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ABSTRACT

Topological spin textures in magnetic materials such as skyrmions and hopfions are interesting manifestations of geometric
structures in real materials, concurrently having potential applications as information carriers. In the crystalline systems,
the formation of these topological spin textures is well understood as a result of the competition between interactions due
to symmetry breaking and frustration. However, in systems without translation symmetry such as amorphous materials, a
fundamental understanding of the driving mechanisms of non-trivial spin structures is lacking owing to the structural and
interaction complexity in these systems. In this work, we use a suite of first-principles-based calculations to propose a ab initio
spin Hamiltonian that accurately represents the diversity of structural and magnetic properties in the exemplar amorphous
FeGe. Monte Carlo simulations of our amorphous Hamiltonian find emergent skyrmions that are driven by frustrated geometric
and magnetic exchange, consistent with those observed in experiment. Moreover, we find that the diversity of local structural
motifs results in a large range of exchange interactions, far beyond those found in crystalline materials. Finally, we observe the
formation of large-scale emergent structures in amorphous materials, far beyond the relevant interaction length-scale in the
systems, suggesting a new route to emergent correlated phases beyond the crystalline limit.

Introduction

Topologically protected spin textures such as skyrmions cannot be continuously transformed into other magnetic structures1, 2,
embodying an interesting application of concepts in mathematics to physical systems. Such topological objects can be classified
by a quantized topological charge, and are robust to perturbations, making them promising for data storage and low-power
spintronics 1, 3. The theoretical understanding of such topological spin textures has been intimately connected to the presence
of crystalline symmetries – they primarily form due to the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction (DMI)4, 5 caused by inversion
symmetry-breaking found in polar crystals, or from spin frustration induced by alternating higher-order Heisenberg exchange
interaction between nearest neighbors6.

Interestingly, recent experimental studies report findings of topological spin textures in amorphous materials such as
GdCo7, FeGe8, 9, Fe78Si9B13 alloy10, and Fe/Gd multilayers11. In fact, magnetism in amorphous systems has a long history
with both prior theoretical and experimental works exploring the role of coordination number, exchange interactions, and
metallic/insulating nature of the amorphous materials on the resulting magnetic properties12–38. Theoretical efforts to understand
magnetism in amorphous materials have explored several approaches including constructing minimal models for disordered
systems25, 32–35, numerical simulations using classical Heisenberg and Ising models36–39, and micromagnetic simulations by
assuming magnetic interaction parameters of the crystalline systems or fitting the model to the experimental values40, 41. A
key assumption across many of these theories is that the distribution of exchange interactions J(ri j) is solely a function of the
distance between the magnetic pairs and the anisotropy of the system. Efforts to go beyond this homogeneous approximations
include the incorporate of the distribution of magnetic moments as characterized from experimental hyperfine fields25.

However, the chemical and structural disorder in amorphous systems leads to a distribution of magnetic properties, especially
their exchange interactions, magnetic moments, and single-ion anisotropies. Therefore, a faithful theoretical description of
amorphous magnetic systems requires a site-by-site description of the exchange interactions, currently only possible through
first-principles-based approaches. With this information, the origin and driving mechanisms behind the formation of spin
textures in amorphous systems with their range of chemical and structural distributions can be accurately described. This can
also address fundamental questions about their formation such as whether topological spin textures in amorphous materials
are formed by DMI as is common in the crystalline systems or local frustration introduced by disorder? Is there a different
mechanism contributing to the formation of spin textures in amorphous systems? How do the magnetic properties and magnetic
interactions differ in amorphous structures in comparison to their crystalline counterparts?
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Figure 1. (a) Crystal structure of FeGe in the B20 space group and (b) example amorphous snapshot of 96-atoms FeGe cell.
(c) Fe-Fe Nearest-Neighbor (NN) distances and their magnetic moments in five amorphous snapshots considered in this work.
Red vertical lines are the 1NN and 2NN distances in the B20 crystal structure and the pink horizontal line represents the
magnetic moment of Fe ions in the B20 crystal structure. Histograms on the top and the right show the distribution of Fe-Fe
NN distances and magnetic moments, respectively.

Figure 2. (a,b) The average magnetic moment and (c,d) SIA as a function of the number of Fe and Ge neighbors within 3.5Å .
Error bars are the standard deviation in the magnetic moments with respect to the average magnetic moment of Fe ions.

Here, we provide answers to all these questions by studying the formation of the topological spin textures through the
development of an ab initio amorphous spin Hamiltonian which is subsequently used for Monte Carlo (MC) simulations. We
demonstrate this for amorphous FeGe and compare it to its crystalline counterpart, finding that magnetic exchange coupling
parameters can be much stronger in amorphous structures with respect to their crystalline counterparts due to their disordered
nature resulting in (i) a distribution of bond lengths including some both shorter and longer than those found in crystalline
versions, and (ii) variation in their magnetic moments which, we find, depends on the local coordination environment of
each Fe. Furthermore, we reveal that amorphous FeGe structures host nanoscale skyrmion spin textures that are stabilized
by the frustrated magnetic exchange coupling coefficients rather than DMI or single-ion-anisotropy. Our results suggest that
topological spin textures can be found in amorphous magnetic materials without the presence of strong spin-orbit-coupling or
competing long-range interactions and that large-scale emergent magnetic superstructures form beyond the inherent interactions
scales in magnetic materials.

Approach
We begin our study with the crystalline B20 FeGe system to benchmark our approach and as a comparison with the amorphous
systems. Fig. 1(a) shows the cubic B20 FeGe crystal structure – the observation of magnetic skyrmions and other non-collinear
spin structures in the B20 phases of FeGe, MnSi, and Fe1−xCoxSi have been extensively reported 42–44. Due to the chiral crystal
structure, they lack inversion symmetry which permits a nonzero Dzyaloshinkii-Moriya interaction (DMI). The chiral spin
structures in B20 structures then form due to the competition between Heisenberg exchange interaction and DMI. We calculated
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all magnetic interaction parameters between Fe pairs within 10Å which matches well with previous studies 45–47 (note that
SIA is negligible in crystalline FeGe due to having cubic symmetry and see Supplemental Materials for more details). Using
these extracted parameters we performed MC simulations of the spin Hamiltonian of Eqs. (1) and (2) (see Methods section) to
study the finite-temperature magnetic properties and potential emergent spin structures. We simulated supercells as large as
40×40×40 and found spin textures such as skyrmions that are found experimentally in FeGe thin films 6, 48–51. However, we
did not find chiral spiral spin structures due to the computational limitations and finite size effects of the unit-cell size in our
calculations, and we refer to previous works that circumvented this using micromagnetic simulations45–47 (see SM).

We now develop an ab initio spin Hamiltonian for amorphous FeGe. We begin by generating a series of amorphous
snapshots with ab initio molecular dynamics (AIMD) through a melt-quench procedure (see Supplemental Materials). This
method has been successfully shown to reproduce measured radial distribution functions of amorphous thin films52 and
so should accurately represent the as-grown atomic structure in our materials. Fig. 1(b) shows an example snapshot of an
AIMD-generated amorphous structure comprising Fe48Ge48. From these amorphous snapshots, we perform Density Functional
Theory (DFT) calculations to further relax our amorphous supercells to extract magnetic moments of Fe ions and Fe-Fe
Nearest-Neighbor (NN) pair distances. These are reported for five amorphous snapshots and depicted in Fig. 1(c)).

Results
We first analyze our calculated amorphous bond length distributions and magnetic moments and compare them with those of the
crystalline case. Examining the peaks of the histograms in Fig. 1(c)) with respect to the crystalline references (vertical lines for
1NN and 2NN distance and the horizontal line for the magnetic moment), we find that the 1NN distance is reduced (∼2.50Å )
with respect to the crystalline case (∼2.88Å ). However, the 2NN are very similar in both cases (amorphous is ∼4.20Å , and
crystalline is ∼4.30Å ). The right histogram shows that Fe ions can host magnetic moments ranging from -1.80µB to 2.05µB
with a majority of them being around 0µB and the average magnetic moment of Fe ions in the five amorphous snapshots range
from 0.52µB to 0.79µB in the collinear limit which is in good agreement with the experimental average magnetic moment of
Fe ions of 0.75µB

8 (see Table S2). In addition, we find ferromagnetic interactions to be dominant in the studied amorphous
structures however we also find some antiferomagnetic interactions resulting in an overall ferrimagnetic ordering in the collinear
limit.

To explore the origins of the decrease in the magnitude of the average magnetic moments in amorphous structures (0.75µB)
compared to the crystalline magnetic moment of 1.1 µB, we examine their local coordination environment. Prior experimental
reports find the magnetic moment of amorphous Fe is found to decrease by approximately 20%53, consistent with our theoretical
results, and that both non-magnetic and magnetic Fe around found near x=0.5 composition of amorphous FexGe1−x and
FexSi1−x

54. To understand this, we plot the average magnetic moment of Fe as a function of both Fe and Ge neighbors in Fig. 2.
We find that the average moment increases as a function of the number of Fe neighbors, and decreases with increasing Ge
neighbors. This is consistent with experimental findings of the hyperfine fields study having almost linear behavior for the
number of Fe-Fe nearest neighbors from 8 to 10 for various compositions of amorphous FexSi1−x

54. Similar findings were
also found in amorphous FexSi1−x thin films55 where the magnitude of the magnetic moments of Fe was found to decrease
with more Si neighbors. These results can be easily understood in the framework of metallic magnetic amorphous materials
proposed by25 where the magnitude of magnetic moments in metallic systems is driven by the number of magnetic neighbors,
characteristic of the random-dense-packing found in amorphous metals.

We next calculate the single-ion anisotropy on each Fe finding it can reach as large as 0.4 meV (on average). Fig. 2(c,d)
shows the average magnitude of the SIA as a function of the number of Fe and Ge neighbors of each Fe site. We report the
average of the diagonal elements of the single-ion anisotropy matrix as SIA value. Fig.2(c) shows that SIA increases with the
number of magnetic neighbors. Interestingly, an experimental phase diagram of amorphous FeGe8 was recently reported where
they find that with increasing Fe concentration, the system goes through low-temperature, helical, and ferromagnetic phases.
Since increasing anisotropy generally leads to larger domains56, this is consistent with our theoretical results.

We select three amorphous structures depending on their average magnetic moment of Fe ions with respect to the
experimental value of 0.75µB

8 (see Supplemental Materials). Fig. 3 shows the 3D scatter plots of the magnetic exchange
couplings (J) and three components of the DMI vectors that we extracted from three amorphous structures (in total, we studied
502 Fe-Fe pairs). We considered all the Fe-Fe pairs within the bond-length of 4.5Å as we found that the strength of J and DMI
becomes negligible above bond-length of ∼ 4Å (see Fig. S3). We report the J and DMI values as 3D scatter plots as a function
of the magnetic moments of each ion of the pairs and their corresponding separation. Interestingly, our results suggest that
the assumption that J and DMI only depend on pair distance, J(ri j) does not hold in amorphous materials. Indeed we find
pairs having different J and DMI values even though with the same separation (see Fig. S3). This is due to different local
magnetic environments and the diverse Fe magnetic moments that are dependent on the local coordination environment of
each Fe, which is unique for each Fe ion (Fig.2(a,b)).We find that J increases when both magnetic moments of the Fe pair
are large with a shorter separation in Fig. 3(a), reaching up to -362 meV, which is much higher than the crystalline J of -7.5
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Figure 3. Magnetic exchange couplings (J) and three components of the DMI vectors are shown as 3D scatter plots and with
heat-map depending on their strengths. The x and y axes show the magnetic moments (µB) of the Fe ions from the pairs. The
z-axis is the distance (Å) between the Fe pairs.

Figure 4. Distribution of topological charge Q in blue colors and spin textures of the supercells of three amorphous FeGe
structures possessing 3D spiral spin textures, as found from MC simulations at low temperatures. Arrows represent the spin
patterns at each magnetic site in the supercells and the coloring goes to red from white depending on the rotation angle of the
spins. The black boxes show the considered supercell.
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Figure 5. Total related contribution energies of all Jαα , DMI, and SIA for three amorphous spin textures (in three different
colors) shown in Fig. 3. The inset shows the total related contribution energies of Jαα , DMI, and SIA surrounding the skyrmion
at the center of Fig. 3(a) for its formation.

meV. This trend can also be seen in DMI vectors in Fig. 3(b-d) where the DMI magnitudes are found to reach up to 9.4 meV
(compared with the crystalline value of 0.5 meV). Averaging the J parameters in the three studied amorphous snapshots gives
-9.2, -17.5, and -27.2 meV which are still larger than the crystalline J of -7.5 meV. Similarly, for DMI, we find an average
value reaching a magnitude of 0.2 meV which is also large with respect to the crystalline value of 0.45 meV. Fig. 3 shows the
importance of magnetic moments, both the magnitude and sign, for the strength of J and DMI, thus, the common assumption of
the exchange interaction to be isotropic and only depending on the distance between the pairs, J(ri j), does not hold true in an
amorphous system which is contradictory to the common assumptions taken in the previous theoretical works25, 32–39. Thus
we must consider J to be a function of both pair distance and magnetic moment, where now the magnetic exchange coupling
takes the form of J(ri j,mi,m j) where mi and m j are the magnetic moments on each Fe. Increasing the Fe concentration in
FexGe1−x amorphous compounds would result in larger Fe magnetic moments due to more magnetic neighbors (see Fig. 2(a))
and stronger exchange interaction between them. Eventually, this should results in a ferromagnetic ground state which was
experimentally found to be true when x>0.638.

The results of Monte Carlo (MC) simulations performed using the DFT extracted magnetic parameters for the spin
Hamiltonian of Eqs. (1) and (2) are shown in Fig. 3 and. We also studied the crystalline structure and results are reported in the
SM. Fig 4 shows the spin textures and distribution of topological charge, Q, found in the supercells of three different amorphous
structures for low temperatures, ∼12K, using the definition of Berg and Lüstcher57. We find a different distribution of Q for all
three amorphous structures and we verified that there are indeed spin spiral textures around the high-density distribution of Q by
zooming into the structures (see zoom-ins Fig. 4). Our results show that these 3D spin spiral textures are indeed the skyrmions
or Bloch points that are reported to be the low-temperature state of the amorphous FeGe system in Ref.8. These spin textures
have positive Q and are found to be stable under an external magnetic field up to 10T. The size of the skyrmions was found to
vary from ∼26Å3 to ∼221Å3, for example, the size of the skyrmion that is enlarged in Fig. 4(a) is ∼ 5.5Å ×7.3Å ×5.5Å . The
distance between skyrmions in Fig. 4(b,c) was found to vary between 10 to 15Å and Fig. 4(b) shows skyrmions forming a
lattice (note that in the amorphous system, there would be different magnetic configurations that will not allow the lattice to
form in the entirety of the amorphous system). Such nanometric spin textures are appealing for nanoelectronics and could lead
to novel functionality and devices58.

Discussion
Now, let us examine the microscopic origin behind the formation of these spin textures in amorphous FeGe structures. For
this, we calculate the relative contribution energies of each Jαα , the diagonal elements of the exchange coupling matrix, DMI,
and SIA toward the formation of the spin textures shown in Fig. 4. Fig. 5 reports the total contribution energy of all Jαα ,
DMI, and SIA parameters in three amorphous structures represented by three different colors. One can see that Jαα is the
strongest contributor toward the formation of the spin textures in all three amorphous FeGe structures, followed by DMI. Note
that the contribution of SIA is almost negligible however, for the amorphous structure shown in Fig. 4(c) or in beige color
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in Fig. 5, the total contribution of SIA is -0.43eV which is larger than DMI value of -0.32eV. These calculations take into
account the contributions of all the magnetic interaction parameters and whole spin textures in the amorphous supercells, thus
let us verify whether the contribution trend is the same for the spin textures themselves. The inset in Fig. 5 shows the total
contributions of Jαα , DMI, and SIA parameters near the spin texture shown as the zoom-in in Fig. 4(a) and the result shows
that indeed the Jαα s are the main contributors followed by contributions coming from DMI. To check if one needs DMI for
the formation of the spin textures, we ran numerical MC experiments without considering the DMI and starting from the spin
textures. Spin textures were found to stay but the topological charge Q distribution became less dense. Unlike, the crystalline
structures where DMI or long-range interactions are the main contributors, spin textures in amorphous structures are found to
form due to their complicated nearest-neighbor magnetic exchange coupling coefficients. Thus, one could have spin textures in
any amorphous magnetic system without inducing strong spin-orbit coupling with heavy elements or frustration induced by
competing long-range interactions. This was indeed found to be true and Ref.10 reports experimental findings of topological
spin textures in amorphous Fe78Si9B13 alloy that has no heavy elements.

Outlook
In summary, we developed an ab initio amorphous spin Hamiltonian to describe the magnetic and topological spin textures of
amorphous FeGe. Our results reveal that, contrary to conventional understanding, the magnetic exchange interactions (Jαα and
DMI) depend both on the separation between the magnetic species and on their respective magnetic moments. We find a range
of magnetic interactions in amorphous systems whose magnitude is highly dependent on the local coordination environment
of each ion, and varies from site to site. Based on our MC simulations that incorporated all of this structural and magnetic
complexity, we find that topological spin textures are formed due to the isotropic exchange coupling coefficients in contrast
with the driving mechanism crystalline systems where it is due to DMI or long-range interactions. Our results further indicate
that any magnetic amorphous system could host nanoscale topological spin textures because of their inherent frustrated and
disordered structure, and that emergent large-scale features can result. We hope our predictions will motivate further exploration
of magnetic amorphous systems and will be put to use to design novel quantum devices.

Methods
All first-principles calculations were carried out within the framework of Density Functional Theory (DFT) as implemented in
Vienna Ab-Initio Software Package (VASP)59 using the projector augmented-wave potentials60. For the crystalline case, we
used the generalized gradient approximation, with the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof exchange-correlation functional61, 62, and an
effective Hubbard U parameter of 1.5 eV for the localized 4p electrons of the Ge ions. Typically the Hubbard U parameter
is introduced on localized manifolds to account for the underlocalization inherent in the mean-field treatment in DFT and
is often benchmarked against experimental observations such as lattice parameters and magnetic moments. However, since
FeGe is a metal, we do not expect there to be a need for significant corrections of the Fe-d manifold. Interestingly, as was
previously reported, a better agreement with experimental lattice parameters for B20 FeGe is obtained with a U on the Ge-4p as
discussed in Ref.45 (see Table S1 of Supplemental Materials). We selected a Hubbard U value of 1.5 eV to best reproduce the
lattice parameters and Fe magnetic moments in experiment63 find the calculated lattice constant, a = 4.69Å (a = 4.69Å in
experiment63), and the magnetic moment of 1.18µB per unit cell (≈ 1µB in experiment63).

We used an energy cutoff of 860 eV and a Monkhorst-Pack k-point mesh density of 13×13×13 and Γ point only sampling
for the Brillouin Zone (BZ) of the crystalline and amorphous cases, respectively. All structural relaxations were performed until
the Hellmann-Feynman force on each atom was less than 0.001 eV/Å and included spin-orbit coupling (SOC) self consistently
as implemented in VASP. After obtaining optimized crystalline structure, we used ab-initio molecular dynamics (AIMD)
simulations with the NVT ensemble as implemented in VASP using a time-step of 2 fs. Such ‘melt-quench’ methodology
was previously demonstrated on several systems52, 64–67 and atoms were first randomly distributed in a cubic simulation cell
using Packmol package68. The supercell size was chosen to contain 96 atoms to balance having a large enough size to obtain
representative amorphous environments with a reasonable runtime of AIMD simulations (note that crystalline unit cell has 8
atoms). All our amorphous calculations were for a Fe0.5Ge0.5 stoichiometry. To obtain a stable liquid phase, the pressure was
equilibrated through a series of AIMD simulations at 3000 K, with rescaling of the unit cell between each AIMD simulation
until an internal pressure was 0 bar. Afterward, we performed a 10 ps production run after the energy equilibration process,
collecting five snapshots of the melted structures at regular intervals. We quenched these five snapshots following a stepped
cooling scheme with 400 fs cooling and 1 ps isothermal steps. Our final amorphous structures were optimized using VASP
with the higher precision parameters mentioned previously. For the amorphous case, we used the local-density approximation
(LDA)69 to have the average magnetic moments of the Fe ions closer to the experimental value of 0.75 µB

8 (see Table S2 of
Supplemental Materials).
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To study the spin textures in both crystalline and amorphous FeGe structures, we construct the following spin Hamiltonian:

H = HDEC +HDMI +HSIA (1)

with

HDEC =
NNs

∑
<i, j>

x,y,z

∑
α

Jαα Sα
i Sα

j

HDMI =
NNs

∑
<i, j>

DDD ·SSSiii ×SSS jjj

HSIA = ∑
i

SSSiii ·AAAii ·SSSiii

(2)

where HDEC, HDMI , HSIA represent energies from the diagonal exchange coupling, DMI, and single-ion anisotropy (SIA)70,
respectively. The sum over < i, j > and NN denote the different magnetic pairs and nearest-neighbor interactions that are
considered here, respectively. For the crystalline structure, we considered all NNs within 10Å , and for the amorphous structures,
only 1st NNs within 4.5Å . The sum over i runs through all magnetic sites. Spins (S) are set to be 1 and their values are absorbed
by the magnetic exchange coupling (J) parameters. All magnetic parameters in the Eqs. (1) and (2) are obtained from DFT
calculations using the 4-state energy mapping method71–73 and Green’s function method74 for the amorphous and crystalline
structures, respectively.

Parallel tempering Monte Carlo (MC) simulations75, 76 with a conjugate gradient (CG) method77 were performed using the
extracted magnetic parameters and the Hamiltonian of Eqs. (1) and (2), to predict the magnetic properties and spin textures for
both the crystalline and amorphous structures. For the crystalline case, different sizes of supercells were considered ranging
from 64×64×2 to 40×40×40 to observe different spin textures and, at each temperature, 160,000 Monte Carlo sweeps were
performed. For the amorphous case, we performed MC simulations with 2×2×2 supercells of 96-atom cells.
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this Supplemental Material is to report our result on the crystalline FeGe structure and give additional information
on the magnetic properties of amorphous structures.

Calculation parameters
Table S1 reports the calculated lattice parameter a and magnetic moment of Fe ions for different Hubbard U parameters applied
using the Dudarev approximation on 3d and 2p orbitals of Fe and Ge ions, respectively. Experimental results? are also shown to
provide a comparison. We find that larger U values on Fe-d leads to a much larger magnetic moments that those reported in
experiment, for instance, a U value of 1.5eV gives 2.27µB which is more than double the experimental result of 1µB. On the
other hand, introducing Hubbard U on Ge-p brings the lattice parameters in closer agreement to experiment without enhancing
the magnitude of magnetic moments of Fe ions. For example, for a U of 1.5eV on Ge-p, we calculate the lattice parameter and
magnetic moment to be 4.69Å and 1.19µB which is in good agreement with the experimental result of 4.69Å and 1.00µB at
10K?. A similar finding was reported previously in Ref.? that applying the Hubbard-U correction (U = 1.5 eV and J = 0.5 eV)
to Ge p-orbitals was found to better reproduce the experimentally measured magnetic moments of Fe. However, they found that
such Hubbard U treatment increases the length of the spin spiral found in FeGe. Thus, we chose to apply Hubbard U of 1.5eV
on 4p orbitals of Ge ions throughout the study of crystalline FeGe structure in the manuscript and hereafter.

Table S1. Lattice parameter and magnetic moment of Fe using different Hubbard U parameters on 3d and 2p orbitals of Fe
and Ge, respectively.

Lattice parameter (Å) Magnetic moment (µB)

U on Fe (eV)
0.5 4.67 1.30
1.0 4.70 1.73
1.5 4.77 2.27

U on Ge (eV)
1.0 4.68 1.18
1.5 4.69 1.19
2.0 4.70 1.19

Without U 4.66 1.17
Exp. results? 4.69 1.00
Other theory? 4.67 1.16

Table S2. Comparison of different functionals on lattice parameters and magnetic moments

Method Lattice parameter (Å) Magnetic moment (µB)

Without U PBE 4.66 1.17
LDA 4.55 1.11

With U of PBE 4.69 1.18
1.5eV on Ge LDA 4.58 1.10

Exp. results? 4.69 1.00
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Table S3. Calculated average magnetic moments of Fe ions in amorphous structures

Amorphous snapshots PBE (µB) LDA (µB)

1 1.41 0.66
2 1.07 0.52
3 1.49 0.57
4 1.55 0.57
5 1.53 0.79

Exp. results? 0.75

We also check the effect of different exchange-correlation functionals such as LDA? and PBE? on the lattice parameters
and magnetic moments. Results are shown in Table S2 and overall both functionals underestimate the lattice parameter but
overestimate the magnetic moment of the experimental values? and it is in good agreement with previous study?.

The calculated average magnetic moments of Fe ions in five amorphous snapshots acquired from AIMD calculations using
LDA? and PBE? exchange-correlation functionals are shown in Table S3. The average magnetic moments of Fe ions are found
to be about twice the experimental value of 0.75µB

? when PBE exchange-correlation functional was used. On the other hand,
when using LDA exchange-correlation functional, the average magnetic moments of Fe ions are calculated to be smaller than
the ones PBE generated but much closer to the experimental value. For instance, one of the snapshots was calculated to have
the average magnetic moment of 0.79µB which is in good agreement with the experimental value of 0.75µB

?. To understand
the difference in magnetic moments when using PBE and LDA functionals, we calculated the average Fe-Ge bond lengths. The
average Fe-Ge bond lengths are found to be 2.59Å and 2.54Å for PBE and LDA functionals, respectively. Thus, when PBE
functional is used, Fe d-orbitals get more localized, and larger magnetic moments are predicted from the calculations with
respect to the case when LDA functional is used. Based on these results, we chose to use LDA exchange-correlation functional
for the study of amorphous structures in our manuscript and hereafter. Note that in the crystalline case, both LDA and PBE
functionals overestimate the experimental magnetic moment, and in fact, PBE predicts a larger magnetic moment than the one
from LDA functional. In addition, Ref.? reports the helical spin spiral period is overestimated by a factor of two when using
the parameters obtained by both PBE and LDA functionals. Plus, the LDA functional was generally found to work well for
amorphous silicates and oxides?.

Fig. S1 plots the calculated magnetic exchange coupling coefficient (a) and three components of DMI (b-d) as a function
of the Fe-Fe pair distance for B20 FeGe. All parameters are calculated using the Green’s function method? after obtaining
Wannier functions. The ab initio DFT Bloch wavefunction was projected onto highly symmetric atomic-orbital-like Wannier
functions? as implemented in VASP code. We included the outermost d orbitals for Fe and p orbitals for Ge to cover the full
band overlap from the ab initio and Wannier functions. We find the 1NN interaction to be FM, followed by AFM 2NN and
3NN interactions. We find that longer range interactions than these are mostly FM (see Fig. S1(a)). These competing magnetic
interactions at different ranges result in geometrically frustrated spin interactions. Moreover, our results of J and DMI match
well with previous studies?, ?, ?.

Using the extracted magnetic parameters and spin Hamiltonian of Eqs. (1 and 2) from the manuscript, we ran Parallel
tempering Monte Carlo (MC) simulations?, ? with a conjugate gradient (CG) method?. We used supercells of different size
for the crystalline structures, 64×64×2, 128×128×4, 24×24×24, and 40×40×40, and at each temperature, 160,000 Monte
Carlo sweeps were performed. Note that 40×40×40 supercell is the largest supercell we could run with MC simulation due
to the computational limitations. The predicted Curie temperate, TC, was 235K for 40×40×40 supercell which was lower
than the experimental value of ∼280K? and we found TC increasing with larger supercell sizes thus reaching experimental
TC of 280K is possible if one could consider large enough supercell in their simulations. We found different spin textures
from the MC simulations some of which were in good comparison with the experimental results?, ?, ?, ?, ?. Note that we were
not able to get clear helical spin spiral textures due to the finite size effect and computational limitations. Fig.S2 shows the
simulated spin textures of skyrmions (a) from 64×64×2 supercell and chiral spin texture (b) from 40×40×40 supercell in B20
FeGe. Fig.S2(b) shows a sign of chiral spin texture at the center which hints toward finding a clear helical spin spiral phase
over a longer period if larger supercells can be considered in the MC simulations. Thus, finding an experimentally observed
helical phase in B20 FeGe structure is possible if one can overcome the finite size effect or computational limitations in MC
simulations.

Amorphous magnetic interactions
Fig.S3 shows the calculated magnetic exchange coupling coefficient (a) and three components of DMI (b-d) as a function of the
Fe-Fe pair distance for the studied three amorphous FeGe structures. One can see that these parameters can no longer be shown
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Figure S1. Calculated magnetic exchange coupling (a) and three components of the DMI (b-d) of crystalline FeGe are shown
as a function of the Fe-Fe pair distances.

as a function of the Fe-Fe pair distance, as shown here, at the same Fe-Fe pair distance, there are multiple different values of J
and DMI. Thus, we show J and DMI values as 3D scatter plots that depend on the magnetic moments of the pairs and their
distance from each other in the manuscript. Furthermore, Fig.S3 reveals that J and DMI values widely diversified as Fe-Fe pair
distance gets smaller and the effect is larger if the distance becomes smaller than 1NN distance of the crystalline counterpart
which is shown as a vertical red dashed line. The horizontal lines in Fig.S3 represent the corresponding J and DMI values of
the crystalline structure, as one can see, J and DMI values in amorphous structures are found to be gigantic compared to the
crystalline values. However, note that in amorphous structures, there is no symmetry, thus to get the total energy of the spin
Hamiltonian, one needs to add each J and DMI contributions separately. On the other hand, the crystalline structures have
symmetry and each contribution to the total energy from NN interactions needs to be multiplied by the symmetry elements, in
this case, B20 structure has cubic symmetry, and each NN interaction needs to be considered 12 times.

Next, to check whether there is superexchange interaction in amorphous FeGe, we take into account Fe-Ge-Ge angle by
finding the closest Ge ion between all the Fe pairs we studied to get their interaction parameters, and the results are shown in
Fig.S4. J as a function of the Fe-Ge-Fe angle is plotted. One can see that there is no linear correlation between J and Fe-Ge-Fe
angle, in fact, metallic amorphous systems should have either direct exchange coupling or in-direct RKKY interactions as
mentioned in Ref.?.
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Figure S2. Simulated spin textures of crystalline FeGe (a) and under external magnetic field (b) are shown. To clearly show
the skyrmion texture, the studied supercell is extended by 2 times along the in-plane directions.

Figure S3. Calculated magnetic exchange couplings (a) and three components of the DMI (b-d) of three amorphous FeGe
structures are shown as a function of the Fe-Fe pair distances. The horizontal line references the corresponding 1NN values of
the crystalline FeGe structure in Fig.S1 and the vertical line represents the 1NN bond-length of the crystalline FeGe
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Figure S4. Exchange coupling interactions, J, as a function of the Fe-Ge-Fe angle.
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