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FIG. S1. Optical image of a typical device with an allocation
of the different elements.

SCHEMATIC OF A TYPICAL DEVICE

Figure S1 shows an optical image of the central re-
gion of a typical suspended microcalorimeter for the
measurement of the transport coefficients as seen from
the top. The central rectangle constitutes the 80 nm
thick Co50Fe50 film. The 40 nm thick Au60Pd40 mean-
der heaters are placed onto trapezoidal islands at both
ends of the bridge. Thermometers and electrical leads are
made of 50 nm thick Al. The suspended 500 nm thick
SiN membrane appears as purple background, while the
etched regions are seen as dark empty areas.

MORE DETAILS ABOUT THE RESISITIVITY

We decompose the total resistivity into a residual and
a T -dependent part: ρ = ρ0 + ∆ρ(T ). In Figure S2 the
residual resistivity ρ0(xCo) of all five samples at T = 26 K
is plotted. It is maximal near xCo = 0.20 then decreases
monotonically with addition of Co. Our data are well in
line with earlier data on bulk samples [1–3]. The solid
green line has been calculated within the Kubo formalism
accounting for chemical disorder via the CPA alloy theory
(see Sec. below). It systematically underestimates our
experimental data and for xCo < 0.4 also those of Ref. 1.

Taking into account chemical disorder only, ρ0(xCo)
is reproduced qualitatively by our model calculations.
When compared to pure Fe and Co, but also to bulk al-
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FIG. S2. Residual resistivity ρ(xCo) from this work at 26 K
(filled squares), after annealing (filled star), from literature
(20 nm Fe at 26 K (filled diamond [1]), 53 nm Co (open di-
amond [2]), and bulk CoFe at 4.2 K (open squares [3]), and
the calculated contribution of chemical disorder at 0 K (line).

loy samples, the values of ρ0 are significantly higher than
expected for purely chemical disorder, i.e., a perfect bcc
lattice with a random distribution of Fe and Co atom on
the lattice sites. This indicates a rather high degree of
additional structural disorder in our films. In order to
test this assumption we performed an annealing test at
400 ◦C for 5 minutes with a film with xCo = 0.7. The
annealing led to a significant drop of ρ from 6.94µΩ cm
to 3.68µΩ cm at 26 K [blue star in Fig. S2].

Next we discuss the separation of phonon and magnon
contributions to ∆ρ(T ). According to the analysis of
Ref. [4, 5] the magnon contribution ρmag becomes sizable
only above T ' 100 K. We first determine the phonon
contribution by fitting the measured ρ(T ) to a Bloch-
Wilson (BW) function

∆ρphon(T ) = αep

( T

ΘR

)3
ΘR/T∫
0

x3 dx

(ex − 1)(1− e−x)
(S1)

from 26 K up to 100 K, where the magnon contribution is
expected to be very small. The free parameters αep and
ΘR represent the electron-phonon coupling constant and
a characteristic phonon temperature ΘR, respectively.
We extract ΘR ' 260 − 280 K from these fits, which
is about 25% smaller than ΘDebye of pure Fe or Co [6].
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FIG. S3. Resistivity data and Bloch-Wilson fits (see main
text) from 26 K to 100 K and extrapolated to 296 K (lines)
on measured data (open circles) as a function of temperature
at varying ΘR for (a) 20 % Co, (b) 22 % Co, (c) 36 % Co and
(d) 70 % Co. ρmag is shown as a double headed arrow at the
highest temperature.

Such a discrepancy between the characteristic tempera-
tures extracted from equilibrium and transport quantities
is not surprising, as the Debye model characterizes the
phonon spectrum only very roughly.

Figure S3 shows the results for films with 20, 22, 36 and
70 % Co. The disorder in our films is also reflected in the
temperature dependence ρ(296K)− ρ(26 K); ρ changes
by 2 ∼ 5µΩ cm between 26 and 296 K which is about
half of the values 6.2µΩ cm and 10.4µΩ cm for bulk Co
and Fe, respectively. A similar reduction of the phonon
resistivity in thin films has been observed earlier [7]. Ex-
trapolating to 300 K we can evaluate the magnon con-
tribution ρmag(T ) (marked by double-headed arrows) by
subtracting the BW-fit (lines) from the measured ρ(T ).
The magnon contribution is at most 6.5% of ρ at room
temperature for xCo = 0.20, and thus only a fraction of
the phonon contribution.

DETAILS OF TEP MEASUREMENT

As explained in the main text, the thermopower is de-
termined from the ratio of measured thermovoltage ∆Vth

and the temperature difference of ∆T . In particular at
lower bath temperatures T it is important to assure that
∆Vth depends linearly on ∆T . At a given base temper-
ature, the thermovoltage ∆Vth and the temperature dif-
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FIG. S4. Measured thermovoltage as a function of ∆T for a
film with 36% Co at temperature of 32 K is shown as black
squares and the red line represents the linear fit of the data
with zero intercept.

ference ∆T between the islands is measured for a series
of applied heater powers. Figure S4 shows a typical plot
of ∆Vth vs. ∆T at 32 K while maintaining ∆T smaller
than ' 1% of the corresponding bath temperature.

The decomposition of the total thermopower into SMott

and Smag according to Eq. 2 has been explained in the
main text. Fig. S5 is an illustration of such a decom-
position for a film with xCo=0.7. The measured data
is shown as black dots to which Equation 2 is fitted as
a red line in the temperature range above 100 K. The
contributions SMott ∝ T and Smag ∝ T 3/2, are parame-

terized by the respective prefactors S
′

Mott and S
′

mag. The
resulting individual contributions are shown as squares
and triangles, respectively. Note that the curvature in
the raw data occurs predominantly at low temperature.
This evidences the necessity of a non-linear term in this

res

measured

FIG. S5. Total measured thermopower (black dots) and cor-
responding fit function (red line) for a film with xCo=0.7.
The squares, triangles and the inverted triangles represent
the SMott, Smag and SRes respectively.



3

FIG. S6. Sres for all five CoxFe1−x films vs temperature from
50 K-296 K. The numbers at the right indicate Co concentra-
tion.

regime, where the Sommerfeld expansion for the diffusion
TEP is still valid.

In Figure S6 we show the small residual contribution to
the TEP that remains after subtraction of the Mott-like
and magnon drag contributions. For films in single bcc
phase, i.e., films with xCo=0.20 and 0.22, we find small
dips are reminiscent of the phonon-drag effect. For films
in mixed phase, the contribution from in-elastic scatter-
ing could produce such peaks. Additionally the diffusion
thermopower of Al contacts is included in Sres, it is pos-
sible that residues of a phonon-drag peak in the ther-
mopower of the Al leads provide a positive contribution
to the peak structures below 100 K.

FIG. S7. Thermal conductivity κ for all 5 CoxFe1−x films
vs temperature graph from 50 K-296 K is shown as squares.
The numbers at the right indicate Co concentration. The
lines represent the Wiedemann-Franz expectation value κe.

THERMAL CONDUCTIVITY OF CoFe ALLOYS

Figure S7 shows the measured thermal conductivity
κ of the five CoFe films as a function of temperature.
For comparison we plot the electronic contribution to
κel as calculated from the measured resistivity using the
Wiedemann-Franz law: κel = 2.45 × 10−8 WΩ/K2×
T/ρ (lines in Fig. S7). Only for the films with lower
Co concentrations (20% and 22%), the difference κ− κel

is positive (see Fig. 3(c) in the main text) and can be
assigned to a phonon contribution (at lower T ) or to a
phonon/magnon scattering contribution (at higher T) to
the thermal conductivity. The magnon contribution to κ
is usually visible below a few K only, when the phonon
contribution is already negligible.

DETAILS OF THE FIRST-PRINCIPLES
CALCULATIONS

The electronic structure of the bcc CoxFe1−x alloys
has been determined using the spin-polarised relativistic
Korringa-Kohn-Rostoker band structure method [8, 9]
as implemented in the Munich SPR-KKR program
package [10]. Chemical disorder is treated within the
Coherent Potential Approximation (CPA) [11, 12]. For
the entire concentration range considered here, the bcc
structure has been assumed. At selected intermediate
concentrations (30, 40, 50, 60, 70 at% Co) calculations
have been performed for the fcc phase as well, assuming
the same volume per atom as in the bcc structure of the
same composition. Lattice parameters have been taken
from literature [13] and interpolated appropriately for
intermediate [14] concentrations. For the self-consistent
determination of spin-polarised ground-state potentials
the fully relativistic version of the program has been
used. The exchange and correlation part is treated
within the Local Spin-Density Approximation (LSDA)
using the parametrisation of Vosko et al. [15]. All calcu-
lations were done in the Atomic Sphere Approximation
(ASA) [16] for the potential shape.

The symmetric and antisymmetric parts of the electric
conductivity tensor have been determined within Kubo’s
linear response framework using the Kubo-Greenwood
and -Středa formulae, respectively [17–24]. These are
derived in the athermal limit of the Kubo-Bastin equa-
tion [25, 26] and have been shown to yield numerically
identical results for the type of systems treated here (cu-
bic transition metals) in the limit T → 0 [27]. Inclu-
sion of the so-called vertex corrections (VC) [20, 28] is
necessary to correct for improper averaging within the
Coherent Potential Approximation (CPA) when dealing
with products of Green’s functions. For calculating elec-
tric, thermoelectric, and thermal transport properties
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at finite electronic temperatures, the generalized Mott
formula [29–33] and related expressions for the charge-
charge (cc), charge-heat (cq), and heat-heat (qq) current
correlation functions or response coefficients

Lccij (T ) = − 1

|e|

∫
dE σccij (E)

(
− ∂f(E,T )

∂E

)
(S2)

Lcqij (T ) = − 1

|e|

∫
dE σccij (E)

(
− ∂f(E,T )

∂E

)
(E − EF) (S3)

Lqqij (T ) = − 1

|e|

∫
dE σccij (E)

(
− ∂f(E,T )

∂E

)
(E − EF)2

(S4)
in terms of the energy-dependent electric conductivity
σccij (E) have been used. Here T is the (electronic) temper-
ature, entering via the Fermi-Dirac distribution f(E, T ),
e is the elementary charge, and the integral over real en-
ergies E contains the product of the energy-dependent
electrical conductivity σccij (E) with a kernel consisting of
the (negative) energy derivative of f(E, T ) and a factor of
(E − EF)n, where n equals the number of heat currents
q involved and EF is the Fermi energy. The Alloy Anal-
ogy Model [34] for temperature-induced vibrational and
fluctuational disorder has been applied using calculated
M(T ) data from Kakehashi and Hosohata [35] as input
for the latter. For intermediate concentrations where re-
sults are not available in Ref. 35 linear interpolations
between fits to

M(T )/M(0) = (1− (T/TC)α)β (S5)

have been performed.

CALCULATED RESISTIVITY INCLUDING
VARIOUS SOURCES OF DISORDER

The isotropic residual resistivity ρiso = (2ρxx + ρzz)/3
is shown as a function of temperature for the exemplary
case of Co0.50Fe0.50 in Fig. S8. Temperature is treated
here on the level of the alloy-analogy model accounting
for either lattice displacements only (red squares), trans-
verse spin fluctuations only (green triangles), or both
combined (blue circles). The total result including both
sources of disorder simultaneously on the level of the
Green function is obviously dominated by the vibrational
disorder contribution and the two effects are nearly ad-
ditive following Matthiessen’s rule. As discussed in the
main text, the as-prepared samples show a considerable
amount of structural disorder. To compensate for this,
a finite and constant imaginary part of the complex en-
ergy z was chosen for a quantitative agreement at low
temperature with the experimental data shown as black
diamonds. Corresponding results are given in magenta
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FIG. S8. Calculated isotropic resistivity ρiso = (2ρxx + ρzz)/3
in Co0.50Fe0.50 accounting for lattice disorder (Tv, red), trans-
verse spin disorder (Tf , green), and both combined (Tvf ,
blue). In purple, orange and cyan corresponding results
are shown including in addition an energy-independent finite
imaginary part of the complex energy, =(z) = 8.5 · 10−4 Ry,
mimicking structural disorder in the experiment, results of
which are shown in black.

(Tv), orange (Tf ), and cyan (Tvf ). The finite imagi-
nary part, corresponding to an additional decrease of the
electronic lifetime, leads to an overall increase of the re-
sistivity without major modification of the temperature
dependence. Considering in addition the effect of a mod-
ified Fermi-Dirac statistics by means of Eq. S2 leads only
to minor changes at higher T (not shown).

CALCULATED SEEBECK COEFFICIENT

The Seebeck or thermoelectric tensor, expressing the
ratio of charge transport due to a temperature gradient
versus that in response to an electric field, is obtained
from Eqs. (S2) and (S3) as

S =− 1
eT (Lcc)−1Lcq = σ−1α =

 Sxx Sxy 0
−Sxy Sxx 0

0 0 Szz


=


σxxαxx+σxyαxy

σ2
xx+σ2

xy

σxxαxy−σxyαxx

σ2
xx+σ2

xy
0

−σxxαxy−σxyαxx

σ2
xx+σ2

xy

σxxαxx+σxyαxy

σ2
xx+σ2

xy
0

0 0 αzz

σzz

 , (S6)

where σ = −eLcc is the electrical conductivity tensor
and α = − 1

T L
cq is the Nernst conductivity tensor. In

the limit of T → 0 K the energy integrals in Eqs. (S2)
and (S3) transform via the Sommerfeld expansion into
the well-known Mott formula.

When comparing to experimental results the isotropic
value Siso = 2

3Sxx + 1
3Szz, i.e., one third of the tensor in
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FIG. S9. Calculated thermoelectric power for bcc CoxFe1−x

treating temperature either only on the level of the Fermi-
Dirac distribution (electronic temperature, Tel, triangles), in-
cluding in addition vibrational disorder (Tv, squares), and in-
cluding both, vibrational and spin-fluctuation disorder (Tvf ,
circles).

Eq. (S6) is used. Neglecting off-diagonal contributions
as in Sii = − 1

eT L
cq
ii /L

cc
ii leads however, for the systems

and conditions considered in this work, only to minor
differences, since LABij << LABii holds for both Lcc and
Lcq. Additional contributions arising from direct and
inverse spin Nernst and Hall effects, such as the spin
Nernst magnetothermopower [36], are neglected in this
work due to their vanishingly small size.

Figure S9 shows results for bcc CoxFe1−x with x =
0.20, 0.22, 0.36, 0.50, and 0.70 accounting for chemi-
cal disorder only (Tel), including, by means of the alloy-
analogy model, the effect of lattice displacements alone
(Tv) or in combination with transverse spin fluctua-
tions (Tvf ). The effect of the additional temperature-
dependent disorder apparently leads to a reduction of
the TEP for low Co content (as well as to an increased
curvature), to minor enhancement for intermediate xCo

(0.36 and 0.50), and to sign change for xCo = 0.70. The
importance of spin disorder decreases with increasing Co
content, consistent with the decrease of the Curie tem-
perature and simultaneous increase of the slope of the
M(T ) curves [35] entering the calculations as input.

ENERGY-DEPENDENT CONDUCTIVITY

The theoretical results for the energy-dependent con-
ductivity are shown in Fig. S10 taking account the chemi-
cal disorder only (0 K) and including vibrational disorder
corresponding to a temperature of Tv = 100, K. At higher
T the rather sharp step in σ(E) qualitatively explains the
rather large values of the Mott-like contribution to the
TEP at low xCo. The step width is comparable to the
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FIG. S10. Energy dependence of the conductivity of bcc
CoxFe1−x at zero temperature (empty symbols) and Tv =
100 K (full symbols). The vertical lines indicate the positions
of the respective Fermi levels at T = 0 K.

temperature so that the leading term in the Sommer-
feld expansion is not sufficient to calculate the TEP –
at higher temperatures this leads to a curvature in the
T -dependence of Fig. 2d in the main manuscript. The
temperature dependent contributions of vibrational and
spin disorder (not shown) tend to smear the step, in addi-
tion to a reduced overall magnitude. On the other hand,
σ(E) is rather flat on the high energy side, which leads
to much lower values of the TEP than observed in the
experiment for the Mott-like contribution.
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FIG. S11. Calculated electronic contribution to the Seebeck
coefficient in bulk bcc and fcc CoxFe1−x for x = 0.30, 0.40,
0.50, 0.60, and 0.70.
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FIG. S12. Energy dependence of the conductivity of fcc
CoxFe1−x at zero temperature. The vertical lines indicate
the positions of the respective Fermi levels.

THERMOELECTRIC POWER IN THE FCC
PHASE

This discrepancy may result from fcc precipitations
which appear at higher xCo in the characterization. Such
precipitation are also consistent with the low phonon con-
tribution in the thermal conductivity. For this reason we
also calculated the TEP for the fcc structure. The re-
sults are plotted in Fig. S11, and show that for the fcc
lattice structure significantly larger values of the TEP are
found and that the curvature is opposite to that in the
bcc-structure for low Co concentrations. Thus the com-
petition between the contributions from both structures
may explain the observed evolution of the TEP with Co-
content at high temperatures.

The underlying energy-dependent electrical conductiv-
ities are shown in Fig S12 for T = 0 K, the Fermi levels
are again indicated by the vertical lines of corresponding
color. The major differences compared to the bcc curves
in Fig. S10 are the pronounced, approximately linear in-
crease of σ in the vicinity of the Fermi level and its rela-
tive position with respect to the step in the conductivity.
The former leads to the larger Seebeck coefficient in the
fcc phase for all concentrations and the latter to the neg-
ative curvature of Co0.3Fe0.7 and Co0.4Fe0.6. For these
two alloys with increasing temperature the step is close
enough to EF to be included in the interval for the energy
integration of Eq. S3 and therefore its strong asymmetry
enhances the TEP.

CALCULATED THERMAL CONDUCTIVITY

The electronic contribution to the thermal conductiv-
ity κ can be calculated, assuming only elastic scatter-
ing at impurities, from the energy dependence of the
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FIG. S13. Calculated electronic contribution to the thermal
conductivity for bcc CoxFe1−x treating temperature either
only on the level of the Fermi-Dirac distribution (electronic
temperature, Tel, triangles), including in addition vibrational
disorder (Tv, squares), and including both, vibrational and
spin-fluctuation disorder (Tvf , circles).

electrical conductivity using a generalized Mott-like ex-
pression [30, 31]. In Fig. S13 results are shown for the
temperature-dependent isotropic thermal conductivity,

κiso =
2

3
κxx +

1

3
κzz (S7)

with κii =
1

T

[
Lqq − L

cqLqc

Lcc

]
ii

(S8)

≈ 1

T

(
Lqqii −

(Lcqii )2

Lccii

)
(S9)

with the charge-charge, charge-heat, and heat-heat cur-
rent response functions of Eqs. S2-S4 and exploiting the
symmetry relations [37, 38] Lqc = Lcq and LABij = −LABji
as well as the observation LABij << LABii . In the last line
of Eq. S7 the contribution from off-diagonal tensor el-
ements is neglected, the exact form of κ in 4/mm′m′

reads

κxx = κyy = 1
T

[
Lqqxx −

(
Lcc

xx((Lcq
xx)2−(Lcq

xy)2)

(Lcc
xx)2+(Lcc

xy)2

+
2Lcc

xyL
cq
xxL

cq
xy

(Lcc
xx)2+(Lcc

xy)2

)]
(S10)

κxy = −κyx = 1
T

[
Lqqxy −

(
Lcc

xy((Lcq
xy)2−(Lcq

xx)2)

(Lcc
xx)2+(Lcc

xy)2

+
2Lcc

xxL
cq
xyL

cq
xx

(Lcc
xx)2+(Lcc

xy)2

)]
(S11)

κzz = 1
T

[
Lqqzz −

(Lcq
zz )2

Lcc
zz

]
, (S12)

leading to negligibly small corrections in case of conduc-
tive metals. The temperature dependence of the results
accounting only for the electronic temperature is fairly
linear and, with increasing iron content the curves fall
almost on top of each other. In particular for high tem-
peratures κ is strongly reduced by lattice displacements
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FIG. S14. Spin-projected band structure (Bloch spectral function, BSF) in bcc CoxFe1−x for, from top to bottom, xCo = 0,
0.20, 0.22, 0.36, 0.50, 0.70, and 1 (hypothetical bcc Co), for majority spin up (left two columns, red) and minority spin down
(right two columns, blue). The first and fourth columns show the energy-dependence along high-symmetry lines in the Brillouin
zone between -0.5 and 0.5 eV around the Fermi level while the second and third columns depict constant-energy isosurfaces in
the Γ−N −H plane at E = EF.
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and spin fluctuations as additional sources of disorder,
the effect of the latter being again of minor importance.

BAND STRUCTURE OF BCC CoxFe1−x ALLOYS

The transport phenomena discussed in this work show
characteristic features at Co concentrations of ∼ 20 at%.
To elucidate the composition dependence of the transport
coefficients discussed in this work, the spin-projected
Bloch spectral function (BSF) of the bcc alloys and their
clean limits have been calculated (1st and 4th column in
Fig. S14). Since the electronic contributions to the lin-
ear response properties are intimately (but not trivially)
connected to the band structure, one can expect to infer
a qualitative explanation for some of the concentration-
dependent characteristics. As visible in Fig. S14, the
overall shape of the bands is very different for the two
spin channels (majority “spin-up”, left two columns, in
red and minority “spin-down”, right two columns, in
blue) and so is the extent as well as the ~k-space position of
broadening effects on the band structure. The Fermi level
rises from top to bottom with growing Co content (as Fe
has one electron less than Co) and at around 22 % crosses
the top of d-like bands of the majority channel (left) at
the N point of the Brillouin zone (2nd and 3rd column
in Fig. S14). This qualitatively explains the maximum
of the resistivity in this concentration range, because the
Fermi level is located in flat and broadened regions. For
the energy dependence of the conductivity this results
in the pronounced step discussed above, giving rise to
distinct magnitudes and temperature dependencies for
different concentrations. In the minority channel (right
two columns) the bands crossing the Fermi level are pre-
dominantly of sp-character having large slopes for small
cobalt concentration (x > 0.4). At 40 % Co, the Fermi
level cuts through the bottom of a parabolic band in be-
tween H and N point. This should qualitatively explain
the additional resistivity peak at x = 0.4. The avoided
crossing at ∼ 1/4 of the distance between Γ and H point
could be connected to the local minimum around 25 %
cobalt content, where it is passing through EF.

[1] P. P. Freitas and L. Berger Phys. Rev. B 37, 6079 (1988).
[2] M. Rubinstein, F. J. Rachford, W. W. Fuller and G. A.

Prinz Phys. Rev. B 37, 8689 (1988).
[3] J. W. C. De Vries Thin Solid Films 167, 25 (1988).
[4] B. Raquet, M. Viret, E. Sondergard, O. Cespedes and R.

Mamy Phys. Rev. B 66, 024433 (2002).
[5] M. V. Kamalakar, A. K. Raychaudhuri, X. Wei, J. Teng

and P. D. Prewett Appl. Phys. Lett. 95, 013112 (2009).
[6] N. W. Ashcroft and N. D. Mermin, Solid State Physics,

(Saunders College, New York 1976).
[7] C. Ahn, K.-H. Shin, R. Loloee, J. Bass, and W. P. Pratt,

Jr. J. Appl. Phys. 108 023908 (2010).

[8] H. Ebert, D. Ködderitzsch, and J. Minár, Rep. Prog.
Phys. 74, 096501 (2011).

[9] H. Ebert, J. Braun, D. Ködderitzsch, and S. Mankovsky,
Phys. Rev. B 93, 075145 (2016).

[10] The Munich SPR-KKR package, version 7.7,
H. Ebert et al.
http://olymp.cup.uni-muenchen.de/ak/ebert/SPRKKR
(2017).

[11] P. Soven, Phys. Rev. 156, 809 (1967).
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