
Spectroscopic evidence for topological band structure in FeTe0.55Se0.45
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FeTe0.55Se0.45(FTS) occupies a special spot in modern condensed matter physics at the intersec-
tions of electron correlation, topology, and unconventional superconductivity. The bulk electronic
structure of FTS is predicted to be topologically nontrivial due to the band inversion between the
dxz and pz bands along Γ-Z. However, there remain debates in both the authenticity of the Dirac
surface states (DSS) and the experimental deviations of band structure from the theoretical band
inversion picture. Here we resolve these debates through a comprehensive ARPES investigation.
We first observe a persistent DSS independent of kz. Then, by comparing FTS with FeSe which has
no band inversion along Γ-Z, we identify the spectral weight fingerprint of both the presence of the
pz band and the inversion between the dxz and pz bands. Furthermore, we propose a renormaliza-
tion scheme for the band structure under the framework of a tight-binding model preserving crystal
symmetry. Our results highlight the significant influence of correlation on modifying the band struc-
ture and make a strong case for the existence of topological band structure in this unconventional
superconductor.

The iron-based superconductors (IBS) have substan-
tially contributed to our understanding of electron
correlation and unconventional superconductivity[1–10].
More recently, this material system also emerges as one
of the leading platforms for the possible realization of
topological superconductivity[11–19]. Among all pro-
posed topological superconductors in IBS, FTS is the
most investigated system. From density functional the-
ory (DFT) calculations, the topological nature of FTS is
predicted to arise from the inversion between the bulk pz
and dxz bands along Γ-Z[20]. However, unlike weakly
correlated topological materials such as Bi2Te3 where
theoretical predictions are usually reliable[21, 22], ex-
perimental inputs are indispensable for a comprehen-
sive understanding of FTS because of its strong electron
correlation. Scanning tunneling spectroscopy (STS) ex-
periments pioneered in identifying the possible topologi-
cal superconductivity by observing zero-energy peaks at
the vortex centers which were interpreted as Majorana
zero-energy modes[23–27]. However, other STS studies
found that the zero-energy peaks are unexpectedly ab-
sent in some of the vortex cores[26, 28]. In ARPES
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experiments, Zhang et al. first observed a Dirac-cone-
like feature at a single photon energy and interpreted
it as the DSS[29]. Nevertheless, a later experiment re-
ported that this feature only exists at certain photon
energies, and speculated that it might originate from a
bulk band instead of the DSS[30]. More importantly, the
measured kz dispersions[31–33] differ significantly from
DFT predictions[12, 20, 29], with no direct evidence for
either the pz orbital or the band inversion in the bulk
band structure. These observations challenge the claimed
topological superconductivity in FTS. To resolve these
conflicts, we perform systematic ARPES measurements.

We start by assigning the observed features near
the Brillouin zone (BZ) center in FTS to the corre-
sponding electronic states. According to band structure
calculations[20], the states close to Fermi level are Fe dxz,
dyz, dxy, and Se/Te pz. The intensities of the three Fe
t2g orbitals are strongly affected by matrix element ef-
fects near the BZ center[5, 34–38]. Along the Γ-M direc-
tion under p (s) polarization, only the dyz (dxz) orbital
is enhanced while the other t2g orbitals are suppressed
(see supplementary information (SI) sections 1 and 6 for
details). Fig. 1(c) shows a representative ARPES spec-
trum along Γ-M under p polarization at photon energy
hν = 26 eV (the corresponding data under s polarization
are shown in Fig. S1(b)). Similar to the other IBS in the
11 family[5, 35–37], we observe three hole bands near EF .
The outer band (Fig. 1(c), red line) is of dyz character
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FIG. 1. ARPES experimental geometry and band dispersions along Γ-Z. (a) Schematic of the ARPES experimental
geometry. The electric field of s and p polarization are normal and parallel to the beam plane, respectively. (b) Schematic of
the cut geometry along Γ-M . Black solid and dashed lines show 2-Fe and 1-Fe Brillouin zones (BZ), respectively. Orange solid
lines mark two hole-like pockets near the zone center (dyz and dxy bands) and two electron pockets at M . The orange dashed
line marks one hole-like band closely below EF (dxz band). Green and blue patterns show the shapes of dxz and dyz orbitals
projected on the xy-plane, respectively. (c) An representative ARPES spectra along Γ-M at hν = 26 eV with p polarization.
Crosses show the band dispersion extracted from momentum distribution curve (MDC) analysis. Red and purple-orange solid
lines are parabolic fits to the dyz and pz-dxz bands, respectively. Green and blue dashed lines are guides to the eye for the
dxy band and Dirac surface state (DSS), respectively. (d) Photon energy dependence of low energy electronic states. The red
dashed guide to the eye indicates the periodicity of the outer band top along Γ-Z. Inset shows the 3D-BZ and high symmetry
points. (e-f) Schematic of the bulk band dispersion along Γ-Z. The dispersion extracted from (d) and adapted from ref. [20]
are shown in (e) and (f), respectively.

and is only observed under p polarization. The dxy or-
bital produces a flat hole-like band (Fig. 1(c), green line)
with weak intensity, which can be more clearly identified
in the second-energy-derivative spectra (Fig. S1(c), green
dashed line). The inner band is typically identified with
the dxz orbital in 11-family compounds and has weak
(strong) intensity under p (s) polarizations. Surprisingly,
the inner band here (Fig. 1(c), orange-purple line) has
strong intensity under both p and s polarizations, which
we will explain later.

We perform parabolic fits to the in-plane dispersions of
bulk bands obtained from momentum distribution curve
(MDC) analysis (see SI section 2 for details). The ex-
tracted band top positions are plotted in Fig. 1(d) as a
function of photon energy (or kz, with fitted inner poten-

tial V0 ≈ 11.3 eV, see SI section 3 for details). The outer
band top shows periodic oscillations spanning a ∼20 meV
range (red guideline in Fig. 1(d)), while the inner band
shows almost no kz dispersion within measurement un-
certainties, consistent with previous reports[31–33]. Fig.
1(e) and (f) shows the schematic band kz dispersion ex-
tracted from experiments and the DFT calculations in
ref. [20], respectively. Contrary to the DFT calcula-
tions, first glance revealed neither a kz-dispersive pz band
nor band inversion, with an additional inconsistency in
Fermiology. Indeed, the kz dispersion of the inner band
is almost identical to those in other 11-family compounds
without band inversion[39], raising questions on the pre-
dicted topological nature in FTS.

To resolve the discrepancies, in the following, we will
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report three observations unique to FTS to support a
topological band structure: (i) the kz-independent DSS,
(ii) the presence of pz orbital character in the inner band,
and (iii) the orbital character cross-over hinted by the
spectral weight variations.

We first demonstrate the kz-independent DSS. Fig.
2(a1)-(l1) show the zoom-in spectra near EF over a wide
range of photon energies, taken with 6 eV and 7 eV
lasers and synchrotron photons between 15 eV and 32
eV. Our result is consistent with the first report of the
DSS at hν = 7 eV[29], but contains data covering the
entire Γ-Z trajectory. Contrary to the previous photon-
energy-dependence study[30], we find that the DSS fea-
ture persists throughout the photon energy range in Fig.
2(a1)-(l1) in the energy-momentum window indicated by
the blue dashed box (Fig. 2(a1, a2)). The first-energy-
derivative plots in Fig. 2(a2)-(l2) better highlight the
DSS at some photon energies. We note that the DSS
feature exists in a very narrow momentum and energy
window, and consequently requires careful measurements
with optimized measurement alignment, small beam spot
size, and high instrument resolution. Following an ear-
lier study[33], we further perform a quantitative analysis
to confirm the kz-independent DSS signal. We fit MDCs
between -14 meV and EF , and extract the widths of the
MDC peaks associated with the DSS as a function of
energy (see SI section 4 for details). The MDC widths
are expected to reach minimum at the binding energy of
the Dirac point. In Fig. 1(d), we show that the bind-
ing energy of the Dirac point stays fixed as a function
of photon energy, despite the ∼ 20 meV kz dispersion of
the dyz band. This confirms the 2D nature of the DSS.
Above 32 eV, the DSS signal becomes hard to identify
because of the deteriorated in-plane momentum resolu-
tion and a potential matrix element suppression of the
pz atomic orbital component (to be discussed below)[40].
Nevertheless, the photon energy range presented here is
large enough to cover the entire Γ-Z range (Fig. 1(d)).
Therefore, our data supports the DSS interpretation and
exclude the possibility that the Dirac-cone-like disper-
sion comes from the subtle bulk-band crossing at specific
kz[30].

Having confirmed the existence of DSS, we now look for
its bulk correspondence by first searching for the evidence
of the pz orbital that participates in the band inversion
with the dxz. In Fig. 3, we compare the spectra of FTS
with those of FeSe, a closely related compound predicted
to have no band inversion along Γ-Z[20]. Fig. 3(a-e) and
Fig. 3(g-i) show spectra of FTS and FeSe along the Γ-M
direction at different photon energies, respectively. We
first compare the band intensity as a function of in-plane
momentum (k∥). Along the Γ-M direction under p polar-
ization, the matrix element of the dxz is suppressed near
k∥ = 0, while the matrix elements of dyz and pz orbitals
remain large (Fig. S10, S12). Experimentally, we indeed
find that the inner band of FeSe, whose orbital character
is dominantly dxz without considering the SOC[39], has
suppressed intensity near the inner band top (k∥ = 0)

(Fig. 3(g-i)). In contrast, the inner band of FTS shows
maximal intensity at k∥ = 0 (Fig. 3(a-e)). This indicates
the presence of either the dyz or the pz orbital component
near the inner band top.

To better understand this orbital component, we fur-
ther look into the spectral weight contrast between the
inner and outer bands. We quantify the contrast by defin-
ing the spectral weight ratio (SWR) as the ratio between
the average intensities in region 2 (orange bar in Fig. 3(a)
sampling the inner band) and region 1 (red bars in Fig.
3(a) sampling the outer band, see SI section 5 for details).
The SWRs for the Γ-M cut are plotted in Fig. 3(j) as
a function of photon energy (see Fig. S6 and S8 for the
raw spectra). For FeSe, the SWR remains almost con-
stant with tiny modulations. This behavior is expected
because the dominant orbital components for the inner
and outer bands in FeSe are dxz and dyz, respectively[39],
and the matrix element ratio between these two orbital
components is roughly photon-energy independent (Fig.
S10). In contrast, the SWR for FTS shows strong and
intricate modulations, echoing the in-plane intensity dis-
tribution anomaly and consistent with the kz-dependent
mixing of either the dyz or the pz orbital components in
the inner dxz band. In the case of dyz mixing with dxz,
the SWR modulation is only expected in the data col-
lected along the Γ-M but not the Γ-X direction, because
these two orbitals have the similar matrix elements along
Γ-X as required by symmetry (Fig. S5(d), also see SI
section 5 for details). However, we also observe a similar
SWR modulation in data taken along Γ-X (see SI sec-
tion 5 for details). Therefore, the SWR modulations can
only arise from the hybridization between the dxz and
pz orbitals near the inner band top. The contrasting be-
haviors in FeSe and FTS highlight the importance of the
Te 5pz orbital: it introduces strong inter-layer hopping
and brings the pz dispersion across the Fe t2g bands[20],
eventually leading to a significant mixing of the pz orbital
character into the inner Fe dxz band.

Having established the pz orbital component, we now
further look for evidence of dxz-pz orbital character
crossover near the inner band top as a function of kz
– a natural consequence of the bulk band inversion. The
SWR in FTS in Fig. 3(j) can be understood as a product
of two effects: an oscillatory behavior by the orbital char-
acter change (grey guide to the eye) and an anomalous
depression of the photoemission matrix element near 40
eV (purple shaded area). The overall oscillatory behav-
ior suggests that the spectral weight of the inner band
reaches the maximum at Z and the minimum at Γ. This
implies a dxz-pz crossover of the orbital character going
from Γ to Z at the inner band top since the pz orbital has
a much larger photoemission matrix element than that
of the dxz orbital under p polarization. On the other
hand, the anomalous suppression can be attributed to
the matrix element effect. To show this, we calculate
the photoemission dipole matrix element approximately
using free-electron plane-wave states as final states and
hydrogen-like wave functions as initial states (see SI sec-
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FIG. 2. Dirac surface state (DSS) at different photon energies. (a1-l1) ARPES spectra over a wide range of photon
energies. (a2-l2) The first-energy-derivative spectra in a1-l1. Blue dashed boxes indicate the energy-momentum window
containing the DSS signal. 6-7 eV spectra are taken with lasers. 15-25 eV and 26-32 eV spectra are taken with synchrotron
light source at two complementary beamlines. All cuts go through BZ center.

tion 6.1 for details)[41–43]. The calculated matrix ele-
ments of the dxz and pz orbitals are further normalized by
that of the dyz orbitals for direct comparison with SWR
(Fig. S11). We observe a strong atomic photoemission
matrix element suppression of the pz orbital around 40
eV, consistent with the experimental data. However, we
cautiously note that such matrix element suppression is
sensitive to the approximations of wave functions for the
initial and final states (see SI section 6 for detailed dis-
cussion). Nevertheless, the novel spectral weight in FTS,
highlights the existence of pz orbital, and furthermore,
serves as a strong hint for the dxz-pz orbital character
crossover.

We remark that a related spectral weight modulation
of the dxz orbital in the inner band under the s polar-
ization has been reported in Ref. [33] with a similar
kz periodicity in support of band inversion. However,
our comprehensive data here reveal the more critical and
unconventional elements in FeSCs, the pz orbital com-
ponent under the p polarization, and present a complete
picture with more convincing experimental evidence indi-
cating the inversion between the pz and dxz bands by (i)
the identification of the pz orbital and exclusion of other
mixing possibilities in FTS, (ii) the expected absense of
such pz orbital in the control experiment of FeSe, (iii) the
observation of SWR modulation further supporting the
dxz and pz band crossing along the Γ-Z direction, and
(iv) the persistent DSS required by a non-trivial topo-
logical band structure.

With a confirmed topological band structure, we fi-
nally show a picture to reconcile the discrepancy between
Fig. 1(e) and (f) under the framework of a tight-binding
model preserving crystal symmetry (see SI section 7 for
details). Starting from the band structure calculated by
the DFT (Fig. 4(a)), we make adjustments in two steps:
(i) renormalize the d bands by a factor of 3 with respect
to the experimental EF in accordance with the in-plane

dispersion[4, 5, 37, 48] (Fig. 4(b)); (ii) increase the dxz-
pz SOC strength as a phenomenological factor to further
capture the many-body interactions (Fig. 4(c)). See SI
section 7 for details. It is worth noting that a quanti-
tative reproduction of experimental observations further
requires a EF that locates in the gap between the dxz
and pz bands (Fig. 4(d)), and a reduction of energy sep-
aration between the dyz and dxz bands. We note that
the relative position of the hole-like band with respect
to the Fermi-level also varies in literature[20, 29]. The
origin of this discrepancy remains an ongoing research
topic, with strong correlations and Mott transition effects
as potential candidates[49–51]. Nevertheless, our picture
vividly highlights the critical role of strong correlation
in the realization of an overall topologically non-trivial
band character by dramatically renormalizing the DFT
predictions. This greatly reduces the energy scale and
ensures the proximity of the inverted band gap to the
EF for topological physics to be relevant.

In conclusion, we provide a strong case for a topolog-
ical band structure in FeTe0.55Se0.45 by systematically
analyzing the band dispersion and spectral weight. Our
picture reconciles the discrepancy between the calculated
band structure and experimental observations by neces-
sary many-body renormalizations and provides a baseline
for the further pursuit of topological physics in this sys-
tem.

Experimental methods. FTS samples were grown
by flux method[46]. Magnetic susceptibility measure-
ments show superconducting transition at 14 K, in agree-
ment with the previous report[29]. The FTS data at 6
eV and 7 eV photon energies were collected using laser
APRES systems at Stanford University, with Scienta
R4000 and R8000 analyzers, respectively. The energy
resolution was 5 meV (3 meV) and the measurement tem-
perature was 20 K (16 K) for the 6 eV (7 eV) experiments.
FTS data between 15 eV and 25 eV data were collected
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FIG. 3. Spectral weight modulation in FTS. (a-e) FTS spectra taken at hν = (a) 26 eV, (b) 44 eV, (c) 52 eV, (d) 58 eV,
(e) 70 eV, respectively. The red and orange bars in (a) indicate region 1 and region 2 in spectral weight analysis, respectively.
(f) Correspondence between photon energy and kz for FTS. Red dots mark photon energies in (a-e). (g-i) FeSe spectra taken
at (g) 26 eV, (h) 44 eV, (i) 52 eV, respectively. (j) The spectral weight ratio (SWR) as a function of photon energy for FTS
and FeSe. Orange and purple dashed lines indicate Γ and Z points, respectively. The grey line is a guide to the eye for the
expected oscillatory behavior. The purple shaded area marks the anomalous matrix element depression. All cuts are along
Γ-M taken under p polarization.

at the Stanford synchrotron radiation lightsource (SSRL)
beamline 5-4 using a Scienta R4000 analyzer, with en-
ergy resolution at 5 meV and temperature at 16 K. The
FTS data between 26 eV and 76 eV were collected at

FIG. 4. Renormalization steps for the band structure.
(a) DFT calculation results. (b) Renormalize the d bands
by a factor of 3 with respect to the experimental EF (grey
dashed line). (c) A further increase of dxz-pz SOC strength
as a phenomenological measure of many-body correlations.
(d) Comparison with the experimental data with parameters
extracted from Fig. 1(d).

SSRL beamline 5-2 using a Scienta DA 30 analyzer with
energy resolution at 12 meV and temperature at 16 K.
The FeSe data between 26 eV and 52 eV are collected
at SSRL beamline 5-2, on a detwinned sample[47], with
energy resolution at 12 meV and temperature at 12 K.
The pressure was kept below 4× 10−11 Torr throughout
all ARPES measurements.

Supplemental information. Photoemission selec-
tion rule and matrix element calculations are discussed
in detail in SI sections 1 and 6, respectively. Bulk band
kz dispersion fit, conversion between photon energies and
kz, analysis of Dirac surface state signal, spectral weight
analysis are discussed in details in SI section 2, 3, 4, and
5, respectively. Details for the DFT calculations and the
tight-binding model are shown in SI section 7.
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I. PHOTOEMISSION SELECTION RULE

Under the dipole approximation, the photoemission
matrix element is given by

Mf,i ∝ ⟨f | ϵ̂ · r |i⟩ (1)

∗ These authors contributed equally.
† maia.vergniory@cpfs.mpg.de
‡ dhlu@slac.stanford.edu
§ zxshen@stanford.edu

, where |f⟩ is the final state, ϵ̂ is a unit vector representing
the electric field of the light, r is the spatial vector, and
|i⟩ is the initial state.

Here we use hydrogen-like wavefunctions and plane-
wave free-electron states to approximate the initial and
final states, respectively. For cut along Γ-M near the
zone center, a set of qualitative selection rules can be
obtained by considering the symmetry of the integrand
in Eq. (1) with respect to either the cut plane and the
beam plane (Fig. 1(a)). We summarize the results in
Table S1, where E/S stands for enhanced (suppressed),
NA stands for not applicable and +(−) represents the
even (odd) parity with respect to the reference plane.

For cuts along Γ-X at zone center (Fig. S5(d)), both
dxz and dyz orbitals are 45◦ offset from the cut plane and
beam plane. Therefore, these two orbitals have similar
photoemission intensities along Γ-X. The conclusions
here are also supported by the calculation in SI section
6.

II. BULK BAND DISPERSION

Fig. S1(d) shows the in-plane momentum distribution
curves (MDCs) from Fig. S1(a) at different binding en-
ergies. A representative MDC fit is shown in Fig. S1(e)
where four Lorentz peaks and a parabolic background are
used. The peak positions are marked as crosses in Fig.
1(c). We further perform a parabolic fit to the extracted
peaks positions from the outer and inner bands. The
band top energies obtained from the parabolic fits are
plotted in Fig. 1(d). We carry out similar analysis on
four independent data sets from different samples with
the same nominal doping. The error bars in Fig. 1(d)
indicate the range of results from the four different data
sets.
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III. CONVERSION BETWEEN PHOTON
ENERGY AND kz

For normal emission with k∥ = 0, the map between
photon energy and kz is given by

ℏkz =
√

2m(hν − ϕ− EB + V0) (2)

, wherem is the electron mass, V0 is the inner potential, ϕ
is the work function, and EB is the binding energy of the
electron prior to emission. We also assume the following
dispersion for the outer band top

EB = A cos(c · kz) +B (3)

as a function of kz, where A,B are the fitting parame-
ters, and c = 5.983Å for FTS.

Combining the eq. (2) and (3), we have

EB(hν;A,B, V0) = A cos
( c

ℏ
√
2m(hν − ϕ+ V0)

)
+B

(4)
, where Φ is 4.35 eV in our experiment, and EB is
dropped on the right hand side because EB ≪ hν−Φ+V0.
We then perform a least-squares fit to the data (outer
band top) in Fig. 1(d) using eq. (4). The red dashed
line in Fig. 1(d) shows the fitting result with A = −9.1
meV, B = 2.9 meV, and V0 = 11.3 eV. We note that
the fitting model implicitly assumes a free-electron fi-
nal state[2], which may not be accurate enough for low
photon energies. This may explain the slight difference
between data and fitting in the low photon energy region
(15-20 eV) in Fig. 1(d).

IV. ANALYSIS OF DIRAC SURFACE STATE
SIGNAL

We present more analysis to demonstrate the existence
of DSS signal over a wide range of photon energies (15-32
eV). Our analysis is based on two criteria:

(1) The DSS-related peaks have spectral weight
extending towards EF in in-plane MDCs. In Fig.
S2, we show MDCs near EF at different photon energies.
In addition to the two peaks from the bulk outer band, we
observe a peak at k∥ = 0 consistently extending towards
EF at each photon energy.

(2) The width of the DSS-related peak reaches
minimum at the binding energy of the Dirac
point. In Fig. S3(a), we show a representative fit to a
MDC curve with a linear background and three Lorentz
peaks. The two outer peaks and the center peak origi-
nate from the bulk band and the DSS, respectively. In
Fig. S3(b-k), we show the full width at half maximum of
the center peak as a function of binding energy at each
photon energy. The uncertainty of the width-minimum
energy in Fig. 1(d) are dominated by the uncertainty of
EF .

We note that while the first criterion is straightfor-
ward, it might be affected by the intensity leakage from
the bulk inner band. However, a mere intensity leakage
without the DSS would fail the second criterion. Thus,
we combine the two criteria to showcase the persistence
of the DSS.

V. SPECTRAL WEIGHT ANALYSIS

Here we explain in detail the spectral weight analysis
used in Fig. 3(j). Our goal is to track as a function of
photon energy the spectral intensity ratio between the
inner band and the outer band. Because the band dis-
persion is kz-dependent, this ratio cannot be evaluated
using sampling windows fixed in energy and k∥. Instead,
we use floating windows to track the intensities of two
well-defined features, the inner band top and the outer
band kF . The spectral weight ratio (SWR) plotted in the
main text is defined as the ratio between them.
In Fig. S4 (a1) and (b1) we show two representative

ARPES images along the Γ-M direction in FTS, taken
using 26 and 44 eV photons, respectively. To quantify the
intensity near the outer band kF , we plot the kF EDCs
and find their average intensities in the fixed energy win-
dow shown in Fig. S4 (a2) and (b2). The intensity is
slightly asymmetric with respect to k∥ = 0 likely because
of the small angular offset of the sample. Thus, we fur-
ther average over each pair of kF EDCs on the k∥ > 0
and k∥ < 0 sides to improve the accuracy of our analysis.
For the inner band, we first obtain the EDC at k∥ = 0,
then use an averaging window with fixed energy width
centered at the EDC maximum to obtain the represen-
tative intensity (see for example Fig. S4 (a3) and (b3)).
From these intensities, we obtain the SWR of FTS plot-
ted in Fig. 3(j). This analysis is performed on three
independent data sets from different samples with the
same nominal composition. The error bars in Fig. 3(j)
represents the range of results from these data sets.
A similar analysis is performed on detwinned FeSe data

sets (see for example bottom panels in Fig. S4) except
that the k∥ = 0 EDC is averaged in a finite momentum
window between the orange dashed lines in Fig. S4(c1)
and (d1) to improve the signal-to-noise ratio and compen-
sate for spectral weight suppression at k∥ = 0. This anal-
ysis is performed on one data set taken on a detwinned
sample[1]. The error bars in Fig. 3(j) represent range of
results due to uncertainties in kF determination.

The FTS data along the Γ-X direction are analyzed us-
ing the same method as those along the Γ-M direction,
except that the kF EDCs of the outer band are averaged
in fixed-width momentum windows centered at kF (as
indicated by the red and blue dashed lines in Fig. S5(a1)
and (b1)). This change is necessary because the spectral
features are broader along the Γ-X direction. The de-
tailed steps are shown in the top panels of Fig. S5, and
the obtained SWR is plotted in Fig. S5 (c). The analysis
is performed on one data set and the error bars represent
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range of results due to uncertainties in kF determination.

Representative raw data used in the analysis are shown
in Fig. S6, S7, S8.

VI. MATRIX ELEMENT CALCULATION

A. Formulation

In the following, we show details on calculating the
matrix elements[3–7]. Under the dipole approximations,
the photoemission matrix element is [3, 5, 7]

M ∝ ⟨f | ϵ̂ · r |i⟩

, where |f⟩ is the final state, |i⟩ the initial state, ϵ̂ unit
vector of electric field, and r spatial vector in solids.

We use a free-electron plane-wave state to approximate
the final state and expand it as well as ϵ̂ · r in the basis

of spherical harmonics.

⟨r|f⟩ = eikr = 4π
∞∑

lf=0

ilf jlf (kfr)

lf∑

mf=−lf

Ȳ
mf

lf
(θk, ϕk)Y

mf

lf
(θ, ϕ)

ϵ̂ · r =
r

3

+1∑

mϵ=−1

Ȳ mϵ
1 (θϵ, ϕϵ)Y

mϵ
1 (θ, ϕ)

where jlf (kfr) is the Bessel function, and Y (Ȳ ) is the
spherical harmonic function (complex conjugate of spher-
ical harmonic function).
We also approximate the initial state using hydrogen-

like orbitals:

⟨r|i⟩ = Rnl(r)Y
m
l (θ, ϕ)

Rnl =

√
(

2

nrB
)3
(n− l − 1)!

2n(n+ 1)!
(
2Zr

nrB
)le

− Zr
nrB L2l+1

n−l−1(
2Zr

nrB
)

, where Rnl(r) the radial component, Y m
l (θ, ϕ) the spher-

ical harmonic, rB the Bohr radius, Z the effective nuclear
charge (determined by Slater’s rule, Z = 6.25 for Fe 3d

and Z = 6.95 for Se 4p and Te 5p), L2l+1
n−l+1 the general-

ized Laguerre polynomial.
Putting together,

Mnlm ∝ 4π

3

∞∑

lf=0

ilf
∫ ∞

0

drr3Rnl(r)jlf (kfr)
1∑

mϵ=−1

lf∑

mf=−lf

Ȳ mϵ
1 (θϵ, ϕϵ)Ȳ

mf

lf
(θk, ϕk)

∫ π

0

dθ sin θ

∫ 2π

0

dϕY m
l (θ, ϕ)Y mϵ

1 (θ, ϕ)Y
mf

lf
(θ, ϕ)

(5)

where n, l,m index the atomic wave function as the initial
state. The integral will only be non-zero if

{
lf − l = ±1

mf = −(m+mϵ)

We can therefore further simplify eq. (5) to

Mnlm ∝ 4π

3

∑

lf=l±1

+1∑

mϵ=−1

ilf IR(n, l, lf , kf )(−1)
mϵ(−1)

−(m+mϵ)

Y −mϵ
1 (θϵ, φϵ)Y

m+mϵ

lf
(θk, φk)IΩ(l,m, lf ,−(m+mϵ),mϵ)

(6)

, where

IR (n, l, lf , kf ) =

∫ ∞

0

dr r3Rnl(r)jlf (kfr) (7)

We can further represent eq. (6) in complex spherical
harmonics
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Mnlm(θϵ, φϵ, θk, φk, kf ) =





i√
2
(Mnlm − (−1)mMnl(−m)) m > 0

Mnl0, m = 0
i√
2
(Mnl(−m) + (−1)mMnlm) m < 0

(8)

by transformation from the complex basis of spherical
harmonics Y m

l : S2 → C to the real basis of spherical
harmonics Ylm : S2 → R:

Ylm =





i√
2
(Y m

l − (−1)mY −m
l ), m > 0

Y 0
l , m = 0
i√
2
(Y −m

l + (−1)mY m
l ), m > 0

B. Parameters from experimental setting

At the Stanford synchrotron radiation lightsource
(SSRL) beamline station 5-2, for p polarization, θϵ = 40◦

and ϕϵ = 90◦; for s polarization, θϵ = 90◦ and ϕϵ = 0◦,
with the definition of the coordinate system shown in
Fig. S9. To calculate the matrix element at different mo-
mentum points, (θk, ϕk) are transformed from (kx, ky) by
mapping between photoemission angle and the in-plane
momentum[8].

C. Photon energy dependence and in-plane
momentum dependence of matrix elements

In Fig. S11(a-c) we show the matrix element for 4pz,
5pz, dyz and dxz orbitals up to a normalization constant
as a function of photon energy at different in-plane mo-
mentum. In Fig. S10(d-f) we show the relative matrix
element of dxz and pz normalized by that of dyz. Fig. S11
shows the normalized matrix element ratio after equal-
weight mixing wave functions for 4pz and 5pz atomic or-
bitals and averaging over a momentum window which
persistently covers the spectral weight analysis area (red
and orange bars in Fig. 3(a)) at all photon energies. Fig.
S12 show calculated matrix elements under s polariza-
tion.
In Fig. S13, we show the matrix element for 4pz, 5pz,

dyz, and dxz orbitals up to a normalization constant as
a function of in-plane momentum along Γ-M at hν = 26
eV. The matrix element at k∥ = 0 is zero for dxz orbitals
and finite for the other orbitals.

D. Formulation under alternative approximations

The wave function of initial and final states can be
alternatively approximated by the bound states and
scattering states under Hartree-Fock central potential,
respectively[6, 9]. The wave function of initial state can
generally be decomposed as a product of radial part and
angular part,

⟨r|Φnlx|r|Φnlx⟩ = Rn,l(r)
l∑

m=−l

n(m)Yl,m(θ, ϕ) :=
Pn,l(r)

r

l∑

m=−l

n(m)Yl,m(θ, ϕ)

, where Rn,l(r) is the radial part of the wave function
with normalization condition:

∫ ∞

0

P 2
n,l(r)dr = 1

, Pn,l(r) := rRn,l(r) , Yl,m(θ, ϕ) is the complex spheri-
cal harmonics. By convention, the initial atomic orbital
states are indexed by s, px, py, pz, dxy, dxz, dyz, dx2−y2 ,
dz2 , etc., which directly corresponds to real spherical har-
monics. The n(m) is the coefficient which transform real

spherical harmonics Y
(R)
l,m (θ, ϕ) into the complex spherical

harmonics Yl,m(θ, ϕ) basis by the relation:

Y
(R)
l,m =





i√
2
(Yl,m − (−1)mYl,−m), if m < 0

Yl,0, if m = 0
1√
2
(Yl,−m + (−1)mYl,m), if m > 0

The radial part of wave function Pn,l(r) :=
Rn,l(r)

r are
obtained by solving the one-electron Schrodinger equa-
tion

[
d2

dr2
+ V (r) + ϵn,l −

l(l + 1)

r2
]Pn,l(r) = 0
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, where V (r) is the effective central-field potential, and
ϵn,l is the binding energy. Here, we take the form

V (r) = V H(r) + V ex.(r)

, where V H(r) is the standard Hartree potential and
V ex.(r) is the free-electron exchange potential in the
Slater form:

V ex.(r) = −6[(
3

8π
) · ρ(r)]1/3

, where ρ(r) is the charge density. The asymptotic be-
havior of V (r) satisfies:

lim
r→0

V (r) =
2Z

r
; lim

r→∞
V (r) =

2

r

, where Z is the nuclear charge.

The wave function of the final state is taken as the
continuum (scattering) state of one-electron wave func-
tion under the same potential and can be written as a
partial-wave expansion

〈
r|ΦEkin,k

∣∣r|ΦEkin,k

〉
= 4π

∑

l′,m′

(i)l
′
exp(−iδl′)Y

∗
l′,m′(θk, ϕk)Yl′,m′(θ, ϕ)REkin,l′(r)

, where θk, ϕk is the direction of the photoemited elec-
tron in spherical coordinate system and Y ∗

l,m is the com-

plex conjugate of Ylm with relation Y ∗
l,m = (−1)mYl,−m.

REkin,l′(r) (equivalently, PEkin,l′/r) is the radial part
of one-electron wave function under the same effec-
tive central potential obtained by solving one-electron
Schrodinger equation:

[
d2

dr2
+ V (r) + Ekin − l(l + 1)

r2
]PEkin,l(r) = 0

, with Ekin = hν − ϵnl. PEkin,l(r) can be normalized by the asymptotic behavior at infinity:

lim
r→∞

Pϵ,l(r) = π−1/2ϵ−1/4 sin[ϵ1/2 − 1

2
lπ − ϵ−1/2 log

(
2ϵ1/2r

)
+ δl(ϵ)]

, where δl(ϵ) is the phase shift.

The dipole operator the ε̂ ·r are expressed in spherical
coordinate system by





εx = sin θε cosϕε

εy = sin θε sinϕε

εz = cos θε

and




x/r = sin θ cosϕ = (2π/3)1/2(−Y1,1 + Y1,−1)

y/r = sin θ sinϕ = i(2π/3)1/2(Y1,1 + Y1,−1)

z/r = cos θ = (4π/3)1/2Y1,0

Putting altogether, we have

〈
ΦEkin,k

∣∣ ε̂ · r |Φnlx⟩ = 4(2/3)1/2π3/2
∑

l′,m′,m

n(m)(−i)l
′
exp(iδl′)Yl′,m′(θk, ϕk)Rn,l′(Ekin)

×[εx(−⟨l′,m′| 1, 1 |l,m⟩+ ⟨l′m′| 1,−1 |l,m⟩) + iεy(⟨l′,m′| 1, 1 |l,m⟩+ ⟨l′,m′| 1,−1 |l,m⟩)
+
√
2εz ⟨l′,m′| 1, 0 |l,m⟩]

, where

Rn,l±1(ϵ) =

∫ ∞

0

Pn,l(r)rPϵ,l±1(r)dr (9)
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⟨l,m| l̂, m̂ |l′,m′⟩ :=
∫

Y ∗
l,m(θ, ϕ)Yl̂,m̂(θ, ϕ)Yl′,m′(θ, ϕ)dΩ

=

∫
(−1)mYl,−m(θ, ϕ)Yl̂,m̂(θ, ϕ)Yl′,m′(θ, ϕ)dΩ

=: (−1)m
√

3(2l + 1)(2lf + 1)

4π

(
l l̂ l′

0 0 0

)(
l l̂ l′

−m m̂ m′

)
(10)

.

, where in the last line we use the definition of Wigner

3-jm symbols. Specifically, for l̂ = 1, ⟨l,m| 1, m̂ |l′,m′⟩ is
only non-zero when

{
l ± 1 = l′

m+ m̂+m′ = 0

, which recovers the dipole selection rule again.

E. Comparison under different approximations

The photon energy dependence of matrix elements un-
der the alternative approximations are shown in Fig. S14,
where no matrix element suppression for pz is observed
throughout the phonon energy range considered. In table
S2, we summarize the existence of matrix element sup-
pression under different approximations. A closer look
of the calculation suggests that the matrix element sup-
pression arises from the diminishing radial integral of the
wave function in eq. 7 and eq. 9, which highly depends
on the details of wave functions. Therefore, we treat with
care the speculation of the existence of matrix element
suppression in the main text discussion.

VII. DFT CALCULATIONS AND
TIGHT-BINDING MODEL

A. DFT calculations and symmetry analysis

The density functional theory (DFT) calculations were
performed using the open-source software ABINIT[10],
with the experimental FeSe structure[11] as starting
point (see table S4). Spin-orbit coupling (SOC) was in-
cluded in all DFT calculations. The doping was mod-
elled within the virtual crystal approximation[12] (VCA)
available in ABINIT, which requires the use of norm-
conserving pseudopotentials[13] accessible in the pseu-
dodojo repository[14].

The self-consistent cycle was performed on a 17×17×9
grid with a plane-wave cut-off energy of 80 Hartree. Af-
terwards, the band structure [see Fig. S16] was calcu-
lated non-self-consistently with at least 200 points in the
smallest segment of the path.

Fe atoms sit at the Wyckoff position (WP) 2a and
contribute to the states around the Fermi level mainly
with d-type orbitals. The site-symmetry group (SSG) of

sites in WP 2a is isomorphic to 4̄m2. It can be shown
that the pair (dxz, dyz) cannot be separated into different
subspaces due to this symmetry – for instance, the 4-fold
rotation turns dxz into dyz, and vice-versa. Therefore,
this pair of orbitals transforms as a sum of irreducible
representations (irreps) of the SSG which we write sym-
bolically as

[(dxz, dyz)× (⇑,⇓)] ↓ G2a = Ē1 ⊕ Ē2. (11)

Here, the pair (⇑,⇓) indicates the two spin orienta-
tions, while ↓ alone is the subduction operation de-
fined within the context of representations of symmetry
groups. According to the theory of topological quan-
tum chemistry[15] (TQC), these orbitals induce a band
representation with the following irreps on the line ∆
connecting Γ to Z:

(Ē1 ↑ G)2a : {Γ̄7 ⊕ Γ̄8, Z̄7 ⊕ Z̄8, Λ̄6 ⊕ Λ̄7},
(Ē2 ↑ G)2a : {Γ̄6 ⊕ Γ̄9, Z̄6 ⊕ Z̄9, Λ̄6 ⊕ Λ̄7}.

(12)

Te/Se atoms sit at WP 2c, and contribute to the bands
around the Fermi level with pz orbitals. These spinful
orbitals belong to an irrep of the SSG at WP 2c on their
own:

[pz × (⇑,⇓)] ↓ G2c = Ē1. (13)

According to the TQC formalism, the little-group ir-
reps of this band representation at Γ, Z, and Λ are:

(Ē1 ↑ G)2c : {Γ̄7 ⊕ Γ̄9, Z̄7 ⊕ Z̄9, 2Λ̄7}. (14)

Fig.S16 shows the orbital content of the bands, which
is compatible with the symmetry properties at these two
points. In particular, cyan bands carry the irrep Λ̄7, and
can be either d or p orbitals, or a mix of the two, since
this irrep is present in the band representations of both
kinds of orbitals [see Eqs. (12) and (14)]. In contrast, the
orange band has d character only, as it carries the irrep
Λ̄6 stemming exclusively from the band representation of
d-orbitals in Eq. (12). Furthermore, the analysis shows
that the gap can be due to a hybridisation between the
two kinds.
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B. Tight-binding model

Based on the irreps in Eqs. (12) and (14), we build
a general model that respects the full symmetry of the
crystal. The coupling terms between the basis elements
are added in order of ascending distance to show the full
set of features observed experimentally. The irrep basis
can be related to the conventional d and p orbital basis
by the transformations

ai1 =
1√
2
[d↓xz − id↓yz], ai2 =

e−iπ/4

√
2

[d↑xz + id↑yz]

bi1 =
1√
2
[d↓xz + id↓yz], bi2 =

e3iπ/4√
2

[d↑xz − id↑yz]

ci1 = p↑z, ci2 = e−iπ/4p↓z.

(15)

where the states have been labelled in the following
way:

• aij is the j-th orbitals of Ē2 at position i of the WP
2a. Here i = 1, 2 and j = 1, 2 because the WP 2a
contains two sites – i.e. has multiplicity two – and
Ē2 is two-dimensional.

• bij follows the same convention as aij , but for the
irrep Ē1.

• cij follows the same convention as aij , but for the
irrep Ē1 in WP 2c, i.e. for states related to p-
orbitals.

As it can be seen in the basis relations, the irrep
orbitals are either pure up-spin or down-spin. Thus,
we can identify up to four hopping terms that mix up
and down orientations, i.e., that can be interpreted as
SOC terms. It turns out that the size of the gap is
controlled mostly by two parameters which couple the
Ē1 ⊕ Ē2 states at WP 2a (d-type) to the Ē1 states at
2c (pz-type). This observation supports the idea of the
gap arising due to hybridisation between the two kinds
of orbitals.

To write the Hamiltonian matrix, we order the irrep
basis as follows

{Ē2@2a, Ē1@2a, Ē1@2c} (16)

with a total of 2× 2+2× 2+2× 2 orbitals and where,
for example, Ē2@2a means placing an set of orbitals at
WP 2a transforming as the Ē2 irrep of the site-symmetry
group. For reasons of presentation, we show the Hamil-
tonian in momentum space, where the Fourier transform
convention we chose is

ϕj(k⃗) =
∑

R

eik⃗·(R⃗+r⃗j)ϕ(R⃗+ r⃗j) (17)

Here R⃗ runs over all the vectors of the direct lattice,
and r⃗j is the position of the orbital in the unit cell. Under
these premises, the Hamiltonian reads




ϵa 0 f1 0 0 0 0 0 f+
2 (kx) 0 f+∗

2 (ky) 0
0 ϵa 0 f1 0 0 0 0 0 f−

2 (kx) 0 f−∗
2 (ky)

0 0 ϵa 0 0 0 0 0 f−
2 (ky) 0 f−∗

2 (kx) 0
0 0 0 ϵa 0 0 0 0 0 f+

2 (ky) 0 f+∗
2 (kx)

0 0 0 0 ϵb 0 f ′
1 0 f3(kx) 0 f∗

2 (ky) 0
0 0 0 0 0 ϵb 0 f ′

1 0 f3(kx) 0 f∗
3 (ky)

0 0 0 0 0 0 ϵb 0 f3(ky) 0 f∗
3 (kx) 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ϵb 0 f3(ky) 0 f∗
3 (kx)

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ϵc 0 f4 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ϵc 0 f4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ϵc 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ϵc




+ h.c. (18)

ϵa = a+ l cos kz (19)

ϵb = b+m cos kz (20)

ϵc = c+ (cos kx + cos ky)(e
−ikzξ + eikzξ′)

+ n cos kz
(21)

f1 = cos
kx
2

cos
ky
2
δ (22)

f ′
1 = cos

kx
2

cos
ky
2
δ′ (23)

f±
2 (s) = ±ite−ikz(Z−1) cos

s

2
± iqe−ikzZ cos

s

2
(24)

f3(s) = t′e−ikz(Z−1) cos
s

2
+ q′e−ikzZ cos

s

2
(25)

f4 = τe2ikz(Z−1) cos
kx
2

cos
ky
2

(26)

In the expressions for the matrix elements, all the pa-
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rameters are real, Z denotes the position along the third
axis of the orbitals in WP 2c and s = kx, ky. The differ-
ent coupling amplitudes correspond to the following:

• a, b, c are onsite energies for the aij , bij , cij orbitals

• l,m, n are couplings between orbitals a, b, c in ad-
jacent cells in the z direction

• ξ and ξ′ are hopping terms be-
tween cij orbitals along lattice vectors
(−1, 0,−1), (0,−1,−1), (0, 1,−1) and (1, 0,−1) for
ξ and their opposites for ξ′

• δ / δ′ are couplings between a1j / b1j and
a2j / b2j orbitals separated by lattice vectors
(0,−1, 0), (0, 0, 0), (1,−1, 0) and (1, 0, 0)

• τ mixes c1j orbitals with c2j separated by lattice
vectors (−1,−1, 2), (−1, 0, 2), (0,−1, 2) and (0, 0, 2)

• t / t′ are hybridisation nearest-neighbour terms
between aij / bij orbitals and c1j separated by
(0, 0,−1), (1, 0,−1) and c2j by (0,−1, 1), (0, 0, 1)

The fitted parameters in Fig. 4 can be seen in Tables
S5, S6, and S7.
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TABLE S1. Parity analysis of photoemission matrix element

Cut plane Beam plane
p (mixed) s (+) p (+) s (-)

dxz(+) NA E dxz(-) S E
dyz(-) NA S dyz(+) E S

Fig. S1: FTS spectra along Γ-M direction taken at hν = 26 eV. (a), (b) Spectra taken under the p and s
polarizations, respectively. The outer band appears under p polarization while the inner band appears under both p
and s polarization. (c) The second-energy-derivative spectra from (a). The green guide to the eye marks the dxy
band. (d) The momentum distribution curves (MDCs) from (a) at binding energies from -150 to 0 meV. (e) A

representative MDC fit at E − EF = -55 meV.

TABLE S2. Matrix element suppression under different approximations

approximation configurations existence of matrix element suppression
hydrogen-like atomic orbital + free-
electron

Y

bound states under HF potential + scatter
state under HF potential

Y

hydrogen-like atomic orbital + scatter
state under HF potential

N

bound states under HF potential + scatter
state under HF potential

N
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Fig. S2: MDCs near EF for the Dirac surface state (DSS) signal at different photon energies. The
curves are obtained from −14 meV (top) to 0 meV (bottom) with even energy steps.

TABLE S3. Matrix element suppression under different approximations

approximation configurations existence of matrix element suppression
hydrogen-like atomic orbital + free-
electron

Y

bound states under HF potential + scatter
state under HF potential

Y

hydrogen-like atomic orbital + scatter
state under HF potential

N

bound states under HF potential + scatter
state under HF potential

N

TABLE S4. Dimensions of the tetragonal unit cell and positions of the atoms.

Lattice vectors
Vector a1 a2 a3

Length (Ang.) 3.50445975 3.50445975 5.5614843
Atomic positions (fractional)

Fe (1) 0.0 0.0 0.0
Fe (2) 0.5 0.5 0.0

Te/Se (1) 0.0 0.5 0.764815
Te/Se (2) 0.5 0.0 0.235185



11

Fig. S3: Width analysis of DSS peak. (a) Representative fit of MDC curve at E − EF = 5 meV, hν = 30 eV.
The red arrow marks the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the DSS peak. (b)-(k) FWHM of DSS-related

peak as a function of binding energy at different photon energies.

TABLE S5: Parameters of the Hamiltonian in Fig. 4(a).

Parameters of fit
a -2.33 δ 5.30 n 1.625
b -4.40 δ′ 9.25 ξ -1.0
c -6.13 τ -14.0 q 0.4
t 0.16 l -0.049 q′ -0.01
t′ 0.19 m -0.049 - -

TABLE S6: Parameters of the Hamiltonian in Fig. 4(b).

Parameters of fit
a -2.33 δ 5.30 n 1.625
b -4.40 δ′ 9.25 ξ -1.0
c -6.13 τ -14.0 q 0.4
t 0.16 l -0.0163 q′ -0.01
t′ 0.19 m -0.0163 - -
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Fig. S4: Spectral weight analysis. (a1) Spectra of FTS along Γ-M direction at hν = 26 eV. (a2) Energy
distribution curves (EDCs) along cut C1 and C2 in (a1). (a3) EDC along cut C3 in (a1). (b1)-(b3) similar to

(a1)-(a3), with FTS along Γ-M direction at hν = 44 eV. (c1)-(c3) similar to (a1)-(a3), collected on FeSe along Γ-M
direction at hν = 26 eV. The EDCs in (c3) is averaged in a finite momentum window marked by two orange lines in
(c1). (d1)-(d3) similar to (c1)-(c3), collected on FeSe along Γ-M direction at hν = 44 eV. All spectra are taken

under p polarization. Energy averaging windows along energy axis are marked by grey area.

Fig. S5: Spectral weight analysis for FTS along Γ-X direction. (a1) Spectrum of FTS along Γ-X direction
at hν = 26 eV. (a2) EDCs along C1 and C2 in (a1). (a3) EDC along C3 in (a1). (b1)-(b3) similar to (a1)-(a3),
with FTS along Γ-X direction at hν = 44 eV. (c) Spectral weight ratio as a function of kz for FTS along Γ-X
direction. Purple shaded area marks the anomalous matrix element depression. Inset shows cut orientation. (d)

Schematic of the cut geometry along Γ-X direction similar to Fig. 1(b). The dxz and dyz orbitals are both 45◦ offset
from the cut plane, and therefore have similar matrix elements by symmetry.
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Fig. S6: FTS spectra taken along Γ-M direction at 26-76 eV under p polarization.
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Fig. S7: FTS spectra taken along along Γ-X direction at 26-76 eV under p polarization.
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Fig. S8: FeSe spectra taken along Γ-M direction at 26-76 eV under p polarization.

TABLE S7: Parameters of the Hamiltonian in Fig. 4(c).

Parameters of fit
a -2.33 δ 5.30 n 1.625
b -4.40 δ′ 9.25 ξ -1.0
c -6.13 τ -14.0 q 0.4
t 0.16 l -0.0163 q′ -0.07
t′ 0.19 m -0.0163 - -
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Fig. S9: Schematic of the definition of the coordinate system in the matrix element calculation.
Brown plane: iron-atom plane; grey plane: photoemission (cut) plane; blue plane: beam plane; purple plane:

polarization reference plane.

Fig. S10: Matrix element calculation under p polarization. (a-c) Matrix element for 4pz, 5pz, dyz and dxz
orbitals at (a) kx = 0.01, (b) kx = 0.1, (c) kx = 0.2. (b-d) Relative matrix element of dxz and pz normalized by that

of dyz from (a-c).
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Fig. S11: matrix element of Se/Te pz and Fe dxz orbitals normalized by Fe dyz orbitals.

Fig. S12: Photon energy dependence of the matrix element calculation under s polarization. (a-c)
Matrix element for 4pz, 5pz, dyz and dxz orbitals at (a) kx = 0.01, (b) kx = 0.1, (c) kx = 0.2. (b-d) Relative matrix

element of dxz and pz normalized by that of dyz from (a-c).

Fig. S13 In-plane momentum dependence of matrix element calculation with p polarization at
hν = 26 eV.
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Fig. S14: matrix element of Se/Te pz and Fe dxz orbitals under alternative approximations.

Fig. S15: Band structure of the FeTe0.55Se0.45. The red square marks the area of interest in this
work.
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Fig. S16 Zoom of the and structure of the FeTe0.55Se0.45 around the Fermi level along the line Λ
joining Γ and Z. The color codes indicate the dominant orbital character of irreps under the Wannier

representation, consistent with Fig. 1(e) and Fig. 4.


