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Supporting Methods
1. Chemicals

All chemical reagents were purchased and used as received without any other purification
unless otherwise stated. FeCls, NiClz, CoClz, CuClz, PtCI2(ACS Reagent Grad), potassium
hydroxide (KOH, 290%), zinc acetate (Zn(C2H30z2)2, 299.5%), ethanol (99.8%), hydrochloric
acid (HCI, 36%~38%), commercial Pt/C (20 wt%), and RuO2 (99.95%) were obtained from
Shanghai Titan Scientific Co., Ltd. Nafion solution (5 wt%) was bought from Sigma-Aldrich.
Multi-walled carbon nanotubes (MWCNT) (product number TNM5) were purchased from
Chengdu Organic Chemicals Co., China. High-purity Oz (299.999%), and high-purity N2
(299.999%), were obtained from Kunminutesg PENGYIDA Gas Products Co. Ltd. Deionized
water was prepared by a laboratory water purification system in HHitech Master-S30UVF with
a resistivity of 18.2 MQ-cm at 25 °C was used throughout the experiments.

2. Experimental Section

2.1 The material with high metal loading (50%) is prepared according to the above method and
named HHEN/CNT.

2.2 Similarly, a material without metal loading is prepared, named CNT.
3. Characterization.
3.1 Sample characterization.

Powder X-ray diffraction (XRD) was carried out by Rigaku SmartLab SE operated at 40 kV and
50 mA equipped with Cu-Ka radiation with A=1.5406 A. The morphology and microstructure of
the as-synthesized samples were characterized through transmission electron microscopy
(TEM; Talos F200X) and aberration-corrected TEM(AC-TEM) images, and energy dispersive
spectroscopy (EDS) were taken on Thermofisher spectra 300, and electron energy loss
spectroscopy (EELS) using a Gatan 1065. The elements' molar ratios of the samples were
identified by inductively coupled plasma mass spectrometry (ICP-MS, Agilent 5110). Raman
spectra were obtained by a HORIBA FRANCE SAS LABRAM HR EVO with the 532 nm
excitation line of an Ar ion laser. The unpaired electrons in the atoms or molecules of the sample
to see whether vacancy phenomena are produced by Electron Paramagnetic Resonance (EPR)
(Bruker, EMXnano). The X-ray absorption fine structure (XAFS) spectroscopy was carried out
using the RapidXAFS 1M (Anhui Absorption Spectroscopy Analysis Instrument Co., Ltd.) by
transmission mode at 20 kV and 40 mA, and the Si (533) spherically bent crystal analyzer with
a radius of curvature of 500 mm was used for Co, the Si (771) spherically bent crystal analyzer
with a radius of curvature of 500 mm was used for Pt, the Si (553) spherically bent crystal
analyzer with a radius of curvature of 500 mm was used for Cu, the Si (531) spherically bent
crystal analyzer with a radius of curvature of 500 mm was used for Fe, the Si (551) spherically
bent crystal analyzer with a radius of curvature of 500 mm was used for Ni. The raw XAFS data
were calibrated and normalized using the software Demeter.



3.2 Electrochemical test.

Before depositing the electrocatalyst, the electrode was carefully washed and polished to
remove all debris and dirt. 3 mg of electrocatalyst was dispersed in 1 mL hybrid solvent
containing 0.9mL water and ethanol mixed solution (Vwater: Vethanoi=1;1) and 0.1 mL 5wt% Nafion.
The as-formed ink was ultrasonically dispersed for 1 h in an iced bath. The electrodes were
prepared by dropping 20 uL of catalyst ink on the rotation disk electrode (RDE, 5 mm in
diameter with an exposed area of 0.196 cm?) and drying under ambient conditions. Applying a
three-electrode mode Ag/AgCl electrode saturated with KCI and carbon rod as a reference and
counter electrode, respectively. The potential was calculated concerning the RHE, using the
equation (S1):

E(RHE) = E(Ag/AgCl) + 0.0591 * pH + 0.197 (S1).

The catalysts were coated onto the rotating disk electrode (RDE) tip serving as the working
electrode. the LSV curves were carried at a scan rate of 10 mV s~' and a rotating speed of 1600
rpm. The Tafel slope was obtained by fitting the LSV using Equation (S2):

n= b(logj) + a (S2).
The overpotential was iR-corrected using Equation (S3):
E = E (applied potential vs. RHE) — IR (S3)

where | indicate the current, and R is the ohmic resistance of the electrolyte (=5 Q for 1 M KOH,
=45 Q for 0.1 M KOH). LSV was performed using a CHI 730e electrochemical workstation and
a Pine research instrument. The EIS was measured using an AMETEK PARSTAT3000A-DX
electrochemical workstation with a frequency range from 10%to 10~' Hz in OCP with 5 mV
sinusoidal perturbations. The commercial 20 wt% Pt/C was used as the electrode for ORR and
HER. The commercial RuO2 was used as the electrode for OER. The stability was examined
using the chronoamperometry method.

For ORR, the 50-cycle CV scan between 0.2 and 1.0 V vs. RHE at a scan speed of 100 mV
s~! was performed to activate the electrocatalyst in an O2-saturated 0.1 mol KOH solution. The
rotating ring-disk electrode (RRDE) measurements were performed at the voltage range from
0.2 to 1.2 V versus RHE in O2-saturated electrolyte at a rotation speed of 1600 rpm with a scan
rate of 10 mV s™'. The electron transfer number (n values) and the HO2 formation yields can be
calculated from the following equations:

n=4x —2 (S4)
(UR/N +1Ip)
—o/ IR
HO3% = 200 x —1— (S5)

where Ip is the disk current, Ir is the ring current, and N is the collection efficiency (0.37).



Before each OER measurement, the 50-cycle CV scan between 0.2 and 0.8 V vs. RHE at a
scan speed of 100 mV s™' was performed to activate the electrocatalyst in an O2-saturated 0.1
mol KOH solution.

The OER Faradaic efficiency (FE) is investigated by the RRDE technique in an N2-saturated
1M KOH solution at a rotating speed of 1600 rpm. the FE was obtained according to

FE = Iring/(Ce X Idisk) (S6)

Here, ldisk is the given current on the disk electrode. lring is the collection current on the Pt ring
electrode at a constant potential of 0.4 V versus RHE. Ce is the oxygen collection coefficient
(~0.37) for this type of electrode configuration.

For HER, the 50-cycle CV scan between 0 and -0.2V vs. RHE at a scan speed of 100 mV s™'
was performed to activate the electrocatalyst in an N2-saturated 1M KOH.

The electrochemical active surface area (ECSA) was determined by comparing the double-
layer capacitance (Cal) of the electrocatalysts, where the electrocatalysts with higher Ca exhibit
larger ECSA. Caiwas measured by cyclic voltammetry (CV) with a scan window between 1.00
and 1.05 V vs. RHE and a series of scan rates of 10, 20, 40, 60, 80, and 100 mV s~'. The linear
fitting of the disk current density difference (Aj = (ja — jb)/2) at 1.025 V vs RHE against the scan
rates was subsequently performed. Cqwas the slope to reveal ECSA.

ECSA = Cy/C; (S7)

where Cs is the specific capacitance value for a flat standard with 1 cm? of real surface area.
The general value for Cs is between 20 ~60 yF cm2 Here we use 40 yF cm2 as the average
value.

The mass activity (MA) and specific activity (SA) can be calculated from the following

equations:
MA =j/m (S8)
SA = MA/ECSA (S9)

Where m is the loading mass of catalyst per geometrical area of the electrode.

The activity normalized by noble metal mass (MArt) using Equation:

MAp, = j/mp; (810)
Where m is the loading mass of Pt for catalyst per geometrical area of the electrode.

An aqueous Zn-air battery was assembled with homemade electrochemical cell frameworks.
On the air electrode, the catalyst ink was uniformly coated onto carbon fiber paper at an



effective size of 1.0 x 1.0 cm? and then dried at room temperature. The catalyst loading per
area was 0.20 mg-cm~2 unless otherwise stated. A polished Zn plate was used as the anode
with the same effective size. For comparison, the 20%Pt/C and RuO2-based Zn-air battery
(using 20%Pt/C and RuO:2 as ORR and OER electrocatalysts, respectively, and their mass ratio
is 1:1) was also assembled and evaluated. The electrolyte was composed of 6 mol-L~' KOH
and 0.2 mol-L~' zinc acetate. The battery performance measurements were carried out under
a constant current charging-discharging process by a NEWARE Battery Test System (CT-4008-
5V50mA-164, Shenzhen, China) at room temperature.

Overall water splitting: A two-electrode system consisted of two carbon cloths loaded with
catalysts as both the anode and cathode were conducted to measure water splitting
performance. Two carbon cloths dispersed the catalysts ink onto carbon cloth with a loading of
1.0 mg-cm2 and dried to obtain a polarization working curve at a scan rate of 10 mV s~'in 1M
KOH electrolyte. For comparison, using 20%Pt/C and RuO: as HER and OER electrocatalysts,
respectively.

4. Theoretical simulations

Spin-polarized GGA calculations have been performed based on density functional theory
(DFT), as implemented in the Vienna ab initio Simulation Package (VASP). -2 The Perdew-
Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE) function within the generalized gradient approximation was used for the
exchange-correlation energy. B To avoid the image interaction, the supercells ~12 x 12 x 20 A3
HEAN:Ss slab, Monkhorst-Pack k-point grids of 3 x 3 x 1 respectively, were used during geometry
optimization. The cutoff energy for the plan-wave basis was 500 eV. The coverage tolerances
for energy and force were set to 106 eV and 0.02 eV/A, respectively. Recently developed DFT-
D3 method is adopted to include the interaction between the adorsbates and substrates. 4l The
model construcution of HEANs was determined by a high-throuput calucation with Python code.
The slab for various reactions was cleavged through the miller index of (111), and the bottom
two layers were fixed. The implicit solvation model of Mathew et al., named VASPsol was used
81, For this model we have considered the solvent default parameter. The explicit water model
was followed our previous workl®l,

4.1 Oxygen Evolution Reaction and Oxygen Reduction Reaction

In case of OER, a complete process involves four concerted proton—electron transfer (CPET)
reactions, the reactions in acid condition follow,

R1: H20(l) + * — *OH + H*+ e
R2:*OH — *O + H'+ e-
R3: *O + HO(l) — *OOH + H* + &

R4: *O0H — * + Oy(g) + H+ &



where * represents the reaction site on the surface of catalysts; *OH, *O and *OOH stand for
the adsorbed intermediates during the reaction. In respect to ORR, it proceeds in a reversal
way to that of OER.

In accordance to the equation AG = AE + AEzre -TAS + AGu + AGpH, the free energy difference
for elementary steps can be calculated. In this equation, AE is the reaction energy defined as
the energy difference of reactant and product molecules adsorbed on catalyst surface; AEZPE
and AS are the changes of zero-point energy and entropy, respectively; AGu = -neU with U
being the applied electrode potential and n the number of electrons transferred; and AGpH = —
ksTIn[H*] is the free energy correction of pH.

In this way, thus the free energy barrier for each elementary step can be calculated by

AGRr1 = AG+oH

AGRr2 = AG*0-AG+oH

AGRr3 = AG+ooH - AGo

AGr4=4.92 - AG+ooH

Here, AG+on, AG+0o and AG-+ooH are defined as,

AG+on = AG(H20 + * — *OH + H*+ &)

AG+0 = AG(H20 +* — *O + 2H* + 2¢)

AGroon = AG(2H20 + * — *OOH + 3H* + 3¢e’)

and the overpotential can be obtained through,

noer = max(AGRi), i =1, 2, 3, 4/e - 1.23

Norr = MIN(AGRi), i =1, 2, 3, 4/e + 1.23

4.2 Hydrogen Evolution Reaction

In simulation, the overall HER pathway can be described as 9],
1
H +e~ —>§H2, AG® = 0 eV vs.SHE

By setting the reference potential to be that of standard hydrogen electrode (SHE), the chemical
potential (chemical potential per H) for the initial (H*+e~) and final (1/2H,) states are equal 2.
Hence, the Gibbs free energy of an intermediate adsorbed hydrogen (H*) is an important
descriptor for the HER activity of electrocatalyst, and HER performance can be quantified by



the reaction Gibbs free energy of hydrogen adsorption (AGy),
AGH = AEH + AEZPE - TAS.
where, AE, is the energy difference directly obtained by DFT calculations, which is defined as,
AEy = E[slab + H] — E[slab] — 1/2E[H,]
where E[slab + H] and E[slab] represent the total energies of the catalyst adsorbed with and
without H atom, respectively. E[H,] is the energy of Hz. AE,pz- TAS is about 0.24 eV at
298.15K 1, Then, AGy, = AEy + 0.24.

4.3 Surface Pourbaix Diagrams

Surface Pourbaix diagrams reveal the surface states as the function of pH and potential,
providing a thermodynamic indication of whether the catalyst will be poisoned. Considering
HEANSs pristine surface (Slab) with the adsorption site (*) and the pre-adsorbed molecule
(OmHn*), the adsorption

equation can be written as:

Slab — OH * +(2m —n)(e” + H*) - Slab + mH,o.

where m and n are, respectively, the number of oxygen and hydrogen atoms of the adsorbate.
The free energy changes were calculated using:

AG = Ggqp + MGhzo + Gsiap-on« — (2m — 1)(0.5Gy; — Usyg — 0.00591pH)

where Uske is the potential relative to the standard hydrogen electrode (SHE).



Supporting Figures.

Fig. S2. (a) AC-STEM and the FFT patterns of the relevant parts and (b) GPA images of
HEAN/CNT for axial strain (gyy) and shear strain (eyx). (c and d) HRTEM images of Pt/CNT, (e
and f) the FFT patterns of the relevant parts.
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Fig. S4. (a) AC-HAADF and EDS maps for HEAN/CNT, (b) HAADF image and EDS maps of
IFHEAN/CNT.
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Fig. $5. (a) XRD of different samples, (b)ICP-MS of HEAN/CNT, (c and d) XRD of samples in
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The test results of Raman (Fig. S5e) show that no metal oxide peaks were captured, which
could also explain the metallic properties of the nanoparticles formed. The carbon structure was
analyzed in Fig. S5f. Two peaks located at 1340 cm-! and 1580 cm-' are assigned to typical D
and G bands of carbon, which correspond to the defects and graphitization degree of carbon
materials, respectively. The high intensity of the G band represents a high graphitization degree,
which is favorable to the electronic conductivity. The high Io/lc value indicates more defect
numbers in the carbon frameworks offering more catalytic reaction active sites.
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Due to the inevitable exposure to air during the preparation process before XPS

measurements results in the oxidation of the catalyst surface. Since XPS only detects the

surface composition of the catalyst, metal oxides are observed in the XPS spectra.
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So far, the model construction of high-entropy materials is still a difficult task. Therefore, to
be fully considered, we use high-throughput calculations to find the ground states. In our work,
for the model construction and selection of HEANs, we employed Python code embedded in
the Atomic Simulation Environment (ASE), which is an ASE written in the Python programming
language with the aim of setting up, steering, and analyzing atomistic simulations, to construct
the HEANs models. Firstly, we randomly replaced platinum with Fe, Co, Ni, and Cu to form 250
HEANSs stochastic structures for first-step optimization calculations. The energies of the 250
HEANSs are listed in Table S2. We then selected the 10 structures with the lowest energies
among the 250 structures for the next step high-precision optimization (Fig. $9). Finally, after
high precision optimization, the No.179 with the lowest energy was selected as a candidate for

the following calculations (Fig. 3g).
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The long-term stability of the material was also tested by the chronoamperometry method,
as shown in Fig. $12a, there was no significant attenuation of the HEAN/CNT during the cycle
of up to 16 hours, but the 20% Pt/C began to gradually decay after 6h. It can also be seen in
Fig. S12b that the retention rate of HEAN/CNT has not decayed during the test for up to 20h,
but has been more increased and more stable and has been maintained at 110%, but RuO: is
almost unstable and has been attenuated in the test, demonstrating the excellent stability of
the high-entropy material. It also proves the stability brought by the hysteretic diffusion effect.
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Supporting Tables.

Table S1. The content of different elements for EDS maps

Atomic Atomic Mass Mass Fit Error
z Element Family
Fraction (%) Error (%) Fraction (%) Error (%) (%)
6 C K 63.30 1.62 15.88 1.13 1.76
8 0] K 6.24 1.18 2.08 0.43 1.16
26 Fe K 4.66 0.35 10.11 0.46 0.61
27 Co K 3.00 0.13 9.22 0.18 1.68
28 Ni K 8.45 1.16 10.36 1.54 0.34
29 Cu K 4.70 0.38 11.59 0.56 0.90
78 Pt L 9.65 1.44 40.76 2.69 0.14
Table S2. DFT energies for different HEANs structures
DFT POSCAR DFT POSCAR DFT POSCAR DFT POSCAR
energy | Number energy Number energy Number energy Number
-707.89 179 -705.908 49 -705.128 81 -704.08 173
-707.561 193 -705.856 106 -705.124 67 -704.078 18
-707.346 91 -705.845 160 -705.12 40 -704.017 95
-707.124 105 -705.833 68 -705.119 175 -703.989 96
-707.029 42 -705.832 89 -705.106 151 -703.955 114
-706.947 190 -705.827 180 -705.102 167 -703.834 123
-706.943 127 -705.801 247 -705.089 138 -703.812 154
-706.94 132 -705.799 39 -705.064 189 -703.796 59
-706.875 29 -705.798 94 -705.063 199 -703.695 235
-706.72 163 -705.794 142 -705.058 213 -703.669 87
-706.701 77 -705.789 153 -705.05 136 -703.655 222
-706.643 33 -705.765 75 -704.987 166 -703.543 120
-706.616 30 -705.752 171 -704.98 32 -703.451 5
-706.59 225 -705.748 112 -704.975 66 -703.42 207
-706.583 125 -705.73 22 -704.953 60 -703.379 224
-706.563 28 -705.722 64 -704.908 203 -703.211 218
-706.532 220 -705.721 165 -704.883 41 -703.112 214
-706.502 102 -705.717 168 -704.865 156 -703.057 215
-706.484 135 -705.693 2 -704.845 141 -703.057 249
-706.484 113 -705.692 185 -704.844 181 -702.915 221
-706.468 157 -705.684 80 -704.805 21 -702.717 250




-706.435 46 -705.678 56 -704.805 92 -702.442 223
-706.425 137 -705.668 101 -704.803 186 -702.366 236
-706.396 63 -705.667 129 -704.778 9 -702.09 243
-706.388 16 -705.651 161 -704.778 35 -702.071 237
-706.379 37 -705.645 198 -704.771 26 -702.07 238
-706.376 85 -705.644 58 -704.759 83 -702.046 231
-706.336 131 -705.639 147 -704.739 1 -701.94 242
-706.313 71 -705.633 79 -704.736 194 -701.809 233
-706.298 150 -705.626 107 -704.692 122 -701.807 208
-706.215 14 -705.618 155 -704.691 55 -701.693 204
-706.188 246 -705.599 110 -704.684 162 -701.41 227
-706.152 57 -705.586 27 -704.683 104 -701.092 240
-706.138 90 -705.583 109 -704.674 93 -701.072 239
-706.129 133 -705.576 10 -704.662 73 -700.975 212
-706.127 69 -705.558 191 -704.65 99 -700.862 248
-706.125 44 -705.554 11 -704.637 117 -700.823 202
-706.113 36 -705.552 15 -704.633 228 -700.666 234
-706.098 146 -705.551 84 -704.627 188 -700.594 219
-706.089 124 -705.547 195 -704.625 7 -700.303 216
-706.065 121 -705.543 24 -704.623 174 -700.203 229
-706.055 25 -705.535 177 -704.618 17 -699.799 241
-706.042 43 -705.534 52 -704.603 119 -699.662 226
-706.041 6 -705.532 140 -704.56 53 -698.101 201
-705.998 152 -705.521 158 -704.556 115 -697.479 210
-705.985 82 -705.515 139 -704.545 70 -696.39 232
-705.959 116 -705.498 184 -704.538 196 -694.251 217
-705.955 19 -705.492 103 -704.521 169 -693.354 245
-705.953 86 -705.492 149 -704.495 144 -705.197 206
-705.935 118 -705.48 8 -704.488 192 -705.191 74
-705.923 230 -705.475 3 -704.473 48 -705.178 178
-705.912 76 -705.468 183 -704.466 148 -705.176 13
-705.326 143 -705.467 4 -704.422 130 -705.169 47
-705.29 159 -705.464 100 -704.395 97 -705.161 128
-705.289 51 -705.435 72 -704.393 108 -705.158 0
-705.277 176 -705.429 134 -704.353 65 -705.156 172
-705.256 23 -705.422 145 -704.352 187 -705.151 98
-705.254 78 -705.401 54 -704.303 209 -705.139 62
-705.248 205 -705.381 197 -704.283 170 -705.33 31
-705.241 61 -705.372 45 -704.283 20 -705.329 111
-705.222 34 -705.349 50 -704.218 12 -704.124 211
-705.222 38 -705.349 88 -704.141 182

-705.207 126 -705.34 164 -704.128 244




Table S3. DFT energy of various intermediates on active sites

Vacuum

Active Sites Slab (eV) *OH (eV) *O (eV) *OOH (eV) *H (eV)
Co -867.259 -878.837 -874.447 -883.265 -871.639
Cu -867.259 -878.046 -872.515 -882.976 -871.026
Fe -867.259 -879.136 -876.209 -883.679 -872.227
Ni -867.259 -878.626 -873.499 -882.975 -871.605
Pt -867.259 -878.380 -873.593 -882.788 -871.960

Implicit Solvation (Esoi = 0.1 V)

Active Sites Slab (eV) *OH (eV) *O (eV) *OOH (eV) *H (eV)

Cu -867.359 -877.991 -872.561 -883.114 -870.967
Pt -867.359 -878.419 -873.627 -882.867 -
Explicit Solvation (Eso = 273.86 eV)

Active Sites Slab (eV) *OH (eV) *O (eV) *OOH (eV) *H (eV)

Cu -1141.116 -1151.764 -1146.413 -1156.488 -1144.832
Pt -1141.163 -1152.392 -1147.836 -1156.597 -
Table S4. Oxygen adsorption on active sites of HEANs through end-on formats.
. ) Magnetization
Active Sites | Slab (eV) *02 (eV) Eads (€V) do-o(A)
of Oz (|ul)

02 (9) - - - 1.68 1.233

Co -867.259 -878.76 -1.581 0.48 1.304

Cu -867.259 -877.589 -0.410 1.16 1.281

Fe -867.259 -879.28 -2.101 0.32 1.287

Ni -867.259 -878.364 -1.185 0.82 1.295

Pt -867.259 -878.244 -1.065 0.84 1.289

Table S5. The correction of Zero-point vibration and entropy to the Gibbs free energy of

intermediates.

Model ZPE (eV) | T*S(eV) |ZPE-T*S (eV)
*OH 0.34 0 0.34
*0 0.07 0 0.07
*OOH 0.44 0 0.44
H,(q) 0.27 0.4 -0.13
H,O(1) 0.57 0.67 -0.1
0,(9) -9.92 0 0




Table S6. ICP-MS results of the electrolyte before/after the ORR, OER and HER test with
HEAN/CNT loading on 1 cm?2 carbon cloth as the working electrode*.

Ni Co Cu Pt Fe
ppm ppm ppm Ppm ppm
Before test 0.000864 0.000355 0.001050 0.005944 0.052342
After test ORR  0.000895 0.001725 0.013205 0.016833 0.041610
After test OER  0.000932 0.000660 0.014099 0.009875 0.060230
After test HER  0.001184 0.001327 0.004006 0.001616 0.037781
*The lowest concentration of a substance that can be reliably reported by ICP-MS.

Each electrode was used for the ORR, OER and HER test up to 3000 cycles, thus the post-
test electrolyte was obtained.

Table S7.the ECSA, specific and mass activity towards ORR at 0.9V vs. RHE with 1600rpm at
a sweep rate of 10 mV s™".

ECSA (cm?) MA (mA cm2mg™) SA (mA cm)
HEAN/CNT 42.5 2 0.047
20%Pt/C 210 134 0.063
HEAN/CNT 42.5 2 0.047
after
5000CV
20%Pt/C 210 6.4 0.030
after
5000CV

Table S8.the activity normalized by noble metal mass towards OER and HER with 1600rpm
at a sweep rate of 10 mV s,

OER of j@1.6V(cm?) HER of j@-0.04V
HEAN/CNT 3290(mA cm2mgpt") 3733(mA cm2mgpi)
20%Pt/C 253(mA cm2mgru™) 1067(mA cm2mgpt™)




Table S9. Comparison of the trifunctional ORR/OER/HER electrocatalytic performances of the
HEAs with previously reported advanced catalysts.

ORREonset OERE::LO HERE:lO
Catalysts Ref.
(Vvs.RHE) (Vvs. RHE) (V vs. RHE)
HEAN 0.913 1.606 -0.035 This work
20%Pt/C 0.997 -- -0.031 This work
RuO> -- 1.593 -- This work
HEAN after 5000CV 0.908 1.601 -0.034 This work
20%Pt/C after .
0.944 -- -0.061 This work
5000CV
RuO: after 5000CV -- 1.598 -- This work
Nat. Commun.
HESAC 0.999 -- --
2022, 13, 5071 [0
Nat. Commun.
Co-N-CTS 0.96 1.51 --
2023, 14, 2294 [11]
i Adv. Sci. 2021, 8,
FeNiCoCrMn-G -- 1.459 -0.21
2002446 12
. Adv. Sci. 2020, 7,
RulNi1l-NCNFs -- 1.52 -0.035
1901833 [13]
. Nat. Commun.
FeCoNiMnRu/CNFs -- 1.375 -0.005
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HEA-NPs-(14) 0.92 - -0.018 Adv. Mater. 5.
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