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In Ref. [1] we surveyed the known hydride superconductors, and compared their resistive behav-
ior to that of typical known superconductors, including conventional (e.g. NbN and MgB2) and
unconventional (e.g. YBCO) superconductors, and concluded that the behavior of the hydrides was
indicative of nonstandard or no superconductivity. In the preceding comment, Talantsev, Minkov,
Balakirev and Eremets [2] (arXiv:2311.07865) claim that we presented a “flawed analysis and a
selective and inaccurate report of published data.” Here we show that this claim is wrong.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

In their Comment, Talantsev, Minkov, Balakirev and
Eremets [2] claim (first sentence in their abstract, and
elsewhere in the Comment) that in our paper [1] we
“assert that hydrogen-rich compounds do not exhibit
superconductivity”. That claim is non-factual: our
paper claimed instead that “Our results indicate that
either these materials are unconventional supercon-
ductors of a novel kind, which we term “nonstandard
superconductors,” or alternatively, that they are not
superconductors”, and that “If the second is the case,
which we believe is more likely, we suggest that the
signals interpreted as superconductivity are either exper-
imental artifacts or they signal other interesting physics
but not superconductivity.” We will assume in what
follows that their statement that our claim “relies on a
flawed analysis and a selective and inaccurate report of
published data” refers to our true claim, not an imagined
one. To refute that claim, we follow the sequence of
their sections II-VI, their titles given in italics in the
listing below, and discuss their figures which purport to
support their claim.

II. DETAILED ANALYSIS

1) The transition width definition.

Our observation of nonstandard behavior in the
hydrides compared to that in known superconductors is
based on observation of qualitative trends. That such
an approach is required is exemplified by the myriad
examples of resistivity vs. temperature curves with
knees, tails, kinks, non-monotonic behavior, etc, for
which an arbitrary rigid definition of width such as given
in Eq. (1) of the Comment is not appropriate. That is,
choosing ∆T0.1−0.9 as in Eq. (1) of the Comment, versus
∆T0.15−0.85 or ∆T0.05−0.95, would yield qualitatively
different answers. For all the examples discussed in our
paper [1], both standard superconductors and hydride

materials, the curves of resistance versus temperature
for varying magnetic fields from which we extracted the
widths shown in our Fig. 11 are shown in our paper also,
enabling readers to easily perform their own analysis
with their favorite definition of transition width such
as Eq. (1) in the Comment, and compare with our
estimates given in Fig. 11 of [1]. Surprisingly, this was
not done in the Comment.

2) Type I superconductors.

We do not believe that the hydrides are type I
superconductors, nor does anyone else as far as we know,
so we consider this discussion in the Comment to be
irrelevant. Note that if these hydrides really were type
I superconductors with such high Tc’s, that don’t expel
magnetic fields and trap magnetic fields according to
what is reported by the authors of the Comment in
other publications [3, 4], then indeed they would be very
nonstandard superconductors.

3) Type II superconductors (non-hydrides)

Various examples of resistivity widths for non-hydride
type II superconductors have been provided in the Com-
ment. Shown in their Fig. (3a) are results for 2.9 nm
thin films of MgB2, with fields applied both perpendicu-
lar and parallel to the plane of the thin film, reported in
Ref. [5]. There is an initial decrease of transition width
as a function of applied field, followed by the standard
increase with magnetic field. These films have thickness
of only a few unit cells, smaller than the superconducting
coherence length and much smaller than the London pen-
etration depth. Clearly the anomalous initial decrease of
transition width with magnetic field highlighted in the
Comment is a property connected to ultrathin films. The
hydride samples have thicknesses that are larger by three
orders of magnitude and surely resemble the polycrys-
talline samples used in the study referred to in our paper
and many other such studies more than they resemble
highly oriented ultrathin films.

Fig. (3b) in the Comment are results reported in Ref.
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[6] for polycrystalline MgB2 samples doped by SiC, that
also show an upturn for low fields. The authors of Ref.
[6] discuss this anomalous feature of their data in great
detail, and conclude that “ the origin of the low field
∆T upturn is due to multiple superconducting transitions
resulting from the replacement of B and/or Mg atoms
by other elements.” We cannot rule out that multiple
transitions in the hydrides could also conceivably give
rise to such an upturn. We are not aware however of
such upturns in the hydrides, instead our paper Ref. [1]
highlighted the fact that in many cases the transition
widths are approximately constant as function of field.

In Fig. (3c) in the Comment, a figure is presented
for a pnictide, NaFe1−xCoxAs. In this case, referring to
the Comment’s Ref. 27, which we cite as Ref. [7], the
authors “cherry-picked” one composition (x = 0.01) for
an applied field parallel to the c-axis, from Fig. (4a) of
Ref. [7]. However, as subsequent panels in that same
Fig. 4 of Ref. [7] show, reproduced here in Fig. (1),
all higher compositions (x = 0.03 and x = 0.07) clearly
show the normal broadening as a function of applied field.
This compound at this stoichiometry is a poor choice, be-
cause, as the authors of [7] indicate, the compound with
x = 0.01 is actually also antiferromagnetic, with a Néel
temperature of 33 K, not too far above the supercon-
ducting transition temperature. The authors also point
out that the superconducting transition at x = 0.01 is
extremely broad for this reason (compare with panels
(c) and (e) in Fig. (1)), so one can imagine that a re-
duction in the width with applied field could well reflect
the impact of that field on the underlying antiferromag-
netic state. Since no antiferromagnetic transitions are
expected in the hydride materials this is hardly a suit-
able choice of material with which to critique our results,
especially leaving out the higher dopant values.

In Fig. (3d) in the Comment, an example of a cuprate
material, Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8, with applied pressure of 9
GPa is given, using data obtained from the Comment’s
Ref. (28), cited here as Ref. [8]. Again, this is a
poor choice of material with which to critique our
work, as it was used by the authors of Ref. [8] to
observe “a pressure-induced crossover from two- to
three-dimensional (2D to 2D) superconducting states,”
resulting in “Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless-like behav-
ior”. Therefore a significant amount of nonstandard
physics is occurring in this material, that also exhibits
multiple transitions. We show Fig. (1) from that paper
here as Fig. (2). The displayed resistance versus tem-
perature curves clearly indicate abnormal behavior at
low applied fields, along with the expected broadening
with field at higher magnetic fields, where the resistivity
curves lack the abnormality present at lower fields.

4) Highly compressed scandium.

These measurements are at high pressure, and only
under the highest pressure measured (262 GPa) is there
an indication from Fig. (4) in the Comment that the

FIG. 1: Fig. 4 from Ref. [7]. Note the variation of the tem-
perature scales for panels (a) and (b) (x = 0.01), compared
to (c) and (d) (x = 0.03) and to (e) and (f) (x = 0.07). At
x = 0.01 the material has entered an antiferromagnetic state,
so application of a magnetic field also affects the underlying
magnetic state.

width decreases with increasing fields at very low fields.
But this is precisely where a significant knee occurs (see
Fig. 8d in the supplementary material of the Comment),
and so concerns about the interpretation of this initial
decrease echo those above.

5) Hydride superconductors.

Figure 5 of the Comment shows resistance width versus
applied field constructed by the authors based on their
Eq. (1), but applied to very complicated resistance ver-
sus temperature measurements. It is not clear what the
purpose of this Figure is. In Fig. 3 we show a number
of resistance versus temperature profiles used by the au-
thors of the Comment in their Fig. 5. The upper left
panel shows the data from Mozaffari et al. [9] on H3S for
a variety of applied magnetic fields whose width is shown
in Fig. 5a of the Comment. It is evident that there are
difficulties with interpretation, as a significant kink exists
in the low field (including zero field) data. Mozaffari et
al. [9] attribute this to inhomogeneities, but do not have
an explanation for why application of a sufficiently high
magnetic field seemingly removes these inhomogeneities,
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FIG. 2: Fig. 1 from Ref. [8]. It is a strikingly poor mate-
rial with which to conclude anything about transition widths,
particularly at low applied field where a pronounced knee is
present in the resistivity data (panels (b) and (d)). Note the
clear indication of two transitions at 9 GPa (in panel (a)) so
the comments from sintered MgB2 paper (Wang et al. [6])
about the “abnormal” decrease in transition width could well
apply.

or why there was a time dependence for these resistance
measurements. Whatever the explanation, at the very
least, their resistance versus temperature measurements
constitute strong evidence for nonstandard superconduc-
tivity and, in our opinion, it is inprudent to try to analyze
the transition width as a function of applied magnetic
field for such data.

To construct the result in their Fig. (5b), Talantsev et
al. use resistance versus temperature data from Troyan
et al. [10] for YH6. We show this data in the upper
right panel of Fig. (3); this figure clearly shows anoma-
lous characteristics. So once again, if we cannot qualita-
tively understand the resistance versus temperature mea-
surements, it seems ill-advised to apply a formula such
as the Comment’s Eq. (1) to analyse their widths.

In panel (c) of Fig. 5 of the Comment, a number of
compounds are included. The (La,Ce)H9 data (red di-
amonds) are very similar to the ones we presented for
LaH10 (black squares) and therefore support our claim
of very little or decreasing broadening with applied field.
The plotted results for SnH4 are again misleading as a
perusal of the resistance versus temperature data indi-

H3S	 YH6	

SnH4	
La4H23	

FIG. 3: Some of the resistance versus temperature profiles
used in Fig. 5 of the Comment, and one additional figure
(lower right panel). A detailed description is given in the
text. Briefly, all of these results show anomalous behavior
over some temperature and/or magnetic field range, and de-
termining a transition width using Eq. (1) of Ref. [2] is clearly
problematic. In the lower left panel we have included (red)
parallel lines to indicate that the widths of these transitions
are not changing at low applied magnetic field. In the lower
right panel we show recent results for LaH23 from Ref. [12].

.

cate. These data, from Troyan et al. [11], are included
in the lower left panel of our Fig. 3, together with four
parallel red lines that represent the slopes of the resis-
tance drops for the three lowest magnetic fields quite well.
The fact that they are parallel indicates that the width
is not changing at all with increasing field, contrary to
the claim made in the Comment, where an increasing
slope is indicated as a function of magnetic field. As
the field increases further the resistance drops begin to
broaden, but largely because of an increasing tail at the
low temperature end. This is most apparent for very high
applied fields, where the normal state resistance takes a
semiconductor-like upward turn and eventually the near-
zero resistance limit is never achieved. To attribute this
abnormal behavior simply to transition width broaden-
ing is very misleading. Finally, the HfHx results shown
in panel (c) of Fig. 5 of the Comment show both a very
small width for zero field and a very small increase as a
function of applied magnetic field, for fields as large as
Bappl/Bc2 = 0.3. This is qualitatively different from the
broadenings seen in standard superconductors shown in
Fig. 11a of our paper Ref. [1], hence we consider these
results to be consistent with the message in our paper.

To conclude, we show in the lower right panel of Fig.
3 recent results for La4H23 from Ref. [12], showing
anomalous narrowing of the resistance drop with increas-
ing field. The authors of Ref. [12] comment that “The
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sample demonstrates the absence (and even negative
value) of broadening of superconducting transitions in
a magnetic field, as previously observed for yttrium
(Y H6) and lanthanum-yttrium ((La, Y )H10) hydrides”,
confirming the theme of our paper Ref. [1] that the
anomalous behavior in resistance width that we pointed
out is common in so-called hydride superconductors.

III. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

To conclude this Reply, we address each point of
the “Detailed explanation of the primary message of the
Comment” in its Sect. I, where the authors claim to
“demonstrate the following”:
“1. There is no universal in-field transition width de-

pendence that can serve as the criterion for determining
the existence of the superconductivity in any given mate-
rial”

There is a near-universal broadening of the resistive
transition versus field in standard type II superconduc-
tors, whose origin is well understood [1, 13]. As shown in
this Reply, for all examples of “anomalous” behavior for
standard superconductors presented in the Comment we
have shown that there are clear reasons for the anoma-
lous behavior that are not expected to be present in the
hydrides. Absence of such broadening in many hydride
materials suggests that the resistance drops seen in hy-
drides are not due to superconductivity but due to other
reasons [14–17].

“2. Hydrides at high pressures exhibit a similar in-
field transition width dependence to other superconduc-
tors, such as MgB2”

The typical behavior of MgB2 samples is very stan-
dard, the few samples that show anomalous behavior do
it for reasons that don’t apply to the hydrides.

“3. The authors employed undisclosed defini-
tions/methods for extracting: the transition temperature
and the transition width from raw experimental resistance
data”

We showed figures for the resistance curves for all cases
discussed in our paper, the qualitative behavior that we
highlighted is very clear from those figures. The au-
thors of the Comment have not shown that their criteria
for transition width gives qualitatively different behavior
than what we showed in Fig. 11 of our paper Ref. [1].

“4. The authors[1] selectively presented datasets that
support their claims while excluding datasets that contra-
dict them”

We presented a representative set of examples available
at that time. Since then other materials have been mea-
sured, and several of them show nonstandard behavior
as discussed in the previous section.

“5. The authors[1] misinterpreted the magnetic phase
diagrams of superconductors by overlooking the existence
of the intermediate state in type-I superconductors.”
The intermediate state in type-I superconductors is ir-

relevant to the hydrides claimed to be high temperature
type II superconductors with strong pinning centers [4].

In conclusion, we argue that the Comment [2] has no
merit. The points that we made in our paper Ref. [1] are
valid and important, an early warning that the resistance
drops observed for hydrides under pressure may not
be due to superconductivity. Since we wrote Ref. [1],
substantial additional evidence has emerged that the
hydrides are either “nonstandard superconductors” or,
more likely, not superconductors [18–20]. In addition,
we point out that two papers [21, 22] claiming high
temperature superconductivity in hydrides that showed
anomalous behavior in the resistance data [14, 16] have
been retracted [23, 24] and a third one [25] is under
investigation, and other claims [26–28] have not been
reproduced.
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