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The half-Heusler compound GdBiPt orders antiferromagnetically around TN = 8.5 K which implies
breaking the time reversal symmetry as well as the translational symmetry. This combination pre-
serves the global symmetry. Here, we used rotational anisotropy of second harmonic generation (SHG)
to study the symmetry changes associated with this phase transition. GdBiPt crystallizes in the space
group F43m, which does not change through the phase transition. From powder neutron diffraction,
the proposed magnetic point group for the magnetic unit cell is 3m. We carried out a symmetry analysis
of the SHG patterns. Above TN, the SHG data shows a C2 symmetry which excludes the point group
43m, as well as the 3m point group which represents a [111] facet of the sample. Thus, we considered
the point groups 2 and m, but we have to reject the first one as the associated tensor elements poorly
represent the angular dependence SHG. Finally, a superposition consisting of the point groups 3m and
m fit the data correctly. Below TN, we had to add a third contribution associated with magnetic points
group m′ in order to properly describe the SHG signal. The SHG intensity is linearly proportional to
the antiferromagnetic order parameter. This allows us to determine TN = 9.61±0.48 K and a critical
exponent β= 0.346±0.017, which are in agreement with the values found in the literature.

Weyl semimetals represent a fascinating frontier in
quantum materials research, where the interplay of
strong electronic correlations, spin-orbit coupling, and
space-group symmetry gives rise to novel topological
states of matter. These materials offer a unique plat-
form for exploring fundamental physics and hold promise
for groundbreaking applications in quantum-driven spin-
tronics and quantum computing [1]. Here we study
GdBiPt which is a half Heusler compound proposed to be
a Weyl semi-metal.

Heusler compounds are magnetic intermetallics with
a face-centered cubic structure, with the XYZ (half-
Heuslers) or X2YZ (full Heuslers) composition. In these
compounds, X and Y are transition metals, while Z is a p-
block element. Many Heusler compounds display proper-
ties critical to spintronics, including magnetoresistance,
variations in the Hall effect, as well as ferro-, and anti-
ferromagnetism [2]. Some also exhibit superconductiv-
ity and topologically non-trivial band structures [1, 3].
Their magnetism is driven by a double exchange mecha-
nism between neighboring magnetic ions, often involving
ions in different oxidation states. The discovery of three-
dimensional topological states in compounds like Bi2Se3
which presents an insulating gap in the crystal volume
but topologically protected conductive states on the sur-
faces or edges have opened the way for new research in
the physics of condensed matter. However, Heusler and
half-Heusler compounds have the potential to be topolog-
ical insulators with tunable electronic properties.

The GdBiPt crystal structure has the space group
F43m (#216). This structure consists of four interpen-
etrating f cc lattices shifted by [ 1

4 , 1
4 , 1

4 ], three of them
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occupied by a different element while the fourth forms
an ordered vacancy, and, more importantly, leads to the
loss of the inversion symmetry. This gives rise to strong-
spin orbit coupling, so that the spin-degeneracy of the
band structure is lifted. GdBiPt first raise to prominence
was when Mong et al., [4] proposed that GdBiPt may be
the first antiferromagnetic (AFM) topological insulator,
where both time reversal symmetry Θ and lattice trans-
lational symmetry T1/2 are broken. However, the product
S = ΘT1/2 is preserved. This distinguishes Heusler com-
pounds from ordinary topological insulators.

The massless chiral (Weyl) fermions in a Weyl semimet-
als are expected to have a non-trivial energy dispersion.
As a consequence, Weyl fermions have been predicted to
present the chiral or Adler–Bell–Jackiw anomaly, a chi-
rality imbalance in the presence of parallel magnetic,
and electric fields, leading to a large negative longitu-
dinal magnetoresistance (LMR) [5]. Such a LMR was
found in GdBiPt together with the field-steering proper-
ties specific to the chiral anomaly [6]. Furthermore, the
chiral anomaly also induced strong suppression of the
thermopower [6]. GdBiPt shows an anomalous Hall an-
gle, which is significantly larger than the ones normally
observed in antiferromagnets. It is comparable in size
to the largest observed in bulk ferromagnets. Neutron
diffraction experiments [7], and electronic structure cal-
culations lead to the suggestion that this effect originates
from Weyl points in the bandstructure [8]. A follow-up
study reported that the electrical and thermal magneto-
transport in GdPtBi cannot be solely explained by Weyl
physics [9]. They reported that it they are strongly influ-
enced by the interaction of the itinerant charge carriers
and phonons with localized magnetic Gd ions, as well as
paramagnetic impurities [9].

The development of Weyl points in the electronic struc-
ture of a material depends on the symmetry of the un-
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derlying crystal structure. The rotational anisotropy of
the second harmonic generation (RA-SHG) is a nonlin-
ear optical technique that is exquisitely sensitive to sym-
metry changes in the electronic system. It has been
used to detect subtle distortion in the crystal structure of
Sr2IrO4, which arises from a staggered tetragonal distor-
tion of the oxygen octahedra [10]. In the high temperature
superconductor YBa2Cu3Oy RA-SHG showed that below
the pseudo-gap temperature T⋆ the spatial inversion and
two-fold rotational symmetries are broken, while mirror
symmetries perpendicular to the Cu-O plane are absent
at all temperatures [11]. RA-SHG is also able to detect
the presence of an electronic nematic, such as observed
in the spin-orbit coupled superconductor Cd2Re2O7 [12].
In topological insulators, RA-SHG was used to study the
tunable surface electrons [13, 14].

In antiferromagnets, RA-SHG was used to study the
phase transition due to its sensitivity to symmetry
changes, particularly the time-reversal symmetry [15–
19]. In centrosymmetric materials, SHG is forbidden in
the electric dipole approximation unless the symmetry is
broken. Below the Néel temperature TN, the AFM order
breaks the time-reversal symmetry, enabling SHG to de-
tect a new response associated with the magnetic order,
which is absent in the paramagnetic phase. The SHG in-
tensity is often proportional to the odd powers of the AFM
order parameter, making it a reliable method for tracking
the evolution of magnetic ordering as the system transi-
tions through TN. In this investigation, we explore the ro-
tational anisotropy of SHG (RA-SHG) in GdBiPt to char-
acterize the AFM phase transition and to precisely define
the associated order parameter.

To analyze the RA-SHG we need an understanding on
how susceptibility tensors come about. In general, suscep-
tibility tensors have intrinsic symmetries that together
form the point group that characterize the physical prop-
erties of the medium. This postulate, known as Neu-
mann’s principle, is fundamental in the study of systems
showing broken symmetries. We can express the invari-
ance of the symmetry operations on the susceptibility ten-
sors according to,

χ(2)
αβ1β2

= ∑
ab1b2

RαaRβ1b1 Rβ2b2χ
(2)
ab1b2

, (1)

Figure 1 shows the temperature-dependent evolution of
RA-SHG pattern in GdBiPt for four different polarization
geometries near TN. The labelling is defined by the po-
larization of the two incident ω photons followed by the
polarization of the measured 2ω photon (SSS, SSP, PPS
and PPP). Above TN, the experimental data reveal a con-
stant two-lobe anisotropy. This suggests that the point
group 43m has too high a symmetry to account for the
observed data, as it would result in six-lobe patterns.
The subgroups of 43m, in descending order of symme-
try, include 23, 42m, 3m, 4, mm2, 222, 3, 2, m, and 1.
All these subgroups are non-centrosymmetric and permit
SHG through electric dipole emission. Notably, the point
groups 23 and 42m belong to cubic and tetragonal crystal

(a) SSS

(b) SSP

(c) PPS

(d) PPP

FIG. 1. | Anisotropy patterns of the SHG of GdBiPt be-
tween 12K and 5K . Evolution of the anisotropy patterns of
the different polarization contributions between 12K and 5K of
GdBiPt. Fitting curves representing the coherent superposition
of electric dipole emissions, 3m(i), m(i) and m′(c) are presented
on top of some of the experimental data.

systems, respectively, which do not align with the atomic
structure of GdBiPt along the [1 1 1] direction. However,
the point group 3m, which is trigonal, provides a more
plausible explanation for the observed anisotropy in our
data.

According to [20, 21] and with the help of the generat-
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

FIG. 2. | Coherent superposition of the three electric dipolar contributions of the SHG intensity of GdBiPt. Each lines
represent different polarization geometries: (a) SSS, (b) SSP, (c) PPS and (d) PPP. Both first columns illustrate the emission of the
type-i tensors of the groups of points 3m and m, unlike the type-c tensor of the group of points m′ allowed below TN in the third
column. The curves respectively show |χED(i):3m|2, |χED(i):m|2 and |χED(c):m′ |2. Here, we omit the cross terms from the equation 2.
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ing matrices in equation 1, the rank three polar tensor
associated with the crystallographic electric dipole emis-
sion of the volume contains non-zero independent ele-
ments (xxy = xyx = yxx = −yyy, xxz = xzx = yyz = yzy,
zxx = zyy, zzz). The transformed matrix χED:3m

αβ1β2
in the

coordinate system of the experiment, used to derive the
intensity of the anisotropy of SHG as a function of φ, gives
rise to an intensity evolution ∝ cos3φ for the SSS emis-
sion. Thus, we would expect a six-lobe pattern of equal
amplitude. This is obviously not what is observed. Fur-
thermore, no transformation which would include a reori-
entation of the illuminated face makes it possible to ob-
tain the measured C2 symmetry [22]. At the same time,
the anisotropy patterns do not show perfect C2 symmetry
either. We see that there is always an asymmetry with
respect to an axis parallel to the lobes. Nevertheless, the
point groups 2 or m could be good candidates to describe
the anisotropy.

The modified tensors that account for the anisotropy of
the point groups 2 and m are quite similar. To distinguish
between them, a detailed analysis of the tensor elements
is necessary, particularly focusing on the PPP contribu-
tion, which includes the largest number of terms. In this
analysis, we observe that the PPP contribution for point
group 2 contains a term proportional to cos2φ, which does
not seem relevant here. Specifically, the corresponding fit-
ting coefficient becomes zero when attempting to match
the data to the expected curve for point group 2. How-
ever, this term is absent in the PPP contribution from
point group m. Therefore, we favor point group m over
2. The non-zero independent elements for point group
m are (xxx, xxz = xzx, xyy, xzz, yxy = yyx, yyz = yzy,
zxx, zxz = zzx, zyy, zzz). Based on these theoretical pre-
dictions, we can attempt to reconstruct the experimental
data. By considering the anisotropy associated with point
group m alone, clear differences emerge between the ex-
perimental data and the theoretical curves. The theoret-
ical curves exhibit mirror-plane symmetry, whereas our
experimental data do not fully align with this symme-
try. Although point group m seems appropriate overall,
the asymmetry of the lobes is not well captured by this
group alone. Contributions from electric quadrupole or
magnetic dipole terms are not considered, given their low
intensities. Therefore, an additional component must be
introduced to the electric dipole emission from the point
group m. Through interference, this second component
would account for the observed asymmetry.

It turns out that point group 3m provides the miss-
ing element needed to reconcile the differences. The sec-
ond column of figure 1 illustrates the theoretical coher-
ent superposition of electric dipole emissions from point
groups 3m and m across all polarization geometries above
TN. By comparing the amplitudes of the respective ten-
sor elements, we find that the contribution from the point
group 3m (on the order of 10−5) is at least an order of
magnitude smaller than that from point group m (on the
order of 10−4). However, constructive interference am-
plifies its effect, significantly modifying the theoretical

curves. Finally, the small contribution from point group
3m is consistent with our Laue backscattering pattern.
The laser interaction region has a relatively low hexago-
nal structure factor, along with multiple reconstructions
and/or crystal domains, resulting in SHG emission pre-
dominantly described by point group m.

In the following, we are going to look at the RA-SHG
signal below TN. The literature suggests that in GdBiPt
two types of AFM structures are possible below TN [23].
Type-A involves a spin ordering on Gd atoms, similar to
the magnetic structure of CeBiPt [24], where ferromag-
netic planes are aligned antiferromagnetically along the
(100) direction. In contrast, Type-G consists of ferromag-
netic planes aligned perpendicular to the (111) direction.
Both structures lower the crystal symmetry due to their
spin ordering. Type-A corresponds to the magnetic space
group P42m, while Type-G is characterized by the mag-
netic space group R3m. As the crystallographic symme-
try obtained above TN is mainly governed by the group of
points m, and there is no structural transition reported
below TN in the literature, we also consider a magnetic
point group m′ to describe observable symmetry changes.
The non-zero independent elements for magnetic point
group m′ are (xxy = xyx, xyz = xzy, yxx, yxz = yzx, yyy,
yzz, zxy = zyx, zyz = zzy). Therefore, this magnetic
contribution can be added to the coherent superposition
above TN and we found that it properly describe the new
symmetries appearing in the AFM phase.

To recap, the electric dipolar SHG in magnetically or-
dered crystals must contain a time-invariant term (i-type)
which is sensitive to the spinless crystallographic lattice
and a second non-time-invariant term (c-type) which is
sensitive to the lattice of spin. In other words, the mag-
netic structure interferes with the crystallographic emis-
sion, constituting the total SHG signal [25]. For mate-
rials with magnetic order, the relationship between the
fundamental electric fields, incident on the sample, and
the nonlinear polarization induced in the electric dipole
approximation is given by the equation 3 which expresses
the intensity of SHG. Subsequent to the results presented
in the previous subsection, the expression for the in-
duced polarization is formed from the three contributions,
χED(i):3m
αβ1β2

, χED(i):m
αβ1β2

and χED(c):m′
αβ1β2

,

P (2ω)
α (κ; z)≡P (2ω)

α (r)e−2iκ·R

= ∑
β1β2

[
χED(i):3m
αβ1β2

+χED(i):m
αβ1β2

+χED(c):m′
αβ1β2

]
×Eβ1 (r)Eβ2 (r)e−2iκ·R.

(2)

Thus, the polar, time-invariant tensors χED(i):3m
αβ1β2

and

χED(i):m
αβ1β2

represent the temperature-independent crystal-
lographic properties of GdBiPt, indicating that no struc-
tural transition occurs. In contrast, the time-reversal
symmetry-dependent polar tensor χED(c):m′

αβ1β2
corresponds

to the magnetic ordering and is associated with the mag-
netic space group m′. While the sum in equation 2 can-
not be decomposed to individually show the three emis-
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sions due to cross-term contributions, figure 2 illustrates
|χED(i):3m|2, |χED(i):m|2, and |χED(c):m′ |2 for all four polar-
ization geometries. The evolution of |χED(c):m′ |2 with tem-
perature is visible, while the other two components re-
main unchanged above TN . Another important observa-
tion is that we expect the SSS and PPS patterns to be ori-
ented perpendicular to each other, which is approximately
the case for |χED(i):3m|2, |χED(i):m|2, and |χED(c):m′ |2. The
same holds for the SSP and PPP patterns. Finally, there
is a notable phase shift of approximately π/2 between the
intensities |χED(i):m|2 and |χED(c):m′ |2, consistent with the
phase difference between type-i and type-c tensors, as
shown for multipolar contributions in the article [26].

The AFM transition in GdBiPt is a second-order phase
transition, as indicated by the divergence of the deriva-
tive of magnetic susceptibility. The associated order pa-
rameter, Φ, corresponds to the sublattice magnetization
M, with Φ∝ |T/TN −1|β for T ≤ TN. According to renor-
malization group theory, the critical behavior at a second-
order transition depends on the system’s dimensionality,
the degrees of freedom of the order parameter n, and the
interaction range near the phase transition. For GdBiPt,
a three-dimensional AFM compound of the Heisenberg
type [27], n = 3, and the calculated critical exponent is
β= 0.369 [28]. Since the intensity of the signal is propor-
tional to the square of the order parameter (I2ω ∝ M2),
the scaling relation becomes I2ω ∝ |T/TN −1|2β. An anal-
ysis of the temperature dependence of peak intensity of
the powder neutron diffraction spectrum of GdBiPt [29]
reports TN = 8.52±0.05 K and β= 0.33±0.02.

The order parameter of a system can be studied by
measuring the variation of its susceptibilities as a func-
tion of temperature. A notable example is the investiga-
tion of magnetic phase transitions in the Weyl semimetal
Co3Sn2S2 [26]. In magnetically ordered materials, the
anisotropy of SHG is expected to change below TN be-
cause the magnetic order breaks the time-reversal sym-
metry. In the electric dipole approximation, the relation-
ship between the electric field and the induced nonlinear
polarization is described by the coherent superposition of
two tensors [25]. The first, χED(i), is type-i, which remains
invariant under time-reversal and accounts for the crys-
tallographic contribution. The second, χED(c), is type-c,
which reflects the spin-dependent contribution and only
becomes active below the magnetic ordering temperature
TN. Since this material exhibits finite absorption, both
tensors are complex, leading to interference,

I2ω(φ)∝ ∣∣ê2ω
α

[
χED(i)
αβ1β2

(φ)+χED(c)
αβ1β2

(φ)
]
êωβ1

êωβ2

∣∣2(Iω)2. (3)

It has been observed that χED(c) exists only in the ordered
phase (T ≤ TN), and research shows that the susceptibil-
ity is linearly proportional to the AFM order parameter.
This relationship has been demonstrated, for instance, in
Cr2O3 [30, 31]. In the classical Ginzburg-Landau frame-
work for phase transitions, the terms contributing to the
free energy are determined by the symmetries of both the
order parameter and the crystal lattice. By extending this

FIG. 3. | Antiferromagnetic order parameter of GdBiPt.
In (a), SHG intensity of GdBiPt of the contribution SSS for φ=
35° as a function of temperature. The solid line represents the
equation 5 for which we find the following parameters: TN =
9.61±0.48 K and β= 0.346±0.017. Gray dotted lines illustrate
parameters uncertainty.

standard Ginzburg-Landau approach to include magnetic
properties, a more general formulation of a compound’s
nonlinear magneto-optical behavior can be derived [32].
As shown in [26], the AFM order parameter can be stud-
ied by examining the temperature dependence of the sus-
ceptibility tensor elements χED(c), where type-i and type-
c susceptibility tensors are proportional to the even and
odd powers of the order parameter, respectively. Specif-
ically, χED(i) = c1 and χED(c) = c2|T/TN −1|β, since above
TN there is no sublattice magnetization. Here, c1 and c2
are constants. This allows us to derive the functional form
of the SHG intensity: for T > TN, only type-i tensors con-
tribute, and the intensity follows I2ω

T>TN
∝ (c1)2, while for

T ≤ TN, additional contributions from the type-c tensor
emerge,

I2ω
T≤TN

∝ [
c1 + c2|T/TN −1|β]2

= (c1)2 +2c1c2|T/TN −1|β+ (c2)2|T/TN −1|2β,
(4)

where generally we neglect the last term given that c1 ≫
c2, therefore (c2)2 ≪ c1c2 [26]. It is true that the tensor
elements may be larger for χED(i) than for χED(c). Alterna-
tively, if it’s not the case, we define a normalized version
of the equation 4,

I2ω
T≤TN

I2ω
T>TN

= 1+ 2c2

c1

∣∣T/TN −1
∣∣β+ ( c2

c1

)2∣∣T/TN −1
∣∣2β. (5)

Figure 3 shows the evolution of the SHG intensity nor-
malized by the value at 12 K for the contribution SSS at
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φ = 35°. Despite the few experimental points, the equa-
tion 5 seems to fit well for parameters TN = 9.61±0.48 K
and β= 0.346±0.017. Thus, the Néel temperature found
is not exactly equivalent to that found in the literature,
but looks very good if we include the uncertainty in the
actual temperature of the sample. Indeed, the thermal
conductivity of GdBiPt is of the order of ≈ 10 W/Km for
the temperature range of our experiment. This means
that the sample quickly reaches the cold finger temper-
ature in the cryostat and confirms an uncertainty of a few
kelvins [33]. Moreover, this article reports TN for GdBiPt
much closer to 9 K. As for the order parameter, the ex-
pected value for a three-dimensional AFM compound of
the Heisenberg type [27] is β= 0.369. The numerical un-
certainty therefore places us at the limit of this theoreti-
cal data. Nevertheless, the value of critical exponent we
find is in agreement with the one found by other methods
such as X-ray magnetic resonance [28, 29].

In summary, GdBiPt, a half-Heusler compound, under-
goes an AFM phase transition, breaking time-reversal
and translational symmetry while preserving overall
symmetry. SHG anisotropy studies showed that the C2
symmetry rules out the 43m point group, favoring 3m for
the [111] facet. Analysis of point groups 2 and m led to

the rejection of the 2 group due to its inadequate angu-
lar dependence. An interference combination of the 3m
and m point groups provided the best fit to the anisotropy
above TN. Below TN, the magnetic point group m′ is
required to describe the data, linking SHG intensity to
the AFM order parameter, yielding TN = 9.61± 0.48 K
and β= 0.346±0.017, consistent with literature values of
Heisenberg type AFM. The dipolar emission is described
by a polar tensor χED(c):m′

, which is compatible with mag-
netic order but breaks time-reversal symmetry. While
more data around the AFM transition could fully confirm
the Ginzburg-Landau model, dipolar emission from the
m′ group is expected above the ordering temperature.
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