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We have measured the flux-flow Hall effect in a multi-band superconductor FeSe pure single crystal
to investigate the nature of the vortex core state by means of the cross-shaped bimodal cavity
technique. We found that the flux-flow Hall angle of FeSe at low temperatures is about 0.5, which
is equal to or smaller than that evaluated by the effective viscous drag coefficient measurements.
This feature is in contrast to the cuprate superconductors. The conductivity tensor of multi-band
superconductors that are contributed from holes and electrons shows partial cancellation of the flux-
flow Hall voltage by the electrons and holes, wchich can explain the observed feature. Therefore,
our study suggests the appearance of the multi-band nature in the vortex dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quasiparticles (QPs) are confined and form quantized
energy levels in a vortex core of a superconductor [1].
The energies of the quantized levels are expressed as
EN = ∆E(N + 1/2), where ∆E ≡ ~ω0 = ~∆2

0/EF (∆0

and EF are the superconducting gap and Fermi energy)
is the level spacing, and N is an integer. Because each
level has some width δE = ~/τ , the ratio of the energy
spacing to its width, r ≡ ∆E/δE = ω0τ , represents the
degree of quantized nature of the vortex core. In the
limit r � 1, the quantized nature inside the core is dis-
tinct, while in the opposite limit r � 1, the core can be
regarded as a normal metal. For an r value between the
two limits, the vortex core is called moderately clean,
where the quantized nature is marginal. As the quan-
tized core is expected to represent many novel features,
it is extremely important to know the r value. In fact,
parameter r is deeply correlated with the dynamics of
vortices. Based on the conventional understanding [2],
when an external driving current J = (J0, 0) is applied
in the x-y plane to a superconductor under a magnetic
field in the z direction, the driving force Φ0J × ẑ forces
a vortex, whose displacement is u = (x, y), to move in
a certain direction with an angle φ = tan−1(ẏ/ẋ), gen-
erating an electric field E, where Φ0 = h/2e is the flux
quantum, and ẑ is a unit vector in the z direction. When
we can neglect the influence of pinning, the equation of
motion of a vortex is as follows:

Φ0J × ẑ = ηu̇ + αH u̇× ẑ, (1)

where η = π~nr/(1 + r2) is the viscous drag coefficient
in the longitudinal direction, αH = π~nr2/(1 + r2) is the
viscous drag coefficient in the transvers direction, and n
is the density of QPs. Solving the equation of motion
yields the flux-flow Hall angle:

tan θ ≡ tan(φ− π

2
) =

αH
η

= r. (2)

On the other hand, under a constant current, the flux-
flow resistivity ρf relates to the effective viscous drag
coefficient as ηeff = Φ0B/ρf [3, 4], and r can also be

represented in terms of ηeff as

ηeff ≡ η
(

1 +
α2
H

η2

)
= π~nr. (3)

Both the measurements of the flux-flow resistivity ρf
and flux-flow Hall angle θ can provide information about
the QPs state in the vortex core. Thus, we can choose
either of the two methods: (1) the flux-flow Hall an-
gle measurement or (2) the effective viscous drag coeffi-
cient measurement. So far, the latter approach has been
commonly considered owing to the ease of experimen-
tation [5, 6]. To obtain information about r, we need
the values of viscous drag coefficients at sufficiently low
temperatures, well below the superconducting transition
temperature Tc, which is unachievable by an ordinary DC
resistivity measurement because of pinning. Note that we
measured the DC Hall resistivity of FeSexTe1−x films in
the mixed state near Tc and found that the sign rever-
sal of the DC Hall voltage appears often possibly due to
pinning [7]. Therefore, even near Tc, the effect of pin-
ning cannot be neglected in DC measurements. Thus,
high frequency measurements (typically microwave) [8]
and/or the analysis of the data by a reliable model that
can obtain the value of viscous drag coefficients from the
measured data [9] are necessary.

High-Tc cuprates are among the most promising can-
didate materials for the quantized core due to their large
energy gap and small Fermi energy. Thus, we investi-
gated flux flow by using microwaves and obtained several
interesting but puzzling features. In the ηeff measure-
ment, it was found that the core in motion was moder-
ately clean (ω0τ ∼ 0.1−0.3) for a wide range of materials,
independent of the cleanness of the core [4, 10–12]. How-
ever, during the direct Hall angle measurement using the
microwave techniques developed by us [13], we found that
ω0τ ∼ 1 − 3 for both Bi2Sr2CaCu2Oy and YBa2Cu3Oy,
which are larger by an order of magnitude than those
evaluated using the ηeff measurement, and rather close
to the originally expected value of r [14]. We explain the
origin of the discrepancy in terms of the non-linearity in
the viscous drag coefficient [15] and other possible dis-
sipation mechanisms for the moving vortex that are not
represented by the basic equation of motion of the vor-
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tex, including those recently proposed [16–19]. However,
it is not known whether such a large value and the dis-
crepancy between the two methods will be observed in
other clean superconductors.

FeSe is another promising candidate for the quantized
core because of its very small Fermi energy, compara-
ble to the superconducting gap ∆0 ∼ EF [20], and long
QP-lifetime τ in the superconducting state [21]. Indeed,
scanning tunneling spectroscopy (STS) measurements of
FeSe single crystals show Friedel-like oscillations, which
shows the quantized levels in the core [22], and we ex-
pect that features specific to superclean cores will be ob-
served. The ηeff measurement of a pure single crystal of
FeSe yields r = 1± 0.5 [21]. Although this is the largest
value of r measured thus far among various superconduc-
tors, it is still in the moderate clean region. We expect a
much larger value in flux-flow Hall angle measurements.
Another interesting viewpoint is that FeSe is a multi-
band superconductor, where we expect to observe novel
effects. Indeed, in multi-band superconductors, the dis-
sociation of electron and hole vortices has been proposed
theoretically [23]. Although there have been experimen-
tal studies to investigate flux flow in multi-band super-
conductors [21, 24–31], no such novel feature has been
reported.

In this study, we investigated the microwave flux-flow
Hall effect in FeSe pure single crystals using the cross-
shaped bimodal cavity technique. We find that the flux-
flow Hall angle of FeSe at low temperatures is about 0.5,
which is equal to or smaller than that evaluated by the
ηeff measurement. This feature contrasts the cuprate su-
perconductors. We argue that it might be characteristic
of multi-band superconductors due to the cancellation of
contributions from the hole and the electron. Therefore,
our study suggests the effect of the multi-band nature on
the vortex dynamics.

II. METHODS

The magnitude of the flux-flow Hall angle is given
by | tan θ| = |Ey/Ex| from Faraday’s law E = u̇ × B.
Since the z direction is opposite to the direction toward
the interior of the sample, the definition of the surface

impedance tensor is Z̃ ≡ E‖(z = 0)/
∫ 0

−∞ Jdz, where

the symbol ‖ indicates that it is parallel to the surface of

the sample. This definition yields E ∝ Z̃J . Thus, the
magnitude of the flux-flow Hall angle is represented as

| tan θ| =
∣∣∣∣σxyσxx

∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣ZHZL
∣∣∣∣ , (4)

where σxx and σxy are the longitudinal and transverse
conductivities, respectively, and ZL and ZH are the
diagonal and off-diagonal components of the surface
impedance tensor, respectively [13]. Three types of mea-
surements are necessary to obtain the magnitude of the
flux-flow Hall angle: the DC resistivity measurements,

measurements of the longitudinal components of the sur-
face impedance tensor, ZL, and measurements of the
transverse components of the surface impedance ten-
sor, ZH . The DC resistivity tensor ρ̃ is measured us-
ing a Physical Property Measurement System (PPMS)
from Quantum Design in a standard six-probe config-
uration. The longitudinal components of the surface
impedances tensor ZL are measured using the conven-
tional cavity perturbation method with a cylindrical cav-
ity [5], whereas the transverse components of the surface
impedance tensor ZH are measured using a cross-shaped
bimodal cavity, in which the changes in the resonance
characteristics and the surface impedance tensor of the
sample are represented as

∆

(
1

2Q

)
= ∆

(
GLRL +GH |XH |

)
(5)

and

∆

(
f

f0

)
≡ −f − f0

f0
= ∆

(
GLXL −GH |RH |

)
, (6)

where Q denotes the quality factor of the resonance, f
and f0 denote the resonance frequencies with and with-
out the sample, respectively, RL and XL are the real
and imaginary parts of the longitudinal components of
the surface impedance tensor (ZL ≡ RL − iXL), respec-
tively, RH and XH are the real and imaginary parts of
the transverse components of the surface impedance ten-
sor (ZH ≡ RH − iXH), respectively, GL and GH rep-
resent the geometric constants in the longitudinal and
transverse directions, respectively, which depend on the
shape of the cavity and the sample and take the same
value under the assumption that these geometries are
symmetrical (GL = GH), and ∆ represents the differ-
ence between the data of the same sample at different
temperatures. For explicit procedure, see ref. [13].

FeSe pure single crystals were synthesized by the chem-
ical vapor transport technique in a temperature gradi-
ent furnace using KCl/AlCl3 flux [32]. We performed
the microwave measurements using the cross shaped bi-
modal cavity, operating in the two orthogonal TE011 and
TE101 modes at 15.8 GHz, which have a quality factor
Q of approximately 3 × 103. The sample sizes for the
cross-shaped bimodal cavity measurements are typically
1.2× 1.2× 0.1 mm3. In all experiments, magnetic fields
of up to 7 T were applied under field-cooled conditions.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figures 1(a) and (b) show the temperature depen-
dence of the DC longitudinal resistivity ρxx of FeSe.
T zeroc is about 9 K and residual resistivity ratio (RRR =
ρxx(300 K)/ρxx(T onsetc = 10 K)) is about 29. Figure 1(c)
shows the magnetic field dependence of the DC Hall angle
tan θdc in the normal state. The DC Hall angle of FeSe
single crystal above Tc shows non-linearity with respect



3

to the magnetic field due to its multi-carrier nature, as
is well known [33]. Figure 2 shows the temperature de-
pendence of the longitudinal components of the surface
impedance tensor ZL under the magnetic field. ZL in-
creases with an increasing magnetic field and decreases
with a decreasing temperature. This behavior is in ac-
cordance with flux-flow resistivity [21]. Therefore, most
of the observed behavior of ZL can be attributed to flux-
flow. These results demonstrate that the sample used
for experiments has the usual properties of FeSe single
crystals. Figure 3 shows the magnitude of the magnetic
field dependence of the flux-flow Hall angle | tan θ|. The
uncertainty is mainly due to the small signal (change in
the resonance characteristics) of the sample. It increases
with decreasing temperature due to the development of a
superconducting condensate in small magnetic fields. We
observed that the magnitude of the flux-flow Hall angle at
5.3 K is typically 0.5±0.3. It is equal to or slightly smaller
than that evaluated from the effective viscous drag coeffi-
cient measurement (r = 1.0±0.5) [21]. The flux-flow Hall
angle does not depend on magnetic field strongly, even
showing a very weak magnetic field dependence. This
field dependence is different from what was observed in
the ηeff measurement, where it increases with increasing
magnetic field as tan θ ∼ B0.2, corresponding to the sub-
linear increase of the flux-flow resistivity as a function of
magnetic field.

FIG. 1. (a) The temperature dependence of the longitu-
dinal resistivity of FeSe under a magnetic field near Tc (b)
The temperature dependence of the normalized longitudinal
resistivity ρxx/ρxx(300 K) at 0 T; T zeroc is about 9 K and
RRR = ρxx(300 K)/ρxx(T onsetc = 10 K) is about 29 (c) The
magnetic field dependence of the DC Hall angle tan θdc in the
normal state (20 K, 15 K, and 12 K, respectively). The Hall
angle behaves non-monotonically with an increasing magnetic
field due to its multi-carrier nature.

The result of the flux-flow Hall effect in FeSe is remark-
able in that the magnitude of the flux-flow Hall angle is
equal to or smaller than that evaluated from ηeff , in
contrast to cuprate superconductors. To understand this
feature, we focus on the multi-band nature of FeSe. FeSe
has two hole bands at the Γ point and two electron bands
at the M point [34]. Both holes and electrons contribute

FIG. 2. Temperature dependence of the longitudinal compo-
nents of the surface impedance tensor ZL; magnetic fields of
up to 7 T are applied under field-cooled conditions.

FIG. 3. Magnetic field dependence of the magnitude of the
flux-flow Hall angle | tan θ|; magnetic fields of up to 7 T are
applied under field-cooled conditions. Open circles indicate
the flux-flow Hall angle calculated from the data of ηeff mea-
surements [21], whose error bar is based on ω0τ = 1.0 ± 0.5
and it is written only in 7 T for ease of viewing. The magni-
tude of flux-flow Hall angle at low temperatures is equal to or
smaller than that evaluated from the effective viscous drag co-
efficient and does not depend on magnetic-field strongly even
showing a very weak field dependence.

to DC transport properties in the normal state, result-
ing in cancellation of the Hall voltage [33]. On the other
hand, no direct observation of the flux-flow Hall effect
in multi-band superconductors well below Tc has been
reported except for DC measurements in the vicinity of
Tc [7, 35–37]. Theoretical studies of vortex dynamics in
multi-band superconductors have been carried out and
the possibility of related phenomena has been pointed
out [23, 38, 39]. In particular, a microscopic theory shows
that the flux-flow conductivity tensor has contributions
from both holes and electrons [40]. Thus, it is possible
that a similar effect as in the normal state can occur even
in vortex dynamics and it explains the difference between
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the two methods in FeSe. In the following we will exam-
ine the experimental results in detail from this point of
view.

The microscopic theory shows the expressions for the
longitudinal and transverse flux-flow conductivities at
low temperatures as follows [40].

σxx =
2|q|

(2π)3B

∫
S(pz)dpz

∫
db

2

∂ε0
∂b

df (0)(ε0)

dε
γxx(ε0),(7)

σxy =
2q

(2π)3B

∫
S(pz)dpz

∫
db

2

∂ε0
∂b

df (0)(ε0)

dε
γxy(ε0),(8)

where q denotes the charge of quasi-particles, pz de-
notes the momentum along the z axis, S(pz) denotes
the area of the cross section of the Fermi surface cut
by the plane pz = const, b denotes the impact factor,
ε0 denotes the energy spectrum, f (0) denotes the equi-
librium distribution function, and γxx(xy) are the factors
defined by ω0 and τ , which are an energy-interval spac-
ing and relaxation time, as γxx(ε0) = ω0τ/(1+ω2

0τ
2) and

γxy(ε0) = ω2
0τ

2/(1 + ω2
0τ

2), respectively.
Therefore, for the single-band superconductors, the

flux-flow conductivities can be obtained as a function of
the quantization degrees ω0τ .

σxx ' Kxx
ω0τ

1 + (ω0τ)2
, (9)

σxy ' Kxy
(ω0τ)2

1 + (ω0τ)2
, (10)

where Kxx and Kxy represent the parts of conductivities
other than ω0τ . For example, when BΦ0/π~n = Kxx =
Kxy = 1, the quantization degrees experimentally evalu-
ated by the tan θ measurement rH gives the same value
as that by ηeff measurement rη, that is, rH = rη = ω0τ ,
since rH is expressed as rH = | tan θ| = |σxy/σxx| and
rη is expressed as rη = ηeff/π~n = BΦ0/π~n · (σ2

xx +
σ2
xy)/σxx. As for the multi-band superconductors, in the

flux-flow regime, a vortex is subject to the Lorentz force,
which is caused by the external current, and the environ-
mental force, which is the force from the surrounding en-
vironment (e.g., Magnus force, spectral force, etc.). The
environmental force acts on quasiparticles of the various
bands k in a vortex core such that fenv =

∑
k fk. Under

the Lorentz force and the environmental force exerted on
the quasi-particles in the core, the vortex core moves in
a certain direction as a whole. Consequently, the dis-
sipation, i.e., the finite flux-flow conductivities resulting
from the motion of the vortices, can be contributed by
each of the different bands, which is expressed through
the integral in equations (7) and (8). Therefore, the con-
ductivity tensor for the multi-band superconductors can
be obtained as a function of the quantization degrees of
kth bands (ω0τ)k.

σxx '
∑
k

Kxx,k
(ω0τ)k

1 + (ω0τ)2k
, (11)

σxy '
∑
k

Kxy,k
(ω0τ)2k

1 + (ω0τ)2k
, (12)

where Kxx,k and Kxy,k represent the parts of conductiv-
ities other than (ω0τ)k. In the case where there are two
bands, the two measurements can generally yield differ-
ent quantization degrees as follows.

rη =
BΦ0

π~n

(
Kxx,1

(ω0τ)1
1 + (ω0τ)21

+Kxx,2
(ω0τ)2

1 + (ω0τ)22

)

×

1 +

Kxy,1
(ω0τ)

2
1

1+(ω0τ)21
+Kxy,2

(ω0τ)
2
2

1+(ω0τ)22

Kxx,1
(ω0τ)1

1+(ω0τ)21
+Kxx,2

(ω0τ)2
1+(ω0τ)22

2
 , (13)

rH =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
Kxy,1

(ω0τ)
2
1

1+(ω0τ)21
+Kxy,2

(ω0τ)
2
2

1+(ω0τ)22

Kxx,1
(ω0τ)1

1+(ω0τ)21
+Kxx,2

(ω0τ)2
1+(ω0τ)22

∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (14)

In particular, when there are hole bands (ω0τ)1 and elec-
tron bands (ω0τ)2, they cancel out each other in the
transverse conductivity because the sign of Kxy,1 is op-
posite to that of Kxy,2. In Figure 4, we plot rH and rη as
a function of (ω0τ)2 for some selected values of (ω0τ)1,
where we assume that BΦ0/π~n = Kxx,1 = Kxx,2 =
Kxy,1 = 1 and Kxy,2 = −1 for simplicity, which means
that rH and rη give the same value in the single band
case. In all figures, rH is always smaller than rη except
for (ω0τ)2 = 0. Therefore, the smallness of rH in FeSe,
which is different from the case of cuprate superconduc-
tors, can be interpreted by the effect of the multi-band
nature.

FIG. 4. The quantization degree (ω0τ)2 dependence of rH and
rη, when there are hole and electron bands for (a) (ω0τ)1 =
0.5, (b) (ω0τ)1 = 1.0 and (c) (ω0τ)1 = 1.5. For simplicity,
we assume that BΦ0/nπ~ = Kxx,1 = Kxx,2 = Kxy,1 = 1
and Kxy,2 = −1. The blue lines represent values obtained
from tan θ measurements r̃H , and the red lines represent those
obtained from ηeff measurements r̃η. It shows that rH is
always smaller than rη except for (ω0τ)2 = 0 (the single band
case).

The difference between rH and rη is also seen in the
difference in the magnetic field dependence, as shown in
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Figure 3. Although the error bars in the ηeff measure-
ment are large due to the large magnetoresistance in the
normal state, we can safely mention that rH and rη be-
have differently as a function of the magnetic field. The
Hall angle measurements show the weak magnetic field
dependence as mentioned, while equation (14) suggests
that tan θ = σxy/σxx does not show a strong magnetic
field dependence. Here, it should be noted that these
equations were derived under the assumption that the or-
der parameter is uniform (isotropic). Experiments have
shown that the superconducting gap of FeSe is highly
anisotropic [20, 41]. In Fe-based superconductors in-
cluding FeSe, although equation (13) also suggests that
ηeff does not show a strong magnetic field dependence,
the sublinear magnetic field dependence of the flux-flow
resistivity is obtained by the ηeff study [30, 42]. There-
fore, the anisotropy of the superconducting gap may ex-
plain the behavior of the magnetic field dependence in

the flux-flow Hall angle.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have measured the flux-flow Hall effect
in a multi-band superconductor FeSe pure single crys-
tal to investigate the nature of the vortex core state by
means of the cross-shaped bimodal cavity technique. We
found that the flux-flow Hall angle of FeSe at low tem-
peratures is about 0.5, which is equal to or smaller than
that evaluated by the ηeff measurements. This feature
is in contrast to the cuprate superconductors. The con-
ductivity tensor of multi-band superconductors that are
contributed from holes and electrons shows partial can-
cellation of the flux-flow Hall voltage by the electrons and
holes, which can explain the observed feature. Therefore,
our study suggests the appearance of the multi-band na-
ture in the vortex dynamics.
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