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Recently, two-dimensional ferromagnetism in the family of Chromium compounds CrXTe3(X =
Si,Ge) has attracted a broad research interest. Despite the structural similarity in CrTe6 octahedra,
the size effect of inserted Ge or Si dimer contributes to significant differences in magnetism. Here,
we report a new quaternary van der Waals ferromagnetic material CrGeδSi1−δTe3 synthesized by
flux method. Ge substitution in Si site results in the lattice expansion, further increasing the Curie
temperature and reducing the magnetic anisotropy. The critical behavior of Cr0.96Ge0.17Si0.82Te3

has been studied by specific heat as well as magnetization measurements. And the extracted critical
exponents are self-consistent and well-obeying the scaling laws, which are closer to the 2D Ising
model with interaction decaying as J(r) ≈ r−3.44.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recent discoveries of intrinsic magnetism in two-
dimensional (2D) van der Waals (vdW) materials has
promoted the development of technological and theoret-
ical advances, such as the application of atomically thin
and flexible magnetoelectric devices, the study of topol-
ogy and phase transitions within quantum confinement,
and many other novel physical phenomena [1, 2]. Al-
though there are many high-throughput first-principles
predictions for 2D magnetic materials [3–5], only few of
them are experimentally confirmed. Therefore, experi-
mental search for new 2D magnetic materials are espe-
cially important.

The family of Chromium compounds CrXTe3(X =
Si,Ge) exhibits ferromagnetic semiconductor behavior.
The electronic structure of CrGeTe3 (CGT) is directly
measured by angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy
(ARPES) and indicate an indirect band gap of 0.38 eV
[6]. As for CrSiTe3 (CST), an optical property mea-
surements give an indirect band gap of 0.4 eV and a
direct gap of 1.2 eV [7, 8]. And the ARPES experi-
ments of CST further confirm the Mott transition under
the interplay of electronic correlations and magnetic or-
dering [9]. The ferromagnetism of bulk CGT and CST
originates from the Cr-Te-Cr superexchange interactions.
The magnetic Cr3+ ions locate in a distorted octahe-
dral crystal field with nearly quenched orbital angular
momentum (L ≈ 0), which results a spin-only mag-
netic moment 3.87 µB/Cr and a g-factor near 2. How-
ever, such weak spin-orbit coupling (ξL · S) from Cr3+

ionic state is not sufficient for maintaining a reason-
able single-ion anisotropy to explain the giant magnetic
anisotropy [Ku(5 K) = 4.78 × 104 J/m3 for CGT and
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Ku(5 K) = 11.49 × 104 J/m3 for CST] [10]. There-
fore, the additional magnetic exchange anisotropy should
be contributed by the ligand Te 5p spin-orbit coupling
through the superexchange mechanism, and thus result
in an anisotropic XXZ Heisenberg Hamiltonian [11]. The
inelastic neutron scattering [12, 13] and critical expo-
nent analysis study [14–17] confirm the 2D ferromagnetic
correlations even in bulk form. And our previous ferro-
magnetic resonance experiments of CGT and CST fur-
ther rule out the isotropy Heisenberg Hamiltonian with
small single-ion anistropy, since the isotropy part has no
contribution to the observed critical-fluctuation-driven-
g-factor anisotropy [10].

Despite the similarity of local CrTe6 octahedral struc-
ture and Cr-Te-Cr superexchange hopping pathways,
the differences of magnetism mainly come from the Ge
or Si sites that covalently bonded with Te and push-
ing the Cr-Te-Cr bond angle. The reduced magnetic
anisotropy in CGT is attributed to additional Cr 3d-
unoccupied Te 5p-Cr 3d superexchange channels opened
by the smaller charge transfer energy [11]. The increasing
Curie temperature TC from CST (34 K) to CGT (68 K)
comes from two parts: On the one hand, the increase
of the nearest-neighbor Cr-Cr distance will reduce the
antiferromagnetic-coupled Cr-Cr direct exchange [12, 18];
On the other hand, as expected in the Goodenough-
Kanamori rule, pushing the Cr-Te-Cr bond angle closer
to 90◦ will increase the effect of the ferromagnetic su-
perexchange [12, 19].

Therefore, the above size effect of Ge and Si prompts
us to grow the chemically substituted CrGeδSi1−δTe3

(CGST), which has not been reported in the past. We ex-
amined the crystal structure using high-resolution trans-
mission electron microscope (HRTEM) and single crys-
tal X-ray diffraction. In order to understand the mag-
netic behavior, we performed specific heat and exten-
sive magnetization measurements to investigating the
critical behavior. We find the Ge substitution will in-
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crease the in-plane Cr-Cr distance, thus result in a
higher TC (35.06 K) and reduce the magnetic anisotropy
(Ku(5 K) = 10.28 × 104 J/m3 for CGST). And the crit-
ical exponents extracted from the high field region (for
example, modified Arrott plot, Kouvel-Fisher plot and
critical isotherm analysis) are in good agreement with 2D
Ising model and indicate a long-range magnetic coupling.
However, the Curie-Weiss fit with a small external mag-
netic field, as well as the isothermal magnetization for
in-plane direction, both indicate a new magnetic phase
in the low field region, which is probably ferrimagnetic
coupled up to 300 K.

II. EXPERIMENT METHOD

Bulk CrGeδSi1−δTe3 single crystals were prepared by
the self-flux method with a molar ratio of Cr : Si : Ge :
Te = 10 : x : (16-x) : 70. The mixture of chromium pieces
(99.95 % purity, Kurt J. Lesker), silicon pieces (99.999
% purity, Kurt J. Lesker), germanium pieces (99.999 %
purity, Kurt J. Lesker), antimony ingot (99.99 % pu-
rity, Alfa Aesar) were mounted in an alumina crucible,
which was sealed inside a quartz tube under high vacuum
(10−4 Pa). The tube was placed inside a shaft furnace
to react over a period of 12 h at 1150 ◦C, and followed
by cooling down to 700 ◦C with a rate of 4 ◦C/h. At
this temperature, excessive molten flux was centrifuged
quickly. The plate-like crystals were shiny and soft, which
could be easily exfoliated. Among these as-grown single
crystals, the ratio of Ge was difficult to increase due to
the occurrence of impure phases. Therefore, here we fo-
cus on the specific compositions of Cr0.96Ge0.17Si0.82Te3

and Cr0.96Ge0.20Si0.70Te3.
In order to ensure consistency, a hexagonal piece

of crystal was chosen for all the following measure-
ments. Energy dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDXS,
equipped in Hitachi S-4800 microscope) was used to iden-
tify the chemical composition on nine different areas of
the cleaved surfaces, which showed the averaged propor-
tion of Cr0.96Ge0.17Si0.82Te3. The atomic configuration
was characterized by high-resolution transmission elec-
tron microscope (HRTEM, JEOL ARM200F).

The crystal structure of single crystal was solved from
X-ray crystallographic analysis (Bruker D8 venture).
The X-ray intensity data were measured (λ = 0.71073 Å)
and integrated with the Bruker SAINT software pack-
age using a narrow-frame algorithm. Data were cor-
rected for absorption effects using the Multi-Scan method
(SADABS). The structure was solved and refined us-
ing the Bruker SHELXTL Software Package, using the
space group R3̄ (148) with Z = 3 for the formula unit
Cr2Ge0.26Si1.74Te6.

The heat capacity at zero field (PPMS-9T, Quantum
Design physical properties measurement system), as well
as the temperature and field dependent magnetization
(MPMS, Quantum Design magnetic property measure-
ment system) were charecterized. In consideration of the

demagnetization effect, it should be noted that the ex-
ternal applied field has been corrected for the internal
magnetic field as Hint = Hext − NM , where N is the
demagnetization factor and M is the measured magneti-
zation.

III. RESULTS AND DISSCUSSION

A. Crystal Structure Characterization
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FIG. 1. (a) Crystal structure of Cr0.96Ge0.17Si0.82Te3 single
crystal from the top view. (b) Single crystal x-ray diffraction
and optical photograph of the single crystal. (c) SEM image
and EDS mapping for the FIB prepared sample. (d) High-
resolution STEM HAADF images along the [120] direction.

TABLE I. Sample and crystal data for Cr0.96Ge0.17Si0.82Te3

at room temperature.

Refined formula Cr2Ge0.26Si1.74Te6

Formula weight 937.14 g/mol
Space group R3̄ (148)

Unit cell dimensions a = 6.7665(3) Å α = 90◦

b = 6.7665(3) Å β = 90◦

c = 20.6281(15) Å γ = 90◦

Volume 817.93(9) Å3

Density 5.708 g/cm3

Atomic coordinates and equivalent isotropic atomic
displacement parameters /Å2.

x y z U(eq)
Cr 0.666667 0.333333 0.49924(5) 0.01093(15)
Ge 0.0 0.0 0.55594(8) 0.0107(4)
Si 0.0 0.0 0.55594(8) 0.0107(4)
Te 0.36303(4) 0.00246(4) 0.58408(2) 0.01161(8)

Fig.1(a) shows the crystal structure of CGST single
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crystal, which is ABAB stacked by vdW gap. In each
layer, the edge-shared CrTe6 octahedra forms a honey-
comb network with Ge or Si dimer inserted. As shown
in Tab. I, the cell parameters of single crystal are de-
fined by four-circle x-ray diffractometer. The space group
is R3̄, and lattice constants are a = b = 6.7665(3) Å,
c = 20.6281(15) Å. The sharp x-ray diffraction (XRD)
patterns of ab plane in Fig. 1(b) indicate high crystalline
quality and no impurity phases. Fig. 1(c) shows the
foucused ion beam (FIB) prepared HRTEM samples for
imaging along [120] direction. The EDXS mapping shows
Ge is uniform doped in CST, with an averaged proportion
of Cr0.96Ge0.17Si0.82Te3 (slightly deviate from the XRD
refined formula Cr2Ge0.26Si1.74Te6). And the high-angle
annular dark-field (HAADF) images in Fig. 1(d) clearly
shows the atomic arrangement is in good agreement with
the refined structure. The above structural characteriza-
tions suggest that Ge substitution in CST is successful
and the as-grown single crystal is near-perfect crystal-
lized.

B. Specific Heat
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FIG. 2. Zero-field specific heat as a function of T for
Cr0.96Ge0.17Si0.82Te3 and the fitted lattice contribution with
Thirring model. The inset shows the magnetic contribution
of Cp/T versus T and the integration of magnetic entropy S
after subtraction.

TABLE II. Comparison of zero-field specific heat data for dif-
ferent samples (See supplementary materials). [10].

Chemical formula TSHC magnetic entropy above TC
CrSiTe3 32.68 K 3.91 J/molK 48.67 %

Cr0.96Ge0.17Si0.82Te3 33.17 K 3.02 J/molK 47.20 %
Cr0.98Ge0.20Si0.70Te3 36.68 K 2.00 J/molK 38.17 %

CrGeTe3 64.90 K 0.86 J/molK 38.85 %

Fig. 2 shows the temperature dependence of zero-field
specific heat. The sharp λ-shaped anomaly at TSHC =

33.17 K corresponds to the PM-FM transition. The red
solid line is the fitting of lattice contribution by Thirring
model [20]:

Clattice = 3NR


1 +

∞∑

n=1

bn

((
2πT

θD

)2

+ 1

)−n
 , (1)

where N is the number of atoms in the unit cell, R is the
ideal gas constant, θD is the Debye temperature. The se-
ries expansion n = 4 is used for the fitting to obtain a rea-
sonable accuracy. As shown in the inset, after subtract-
ing the lattice contribution from the total heat capacity,
we obtain the magnetic contribution and further integrat-
ing it to calculate the magnetic entropy change. Obvi-
ously, there is a large fraction of the magnetic entropies
above TC (47.20% for Cr0.96Ge0.17Si0.82Te3). And the
calculated magnetic entropy is relatively smaller than
the theoretical value S = k lnW = R ln(2J + 1) =
11.53 J/mol K. This critical behavior near Tc is at-
tributed to the short-range magnetic correlations be-
tween the moments of nearest-neighbor atoms. As shown
in Tab. II, with the increase of Ge doping content, the
TSHC increases while magnetic entropy S decreases, in-
dicating the suppression of critical fluctuations near the
transition temperature.

C. M(T) and M(H) curves

Fig. 3(a) shows the demagnetization-corrected isother-
mal magnetization M(H) of Cr0.96Ge0.17Si0.82Te3 at 5 K
for both in-plane (H ‖ ab plane) and out-of-plane (H ‖ c
axis) directions. The hysteresis of the out-of-plane mag-
netization is negligible, while there is a small coercive
field of in-plane magnetization (Hab

c ≈ 0.51 kOe). The
M(H) curves of CGST indicate a soft ferromagnet with
an easy axis parallel to c axis. Fig. 3(b) shows the
temperature dependence of magnetization M(T ) under
an external magnetic field of 1 kOe. The paramag-
netic (PM) to ferromagnetic (FM) transition is deter-
mined by its derivative dM/dT . Compared with the
Curie temperature of CrSiTe3 (TmagC ≈ 34.15 K) [10], Ge
doped CST shows a higher Curie temperature (TmagC ≈
35.06 K for Cr0.96Ge0.17Si0.82Te3 and TmagC ≈ 39.15 K for
Cr0.98Ge0.20Si0.70Te3). What’s more, the real part of AC
susceptibility χ′ for Cr0.96Ge0.17Si0.82Te3 shows a sharp
anomaly at 34.13 K, which is frequency independent (see
supplementary materials).

The temperature dependent magnetization of FC is
further characterized under different in-plane and out-
of-plane magnetic fields [Fig. 4(a,b)]. The Curie-Weiss
fits of the inverse susceptibility H/M under the field of
50 kOe and 0.1 kOe are plotted in Fig. 4(c,d). As ex-
pected for Cr3+ ions in CrTe6 octahedra (g = 2 and
J = S = 3/2), the theoretical value of effective magnetic

moment should be µeff = g
√
J(J + 1)µB = 3.87 µB. The

fitted effective magnetic moment µeff and Curie-Weiss
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FIG. 3. (a) Field dependence of magnetization M(H) mea-
sured at T = 5 K. The demagnetization field is corrected
according the sample shape. (b) Temperature dependence of
the magnetization M(T ) and its derivative dM/dT measured
under zero field cooled (ZFC), field cooled (FC) and field war-
mming (FW) modes with a magnetic field H = 1 kOe.

temperature Θ are summarized in Fig. 4(e,f), which are
gradually saturated in high field region. However, the
obvious departures in low field region (H < 10 kOe) in-
dicate a new magnetic phase existing up to 300 K. Espe-
cially under the field of 0.1 kOe, the fitted Curie-Weiss
temperature is below the TmagC . The most likely explana-
tion is that Ge substitution could lead to ferrimagnetism
at the doped site, but further verification is needed.

The anisotropic behavior of in-plane isothermal mag-
netization is compared with CST in Fig.5(a). The initial
magnetization of CST is almost a straight line, while a
small bend in the low field region is observed in CGST.
Such bend can be clearly seen from the second derivative
d2M/dH2, and gradually disappears when near TmagC .
The differences of CGST further bear out the new mag-
netic phase existing in the low field region. Moreover,
Fig.5(b) shows the saturation magnetization Ms and
magnetocrystalline anisotropy constant Ku at different
temperatures. From the high field region, the saturation
magnetization at 5 K is in good agreement with the theo-
retical value Ms = gJµB = 3.00 µB/f.u.. The anisotropy

constant is calculated by the Stoner-Wolfarth model [21]:

2Ku

Ms
= µ0Hsat, (2)

where µ0 is the vacuum permeability, and Hsat is the sat-
uration field. For the whole temperature range, we find
the magnetic anisotropy is reduced after Ge substitution.

In addition, the Callen-Callen power law describes the
ralation between the anisotropy and magnetization:

Ku(T )

Ku(0)
=

[
Ms(T )

Ms(0)

]n
, (3)

where the exponent n = l(l + 1)/2, and l is the order
of spherical harmonics and depends on the symmetry of
the crystal [22], in the case of uniaxial anisotropy n = 3
and of cubic anisotropy n = 10. As shown in Fig. 5(c),
we plot the reduced anisotropy constant and magnetiza-
tion in the lg-lg scale. Thus a linear fit gives the expo-
nent n = 3.50(10). The departure from Callen-Callen
power law suggests the simple assumption of the single
ion anisotropy is incomplete [23]. The additional mag-
netic exchange anisotropy should come elsewhere, such
as the interplay between Kitaev interaction and single
ion anisotropy [24], or anisotropic XXZ Heisenberg model
[10, 11].

D. Critical Behavior

As for a magnetic system, the PM-FM transition is a
second order phase transition and can be characterized
by a series of interrelated critical exponents [25]. In the
vicinity of the critical temperature, we define the reduced
temperature ε = (T − Tc)/Tc. And the thermodynamic
quantities near the critical point should follow the uni-
versal scaling laws, which can be mathematically defined
as:

Ms(T ) ∝ (−ε)β , (ε < 0, T < Tc), (4)

χ−1
0 (T ) ∝ εγ , (ε > 0, T > Tc), (5)

M(H) ∝ H1/δ, (ε = 0, T = Tc), (6)

where Equ. 4 is the spontaneous magnetization below
Tc, Equ. 5 is the inverse susceptibility above Tc, Equ.
6 is critical isotherm at Tc. It should be noted that the
critical exponents β, γ, δ are not independent:

δ = 1 +
γ

β
. (7)

In the vicinity of Tc, the experimental measured isother-
mal magnetization M(H) are expected to collapse onto
the scaling hypothesis, which be expressed as:

M(H, ε) = εβf±

(
H

εβ+γ

)
, (8)
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where f+ indicates the isotherms above Tc, and f− indi-
cates the isotherms below Tc. And then we define renor-
malized magnetization m ≡ ε−βM(H, ε) and renormal-
ized field h ≡ ε−(β+γ)H. Equ. 8 can be simplified as:

m = f±(h), (9)

which suggests that the scaled m(h) will fall onto two dif-
ferent universal curves (below and above Tc) if the crit-
ical exponents are chosen appropriately. In addition, it
is useful to check the temperature dependent effective

exponents for ε 6= 0:

βeff(ε) =
d[lnMs(ε)]

d(ln ε)
, γeff(ε) =

d[lnχ−1
0 (ε)]

d(ln ε)
(10)

As ε → 0, which means the temperature approaches
Tc, the effective exponents will approach universal ex-
ponents.

To further characterize the PM-FM transition and de-
termine the critical exponents of CGST, we process the
isothermal M(H) with modified Arrott plot, which is
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FIG. 6. The initial magnetization plotted as M1/β versus
(H/M)1/γ based on (a) Modified Arrott plot, (b) 2D Ising
model, (c) Tricritical mean-field model, and (d) 3D Heisen-
berg model. (e) Normalized slopes NS = S(T )/S(Tc) as a
function of temperature.

given by the Arrott-Noakes equation of state [26]:

(
H

M

)1/γ

= aε+ b (M)
1/β

, (11)

where ε is the reduced temperature, a and b are con-
stants. If the critical exponents γ and β are chosen ap-
propriately, the modified Arrott plot will result in a series
of parallel straight lines of M1/β versus (H/M)1/γ , and
the line at Tc will pass through the origin. Fig. 6(a)
shows the modified Arrott plot built with the values of
β = 0.169 and γ = 1.489, which are obtained using the
iteration method [27]. It can be seen the plots are al-

most parallel straight lines. And the blue dashed line
indicates the determined Tc = 33.5 K. In addition, 2D
Ising model (β = 0.125, γ = 1.75), tricritical mean field
model (β = 0.25, γ = 1.0), and 3D Heisenberg model
(β = 0.365, γ = 1.386) [28] are compared in Figs. 6(b-
d). And the nonlinear curves suggest that the exponents
for conventional model are not appropriate. To further
compare the different models, we extract the slopes from
the high field region and normalize as NS = S(T )/S(Tc).
Fig. 6(e) shows the plots of NS versus T , revealing that
our modified Arrott plot is close to the ideal value of 1
and is near the 2D Ising model.

We further verify the self-consistency of the critical ex-
ponents and Tc. As shown in Fig. 7(a), the linear extrap-
olations from high field region of the isotherms [see Fig.

6(a)] provide the intercepts on M1/β′
and (H/M)1/γ′

.
By fitting the intercepts to Equ. 4 and 5, we can get
the new values of β = 0.166(2) for Tc = 33.30(1) K and
γ = 1.438(49) for Tc = 33.33(3) K. Fig. 7(b) shows the
critical exponents extracted by Kouvel-Fisher method
[29]. By linear fitting of Ms(dMs/dT )−1 versus T and
χ−1

0 (dχ−1
0 /dT )−1 versus T , we can obtain 1/β and 1/γ

from the slopes, as well as Tc from the intercepts. From
the Kouvel-Fisher method the estimated exponents and
Tc are β = 0.162(3) for Tc = 33.23(6) K and γ = 1.371(9)
for Tc = 33.42(3) K, which match well with the results of
modified Arrott plot. In addition, Fig. 6(c) shows critical
isotherm M(H) at Tc, and the inset presents the fitting
of Equ. 6 in lg-lg scale. Thus we get δ = 9.484(17), which
is self consistent with the value of β and γ according the
Equ. 7.

In order to check whether the obtained critical expo-
nents can generate the scaling equation of state by Equ.
8, we plot the renormalized m versus h in Fig. 7(d). The
isotherms collapse onto two universal curves, which indi-
cate the reliability of our fitted critical exponents β and
γ. In addition, as shown in Fig. 7(e), the effective criti-
cal exponents has been calculated by Equ. 10, which are
convergent with the critical exponents when ε approaches
zero.

Finally, we would like to discuss the 2D nature of mag-
netic interactions in CGST. According the renormaliza-
tion group theory analysis [30], the interaction function
J(r) decays with distance r as:

J(r) ≈ r−(d+σ), (12)

where d is the spatial dimensionality and σ is a positive
constant indicating the range of the interaction in the
system. σ > 2 indicates a short range interaction, while
σ < 2 indicates a long range interaction. Moreover, the
value of σ can be estimated by the following equation:

γ = 1 +
4(n+ 2)

d(n+ 8)
∆σ +

8(n+ 2)(n− 4)

d2(n+ 8)2

×
[
1 +

2G(d/2)(7n+ 20)

(n− 4)(n+ 8)

]
∆σ2,

(13)

where ∆σ = (σ−d/2), G(d/2) = 3− 1
4 (d/2)2, and n is the

spin dimensionality. As for the given d : n values, putting
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FIG. 7. (a) The temperature dependence of Ms and H/M with the solid line fitted by scaling law. (b) The Kouvel-Fisher plot
of Ms(dMs/dT )−1 and χ−1(dχ−1/dT )−1 with a linear fit. (c) Magnetic isothermal at Tc with the solid line fitted by scaling
law. The inset shows the lg-lg plot. (d) Scaling plots of renormalized magnetic isothermal around Tc. The inset shows the lg-lg
plot for the same. (e), (f) Effective exponents of βeff and γeff as a function of the reduced temperature ε.

the critical exponent γ in Equ. 13 will give σ. And
the other exponents can be calculated from the following
equations: ν = γ/σ, α = 2− νd, β = (2− α− γ)/2, δ =
1 +γ/β. We repeat the process to find the best d : n and
σ values that match the experimental critical exponents.
For 3D Heisenberg-like spin system (d = 3, n = 3), Equ.
13 gives σ = 2.02 for γ = 1.48, β = 0.36. which suggests
the spin interaction should not be 3D Heisenberg-like.
However, 2D Ising type (d = 2 n = 1) spin interaction
give the exponents (σ = 1.44, γ = 1.49 and β = 0.29),
which indicates a long range interaction. Therefore, the
magnetic interaction in layered CGST behaves like 2D
Ising type with the interaction decaying as J(r) ≈ r−3.44.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we report the new quaternary van der
Waals ferromagnetic material CrGeδSi1−δTe3 grown by
flux method for the first time. The structure and com-
position characterizations suggest that Ge substitution
in CST is uniform, and the as-grown single crystal is
near-perfect crystalized. Interestingly, the size effect of
Ge substitution in Si site will increase the in-plane Cr-Cr
distance, and thus increase the Curie temperature while
decrease magnetic anisotropy. In the low field region, the
anomaly of Curie-Weiss fit for M(T ), as well as the small
bend in M(H), probably indicate a new ferrimagnetic

phase. The critical behavior of the PM-FM phase tran-
sition is comprehensive studied by modified Arrott plot,
Kouvel-Fisher plot, and the critical isotherm analysis.
The determined critical exponents (β = 0.169,γ = 1.489)
are self-consistent and well-obeying the scaling laws. Fur-
thermore, by comparing with the renormalization group
calculations, the magnetic interaction of CGST behaves
like 2D Ising tpye (d = 2, n = 1) with interaction
decaying as J(r) ≈ r−3.44. The critical behavior of
Cr0.96Ge0.17Si0.82Te3 is close to that of CST [17], but
far away from CGT [14–16]. Moreover, according to
Ginzburg criterion, such typical 2D magnetism is asso-
ciated with strong intrinsic magnetization fluctuations
when near the upper critical dimension [31]. The discov-
ery of CGST offers a new platform for understanding the
fluctuation-driven phase transition in CST, such as the
pressure-induced superconductivity [32], and the strain-
induced Kitaev quantum spin liquid state [33].
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I. POOR GE SAMPLE Cr0.96Ge0.17Si0.82Te3

A. AC susceptibility
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FIG. 1. (a), (b) The real part χ′ and imaginary part χ′′ of the temperature dependence of ac susceptibility measured with an
oscillated field of 4 Oe and 10 Hz.
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II. RICH GE SAMPLE Cr0.98Ge0.20Si0.70Te3

A. Specific heat
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FIG. 2. Zero-field specific heat as a function of T for Cr0.98Ge0.20Si0.70Te3 and the fitted lattice contribution with Thirring
model. The inset shows the magnetic contribution of Cp/T versus T and the integration of magnetic entropy S after subtraction.

B. M(T) curves
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FIG. 3. Temperature dependence of the magnetization M(T ) and its derivative dM/dT for Cr0.98Ge0.20Si0.70Te3 measured
under zero field cooled (ZFC), field cooled (FC) and field warmming (FW) modes with a magnetic field H = 0.1 kOe.


