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Motivated by recent experiments reporting unconventional collective modes in the charge density-
wave (CDW) state of rare-earth tritellurides RTe3, we derive from a multi-orbital microscopic model
on the square net a CDW Ginzburg-Landau theory that allows for non-trivial orbital order. Our
analysis reveals unconventional CDWs where order parameters with distinct orbital character co-
exist due to an approximate symmetry of the low-energy model, which becomes exact in the limit
of nearest-neighbor-only hopping and decoupled px, py orbitals. Because of this coexistence, the
resulting CDW pattern displays an orbital texture that generally breaks additional symmetries of
the lattice besides those explicitly broken by the CDW wave-vector. In particular, we find two
competing phases that differ in whether they break or preserve inversion and vertical mirror sym-
metries. We explain the mechanisms that favor each outcome, and discuss experimental probes that
can distinguish the different phases.

I. INTRODUCTION

Charge density-waves (CDWs) in rare earth tritel-
lurides (RTe3) have been extensively studied over the
last three decades [1–28]. The itinerant electrons that
drive the CDW transition are predominantly from two-
dimensional (2D) Te “square nets,” whose partially filled
px and py orbitals exhibit quasi-1D Fermi surfaces with
near perfect nesting [2]. Theoretically, the Fermi surface
structure can give rise to either stripe or checkerboard
order; the former is favored for high transition temper-
atures [29], consistent with the unidirectional (single-Q)
CDW observed in experiments. In addition to Fermi sur-
face nesting, strong electron-phonon coupling may also
play a role in the CDW formation [11, 21, 30].

Yet, despite the long history of CDWs in this fam-
ily of materials, new facets have been revealed in re-
cent experiments. For instance, a cascade of antiferro-
magnetic transitions was observed in GdTe3 [25] whereas
emergent tetragonality and strain-driven CDW realign-
ment were reported in ErTe3 [21–23]. Moreover, Ref. [20]
found a collective CDW mode displaying axial symmetry
in GdTe3. This is suggestive of additional symmetry-
breaking beyond those naturally imposed by the CDW
wave-vector Q (rotational and translational), which is in-
consistent with a standard CDW order with “s-wave” or-
bital character, as usually obtained in microscopic models
[29]. This discrepancy motivates us to revisit the theory
of CDWs in the RTe3 family by following the framework
of Ref. [29] but considering an enlarged space of order
parameters with non-trivial orbital character.

In this paper, we study CDWs with non-trivial orbital
texture in Te square nets. Starting from a microscopic
weak-coupling model with weakly coupled px and py or-
bitals, combined with a group-theory analysis, we derive
a Ginzburg-Landau (GL) theory and analyze its solutions
assuming a single-Q phase. We show that in addition to
the conventional phase described in Ref. [29], the the-
ory has solutions where two CDWs with distinct orbital
characters coexist, giving rise to possible ground states

with non-trivial orbital textures that break inversion or
mirror-symmetry, even though the wave-vector Q pre-
serves both.

This coexistence arises from an approximate symme-
try of the microscopic model. Specifically, in a nearest-
neighbor square net tight-binding model, symmetry pre-
vents hopping between px and py orbitals. This decou-
pling results in an extra U(1) symmetry corresponding
to separate conservation of charge in each orbital sec-
tor, which is exact in the nearest-neighbor limit and
approximate when realistic next-nearest-neighbor hop-
ping is included. Since the orbitals are nearly decou-
pled, the CDWs in each orbital sector are nearly inde-
pendent, resulting in two distinct order parameters with
near-degenerate coefficients in the GL theory. We study
the competition/coexistence of these order parameters,
analyzing the role of different mechanisms in selecting
whether the symmetry broken by the orbital texture is in-
version or a mirror. We also compare our results with re-
cent experiments that report mirror symmetry-breaking
in the CDW state of RTe3 [20, 27].

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we intro-
duce the square net tight-binding model and compute the
CDW ordering vector from the charge density susceptibil-
ity. In Sec. III, we define the CDW order parameters and
decompose them into irreducible representations of the
crystallographic point group. This provides a framework
to derive and solve the GL theory in Sec. IV. In Sec. V we
discuss the experimental implications of the results. We
conclude our work in Sec. VI. In Appendix A, we derive
the GL theory. Appendix B describes how we compute
the Fermi surface in the presence of the CDW. Finally,
Appendix C extends the GL theory to the tetragonal lat-
tice, as opposed to the orthorhombic lattice considered
in the main text.
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FIG. 1. Fermi surfaces for tσ = 2.0eV and (a) td = 0, tπ = 0, (b) td = 0, tπ = 0.37eV, and (c) td = 0.16eV, tπ = 0.37eV at
chemical potential µ = 1.53eV. The vector Q0 = (2kF , 2kF ) (red) perfectly nests the Fermi surface in (a) and remains a good
nesting vector in the presence of additional hopping terms in (b,c). The vector (2kF , π) (blue) nests the px-lines slightly better
in (b,c) but does a poor job in nesting the py-lines.

II. MICROSCOPIC MODEL

The RTe3 crystal structure consists of double layers
of square-planar Te sheets separated by RTe slabs. The
crystal is invariant under the orthorhombic space group
Cmcm with corresponding point group D2h; however,
since the orthorhombic distortion in RTe3 is very weak,
it is often modeled as tetragonal [20]. Thus, we start by
considering an idealized model of the Te square lattice,
which is invariant under the point group D4h.
We approximate the band structure by the following

tight-binding Hamiltonian written in the basis of Te px-
and py-orbitals [29, 31]:

H(0) =
∑
k

(
ψ†
k,px

ψ†
k,py

)
h
(0)
k

(
ψk,px

ψk,py

)
(1)

where h
(0)
k includes only nearest- and next-nearest-

neighbor hopping:

h
(0)
k =

(
−2tσ cos kx + 2tπ cos ky −2td sin kx sin ky

−2td sin kx sin ky −2tσ cos ky + 2tπ cos kx

)
.

(2)
Here tσ(tπ) describes σ-bonds (π-bonds) between near-
est neighbors and td parameterizes the hopping strength
diagonally across the square plaquettes. We estimate
the hopping amplitudes tσ ≈ 2.0eV, tπ ≈ 0.37eV, and
td ≈ 0.16eV, following Ref. [29]. Note that the spinor
ψk,pi

contains a spin index that is implicitly summed

over in H(0); hereafter, all our analysis is done assuming
spin-rotational invariance.

An intuition for the origin and nature of the CDW
arises from considering the extreme limit where tπ = td =
0 in Eq. (2). In this limit, the px and py orbitals are
decoupled and, further, the px(y) Fermi surface consists
of two sets of straight lines at kx(y) = ±kF , shown in Fig.

1(a), where kF is defined by:

µ = −2tσ cos kF (3)

for a fixed chemical potential µ. In this simplified case,
both px- and py-Fermi surfaces are perfectly nested by
the vectorQ0 = (2kF , 2kF ) and its fourfold-rotated coun-
terparts (red arrow in Fig. 1). Reintroducing a small
value of tπ keeps the orbitals decoupled, but introduces
curvature to the Fermi surface, shown in Fig. 1(b), so
that the px- and py-lines start to slightly deviate from
their average value, still given by kx, ky = ±kF . Finally,
introducing non-zero td couples the px and py orbitals
and opens a gap where their Fermi surfaces cross, shown
in Fig. 1(c). As long as tπ and td are small compared
to tσ, the vector Q0 still does a good job of nesting the
entire Fermi surface. One may also consider the compet-
ing nesting vector (2kF , π), which nests the px-FS even
better, but does a poor job nesting the py-FS [29] (blue
arrow in Fig. 1. In the following, we adopt µ ≈ 1.53
eV, as determined from Eq. (3) with kF ≈ 5π/8 and
tσ ≈ 2.0eV [29]. To determine which ordering vector is
preferred, we numerically evaluate the charge density sus-
ceptibility matrix, which is a multi-orbital generalization
of the Lindhard susceptibility, as used in, e.g., Ref. [32]:

χβγ
αδ (Q, T, µ) = −

∑
k,nm

aαn(k)a
β∗
n (k)aγm(k+Q)aδ∗m (k+Q)

ξkn − ξk+Qm

× [f (ξkn)− f (ξk+Qm)] , (4)

where ξkn = ϵkn − µ are shifted eigenenergies, aαm(k) is
the matrix that diagonalizes the Hamiltonian (2), n and
m are the band indices, and the Greek letter superscripts
indicate the orbital indices px, py. The Fermi-Dirac dis-
tribution function is denoted by f(ξkn, T ). Eq. (4) is
derived from the Green’s function representation in the
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limit ω → 0 [32]:

χβγ
αδ (Q, ω, T, µ) =

−β−1
∑
k,iωn

Gαβ (k, iωn)Gγδ (k +Q, iωn + iω) , (5)

where the spectral representation of the Green’s function
is given by

Gαβ (k, iωn) =
∑
m

aαm(k)aβ∗m (k)

iωn − ϵkm
. (6)

When td is small, the eigenstates aαm have dominantly ei-
ther px or py character and the Green’s function is nearly
diagonal in the orbital indices α, β. Consequently, the
susceptibility components χαγ

αγ dominate. Thus, to de-
termine the dominant Q, we plot the fourfold-invariant
combinations χ(Q, T, µ) = χ11

11(Q, T, µ) + χ22
22(Q, T, µ)

and χ̃(Q, T, µ) = χ12
12(Q, T, µ) + χ21

21(Q, T, µ).
In agreement with Ref. 29, we find that over a wide

range of chemical potential and temperature, the sus-
ceptibility χ(Q, T, µ) peaks at approximately Q0 and
its fourfold-rotated counterparts (see Fig. 2), while
χ̃(Q, T, µ) peaks at zero. In Fig. 3 we plot χ(Q, T, µ)
as a function of temperature at a fixed value of chemi-
cal potential for Q = Q0 and Q = (2kF , π). While for
td = 0, the latter vector is preferred at low temperatures,
for the realistic value of td, the vector Q0 = (2kF , 2kF ) is
always preferred. Thus, in the following, the GL theory
we derive is specific to Q0.

The peak in the non-interacting susceptibility χ(Q0)
can result in a CDW instability in the presence of in-
teractions. In a multi-orbital system, there are different
types of local intra-orbital and inter-orbital interactions,
whose combinations may favor either a spin or a charge
density-wave (see, for instance, Ref. [33]). For our pur-
poses, it is sufficient to assume a combination that favors
a CDW and write an effective attractive interaction g > 0
in the CDW channel:

V = −g
∑

k,k′,Q
αβ

ψ†
k+Q,αψk,β ψ

†
k′−Q,βψk′,α, (7)

where α, β are the orbital indices px, py and the sum
over k,k′,Q runs over the first Brillouin zone. The total
Hamiltonian is given by

H = H(0) + V. (8)

In later sections we will also consider the role of electron-
phonon coupling.

The GL theory we will derive describes all possible
CDW order parameters in orbital space with wave vector
Q0. The case when the charge density wave is trivial
in orbital space was extensively studied in Ref. 29. In
this situation, the symmetries broken by the CDW phase
arise entirely from the direction of the wave-vector Q0,
which in the case Q0 = (2kF , 2kF ) breaks translational
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FIG. 2. Susceptibilities χ(Q, T, µ) (upper panel) and
χ̃(Q, T, µ) (lower panel) as functions of Q at fixed temper-
ature T = 0.15eV and chemical potential µ = 1.53eV for
td = 0.16eV. Red and blue arrows indicate the two nesting
vectors Q0 = (2kF , 2kF ) and (2kF , π) respectively for the
given value of µ.

symmetry and lowers the fourfold rotational symmetry to
twofold. However, as will be demonstrated below, when
td = 0, there are two degenerate CDW order parameters,
one of which possesses a nontrivial orbital character. For
a finite and realistic value of td, the two channels remain
nearly degenerate. We study the competition between
a phase with a single CDW or one where both CDWs
coexist. In the latter case, the orbital texture arising
from the mixed orbital character of the CDWs causes
the Fermi surface to break additional crystal symmetries
beyond those broken by the wave vectorQ0 itself, such as
mirror or inversion. Recent Raman and second-harmonic
generation (SHG) data on LaTe3 are consistent with a
CDW that breaks all vertical mirrors [27].

III. SYMMETRIES AND CDW ORDER
PARAMETERS

Before deriving the Ginzburg-Landau theory, we define
the CDW order parameters and decompose them into
irreps of the crystallographic point group D2h, the group
of symmetries that either leave Q0 invariant or rotate
Q0 → −Q0 (i.e. the little group). D2h consists of the
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FIG. 3. Susceptibility χ(Q, T, µ) for Q = (2kF , 2kF ) (red) and Q = (2kF , π) (blue) as a function of temperature T (in eV) at
fixed chemical potential µ = 1.53eV. Left: td = 0. Right: td = 0.16eV.

elements:

{E, C2, C
′′
2 (y = x), C ′′

2 (y = −x),
I, σh, σd(y = x), σd(y = −x)}, (9)

where E is the identity operation, C2 is a two-fold ro-
tation about the principal (z) axis, C ′′

2 are two-fold ro-
tations about the axes y = x and y = −x, I indicates
inversion, σh is reflection through the horizontal mirror
plane, and σd denotes reflections through one of the ver-
tical mirror planes y = x or y = −x. For reference, we
provide the character table of D2h in Table I.
The orbital-resolved CDW order parameters are given

by:

∆αβ
Q =

∑
k

〈
ψ†
k−Q,βψk,α

〉
. (10)

Equivalently, one may consider their linear combinations:

∆i
Q =

∑
k

〈
ψ†
k−Qσ

i ψk

〉
, i = 0, 3, (11)

so that ∆Q =
∑

i ∆
i
Qσ

i. Here σi, i = 1, 3, are Pauli

matrices acting in orbital space, σ0 is the identity matrix,
and we have introduced an abbreviated notation where
the orbital indices are not shown explicitly. Note that the
order parameters satisfy ∆̄i

Q = ∆i
−Q, where the overbar

denotes complex conjugation.
The symmetry properties of the order parameters can

be directly obtained from the symmetry properties of the
creation and annihilation operators. Under the action of
translations t and point group elements g:

t : ∆i
Q 7→ e−iQ·t ∆i

Q,

g : ∆i
Q 7→ χρi

(g)∆i
g−1·Q, (12)

where χρi
(·) is the character of the representation ρi,

with ρ0 = ρx = Ag and ρy = ρz = B1g 1D irreps of D2h.
Below, we decompose the space of order parameters

into irreducible representations of the point group D2h.

We also give the irreps of their translationally invari-
ant bilinears, which will simplify the construction of our
Ginzburg-Landau theory. The space of order parameters
is spanned by {∆i

Q0
,∆i

−Q0
} and is decomposed into the

irreps ofD2h in Table II. ℜ∆i
Q0

and ℑ∆i
Q0

denote the real

and imaginary parts of the order parameter ∆i
Q0

, respec-

tively, and can be equivalently rewritten as ∆i
Q0

±∆i
−Q0

,
up to a coefficient.
The space of translationally invariant bilinears

spanned by Λij
0 = ∆i

Q0
∆j

−Q0
is analogously decomposed

into irreducible representations of D2h in Table III. In
Appendix A, we list all the ∆-bilinears and their corre-
sponding representations explicitly in Table V.
It is straightforward to extend this analysis by consid-

ering the full tetragonal symmetry of the lattice, i.e. by
considering the little group D4h. In this case, one needs
to also include, besides Q0 and −Q0 , the wave-vectors
Q1 = C4 ·Q0 and −Q1, where C4 denotes a π/2 rotation
with respect to the z axis. Clearly, the case of a single-
Q CDW reduces to the case studied here, i.e., the little
group D2h. Since the analysis is more transparent for the
D2h case, we will focus on it hereafter. For completeness,
we show in Appendix C the full GL analysis for the D4h

case. Note that in Ref. [27], the order parameters and
bilinears are classified in terms of the irreducible repre-
sentations of D4h.

IV. GINZBURG-LANDAU THEORY

In this section, we derive the GL theory for the CDW
order parameters (11) and classify the resulting phases,
which are summarized in Table IV. We begin by studying
the td = 0 case in Sec. IVA. We show that for a nesting-
driven instability of the Fermi surface, there is a degener-
ate family of solutions to the GL theory, corresponding to
an arbitrary relative phase between CDWs in the px and
py channels, i.e. to an U(1) symmetry. This degeneracy
allows, in particular, for solutions with two non-vanishing
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D2h E C2 C′′
2 (y = x) C′′

2 (y = −x) I σh σd(y = x) σd(y = −x)

Ag +1 +1 +1 +1 +1 +1 +1 +1

B1g +1 +1 −1 −1 +1 +1 −1 −1

B2g +1 −1 −1 +1 +1 −1 +1 −1

B3g +1 −1 +1 −1 +1 −1 −1 +1

Au +1 +1 +1 +1 −1 −1 −1 −1

B1u +1 +1 −1 −1 −1 −1 +1 +1

B2u +1 −1 −1 +1 −1 +1 −1 +1

B3u +1 −1 +1 −1 −1 +1 +1 −1

TABLE I. Character table for the point group D2h.

Basis Representation

ℜ∆i
Q0

Ag ⊗ ρi

ℑ∆i
Q0

B3u ⊗ ρi

TABLE II. Irreducible representations of the CDW order
parameters for the point group D2h. The index i takes values
in the set {0, x, y, z}, with ρ0 = ρx = Ag, and ρy = ρz = B1g.

Basis Representation

ℜΛij
0 Ag ⊗ ρi ⊗ ρj

ℑΛij
0 B3u ⊗ ρi ⊗ ρj

TABLE III. Irreducible representations of the translationally
invariant ∆-bilinears Λij

0 = ∆i
Q0

∆j
−Q0

for the point group
D2h. The index i takes values in the set {0, x, y, z}, with
ρ0 = ρx = Ag, and ρy = ρz = B1g.

order parameters that transform as different irreps. Such
solutions break inversion symmetry and one of the diag-
onal mirror symmetries σd in addition to those required
by the CDW vector Q0. We then show that introducing
electron-phonon coupling may drive the system to a dif-
ferent phase with two coexisting order parameters which
breaks both mirrors while preserving inversion. We then
generalize the GL theory to the td ̸= 0 case in Sec. IVB
and show that the aforementioned degeneracy is resolved
in favor of solutions with two coexisting channels.

A. Case td = 0

For simplicity, we begin by analyzing the GL theory in
the limit td = 0 when the px and py orbitals are decou-
pled. Due to the decoupling, the effective action takes
the simple form:

Seff = 2r
(
|∆pxpx

Q0
|2 + |∆pypy

Q0
|2
)

+8b
(
|∆pxpx

Q0
|4 + |∆pypy

Q0
|4
)
, (13)

expressed in terms of the order parameters ∆pxpx

Q0
and

∆
pypy

Q0
from Eq. (10). While symmetry allows for terms

including the remaining order parameters ∆
pxpy

Q0
and

∆
pypx

Q0
in the GL theory, we argue below Eq. (15) that

they vanish. Minimizing the effective action (13) yields
|∆pxpx

Q0
| = |∆pypy

Q0
|, but does not determine the phases of

the order parameters, which is important for determining
the symmetry of the CDW phase.

Going forward, it will be convenient to label the order
parameters in terms of the point group irreps, defined in
Eq. (11). The GL theory to quadratic order includes all
translationally invariant bilinears in Table III that trans-
form as the trivial representation of D2h (the bilinears
are written explicitly in Table V). Similarly, the quartic
order consists of Ag-products of the bilinears from Table
III. The coefficient of each term in the GL theory can be
derived from the non-interacting Green’s functions de-
fined in Eq. (6). We refer the reader to Appendix A for
the complete derivation, where we first obtain the theory
for td ̸= 0 and then exploit simplifications arising in the
td = 0 case. The resulting effective action to quadratic
order is as follows:

S
(2)
eff = a0|∆0

Q0
|2+ax|∆x

Q0
|2+ay|∆y

Q0
|2+az|∆z

Q0
|2, (14)

where the coefficients are given in terms of the suscepti-
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Single-∆ Double-∆

Ag B1g B2u B1g

Non-zero order parameters ℜ∆0
Q0

ℜ∆z
Q0

ℜ∆0
Q0

, ℑ∆z
Q0

δα = π/2

ℜ∆0
Q0

, ℜ∆z
Q0

δα = 0

Irreps Ag B1g Ag, B2u Ag, B1g

Non-zero bilinears –– –– ∆̄0
Q0

∆z
Q0

− ∆̄z
Q0

∆0
Q0

(B2u) ∆̄0
Q0

∆z
Q0

+ ∆̄z
Q0

∆0
Q0

(B1g)

Solution in terms of
∆pxpx

Q0
and ∆

pypy
Q0

∆pxpx
Q0

= ∆
pypy
Q0

∆pxpx
Q0

= −∆
pypy
Q0

∆pxpx
Q0

= (|∆0
Q0

|+ i|∆z
Q0

|)eiα,
∆

pypy
Q0

= (|∆0
Q0

| − i|∆z
Q0

|)eiα
∆pxpx

Q0
= (|∆0

Q0
|+ |∆z

Q0
|)eiα,

∆
pypy
Q0

= (|∆0
Q0

| − |∆z
Q0

|)eiα

TABLE IV. Solutions of the Ginzburg-Landau theory and their non-zero order parameters, corresponding irreps, non-zero
bilinear order parameters, and expression in terms of px,y orbitals. Here δα = αz −α0 is the phase difference between ∆0

Q0
and

∆z
Q0

. Corresponding real-space plots illustrating the symmetry-breaking patterns are given in Fig. 4. For simplicity, we omit

the order parameter ∆x
Q0

, which is non-vanishing in the td ̸= 0 case whenever ∆0
Q0

is non-vanishing since the order parameters

mix. Since ∆x
Q0

transforms as the same irrep as ∆0
Q0

, the symmetry is not changed by this omission. Alternatively, in the

td ̸= 0 case, ∆0
Q0

should be replaced by ∆−
Q0

everywhere in this table.

bilities (4) and the interaction strength g:

a0 = az =
2

g
− χ11

11 − χ22
22,

ax = ay =
2

g
− χ12

12 − χ21
21. (15)

It is a special feature of the td = 0 limit that a0 and az
are exactly degenerate, as are ax and ay. Importantly,
this degeneracy is not enforced by the point-group sym-
metries: since the coefficients a0 and az (or, similarly, ax
and ay) correspond to order parameters that transform
as different irreps, they in principle should be different.
The fact that they are the same points to an emergent
symmetry that arises when the orbitals are decoupled,
which we will explore in further detail below. Interest-
ingly, this same enhanced symmetry kills the bilinear co-
efficients that couple the pairs of CDW order parameters
that transform as the same irrep according to Table II,
namely, ∆0

Q0
and ∆x

Q0
or ∆z

Q0
and ∆y

Q0
.

Such a degeneracy implies that the phase boundaries
coincide for ∆0

Q0
and ∆z

Q0
, as well as for ∆x

Q0
and ∆y

Q0
.

Numerical evaluation of the coefficients shows that, as
temperature decreases, the coefficient a0 = az becomes
negative first, in a region where ax = ay remains positive
(see Section IVB for details). Consequently, ∆x

Q0
and

∆y
Q0

do not condense from the disordered state. From

Eq. (11), these order parameters are expressed solely in
terms of ∆

pxpy

Q0
and ∆

pypx

Q0
, justifying their omission in

Eq. (13).
While the analysis of the quadratic coefficients implies

that both CDW order parameters ∆0
Q0

and ∆z
Q0

can ac-
quire a non-vanishing expectation value, this is not suf-
ficient to establish whether the energy is minimized by
forming domains in which only one of the order parame-

ters condense at a time (macroscopic phase separation) or
a single phase where both are simultaneously condensed
(microscopic coexistence). This distinction is equivalent
to asking whether the multi-critical point corresponding
to the coincidence of the two phase boundaries is bicrit-
ical or tetracritical, respectively (see, e.g., Ref. [34]). To
determine whether ∆0

Q0
and ∆z

Q0
can simultaneously be-

come non-zero everywhere in the system below the crit-
ical temperature – which we refer to as the “double-∆”
or coexistence phase – one must consider the Ginzburg-
Landau theory to fourth order in ∆0

Q0
and ∆z

Q0
(for the

derivation, see Appendix A):

Seff = r
(
|∆0

Q0
|2 + |∆z

Q0
|2
)

+b
(
|∆0

Q0
|2 + |∆z

Q0
|2
)2

+ b
(
∆̄0

Q0
∆z

Q0
+ ∆̄z

Q0
∆0

Q0

)2
.

(16)

This is identical to the action (13), as follows from

∆0,z
Q0

= ∆pxpx

Q0
±∆

pypy

Q0
. This action is valid in the region

of the phase diagram in temperature (T ) and interaction
strength (g) where both ax(T, g) = ay(T, g) > 0, and
thus ∆x

Q0
= ∆y

Q0
= 0, while a0(T, g) = az(T, g) = r < 0.

It has the following set of global minima:

|∆0
Q0

|2+ |∆z
Q0

|2 = − r

2b
, ∆̄0

Q0
∆z

Q0
+∆̄z

Q0
∆0

Q0
= 0. (17)

The second equation is satisfied when either ∆0
Q0

or ∆z
Q0

is zero, resulting in a single-∆ solution, or when both
∆0

Q0
and ∆z

Q0
are non-zero with a relative phase ±π/2,

resulting in a double-∆ solution. The single-∆ phases are
characterized by either ℜ∆0

Q0
or ℜ∆z

Q0
, which transform

as Ag and B1g, respectively, following Table II. As we
explain below, the global phase can be eliminated by a
lattice translation.



7

Note that the double-∆ solution has exactly the same
free energy as the single-∆ solutions despite the fact that
we extended the analysis of the GL theory to quartic
order. This is a consequence of the emergent symmetry
of the td = 0 case. We anticipate – and show in the
next section – that this degeneracy is lifted when td ̸= 0,
favoring the double-∆ solution.

Thus, we now turn to discuss the symmetry of the
double-∆ phase in the td = 0 case. As temperature is
lowered, ∆0

Q0
and ∆z

Q0
may simultaneously acquire ex-

pectation values with a relative phase of ±π/2. Suppose
∆0

Q0
= eiα|∆0

Q0
| and ∆z

Q0
= ±ieiα|∆z

Q0
|. When α = 0,

the resulting phase is characterized by the two D2h-irreps
ℜ∆0

Q0
and ℑ∆z

Q0
, which transform as Ag and B2u, re-

spectively.
However, for a generic α, we obtain a different set of

irreps with respect to D2h: ℜ∆0
Q0

, ℑ∆0
Q0

, ℜ∆z
Q0

, and
ℑ∆z

Q0
transform as Ag, B3u, B1g, and B2u, respectively.

One might worry, then, that the choice of α – which
does not enter the free energy – changes the symme-
try of the resulting phase. As we now show, this is not
the case. The irreps obtained for a generic α transform
precisely as Ag and B2u for the “shifted” point group
Dt

2h = {t−1gt | g ∈ D2h}, where t is the lattice trans-
lation for which ∆i

Q0
acquires the phase shift α accord-

ing to Eq. (12). (The point group Dt
2h leaves the lat-

tice point −t invariant.) The space of order parameters
{∆i

Q0
,∆i

−Q0
= ∆̄i

Q0
} decomposes into irreps of Dt

2h as
follows:

{e−iα∆i
Q0

+ eiα∆i
−Q0

, e−iα∆i
Q0

− eiα∆i
−Q0

}, (18)

where the first linear combination belongs to Ag ⊗ ρi,
while the second one is in B3u ⊗ ρi. Consequently, for a
non-zero phase α, we obtain the same irreps, Ag and B2u,
with respect to the shifted point group Dt

2h. Specifically,
e−iα∆0

Q0
+ eiα∆0

−Q0
and e−iα∆z

Q0
− eiα∆z

−Q0
transform

as Ag and B2u respectively. Thus, each value of α rep-
resents a CDW that transforms as the same irrep with
respect to a shifted point group. Equivalently, we can
state that different values of the absolute phase α yield
the same representation of the space group. Note that
there is a subtlety depending on whether Q0 is commen-
surate or incommensurate: we assume the latter, so that
α varies continuously. In the commensurate case, addi-
tional terms in the GL theory will restrict the possible
values of α to a finite set.

These results suggest that the resulting double-∆
phase is characterized by the translationally invariant bi-
linear order parameter ∆̄0

Q0
∆z

Q0
− ∆̄z

Q0
∆0

Q0
̸= 0, which

transforms as B2u (see Tables III and V). This is the
same transformation properties as an in-plane electric
field pointing along one of the diagonals, which therefore
breaks inversion I and one of the two vertical mirrors,
σd(y = ±x), see Table I.

In our weak-coupling analysis, the quartic coefficients
of the GL theory are determined entirely by the non-
interacting electronic dispersion. However, coupling to

other degrees of freedom can give additional contribu-
tions to the quartic terms, which may in fact alter the
orbital texture of the CDW phase. We consider specifi-
cally the coupling between the CDW and a B1g phonon
mode. According to first-principles calculations and ex-
perimental data in GdTe3 [35], there are relatively soft
B1g phonon modes in the spectrum, with energies rang-
ing from about 5 meV to about 20 meV. As we show
below, soft modes can give large contributions to the
GL coefficients. Denoting the corresponding generalized
phonon coordinate as ΦB1g

, a new term arises in the GL

theory of the form γΦB1g

(
∆̄0

Q0
∆z

Q0
+ ∆̄z

Q0
∆0

Q0

)
. Inte-

grating out the phonon effectively reduces the coefficient

of
(
∆̄0

Q0
∆z

Q0
+ ∆̄z

Q0
∆0

Q0

)2
in the action (16), yielding:

Seff = r
(
|∆0

Q0
|2 + |∆z

Q0
|2
)

+b
(
|∆0

Q0
|2 + |∆z

Q0
|2
)2

+ b′
(
∆̄0

Q0
∆z

Q0
+ ∆̄z

Q0
∆0

Q0

)2
(19)

While when td = 0, b′ = b, we will show in the next sec-
tion that b′ ̸= b generically when td ̸= 0. In our current
case, the phonon contribution gives b′ − b ∝ −γ2/Ωph,
where Ωph is the B1g phonon frequency. The key point
is that Eq. (19) has the following local extremum:

|∆0
Q0

|2 = − r

4(b+ b′)
, ∆0

Q0
= ±∆z

Q0
, (20)

at which Seff = −r2/4(b+ b′). This is in addition to the
local extremum already obtained from Eq. (17), at which
Seff = −r2/4b. The global minimum is determined by the
magnitudes of b and b′; specifically, the new solution in
(20) is favored when −b < b′ < 0.
In this case, the resulting phase is characterized by the

non-zero bilinear ∆̄0
Q0

∆z
Q0

+∆̄z
Q0

∆0
Q0

, which transforms
as B1g, i.e., similar to in-plane shear strain. Thus, this
phase breaks both mirrors σd(y = x) and σd(y = −x),
while preserving inversion symmetry (see Table I). The
absence of vertical mirrors implies that there is in-plane
“handedness”, which is a direct consequence of the fact
that the bilinear ∆̄0

Q0
∆z

Q0
+ ∆̄z

Q0
∆0

Q0
can also be inter-

preted as an out-of-plane electric toroidal moment (fer-
roaxial moment) [36, 37], since the latter also transforms
as B1g in theD2h point group. We emphasize that, in the
D4h point group, the corresponding bilinear transforms
as A2g, see Appendix C, which is also the notation used
in Ref. [27]. This phase is consistent with the Raman ex-
perimental results of Refs. 20 and 27, which identified an
axial collective mode for the CDW phase, as well as the
SHG results of Ref. 27, which directly identified mirror
symmetry breaking.
We will see in the next section that the quartic term(

∆̄0
Q0

∆z
Q0

− ∆̄z
Q0

∆0
Q0

)2
, which can arise from coupling

to a B2u phonon, is also allowed in the GL theory when
td ̸= 0 and provides another route to a symmetry-broken
phase.
We now describe the phases we have found in terms of

the orbital-resolved order parameters ∆pxpx

Q0
= (∆0

Q0
+
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG. 4. Real-space plots of the orbital occupations ρpx(r) and ρpy (r) for Q = (π/3, π/3) illustrating different symmetry
breaking patterns: (a) Single-∆ Ag: ρpy = ρpx = cos(Q · r), no additional symmetries are broken besides the translational
and rotational symmetries broken explicitly by Q. (b) Single-∆ B1g: ρpy = −ρpx = cos(Q · r), no additional symmetries are
broken; (c) Double-∆ B2u: ρpy = cos(Q · r − π/4), ρpx = cos(Q · r + π/4), one of the diagonal mirrors is broken, inversion
is broken; (d) Double-∆ B1g: ρpy = 0.5 cos(Q · r), ρpx = cos(Q · r), two diagonal mirrors are broken, inversion is preserved.
Color indicates the charge density magnitude, while positive and negative density values are represented by filled and empty
circles respectively.

∆z
Q0

)/2 and ∆
pypy

Q0
= (∆0

Q0
−∆z

Q0
)/2, defined in Eq. (10).

The single-∆ solution with ∆0
Q0

̸= 0 and ∆z = 0 implies

that ∆pxpx

Q0
= ∆

pypy

Q0
, while the single-∆ solution with

∆0
Q0

= 0 and ∆z
Q0

̸= 0 implies ∆pxpx

Q0
= −∆

pypy

Q0
. In

the B2u double-∆ phase that also follows from Eq. (13),
where both ∆0

Q0
and ∆z

Q0
are non-zero and their rela-

tive phase is ±π/2, ∆pxpx

Q0
and ∆

pypy

Q0
have equal magni-

tude, but the phase between them is arbitrary. On the
other hand, in the B1g double-∆ phase obtained from Eq.
(19), where the relative phase between ∆0

Q0
and ∆z

Q0
is

trivial, ∆pxpx

Q0
and ∆

pypy

Q0
have the same phase but differ-

ent magnitudes. Therefore, the double-∆ phases display
a non-trivial orbital texture determined by the relative
phase and relative magnitude between the two CDW or-
der parameters. As we will discuss in Sec. V, this orbital
texture is the reason why, despite sharing the same irre-
ducible representation, the B1g single-∆ phase and the
B1g double-∆ phase exhibit distinct experimental signa-
tures.
Given that ∆pxpx

Q = |∆pxpx

Q |eiαpx and ∆
pypy

Q =

|∆pypy

Q |eiαpy , the corresponding onsite electronic occu-
pations of the px- and py-orbital are given by:

ρpx
(r) = |∆pxpx

Q | cos (Q · r + αpx
) ,

ρpy
(r) = |∆pypy

Q | cos
(
Q · r + αpy

)
. (21)

We present real-space plots of the orbital occupations
ρpx

(r) and ρpy
(r) for each of the four phases in Fig. 4,

highlighting the non-trivial orbital texture, where we take
Q = (π/3, π/3) for clarity.
To summarize, the td = 0 case illustrates our main

point: CDWs with non-trivial orbital character must be
considered on the same footing as the CDW that is triv-

ial in orbital space. Although for td = 0 the single-∆
and double-∆ phases are energetically equivalent, if we
assume that the double-∆ phase is favored by additional
degrees of freedom, we obtain a CDW phase that breaks
additional symmetries beyond those broken explicitly by
the wave vector Q0.

B. Case td ̸= 0

We now turn to the more general case where td ̸=
0. The GL theory contains all translationally invariant
bilinears transforming in the trivial representation ofD2h

in Table III. To quadratic order:

S
(2)
eff =

(
∆̄0

Q0
∆̄x

Q0

)(a0 λ
λ ax

)(
∆0

Q0

∆x
Q0

)
+
(
∆̄y

Q0
∆̄z

Q0

)(ay λ̃

λ̃ az

)(
∆y

Q0

∆z
Q0

)
, (22)

where the coefficients may be written in terms of the
susceptibilities (4) (see Appendix A for the derivation):

a0/z =
2

g
−
[ (
χ11
11 + χ22

22

)
±
(
χ22
11 + χ11

22

) ]
,

ax/y =
2

g
−
[ (
χ12
12 + χ21

21

)
±
(
χ21
12 + χ12

21

) ]
. (23)

The generic presence of the off-diagonal terms with coef-
ficients λ and λ̃ is expected, since, according to Table II,
the CDW order parameters ∆0

Q0
and ∆x

Q0
transform as

the same irrep; similarly, ∆z
Q0

and ∆y
Q0

also transform
as the same irrep. Computing these off-diagonal coeffi-
cients (see Eq. (A9) in the Appendix), we find that the
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FIG. 5. Quadratic coefficients ai−2/g in the Ginzburg-Landau theory as functions of temperature T (in eV) at Q = (2kF , 2kF ),

for a− ≈ a0 (red), az (orange), a+ ≈ ax (blue), ay (green), and λ (purple); λ̃ = 0 exactly. Left: td = 0.16eV, corresponding to
the realistic value of td quoted in Ref. 29. Right: td = 0.4eV, much larger than the expected value. For both values of td, a−
and az, as well as a+ and ay, are nearly degenerate and |λ| ≪ |ai|.

off-diagonal coefficient λ̃ vanishes for this simplified band
dispersion, while the coefficient λ is given by:

λ = −
(
χ11
12 + χ22

21 + χ11
21 + χ22

12

)
. (24)

Recall that susceptibility matrix elements of the form χβγ
αδ

with α ̸= β or δ ̸= γ vanish when td = 0. Thus, since td is
small compared to the other couplings, a0 and az (as well
as ax and ay) are similar in magnitude. Specifically, az−
a0 = 2

(
χ22
11 + χ11

22

)
and ay − ax = 2

(
χ21
12 + χ12

21

)
, which

are the sub-dominant components of the susceptibility,
as discussed below Eq. (4). For the same reason, the
off-diagonal coefficient λ is much smaller than any of the
diagonal coefficients ai.

To obtain the phase diagram, we first diagonalize the
effective quadratic action (22):

S
(2)
eff =

(
∆̄+

Q0
∆̄−

Q0

)(a+ 0
0 a−

)(
∆+

Q0

∆−
Q0

)
+
(
∆̄y

Q0
∆̄z

Q0

)(ay 0
0 az

)(
∆y

Q0

∆z
Q0

)
, (25)

where a± =
(
a0 + ax ±

√
(a0 − ax)2 + 4λ2

)
/2 are eigen-

values in the ∆
0/x
Q0

-sector and ∆̄±
Q0

are the corresponding

linear combinations of ∆0
Q0

and ∆x
Q0

. Let us also assume
here that a0 < ax and λ≪ ax − a0 so that a− ≈ a0 and
a+ ≈ ax for small values of td. These assumptions are
supported by numerical evaluation of the coefficients in
Eq. (25), as illustrated in Fig. 5. Note that in this figure
we plot (ai − 2/g), which implies that the most negative
(ai − 2/g) corresponds to the leading instability of the
system, which takes place when the condition ai = 0 is
met. Since a0 ≈ az, it follows that a− ≈ az as long as
td is small. This implies similar critical temperatures for
∆−

Q0
and ∆z

Q0
, which become coincident in the td → 0

limit. (In this limit, ∆−
Q0

→ ∆0
Q0

and ∆+
Q0

→ ∆x
Q0

.)

To analyze which (if any) coexistence state between
the ∆− and ∆z CDWs emerges in this model, we proceed

to analyze the action to quartic order. The irreducible
representations of the ∆-bilinears in Table VI yield the
allowed quartic terms in the GL theory:

S
(4)
eff = b−|∆−

Q0
|4 + bz|∆z

Q0
|4 + c′

(
∆̄−

Q0
∆z

Q0
+ ∆̄z

Q0
∆−

Q0

)2
−c′′

(
∆̄−

Q0
∆z

Q0
− ∆̄z

Q0
∆−

Q0

)2
. (26)

This action is written such that each term is the square of
an irreducible representation of the groupD2h. Note that
in the action (16) for the td = 0 case, b− = bz, c

′ = 3bz/2,
c′′ = bz/2 (see Appendix A). To formulate the criterion
for the double-∆ phase, it is more convenient to rewrite
this action as:

S
(4)
eff = b−|∆−

Q0
|4 + bz|∆z

Q0
|4

+2 [c′ + c′′ + (c′ − c′′) cos 2δα] |∆−
Q0

|2|∆z
Q0

|2,
(27)

where we allow for complex order parameters ∆−
Q0

=

|∆−
Q0

|eiα− , ∆z
Q0

= |∆z
Q0

|eiαz and δα = αz − α− is the
relative phase. A double-∆ solution is energetically favor-
able when the cross-term coefficient is sufficiently small
(assuming bi > 0):

[(c′ + c′′)− |c′ − c′′|]2 ≤ b−bz. (28)

If the equality holds, single-∆ and double-∆ solutions
have the same free energy to this order. The type of
coexistence double-∆ state, i.e. the value of the relative
phase δα, depends on the sign of c′ − c′′’:

δα = ±π
2

if c′ > c′′,

δα = 0, π if c′ < c′′. (29)

In the first case , the bilinears ∆̄−
Q0

∆z
Q0

− ∆̄z
Q0

∆−
Q0

∝
sin 2α ̸= 0 and ∆̄−

Q0
∆z

Q0
+ ∆̄z

Q0
∆−

Q0
∝ cos 2α = 0, while
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in the second case the situation is reversed. As explained
in the previous section, these bilinears characterize the
type of symmetry breaking in the double-∆ phase, with
the first bilinear transforming as B2u and the second as
B1g.

Numerical evaluation of c′ and c′′ reveals that c′ > c′′

and c′ + c′′ > 0 for small td and most temperature val-
ues (see Fig. 8 in Appendix A), which, from Eq (29),
implies δα = ±π/2. To verify that the coexistence con-
dition in (28) is simultaneously satisfied requires checking
whether 4c′′2 < b−bz, since c

′ > c′′. Fig. 6 shows that
this condition is satisfied for small td across a wide range
of temperatures, up to approximately 0.05eV ≈ 580 K.
For very small td, the condition is not satisfied at very
low temperatures, but more realistic values of td, such as
td = 0.15eV, do not show this low-temperature behavior.
This result implies that the double-∆ phase is character-
ized by a non-zero B2u-bilinear ∆̄

−
Q0

∆z
Q0

− ∆̄z
Q0

∆−
Q0

.

However, as discussed in the previous section for the
td = 0 case, these coefficients are derived assuming a
purely weak-coupling electronic instability of the Fermi
surface. Introducing a phonon-CDW coupling changes
the coefficients in the theory, altering the relation be-
tween c′ and c′′ in (26) by reducing c′ in a way anal-
ogous to Eq. 19. Such a contribution can then drive
a double-∆ solution with δα = 0, resulting in a coex-
istence phase characterized by the non-zero B1g-bilinear
∆̄−

Q0
∆z

Q0
+ ∆̄z

Q0
∆−

Q0
.

Let us now briefly return to the remaining order pa-
rameters ∆y

Q0
and ∆+

Q0
, the latter being the other lin-

ear combination of ∆0,x
Q0

, defined below Eq. (25). Fig. 5

shows that for realistic parameters, ∆y
Q0

and ∆+
Q0

do
not acquire non-zero values immediately below the tran-
sition temperature; whether a second phase transition at
an even lower temperature could take place is beyond the
scope of our GL theory. We emphasize that the transition
temperature for a given order parameter is defined by
the intersection of the corresponding quadratic coefficient
curve in Fig. 5 with the straight horizontal line −2/g set
by the interaction. In the cases of LaTe3 and GdTe3, the
transition temperatures are given by TGd

CDW = 380K and
TLa
CDW = 650K, which roughly correspond to T = 0.03eV

and T = 0.06eV in Fig. 5. For the corresponding value
of g, a+,y − 2/g are always positive; hence, ∆y

Q0
and

∆+
Q0

remain zero. Consequently, we may safely disre-
gard these two order parameters, assuming they are zero
in the region of the phase diagram under consideration.
Finally, since the tight-binding model in Eq. (1) has D4h

symmetry, for completeness, in Appendix C 1 we derive
the GL theory up to quadratic order for the point group
D4h and show how to obtain the solutions with the same
symmetry-breaking patterns described in this section in
the broader D4h framework.

td, eV
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FIG. 6. (4c′′2−b−bz)/4c
′′2 as a function of temperature T (in

eV) for td = 0.05eV (red), td = 0.10eV (blue), td = 0.15eV
(orange). When this quantity is negative, the double-∆ phase
with δα = π/2 is favored over the single-∆ phase. The lower
plot displays a zoomed-in region ranging from -0.25 to 0.05.
The coefficients b− and bz are positive in all cases.

V. EXPERIMENTAL MANIFESTATIONS

We now briefly discuss two experimental signatures of
the coexistence CDW states with non-trivial orbital tex-
ture obtained in our model. Recent Raman experiments
on GdTe3, LaTe3, and ErTe3 show evidence that the col-
lective CDW mode has axial symmetry [20, 27], whereas
SHG measurements on LaTe3 observe the lack of vertical
mirrors in the CDW state. While in the parentD4h group
this implies the existence of an order parameter with A2g

symmetry, in the lower D2h group it corresponds to an
order parameter with B1g symmetry. Indeed, B1g has
the same transformation properties as rotations with re-
spect to the z-axis, such that a B1g order parameter must
be axial and break all vertical mirrors. We now argue
that this experimental result is only consistent with the
double-∆, and not the single-∆ B1g phase. Specifically,
in the single-∆ B1g phase, the amplitude of the CDW is
odd under mirror symmetry, but since the light intensity
measures amplitude squared, the Raman measurement
remains mirror-symmetric. In other words, a secondary
zone-center mode with B1g symmetry is not induced in
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0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

FIG. 7. Fermi surface in the B1g double-∆ phase with ∆0
Q0

=
0.1 and ∆z

Q0
= 0.05, showing that both the diagonal mirrors

are broken, while inversion is preserved. Here td = 0.16eV,
µ = 1.53eV. The color intensity indicates the spectral weight
in the first Brillouin zone.

the single-∆ phase, and the system remains orthorhom-
bic and non-axial. In contrast, in the double-∆ phase,
where both the Ag and B1g CDW order parameters are
present simultaneously, the squared amplitude contains
interference terms that break mirror symmetry, allowing
for the scattered light intensity to reflect the mirror sym-
metry breaking of the CDW phase. In other words, the
admixture between ∆0

Q0
and ∆z

Q0
leads to a secondary

zone-center mode with B1g symmetry, which is given pre-
cisely by the bilinear ∆̄−

Q0
∆z

Q0
+∆̄z

Q0
∆−

Q0
∝ cos 2α, low-

ering the symmetry of the system to monoclinic. Thus,
the double-∆ B1g phase is the only phase in our the-
ory consistent with the Raman, TEM, and SHG results
reported in Refs. [20, 27].

Angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy, by mea-
suring the Fermi surface, provides another probe of the
additional symmetry broken by the double-∆ phase. Fig.
7 demonstrates the distortion of the reconstructed Fermi
surface in the B1g double-∆ phase, where both diagonal
mirrors σd are broken; the color code denotes the spectral
weight intensity in the first Brillouin zone. In contrast,
in the B1g single-∆ phase, the Fermi surface remains in-
version and mirror symmetric, similar to the Ag single-
∆ phase, see Fig. 9 in Appendix B. The Fermi surface
also appears symmetric in the B2u double-∆ phase due
to time-reversal symmetry, but would reveal inversion-
breaking spin-splitting (i.e., a Rashba-like splitting) in
the presence of spin-orbit coupling. Details of how the
Fermi surface plots are obtained are provided in Ap-
pendix B.

VI. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we introduced a GL theory to describe
CDWs with non-trivial orbital character in “square net”
rare earth tritellurides. Our theory shows that CDW
ground states with non-trivial orbital textures are viable
ground states for reasonable system parameters, owing to
an emergent degeneracy of the microscopic model in the
limit of decoupled px, py orbitals. These ground states
are “unconventional” CDWs in the sense that they break
crystal symmetries beyond those explicitly broken by the
CDW Q-vector.
We identify four distinct phases, listed in Table IV,

each characterized by a unique symmetry-breaking pat-
tern. Two phases are characterized by the condensation
of a single non-zero CDW order parameter transform-
ing as the Ag or B1g irreducible representations of D2h

(i.e., either ∆0
Q or ∆z

Q is non-zero, respectively), where

∆pxpx

Q = ∆
pypy

Q or ∆pxpx

Q = −∆
pypy

Q . In a realistic system,
domains of these two different states are likely to form,
but in each domain, only one of the order parameters is
non-zero, resulting in macroscopic phase separation. In
the other two phases, both ∆0

Q and ∆z
Q condense ev-

erywhere in the system, resulting in a microscopic coex-
istence state and promoting a non-trivial orbital texture
that breaks additional symmetries in the CDW phase. In
one case (B1g double-∆), the complex order parameters
∆pxpx

Q and ∆
pypy

Q have the same phase but different mag-

nitudes, while in the second case (B2u double-∆) they
have equal magnitude and phases that differ by π/2.

The broken symmetries in each phase are as follows:
both the Ag and the B1g single-∆ phases share the same
point group D2h, which is determined by the symmetries
broken by the wave-vector Q. The reason why the B1g

single-∆ phase does not have a lower-symmetry point
group with respect to the Ag single-∆ phase is because
the order parameter has finite momentum Q (recall that
these are not irreps of the space group, but of the lit-
tle group that leaves Q invariant or rotates Q → −Q).
This is analogous to the fact that a d-wave supercon-
ductor on a tetragonal lattice displays the same point
group as an s-wave superconductor despite their order
parameters transforming as different irreps. In contrast,
the two double-∆ phases display point groups with lower
symmetries as manifested by the fact that they support
non-trivial zero-momentum bilinears ∆̄0

Q∆z
Q ± ∆̄z

Q∆0
Q.

This is analogous to the fact that a superconductor with
coexisting s-wave and d-wave gaps will break tetragonal
symmetry. In particular, the B2u double-∆ phase ad-
ditionally breaks inversion and one of the diagonal mir-
rors σd, resulting in the orthorhombic point group C2v.
Conversely, the B1g double-∆ phase preserves inversion
while breaking both diagonal mirrors, resulting in the
monoclinic point group C2h.
Which phase is favored depends on the coefficients of

the GL theory. These coefficients, in turn, are defined by
the underlying model and interactions considered. We
showed that a nesting-driven Fermi surface instability re-
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sults in the inversion-breaking B2u double-∆ phase, while
coupling to phonon modes can drive the system into the
inversion-preserving ferroaxialB1g double-∆ phase. Note
that, in our weak-coupling approach, the higher-order
coefficients of the GL theory are determined solely by
the band structure. However, interaction terms also con-
tribute to these coefficients. Once interactions become
stronger, these contributions may overcome those origi-
nating from the band structure and change the selected
ground state, as shown for instance in the case of the
spin density-wave instabilities of iron-pnictide supercon-
ductors [38].

Our theoretical framework provides insight into recent
experiments showing evidence for unconventional CDW
in RTe3 [20, 27], particularly mirror symmetry-breaking.
Our work also motivates detailed first-principles stud-
ies to uncover the particular mechanism underlying the
CDW in members of the RTe3 family. It further lays the
foundation for exploring the interplay between CDWs
and magnetism in this family of materials [25, 39–42].
More broadly, our work reveals a mechanism by which
unconventional CDW states arise when order parame-
ters with different orbital characters condense simulta-
neously. Interestingly, a somewhat related mechanism
has been discussed in the context of the recently discov-
ered kagome superconductors, attributing the breaking of
time-reversal symmetry inside the CDW phase to the co-
existence of different CDW-like order parameters [43, 44].
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Appendix A: Derivation of Ginzburg-Landau theory

To obtain the action in terms of the order parameters
∆i

Q, we start with the Hamiltonian H = H0+V (see Eqs.

(1) and (7)), write the partition function as the integral
over Grassmann variables and then decouple the quartic
term V using the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation,
following, e.g., Ref. 45:

Z ∝
∫
d∆̄d∆ exp

−
∑
Q,αβ

∫
dτ

∆̄αβ
Q ∆αβ

Q

g

∫ dψ̄dψ e−S .

(A1)

Note that we do not consider higher CDW harmonics of
the form ∆2Q, and instead focus only on the dominant
processes involving the nesting vector Q. As discussed
in Ref. [29], there are contributions from these higher
harmonics to the quartic GL coefficients, but such con-
tributions are strongly suppressed for nested bands. Here
S is the fermionic action modified by the presence of ∆Q:

S =

∫
dτ

[∑
k

ψ†
k (∂τ + hk)ψk +

∑
Q,α,β

Āαβ
Q ∆αβ

Q

+
∑

Q,α,β

∆̄αβ
Q Aαβ

Q

]
, (A2)

where the sum over Q includes only Q0 for the point
group D2h considered in the main text, and runs over
Q0 and Q1 = C4 ·Q0 for the point group D4h considered

in Appendix C; Aαβ
Q are the fermionic bilinears:

Aαβ
Q =

∑
k

ψ̄k−Q,βψk,α. (A3)

Note that before making the Hubbard-Stratonovich
transformation, we restricted the summation over Q in
the interaction term V in Eq. (7) only to the vectors
±Q0 for D2h and to ±Q0,1 for D4h. Integrating out the
fermions in (A1), one can obtain an effective action in

terms of the order parameters ∆αβ
Q .

The effective action for the order parameters takes the
following form for the point group D2h:

Seff =
1

g

∑
αβ

∆̄αβ
Q0

∆αβ
Q0

− Tr log (1− GV) , (A4)

where G is a matrix of non-interacting Green’s functions,
V is the interaction matrix, and Tr indicates summa-
tion over momenta, Matsubara frequencies, and orbital
indices:

Tr =
1

β

∑
iωn

∫
dk

(2π)2
trαβ . (A5)

The matrix of non-interacting Green’s functions is de-
fined as:

Gk(iωn) =

(
Gk(iωn) 0

0 Gk+Q0
(iωn)

)
, (A6)

where Gk(iωn), the Green’s function of the original sys-
tem (1), is a 2 × 2 matrix itself. The interaction matrix
has the following form:

V =

(
0 ∆†

Q0

∆Q0 0

)
(A7)

with ∆Q0
=
∑3

i=0 ∆
i
Q0
σi and ∆†

Q0
=
∑3

i=0 ∆̄
i
Q0
σi.

Thus, the most generic form of Seff for point group D2h
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Representation Bilinears

Ag |∆0|2, |∆x|2, |∆y|2, |∆z|2,

∆̄0∆x + ∆̄x∆0, ∆̄y∆z + ∆̄z∆y

B3u ∆̄0∆x − ∆̄x∆0, ∆̄y∆z − ∆̄z∆y

B1g ∆̄0∆y + ∆̄y∆0, ∆̄x∆y + ∆̄y∆x,

∆̄0∆z + ∆̄z∆0, ∆̄x∆z + ∆̄z∆x

B2u ∆̄0∆y − ∆̄y∆0, ∆̄x∆y − ∆̄y∆x,

∆̄0∆z − ∆̄z∆0, ∆̄x∆z − ∆̄z∆x

TABLE V. Irreducible representations of translationally in-
variant ∆-bilinears in the basis {∆0,∆x,∆y,∆z} for point
group D2h. Here the subscript Q0 is omitted for notational
simplicity.

up to the fourth order, which is obtained by expanding
(A4) in powers of ∆i

Q0
, is

Seff =
2

g

∑
i=0,3

|∆i
Q0

|2 +

+
∑
ij

Tr
[
Gkσ

iGk+Q0σ
j
]
∆̄i

Q0
∆j

Q0
+

+
1

2

∑
ijkl

Tr
[
Gkσ

iGk+Q0
σj Gkσ

kGk+Q0
σl
]

×∆̄i
Q0

∆j
Q0

∆̄k
Q0

∆l
Q0
. (A8)

Comparing this expression to the quadratic order ac-
tion (22), obtained from symmetry considerations, we
find that

a0 =
2

g
+Tr [GkGk+Q0

] ,

ax =
2

g
+Tr [Gkσ

xGk+Q0
σx] ,

ay =
2

g
+Tr [Gkσ

y Gk+Q0σ
y] ,

az =
2

g
+Tr [Gkσ

z Gk+Q0
σz] ,

λ =
1

2

(
Tr [Gkσ

xGk+Q0
] + Tr [GkGk+Q0

σx]
)
,

λ̃ =
1

2

(
Tr [Gkσ

y Gk+Q0
σz] + Tr [Gkσ

z Gk+Q0
σy]
)
.

(A9)

Taking the trace over orbital indices and comparing the
obtained expressions to the susceptibility components
(5), we arrive at the formulas (23) and (24). To show

that λ̃ = 0, one can use the symmetry property of the

Green’s function Gαβ
k = Gβα

k , following from (6) given
that the matrix aαm(k) is real.

Representation Bilinears

Ag |∆−|2, |∆+|2, |∆y|2, |∆z|2,

∆̄−∆+ + ∆̄+∆−, ∆̄y∆z + ∆̄z∆y

B3u ∆̄−∆+ − ∆̄+∆−, ∆̄y∆z − ∆̄z∆y

B1g ∆̄−∆y + ∆̄y∆−, ∆̄+∆y + ∆̄y∆+,

∆̄−∆z + ∆̄z∆−, ∆̄+∆z + ∆̄z∆+

B2u ∆̄−∆y − ∆̄y∆−, ∆̄+∆y − ∆̄y∆+,

∆̄−∆z − ∆̄z∆−, ∆̄+∆z − ∆̄z∆+

TABLE VI. Irreducible representations of translationally in-
variant ∆-bilinears in the basis {∆−,∆+,∆y,∆z} for the
point group D2h. Here the subscript Q0 is omitted for no-
tational simplicity.

To obtain the quartic order coefficients for td ̸= 0 in
Eq. (26), we work in the basis formed by ∆−

Q0
, ∆+

Q0
,

∆y
Q0

, and ∆z
Q0

. Note that as both ∆0
Q0

and ∆x
Q0

belong
to the same representation of D2h, i.e. Ag, their linear
combinations ∆±

Q0
are also in Ag. Expanding (A4) in

powers of ∆Q0
= ∆−

Q0
σ− + ∆+

Q0
σ+ + ∆y

Q0
σy + ∆z

Q0
σz,

we arrive at the expression of the same form as Eq. (A8),
where the summation is now over indices ±, y, z. Explicit
expressions for σ±, which are not the usual “raising” and
“lowering” forms of the Pauli matrices, can be found by
equating ∆−

Q0
σ− +∆+

Q0
σ+ and ∆0

Q0
σ0 +∆x

Q0
σx. Let us

denote the fourth-order coefficients in Eq. (A8) as

Aijkl =
1

2
Tr
[
Gkσ

iGk+Q0
σj Gkσ

kGk+Q0
σl
]
, (A10)

where ijkl take values in ±, y, z as previously mentioned.
Comparing (A8) to the effective action in fourth order
(26), obtained from symmetry considerations, we evalu-
ate the fourth-order coefficients in Eq. (26) as follows:

b− = A−−−−,

bz = Azzzz,

c′ − c′′ = A−z−z = Az−z−,

c′ + c′′ =
1

2

(
A−−zz +A−zz− +Azz−− +Az−−z

)
.

(A11)

As shown in Eq. (29), the last two coefficients define the
relative phase between ∆−

Q0
and ∆z

Q0
. Fig. 8 shows that

0 < (c′ − c′′)/(c′ + c′′) < 1, so the left-hand side in (28)
is minimized for δα = ±π/2.
Finally, we examine the simplifications occurring for

td = 0. In this case, the Green’s function Gαβ
k is diagonal

in orbital indices, so it follows from Eq. (A9) that there
is no mixing between ∆0

Q0
and ∆x

Q0
in the GL theory in
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FIG. 8. c′ − c′′ (blue) and c′ + c′′ (red) as functions of temperature T (in eV). From left to right: td = 0.05eV, td = 0.10eV,
td = 0.15eV. As c′ − c′′ is mostly positive, the left-hand-side of (28) is minimized for δα = ±π/2.

quadratic order, i.e. λ = λ̃ = 0. Moreover, it follows
that ∆0

Q0
and ∆z

Q0
as well as ∆x

Q0
and ∆y

Q0
are exactly

degenerate, i.e. a0 = az and ax = ay. Thus, ∆−
Q0

=

∆0
Q0

and ∆+
Q0

= ∆x
Q0

and one can prove the following
set of relations for fourth-order coefficients, taking the
trace over the orbital indices in Eqs. (A11) and (A10):
b− = bz = c′ − c′′ = (c′ + c′′)/2.

For reference, we provide detailed Tables V and VI,
listing all the translationally invariant ∆-bilinears and
their corresponding representations in the two bases
{∆0

Q0
,∆x

Q0
,∆y

Q0
,∆z

Q0
} and {∆−

Q0
,∆+

Q0
,∆y

Q0
,∆z

Q0
} re-

spectively. Table V is merely an expanded version of
Table III in the main text. Table VI is analogous to Ta-
ble V, and they become coincident in the td → 0 limit as
∆−

Q0
→ ∆0

Q0
and ∆+

Q0
→ ∆x

Q0
.

Appendix B: Fermi surfaces

From Eq. (A2), the corresponding mean-field Hamil-
tonian in the presence of the CDW is derived as follows:

HMFT =
∑
k

[
ψ†
khkψk + ψ†

k+Q0
∆Q0ψk + ψ†

k−Q0
∆†

Q0
ψk

]
(B1)

To plot the Fermi surfaces for this Hamiltonian, we
rewrite it in the following form and proceed with its di-
agonalization:

Hk =

hk−Q0
0 0

0 hk 0
0 0 hk+Q0

+

 0 ∆†
Q0

0

∆Q0
0 ∆†

Q0

0 ∆Q0
0

 .

(B2)
In Fig. 9, we depict the Fermi surfaces in four scenarios:
when either ∆0

Q0
or ∆z

Q0
is non-zero while the other is

zero, and when both are non-zero with relative phases of
0 and π/2. We observe that ∆z

Q0
alone does not break

the σd-symmetry of the Fermi surface. Combining ∆0
Q0

and ∆z
Q0

with the same phase results in the breaking
of this symmetry in the Fermi surface. However, when
their phase difference is π/2, mirror symmetry breaking
is again not observed in the Fermi surface.
To provide some insight into why there is no additional

mirror symmetry breaking when the relative phase is π/2,
let us diagonalize the Hamiltonian (B2) perturbatively in
the case td = 0. Assuming that the original Hamiltonian
hk takes the form

hk =

(
ε
(0)
k,px

0

0 ε
(0)
k,py

)
, (B3)

we obtain the following corrections to the eigenvalues up
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FIG. 9. Fermi surfaces in the presence of CDW: (a) single-∆ Ag, (b) single-∆ B1g, (c) double-∆ B2u, (d) double-∆ B1g. Here
td = 0.16eV, µ = 1.53eV. The color intensity indicates the spectral weight of the first Brillouin zone (see Eq. B2). Here the
subscript Q0 is omitted for notational simplicity.

to the second order in perturbation theory:

εk,px
= ε

(0)
k,px

+
|∆0

Q0
+∆z

Q0
|2

ε
(0)
k−Q,px

− ε
(0)
k,px

+
|∆0

Q0
+∆z

Q0
|2

ε
(0)
k+Q,px

− ε
(0)
k,px

εk,py = ε
(0)
k,py

+
|∆0

Q0
−∆z

Q0
|2

ε
(0)
k−Q,py

− ε
(0)
k,py

+
|∆0

Q0
−∆z

Q0
|2

ε
(0)
k+Q,py

− ε
(0)
k,py

(B4)

Note that

|∆0
Q0

±∆z
Q0

|2 = |∆0
Q0

|2 + |∆z
Q0

|2 ±
±
(
∆̄0

Q0
∆z

Q0
+ ∆̄z

Q0
∆0

Q0

)
, (B5)

implying that the asymmetry between εk,px
and εk,py

is
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determined by the expression ∆̄0
Q0

∆z
Q0

+∆̄z
Q0

∆0
Q0

, which

equals 0 when the relative phase is π/2.

Appendix C: CDW in the point group D4h

1. Irreducible representations of order parameters

Although the RTe3 materials have an orthorhombic
space group, they are often modeled in terms of an ap-
proximate tetragonal lattice. Here, we generalize our
results to this case. The point group D4h additionally
includes two four-fold rotations about the principal (z)
axis (2C4), two two-fold rotations about the axes x and
y (2C ′

2), two reflections through one of vertical mirror
planes x = 0 or y = 0 (2σv), and two improper rotations
(2S4, where S4 = σhC4). Its irreducible representations
are summarized in Table VII. For this point group, the
space of order parameters is spanned by ∆i

Qn
, n = 0, 3

with Q0 = (2kF , 2kF ) and Qn = Cn
4 · Q0. This space

is decomposed into irreducible representations of D4h in
Table VIII.

In the table, ρi is the one-dimensional irreducible rep-
resentation ofD4h under which the Pauli matrix σi trans-
forms: ρ0 = A1g, ρx = B2g, ρy = A2g, ρz = B1g.

The only translationally invariant bilinears in order pa-
rameters are those where both Qn and −Qn are present,
i.e. Λij

n = ∆i
Qn

∆j
−Qn

. This space of bilinears is decom-
posed into irreducible representations of D4h in a similar
fashion as in Table IX.

2. Ginzburg-Landau theory

The resulting action for point group D4h is similar to
that in Eq. (A4):

Seff =
1

g

∑
n=0,1
αβ

∆̄αβ
Qn

∆αβ
Qn

− Tr log (1− GV) , (C1)

with the only difference being that it also includesQ1, i.e.
the 90◦ rotated Q0. The matrix of the non-interacting
Green’s function Gk and the interaction matrix V are
modified as follows:

Gk = diag (Gk, Gk+Q0 , Gk+Q1) , (C2)

V =

 0 ∆†
Q0

∆†
Q1

∆Q0
0 0

∆Q1
0 0

 . (C3)

The action contains only the translationally invari-
ant bilinears transforming trivially under D4h, giving, to

quadratic order:

S
(2)
eff =

(
∆̄0

Q0
∆̄x

Q0

)(a0 λ
λ ax

)(
∆0

Q0

∆x
Q0

)
+

+
(
∆̄0

Q1
∆̄x

Q1

)( a0 −λ
−λ ax

)(
∆0

Q1

∆x
Q1

)
+

+
(
∆̄y

Q0
∆̄z

Q0

)(ay λ̃

λ̃ az

)(
∆y

Q0

∆z
Q0

)
+

+
(
∆̄y

Q1
∆̄z

Q1

)( ay −λ̃
−λ̃ az

)(
∆y

Q1

∆z
Q1

)
, (C4)

with the coefficients given by the same expressions as in
(23), (24), with Q0 replaced by Q1 as appropriate; in

particular, λ̃ = 0. Note that the eigenvalues in the first
two blocks are exactly equal to each other, as are the
eigenvalues in the last two blocks. Thus, in addition to
the near-degeneracy between a0 and az and between ax
and ay, there is an exact degeneracy between ∆i

Q0
and

∆i
Q1

in the D4h case. As in the D2h case, when td = 0,
the degeneracy between a0 and az and between ax and
ay is exact and λ = 0.

3. Results

a. td = 0

From Eq. (C4), one obtains the following non-zero
irreducible representations below the critical temperature
for ∆0 and ∆z assuming no relative phase between them:

A1g : ℜ
(
∆0

Q0
+∆0

Q1

)
B1g : ℜ

(
∆z

Q0
+∆z

Q1

)
B2g : ℜ

(
∆0

Q0
−∆0

Q1

)
A2g : ℜ

(
∆z

Q0
−∆z

Q1

)
.

(C5)

Alternatively, when the phase difference is ±π/2, one ob-
tains:

A1g : ℜ
(
∆0

Q0
+∆0

Q1

)
Eu :

{
ℑ∆z

Q0
, ℑ∆z

Q1

}
B2g : ℜ

(
∆0

Q0
−∆0

Q1

)
. (C6)

The fate of the system depends on whether the ground
state is a single-Q solution, in which case either one of
the sets of CDW order parameters {∆i

Q0
} or {∆i

Q1
} is

zero, or a double-Q solution, in which case the magni-
tudes are expected to be the same |∆i

Q0
| = |∆i

Q1
|. In

each case, one can in principle still find double-∆ and
single-∆ solutions, corresponding to the coexistence or
not of the components ∆0

Qn
and ∆z

Qn
. These combina-

tions further extend the possible broken symmetries in
the CDW ground state.

In the single-Q family of solutions, we can readily iden-
tify the single-∆ and double-∆ phases that we found in
the D2h case directly from the translationally invariant
bilinears listed Table IX. The breaking of tetragonal sym-
metry by selecting Q0 over Q1 (or vice versa) is reflected
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D4h E 2C4 C2 2C′
2 2C′′

2 I 2S4 σh 2σv 2σd

A1g 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

A2g 1 1 1 −1 −1 1 1 1 −1 −1

B1g 1 −1 1 1 −1 1 −1 1 1 −1

B2g 1 −1 1 −1 1 1 −1 1 −1 1

Eg 2 0 −2 0 0 2 0 −2 0 0

A1u 1 1 1 1 1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1

A2u 1 1 1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 1 1

B1u 1 −1 1 1 −1 −1 1 −1 −1 1

B2u 1 −1 1 −1 1 −1 1 −1 1 −1

Eu 2 0 −2 0 0 −2 0 2 0 0

TABLE VII. Character table for point group D4h.

Basis Representation

ℜ
(
∆i

Q0
+∆i

Q1

)
A1g ⊗ ρi

ℜ
(
∆i

Q0
−∆i

Q1

)
B2g ⊗ ρi{

ℑ∆i
Q0

,ℑ∆i
Q1

}
Eu ⊗ ρi

TABLE VIII. Irreducible representations of the CDW order
parameters for point group D4h. The index i takes values
in the set {0, x, y, z} and ρ0 = A1g, ρx = B2g, ρy = A2g,
ρz = B1g.

Basis Representation

ℜ
(
Λij

0 + Λij
1

)
A1g ⊗ ρi ⊗ ρj

ℜ
(
Λij

0 − Λij
1

)
B2g ⊗ ρi ⊗ ρj{

ℑΛij
0 , ℑΛij

1

}
Eu ⊗ ρi ⊗ ρj

TABLE IX. Irreducible representations of the translationally
invariant ∆-bilinears Λij

0,1 = ∆i
Q0,1

∆j
−Q0,1

for the point group

D4h. The index i takes values in the set {0, x, y, z} and ρ0 =
A1g, ρx = B2g, ρy = A2g, ρz = B1g.

by the bilinear ℜ
(
Λii
0 − Λii

1

)
, which transforms as the B2g

irrep for any i = 0, z and is always non-zero in the single-

Q case. As a result, the point group symmetry is lowered
fromD4h toD2h. In the case of double-∆ solutions, there
are other non-zero bilinears that indicate additional bro-
ken symmetries in the coexistence state. For instance,
if the relative phase between ∆0

Qn
and ∆z

Qn
is 0, π , the

bilinear ℜ
(
Λ0z
0 − Λ0z

1

)
is non-zero. Because it transforms

as the A2g = B2g⊗A1g⊗B1g irrep of D4h, it corresponds
to a ferroaxial moment. Due to the fact that the tetrago-
nal symmetry is broken by the bilinear ℜ

(
Λii
0 − Λii

1

)
, the

off-diagonal A2g bilinear can be equivalently labeled as
the B1g irrep of the new point group D2h. Conversely,
when the relative phase between ∆0

Qn
and ∆z

Qn
is ±π/2,

it is the bilinear ℑΛ0z
0 that is non-zero, corresponding

to an in-plane electric field. It transforms as one of the
components of the Eu irrep of D4h which, in terms of the
lower point-group D2h, corresponds to the B2u irrep.

b. td ̸= 0

When td is finite, due to mixing between ∆0
Q0

and ∆x
Q0

,
one obtains the following non-zero order parameters in
addition to those from Eq. (C5):

B2g : ℜ
(
∆x

Q0
+∆x

Q1

)
A1g : ℜ

(
∆x

Q0
−∆x

Q1

)
. (C7)

They transform in the same irreps as ℜ
(
∆0

Q0
+∆0

Q1

)
and ℜ

(
∆0

Q0
−∆0

Q1

)
and thus do not result in additional

symmetry breaking compared to the td = 0 case.
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