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The BCS-BEC crossover from strongly overlapping Cooper pairs to non-overlapping composite
bosons in the strong coupling limit has been a long-standing issue of interacting many-body fermion
systems. Recently, FeSe semimetal with hole and electron bands emerged as a high-7. supercon-
ductor located in the BCS-BEC crossover regime, owing to its very small Fermi energies. In FeSe,
however, an ordinary BCS-like heat-capacity jump is observed at Tc, posing a fundamental question
on the characteristics of the BCS-BEC crossover. Here we report on high-resolution heat capacity,
magnetic torque, and scanning tunneling spectroscopy measurements in FeSe1_,S;. Upon entering
the tetragonal phase at x > 0.17, where nematic order is suppressed, 7. discontinuously decreases.
In this phase, highly non-mean-field behaviors consistent with BEC-like pairing are found in the
thermodynamic quantities with giant superconducting fluctuations extending far above Tc, implying
the change of pairing nature. Moreover, the pseudogap formation, which is expected in BCS-BEC
crossover of single-band superconductors, is not observed in the tunneling spectra. These results illu-
minate highly unusual features of the superconducting states in the crossover regime with multiband

electronic structure and competing electronic instabilities.

I. INTRODUCTION

The crossover between weak-coupling BCS theory of
superconductivity and strong-coupling BEC describes
the fundamentals of quantum bound states of parti-
cles, including information on the superconducting crit-
ical temperature (7.) and the possible pseudogap for-
mation [T} 2]. In the strong-coupling regime, the pair-
formation temperature Ty, and the actual supercon-
ducting transition temperature 7. are distinctly sepa-
rated (Fig.a)). Between T,y and T¢, the so-called
preformed Cooper pairs exist, which give rise to large
superconducting fluctuations and possibly a depletion of
the low-energy density of states (DOS), namely the pseu-
dogap. Almost all experimental studies on the crossover
physics have been performed in ultracold atomic sys-
tems for the past decades [2], because of the difficulty
in tuning the attractive interaction between electrons in
solids. Therefore, it is extremely challenging to realize
such strongly-coupled pairs in electron systems. In un-
derdoped high-T, cuprates, the pseudogap formation has
been discussed in terms of the BCS-BEC crossover [3],
but recent experiments support a phase transition of dif-
ferent kinds at the onset of pseudogap and the relevance
of BCS-BEC crossover in cuprates remains unresolved [4].

Recently the superconducting semimetal FeSe [5H7]
with very small hole and electron Fermi surfaces is found
to exhibit large ratios of the superconducting energy gap
A and Fermi energy ep, A/ep ~ 0.3-1.0 [8HI0], which
appears to place FeSe in the crossover regime (Fig.(a)).

Indeed, in high-quality single crystals with long mean
free paths of electrons [§], large superconducting fluctua-
tions have been reported from the torque magnetometry,
providing support for the presence of fluctuated Cooper
pairs created above Tt in the crossover regime [I1]. These
observations underline the importance of the BCS-BEC
crossover physics both in the superconducting and nor-
mal states of FeSe. On the other hand, scanning tunnel-
ing spectroscopy (STS) measurements do not observe the
pseudogap formation above T, [12].

These results imply that the superconductivity in FeSe
is not simply described by a picture of the conventional
BCS-BEC crossover. An important aspect which has
not been taken into account in the previous studies is
the effects of multiband electronic structure, which may
have other tuning factors of the crossover in addition to
A/ep. In fact, Fermi surface of FeSe is composed of sep-
arated hole and electron pockets with different values of
AJer [8 9, I3]. It has been pointed out that in the
multiband systems the developments of superconducting
fluctuations and pseudogap formation are sensitively af-
fected by the interband coupling strength [I4], indicating
that the normal and superconducting properties associ-
ated with the crossover in multiband systems can be dif-
ferent from those in the single band systems [15]. It is
quite important, therefore, to clarify how the supercon-
ducting properties evolve when the multiband electronic
structure is tuned.

Here, we focus on FeSe;_,S,., where the orthorhombic
(nematic) phase transition at 90K in FeSe can be tuned
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FIG. 1. Phase diagrams of BCS-BEC crossover in single-band systems and multiband FeSe;—,S, superconductors. (a) Theoret-
ical phase diagram of BCS-BEC crossover generally obtained for single-band systems [I} [2]. The temperature T is normalized
by the Fermi temperature Tr and the strength of attraction is given by dimensionless coupling constant 1/(kras). Below the
pairing temperature Tpair, bosonic pairs form, while the superconducting coherence is acquired when the condensation occurs
at Tc. In the weak-coupling BCS limit, A/er is much smaller than unity, and the coherence length £ is much longer than the
interparticle distance (~ 1/kr) and Tpair is very close to the actual T.. In the BCS-BEC crossover regime A/ep ~ 1, Tc/Tw
reaches a maximum, and preformed Cooper pairs are expected to exist in an extended temperature region between Tpair and
T.. (b) Experimentally determined T-z phase diagram of FeSei_S;. The superconducting transition temperature Tc (red
squares) is determined by the present heat capacity measurements using small crystals. The nematic transition temperature
(blue diamonds) determined by transport measurements [I6] is also plotted. The abrupt change in T, indicates a significantly

different superconducting ground states (SC1 and SC2) divided by the nematic end point at z. =~ 0.17.

by isovalent sulphur (S) substitution. The nematic tran-
sition that distorts the Fermi surface is completely sup-
pressed at a critical concentration z. ~ 0.17 [16, [I7).
The superconductivity persists in the tetragonal (non-
nematic) phase above z.. In the case of applying hy-
drostatic pressure, the suppression of nematic order is
accompanied by the pressure-induced antiferromagnetic
order [I8]. In contrast, S substitution suppresses the
nematic order without inducing the antiferromagnetism
that significantly changes the Fermi surface through band
folding even when crossing z.. This enables us to investi-
gate the evolution of superconducting state in the BCS-
BEC crossover with little influence of antiferromagnetic
fluctuations. Moreover, the observations of quantum os-
cillations up to = & 0.19 [I9] demonstrate that the S ions
do not act as strong scattering centers.

II. HEAT CAPACITY

Through the high-resolution heat capacity, magnetic
torque, and STS measurements on high-quality single
crystals, we investigate the evolution of superconduct-

ing and normal state properties with = in FeSe;_,S;. In
Fig.b), we show the phase diagram obtained by the
heat capacity measurements. The drastic change in T
and superconducting fluctuations are found across x.. To
ensure the sample homogeneity, we used very small crys-
tals (10-190 ug) for the thermodynamic measurements,
and employed the long relaxation method with a home-
made cell (Fig.a)) designed for small single crystals.
Figures[2(b)-(e) depict the T-dependence of electronic
heat capacity divided by T, C./T, for x = 0, 0.05, 0.10
and 0.13. Here we subtract the phonon contribution,
which shows T3-dependence, as confirmed by the mea-
surements in the normal state at high fields (Supplemen-
tary Materials). In Fig.2(b), Co/T(T) in FeSe (z = 0)
exhibits an ordinary BCS-like jump at T, = 9K, consis-
tent with the previous studies on larger samples [20H22].
As the temperature is lowered below T¢, C./T decreases
with decreasing slope. Below ~ 3K, C./T shows T-
linear dependence, which is consistent with the strongly
anisotropic superconducting gap [8, 22 23]. Similar
C./T(T) is observed in orthorhombic phase x =0.05,
0.10, and 0.13 with T, of 9.7, 10 and 9.5 K, respectively

(Figs.[2[c), (d) and (e)).
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FIG. 2. Heat capacity in FeSe1_,S, superconductors. (a) The schematic of experimental set up. A Cernox small thermometer
chip is used as a heater and large current pulses are applied. (b)-(i) T-dependence of electronic heat capacity divided by
T, C./T in FeSe1_,S, single crystals at low temperatures for z = 0 (b), z = 0.05 (¢), = 0.10 (d), z = 0.13 (e) in the
orthorhombic phase and = = 0.18 (g), x = 0.20 (h), x = 0.21 (i) in the tetragonal phase. (f) T-dependence of C./T for x = 0.16
near the nematic end point. The data (orange dots) are fitted with a weighted sum (black line) of the z = 0.13 orthorhombic
data (dashed line) and = = 0.18 tetragonal data (dashed-dotted line) with adjusted T, values.

Upon entering the tetragonal phase at © > x., Co/T
exhibits a dramatic change not only in the superconduct-
ing state but also in the normal state. As represented
by z = 0.20 in Fig.[2(h), C./T increases with increas-
ing slope in the normal state when approaching 7T, from
high temperatures. In addition, C./T exhibits a kink at
T., without showing a discontinuous jump. Such a con-
tinuous T-dependence at T; is reminiscent of the BEC
transition in the free Bose gas systems [24] although it is
too simple to employ the free Bose gas model to our sys-
tem. We note that similar enhancement of C,/T in the
normal state is obtained in the recent calculations for the
strongly interacting Fermi systems near the unitary limit
in the BCS-BEC crossover regime [25]. As the tempera-
ture is lowered below T, C,/T(T) for = 0.20 decreases
with increasing slope, in stark contrast to C./T(T) in
the orthorhombic crystals as shown in Figs.[2[b)-(e). Be-
low T¢., Co/T decreases nearly in proportion to T'/? with
large residual C,/T in the limit ' — 0, which is indica-
tive for a large DOS at zero energy. The large residual
DOS is consistent with the recent thermal conductivity
and STS measurements [26], [27]. Similar C,/T(T') is also
observed for x = 0.18, and 0.21 in the tetragonal phase
as shown in Figs.2{(g), and (i). These results together
with the sharp change in T, across x., demonstrate that
the superconducting properties in the tetragonal phase
are drastically different from those in the orthorhombic

phase.

We stress that the observed peculiar C./T(T) in
tetragonal phase does not stem from chemical inhomo-
geneity within the small sample for the following reasons.
First, topographic image in STM of FeSe;_,S, crystals
reveal no evidence for the segregation of S atoms, indicat-
ing an excellent homogeneity [27] (see also Figs.[3[a) and
(b)). Second, the observation of the quantum oscillations
of the crystals in the same batch [T9] demonstrates a long
mean free path of the carriers, ensuring the high quality
of our crystals. Third, according to the elemental map-
ping of the energy dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDX)
at different scales of distance (see Fig.S1), the typical spa-
tial variation of the composition Az is ~ 0.01, and there
are no discernible segregations or large inhomogeneity of
the chemical compositions which can explain our observa-
tion in Ce/T(T'). Fourth, we measured the heat capacity
on two different crystals for = 0.20(see Fig.S2), and
two other concentrations z = 0.18 and 0.21(Figs.[2(g),
and (i)), and confirmed the reproducibility of the behav-
ior. We also note that our results are consistent with
the previous data of the crystal with much larger vol-
ume within the error bar (see Fig.S2). Fifth, most im-
portantly, there is no concentration of the sample, which
shows the superconducting transition between ~ 4 K and
~ 7K in the phase diagram of FeSe;_,S,. This is sup-
ported by C./T(T) of the crystal at « = 0.16, which is



located in the very vicinity of z.. As shown in Fig.f)7
C./T at x =~ 0.16 exhibits two well separated peaks at
Taa = 4K and T, = 7K, indicating a phase separa-
tion (due to the small spatial variation of Az ~ 0.01) at
2. This T-dependence is well reproduced by the sum of
Ce/T of x = 0.13 (T, = 9.5K) and 0.18 (T = 4.0K),
assuming that both contribute equally. Here, for the fit-
ting, T, values are shifted slightly. These results indicate
a discontinuous change of T at x.. Such a discontinuous
change in the superconducting properties is consistent
with the jump in A values at x. recently reported by
STS studies [27]. The observed enhancement of C./T
above T, for the sample in tetragonal phase, therefore,
can be attributed to an intrinsic electronic property.

III. SCANNING TUNNELING
MICROSCOPY/SPECTROSCOPY

To elucidate whether the depletion of DOS associated
with the pseudogap formation occurs, the STS measure-
ments on the crystal of x = 0.25 are performed. By
counting the number of S atoms in the STM topographic
image, we determined z value accurately (Fig.[3[(a)). Fig-
uref3|(b) shows the line profile of the normalized conduc-
tance along the line AB depicted in Fig.a). Spectra
show little variation within 10 nm scale, demonstrating
the uniform spatial distribution of the superconducting
gap. We also note that the gap value is consistent with
the previous report [27]. Figure[3(c) depicts the STS
spectra normalized by the conductance above the su-
perconducting gap in a wide temperature range. Large
residual DOS, which is more than half of the normal
state value outside the superconducting gap (A ~ 1 meV)
is observed even at T = 04K (T/T. = 0.1). This
large residual DOS is consistent with the large C./T at
low temperatures. Remarkably, STS spectrum becomes
nearly energy independent at high temperatures above
~ 5K, showing no signature of the gap formation. This
is also seen by the T-dependence of the gap depth plotted
in the upper panel of Fig. [3[(d). The superconducting gap
closes at =~ 5K below which the T-dependence of mag-
netization shows a rapid decrease as shown in the lower
panel of Fig.d).

Nearly energy-independent DOS at ep observed by
STS above T, indicates that the observed enhancement
of C,/T above T, in tetragonal phase is not caused by
the DOS effect. Therefore, it is natural to consider that
the enhancement of C,/T stems from the superconduct-
ing fluctuations. Indeed, similar enhancement of C/T
toward T, due to the strong fluctuations has been previ-
ously reported in other iron-based superconductors [28-
[30]. In order to discuss the effect of the superconducting
fluctuations in FeSe;_,S, quantitatively, we extract the
superconducting contribution Cs., which is obtained by
subtracting the normal state electronic contribution 7'
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FIG. 3. Scanning tunneling spectroscopy in the tetragonal
phase. (a) Topographic STM image (10 mV, 100 pA) of
FeSeq.7550.25 surface over a 10 nm by 10 nm area. (b) A line
profile of the normalized conductance along the AB shown in
a. The data are taken at 2 K. (c¢) Normalized tunneling con-
ductance spectra taken at several temperatures. The spectra
are vertically shifted for clarity. The tip is stabilized at V =
6 mV and I = 1 nA. (d) Upper panel shows the T-dependence
of gap depth, which is defined by the difference between nor-
malized conductance values at V = 0 and 6 mV. The red
dashed line is a guide for the eye. Lower panel shows the
T-dependence of magnetization measured at a zero field cool
condition.

from C, for z=0 (blue circles in Fig.[[a)) and z=0.20
(red circles in Fig.[d{b)). We compare Cy with the
conventional term of the mean field Gaussian fluctua-
tions [31](Supplementary Materials). Obviously, the heat
capacity contribution that significantly exceeds Cgauss
can be seen for x = 0.20. This extra heat capacity is
observable up to t ~ 0.8. In Fig.c), we display the
z-dependence of AC/~T,, where AC is the height of
Cse at T.. For x < xz, the magnitude of AC/~T, is
close to the BCS weak coupling value (1.43 for s-wave
and 0.94 for d-wave). On the other hand, AC/~T, for
x > x. is reduced far below the mean-field BCS value.
As a consequence of unusual suppression of AC/~vT,, the
low-T C,/T is largely enhanced through the entropy bal-
ance. Figured) depicts the z-dependence of the C. /T
at T/T. = 0.1 taken from Fig. Remarkable enhance-
ment of C, /T at x. indicates the fundamental difference
of the low-energy excitations across x.. We note that
recent NMR measurements for x > x. report no split-
ting of the spin-echo signal in the crystal from the same
batch [32] [33], which excludes the microscopic phase sep-
aration of superconducting and non-superconducting re-



gions.

IV. MAGNETIC TORQUE

The anomalous C./T in the tetragonal phase is re-
flected by the entropies in the normal and superconduct-
ing states, S, and Sg, respectively, as shown in Fig.(e)
and (f). For z = 0, the T-dependence of Ss shows a
kink at T, which is typical for the second-order super-
conducting transition. For x = 0.20, on the other hand,
owing to the absence of the jump in C./T at T¢, no kink
anomaly is observed in the T-dependence of S;. More-
over, the entropy is significantly suppressed from S,, even
above T¢. In Fig.f), we show the x dependence of the
lost entropy normalized by Sy, (S, — Ss)/Sh, just above
T., T = 1.03T.. Upon entering the tetragonal phase, an
abrupt enhancement of (S, —Ss)/Sy can be seen, indicat-
ing a drastic change of the superconducting fluctuations
associated with the preformed Cooper pairs.

To obtain further insight into the superconducting fluc-
tuations in the tetragonal phase, the magnetic torque
was measured by using micro-cantilevers. The torque can
sensitively detect the diamagnetic response through the
anisotropy of magnetic susceptibility [11]. By measuring
the field angular variation of torque as a function of polar
angle 6 from the ¢ axis, the anisotropy Ax = X¢ — Xab 18
determined, where x. and x,; are the magnetic suscepti-
bilities along the ¢ axis and in the ab plane, respectively.
As shown in the inset of Fig.[4(h), 7(¢) shows an al-
most perfect sinusoidal curve, 7(0) < Ay sinf. Although
Ax(T) at high fields is almost independent of T' and H,
it exhibits strong T" and H-dependence at low fields as
shown in Fig.[d[(h). It is well settled that the fluctuation
induced diamagnetic susceptibility of most superconduc-
tors including multiband systems can be well described
by the standard Gaussian-type (Aslamasoz-Larkin, AL)
fluctuation susceptibility x a1, (Supplementary Materials).
Here we focus on the H-dependent diamagnetic suscep-
tibility at low fields[I1]. Then, Ay at low fields is much
larger than the |xar| which is added to high field 7 T
data. This implies that the superconducting fluctuations
in FeSe;_,S, are distinctly different from those in con-
ventional superconductors, supporting the fluctuation ef-
fects observed in heat capacity measurements. We stress
that although the multi-gap superconductivity may lead
to a small value of AC/~4T, it cannot give rise to the
non-mean-field behaviors observed in heat capacity and
magnetic susceptibility above T.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In FeSe, while large superconducting fluctuations that
well exceed the Gaussian fluctuations are observed, the
C./T around T, does not exhibit a significant deviation

from the mean-field behavior. This suggests that tetrag-
onal FeSe;_, S, are closer to the BEC regime. However,
with increasing S composition, the volume of the Fermi
surface increases, as reported by quantum oscillation ex-
periments [19], and A is reduced, according to STM
measurements [27]. Then A/ep is expected to become
smaller with increasing S concentration, which is oppo-
site to the tendency of approaching the BEC regime [34].
This suggests that there is another important factor,
which has not been duly taken into consideration.

A key factor that controls the BCS-BEC crossover in
FeSe;_,S, is the multiband character. As shown previ-
ously [12 [15], in FeSe the strong interband interaction
between electron and hole pockets prevents the splitting
of the Tpaiy and the 7., determined by the superfluid
stiffness. We note that this strong interband interaction
is also an important ingredient in the orbital-selective
scenario [23, [35H37] and therefore we expect that even
taking orbital selectivity into account, the main result,
i.e. mean-field like jump of the specific heat will remain
the same. At the same time, much less is known on the
evolution of the ratio of the interband versus intraband
interactions upon approaching z. in FeSe; _,S,. Further-
more, recent experimental [38] and theoretical [39, [40]
works pointed out an interesting possibility of the sub-
stantial non-local nematic order on the d, orbital and/or
inter-orbital-nematicity between d., and d,. orbitals in
FeSe. The most important consequence of this phe-
nomenon would be an additional Lifshitz transition in
FeSe;_,S, upon S substitution, which occurs close to
.. This in turn implies the appearance of the incipi-
ent band near z. (see for example Fig.6 in Ref.[39]). On
general grounds, the presence of the incipient band would
enhance the tendency towards the BCS-BEC crossover.
In addition, given nearly equal mixture of the s- and d-
wave symmetry components of the superconducting gap
in FeSe [41] to express such anisotropic gap, it is natu-
ral to assume that they are competing in the tetragonal
phase of FeSe;_,S,. In particular, the ratio of the pairing
interactions in the d-wave and s-wave channels [g4|/g2,
may, in addition to the incipient band, be another key
parameter of the BCS-BEC crossover as follows from
our model calculations (see Fig. S4). The pair-formation
temperature Tp,ir and condensation temperature T, can
be split more with increasing the ratio of intraband and
interband interactions |gd|/g%, (see Fig. S4(b)) without
changing ep. This quantitatively explains the appear-
ance of strong coupling superconductivity for x > =z,
with no apparent enhancement of A/ep. A remark-
able and unexpected feature is the absence of pseudo-
gap above T, in the STS spectra, despite the presence
of giant superconducting fluctuations in thermodynamic
quantities. It should be noted that the relationship be-
tween the preformed pairs and the pseudogap formation
is still elusive even in the ultra-cold atoms [2]. In addi-
tion, the onset temperature of the pseudogap may dif-
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state (Sn) and superconducting state (Sn) as a function of ¢ for x = 0 ((E)) and = = 0.20 ((F)). Su is estimated from the
high-field data where superconductivity is suppressed. The entropy for x = 0.20 is linearly extrapolated below 1.0 K. (g) =
dependence of the relative entropy difference between zero and high fields (S, — Sn)/Sn at T = 1.03T¢. (h) The T-dependence
of the anisotropy of the magnetic susceptibility Ax = xc — Xab for several fields in z = 0.20. Each data is obtained by fitting
the field-angle dependence of the torque 7(0). The inset shows the 7(0) at 1.0 T and 41 K as the typical signal of torque, where

the red markers and the solid black line show the raw data and fitting curve, respectively.

fer from that of fluctuations [25]. Moreover, it has been
pointed out that the pseudogap phenomena in multiband
systems are markedly altered from those in the single
band systems. For instance, in multiband systems, the
pseudogap formation is less prominent by the reduction
of its onset temperature [42]. Quite recently, the BEC-
like dispersion of the Bogoliubov quasiparticles has been
reported in the tetragonal FeSe;_,S, by using ARPES
measurements [34]. Although the direct comparison of
the ARPES data with the present thermodynamic re-
sults is not straightforward, because ARPES measures
only the portion of hole Fermi pocket, it provides spectro-
scopic evidence of the BCS-BEC crossover. The ARPES
measurements also report the presence of distinct pseu-
dogap in the hole pocket. However, we point out that
this is not an apparent contradiction to the present STM
results. It has been suggested that the DOS of electron
pocket is much larger than that of hole pockets. As STM
measures the DOS integrated over all bands, STM is in-
sensitive to the pseudogap formation in the hole pocket.
Therefore, the STM spectra, combined with the ARPES
results, suggest that the pseudogap formation is also or-
bital dependent.

It still, however, cannot fully explain the reduction

of the gap magnitudes found experimentally and further
mechanisms may be needed such as influence of magnetic
fluctuations which would further reduce the superfluid
stiffness [43], a Lifishitz transition near the orthorhom-
bic to tetragonal transition [39], or nematic fluctuations.
In FeSe;_,S., the nematic fluctuations are peaked at
nem ~ 0 because its ordered state breaks the rotational
symmetry while preserving translational symmetry. En-
hanced nematic fluctuations [I6] play an important role
for the normal state properties [I7), 4], particularly at
x ~ x. [I7]. It has also been pointed out theoretically
that nematic fluctuations strongly influence the super-
conductivity [45], 46]. Therefore, it is tempting to con-
sider that the nematic fluctuations and incipient bands
in FeSe;_,S, upon approaching a tetragonal phase can
enhance the pairing interaction, leading to the system to
approach the BEC regime. Further theoretical and ex-
perimental studies are required to uncover whether the
nematic fluctuations and multi-band nature affect the
crossover physics.

Our thermodynamic studies have revealed a highly
non-mean-field behavior of superconducting transition in
FeSe;_,S, when the nematic order of FeSe is completely
suppressed by S substitution. This is consistent with the



recent ARPES measurements which report the BEC-like
dispersion of the Bogoliubov quasiparticles in the tetrag-
onal regime. Our findings demonstrate that FeSe;_,S,
offers a unique playground to study the superconducting
properties in the BCS-BEC crossover regime of multi-
band systems.
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APPENDIX A: MATERIALS AND METHODS

Crystal growth and characterization The single
crystals of FeSe;_ .S, were grown by the chemical va-
por transport technique as described in Refs. [0 [16]. The
composition z is determined by the energy dispersive X-
ray spectroscopy.

Heat capacity The heat capacity of the crystals is mea-
sured using long relaxation method [47, [48], whose ex-
perimental setup is illustrated in the inset of Fig. 1(a).
A single bare chip of Cernox resistor is used as the ther-
mometer, heater and sample stage, which is suspended
from the cold stage by silver-coated glass fibers in or-
der that the bare chip has weak thermal link to the cold
stage, and electrical connection for the sensor reading.
The mass of the samples measured in this study is 81,
41, 171, 137, 179, 50, 107, 192, and 10 ug for z = 0, 0.05,
0.1, 0.13, 0.16, 0.18, 0.204#1, 0.20#2, and 0.21, respec-
tively. The samples are mounted on the bare chip using
Apiezon N grease. The heat capacity of the crystals are
typically obtained by subtracting the heat capacity of
bare chip and grease from the raw data.

Torque The torque measurements are performed using
micro-cantilevers. The small single crystals with typi-
cal size of 150 pmx100 pmx10 pm are mounted on the
tip of micro cantilevers with small amount of Apiezon N
grease. The magnetic field is applied inside the ac(bc)
plane by vector magnet, and the field-angle dependence
of torque is obtained by rotating the whole cryostat
within ac(bc) plane. Magnetic torque T can be expressed
as 7 = ugVM x H, where g is vacuum permeability,

V is sample volume, M is magnetization, and H is ex-
ternal magnetic field. Here the H is rotated within the
ac (bc) plane, and € is polar angle from the ¢ axis. In
this configuration, the 7 is expressed as 799(T, H,0) =
%,u,oH2VAXSiII(0). Here Ax = x¢ - Xab 18 anisotropy of
magnetic susceptibility between ac(ab) plane and ¢ axis.

Scanning tunneling microscopy/spectroscopy The
scanning tunneling microscopy/spectroscopy measure-
ments have been performed with a commercial low tem-
perature STM system. Fresh and atomically flat surfaces
are obtained by in-situ cleavage at liquid nitrogen tem-
perature in ultra high vacuum. All conductance spectra
and topographic images are obtained by a PtIr tip. Con-
ductance spectra are measured by a lock-in technique
with a modulation frequency 997 Hz and modulation
voltage 200 pV. The backgrounds of raw conductance
data are normalized by curves which are derived by 2nd
order polynomial fitting using outside superconducting

gaps.

Theoretical calculation The theoretical calculations
were done within a simplified interacting two-band model
in two dimensions, employed previously [I5] with hole
and electron pockets with small Fermi energies [Fig. 8].
We assume superconductivity due to repulsive interac-
tions. While the dominant interband interaction favors
Cooper-pairing in the s-wave symmetry channel, the d-
wave projected intraband interaction yields attraction in
the d-wave channel. We obtained 7},4i, from the solution
of the linearized mean-field gap equations, whereas T,
in each case is estimated from superfluid stiffness. De-
tails of the calculations are given in the Supplemental
Information.

APPENDIX B: ENERGY DISPERSIVE X-RAY
SPECTROSCOPY (EDX) ANALYSIS

Energy Dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDX) analysis
is conducted on tetragonal x = 0.20 samples in compari-
son with x = 0 to investigate the spatial homogeneity of
the sulfur content. For x = 0, sulfur intensity is almost
same as the background outside the sample position in
Fig.a), showing that there is no sulfur substituted
into the sample as expected. ~Figures[|b)-(f) show
the elemental distribution of z = 0.20 at the scale of
500 pm, 50 pm, 5 pm, 500 nm, and 50 nm, respectively.
Each data shows S intensity with the much thicker color
than « = 0 although there is some small darker areas
in Fig.[fb), and (c) which originate from the large
impurity attached on the crystal surface and surface
roughness in a macroscopic scale and are not from the
inhomogeneity of chemical composition. The data at
every length scale show the uniform distribution of
sulfur which is almost comparable to iron and selenium,
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FIG. 5. Energy Dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDX) analysis on tetragonal FeSeg s0So.20 samples in comparison with FeSe. (a)
Elemental mapping of Fe (green dots), Se (yellow dots), and S (red dots) at 500 pm scale for z = 0. (b)-(f) Elemental mapping
of Fe, Se, and S for z = 0.20 at the scale of 500 um((b)), 50 pm((c)), 5 pm((d)), 500 nm((e)), and 50 nm((f)), respectively.

indicating that there is no discernible segregation and
inhomogeneity down to the mesoscopic scale ~10 nm.
We quantitatively investigate the sulfur content x at the
several area inside the sample and the typical variation
of x is ~0.01, demonstrating that such variation of
composition cannot explain the results of specific heat
and torque measurements.

APPENDIX C: COMPARISON WITH PREVIOUS
HEAT CAPACITY DATA

The heat capacity in the tetragonal FeSe;_,S, has
been reported previously by Y. Sato et al., using quasi-
adiabatic method[26]. We plot our C./T data for two x
= 0.20 samples in Figs.[6[a), (b) together with the data
of Ref.[26]. The two samples in this work exhibit almost
identical temperature dependence and absolute values,
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FIG. 6. Temperature dependence of heat capacity in tetrag-
onal FeSei_;S, samples. (a), (b) Temperature dependence
of electronic heat capacity divided by temperature for x =
0.20 #1 ((a)) and #2 ((b)) in comparison with the data in

Refs. [26].

indicating the reproducibility of the heat capacity data
in z = 0.20 with better resolution in our studies. Al-
though the absolute value of our data is slightly smaller
than the data in Ref.[26], our data is within the error
range of previous data, and both data are basically con-
sistent up to ~ 6 K which is the highest temperature in
the previous reports.

APPENDIX D: UPPER CRITICAL FIELD Hco
AND ESTIMATION OF GAUSSIAN
FLUCTUATION TERM

The field H dependence of heat capacity is mea-
sured in the perpendicular field H//c for z = 0.0,
and 0.10, and in the perpendicular and parallel field
H//c,ab for © = 0.20. The C./T in H//c for several
H values are shown for z = 0.0 and 0.20 in Figs.[7|(a),
(b), respectively. The heat capacity jump due to
the superconducting transition becomes broader with
increasing H for both S concentrations. This behavior
is possibly due to the enhanced fluctuations in the
magnetic field as discussed in YBasCuzO7_5[49)]. In zero
field, we observe the large superconducting fluctuations
in heat capacity in # = 0.20. The additional heat
capacity due to the superconducting fluctuations just
above T, is suppressed by applying magnetic field, and
then the C./T approaches to the normal state value.
This fact indicates that the additional heat capacity
responds sensitively to the magnetic field, and does
not stem from the incorrect estimation of electronic
heat capacity in the normal state when we subtract
the lattice contribution. From the 7T, defined as the
peak temperature in C./T under field, we obtain the
H-T phase diagram of z = 0.0, 0.10 and 0.20 as shown
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FIG. 7. Heat capacity in magnetic field for FeSe1—»S; © = 0 and 0.20 and z-dependence of upper critical field. (a), (b)
Temperature dependence of electronic heat capacity divided by temperature in magnetic field for z = 0 ((a)) and z = 0.20 #2
((b)). The magnetic field is applied along c-axis direction for both samples. (c¢) Temperature dependence of upper critical field
H:o(T) determined from the heat capacity in magnetic field. The Hco(T') for H // ab in © = 0.20 and the Heo(T) for H // ¢

in z = 0.10 are also plotted in the same panel.

in Fig.[[[c). In =z = 0.0 and 0.10 the T-dependence
of upper critical field H.o is consistent with previous
reports[b0, [B1], while the Heo for poH > 12 T cannot
be determined from our measurements. The H., in z =
0.20 shows small value compared to x = 0.0, reflecting
the lower T.. From the H.5(0) estimated by the WHH
relation Heo(0) = 0.697.|dHco/dT |r=1,[52], we obtain
the coherence length £, = 13.5nm, & = 4.1nm for z =
0.20 through H.(0) = ®¢/(2mE2,), and ®o/(2mapé.) for
H//c, and H//ab, respectively.

The contribution of the mean field Gaussian fluctu-
ations to the heat capacity [31] is given by Coanss =
CTt795, where C* = kp/(87&2,&:) and t = T2T= is
the reduced temperature, and &,;, and &, are in—f)lane
and out-of-plane coherence lengths at T' = 0, respec-
tively. The dashed lines in Figs. 4(a) and (b) repre-
sent the contribution of Gaussian fluctuations obtained
by using &, = 5.5nm, {, = 1.5nm for z = 0 [1I] and
Eap = 13.5nm, £, = 4.1nm for z = 0.20 (Fig. 7).

The Gaussian-type (Aslamasoz-Larkin, AL) fluctua-
tion contribution in susceptibility is given by

271’2 kBTC £2b 1
~N— 24243 1
XAL 3 <I>3 3 (1)

in the zero-field limit. Here ®q is the flux quantum. In
the multiband case, the behavior of yar, is determined
by the shortest coherence length of the main band, which
governs the orbital upper critical field. As the diamag-
netic contribution xar, is expected to become smaller in
magnitude at higher magnetic fields, |xar| yields an up-
per bound for the conventional Gaussian-type amplitude
fluctuations.

APPENDIX E: CALCULATIONS OF PAIRING
INSTABILITY AND PAIRING CHANNEL
BASED ON THE TWO BAND MODEL

To make an estimate of the splitting between the
Cooper-pair formation temperature, Tpqir, and the ac-
tual superconducting transition temperature, T,, we fol-
lowed Ref.[I5] and consider a simplified interacting two-
band model in two dimensions with hole and electron
pockets with small Fermi energies (Ef. = 20meV and
E§ = 10meV) as depicted in the Fig.[§(a). As we are
interested in the evolution of the FeSe system as a func-
tion of the Sulfur doping we assumed the system is or-
thorhombic. However, once the intraband interaction in
the d-wave interaction dominates and the s—wave com-
ponent of the gap is small the results can be easily extrap-
olated to the purely tetragonal system. The Hamiltonian
reads

H = Z fkaclkacaka
kao
+ Y Uaar (KK el iy cariicancr
k. k' a,a’

where a € {e,h}, and &ye, {kn are the electron and hole
energy dispersions separated by the large momentum, re-
spectively as shown in the Fig. a). Assuming supercon-
ductivity due to repulsive interaction in the A, and Ba,
symmetry channels we write the interaction terms as fol-
lows

Uen(k, ') = U, + Ugo(k) o (K')
Uaal(k, kl) = Uga¢(k)¢(k/)
k2 -k
with ¢(k) = cos(2¢) = 757%. Here, we further assume
zThy

that the inter-band repulsion drives s*-wave symmetry of

the superconducting order parameter, while interaction
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FIG. 8. Calculation results of pairing and condensation temperature, and intensity of pairing channels based on the two band

model.

(a) Schematic picture of the assumed electronic structure with hole(blue curve) and electron(red curve) bands. The

E% and E% indicate the Fermi energy of the hole and electron band, respectively. (b) Calculated pairing temperature Tpair
and condensation temperature T in units of E: as a function of the ratio of intraband to interband interactions in a two-band

model.

(c) Calculated superconducting gaps in units of Fp for s-wave and d-wave channels in the electron (e) and hole (h)

bands as a function of the ratio of intraband to interband interactions.

in the d-wave channel is mostly intra-band. We define
superconducting order parameters as

Ay(k) = Z Uaa/(k7k,)<ca’—k'ica’k'T> (2)

k' o/

and perform a mean-field decoupling to find the mean-
field gap equations

st [ [

tanh (Ee(k))

2E, (k)

0
|/27r dap/ cos? ) tanh (Eggrk))
2E, (k)
7gd /27r / cos? tanh( 57 )
ch 2Eh(k
2r g cos?
S /
2T g cos? tanh( (k))
_ggh/ / :
0 Ee(k)

The dimensionless coupling constants are now given by
dimensionless goor = NoUaqs With the density of states in
two dimensions No = 3=, A = 1eV > E" is the high en-

ergy cut-off and E, (k) = \/53 + [A3 + Ad cos(p)]? are
the energy dispersion of the Bogoliubov quasiparticles.
Note that while the inter-band term between electron
and hole pockets is assumed to be repulsive, the intra-
band g4 < 0 and gf, < 0 are attractive in the d-wave

channels. In case of A, /FEr, ~ 1, where Er,, is the Fermi
energy of each band, we need to renormalize the chemical
potential assuming the total number of particles is con-
served. The equation determining the particle number is

given by
2w A
d
EFe_EFh:_/ i/ de
0 T Jo
() tanh (5509) () tanh (£50)
2B.k) | 2En(k)

3)

and it has to be solved self-consistently with Eqgs.(3). The
pair building temperature Tp,ir at which electrons form
Cooper pairs can be obtained from the condition that the
determinant in

1 gaI0; Al

o | eam A
1—[gd I g4 11d Al

gaId 1 — gl T Af

(4)

vanishes and

2 g tanh 2T )
= 5
/0 / 28a )
2r A cos?(2¢p) tan Lo
d ® oir
Hi:/ —“’/ de (QT” ) (6)
o 2mJo

20

In the usual BCS case the phase fluctuations are costly
and T¢ & Tpair. In our case due to smallness of the Fermi
energies, the condensation of pairs may happen at lower
temperature, Tc < Tpai. We estimate Te ~ 5ps where




ps(T = 0) is the superfluid-stifiness following Ref. [15].
Note that in two dimensions, the superconducting tran-
sition temperature T, ~ ps(T.) (see, e.g., Refs.[53] 54]).
The interplay between T, and T} depends on the ra-
tio ps(T = 0)/Tpqir. If this ratio is large, the superfluid
stiffness rapidly increases below Tpq;r. In this situation,
T, = Tpeir minus a small correction, i.e., the phases of
bound pairs order almost immediately after the pairs
develop (phase fluctuations cost too much energy). If
ps(T = 0)/Tpair is small, ps(T) increases slowly below
Tpair and T¢ is of order ps(T = 0). In Ref.[I5] its ex-
pression was extended to the multiband case where pg is
given by ps & pe + pn,

2
€
Pe= 163 / dg / deA? 3 e (7)

27
Ph = 1672 ‘/0 d‘pA deAh Eh(k)g . (8)

We solved Egs. (3) together with Eq. (3)) for the mixed
s + d-wave gaps in the orthorhombic state at 7' = 0 and
used them as an input parameter to calculate T.. The
Cooper-pair formation temperature, Ty, is found from
the condition that the determinant in Eq. vanishes
and the results are shown in the Fig.[§|(b) in units of Epy,.
The pair-formation temperature Tp,ir and condensation
temperature T, are calculated as a function of the ratio
of intraband and interband interactions |gd,|/g%, shown
in Fig.b). The two temperatures split and the differ-
ence grows with increasing [g% |/ g3, - Fig.(c) shows the
evolution of the gap symmetry as a function of |gd.|/g,
also in units of Ery, and we can see the dominant d-wave
character for each band with large |gZ|/gs, regime. Ob-
serve that for smaller ratio of [g%|/g%, the pairing sym-
metry is a pure sT~ driven by inter-band interactions.
In this case both gaps are equal in magnitude, but with
the larger gap at the band with smaller EFrp. With in-
creasing intra-band coupling in the d-wave gaps AZ and
Ad grow while the s-wave gaps become smaller. Since we
assume |g.| > g4, A? and A¢ differ in magnitude with
the larger gap at the band Wlth larger Ep.

* [Email: mizukami@edu.k.u-tokyo.ac.jp
T Present address: Institute for Solid State Physics, Uni-
versity of Tokyo, Kashiwa, Chiba 277-8581, Japan

[1] C. A. R. S4 de Melo, When fermions become bosons:
Pairing in ultracold gases. Phys. Today 61, 10, 45-51
(2008).

[2] M. Randeria, E. Taylor, Crossover from Bardeen-Cooper-
Schrieffer to Bose-Einstein Condensation and the unitary
Fermi gas. Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 5, 209-232
(2014).

[3] Q. Chen, J. Stajic, S. Tan, K. Levin, BCS-BEC crossover:
From high temperature superconductors to ultracold su-
perfluids. Phys. Rep. 412, 1-88 (2005).

11

[4] B. Keimer, S. A. Kivelson, M. R. Norman, S. Uchida,
J. Zaanen, From quantum matter to high-temperature
superconductivity in copper oxides. Nature 518, 179-186
(2015).

[5] F.-C. Hsu et al,
structure a-FeSe. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
14262-14264 (2008).

[6] A. E. Bohmer et al., Lack of coupling between super-
conductivity and orthorhombic distortion in stoichiomet-
ric single-crystalline FeSe. Phys. Rev. B 87, 180505(R)
(2013).

[7] T. Shibauchi, T. Hanaguri, and Y. Matsuda, Exotic Su-
perconducting States in FeSe-based Materials. J. Phys.
Soc. Jpn. 89, 102002 (2020).

[8] S. Kasahara et al., Field-induced superconducting phase
of FeSe in the BCS-BEC cross-over. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. USA 111, 16309-16313 (2014).

[9] T. Terashima et al., Anomalous Fermi surface in FeSe
seen by Shubnikov-de Haas oscillation measurements.
Phys. Rev. B 90, 144517 (2014).

[10] S. Rinott et al., Tuning across the BCS-BEC crossover in
the multiband superconductor Fei4ySe;Tei—5:An angle-
resolved photoemission study. Sci. Adv. 3, €1602372
(2017).

[11] S. Kasahara et al., Giant superconducting fluctuations
in the compensated semimetal FeSe at the BCS-BEC
crossover. Nat. Commun. 7, 12843 (2016).

[12] T. Hanaguri et al, Quantum vortex core and missing
pseudogap in the multiband BCS-BEC crossover super-
conductor FeSe. Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 077001 (2019).

[13] A. L. Coldea, M. D. Watson, The key ingredients of the
electronic structure of FeSe. Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter
Phys. 9, 125-146 (2018).

[14] L. Salasnich, A. A. Shanenko, A. Vagov, J. Al-
bino Aguiar, A. Perali, Screening of pair fluctuations in
superconductors with coupled shallow and deep bands:
a route to higher temperature superconductivity. Phys.
Rev. B 100, 064510 (2019).

[15] A. V. Chubukov, I. Eremin, D. V. Efremov, Supercon-
ductivity versus bound-state formation in a two-band
superconductor with small Fermi energy: Applications
to Fe pnictides/chalcogenides and doped SrTiOs. Phys.
Rev. B 93, 174516 (2016).

[16] S. Hosoi et al., Nematic quantum critical point without
magnetism in FeSe;_,S, superconductors. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. USA 113, 8139-8143 (2016).

[17] S. Licciardello et al., Electrical resistivity across a ne-
matic quantum critical point. Nature 567, 213-217
(2019).

[18] K. Matsuura et al., Maximizing Tc by tuning bematic-
ity and magnetism in FeSe;_,S; Superconductors. Nat.
Commun. 8, 1143 (2017).

[19] A. 1. Coldea et al., Evolution of the low-temperature
Fermi surface of superconducting FeSe;_,S, across a ne-
matic phase transition. npj Quantum Mater. 4, 2 (2019).

[20] J.-Y. Lin et al., Coexistence of isotropic and extended
s-wave order parameters in FeSe as revealed by low-
temperature specific heat. Phys. Rev. B 84, 220507(R)
(2011).

[21] H. Yang, G. Chen, X. Zhu, J. Xing, H.-H. Wen, BCS-like
critical fluctuations with limited overlap of Cooper pairs
in FeSe. Phys. Rev. B 96, 064501 (2017).

[22] F. Hardy et al., Calorimetric evidence of nodal gaps in the
nematic superconductor FeSe. Phys. Rev. B 99, 035157

Superconductivity in the PbO-type
U.S.A. 105,


mailto:Email: mizukami@edu.k.u-tokyo.ac.jp

(2019).

[23] P. O. Sprau et al., Discovery of orbital-selective Cooper
pairing in FeSe. Science 357, 75-80 (2017).

[24] C. J. Pethick, H. Smith, Bose-Einstein condensation in
dilute gases. Cambridge University Press (2008).

[25] P. van Wyk, H. Tajima, R. Hanai, Y. Ohashi, Specific
heat and effects of pairing fluctuations in the BCS-BEC-
crossover regime of an ultracold Fermi gas. Phys. Rev. A
93, 013621 (2016).

[26] Y. Sato et al., Abrupt change of the superconducting
gap structure at the nematic quantum critical point in
FeSe1_.S:. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 115, 1227-1231
(2018).

[27] T. Hanaguri et al., Two distinct superconducting pairing
states divided by the nematic end point in FeSej_,S,.
Sci. Adv. 4, eaar6419 (2018).

[28] Z. Pribulova et al., Upper and lower critical magnetic
fields of superconducting NdFeAsO;_,F, single crystals
studied by Hall-probe magnetization and specific heat.
Phys. Rev. B79, 020508(R) (2009).

[29] A. Serafin et al., Anisotropic fluctuations and quasiparti-
cle excitations in FeSeg 5Teo.5. Phys. Rev. B 82, 104514

(2010).
[30] U. Welp et al, Anisotropic phase diagram and
superconducting  fluctuations of single-crystalline

SmFeAsOg.s5Fo.15. Phys. Rev. B 83, 100513(R) (2011).

[31] S. E. Inderhees et al., Specific heat of single crystals of
YBayCusOr_s: Fluctuation effects in a bulk supercon-
ductor. Phys. Rev. Lett. 60, 1178-1180 (1988).

[32] P. Wiecki et al., Persistent correlation between super-
conductivity and antiferromagnetic fluctuations near a
nematic quantum critical point in FeSe1_,S.. Phys. Rev.
B 98, 020507(R) (2018).

[33] T. Kuwayama et al, NMR study under pressure on
the iron-based superconductor FeSei_,S, (z = 0.12 and
0.23): Relationship between nematicity and AF fluctua-
tions. Mod. Phys. Lett. B 34, 2040048 (2020).

[34] T. Hashimoto et al., Bose-Einstein condensation super-
conductivity induced by disappearance of the nematic
state. Sci. Adv. 6, eabb9052 (2020).

[35] R. Yu, J.-X. Zhu, Q. Si, Orbital selectivity enhanced
by nematic order in FeSe. Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 227003
(2018).

[36] H. Hu, R. Yu, E. M. Nica, J.-X. Zhu, Q. Si, Orbital-
selective superconductivity in the nematic phase of FeSe.
Phys. Rev. B 98, 220503(R) (2018).

[37] E. M. Nica, Q. Si, Multiorbital singlet pairing and d + d
superconductivity. npj Quantum Mater. 6, 3 (2021).

[38] 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. Bir-
geneau, Phys. Rev. X 9, 041049 (2019).

[39] Luke C. Rhodes, Jakob Boker, Marvin A. Miiller,
Matthias Eschrig, and Ilya M. Eremin, Non-local dgy

12

nematicity and the missing electron pocket in FeSe,
arXiv:2009.00507 (1 September 2020).

[40] Daniel Steffensen, Andreas Kreisel, P. J. Hirschfeld,
Brian M. Andersen, Inter-orbital nematicity and the
origin of a single electron Fermi pocket in FeSe,
arXiv:2012.07020| (13 December 2020).

[41] T. Hashimoto et al., Superconducting gap anisotropy sen-
sitive to nematic domains in FeSe. Nat. Commun. 9, 282
(2018).

[42] H. Tajima, Y. Yerin, P. Pieri, A. Perali, Mechanism of
screening or enhancing the pseudogap throughout the
two-band Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer to Bose-Einstein
condensate crossover. [arXiv:2009.04329| (17 December
2020).

[43] O. Simard, C.-D. Hébert, A. Foley, D. Sénéchal, A.-
M. S. Tremblay Superfluid stiffness in cuprates: Effect
of Mott transition and phase competition. Phys. Rev. B
100, 094506 (2019).

[44] P. Reiss et al., Quenched nematic criticality and two su-
perconducting domes in an iron-based superconductor.
Nat. Phys. 16, 89 (2020).

[45] T. A. Maier, D. J. .Scalapino, Pairing interaction near
a nematic quantum critical point of a three-band CuO2
model. Phys. Rev. B 90, 174510 (2014).

[46] S. Lederer, Y. Schattner, E. Berg, S. Kivelson, Supercon-
ductivity and non-Fermi liquid behavior near a nematic
quantum critical point. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 114,
4905-4910 (2017).

[47] Y. Wang, B. Revaz, A. Erb, A. Junod, Direct observation
and anisotropy of the contribution of gap nodes in the
low-temperature specific heat of YBaxCusO7. Phys. Rev.
B 63, 094508 (2001).

[48] O. J. Taylor, A. Carrington, J. A. Schlueter, Specific-
heat measurements of the gap structure of the or-
ganic superconductors k-(ET)2Cu[N(CN)2]|Br and k-
(ET)2Cu(NCS)2. Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 057001 (2007).

[49] N. Overend, M. A. Howson, I. D. Lawrie, 3D X-Y Scaling
of the Specific Heat of YBaxCu3zO7_5 Single Crystals.
Phys. Rev. Lett. 72, 3238-3241 (1994).

[50] A. V. Muratov et al., Specific heat of FeSe: Two gaps
with different anisotropy in superconducting state. Phys-
ica B 536, 785-789 (2018).

[61] M. Abdel-Hafiez et al., Superconducting properties of
sulfur-doped iron selenide. Phys. Rev. B 91, 165109
(2015).

[52] N. R. Werthamer, E. Helfand, P. C. Hohenberg, Tem-
perature and Purity Dependence of the Superconducting
Critical Field, Heo III. Electron Spin and Spin-Orbit Ef-
fects. Phys. Rev. 147, 295-302 (1966).

[63] V. L. Pokrovsky, Properties of ordered, continuously de-
generate system, Adv. Phys. 28, 595 (1979).

[64] M. R. Beasley, J. E. Mooij, T. P. Orlando, Possibility of
Vortex-Antivortex Pair Dissociation in Two-dimensional
Superconductors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 42, 1165 (1979).


http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.00507
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.07020
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.04329

	Thermodynamics of transition to BCS-BEC crossover superconductivity in FeSe1-xSx
	Abstract
	 I. INTRODUCTION
	 II. HEAT CAPACITY
	 III. SCANNING TUNNELING MICROSCOPY/SPECTROSCOPY
	 IV. MAGNETIC TORQUE
	 V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION
	 ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	 APPENDIX A: MATERIALS AND METHODS
	 APPENDIX B: ENERGY DISPERSIVE X-RAY SPECTROSCOPY (EDX) ANALYSIS
	 APPENDIX C: COMPARISON WITH PREVIOUS HEAT CAPACITY DATA
	 APPENDIX D: UPPER CRITICAL FIELD HC2 AND ESTIMATION OF GAUSSIAN FLUCTUATION TERM
	 APPENDIX E: CALCULATIONS OF PAIRING INSTABILITY AND PAIRING CHANNEL BASED ON THE TWO BAND MODEL
	 References


