment is not
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rigorous since the absolute value of the calculated driving force of the spin-

odal decomposition would be dependent on the selection of the reference el-

ement[37]. Recently, a more advanced method (denoted as the Reference Ele-

ment Method (REM) hereafter) has been introduced, where the compositional

change is transformed from the Gibbs space into the Cartesian space during

the analysis, and it can produce results independent of the selection of the

reference element[37-41]. Another method, denoted as the Projection Matrix

Method (PMM), can also avoid this ”reference element problem”[42-48]. In

PMM, a projection matrix is applied to the driving force of the spinodal de-

composition to eliminate the component of the driving force that would drive

the composition to violate the conservation of mass. Therefore, the conser-

vation of mass is always obeyed, and there is no need to select a reference

element. Comparing the two methods, the REM is mainly used in the mate-

rials science field, and it has been realized in the PandatTM 2022 software[38,

49] recently, while the PMM is mainly used in the mathematical physics and

applied mathematics fields for its more straightforward form and easier math-

ematical treatment. The two methods are supposed to give the same results

since they are both valid and they describe the same phenomenon. In a re-

cent work, the authors have shown that alloys with 2 to 10 elements would

have the same driving force for spinodal decomposition if the decomposition

directions were the same[11]. However, such a result is not satisfying, and a

rigorous mathematical proof is still lacking. Therefore, the equivalence of the

two methods is not guaranteed, and the advanced theoretical or calculation

results based on one method can not be directly transferred to the other.

In this work, the equivalence of the two spinodal decomposition criteria is

mathematically proven, as schematically shown in Fig. S1. Then, the

Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multicomponent alloy is designed based on the criteria and
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investigated as a case study for illustration.

Proof of the equivalence of the two spinodal decomposition criteria

For a multicomponent alloy with n elements, the composition c shall be

denoted as

c =
[
c1 c2 · · · cn

]T
, (1)

where ci is the composition fraction of the ith element, and the upper right

corner mark T indicates the transpose action. For PMM, the Cahn-Hilliard

equation is written as

∂
∂t

c = ∆(−ε2∆c+ f (c)) in Ω (2)

∇c ·n = 0 and ∇(∆c) ·n = 0 on ∂Ω, (3)

where t is the time, f (c) is a function of the composition related to the driving

force of the spinodal decomposition, Ω is the geometric space of the alloy (or

mathematically, the inner space of the alloy), ∂Ω is the boundary of the alloy,

the n is the normal vector of the boundary, and ε2 is a small positive parameter

[42]. The Eq. (2) has been normalized, and the diffusion term is not explicitly

expressed. The f (c) is related to the Gibbs free energy of the alloy as[42]

f (c) = P
d
dc

G(c) (4)

where P is the projection matrix and G(c) is the Gibbs free energy as a function

of composition of the alloy. The P matrix is given as

P = In×n −
1
n
Jn×n, (5)
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where In×n is an identity matrix with dimension n × n, and Jn×n is an all-ones

matrix with dimension n × n. The P matrix is applied to project the driving

force of the spinodal decomposition to the space perpendicular to the vector

[1]n = [1, ...,1] ∈ Rn (orthogonal complement of {[1]n}) by substracting the com-

ponent vector parallel to [1]n. Then, it can be deduced that the criterion for the

occurrence of the spinodal decomposition is that the smallest eigenvalue of the

following matrix Bn×n (denoted as λB
min) is negative[17, 39, 42, 50], where B is

defined as

B = P
d2

dc2G(c). (6)

The driving force of the spinodal decomposition would be proportional to

−λB
min, and the compositional direction of the spinodal decomposition would

be the eigenvector νBmincorresponding to the λB
min. It should be noted that the

[ d2

dc2 G(c)]−1[1]n is always an eigenvector of B with no physical meaning, and it

has been excluded from the discussion.

As for the REM, we shall take the nth element as the reference element, and the

Gibbs free energy shall be given as

G(c) = G(c1, ..., cn−1,1−
n−1∑
i=1

ci). (7)

Then, the fluctuations of the composition in the current Gibbs space are con-

verted to the Cartesian space through a matrix T , and the compositional di-

rection and the driving force of the spinodal decomposition in the Cartesian

space would be given by the eigenvalue λĜ and eigenvector νĜ of the matrix

Ĝ, which is given by

Ĝ = T T d2G(c)
dcn−1

2 T . (8)

where cn−1 denotes the first n − 1 terms of the composition. Then, the eigen-
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vectors are transformed back to the Gibbs space by

νR = T νĜ, (9)

while the eigenvalues are not changed. It should be noted that the νR is the

compositional direction of the first n− 1 elements, and the composition direc-

tion νRn with n elements should be

νRn =

 In−1×n−1 [0]n−1

[−1]Tn−1 1


 νR

0

 =

 νR

−
∑n−1

i=1 νRi

 . (10)

Similar to the PMM method, the criterion for the occurrence of the spinodal

decomposition would be the smallest eigenvalue of λĜ being negative, and

the compositional direction of the spinodal decomposition would be the trans-

formed eigenvector corresponding to that eigenvalue. Previous numerical re-

sults indicate that the minimal eigenvalues of the two methods have λRn
min =

2λB
min, while the corresponding eigenvectors are identical (νRnmin = νBmin)[11]. To

prove the equivalence of the two methods, we shall prove that such a relation-

ship is valid for all eigenvalues and eigenvectors, which would be a natural

result if we can prove that the matrixes of the two methods are equivalent af-

ter some transformation. First, we shall start from the side of REM. Taking the

Eq. (7) into the d2G(c)
dcn−1

2 in Eq. (8), and by the chain rule, we have

d2G(c)
dcidcj

=
∂2G(c)
∂ci∂cj

− ∂2G(c)
∂cj∂cn

− ∂2G(c)
∂ci∂cn

+
∂2G(c)

∂c2
n

. (11)

For simplicity, we shall divide the d2G(c)
dc2 matrix into 4 parts as

d2G(c)
dc2 =

 [d
2G(c)
dcidcj

]i,j=1,...,n−1 [d
2G(c)

dcidcn
]i=1,...,n−1

[d
2G(c)

dcjdcn
]j=1,...,n−1

d2G(c)
dc2

n

 =

 G̈A G̈C

G̈T
C G̈n

 , (12)
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where the symmetry of the d2G(c)
dc2 matrix is used. Then, together with the Eq.

(11), the d2G(c)
dcn−1

2 can be given as

d2G(c)
dcn−1

2 = G̈A + [−1]n−1G̈
T
C + G̈C[−1]Tn−1 + G̈nJn−1×n−1. (13)

Then, from Eqs. (8), (9) and (10), we can get ĜνĜ = ĜT −1νR = λĜνĜ = λĜT −1νR,

and therefore

T ĜT −1νR = λĜνR. (14)

The Eqs.(8) and (13) can be taken into Eq.(14), and the result will be compared

to the matrix in the side of PMM later. On the PMM side, we shall have the

following equation from Eqs. (6) and (10)

 In−1×n−1 0

[1]Tn−1 1

P
 G̈A G̈C

G̈T
C G̈n


 In−1×n−1 0

[−1]Tn−1 1



[
νB

]
n−1

0

 = λB


[
νB

]
n−1

0

 ,
(15)

where
[
νB

]
n−1

denotes the first n− 1 terms of νB and the In−1×n−1 [0]n−1

[1]Tn−1 1


 In−1×n−1 [0]n−1

[−1]Tn−1 1

 = In×n is applied. By taking the Eq.

(5) into Eq. (15), we can have

((In−1×n−1 −
1
n
Jn−1×n−1)(G̈A + G̈C[−1]Tn−1)− 1

n
[1]n−1(G̈T

C + G̈n[−1]Tn−1))
[
νB

]
n−1

= λB
[
νB

]
n−1

.

(16)

The equivalence of the two methods requires {νR} = {
[
νB

]
n−1
} and {λĜ} = {2λB},

and by comparing the Eq. (16) with Eq. (14), this can be obtained if

(In−1×n−1 −
1
n
Jn−1×n−1)(G̈A + G̈C[−1]Tn−1)− 1

n
[1]n−1(G̈T

C + G̈n[−1]Tn−1) =
1
2
T ĜT −1.

(17)

9



Taking Eqs. (8) and (13) into Eq. (17) with the lemma (see Supplementary Note

1) that

T T T = 2(In−1×n−1 −
1
n
Jn−1×n−1), (18)

it can be found that both sides of the Eq. (17) equation equal to

(In−1×n−1 −
1
n
Jn−1×n−1)G̈A + (In−1×n−1 −

1
n
Jn−1×n−1)G̈C[−1]Tn−1

−1
n

[1]n−1G̈
T
C +

1
n
Jn−1×n−1G̈n

, (19)

and therefore the equivalence of two spinodal decomposition criteria is proven.

The equivalence of the two methods broadens the possible choice of methods

for material scientists and mathematicians, and the conclusions based on one

method can now be applied to the other method directly. For example, based

on the PMM method, it has been derived that the condition for spinodal de-

composition to produce 3 phases is λB
min ≈ λB

second smallest < 0[42], and this re-

sult has been used to explain why spinodal decomposition into 3 phases is

rare[11]. With this proof of the equivalence of the two methods, this condition

can be tested by the smallest and the second smallest eigenvalues obtained

from the REM method directly.

Application of the two criteria to the Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multicomponent al-

loy

To numerically and experimentally illustrate the criteria, the Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35

multicomponent alloy is designed as an example. To apply the two criteria to

actual alloys, we shall obtain the expression of the G(c) term first. Taking pure

elements as references, the G(c) can be given by the regular solution model as

G(c) = H(c)− TT empS(c), (20)
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where

H(c) =
n∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

2H i−jcicj , (21)

S(c) = −R
n∑
i=1

ci ln(ci), (22)

H(c)is the mixing enthalpy, S(c) is the mixing entropy, TT emp is the temper-

ature, H i−j is the mixing enthalpy per mole between the ith element and jth

element (note H i−j = 0 if i = j), and R is the ideal gas constant. Although the

regular solution model has been widely used in HEAs [51-53] for its simple

form and high data availability, the model has also been criticized, and it may

not be widely effective[54]. It should be noted that our proof does not depend

on the exact expression of G(c), and extra terms, such as the magnetism term,

and other expressions or modifications of H(c) and S(c) can be applied[55].

The values of the H i−j can be given by the Miedema’s model[55], and the H i−j

between the elements in the Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multicomponent alloy is shown

in Fig. S2, where the Cu element shows a positive mixing enthalpy with other

elements, which may lead to spinodal decomposition. With the expression of

the G(c) term, the two criteria can be applied to the Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 mul-

ticomponent alloy. As for the PMM, based on the Eqs.(20), (21) and (22), the

d2

dc2 G(c) term can be given as

d2

dc2G(c) =
d2

dc2H(c)− TT emp
d2

dc2 S(c), (23)

where 1, 2, 3, and 4 denote Fe, Co, Ni, and Cu elements, respectively. The

projection matrix P from Eq.(5) is

P = I4×4 −
1
4
J4×4. (24)
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Taking Eqs. (23) and (24) into Eq.(6), and taking the TT emp = 1100K as an

example, the B matrix can be calculated as shown in Supplementary Note 2,

and the eigenvalues and the corresponding eigenvectors of the B matrix are

calculated as {
λB

}
= {−19984.68, 41778.32, 67854.93} (25)

and {
νB

}
= {[0.470, 0.195, 0.178, −0.843],

[−0.224, −0.523, 0.819, −0.072]

[0.692, −0.662, −0.217, 0.187]}

. (26)

The negative λB
min indicates the spinodal decomposition would occur, and the

corresponding eigenvector indicates the spinodal decomposition would pro-

duce a Cu-rich phase and a Fe, Co, and Ni-rich phase, as schematically illus-

trated in Fig. 1a. The second smallest eigenvalue λB
second smallest is positive,

which indicates that the spinodal decomposition would produce two phases

like most other multicomponent alloys[11, 42]. The λB
min and the λB

second smallest

as a function of temperature are plotted in Fig. 1b, which indicates a possible

spinodal decomposition start temperature at 1739 K. It should be noted that

this temperature is very likely to be higher than the melting point of the alloy,

and it actually may indicate a decomposition of the liquid phase. The eigenvec-

tor corresponding to λB
min, which indicates the compositional direction of the

decomposition, is shown in Fig. 1c as a function of temperature. It shows that

the two phases are Cu-rich and Fe, Co, and Ni-rich within the whole tempera-

ture range. As for the REM method, we shall use the same expression of G(c) in

Eq.(20), and calculate the spinodal decomposition criterion at TT emp = 1100K .

Cu is chosen as the reference element first, and the Ĝ matrix can be calculated

by Eq.(8) (see Supplementary Note 2), and the eigenvalues {λĜ} and the trans-
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formed eigenvectors {νR} = {T νĜ} are

{λĜ} = {−39969.36 83556.64 135709.86} (27)

{νR} = {[−0.664,−0.275,−0.252],

[0.316,0.740,−1.158],

[0.979,−0.936,−0.307]}

. (28)

It can be verified that the values of {λĜ} is indeed twice the values of
{
λB

}
,

and the {νR} = {T νĜ} is the same as
{
νB

}
after adding the Cu component and

normalization. The Fe, Co, or Ni element can also be chosen as the reference

element, and the results are listed in Supplementary Note 2. It can be seen that

the {λĜ} and the normalized transformed eigenvectors {νR} are not affected by

the selection of the reference element. These results numerically confirm the

equivalence of two spinodal decomposition criteria and predict the spinodal

decomposition of the Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multicomponent alloy at 1100 K.

Experimental analysis of the Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multicomponent alloy

To experimentally confirm the predicted spinodal decomposition of the

Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multicomponent alloy, the Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multicompo-

nent alloy ingot is prepared by arc-melting and copper mould casting and an-

alyzed (details in Supplementay Note 3). The X-ray diffraction (XRD) result

shows that the as-prepared alloy has a single face-centered cubic (FCC) phase

(a= 0.3592 nm) microstructure (Fig. 1d), and the single-phase microstructure

is supposed to be caused by the fast cooling rate of the copper mould cast-

ing that dynamically prevents the spinodal decomposition process. To intro-

duce the spinodal decomposition, the as-cast alloy was heat-treated at 1100 K

for 1 hour, and the XRD result shows that the heat-treated alloy has two FCC
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phases (Fig. 1d) with very close lattice parameters (a= 0.3615 nm and 0.3577

nm), which indicates that the spinodal decomposition happened as predicted.

Scanning electron microscope (SEM) images show that these alloys keep a den-

drite microstructure with a secondary dendrite arm spacing of ∼4 µm before

and after the heat-treatment (Fig. S3). To observed the spinodal decomposi-

tion microstructure, the as-prepared and heat-treated alloys are observed by

transmission electron microscopy (TEM) and energy dispersive spectroscopy

(EDS) analysis. The heat-treated sample shows a maze-like microstructure

with a spacing of ∼40 nm (Fig. 2a), which is not observed in the TEM im-

age of the as-prepared alloy (Fig. S4), and the selected area electron diffraction

(SAED) image shows that both phases are FCC phases with indistinguishable

lattice parameter and crystallographic orientation in TEM as confirmed by the

coherent high-resolution TEM image (Fig. S5). These results show that the

heat-treated alloy has a typical spinodal decomposition microstructure as pre-

dicted. The EDS line scan (Fig. S6) reveals that the spinodal decomposition

produces a Cu-rich phase and a Fe, Co, and Ni-rich phase, which agrees with

the prediction of the compositional direction. To better observe the composi-

tion fluctuation of the spinodal decomposition microstructure, the atom probe

tomography (APT) analysis is applied to the heat-treated sample, as shown in

Fig. 2c and d. The APT result clearly shows that the heat-treated sample has

a Cu-rich phase and a Fe, Co, and Ni-rich phase with a transition region of ∼7

nm (Fig. 2d). This result confirms the spinodal decomposition microstructure

and the predicted compositional direction.

To show the effect of the spinodal decomposition on the properties, the tensile

mechanical property of the as-prepared and heat-treated samples are tested as

shown in Fig. 3a. The result shows that the spinodal decomposition slightly

increases the yield strength (326.7 MPa to 327.5 MPa), while the ultimate ten-
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sile strength (573.0 MPa to 583.7 MPa) and the elongation to failure (16.9 %

to 19.5 %) are significantly increased. Similar increased strength has also been

observed in other alloys with spinodal decomposition[12-14, 32, 56]. The in-

creased strength is confirmed by the increased Vicker’s hardness (178.1 ± 6.6

HV to 181.5±4.0 HV). The strain-hardening rate curve (inset in Fig. 3a) shows

that the heat-treated sample has a significantly higher strain-hardening rate at

the initial stage of deformation, and it gradually decreases with more strain,

while the strain-hardening rate of the as-prepared sample remains stable. The

magnetic properties of the as-prepared and heat-treated samples are also an-

alyzed by a vibrating sample magnetometer (VSM) as shown in Fig. 3b. The

two samples show close saturation magnetization at ∼795 Am2/kg, while the

coercive force of the heat-treated sample (∼3.4 kA/m) is much higher than the

as-prepared sample (∼0.45 kA/m), which is supposed to be caused by the hin-

dering effect of the Cu-rich phase on the arrangement motion of the magnetic

domain wall[57-59]. A more detailed analysis would be beneficial for under-

standing the effect of spinodal decomposition on the properties, but it would

be beyond the focus of this work. In short, we have experimentally confirmed

the spinodal decomposition of the Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multicomponent alloy.

Conclusion

In summary, we have successfully demonstrated the equivalence of the refer-

ence element method and the projection matrix method for predicting spin-

odal decomposition in multicomponent alloys through rigorous mathematical

proof. Then, the equivalence of the two methods is numerically verified, and

the spinodal decomposition of the Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multicomponent alloy is

predicted. Experimental results confirm the occurrence of the predicted spin-

odal decomposition, and the improved mechanical properties are observed.
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The proof in this work can link the results based on one method to the other,

which is helpful for further theoretical and experimental studies, and the two

criteria can function as powerful tools for further investigations.
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Fig. 1. Prediction and the XRD results of the Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multi-

component alloy. (a) Schematic diagram of the spinodal decomposition of

the Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multicomponent alloy. (b) The smallest and the sec-

ond smallest eigenvalues of the B matrix as a function of temperature. (c) The

eigenvector corresponding to the smallest eigenvalue of the B matrix as a func-

tion of temperature. (d) The XRD patterns of the as-prepared and heat-treated

Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multicomponent alloy.
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Fig. 2. TEM and APT analysis of the heat-treated Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multi-

component alloy. (a) Bright-field image of the heat-treated Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35

multicomponent alloy. Inset: The SAED pattern. (b) Side view of the heat-

treated Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multicomponent alloy. The analyzed cylinder re-

gion of interest is shown in the ”all elements” image. (c) Top view of the same

sample. (d) The composition of the analyzed cylinder region of interest.
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Fig. 3. Mechanical and magnetic properties of the as-prepared and heat-

treated Fe15Co15Ni35Cu35 multicomponent alloy. (a) Tensile stress-strain curve

of the samples. Inset: The strain-hardening rate of the samples. (b) VSM mag-

netization curves of the samples.
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