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Skyrmion stabilization in novel magnetic systems with the B20 crystal structure is reported here,
primarily based on theoretical results. The focus is on the effect of alloying on the 3d sublattice
of the B20 structure by substitution of heavier 4d and 5d elements, with the ambition to tune the
spin-orbit coupling and its influence on magnetic interactions. State-of-the-art methods based on
density functional theory are used to calculate both isotropic and anisotropic exchange interactions.
Significant enhancement of the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction is reported for 5d-doped FeSi and
CoSi, accompanied by a large modification of the spin stiffness and spiralization. Micromagnetic
simulations coupled to atomistic spin-dynamics and ab initio magnetic interactions reveal a helical
ground state and field-induced skyrmions for all these systems. Especially small skyrmions ∼ 50 nm
are predicted for Co0.75Os0.25Si, compared to ∼ 148 nm for Fe0.75Co0.25Si. Convex-hull analysis
suggests that all B20 compounds considered here are structurally stable at elevated temperatures
and should be possible to synthesize. This prediction is confirmed experimentally by synthesis and
structural analysis of the Ru-doped CoSi systems discussed here, both in powder and in single-crystal
forms.

I. INTRODUCTION

Alloy mixtures can sometimes show unexpected prop-
erties compared to those of pure components, that are
used to make up the alloyed state. This is, for example,
the case for the Kondo insulator FeSi1 and the diamag-
netic metal CoSi2, both having the chiral crystal struc-
ture of the B20 type (Figure 1). This cubic structure
belongs to the P213 space group and its chirality be-
comes apparent when the nearest-neighbor Si atoms for
each magnetic transition metal (TM )-site are considered
in terms of the direction of TM -Si bonds. While pure
FeSi and CoSi do not show any long-range magnetism,
an alloyed mixture of them, Fe1−xCoxSi, reveals surpris-
ingly a helical magnetic order in a wide range of concen-
trations x3,4. The dependence of these two quantities as
well as the helical spatial period on the Co concentra-
tion is rather non-trivial, with the maximal Curie tem-
perature of 50 K and an ordered moment ∼ 0.2µB/f.u.
around x = 40 %. For a certain range of concentrations,
the application of an external magnetic field can induce
a skyrmion lattice in these alloys5,6, similarly to the B20
compound MnSi7.

The skyrmionic properties of such systems rely on the
interplay between the Heisenberg and Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya8,9 (DM) exchange interactions. The DM inter-
action (DMI) can actually be significant even if the al-
loy does not contain heavy elements, which usually con-
tribute to the DMI via their large spin-orbit coupling.

However, it is natural to expect that the DMI would
be further enhanced, if the system could contain 4d or
5d elements, since heavier elements are known to have
larger spin-orbit interaction. This idea is corroborated
by the experimental observation of robust skyrmions in
transition metal multilayers with heavy elements, e.g.,
Fe/Ir(111)10, Pt/Co/Ta11 and Ir/Fe/Co/Pt12. Several
attempts have been undertaken to synthesize and study
the magnetic properties of B20 compounds doped by
heavy elements, for example, Rh-doped MnGe13 as well
as Ir-doped MnSi14 and FeSi15. From the study of
Mn1−xIrxSi14, it was, however, unclear whether there is
any significant change of the DMI with Ir doping and
more accurate ways of extracting the DMI strength from
experiment were claimed to be necessary. Concerning
Fe1−xIrxSi15, its magnetic properties have been studied
experimentally only up to x = 0.1 where no long-range
order was observed. In general, the effect of 4d and 5d
doping on the magnetic interactions and skyrmions in
different B20 compounds has not been systematically ex-
plored so far.

In this work, we study theoretically the possibility of
improving the skyrmionic properties of FeSi- and CoSi-
based B20 compounds by means of 4d and 5d doping,
compared to 3d doping. The investigation uses ab ini-
tio electronic structure theory with a focus on mag-
netic moments, isotropic Heisenberg exchange as well as
anisotropic interactions (symmetric exchange and DMI).
We find a significant enhancement of the calculated DM
interaction in FeSi, when 25% Ir is alloyed on the Fe sub-

ar
X

iv
:2

20
4.

08
49

6v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.m

tr
l-

sc
i]

  1
8 

A
pr

 2
02

2



2

FIG. 1. Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya vectors ( ~D1) for the nearest-
neighbor Fe-Fe bonds in the doped B20 compounds: a)
Fe0.75Co0.25Si and b) Fe0.75Ir0.25Si. The direction and size
of the DM vectors are given by red arrows, where the arrow
length scales with the DMI strength.

lattice (Figure 1), and in Ru- and Os-doped CoSi. This
causes the ratio between the DM and Heisenberg interac-
tions to increase substantially, especially for CoSi-based
systems. Using these ab initio interactions, our simula-
tions of the magnetization dynamics show a helical mag-
netic ground state in zero field and the formation of mag-
netic skyrmions with topological number 1 when a mag-
netic field is applied. Convex-hull analysis shows that the
considered doped B20 compounds are structurally stable
and should be possible to synthesize at elevated tempera-
ture, around 1000 K, where the mixing entropy increases
the stability. This result is corroborated by a successful
synthesis of Co1−xRuxSi single crystals that we achieved,
which is a new class of B20 systems not reported before
in literature.

II. RESULTS

A. Heisenberg and DM interactions

The effect of 3d, 4d and 5d alloying on the magnetic
interactions in FeSi- and CoSi-based B20 compounds is
considered first. The main result is a significant enhance-
ment of the DM interaction, which is most pronounced
for the 5d doping (a comparison between Co- and Ir-
doped FeSi is illustrated in Figure 1, where the size of
the interaction is represented by the length of the ar-
row). Below, we elaborate on this result and discuss fur-
ther aspects of the exchange interactions of doped B20
compounds.

The calculated element-specific magnetic moments,
Heisenberg exchange (J), DM interactions (D) and
anisotropic symmetric exchange (Γαβ) are shown in Fig-
ure 2 for 25%-doping of Co, Rh and Ir in FeSi (similar
Figure 3 shows doped CoSi). Significant interactions are
observed for spins within a short distance not extending
much beyond 6 Å. The short-range character of the inter-
actions is somewhat surprising, given the metallic nature
of these systems. On the other hand, for some com-

FIG. 2. Evolution of a) Heisenberg, b) Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya
and c) symmetric anisotropic interactions in the doped se-
ries Fe0.75TM 0.25Si (TM = Co, Rh, Ir). The D and Γ pa-
rameters are defined as D =

√
D2
x +D2

y +D2
z and Γ =√

Γ2
xy + Γ2

xz + Γ2
yz. The magnetic interactions are calculated

for the ferromagnetic reference configuration and are plotted
as functions of the distance between the interacting spins.
The horizontal green lines mark the maximal value of inter-
action for each case, and the relative change for the 4d- and
5d-doped cases compared to the 3d-doped case is given in
percent.

pounds the simplistic picture with only nearest-neighbor
interaction would be not sufficient, since a few further
neighboring shells show non-negligible interactions. In
terms of the magnitude of the Heisenberg exchange, the
Co- and Ir-doped cases are similar (Figure 2a), while Rh
doping increases the maximal value of the Heisenberg
exchange by ∼34 % (Fig. 2a). This can be explained by
the relatively large Fe moment of the Rh doped system
(0.97µB in Table 1 in SI), which is larger than the Co-
and Ir-doped systems. Note that in our formalism the
length of the magnetic moments are incorporated in the
exchange interaction, see Equation (1). In contrast, the
DM interaction is only slightly affected by Rh doping
compared to Co doping and a significant enhancement
of the largest Dij by ∼ 214 % is only achieved in the
Ir-doped case (Figure 2b). The micromagnetic D/A ratio
(Table 1 in SI and the inverse ratio A/D in Figure 4) char-
acterizes the relative energy scales of the DM and Heisen-
berg interactions and is seen to increase in the series 3d -
4d -5d, similar to the nearest-neighbor ratio of atomic in-
teractions D1/J1 (Table 1). Such an enhancement of the
DM interaction can lead to skyrmions with smaller geom-
etry. Interestingly, the symmetric anisotropic exchange
is relatively small in 3d - and 4d -doped FeSi but shows
an unexpected increase by 409% for the 5d -doped sys-
tem (Figure 2c). However, this exchange interaction is
still below 0.3 meV and is not expected to compete with
the DM interaction.
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FIG. 3. Evolution of a) Heisenberg, b) Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya
and c) symmetric anisotropic interactions in the doped se-
ries Co0.75TM 0.25Si (TM = Fe, Ru, Os). The D and Γ pa-
rameters are defined as D =

√
D2
x +D2

y +D2
z and Γ =√

Γ2
xy + Γ2

xz + Γ2
yz. The magnetic interactions are calculated

for the ferromagnetic reference configuration and are plotted
as functions of the distance between the interacting spins.
The horizontal green lines mark the maximal value of inter-
action for each case, and the relative change for the 4d- and
5d-doped cases compared to the 3d-doped case is given in
percent.

In the CoSi-based B20 compounds (Figure 3a), 25%-
doping of Fe, Ru and Os results in a Heisenberg exchange
that is factor of three or four smaller than in the FeSi-
based systems (Figure 2a). This is related to the sig-
nificantly weaker magnetic moments of the cobalt-rich
systems, as shown in Table 1. We also observe that
the Heisenberg exchange J in Co0.75TM 0.25Si is much
more sensitive to doping than in Fe0.75TM 0.25Si. Com-
pared to the Fe-doped CoSi, the nearest-neighbor (NN)
J-parameter is enhanced by 139% in the Ru-doped CoSi
and by 92% in the Os-doped case. Surprisingly, also the
DM interaction for some of the NN bonds is increased by
up to 157% due to the 4d dopants, while the 5d doping
provides an increase of 95% but for several interactions
within 5.5 Å (Figure 3b). It is worth noticing that not
only the magnitude but also the direction of the DM
vectors is important for non-collinear magnetic textures
and this fact is taken into account in micromagnetic ex-
pression (4). The D/A ratio increases considerably for
the CoSi systems, reaching 0.015 for the Os-doped case,
which together with the results for FeSi systems suggests
that 5d doping is especially effective for tuning the chiral
magnetic interactions in B20 compounds. This conclu-
sion holds for the symmetric anisotropic exchange Γαβ as
well, described by Equation (5). The magnitude of this
symmetric exchange increases by 520% for the Os-doped
case compared to the Fe-doped system, remaining, how-

FIG. 4. Relation between the spiral wave-length (left axis,
green), skyrmion size (right axis, red) and the A/D ratio for
the doped B20 compounds.

ever, below 0.3 meV, similarly to the FeSi systems. The
difference is that the DM interactions (D) and symmet-
ric exchange (Γ) are on the same scale for Co0.75Os0.25Si
(Figure 3b,c) which may, in principle, produce interesting
magnetic effects. The comparable magnitudes of D and
Γ make Co0.75Os0.25Si a unique system, since the sym-
metric exchange Γ is rarely discussed in the literature, in
contrast to the DM interaction.

The magnetic ordering temperatures were calculated
from Monte Carlo simulations and Binder cumulant anal-
ysis (see Figure S7 and S8), and are summarized in Ta-
ble 1 in SI. We see that the ordering temperature Tc is
slightly increased by 4d doping both for FeSi and for CoSi
compounds, while the 5d doping reduces Tc moderately
due to smaller induced moments on 5d atoms and con-
sequently weaker magnetic exchange. While the Tc for
CoSi-based systems is around 52−56 K, the critical tem-
perature for FeSi-based systems is overestimated in the
DFT calculations, as we discuss in more detail in sec-
tion 3 of SI. Based on the previous experimental studies
of Fe1−xCoxSi one may expect the actual Tc that would
be measured for the studied B20 compounds in the fu-
ture to be below 30 K. For completeness we have also
calculated the adiabatic magnon spectra of all investi-
gated systems (Figure 9), with the most distinct result
being a significant magnon band gap around 1.5 meV for
Fe0.75Ir0.25Si, that may have implications for magnonics.

B. Micromagnetic simulations

Since the wavelength of the spin-spiral ground state of
known B20 compounds is of the order of tens or hun-
dreds of nanometers and is too large for atomistic spin
dynamics simulations, we have performed micromagnetic
simulations with the multiscale module µ-ASD16 of the
UppASD code17,18. The magnetic ground states of the
Fe0.75TM 0.25Si and Co0.75TM 0.25Si compounds in zero
magnetic field are depicted in Figure 5 and 11 (in SI) in
(3 × 3 × 1)µm region, where the helical domain struc-
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FIG. 5. a) Helical magnetic state of Fe0.75Ir0.25Si and b,c)
stabilized skyrmion after the application of magnetic field of
5 mT. b) Real-space slice of the magnetization showing one
skyrmion. c) The calculated magnetization distribution in
the skyrmion shown by arrows. The color indicates the z-
component of the magnetic moment, such that the blue (red)
color represents the moments pointing fully along the +z-
direction (−z-direction). The total size of the simulation box
is a) (3× 3× 1)µm and b) (0.4× 0.4× 0.1)µm.

ture can be appreciated. It is apparent that Rh-doped
FeSi (Figure 11b) has the largest spiral wave-length
(L = 357 nm) while Fe0.75Co0.25Si and Fe0.75Ir0.25Si re-
veal similar spiral patterns (Table II in SI). We find that
the calculated magnetic wave-length L is roughly pro-
portional to the A/D ratio, as illustrated by Figure 4.
We notice that D/A is visibly increased for the Ir-doped
FeSi compared to the other two systems (see Table 1),
indicating a stronger relative contribution of the DM in-
teraction to the magnetic properties. For doped CoSi,
the length scale of the calculated helical ground states in
Figure 11 is substantially shorter, which is a consequence
of larger D/A ratios. Interestingly, the trends shown by
the micromagnetic |D/A| and nearest-neighbor atomistic
D1/J1 ratios are different which indicates that an accu-
rate picture of magnetic phenomena must take into ac-
count not just the nearest but also further neighbor shells

and the direction of the DM vectors that affects ~Dij · ~Rij
in Equation (4).

As an example of a usual procedure to stabilize
skyrmions in chiral materials, we show in Figure 5 the
skyrmion state found in Fe0.75Ir0.25Si after the applica-
tion of an external field of 5 mT. The system does not
show the formation of a skyrmion lattice but rather of
individual Bloch type skyrmions, which could be, in prin-
ciple, manipulated by means of spin currents. The diam-
eter of the stabilized skyrmions is around 131 nm, while
the smallest skyrmions are predicted for Co0.75Os0.25Si.
As expected, we find an increasing linear trend of the

FIG. 6. Distance from the convex hull for doped
B20 compounds (from left to right): Fe1−xCoxSi (x =
1/4, 1/2, 3/4), Fe0.75Rh0.25Si, Fe0.75Ir0.25Si, Co0.75Ru0.25Si and
Co0.75Os0.25Si. Filled and open symbols correspond to zero-
temperature distance ∆Uh (without entropy) and finite-
temperature ∆Fh (with mixing entropy, T = 1000 K). ∆Fh <
0 indicates a phase- and structural stability.

skyrmion size as a function of the A/D ratio (Figure 4).
The skyrmion number is 1 for all compounds studied in
this work and, interestingly, the formation of skyrmions
in the Co-based B20 systems requires higher magnetic
fields compared to FeSi doped compounds.

C. Phase- and structural stability from theory

So far, we have discussed the magnetic properties of
doped B20 compounds predicted by DFT calculations
combined with effective spin-Hamiltonians and magneti-
sation dynamics. Since most of these systems have not
been studied experimentally yet, it is important to es-
timate their structural stability, which would indicate
whether it is possible to synthesize these doped sys-
tems. The previously studied Fe1−xCoxSi system, that
is known from experiments to be stable for 0 ≤ x ≤ 14,
can be a reference for validating the chosen theoretical
approach and to assess its accuracy.

For all studied B20 compounds, we obtain a negative
formation energy around −0.5 eV/f.u. (Figure 14) which
indicates a stability with respect to the decomposition
into the pure elements. This condition is necessary but
not sufficient, since it does not exclude the decomposi-
tion into more complex competing phases, for example,
FeSi, CoSi, Fe3Si, CoSi2 etc. in case of Fe1−xCoxSi (fur-
ther phases in Figure 13e). A large number of possible
decomposition scenarios can be systematically taken into
account by means of a convex hull analysis, the results
of which we present in Figure 6 and 13.

In Figure 13, the corners of the triangles correspond
to the pure constituent elements. Any point inside the
triangle is characterized by the projections onto the tri-
angle edges which indicate the amount of each element
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in the compound. The associated formation energy ∆U
or free energy ∆F are either above or below the convex
hull. The distance from the hull (∆Uh or ∆Fh) is the
main parameter which allows to judge how stable a par-
ticular compound is. Our results summarized in Figure 6
suggest that ∆Fh are negative for the Fe1−xCoxSi com-
pounds with x = 1/4, 1/2 and 3/4 which are known to be
stable. Since these systems are known to exist, this part
of the calculation serves to validate the chosen approach
for studying phase- and structural stability. It should be
noted that ∆Uh > 0 suggests an instability of the system
under study. However, the mixing entropy contribution,
∆S, leads to a negative ∆Fh at the chosen temperature,
T = 1000 K, implying that high-temperature synthesis
should be possible. This is indeed the case, as we elab-
orate in the next paragraph. The mixing entropy, in
general, improves the stability of doped systems where
a random distribution of impurities is assumed, because
∆S is always positive. Similarly, the 4d - and 5d -doped
systems are expected to be stable (∆Fh < 0, see Figure 6)
when the mixing entropy contribution at T = 1000 K is
taken into account.

D. Synthesis and structure analysis

A series of samples with composition Co1−xRuxSi and
x = 0.25, 0.5 and 0.75 was synthesised by arc melt-
ing and analysed by X-ray diffraction. The powder X-
ray diffraction patterns (Figure 18-20) confirms that the
new compositions adopt the cubic B20 structure type
(P213 space group). The diffraction patterns did not
show any evidence of a secondary phase in Co0.75Ru0.25Si
and Co0.5Ru0.5Si samples whilst the Co0.25Ru0.75Si con-
tained around 2 wt% of Ru2Si3 as previously reported in
undoped RuSi19. Crystal structure refinement from the
powder X-ray diffraction (PXRD) data resulted in unit
cell parameters a = 4.5270 (1) Å, 4.5919 (1) Å and 4.6528
(1) Å for compositions with x = 0.25, 0.5 and 0.75 respec-
tively. The unit cell parameter increases linearly with Ru
content, see Figure 21, indicating the inclusion of Ru into
the crystal structure and the refined occupancies of the
Co/Ru sites were 0.8/0.2, 0.6/04 and 0.3/0.7 respectively.
The atomic coordinates and occupancies are given in full
in Tables IV-VI in SI and the Rietveld refinement plots
in Figure 18-20. The composition of the sample was also
investigated using energy dispersive X-ray spectroscopy
(EDS) analysis giving values within 2 at% of the nominal
nominal composition (Table IX in SI). Small regions of
a secondary phase were observed in the Co0.25Ru0.75Si
sample which corresponded to the Ru2Si3 present in the
X-ray diffraction pattern. The structure type and space
group of Co0.75Ru0.25Si were also confirmed by the single
crystal X-ray diffraction data, the refined unit cell param-
eter was slightly larger than from PXRD, a = 4.5629(6) Å
and coincides with a slightly higher refined Ru content
of 0.39. The full crystallographic data and refinement
details are shown in Table VII and VIII in SI.

III. CONCLUSION

Using state-of-the-art theoretical methods we have
studied the magnetic interactions and topological tex-
tures in 3d -, 4d - and 5d -doped B20 compounds based on
FeSi and CoSi. The most significant finding is that 5d
doping (by Ir or Os) enhances the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya
interaction considerably, especially for the CoSi systems
where the smallest skyrmions around 50 nm are predicted
for Co0.75Os0.25Si. Interestingly, CoSi-based compounds
require larger magnetic field for skyrmion formation and,
in general, show smaller skyrmions compared to the FeSi
systems. The magnetic ordering temperature is found to
be sensitive to doping, in agreement with the literature,
and is expected to be below 30 K. Based on the convex-
hull analysis, we predict that all the studied B20 com-
pounds are structurally stable and can be synthesized at
high temperature. For Co1−xRuxSi with x = 1

4 ,
1
2 ,

3
4 , we

actually report the first successful synthesis and charac-
terization.

Our work predicts that 4d - and 5d -doped B20 com-
pounds are promising as systems holding skyrmions, with
varying size of the skyrmions depending on system. Our
results suggest that Co0.50Ru0.50Si is optimal in terms
of the magnetization, D/A ratio and skyrmion diame-
ter, compared to other studied systems. Experimental
synthesis shows that several of these compounds can be
formed, in particular the Co1−xRuxSi-system with up to
75% Ru concentration. The results reported here hence
demonstrate several new compounds in the family of ma-
terials crystallizing in the B20 structure. Theory suggests
that several of these are magnetic and can hold magnetic
structures with non-trivial topology.

IV. METHODS

The essential aspects of our theoretical simulations are
described further below, while all the technical details
are discussed in the supporting information (SI).

The structural, electronic and magnetic properties of
doped B20 compounds Fe1−xTMxSi and Co1−xTMxSi
are studied theoretically using density functional theory
(DFT)20,21 within the generalized-gradient approxima-
tion in the PBE parameterization22. Previous studies,
including our most recent work23, suggest that electronic
correlations are not crucial for describing the magnetic
properties of B20 compounds. Since we are mostly in-
terested in general trends, we do not take into account
additional correlation effects beyond GGA in this work.

The doping is simulated within the supercell approach
where one of the four Fe or Co magnetic sites in the
unit cell is replaced by another 3d, 4d or 5d element
(Figure 1), which are Co, Rh, Ir for FeSi and Fe, Ru,
Os for CoSi. The supercell structure is optimized using
DFT, as available in the VASP code24, and the calcu-
lated structural parameters are summarized in Table 1
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in the SI. Ferromagnetic order is imposed in these and
the subsequent DFT calculations. Electronic proper-
ties, magnetic moments and interatomic exchange inter-
actions of the optimized structures are calculated within
the all-electron full-potential fully relativistic approach,
with linear muffin-tin orbitals as basis functions, as im-
plemented in the RSPt electronic structure code25–27.

We have calculated magnetic interactions using
the relativistic generalization28–30 of the Lichtenstein-
Katsnelson-Antropov-Gubanov (LKAG) formula31,
which we have recently applied to different systems23.
This involves calculations of all components of the
general interaction tensor Ĵ in the classical Heisenberg
model:

H = −
∑
i 6=j

Jαβij e
α
i e
β
j , α, β = x, y, z, (1)

where the unit vectors ~ei indicate the direction of local
spins and the exchange tensor Jαβij contains contributions
from the Heisenberg exchange in the diagonal compo-

nents as well as the DM interaction ~D and the symmetric
anisotropic exchange Γ̂ in the off-diagonal components:

Ĵij =

 Jij Γxyij +Dz
ij Γxzij −D

y
ij

Γxyij −Dz
ij Jij Γyzij +Dx

ij

Γxzij +Dy
ij Γyzij −Dx

ij Jij

 (2)

While the DM interaction is a subject of intense research,
the symmetric anisotropic exchange Γ̂ is seldom discussed
in the literature, even though it can be important for
the magnetic properties, as demonstrated in the present
work. The calculations presented here in Section 3 are
consistent with previous work23 and indicate non-zero
values of Γ̂ for the B20 compounds, suggesting that this
type of exchange can play an important role for the mag-
netic properties.

With the first-principles values of the magnetic inter-
actions, the magnetic ground state is determined as a
function of external magnetic field using micromagnetic
simulations as implemented in the multiscale module µ-
ASD16 of the UppASD code17,18, where the chosen size
of the simulated region is (500× 500× 100) nm. The mi-
cromagnetic energy density functional, derived starting
from (1), reads:

E[~m] = A (~∇~m)2 + Γαβ ~∇mα
~∇mβ +D ~m · (~∇× ~m) (3)

The effective micromagnetic parameters in this model,
spin stiffness A, spiralization D and symmetric exchange
Γαβ (α, β = x, y, z), are determined from the µ→ 0 limit
of direct sums of the atomistic exchange parameters de-
fined in Eqs. (1) and (2), using the following expressions:

A =
1

2

∑
i 6=j

JijR
2
ije
−µRij , D =

∑
i6=j

( ~Dij · ~Rij)e−µRij (4)

Γαβ =
1

2

∑
i 6=j

Γαβij R
2
ije
−µRij (5)

The contribution of the symmetric anisotropic ex-
change Γαβ to (3) and expression (5) are derived by us
for this work.

For 25%-doped B20 compounds, all components Γαβ

are the same due to the lattice symmetry and the super-
cells considered in this work. The exponential factor in
(4) and (5) is needed for the convergence of the sums with
respect to the real-space cutoff radius for Rij (technical
details in SI), and was also discussed for evaluations of
spin-stiffness constant32.

In order to estimate the possibility of synthesis of
the studied B20 compounds, we performed a structural
stability analysis using the convex-hull method (work-
flow in Figure 12). First, all the competing phases of
the target B20 systems were determined by means of
data mining with a data-driven high-throughput frame-
work Python Materials Genomics (Pymatgen)33 and
only records with Inorganic Crystal Structure Database
(ICSD) numbers in the Materials Project (MP) Database
are selected. Then, the formation energy ∆U for each
competing phase was calculated within DFT using open-
source material information infrastructure AiiDA34 and
Quantum Espresso (QE) software35,36 (further details in
SI). The formation energy ∆U is defined as the differ-
ence between the total energy of the target compound
and the total energy of the stoichiometric combination
of its constituent pure elements in their standard ground
states, e.g., ferromagnetic bcc Fe and hcp Co and non-
magnetic Si (diamond structure). Based on the obtained
∆U values (Figure 14 in SI), the convex hull diagram
(Figure 13) is constructed from all competing phases us-
ing the phase diagram method from Pymatgen. We also
take into account the mixing entropy contribution ∆S to
the free energy within the random-alloy approximation:
∆S = −kB[x ln(x) + (1 − x) ln(1 − x)], where x is the
dopant concentration. Since material synthesis usually
takes place at elevated temperatures, we set T = 1000 K
in our calculations, to get an estimate of the characteris-
tic magnitude of ∆S.

V. EXPERIMENTAL SECTION

A. Synthesis

Samples of Co1−xRuxSi were synthesised by arc melt-
ing of stoichiometric quantities of Co (Goodfellow, purity
99.9%), Ru (Cerac, purity 99.95%) and Si (Goodfellow,
purity 99.5%) with a 5 at% excess of Si. Oxidation was
minimised by flushing with Ar gas 5 times and melting a
Ti getter before the sample synthesis. The samples were
flipped and remelted 3 times to ensure good homogene-
ity. The sample was sealed under vacuum in a tantalum
tube before annealing at 1773 K for 1 hour, slow cooling
at 0.1 K/min to 1473 K and subsequently to room tem-
perature. Single crystals were grown from the as cast
samples which were crushed and heated in an induction
furnace at 1673 K using the Bridgman method.
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B. Composition and structure analysis

Powder X-ray diffraction data were measured on a
Bruker D8 X-ray diffractometer equipped with a lynx-
eye position sensitive detector using CuKα radiation
(λ = 1.5418 Å). The sample was placed on a zero back-
ground single crystal silicon sample holder during data
collection and the diffraction pattern was collected be-
tween 10 - 100◦ with a step size of 0.01◦. The data were
analysed using Rietveld refinement37 within the topas6
software suite38. Single crystal X-ray diffraction data
were recorded on a Bruker D8 VENTURE diffractome-
ter at 293 K using MoKα1 radiation (λ = 0.7107 Å). The
data were processed using the APEX III software39 and
subsequently solved and refined using the SHELX pack-
age within the WINGX program40,41. The composition
of the compounds was investigated by scanning electron
microscopy (SEM) using a Zeiss Leo 1550 field emission
SEM equipped with an AZtec energy dispersive X-ray
detector (EDS). The samples were prepared by grinding
with SiC paper and subsequent polishing with SiO2 and
H2O. Data were collected on at least 10 points using an
accelerating voltage of 20 kV.
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7 S. Mühlbauer, B. Binz, F. Jonietz, C. Pfleiderer, A. Rosch,
A. Neubauer, R. Georgii, and P. Böni, Science 323, 915
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Supporting Information

Appendix A: Further calculation details

In the presence of dopants, the optimized supercells
show rhombohedral distortions, with the angles between
the lattice vectors deviating from 90° by less than ∼0.3°.
This is related to the fact that the supercell approach
chosen in this work basically implies a periodic arrange-
ment of impurities, which breaks certain symmetries, in
this case, the cubic symmetry. Despite this fact, these
calculations still allow to estimate the effect of alloying
on the structural parameters, magnetic interactions and
measurable quantities such as magnetization, spin stiff-
ness and skyrmion size, as discussed in the main text
and SI. In terms of predicted structural trends, we notice
that the calculated lattice parameters of Fe1−xCoxSi and
Fe1−xIrxSi agree well with the measured (4.48 Å)5 and
interpolated (4.54− 4.55 Å)15 values from the literature.
Also for the Co1−xRuxSi series we find a good agreement
between the theoretical prediction and measurements of
the lattice parameter (Figure 21).

Appendix B: Atomistic exchange interactions

In order to calculate all components of the magnetic

exchange tensor Jαβij in the effective spin model (1), three
independent calculations are performed for each system
assuming the ferromagnetic alignment of the transition
metal moments along the x-, y- and z-directions. This
allows to extract the three components of the DM vec-
tors and symmetric anisotropic exchange Γαβ , both of
which contribute to the exchange tensor defined by (2).
Due to the almost cubic symmetry and low magnetic
anisotropy of the studied B20 compounds, the Heisen-
berg exchange parameters obtained from these indepen-
dent calculations are nearly identical, which is in contrast
to highly anisotropic systems, such as multilayers and
surfaces, where one can expect a sizeable dependence of
the Heisenberg exchange on the magnetic ordering axis.
Low smearing of 1 mRy for electronic occupations and
fine (20× 20× 20) k-sampling of the Brillouin zone were
used to ensure the convergence of the calculated magnetic
interactions.

Appendix C: Monte Carlo simulations and magnon
spectra

In this section, we discuss the measurable magnetic
properties of the doped B20 compounds Fe0.75TM 0.25Si
(TM=Co, Rh, Ir) and Co0.75TM 0.25Si (TM=Fe, Ru,
Os) while the trends in the Fe1−xCoxSi and Co1−xRuxSi
series are discussed in section F. In Figure 7, the
temperature-dependence of the total magnetization

FIG. 7. Magnetic moment within the muffin tins per for-
mula unit plotted versus temperature for the B20 compounds
Fe0.75TM 0.25Si (TM=Co, Rh, Ir) and Co0.75TM 0.25Si
(TM=Fe, Ru, Os). The zero-temperature values are slightly
different compared to Table 1, which is due to the contribu-
tion of the interstitial spin density.

M(T ) has similar shape for all systems, showing a quasi-
linear decrease even at low temperatures, which is due
to the classical nature of these Monte Carlo simulations.
The magnetic moment per formula unit at T = 0 K (Ta-
ble I) is almost identical for the 3d and 4d -doped com-
pounds, but it is reduced by 10% for the 5d -doped com-
pounds. The Fe moment in the B20 compounds with
Co, Rh and Ir dopants shows moderate variations and
equals 0.88µB, 0.97µB and 0.76µB, respectively. In the
Co-based compounds, the Co moment shows larger vari-
ations and equals 0.21µB, 0.31µB and 0.29µB for the
Fe-, Ru- and Os-doped systems, respectively. At the
same time, the total magnetization is the largest for
Co0.75Fe0.25Si due to the significant contribution from Fe
sites, while the induced moments on Ru and Os in other
compounds are much smaller due to the extended 4d and
5d orbitals. Lower Fe moment in 3d -doped systems can
be attributed to the fact that the magnetization is dis-
tributed among Fe and the dopant atoms, while in the
4d - and 5d -doped systems magnetic moments are mainly
present on Fe.

The Curie temperature Tc is estimated from the tem-
perature dependence of the magnetization and suscepti-
bility calculated using the Monte Carlo technique applied
to the generalized Heisenberg model (Equation 1) for a
system of at least (25× 25× 25) unit cells. The magnon
spectra have been determined within a linear spin-wave
theory (LSWT) framework in the adiabatic approxima-
tion using all the ab initio magnetic interactions43, in-
cluding the symmetric anisotropic exchange Γαβ in Equa-
tion 2.

The magnetic ordering temperature Tc of both Fe- and
Co-based series is moderately changed by doping, which
is evidenced by the thermomagnetic curves (Figure 7). A
more accurate estimation of Tc (Table I) is based on the
following physical properties: Binder cumulants, mag-
netic susceptibility and specific heat which we obtain
from the Monte Carlo simulations and plot in Figure 8
and 15. The peaks in the susceptibility and specific heat
agree with each other and are in a good agreement with
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FIG. 8. Binder cumulants (red curve) and normalized sus-
ceptibility (green curve) and specific heat (black dotted
curve) vs temperature from Monte Carlo simulations for
the B20 compounds Fe0.75TM 0.25Si (TM=Co, Rh, Ir) and
Co0.75TM 0.25Si (TM=Fe, Ru, Os). The Curie temperature,
determined from the peak of the susceptibility, and the zero-
temperature magnetization are summarized in Table I.

the abrupt transition of the Binder cumulants, which all
indicate the ordering temperature Tc. In general, the
Fe-based compounds have higher Tc than the Co-based
compounds, which is due to larger magnetic moments
(Table I) and stronger exchange interactions (Figure 2
and 3).

An important comment should be made here. The
overall magnitude of the calculated magnetic moments
of the B20 compounds is rather overestimated, at
least, compared to the data for the known Fe1−xCoxSi
compounds4. This leads to overestimation of the mag-
netic interactions in Figure 2 and 3 and the ordering tem-
perature Tc in Table 1 in SI. Despite these deficiencies,
we believe that our calculations still provide useful and
reliable trends across both doping series, for example, for
the D/A ratio which determines the skyrmion size. The
reason is that both the spiralization D and spin stiffness
A originate in bilinear interactions described by Equa-
tion (1) and (2) and are expected to scale in the same
way as functions of the magnetic moments.

The calculated adiabatic magnon spectra of doped
B20 compounds are shown in Figure 9 and 16. The
spectra show four magnon branches, which is a conse-
quence of the number of magnetic atoms per unit cell
included in the spin model (1). The acoustic branch
around the Γ point shows a parabolic profile corrobo-
rating the ferromagnetic state of these compounds and
its curvature along the Γ−X direction is proportional to
the exchange stiffness (A values in Table I). It is worth-
while to mention here that, from a topological point of
view, the most interesting systems are Fe0.75Co0.25Si,
Co0.75Fe0.25Si and Co0.75Os0.25Si because of the flat
magnon band appearing in the acoustic branch along
the directions X − S − Y . Since the inertial effects in-
troduced by the mass of magnons are inversely propor-
tional to the ∂E/∂q where q is the wave-vector, then the

FIG. 9. Adiabatic magnon spectra for the doped B20 com-
pounds calculated using linear spin-wave theory along the
high symmetry points of the cubic Brillouin zone. In the first
row, the spectra are shown for Fe0.75TM 0.25Si (TM=Co, Rh,
Ir) while the second row shows Co0.75TM 0.25Si (TM=Fe, Ru,
Os).

spin-wave velocity of the excited magnons at the energies
given in Figure 9 (∼ 40 meV for Co0.75Fe0.25Si, ∼ 90 meV
for Fe0.75Co0.25Si and ∼ 22 meV for Co0.75Os0.25Si) are
significantly smaller, since the mass tends to infinity.
This characteristic makes the aforementioned three com-
pounds interesting for possible spintronics applications
where magnons have to be localized in space.

The calculated spectra of Fe0.75Ir0.25Si in Figure 9
show a small acoustic magnon energy gap around
1.5 meV, which is in contrast to other studied compounds
and is due to the symmetric anisotropic exchange inter-
action (5). This is confirmed by comparing the adiabatic
magnon spectra calculated with or without this interac-
tion. In both cases, the overall profiles of the spectra
are basically the same but the magnon energy gap be-
comes zero when the symmetric anisotropic exchange is
disregarded.
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TABLE I. Optimized lattice parameter a together with the atomic magnetic moments of the main element (m1) and dopant
(m2) are listed for the studied B20 compounds Fe0.75TM 0.25Si (TM=Co, Rh, Ir) and Co0.75TM 0.25Si (TM=Fe, Ru, Os). The
ratio between the average nearest-neighbor DM (D1) and Heisenberg interactions (J1) is provided as well. In the right part
of the table, calculated values of the exchange stiffness A, the spiralization D and the symmetric anisotropic exchange Γαβ

(further information in the caption of Figure 10) defined by Equation (4) and (5) as well as the |D/A| ratio are shown along
with the Curie temperature Tc and the total spin magnetic moment M (per unit cell with four magnetic sites), including the
interstitial contribution.

Compound a m1 m2 〈D1/J1〉 A D Γαβ |D/A| Tc M
Å µB µB (%) meV · Å2

meV · Å meV · Å2
Å−1 K µB/f.u.

Fe0.75Co0.25Si 4.453 0.768 0.349 7.1 214.4 −0.43 +0.16 0.0020 240 0.702

Fe0.75Rh0.25Si 4.541 0.871 0.087 5.0-8.4 236.4 −0.46 −0.04 0.0019 260 0.702

Fe0.75Ir0.25Si 4.553 0.755 0.060 10.6-11.2 224.6 −0.62 −1.29 0.0028 230 0.640

Co0.75Fe0.25Si 4.437 0.183 0.386 6.5 90.4 +0.38 −0.116 0.0042 52 0.259

Co0.75Ru0.25Si 4.523 0.255 0.066 8.3 81.2 −0.56 −0.29 0.0069 56 0.252

Co0.75Os0.25Si 4.538 0.210 0.046 10.3 71.2 −1.09 −2.02 0.0153 52 0.233

Appendix D: Micromagnetic parameters

For micromagnetic simulations of spin-spirals and
skyrmions it is necessary to obtain effective parameters
in Equation (3) according to expressions (4) and (5). In
principle, we are interested here in the limit µ = 0 of
these expressions which corresponds to the actual defini-
tion of these parameters. However, the numerical eval-
uation of these sums is difficult due to a slow conver-
gence of the results with respect to the real-space cutoff
radius for the atomistic interactions. The later decay
with distance, of course, but since the interactions are
multiplied with the number of equivalent neighbors and
distance or distance squared, the sum converges rather
slowly, especially for the DM interaction D and symmet-
ric anisotropic exchange Γαβ . When the regularization
factor e−µRij is introduced, as suggested in a previous
work32, the convergence is improved but the result does
not always equal the µ = 0 limit. In order to estimate the
later, we look at the µ-dependence of the calculated A,
D and Γαβ parameters for different cutoff radii (example
in Figure 10) and find the region of µ-values where dif-
ferent curves coincide (usually, for µ ≥ 1.0− 1.2). These
data are used then for fitting to the exponential function
f(µ) = a · e−bµ + c and calculating the µ = 0 limit as
f(0) = a + c. The estimates of A, D and Γαβ obtained
in this way are listed in Table 1 and are the basis of the
micromagnetic simulations shown in Figure 5, 11 and 17.

TABLE II. Theoretical predictions for the spiral wave-length
L and skyrmion diameter d for the doped B20 compounds
Fe0.75TM 0.25Si (TM=Co, Rh, Ir), Co0.75TM 0.25Si (TM=Fe,
Ru, Os), Co0.50Fe0.50Si, Co0.50Ru0.50Si and Co0.25Ru0.75Si.
The spiral wave-length is shown at zero magnetic field. The
skyrmion diameter d is provided at a field strength B shown
in the last column.

Compound L [nm] d [nm] B [mT]

Fe0.75Co0.25Si 312 148 3

Fe0.75Rh0.25Si 357 137 3

Fe0.75Ir0.25Si 339 131 5

Co0.75Fe0.25Si 200 85 20

Co0.75Ru0.25Si 99 130 20

Co0.75Os0.25Si 84 50 200

Co0.50Fe0.50Si 191 80 3

Co0.50Ru0.50Si 79 60 20

Co0.25Ru0.75Si 128 70 40

Appendix E: Stability analysis

The structural and phase stability of the doped B20
compounds was analyzed following the procedure de-
picted schematically in Figure 12. The resulting convex-
hull diagrams for all studied systems are shown in Fig-
ure 13 where, for the sake of clarity, only the compet-
ing phases closest to the hull are indicated together with
their distance from the hull. The formation energies of
the doped B20 compounds are summarized in Figure 14,
where the values without and with the entropy contribu-
tion are provided.

The Quantum Espresso calculations of the formation
energy (Figure 12) were based on spin-polarized density
functional theory (DFT) and SSSP efficiency pseudopo-
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FIG. 10. Dependence of the micromagnetic parameters of Fe0.5Co0.5Si, Co0.75Ru0.25Si and Co0.25Ru0.75Si on the µ parameter
from the prefactor e−µRij which improves the convergence of sums in Equation (4) and (5). Different curves in the same plot
correspond to different real-space cutoffs for the distance Rij , where darker color means larger Rij (up to around five lattice
constants). For Co3RuSi4, all components of the symmetric exchange are the same (Γxy = Γxz = Γyz), while Γxz = Γyz = 0
for Co2Ru2Si4 and Fe2Co2Si4, and Γxy = Γxz = −Γyz for CoRu3Si4.
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FIG. 11. Fragment of the magnetic ground state under zero
magnetic field calculated with the multiscale module µ-ASD
for a) Fe0.75Co0.25Si b) Fe0.75Rh0.25Si, c) Fe0.75Ir0.25Si, d)
Co0.75Fe0.25Si e) Co0.75Ru0.25Si and f) Co0.75Os0.25Si. The
simulation box size for the Fe-based compounds is (3 × 3 ×
1)µm while it is (1×1×0.3)µm for the Co-based compounds.
The color indicates the z-component of the magnetic moment,
such that the red (blue) color represents the moments pointing
fully along the +z-direction (−z-direction).

tential library (version 1.1)44, which shows good per-
formance for the property prediction of magnetic ma-
terials. The Brillouin zone integration was done on a
(9 × 9 × 9) k-mesh, while the cutoff energy and the
convergence threshold were set to 70 Ry and 10−6 Ry.
The exchange-correlation energy was included within the
Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE) approximation. Spin-
orbit coupling was not included in these calculations.

FIG. 12. Schematic representation of the workflow for the
structural stability analysis in Sec. III C.

FIG. 13. Convex-hull diagrams for a) Co-Os-Si, b) Fe-Ir-Si,
c) Fe-Rh-Si, d) Co-Ru-Si, e) Fe-Co-Si. The color code shows
the distance from the convex hull.
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FIG. 14. Formation energy with and without mixing entropy
term

Appendix F: Trends in Fe1−xCoxSi and Co1−xRuxSi
series

Here, we compare the magnetic trends for the
Fe1−xCoxSi and Co1−xRuxSi compounds, based on our
first-principles results for x = 1

4 ,
1
2 ,

3
4 , and discuss what

can be expected from the future magnetic measure-
ments for the Ru-doped compounds. Table III shows
the concentration-dependence of different magnetic prop-
erties, such as the total magnetic moment (per formula
unit), Curie temperature and D/A ratio for these two com-
pound series.

As already mentioned in the introduction, the mea-
sured moment of Fe1−xCoxSi is rather small and reaches
a maximum of 0.2µB at x = 40%4. This is in contrast to
our first-principles results, which suggest a monotonous
decrease of moment for higher Co content between 25%
and 75%. Also the maximal calculated value of 0.7µB

is much larger than the measured value, which leads to
the overestimation of the Curie temperature by a factor
of 4-5. This discrepancy can be attributed to the general
drawback of DFT calculations which do not include the
effect of spin fluctuations. As discussed in the main text,
this drawback should not affect the conclusions on the
D/A ratio, since both A and D scale as the square of the
magnetic moment.

In contrast, the Co1−xRuxSi series shows non-
monotonic variation of total moment as a function of
Ru concentration, where the moment at x = 50% is
almost twice the values at x = 25% and x = 75%.
This behavior is similar to the experimental observa-
tions for Fe1−xCoxSi4, although the magnitude of the
total moment is still probably overestimated. Neverthe-
less, based on the similarity between the Fe1−xCoxSi
and Co1−xRuxSi systems, one may expect this non-
monotonic behavior of the magnetization vs Ru concen-
tration to be actually observed in future measurements.

FIG. 15. a) Magnetic moment per unit cell plotted versus the
temperature from Monte Carlo simulations for the B20 com-
pound Fe0.50Co0.50Si. b) Binder cumulant (red curve), sus-
ceptibility χ (green curve) and specific heat Cv (black dotted
curve) as a function of the reduced temperature T/Tc for the
same compound.

FIG. 16. Adiabatic magnon spectrum of Fe0.50Co0.50Si cal-
culated using linear spin wave theory.

Previous experimental studies45 revealed a sign change
of the skyrmion chirality in Mn1−xFexGe at x ≈ 75%
and this observation was attributed to the sign change
of the DM interaction. Interestingly, our calculations
show a similar effect for the spiralization D and sym-
metric anisotropic exchange Γαβ for the Fe1−xCoxSi and
the new Co1−xRuxSi series at moderate dopant con-
centrations. This is another important conclusion of
our theoretical study that can be verified by future ex-
perimental work. Concerning the zero-field magnetic
textures, all studied Fe1−xCoxSi and Co1−xRuxSi com-
pounds ( 1

4 ≤ x ≤ 3
4 ) show helical magnetic orders which

are qualitatively similar (Figure 11a,d,e and 17).
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TABLE III. Trends in the calculated exchange stiffness A and spiralization D defined by Equation (4) for the doped B20
compounds Fe1−xCoxSi and Co1−xRuxSi. In addition, the Curie temperature and the total magnetic moment at T = 0
are reported. For Co0.50Ru0.50Si the Curie temperature could not be estimated, and the ground state was found to be
antiferromagnetic.

Compound A D Γ |D/A| Tc M

meV · Å2
meV · Å meV · Å2

Å−1 K µB/f.u.

Fe0.75Co0.25Si 214.4 −0.43 +0.16 0.0020 240 0.702

Fe0.50Co0.50Si 159.9 −0.51 +0.11 0.0032 200 0.513

Co0.75Fe0.25Si 90.4 +0.38 −0.12 0.0042 52 0.259

Co0.75Ru0.25Si 81.2 −0.56 −0.29 0.0069 56 0.252

Co0.50Ru0.50Si 51.6 +0.57 −0.52 0.0110 0.491

Co0.25Ru0.75Si 73.7 +1.00 +0.74 0.0136 48 0.250

FIG. 17. The zero-field magnetic ground state of
Fe0.50Co0.50Si calculated with the multiscale module µ-ASD.
The color palette indicates the z-component of the magnetic
moment, where the red (blue) color represents the moments
pointing fully along the +z-direction (-z-direction). The size
of the simulation box is (3× 3× 1)µm.

Appendix G: Phase analysis and crystal structure

The structural characterisation of the three new
compositions, Co0.75Ru0.25Si, Co0.5Ru0.5Si and
Co0.25Ru0.75Si is given in full in this section. The
powder X-ray diffraction patterns refined with the
Rietveld method are shown in Figure 18-20, the corre-
sponding refined atomic positions and occupancies are
given in Table IV-VI. The refined unit cell parameters
from X-ray diffraction data are plotted in Figure 21
alongside data from literature and theoretical values,
obtained in this work using density functional theory,
for comparison. Fairly good agreement between the
measured and calculated lattice parameters for the whole
series Co1−xRuxSi shows the accuracy of the chosen

FIG. 18. Powder X-ray diffraction pattern and Rietveld re-
finement of Co0.75Ru0.25Si annealed at 1773 K. Rp = 2.78,
Rwp = 4.28, χ2 = 4.34.

TABLE IV. Atomic coordinates for Co0.75Ru0.25Si derived
from Rietveld refinement of powder X-ray diffraction data.

Atom site X Y Z Occ

Co 4a 0.1387 (2) 0.1387 (2) 0.1387 (2) 0.8

Ru 4a 0.1387 (2) 0.1387 (2) 0.1387 (2) 0.2

Si 4a 0.8403 (3) 0.8403 (3) 0.8403 (3) 1.0

theoretical approach. Co0.75Ru0.25Si was also analysed
by single crystal X-ray diffraction, the refinement and
structural details are shown in full in Table VII and VIII.
A summary of the EDS data for each of the three new
compositions is shown in Table IX, the table contains
averaged compositions of data collected over at least 10
points per sample.
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FIG. 19. Powder X-ray diffraction pattern and Rietveld re-
finement of Co0.5Ru0.5Si annealed at 1773 K. Rp = 2.78, Rwp

= 3.56, χ2 = 3.49.

TABLE V. Atomic coordinates for Co0.5Ru0.5Si derived from
Rietveld refinement of powder X-ray diffraction data

Atom site X Y Z Occ

Co 4a 0.1357 (1) 0.1357 (1) 0.1357 (1) 0.6

Ru 4a 0.1357 (1) 0.1357 (1) 0.1357 (1) 0.4

Si 4a 0.8396 (2) 0.8396 (2) 0.8396 (2) 1.0

FIG. 20. Powder X-ray diffraction pattern and Rietveld re-
finement of Co0.25Ru0.75Si annealed at 1773 K. Rp = 4.26,
Rwp = 5.53, χ2 = 4.89.
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TABLE VI. Atomic coordinates for Co0.25Ru0.75Si derived
from Rietveld refinement of powder X-ray diffraction data.

Atom site X Y Z Occ

Co 4a 0.1345 (1) 0.1345 (1) 0.1345 (1) 0.3

Ru 4a 0.1345 (1) 0.1345 (1) 0.1345 (1) 0.7

Si 4a 0.8419 (2) 0.8419 (2) 0.8419 (2) 1.0

FIG. 21. Variation of the unit cell parameter (a) with Ru
concentration (x) in Co1−xRuxSi derived from powder X-ray
diffraction pattern data in the literature46,47, powder diffrac-
tion (Table IV–VI) and single-crystal diffraction (Table VII
and VIII) and theoretical calculations in this work.

TABLE VII. Crystallographic data and refinement de-
tails derived from single crystal X-ray diffraction data for
Co0.61Ru0.39Si.

Formula Co2.44Ru1.56Si4

Formula weight 413.2

Density (g/cm3) 7.223

Crystal system cubic

a (Å) 4.5629 (6)

Volume (Å3) 95.00 (4)

Z 1

Measured reflections 305

Independent reflections 65

Refined parameters 9

GOOF 1.12

Final R indices (I>2σ(I)) R1 = 0.0218, wR2 = 0.0465
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TABLE VIII. Atomic coordinates, site occupancies and
equivalent isotropic displacement parameters (Å2 × 103) of
Co0.75Ru0.25Si derived from single crystal X-ray diffraction
data.

Atom Site X Y Z Occ Ueq

Co 4a 0.3623 (2) 0.3623 (2) 0.3623 (2) 0.61 2 (1)

Ru 4a 0.3623 (2) 0.3623 (2) 0.3623 (2) 0.39 2 (1)

Si 4a 0.6582 (4) 0.6582 (4) 0.6582 (4) 1.00 1 (2)

TABLE IX. EDS analysis of Co1−xRuxSi, values given in
At%.

Nominal Composition Co Ru Si

Co0.75Ru0.25Si 38.17 (0.17) 12.69 (0.18) 49.14 (0.16)

Co0.50Ru0.50Si 25.13 (0.35) 25.04 (0.40) 49.83 (0.16)

Co0.25Ru0.75Si 13.68 (0.28) 36.84 (0.35) 49.49 (0.20)


