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The recent discovery of unconventional surface-state pairs, which give rise to Fermi arcs and
spin textures, in antiferromagnetically ordered rare-earth monopnictides attracted the interest in
these materials. We use angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) measurements in
conjunction with density functional theory (DFT) calculations to investigate the evolution of the
electronic structure of GdBi and DyBi. We find that new surface states, including a Dirac cone,
emerge in the AFM state. However, they are located along a direction in momentum space that
is different than what was found in NdSb, NdBi, and CeBi [1–5]. The observed changes in the
electronic structure are consistent with the presence of AFM-II-A type order.

I. INTRODUCTION

The rare-earth monopnictides family of materials crys-
tallizes in a simple NaCl structure. Many members of
this family order antiferromagnetically (AFM) [6–9], and
some of them have complex phase diagrams with multiple
AFM phases [10–14]. Recent predictions [15–20] of the
existence of topological states that result from the inver-
sion between 6p band of pnictogen element and 5d band
of rare-earth element in some of these materials inspired
more experimental studies, including angle-resolved pho-
toemission spectroscopy (ARPES). These studies demon-
strated not only topological Dirac states [21–28] but also
the development of interesting surface states (SS) in NdBi
[1–3], NdSb [1, 4, 5], and CeBi [1, 14] upon AFM tran-
sition. These states undergo Kaminski-Canfield (KC)
band splitting that leads to the formation of spin tex-
tured Fermi arcs.

GdBi and DiBi were also shown to have an AFM phase.
The Neel temperature is TN = 27.5 K for GdBi [7, 29, 30]
and TN = 11 K for DyBi [6, 31, 32]. The AFM structure
of these materials is different from that of NdBi, NdSb,
and CeBi. Neutron diffraction studies [7, 33] have shown,
that in both GdBi and DyBi the magnetic moments are
aligned in type-II AFM structure. However, neutron
diffraction measurements cannot distinguish AFM-II-A
(Fig. 2(b)) from AFM-II-B (Fig. 2(c)) order [34]. Simi-
larly to several other rare-earth monopnictides, the DFT
calculations for GdBi in the paramagnetic (PM) phase
[17, 25, 30] predict a band inversion between Bi 6p and
Gd 5d bands along Γ−X direction. This band inversion
should lead to the formation of one SS Dirac cone at the
Γ-point and two cones at M -point of the 2D Brillouin
zone (BZ) [3, 24]. An earlier synchrotron-based ARPES
measurements [25] demonstrated the presence of these
Dirac states.

In this work, we investigate the evolution of GdBi
and DyBi electronic structures upon cooling through
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their AFM transitions using high-resolution laser-based
ARPES. We demonstrate the development of Dirac states
in the magnetically ordered phase near the X-point.

II. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

Single crystals of GdBi and DyBi were grown out of In
flux [35]. The elements with an initial stoichiometry of
R4Bi4In96 (R = Gd, Dy) were put into a fritted alumina
crucible [36] (sold as Canfield crucible set [37]) and sealed
in a fused silica tube under partial pressure of argon. The
prepared ampoules were heated to 1150◦ C over 5 hours
and held there for 5 hours. This was followed by a slow
cooling to 700◦ C (for GdBi) and 400◦ C (for DyBi) over
100 hours and decanting of the excess flux through the
frit using a centrifuge.[38] The cubic crystals obtained
were stored and handled in a glovebox under nitrogen
atmosphere.

Most of the ARPES data were collected using vac-
uum ultraviolet (VUV) laser ARPES spectrometer that
consists of a Scienta DA30 electron analyzer, tunable
picosecond Ti:Sapphire oscillator paired with fourth-
harmonic generator [39] and 3.5 eV continuous laser
paired with second-harmonic generator. Data were col-
lected with 6.2-7 eV photon energy. Angular resolution
was set at ∼ 0.1◦ and 1◦, along and perpendicular to the
direction of the analyzer slit, respectively, and the en-
ergy resolution was set at 2 meV. The VUV laser beam
was set to vertical polarization. The diameter of the
photon beam on the sample was ∼ 15µm. The measure-
ments at photon energy of 21.2 eV were carried out using
R8000 analyzer and GammaData helium discharge lamp
with custom focusing optics. The diameter of the photon
beam on the sample was ∼ 1mm. Samples were cleaved
in-situ along (001) plane, usually producing very flat,
mirror-like surfaces. The measurements were performed
at a base pressure lower than 2×10−11 Torr.
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FIG. 1. (a) Results of magnetization measurements (d(χT )/dT ) of GdBi and DyBi. (b) Fermi surface maps of NdBi measured
in the AFM state. (c) and (d) Fermi surface maps of GdBi measured in the PM and AFM phases, respectively. (e) and (f)
Fermi surface maps of DyBi measured in the PM and AFM phases, respectively. (g) and (h) Band dispersion measured in GdBi
in the PM and AFM phases, respectively, along Γ−X direction (marked as #1 in (c)). (i) and (j) Band dispersion measured
in GdBi in the PM and AFM phases, respectively, along Γ −M direction (marked as #2 in (c)). The cuts along #3 and #4
are shown in Fig. 3. The green arrows in (b, d, f) mark SS states that appear in the AFM phase. The red arrows in (d) mark
the star-shaped bulk pocket, which appears in the AFM phase.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Temperature-dependent magnetic susceptibility mea-
surements made in H = 1 kOe were made on GdBi and
NdBi. The d(χT )/dT data (fig. 1a) show that there is
clear AFM ordering below 27.3 K and 11 K for GdBi and
DyBi, respectively. These results are in agreement with
earlier reported TN values. [6, 7, 29–32]

In Fig. 1(c), we show a Fermi surface map of GdBi
measured in the paramagnetic state. This Fermi surface
is similar to the ones of other rare-earth monopnictides.
It consists of several pockets around the center of the BZ,
formed mostly by bulk states. This result agrees with
DFT calculations [Fig. 2(a)]. Besides these pockets, the
calculations predict the existence of two pockets formed
by bulk states around the corner of the BZ. One of these
pockets is partially seen in our experimental data. In the
AFM state, we observe the development of additional
states along Γ −X direction. These states form a small
sharp pocket (marked with green arrow) and a bigger
broad star-shaped pocket (marked with red arrows) on
the FS (Fig. 1(d)). Both of these pockets are centered
around X-point. The size and shape of the bigger pocket
resemble the outer bulk pocket located around the Γ-
point. The comparison of the cuts taken along Γ − X
from PM and AFM data sets (Fig. 1(j, h)) show that the
additional small pocket is formed by linear dispersion.
The bands located near Γ-point do not show any changes
upon the magnetic transition. The cuts taken along Γ−
M direction (Fig. 1(g, j)) also show no qualitative change
upon the magnetic transition. In Fig. 1(e, f), we show
Fermi surface maps measured from DyBi in the PM and
AFM states, respectively. These maps also demonstrate

the development of additional states near the X-point in
the AFM state.

These results are different from other rare-earth
monopnictides [1–5, 14]. For comparison, we demon-
strate a dataset measured from NdBi in AFM state in
Fig. 1(b). These data do not indicate the presence of any
states around the X-point but instead show the develop-

FIG. 2. Plot of calculated FS using DFT. (a) 2D projections of
bulk Fermi surface for PM phases. (b) and (c) schematic rep-
resentation of AFM-II-A and AFM-II-B order, respectively.
(d) and (e) 2D projections of bulk+surface Fermi surface for
AFM-II-A and AFM-II-B order, respectively. In type AFM-
II-A, the four face-centered cubic sublattices of antiparallel
spins are correlated such that on each (111) plane, the spins
are parallel, and the spins on two neighboring (111) planes
are opposite. In type AFM-II-B, the four face-centered cubic
sublattices divide the full face-centered cubic lattice in such
a way that no two nearest neighboring ions are in the same
sublattice. [34]
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FIG. 3. Band dispersion in AFM state of GdBi. (a)-(c) Band dispersion measured along Γ − Y direction (marked as #3 in
Fig. 1(d)) using 6.7, 7, and 6.2 eV photons (left) and corresponding second derivative plots (right). These three spectra were
measured at T = 6.5, 4.5, 5.5 K, respectively. (d) MDCs taken from (a) at 382 and 408 meV binding energy (marked with
arrows of corresponding colors). (e) and (f) Band dispersion measured along Γ − Y direction in the first and the second BZ
using 21.2 eV light from He-lamp at T = 6.5 K. (g) Band dispersions extracted from plots (a),(d)-(f) by fitting MDCs. Points
at zero-momentum were extracted by fitting EDCs. (h) Band dispersion measured at T = 6.5 K along the X − M direction
(marked as #4 in Fig 1.(d)).

ment of Fermi arcs and elliptical pockets along Γ − M
direction.

The spectrum in Fig. 3(a) is measured in the AFM
phase along Γ−Y direction (cut #3 marked in Fig. 1(d)).
It demonstrates bands that, at first glance, resembles a
Dirac cone. However, a closer inspection reveals that
its upper part, instead of merging at one point with the
lower part, crosses it, and the top of the lower band is
rounded. The crossing can be even better seen in the sec-
ond derivative plot and MDCs in Fig. 3(d). The MDC
extracted through the top of the hole-like band(E = -382
meV) has two small peaks on the background of a large,
broad peak. The additional peaks correspond to the up-
per band. The MDC extracted at E = -408 meV (below
the top of the holelike band) has three peaks present.
The outer two peaks correspond to the hole-like disper-
sion, and the central peak corresponds to the bottom
of the upper band. The upper band is linear and less
intense than hole-like dispersion. Thus, we can assume
that they are parts of the Dirac cone, the lower part of
which cannot be properly distinguished because of the
strong background of the hole-like pocket. Only some
hints of the lower part of the Dirac cone can be seen on
the second derivative plot. To demonstrate the SS nature
of the linear dispersions, we measured spectra similar to
the one in Fig. 3(a) using light with different photon en-
ergy (see Fig. 3(b,c)). The linear dispersion shows no
changes with photon energy. We fitted the shape of lin-
ear dispersions in the 6.7 eV spectrum and plotted the
results over the second derivative plots of 6.2 and 7.0 eV

spectra as dashed lines. The curves perfectly match the
shape of the linear dispersions in these spectra. At the
same time, the hole-like dispersion shows a substantial
kz-dependence: its top shifts by 65 meV between 6.2 and
7.0 eV spectra, and thus, it is definitely a bulk band,
while the linear dispersion has SS origin.

For a better understanding of the electronic structure
and, in particular, to prove the existence of the lower part
of the Dirac cone, we performed measurements using a
He-lamp (hν = 21.2 eV). Fig. 3(e, f) demonstrate the
spectra measured in Γ− Y direction in the first and the
second BZ, respectively. The lower part of the Dirac cone
can be seen in both spectra. It is better seen in Fig. 3(e):
here, we see two linear dispersions that cross at E = -406
meV and a blob of intensity above them (E = -356 meV),
which corresponds to the top of the holelike bulk band.
For further analysis, we extracted band dispersion from
spectra in Fig. 3(a, e, f) by fitting the experimental data
(see Fig. 6 in the appendix for details). The results of
these fits are shown in Fig. 3(g). The linear dispersions
extracted from 6.7 and 21.2 eV spectra match each other
very well, which again proves that they are Dirac surface
states.

In Fig. 3(h), we show a spectrum measured through
X-point (cut #4 in Fig 1.(d)) in the AFM state. This
spectrum has a sharp Dirac cone on the background of
broad features. Strictly speaking, this spectrum is mea-
sured not along a straight cut for a constant value of kx
component of momentum because of the geometry of the
ARPES experiment. Because of this, in order to extract
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FIG. 4. Temperature dependence of the electronic structure
of GdBi. (a) Spectra measured along the X −M direction at
several temperatures. (b) EDCs taken from data in panel (a)
at zero-momentum (marked with dashed line). (c) Temper-
ature dependence of the area under the main peak from the
EDCs in (b) after subtracting the area at 30 K.

the real shape of the bands near the X-point, several
spectra should be analyzed (see SM for details). The
shape of the upper part of the cone (cut through its cen-
ter) extracted this way is shown in Fig. 3(g) with a black
line. This shape matches the shape of the Dirac cone at
the Γ-point very well. This indicates that the bands that
appear near the X-point in the AFM state are the result
of the folding of the bands from the center of the BZ. An-
other consequence of measuring at high angles of emis-
sion is that the photoemission experiment is expected to
become less sensitive to the bulk states. Thus, the SS
should be more pronounced. And indeed, the Diraclike
feature folded from the Γ-point becomes dominant near
the X-point. This is additional evidence that this Dirac-
like feature at the X-point and, as a consequence, the
Dirac-like feature at the Γ-point are originating from SS.
Despite low bulk sensitivity, some bulk features can still
be identified in Fig. 3(h). We have extracted the shape
of the band that crosses the Fermi level at ∼0.13 Å−1

and compared it with the shape of the outermost band
in Fig. 3(a). The results are shown in Fig. 3(g). These
two band dispersions match each other reasonably well,
which again demonstrates that the bands theX-point are
the result of band folding. The small difference between
bulk bands in Fig. 3(a, h) can be explained by the kz
dispersion of this bulk band (kz component also depends
on the angle of emission).

To analyze the evolution of the electronic structure
near the X-point with temperature, we measured a series
of spectra through the X-point at several temperatures
below and above TN . Five of these spectra are shown in
Fig. 4(a). All spectra measured in the AFM state have
the same set of bands. These bands do not change their
shape or location with temperature. This can be bet-
ter seen in Fig. 4(b), which demonstrates EDCs taken
through the band center. The peak which corresponds
to the Dirac point does not sift with temperature. How-
ever, the intensity of all bands at these spectra tends to
decrease with increasing temperature, and all of them

disappear above TN in the PM state. In Fig. 4(c), we
plot a temperature dependence of the area under the
EDC peak after subtracting the area above TN . This
plot demonstrates that the intensity of the bands folded
to the area near the X-point follows the AFM order pa-
rameter.

The folding of the bands from the center of the BZ
to the region near the X-point is predicted by the DFT
calculations for the case of AFM-II-A order [Fig. 2(d)]
agrees with our experimental results. Based on our data,
we can exclude the scenario of AFM-II-B ordering. In
this case, the folding of the bands from the M -point to
the center of the BZ is expected (Fig. 2(e)). This con-
tradicts our experimental results, which show no changes
at the Γ-point upon AFM transition (see Fig. 1(g-j) and
Fig. 7 in the appendix).

As was already mentioned, the FS of DyBi in the AFM
phase (Fig. 1(f)) is similar to the one of GdBi (Fig. 1(d)).
For further analysis, we show the Spectrum measured
along Γ− Y direction (Fig. 5(a)) and the corresponding
second derivative plot (Fig. 5(b)). This spectrum has the
same set of bands as Fig. 4(a-c), including a cone-like
feature that crosses a more intense hole-like band. The
spectra measured using 21.2 eV photons along Γ − Y
direction in the first and the second BZ are shown in
Fig. 5(c, d), respectively. These spectra are similar to the
spectra measured from GdBi. The separation between
the lower part of the cone and the blob of intensity, which
we associate with the top of the bulk hole-like dispersion,
is more clearly seen in DyBi than in GdBi.

Fig. 5(e, f) demonstrate spectra measured near the X-
point in the AFM and PM state, respectively. In this
experiment, we could not reach the X-point where the
upper and the lower parts of the cone are expected to
touch each other. Nevertheless, in Fig. 5(e), one can see

FIG. 5. Band dispersion of DyBi. (a) and (b) Spectrum mea-
sured along Γ−Y direction at T = 16 K and the corresponding
second derivative plot. (c) and (d) Band dispersion measured
T = 6.6 K through the first and second Γ-point using 21.2 eV
light from He-lamp. (e) and (f) Spectrum measured near the
X-point in AFM and PM state, respectively.
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FIG. 6. Supplementary figure. (a-c) tree projections of a set
of points extracted by fitting 13 spectra measured near the X-
point. The red curve shows the share of the band dispersion
along the X−M cut extracted by fitting this set of points. (d)
correspondence between the experimental data and the results
of the fit. (e) set of points extracted by EDC and MDC fitting
of the spectrum in Fig. 3(a). (f) set of points extracted by
EDC and MDC fitting of the spectra in Fig. 3(e,f).

the upper parts of the cone and broad bulk features that
are absent in the PM phase. This indicates that, in DyBi
the bands from the center of the BZ are folded to the X-
point in the AFM state in the same way as it happens in
GdBi.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Our ARPES measurements demonstrate the emer-
gence of new surface states near the X-point in GdBi
and DyBi upon a transition to AFM phase. These states
are different from those observed in rare-earth monopnic-
tides with AFM-I order (NdSb, NdBi, and CeBi). The
observed additional states are likely the result of the band
folding from the center of the BZ. These states include a
Dirac cone, which was observed in both Γ- and X-points
of the BZ. The electronic structure near the center of the
BZ does not change upon AFM transition. The observed
results are consistent with AFM-II-A ordering in these

materials.
Appendix A: Band shape fitting (X-point)

The measurement of the band structure near the X-
point with the 6.7 eV laser has to be performed at large
take-off angles of the photoelectron: Θ ∼ 71 degrees to
reach the Dirac point. At such angles, the fact that the
ky is not equal in all parts of the spectrum cannot be
neglected. Thus, in order to extract the shape of the
bands along a straight cut at a constant value of ky, we
need to compile data from several closely located cuts.

The shape of the Dirac cone near the X-point was ex-
tracted by fitting 13 spectra measured at angles from
51 to 75 degrees. The set of points expected by fit-
ting MDC peaks is shown in Fig. 6(a-c). In the next
step, we fit this set of points with the following func-
tion: E = E0 + A1R + A2R + A3R

3, where R =√
(kx − kx0)2 + (ky − ky0)2(1 + Bcos(4Θ)), and Θ =

arctan(kx − kx0)/(ky − ky0)). Here Bcos(4Θ) compo-
nent represents a deviation of the pocket shape from
a perfect circle. The fit gives the following values of
the coefficients: E0 = 245±3; kx0 = 0.6809±0.0001;
ky0 = 0.008±0.0001; A1 = 3.87±0.18; A2 = 5.4±3.4;
A3 = 19±19; B = -0.046±0.011.

Fig. 6(d), which shows a correspondence between the
experimental data and the results of the fit, and the col-
ors in Fig. 6(c), which show a difference between the
experimental data and the results of the fit for different
parts of the band, indicate good quality of the fit. If
we extend the function, which describes the band shape,
to the lower cone by changing the sign of effective ra-
dius, the result would also match the experimental data
in that energy range (see red markers in Fig. 6(d)). The
fit coefficients for non-linear components of the fit (A2R

2

and A3R
3) are comparable to the fit error. Also, these

components are insignificant, which can be visually seen
from the shape of the red curve in Fig. 6(b), which repre-
sents the results of the fit at kx = kx0. All this indicates
that the observed band is indeed a Dirac cone.

Appendix B: Band shape fitting (Γ-point)

In Fig. 6(e, f), we demonstrate the intermediate steps
of extracting the shape of the bands in Fig. 2(a,d, e). The
markers at kx ̸= 0 represent the results of fitting MDC
peaks, and the markers kx = 0 represent the results of
fitting EDC peaks. The lines represent the results of
fitting these points. The resulting shape of the upper
band from the spectrum measured with the laser was
fitted with a line, and the shape of the lower band was
fitted with a polynomial of degree four. The shape of the
band from the spectra measured with the He-lamp was
fitted with a line.
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FIG. 7. GdBi temperature dependence: additional data. (a) Spectra measured along Γ− Y direction using 21.2 eV light (top)
and corresponding second derivative plots (bottom). (b) Spectra measured along Γ− Y direction using 7.0 eV light.
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