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Abstract

The discovery of novel quantum materials within ternary phase spaces containing
antagonistic pair such as Fe with Bi, Pb, In, and Ag, presents significant challenges yet
holds great potential. In this work, we investigate the stabilization of these immiscible pairs
through the integration of Cerium (Ce), an abundant rare-earth and cost-effective element.
By employing a machine learning (ML)-guided framework, particularly crystal graph
convolutional neural networks (CGCNN), combined with first-principles calculations, we
efficiently explore the composition/structure space and predict 9 stable and 37 metastable
Ce-Fe-X (X=Bi, Pb, Inand Ag) ternary compounds. Our findings include the identification
of multiple new stable and metastable phases, which are evaluated for their structural and
energetic properties. These discoveries not only contribute to the advancement of quantum
materials but also offer viable alternatives to critical rare earth elements, underscoring the
importance of Ce-based intermetallic compounds in technological applications.
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1. Introduction

An antagonistic pair, or immiscible pair, is associated with having immiscibility over
almost the whole composition range, under a reasonable temperature (e.g., melting
temperature) [1]. Regions of ternary phase space involving two immiscible elements, such
as Fe with Pb, Bi, Ag, In, etc., remain relatively unexplored but hold great promise for
novel quantum materials discovery. Ternary intermetallic compounds containing
immiscible pairs are rare, yet when they do form, the immiscible elements typically
segregate, with a third element encapsulating or separating them [1]. This often results in
reduced dimensionality, leading to unique one-dimensional (1D) or two-dimensional (2D)
structures. Forcing a 3d-transition metal (TM) like Fe to adopt such reduced dimensionality
can induce complex electronic and magnetic states, including superconductivity [2], fragile
magnetism [3], antiferromagnetic [4] or even ferromagnetism [1]. Especially, a recent
experimental discovery of LasCosPb shows distinct substructures involving antagonistic
pairs, where the Co atoms adopt a corrugated Kagome net that supports itinerant
antiferromagnetism [4].

The central question is: "Which third element, and in what ratio, can stabilize ternary
compounds containing immiscible pairs?" To address this, a thorough understanding of the
relationship between chemical compositions, crystal structures, and their relative
thermodynamic stability is crucial.

Ce-based intermetallic compounds enter this context as promising candidates for the third
element. Ce is abundant, cost-effective, and has shown potential in replacing critical rare
earth (RE) elements in various technological applications, particularly in clean energy and
high-performance magnets [5-10]. High-performance magnets, essential in energy
generation, conversion, and information storage devices, traditionally rely on critical rare
earth elements such as Nd, Sm, and Dy. The insecure supply and high costs of these
elements have spurred significant interest in finding alternatives. Ce, being more abundant
and cost-effective, presents a viable substitute. Notably, recent studies have shown that
replacing Sm with Ce and partially substituting Co with the non-magnetic element Cu can
yield CeCosxCux alloy with desirable magnetic properties for permanent magnet
applications [11-18].

In our research, we hypothesize that Ce can serve as the stabilizing third element in ternary
systems involving antagonistic pairs with Fe. Searching for ternary compounds involving
antagonistic pairs is very challenging, and existing databases (such as the Materials Project
[19], Graph Networks for Materials Exploration Database (GNoME) [20]) show that very
few stable phases involving Fe-Bi, Fe-Pb, Fe-In, or Fe-Ag antagonistic pairs have been
discovered. By integrating Ce into the Fe-X system (where X= Bi, Pb, In, Ag, is an
immiscible element with Fe), we aim to explore new stable and metastable phases that
leverage the unique properties of immiscible pairs within cerium-based intermetallic
systems. Rapid advances in AI/ML algorithms offer great opportunities to develop new
transformative strategies, and recent machine learning (ML) techniques have been
employed to assist in accelerating materials design and discovery [20-31]. Our approach
leverages a ML-guided framework [31] integrated with first-principles calculations to



explore and identify promising candidates within the Ce-Fe-X ternary system. Specifically,
we employ advanced ML techniques such as crystal graph convolutional neural networks
(CGCNN) [32] to efficiently screen and predict promising candidates, thereby accelerating
the materials discovery process. It should be noted that such a CGCNN approach is limited
to known structure types in the database. Stable structures whose structure motifs are not
presented in the existing structural databases will be missed, as shown by a recently
discovered LasCo4Pb structure by experiment [4].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe the machine learning
(ML) methodologies employed to accelerate the discovery of new compounds, including
the integration of ML with first-principles calculations and the specific algorithms used.
Section 3 presents the results of our first-principles calculations guided by ML, detailing
the structural and energetic properties of the identified stable and metastable compounds.
Finally, in Section 4, we provide a summary of our findings, discuss the implications for
future research, and suggest potential applications of the discovered compounds.

2. ML and Computational Methods

The workflow for our ML-guide computational approach for predicting the low-energy Ce-
Fe-X (X= Bi, Pb, In, Ag) ternary compounds is illustrated in Fig. 1.

We start with generating a structure pool for each Ce-Fe-X ternary system. By extracting
about 28469 crystalline ternary structures from the Materials Project (MP) database [19],
we substitute the three elements in these known ternary compounds with Ce, Fe, and X
respectively. For each ternary structure from MP, we can generate 30 structures by
uniformly expanding or contracting the volume of the structure by 5 scaling factors (0.92,
0.96, 1.0, 1.04, and 1.08) and changing the order of the three elements (6 ways). Therefore,
a structure pool of 854070 hypothetical ternary compounds covering a wide range of
compositions is generated for each Ce-Fe-X system.

Over 28000 ternary CGCNN-ML general model Material specific CGCNN-ML
structures from (1G) model (2G) trained from 1G
Materials Project DFT results

. mmpScreen the 854070 structure ‘ Screen 854070 structure to
Eleljnent subf-tltutlon & to select candidates for DFT select candidates for DFT
lattice rescaling optimization optimization
hypothetical structures Calculate energies relative to the convex hull
for each Ce-Fe-X system Select promising low energy structures

Fig. 1. A schematic workflow of ML-guided framework for efficient prediction of stable
and metastable Ce-Fe-X ternary compounds.

We then apply a crystal graph convolutional neural network (CGCNN) ML model to
quickly evaluate the formation energies of these hypothetical ternary compounds. In



CGCNN, each crystal structure is represented by a crystal graph which encodes both the
atomic information and the bonding interactions between atoms in the crystal structure.
The CGCNN model is then trained to predict the properties of the target crystal structures.
In this study, the CGCNN ML model is trained using the first-principles calculation results
to predict the formation energy (Er, see the definition below) of the Ce-Fe-X ternary
compounds. We initially adopted the CGCNN model for compound formation energy
prediction developed in Ref [32]. This model is trained using the structures and energies
of 28046 ternary and binary compounds from first-principles density functional theory
(DFT) calculations as documented in the MP database [19]. We refer to this model as 1G-
CGCNN model. By applying the 1G-CGCNN ML model to screen the formation energy
of the 854070 hypothetical ternary compounds, only a few thousand compounds with better
formation energies for each Ce-Fe-X system are selected for further relaxation and
evaluation by first-principles calculations. As the crystal structures and their formation
energies of the new Ce-Fe-X ternary compounds from the first-principles calculations are
obtained based on the candidate structures selected from the 1G-CGCNN prediction, we
also train another CGCNN model using the training data specifically from Ce-Fe-X
compounds. We refer to this model as 2G-CGCNN model. The 2G-CGCNN model is also
applied to screening the Er of the 854130 ternary structures for each Ce-Fe-X system to
select additional several hundred candidates for first-principles calculations.

The first-principles calculations for the Ce-Fe-X system are performed based on density
functional theory (DFT) using the VASP package [33-34]. Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE)
functional [35] combined with the projector-augmented wave (PAW) method [36] and a
cutoff energy of 520 eV are used. We use a k-point grid with a mesh size of 21x0.025 A1
generated by the Monkhorst-Pack scheme. This mesh size is fine enough to sample the first
Brillouin zone for achieving better k-point convergence [37]. The lattice vectors and the
atomic positions of candidate structures selected from 1G- and 2G-CGCNN predictions are
fully optimized by the DFT calculations until forces on each atom are less than 0.01
eV/atom.

The formation energy Er per atom is defined relative to the elemental phases of a CeqFegX

y With a+p+y=1 as
E; = E(Ce,FegX,) — aE(Ce) — BE(Fe) — YE(X).

Here, E(CeaFeﬁXy) is the total energy per atom of a Ce,FegX, structure. Reference
energies are the total energies per atom of face-centered cubic Ce, bcc Fe, and most stable
elementary phases of X (X=Pb, Bi, Ag, In).

We also calculate the energy above convex hull, Enui, by comparing the formation energy
of Ce,FegX, with respect to the nearby three known stable phases. The chemical
compositions of these phases are located at the vertexes of the Gibbs triangle that encloses
the composition of Ce,FezX, . We use this construction to assess the thermodynamic
stability against decomposition into the stable phases. The Enun is the decomposition energy
of a CesFepX, ternary compound with respect to the nearby three known stable phases



which can be ternary, binary, or elemental phases. The chemical compositions of these
phases are located at the vertices of the Gibbs triangle that encloses the composition of the
CeaFepXy.

3. Results

The distribution of Ef from the 1G- and 2G CGCNN model predictions are shown in Fig.
2. Based on the Ef histograms shown in Fig. 2 and after removing the redundant structures
with similarity, we select around 2000 structures with more negative formation energies
from the 1G-CGCNN predictions for each Ce-Fe-X system, and 330, 567, 617 and 233
structures for X=Bi, Pb, In, Ag, respectively, with more negative formation energies from
the 2G-CGCNN predictions for further evaluation by first-principles calculations.
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Fig. 2. Distribution of formation energies (Es) of the hypothetical ternary Ce-Fe-X ternary
compounds (X=Bi, Pb, In, Ag from left to right) predicted from the 1G (top), and 2G
(bottom) CGCNN energy models. The total number of structures for each Ce-Fe-X system
is 854,070.

The results from the DFT calculations show that 287 non-equivalent Ce-Fe-Bi structures
selected from 1G- and 111 from 2G-CGCNN predictions can be fully optimized. Other
structures that cannot pass the electronic self-consistent calculations or are duplicate
structures are discarded. These discarded structures are most likely to be far from the
realistic structures for Ce-Fe-Bi ternary compounds. For Ce-Fe-X (X=Pb, In, Ag), there
are 303, 541, 435 structures from 1G-, and 164, 157, 57 from 2G-CGCNN predictions,
respectively. Notably, the structures from 2G-CGCNN predictions tend to be much more
energetically favorable than 1G- predictions. We also checked that although we discard
duplicated structures during the selection process in 2G- predictions, these low energy
structures from 1G- predictions would still be selected from 2G- predictions if they are
included in the 2G-CGCNN selection. This strengthens the conclusion that our trained 2G-



CGCNN models are accurate and reliable. To evaluate the thermodynamic stability of these
newly predicted ternary compounds, we then calculate the formation energies (Enun) of
these structures with respect to the Ce-Fe-X ternary convex hull at the accuracy level of
DFT. The compositions of stable and low-energy metastable (with Enun <0.1 ¢V/atom) Ce-
Fe-X ternary phases with respect to the currently known convex hull predicted from our
CGCNN+DFT approach can be seen from Fig. 3 where the predicted ternary Ce-Fe-X
compounds with Enun below 0.5 eV/atoms are shown. More detailed information about the
compositions and structure symmetries of those ternary compounds with Enui on the
convex hull or within 50 meV/atom above the convex hull is shown in Table 1. The
predicted ternary Ce-Fe-X compounds with Enun between 50-100 meV/atom are given in
the Supplementary Materials.
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Fig. 3. The updated convex hull with compositions of low-energy (Enun < 0. 5 eV/atom) (a)
Ce-Fe-Bi (b) Ce-Fe-Pb (c) Ce-Fe-In (d) Ce-Fe-Ag ternary phases predicted from our
CGCNN+DFT approach. The black dots on the vertices of the convex hull are existing or
newly predicted stable phases. The compositions in the convex hull are colored by the
lowest- Enun for this composition. The Enunr shown in the color bars are in the unit of
eV/atom.

From the results shown in Fig. 3 and Table 1, we can see that the CGCNN search covers
a wide range of compositions and a noticeable number of structures are predicted to have
formation energies either under the convex hull or within 50 meV/atom above the convex



hull (dark blue color) based on currently known stable binary and elemental phases. We
also list all other structures with formation energies less than 100 meV/atom above the
convex hull (light blue) in Supplemental Materials (Table S1). There are two new stable
ternary phases predicted for Ce-Fe-Bi system, one for Ce-Fe-Pb, four for Ce-Fe-In and two
for Ce-Fe-Ag, respectively. We note that the stability presented here is based on DFT
energies at T= 0 K. No partial site occupancies are considered. Allowing partial site
occupancies may further lower the free energies at finite temperatures due to the entropy
contribution. We also note that many stable and metastable compounds (as shown in dark
blue and purple in Fig. 3) obtained from our predictions are clustering at Ce-rich regions
in the ternary convex hull. This result indicates that these predicted stable phases may
compete for phase selection and stability in synthesis. Interestingly, there are some
structures predicted to be metastable in the Fe-rich region, which would be potential
candidates for magnetic materials.

Structures of Ce-Fe-Bi compounds - For Ce-Fe-Bi system, we predicted 2 stable phases,
along with 6 metastable phases with Enun < 50 meV/atom. In Fig. 4, we show the 2 stable
compounds (Fig. 4 (a) — 4 (b)) and 2 lowest-energy metastable structures, with Enun = 4,
18 meV/atom (Fig. 4 (c) — 4 (d)), respectively. Detailed structural information of all stable
and metastable phases are given in Table 1.

2 D Q Ce
O Fe
O Bi

Fig. 4. The structures of 2 stable (a-b) and 2 metastable (c-d) Ce-Fe-Bi structures obtained
from our predictions. More detailed information about these structures is also given in
Table 1.

The predicted stable Ce12Fe7Bi compound has a tetragonal lattice with 14/mcm space group,
as plotted in Fig. 4 (a). There are three Wyckoff sites for Ce and Fe, one Wyckoff site for
Bi. The Ce-Fe bond lengths range from 2.62 to 3.12 A, and the Ce-Bi bond length is 3.28
A. There is one Fe-Bi bond (along out-of-plane direction) with length of 3.13 A, forming
a 1D chain along c direction, indicating the immiscible pair Fe-Bi is not well separated in



this structure.

Another predicted stable CesFeBi compound crystallizes in a hexagonal hcp lattice, as
plotted in Fig. 4 (b). Ce is bonded to two equivalent Fe atoms and four equivalent Bi atoms.
The Ce-Fe bond length is 2.63 A, while there are one shorter Ce-Bi bonds with 3.43 A and
two longer ones with 3.52 A. The immiscible Fe-Bi pairs are weakly bonded with bond
length of 4.31 A..

The rest two compounds, Cei2FeBis, CeisFeBig, are calculated to be less than 20 meV/atom
above the convex hull (see Table 1). The Fe-Bi pairs are well separated in the four predicted
higher-energy structures, as shown in Fig. 4 (c) — 4 (d).

Structures of Ce-Fe-Pb compounds - For the Ce-Fe-Pb system, we predict one stable
phase, along with 5 metastable phases with Enun < 50 meV/atom. In Fig. 5, we show the
stable phase (Fig. 5 (a) and 3 lowest-energy metastable structures, with Enun = 23, 26, 27
meV/atom (Fig. 5 (b) — 5 (d)), respectively. Detailed structural information of all stable
and metastable phases are given in Table 1.

(b) Cey,Fe;Pb, (c) Ce,,FegPb (d) Ce;FePb,

Fig. 5. The structures of one stable (a) and three metastable (b-d) Ce-Fe-Pb structures
obtained from our predictions. More detailed information about these structures is also
given in Table 1.

The crystal structure of the predicted stable CesFePb compound is a typical perovskite
structure, with a Pm-3m space group symmetry and a lattice constant of 5.11 A at the GGA-
PBE level of calculation. There is one Wyckoff site for each of Ce, Fe and Pb. the atoms
of the immiscible pair Fe-Pb are completely encapsulated by Ce atoms. This structure has
also been reported by Ref [20] in GNoME database.

The other three compounds, CeizFesPba, Cei2FesPb, CesFePbs, are calculated to have
formation energy within 30 meV/atom above the convex hull (see Table 1), who’s



structures are shown in Fig. 5 (b) — 5 (d). We can see from the plots that in these three
metastable phases, Fe and Pb atoms are completely separated.

Structures of Ce-Fe-In compounds - For the Ce-Fe-In system, we predicted four stable
phases, along with 12 metastable phases with Enun < 50 meV/atom. In Fig. 6, we show the
4 stable compounds. Detailed structural information of all stable and metastable phases are
given in Table 1. We fail to capture another stable phase, CesFezInz, reported by ref [20],
owing to the missing structural motif in MP database. The predicted formation energy for
this phase with 1G and 2G-CGCNN model is -0.25 meV/atom and -0.2 meV/atom,
respectively, which indicates that this phase will be captured if the motif exists in MP
database.
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Fig. 6. The structures of 4 stable Ce-Fe-In structures obtained from our predictions. More
detailed information about these structures is also given in Table 1.

The CezFezIn compound shown in Fig. 6(a) is very similar to the predicted stable
Ce12FesBi compound. Notably, the bond length of Fe-In is 3.14 A.

The second compound predicted to be stable is the CesFezlns compound, as plotted in Fig.
6 (b). It is a monoclinic structure with a C2/m space group symmetry. There are two
Wyckoff sites for Ce and In, one for Fe. Fe is bonded to three equivalent In atoms, with
bond lengths of 2.67 A and 2.70 A.

The Ce12Feslna, as plotted in Fig. 6 (c), has a monoclinic lattice with a C2/m space group
symmetry. There are four Wyckoff sites for Ce, two for Fe and In. The first Fe site is
bonded to 6 Ce atoms forming a distorted FeCe6 octahedra that shares corners with InCe12
cuboctahedra. Notably, it shows perfect segregation of immiscible pair Fe-In, where Fe
atom is completely encapsulated by Ce atoms.

And the CezFesln compound plotted in Fig. 6 (d) is a monoclinic structure with Pm space



group symmetry. There are 7 Wyckoff sites for Ce, 4 for Fe and one for In. The In atom is
bonded in a 13-coordinate geometry to 9 Ce atoms with bond length ranging from 3.23 A
to 3.73 A, and 4 Fe atoms with bond length ranging from 2.82 A to 2.85 A, indicating that
Fe and In pair is not separated here.

Structures of Ce-Fe-Ag compounds - For the Ce-Fe-Ag system, we predict two stable
phases, along with 14 metastable phases with Enunt <50 meV/atom. In Fig. 7, we show the
two stable compounds (Fig. 7 (a) — 7 (b)) and 2 lowest-energy metastable structures, with
Enun = 1.6, 1.7 meV/atom (Fig. 7 (c) — 7 (d)), respectively. Detailed structural information
of all stable and metastable phases are given in Table 1.

(a) Ce,,Fe,Ag (b) CeﬁFeAg23 (c) ce11Fe4A96 (d) Cej,FeqsAgs

Fig. 7. The structures of 2 stable (a-b) and 2 metastable (c-d) Ce-Fe-Ag structures obtained
from our predictions. More detailed information about these structures is also given in
Table 1.

The predicted stable Cei2FezAg compound is very similar to the predicted stable Ce12Fe7Bi
compound. Notably, the bond length of Fe-Ag is 3.16 A, so again the immiscible pair are
not well separated.

The crystal structure of the predicted stable CesFeAgzs compound is shown in Fig. 7 (b).
It has a tetragonal lattice with Fm-3m space group symmetry. There are 4 Wyckoff sites
for Ag, and one for Ce and Fe. The Fe atom is bonded to 6 Ce atoms to form FeCes
octahedra, which share edges with 12 CesAge cuboctahedra. We can clearly see the
segregation of Fe and Ag atoms.

The other two compounds, Cei1FesAgs, Cesz2Fe19Ags, as shown in Fig. 7 (c) — 7 (d), are all
predicted to have formation energy within 30 meV/atom above the convex hull (see Table
1). Notably, these two compounds have formation energies only 2 meV/atom above the
updated convex hull. In both compounds, we observe complete segregation of the
immiscible pair Fe-Ag.
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Interestingly, among the predicted stable and metastable structures, there are repeated
motifs for multiple systems, i.e., a 12-7-1 motif with 14/mcm space group for X=Bi, In, Ag;
a 12-3-4 motif for X=Bi, Pb, In; a 3-1-1 motif with Pm-3m space group for X=Pb, In, (For
Bi and Ag, the stable 3-1-1 phases have different motifs, while the phase with the same
motif has higher energy); a 12-1-4 motif with Im-3m space group for X=Bi and Pb; and a
12-6-1 motif for Pb and Ag. Several of the predicted stable structures show perfect
segregation of immiscible pairs by the Ce atoms. These findings may help the experimental
synthesis process through simple substitution.

4. Concluding Remarks

In summary, we explore the uncharted regions of ternary phase space involving
antagonistic pairs of Fe with Pb, Bi, Ag, and In, aiming to discover novel quantum
materials. We focus on integrating Ce as the third element to stabilize these immiscible
pairs, leveraging its relative abundance and cost-effectiveness. Utilizing a machine
learning (ML)-guided framework combined with first-principles calculations, we predict
various Ce-Fe-X stable and metastable ternary compounds. This approach employs a
crystal graph convolutional neural network (CGCNN) to estimate the formation energies
of millions of hypothetical Ce-Fe-X compounds. By efficiently screening these
compounds, only a few hundred promising structures are selected for detailed DFT
calculations, significantly reducing computational effort compared to traditional high-
throughput methods. This strategy dramatically speeds up our search for new stable and
metastable phases, including two stable phases for Ce-Fe-Bi, one for Ce-Fe-Pb, four for
Ce-Fe-In, and two for Ce-Fe-Ag, along with 37 metastable phases with Enuni < 50
meV/atom. These discoveries suggest promising applications in magnetic materials and
highlight the potential of Ce-based intermetallic compounds as substitutes for critical rare
earth elements. Thus, the ML-guided framework presented here represents a powerful new
paradigm for material design and discovery, demonstrating its effectiveness in efficiently
searching for stable complex compounds across a wide range of chemical and structural
spaces.

Despite the success of our approach, it is essential to note that not all predicted materials
will be thermodynamically stable or synthesizable in real life. This raises an interesting
open question as to why — what might this approach be missing about the physics of
synthesizing novel materials with antagonistic pairs? Among the 37 structures with Enur
within 50 meV/atom, 26 show clear segregation of the antagonistic pair, while 11 do not.
Experimentally, there are no known cases of unsegregated antagonistic pairs so far,
indicating that our predictions of stable compounds with unsegregated antagonistic pairs
need to be experimentally verified. If segregation is required or enforced by nature, the
prediction of non-segregated compounds suggests there may be undiscovered compounds
(e.g., new structure types) that could change the hull and affect stability predictions.
Conversely, if a new compound/composition is found experimentally to be stable but
missed by the current algorithm, this would alter the hull and predictions.

It should be noted that in this approach, stable structures whose motifs are not present in
existing structural databases will be missed, as is common in most current AI/ML
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approaches. Integrating available crystal structure prediction methods, such as genetic
algorithm (GA) [38-40], for new structure search based on the promising compositions
predicted by CGCNN should help overcome this deficiency. From this perspective,
predictions from the CGCNN-guided approach can efficiently locate low-energy basins in
complex compositional and structural spaces. Additionally, successful synthesis of the
predicted materials will require a better understanding of the local energy landscape
between transient or intermediate products, temperature stability, and crystal nucleation
and growth kinetics of the predicted ternary compounds and nearby competing phases.
Future computational work should also address dynamical stability using phonon
calculations and the kinetics of phase selection and formation using MD simulations.
Moreover, a fundamental scientific question remains: "What third element, and in what
fraction, can be added to make stable ternary compounds out of immiscible pairs of
elements, and why?" These problems should be the focus of future studies.
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Table 1. The compositions and structure symmetries of those Ce-Fe-X ternary

compounds with Enun 0n the convex hull or within 50 meV/atom above the convex hull.

Phases Symmetry a (A) b (A) c(A) Ehull
(meV/atom)
Existing stable | CesFePb Pm-3m 5.11 5.11 5.11 0
phases [20] CesFe:In; Prnma 16.98 4.83 7.52 0
CeFe:Bi  [4/mem 11.72 11.72 12.51 0
CesFeBi P6y/mmec _ 7.03 7.03 577 0
CeFesdn  [4/mem 11.62 11.62 12.58 0
xt(;ag CesFerln;  C2m 16.09 479 478 0
stable phases | CezFestne  C2/m 16.47 6.97 11.36 0
Ce,Feqn Pm 6.84 5.04 7.46 0
CenFesAg  [4/mem 11.52 11.52 12.64 0
CecFeAgyy  Fm-3m 13.57 13.57 13.57 0
CeFeBis  Im-3m 9.72 9.72 9.72 4
CeisFeBiy  P6sme 16.49 16.49 6.37 18
CeFesBis  P2/m 5.80 6.97 12.23 32
CesFeBis Pnma 12.50 8.90 8.09 37
CerFeBis  Pm-3m 9.39 9.39 9.39 40
CesFeBis P6y/mem  9.44 9.44 6.22 45
CesFesPbs  P2/m 5.79 6.91 12.19 23
CeFePb  Im-3 9.69 9.69 9.69 26
CesFePbs P6y/mem  9.56 9.56 6.16 27
CesFePbs  Im-3m 9.63 9.63 9.63 46
CesFesPb,  Phem 5.96 8.79 12.74 47
CesFeln Pm-3m 5.03 5.03 5.03 7
Ce>Feln; Pbam 5.03 5.03 5.03 1
CegFelno 14/m 8.51 8.51 11.83 29
Ce12FegIn Im-3 9.65 9.65 9.65 29
CesFeln; P63me 10.50 10.50 6.62 30
CenFeslno  Cmmm 14.82 21.24 3.68 30
MLDFT | o Felns  P2/m 7.66 3.66 8.07 34
predicted | oo pen  Im-3 9.51 9.51 9.51 37
metastable | o pern), Pm-3m 9.36 9.36 9.36 38
phases CesFelns P6y/mem 9.60 9.60 5.89 47
CesFesIns Cmmm 4.88 26.08 4.94 48
CeisFelno P63me 16.39 16.39 6.08 49
CenFesAgs  I4/mmm  10.79 10.79 16.16 2
CexnFeoAgs  Amm2 9.28 15.87 15.66 2
CesFeAg Cmem 6.99 12.00 5.54 19
CenFesAg  Im-3 9.51 9.51 9.51 29
Ces(FeAg),  Pnma 16.57 4.86 7.12 32
CesFeAgss  Pm-3 9.24 9.24 9.24 33
CesFerAgs  P2/m 7.38 3.57 8.02 35
CexFerAgs  P2/c 8.80 12.03 18.21 35
CesFe,Ag 14/mem 7.55 7.55 12.70 37
CeFerAgs  P2/c 6.64 11.95 16.97 37
CewuFerAgs  P2i/c 8.78 11.83 18.04 41
Cexo(FesAg);  P422 7.49 7.49 12.83 46
CesFeAg F-43m 13.12 13.12 13.12 46
CesFerAg Pnma 9.97 4.77 10.61 47
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Supplementary material

Table S1. The compositions and structure symmetries of the Ce-Fe-X ternary compounds
with Enun 50 ~ 100 meV/atom above the convex hull.

Phases Symmetry a(A) b (A) c(A) Ehull
(meV/atom)
CesFeBi Pm-3m 4.99 4.99 4.99 52
Ce2FesBi Immm 9.35 9.50 9.88 68
Ce6FeoBi P-4 8.58 8.58 8.15 74
CesFe,Bi I4/mem 7.63 7.63 13.61 75
Cexo(FesBi)s P422 7.47 7.47 13.57 76
CeyFeBiy P-4m2 4.52 4.52 9.51 76
CesFesBi Pnma 11.34 13.75 6.92 77
CesFeBi, P-62m 8.39 8.39 3.99 80
CegFe3Bi I4/mem 7.98 7.98 21.69 85
CesFeBiy R-3c 12.35 12.35 15.78 86
CeyFe4Pbs 1-43m 7.85 7.85 7.85 51
Ce2FesPb Immm 9.34 9.46 9.86 56
CesFesPb Pmm?2 4.36 4.40 9.33 61
CeFe,Pb Pmma 5.31 4.06 7.32 62
CesFePbs 14 9.28 9.28 9.48 64
Ce2FesPb Immm 9.24 9.29 9.84 65
CeqFesPb Pmm?2 4.27 4.38 9.44 67
Ce¢FePbs Cmcem 4.70 16.25 13.84 70
CeoFeaPby; C2/m 20.77 4.81 14.06 72
CesFePby P4/mmm 3.63 3.63 20.19 72
Ce6FeioPb P-4 8.64 8.64 8.06 74
Cezo(FesPb)s P422 7.48 7.48 13.35 76
Cezo(FesPb)s P422 7.47 7.47 13.47 76
CesFesPb Pm 7.31 4.60 7.78 77
CesFePbs P6_3/mcem 9.33 9.33 6.00 77
CegFesPb P-3 10.06 10.06 3.75 78
CegFei3Pb I4/mem 8.00 8.00 22.75 79
CeigFesgPbs 14/mmm 13.85 13.85 9.55 80
CesFeaPb Immm 9.01 9.64 10.30 86
CeioFe19Pba P6/mmm 14.51 14.51 9.02 87
CeoFe19Pbs P6/mmm 14.48 14.48 9.00 88
CeoFe,Pby; C2/m 20.36 4.83 14.20 91
CesFePbs Pnnm 15.05 17.38 4.46 92
CegFePbs P6 3mc 10.50 10.50 6.67 92
Ce2FePby 14/mem 12.05 12.05 16.22 94
CeyFesPb R-3m 4.14 4.14 26.27 95
CesFesPb Immm 9.02 9.71 10.02 95
CegFe 1 Pb P6_3/mem 9.14 9.14 8.32 96
CeglngFe 14/m 8.51 8.51 11.83 29
CezInFeg Im-3 9.65 9.65 9.65 29
CeslnsFe P6 3mc 10.50 10.50 6.62 30
CeilnoFes Cmmm 14.82 21.24 3.68 31
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Phases Symmetry a(A) b (A) c(A) Ehun
(meV/atom)
CeylnsFe; P2/m 7.66 3.66 8.07 34
CezInFeg Im-3 9.51 9.51 9.51 37
Ceslny4Fe Pm-3m 9.36 9.36 9.36 38
CeslnsFe P6_3/mcem 9.60 9.60 5.89 47
Ce7InsFe; Cmmm 4.88 26.08 4.94 48
CejslngFe P6 3mc 16.39 16.39 6.08 49
Ceyln)sFe Im-3m 9.44 9.44 9.44 52
CezInFes Immm 9.21 9.42 9.78 52
CeglnFe; Immm 8.71 9.80 10.18 53
CelnFe; Pmma 5.03 4.15 6.98 57
CeslnFe F-43m 13.51 13.51 13.51 58
CezlnsFe P4/mmm 4.68 4.68 12.17 62
CeyslnoFe P6 3mc 15.95 15.95 6.35 62
CezInFes Immm 9.35 9.53 9.78 62
CeplnsFe; 14/mmm 9.06 9.06 10.51 63
CeglnyFe P-62m 8.64 8.64 3.55 63
CezlnsFe P4/mmm 4.71 4.71 12.04 65
CeslnFeyq R3m 4.99 4.99 36.12 65
CeglnoFe P-62m 8.55 8.55 3.65 66
CeslnFeys R3m 4.97 4.97 36.04 67
CeylnsFeq 1-43m 7.82 7.82 7.82 68
CeislnsFeq R3m 9.30 9.30 23.26 68
CezInsFes 14/mmm 9.06 9.06 10.36 69
CezInFes Immm 9.23 9.32 9.74 69
CeslnyFe P-62m 8.47 8.47 3.65 74
CeulnsFe; C2/m 14.71 4.55 9.05 75
CesglnyFe P4/mmm 4.72 4.72 12.91 75
CeslnsFe 14 9.13 9.13 9.13 79
CesInFe; 14/mem 7.61 7.61 13.33 79
Ce7lnFe; P4/mbm 11.80 11.80 3.70 80
CeslnFe; Immm 8.99 9.69 9.71 81
CezqIngFe Pm-3m 9.21 9.21 9.21 81
CeglnFe; C2/m 11.12 4.59 7.98 82
CezIngFe P4/mmm 4.59 4.59 12.00 82
CesInFes I4/mem 7.99 7.99 22.73 82
CegsInFey P6 3mc 9.02 9.02 6.66 82
CesInFe; I4/mem 7.54 7.54 13.27 83
CezInFeg R3m 4.99 4.99 24.28 83
CeslnyFens Imm?2 8.37 11.77 8.34 83
CezIngFe P4/mmm 4.58 4.58 12.00 85
CeylnsFe P4/mmm 4.66 4.66 22.55 86
Cexo(InFes)s P422 7.56 7.56 12.69 86
CelnsFe P4/mmm 4.69 4.69 7.52 87
CeslnsFeq P4/mmm 4.86 4.86 23.89 87
CeiszlnsFeq R3m 9.34 9.34 23.16 88
CeslnsFe 1-4 9.04 9.04 8.95 90
CeislnsFeas 14/mmm 13.91 13.91 9.53 90
Cezs(InFes)s C2/m 27.25 4.87 15.13 91



Phases Symmetry a(A) b (A) c(A) Ehan
(meV/atom)
CesglnsFes Pbca 11.71 13.46 12.54 91
CeiolnFes Fmm?2 9.33 13.83 10.70 92
CeylnieFes P4/mmm 6.57 6.57 12.30 93
Cei7(InFe»)> 1-42m 10.50 10.50 9.80 93
CeslnFes P3ml 5.03 5.03 8.31 93
CeslnoFes 12 13 9.61 9.61 9.61 94
Ce3In2F613 R-3m 5.01 5.01 36.44 96
CeiolnsFe 1422 12.43 12.43 5.78 99
Ces(FeAga)2 Pbam 7.84 17.57 3.53 51
Cei3FesAgy R3m 9.26 9.26 22.47 51
Cexo(FesAg)s Pmm?2 4.26 25.30 6.81 51
Ceio(FeAg); Fmm?2 10.21 12.56 11.58 52
CeioFe1sAgs R-3 9.35 9.35 69.23 52
CecFerAg Immm 8.89 9.74 9.77 52
CeioFesAg Immm 9.21 9.35 9.79 53
CecFesAg P6_3/m 10.69 10.69 4.75 54
CesFeAgs P-62m 8.39 8.39 3.55 55
Cei7FesAgs Pl 8.49 8.88 8.95 56
CesFesAg Pm 6.99 4.53 7.85 58
CesFerAgs C2/m 15.85 4.64 4.56 59
CeisFesAgy R3m 9.21 9.21 22.38 60
CecFeAgn Fm-3m 13.50 13.50 13.50 63
Ces(FeAg)> Cmcm 3.77 15.08 14.60 63
CeoFesAg 14/mem 11.54 11.54 12.72 64
CesFerAg 1-42d 8.92 8.92 7.91 64
Cei3(FesAg)s R-3 9.52 9.52 44.34 66
CeioFesAg P6_3/mmc 10.30 10.30 7.31 67
CeioFeoAgy R-3 9.49 9.49 32.83 68
CesFeAgy P4/mmm 3.50 3.50 19.39 68
CeioFeroAg: P6/mmm 14.30 14.30 9.01 69
Cei7FesAgs Pl 8.51 8.81 8.88 69
CeioFesAg; Pmc2 1 3.63 10.57 23.41 71
Cei2FesAgs 14/mem 11.62 11.62 14.46 72
Ces(FeAg)» Pnma 14.26 3.78 16.01 73
Ce2FesAg 14/mcm 11.70 11.70 12.57 73
CesFeAgs P6 3/mcm 9.28 9.28 5.89 73
CeoFesAgs P4/mmm 10.53 10.53 3.60 73
CesFeAgn P-62m 8.37 8.37 3.57 74
CexFerAgo P2 1 7.33 25.29 8.89 75
CeisFesAg P-1 9.57 9.58 12.43 76
CeFeAg, Cmcm 4.60 9.46 7.22 77
Ce7(,FeﬁoAg17 Pm 9.88 39.20 9.92 78
CeisFeAgio R3m 15.28 15.28 10.03 79
Cei7FeAgn Cm 11.05 15.60 9.48 79
Ce4(FeaAg)s Pl 6.49 9.65 9.65 79
CesFerAgs P2 1/ 10.35 6.62 17.74 80
CerFerAg Cmmm 3.60 14.48 3.68 81
CesFeAgs P4/mmm 3.26 3.26 16.79 82
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Phases Symmetry a(A) b (A) c(A) Ehan
(meV/atom)
CessFeisAgis R-3m 10.66 10.66 52.11 83
Ceis(FesAg)» 14 Icd 15.04 15.04 20.29 86
CeioFesAg Fmm?2 9.44 12.76 11.17 88
Ceri(FesAg), 14/mmm 10.13 10.13 16.04 89
CesFesAgy Pbam 11.38 20.77 4.49 90
CesFerAgy Fmm?2 11.07 39.63 10.88 90
Ces(FeAg): C2/m 16.78 3.78 16.93 90
Ce¢FeriAg P6 3/mem 8.83 8.83 8.41 90
CesFeAg Pm-3m 5.05 5.05 5.05 93
CeisFexgAgs 14/mmm 13.77 13.77 9.59 93
CesFesAg 1-4 8.75 8.75 7.74 94
CesFeAgs Cm 15.85 18.12 11.78 97
CeioFeAgs Pmc2 1 9.05 8.11 11.46 99
CeoFeisAg R-3c¢ 9.86 9.86 54.35 99
CeoFeAgy I4/mem 11.62 11.62 15.14 99
CesoFeniAgiz Cm 50.58 4.46 10.89 99
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