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ABSTRACT

The ionic conductivity in glassy systems were calculated as funchions of temperature and ion concentration
using Mante-Carol method considering interaction hetween neighbouring ion-site occupancies, p's. Also the
vacancy availability faclor, V, the effective jump frequency facter, W, and the charge correlation factor, f, have
been investigated, The Arrhenius plot could be obtained from the In oT wvs. 1/T* plots and was in exellent
agreement with the experimental observations. The effects of the various types of potential well on the jonic
conductivity have been considered. The activation energy E, for ion motion In the glass was 1.3/e/from the
In aT vs. 1/T* plots.

Lo B e w2 ojd=Ad dg a]%zag_z A Abell g}
e o2l dF7E TP =g, oSl B A7
w2 o] & ©4|(Fast Ion Conductor, FIC)&= =i 2] potential fieldel] A] %2}%-3-3§}(m0]ecular dynamics,

o mAANRRA Y] AL A5 ] Fef 179 o MDY 4 stochastic Langevin dynamcs®s} 72 s]7}
el HZ 4loh 53] freld=dle ARd Asdc Eel HEt G54l w ¥ A 2454 (Path Propa-
ade) ol el e e slRv] §Ael #HE EAHe]  biliiy Method, PPM)¥3} Monte Carlo(MC) W™V}
§1%, AAAE ArA 557 i o, whgba] a2t 7o) vacancy mechanismel] 7]&S F3 9/& hopping
Bolshe, H7A] BA 2-e] go|d 4ol oA el £ HRE upe]R de] HYr

Heetrhiz A el FEEI sle Agel ¥ B|-5% ZE hopping e} o|& o|Fel i -5l

ofn

-241-



3 FalEhe dFle] slgde £7Ek, o]
Ere AEg) EndZAs Jd&e ool A
1A gir), &3] g mulofA] zejdlel & g
ol 2 ge] Brlegt ofF Bagh Hale g 780
ZleEr Ha o2 dld oliHxR Al @0l
AM2-E 71 gleh Sato} Kikuchi®:= p-9} p-alumina«)) 4]

Nacl2g] #4448 el2dwre] AabedlA cluster-
variation ¥ 9 ¥ 3 PPME #a-glgck o] o
e Ealdl cluster2e] #Hatolu) o i Apait 2
2 HoE AET A5 ol2HZe A4l AbATle]
a7=ch gebd 28] A el g dg A dPem
de Bruin®} Murch? =283 Murch® Thorn®~'%& MC
e M2E F AAEAE Sttt 25 B9
p*-aluminad] MC #& =HEale] o) 239 #H=
Ze & P%L wAe dFH HEs gya, o
71 <lAEe FPMeld =43k gt Ao WA,
oM EEE ol¢ FEr} 05 FHA ofite] HAE

ot

i

vehie A& A= PPMF 7]ef dAge 34l
o} 53] MC 432 computer®] s|°F%ql ¥z 24
Fale] dape] EHgld, o] EHERE #utk ohjEt AFA
o Easty] SR ot d9EE SAA AL
A= 2Ago) A+ sisich AFrA el MC w2 9
24 oleAEE A4S f-o BaluminaE AA A
AL Tz G F2 o) F AL, FAlof A E

712) Barl =eiglAl e Adae|r) weli] 2 AT
A frelda] o]eREE A4 MC #hE HE
slzA) gho), 2 48 # 9l Nernst-Einstein 2 258
ol AL B AE FEIT, o] 2ARES H Al
Zag Ay 2ot o] &9 pud AT HEGE
Zabatgoh =k MC abgol] o8 H4agl o] 2 EES
LIAISION 8} LiOBOr PO #212) M@ AT 54
syl

2= =]

el A] o)A E A4lEtr] fste] Hal defl4
ol o] L A o] 27 WA R o] o] o|Fdvhs
vacancy mechanismg w2}y 7Hgsigc. =gk 7
V2 HEe) o] E F o ejE e ey dARER AR
wdgds ARl aEPR odxd el F4 3
et o) g3 21 Flrbg o] % wlAle] k) Be F
o5 Azt s oy AEaE JuiAk girkal 7}
e Ao o]2AETE S44He R a2 ezl Ner-
nst-Einsleind « 258 & 4 slch

o

,242,

e 18Y)

37]4 D Asks] A4, O o239 B, ki Bo-

ltzmann AF<F, o= o) HEX 283 gE o] A

g5 vlebdeh sbefel Ash fabab 7he] AkEIH
A gle Afede
*
I:'c_ (2)
i

o] 214 D*E (racer #F4lA|9=, 28] = tracer cor-
relation factor{-4#<l=hE vlehic)

Sato#} Kikuchi® =12] 37 Murchs} Thermn® & A3k
nkAlzke] A ARg-e] Ql=

Hoz fRd + 3ee

7% hopping L2 <} =]

Heloh

= 3

D, P @

¢]7].4] f= charge correlation factor& vhehdc),

24 Satoe) Kikuchud] =2lsfjz A48 D& ddrge
chest ol & % 2ok

-U
D.=a’V W L& exp( } (Ch)
A7|4 at Aste] AT 2HEE el

el-e] FHEshE A=, G=
V& vacancy availabihty factor, W=
saddle-point <=5 3E}

attempt frequency factor,
effective jump fre-

quency factor, 28|32 Uz

LH];].
A (Dol A WE dalsty olexeExe] B3 AS
9e 5 gt
ToKpVWE exp(— 2 (&)
- L EXPL————
oT=Kp o~

714 K= £30f 3
el et

Tk QA AL Gz

3. Ak

MC 8ol AlEEe £

7o) ol WAL AHgaiu,

ura e ofsys)
B Aol 4 o ol

27ke] iES Yepns £ 3 7hA A Aok
—kT
T™=— (6

ECLER



Monte Carle WHie] 2)8F f

A Bite .
j' B Site

l T
|
Lz

D

Fig. 1. Sketch of the polential energy levels at the BR
(A site) and aBR(B site) and the variation ol
the potential energy along the path joining
these siles (A random array of the BR and the
aBR sites for a glassy structure).

m

alul#l o 2 potential 1A Aol w2 F A,
Fig. 1o 4 2} zbe] falell4)E Axle](Us= —3e)3+ B}l
U= —1e)e F#b8](random)= Wl galdt) o2l ¥
o zze A Az A=Y FNE 100022 S,
A7}E 2 5007e] 2} Bape] o)4] 50071 % k). com-
puter simulation<- F 7§&] #f <d{array)E AlE-Ele] 7,
Aels wjde 7 apele] AeE A4, 5 0lempty)t
ifilled Jattice)2 AAsbad m, S wjag2 7 Ae)e
saddle-pmnt <14 =& AdstEck

A gk 5] o]e-g Hw) Ajale]] sieslach o
A2 potential oM]#S #A3jelr| $18te] Metrpolis
importance sampling lechnique™® & o)-8-8le3 A7} ]
ol supalA sbgich ddbges o] 2-g Hal kel
Wi E o, e s Za ]3] ) d(starting configu-
ration)el 28] = alel] EEkale stepe] =LA A& T
e} 21 A)7ge) g2y 215 ordered ATE|<h St
A5l disordered Aele] 5 717 AbEEE wee] glch
B Qe alE #Ye] EEEte stepd FHEE F017)
Hsled g2} o ASey A Axpe] dlE FIAHR
ol &g wixlElw, &=/} & ;ﬂ-?*f'ﬂ" 019_# A
ARz Fe Al AxlelEyE $A olEE WA
sl 1ba], o]o] e A Baielel ﬁﬂﬂlfﬂ-“‘ﬂr
Ay Apel2o] wohe chgat e uhje Salwyd
=

4 l?"-‘l’-‘%]i °] Q—‘-“] e HJZ}E! 2 dAsich oA

|

A 31 A3 &(1994)

EREEE EINEREEE:

i

=)

A Bl

g

=

=

o] 2-%9] potential ¢v]#] 3 pairwise summing* o

shal el Are] Fahsivh.
E= —W(N/2) P-sN Xy @

o714 p= Axteld] o]fel AAII L FHES
vl 2, X 71 o]£dt o[-0l 2] £E i
Witk e)Ewt Asle] o8t configuratiomal <] Zlel
(AEIE A 4bgch gkd AE<0al oy 7} i 42
#7b ealehy & Ad AdR debd olE L 3
@z, AE>04 AS-5 exp(—AE/ADH B2 24 ¢
Se] #atgln}, 2 241 random number RE 0 <R<12]

wgea AAF) ukd R<exp(—AE/&TIH o5
51?4&1; Rexp(—AE/KDE] #feli o]Fe] &%

2] Q]‘?:T 29|% 2 Zelzic) olgjzke A %
Ag 2008 SRk o1RE 10 HEch
1 %
E=—- > E(200-n) )
m n=1
6]7]4] B o 200 el A Atac) 2H4 configura-

tional «]137]7} 2] 20004 e] wAH| %—D& ARE B
Aapd e Evid Als H3e =il ARy, 2
ga] eew g8 AL A5 wjAn] dHEC.
Aaw A7y AR Gy A =eEkexE delE]
glste] 5 7hA] £Es) o] 9] FEe] dls) 2 stepel

2 configurational o]1]# 5 Fig 2(2)2r (el el
ok Tel Vel sharse e g ds 3
Ao EdEEE e o, G4 =24 stepd v
ehdch 1alell 4] el upe} gre] A&zlel ob A
configurational slu =7} 183 o)F #HPe| E=EEE,
el A FHHE 4 e
tional L7t fEElw Slem=®
Meg of 4 vk Al ) 2@ F, ool &
e olge] $EZBoD MUE wWd dE UToT
Zol7le cyche boundary conditione] #-&E9a, tl
&3 e rgez FAsych

WAl shtel o] gd Tk dAsha F fe] A=
Alsdl HIHe B &2 9%) F2] shiE TR
Ak, oju] AR ko o)2gh W]} glod
o2 ool g AP RFLch U 7R °]
% ﬁl Hlzbel 7l HEG Hhapel G SR feld A4 A2

#Ee g ghe] Askch

2] 0 & configura-
257 #Hae =g

I"

U+ me
kT

P,=exp{— ) 9



SEIC

o 2 . . r
z {a)]
o
z - @
2
o t
& -4l -
%
ol
§ s
4 m
N :
T -6 (2) .
5 WW
o
e r
3 . . .
o b+ 20 an 40

Number of Shuffles (X107°)

Configuralional Energy{x107%), (Arbitrary Unit)

-3
Number of Shuffles(X10 )

Fig. 2. Configurational Energy caculated from Metro-
palis importance Sampling Technique (1
means the number of shuffles after approaching
the equilibrium state)/

(@) at T*=905 (1) p=03 (@) p=05 (3) p=0.7
(b) at T*=2.0 (1} p=0.3 (2) p=05 (3) p=0.7

714 me 7 o] 23 Bl Folla o)l 2w A2l
A2 & vEbled, 2 d7lde 03 13 2 5
e 7EAA Rk 2t me] o) 27 @ ASE A
£ ko nl Aelr} EAEA ¢er® o)
Aol AHde] 4 zlelt) AAAA E7) 248 0 A=

B& vhe o] A4kl

agqE
P=P, R 1
exp( T 1 (10}

A4rg PgkE o)% AA4%= random number R(O<R<
D3} wadkc) wkd R<Pyl A ¢k A=yl sletE T,
E>P3l B4 #=o) 5|25z 43, o ojas y

7}
Aatel A% e wap,

-244-

ez« e

(1) vacancy availability factor V& o]&o ] A 5k
SiE AR Aele] el ®iAlE]E U
Zrh

(2) effective jump frequency factor W& qump &8
A 9 A mg d9e 23] e ses o
o 2RE T i)

P.=VW exp(—U/kT) {11)

‘:“]7]’*“]. P A= =F Z&52 elich
(3) charge correlation factor [~= Murch®} Thorn'sj)
Sl gt el Folpo.
2kT
t= # (12}
qEna®
o] 7] 4] <X>%
717} <l7kE # Za) )
FFgom 3 °] 3]' 7] ol A :I_LEH;ﬂ V., W, L5 4 54
Helste] oTE Falheich

Hogdqtell A fielde] A7) & A (10)s] T &
Exp(—agE/kT)& 0752 Addslgy, V, W 2 f+28 ?4-
olf e 2008 Fzrp defuk Fol Alastgdck field?
A71E 067, 0.75 ‘LELTL 085 Agsle] ou] AL
g Ao Vel (s A As A8 e Zals 94z
W 0672 A5 ohE 7 Al vlale] 5%A= HL
35 Pelck =g random numbers] B-a44-8 =
o7l #sle] zizhe] A4abs 3 pate] Pgetglo
HAbEE T*= 02804 49 HHeld sy o
TAEE A4l o $hE fx ooz Zape
Lol o3k |gealql ke g @e alzle] Wo sl
=},

MC "ol 2]8) vacancy availahility factor Ve 33t
A4k ZAE Fig 3¢ VeRsdeh Vi olie] Ax|sla
= A elg aAljld dlalws gdg 8
o2& Fz} 1o HZgle| we} Vi 09
HAL FEZL 0o Aabd Vi 1o] "o 28| nE Ve
ol 2] =7l Frltel wal 1el4 0 Apele) grez
kA B3, o] 25 o]-22] yhl o 2lE]A Wb e)
S el ﬁﬂ‘:‘fl' 22} oFe] nheko. R Hal{de-
viation)&- Eel¥ glck o)zl FE7E Frpgte] we)

o w g,

a5



=
=)
=
=
[ye]
e}
2
=
3
0%
o
&
Ao
i
Jo
A
&l
i_r"
2
)
i
e
-
rlo
’.i’
I
e
=3
i)
o
c
=
i
b
A

1.0
—
=
—
. oar
=]
2
8]
i
a6
=
=
o
=]
= 04t
g - @ - T=0.25
- - @ - T=05
a - v = T=10
£ 02F - v — T=20
3 - o - T=40
(=)
>
o.a L . , .
0,0 o2 0.4 0.6 .} 1.0

Fraction of Occupied Sites (£}

Fig. 3. The vacancy availability [aclor, V as a [unction
of lon concentration, p.

Effective Jurmp Frequency Factor [ W )

w0t . . . .
ao 0.2 a4 06 oa 1.0

Fraction of Occupied Sites {£)

Fig. 4. The effective jump freguency factors, W as a
function of i1on concentration, p.

Aol gk At AR AFE ]2 g}, effective
jump [requency factor Wel] il ZAd= Fig 44 e}
vgleh, @ 2x ddoly We 77 o133 Aelel
NA sh= o &3 o] 22| Azaio) ol Fagk A}
7] e ol Wrl 3= o) oty 24 FF)ehar gl
L& Lrd e Adzatde] o F89F ) HEaw
o|-8 Fxeo) wE «dfke] Hegch feldael W
F 7 7k o] #elrl gl #A4 g"-alumina$]
el ol ARl Awg ez aleh 2EY T
At kel oA ale]rl 2 A f-aluminas
M2 BE Exeld oo FEoMe Wrb dald ¢@hE
Helo}zl, 05 o4l e el met Frlels Ags

A 31+ A3 2(1994)

c

s
o

0.6

0.2

Charge Carrelation Factor ( )

o
o

o
Q.4

=
=}

a.z C.6 0.5 1.0

Fraction of Qccupied Sites {p)

Fig. 5. The charge correlation factor, {. as a function
of ion concentration, p.

vehdz elok ol7ie Axe] A Axlelsl Balels)
FH ez, ool 4 A#e]¥E A$r] HEeolvh
e fejel A Asle] ool Balelrt TAY
ggo| (5o]x BFEAY el 288 [aluminast
Sabgk A3 Vel glt] charge correlation factor
f= Fig ool vlebilch PPMYe] 23t {2 229}
=of FA%e] 18] kg 71=A =0, Muarch2?} Thara®®
o 2]6}® ZAe) praluminad] A ol F=7} 03
12 Fod wel [ 182 F2ew, o2 Fxr)
of 0Gell4 Aa2gHE FHE dASE 9l 2ed
fle Bg= o)) et 1o HI ot (4}
12 gzl oz wAFe] =7 @tk ozl WA
27 5 £2 o] o]4+¢] shallow potential welle] ¥#
Edsls 2ol HAAT Flaade] srke ARl
ZHsta gk o) Fre W o)2HEEE oTY
o Fig 6ol vehigeh £& &% gl o]
AEEE o)L Fxrb 05~08e4 HHe Fhd
bl gz, e 2k e o] e] =2} 0.7~
0.8004 #dlg] g Jdepla 9ok o A HAA
f”-aluminagl <G7-ell4 Pechemk SPo] ®Wasl 7 ¥
e 2 gdoie o 2HEES H| e} o4
Foob 2 oabuke 2 o) ek AE fa1E Aeks Hola
alc). o)7L yhe Lxwolli] effective jump frequency
We| gho] o]22) x| vz} ol FAA Frlete
ol #lalglel = noTe 1/T*) g ¢&42 Fig
74 vkel|glc) Fig 7oA velyd uhel o] o}
kw7l 05 o]zt Wi Arrhenius® S Jepd 2 gl
InoTak 1/T*e] FAol4 71&7]= 3 248 dyAE

-245-



3.0
{a)
o
s - & -~ T=05
23 _ o - re0zs
—~
e
= 2o}
S
g
o 1.5F
=
a
[
240
'
o5}
oa — a et :
0.0 02 04 06 0B 1.0
Fraction of Occupied Sites (p)
200
- &8 = T'=1.0 [b)
- o ~T=20
sl — O - T=40
=
E
)
2
S 10|
p=
)
<
=
[
sl
o . . " . ')
oa 0.2 04 o6 0.8 1.0

Fraction of Occupied Sites (p)

Fig. 6. Tonic conductivity as a funcuon of the fraction
of occupied sites, p.
{a) at low temperatures
¢{b) at high temperatures

Cheh o REAe 3% 24
T % aleh. Tt 0128] FEA] 06 )44 Aol

=2 ey 05 o)dtol e}l o] Arrhenius®
o,
=

= 0| 7] g7)2

Vb o} W 228 eyt LEd me
187 21 o2 Az A%E 2ela A

#e)e] ¥FAYL Beh A DAs) Usho] Astel 2}
BAEIS 48 MATIRA AL 25HE Fig 86l 1)

BE e e 052 TS
A# AR ARl 100002 dted Axle)s} BAE <)
HZ 1: 994 91177 HEA)FHA o Ay 5
glatgich. Ask BE n|7k 1: 904 1 17a)E Axie] g
F7F Frhae web 7)g7)e Frlele Ade Reltr)
vizh 111 o1 %ol 7167 E ol2Adx==9 ghe] 79
HakA wokeh FA2]2) polential o= Aol wike
leoll A 4e7hA] wERA| 7| A A4 ZA2HE Fig 9ef o}

ol &4 ¥

hig et

~246-

& T T T
{al
Fgn 4
—
-~
'z 2 J
=3
P
e o b
c
=
£ -
5 -2t J
=
=
[}
-4 -
[y
-
-5 F 4
-2
[ 1 2 3 4 5
*
14T
6 T T T T
(i
AL -
—_
=
=
e
> 2t J
o
p=
)
=
< op -
e
c ]
] b . i
Fe
- 0 —p=09
4 . . 1
a ) 2 3 4 5

/T

Fig. 7. Plol of In 6T versus 1/T* with various fractions
ol occupied sites.
{a) at low fractions of occupied sites
{l) at high fractions ol occupied sites

—a L

Ln eT(Arbitrary Unit)
o

—4 |

/T
Fig. 8. Plol of IncT versus 1/T* with the ratio of A
siles and B siles.

£.9] 83} 7]



Monte Cardo H#Hle] 2t $2 2AgAdfde o|2dxzss g A4 2A}

Ln oT(Arbitrary Unit)
[=]

2| ~ ® — 1€ 4
— o — 2
— & — 3E
4 - o - 4e
-~ » — Zg and 4e
_a 1 1 3 J—_]
a 1 2 3 4 5

Vs

Fig. 9. Piot of InoT versus 1/T* with the various va-
lues of the potential energy difference, w, bet-
ween A and B sites.

ehfigich. gk wiwE A oA AelE 2 2ElE
deo = &l A FF2] potential welld 7HA|S ##le]
WA E U A4 Rk o] B BE F
72 potential well#] & & 3 Agsbdoh wikd
o) 7l ahg S We 2% P 9ellA Arrhenius® &
vhebllse glend, wike] Felr) AW FE 25 4
defl i 7lgrle Frlstd AFHe] vl ol
712 petential welle] FF-pel WAl AL e
bl el 2eid @ EE 3y 5 Sy olst +
& wikel HAAgle] dAE g eI dch
L2 Fejar A LE(T)E FALE o 2HER
ol A7z, Aelim olyeld]d] 7I&7l= W

A 7lgz|Re) T g e der 4
sieh mebd o) wsE o)Al AAHT F¥
2l elemee] nbre) Ay @ dAsn gl
InoTe 1/T*s) Sl 54 ofshe] 7] &7 2 E
13le} 2] 24 shell1d A2} o] gch

204

T

de 2

do 2 e 1o gl

O

5 %29l ol2dMEE MEAN HE

MC dbge] 2ls) A 49 o =% F LIAISIONH s}
Lin0-BoO, Pa0g7 2] fr2le] e zdsel A 4shglch
LIAISIO, el Lt <)o) g AP o)29] F4]ef
A EAA, 25 BAHe Si0,et AlO,S) A A A7)
475 94R9 BFIY PYeR FHYH Aok
23 Lit eleg AlAb] o)k Abelefal Siztel ol
S0 g2 el o) Bk WA o] LAE AT T
FHe Al & Al o]z dlgele e Tl

A 317 A 3 2£(1994)

5 T T
— ar- -
E
[}
o=
s
=
- et @ Pechenik (15)

s  Park and Kong{14)
—— Present Work(MC Method)
-15 - 4 i —
1.0 ) 20 25 30

1000,/T (K

Fig. 10. Comparison between ihe results of this work
and experimeniz! abservations.

$E} S o8- Aeld dwste gREAUSER T
45 A e Al 4 Lit o] hopping A ULE
Haber 4 glet %9 Li0-B0rPa0sA 2 fr2]E B0s%
PO T o)8]s) BPO, o) EAlele Ao d={A gk
JEBE A 259 potential wello] ZA]ghct L 2}
o glek ek Fig 9ell 4] 8= w}s} zke] potential weld
F52 el WA ol HEES] Age] JAFeR
T AE e v Asd g gk

MC bgs Agdsed A48 Adlde 4 4
(@e] vlelpal K 3 2% 229 MC 29 &
shaeo] Fesis g &7 Al e ghel 2AHA}
g}, o] ke WubElew Aol Al e A
o] HE Wapgoloh 999 £ T Sgshe #id
2% T*E #5b7] g8 d2l8] eznhd 7hAdgch o4
Lo #gale AP T olrHEREe MC W
el 218} o] 2R wwghe] Pl TE Kibs 4%
A= Ko} g3hg ol 8ty o2 2reld F o
el wws wlasle] Hnrt oF AF edE oA
A5 A& vk LAISIO, 212 -9 p=057}
H3 Li20-B.0sP0sA ¢ 75 BPOES &% A3
o oglemsg pel gle] 2 057 2 9 9+ 30136
D35 moi%e] AL =sigoh 2 97l AR A
=z} ApE|gE o] &e] AEsE e ulE pe AA FE
Azl A g7 FE53 2o 1o 12 d4F
Hely B o oglems g o] Fesl pYs g
FAL ol7s] A ek a2 el lvh 28 Fig
Halell 4] Bz alel o] p2l ghe] 0.5 o]stefiA: 7]
77} A9 U™k Arrhenius¥ e g22E I3
ola} BRg 2]itale] A4g 22 Fig ool vebgsl

S

-247-



H21% -

wh A Gyl A, g8} KX Al Ee] wizldgme] e A8 =)o
HE817 $3te] LIAISIOA A% e=06, K=853x10¢
2 w5l 2, Lip0-B04-PoOsA 4l 75 e=0545 K=1.
58> 10°% <lsle] Fig 10& Hyed), ojEalsl A
A7p 2 dage Be Feoh
6. d E

Hopping model& »|Z2% sl 1314 Hzl2 F45
Felol gk MC o) 9% o) e s Aako v RE
g e AEL d9dvh feleld potential wellE-2]
oA zbelzl AR WFPe) AX, WA o]
2% QFe Y InoTs /T 7|47E FH4 o=
28 Aot T $E9 TRl FAIGe] Qs
InoTs} 1/T*e] F4¢ o 9] Frr} ¥ Jgee
Arrhenius HeS vebiiar, frelela A
E.= 13lelolgliz, MC wdl 2gt felellsje] o]ex
Ex Ak dgdaled 4 43 = gy

ZAlel 2

& AdFE 1990d gabatanke) ol o)A
W3 1 911-0603-004-2) F AR= e ol
HrE =Rl

REFERENCES

1. D. Ravain, “Glasses as Solid Electrelytes,” [ Non-Cr-
yst. Sobds, 38 & 39, 353 (1980).

2. HL. Tuller, D.P Button and D.R. Uhlmann, “Fast [on
Transport in Oxide Glasses,” [ Non-Crysi. Solids, 40,
93 (1980).

Aot -

10.

il

12.

13,

14,

15.

-248-

2y

. JL. Souguet, “Ionic Transporl in Amorphous Solid

Eleclrolytes,” Am Rer Mat Sce, U1, 211 {1981
T.F. Soules, *Molecular Dynamic Calculations of Glass
Structure and Diftusion in Glass,” J Non-Crvst Solids,
49, 29 (1982).

. S.H. Jacobson, M.A. Ratner and A Nitzan, “Stoichic-

metry-dependent Conductvity in Framework Tonic
Conductivity,” FPhys. Rew, B23, 1580 (1981},

. . Sato and R. Kikuchi, “Cation Duffusion and Condu-

ctivity in Solid Electrolytes 1,” J. Chem Phys, 55,
677 (1971).

. H.J. de Brein and G.E. Murch, "Diffusion Correlation

Effecls in Non-Stoichiometric Solids,” 27, 1475 (1973).

. GE. Murch and R]. Thorn, “A Monte Carlo Study

of Sodium Diffusion in B-alumina,”™ Phed Mag, 36, 517
(877,

. G.E. Murch and RJ. Thorn, "Computer Simulation

of Sodium Diffusion in B"alumma,” Phid Mag, 35,
493 (1977).

G.E. Murch and R.J. Thorn, “Computer Simulation
of Ionic Conductivity Application to p”-alumina,”Phil
Mag, 36, 529 (1977).

A. Pechenik, D.H. Whitmore and M.A, Ratner, “Supe-
rdefects in Na p"-alumina: Computer Simulation of
Ionic Conductivity and Conduction Mechanisms,” So-
hd State for, 9 & 10, 287 (1983).

JC. Wang, ].B Bates, N.J. Dudney and H. Engstram,
“Study of B- and B"-aluminas by means of Potential
Energy Calculations,” Sefid State Jon, 5, 35 (1981).
N. Metropolis, AW. Rosenbluth, M.N. Rosenbluth, A,
H, Teller and E. Teller, “Equation of State Calcula-
tions by Fast Computing Machines,” ] Chem Phys,
21, 1087 (1953).

ok, ZH2e, “Liz0-BoOsPoO: Al Frale] o] &zt
2985 =), 30, 373 (1993).

A. Pechenik, Ph. D. Thesis, Northwestern University
(1985).

2 E3]A



