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Employing inelastic X-ray scattering and neutron scattering techniques, we observed nematic and
magnetic phase transitions with distinct characters in KsFes AggTe19. Upon cooling, the nematic order
undergoes a strongly first-order phase transition followed by a second-order magnetic transition at
Tn = 34.6 K. The temperature difference between these two phase transitions is ~ 1 K. The observed
phenomenon can be attributed to a distinctive first-order preemptive Ising-nematic transition, a
characteristic unique to a quasi-two-dimensional scenario marked by strong out-of-plane spatial
anisotropy due to weak coupling. Our studies establish KsFesAggTeio as the first material in the
family of iron pnictides and chalcogenides that possesses a nematic tricritical point preceding the

magnetic one upon decreasing nematic coupling.

I. INTRODUCTION

Transition metal pnictides and chalcogenides can ex-
hibit intriguing properties including unconventional su-
perconductivity, charge density waves and other corre-
lated states with magnetism [1-8]. In each of these cases,
the interplay between the various order parameters to-
gether with their concomitant fluctuations is key to their
physics [9-11]. Of particular interest is the sub-class
of materials which manifest a ground state that breaks
the Cy tetragonal symmetry but with unbroken O(3)
spin-rotational symmetry, resembling nematics in liquid
crystals [12-14]. The origin of these nematic states is
extensively studied as an avenue for comprehending the
unconventional superconductivity that commonly arises
in the nematic phase [15-17]. Due to the coupled orbital,
magnetic and structural degrees of freedom, experimental
identification of the mechanism driving nematic order
is challenging [9]. In this context, a detailed compari-
son of phase transition behavior in iron pnictides and
chalcogenides with various theories serves as a crucial
cornerstone for comprehending the underlying nematic
driving forces.

One of the proposed scenarios for the emergence of
nematicity in iron-based systems is fully magnetic, origi-
nating from the Ginzburg-Landau effective action for the
two low-energy magnetic fluctuations Ax and Ay. Conse-
quently, an Ising-nematic fluctuation term g(A3% — A%)?
arises through the mean-field approach where g is the ne-
matic coupling strength [18]. The main parameters that
were found to control the phase transition character (at
fixed temperature) were the ratio between the magnetic
and nematic coupling strength o o< g~! and the degree
of spatial magnetic anisotropy (i.e. the dimensionality
of the system). For systems with fixed but arbitrary di-

mensionality 2 < d < 3, « tunes a crossover between a
simultaneous first-order transition in the strong-coupling
limit to split second-order magnetic and nematic tran-
sitions as « increases. This crossover is manifested by
two tricritical points where the nematic and magnetic
transitions change from first to second-order respectively
as illustrated in Fig. 1.

In a quasi-two-dimensional (quasi-2D) system with
weak inter-plane interactions (shown in Fig. 1(a)), the
strong-coupling regime (small «) exhibits a first-order
Ising-nematic transition at Tg which is predicted to drive
a simultaneous jump in the magnetic order parameter
to a finite value. This gives a simultaneous first-order
magnetic-nematic transition at Ty = Ts. However, as «
increases, the calculated magnitude of the magnetization
jump decreases to zero at the first tricritical point. Above
this, the first-order Ising-nematic transition at Tg persists
but the jump in the order parameter is not enough to
trigger the magnetism. Hence the magnetic order emerges
through a continuous transition at Ty < Tg as the ne-
matic order parameter grows in the ordered phase. This
is shown in Fig. 1(a) - Region II.

The difference between Tx and Tg continues to grow
as the nematic coupling weakens until the jump of the
nematic order parameter also approaches zero. This repre-
sents the second tricritical point (the ‘nematic tricritical
point’) above which both magnetic and Ising-nematic
transitions are second-order (Fig. 1(a) - Region III). In-
terestingly, the splitting between Ty and Ty, whilst in-
creasing through the nematic tricritical point, eventually
decreases to zero as a — co. This nonmonotonic behav-
ior was ascribed to competition between the nematic and
magnetic correlation lengths underlying the importance
of characterizing both orders.

This is not the case when the spatial out-of-plane



Strong spatial anisotropy Moderate spatial anisotropy

(a) 1 I (b) I I
— Nematic —_— Nemalic
|~ ematic . B
Magnelic /‘fml c
I I ~ermatic I —Tematic
g Magnetic
2 —
=] 11 —— I —ematic
= co — Nematic Nematic
T .., mati N
3 ) D
e ’ TeT —» TsT —»
Nematic : Nematic
Magnetic Magnetic
I 11 11 I II m

A =— U —

FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of nematic (blue) and magnetic
(red) phase boundaries as a function of the ratio between
the magnetic and nematic coupling strength a < g~*. First-
order (second-order) transitions are denoted with a dotted
(solid) line and a black dotted line denotes simultaneous first-
order nematic and magnetic transitions. (a) shows the case
when spatial anisotropy is strong (quasi-2D) and (b) when
it is moderate. The tricritical points split each diagram into
three regions and the INSETS display typical order parameter
behavior for each region. Following [18].

anisotropy is moderate shown in Fig. 1(b). « still tunes a
crossover between simultaneous first-order magnetic and
Ising-nematic transitons to split second-order transitions
but the order of the nematic and magnetic tricritical
points was found to be reversed. Specifically, consider-
ing a stacked 2D layered material and parameterizing
the anisotropy by 1 < 1 representing inter-layer cou-
pling, the inverse magnetic susceptibility can be written
as x;ql ~ To—l—qﬁ—l—nqﬁ where ¢+ = X or Y, rg is the
quadratic coefficient in the effective action and || and z
correspond to in-plane and out-of-plane respectively. It
was found that tricritical points swap position with re-
spect to @ when 7 ~ 0.43 (n = 0 corresponds to the fully
2D case). The moderate-anisotropic limit was also found
to be able to support metanematic transitions where, de-
spite displaying a second-order Ising-nematic transition
at Tg, the nematic order parameter jumps coincident with
Tx (Fig. 1(b) - Region II).

This framework has qualitatively explained the nature
of the nematic and magnetic phase transitions in 122
systems such as CaFegAs, and SrFes Asy where a simul-
taneous first-order nematic-magnetic transtions was ob-
served [19, 20]. It also can be applied to pristine, electron,
and hole-doped BaFegAsy [21-24]. Indeed, BaFegAss has
also been shown to display a broadening of the Bragg
peak prior to a first-order structural transition which is
consistent with the metanematic transition predicted in
the moderate-anisotropy, intermediate-coupling case (Re-
gion IT in Fig. 1(b)) [25]. However, the small splitting
implies that « is small in pristine BaFes As,. Co doping
of BaFesAss adds carriers to the electron pockets and
so increases the chemical potential. This is predicted
to increase o making electron doped compounds more

likely to exhibit split magnetic and nematic transitions.
Ba(Fe;_,Co,)2Ass shows a splitting of the magnetic and
nematic transitions as x increases with both becoming
second-order for x > 0.022 in agreement with this the-
ory [21, 22].

However, to complete this picture, a material exhibit-
ing strong real-space anisotropy whilst being close to a
2D spin system is required. In this work, we present a
comprehensive investigation into the phase transitions of
the iron chalcogenide, KsFeyAggTerg (KFAT). Employing
inelastic X-ray and neutron scattering techniques, we have
elucidated the characteristics of both the magnetic and
nematic-coupled structural transition order parameters
below the transition temperature, along with their cor-
responding fluctuations. Our findings reveal a strongly
first-order nematic transition and a second-order mag-
netic transition in KFAT, a phenomenon unprecedented
in other iron chalcogenides or pnictides. This is an unex-
pected result and can likely be attributed to a scenario
of local magnetism, where the magnetic order is induced
by the spin-nematic phase.

The growth and physical properties of KFAT single
crystals have been described previously [26]. Neutron
scattering measurements were carried out on the triple-
axis spectrometer HB-3 (TAX), HIR, Oak Ridge National
Laboratory. Single-crystal elastic and inelastic X-ray
scattering data were collected at BL35XU, SPring-8 [27].
Experimental details are described in the Supplemental
Material [28].

II. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. Critical Behavior of Magnetism

Previous studies indicate that KFAT shares similari-
ties with tetragonal BaFesAsy [32], as shown in Fig. 2(a).
However, unlike in electron-doped BaFe;Ass where the
dopant distribution can usually be taken as random, in
KFAT, the iron atoms organize into 2 x 2 clusters arranged
in a /5 x /5 expansion of the tetragonal unit cell, with sil-
ver atoms serving as inter-cluster separators, as Fig. 2(b)
presents. For simplicity and clarity, all Bragg peaks in this
paper will be indexed in the tetragonal system noted with
a subscript ‘T”, following the BaFesAsy convention. The
spatial separation of iron atoms restricts electron hopping
between clusters, classifying KFAT as a semiconductor
with a narrow band gap [26], indicative of localized mag-
netism. Meanwhile, the superexchange facilitated by silver
atoms remains influential in inter-cluster magnetic cou-
pling. Their competition with direct exchange within the
iron cluster results in a unique incommensurate magnetic
structure characterized by an ordering vector within the
Fe-Ag plane below Ty = 35 K (Fig 2(c)). The correspond-
ing structural and magnetic peak locations are labeled as
blue and red dots in Fig 2(d), respectively. A nematic
transition occurs nearly concurrently, as evidenced by the
coupled structural distortion, manifested in the broaden-



FIG. 2. Crystal and magnetic structure of KFAT. (a) Crystal
structure of KFAT: purple, yellow, grey and orange spheres
represent the potassium, tellurium, silver and iron atoms,
respectively. (b) The Fe-Ag plane of KFAT. The red dots
represent the iron atoms and blue dots represents the silver
atoms. The iron clusters are arranged in the V5 x5 pat-
tern. The superstructure lattice vectors are labeled. (c) The
magnetic structure of KFAT is characterized by a collinear
antiferromagnetic arrangement within each iron cluster, resem-
bling the structure observed in BaFesAss. However, between
these clusters, there is a uniform rotation of the spins, result-
ing in an incommensurate order. (d) Structural (blue) and
magnetic peak (red) locations within the (hkO)r reciprocal
space. The plotted locations contains peaks from all possible
structural magnetic domains from a large single crystal used
for neutron scattering experiment. Critical scattering scans
were performed along the green lines shown in the figure.

ing of Bragg peaks observed during neutron diffraction
experiments [32] (also see Supplementary Material [28]).
The refined magnetic moments on the iron atoms in KFAT
are found to be 2.11(3) pp [32], making it an ideal mate-
rial for exploring magnetic fluctuations above the ordering
temperature. This is particularly significant when com-
pared with BaFes As2, where the magnetic moments are
approximated to be 0.87(3) pp [33].

Figure 3(a) shows the temperature dependence of the
magnetic Bragg peak intensity at Q = (0.664, 0.038, 0)r.
An effective critical exponent of 8 = 0.120(2) was ex-
tracted from the order parameter fit using data ranging
from T'= 30 K to T'= 42 K, with an onset of magnetic
ordering temperature Ty = 34.62(4) K. The obtained
order parameter critical exponent is consistent with that
measured in a 2D Ising systems such as Ky;CoF, and
RboCoFy [34, 35]. However, in the case of these fluorides,
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FIG. 3. Behavior of magnetism in KFAT. (a) temperature
dependence of intensity at Q = (0.664, 0.038, 0)1. The red
curve shows the order parameter fit. (b) Critical scattering
scans along (0.664, k, 0) above the Néel temperature T in
logarithmic scale. From top to bottom are data acquired at T
= 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, and 40 K, respectively. The corresponding
fits are plotted with solid lines except for 40 K due to statistical
insufficient counts. (c) Inverse correlation length in reciprocal
lattice units (r.l.u.), obtained via critical scattering fitting,
convoluted with the resolution function. (d) Logarithmic
plot of critical scattering intensity o x(Q) against reduced
temperature 7 = (T — Tn)/In. The correlation length and
critical scattering strength at 40 K is not presented because
the model does not give a converged result.

their 2D nature can be readily understood due to an
inter-plane cancellation resulting in much larger relative
in-plane coupling [36, 37]. Furthermore, the magnetic mo-
ments are pointed along the ¢ axis making the 2D Ising
interpretation a natural description. This is unexpected
in KFAT as the magnetic structure consists of rotating
spins and so should not generally be considered to be
Ising-like. Though the exact Hamiltonian determination
should be based on information about spin dynamics ob-
tained through inelastic neutron scattering, the scope of
the discussion here will be limited to the 2D Ising model in
order to be consistent with the effective critical exponent
of the order parameter.

To delve deeper into the magnetic transition in KFAT,
transverse scans were conducted along (0.664, k, 0)T along
the green lines in Fig. 2(d) and above Ty to acquire criti-
cal scattering data. These scans are presented in Fig. 3(b).
The transverse instrument resolution is determined by the
rocking scans across nuclear peaks at Q = (0.6, 0.2, 0)r,
(0.6,-0.2, 0)T, and (0.2, 0.6, 0)7. The nuclear peak profiles
of these scans can be described by a Lorzentian function.



They provide a good approximation of the transfer reso-
lution function at (0.664, k, 0)1 due to similar scattering
angles and the absence of observable Bragg peak splitting
below the nematic transition temperature. The longitu-
dinal resolution function is Gaussian and obtained via
0-20 scans across the magnetic peak at 4 K. As a result,
the line-shape of critical scattering in Fig. 3(b) can be
fit by a convolution of the resolution function and 2D
critical scattering profile described by a 2D Lorentzian
function (see Supplementary Material [28]). Note that the
measured critical scattering, by necessity, involves a com-
bination of fluctuations parallel and perpendicular to the
spin direction but only the former diverge. The obtained
inverse correlation lengths are presented in Fig. 3(c). Ex-
trapolation of the fitted correlation length shows that it
reaches a finite value at the transition temperature. This
is a unique feature of the 2D Ising model, where the corre-
lation length of perpendicular spin fluctuations does not
diverge [38]. Further evidence is provided by the strength
of the critical fluctuations xq illustrated in Fig. 3(d).
These fluctuations deviate from the phenomenological
scaling relation due to the presence of perpendicular spin
fluctuations which do not follow the scaling relation. A re-
fined model involving both parallel and perpendicular spin
fluctuations does not yield converged fitting results, be-
cause of the resolution-limited magnetic Bragg diffraction
in the critical region. Nevertheless, the critical behavior
of correlation length and fluctuation strength supports
the presence of critical scattering and is consistent with
the second-order nature of the magnetic transition.

B. Critical Behavior of Lattice

To investigate the nematic transition, we employed
X-ray scattering techniques. Both elastic and inelastic
data presented here were taken on the same sample on
beamline BL35XU at SPring-8 during a single experiment.
Unlike typical X-ray diffraction experiments, which corre-
spond to energy-integrated scattering and include thermal
fluctuations over a broad temperature range, BL35XU
offers energy-resolved measurements with a measured full
width at half maximum (FWHM) of ~1.58 meV for our
experiment. This allows us to effectively integrate only
over thermal fluctuations within a narrow range of ap-
proximately 20 K. Fig. 4(a) shows transverse elastic Q
scans across the (4, 0, 0)7 Bragg peak upon cooling. Due
to the coupling to the lattice, the nematic order splits
this Bragg peak with satellites at (4, +/dQ|/2, 0)1. This
arises from the loss of the four-fold symmetry which gen-
erates four structural domains below Ty. Each satellite
peak of (4, 0, 0)1 corresponds to a single domain with
shear distortion of lattice vector ar, while the remaining
two structural domains with shear distortion of bt both
contribute to the central Bragg peak. The Q scans at each
temperature were fitted by three Voigt profiles with inde-
pendent amplitudes but the same FWHM. For T' > 36 K
no satellites are seen and the data were fitted with a
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FIG. 4. Nematic transition in KFAT. (a) Elastic Q scans across
the (4, 0, 0)r Bragg peak. All scans are normalized such that
the central peak amplitude is the same to emphasize the change
in the peak profile. Below the nematic transition, the data
were fitted using three Voigt functions constrained to have the
same FWHM but independent amplitudes. The intensity is
plotted in (b). The fitted FWHM (INSET) is comparable to
the instrument Q resolution (~ 0.019 r.l.u. along k) and so
remains resolution-limited at all temperatures. For 7' > 36 K
we observed no splitting within our resolution so these points
are set to zero and are denoted by diamond markers (the Q
scan was only fitted with one Voigt component). The peak
splitting |dQ] is plotted in (¢) normalized by |Q| which may be
treated as a de-facto order parameter (see discussion in main
text). The quick saturation of the satellite intensity suggests
a strongly first order transition. The vertical dotted line in
(b) and (c) denotes the fitted Ts = 35.64(3) K.

single Voigt component. As Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) show, the
intensity of satellite peaks rise sharply at ~ 35 K without
any prior notable broadening of the central Bragg peak
(fitted FWHM shown in the inset of Fig. 4(b) suggests
that the peak is resolution-limited). This is in contrast
to BaFesAs, where a preemptive second-order structural
transition characterized by a broadening of the Bragg
peak appears before the first-order (metanematic) tran-
sition [25]. Whilst a finer temperature steps would be
required to discount this absolutely conclusively in KFAT,
the lack of phonon softening (discussed below) would
suggest that this transition is more first-order, again in
contrast with BaFesAsg [39)].

The temperature evolution of the splitting, serving
as an indicator of the nematic order parameter, is il-
lustrated in Fig. 4(c). The shear structural distortion
causes a difference in ap and bo, which is the spacing
between Fe/Ag atoms along [110] and [110]t directions
respectively and is presented in Fig. 2(b). Thus, this
shear distortion results in a monoclinic structure, which



is commonly referred to as orthorhombic distortion in
the literature of Fe-based pnictides/chalogenides [33, 40].
For the transverse scan across (4, 0, 0)r, |dQ|/|Q| ~ 46
where 0 = (ap — bo)/(ap + bo). To a first order approxi-
mation, ¢ is proportional to the shear angle. Our fitting
gives § ~ 5.2(3) x 1073 which roughly agrees with the
literature value for KFAT (= 3.8 x 10~3 measured with
neutrons [32]) and is close to that measured in BaFe;Asy
(=4 x 1073) [33]. The reported value of § in this work is
more accurate than that in Ref. 32, thanks to the fully
resolved Bragg peak splitting with synchrontron X-ray
measurements. To examine further the nature of the
structural transition, we attempted an order parameter
fitting for the splitting. This gives a structural transition
temperature Tg = 35.64(3) K which is ~ 1 K above Tx.
The extracted effective critical exponent 5 = 0.08(2) is
potentially influenced by sample inhomogeneity resulting
in a distribution of transition temperatures [41] or tem-
perature evolution of order parameter below Ts but the
small value of 8 is suggestive of an underlying first-order
transition.

One hallmark of a second-order phase transition is the
emergence of softening in the corresponding fluctuations
prior to their condensation. Indeed, in electron and holed-
doped BaFes Ass, previous studies have shown softening in
the in-plane transverse acoustic (IPTA) mode above the
critical temperature [12]. In particular, the dispersion of
the IPTA phonon in the vicinity of the gamma point can
be described by mean-field theory with the weak coupling
between lattice and nematicity by the following formula

Ee(k) 1+ &2k (1)
Egzo(k}) - 1 +€2(/€2 —l—’l“)7

where £ is the nematic correlation length and r is a tem-
perature independent parameter [43]. Supposing KFAT
undergoes a similar second-order nematic transition, one
would expect a divergence of the nematic correlation
length, leading to softening of the IPTA phonon and its
related shear modulus cgg [44, 45)].

Figure 5 presents the results of our inelastic X-ray scat-
tering experiment. We measured the dynamical structural
factor dominated by the IPTA phonon along (4, k, 0)r
(0.08 < k < 0.34) from room temperature down to 34 K.
The phonon energies at fixed Q were determined through
fitting energy scans. The fitting model describes the in-
elastic phonon line shape using Voigt functions, convolved
with the measured experimental resolution function and
weighted by the Bose factor [46]. Figure 5(a) displays
the energy scans at Q=(4, 0.08, 0), which is the clos-
est Q-vector to I' with a resolvable phonon peak and,
therefore, should display the strongest nematic-induced
phonon softening. However, the change in the IPTA
phonon energy (Fig. 5(b)) upon cooling is not statistically
significant being within fitted error of phonon energy.
Our analysis shows no IPTA phonon softening during
the nematic phase transition, ruling out the possibility
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FIG. 5. Inelastic X-ray scattering in KFAT. Representative
energy scans at Q = (4, 0.08, 0)r are shown in (a) for all
temperatures. The colored dotted, dashed, and solid lines
denote the quasi-elastic, phonon and total fits respectively.
Due to the large quasi-elastic tail, the axes are scaled to em-
phasize the fitted phonon component at each temperature.
The corresponding temperature dependence of the phonon
energy at (4, 0.08, 0)r is shown in (b). Fits of the in-plane
transverse acoustic dispersion are shown in (c) - (h) for tem-
peratures near Ts and room temperature (RT). (i) shows the
extracted elastic constant cgs from fitted sound velocity. In
all panels, gray dashed lines also denote the RT values to aid
comparison. Softening of the phonon near Ts = 35.64(3) K
is absent within experimental error with the dispersion being
essentially temperature independent.

of a second-order nematic/structural transition. Yet it
is consistent with expectations for a first-order phase
transition where softening is absent due to the nematic
correlation length not significantly changing. We further
extract the IPTA phonon dispersion to examine our spec-
ulation of the strongly first-order phase transition. This
is shown in Figs. 5(c)-(h) and the data were fitted using
Epn(k) = Asin(Dnk)/(Drn) with D = 0.5 which ade-
quately reproduces the data. We find the IPTA phonon
does not exhibit any notable temperature dependence
from room temperature down to 34 K and could be de-
scribed by a Debye model. The obtained shear modulus
cg6 is plotted in Fig. 5(i) and shows a gradual temperature
dependence but remains constant across Tg within the
fitted error, serving as another indicator of the strongly
first-order nematic phase transition in KFAT.



IIT. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we report evidence of a first-order struc-
tural and second-order quasi-2D Ising magnetic transition
in KFAT. Despite the quasi-2D crystal structure, this
type of coexistence has not been detected in iron pnic-
tides and chalcogenides before. Apart from experimental
challenges due to the small magnetic moments, previ-
ous studies indicate the transition of BaFes Ass magnetic
fluctuations from 2D to 3D [47, 48], leaving BaFegAso
in a moderately spatially anisotropic state where the ne-
matic tricritical point was approached after the magnetic
one with increasing «. This could result from the inter-
layer exchange coupling of the Fe spins. In KFAT, the
in-plane projections of iron clusters in the neighboring
planes are staggered, which increases the nearest Fe-Fe
bond length between layers and significantly weakens the
interlayer exchange coupling. This unique staggered Fe
cluster configuration results in quasi-2D magnetism and
drives KFAT into a strong spatially anisotropic scenario,
where a first-order preemptive Ising-nematic transition is
allowed [18].

One of the unique properties of the quasi-2D Ising-
nematic transition predicted by mean-field theory is the
occurrence of a pseudo-gap phase [18]. This pseudo-gap
phase partially gaps the Fermi surface and is generic in

cuprates [19, 50]. It arises due to the magnetic correla-

tion length jumping with the enhancement of thermal-
magnetic fluctuations in the quasi-2D scenario. As a
result, the electronic spectra develop a magnetic pseudo-
gap through the transfer of its spectral weight, although
zero-frequency states appear only below T. Though the
observed magnetic critical scattering is highly resolution-
limited in the critical region, rendering such analysis not
practical, we would like to note the potential relation be-
tween the semiconductor nature of KFAT and pseudogap
phase.
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