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Fig. S1 Powder XRD patterns of the FM and FM-AT samples.



Fig. S2 SEM image of the FM sample.
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Fig. S3 SEM-EDS elemental mapping of the FM sample.
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Fig. S4 Comparative galvanostatic charge-discharge profiles of (a) FM and (b) FM-AT electrodes at

various current densities.
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Fig. S5 Galvanostatic intermittent titration technique (GITT) profiles and corresponding Na* diffusion

coefficients for (a) FM and (b) FM-AT electrodes at 20 mA g.



