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The pairing mechanism behind the monolayer FeSe is one essential question for iron-based superconductors.
In this work, we show the sublattice degree of freedoms of monolayer FeSe plays a special role in its pairing
properties, namely the sublattice dichotomy. The high-quality monolayer FeSe samples with atomic flat 1 × 1
topography on the SrTiO3(001) substrates are grown by MBE. By comparing the tunneling spectra at α and β Fe
sublattices, we find the coherence peak of α-Fe at the inner gap +Vi is higher than β-Fe while the coherence peak
of β-Fe at −Vi is higher than α-Fe with a similar amount. We also observed a reversed effect at the outer gap
±Vo. We propose the η-pairing mechanism between k and −k + Q is the key mechanism for this unconventional
sublattice dichotomy effect.

Monolayer FeSe grown on SrTiO3 (001) is one unique iron-
based high-temperature superconductor, whose superconduct-
ing transition temperature Tc about 50 ∼ 65K is greatly larger
than its bulk value 9 K [1–7]. Since it was discovered in 2012
[1], tremendous efforts have been spent on reproducing, ana-
lyzing and generalizing this unexpected finding [8–20]. How-
ever, owing to the sample quality and limited characterization
tools, the understanding of the physical properties of mono-
layer FeSe, especially their superconducting nature, remains
controversial. For example, the monolayer FeSe only con-
tains Fermi surfaces (FSs) around the Brillouin zone corner
while the common iron superconductors have another group
of Γ hole pockets [8–12]. Hence, whether the superconduct-
ing features deviate from other iron-based superconductors is
widely debated.

On the other hand, owing to the special structure of iron-
based superconductors, they have two Fe sublattices α-Fe
and β-Fe as illustrated in Fig.1(a), which provide another de-
gree of freedom among other high-temperature superconduc-
tors. The inversion symmetry sitting at the center of the Fe-
Se square (indicated in Fig.1(a)) links these two sublattices,
making their identical physical properties. However, for the
monolayer FeSe on SrTiO3(001), the distances between the
Se+-Fe plane and the Se -Fe plane become asymmetric due to
interface coupling [21, 22]. This fact leads to two inequiva-
lent Fe sublattices α and β. In this work, we carry out a sys-
tematic investigation of atomically flat monolayer FeSe using
high-resolution scanning tunneling microscopy/spectroscopy
(STM/STS). We find the tunneling spectra of α-Fe and β-
Fe are significantly different, resulting in the sublattice di-
chotomy as illustrated in Fig.1(b). More specifically, mono-
layer FeSe is one two-band system with two superconducting
gaps ∆i and ∆o. We find that the coherence peak at −∆i for α-

Fe is lower than β-Fe while the coherence peak at +∆i for α-
Fe is higher than β-Fe. This unconventional behavior deeply
relates to the unconventional pairing property of monolayer
FeSe.

Our experiments were carried out in a Createc ultrahigh
vacuum low-temperature STM system equipped with a molec-
ular beam epitaxy (MBE) chamber. The base pressure is
better than 1.0 × 10−10 Torr. The Nb-doped SrTiO3(001)
(0.05 wt.%) substrates were annealed above 1000 ◦C to ob-
tain dual-TiO2−δ-termination. FeSe films were then grown by
co-evaporating high-purity Fe (99.995%) and Se (99.999 %)
from standard Knudsen cells at a substrate temperature of 380
◦C. The K-cell temperatures of Fe and Se were 1010 ◦C and
85 ◦C, respectively, corresponding to a deposition rate of ∼
0.02 monolayer per minute. At last, the samples were an-
nealed at ∼ 450 ◦C for 1 hour to remove excess Se atoms.
All STM measurements were performed in a constant current
mode (tunneling current set point It = 500 pA) under liquid
Helium cooling (LHe, at 4.8 K), with a polycrystalline PtIr
tip and the bias voltage (Vs) applied to the sample. The dif-
ferential conductance dI/dV spectra, characterizing the local
density of states around the Fermi level, are measured by dis-
abling the feedback circuit, sweeping the sample voltage Vs,
and then extracting the differential tunneling current dI/dV us-
ing a standard lock-in technique with a small bias modulation
(∼1% of the sweeping range) at 937 Hz. The FeSe/STO films
were in-situ transferred to the angle-resolved photoemission
spectroscopy (AREPS) chamber and measured under an ul-
trahigh vacuum below 1.5 × 10−10 mbar. Data were collected
using a DA30 analyzer and Scienta VUV 5050 helium lamp at
80 K. The energy and angular resolutions were set to 10 meV
and 0.2◦, respectively.

To show the sample quality, we performed the bias-
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the lattice of monolayer FeSe showing two
inequivalent α-Fe and β-Fe sublattices. The red and blue balls belong
to α-Fe and β-Fe respectively. The green dot indicates the position of
the inversion operator for the bulk FeSe. The in-plane lattice constant
a0 is equal to that of SrTiO3(001) surface ∼ 3.89 Å. (b) Schematic
tunneling spectra in α-Fe and β-Fe sublattices show the sublattice di-
chotomy. (c) The Fermi surface represented by the photoemission
intensity map at the Fermi energy at 80 K. The intensity was inte-
grated over a window (EF - 25 meV, EF + 15 meV). The map is
obtained by mirroring the data around Mx and My with respect to the
Γ-X direction.

dependent atomic resolution topography measurement of
monolayer FeSe, as plotted in Figs.2 (a) and (b). Fig.2 (a)
shows the atomic resolution topography of the monolayer
FeSe taken at a sample bias Vs= 80 meV, presenting the top
layer Se(001) surface. The fast Fourier transformed (FFT)
images as inserted show exclusively (1 × 1) Bragg spots, in-
stead of the ubiquitous (2 × 1) orders observed in previous
reports [1, 13]. The sharp qa and qb Bragg spots give equal
in-plane lattice constants of 3.89 Å instead of the bulk FeSe
3.78 [23], which shows FeSe monolayer is fully strained to
the SrTiO3(001). With the lattice of monolayer FeSe lattice
superimposed, we define the sublattice Fe in the bottom-layer
Se−-[100]-row (top-layer Se+-[010]-row) as α-Fe and another
as β-Fe. As shown in Fig.2(b) at Vs= -50 meV, the density
of states from Fe sites increases with decreasing bias. Corre-
spondingly, the qx and qy Bragg spots become intense while
the qa and qb Bragg spots remain sharp. Hence, we can iden-
tify the position of Fe-sites, as shown from the zoom-in topog-
raphy measurement in Fig.2(b) lower inset. This high-quality
sample and the atomic resolution topography are the founda-
tion for exploring the intrinsic superconducting properties of
the monolayer FeSe.

After obtaining the high-quality FeSe sample, it is better
to extract the electronic structure information. We perform
an ARPES measurement on our sample. We integrate over
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FIG. 2. (a) and (b) Bias-dependent atomic resolution topography
of monolayer FeSe, with the corresponding FFT patterns inserted
showing exclusive (1×1) periodicity. The superimposed red and blue
balls mark α-Fe and β-Fe sites respectively, and dark and light orange
balls mark upper-Se and bottom-Se sites, respectively. (c) Large-
bias tunneling spectra taken at the four Fe/Se atom positions labeled
in the inset, with the deduced electronic bands, in combination with
ARPES results, plotted in the upper panel. The spectra are offset
for clarity, with horizontal dashed lines indicating zero conductance.
(d) Small-bias dI/dV tunneling spectra taken at the same positions of
(c). The vertical dashed lines in (d) are eye guides for the coherence
peaks ±Vi for inner gap at ± 10 meV. Setpoint: (a) Vs =80 mV; (b)
Vs =-50 mV; (c) Vs = 500 mV; and (d) Vs = 50 mV.

the intensity in the window (EF-25 meV, EF +15 meV) and
obtain the Fermi surfaces (FSs) in Fig.1(c). There are two
overlapping FSs around the Brillouin zone (BZ) corner while
the Γ hole pocket is missing. This observation is consistent
with previous work [8–12]. Additionally, we link the tun-
neling spectrums with electronic structures in Fig.2(c). The
top panel illustrates the electronic dispersions around EF and
the bottom panel summarizes the typical large-bias tunneling
spectra taken at the four Fe/Se atom positions labeled in the
inset. The dI/dV spectra show relatively low tunneling con-
ductance around EF ranging from -50 meV to 60 meV (in-
ferred as δ). The spectra upturn around -90 meV belongs
to the σ band and the high-energy one above 100 meV be-
longs to the λ band. The hump below -300 meV comes from
the eg ξ band. Hence, our measurements agree well with the
band structure disclosed by ARPES and previous reports [9–
12]. Then, we can move to the small-bias spectra within the
range ±30 meV plotted in Fig.2 (d). The tunneling spectra
present the standard dual-gap structures with the inner coher-
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FIG. 3. (a) Atomic resolution topography of the monolayer FeSe on the SrTiO3(001) surface (Vs = -50 mV), with the schematic of Fe
sites overlaid. We take line cuts #1, #2 along the α-Fe-[100] and the line cut #3 along β-Fe-[100] rows. (b) Mosaic plots of Z(r,Vi) =
g(r,+Vi)/g(r,−Vi) of Fe sites as depicted in (a). Z(r,Vi) > 1 for most α-Fe and Z(r,Vi) < 1 for most β-Fe. (c) Normalized tunneling spectra
dI/dV (Vs = 50 mV) taken along the α-Fe-[100] and β-Fe-[100] rows highlighted in (a). (d) Topographic image (Vs = -50 mV) and bias-
dependent dI/dV mapping images of the same region. We can see the α-Fes are more bright in -30 meV and -15 meV while the β-Fes are more
bright in 30 meV and 15 meV. This phenomenon is inverse in (b).

ence peak ± Vi around ± 10 meV and the outer coherence
peaks ± Vo around ± 15 meV, which are also consistent with
previous works [1, 13, 14, 24]. Interestingly, all the tunneling
spectra show strong particle-hole asymmetry, which can be
categorized into α-Fe and Se group and β-Fe and Se+ group.

Furthermore, we performed detailed low-energy tunneling
measurements on each Fe atom. The normalized tunnel-
ing spectra within ±30 meV along the three cuts marked in
Fig.3(a) are plotted in Fig.3(c). We first look at the α-Fe-[100]
along the yellow dashed-line cut-1 (left panel in Fig.3(c)).
These tunneling spectra are almost homogeneous, which fur-
ther proves the high sample quality. We can see the ± Vi co-
herence peaks remain constant around 10 meV while the ±

Vo coherence peaks vary around ± (15-17) meV. The outer
gap variation is from the local electronic structure inhomo-
geneity owing to the SrTiO3 substrate. On the other hand, the
inner peak is closer to the Fermi energy resulting in a rela-
tively small gap variation. One special point we need to men-
tion here is that the tunneling spectra are obviously particle-
hole asymmetric. Especially, the inner gap coherence peak is
much higher on the electron side +Vi. We also take another
tunneling scan of the α-Fe-[100] along the yellow dashed-line
cut-2, as shown in the middle panel. The spectra show similar
behaviors. The electron side +Vi of the inner coherence peak
is still higher than the hole side -Vi.

Then, we move to the β-Fe-[100]. We also obtain homoge-
neous tunneling spectra for β-Fe along the green cut-3 in the
right panel. A similar two-gap feature remains for the β-Fe
sites with the inner coherence peaks still around ± Vi and the
outer coherence peaks around ± Vo. The gap variation for the

inner coherence peak retains small as in α-Fe. Surprisingly, a
new feature emerged from the asymmetric tunneling spectra at
± Vi. For the β-Fe sites, the electron side -Vi of the inner co-
herence peaks become higher than the hole side +Vi. Hence,
the tunneling spectra for the α-Fe and β-Fe are completely
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different, resulting in a sublattice dichotomy for the tunneling
spectra. To further demonstrate this feature, we take a com-
plete scan of the area in Fig.3(a) for the statistics. We define a
ratio of coherence peak intensity Z(r,V) = g(r,V)/g(r,−V) at
V = Vi, where g(r,V) is the normalized conductance dI/dV .
The ratios Z(r,Vi) at Vi = 10 meV are plotted in Fig.3(b). For
the α-Fe, we can see Z(r,Vi) is larger than 1 while Z(r,Vi) < 1
for β-Fe. This particle-hole intensity switching behavior at
±Vi is the sublattice dichotomy defined in Fig.1(b). On the
other hand, the widening ±Vo coherence peaks range within
±(15-17) meV resulting in large errors in Z(r,Vo). Hence, we
try another strategy using dI/dV mapping at bias beyond Vi to
show the sublattice dichotomy further. Fig. 3 (d) summarizes
the topography and the g(r,V) mapping images at Vs = ±15
mV and ±30 mV. The α-Fe-[100] rows consistently show a
lower intensity at the hole side and a higher intensity at the
electron side. Again the β-Fe-[100] rows consistently show
the exactly reversed contrast. That is, the sublattice difference
around ±Vo maintains within (15-30) meV is exactly inverse
to that at ±Vi. Therefore, the results shown in Fig. 3 perfectly
present the Fe-sublattice dichotomy illustrated in Fig. 1(b).

Let’s briefly summarize what we find here. Two typical
tunneling spectra α-Fe and β-Fe are plotted in Fig.4 (a). For
the inner coherence peak, the β-Fe has a more pronounced
hole peak at -Vi while the α-Fe has a more pronounced elec-
tron peak at +Vi. On the other hand, the outer coherence peak
shows a reverse behavior at ±Vo. Looking closely at Fig.4 (a),
we can also find the tunneling spectra α-Fe and β-Fe are al-
most dual. More precisely, the +Vi tunneling weight at α-Fe
is almost equal to the -Vi tunneling weight at β-Fe and vice
versa. This unexpected phenomenon points to a highly un-
usual pairing function inside the monolayer FeSe. Normally,
two different sublattices may behave with different gap sizes
in multi-lattice superconductors. This dual effect strongly in-
dicates a new pairing mechanism beyond conventional consid-
eration, which reminds us of the early proposal for η pairing
in iron-based superconductors proposed by Hu in Ref. [25].

Theoretically, it is always convenient to think from 1-Fe
unit cell rather than the 2-Fe unit cell in the original lattice
for the Fe-based superconductors. The BZ corresponding to
1 Fe/cell is twice as large as that of 2 Fe/cell. So we need to
fold Fermi surfaces back into the smaller BZ to obtain the full
Fermi surfaces, as done in Fig.4(c), which is consistent with
the observed FS in Fig.1(c). In a uniform superconducting
phase, the total momentum for the Cooper pairs (modulo a re-
ciprocal lattice vector) should be zero. Normally, one focuses
on the normal pairing between electrons at k and −k as shown
in Fig.4(c). On the other hand, the momentum vector Q =
(π, π) in 1-Fe BZ becomes a reciprocal lattice vector for 2-Fe
unit cell. Hence, besides the normal pairing order parameters
connecting k and −k, the η pairing connecting k and −k + Q
is also a symmetry-allowed pairing channel, as an extension
for the η pairing in Ref. [26, 27]. Considering the Fermi sur-
faces of the monolayer FeSe/SrTiO3 are two electron pockets
separated by Q, the η pairing is actually inter-band pairing.
The inter-band pairing is known to produce the two-gap fea-
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FIG. 4. (a) Two typical tunneling spectra at α and β Fe respectively
showing the sublattice dichotomy effect. (b) The calculated tunneling
DOS at two sites based on the k · p model with both η and normal
pairing. (c) Fermi surface of FeSe and the systematic illustration
of the normal pairing between k ↑,−k ↓. We also differentiate the
two FSs in the 1-Fe unit cell by the dashed lines. (d) Systematic
illustration of the η pairing between k ↑,−k + Q ↓, where Q = (π, π).

ture and the combined action of η pairing and normal pairing
is expected to produce the dichotomy effect [28].

In order to capture the above physics and monolayer FeSe
electronic structure, we follow the k · p model around M point
based on the symmetry [29]. The parameters are adjusted for
the normal state Hamiltonian. Then, we add both η pairing
and normal pairing into the k · p model. The local DOSs at two
sublattice sites are further calculated respectively. The model
details of the model are listed in the Supplemental Material.
The tunneling DOSs for α and β Fe are plotted in Fig.4(b).
Obviously, the simulation including η-pairing confirms the
sublattice dichotomy effect.

In summary, we perform a systematic investigation on the
sublattice degree of freedom of the monolayer FeSe. We
successfully grow the high-quality monolayer FeSe on the
SrTiO3(001) substrates by MBE. Our samples show atomic-
flat topography with 1 × 1 Bragg spots instead of 2 × 1 recon-
struction. The electronic structure of monolayer FeSe is fur-
ther analyzed by ARPES and large-bias tunneling spectra. We
successfully identified two superconducting coherence peaks
at Vi around 10 meV and Vo around 15-17 meV. Interestingly,
by comparing the tunneling spectra at α and β Fe, we find
there are sublattice dichotomy effects. More precisely, the
tunneling peak of α-Fe at +Vi is larger than β-Fe while the
coherence peak of β-Fe at −Vi is also larger than α-Fe with a
similar difference. We also observed a reversed effect at ±Vo.
We propose the η-pairing mechanism between k and −k + Q
is the key mechanism beyond conventional pairing considera-
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