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Abstract

We use high resolution angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) and density func-

tional theory (DFT) to investigate the electronic structure of trigonal phase PtBi2 (t-PtBi2), a

proposed Weyl semimetal that is expected to exhibit topological Fermi Arcs. Our ARPES data

elucidates the topography of these objects and confirms their Fermi arc character. The arcs are

formed by surface bands that have fairly flat bottom located very close to the chemical poten-

tial ∼ 6-8 meV, before they merge with bulk bands at higher binding energy. Comparison of the

ARPES data with DFT calculations shows good agreement about their location and topography.

Data acquired at low temperatures does not show any signatures of superconductivity down to

3 K in terms of expected changes in dispersion due to formation of Bogoliubov quasiparticles or

superconducting gap in form of reliable shifts of peaks in energy distribution curves.
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I. INTRODUCTION

PtBi2 attracted significant attention because it was proposed to host topological states. It

is a polymorphic material, which in its cubic phase is a Dirac semimetal, that transforms

to type-I Weyl state in its trigonal phase due to breaking of the inversion symmetry [1, 2].

More recently, there was a claim that the Fermi arcs present in the trigonal phase (t-

PtBi2) became superconducting below ∼ 10 K [3–5]. The superconducting surface state has

been also reported by scanning tunneling microscopy with inhomogeneous superconducting

gap ranging from 0-20 meV [6]. Signatures of the superconducting surface state were first

reported by angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) measurements [3].

Thus far, most of the focus on t-PtBi2 has been on the superconducting Fermi arcs,

with less focus being placed on the actual topography of the bands giving rise to the arcs.

Historically, the observation of Fermi arcs served as confirmation of a Weyl semimetal.

Though it has been shown now that non-Weyl semimetals may exhibit Fermi arcs, such

as in cuparates and rare-earth monopnictides [7–11]. In the past, the investigation of such

states was complicated by very close proximity of other trivial bands such in TaAs, TaP,

NbAs, and NbP [12–16]. The Fermi arcs in t-PtBi2 are well separated from other bands, so

this material presents an ideal opportunity to study their topography. Previous studies of

this material relied mostly on the DFT calculation and data showed only streaks of intensity

at the expected locations of the arcs, which were not sufficient to study their dispersion nor

demonstrate that they are indeed open contours in momentum space. We also demonstrate

the absence of changes in the electronic properties that would indicate presence of features

expected in the superconducting state. Our results point to the fact that superconductivity

is not a universal feature in this material and further studies are necessary to identify the

additional conditions necessary for its appearance if indeed present.

II. METHODS

Single crystals of the hP9/P-3, metastable phase of PtBi2 were grown in a manner similar

to that used to grow metastable, triclinic, RhBi2 [17]. Elemental Bi and Pt were combined

in a Bi80Pt20 ratio and placed in a fritted, alumina crucible set (sold as Canfield Crucible
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Set or CCS) [18, 19]. The CCS was sealed into an amorphous silica tube and placed into

a box furnace [20]. The ampoule was then heated to 1000 °C over 5 hours, held at 1000

°C for 5 hours, cooled to 700 °C over 4 hours and then slowly cooled to 440 °C over 146

hours. At 440 °C, above the reported 420 °C transformation temperature to the cP12/Pa-3

phase of PtBi2 [ASM phase diagram 979935 for Bi-Pt binary phase diagram], the ampoule

was removed from the furnace and the excess, Bi-rich solution was decanted [20]. Once the

ampoule cooled to room temperature it was opened and large, cleanly faceted plates (see

inset to Fig. 1 (b)) of hP9/P-3 PtBi2 were revealed. X-ray diffraction measurements taken

along [001] direction, shown in Fig. 1 (b), made on ground single crystals confirmed the

correct, high temperature phase and further illustrated the stability of the phase at room

temperature.

The ARPES measurements were performed by cleaving t-PtBi2 in situ at base pressure

lower than 5 × 10−11 Torr. The 330 K and 360 K data were measured from the same sample

which was cleaved at 330 K. The low temperature data were measured on samples that were

cleaved at 4 K. A Scienta DA30 analyzer was used, in conjunction with a tunable, picosecond

Ti:Sapphire laser and fourth harmonic generator [21]. A second fixed wavelength laser was

used, with second harmonic generator, and Scienta DA30 analyzer. The laser photon energies

were 6.7 eV and 7 eV for Ti:Sapphire and fixed wavelength lasers, respectively. The chemical

potential was determined by measuring a Cu sample that was in electrical contact with the

t-PtBi2, and fitting a Fermi function to the data. A He discharge lamp and Scienta R8000

were used to obtain wider momentum space Fermi surface maps, at a photon energy of

21.2 eV. Energy resolution was set at 1 meV and 2 meV for laser and He discharge lamp,

respectively. Peak positions were extracted by fitting Lorentzians to energy distribution

curve (EDC) data.

Band structure of trigonal PtBi2 in space group P31m (157) with spin-orbit coupling

(SOC) in density functional theory (DFT) have been calculated with PBE exchange-

correlation functional, a plane-wave basis set and projected augmented wave method as

implemented in VASP [22–27]. The experimental lattice parameters of a = 6.5730 Å and

c = 6.1665 Å have been used in the DFT calculations [28]. A Monkhorst-Pack (8×8×8)

k-point mesh with a Gaussian smearing of 0.05 eV including the Γ point and a kinetic energy

cutoff of 230.3 eV have been used [29]. A tight-binding model based on maximally localized

Wannier functions is constructed to reproduce closely the bulk band structure including
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SOC in the range of EF ± 1 eV with Pt sd and Bi p orbitals [30–32]. The surface spectral

functions of the semi-infinite surface have been calculated with the surface Green’s function

methods as implemented in WannierTools [33–35].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The trigonal phase of PtBi2 cleaves between two Bi layers, shown in Fig. 1 (a), resulting

in two different surface terminations. Termination A is composed of Bi atoms in a buckled

formation shown above the line in Fig. 1 (a), and termination B, has Bi atoms in a flat

formation, shown below the line. Electronic structures of both terminations were studied

previously by DFT and ARPES [3], here we focus our attention on termination A, which

the previous study found to have higher Tc of ∼14 K. In order to select desired termination,

samples were split in half and mounted with the opposing sides facing up. We then compared

measured Fermi surface with DFT calculations as shown in Fig. 1 (c). The most apparent

similarity is a large circular pocket centered around Γ. Closer inspection reveals smaller

similarities, extending even to the second Brillouin zone. The trigonal nature of t-PtBi2 is

more apparent in the ARPES data than the DFT calculations. Inspection of the ARPES

Fermi surface map shows a clear three-fold symmetry, while DFT calculations appear to

have a six-fold symmetry at first sight. Even with this difference, the ARPES data and

DFT calculations are in good agreement. In Fig. 1 (e) we can see in the ARPES data a

Dirac like dispersion with a crossing around 0.12 eV below the Fermi level. The ARPES data

shown in Fig. 1 (f) has no apparent bands near the center of the zone, but along the edges

shows some sharper features. In the final cut shown in Fig. 1 (g) some broad bands are in

the center of the cut, with some sharper bands around 0.25 1/Å. The features discussed in

the ARPES data are all present in the DFT calculations. In Fig. 2 (g) ARPES data shows a

sharp band crossing around 0.9 eV, this cut matches the cut shown in Fig. 1 (f), but shows

a wider energy range. The DFT calculation shown in Fig. 2 (h) shows a matching band

crossing to the one in the ARPES data. This sharp band crossing was absent from DFT

calculations for termination B. From these comparisons, the ARPES data demonstrates

good agreement with the DFT calculations. One final thing of note in Fig. 1 (e)-(g) is the

appearance of what we later show to be Fermi arcs. They can be seen in the ARPES data

just below the Fermi level in all three cuts. From the comparison between the ARPES data
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and DFT calculations, we conclude the ARPES data corresponds to termination A.

To investigate the topography of the Fermi arcs we use high resolution data measured

using fixed wavelength and tunable laser spectrometer. In Fig. 2 (c) we show a high resolu-

tion intensity map at the chemical potential measured using a photon energy of 7 eV. This

map shows two Fermi sheet contours, both of which have a horseshoe like shape, although

it is not possible to conclude whether or not they are open or closed (i.e. are Fermi arcs

vs Fermi pockets). In order to establish the location of the map shown in Fig. 2 (c), we

compared the ARPES data taken at 21.2 eV with DFT calculations. The location of the

data in Fig. 2 (c) is shown by the white box in Fig. 2 (a). This was concluded by comparing

energy dispersion cuts (d)-(f). In all three cuts, a band is centered around a binding energy

of 0.65 eV and a second one is centered around a binding energy of 0.9 eV. The key features

present in both data sets allow us to conclude that they are from the same termination (A)

and location and, agree with DFT calculations. While there are some differences between

the two data sets, this is to be expected as previous ARPES data on t-PtBi2 shows strong

photon energy dependence [3]. In Fig. 2 (d) the arcs appear very faintly, but can be seen

near the Fermi level.

The key question that needs to be addressed is whether or not the Fermi arcs predicted

by calculations are indeed disconnected contours in momentum space or are they closed

Fermi pockets in real data. We are referring to the objects shown explicitly in Fig. 2 (c).

Previous ARPES data from NbAs demonstrated that that such objects may appear closed,

but are actually open Fermi arcs upon careful examination [15]. This may occur when the

splitting of Weyl points is small and they are located close together in momentum space. It

may also be due to the localization of the Fermi arcs near the Fermi level. In ARPES data,

this localization may cause a convolution of the Fermi arc with the Fermi function which

leads to the appearance of a band crossing, where there is none. We examine this situation

for t-PtBi2 in more detail in Fig. 3 (a), where we plot ARPES intensity map enclosing two

of the suspected Fermi arcs. The band dispersion plot along the red dashed line cutting

through the Fermi arc, is shown in Fig. 3 (b). This plot demonstrates that the left side of

the band clearly crosses the chemical potential near k// = 0.4 (1/Å), while the right side

has no apparent crossing and the band loses intensity before crossing the chemical potential.

The ultimate proof for absence of crossing on the right side is provided by examining the

EDCs shown in Fig. 3 (c). The black EDC obtained at the maximum of intensity at the
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chemical potential on the left side shows a peak located very close to zero energy, with

the leading edge crossing it well above the half-way point. This is the expected shape and

location of an EDC peak at the Fermi crossing. The red EDC, measured the same way

on the right side the the band, shows a peak that is located at higher binding energy with

the leading edge shifted by several meV’s from the black curve. This demonstrates that

the right side of the band does not cross the Fermi level, and instead it loses intensity by

merging with the bulk band. This is as expected due to the properties of bands that form

Fermi arcs. This suggests that the contours shown in Fig. 3 (a) are indeed Fermi arcs, and

provides experimental evidence that t-PtBi2 is indeed a Weyl semimetal.

Extensive mapping of the Fermi arcs is shown in Fig. 4. The ARPES dispersion data,

shown in Fig. 4 (c)-(j), are plotted along horizontal cuts through the red rectangle indicated

on the Fermi map in Fig. 4 (a). At the top cut, Fig. 4 (c), the bottom of the band the gives

rise the Fermi arc is at its lowest binding energy i.e. it is closest to the Fermi level and the

band crosses the Fermi level on both sides. As we move further down the highlighted region,

the bottom of this band shifts to slightly higher binding energy and at the same time the

band no longer crosses the Fermi level on the right side, instead its intensity vanishes along

the horizontal direction. Eventually both sides of the band lose intensity before reaching

the Fermi level, as evident from data in panels (h-j). This behavior is also illustrated by

EDCs shown in Fig. 4 (b). The black curve is measured at dashed line indicated in panel

(c) and shows clear crossing of the band as the Fermi level is well above half intensity of the

leading edge. In contrast, the EDC measured along the red dashed line in (j) has a peak

located ∼ 7 meV below the Fermi energy, demonstrating the lack of Fermi crossing. This is

further confirmation that these pockets are indeed Fermi arcs, that is, the intensity contour

in panel (a) has a crossing on upper left side and does not have crossing on the lower right

side. The energy dispersions in Fig. 4 (c)-(j) also show that the band giving rise to the Fermi

arcs are very shallow, only ∼ 10 meV below the Fermi level. This energy scale can present

challenges in observing potential energy gaps due to superconductivity.

The electronic structure of trigonal PtBi2 has many interesting spectral features including

recent reports of observation of superconducting gap at the Fermi arcs [3, 4]. The reported

superconducting gap was present only in the surface states, and was not observed in the bulk

bands. Theoretical understanding of such gap is still lacking. Some proposals suggest that

inversion symmetry breaking, coexistence of spin singlet and triplet pairing may be respon-
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sible for the surface superconductivity reported experimentally [4]. The superconducting

transition temperature is reported to be different for termination A and termination B. For

one termination TcA = 14 K and for the other termination TcB = 8 K [3]. We attempted

to reproduce these results for termination A by performing detailed temperature dependent

ARPES measurements of the Fermi arcs down to 3 K. We summarize our results in Fig. 5.

Panels (a-c) show ARPES intensity maps measured at 3 K, 11 K and 19 K, respectively. We

note that there are no observable changes in the data between different temperatures from

above to below expected Tc. There is no characteristic back bending near Fermi crossing

due to formation of Bogoliubov quasi-particles, nor any other observable changes that would

indicate transition to the superconducting state and formation of a gap. We also note that

the intensity is very high close to the band minimum, and becomes significantly weaker as

the band crosses the chemical potential.

In Fig. 5 (d)-(f) we show EDCs plotted at momenta indicated by dashed lines in panels

(a)-(c) that correspond to (1) the band crossing i.e. Fermi momentum, (2) the band local

minimum, and (3) part of the band on the opposite side to the band contour from the

arc where band loses intensity without crossing the Fermi momentum. These EDCs were

normalized to the peak intensity for easier comparison of the location of the leading edge.

The band local minimum at this cut is located ∼7 meV below the chemical potential. The

use of tunable laser in our measurements as well as previous reports poses a two fold challenge

for the measurement of precise energy of the spectral features [3]. First, tunable Ti:sapphire

lasers have inherent wavelength temperature instability and very small changes in wavelength

result is meV scale shifts in photon energy and therefore determination of the chemical

potential. Second, due to space charge effects caused by repulsion between photoelectrons

within the bunch, and small changes of beam intensity common for Ti:Sapphire and fixed

wavelength lasers, result in substantial shifts in photoelectron energies, and thus again in

determination of the chemical potential [36]. Even with use of 3 ps pulses in our case, shifts

of order of meV are common. To combat this we used frequent measurements of the chemical

potential reference and tried to perform measurements within a short period of time. Even

then, the data set measured at the lowest temperature was shifted by ∼1 meV above the

chemical potential - in a direction opposite to what is expected if the superconducting gap

is present. We took these variations into account by using the EDC 2 as a reference. Since

the local band minimum is below the chemical potential, it is not substantially affected
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by temperature changes within the very limited temperature range of these measurements

and provides intrinsic reference for the chemical potential that is self compensating for any

experimental shifts due to variation of laser wavelength or space charge effects. After such

corrections, the EDC at the Fermi momentum remains unchanged in our experiment down

to the lowest accessible temperature of 3 K, as shown in Fig. 5 (g). Close inspection of EDCs

on multiple samples lead us to conclude that all the data from our samples does not show

any evidence of a superconducting gap. The band clearly crosses the chemical potential

at each temperature shown, indicating absence of an energy gap. This was verified using

several samples.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we presented high resolution ARPES data and DFT calculations for type-I

Weyl semimetal t-PtBi2 exploring the properties of topologically protected surface states.

The ARPES data agrees quite well with the DFT calculations, and allowed us to conclude

that we were examining the buckled Bi surface A termination. Careful analysis of the ARPES

data allowed us to demonstrate that the seemingly closed pockets of intensity are actually

real Fermi arcs, and are disconnected contours in momentum space. This was evident from

the fact that the band giving rise to these contours crossed the chemical potential only

on one side and lost intensity on the opposite side, merging with the bulk band. These

conclusions were verified also by examination of EDCs at several points of the contours.

Finally we investigated the Fermi arcs for the presence of a superconducting gap. We found

no evidence for presence of Bogoliubov quasiparticles, changes in band dispersion, energy

shifts of EDC peaks or leading edge that would indicate the formation of a superconducting

gap. Based on this we can conclude that Fermi arcs in our samples are not superconducting

down to 3 K.
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FIG. 1. Density functional theory calculations and ARPES data from t-PtBi2 samples. (a) Crystal

structure of t-PtBi2, solid line indicates cleaving plane. (b) Photograph of t-PtBi2 sample on

mm grid paper. (c) Fermi surface comparison for termination A between ARPES (top) and DFT

(bottom), ARPES data is integrated within 10 meV of the Fermi level and taken at 7 K. (d)

XRD intensity showing observed points as plus sign (+) and expected peak locations for t-PtBi2

as a vertical bar (|), taken along [001] direction. (e)-(g) ARPES (left) and DFT (right) energy

dispersions along the lines indicated in panel (b).
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