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The electronic structure of NdTe3 in the charge density wave phase (CDW) is investigated by
angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy. The combination of high-quality crystals and careful
surface preparation reveals subtle and previously unobserved details in the Fermi surface topology,
allowing an interpretation of the rich and unexplained quantum oscillations in the rare earth tritel-
lurides RTe3. In particular, several closed Fermi surface elements can be observed that are related
to CDW-induced replicas of the original bands, leading to the curious situation in which a CDW
does not only remove Fermi surface elements but creates new ones that are observable in transport
experiments. Moreover, a large residual Fermi surface is found in the CDW gap, very close to the
position of the gapped normal-state Fermi surface. Its area agrees very well with high-frequency
quantum oscillations in NdTe3 and its presence is explained by strong electron-phonon coupling
combined with the quasi one-dimensional character of the CDW. Finally, we identify the origin of
the low-frequency α quantum oscillations ubiquitous for the lighter R elements in the RTe3 family
and responsible for the high mobility in these compounds.

The rare-earth tritelluride compounds RTe3 are proto-
typical charge density wave (CDW) compounds with a
quasi one-dimensional (1D) CDW emerging on a square
lattice of Te atoms. They have been studied as model
systems for CDW physics but also because of their mag-
netic properties, the competition of CDW transitions and
magnetism and the analogy of the CDW to ordering phe-
nomena in high-Tc cuprates – but without the difficulty
of strong correlations [1]. Recent years have seen a re-
newed interest in RTe3 because of fascinating possibilities
to modify the electronic ground state by magnetic fields,
ultrashort light pulses, or mechanical stress [2–8], and as
a model system to study the Higgs (amplitude) mode of
the CDW by quantum interference methods [9].

On the other hand, the rich spectrum of quantum os-
cillations (QOs) in the RTe3 materials [6, 7, 10–12] is
poorly understood. Some frequencies have been assigned
to Fermi surface (FS) features that are not expected to
be affected by the CDW. Several QOs, however, have
not been assigned to any FS element, notably the low-
frequency α QOs that are ubiquitous for light R RTe3 and
thought to be responsible for the high mobility [7, 13].
Moreover, recent studies of de Haas–van Alphen and
Shubnikov-de Haas QOs in high mobility crystals have
revealed high-frequency QOs that should originate from
large FS elements, covering a substantial fraction of the
Brillouin zone (BZ) [7, 13]. However, there are no obvious
candidates for such large FS elements in the CDW phase,
since the CDW is expected to lead to a large gap in most
of the BZ, as has been confirmed by angle-resolved pho-
toemission spectroscopy (ARPES) in numerous studies
[2, 3, 13–21]. The assignment of the most of the observed
QOs to FS elements is still an outstanding problem.

We thus revisit the electronic structure of NdTe3 by

ARPES, using the same high mobility samples that show
the high-frequency QOs [7]. Combined with a careful sur-
face preparation that avoids ever exposing the samples to
air, we obtain ARPES results revealing not only detailed
fine structure of band interactions and bilayer splitting
but also FS elements inside the CDW gap and FS pockets
that are created by CDW-induced replica bands. These
FS elements can explain most of the observed QOs but
challenge the conventional picture of CDWs as primarily
removing FS elements.

The FS of RTe3 arises from interactions between quasi
1D px and pz bands in a square lattice of Te atoms. An
excellent discussion of this can be found in, e.g., Refs.
[16, 17]. The Appendix of this paper also contains a de-
tailed introduction. In Fig. 1, we recapitulate the main
features. Fig. 1(a) shows the Fermi contour for a single
layer of Te atoms when no CDW is present. It arises from
the px and pz bands with avoided crossings, creating the
“square” FS that lies completely inside the first BZ, and
four “outer” pockets crossing the BZ boundary (here, the
nomenclature of FS elements and tight-binding parame-
ters follows Refs. [16, 17, 22]). The instability towards
CDW formation arises from possible interactions between
the outer FSs and the square via the nesting vector qN.
In addition, due to the three-dimensional crystal struc-
ture of RTe3, the unit cell projected onto the Te sheets
is larger than the unit cell of the square net, leading to
a smaller BZ and thus to a back-folding of bands and
FS elements into this smaller BZ. Both BZs are shown in
Fig. 1(b), along with the additional FS elements created
by back-folding of the original FS into the smaller BZ (in
red). These FS elements are consequently referred to as
the “folded” FS. As far as the CDW is concerned, the
introduction of a smaller BZ requires a description by a
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Simplified sketch of the RTe3 Fermi
surface (FS) and the CDW formation. (a) FS of a single
square net of Te atoms. The dashed line is the Brillouin
zone and qN is the nesting vector. (b) The three-dimensional
structure of RTe3 results in a smaller BZ (black dashed line
and high-symmetry points) and a back-folded FS (red). In
this situation, the CDW nesting vector is qCDW. (c) Extended
zone view of the situation in panel (b) with all the shadow
bands (green), created by displacing all the FS features by
±qCDW .

shorter nesting vector qCDW = c∗−qN between the orig-
inal and the folded FS, where c∗ is the reciprocal lattice
vector of the large unit cell in the z direction. Introduc-
ing a periodicity corresponding to qCDW creates replicas
of the original bands shifted by ±qCDW (plus higher or-
ders). These are the green so-called CDW shadow bands
in Fig. 1(c). Interaction between the shadow bands
and the original bands then opens the CDW gap around
kx = 0. We stress that this description of the CDW
mechanism is strongly simplified. Indeed, it is clear that
other factors such as strong and momentum-dependent
electron-phonon coupling contribute [23–26]. As a final
detail, the structure of RTe3 contains two layers of Te
atoms adjacent to each other and an interaction between
these layers gives rise to an additional small splitting of
the FSs known as bilayer splitting [14, 16, 17, 27].

NdTe3 crystals were grown using the same procedure
as in Ref. [7]. To avoid crystal degradation due to air
exposure, a glove box was used for opening the crystal
ampules and for mounting the samples on the holders
used for ARPES. From the glove box, the samples were
moved into an ultra-high vacuum (UHV) suitcase and
transferred to the ARPES setup. The sample were then
cleaved in UHV prior to measurement. ARPES data for
several samples were collected at the SGM-3 beamline of
ASTRID2 [28] at a temperature of 35 K, with an energy
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Photoemission intensity at the Fermi
level of NdTe3 (integrated in a ±25 meV window). Dark
corresponds to high intensity. (a) and (b) show the results
from two different samples, collected at photon energies of
55 eV and 35 eV, respectively. The Brillouin zone and the
region gapped by the CDW are indicated. The green arrows
show the crossing of the folded band and the CDW shadow
band. The red arrow shows an avoided crossing between the
outer FS and the CDW shadow band. The inset in (b) is a
magnification of the situation around the X point with the
simple sketch of the bands from Fig. 1(c) superimposed. (c)
and (d) Photoemission intensity along the dashed lines in (a)
and (b), respectively. The arrows indicate the bilayer splitting
between some of the bands.

resolution varying between 60 and 25 meV and an angu-
lar resolution of 0.02◦. All samples showed very nearly
the same electronic structure but subtle details changed
between samples. We therefore show data from two rep-
resentative cases.

Starting with an overview of the Fermi surface topol-
ogy, the photoemission intensity at the Fermi level of
NdTe3 is given in Fig. 2(a) and (b) for two different sam-
ples. The maps are generally in agreement with previ-
ously reported ARPES studies of RTe3 crystals [2, 3, 14–
21], showing closed FS elements around the X-point, cre-
ated by joining the original and the folded FS, and a gap
opening (removal of the FS) in a large fraction of the BZ
around kx = 0.

Compared to previous ARPES studies of RTe3, the fea-
tures in the maps are sharper and we can observe more
details. In Fig. 2(a), a clear doubling of the FS elements
appears around the X point and of the outer FS branch.
This is ascribed to bilayer splitting. For the second sam-
ple in Fig. 2(b), the bilayer splitting is not observed at
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the FS but other features appear sharper. The bilayer
splitting can be detected for higher binding energies in
both samples [17], as shown by the cuts in Fig. 2(c) and
(d) that are taken along the red dashed lines in panels
(a) and (b), respectively. Pairs of bilayer-split bands are
indicated by arrows in panels (c) and (d). Fig. 2(c)
shows data inside the CDW gap, illustrating the opening
of a large gap. There is no detectable avoided crossing
between the CDW shadow band and the folded band in
Fig. 2(a) and (b) (marked by green arrows) in either
sample, confirming earlier results [17] and underlining
the layer-confined character of the CDW. Finally, new
features observed here are the disruption of the outer FS
in panel (a) (red arrow), indicating an avoided crossing
between the main band and the CDW shadow band (see
Fig. 1(c)) and the fine structure around the un-gapped
corner of the inner square FS. These are in reasonably
good agreement with a tight-binding model, as shown in
the Appendix.

We now attempt an understanding of the full FS topol-
ogy, trying to reconcile the ARPES results with those
from recent QO experiments. In short, Ref. [7] reports
five main frequencies, α, β1,2, γ1,2, δ1,2 and a weak QO
η. The presence of α, β1,2 and γ1,2 frequencies agrees
with an investigation of NdTe3 in Ref. [6] but the high-
frequency η and δ1,2 structures had not been reported
before (note that the nomenclature is different between
Refs. [6] and [7] and we adopt the latter).

When expressing the observed QO frequencies in units
of the BZ area, defined by a∗c∗ =2.09 Å−2, where a =
c = 4.35 Å, their areas correspond to: β1,2 = 2.1% and
2.3%; γ1,2 = 3.7% and 3.9%. The weak high-frequency
QO η corresponds to the 9.6% and the largest frequencies
δ1,2 to 16.6 and 17.5%. The structure called α actually
contains several frequencies, the dominant of 0.2%, as
well as two additional ones of 0.7% and 0.9% (see Ref.
[7] incl. SM and in particular Fig. S10).

The approach to assigning the observed frequencies to
the ARPES data is illustrated in Fig. 3. Fig. 3(a) and
(b) show the same data as Fig. 2(a) and (b) but the
greyscale is chosen such that many features are saturated,
to make the weaker structures visible. The upper inset
of Fig. 3(b) shows a high-resolution view of the FS near
the X point taken from a higher BZ, giving better k-
resolution. Panels (c) and (d) show the same data as
(a) and (b) but with a tentative assignment of the Fermi
contours superimposed as colored outlines. These were
obtained by a fit to momentum distribution curves near
the Fermi level. For the contours within the CDW gap,
this was possible due to the presence of weak un-gapped
bands crossing EF, as will be discussed below.

The intermediate β1,2 and γ1,2 QOs have already been
assigned to the pockets around the X point in Ref. [10]
and this is supported by our data. The areas of the con-
tours averaged over Fig. 3(c) and (d) are 2.2±0.1 and
3.1±0.1% of the BZ, respectively, in good agreement with
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FIG. 3: (Color online) (a), (b) Same data as in Fig. 2(a) and
(b) but with the greyscale saturated to emphasise the weaker
features. The upper inset shows the “butterfly” structure near
X collected in a higher BZ (integrated in an energy window of
±5 meV around EF ). The lower inset displays entire structure
marked by an arrow (only partly visible in the panel). (c),
(d) Same as (a) and (b) but with superimposed closed FS
elements for smallest α, β1,2, γ1,2 and δ1,2 structures, as well
as for elements involving shadow bands (A-D, dashed lines).
(e), (f) Photoemission intensity along the dashed lines in (a)
and (b), respectively. Again, the greyscale is saturated for
most of the features.

the QO results. Note that the splitting of the β and γ
QOs can be explained by a small ky dispersion for each
bilayer-split FS tube.

The high-resolution data near the X point reveals a
tiny pocket in the “wings” of the “butterfly” structure
and we assign this to the lowest frequency α pocket ob-
served for the entire RTe3 family with light R elements
[6, 7, 10, 12]. This pocket has not been identified previ-
ously in ARPES. We estimate the area to be 0.16±0.1%
of the BZ. The fact that the wings form a closed contour
is seen in the inset of Fig. 3(b) and in the individual
energy vs k-cuts through the structure in Fig. 5. It is
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challenging to determine how the individual bands con-
tribute to the butterfly structure. As seen in the inset
of Fig. 2(b), we expect contributions from the main px
and pz bands and the CDW-shifted shadow bands in this
region and these four bands are again split by the bilayer
interaction.

The CDW-gap in a large part of the BZ makes it dif-
ficult to identify a FS element that could be responsible
for the δ1,2 QOs, simply because of their size. We assign
these frequencies to a closed contour similar to the inner
part of the FS surface, as shown in Fig. 3(c) and (d). Al-
though this structure resides almost entirely within the
CDW gap, there are some compelling arguments for this
assignment. First of all, a weak shadow of this FS is al-
ways present in the maps of Fig. 2 and 3. This shadow
is created by a residual intensity near the location of the
inner FS. Its origin is seen in Fig. 3(e) and (f) which
shows the photoemission intensity along lines deep in-
side the gap with the greyscale saturated such that weak
features are visible. Very weak un-gapped bands dispers-
ing up to the Fermi level are observed in addition to the
gapped states. These bands are responsible for the ob-
served photoemission intensity at the Fermi level in the
gap and they appear to form a weak FS corresponding
to what would be expected for the material in the nor-
mal state. The pocket formed by this FS has an area of
17.3±0.2% of the BZ, averaged over the two data sets and
in excellent agreement with the δ1,2 frequencies reported
from QOs. We note that one also needs to consider the
possibility that the in-gap FS elements could be created
by some type of experimental artefacts, such as crystal
twinning or detector non-linearities [29]. As discussed in
the Appendix, these scenarios can be ruled out.

The most likely explanation for the presence of this
pocket is that the electron-phonon coupling opens the
CDW gap but leaves the spectral function inside the gap
finite. In 1D, this is expected for a CDW driven by
electron-phonon coupling [30, 31], and while the Te-net
in RTe3 is two-dimensional (2D), the CDW shows sev-
eral characteristics of being 1D [32]. It is interesting that
such a situation can lead to QOs despite the fact that
there is no real Fermi level crossing, just a finite spectral
function at EF , a situation that has been invoked previ-
ously to describe QOs in a pair density wave state of the
cuprate superconductors [33]. Strong and q-dependent
electron-phonon coupling has repeatedly been discussed
as the driving mechanism of CDWs in RTe3 [23, 25] and
experimentally shown to be present in the lattice vibra-
tions [24, 26]. Our results are consistent with this and
establish the manifestation and significant consequences
of electron-phonon coupling in the electronic structure.

An alternative explanation for the finite intensity in
the gap is an electronic phase separation between CDW
and normal state regions of the sample, leaving some mi-
nority part of the sample in the normal state. This could
be induced either by defects [34] or by imperfect nest-

ing [35]. Electronic phase separation has been observed
in other CDW systems, e.g., in 1T-TiSe2 [36], Lu2Ir3Si5
[37] or indium atomic wires on Si [34]. In the case of
RTe3, however, published scanning tunnelling microscopy
results show no indications of phase separation [38–41].

We note that the in-gap photoemission intensity ob-
served here is consistent with previous ARPES studies of
RTe3 materials [2, 4, 18, 21]. However, the phenomenon
was not discussed.

Finally, the weak η as well as the two remaining α
frequencies need to be accounted for. ARPES reveals
several possible candidates for closed contours matching
these. These are outlined in Fig. 3(d) as dashed lines and
labelled A-D, with sizes of A (10.8±0.3%), B (8.0±0.3%),
C (2.4±0.2%), D (1.4±0.2%), such that the A and D
contours can tentatively be assigned to the η and highest
α QO. Interestingly, these contours are not present in
the original FS without the CDW and arise only due to
the presence of CDW-induced shadow band crossings. In
fact, there potentially is a multitude of new closed FS
contours induced in this way (see Fig. 1(c)) but not all
of these are observed, as the shadow bands are generally
weak in ARPES [16, 17, 22].

To the best of our knowledge, QOs arising from CDW
shadow bands and residual normal state FSs have not
been reported before. Their presence raises interest-
ing questions about the energy balance of the CDW. A
nesting-driven CDW is commonly viewed as electroni-
cally stabilised by a partial removal of the FS [42]. While
this picture is too simple to explain many real systems
including RTe3 [23–27], it is intriguing that the CDW
formation should not only remove FS elements but also
create new ones, as this leads to an electronic energy in-
crease. A proper account for the CDW’s energy balance
thus requires considering the many-body spectral func-
tion of the CDW state, especially for the incommensurate
case, for which the conventional band structure picture
is, strictly speaking, not valid [43].

In conclusion, we have addressed the open question
of assigning QOs in the RTe3 group to specific FS con-
tours. This has revealed the origin of the α pocket that
is responsible for the high mobility in the materials. We
have also found several QOs that can be explained by
CDW-induced shadow bands. This leads to the inter-
esting scenario in which the introduction of a CDW not
only removes FS elements but also creates new ones, rel-
evant for the transport properties and the energetics of
the CDW state. Finally, we have found a remaining spec-
tral weight with the shape of the original FS in the gap of
the CDW which we have assigned to the high-frequency
QO observed for NdTe3 and GdTe3. This can be seen as
a manifestation of the 1D character of the CDW, where
a finite spectral function in the gap is expected for an
electron-phonon coupling driven CDW.
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APPENDIX

In this appendix material, we give a more detailed in-
troduction into the FS topology for RTe3. The discussion
repeats parts of the what is written in the main paper for
better readability. We provide additional experimental
data on the α pocket; we discuss experimental situations
that could potentially give rise to artefact-induced weak
bands inside the CDW gap, and we present an extended
version of the tight-binding model introduced in Refs.
[16, 17].

The Fermi Surface of RTe3

Compared to the main text, we give a somewhat more
extended discussion of the main FS features that are im-
portant for the quantum oscillations in RTe3 with a single
CDW [6, 7, 10–12]. The FS of RTe3 arises from interac-
tions between quasi one-dimensional orthogonal px and
pz states in a square lattice of Te atoms, combined with
the fact that there are four such lattices in the three-
dimensional unit cell. Fig. 1(a) shows the quasi two-
dimensional Fermi contour for a single layer of Te atoms
when no CDW is present. Fig. 4(a) reproduces the
sub-figure here for easier readability. The nearly one-
dimensional diagonal lines from the px and pz disper-
sion are discernible with interruptions by avoided cross-
ings, creating the “square” FS that lies completely inside
the first Brillouin zone (BZ) and four “outer” pockets
crossing the BZ boundary (our nomenclature of FS ele-
ments and tight-binding parameters follows mostly Refs.
[16, 17, 22]). The instability towards CDW formation
arises from interactions between the outer FS and the
square. To see this, suppose that a new periodicity 2π/qN
is introduced into the system along the z direction. This
would be expected to create replicas of the electronic
structure displaced by the vector ±qN, as shown in Fig.
4(b) for displacements of the original FS by ±qN. The
shifted FS overlaps with the original FS in a wide range
around kx = 0, a property called nesting. An interaction
between the the overlapping FS elements then results in a
gap opening around the Fermi level and an electronic en-
ergy gain, stabilising the CDW state. The green, shifted
FS elements are often referred to as “shadow” FS. We
stress that this description of the CDW mechanism is
strongly simplified. Indeed, it is not even such that (only)
nesting is driving the CDW [23–27].

Due to the three-dimensional (3D) crystal structure of
NdTe3, the actual FS topology is more complicated than
that in Fig. 4(a). The effective unit cell parallel to the
Te sheets is larger, leading to a smaller BZ and thus to a
back-folding of bands and FS elements into this smaller
BZ. Both BZs are shown in Fig. 4(c), along with the
additional red FS elements created by the back-folding
of the original FS into the smaller BZ. These red FS el-
ements are consequently referred to as the “folded” FS
and they play an important role in understanding the
quantum oscillations in the materials. The folded bands
can be obtained by shifting the original blue bands by
a reciprocal lattice vector of the larger 3D lattice, c∗, in
the z direction. As far as the CDW is concerned, the
introduction of a smaller BZ requires a description by
a shorter nesting vector qCDW = c∗ − qN between the
original and the folded FS. This description is equiva-
lent to the one using qN in Fig. 4(a) and an overall gap
around kx = 0 can again be obtained by shifting both the
original and the folded FS by ±qCDW. However, when
viewing the CDW as an essentially two-dimensional phe-
nomenon, it is an appropriate simplification to introduce
the CDW only in the original bands by a shift of ±qN as
in Fig. 4(b). Fig. 4(d) shows this simplified model that
we will use in the tight-binding calculations below. It
contains the main bands, the folded bands and the main
bands displaced by ±qN. Note that this model does not
have the correct periodicity expected for smaller 3D BZ
(even though it is sufficient for introducing a gap in the
1st BZ). The correct periodicity is only obtained when
using qCDW and the result is shown in Fig. 1(c) of the
main text.

Supplementary experimental data on the α pocket

Fig. 5 illustrates the closed pocket character of the
butterfly wing, assigned to the lowest frequency α QO
in the main text, by presenting row-wise spectra through
the wing (shown on the top) between the two arrows.
The arrow(s) in each panel show an estimate of the Fermi
level crossing(s), demonstrating the separation of a single
Fermi level crossing into two and the re-joining of the two
crossings into one, forming the closed pocket.

Experimental artefacts capable of creating weak
bands in ARPES

One needs to consider the possibility that the weak
bands forming the FS inside the gap could be created by
some type of experimental artefact. The most obvious
possibility arises from the possibility that the crystals can
be twinned, i.e., they can contain macroscopic domains in
which the a and c directions are interchanged. It appears
thus conceivable that the observed in-gap FS actually
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FIG. 4: Simplified sketch of the RTe3 FS and the CDW for-
mation. (a) FS of a single square sheet of Te atoms, result-
ing from nearly one-dimensional px and py bands, combined
with an avoided crossing at their intersection. The dashed
line is the Brillouin zone (BZ) boundary and qN is the nest-
ing vector. (b) Original FS (blue) and CDW-induced shadow
FS elements (green), obtained by shifting the original FS by
±qN. The interaction between the original and the shifted
FS elements leads to a gap opening in the shaded region. (c)
The three-dimensional structure of RTe3 results in a smaller
BZ (black dashed line and high-symmetry points) and a back-
folded FS (red). In this situation, the CDW gap can be cre-
ated by displacing the FS elements by ±qCDW . (d) Close-
up of the situation near the X point point with the original,
shadow and folded FS elements indicated.

originates from a small contamination of twin domain
within the area probed by ARPES, as the twin-domain
CDW gap opens in the orthogonal direction. When scan-
ning the light spot across the surface of some samples, we
could in fact observe a superposition of twin domains in
the spectra, for an example see Fig. 6. Based on such
data, we can exclude that the residual FS is caused by
a twin domain using two arguments: (1) The strongest
feature of the inner FS is always the butterfly structure
near the X point, independent of the twin domain orien-
tation with respect to the light polarisation (see Fig. 6).
The observed weak FS in Figs. 2 and 3 can thus not be
caused by a twin domain because this would simultane-
ously give rise to a pronounced butterfly structure in the
Γ-Z direction of the main domain. Such a structure is not
observed in Figs. 2 and 3. (2) The CDW-induced gap
around the Γ-Z axis is very wide, at least 0.25 Å−1, con-
sistent with previous observations [17]. Very large parts
of the observed weak FS would lie in that gap, even for a
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FIG. 5: Row-wise photoemission intensity through the but-
terfly wing (shown on top) with red arrows indicating the
position of Fermi level crossings. The dashed arrows and the
numbers give the ordering of the images.

rotated twin domain being simultaneously present, also
ruling out a twin domain as the origin of the weak FS.

Another possible cause of weak features in ARPES,
similar to the residual FS, is the fact that the detector
can tend to “streak out” structures of particularly high
intensity, giving rise to spurious intensity [29]. This is in
fact observed for the most intense features but, being an
artefact of the electron detection, such “streaks” do not
end at the Fermi energy, as the bands giving rise to the
weak FS do.

Tight-binding model

We present an extended version of the tight-binding
model introduced by Brouet et al. [17] for a qualita-
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FIG. 6: Data corresponding to Figs. 2 and 3 (photoemission
intensity at the Fermi level) but for a sample location with
a substantial contribution from a mirror-twin orientation do-
main.

tive comparison of some experimental features to calcu-
lations. This model is based on the original px and pz
bands with a dispersion given by

Epx
= −2t‖ cos[(kx + kz)

a

2
] − 2t⊥ cos[(kx − kz)

a

2
] − EF

Epz
= −2t‖ cos[(kx − kz)

a

2
] − 2t⊥ cos[(kx + kz)

a

2
] − EF,

(1)

where t‖ and t⊥ are the parameters controlling the cou-
pling along and perpendicular to the chain of p-orbitals,
respectively, and EF is the Fermi energy given by EF =
−2t‖ sin(π/8). In addition to these bands, the model con-
tains the shadow bands, obtained by shifting the original
px and pz bands by ±qN , and the folded bands, obtained
by shifting the original bands by c∗. This gives rise to
an 8 × 8 matrix. Bilayer splitting is also included, us-
ing an interaction tbl between all the bands in the model
and their bilayer-split counterparts, increasing the size
of the matrix to 16 × 16. In total, the model has seven
parameters: In addition to t‖, t⊥ and tbl, there is the in-
teraction tint between the px and pz bands, creating the
avoided crossings that separate the FS into the square
and the outer part, a parameter f controlling the inter-
action between the original band and the folded bands
and the parameter V controlling the size of the CDW

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

1 px-q V tint V’ tbl
2 v px V f tint f tbl
3 V px+q V’ tint tbl
4 f px+c* f tint tbl
5 tint V’ pz-q V tbl
6 tint f V pz V f tbl
7 V’ tint V pz+q tbl
8 f tint f pz+c* tbl
9 tbl px-q V tint V’
10 tbl V px V f tint f
11 tbl V px+q V’ tint
12 tbl f px+c* f tint
13 tbl tint V’ pz-q V
14 tbl tint f V pz V f
15 tbl V tint V pz+q
16 tbl f tint f pz+c*

FIG. 7: Matrix elements for the tight-binding model.

TABLE I: Parameters of the tight-binding model.

Parameter Value

a 4.35 Å

c 4.35 Å

qN 0.68c∗

t‖ -1.5 eV

t⊥ 0.3 eV

tint 0.2 eV

f 0.15 eV

V 0.35 eV

V ′ 0.16 eV

tbl 0.035 eV

gap. Finally, we include an interaction V ′ between two
CDW-shifted shadow bands (green bands in Fig. 4(d)).
This will turn out to be important to describe the situa-
tion close to the crossing of these bands near the corner
of the inner FS and the X point. The full matrix is given
in Fig. 7. The diagonal elements correspond to the dis-
persions in equation (1) with the notation that, e.g., px
corresponds to Epx

. Table I gives the parameters used
for the model. For the generation of panels (a) - (f) of
Fig. 8, some of these parameters have been set to zero
(see below).

When plotting the results of the model, we do not show
all the 8 (16) solutions but only the squared weight coeffi-
cients for the original px and pz orbitals, including bilayer
splitting [16–18, 22]. The result is broadened, simulating
a Gaussian energy and k-resolution function of 25 meV
and 0.02 Å−1 full width at half maximum, respectively.

Note that this is a minimal model with some limita-
tions: The CDW is created by a shift of ±qN between the
original px and pz bands in a single layer of Te atoms, and
the three-dimensional character of the problem is ignored
for simplicity (using the three dimensional description
would require a displacement by qCDW, creating twice
as many bands). As a consequence, there are no shadow
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bands that gap the red, folded FS in Fig. 4(c) and (d)
around kx = 0. In fact, the model does not have the full
periodicity of the folded band structure, as can be seen
be comparing the FS in the two adjacent “lower” and
“upper” BZs in Fig. 4(d) because it does not include
the CDW shadow bands of the folded bands. None of
this matters for the inspection of the CDW and the orig-
inal bands in the 1st BZ and the situation around the
X point, which is the main purpose of using the tight-
binding model here.

The tight-binding model can explain some features in
the data that are new compared to the results already dis-
cussed by Brouet et al. [16, 17]. Fig. 8(a)-(c) show the
tight-binding results as a function of kx and kz integrated
in a ±25 meV window around the Fermi level, as well as
two cuts as a function of energy and kz, for kx = 0.4 Å−1

and kx = 0.2 Å−1, respectively. Bilayer splitting and
the V ′ interaction between the shadow bands are not yet
included but many details in the experimental Fermi sur-
face are remarkably well reproduced, including the large
CDW gap, as can be seen by comparing Fig. 8(b) and
Fig. 2(c) in the main text. Also, the closed contour
around the X point is formed. The observed disruption
of the outer FS (red arrow in Fig. 2(a)) is reproduced and
also marked by a red arrow in Fig. 8(a). According to
Fig. 4(d), this avoided crossing takes place between the
outer FS (blue) and the CDW-shifted shadow FS (green).
The situation around the butterfly near the X-point ap-
pears to be well reproduced since the model appears to
match the finely resolved details in Fig. 3(b). However,
the agreement is actually not as good as it appears be-
cause the inset of Fig. 3(b) and Fig. 5 show that the wing
of the butterfly is actually a closed contour, giving rise to
the α quantum oscillation. Finally, an interesting detail
in the model of Fig. 8(a) is that the point of intersec-
tion between the CDW shadow band and the folded band
(green arrows in Fig. 2 and Fig. 8) shows a (very weak)
avoided crossing. This is surprising because the tight-
binding model does not contain an interaction between
the shadow band and the folded band that would cause
this. The origin of the weak anti-crossing must thus be
the fact that the neighbouring crossing of the main band
and the folded band mixes the character of these two and
thereby gives rise to a (very weak) interaction with the
shadow band. This is not observed in the experiment.

Fig. 8(d)-(f) show the corresponding results when a
small bilayer interaction of tbl = 35 meV is included.
This modification creates the desired bilayer splitting of
the FS which is in excellent agreement with the results
of Fig. 2(a), especially for the outer FS and the pockets
around X. The cut along kx = 0.2 Å−1 in Fig. 8(e) shows
that the bands of panel (b) are now strongly split by the
bilayer interaction. Note that the qualitative agreement
with the experimental FS in the butterfly region is not
improved by the introduction of bilayer splitting. If any-
thing, it is worse because the wings of the butterfly are

still not closed contours and the pronounced FS element
in the centre of the butterfly is not found in the experi-
ment (it is observed at slightly higher binding energy).

This can be improved to some degree by introduc-
ing an additional interaction in the model between the
two CDW-shifted shadow bands (green bands in Fig. 5)
as V ′ =0.16 eV, leading to the situation shown in Fig.
8(g)-(i). The FS topology around the butterfly resembles
the experiment more closely and while a closed contour
around the butterfly wing has not been achieved either,
the bilayer-split bands are quite close to forming one.

Note that there are limits to what one can expect to
obtain from the tight-binding model, especially for the
very subtle structures around the butterfly which, after
all, are generated by the interaction of no less than eight
bands. In fact, the limits of the tight-binding model be-
come already clear when comparing the energy vs. k
cuts in Fig. 8 to the experimental ones in Fig. 2(c)
and (d). It is immediately evident that the tight-binding
model shows a much higher spectral weight of the shadow
bands near their crossing with the original bands. More-
over, the bilayer splitting is clearly energy-dependent in
the experiment, as for example seen in Fig. 2(d) where
it is only observed for the highest binding energies but
seems to be very small closer to the Fermi energy. In-
deed, a scenario where both split bands flatten out and
gradually merge into the corresponding shadow bands,
as in Fig. 8(e) and (h), is never observed.

Finally, we stress that the tight-binding model in this
form does not show the experimentally observed CDW
shadow bands even though they are present in the model.
This is due to the fact that their intensity is very strongly
suppressed in the plots that only show the weight on the
original bands.
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