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The pairing symmetry of the superconducting order parameter in iron-based superconductors has
been a subject of debate, with various models proposing s-wave, d-wave, and mixed combinations as
possible candidates. Here we probe the pairing symmetry of FeSe utilizing the new methodology of
Tunneling Andreev Reflection (TAR). TAR directly exploits the transparency-dependence of tun-
neling current to disentangle contributions of single-particle current and Andreev reflection. These
measurements provided new direct evidence in favor of the sign-changing nature of the supercon-
ducting order in FeSe, in a distinctly complementary approach to nanoscale imaging of quasiparticle
interference. Crucially TAR can also probe higher-order contributions to Andreev reflection. Quan-
titative comparison of the experimental signatures of higher-order Andreev reflections with those in
concomitant tight-binding simulations revealed new evidence in support of the nodal gap structure of
superconductivity in FeSe. Finally, the effect of structural topological defects can be directly probed
with TAR owing to its atomic spatial resolution. In particular, we find that superconductivity is
completely suppressed along the twin boundary while its electronic structure is characterized by a
V-shaped signature of a pseudogap state. Our findings provide new insight into the pairing sym-
metry of an unconventional superconductor, demonstrating the potential of differential tunneling
Andreev reflection to reveal microscopic properties of emerging quantum materials.

I. INTRODUCTION

FeSe is a paradigmatic model system for unconven-
tional superconductivity that is continuing to attract sig-
nificant attention due to enhanced superconducting tran-
sition temperature Tc in the electron-doped FeSe [1, 2],
single-layer FeSe/SrTiO3 [3, 4], and the connection of this
parent material to possible topological superconductivity
in FeSe0.5Te0.5 [5, 6]. Despite a significant amount of re-
search, the question of fundamental pairing symmetry
continues to be debated even in the parent, single crys-
tals of FeSe. In fact, s-wave, d-wave, as well as mixed
symmetries of the order parameter (e.g. s + id) have
been proposed for FeSe depending on the specific theo-
retical or experimental techniques. Unlike most parent
compounds of iron-based superconductors that exhibit
long-range antiferromagnetic order [7–12], FeSe does not
exhibit long-range magnetic order [13–16] but instead is
characterized by nematic order due to broken rotational
symmetry that coexists with superconductivity [15, 17–
19]. It has therefore been suggested that superconduct-
ing pairing is driven by spin fluctuations that require
the sign-changing order parameters such as s± [20–23].
There is indeed broad agreement that the superconduct-
ing order parameter in FeSe involves a sign change of
phase across the Fermi surface, in particular, to mini-
mize the strength of Coulomb repulsion. However, direct

∗ These authors contributed equally.
† maksymovychp@ornl.gov

probes of sign-changing order parameter have been chal-
lenging. In order to explain the nematic order and strong
anisotropic gap in FeSe, the mixed s + d wave scenario
has been invoked [24–26]. In addition, a transition to an
s+ eiαd pairing that breaks the time-reversal symmetry
below Tc has been also proposed [27, 28].

Notably, angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy
(ARPES) and scanning tunneling microscopy (STM) -
as direct probes of electronic structure - continue to pro-
vide crucial evidence in support of a specific model of the
order parameter. Especially for the STM, quasiparticle
interference (QPI) technique has been extensively devel-
oped and applied to both cuprates [29–31] and iron-based
superconductors [32–34] to probe the anisotropic nature
of the gap, as well as the symmetry of the order param-
eter. The phase-corrected quasiparticle interference, in
particular, has been used to infer sign-changing order pa-
rameter in FeSe and several related materials, relying on
the analysis of the scattering of the gap edge states [35–
37]. However, the connection between QPI signals and
symmetry of the order parameter requires sophisticated
analysis, that can be further complicated by a narrow
energy gap, weak scattering intensity and other factors
[35, 38, 39]. Moreover, both QPI and ARPES are quasi-
particle probes that are only indirectly sensitive to the
superconducting condensate, and neither can effectively
tackle inhomogenous and/or spatially localized supercon-
ducting states. A notorious challenge, for example, is
to distinguish a pseudo-gap V-shaped density of states
from a superconducting V-shaped gap ([40] and refer-
ences therein). The continued uncertainty in the pairing
symmetry of even established superconductors strongly
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FIG. 1. Illustration of the methodology of Tunneling
Andreev Reflection (TAR) and its ability to differen-
tiate superconducting order parameters. a, Schematic
of the transport setup used in the tight-binding modeling of
TAR. b,c, Conductance spectra for s-wave and d-wave order
parameters as a function of tunneling barrier transparency
γ = 0.1 (light green) ∼ 0.6 (dark blue). Insets show the cor-
responding Fermi surfaces. The superconducting gap persists
qualitatively unchanged across the whole range of γ. d,e, The
corresponding renormalized decay rate (κ/κN ) spectra for the
two order parameters. The onset of higher-order Andreev re-
flection is marked by κ/κN > 2 for the s-wave and κ/κN > 1
for the d-wave, providing key evidence to differentiate be-
tween the two symmetries in experiments. f,g, Colormaps of
the decay rate spectra in d and e, respectively, as a function
of conductance log(G) (y-axis) and energy E/t (x-axis).

motivates the search for techniques that are directly sen-
sitive to the superconducting order in reciprocal space
and can provide complementary reinforcing or perhaps
contradicting evidence to the established approaches.

Point-contact Andreev reflection (PCAR) provided
crucial evidence in support of the d-wave pairing sym-
metry in cuprate superconductors [41–43], and it can

also, at least in principle, differentiate between differ-
ent symmetries proposed for FeSe [44]. In Andreev re-
flection, the electron is converted into a hole upon re-
flection from a normal metal-superconductor interface,
and a Cooper pair is injected into the superconductor.
PCAR measurements on FeSe have revealed the exis-
tence of two anisotropic superconducting gaps [45–47],
i.e., a picture also consistent with specific heat measure-
ments [48–50]. However, here too numerous experimental
conditions need to be satisfied to enable robust identifi-
cation [45, 46, 51], not least of which is the requirement
of high-quality directional contacts [44] which are diffi-
cult to implement particularly in van der Waals solid.
The intrinsic challenges of PCAR technique are also ex-
acerbated by the general variability of disorder between
different samples, which owing to the small size of the
Fermi surface can introduce strong changes in the elec-
tronic structure [47].

In this manuscript, we present the first measurement of
superconducting FeSe using tunneling Andreev reflection
(TAR) - a recently developed methodology that combines
the spatial and energy resolution of STM with the di-
rect and quantitative measurement of Andreev reflection
[52, 53]. The advantage of the TAR is that it reveals
explicit dependency of Andreev current on the tunable
tunneling transparency and also uniquely probes higher-
order Andreev reflection processes [53]. Meanwhile, the
use of renormalized decay rate as an experimental ob-
servable enables robust theory-experiment comparison in
TAR. Our measurements unequivocally demonstrate the
sign-changing nature of the superconducting order pa-
rameter in FeSe, and further ascertain the existence of
two superconducting gaps. Given the atomic-scale reso-
lution of STM, we demonstrate that the twin boundaries
on FeSe locally suppress superconductivity, explaining
their preferential role as vortex pinning centers [54, 55].
Overall, our measurements provide new evidence to sup-
port a sign-changing pairing symmetry, and also illus-
trate the new capability of TAR to probe unconventional
superconductors via precise control over the tunneling
coupling as well as quantitative analysis of lowest- and
higher-order Andreev reflection processes.

II. EXPERIMENT & RESULTS

The key distinction of TAR is the choice of observable
to be the decay rate of tunneling conductance - a dis-
tinct departure from conventional Andreev spectroscopy
including its proposed extension toward STM [56], all of
which rely on the conductance itself. The decay rate fun-
damentally probes the order of he order of the tunneling
process responsible for tunneling, enabling detection of
lowest and higher order Andreev reflections [53]. Sub-
sequently, as shown in the following, the dependency of
Andreev reflection on the transparency of the tunneling
junction can be measured by TAR and compared to a va-
riety of theoretical models directly. By contrast, in point-
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FIG. 2. Schematic of experimental measurement of
tunneling Andreev reflection. a, Experimental setup for
conductance and decay rate spectra. The spectra are mea-
sured between a metallic tip and superconducting FeSe as a
function of varying tunneling conductance controlled by tip-
surface separation z. b, STM image of atomically-flat FeSe
surface with finite density of naturally occurring Fe-vacancies
(setpoint bias = -10 mV, I = 50 pA). c, Conductance spec-
troscopy displaying superconducting gap as a function of vary-
ing z in the range from 0 to -34 pm (negative values cor-
respond to closer proximity to the surface). d, Decay rate
spectra obtained from c and its corresponding colormap view
(bottom half). Within the errorbars (grey area), κ/κN equals
unity across the whole superconducting gap, directly witness-
ing the presence of sign-changing order parameter. The er-
rorbars were estimated from Bayesian fitting of the 2nd-order
polynomial function to the z-dependency of dI/dV at each
tunneling energy in c. Red dashed lines mark approximate
edges of the superconducting gap.

contact measurements, the transparency is generally a
specific and unknown experimental value, which dramat-
ically complicates the degree by which pairing symmetry
can be inferred [44, 57].

To illustrate the fundamental aspects of TAR, we first
present tight-binding simulations of the Andreev reflec-
tion in a tunneling contact contrasting sign-changing and
non-sign changing order parameters (Fig. 1a). Here, the
tunneling conductance of a metal-superconductor contact
is calculated as a function of transmission coefficient γ of
the tunneling contact for an s-wave (Fig. 1b) and d-wave
(Fig. 1c) Bogoliubov-de-Gennes Hamiltonian. The detec-
tion of Andreev current can be extracted via a renormal-
ized decay rate of tunneling conductance κ/κN (Fig. 1d-
g) [53]. By virtue of internal normalization, κ/κN is par-
ticularly well-suited for theory-experiment matching, and
it reduces the effect of numerous systematic and random
unknowns in both calculation and, most importantly, ex-
perimental measurement of the tunneling conductance.

FIG. 3. Emergence of higher-order Andreev reflec-
tion at increased tunneling conductance. a, Measured
dI/dV spectra as a function of decreasing z by up to -270 pm.
The inset shows individual z-dependency (x-axis) of dI/dV
(y-axis) measured at energies of 0 mV (red) and -2 mV (blue)
b, Decay rate spectra extracted from a at 0, -140 and -270
pm. Higher-order Andreev reflection is emerging as a peak
centered at zero bias with a maximum κ/κN value of 1.6.
The colormap inset clearly shows transition from suppressed
to finite Andreev reflection as the tunneling conductance in-
creases. c,d, Tight-binding modeling of higher-order Andreev
reflection for s± and dx2−y2 order parameters with a two-gap
structure. The colors of individual spectra correspond to tun-
neling transparency γ changing from 0.01 to 1.5. The insets
show the Fermi surface (left) and colormap (right) of decay-
rate spectra, with regions of higher-order reflection marked
by κ/κN > 1 (pink and red).

For a conventional s-wave superconductor, the tunnel-
ing current within the superconducting gap is fully sup-
pressed at T = 0 K, except for Andreev reflection, which
creates finite conductance even in the middle of the gap
as seen in Fig. 1b. At small tunneling conductance, the
decay rate due to the Andreev current is twice that of
the normal current at the Fermi level. The supercon-
ducting gap is then registered by a characteristic 1 to
2 transition of κ/κN across the gap as shown in Figure
1d. However, the maximum value of κ/κN itself depends
on the tunneling conductance, increasing beyond 2 when
γ > 0.3 (Fig. 1d,f). This increase of κ/κN signals the
regime of higher-order Andreev reflection. Its additional
signature is that κ/κN < 1 (resonant enhancement) at
the edges of the gap as seen in Fig. 1d. The conceptual
origin of the higher-order processes can be rationalized by
considering tunneling contact perturbatively, i.e., the de-
pendency of tunneling conductance on increasing powers
of the transmission coefficient γ. Under the conditions of
weak coupling (small γ), only lowest order terms will con-
tribute to the tunneling conductance, which corresponds
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FIG. 4. Comparison of measured and calculated de-
cay rate spectra for the dx2−y2 order parameter. a,
The correspondence and anticorrelation between the mea-
sured decay rate spectra (top) and the conductance spec-
tra (bottom). Inset shows the nearly linear anticorrelation
between decay rate and conductance measured on FeSe sur-
face. b, The correspondence and anticorrelation between de-
cay rate and conductance spectra from tight-binding modeling
with a sign-changing order parameter, closely reminiscent to
the measurements in a. c, Asymmetry of decay rate spectra
manifested by comparison between the decay rate spectrum
measured at 42 µS (orange) and its symmetrized form (blue)
(top panel). Bottom panel shows the asymmetry of the con-
ductance spectra as a function of the tunneling conductance.
The asymmetry is registered as relative increase of the den-
sity of states below Fermi level at energies outside the su-
perconducting gap, and oppositely, a relative decrease of the
density of states within the superconducting gap region. d,
Tight-binding modeling that qualitatively reproduces all the
asymmetries observed experimentally, both in the decay rate
and conductance spectra.

to single electron tunneling (∝ γ) and two-particle An-
dreev reflection (∝ γ2) in normal and superconducting
states, respectively. However, when the tunneling cou-
pling increases, the value of higher-order Andreev reflec-
tion terms (e.g. ∝ γ4) become non-negligible, and this is
directly reflected in the value of κ/κN increasing beyond
2.

For a sign-changing d-wave order parameter with a
nodal gap, TAR spectroscopy is qualitatively different
from that of the isotropic s-wave (Fig. 1c,e). The nodal
quasiparticle tunneling completely suppresses lowest-
order Andreev reflection, which is seen as κ/κN = 1
across the gap at γ = 0.1 (Fig. 1e). This process occurs
because Andreev reflection decays twice as fast as single-

particle tunneling, leaving the latter channel dominant
at small tunneling conductance. However, the contribu-
tion of higher-order Andreev reflection still emerges with
increased tunneling conductance. Indeed, κ/κN becomes
enhanced in the middle of the gap and again suppressed
at the edges (Fig. 1e,g). The net result is a central peak
structure with height rapidly increasing with increased
tunneling conductance. Therefore the combination of
lowest- and higher-order Andreev reflection phenomena
accessible in tunneling junctions, complementary to the
traditional conductance spectroscopy, enables a consider-
ably robust test for both the superconductivity itself and
the existence of a nodal structure in the superconducting
gap.

Figure 2a shows the schematic of the TAR experiment
applied to FeSe. The transparency of the contact is con-
trolled by varying the separation between the metal tip
and atomically flat FeSe surface (Fig. 2b). The κ/κN
spectra are obtained from z-dependent tunneling spec-
tra of the superconducting gap (Fig. 1c) as described in
[53]. There are two questions posed for TAR: (1) does
κ/κN deviate from a value of 1 across the gap; and (2)
are there signatures of the higher-order Andreev reflec-
tion beyond some value of tunneling conductance? Note
that the crossover value of tunneling conductance that
separates lowest- and higher-order regimes of Andreev
reflection is not known a priori. The crossover value shall
depend on the exact tip configuration that has substan-
tial variability across experiments, not in small part due
to largely unavoidable interactions with the chalcogenide
layer at close proximity.

Figure 2d shows the decay rate spectroscopy for the
range of tunneling conductance up to 0.5 µS (measured
at 4.5 mV bias). As seen in Fig. 2d, κ/κN maintains
a value of 1 across the whole gap within the statistical
uncertainty (The error bars were obtained from Bayesian
fitting of the 2nd-order polynomial to the z-dependence
of dI/dV ). This result is qualitatively different from
plateau of ∼2 observed in a conventional superconductor
(Fig. 1d) [53]. Suppression of Andreev reflection in the
tunneling regime already indicates the high likelihood of
a sign-changing gap structure, much more directly than
the shape of the tunneling spectroscopy itself.

Meanwhile, extending the measurements to 2-3 µS be-
gins to notably grow κ/κN in the middle of the gap,
developing a peak-like structure with pronounced shoul-
ders and a maximum observed value of about 1.6 in the
middle of the gap (Fig. 3a,b). The experimental spec-
tra of higher-order Andreev reflection exhibit some ex-
pected amount of experimental variability but maintain
their overall shape, as shown in Fig. S1. Already at this
stage, we can make a direct comparison to the results
of tight-binding modeling with the sign-changing order
parameter symmetries for FeSe (Fig. S3), specifically the
extended s-wave shown in Fig. 3c and nodal d-wave in
Fig. 3d, calculated for two-pocket Fermi surface consis-
tent with FeSe.

The Fermi surface of FeSe constitutes hole Fermi pock-
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ets at Γ point, and electron Fermi pockets at M point
[12, 58, 59] (Fig. S2). For both order parameters, An-
dreev reflection is suppressed at small tunneling conduc-
tance (yellow lines in Fig. 3c,d), in close agreement with
Fig. 2d. Notably, this is also true for the fully gapped
s± order parameter, where the nodal lines do not inter-
sect Fermi surface pockets. The Andreev signal, in this
case, is suppressed because of destructive interference
between opposite-signed pockets of the Fermi surface -
which is uniquely probed by TAR. Meanwhile, calcula-
tions for both s± and d-wave exhibit higher-order An-
dreev reflection, albeit with a different spectral signature.
The experimental signal in Fig. 3b exhibits a peak-and-
shoulder structure concentrated around the middle of the
gap, similar to the sign-changing d-wave order parame-
ter in 3d. The extended s-wave in Fig. 3c exhibits larger
κ/κN across the full width of the superconducting gap
and even slight enhancement at the gap edges. It is worth
noting that the average gap is zero when integrated in the
Fermi surface for dx2−y2 order, i.e, 〈∆dx2−y2 (k)〉FS = 0,

whereas 〈∆s±(k)〉FS 6= 0 for s± order. For the transport
setup of our tight-binding modeling, this gap average de-
termines the behavior of κ/κN , accounting for the dif-
ferences between the two orders. Comparison with other
superconducting orders is included in the supplemental
information (Fig. S4).

Two additional characteristics of the higher-order An-
dreev reflection allow us to establish further agreement
between modeling and experiment, and also to directly
infer the existence of a two-gap superconducting struc-
ture. It is clear from the modeling results in Figs. 1, 3
and Fig. S4 that κ/κN is reduced below 1, i.e. tunneling
conductance is resonantly enhanced, at the edges of the
superconducting gap, including each gap of the multigap
structure. Although this effect is necessarily broadened
by lifetime and thermal effects, we directly observed it
in decay rate spectroscopy on Pb(110) surface [53]. In
the case of FeSe, depending on specific imaging condi-
tions and particularly at large tunneling conductance,
the conductance spectra clearly manifest the inner-gap
structure, with gap positions at ±1.1 meV (Fig. 4a, or-
ange curve). The energy of the inner gap is consistent
with previously published results [46]. For the tunneling
conditions corresponding to these spectra, the shoulder
structure of higher-order Andreev reflection from Fig. 3b
becomes more pronounced, with now three clear peaks in
κ/κN within ±2.5 meV range. Moreover, the dips sep-
arating these peaks coincide within measurement accu-
racy with the peaks in the dI/dV spectrum in near exact
similarity with the simulated results shown in Fig. 4b.
The experimentally observed resonant enhancement at
the gap edges is less pronounced than in the calculations,
which is natural considering the broadening effects. How-
ever, the observation directly points toward a two-gap
structure of the superconducting gap, confirming both
earlier results and providing another point of agreement
to ascertain the origins of experimentally measured κ/κN
to be higher-order Andreev reflection.

FIG. 5. Tunneling Andreev reflection of topologi-
cal defects on FeSe. Conductance spectra (a,c) and their
corresponding decay rate spectra (b,d) acquired at the cen-
ter of the superconducting vortex (a,b) and the nematic twin
boundary (c,d). κ/κN spectra show no significant deviation
from unity for both vortex and twin boundary, with a pos-
sible expectation of slightly asymmetric feature at the vor-
tex. Insets of b,d show correspondingly the colormaps of the
decay-rate spectra (left) and the representative STM images
of the surface areas of FeSe containing the topological defects
(right)(imaging setpoint bias = -2.5 mV, I = 100 pA for b;
bias = -10 mV, I = 50 pA for d). The range of tunnel-
ing conductance probed for both entities is comparable to or
even exceeding that for bare surface in Fig. 3b.

Another property of the decay rate spectra is the asym-
metry around Fermi level, frequently observed in the ex-
periment as shown in Fig. 4c (orange line). In particular,
κ/κN outside of the superconducting gap (larger than 2.5
meV energy) is higher at energies above the Fermi level
than below. This effect can be numerically confirmed by
symmetrizing the measured dI/dV around Fermi level
prior to calculating κ/κN , resulting in the blue line in
Fig. 4c. Note that the overall peak structure is not
strongly affected. Fig. 4c bottom panel also shows the
asymmetric part of the dI/dV spectrum around Fermi
level, which gives rise to the asymmetry in κ/κN . The
asymmetry is also observed in tight-binding simulations
(Fig. 4d). Here, the asymmetry of κ/κN directly stems
from the asymmetry of the electronic structure in the nor-
mal state. Interestingly, this asymmetry in the spectra is
manifested more strongly closer to the contact. This be-
havior can be readily rationalized from the perturbative
point of view, where a small asymmetry in a low-order
process α(ω)/α(−ω) ≈ 1− ε becomes stronger for higher
order processes α(ω)N/α(−ω)N ≈ 1−Nε.

The above measurements all provide strong new ev-
idence for the unconventional sign-changing supercon-
ducting order parameter in FeSe with two gaps around
1.1 and 2.5 meV energies, one in the Γ pocket and
one in the M pocket. Moreover, TAR spectroscopy is
more consistent with dx2−y2 order parameter symmetry,
rather than s± within the accuracy of present measure-
ments and transport modeling. Reducing the broadening
effects, for example, by measurements at progressively
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lower temperatures will help make this distinction even
more clear in the future (Fig. S5).

We now apply the above methodology to two kinds
of topological defects that are characteristic of supercon-
ducting FeSe - an Abrikosov vortex and a nematic twin
boundary (Fig. 5). Because TAR relies on properties
of the atomic-scale junction, it is uniquely poised to ex-
plore spatially inhomogenous and/or localized supercon-
ductivity. Since the superconducting order parameter is
suppressed in the vortex center, the ansatz for κ/κN is
that its value stays close to 1, indicating weak energy
dependence of normal tunneling in the ±2 meV window
around the Fermi level. The experimental decay rate
spectra across the range of tunneling conductance com-
parable to Fig. 2 and 3 indeed reveal a value that is very
close to unity (Fig. 5b). This observation is even more re-
assuring since the vortex-bound state is clearly observed
in the dI/dV spectra (Fig. 5a), which is perhaps respon-
sible for the slight modulation of κ/κN around Fermi
level. For reference, the spectra of the normal state FeSe
above the superconducting gap reveal hardly any features
(Fig. S1d), further ascertaining that the tunneling regime
itself is robust in the probed range and the analysis is
largely free from numerical artifacts.

Interestingly, the spectra taken above the nematic
twin boundaries likewise reveal no significant deviation of
κ/κN from unity across the whole energy range of the su-
perconducting gap (Fig. 5d). The role of twin boundaries
in modulating the superconductivity of FeSe is another
somewhat controversial point. From prior STM measure-
ments, it is known that the twin boundaries exhibit a gap
structure that is narrower than the FeSe gap value of±2.5
meV, and this is also clearly seen in our dI/dV spectra
in Fig. 5c. It was suggested that superconductivity is
therefore reduced, but still present along the boundaries
[54] and may even be used as evidence of time-reversal
symmetry breaking order parameter [55]. However, given
our results from TAR, we propose that superconductivity
is completely suppressed at the twin boundary, at least
above our measurement temperature of 1.2 K. Indeed,
there is no signature of lowest- or higher-order Andreev
reflection in the spectra in Fig. 5d, which is dramatically
different from the properties of the adjacent FeSe regions.
The twin boundary, therefore, acts as an extended de-
fect, suppressing the unconventional superconducting or-
der in FeSe due to the pair breaking effect. Any type of
local defect that creates momentum scattering will aver-
age out the sign-changing gap in reciprocal space, giving
rise to in-gap modes locally quenching the superconduct-
ing order. This mechanism is analogous to the quench-
ing of superconductivity in conventional superconductors
by magnetic impurities [60]. The question of the origin
of the observed gap in dI/dV spectra on twin bound-
aries (Fig. 5c) remains open for now. One possibility is
that this is the pseudogap in the density of states that
stems from the normal state and is not directly related
to superconductivity [40]. The non-superconducting twin
boundary is also very consistent with the behavior of su-

perconducting vortices in FeSe, which are preferentially
attracted to the boundary [54, 55].

III. CONCLUSIONS

Here we have presented the first measurements of tun-
neling Andreev reflection on FeSe superconductor. The
unique ability to probe both lowest- and higher-order
Andreev reflection processes in tunneling measurements
enables probing the sign-changing multigap structure of
the superconducting order parameter, while simultane-
ously having access to the local density of states from
conductance spectroscopy and atomic-scale resolution.
The lowest-order Andreev reflection is suppressed on
FeSe within the measurement accuracy, while higher-
order processes reveal a characteristic peak-like shape
with pronounced shoulders. Through detailed compar-
ison to tight-binding modeling of the many candidate or-
der parameters, our results provide the first direct mea-
surement of the sign-changing nature of the supercon-
ducting order parameter with atomic spatial resolution.
Meanwhile, the twin boundary exhibits no detectable
Andreev reflection, demonstrating the completely sup-
pressed superconductivity along the boundary above the
lowest measurement temperature of 1.2 K. The observa-
tion implies that the twin boundary can be considered as
a narrow geometric region of metallic conductance, act-
ing as an intrinsic Josephson junction coupling adjacent
regions of superconducting FeSe.

The measurements provide additional evidence to
probe the fundamental origins of superconducting pair-
ing in FeSe, and set the stage for quantitative micro-
scopic characterization of the phase diagram of FeSe as a
function of doping and Te substitution. Furthermore, by
taking advantage of the tunability of tunneling coupling,
the methodology of TAR enables new insight into pair-
ing mechanisms of unconventional superconductors and
is likely to provide valuable insight into the properties of
emerging quantum materials, including exotic supercon-
ductivity for quantum information science.

IV. METHODS

The experiments were performed in a SPECS JT-STM
operated under ultrahigh vacuum condition (< 10−10

mbar) and base temperature of 1.2 K. The STM tips
were confirmed to be metallic on the Cu(111) single crys-
tal, and further conditioned by pulsing and soft crashes if
necessary. FeSe surfaces were prepared by cleaving single
crystals in high vacuum (∼10−8 mbar) and immediately
transferring them to ultrahigh vacuum conditions. The
spectra of differential tunneling conductance, dI/dV ,
were obtained by conventional lock-in amplifier method
with modulation voltage 50 ∼ 80 µV and modulation fre-
quency 735 Hz. The decay constant κ was measured by
taking dI/dV spectra for varying tip height z and then
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numerically differentiate to attain κ = 1
dI/dV ·

d(dI/dV )
dz ,

following procedures described prior [53].
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