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different circumference speeds (the dash lines give the 

amorphous peak position of 2θ

max

) 

� ����� 1 XRD ���	
�� C1 
 C2 �������

� 2θ

max


������ d 

Table 1  Amorphous peak positions of 2θ

max

 and the average 

atomic distance (d) deduced from the XRD patterns 

of C1 and C2 alloys in Fig.1 

Alloy 2θ

max

/(°) d/nm 

C1 44.3177 0.2504 

C2 44.3217 0.2504 
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Fig.2  Hysteresis loops of C1 and C2 alloys (the inset is the 

saturation magnetization curves of C1 and C2 alloys) 
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Table 2  Saturation magnetization (M

s

) and coercivity (H

c

) of 

C1 and C2 alloys deduced from the M-H loops 

Alloy M
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/A·m
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·kg

-1

 H

c

/×80 A·m

-1

 

C1 134.58 12.92 

C2 130.96 7.58 
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Fig.3  Potentiodynamic polarization curves of C1 (a) and C2 (b) 

ribbons in 0.3, 0.4, 0.45, 0.55 and 0.6 mol/L NaCl 

solutions (the arrows denote the anodic activity peak 

current density (i
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) and minimize current density of the 

passive region (i
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Fig.5  SEM morphologies of electrochemical corroded surfaces of C1 (a~c) and C2 (d~f) alloys in 0.3 (a, d), 0.4 (b, e) and 0.6 (c, f) mol/L 

NaCl solutions (the insets are magnified local images, and the numbers in circles indicate the EDS analysis positions) 
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Table 3  EDS results of each position marked in Fig.5 (at%) 

Position Fe Si Nb O 

1 16.95 17.28 4.48 39.57 

2 - 17.48 4.90 66.16 

3 9.92 17.70 4.58 54.24 

4 10.21 17.48 4.88 59.63 

5 9.57 16.05 4.10 57.13 

6 6.48 18.28 5.15 61.00 
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Abstract: The Fe

73.5

Si

13.5

B

9

Cu

1

Nb

3

 alloy ribbons fabricated at circumference speed of 14.65 and 43.96 m/s (labeled as C1 and C2) were 

investigated by XRD, VSM, electrochemical workstation and SEM. The XRD results show that the low-cooling-rate sample (C1) has a 

nanocrystalline/amorphous dual-phase structure and the high-cooling-rate sample (C2) has an amorphous structure. VSM results show that 

both C1 and C2 alloys have excellent soft magnetic properties, and C1 alloy shows a strong magnetic anisotropy, which is induced by both 

the ordered atomic bonds of nanocrystalline phase and strong interaction between the nanocrystalline phase and amorphous matrix. The 

electrochemical polarization test results show that the corrosion resistance property of C2 alloy is better than that of C1 alloy, which is 

attributed to the heterogeneity structure and internal stress in the ribbon surface formed on the spinning process.  

Key words: Fe-based nanocrystalline alloys; soft magnetic properties; corrosion resistance properties 
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