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ABSTRCT

Ferromagnetic metals, with the potential to generate spin current with
unconventional spin polarization via the spin Hall effect, offer promising opportunities
for field-free switching of perpendicular magnetization and for the spin-orbit torque
devices. In this study, we investigate two distinct spin Hall mechanisms in 3d
ferromagnetic metals including spin-orbit coupling driven spin Hall effect in Fe, Co, Ni
and their alloys, and non-relativistic spin Hall effect arising from anisotropic spin-
polarized transport by taking L1o-MnAl as an example. By employing first-principles
calculations, we examine the temperature and alloy composition dependence of spin
Hall conductivity in Fe, Co, Ni and their alloys. Our results reveal that the spin Hall
conductivities with out-of-plane spin polarization in 3d ferromagnetic metals are at the
order of 1000 //2e(Qcm) ! at 300 K, but with a relatively low spin Hall angles around
0.01~0.02 due to the large longitudinal conductivity. For L1o-MnAl(101), the non-
relativistic spin Hall conductivity can reach up to 10000 #/2e(Qcm) !, with a giant spin
Hall angle around 0.25 at room temperature. By analyzing the magnetization switching
process, we demonstrate deterministic switching of perpendicular magnetization
without an external magnetic field by using 3d ferromagnetic metals as spin current
sources. Our work may provide an unambiguous understanding on spin Hall effect in
ferromagnetic metals and pave the way for their potential applications in related

spintronic devices.



INTRODUCTION

Spintronics excavates the potential of incorporating spin degrees of freedom into
traditional charge-based devices or entirely replacing charge with spin functionality,
which provides a promising pathway for designing advanced spintronic devices [1-2].
Various schemes have been proposed to control spin via electrical methods [3-5]. Due
to the ubiquity of spin-orbit coupling (SOC), current approaches primarily utilize spin-
orbit torque (SOT) generated by the spin Hall effect to manipulate magnetization in
various applications [6]. One of the most important advantages of the SOT switching
scheme is the separation of writing and reading path in SOT-based magnetic random-
access memory (MRAM) [7]. Previous research on SOT switching has employed non-
magnetic heavy metals Pt, Ta, W etc. as spin current sources in ‘“heavy
metal/ferromagnet” bilayers [8-15]. In such case, an additional external in-plane
magnetic field is required to switch perpendicular magnetization, which is challenging
for device integration.

Instead of using non-magnetic materials, an efficient approach to switching
perpendicular magnetization may involve utilizing ferromagnetic metals as spin current
sources [16-23]. Several theoretical and experimental studies have demonstrated that
the SOC-driven magnetic spin Hall effect in ferromagnetic materials may generate
unconventional out-of-plane spin polarization, enabling deterministic field-free
switching of perpendicular magnetization [24-28]. Meanwhile, recent theory predicts a
significant non-relativistic spin Hall mechanism in magnetic metals with anisotropic
transport spin polarization [29]. Therefore, comprehensive understanding on spin Hall
effect in ferromagnetic metals is urgently needed to identify practical SOT applications
involving ferromagnetic materials and the efficiency for achieving field-free switching.

In this work, we investigate the spin Hall effect in 3d ferromagnetic metals
including spin Hall effect driven by spin-orbit coupling in Fe, Co, Ni and their alloys,
as well as non-relativistic spin Hall effect in L1o-MnAl by using first-principles
calculations. In addition, we numerically solve the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG)

equation by adopting the calculated spin Hall conductivity and angle to analyze the



switching efficiency of perpendicular magnetization.
COMPUTATIONAL METHOD

The first-principles calculations are performed by using the multiple-scattering
Korringa—Kohn—Rostoker Green’s function (KKR-GF) method [30-31]. A cutoff /max
=3 was employed for the angular momentum expansion, and the Vosko-Wilk-Nussair
(VWN) type of local density approximation (LDA) was utilized for exchange-
correction potential for Fe, Co, Ni and their alloys [32], while Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof
(PBE) was applied for L1o-MnAl [33]. For self-consistent calculations, energy
integration was performed on a semicircle in the complex plane by using 30 energy
points and 45x45x45 k-points in the Brillouin zone. After achieving self-consistent
potential, the conductivities were calculated within Kubo-Bastin linear response
formalism [34]. Approximately 107 k-points in the Brillouin zone were found to be
sufficient for the convergence of spin Hall conductivity. The Coherent Potential
Approximation was employed to deal with chemical and thermally induced disorder
scattering [35-38]. For SOC-driven spin Hall effect in pure metals Fe, Co, Ni and the
alloys FexCoi.x and Ni,Fei., (0.3 <x <0.7), experimental lattice parameters with various
concentrations were adopted in this work [39-41]. Additionally, the Bloch spectra
function was utilized to visualize the temperature dependent electronic structure of Fe,

representing the spectral weight distribution of electrons in momentum space [42].

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Symmetry-imposed spin current in ferromagnetic metals

In linear-response theory, the spin current propagates along the x4 axis with spin
polarization direction s by applying an electric field in the v axis, which can be

described as

J:z:z]fw:za;va(ﬂaVaSE{x’y’z}), (1)

where the spin Hall conductivity o, is a third-rank tensor. In this section, we focus

on crystals with cubic symmetry, which possess inversion symmetry, two-fold

rotational symmetries around the x, y, and z axes, as well as mirror symmetries M., M,,



and M.,. As illustrated in Fig. 1(a), when a charge current is applied along x axis, for
non-magnetic materials it exhibits M, and M mirror symmetries and two-fold rotational
symmetry around x axis (C2x). Consequently, the spin current generated along the z axis
by the spin Hall effect can only contain S, spin polarization. In the case of a
ferromagnetic metal, the presence of magnetization reduces symmetries, allowing for
spin currents with unconventional spin polarization. For example, as illustrated in Fig.
1(b), when the magnetization is aligned parallel to the charge current, only the two-fold
rotational symmetry around the x axis remains, while the M, and M. mirror symmetries
are broken. As a result, the spin current along the z axis may exhibit both Sy and S: spin
polarization. In contrast, when the magnetization is perpendicular to the applied current,
as shown in Fig. 1(c), the generated spin current has only S, spin polarization, due to
the presence of M, mirror symmetry. Breaking M, symmetry is therefore essential for

generating S. spin current.
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FIG. 1. Illustration of typical symmetry and spin current generated by spin Hall effect in
nonmagnets (NM) and ferromagnets (FM). (a) In NM like fce-Pt, bee-Ta, W with charge current
flowing along x axis, spin current propagate along z axis with only S, spin polarization is

symmetry allowed due to the mirror planes, i.e., M, and M. as well as two-fold rotational



symmetry around x axis (Cz). (b) In FM, when the magnetization M is parallel to the applied
current, spin current along z axis generated by spin Hall effect may contain S, and S: spin
polarization due to breaking M, and M. mirror symmetries. (c) When the magnetization M is
perpendicular to the applied current, the spin current along z axis contains only S, spin

polarization due to the presence of M, symmetry.

Based on the symmetry analysis, the SOC-driven spin Hall effect in 3d magnetic
metals and alloys are investigated by setting magnetization parallel to electric field

direction. In this situation, the spin current propagating along z axis exhibits S, and S

spin polarization, corresponding to the spin Hall conductivity elements of o and
o.. . Notably, such spin current may provide an opportunity for deterministic switching

of perpendicular magnetization.

B. Spin Hall effect in Fe, Co, Ni, and their alloys
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FIG. 2. The calculated temperature dependent (a) longitudinal resistivity p. (Green circle) in
comparison with its available experimental values (Black open square) [41][43]. The insets are
experimental magnetization-temperature curves used for simulating spin disorder scattering. (b)
The temperature dependent spin Hall conductivity o, , o , and (c) the corresponding spin

zx 2

Hall angle #”and 6° in Fe, Co, and Ni.



We first investigated the spin Hall effect driven by SOC in conventional Fe, Co,
Ni and their alloys through full relativistic transport calculations. Fig. 2 shows the
temperature dependence of spin Hall conductivity in a wide temperature range (50 <T
<500 K), with both phonon and spin disorder scattering taken into account. As shown
in Fig. 2(a), the calculated electrical resistivity agrees well with experimental values
[41][43], validating the accuracy of our calculations. Fig. 2(b) presents the

representative spin Hall conductivity o’ and o asafunction of temperature. It can

be observed that both spin Hall conductivities decrease with increasing temperature,
owing to enhanced phonon and spin disorder scattering, as well as band energy
broadening (see the discussion in Appendix A). At room temperature (300 K), the

calculated spin Hall conductivity o with S. spin polarization is found to be 806

h/2e(Qcm)!, -1758 h/2e(Qem)!, and 768 #/2e(Qcem) ! in Fe, Co, and Ni, respectively.
These values are significantly higher than other reported materials, such as WTe>/PtTe»
heterostructure (250 #/2e(Qcm)™!) [44], non-collinear antiferromagnet MnsPt (275
h/2e(Qem) ) and Mnslr (143 h/2e(Qcm)!) [45-46]. Additionally, the spin Hall

conductivity o gradually vanishes as the temperature approaches Curie temperature

(T%), as clearly seen in the case of Ni (7. = 631K), confirming its magnetic origin. The

corresponding spin Hall angles are defined as 6" = (2¢/h)o’* / o, and shown in Fig.

2(c). It can be seen that the #° is around 0.01 for Fe, Ni and 0.02 for Co below room
temperature. As the temperature increases, the magnetization decreases until it vanishes
at 7¢, leading to a reduction of #° at high temperatures. In contrast, the &’ increases

by approximately a factor of 2 with increasing temperature for Fe, Co, and Ni.

Taking Fe as an example, the scaling relation between spin Hall conductivity with

longitude conductivity ox. has been investigated. As shown in Fig. 3, the spin Hall

z

conductivity o

zx

is found to depend linearly on the magnetization M(7) and o, which
can be well scaled by o> ~M(T)/M, o, . Such scaling behavior is universal for

other ferromagnetic materials, since both the 7°% spin Hall conductivity o, (change

sign under time reversal operation) and the longitudinal conductivity ox exhibit a

similar dependence on band energy broadening AI. Furthermore, the spin Hall

conductivity o’ follows a quadratic scaling with oxx, which can be well described as

o) ~ac . In the clean limit '—0 (i.e., in the higher conductivity region), the 72"

zX



spin Hall conductivity o (sign does not change under time reversal operation)

converges to a constant value, which leads to small spin Hall angle 6 at low

temperatures and gradually increases at high temperatures.
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FIG. 3. The calculated spin Hall conductivity o and o ofFe asa function of longitudinal
conductivity o.. The dashed lines represent linear fitting by o, ~M(T)/M,-o,. in (a) and

quadratic fitting by o’ ~ac
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2 in (b).

The composition dependence of the spin Hall effect in 3d ferromagnetic alloys

FexCo100-x and NijgoFex (0.3 < x <0.7) is further studied. As shown in Fig. 4(a), the

spin Hall conductivities o and o~ are all at the order of 1000 #/2¢(Qcm)™! for both

alloys. Notably, the magnetic spin Hall conductivity o in FeCoioo.x is more
pronounced than that in the Nijoo.Fer alloy, which may be attributed to the larger
magnetic moments in Fe,Coioo-x alloy (see Appendix B for details). At low Fe

concentrations, the magnetization-independent o’ dominates in NiigoFe, alloys.

The corresponding spin Hall angles for Fe;Coio0x and Nijoo.Fex are presented in Fig.

4(b). For both alloys, the spin Hall angle 6°, necessary for field-free switching of
perpendicular magnetization, ranges between 0.01 and 0.02 and shows a non-obvious

dependence on alloy composition.



~
jev)
~

10}
~ 8
s
__L)
o 6
&
AE 4
=
b$ ?
0
(b) 30 40 50 60 70 30 40 50 60 70
4
FexCOIOO-x Rl NilOO-xFex Rl
3r 06 I :\ o 0”
e\: 2F 21
& —o 5 o
1t 1t
D—_—D’_D—D\D
or 0

30 40 50 60 70 30 40 50 60 70
Fe concentration (%) Fe concentration (%)

FIG. 4. The calculated composition dependent (a) spin Hall conductivity o, o and (b)

zx

their corresponding spin Hall angle 6 and 6° in Fe.Coioox and NijoFe: alloys,

respectively.
C. Non-relativistic spin Hall effect in L1o-MnAl

In ferromagnets with lower symmetry, the existence of large anisotropic
longitudinal spin polarization may generate remarkable non-relativistic spin Hall
conductivity [29]. As a demonstration, we select L1o-MnAl which has a magnetic
moment of 2.5 ug per formula cell along the ¢ axis and Curie temperature above 600 K.
Its lattice constant is a=b=2.76 A, c=3.48 A in the reduced tetragonal unit cell [47]. The
structure of tetragonal MnAl(001) is shown in Fig. 5(a) with ¢ along z axis, a, b along
x and y axes. Tetragonal MnAl belongs to the magnetic space group of Py/mm'm’, which
implies at least three mirror planes perpendicular to ¢, b axis and the diagonal of ab
plane, as well as a four-fold rotational symmetry Cy around c axis.

We first consider the symmetry-imposed spin conductivity tensor for MnA1(001)

with and without SOC (non-relativistic) as shown in Table I. The conductivity

symmetries are indicated with respect to the time reversal operation, i.e., time reversal

odd term (7°%) 6,,(M)=-6,,(-M) , and time reversal even term (7"



c,,(M)=0,,(—~M), where M is the magnetic moment direction of MnAl (z direction

in this case). It is evident that without SOC, there is no off-diagonal spin Hall

conductivity but a longitudinal anisotropic & and &2 with spin polarization along z
direction. The longitudinal spin conductivity & and & at300 K are calculated to

be 3.3x10% and 1.2x10° #/2e(Qcm)! by considering phonon scattering, respectively.
Such large anisotropic spin conductivity is the origin of remarkable non-relativistic spin
Hall effect for MnAl, as we will discuss later. Once SOC is included, both 7°% and 7¢"*"
off-diagonal spin Hall conductivities appear, where 7°% originates from magnetic spin
Hall effect in ferromagnetic metals while 7°*" comes from conventional spin Hall effect
as in nonmagnetic metals Pt, W and Ta [24]. In the following, we will focus on the non-

relativistic spin Hall effect and therefore ignore those SOC-driven terms.

TABLE I. The symmetry-imposed spin Hall conductivity tensor of MnAl(001) with and without
SOC.The 6 andthe & correspond to the 7°% and 79" spin conductivity.

Without SOC | With SOC

Spin !
COHduCtiVity TUdd even : ]’udd Teven
00 0 000):(0 036 (0 0 0
ol 0 0 00l'"lo 0 0 0 0 -5
000 0 L6 000 0 -3 0
000 L (00 0 0 y
o), 000 1o 0 & 0
000 O A o 0
5 0 0 000y (6. 0 0 0 -5, 0
o, 0 6. 0 00 |0 60 g, 0 0
0 0 &) loooilo o & 0 0 0

Although the off-diagonal spin Hall conductivity vanishes for high symmetric
MnAI(001) plane, a very large spin Hall conductivity may emerge when MnAl is
rotated to a lower symmetric plane. As shown in Fig. 5(a), let’s suppose MnAl(001)
crystal plane is rotated around y axis away from z axis by an angle of ¢, then the

coordinate transformation matrix R between two crystal planes is:



cos(¢) 0 —sin(g)
o 1 o | @)
sin(¢) 0 cos(¢)

The spin conductivity is transformed as:

1k n
Gij - Z Rilem‘RknGlm , (3)

l,m,n

1k
ij°

where o, is the spin conductivity of MnAl(001), and o, , presented in Table II, is

that of the rotated crystal plane. It is clear that now appears the off-diagonal spin Hall
conductivity terms especially 6';, and &', relevant to SOT switching, are critically

dependent on the anisotropic longitudinal spin conductivity of MnAI(001) as follows:
G = —(&jx -0l )sin2 (¢)cos();67 = (6'; - O'ZZZ)sin(¢)cos2 (4). 4)

In the following, we discuss the particular case of experimentally feasible MnAI(101)
plane, which corresponds to ¢=52°. The spin current generated by non-relativistic spin
Hall eftect for MnAI(101) exhibits both Sy and S: spin polarization, crucial for field-

free switching of perpendicular magnetization.

TABLE II. Non-relativistic Spin Hall conductivity tensor of MnAl after rotating from (001)

plane around y axis by an angle ¢ away from z axis.

Tndd

GZ cos’(¢)+62sin’(4) O (5; —&zzz)sin(¢)cos(¢)
o —sin(¢) 0 G: 0
(65 —0%)sin(g)cos(g) 0 &% sin’(¢)+67 cos’ (9)

(e}

57 cos” (¢)+67 sin’ (#) (67,62 )sin(¢)cos(g)
o, cos(¢) 0 57 0
(67, -2 )sin(g)cos(¢) 0 &% sin’ (¢)+67 cos” (¢)
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FIG. 5. (a) Atomic structure of MnAl(001) and the Cartersian coordinated system. The colored
planes represent the mirror planes and Cs means a four-fold rotation symmetry around ¢ axis.
(b) Temperature dependent longitudinal resistivity p. and p.. for MnAl(101). (c) Spin Hall
conductivities and (d) angles as a function of temperature between 10 K and 400 K for

MnAI(101).

As depicted in Figs. 5(b-d), for MnAl(101) the spin Hall conductivities &', and

6> are found to be as large as 3.2x10* and -2.5x10* #/2e(Qcm) ! at 300 K, on account

of the large anisotropic transport spin polarization. There is no noticeable degradation
on spin Hall conductivities even at the temperature high up to 400 K. Moreover, as
shown in Fig. 5(d), the corresponding spin Hall angle ° and &° can reach to 0.25

and 0.19, much larger than the previously discussed SOC-driven spin Hall mechanism.
The spin Hall angles show no obvious variation with increasing temperatures, but just

slightly decrease with the temperature increasing to 400 K. This is due to the fact that

the non-relativistic spin Hall conductivities &' and &', originating from anisotropic

zx

longitudinal spin conductivity, show the same dependence as longitudinal conductivity

o on band energy broadening at finite temperatures. The calculated giant spin Hall

angle at room temperature indicates that the non-relativistic spin Hall effect in

anisotropic ferromagnets could be highly beneficial for field-free switching.



D. Field-free SOT switching of perpendicular magnetization

Magnetization dynamics driven by a spin current with arbitrary spin polarization
can be described by the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equation as follows [12]:
dm . A . dm vy N a A A A
E:—ymxBM+amXE+VS[TDme(mxs)+rFL(m><s)], (5)
where >0 is the gyromagnetic ratio, a is the damping constant, M; is the saturation

magnetization and By is an effective magnetic field. Without an external magnetic field,

the effective magnetic field of a magnetic film can be expressed as B, =2K ; / M.,

where K¢ is the effective anisotropy constant. 7p; and 77, represent the current induced
damping-like (DL) and field-like (FL) torque per unit volume. To gain more insight into
the switching of perpendicular magnetization induced by damping-like torque from
spin Hall effect in 3d ferromagnets, we numerically analyze the magnetization
dynamics of perpendicular magnetization by using Eq. (5), while ignoring field-like
torque. By defining spin Hall ratio & =6° / 07" and utilizing the practical material

parameters of CoFeB thin film [48], for instance y = 1.76x10" T-!s™!, Gilbert damping
a = 0.02, effective perpendicular anisotropy constant K.y = 1x10° erg/cm?®, saturation
magnetization M, = 800 emu/cm’, film thickness #, = 1 nm, we determine the critical

torque zp. for perpendicular magnetization switching by applying a current pulse with
5 ns width. By considering J,, =(2¢/h)t.7,, /0, , where Ob (=,/0? +6? +6”) is the
magnitude of spin Hall angle, the switching current density Js, can also be evaluated.

Fig. 6(a) shows the switching current density (Js) as a function of spin Hall ratio
¢, for various spin Hall angles 6p=0.015, 0.02, 0.1, and 0.25. The ¢ and 6p for particular
ferromagnetic metals are indicated. It can be observed that the switching current density
decreases with increasing ¢ when & <1, and eventually stabilizes at the order of 108
A/ecm? for Fe, Co, Ni and their alloys. For ferromagnetic alloys containing heavy-
element like FesoPtso, with Op = 0.1 and & = 0.66 [24], the required switching current
density is at the order of 10” A/cm?. For L1o-MnAl, with giant spin Hall angle (i.e.,
0p=0.25), exhibits the lowest switching current density among all the studied 3d
ferromagnetic metals, which makes it very promising for achieving field-free SOT
switching. Nevertheless, although the magnitude of switching current density in Fe, Co,
Ni and their alloys is comparable to the typical values observed in non-

magnetic/ferromagnetic system [10,49,50], deterministic switching of perpendicular



magnetization can be achieved without an external in-plane field due to the presence of
S- spin polarization. By taking Fe70Co30 as an example, Fig. 6 (b) shows the time
evolution of perpendicular magnetization during the switching process. When a current
pulse is applied, the perpendicular magnetization first rotates around the tilted axis and
ultimately stabilizes in the -z direction after procession, thus achieving deterministic

field-free switching.
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room temperature, along with the SOT efficiency &, (d) for the considered ferromagnets
(solid balls), non-magnets and antiferromagnets (black squares). (¢) Comparison of the power

density for 3d ferromagnets and other reported theoretical and experimental results for Pt [51],

FesoPtso [24], Mn3Pt [45], Mnlr [12].



The switching efficiency can also be evaluated by using threshold power density

Py, which is related to the SOT efficiency &}, (equivalent to spin Hall angle in the
case of perfect interface transparency) by the expression P, oc p/ (&2,)7 [12]. Fig. 6(c)

and 6(d) show the calculated resistivity p and SOT efficiency &/, for the studied 3d

ferromagnets at room temperature. The reported theoretical and experimental values for
Pt [51], FesoPtso [24], Mn3Pt [45], and Mnlr [12] are also listed for comparison. As
shown in Fig. 6(¢), the calculated electrical resistivity agrees well with the experimental
values (cyan square) at room temperature [52-53]. Fig. 6(e) presents a comparison of
threshold power density P, between 3d ferromagnets and other reported materials.
Notably, the power density of FesoPtso is lower than that of FesoCoso and NisoFeso,
indicating that ferromagnetic metals containing heavy-elements may be a viable
strategy due to its high SOT efficiency generated by SOC-driven spin Hall effect.
Furthermore, another more energy efficient approach may be utilizing non-relativistic
spin Hall effect as spin current sources. For instance, L1o-MnAI(101) exhibits the
highest SOT efficiency and lowest power consumption among all ferromagnetic metals,

making it promising for energy-efficient SOT applications.

Summary

In summary, we have comprehensively investigated two spin Hall mechanisms
including SOC-driven spin Hall in Fe, Co, Ni and their alloys, as well as non-relativistic
spin Hall mechanism in L1o-MnAl. Through symmetrical analysis, we confirmed that
the unconventional spin current presents in 3d ferromagnets, crucial for field-free
perpendicular magnetization switching. Temperature and alloy composition
dependencies of spin Hall effect were also examined, revealing that the spin Hall
conductivities with out-of-plane spin polarization in Fe, Co, Ni and their alloys are at
the order of 1000 #/2e(Qcm)™! at room temperature. In L1o-MnAl, the non-relativistic
spin Hall angle remains large and around 0.25 at room temperature. The switching of
perpendicular magnetization was analyzed by solving LLG equation, demonstrating
that deterministic field-free switching can be achieved by using ferromagnetic metals
as spin current sources. Notably, heavy metal doped ferromagnets may be a viable
method to reduce power density, owing to their high SOT efficiency generated by SOC-
driven spin Hall effect. Another more efficient approach may involve utilizing non-

relativistic spin Hall mechanism, which exhibits superior energy efficiency. Our work



may provide a comprehensive understanding on the spin Hall effect in ferromagnetic

metals and pave the way for the design of low power consumption SOT devices.
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Appendix A: Bloch spectra functions at finite temperatures

Fig. Al. The calculated Bloch spectra function (BSF) of Fe at 0 K, 100 K, 200K and
300 K.

The Bloch spectra function (BSF) at finite temperatures may qualitatively explain
the transport property. Taking Fe as an example, the calculated results are shown in Fig.
Al. At 0K, the BSF of Fe exhibits zero energy broadening. As the temperature increases,
electron scattering is enhanced due to phonon and spin disorder, leading to a wider band

energy broadening and a shorter electron lifetime.

Appendix B: Composition dependence of magnetic moment in

FexCo100-x and Niigo-<Fex alloy

We compare the calculated average magnetic moment with available experimental
values for bulk FexCoioox and NiiooxFex alloys. As shown in Fig. A2, the calculated
results agree well with the reference values. Furthermore, it can be observed that the
magnetic moment in FeCoioox 1s larger than that in NijgoFex, indicating that the

magnetization-dependent o in FexCoigo-x may be more pronounced than that in

Nijoo--Fex alloy, as shown in Figs. 3(a-b).
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Fe.Coioox (black open circle) and Nijgo.Fe, (black solid circle) are also shown for comparison
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