arXiv:2203.03909v1 [cond-mat.supr-con] 8 Mar 2022

Nematic state of the FeSe superconductor

Sahana Rößler,^{1, ∗} Mauro Coduri,^2 Alexander A. Tsirlin,^3 Clemens Ritter,^4 Gabriel Cuello,^4 Cevriye Koz,^1 Liudmila Muzica,^1 Ulrich Schwarz,^1 Ulrich K. Rößler,^5 Steffen Wirth,^1 and Marco Scavini^{6, †} 1Max Planck Institute for Chemical Physics of Solids, Nöthnitzer Straße 40, 01187 Dresden, Germany 2University of Pavia, Chemistry Department, via Taramelli 16, 27100, Pavia, Italy 3Experimental Physics VI, Center for Electronic Correlations and Magnetism, University of Augsburg, 86159 Augsburg, Germany 4Institut Laue-Langevin, 71 Avenue des Martyrs, CS20156, 38042 Grenoble Cédex 9, France 5IFW Dresden, Helmholtzstraße 20, 01069 Dresden, Germany 6Dipartimento di Chimica, Universita degli Studi di Milano, Via Golgi 19, 20133 Milano, Italy (Dated: March 9, 2022)

We study the crystal structure of the tetragonal iron selenide FeSe and its nematic phase transition to the low-temperature orthorhombic structure using synchrotron x-ray and neutron scattering analyzed in both real and reciprocal space. We show that in the local structure the orthorhombic distortion associated with the electronically driven nematic order is more pronounced at short length scales. It also survives up to temperatures above 90 K where reciprocal-space analysis suggests tetragonal symmetry. Additionally, the real-space pair distribution function analysis of the synchrotron x-ray diffraction data reveals a tiny broadening of the peaks corresponding to the nearest Fe–Fe, Fe–Se, and the next-nearest Fe–Se bond distances as well as the tetrahedral torsion angles at a short length scale of 20 Å. This broadening appears below 20 K and is attributed to a pseudogap. However, we did not observe any further reduction in local symmetry below orthorhombic down to 3 K. Our results suggest that the superconducting gap anisotropy in FeSe is not associated with any symmetry-lowering short-range structural correlations.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of superconductivity in FeSe^1 with a critical temperature T_c ≈ 8 K prompted intense research in this remarkable family of materials^{2–4}. FeSe, the structurally simplest among the iron-based superconductors, was considered to be an ideal candidate for studying the mechanism of unconventional multiband superconductivity. In spite of the expectations, more than a decade of research proved FeSe as a rather unusual superconductor with several fascinating properties in the normal state, i.e., above T_c.

A structural transition from the parent tetragonal (P 4/nmm, No. 129) crystal structure to the orthorhombic Cmma (new symbol Cmme, No. 67) space group occurring at a temperature T_s ≈ 90 K is considered to be driven by electronic degrees of freedom, and hence referred to as a nematic transition. However, the energy scale of this nematic order ranges from 10–50 meV, as determined from angle-resolved photoemission experiments (ARPES), and is controversially discussed in the literature^{5–7}. At ambient pressure, the nematic transition is not accompanied by a long-range magnetic order^8. Recent reports on pair distribution function (PDF) analysis of scattering data have shown that the short-range orthorhombic distortions are already present at room temperature with a growing domain size upon decreasing temperature^{9–12}.

Even though the primary order parameter of the phase transition at 90 K is considered as nematic and of electronic origin, the exact nature of the order parameter remains unknown^{13}. Several possible order parameters have been suggested, which include spin^{14}, charge^{15}, or orbital^{16} degrees of freedom, antiferroquadrupolar order^{17}, stripe quadrupolar order^{18}, and collective modes such as a Pomeranchuk instability^{15,19} of the Fermi surface. Indeed, in a quantum material such as FeSe, the order parameters cannot be considered as independent and competing. Instead, the order parameters are composite and intertwined as suggested by recent theoretical studies^{20}.

Below T_s, FeSe displays two more anomalies^{21–29} before entering into the superconducting phase at 8 K. The anomaly at T^∗ ≈ 75 K was identified in nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR)^{16,25}, muon spin relaxation (μSR)^{26}, Kohler’s scaling behavior of magnetoresistance, and Hall effect measurements^{21,24}. Since all these techniques probe the underlying magnetic response of the sample, the temperature T^∗ is considered as an onset temperature of anisotropic spin-fluctuations. Upon further lowering of temperature to T^{∗∗} ≈ 30 − 20 K, an inflection was observed in Hall, Seebeck, and Nernst coefficients^{21,27,29}. The Kohler’s scaling was found to be reestablished below T^{∗∗21–24}. Although the signature of T^{∗∗} was identified in many different techniques, its interpretation differs in literature. Several authors propose giant superconducting fluctuations^{29,30} or a pseudogap related to preformed Cooper pairs assuming that the system is in the cross-over regime between a weakcoupling Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) and strongcoupling Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) limits^{27,29}. A breakdown of quantum critical fluctuations owing to a temperature-induced Lifshitz transition was proposed based on the results of μSR measurements^{26}. A study based on transmission electron microscopy (TEM) suggested a possible crystal symmetry lowering below 20 K^8.

For the mechanism of superconductivity in Febased materials, several different pairing scenarios are considered^{3,31–34}. Experimental studies based on scanning tunneling microscopy/spectroscopy (STM/S) and ARPES on FeSe have reported highly anisotropic superconducting gaps with either deep gap minima^{35–37} or existence of nodes^{27,38}. Detailed mappings of the Fermi surfaces have found a Γ–centered hole pocket and an X– centered electron pocket with the gap minima along the k_y axis for the Γ pocket and along the k_x axis for the X pocket, respectively^{27,36}. This strong anisotropy in the superconducting gap symmetry has been attributed to orbital selective interactions^{39–43}. Moreover, inelastic neutron scattering studies have identified a prominent role of spin-orbit coupling (SOC) in FeSe^{44}, which provides anisotropy to the spin channel. Through the SOC, the spin degrees of freedom couple to the lattice^{45,46}.

With the motivation to probe the couplings of the electronic degrees of freedom to the crystal structure, we performed synchrotron powder x-ray diffraction and powered neutron scattering experiments in the tetragonal, nematic, and superconducting phases of FeSe. The powder diffraction experiments allow the highest resolution in order to distinguish the possible symmetry lowering below orthorhombic and can be directly converted into pair distribution function as the best tool for probing the local structure. These experiments enable us to identify if any incipient structural ordering modes are associated with the observed anomalies in the physical properties at different temperatures.

II. EXPERIMENTAL

Polycrystalline FeSe samples were synthesized by following the procedure described in Ref. [47]. The samples were characterized using laboratory x-ray diffraction.

The synchrotron x-ray diffraction was carried out at the beamline ID22 (wavelength λ = 0.354144(6) Å) of the ESRF (European Synchrotron Radiation Facility, Grenoble) using a special He-flow cryostat or a cold N_2–gas blower (cryostream) adapted to the diffraction setup. At ID22, 9 scintillation detectors preceded by Si analyzer crystals were used. This allowed an extremely high resolution but also caused long counting times in PDF measurements. The powder sample was loaded into a 0.5 mm glass capillary and closed with a wax to allow a good thermal contact of the sample with an exchange gas. Here we would like to note that the very high photon flux of the ID22 beamline causes local heating of the sample. Hence, the x-ray beam was attenuated by about 70 % for our measurements. Further attenuation of the beam did not change the lattice parameters or the temperature of the tetragonal-orthorhombic transition indicating a stable local sample temperature.

The x-ray diffraction data were collected at temperatures from 5 to 150 K, and in the 2θ range 2^∘ ≤ 2θ ≤ 90^∘ using the cryostat due to system constraints, and in the range 2^∘ ≤ 2θ ≤ 120^∘ for measurements using the cryostream. In both cases the scanning rate was 4^∘/min. For PDF analysis, the data were collected by summing several scans for a total counting time of 385 min per measured temperature to achieve the necessary data quality for analysis.

The neutron scattering experiments were performed at ILL (Institut Laue Langevin, Grenoble). For these measurements, FeSe powder samples were synthesized in several batches and about 5 g of impurity free^{48} FeSe powder was selected. The sample was filled in a vanadium container.

The neutron diffraction experiments were performed in two different instruments. For the reciprocal-space structure analysis (Rietveld refinement) the data were collected on the high resolution powder diffractometer D2B (λ = 1.596 Å) in the temperature range 3–90 K in the heating cycle (ILL D2B data Ref. [49].) For real-space PDF analysis, the diffraction patterns were collected at the D4c instrument^{50} (λ = 0.4959 Å) at temperatures 150 and 7 K upon cooling and in the temperature range 3-150 K plus 298 K, upon heating (see ILL D4c data Ref. [49]). However, since no hysteresis was found in the structural data, we present here only the data collected in the heating cycle.

Reciprocal-space refinement of the x-ray and neutron diffraction data was performed using the Rietveld method implemented in GSAS^{51} and JANA2006^{52}. Moderate effects of preferred orientation caused by the large anisotropy of the crystal structure were accounted for by the March-Dollase formalism^{53,54}.

The X-ray PDF curves G(r) were computed using the PDFgetX3 program^{55}. The neutron D4c data reduction was performed using standard instrument-dependent software available at the ILL. The CORRECT program^{56} was then used to conduct the necessary corrections (see, for example ref. [57]) to the diffraction data for sample and container attenuation, multiple-scattering, and normalization of the diffraction intensity to an absolute scale using a vanadium standard. The resulting S(Q) data were then Fourier transformed to a PDF using the standard sine integral.

III. RESULTS

Here, we would first like to outline a few advantages of using both synchrotron x-ray and neutron scattering experiments for structural analysis. For the reciprocalspace structure analysis, neutron data are often preferred, because the reflection intensity does not go down with Q = 4πsinθ/λ, so that we can observe a higher number of intense reflections and use them in the structure refinement. Moreover, neutrons offer a broader and more symmetric peak shape, whereas x-rays may show different sorts of anisotropic reflection broadening due to the sample's microstructure. Such anisotropic broadening is undesirable for the structure refinement.

FIG. 1. A comparison of parameters obtained from the reciprocal-space refinement of neutron (D2B) and x-ray (XRD) diffraction data, as well as real-space analysis of G(r) in different r-ranges (using both x-ray and neutron, assigned as XRD and N, respectively in the legend). (a) Ratios of lattice parameter b/a and (b)-(e) anisotropic displacement parameters U11, U22 and U33, obtained from both reciprocal-space refinements of D2B measurements and real-space Rietveld analysis of D4c G(r) functions for different r ranges. In the G(r) refinements, we fixed U11 = U22 for both Fe and Se. Legend in (a) applies to all panels. The error bars for the D2B and XRD data shown in (a) are smaller than the symbol size.

For the real-space structure analysis, the x-rays and neutrons provide complementary information. With the instruments at the ID22, we reached larger Q_{max} values using both the cryostat (≈ 25 Å^{−1}) and the cryostream (≈ 29 − 30 Å^{−1}). Additionally, the high Q resolution of ID22 allows to analyze the data up to several nanometers^{58}. In the case of neutrons, the usable neutron wavelengths at the D4c diffractometer are 0.3, 0.5, and 0.7 Å. However, the neutron flux is too low at λ ≈ 0.3 Å to get good data for the PDF analysis in a reasonable time. Therefore we used the next shortest available neutron wavelength λ ≈ 0.5 Å, which gives a Q_{max} ≈ 23.6 Å^{−1}. Further, the x-ray measurements are complementary to neutrons in the sense that, for neutrons the weight of G(r) is larger for Fe than Se. For the x-rays, the opposite is true. Thus, by combining the two techniques, we are able to maximize the information about the low temperature structure of FeSe.

Analysis of the interatomic distances made use of the reduced PDF, G(r), which is the sine Fourier transform of the experimental total scattering function, S(Q), defined as^{59,60}:

G(r) = 4πr [ρ(r) − ρ_0] = 2 π ∫_{Qmax}

Q_{min} Q[S(Q) − 1] sin(Q.r) dQ, where ρ(r) is the atomic number density function and indicates the probability of finding an atom at a distance r from another atom while ρ_0 is the average atom number density. The G(r) function measures deviations from the average atomic density. Provided that the scattering lengths of two atoms involved in a certain G(r) peak take the same sign, a positive peak in the G(r) pattern indicates a range of r values whereby the probability of finding interatomic vectors is greater than that determined by the number density, while the opposite holds for negative G(r) values.

With a focus on investigating local structural distortions associated with the anomalies observed at temperatures T^∗ and T^{∗∗}, we compare the parameters obtained from the analysis of the neutron and x-ray diffraction data for the orthorhombic crystal structure with Cmma symmetry using the so called real-space Rietveld method^{61}. In Fig. 1(a), the ratio of lattice parameters b/a obtained from the reciprocal-space Rietveld analysis (average value of b/a) and G(r) analysis for different r ranges are plotted. For the x-ray diffraction data, only the average b/a ratio and that for the r range 2-7 Å is presented for clarity. Compared to the average values, the b/a ratio increases for refinements focusing on the short-range parts of the G(r) functions, which suggests that the orthorhombic strain is locally enhanced. In the neutron case, for the 2-7 Å range, the b/a ratio displays

FIG. 2. Schematic representations of FeSe unit cells in (a) tetragonal and (b) orthorhombic structures. (c) and (d), ab plane of the tetragonal and orthorhombic structures, respectively. The lattice parameters a, b, c, inter-atomic distances, and the torsion angle ϕ are marked in the figures. Here, notations dFeSe and dFeFe represent nearest neighbor, NNN dFeSe next-nearest neighbor inter-atomic distances, respectively. To distinguish three different Se–Se distances dSeSe, numbers (1), (2), and (3) are used, which represent nearest, next nearest, and next-next-nearest neighbor Se–Se, respectively.

a plateau in the temperature range 75-105 K with the extent of this plateau reaching up to 150 K when the r interval is the shortest. A similar tendency is also seen in the XRD data for the 2-7 Å range, but in this case there are insufficient data points to determine the temperature range of the plateau. Note that 75 K corresponds to the temperature T^∗, which is considered as the onset temperature of spin fluctuations^{21,24,26}.

We should also note that in the 2-5 Å range, the G(r) samples mainly distances between atoms in the same FeSe plane while for larger r ranges inter-plane contacts have increasing weight in the G(r). This result suggests a larger crystallographic coherence of the orthorhombic distortion in the ab plane compared to the direction along the c axis. Consistently, the residuals are much smaller in the 2-5 Å fit than in the 2-7 Å range (e.g. at 90 K, R_w is 0.029 and 0.059, respectively, for the neutron case). For the r ranges 2-7 Å and 2-5 Å a kink can be seen around 20 K, which coincides with the electronic anomaly observed at T^{∗∗}. Figs. 1 (b)-(e) display the anisotropic displacement parameters U(Fe) and U(Se) refined in different r ranges. To avoid correlations among the parameters, we assumed U_{11} = U_{22} for both Fe and Se in the G(r) refinements. The anisotropic displacement param-

FIG. 3. (a) and (b) Low r range of G(r) calculated at different temperatures using synchrotron x-ray diffraction. Here, the notations AFe−Se, BFe−Fe , and C^′_{Se−Se} represent nearest neighbor, CFe−Se and DSe−Se next-nearest neighbor, and EFe−Se next-next-nearest neighbor inter-atomic distances, respectively. (c) The peak positions obtained by the direct analysis of G(r) functions (symbols) and by the reciprocal-space Rietveld analysis (dashed lines). (d) The temperature dependence of full-width half-maxima (FWHM) values obtained from the G(r) peaks displayed in (a) and (b). The error bars in (c) are smaller than the symbol size.

eters from the reciprocal space refinement are systematically higher than those obtained from the refinement of the real-space. This difference is well seen in both U_{11} and U_{33} and suggests that displacements of atoms with respect to the average structure occur along and perpendicular to the FeSe planes.

In the following, we describe the results of the realspace structural analysis of synchrotron x-ray diffraction data in the temperature range 150–5 K. To visualize the local distortions described below, in Figs. 2(a) and (b), we display schematic diagrams of FeSe unit cells in the tetragonal and orthorhombic structures, while Figs. 2(c) and (d) show the corresponding structures in the ab plane. The figures depict the lattice parameters a, b, c, the inter-atomic distances, and the torsion angle ϕ of the FeSe_4 tetrahedra. In Figs. 3(a) and (b), the short-range part of the G(r) curves at different temperatures are presented. Due to the wavelength used and the geometrical

FIG. 4. Neutron diffraction G(r) peak positions (symbols) in the temperature range 3-75 K compared with the corresponding distances obtained from the reciprocal-space Rietveld refinement of the D2B data. The error bars are smaller than the symbol size.

constraints of the cryostat (2θ_{max} = 90^∘) only the data up to Q_{max} = 25 Å have been used. The peaks below r < 3 Å and the one around 4.5 Å have straightforward attributions to single Fe–Se and Fe–Fe inter-atomic distances (see labels in the figure). Conversely, the peaks in the 3.3–4.0 Å range contain three different Se–Se contributions plus one from Fe–Fe. In all cases, peak broadening is apparent upon lowering temperature. At 5 K, the peaks A_{Fe−Se}, B_{Fe−Fe} and E_{Fe−Se} are broader than at 15 and 30 K, which is contrary to the expected structural effect when the G(r) peak width arises only from the thermal atomic vibrations. The C_{Fe−Se}, C^′_{Se−Se}, and D_{Se−Se} peaks display some non-monotonic behavior, too. However, due to the superposition of different contributions, it is more difficult to attribute this finding to certain single inter-atomic distances.

The G(r) peaks shown in Fig. 3 (a) and (b) have been first analyzed using the so called direct analysis. Each inter-atomic distance has been fitted using a Gaussian function allowing the area, position, and full width at half maximum (FWHM) parameters to vary. The results are summarized in Figs. 3(c) and (d). In Fig. 3(c), the peak positions are reported, while in Fig. 3(d), the relative FWHM values are shown.

All the FWHM values increase upon cooling only for T ≤ 15 K. However, the change in FWHM Δ =[FWHM(5 K)- FWHM(15 K)] are less than 0.02 Å. The nearest neighbor Fe-Fe distance (B_{Fe−Fe}) displays a comparatively larger value of Δ ≈ 0.018 Å than the nearest neighbor Fe-Se (A_{Fe−Se}, Δ ≈ 0.016 Å) and next-next-nearest neighbor Fe-Se (E_{Fe−Se}, Δ ≈ 0.007 Å). Together with the atomic distances obtained from the analysis of G(r) (local structure), the corresponding distances acquired from the reciprocal-space Rietveld analysis (average structure) are shown in Fig. 3(c) for comparison. For all the distances considered, it can be noted: (i) The shortest Fe–Se distance in the local structure is slightly shorter than the corresponding distance in the average structure. (ii) The shorter Fe–Fe distance in the local structure is always larger than that in the average structure. (iii) The Fe–Se distance of 4.4 Å is the same in both local and average structures. This trend is confirmed also by the real-space PDF and reciprocal-space Rietveld analysis of the neutron diffraction data, see Fig. 4.

The very high angular resolution of the ID22 data allows calculating reliable G(r) functions up to tens of angström. Thus, we analyzed the experimental G(r) functions in the temperature range 5-150 K assuming the Cmma lattice structure at different r intervals (box car refinements). Box car refinements were carried out on r–intervals 10 Å wide. At all measured temperatures, no marked deviations from the Cmma structural model are observed. An interesting result of the box car refinements is the trend of the lattice parameters, as a function of r, as reported in Fig. 5 (a)-(e), marked by symbols. In the same figure, reciprocal-space Rietveld results are also given for comparison (dashed lines). The orthorhombic strain ∝| a − b | seems to be larger than the average strain at low r values and it reaches the latter value within 20-30 Å. We would like to note that, for T > 90 K, i.e., above T_s, large in-plane orthorhombic strain coexists with weak inter-plane one. For this reason, in the refinements at the lowest r values and T ≥ 90 K shown in Fig. 5, two not matching orders coexist, which leads to less stable refinements.

The orthorhombic strain is related to the torsion angle of the FeSe_4 tetrahedra, ϕ = 2tan^{−1}(a/b), as defined in Ref. [8]. It is a coherent twisting of the upper and lower Se pairs that make up the Fe-Se tetrahedron; the smaller value of the angle ϕ corresponds to the larger orthorhombic strain. In Fig. 5(f)-(j), the torsion angles ϕ are plotted as a function of r. For almost all temperatures up to 150 K, at low r, the ϕ values are smaller than those in the average structure shown by the straight lines. This confirms our findings from the real-space analysis of the neutron data. However, within a few nm, the ϕ values merge into the average angle at all temperatures, and above 90 K the average structure appears to be tetragonal.

Remarkably, although the nematic phase transition occurs in FeSe at T_s ≈ 90 K, at which the average crystal structure changes from tetragonal to orthorhombic phase, recent PDF studies of FeSe^{9,10} have shown that the short-range orthorhombic distortion exists already at 300 K and extends over a length scale of 10-30 Å. We considered both Cmma and P 4/nmm models for the full temperature range studied here. For the neutron diffraction data taken at 298 K, the Cmma model provided lower residual values than the P 4/nmm for r values as small as 5 Å. Our results are thus in full agreement with the earlier PDF work in Ref. [9].

Finally, with the intention to investigate whether there is any deviation from Cmma symmetry at low

FIG. 5. (a)-(e) Lattice parameters at different temperatures obtained from G(r) as a function of r, using 10 Å wide r intervals. The r values are the centroids of the range. Straight lines are the lattice parameters obtained from the reciprocal-space Rietveld analysis. Blue lines are used in panels (d) and (e) because a = b in the tetragonal phase. (f)-(j) Torsion angle of the FeSe4 tetrahedra as a function of r at different temperatures. The values obtained from the PDF (crosses) replotted as a function of the r range considered and compared to the Rietveld results (black lines).

temperatures, we considered additional models for the PDF analysis. Based on their electron diffraction studies on Fe_{1.01}Se McQueen et al.,^8 proposed that the crystal structure at 11 K is likely of lower symmetry than that of the Cmma space group. They put forward two distortion modes of the in-plane Fe lattice. Either there are alternating displacements of Fe in direction of the short a-axis, which may be driven by metal-metal dimer formation, or there are displacements of Fe nearest neighbour-pairs along the long b-axis direction. In the latter case, the Fe move alternatingly perpendicular to the distance vector of the pairs that is oriented along the short a-direction. This mode avoids dimer formation, but rotates the pairs while keeping their distance. For both modes, the distortions preserve the C-centering, but remove the glide plane. Combinations or partial (staggered) activation of these two distortion modes would display dimerized and rotated Fe-pairs. Such more complex lattice distortions simultaneously break both the glide mirror and the C-centering^8. These distortions are subtle and were not observed in the synchrotron x-ray diffraction reported in Ref. [8]. Our PDF analysis shows that these in-plane distortions vanish in the r range of 2–7 Å and both the models do not provide any improvement in the quality of the fit. We also verified the effect on the refinement of some other possible distortions such as three different types of buckling in which, (i) the Fe z coordinate is shifted up and down forming a checkerboard, (ii) the Fe z coordinate is shifted up and down forming stripes running along y, and (iii) the Fe z coordinate is shifted up and down forming stripes running along x. Also, a structural model with a 1 × 1 × 2 supercell formation was tried. However, the quality of the corresponding fits did not support these scenarios.

For the purpose of correlating the electronic properties of FeSe with the structural details determined in this study, we plot in Fig. 6 the resistivity ρ(T ) and the Hall coefficient R_H (T ), taken from the Refs. [35] and [21]. As summarized in the figure, above the structural transition temperature T_s, the average structure is tetragonal, but local incoherent orthorhombic distortions were observed. However, below T_s, although electronic anomalies are visible in Fig. 6 at T^∗ and T^{∗∗}, reduction in symmetry below Cmma was not found even at shorter length-scales. Nonetheless, on a local scale, some strain in the lattice was observed as small anomalies in the temperature dependence of the b/a ratio and inter-atomic distances. The average structure remains orthorhombic down to the lowest measured temperature of 3 K.

IV. DISCUSSION

Our structural study involving both reciprocal-space and real-space analysis of the scattering data indicate that the temperature evolution of the static FeSe structure from room temperature through the nematic phase transition at T_s and through further anomalies at lower temperatures is smooth. Within the experimental resolution, the structural phase transition from the tetragonal to the orthorhombic symmetry is the only transformation in the system. It leads to a macroscopic symmetry breaking well above the transition to the superconducting state. This transition has peculiar features, as seen from the fact that orthorhombic distortions are present in the form of nanodomains already above T_s. Further, as discerned by the b/a ratio in Fig. 1, on a short length scale (especially at r = 2 − 5 Å that mainly samples the intra-

FIG. 6. Resistivity ρ(T ) and the Hall coefficient RH (T ) of a FeSe single crystal replotted from the Refs. [35] and [21], respectively. The temperatures Ts, T^∗, T^{∗∗}, and Tc represent the temperatures of the structural phase transition, onset of spin-fluctuations, onset of the pseudogap, and the superconducting transition temperature, respectively. In our studies, we observe a plateau in the b/a ratio at T^∗, and some broadening in the peaks corresponding to Fe–Fe, Fe–Se, and the next-nearest Fe–Se bond distances at T^{∗∗}, but the average structure remains orthorhombic below Ts.

plane interatomic distances), the orthorhombic deviation from tetragonal symmetry is always much stronger than the average value. This behavior suggests that the orthorhombic ordering is highly anisotropic, having a larger coherence length within each FeSe layer than along the c direction. Above T_s, the orthorhombic domains show coherence lengths of a few nm within the ab-planes, but almost no coherence along the c-axis. From the perspective of chemical bonds and the electronic structure of FeSe, such a behavior is plausible, as the microscopic origin for the nematic ordering likely pertains to electronic correlations within individual FeSe-layers. A weak coherence along the c-direction is also plausible, as the cohesion of the FeSe-layers has a different character with prominent contributions of the van-der-Waals bonding^{62,63}. Therefore, the ordering into a three-dimensional long-range order may evolve first through an electronic instability within the FeSe-planes that is already present at high temperatures^{64}. The concomitant square-to-rectangle strains in the ab-planes of the tetragonal lattice cannot grow to macroscopic length due to the lack of coherence between the FeSe-planes. Such a mixture of local rectangular lattice patches in the absence of coherence in c-direction will appear tetragonal in the average crystal structure. The transition to the long-range ordering at 90 K then requires an anisotropic divergent growth of domains in the ab plane and possibly a different growth rate of coherence with decreasing temperature in the cdirection, as indicated in a recent NMR experiment^{65}.

Our analysis of the difference between the local orthorhombic distortion measured in real space and the average lattice parameters a and b obtained in the reciprocal space support such a picture of an anisotropic transformation into nematic long-range order. However, there is an additional feature. The data in Fig. 5 display a tendency to local orthorhombic distortion b/a larger than the average on short lengths below 5 Å even below T_s. This may indicate that the microscopic nematic instability is frustrated by some additional mechanism and that the nematic state retains a partially incomplete or incoherent character at low temperatures. Further, as there are no important modifications of the lattice structure discernible at and below the transition to the superconducting state at 8 K, effects of superconducting ordering on the lattice or modifications of the nematic state are not observed at least down to 3 K.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We presented a comprehensive structural analysis of FeSe in the temperature range of 298–3 K using synchrotron x-ray and neutron diffraction measurements. Although the global reduction in symmetry from P 4/nmm to Cmma was observed only below 90 K, shortrange orthorhombic correlations are found already at room temperature, which is consistent with previously published results^{9–12}. No changes in the short-range correlations were observed when passing through the nematic phase transition from high temperature. A plateau in the b/a ratio was observed at short-length scales around T^∗. At the onset temperature of a putative pseudogap T^{∗∗}, some broadening in the peaks corresponding to Fe–Fe, Fe–Se, and the next-nearest Fe–Se bond distances, and tetrahedral torsion angles were found in the PDF analysis of x-ray diffraction. Our studies show that the local symmetry remains Cmma also in the superconducting state down to at least 3 K. The local orthorhombic symmetry spanning three orders of magnitude in temperature is yet another trait of FeSe.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank ESRF and ILL for granting beam time. We are grateful to Catherine Dejoie and Andy Fitch for providing excellent technical support during our measurements at ID22, ESRF. We thank U. Nitzsche for technical assistance.

∗ roessler@cpfs.mpg.de^† marco.scavini@unimi.it

1 F. -C. Hsu, J. -Y. Luo, K. -W. Yeh, T. -K. Chen, T. -W.

Huang, P. M. Wu, Y. -C. Lee, Y. -L. Huang, Y. -Y. Chu, D. -C. Yan, and M. -K. Wu, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 105, 14262 (2008).

2 A. E. Böhmer, and A. Kreisel, J. Phys.:Condens. Matter, 30 023001 (2018).

3 A. Kreisel, P. J. Hirschfeld, and B. M. Andersen, Symmetry, 12 1402 (2020).

4 T. Shibauchi, T. Hanaguri, and Y. Matsuda, J. Phys. Soc.

Jpn. 89, 102002 (2020).

5 A. Fedorov, A.Yaresko, T. K. Kim, Y. Kushnirenko, E.

Haubold, T.Wolf, M. Hoesch, A.Grüneis, B. Büchner, and S. V. Borisenko, Sci. Rep. 6, 36834 (2016).

6 A. I. Coldea and M. D. Watson, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 9, 125 (2018).

7 M. Yi, H. Pfau, Y. Zhang, Y. He, H. Wu, T. Chen, Z. R.

Ye, M. Hashimoto, R. Yu, Q. Si, D.-H. Lee, Pengcheng Dai, Z.-X. Shen, D. H. Lu, and R. J. Birgeneau Phys. Rev. X 9, 041049 (2019).

8 T. M. McQueen, A. J. Williams, P. W. Stephens, J. Tao, Y. Zhu, V. Ksenofontov, F. Casper, C. Felser, and R. J. Cava, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 057002 (2009).

9 R. J. Koch, T. Konstantinova, M. Abeykoon, A. Wang, C.

Petrovic, Y. Zhu, E. S. Bozin, and S. J. L. Billinge, Phys. Rev. B 100, 020501(R) (2019).

10 B. A. Frandsen, Q. Wang, S. Wu, J. Zhao, and R. J. Birgeneau Phys. Rev. B 100, 020504(R) (2019).

11 T. Konstantinova, L. Wu, M. Abeykoon, R. J. Koch, A. F.

Wang, R. K. Li, X. Shen, J. Li, J. Tao, I. A. Zaliznyak, C. Petrovic, S. J. L. Billinge, X. J. Wang, E. S. Bozin, and Y. Zhu, Phys. Rev. B 99, 180102(R), (2019).

12 Z. Wang, X.-G. Zhao, R. Koch, S. J. L. Billinge, and A.

Zunger, Phys. Rev. B 102, 235121 (2020).

13 R. M. Fernandes, A. V. Chubukov, and J. Schmalian, Nature Phys. 10, 97 (2014).

14 Q. Wang, Y. Shen, B. Pan, Y. Hao, M. Ma, F. Zhou, P.

Steffens, K. Schmalzl, T. R. Forrest, M. Abdel-Hafiez, X. Chen, D. A. Chareev, A. N. Vasiliev, P. Bourges, Y. Sidis, H. Cao, and J. Zhao, Nature Mater. 15, 159 (2016).

15 P. Massat, D. Farina, I. Paul, S. Karlsson, P. Strobel, P.

Toulemonde, M. -A. Méasson, M. Cazayous, A. Sacuto, S. Kasahara, T. Shibauchi, Y. Matsuda, and Y. Gallais, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 113, 9177 (2016).

16 S.-H. Baek, D. V. Efremov, J. M. Ok, J. S. Kim, Jeroen van den Brink, and B. Büchner, Nature Mater. 14, 210 (2014).

17 Rong Yu and Qimiao Si, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 116401 (2015).

18 W.-L. Zhang, S.-F. Wu, S. Kasahara, T. Shibauchi, Y.

Matsuda, and G. Blumberg, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 118, e2020585118 (2021).

19 A. Klein, S. Lederer, D. Chowdhury, E. Berg, and A.

Chubukov, Phys. Rev. B 98, 041101(R) (2018). 20 R. M. Fernandes, P. P. Orth, and J. Schmalian, Annu. Rev.

Condens. Matter Phys. 10, 133 (2019).

21 S. Rößler, C. Koz, L. Jiao, U. K. Rößler, F. Steglich, U. Schwarz, and S. Wirth, Phys. Rev. B 92, 060505(R) (2015).

22 Y. Sun, S. Pyon, and T. Tamegai, Phys. Rev. B 93, 104502 (2016).

23 T. Terashima, N. Kikugawa, S. Kasahara, T. Watashige, Y. Matsuda, T. Shibauchi, and S. Uji, Phys. Rev. B 93, 180503(R) (2016).

24 S. Rößler, Chien-Lung Huang, L. Jiao, C. Koz, U. Schwarz, and S. Wirth, Phys. Rev. B 97, 094503 (2018).

25 T. Imai, K. Ahilan, F. L. Ning, T. M. McQueen, R. J.

Cava, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 177005 (2009).

26 V. Grinenko, R. Sarkar, P. Materne, S. Kamusella, A. Yamamshita, Y. Takano, Y. Sun, T. Tamegai, D. V. Efremov, S.-L. Drechsler, J.-C. Orain, T. Goko, R. Scheuermann, H. Luetkens, and H.-H. Klauss, Phys. Rev. B 97, 201102(R) (2018).

27 S. Kasahara, T. Watashige, T. Hanaguri, Y. Kohsaka, T.

Yamashita, Y. Shimoyama, Y. Mizukami, R. Endo, H. Ikeda, K. Aoyama, T. Terashima, S. Uji, T. Wolff, H. v. Löhneysen, T. Shibauchi, and Y. Matsuda, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 111, 16309 (2014).

28 M. Ghini, M. Bristow, J. C. A. Prentice, S. Sutherland, S.

Sanna, A. A. Haghighirad, and A. I. Coldea, Phys. Rev. B 103, 205139 (2021).

29 S. Kasahara, T. Yamashita, A. Shi, R. Kobayashi, Y. Shimoyama, T. Watashige, K. Ishida, T. Terashima, T. Wolf, F. Hardy, C. Meingast, H. v. Löhneysen, A. Levchenko, T. Shibauchi, and Y. Matsuda, Nature Commun. 7, 12843 (2016).

30 A. L. Solovjov, E. V. Petrenko, L. V. Omelchenko, E.

Nazarova, K. Buchkov, and K. Rogacki, Supercond. Sci. Technol. 34 015013 (2020).

31 I. I. Mazin, D. J. Singh, M. D. Johannes, and M. H. Du, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 057003 (2008).

32 H. Kontani and S. Onari, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 157001 (2010).

33 K. R. Islam, J. Böker, I. M. Eremin, and A. V. Chubukov, Phys. Rev. B 104, 094522 (2021).

34 R. M. Fernandes, A. I. Coldea, H. Ding, I. R. Fisher, P. J.

Hirschfeld, and G. Kotliar, Nature 601, 35 (2022). 35 L. Jiao, C. -L. Huang, S. Rößler, C. Koz, U. K. Rößler, U.

Schwarz, and S. Wirth, Sci. Rep. 7, 44024 (2017). 36 P. O. Sprau, A. Kostin, A. Kreisel, Anna E. Böhmer, V.

Taufour, P. C. Canfield, S. Mukherjee, P. J. Hirschfeld, B. M. Andersen, and J. C. Séamus Davis, Science 357, 75 (2017).

37 Y. S. Kushnirenko, A. V. Fedorov, E. Haubold, S. Thirupathaiah, T. Wolf, S. Aswartham, I. Morozov, T. K. Kim, B. Büchner, and S. V. Borisenko Phys. Rev. B 97, 180501(R) (2018).

38 T. Hashimoto, Y. Ota, H. Q. Yamamoto, Y. Suzuki, T. Shimojima, S. Watanabe, C. Chen, S. Kasahara, Y. Matsuda, T. Shibauchi, K. Okazaki, and S. Shin, Nature Commun. volume 9, 282 (2018).

39 N. Lanatá, H. U. R. Strand, G. Giovannetti, B. Hellsing, L. de’ Medici, and M. Capone Phys. Rev. B 87, 045122 (2013).

40 D. Liu, C. Li, J. Huang, B. Lei, L. Wang, X. Wu, B. Shen, Q. Gao, Y. Zhang, X. Liu, Y. Hu, Y. Xu, A. Liang, J. Liu, P. Ai, L. Zhao, S. He, L. Yu, G. Liu, Y. Mao, X. Dong, X. Jia, F. Zhang, S. Zhang, F. Yang, Z. Wang, Q. Peng, Y. Shi, J. Hu, T. Xiang, X. Chen, Z. Xu, C. Chen, and X. J. Zhou, Phys. Rev. X 8, 031033 (2018).

41 D. Steffensen, A. Kreisel, P. J. Hirschfeld, and B. M. Andersen, Phys. Rev. B 103, 054505 (2021).

42 H. Pfau, M. Yi, M. Hashimoto, T. Chen, P.-C. Dai, Z.-X.

Shen, S.-K. Mo, and D. Lu, Phys. Rev. B 104, L241101 (2021).

43 J. M. Bartlett, A. Steppke, S. Hosoi, H. Noad, J. Park, C.

Timm, T. Shibauchi, A. P. Mackenzie, and C. W. Hicks, Phys. Rev. X 11, 021038 (2021).

44 M. Ma, P. Bourges, Y. Sidis, Y. Xu, S. Li, B. Hu, J. Li, F.

Wang, and Y. Li, Phys. Rev. X 7, 021025 (2017). 45 A. N. Lavrov, S. Komiya, and Y. Ando, Nature 418, 385 (2002).

46 S. Rößler, C. Koz, Z. Wang, Y. Skourski, M. Doerr, D.

Kasinathan, H. Rosner, M. Schmidt, U. Schwarz, U. K. Rößler, and S. Wirth, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 116, 16697 (2019).

47 T. M. McQueen, Q. Huang, V. Ksenofontov, C. Felser, Q.

Xu, H. Zandbergen, Y. S. Hor, J. Allred, A. J. Williams, D. Qu, J. Checkelsky, N. P. Ong, and R. J. Cava Phys. Rev. B 79, 014522 (2009).

48 C. Koz, M. Schmidt, H. Borrmann, U. Burkhardt, S.

Rößler, W. Carrillo-Cabrera, W. Schnelle, U. Schwarz, and Y. Grin, Z. Anorg. Allg. Chem. 640, 1600 (2014).

49 S. Rößler, M. Coduri, G. J. Cuello, C. Ritter, M. Scavini, and A. Tsirlin, (2019). Symmetry-lowering in the nematic phase of FeSe superconductor, Institut Laue- Langevin (ILL) doi:10.5291/ILL-DATA.5-23-709 50 H. E. Fischer, G. J. Cuello, P. Palleau, D. Feltin, A. C.

Barnes, Y. S. Badyal and J. M. Simonson, Appl. Phys. A 74, S160-S162 (2002).

51 A. C. Larson, R. B. Von Dreele, General Structural Analysis System (GSAS). Los Alamos National Laboratory Report LAUR, 86-748 (2004).

52 JANA: V. Petricek, M. Dusek and L. Palatinus, JANA 2006. The Crystallographic Computing System, Institute of Physics, Praha, Czech Republic (2006).

53 A. March, Z. Kristallogr. 81, 285 (1932).

54 W. A. Dollase, J. Appl. Cryst. 19, 267 (1986). 55 P. Juhás, T. Davis, C. L. Farrow and S. J. L. Billinge, J.

Appl. Cryst. 46, 560 (2013).

56 M. A. Howe, R. L. McGreevy and P. Zetterstrom, COR- RECT: A correction program for neutron diffraction data NFL Studsvik internal report (1996).

57 H. E. Fischer, A. C. Barnes and P. S. Salmon, Rep. Prog.

Phys. 69, 233 (2006).

58 C. Dejoie, M. Coduri, S. Petitdemange, C. Giacobbe, E.

Covacci, O. Grimaldi, P.-O. Autran, M. W. Mogodi, D. Šišak Jung and A. N. Fitch, J. Appl. Cryst. 51, 1721 (2018).

59 T. Egami and S. J. L. Billinge, Underneath the Bragg Peaks, Pergamon (2003).

60 M. Allieta, M. Scavini, L. J. Spalek, V. Scagnoli, H. C.

Walker, C. Panagopoulos, S. S. Saxena, T. Katsufuji and C. Mazzoli, Phys. Rev. B 85, 184107 (2012).

61 L. Farrow, P. Juhás, J. W. Liu, D. Bryndin, E. S. Božin, J. Bloch, Th. Proffen and S. J. L. Billinge, PDFfit2 and PDFgui: computer programs for studying nanostructure in crystals, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter, 19, 335219 (2007).

62 F. Ricci and G. Profeta, Phys. Rev. B 87, 184105 (2013). 63 F. Lochner, I. M. Eremin, T. Hickel, and J. Neugebauer, Phys. Rev. B 103, 054506 (2021).

64 S. L. Skornyakov, V. I. Anisimov, D. Vollhardt, and I.

Leonov, Phys. Rev. B 97, 115165 (2018).

65 P. Wiecki, R. Zhou, M.-H. Julien, A. E. Böhmer, and J.

Schmalian, Phys. Rev. B 104, 125134 (2021).