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Second-harmonic response in magnetic nodal-line semimetal Fe3GeTe2.
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We experimentally investigate second-harmonic transverse voltage response to ac electrical cur-
rent for a magnetic nodal-line semimetal Fe3GeTe2. For zero magnetic field, the observed second-
harmonic voltage depends as a square of the longitudinal current, as it should be expected for
non-linear Hall effect. The magnetic field behavior is found to be sophisticated: while the first-
harmonic response shows the known anomalous Hall hysteresis in FGT, the second-harmonic Hall
voltage is characterized by the pronounced high-field hysteresis and flat (B-independent) region
with curves touching at low fields. The high-field hysteresis strongly depends on the magnetic field
sweep rate, so it reflects some slow relaxation process. For the lowest rates, it is also accomplished
by multiple crossing points. Similar shape of the second-harmonic hysteresis is known for skyrmion
spin textures in non-linear optics. Since skyrmions have been demonstrated for FGT by direct vi-
sualization techniques, we can connect the observed high-field relaxation with deformation of the
skyrmion lattice. Thus, the second-harmonic Hall voltage response can be regarded as a tool to
detect spin textures in transport experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Physics of topological semimetals is a new and grow-
ing field of modern condensed matter research1. Dirac
semimetals are characterized by gapless spectrum, be-
cause of band touching in some distinct points, which
are the special points of Brillouin zone. In Weyl semimet-
als every touching point splits into two Weyl nodes with
opposite chiralities due to the time reversal or inversion
symmetries breaking. Alternatively, if the band touch-
ings occur along some lines in the three-dimensional Bril-
louin zone, the material is known as a topological nodal-
line semimetal1–4. Topologically protected Fermi arc sur-
face states are connecting projections of these nodes on
the surface Brillouin zone, which produces complex spin
textures5–7 on the surface due to the spin-momentum
locking8.
One of the promising candidates for magnetic nodal-

line semimetal9 is a van der Waals ferromagnet Fe3GeTe2
(FGT)10–15. Experimentally, FGT shows large anoma-
lous Hall9,16 and Nernst17 effects, topological Hall ef-
fect18, giant tunneling magnetoresistance19 and Kondo
lattice physics20. Also, the nontrivial topological spin
textures - magnetic skyrmions - have been demon-
strated21,22 in FGT, in addition to the conventional
labyrant domain structure23,24.
FGT magnetization can be investigated by different

techniques, but not all of them are sensitive to the rela-
tively small number of spins at the surface of topological
semimetals. For example, a typical anomalous Hall hys-
teresis loop mostly reflects the bulk magnetization behav-
ior25. On the other hand, the harmonic Hall analysis26–32

is a known transport technique to study spin textures in
different materials. In general, it is a part of a broad
approach, which is known also in nonlinear optics33–36,
where this technique was demonstrated for optical inves-
tigations of skyrmion structures36.
An important example of the harmonic Hall response

in topological materials is the non-linear Hall (NLH)
effect37, which is predicted as a transverse current at
both zero and twice the frequency38–53. NLH effect
has been experimentally demonstrated for monolayer
transitional metal dichalcogenides54,55 and for three-
dimensional Weyl and Dirac semimetals56,57 as a second-
harmonic Hall voltage in zero magnetic field. For FGT,
one can also expect that the harmonic Hall analysis in fi-
nite magnetic fields can be a powerful tool to investigate
spin textures.
Here, we experimentally investigate second-harmonic

transverse voltage response to ac electrical current for a
magnetic nodal-line semimetal Fe3GeTe2. For zero mag-
netic field, the observed second-harmonic transverse volt-
age depends as a square of the longitudinal current, as it
should be expected for non-linear Hall effect. The mag-
netic field behavior is found to be sophisticated for the
magnetic topological semimetal FGT, where spin tex-
tures have a significant effect on the second-harmonic
Hall voltage.

II. SAMPLES AND TECHNIQUE

Fe3GeTe2 was synthesized from elements in evacuated
silica ampule in a two-step process. At the first step,
the load was heated up to 470◦ C at 10 deg/h rate and
the ampule was held at this temperature for 50 h. At
the second step, the temperature was increased up to
970◦ C with the same rate. After 140 h exposure, the
ampule was cooled down to the room temperature at 5
deg/h rate. X-ray diffraction data indicates, that the iron
tellurides FeTe and FeTe2 were also found in the material,
in addition to the expected Fe3GeTe2 compound.
To obtain Fe3GeTe2 single crystals, the synthesized

mixture was sealed in evacuated silica ampule with some
admixture of iodine. The transport reaction was carried
out for 240 h with temperatures 530◦ C and 410◦ C in

http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.13371v2
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FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) X-ray diffraction pattern (Cu
Kα1 radiation, λ = 1.540598 Å), which confirms single-phase
Fe3GeTe2 with P63/mmc (194) space group (a = b = 3.991(1)
Å, c = 16.33(3) Å). (b) Optical image of the Au leads on the
insulating SiO2 substrate. 100 nm thick, 5 µm separated leads
form a circle in the central part with 18 µm diameter. A small
(about 100 µm size and 0.5 µm thick) single-crystal FGT flake
is transferred to the leads, as it is depicted by the arrow. The
ac current is applied between P1 and P4 contacts, while the
transverse (Hall) voltage V xy is measured between the P3 and
P5 potential probes. (c) A large anomalous Hall effect as a
first-harmonic V

xy

1ω hysteresis loop in normal magnetic field,
which confirms the known magnetic properties of FGT18,63.
The arrows indicate the magnetic field sweep directions.

hot and cold zones, respectively. Afterward, the ampule
was quenched in a liquid nitrogen. Water-solvable iron
and tellurium iodides were removed in hot distilled wa-
ter from the obtained Fe3GeTe2 single crystals, so the X-
ray diffraction analysis confirms single-phase Fe3GeTe2
with P63/mmc (194) space group (a = b = 3.991(1) Å,
c = 16.33(3) Å), see Fig. 1(a). The known structure
model58 Fe3GeTe2 is refined with single crystal X-ray
diffraction measurements (Oxford diffraction Gemini-A,
MoKα). The Fe3GeTe2 composition is also verified by
energy-dispersive X-ray spectroscopy.
Despite FGT is ferromagnetic even for two-dimensional

monolayer samples, topological semimetals are essen-
tially three-dimensional objects1. Thus, we have to select
relatively thick (above 0.5 µm) FGT single crystal flakes,
which also ensures sample homogeneity for correct deter-
mination of xx- and xy- voltage responses. Thick flakes
requires special contact preparation technique: the me-
chanically exfoliated flake is transferred on the Au leads
pattern, which is defined on the standard oxidized silicon
substrate by lift-off technique, as depicted in Fig. 1 (b).
The transferred flake is shortly pressed to the leads by
another oxidized silicon substrate, the latter is removed
afterward. This procedure provides transparent FGT-Au
junctions (below 1 Ohm resistance), stable in different
cooling cycles, which has been verified before for a wide
range of materials59–63. As an additional advantage, the
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Zero magnetic field. Typical be-
havior of the transverse second-harmonic voltage component
V

xy

2ω ∼ I2, as it should be expected for the non-linear Hall
effect54–57. The longitudinal second-harmonic voltage V xx

2ω is
one order of magnitude smaller. The data are presented for
two different samples (blue and magenta curves, respectively)
at 4.2 K. For clarity, V xx

2ω (red) is only shown for the sample
with the highest V xy

2ω values (the magenta curve), the bottom
inset demonstrates the square-law ∼ I2 dependence for this
sample. The upper inset shows V

xy

2ω curves for two different
temperatures 4.2 and 1.4 K, there is practically no difference
in this temperature range.

relevant FGT surface with Au contacts (the bottom one)
is protected from any contamination by SiO2 substrate.
We investigate transverse (xy-) first- and second-

harmonic voltage responses by standard four-point lock-
in technique. The ac current is applied between P1 and
P4 contacts in Fig. 1 (b), while the transverse (Hall)
voltage V xy is measured between the P3 and P5 poten-
tial probes. Also, the longitudinal V xx component can
be measured between the P2 and P3. The Curie temper-
ature of bulk FGT crystals18 is about ≈ 220 K, so the
measurements are performed at the liquid helium tem-
peratures. Similar results are obtained for several sam-
ples in different cooling cycles.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

We confirm the correctness of the experimental con-
ditions by demonstrating first-harmonic V

xy

1ω anomalous
Hall hysteresis loop, see Fig. 1 (c). A large anomalous
Hall effect manifests itself as non-zero Hall voltage in zero
magnetic field, which is determined by the bulk magneti-
zation direction. The observed first-harmonic hysteresis
loop well corresponds to the known anomalous Hall effect
in FGT18,63.
In zero external magnetic field, Fig. 2 shows typical

behavior of the non-linear Hall effect54–57 as a quadratic
transverse Hall-like response V xy

2ω to ac excitation current
I for two different samples. The ∼ I2 dependence is di-
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Asymmetric V
xy

2ω (B) magnetic field
dependence, which is qualitatively similar for two different
samples with strongly different V

xy

2ω values ((a) and (b), re-
spectively, for the fixed ac current I = 4.5 mA ). The ex-
pected linear ∼ B field contribution is accomplished by pro-
nounced high-field hysteresis and flat (B-independent) region
with curves touching at low fields, within ±1 T. The hystere-
sis is defined by magnetic field sweep direction, as indicated
by arrows of the same color. The curves are shown for high,
8 mT/s sweep rate for normal orientation of the magnetic
field, at 4.2 K temperature.

rectly demonstrated in the bottom inset to Fig. 2. The
longitudinal second-harmonic voltage V xx

2ω is one order of
magnitude smaller, which confirms well-defined Au leads
geometry and a homogeneous FGT flake. There is no no-
ticeable temperature dependence in the 1.4-4.2 K range,
see the upper inset in Fig. 2, since the FGT spectrum
is well-established much below the ≈ 220 K Curie tem-
perature18. Thus, we observe non-linear Hall effect for
magnetic nodal-line semimetal FGT.

In the magnetic field, Fig. 3 shows asymmetric V xy

2ω (B)
dependences for two opposite field sweep directions. The
linear ∼ B field contribution can be expected68,69 for
the NLH effect signal, which is an origin of V

xy

2ω (B)
asymmetry, as it was experimentally confirmed for non-
magnetic topological semimetals56. However, Fig. 3
shows much more sophisticated behavior for ferromag-
netic FGT flakes. We indeed observe linear field depen-
dence in high magnetic fields, which is accomplished by
pronounced hysteresis and flat (B-independent) region
with curves touching at low fields, within ±1 T. This
V

xy

2ω (B) behavior is qualitatively similar for two different
samples with strongly different V

xy

2ω values in Fig. 3 (a)
and (b).

The hysteresis amplitude depends on the magnetic
field sweep rate, while the hysteresis itself is present even
for the lowest rates, see Fig. 4. We observe pronounced
hysteresis in the V

xy

2ω (B) curves with the magnetic field
sweep direction for high, 8 mT/s sweep rate in Fig. 3,
while it is much smaller for 1 mT/s in Fig. 4, so the
high-field hysteresis reflects some slow relaxation process.
At the lowest sweep rates, multiple crossing points are
also observed, so the details of the hysteresis loop differ

(b)
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FIG. 4. (Color online) V
xy

2ω (B) curves for the lowest, for
1 mT/s sweep rate, (a) and (b) panels are for two samples
from Fig. 3, respectively. The hysteresis amplitude is signifi-
cantly smaller in this case, there are multiple crossing points
for the curves, which usually reflects some inhomogeneous
magnetization process34–36, so the details of the hysteresis
loops differ for two samples. The curves are obtained at 4.2 K
for normal orientation of the magnetic field and the fixed ac
current I = 4.5 mA. Inset shows much more pronounced hys-
teresis for the in-plane magnetic field orientation for the same
(1 mT/s) sweep rate, while the magnetic field dependence it-
self is weaker in this case. Arrows indicate the magnetic field
sweep direction.

for two samples in Fig. 4 (a) and (b). Multiple crossing
points usually reflect inhomogeneous magnetization pro-
cess for spin textures in the sample34–36. Inset to Fig. 4
shows non-linear planar Hall effect64 as the asymmetric
V

xy

2ω (B) behavior for the in-plane magnetic field orien-
tation. Despite the results are qualitatively similar for
two field orientations, the hysteresis is more pronounced
in the parallel field even for the lowest (1 mT/s) sweep
rate, while the magnetic field dependence itself is weaker
for the parallel field.

IV. DISCUSSION

As a result, while the NLH effect could be expected
for Fe3GeTe2 in zero magnetic field, the sophisticated
behavior of V xy

2ω (B) requires consistent explanation.
In principle, second-harmonic hysteresis could also

arise from Joule heating ∼ RI2 of the sample with low
thermoconductance28. On the other hand, sample mag-
netoresistance R(B) is not sensitive to the magnetic field
sign, so any thermoelectric effects should be symmetric
in magnetic field28,56,65,66, in contrast to experimental
asymmetric (odd) magnetic field dependences in Fig. 3.
The hysteresis can not also originate from the experimen-
tal equipment, since we never observed V

xy

2ω (B) hysteresis
for non-magnetic samples in similar experiments56,66.
The hysteresis in Hall voltage V

xy

1ω is known for FGT
flakes in the external magnetic field18,63 as anomalous
Hall effect1. For topological materials, it is usually re-
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garded as the indication of a magnetic topological phase,
as supported, e.g., by the topological-insulator-multilayer
model, so the one-dimensional Chern edge states form
the two-dimensional surface states1. Irrespective of the
particular mechanism, anomalous Hall effect reflects the
bulk magnetization of the ferromagnetic FGT flakes18,63:
V

xy

1ω Hall voltage changes its sign if the bulk magnetiza-
tion is reversed by the external magnetic field. Experi-
mentally, the Hall voltage hysteresis well corresponds to
theM(H) magnetization reversal curves, see, e.g., Ref.25.

These considerations can not be directly applied to the
second-harmonic Hall voltage component, since the non-
linear Hall effect arises from the Berry curvature in mo-
mentum space37. In the simplified picture, an a.c. exci-
tation current generates the effective sample magnetiza-
tion, which leads to the Hall effect in zero external mag-
netic field. Hall voltage is therefore proportional to the
square of the excitation current, so it can be detected as
the second-harmonic transverse voltage component V xy

2ω ,
as we observe in Fig. 2. Another possible contribution to
the non-linear Hall effect is skew scattering with nonmag-
netic impurities in time-reversal-invariant noncentrosym-
metric materials67, but it hardly be applied to the ferro-
magnetic FGT semimetal.

Theoretically predicted V
xy

2ω sensitivity to the exter-
nal magnetic field68,69 indicates, that V xy

2ω should also be
sensitive to the internal bulk FGT magnetization. From
the comparison of Figs. 1 (c) and 3, the internal mag-
netization is dominant within ±1 T, the region of the
V

xy

1ω hysteresis loop, while the linear V xy

2ω (B) ∼ B depen-
dence on the external field appears beyond this region
in Fig. 3. This well describes the flat region in the ex-
perimental V xy

2ω (B) curves, but the high-field hysteresis
seems to have a different origin, because the internal mag-
netization is not sensitive to the magnetic field outside
±1 T, see Fig. 1 (c). On the other hand, similar hysteresis
is known for nonlinear optics, where a second-harmonic
signal is a powerful method to analyze skyrmion spin
textures in magnetic materials34–36. In particular, multi-
ple crossing points reflect inhomogeneous magnetization,
which is a fingerprint of spin textures34–36.

For the FGT semimetal, a high-density lattice of
hexagonally packed skyrmions can be induced by a simple
cooling process21,22. By Bitter decoration technique70,71,
we also confirmed the labyrant domain structure23,24 for
our FGT samples, as well as the hexagonally packed
skyrmions22. Also, the characteristic bow-tie magnetic
hysteresis loops are shown for our FGT samples72, which
are usually ascribed to the skyrmions. Deformation of
the skyrmion lattice can be responsible for the observed
hysteresis with the magnetic field sweep direction. In-
deed, skyrmions appear in magnetic materials due to the
Dzyaloshinsky-Moriya interaction73. The competition
between the perpendicular magnetic anisotropy and mag-
netic dipole-dipole interaction is crucial for skyrmions, so
the spin textures should be sensitive to the external mag-
netic field.

This conclusion is strongly confirmed by the V
xy

2ω (B)

dependence on the field sweep rate in Figs. 3 and 4. At
the lowest rate, multiple crossing points reflect inhomo-
geneous magnetization in the presence of skyrmion struc-
tures in a good correspondence with the known behavior
in optics34–36. The particular skirmion distribution is
obviously different for different samples, so the details of
the shape of the hysteresis loop differs in Fig. 4 (a) and
(b). On the other hand, the curves are very similar for
high sweep rates, where the hysteresis only reflects the
deformation of the skyrmion lattice.

For the in-plane magnetic field, one can also expect
B-like correction to the V

xy

2ω (B) dependence69,74. The
surface spin textures should be sensitive to the direction
of the external magnetic field, so the slow relaxation is
more pronounced in the inset to Fig. 4. The central flat
region is obviously wider (approximately from -1 T to
1 T) for the parallel field orientation in the inset to Fig. 4
(b), in contrast to the -0.5 T to 0.5 T region for normal
field. This difference is consistent with the known mag-
netic anisotropy in FGT, see the data in Ref.63 for our
samples.

This confirms our interpretation, so the second-
harmonic Hall response V xy

2ω (B) is a powerful tool to de-
tect spin textures in magnetic nodal-line semimetals be-
cause of the sensitivity of the second-harmonic response
(non-linear Hall signal) to the inhomogeneous magneti-
zation processes, in contrast to the first-harmonic (con-
ventional anomalous Hall one).

V. CONCLUSION

As a conclusion, we observe sophisticated magnetic
field behavior of the second-harmonic Hall voltage re-
sponse: while the first-harmonic signal shows the known
anomalous Hall hysteresis in FGT, the second-harmonic
Hall voltage is characterized by the pronounced high-field
hysteresis and flat (B-independent) region in V

xy

2ω (B)
with curves touching at low fields. The high-field hys-
teresis reflects some slow relaxation process, so it strongly
depends on the magnetic field sweep rate. For the low-
est rates, it is also accomplished by multiple crossing
points. The low-field curves touching and the shape
of the second-harmonic hysteresis with multiple cross-
ing points are known for skyrmion spin textures in non-
linear optics. Since skyrmions have been demonstrated
for FGT by direct visualization techniques, we can con-
nect the observed high-field relaxation with deformation
of the skyrmion lattice. This conclusion is confirmed by
the V

xy

2ω (B) sensitivity to the direction of the external
magnetic field, as it should be expected for surface spin
textures. Thus, the second-harmonic Hall response hys-
teresis can be regarded as the manifestation of Fe3GeTe2
skyrmion structures in transport experiments.
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