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Fig. S1 CV curves of (a) CoMoS,, (b) NiSe;,, (¢) CoMo0S,/NiSe, for OER at different
sweep rates in 1.0 M KOH solution.


mailto:caixiaodong@gzmu.edu.cn
mailto:jiaodanhua0411@163.com

—~ 2{—Nise,
£ CoMoS,
< 1- CoMoS,/NiSe,
£
2 0-
[72]
c
Q
T-14
IS
g
S5-2-
(&]
-3 Ll

02 00 02 04 06
Potential (V) vs RHE

Fig. S2 CV curves of the catalysts in PB (pH=7) with scan rate of 50 mV-s!.
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Fig. S3 Calculated TOF of the catalysts for OER in 1.0 M KOH.
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Fig. S4 (a) XRD patterns and (b) SEM image of CoMoS,/NiSe, after OER test.
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Fig. S§ XPS image of CoMoS,/NiSe, after OER test.
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Fig. S6 CV curves of (a) CoMoS,, (b) NiSe,, (c) CoMoS,/NiSe, for HER at different
sweep rates in 1.0 M KOH solution.
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Fig. S7 Calculated TOF of the catalysts for HER in 1.0 M KOH.
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Fig. S8 XRD patterns of CoMoS,/NiSe, before and after HER test.
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