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The occurrences of collective quantum states, such ascamirctivity (SC) and charge- or spin-density-
waves (CDWs or SDWSs), are among the most fascinating phemaiinesolids. To date muchfert has been
made to explore the interplay betweerfelient orders, yet little is known about the relationship afitiple
orders of the same type. Here we report optical spectrossamy on CDWSs in the rare-earth tri-telluride
compoundsRTe; (R = rare earth elements). Besides the prior reported two CDVErsyrdhe study reveals
unexpectedly the presence of a third CDW order in the serfégshnevolves systematically with the size Bf
element. With increased chemical pressure, the first and €DW orders are both substantially suppressed
and compete with the second one by depleting the low enemptrsp weight. A complete phase diagram for
the multiple CDW orders in this series is established.

PACS numbers: 71.45.Lr, 78.20.-e, 78.30.Er

I. INTRODUCTION gap feature developing below roughly 200 K, besides the ma-
jor energy gap structure at higher enetg¥! suggesting pres-
Charge-density-wave (CDW) states in low-dimensional€Nce of another CDW order even in the light and intermediate

electronic systems are among the most actively studied ph&are-earth tri-telluride compounds. However, the gap ampl

nomena in condensed matter physics. Most CDW states afdde does not follow the ct?rend observed for the four heavy
driven by the nesting topology of Fermi surfaces (FSs), i.e.fare-earthkTes compounds. Those findings were extremely

the matching of sections of FS to others by a wave vegtor ‘puzzling and motivated us to conduct further systematidystu

— 2k, where the electronic susceptibility has a divergehce. In this work we report the in-plane optical study on all of the
A single particle energy gap opens in the nested regions df/€VenkTes (R = La - Nd, Sm, Gd - Tm) compounds. The
the FSs at the transition, which leads to the lowering of thdn€asurementclearly reveals the coexistence of multipd/CD
electronic energies of the system. Coupled to the lattice bPrders in all members atTe; family. Besides the prior re-

electron-phonon interactions, the development of CDWestatPOrted two ones, our optical study unexpectedly discovers t
also causes a lattice distortion with the superstructurdumo Presence of a third CDW order in the series. The energy gaps

lation wave vector matching with the FS nesting wave vector.‘)bsﬁer‘gacli previour.?ly irr]‘_ C(:jeggs\(lj T%T@ atrll‘?vrlerr] egergies %C'
The family of rare-earth tri-tellurid®Te; (R being an el- tually belong to the thir order which nad never been

ement of the lanthanide family) presents an excellent IOW_reported by any other probes before. The first and third CDW

dimensional model systemto Sy et of S nestng: 0061 S TUCh il ystenate svoltonasa et
driven CDW formation RTe; has a layered structure consist- P P

ing of alternate stacking of the insulatiitre slab and the th? second CDW. order. V\_/e_suggest th_at the third CDW order
conducting Te only double planes aloagaxis3# The ESs arises fr_om the bilayer splitting, which lifts the degerusraf _
are strongly two-dimensional (2D) cylindrical like and éxh conduction bands of double Te sheets. A co_mplete phase di-
nesting instabilities, leading to CDW ground statdsinter- ~ 29ram of CDW energy gaps versus lanthanide elements was

estingly, the CDW properties can be well tuned by choosingeStabIIShecj for th&Te; compounds.

different elements of the lanthanide series. As the lanthanide

4f electrons are far below the Fermi level, the majieet of

changing dferent lanthanide element, without the entangle- II. EXPERIMENT AND RESULTS

ment of charge doping®ect, is to exert chemical pressiré?

By moving through the series from La to Tm, the increasing The single crystals in the present study were grown by a

occupation of #orbital leads to a decrease of the ion radii andself-flux method with a molar ratiB:Te = 1:40 in a procedure

the lattice parametefsFor RTez, an incommensurate CDW  the same as in reference 13. The optical reflectance measure-

ground state with a wave vectgy =~ 2/7 ¢* was commonly ments were conducted on the Bruker IFS @9spectrometer

observed? For the four heavy rare-earttiTe; (R=Tm, Er,  in a frequency range from 40 crhto 25,000 cm®. An in situ

Ho, Dy) compounds, the development of a second CDW orgold and aluminium overcoating technique was used to get the

der, with the wave vectay, = 1/3a" perpendicular to the first  reflectivity R(w)2> The real part of the conductivity spectra

one, was revealed and well documentéd? o1(w) was obtained through the Kramers-Kronig transforma-
In our previous optical spectroscopy study on Gedad tion of R(w). A Hagen-Rubens relation was used in the low

TbhTe;, we also observed a clear, though weak, CDW energyrequency extrapolation and in the high frequency part a con
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stant value extrapolation was used up to 100,000'crbove  the inner-shell and the relative bands are far below the Ferm
which anw™ relation was employed. level/ which have little influence over the FS properties. In
We have performed temperature dependent optical med=ig- 3(a) we note that gap 1 and gap 3 show much similar
surements on all of the eleven Compounds in rare-earth trimonotonic evolutions and bothf$er substantial suppressions
telluride family RTe; (R = La - Nd, Sm, Gd - Tm). Figure With increased chemical pressure. For the heavy rare-earth

1 shows temperature dependent optical spectra of three repompounds HoTg ErTe; and TmTe, gap 3 is completely
resentative compounds CeJeErTe; and DyTe. We note suppressed. Meanwhile, gap 2 suddenly arises and becomes
that the development of multiple peak features at low temlarger against the other two ones from DyTe TmTe;. The
perature not only appears in the heavy rare-earth compound@nsition temperatureg, and7., hold nearly the same evo-
but also emerges in the light ones. In DyEwen three peaks lution trend with the CDW gap¥ In the spectral weight plot
are present in the conductivity spectrum at 10 K. Meanwhile(Fig. 3(d)), WI andW3 manifest little variations versusfor
the residual Drude component narrows significantly. Tha datthe light rare-earth compounds. With the emergence of gap
yield explicit evidence for the opening of multiple partial 2, both undergo sudden depressions. The CDW verglst
CDW gaps on FS&:13 Usually, the peak position was used establishes a complete electronic phase diagrarires se-
to estimate the CDW energy gap due to the spectral weigHies, which clearly reveals the coexistence and competifo
transfer from the free carrier response to the energy sesfe j Multiple CDW orders.
above the energy gap éfuv=2A. The formation of the peak Gap 1 is relative to the first CDW ord@f;2318which oc-
or maximum incy(w) is caused by both the density of state curs with an incommensurate wave veajor: 2/7 ¢* 8° The
and the type | coherence factafext!? To quantify the dis-  transition temperaturé,; was plotted in Fig. 3(c). The sec-
cussions, a Drude-Lorentz model was employed to extract thend CDW order with a wave vectay, ~ 1/3 a*, which is
CDW gap sizes and the relevant spectral welgh# as will  also incommensurate, only arises in the four heavy raréear
be presented below in detail. compounds from DyTeto TmTe; and is responsible for gap
Figure 2 shows the optical spectra of the whilee; se-  21%22The FS nesting conditions responsible for the two or-
ries at two representative temperatures 10 K and 300 K. Foders were illustrated in Fig. %1%1°By contrast, except for
each compound multiple suppressionsRii) arise at 10 K our earlier optical probes on Cerand TbTg,**1* remark-
and simultaneously multiple peaks appearifw). Both fea-  ably nothing about gap 3 was known to date. Since the gap
tures suggest the formations of CDW orders. The CDW enamplitude and its evolution in the systems have been well es-
ergy gaps were indicated by the short vertical lines andccoultablished, the gap origin and its positionkirspace are highly
be obviously categorized into three groups: gap 1, gap 2 andesired. Here, we would like to stress that gap 3 does not
gap 3. In each group, the gap amplitude exhibits monotonipelong to the other two known CDW orders. In the spin-
evolution as a function of chemical pressukee{ement). The density-wave (SDW) transition in Fe-based supercondgctin
Drude-Lorentz fitting results, as well as the CDW transitionparents, two distinct energy scales were identified bdlg#
temperatures, were collected in Table 1 and a direct view oWhich were explained to arise from the gapping dfeatient
the systematic evolutions as functionsivas given in Fig. FS sheets. Here the possibility was ruled out because the
3. At the lowest measurement temperature gap 1 exists ithree kinds of energy gaps all develop affelient tempera-
the wholeRTe; series, gap 2 only arises in the four heavytures. In our temperature dependent optical measurements,
rare-earth compounds, while gap 3 survives from the light tghe features relative to gap 3 all emerge below 300 K. More-
relatively heavy ones. Specially in DyFeall the three gaps over, gap 3, appearing between 2,000 tto 3,000 cm?,
coexist. The first and second CDW orders occur with transican not be ascribed to the CDW collective excitations, ei-
tion temperature®,.; = 310 K andT,, = 52 K respectively?  ther the phase mode or the amplitude mode. The former is
In our optical measurements the feature of gap 3 arises bessually pinned in the microwave or millimeter-wave spectra
tween 100 K and 200 K while the transition temperature hasange by impurity or lattice imperfectiods;?! while the lat-
not yet been determined by other probes. The three CDW oter is much lower than the unrenormalized phonon frequency
ders seem to coexist also in the neighboring compound bTeat Kohn anomaly:2? Furthermore, the scenario of pseudogap
as a recent synchrotron x-rayfflaction study on ThTgindi- character prior to the underlying second CDW transitiong du
cated the presence of the second CDW order with transitiotp fluctuation &ect21%12could also be excluded since gap 2
temperaturd., = 41 K8, According to gap 2's evolution as and gap 3 exhibit the opposite evolution across the lantlesni
a function ofR, the gap energy scale should be less than 5@eries and both features are present in RQyTerefore, gap
meV. It is rather close to the sizable Drude component an@ represents a new or third CDW order, of which the nesting
possesses much smaller spectral weight. As a consequenc@ndition is expected.

the gap structure may become blurred in our optical measure- The crystal structufé and schematic FS dtTe; are dis-
ment. played in Fig. 4.7:1%1L19The plot of the FSs has been sim-
On traversing the lanthanide series from light rare-earth t plified for the purpose of illustrating the nesting condito
heavier ones, the lattice parametatecreases monotonically According to the band structure calculation on the 3D crys-
and thus chemical pressure oppositely incre&4@k.is note-  tal structure with the employ of the linear fiin-tin orbital
worthy that theRTe; compounds are ideal platforms for the (LMTO) method, the FS consists of three parts contributed
study of (chemical) pressure tuned variations since dopmg by the p. and p orbitals of metallic Te layersT-centered
tanglement is completely abséfi€’ The 4 electrons hide in  square like FS, M-centered FS mainly in the second Brillouin
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Temperature dependent optical cetidity o;(w) of CeTe (a), ErTe (b) and DyTg (c). The fitting curve of each
Lorentz oscillation mode at 10 K, as well as that of the Druglnance, was plotted at the bottom. The correspondingrapeeight, Wo
(Drude),WI (gap 1),W2 (gap 2) andW3 (gap 3), were revealed by the dashed area. The gap sizesndérated by the short vertical lines.
Insets: The CDW gaps’ sizes as functions of T. The dashed §hew the gap functionA?2T) based on the weak coupling mean field theory
and serve as a guide to the eye. The valuegRare scaled to the experimental results and adjusted so asthe fjap sizes at flerent
temperatures.

TABLE I: Single particle gap & and transition temperatuf® of the CDW orders iRTe; compounds. The values in the top three rows and
in the fourth one are the CDW single particle gaps at 10 K artdk3@espectively. The transition temperatures were defineihé transport
anomaly ino(T) in reference 10. The transition temperatufes have not yet been reported.

LaTes CeTg PrTgg NdTes SmTe GdTe TbTes DyTes HoTes ErTes TmTe

2A,(10K) 750 680 640 590 530 480 450 420 380 350 320
20,(10K) - - - - - - - 50 90 110 140
2A5(10K) 370 350 320 310 290 270 260 250 - - -
2A,(300K) 700 620 570 510 430 350 220 - - - -

T - - - - 416 377 336 310 288 267 244
T2 - - - - - - - 52 110 157 180

zone and XZ-centered small-size FS. Here we have unfoldeds4, the nesting between the inner square and outer diamond,
the third part into the second Brillouin zone. Then, the FSawvhich is alonge* axis, would have two possible selections:
could be approximately viewed as tWecentered pieces: in- (@) S1 nests S3 and S2 nests S4, (b) S1 nests S4 and S2 nests
ner and outer on€s! The 4 electrons of rare earth R are far S3. In case (a), the nesting takes place between tffereit
below the Fermi level and have littleffect onEr. Since  bands (interband nesting between BB and AB) and leads to
there are two conducting Te planes between the insulating single nesting wave vector, and thus a single CDW transi-
RTe slabs in the crystal structure (as can be seen from Figion. It is reminiscent of the blue bronze which, owning two
4(a)), the interlayer coupling of the two neighboring migtal partially filled bands and thus four FS sheets, has only one
Te layers would break the degeneracy of conduction band andDW and undergoes a metal-semiconductor trans#iéfin
yields two nearly parallel FS crossings: bonding band (BB)case (b), the nesting happens between the two FS sheets withi
and antibonding band (AB), which is usually called bilayereach band (intraband nesting within BB and AB), which im-
splitting &71%19 Then the FSs are all double-wall like. It is plies two diferent nesting wave vectors and two separated
noted that the outer FSs come from the band foldffeptdue  CDW transitions, as well as two distinct CDW gap energy
to the fact that the real three-dimensional (3D) latticeistr  scales. Our study favors the latter case.

ture actually doubles the unit cell of Te square lattice & th  Angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES)
Te layers along its diagonal directiérihen the bilayer split- measurements reveal that the FSs on both BB and AB bands,
ting of inner FSs (S1 and S2) and the outer FSs (S3 and S4yhich locate near the corner alony axis, were completely

are just opposite. Since S1 and S2 are nearly parallel ared havemoved at 10 K:2%:18Meanwhile, two diferent energy gaps
quite similar FS topology, and the same case applies to S3 andere observed on the two parallel band sheets, a larger gap on
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FIG. 2: (Color online) (a) The in-plane optical reflectivityw) of RTe; at 10 K. (b) The same plot as (a) at 300 K. In both panels, &aeh
curve, except for that of TmEewas shifted away vertically from its neighbors by 0.05 flarity. (c) The optical conductivity-;(w) of RTes

at 10 K. For each compound RiTe; series, it clearly indicates formations of multiple CDW egyegaps at 10 K, which manifest strongly
systematic evolutions across the series. According to ¢ad position and evolution behavior, the multiple energysgeould be classified
into three groups. The gap sizes were indicated by the skdital lines in red (gap 1), blue (gap 2) and olive (gap 3)e Tiset shows the
three gap features in DyJe(d) The optical conductivityr; (w) of RTe; at 300 K. For the light rare-earth compounds from LafteTbhTe;,
the first energy gap feature is still present at 300 K.

BB and the smaller on AB.Therefore, it could be concluded III. DISCUSSION
that the nesting within BB leads to the first CDW order and
that in AB causes the third one. The two CDW orders both oc-
cur alonge* axis and the nesting vectays andgs differ very Our optical study explicitly reveals the development of a
little since the bilayer splitting is rather small. The ingeeta-  third energy gap iR Te; series upon lowering T, which yields
tion is supported by the recent studies of the single layerra strong evidence for the existence of a new CDW order distinct
earth di-telluride CeTg?® where only one CDW order was from the prior two ones. Surprisingly, this order has never
identified along:* axis since the bilayer splitting is absért.  been identified by any other techniques before. In the mag-
is worthy noting that Yaer al. have addressed the question of netic susceptibility and transport probes, neither mesament
occurrence of just one ordering transition or two distineé®,  observes clear anomaly in consequence of formation of the
which was determined by the comparison of relevant energshird CDW order®26=28|n Fig. 1, we notice that, in contrast
scales,; (responsible for the bilayer splitting) and the CDW to the pronounced free carrier response and the sizable spec
gap 2.2 The present work clearly indicates thatRife; se-  tral weight of the other two orders, the peak signature bsdri
ries bilayer splitting is of primary importance and it casukt  to gap 3 is much less notable. In Fig. 3(d) we find that just a
in separated CDW orders. very small amount of electrons response the third CDW tran-
sition. Take CeTgas an example. The spectral weight of total
free carriers in normal state ¥ = W0 + W1 + W2 + W3 and
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FIG. 3: (Color online) (a) and (b) CDW single particle gap & 10 K and 300 K, respectively. (c) The transition tempeesii,, and7,,.°

For the four light rare-earth compounds from LaT@NdTe;, TS are above 450 K and have not yet been determined by expeaipeobes.
The four values, which were plotted in open squares, weraimdxd by the fitting and extrapolation of the other compoutrdssitions. The
solid straight line is an indication of the linear fit. Theéhshows the ratiosA)/kzT.s for the first and second CDW orders. (d) Chemical
pressureR) dependence of the spectral weight lost to each CDW gédp V2, W3), expressed as a percentage of that of the total free carrier
in normal state. The total spectral weight lost in CDW stéqdotted in black pentagons. The inset shows the pla¥Vpagainstw,, which
clearly demonstrates the anti-correlation of the two qtiast The lattice parameterwas obtained in reference 9 at 300 K, for which the
relativeRTe; compounds were indicated on the top of the figures. The dbiteslwere employed as a guide to the eye.

the percentage of the spectral weight lost to each CDW gap isy p(7) is determined by several factors, e.g. Fermi velocity,
@; = WyW. The fitting results show thab; ~ 66% while @3 scattering rate and free carrier density. The reduction@8D

~ 8.9%, which means that about two thirds FSs were gappedearEr might be compensated by the other two factors. As
away in the first CDW transition while in the third one the lost a consequence, this CDW order could have rather wiakte
density of states (DOS) di is substantially reduced. The onp(T) and the corresponding signature becomes obscured.
very small spectral weight of gap 3 gives us some clues to un- Since the bilayer splitting is very small, the two wave vec-
derstand the discrepancy. In magnetic susceptibility mmeas torsg; andgs, as well as their associated modulation period-
ment of LaTg, y exhibits constant diamagnetic behavir. icity, are very close to each other. Moreover, the scatjgrin

La and Te are both heavy atoms with many closed shell corgensity of CDW superlattice peaks is several orders of magni
electrons. They collectively contribute considerablevig-  tude smaller than that of the average structure Bragg péaks.
netism which overcomes the small Pauli paramagnetism ofo distinguish between the first and third CDW orders be-
the free electron gas. For the other compoundRTes, ¥  comes extremely hard in X-ray scattering measurement. In
is dominated by the f4electrons and exhibits Curie-Weiss spite of this, we notice that, the temperature dependest int
paramagnetisr&”28 The efect of little variation of DOS near grated intensity of superlattice peak in TgBaows an evident
Er due to the third CDW is significantly reduced. The notion dip near 150 K which was considered as an experimental ar-
could also apply to the transport measurement, whereikesist tifact by the authors. However, it is very likely that the tigs



to the other two ones. The transition temperatjze as well
as the CDW gap, increases with enhanced chemical pressure,
which is rather peculiar since pressure generally suppsess
CDW transitionst”2tIn Fig. 3(d), we notice that, from La%e
to TbTe, in which the second CDW order is absent, the lost
spectral weighw/ andW3 display rather little variations. The
rapid suppression of both values just right coincides with t
onset of the second CDW order. To examine the relationship
of the orders, we ploW! versusW2 in the inset. The two
guantities show almost perfect linear anti-correlatiorthia
four heavy rare-earth compounds. It explicitly demonssat
‘ that the second CDW order competes with the other two ones
0 1 for the low energy spectral weight available for nestingthi
) kprer increased chemical pressure, the amount of gapped FS by the
bonding band (BB) FS sheet (S1) in inner square !
antibonding band () FS sheet (52) in imer sware  first and third CDW orders reduceand more intact FS is left
i i) 18 o 5 e et s to contribute to the second CDW transitith.
poundary of the first B(rgl)““i" wone For the four heavy rare-earth compounds, the second CDW
order occurring perpendicular to the other two ones, a bidi-
FIG. 4: (Color online) (a) Crystal structure &fTe;. (b) Schematic rectlor!a! checkerboard CDW ground st_ate would aftsét
diagram of FSs oRTes. The FSs, showing little dispersion aloag 1S 'éminiscent of the pseudogap state in higheuprates, of
axis, are projected onto teX-Z plane &, = 0). The FS contours Which the origin has been long debated between the precursor
consist of twal-centered pockets, the hole-like inner square (in red)Superconducting paring gap and competing orders. In the for
and the electron-like outer diamond (in greé*)Due to coupling of  mer viewpoint, the pseudogap is believed to be the preformed
two neighboring Te layers, each contour splits into two felraec-  Cooper pairs’ gap before the coherence necessary for super-
tions (bilayer splitting). The amplitude of bilayer spliy varies on  conductivity (SC), which is rigidly tied to the superconting
the FS, which is schematically illustrated by the separdtsthnce. phenomenon. In the latter point, the pseudogap is suggeested
The bilayer splitting reaches maximum near the cordier 0.03")."  he 3 new phase, having no direct relationship with SC, which
The nesting wave vectors are also illustrated. For claotyy I o\en competes and is harmful to SC. Though the origin is stil
centered FSs are displayed. . . .
under debate, there is growing evidence that the pseudogap
arises from a checkerboard CDW order with perpendicular
wave vectors close tQ = (+27/4,0), (0, +21/4) 3234 The

actually signals the presence of the third CDW transition. | . i
the early ARPES measurement, the removal gaps on the Pgerpenqllcular CDW orders_ ha_ve 4-folded symmet#yand
ccur simultaneously. While in the present systems, the 4-

sheets connected by the nesting wave vector were claimed {Q
b PR . . olded symmetry was broken due to the weakly orthorhom-
e unequa?,which is in sharp contrast to the identical results

in the later ARPES prob&The seemingly controversial re- bic structure’# The distinction between the perpendicular or

: : o : ders, nevertheless, tends to vanish with increased (cla@mic
sults are most likely caused by the bilayer splitting whicsw 8 folded checkerboard . din th
investigated in dterent resolution conditions. pressures.A 4-folded checkerboard CDW is expected in the

RTe; systems represent a kind of rare compound which exgetragonal lattice under ficient high pressures.

periences multiple CDW transitions. The other examples in-

clude NbSe andn-Mo4011. Both exhibit two incommensu-

rate CDWs withT,; = 145 K andT,, = 59 K for NbSg?29:30 IV.  CONCLUSIONS

andT,. = 109 K andT,, = 30 K for 5-M04011.2* Whereas,

RTejs is quite striking in which as many as three distinct CDW To conclude, we performed a systematic optical spec-

orders emerge coincidentally. It will be very interestimg t troscopy study on CDWs in the eleven rare-earth tri-tedleiri

study the interplay and relationship among the three but theompoundsRTe; (R = La - Nd, Sm, Gd - Tm). Besides the

same type orders. In Fig. 3(a) we note that gap 1 and gap frior reported two CDW orders, the study reveals unexpect-

coexist in most compounds in the series and display the simiedly the presence of a third CDW order in the series which

lar monotonic evolution from light rare-earth to heavieesn evolves systematically with the size Bfelement. The puz-

Since the CDW orders are nesting driven, certaffedénce in  zling energy gap features observed previously in the ligie-r

the nesting conditions for the two CDW orders should existearth based compounds Cedad ThTg at lower energies ac-

It is noted that the AB actually exhibits stronggraxis dis-  tually belong to this third CDW order. With increased chem-

persion (perpendicular to the conductiaplane) and thus ical pressure, the first and third CDW orders are both sub-

worse nesting conditions than BB? Therefore, BB bears stantially suppressed and compete with the second one by de-

much stronger CDW instability than AB. The gap amplitudepleting the low energy spectral weight. We suggest that the

and the &ected spectral weight of the first CDW order on BB third CDW order arises from the bilayer splitting, whichgif

are both much larger than that of the third one on AB. the degeneracy of conduction bands of double Te sheets. The
The second CDW order, which occurs in the four heavystudy establishes a complete phase diagram for the multiple

rare-earth compounds, displays monotonic evolution opgpos CDW orders in this series.
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