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Abstract 
High-entropy materials shift the traditional materials discovery paradigm to one that leverages 
disorder, enabling access to unique chemistries unreachable through enthalpy alone. We present a 
self-consistent approach integrating computation and experiment to understand and explore single-
phase rock salt high-entropy oxides. By leveraging a machine-learning interatomic potential, we 
rapidly and accurately map high-entropy composition space using our two descriptors: bond length 
distribution and mixing enthalpy. The single-phase stabilities for all experimentally stabilized rock 
salt compositions are correctly resolved, with dozens more compositions awaiting discovery. 
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Exploiting disorder in multicomponent materials enables access to an expansive, largely 
unexplored discovery space that is unattainable through enthalpic stabilization alone. Stabilizing 
materials through entropy pushes the solid solution paradigm to the extreme by incorporating 
multiple elements at random on a single sublattice. In turn, this boosts the configurational entropy 
making it possible at sufficiently high temperatures to form a single-phase multicomponent 
material rather than the enthalpically-preferred constituent components or an ensemble of ternary 
intermediates. This approach was originally shown in 2004 when Yeh and Cantor independently 
demonstrated the formation of high-entropy alloys containing five or six principal components 
[1,2]. Rost et al. then extended this methodology to ceramic systems in 2015 by illustrating the 
entropic stabilization of the Mg1/5Co1/5Ni1/5Cu1/5Zn1/5O rock salt high-entropy oxide (HEO) [3]. 
HEOs immediately stimulated interest from the materials community as promising characteristics 
were shown over a broad application spectrum, particularly enhanced cycling stability for energy 
storage [4]. The search for HEOs in various other crystal structures such as perovskite [5,6] and 
fluorite [7,8] has ensued, motivated by emerging functional property opportunities. However, the 
intrinsic disorder of HEOs results in a combinatorically difficult material space to traverse, 
especially if off-stoichiometric cation proportions are considered. Understanding how individual 
components act to either stabilize or destabilize the desired high-entropy phase, and their effect on 
resulting properties, is essential to advance the discovery and accelerate the implementation of 
these highly disordered materials. 

Designing high-entropy materials in-silico presents a formidable challenge as the inherent 
disorder requires navigating through a complex space, making high-throughput density functional 
theory (DFT) predictions daunting, even with current computing capabilities. Formulating 
descriptors that capture single-phase many-component formulation spaces are also necessary as 
enthalpy is no longer the predominant thermodynamic driver; in such cases, formalisms like 
convex hulls alone may prove insufficient. The entropy-forming ability (EFA) descriptor has been 
proposed for high-entropy carbide discovery, relating the energy distribution to single-phase 
stability: a broader distribution is more energetically expensive to introduce configurational 
disorder into the system leading to a lower EFA [9]. A recent extension to EFA was provided 
through the addition of an enthalpic contribution to form the so-called disordered enthalpy-entropy 
descriptor (DEED) [10], and was used to screen for novel high-entropy boride and carbonitride 
compositions. While successful across different ceramic materials, this framework requires many 
DFT calculations. Descriptors for HEOs specifically are limited to those which approximate HEOs 
as averages of their A1/2A’1/2Ox constituents [11,12]. The average and standard deviation of these 
approximated mixing enthalpies rationalize the single-phase formation of the prototypical rock salt 
HEO, Mg1/5Co1/5Ni1/5Cu1/5Zn1/5O, as well the recently synthesized Mn and Fe containing 
Mg1/5Mn1/5Fe1/5Co1/5Ni1/5O [13]. While the two-cation constituents offer an interpretable picture 
of HEO stability that is computationally modest, the unique characteristics of high-component 
HEOs may not be captured within this simplified framework. 

To build on this foundation, this manuscript explores the following hypothesis: the single-
phase stability of a many-cation rock salt oxide crystal with arbitrary cation ratios can be predicted 
by combining (1) the distribution of relaxed first near-neighbor bond lengths, and (2) the mixing 
enthalpy relative to the A2+O2- ground states. These quantities are descriptors which can be 
calculated for thousands of compositions within the parent formulation envelope with an extremely 
low computational expense by leveraging recent advances in machine-learning interatomic 
potentials. Plotting these descriptors on cartesian coordinates will create a phase diagram, whose 
boundaries between single- and multi-phase zones are identified by experimentally synthesizing a 
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subset of formulations to identify compositional solid solution thresholds. The following sections 
detail the combined computational and experimental framework to test this proposal. 

We begin this process by defining the mixing enthalpy as the energy of a given HEO 
(𝐸[𝐻𝐸𝑂]) relative to all constituent A2+O2- ground states (𝐸[𝐴!"#𝑂"$]): 

𝛥𝐻%!& = 𝐸[𝐻𝐸𝑂] −*𝑛!𝐸[𝐴!"#𝑂"$]
!

 

where 𝑛! is the relative fraction of each end member in the HEO. As a result of only considering 
A2+O2- competing phases, ΔHmix is most valid for experimental conditions in which cations are 
stable at 2+ valence.  As rock salt HEOs have been shown to be sensitive to the chemical potential 
of oxygen during synthesis [13,14], we choose this quantity rather than the enthalpy above hull or 
decomposition enthalpy [15]. These quantities may ultimately be more appropriate to describe 
non-equilibrium synthesis of HEOs [14]. ΔHmix can be considered as the enthalpic barrier to rock 
salt HEO formation, hence a smaller value should promote single-phase rock salt formation. Our 
second descriptor, the bond length distribution, is quantified using the standard deviation of 
relaxed first near-neighbor (NN) cation-anion bond lengths:  

𝜎'()*+ = -∑ (𝑎! − 𝑎1)
"

!

𝑁  

where 𝑎! is each bond length, 𝑎1 is the average bond lengths, and 𝑁 is the total number of bond 
lengths. A narrower distribution of bond lengths, and therefore a lower value for σbonds, indicates 
minimal lattice distortion, hence should more easily form a single-phase rock salt HEO. σbonds is 
inherently similar to the Hume-Rothery rule that differences in atomic sizes govern solid solubility 
of alloys [16]. Additionally, a correlation has recently been identified between the local lattice 
distortion and the EFA descriptor used for the computational discovery of high-entropy carbides 
[17].  
 While DFT is capable of calculating these two descriptors, the intrinsic disorder of HEOs 
and other high-entropy materials necessitates a significant computational investment. Most studies 
are inhibited to explore only the fully disordered limit with a single special quasi-random structure 
(SQS) of a large supercell [18], or a multitude of smaller symmetrically unique cells [19]. In both 
cases, the cubic scaling of DFT results in a heavy computational burden for even a single high-
entropy composition. To overcome this computational cost, we employ a machine-learning 
interatomic potential (MLIP), specifically the Crystal Hamiltonian Graph Neural Network 
(CHGNet) [20], which provides a universal potential nearing the accuracy of DFT [21]. By fitting 
magnetic moments, energies, forces, and stresses in a crystal graph convolutional neural network, 
this MLIP approaches near-DFT accuracy with mean absolute errors (MAEs) of only 30 meV/atom 
and 77 meV/Å for energy and force, respectively, making it one of the most accurate universal 
MLIPs to date [20,21]. Providing both a structural and charge representation within its 
construction, CHGNet provides an ideal engine for high-throughput screening of HEOs and other 
high-entropy materials that are prohibitively expensive to study solely with DFT. 
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 We first benchmark the pretrained, universal CHGNet MLIP against DFT calculations to 
investigate the accuracy for rock salt HEOs; multicomponent HEOs are not fitted explicitly as the 
training data largely consists of ordered systems. We construct our benchmarking data set from 
the cation cohort composed of Mg, Ca, Mn, Fe, Co, Ni, Cu, and Zn to form 160-atom SQSs of the 
56 (8C5) possible five-cation equimolar combinations. Parameters consistent with the Materials 
Project [22,23] are utilized in DFT calculations to ensure compatibility with the calculations on 
which CHGNet was trained. We focus here only on the two quantities necessary for our proposed 
descriptors: the total energy, and the relaxed first NN bond lengths between metal and oxygen 
ions. Figure 1a shows a parity plot between DFT and CHGNet predicted total energies, resulting 
in a MAE of only 18.7 meV/atom. At nearly 38% less than the MAE in the original report by Deng 
et al. for materials spanning the entire periodic table [20], this result suggests that the high-entropy 
rock salt oxides investigated here may be more accurately described by CHGNet than other 
compositions in the original testing data set. The relaxed first NN bond lengths predicted by 
CHGNet compared to DFT for all HEO compositions explored are shown in Figure 1b. CHGNet 
accurately predicts the local structure for our rock salt HEOs as evident by the relatively high 
degree of linearity (R2 = 0.64) as well a low MAE of 0.041 Å for all 26,880 bond lengths 
investigated. Importantly, the error distribution with respect to DFT is found to be normal and 
centered around zero. We further investigate our bond length benchmarking set by comparing 
compositions with and without Cu, as the CuO6 octahedra exhibits local tetragonal distortions via 
a Jahn-Teller (JT) mechanism [24,25]. Larger errors compared to DFT are found for HEOs 
containing Cu (Figure S1a), while minimal errors are observed for HEOs without Cu (Figure S1b) 
resulting in a reduced MAE of only 0.018 Å and an increased R2 value of 0.90. As the JT distortion 
of the CuO6 octahedra are indeed captured by the CHGNet MLIP (Figure S2), we attribute the 
larger error for Cu-containing compositions as a result of the anisotropic JT distortions rather than 
the inability of CHGNet to capture these electronically-driven local distortions. 

Having established the accuracy of CHGNet, we leverage this MLIP as our computational 
engine to calculate our two descriptors, ΔHmix and σbonds, for the A1/2A’1/2O compositions of our 
cation cohort. Exploring trends for the two-cation rock salts allows a fundamental understanding 
of how different cation combinations affect descriptor values. Heatmaps of our descriptors are 
shown in Figure 2 in which darker shades indicate larger values for both descriptors and therefore 
represent cation combinations predicted to be more difficult to form a single-phase rock salt HEO. 
The largest value for ΔHmix is observed for Cu1/2Zn1/2O with an enthalpic penalty of 149 meV/atom, 
reflecting negligible rock salt solubility of CuO tenorite and ZnO wurtzite as seen from the phase 

Figure 1. Benchmarking data for CHGNet compared to DFT for (a) total energy and (b) relaxed first-near 
neighbor bond lengths. The x-axis for (b) is the difference between DFT and CHGNet bond lengths. 
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diagrams [3,14]. Larger values for many of the other Cu and Zn containing cation combinations 
are observed as well. Conversely, Mg1/2Ni1/2O has the smallest ΔHmix value (34 meV/atom), 
agreeing with their ability to form a complete solid solution [26]. Ca combinations also result in 
larger ΔHmix values, which we attribute to the ~30% increased size compared to the other cations 
[16,26] and is also reflected in increased local distortions captured by σbonds (Figure 2b). Cu-
containing combinations also exhibit larger distortions due to the aforementioned JT distortion. As 
a result, Ca1/2Cu1/2O has the largest value for σbonds of 0.31 Å. A larger σbonds value for Cu1/2Zn1/2O 
is observed due to relaxation away from the rock salt symmetry, which we attribute to the rock salt 
phase being above the convex hull for both CuO and ZnO. Minimal lattice distortion is observed 
for the other cation combinations. 

Next, we map high-entropy composition space for all equimolar 4-, 5- and 6-cation rock 
salt combinations using our descriptors. 154 equimolar HEO combinations are explored in total. 
The reduced computational cost of CHGNet enables a much more comprehensive sampling of 
atomic configurations than is attainable with DFT calculations: 50 randomly decorated 1200-atom 
supercells are used for each composition, resulting in 180,000 bond lengths per composition. We 
combine our descriptors with bulk ceramic synthesis and characterization to define single-phase 
stability thresholds for rock salt HEOs using eight compositions: the prototypical HEO 
Mg1/5Co1/5Ni1/5Cu1/5Zn1/5O [3], the five four-cation derivatives of Mg1/5Co1/5Ni1/5Cu1/5Zn1/5O, 
Mg1/6Ca1/6Co1/6Ni1/6Cu1/6Zn1/6O, and Mg1/5Mn1/5Fe1/5Co1/5Ni1/5O [13]. The result of this process is 
provided in Figure 3 in which four HEOs are found to be single-phase (green circles), and four as 
multiple phases (red crosses). X-ray diffraction (XRD) patterns for the five four-cation derivatives 
of Mg1/5Co1/5Ni1/5Cu1/5Zn1/5O are shown in Figure S3. Single-phase stability thresholds are defined 
using the largest descriptor values for experimentally realized single-phase compositions: ΔHmix = 
90.6 meV/atom for Mg1/5Co1/5Ni1/5Cu1/5Zn1/5O and σbonds = 0.099 Å for Mg1/4Co1/4Ni1/4Cu1/4O. 
Importantly, CHGNet MLIP calculated ΔHmix and σbonds are able to correctly distinguish between 
single- and multi-phase compositions for all experimentally investigated equimolar rock salt HEOs 
of this cation cohort. Comparing the four single-phase HEOs, a reduced value for σbonds is observed 
for Mg1/4Co1/4Ni1/4Zn1/4O and Mg1/5Mn1/5Fe1/5Co1/5Ni1/5O compared to the prototypical HEO 
Mg1/5Co1/5Ni1/5Cu1/5Zn1/5O as Cu is no longer present. Similarly, Mg1/4Co1/4Ni1/4Cu1/4O contains 
a larger fraction of Cu than its parent Mg1/5Co1/5Ni1/5Cu1/5Zn1/5O, resulting in a larger value for 
σbonds. These reflect the intuition gained by the A1/2A’1/2O descriptors in Figure 2 that the JT 
distortion for Cu-containing compositions increases the magnitude of local distortions. We also 
compare the CHGNet predicted local distortions to the Shannon ionic radii for all 154 

Figure 2. Heatmaps of constituent A1/2A’1/2O compositions for explored HEO 
compositions quantified using (a) ΔHmix and (b) σbonds. 
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compositions explored (Figure S4) [27]. For HEO compositions without Cu, σbonds and the standard 
deviation of ionic radii are correlated to one another, while for Cu-containing compositions the 
ionic radii significantly underestimates local lattice distortions as the JT distorted CuO6 octahedra 
is not captured. This emphasizes the need for computational tools in HEO screening like CHGNet 
that capture electronically-driven effects such as a JT distortion or charge compensation. We also 
note that Mg1/5Mn1/5Fe1/5Co1/5Ni1/5O is predicted as single-phase in our approach despite being 
prepared using chloride precursors by Pu et al. as ΔHmix is valid for conditions in which Mn2+ and 
Fe2+ are the most stable oxidation state [13]. A significant number of unexplored equimolar HEO 
compositions are predicted to form single-phase rock salt HEOs (Table S1), many of which contain 
Mn and/or Fe. As a result, a multitude of rock salt HEOs await discovery once synthesis conditions 
are identified that inhibit the formation of higher oxidation states.  

 Inspired by the success of our approach for equimolar rock salt HEOs, we expand our 
discovery space by considering formulations with non-equimolar cation proportions. While 
equimolar stoichiometries are commonly explored to maximize configurational entropy, non-
equimolar HEOs offer the benefit of additional chemical tunability, and therefore also property 
tunability. Specifically, we explore the composition space between the single-phase 
Mg1/5Co1/5Ni1/5Cu1/5Zn1/5O and multi-phase Mg1/6Ca1/6Co1/6Ni1/6Cu1/6Zn1/6O.  Starting with the 
equimolar 6-cation Mg1/6Ca1/6Co1/6Ni1/6Cu1/6Zn1/6O, we map the effect of decreasing Ca 
concentration with ΔHmix and σbonds, keeping the remaining cations in equimolar proportions. The 
smooth transition between these HEO compositions captured by CHGNet is depicted with blue 
circles in Figure 4a. It is important to note that none of these non-equimolar compositions cross 
within the single-phase stability region defined by the equimolar HEO compositions (Figure 3). 
We therefore carry out bulk synthesis for a series of non-equimolar HEOs at ambient conditions 
in this composition space and characterize the resulting crystal structure, number of phases, and 
cation proportions. The powder diffraction patterns in Figure 4b indicate the rock salt CaO peaks 
persist with decreasing Ca content down to 6.2% before completely dissolving into the high-

Figure 3. Map of rock salt HEO composition space using ΔHmix and σbonds. Experimental synthesis results 
for single- and multi-phase are indicated with green circle and red crosses, respectively. Region predicted 
as single-phase shown in a green shade. 
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entropy matrix at 5.5% Ca. We confirm all cation concentrations with X-ray fluorescence 
spectroscopy and monitor mass loss before and after every state of ceramic preparation. The 
composition for the single-phase HEO is then passed to our computational descriptors to self-
consistently refine the single-phase stability thresholds, as noted by dashed black lines in Figure 
4a (ΔHmix = 92.6 meV/atom, σbonds = 0.104 Å). Additional equimolar compositions are predicted 
to form a single-phase HEO as a result of this threshold refinement. Collectively, the reduced 
computational cost offered by CHGNet enables our collaborative screening architecture to 
logically explore high-entropy compositions that deviate from equimolarity, enabling access to a 
composition space in which properties can be finely tuned by altering relative cation proportions.  

We describe a high-throughput framework for discovering and understanding the single-
phase formation of HEOs by integrating computation and experiment in a self-consistent feedback 
loop. To enable a more rapid exploration of rock salt HEO composition space, we use the CHGNet 
MLIP which exhibits impressive predictive accuracy for local structure and energies even for 
highly disordered systems as seen from our benchmarking. Additional fine-tuning for specific 
materials of interest could likely enable even greater accuracy, however we utilize the universal 
potential from Deng et al. to emphasize the broad applicability of pretrained MLIPs for materials 
spanning across the periodic table [20]. Our two computational descriptors, ΔHmix and σbonds, are 
capable of resolving single-phase stabilities for all eight equimolar rock salt HEO compositions 
explored to date as well as a novel non-equimolar rock salt HEO containing Ca. Dozens of 
unexplored compositions are also predicted to form single-phase rock salt HEOs and await 
experimental discovery. Our approach currently relies on these fairly simple but highly 
interpretable descriptors; however, more elaborate descriptors that explicitly include the effects of 
chemical potential, finite temperature, and configurational entropy may be more representative of 
HEO stability. As more complex crystal structures such as spinel and perovskites are considered 
for emerging property engineering opportunities these quantities may be increasingly important. 
Combining such descriptors with MLIPs presents an exciting outlook to computationally drive the 
exploration, discovery, and implementation of HEOs and other disordered materials. 
 

Figure 4. Exploration of non-equimolar composition space between single-phase Mg1/5Co1/5Ni1/5Cu1/5Zn1/5O and 
multi-phase Mg1/6Ca1/6Co1/6Ni1/6Cu1/6Zn1/6O using (a) computational descriptors and (b) experimental 
characterization with XRD. A refined single-phase stability threshold is shown in (a) as a black dashed line.  
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Supplementary Material 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure S1. First near-neighbor bond length benchmarking data for CHGNet compared to DFT for 
compositions (a) containing Cu and (b) do not contain Cu. The x-axis is the difference between DFT and 
CHGNet bond lengths. 

Figure S2. Distributions of CHGNet relaxed first near-neighbor bond lengths from 5-cation HEO 
benchmarking data for each metal-oxygen ion pair. Note the two primary peaks for Cu-O around 2.0 and 
2.25 Å indicative of Jahn-Teller octahedral distortion. 
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Figure S3. X-ray diffraction patterns for five four-cation derivatives of Mg1/5Co1/5Ni1/5Cu1/5Zn1/5O. 
Experimental synthesis results for single- and multi-phase are indicated with green circle and red crosses, 
respectively [14]. 

Figure S4. Comparison between standard deviation of CHGNet calculated first near-neighbor bond 
lengths (σbonds) and standard deviation of individual Shannon ionic radii. Data is separated between 
compositions that contain Cu due to the known Jahn-Teller distortion of local octahedra. 
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Table S1. Stability data for equimolar HEO compositions from cation cohort: Mg, Ca, Mn, Fe, Co, Ni, Cu, and Zn. 
Composition are sorted by σbonds. The refined single-phase stability thresholds from Figure 4 are used to determine 
predicted single-phase stability: ΔHmix = 92.6 meV/atom, σbonds = 0.104 Å. Predicted and experimental stability as 
single- and multi-phase are indicated with green circle and red crosses, respectively. Compositions not yet explored 
experimentally are indicated by two dashes. 
 

Composition σbonds (Å) ΔHmix (meV/atom) Pred. Stability Expt. Stability 
MgCoNiZnO4 0.020 78.7   

MgFeCoZnO4 0.024 75.3  -- 
FeCoNiZnO4 0.025 89.6  -- 

MgFeCoNiZnO5 0.025 77.2  -- 
MgFeCoNiO4 0.026 70.7  -- 

MgFeNiZnO4 0.027 67.6  -- 

MnFeCoZnO4 0.030 77.5  -- 

MnFeCoNiZnO5 0.035 76.3  -- 

MgMnFeCoZnO5 0.035 70.7  -- 

MgMnFeCoNiZnO6 0.036 71.2  -- 

MnFeCoNiO4 0.036 58.8  -- 

MgMnCoNiZnO5 0.036 71.0  -- 

MgMnFeCoO4 0.036 57.3  -- 

MnCoNiZnO4 0.036 79.2  -- 

MgMnFeCoNiO5 0.036 61.6      [13] 
MgMnCoNiO4 0.036 59.9  -- 

MgMnCoZnO4 0.037 71.6  -- 

MnFeNiZnO4 0.039 75.7  -- 

MgMnFeNiZnO5 0.039 66.3  -- 

MgMnNiZnO4 0.039 61.3  -- 

MgMnFeZnO4 0.042 70.4  -- 

MgMnFeNiO4 0.042 52.9  -- 

MgCaMnFeCoNiO6 0.076 69.1  -- 

MgCaMnFeCoO5 0.077 64.5  -- 

MgCaMnFeO4 0.077 63.5  -- 

MgCaMnFeNiZnO6 0.078 72.5  -- 

MgCaMnFeCoZnO6 0.078 73.6  -- 

MgCaMnFeNiO5 0.078 64.8  -- 

MgCaMnCoNiZnO6 0.079 78.0  -- 

CaMnFeCoO4 0.079 55.9  -- 

CaMnFeCoNiZnO6 0.079 77.0  -- 

MgCaMnCoNiO5 0.079 72.5  -- 

CaMnFeCoNiO5 0.079 65.2  -- 

MgCaFeCoNiZnO6 0.080 84.0  -- 

MgCaMnNiO4 0.081 64.7  -- 

MgCaMnCoO4 0.082 68.2  -- 

CaMnFeNiO4 0.082 60.2  -- 
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CaMnFeCoZnO5 0.083 73.7  -- 

MgCaMnNiZnO5 0.083 72.9  -- 

MgFeCoNiCuZnO6 0.083 77.9  -- 

MgCaFeCoNiO5 0.083 81.6  -- 

MgCaMnFeZnO5 0.083 74.4  -- 

MgCaMnCoZnO5 0.084 77.0  -- 

CaMnCoNiO4 0.084 69.0  -- 

MgCaCoNiZnO5 0.085 92.1  -- 

CaMnCoNiZnO5 0.085 81.7  -- 

CaMnFeNiZnO5 0.086 75.0  -- 

MgCaFeNiZnO5 0.086 79.8  -- 

MgCoNiCuZnO5 0.087 90.6     [3] 
MgCaFeCoZnO5 0.088 81.4  -- 

MgCaCoNiO4 0.088 92.7  -- 

MgCaFeCoO4 0.089 75.8  -- 

MgCaFeNiO4 0.089 77.0  -- 

CaFeCoNiZnO5 0.089 90.9  -- 

MgMnCoNiCuZnO6 0.091 74.2  -- 

CaFeCoNiO4 0.092 83.2  -- 

MgCaMnZnO4 0.094 76.1  -- 

MgFeCoNiCuO5 0.094 66.5  -- 

MgMnFeCoNiCuO6 0.094 57.7  -- 

CaMnNiZnO4 0.094 78.0  -- 

MgCaNiZnO4 0.095 86.9  -- 

MgFeNiCuZnO5 0.096 74.5  -- 

CaMnCoZnO4 0.096 78.7  -- 

CaMnFeZnO4 0.097 73.3  -- 

MgMnFeNiCuZnO6 0.098 66.8  -- 

MgCaCoZnO4 0.099 88.3  -- 

MgCoNiCuO4 0.099 77.2   
MgMnCoNiCuO5 0.100 59.6  -- 

CaCoNiZnO4 0.100 104.2  -- 

CaFeCoZnO4 0.102 87.0  -- 

MgNiCuZnO4 0.102 96.7   
MgCaFeZnO4 0.103 81.8  -- 

MgMnFeCoCuZnO6 0.104 69.4  -- 

MgMnNiCuZnO5 0.104 72.6  -- 

CaFeNiZnO4 0.104 90.1  -- 

FeCoNiCuZnO5 0.104 83.5  -- 

MgFeCoCuZnO5 0.104 77.2  -- 

MnFeCoNiCuZnO6 0.104 71.0  -- 

MgFeNiCuO4 0.107 59.8  -- 

MgMnFeNiCuO5 0.110 51.6  -- 
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MgMnFeCoCuO5 0.114 54.6  -- 

MnFeCoNiCuO5 0.114 51.5  -- 

MnCoNiCuZnO5 0.114 76.2  -- 

MgMnCoCuZnO5 0.114 75.3  -- 

MgMnNiCuO4 0.115 53.1  -- 

MgCoCuZnO4 0.116 92.6   
CoNiCuZnO4 0.116 99.6   
FeCoNiCuO4 0.118 62.3  -- 

MgFeCoCuO4 0.119 62.6  -- 

MnFeNiCuZnO5 0.121 70.6  -- 

MgMnFeCuZnO5 0.121 67.0  -- 

FeNiCuZnO4 0.125 86.8  -- 

MnCoNiCuO4 0.126 50.0  -- 

MnFeCoCuZnO5 0.127 71.7  -- 

MgFeCuZnO4 0.127 73.0  -- 

MgMnCoCuO4 0.128 56.9  -- 

MnFeNiCuO4 0.135 45.5  -- 

FeCoCuZnO4 0.135 86.7  -- 

MgMnFeCuO4 0.135 47.6  -- 

MnNiCuZnO4 0.136 79.1  -- 

MgMnCuZnO4 0.137 75.5  -- 

MnFeCoCuO4 0.139 47.3  -- 

MgCaFeCoNiCuO6 0.142 73.8  -- 

MgCaCoNiCuZnO6 0.142 95.9   
MgCaMnCoNiCuO6 0.143 68.9  -- 

MgCaMnFeNiCuO6 0.148 58.9  -- 

MnCoCuZnO4 0.149 79.5  -- 

MgCaCoNiCuO5 0.151 89.9  -- 

MgCaFeNiCuZnO6 0.151 79.1  -- 

CaMnFeCoNiCuO6 0.151 56.3  -- 

MgCaMnFeCoCuO6 0.155 57.7  -- 

MgCaMnNiCuZnO6 0.156 77.7  -- 

MnFeCuZnO4 0.157 73.1  -- 

MgCaFeNiCuO5 0.159 71.2  -- 

CaFeCoNiCuZnO6 0.160 82.5  -- 

MgCaNiCuZnO5 0.161 102.7  -- 

MgCaMnNiCuO5 0.161 66.5  -- 

MgCaFeCoCuZnO6 0.163 77.3  -- 

CaMnCoNiCuZnO6 0.165 77.0  -- 

MgCaNiCuO4 0.166 98.2  -- 

CaFeCoNiCuO5 0.168 68.9  -- 

MgCaMnCoCuZnO6 0.168 75.9  -- 

CaMnFeNiCuZnO6 0.169 68.4  -- 
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MgCaMnFeCuZnO6 0.170 66.6  -- 

CaMnCoNiCuO5 0.171 60.3  -- 

CaMnFeNiCuO5 0.173 51.3  -- 

MgCaFeCoCuO5 0.174 67.1  -- 

MgCaMnCoCuO5 0.177 63.9  -- 

CaMnFeCoCuZnO6 0.178 66.1  -- 

MgCaMnFeCuO5 0.178 52.6  -- 

CaCoNiCuZnO5 0.179 100.0  -- 

MgCaCoCuZnO5 0.180 94.7  -- 

CaMnFeCoCuO5 0.182 47.1  -- 

CaFeNiCuZnO5 0.188 82.8  -- 

CaCoNiCuO4 0.188 86.8  -- 

MgCaFeCuZnO5 0.193 74.5  -- 

CaMnNiCuZnO5 0.194 77.5  -- 

CaFeNiCuO4 0.195 67.1  -- 

MgCaCoCuO4 0.196 86.5  -- 

MgCaMnCuZnO5 0.198 75.9  -- 

CaMnNiCuO4 0.200 57.6  -- 

MgCaFeCuO4 0.203 61.7  -- 

MgCaMnCuO4 0.205 61.5  -- 

CaFeCoCuZnO5 0.205 76.9  -- 

MgCaCuZnO4 0.211 104.7  -- 

CaNiCuZnO4 0.212 113.7  -- 

CaMnCoCuZnO5 0.212 72.6  -- 

CaFeCoCuO4 0.214 57.7  -- 

CaMnFeCuZnO5 0.215 62.3  -- 

CaMnFeCuO4 0.219 37.9  -- 

CaMnCoCuO4 0.221 49.1  -- 

CaCoCuZnO4 0.246 96.6  -- 

CaFeCuZnO4 0.259 73.2  -- 

CaMnCuZnO4 0.265 71.3  -- 
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Methods 
Computational  

CHGNet version 0.3.5 was used for all calculations. SQSs for benchmarking were 
constructed using the integrated cluster expansion toolkit [18,28]. All atomic coordinates were 
initially randomly rattled with the atomic simulation environment [29] to allow symmetry-
breaking during structural relaxation procedure [30]. We find that this is important to realize the 
Jahn-Teller distortions for both CHGNet and DFT calculations. Structural relaxation was 
performed until forces were less than 50 meV/Å. We note that only the ground-state (0 K) 
structural predictions and corresponding energies are explored here, while CHGNet is also 
capable of performing finite temperature simulations. Pymatgen was utilized for analysis [22]. 

The Vienna Ab-initio Software Package (VASP) 6.4.1 was used for DFT calculations 
with the projector augmented wave pseudopotentials [31]. Calculation parameters were largely 
unchanged from Materials Project MPRelaxSet [22,32] defaults and magnetic ordering was 
initialized as ferromagnetic to ensure compatibility with the calculations on which CHGNet was 
fitted. The mixing scheme for calculations including a Hubbard U was also used [23]. Relaxed 
structures from CHGNet structure optimization were used as inputs for the DFT calculations to 
expedite the benchmarking procedure. For a consistent comparison with CHGNet relaxations, 
forces were minimized to less than 50 meV/Å.  
 
Experimental 

X-ray diffraction (XRD) was utilized before weighing the powders to ensure that CaO 
had not reacted with C to form CaCO3, hence avoiding the need for a calcination step. XRD was 
done on PANalytical Empyrean diffractometer in Bragg-Brentano High-Definition Mode. Then 
we weighed Millipore-Sigma CaO, MgO, NiO, CuO, CoO, and ZnO to accurately give the 
intended composition with different Ca concentrations.  The powder mix is then blended in a 
speed mixer followed by a shaker mill along with 3-mm and 5-mm diameter yttrium-stabilized 
zirconia milling media. To ensure thorough mixing, each batch was milled for a minimum of 2.5 
hours. The mixed powders were then divided into 0.500-g pellets and compressed into diameter 
of 1.27 cm using a uniaxial hydraulic press exerting 20,000 psi. We subsequently scanned the 
unreacted pellets with both XRD and calibrated PANalytical Epsilon 1 X-ray fluorescence (XRF) 
to monitor and compare phases and composition before and after sintering. Phases were 
identified using PANalytical HighScore with 2024 updated materials library. The pellets were 
fired in air at 875, 950, 1000 and 1100oC for 24 hours. Pellets reacted at 950°C (Figure 4) are 
most representative of the system stability as 950°C is the highest sintering temperature 
accessible in air before CuO melting onsets. XRF also confirmed that we maintained the desired 
composition with 1-2% deviations after sintering at 950°C.  
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