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Recent developments in laser-excited photoemission electron microscopy (laser-PEEM) advance the visualization of

electronic nematicity and nematic domain structures in iron-based superconductors. In FeSe and BaFe2(As0.87P0.13)2

superconductors, it has been reported that the thickness of the electronic nematic domain walls is unexpectedly long,

leading to the formation of mesoscopic nematicity wave [T. Shimojima et al., Science 373 (2021) 1122]. This finding

demonstrates that the nematic coherence length ξnem can be decoupled from the lattice domain wall. Here, we report

that the electronic domain wall thickness shows a distinct variation in related materials: it is similarly long in FeSe0.9S0.1

whereas it is much shorter in undoped BaFe2As2. We find a correlation between the thick domain walls and the non-

Fermi liquid properties of normal-state resistivity above the nematic transition temperature. This suggests that the ne-

matic coherence length can be enhanced by underlying spin-orbital fluctuations responsible for the anomalous transport

properties.

The electronic nematic phase which spontaneously breaks

rotational symmetry has attracted great interest in strongly

correlated materials such as cuprate1–5) and iron-based super-

conductors.6, 7) In iron-based superconductors, the instability

of the nematicity coupled with spin, orbital, and lattice de-

grees of freedom is considered to be closely related to uncon-

ventional superconductivity.8–13) The nematic phase is usually

accompanied by the long-range antiferromagnetic order in

iron pnictides,14) but a pure nematic phase without magnetic

order can be found in iron chalcogenides.15) Near the transi-

tion to the nematic phase, the divergent behaviors of nematic

susceptibility are observed by several experimental probes,16)

indicating the spin/orbital origins of the nematicity. Addition-

ally, the coupling between the electrons and the lattice distorts

the crystal structure from tetragonal to orthorhombic below

the transition temperature Ts. The nematic order can be char-

acterized via two aspects: the anisotropy of the t2g orbitals

(mainly dxz and dyz components) and the lattice distortion

within the iron planes.

These in-plane anisotropies lead to the formation of ne-

matic domains, and the studies of the domain boundaries at

which nematic direction switches are important to discuss the

coherency of such nematicity. The polarized light microscopy

and x-ray diffraction measurements reported the observation

of domain stripes along the tetragonal [100] and [010] direc-

tions, corresponding to two different pairs of lattice distortion

patterns.17) The domain wall thickness of the orthorhombic

lattice measured by the scanning tunneling spectroscopy is

around 5 nm,18) consistent with the correlation length of lat-

tice nematicity measured through soft phonon modes.19) On

the other hand, the real-space imaging of orbital anisotropy

has become possible by laser-PEEM measurements recently,

which reveal that the domain wall thicknesses of orbital ne-

matic orders in FeSe and BaFe2(As0.87P0.13)2 are ∼ 100 times

longer than those of the orthorhombic lattice.20) This exotic

property can give rise to the peculiar real-space structure

called mesoscopic nematicity wave,20) a sinusoidal wave of

the nematic order parameter characterized by a period rang-

ing from 400 to 1300 nm. As depicted in Fig. 1, this nematic-

ity wave forms when the domain size S becomes comparable

to the nematic coherence length ξnem, which is the character-

istic length scale of orbital switching. Here φ is the nematic

order parameter, from which the height D and the interval S

directly defines the period and amplitude of the stripe waves,

with variation over different areas of the sample.

The presence of such a mesoscopic nematicity wave and

the significantly longer coherence length of orbital nematic

order compared to the lattice domain wall thickness suggest

that electronic nematicity can decouple from lattice distor-

tions near domain boundaries. This observation aligns with

the recent results reporting an apparent absence of lattice dis-

tortion in the nematic phase of FeSe thin films.21) To un-

derstand the mesoscopic nematicity wave, some theoretical

proposals have been put forward. One scenario suggests that

electron-electron interactions could greatly enhance the ne-

matic coherence length.20, 22, 23) Another possibility is the for-

mation of an electronic density wave state, such as a surface

smectic state, which might manifest as an apparent thickening

of the domain wall.24) Despite these discussions, the precise

origin of the mesoscopic nematicity wave remains unclear.
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In this study, we use the linear dichroism (LD) by laser-

PEEM25) to visualize the nematic states of two iron-based

superconductors, BaFe2As2 (Ba122), and FeSe0.9S0.1, which

are sister materials of the ones (BaFe2(As0.13P0.87)2 and

FeSe) studied in the previously reported laser-PEEM mea-

surements.20) We employ LD asymmetry (I+ − I−)/(I+ + I−)

to evaluate the LD signal where I+ and I− are the photoe-

mission intensities of linear polarized light perpendicular to

each other. The light source of laser-PEEM is a continuous-

wave laser of 4.66 eV with an incidence normal to the sample

surface. By using this low-energy light source, we only mea-

sure electronic state near the Fermi-level and at the vicinity

of the Brillouin zone center, which is here dominated by the

t2g orbitals.25, 26) The planar shape of these orbitals leads to a

strong suppression of the electron excitation when the light

polarization is normal to the orbital plane.27) We can then vi-

sualize the amplitude of the orbital polarization in real space

by mapping the LD asymmetry. Here, we report that orbital

nematic domains of undoped Ba122 are more like a square

wave rather than a sinusoidal wave as reported in the previ-

ous study of BaFe2(As0.87P0.13)2, and the domain wall thick-

nesses are much shorter in the undoped case. In FeSe0.9S0.1,

however, we find a similarly thick domain wall as the previous

results in FeSe. Comparisons with the transport data above Ts

reveal that this difference in nematic domain wall thicknesses

between Ba122 and FeSe correlates with the power-law expo-

nent of the temperature dependence of resistivity, which is re-

lated to the deviations from the Fermi-liquid properties. These

results point to the importance of spin-orbital fluctuations re-

sponsible for the non-Fermi liquid transport on the coherence

Fig. 1. Schematics of a mesoscopic nematicity wave. The upper panel

sketches the lattice and orbital domains colored by the amplitude of the or-

bital polarization represented by the order parameter φ. The stripes in the

lattice and ellipsoids in the orbital domains represent the orthorhombic a (or

b) direction and dxz (or dyz) dominated state, respectively. The lower panel

simulates the mesoscopic nematicity wave (black line) of the order param-

eter φ. The domain wall (red line) is characterized by the coherence length

ξnem, and the waveform is set by the wall interval S . Here we use ξnem = 450

nm, S = 400 nm, and the height of order parameter D = 1.

length of the electronic nematic order.

Figures 2(a) and (c) show the LD images obtained for the

cleaved surfaces of Ba122 and FeSe0.9S0.1, respectively. In

both cases, clear stripe patterns of LD asymmetry are re-

solved, which signifies the domain structures of the nematic

orbital order below Ts. The LD signal was taken by the dif-
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Fig. 2. LD images in the electronic nematic states of iron-based supercon-

ductors. (a) LD image in BaFe2As2 at 55 K measured by linearly polarized

light along the orthorhombic axes (crossed arrows). (b) Spatial dependence

of normalized order parameter w in BaFe2As2 near a domain boundary. (c)

LD image at 45 K and (d) normalized order parameter for FeSe0.9S0.1. The

data (open circles) in (b) and (d) are obtained by averaging LD signals in the

black square area of (a) and (c) and plotted as a function of the distance along

the arrows in (a) and (c), respectively. Red lines represent fitting results to

Eq. (2) (red lines). The domain walls are highlighted in green shades.
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ference in the photoemission intensities of parallel and per-

pendicular polarized light to the orthorhombic axis. To eval-

uate the domain wall thickness, we analyze the data in areas

where the domain wall interval S is wide enough. We use the

Ginzburg-Landau (GL) theory, in which the free energy of the

system can be written as20)

F =

∫

[aφ(r)2 +
b

2
φ(r)4 + c|∇φ(r)|2]dr, (1)

where φ(r) is the nematic order parameter, the coefficient a is

proportional to T − Ts, and both b and c are positive coeffi-

cients. Near a domain boundary along y direction at x = 0, the

x-dependence of the order parameter is given by

φ(x) = D tanh(x/2rc), (2)

where D =
√
|a|/b, and rc =

√
2c/|a|. Here we define the ne-

matic coherence length ξnem as a characteristic domain wall

thickness ξnem = 2πrc, which corresponds to the distance

between the points where φ(x) changes from ∼ −0.92D to

∼ 0.92D as shown in Fig. 1 (or equivalently, from 0 to

∼ 0.996D).20) We note that the nematic coherence length is

related to the coefficient c in the third term of Eq. (1), which

determines the stiffness of the electronic nematicity. In other

words, when the nematic order parameter is hard to change as

a function of position, the coherence length becomes long.

To analyze the LD images, we have to take into account the

spatial resolution of the PEEM image, which is estimated as

. 92 nm from the analysis using crystal defects.20) The actual

observed LD signal Φ(x) is convoluted by the Gaussian with

the standard deviation σ as

Φ(x) =
1

σ
√
π

∫

φ(x − t) exp

(

− t2

σ2

)

dt, (3)

where φ(x) is the order parameter shown in Fig. 1 and Eq. (2),

and 2σ
√

2 log 2 corresponds to the spatial resolution, which

is the full width at half maximum of the Gaussian. In Fig.

2(b), we plot the spatial dependence of the normalized LD

order parameter w = Φ(x)/D near a domain boundary in

Ba122. In this material, the LD signal changes sign sharply

near the boundary, and the spatial dependence of w can be

fitted nicely with Eq. (3). However, we find that the nematic

coherence length is resolution limited, namely ξnem . 92 nm.

In the previous optical measurements of Ba122 systems, the

reported typical domain size is around a few hundred nm to

a few µm,17, 28, 29) which results in the condition S ≫ ξnem.

Correspondingly, we only observe square-wave-like domain

structures rather than a sinusoidal wave.

In contrast, the LD signal in FeSe0.9S0.1 shows a much

broader change at the boundary as shown in Fig. 2(d). The fit-

ting gives ξnem = 480 nm, which is much longer than the typi-

Table I. Domain wall height D and nematic coherence length ξnem ob-

tained from the LD images and the nematic transition temperatures Ts for

four iron-based superconductors.

D (arb. units) ξnem (nm) Ts (K)

BaFe2As2 0.50 . 92 138

BaFe2(As0.87P0.13)2
20) 0.13 450 93

FeSe20) 0.11 550 90

FeSe0.9S0.1 0.29 480 78

cal lattice domain wall thickness, as previously found in FeSe

and BaFe2(As0.87P0.13)2.20) Combining these results with the

previous work, we summarize the nematic coherence length

ξnem for four iron-based superconductors in Table I. These re-

sults show that the coherence length of electronic nematic or-

der varies in these iron-based superconductors. We note that

the nematic phase accompanies antiferromagnetism in Ba122

systems but not in FeSe-based materials, implying that the or-

der of spin state is not the key parameter for the coherence

length. We also note that the domain wall thickness does not

change significantly as a function of temperature below Ts,
20)

although the simple GL free energy discussion predicts T -

dependent ξnem. This suggests that additional pinning mecha-

nisms may exist in determining the domain structures.

To gain some insights into this unusual material variation

of nematic coherence length, we compare the temperature de-

pendence of resistivity ρ(T ) in these iron-based superconduc-

tors, as shown in Fig. 3(a). The ρ(T ) curves show noticeable

anomalies at Ts, below which the resistivity goes up or down

depending on the competition between changes in the den-

Fig. 3. Comparisons of transport properties in four iron-based supercon-

ductors. (a) Temperature dependence of in-plane resistivity ρ(T ) at zero field

normalized at the value at 200 K. The data for BaFe2(As0.13P0.87)2 is from

Ref.30) and shifted vertically by −0.1 and the data for FeSe is from Ref.31)

and shifted vertically by +0.2 for clarity. The normal-state resistivity curves

above Ts (arrows) are fitted to the power-law dependence ρ0 + AT n (black

lines). (b) Nematic coherence length ξnem obtained in the LD analysis as a

function of the power-law exponent n. The gray shaded area is below the spa-

tial resolution of our measurements.
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sity of states and scattering rate. We fit the data above the

nematic transition Ts to the simple power-law dependence

ρ(T ) = ρ0 + AT n, where ρ0 is the residual resistivity, A is

the coefficient, and n is the temperature exponent. We find

that the exponent n varies strongly in these materials, ranging

from n ∼ 2 expected for the standard Fermi-liquid theory of

metals to n ∼ 1, a hallmark of non-Fermi liquid properties.

Comparisons between this temperature exponent n and ne-

matic coherence length ξnem are indicated in Fig. 3(b), show-

ing a correlation between the non-Fermi liquid properties and

long ξnem values. The results suggest that the source of de-

viations from the Fermi-liquid properties above Ts, which is

most likely spin-orbital fluctuations that are relevant to the ne-

matic ordering at Ts, plays a significant role in enhancing the

coherence length of electronic nematic order.

Recent electron-correlation theories based on Aslamazov-

Larkin vertex corrections22, 23, 32) suggest that the electronic

nematic order can be driven by the multimode interference ef-

fects of spin-orbital fluctuation channels. This highlights the

importance of antiferroic fluctuations in stabilizing the ne-

matic orbital order, in which the dynamic susceptibility χ(q)

is governed by the term (q − Q)−1 where Q is the nesting

vector.22) It would be then expected that when such fluctua-

tions that drive the nematic order are strong enough to give

rise to deviations from the Fermi-liquid behavior, the nematic

order may have high stiffness, which results in a long co-

herence length. Within this framework, the GL coefficients

for the nematic order, a ≡ ȧ(T − Ts) and c in Eq. (1), have

been studied theoretically.23) Here ȧ (> 0) is the temperature

slope of a(T ) at the transition temperature. The GL theory for

Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) superconductors gives the

relations ȧ ∼ N(0)T−1
c and c ∼ N(0)(K/2)−2, where N(0) is

the density of states at the Fermi level, Tc is the critical tem-

perature, and K is the reciprocal vector. For the nematic order,

in contrast, the relations ȧ ≪ N(0)T−1
s and c ≫ N(0)(K/2)−2

can be derived.23) The obtained small ȧ explains the wide ne-

matic critical region and the small specific heat jump at Ts

in iron-based superconductors. The large c coefficient orig-

inates from the good nesting between the hole and electron

Fermi-surface pockets. Therefore, the nematic domain wall

thickness ξnem ∝
√

2c/|a| can become much longer than the

BCS coherence length ξBCS ∼ vF/Tc with the Fermi velocity

vF. Thus, the nematic coherence length can be strongly en-

hanced by the underlying antiferroic fluctuations, which are

related to the Fermi-surface nesting.

Iron-based superconductors exhibit multiband electronic

structures with separated hole and electron Fermi surfaces,

which are connected essentially by Q ≈ (π, π) in the two-Fe

unit-cell notation. However, the details of the nesting proper-

ties and spin-orbital fluctuations depend on several factors,

such as the sizes of hole and electron pockets, the three-

dimensional warping of Fermi surfaces, and the momentum

dependence of orbital components in each Fermi surface.

Therefore, it is nontrivial to predict the nematic coherence

length for each material, and the full understanding of the ob-

served variation in ξnem requires further theoretical studies.

Nevertheless, the present finding of the correlation between

ξnem and the non-Fermi liquid transport supports the above

scenario of the importance of underlying spin-orbital fluctua-

tions on the nematicity stiffness.

In summary, we have presented our laser-PEEM imaging

studies of the electronic nematic domains in iron-based super-

conductors, from which the nematic coherence length ξnem is

evaluated. We find that the domain wall thickness in the elec-

tronic nematic states shows a material variation in iron-based

superconductors, which correlates with the deviations from

the Fermi-liquid properties in the electronic transport above

the nematic transition temperature. This correlation highlights

the relationship between the stiffness of nematic order and

spin-orbital fluctuations. Our results also shed light on the im-

portance of real-space observation with a mesoscopic scale to

understand the quantum liquid crystal states of strongly cor-

related materials.
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N. E. Hussey, T. Watanabe, K. Kindo, and T. Shibauchi: Phys. Rev. X

13 (2023) 011032.

14) R. M. Fernandes, A. V. Chubukov, and J. Schmalian: Nat. Phys. 10

(2014) 97.

15) T. Shibauchi, T. Hanaguri, and Y. Matsuda: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 89 (2020)

102002.

4



J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. LETTERS
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