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Why Molybdenum?
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Quantities of interest

Segregation energy:
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Twist vs tilt
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Size effects and segregation
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McLean’s empirical model
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A-B-C Phase Diagram, ASM Alloy Phase Diagrams Database.
ASM International (2006).

Intermetallic compounds
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Miedema’s empirical model
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The work of separation
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Modelling strengthening energy
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Trends in strengthening energy
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Viable dopants
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