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Electron pairing along with phase coherence generates superconductivity below the critical temperature (Tc). In underdoped high-
Tc cuprates, these two quantum phenomena may occur at separate temperatures, which was lately confirmed in the quasi-two-
dimensional (quasi-2D) iron chalcogenide superconductors. Here, we report a systematic investigation on the pre-pairing behav-
ior in a triclinic iron pnictide superconductor (Ca0.85La0.15)10(Pt3As8)(Fe2As2)5 with Tc ≈ 30 K, where the superconductivity is
quasi-2D manifested by the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless behaviors. Inelastic neutron scattering experiments unambiguously
reveal a spin resonance peak around ER = 13 meV in the superconducting state, but its intensity continuously decreases when
warming up across Tc, accompanied with an anomaly around T ∗ ≈ 45 K in spin correlations, and a suppression by an in-plane
magnetic field persisting to the same temperature. Below T ∗, a significant Nernst signal and a reduction of density of states at
the Fermi level are also observed. These results suggest that the precursor of spin resonance is highly related to the preformed
Cooper pairs driven by phase fluctuations, much like the pseudogap case in cuprates.
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1 Introduction

Superconductivity arises from the long-range phase coher-
ence and condensation of electron pairs below the critical
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temperature (Tc). In conventional superconductors descri-
bed by Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer theory (BCS-theory), the
phonon mediated Cooper pairs form and condense simulta-
neously at Tc due to the large superfluid density [1]. How-
ever, strong phase fluctuations can destroy the superconduct-
ing state and lead to a phase-incoherent state [2], in which
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the Cooper pairs preform at a temperature T ∗ above Tc. In
superconducting thin films with disorders and low superfluid
density, the superconducting phase transition is so-called as
the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) type [3,4], where
the zero resistance is broken by phase fluctuations or equiv-
alently by the unbinding of vortex-antivortex pairs. Within
the BKT scenario, the current-voltage (I-V) characteristics of
the material acquire a nonlinear dependence V ∝ Iα near Tc,
and the exponent α is larger than 3 below the BKT transition
temperature (TBKT) [5-7]. In the phase incoherent state, the
thermally generated vortices contribute to a Nernst signal [8],
and the formation of incoherent Cooper pairs decreases in the
density of states (DOS) below T ∗ [9, 10]. Such a picture is
adapted in high-Tc cuprate superconductors, where the strong
correlation induced low carrier density and the quasi-two-
dimensional (quasi-2D) nature conspire to enhance the phase
fluctuations [11-13]. Indeed, a superconducting fluctuation
regime above the superconducting dome has been identified
in many cuprate systems by numerous Nernst measurements
[14-23], which has been taken as the direct evidence of pre-
formed Cooper pairs. In addition, an incoherent pairing sce-
nario has been put forward to explain the origin of the pseu-
dogap state in the underdoped regime of cuprate supercon-
ductors, though it remains controversial. The pseudogap-like
behaviors induced by phase fluctuations are also observed in
those quasi-2D iron chalcogenide superconductors, such as
the single-layer FeSe film on SrTiO3 substrate and ion in-
tercalated FeSe [24-31]. Some spectroscopic measurements
on iron pnictide superconductors also give possible evidence
of the pseudogap state, but its microscopic origin is still not
clearly understood [32-40].

In unconventional superconductors, instead of the phonon
excitations acting as the pairing glue in BCS superconduc-
tors, spin fluctuations are arguably the common thread in
understanding the pairing and condensation of Cooper pairs
[41-56]. In most optimally doped cuprate superconductors,
a collective exciton known as the neutron spin resonance
mode (SRM) occurs below Tc, characterized by a sharp
peak in the spin excitations around the antiferromagnetic
wave vector QAF [42, 43]. The temperature dependence of
its intensity behaves like a superconducting order parame-
ter [57-59]. Whereas, in the underdoped YBa2Cu3O6+δ and
HgBa2CuO4+δ, it has been observed that the resonance-like
spin fluctuations at the resonance energy ER persist up to a
doping-dependent temperature T ∗, which is consistent with
the pseudogap temperature Tp determined by other measure-
ments [60-65]. Furthermore, these fluctuations exhibit the
same anisotropic magnetic field suppression effect as in the
superconducting state, supporting an incoherent pairing sce-
nario in the pseudogap state above Tc [66]. The existence
of SRM in iron-based superconductors (FeSCs), including

iron chalcogenides and iron pnictides, has been extensively
revealed through inelastic neutron scattering (INS) experi-
ments [67-90]. However, it is not clear whether the incoher-
ent Cooper pairs induced by phase fluctuations can be traced
by the residual intensity of the SRM above Tc in FeSCs.

Among the FeSCs, a triclinic iron pnictide superconduc-
tor family Ca10(Pt3As8)(Fe2As2)5 (10-3-8) exhibits a high
anisotropy [91,92] and a low superfluid density [93-95], pro-
viding a possible platform to search the preformed Cooper
pairs induced by phase fluctuations [96, 97]. Infrared reflec-
tivity spectra on the optimally doped La and Na in the 10-
3-8 compound have revealed that the low-frequency Drude
spectrum develops a pseudogap hump structure [97-99]. In
the optimally Pt-doped (CaFe1−xPtxAs)10Pt3As8 (CaPt-10-3-
8) with Tc ≈ 13 K, the spin lattice relaxation rate divided by
temperature 1/T1T shows a drop below T ∗ = 45 K, imply-
ing a loss of DOS above Tc. Meanwhile, INS studies on the
CaPt-10-3-8 reveal that a peak around E = 7 meV appears
below T ∗. However, this mode cannot be directly associated
with the SRM, as there is no intensity gain or gapped fea-
tures in the spin excitations detected below Tc [100]. In the
(CaFe1−xPtxAs)10Pt4As8 (CaPt-10-4-8) compounds with Tc

≈ 30 K, a peak at 12 meV in χ′′(Q, ω) emerges in the super-
conducting state, but it may be mixed by phonon excitations
and its temperature dependence does not behave like an order
parameter when crossing Tc [101-103].

In the present work, based on the high-quality single crys-
tals of optimally La-doped (Ca1−xLax)10(Pt3As8)(Fe2As2)5

(x = 0.15) (CaLa-10-3-8) with quasi-2D superconductivity
below Tc ≈ 30 K, we systematically explore the low-energy
spin excitations, electrical transport, Nernst effect, and nu-
clear magnetic resonance (NMR) spectroscopy. We present
concrete evidence for a quasi-2D SRM at ER = 13 meV by
INS. However, when warming up across Tc, the susceptibility
χ′′(Q, ω) at ER continuously decreases. Both the spin corre-
lations and dχ′′(Q, ω)/dT exhibit a clear anomaly around T ∗

= 45 K. The spin excitation intensity can be suppressed by an
in-plane magnetic field just below T ∗. Furthermore, a signif-
icant field-dependent Nernst signal and a reduction of 1/T1T
in NMR are also observed below T ∗. These phenomena ex-
hibit similarities with the cases in the pseudogap state of un-
derdoped cuprates [60-65], suggesting the preformed Cooper
pairs induced by phase fluctuations above Tc. Therefore, the
pre-pairing behavior universally exists in those quasi-2D un-
conventional superconductors and likely relates to the spin-
spin interactions.

2 Experimental methods

The (Ca0.85La0.15)10(Pt3As8)(Fe2As2)5 single crystals were
grown with the self-flux method according to previous re-
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ports [104, 105]. The CaLa-10-3-8 crystallizes in a triclinic
structure (space group P-1) due to the intermediary Pt3As8

layers, while the magnetic unit cell of Fe sublattice keeps
nearly orthorhombic as shown in Figure 1(a). The sharp
(0, 0, L) peaks in Figure 1(b) indicate high c-axis orienta-
tion of our sample. Our INS experiments were carried out
using two thermal triple-axis spectrometers: EIGER at the
Swiss Spallation Neutron Source (SINQ), Paul Scherrer In-
stitute [106], and BAMBOO at China Advanced Research
Reactor (CARR), China Institute of Atomic Energy. The
scattering plane [H, 0, 0] × [0, 0, L] is defined by Q = (H,
K, L) = (qxa/2π, qyb/2π, qzc/2zπ) in reciprocal lattice units
(r.l.u.) using a pseudo-orthorhombic magnetic unit cell with
aM ≈ bM ≈ 5.54 Å, cM = 10.27 Å. We co-aligned about 8.3 g
(∼580 pieces) of single crystals on several aluminum plates
using an X-ray Laue camera. The inset of Figure 1(b) shows
the Laue reflection pattern of a CaLa-10-3-8 single crystal,
where [H, 0, 0] and [H,H, 0] directions are marked. The as-
sembled crystal set is shown in Figure 1(c) with mosaic about
3° for both scattering axes. INS data were collected with
a final energy fixed as E f = 14.7 meV in energy loss mea-
surement mode (Ei > E f ), with a pyrolytic graphite filter, a
double-focusing monochromator, and a vertical focusing an-
alyzer in setup.

The quality of CaLa-10-3-8 crystals was examined by the

Figure 1 (Color online) Crystal structure and characterization of CaLa-10-
3-8 samples. (a) Crystalline structure of CaLa-10-3-8. The black box rep-
resents the magnetic unit cell defined by Fe sublattice. (b) Photographs of
assembled and co-aligned CaLa-10-3-8 crystals in our INS experiments. (c)
X-ray diffraction pattern of a typical CaLa-10-3-8 crystal. The inset shows
the Laue reflection pattern of the crystal.

resistance and magnetization measurements as shown in Fig-
ure 2(a) and (b). The electric transport and magnetic-
susceptibility measurements were carried out on the physical
property measurement systems (PPMS) and magnetic prop-
erty measurement systems (MPMS) (Quantum Design), re-
spectively. The sharp superconducting transitions for 24 ran-
domly selected samples indicate the homogeneity and high
quality of our samples, with a statistic Tc = (30 ± 3) K.
We also measured the in-plane magneto-resistance within the
superconducting transition around T = 28 K to characterize
the superconducting anisotropy. According to the anisotropic
Ginzburg-Landau theory, the resistivity in the mixed state can

be scaled with the variable B
√

cos2(θ) + Γ−2 sin2(θ), where
the angle θ is between the cM-axis and magnetic field, Γ =
Bab

c2/B
c
c2 is the superconducting anisotropy. Figure 2(c) shows

the scaling results of magnetoresistance at T = 28 K, which
give Γ = 13.6. Comparing the superconducting anisotropy
between the CaLa-10-3-8 and other FeSCs after normalizing
by Tc as shown in Figure 2(d) [107], the CaLa-10-3-8 and
12442 system show the largest anisotropy Γ > 10 indicating
their quasi-2D nature.

The Nernst effect was measured in a homemade setup at-
tached to PPMS. A temperature gradient was established in
the ab-plane of the sample by a heater, and the temperature
difference was measured by a pair of type-E thermocouples.
The Nernst signals S xy are measured by the transverse volt-
age (V) produced from a longitudinal temperature gradient
(−▽T ) in a perpendicular magnetic field (B ∥ c).

The NMR measurements were conducted at the 75As nu-
clear sites with a phase-coherent spectrometer. There are two
very different 75As environments including the FeAs4 tetra-
hedra and the intercalated Pt3As8 skutterudite layer. How-
ever, only one set of resonance peaks corresponds to the 75As
nuclear spins near the Fe ions, identical to the previous NMR
study on the undoped sample [108]. The linewidth of the res-
onance peak is very broad (0.31 MHz at 40 K) compared to
the results of other FeSCs due to the existing five magneti-
cally inequivalent As sites in the FeAs layers and the disor-
der resulting from the Pt impurities. But the smaller relative
width ∆ f / f = 0.28% than previous reports in 10-3-8 sys-
tem [100,108] suggests that our crystals have less Pt impuri-
ties. The measurement of the nuclear spin-lattice relaxation
rate (1/T1) was performed by the inversion-recovery method.
The 1/T1 was obtained by fitting the time evolution of nuclear
magnetization of the central transition to the function:

M(t)/M(∞) =

1 − a(0.1 exp(−(t/T1)β) + 0.9 exp(−(6t/T1)β)).
(1)

The fitting results give a stretching factor β > 0.7, suggesting
a slight distribution of 1/T1 across the sample.
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Figure 2 (Color online) Resistance and magnetization characterization of CaLa-10-3-8 crystals. (a) Temperature dependence of the resistance within ab-
plane. The superconducting transition at Tc = 30 K is marked by an arrow. (b) Zero-field-cooling magnetization in 24 randomly selected crystals. The statistic
on superconducting transition is about Tc = (30 ± 3) K. (c) Scaling of the resistivity versus an effective field, B(cos2(θ) + Γ−2 sin2(θ))−1/2, where Γ represents
the superconducting anisotropy defined by the upper critical field: Γ = Bab

c2/B
c
c2. The inset shows the schematic configuration of the magnetic resistance

measurements. (d) Comparison of the superconducting anisotropy Γ for various FeSCs.

3 Results

3.1 Electronic transport

The incoherent Cooper pairs are usually associated with
strong phase fluctuations approaching the 2D limit of super-
conductivity in which the transition can be described under
the BKT framework. Below the BKT-transition, the Ohm’s
law is broken due to the unbinding of vortex-antivortex pairs,
resulting in a nonlinear behavior in the current-voltage (I-
V) curves. We first present the temperature-dependent I-
V curves for a CaLa-10-3-8 sample with Tc about 29 K to
verify whether the superconducting transition is of the BKT
type. We extracted the power-law exponent α for V ∼ Iα

by fitting the I-V curves shown in Figure 3(a). As the tem-
perature decreases, the exponent α gradually deviates from
an Ohmic resistance behavior and becomes highly tempera-
ture dependent. The α continuously increases to 3 at about
28.5 K, as shown in Figure 3(b), which is a typical signature
of the BKT transition in 2D superconductors [5-7,109]. Fur-
thermore, the disappearance of Ohmic resistance follows the

Halperin-Nelson formula [110]:

R(T ) = R0 exp[−b/(T − TBKT)1/2]. (2)

As shown in the plot of [d(lnR)/dT ]−2/3 (inset of Fig-
ure 3(b)), the extracted value of TBKT from the fitting is about
28.7 K, which is in agreement with the result analysis on
the I-V curves. For comparison, similar results were also
observed in the FeSe/SrTiO3 thin films and the ion interca-
lated FeSe materials [28, 29]. Therefore, the I-V curves and
the temperature dependent resistance give unambiguous ev-
idence of a BKT-like transition in the CaLa-10-3-8 system,
confirming its quasi-2D nature of superconductivity shown
in Figure 2(c) and (d).

3.2 Neutron spin resonance mode

We then present the results on the spin excitations in Figure 4.
By subtracting the background as shown in Figure 4(a), we
obtain the energy dependence of spin excitation intensity
S(Q, ω) at the antiferromagnetic wave vector QAF=(1, 0,
2) as shown in Figure 4(b). Upon entering into the super
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Figure 3 (Color online) BKT transition analysis on the I-V curves of CaLa-10-3-8 crystals. (a) Raw data of I-V curves at various temperatures plotted
in a logarithmic scale. (b) Temperature dependence of the power-law exponent α as deduced from V ∼ Iα. The inset shows the temperature dependence of
(dlnR/dT )−2/3 and the red solid line shows the fitting by the Halprin-Nelson formula [110].

Figure 4 (Color online) Low-energy spin excitations of CaLa-10-3-8 measured by INS. (a) Raw data of energy scans for spin excitations at Q = (1, 0, 2) at
T = 1.5, 40, 85 and 160 K measured at EIGER. The open shape in (c) shows the background at Q = (1.3, 0, 2) for E = 2-12 meV and Q = (1.5, 0, 2) for E =
13-22 meV. (b) Energy dependence of spin excitations at Q = (1, 0, 2), T = 1.5, 40, 85 and 160 K. (c) The intensity difference between T = 1.5 and 40 K at
Q = (1, 0, L) (L = 2, 2.5, 3). All data are normalized by the square of Fe2+ magnetic form factor |F(Q)|2. (d) Q-scans along [H, 0, 2] for E = 13 meV at T = 1.5
and 40 K measured at EIGER. The light yellow region marks a spurious peak from the harmonic scattering. (e) Q-scans along [H, 0, 2] for E = 3 meV at T =
2.5 and 40 K measured at BAMBOO. The inset shows the spin gap at different L. (f) Temperature dependence of the spin gap intensity at E = 3 meV, Q =(1,
0, 2) measured at BAMBOO. All solids lines are guides to eyes.

conducting state, a spin gap opens below 5 meV, and a broad
peak centered at E = 13 meV is observed. In the normal state,
the peak transforms into a hump above Tc with the intensity
decreasing upon warming, similar to the results in CaPt-10-
4-8 compound [101]. By comparing the spin excitation in-
tensity below and above Tc (Figure 4(c)), a SRM with peak
energy ER = 13 meV is identified by a clear intensity en-
hancement from 10 to 20 meV and a depletion below 10 meV,

inconsistent with the previous results of CaPt-10-3-8 [100].
Furthermore, all data for different L = 2, 2.5, and 3 overlap
after being modified by the magnetic form factor |F(Q)|2 of
Fe2+ ions, suggesting the quasi-2D nature of the SRM. An
enhancement of the intensity at T = 1.5 K can also be de-
tected around Q = (1, 0, 2) in the constant-energy scan (Q-
scan) at E = 13 meV in comparison to the 40 K data, where
a temperature-independent spurious peak at Q = (0.8, 0, 2)
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is probably from the accidental harmonic scattering of the
(0, 0, 6) nuclear peak (Figure 4(d)). The resonance energy
ER = 13 meV yields ER/kBTc = 5.0, following the same
scaling obtained in other FeSCs [82-84]. To confirm the spin
gap, we also performed Q-scans at 3 meV. As shown in Fig-
ure 4(e), no peak is detected at T = 2.5 K, but a peak emerges
centered around Q = (1, 0, 2) at T = 40 K, suggesting fully
gapped spin excitations at low energies in the superconduct-
ing state. The spin gap is also quasi-2D in reciprocal space
for its L-independent feature (inset of Figure 4(e)), which
emerges just below Tc (Figure 4(f)). To compare the dis-
persions, we show the data of several constant-energy scans
(H-scans) at T = 2.5 and 40 K and E = 3, 6, 10, 13 meV
in Figure 5(a). The peak width continuously increases upon
increasing energy with similar tendency in both the supercon-
ducting and normal states. Neither the hourglass shape of the
dispersions in the superconducting state nor the chimney-like
dispersions in the normal state typically shown in the hole
underdoped cuprates are observed in this sample.

We have tracked the temperature evolution of the spin ex-
citations both at the resonance energy E = 13 and 7 meV in
the depletion part. The Q-scans from T = 1.5 to 300 K and
their Gaussian fittings are shown in Figure 5(b), where the
spurious signal is a constant peak marked by the shadows.
The integrated intensity (Itot) and the full width at half maxi-
mum (FWHM) are obtained and presented in Figure 6(a)-(d).
To double-check the temperature dependence of magnetic in-
tensities, we also measured the peak intensity (Ip) at E = 10
and 13 meV. All backgrounds are subtracted from the raw
data, and the results are converted to dynamic magnetic sus-
ceptibility χ′′(Q, ω) by removing the Bose population fac-
tor. On warming up to Tc, the intensity at ER = 13 meV
drops quickly due to the fading resonance. The intensity de-
crease does not cease at Tc but continues to high tempera-
ture in the normal state (Figure 6(a)). The spin fluctuations
usually decrease linearly at a high temperature due to the
damping effect (see solid lines in Figure 6(a)) [62, 111], thus
the extra magnetic excitation at ER may be the precursor of
SRM. A similar feature can be found in the excitation at E =
10 meV. For the intensity at E = 7 meV, it increases firstly
due to the spectral weight redistribution and forms a λ shape
when across Tc, then decreases in the normal state, too (Fig-
ure 4(b)). Through the temperature dependence of FWHM,
which is inversely associated with the spin-spin correlation
lengths in real space by a Fourier transformation [47], we
have found the FWHM monotonously increases upon warm-
ing up to room temperature with a clear kink around T ∗ ≈
45 K, both for E = 13 and 7 meV (Figure 6(c) and (d)).

To investigate the relationship between spin fluctuations
above Tc and superconductivity, we have also carried out
magnetic field dependent measurements on the SRM in

Figure 5 (Color online) Temperature dependence of the spin excitations of
CaLa-10-3-8 measured by INS. (a) Constant-energy scans along H-direction
for E = 3, 6, 10 and 13 meV at T = 2.5 and 40 K measured at BAMBOO. A
linear background has been subtracted, and the solid lines are Gaussian fits
by one or two peaks including the spurious signals around Q = (0.8, 0, 2) for
E = 13 meV. (b) Q-scans along Q = [H, 0, 2] for E = 13 and 7 meV at differ-
ent temperatures measured at EIGER. The solid lines are fitting results by a
Gaussian function, where a temperature-independent Gaussian peak (shadow
areas) from the spurious signals around Q = (0.8, 0, 2) is added to the fittings
for E = 13 meV.

CaLa-10-3-8. Generally, a magnetic field will yield net
changes of the magnetic intensity due to field-insensitive
phonon excitations and incoherent scattering backgrounds.
In the quasi-2D unconventional superconductors, a c-axis
aligned field is expected to lower the resonance energy ER

due to the quick suppression of Tc, while an in-plane mag-
netic field could effectively suppress the resonance intensity
with limited effects on ER or Tc [112-115]. As shown in Fig-
ure 6(e) and (f), a 10 T in-plane magnetic field suppresses the
intensity of spin fluctuations at the resonance energy ER be-
low T ∗, instead of the field effect below Tc in other FeSCs
[114-116]. The inset in Figure 6(f) depicts the tempera-
ture derivative of the data in Figure 6(e), revealing a clear
anomaly around T ∗, associated with a rapid enhancement of
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Figure 6 (Color online) Analysis on the temperature and magnetic field dependence of the spin excitations in CaLa-10-3-8. (a) and (b) Temperature
dependence of χ′′(Q, ω) for E = 13, 10 and 7 meV. Here Ip and Itot imply the peak intensity and the integrated intensity around Q = (1, 0, 2), respectively.
(c) and (d) Temperature dependence of the peak width (FWHM) obtained by gaussian fittings to the constant-energy scans in Figure 5(b). The solid lines are
guides by the eyes, and the arrows mark the kinks of FWHM at T ∗ = 45 K. (e) Temperature dependence of χ′′(Q, ω) for E = 13 meV at 0 and 10 T. (f)
Difference of ∆χ′′(Q, ω) between 0 and 10 T. The inset shows the temperature derivative of χ′′(Q, ω), where both Tc and T ∗ are marked by dashed lines.

spin fluctuations below Tc. These phenomena show simi-
larities with the spin excitations in the underdoped cuprate
superconductors [66]. Therefore, the appearance of field-
dependent spin fluctuations in between Tc and T ∗ represents
a precursor resonant mode related to the formation of inco-
herent Cooper pairs, if we believe that the spin fluctuation
indeed acts as the pairing glue in FeSCs.

3.3 Nernst measurements

Strong superconducting phase fluctuation provokes the un-
binding of vortex-antivortex pairs in the normal state of the
quasi-2D superconductors. Thus a transverse Nernst signal,

generated by the vortex motion under a longitudinal temper-
ature gradient and a vertical magnetic field, can be detected
above Tc, which is usually taken as the hallmark of phase
fluctuations in type-II superconductors [29, 40, 117]. We
have performed the Nernst measurements on CaLa-10-3-8,
and the results are shown in Figure 7. Figure 7(a) and (b)
show the magnetic field dependence of measured transverse
voltage under a longitudinal temperature gradient. A positive
and nonlinear-field-dependent Nernst signal in the supercon-
ducting state is a feature of the vortex flow and vanishes at a
lower temperature due to the vortex liquid to solid transition
(Figure 7(a)) [18, 23, 118]. Intriguingly, the Nernst signal is
also nonlinear above Tc and persists up to T ∗, which is shown



Z. Li, et al. Sci. China-Phys. Mech. Astron. April (2025) Vol. 68 No. 4 247415-8

Figure 7 (Color online) Nernst measurement results on CaLa-10-3-8 crystals. (a) and (b) The field dependence of the Nernst signals at different temperatures.
(c) Schematic of the Nernst measurement configuration. (d) Temperature dependence of the Nernst signals with an onset temperature of phase fluctuations at
T ∗ = 45 K.

more clearly in the temperature dependence of the deduced
Nernst coefficient for different fields (Figure 6(d)). Since the
Gaussian fluctuations can not account for such temperature-
dependent behavior of the Nernst signal, they must be con-
tributed by the superconducting phase fluctuation above Tc

[19, 22]. After warming up above T ∗, the Nernst signals
become linear with the magnetic field (Figure 7(b)). The
nonzero magnitude as well as the slow hump of S xy/B from
T = 50 to 300 K are probably related to the multi-band
characteristic of FeSCs, which were also observed in another
quasi-2D FeSC compound CsCa2Fe4As4F2 but interpreted as
an effect from the incoherent-coherent crossover of charge
dynamics [40].

3.4 NMR measurements

If there are preformed Cooper pairs above Tc due to super-
conducting phase fluctuations, a partially opened pairing gap
can be detected below T ∗ in spectroscopic measurements
[2]. In a Fermi liquid picture, the Knight shift (K) and the
spin-lattice relaxation rate (1/T1), deduced from the NMR
spectrum, is sensitive to the DOS (N(EF)) at the Fermi level.
If we ignore the q-dependent spin fluctuations, both K and
1/T1T follow a Korringa relation with 1/T1T ∼ K2 ∼ N(EF)2.
In the underdoped cuprates, the loss of N(EF) by the pseu-
dogap formation results in the decrease of K and 1/T1T far

above Tc [119, 120]. We have performed NMR measure-
ments at the 75As nuclear sites in CaLa-10-3-8 under two
measurement configurations: B = 9 T ∥ cM and B = 15 T
⊥ cM . Figure 8(a)-(c) show the recovery curves of the nuclear
magnetization, and Figure 8(d) shows the temperature depen-
dence of the 1/T1T obtained fitting of magnetization recov-
ery curves in Figure 8(a)-(c). We do not obtain reliable K for
all measured temperatures since it is difficult to accurately
determine the peak center in those broad resonance peaks due
to the intrinsic disorders in the triclinic 10-3-8 system, even
though the peak width of NMR spectrum ∆ f / f = 0.28%
is smaller than previous reports in 10-3-8 system (inset of
Figure 8(c)) [100, 108]. Thus we only discuss the results
of 1/T1T obtained from the inversion-recovery method. As
summarized in Figure 8(d), 1/T1T firstly decreases rapidly
at high temperatures, which has been extensively observed
in other FeSCs such as BaFe2As2 and CaFe2As2. Then the
1/T1T starts to increase as the antiferromagnetic spin coher-
ence enhances the spin fluctuations, contrary to the constant
1/T1T in a previous report on the CaPt-10-3-8 [100]. Below
T ∗, the recovery curves return to the steady state more slowly
(Figure 8(c)), and then 1/T1T starts to decrease again be-
fore a quick dropdown below Tc (Figure 8(d)), suggesting
a reduction of N(EF), namely a gap opening on the Fermi
surfaces. It should be noted that the temperature-dependent
behavior of 1/T1T is almost the same for different directions
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Figure 8 (Color online) NMR measurement results on CaLa-10-3-8 crystals. (a) Recovery of the nuclear magnetization as a function of delay time
(M(t)/M(∞)) at different temperatures, where the external magnetic field of 9 T is applied parallel to the cM-axis (B = 9 T ∥ cM). (b) M(t)/M(∞) results
from T = 20 to 240 K for another measurement configuration B = 15 T ⊥ cM . (c) Details of M(t)/M(∞) results from T = 20 to 45 K for the measurement
configuration B = 15 T ⊥ cM . (d) Temperature dependence of 1/T1T obtained from the fitting results of magnetization recovery by eq. (1). The results are
similar for two different measurement setups. The inset in (a) shows two inequivalent As sites and the internal hyperfine field at the As(1) site. The inset in (c)
shows a typical 75As NMR spectrum measured with B = 15 T ⊥ cM , where the peak width ∆ f / f = 0.28% is smaller than previous reports in 10-3-8 system
[100, 108].

and strengths of the magnetic field. The NMR results on
CaLa-10-3-8 indicate that a pairing gap opens at T ∗ instead
of Tc, consistent with our results of INS and Nernst measure-
ments.

4 Discussions

With accumulating evidence from transport, INS, Nernst, and
NMR measurements, we have unambiguously observed the
preformed Cooper pairs in the normal state of CaLa-10-3-
8 superconductor. We notice that the pre-pairing tempera-
ture T ∗ = 45 K for phase incoherence Cooper pairs is not
very far above the zero-resistance temperature Tc0 = 30 K
in CaLa-10-3-8 compound, which could be attributed to the
smaller superconducting anisotropy and higher superfluid
density in comparison with the layered cuprates. It seems that
∆T = (T ∗ − Tc0) < 20 K in organic ion-intercalated FeSe su-
perconductors (T ∗ = 60 K and Tc0 = 42 K for (CTA)xFeSe,
T ∗ = 60 K and Tc0 = 43 K for (TBA)xFeSe, respectively)
[29,30]. The gap forming temperature determined from pho-

toemission measurements is either 83 K or 60-64 K in the
single-layer FeSe film, much higher than Tc0= 23-30 K ob-
tained from electrical transport measurements [26-28]. How-
ever, we have to admit that it is kind of tricky to define the ini-
tial dropdown point of 1/T1T above Tc due to the crossover-
like feature in its temperature dependence. For example, in
the CsCa2Fe4As4F2 compound with similar Tc = 28.5 K and
Γ ≈ 14, the reduction of 1/T1T seems to happen below 90
or 50 K, which depends on the criterion [40]. The scenario
about incoherent Cooper pairing above Tc has been put for-
ward to understand the pseudogap state in cuprates [2], as
supported by numerous Nernst results [14-18]. But the sit-
uation is a bit of chaos, where the pre-pairing temperature
T ∗ defined by Nernst measurements may not coincide with
the pseudogap temperature Tp defined by the NMR and pho-
toemission spectroscopies [14-23]. More controversies for
the origin of pseudogap arise due to gap-like features from
other competing orders in the underdoped region. In the iron
pnictide superconductors, the Fe-As layer responsible for the
superconductivity is relatively clean, and the Fe-Fe sublat-
tice is not interrupted by the La doping in the 10-3-8 system,



Z. Li, et al. Sci. China-Phys. Mech. Astron. April (2025) Vol. 68 No. 4 247415-10

even though there are some Pt disorders in Pt-As layer. Thus
the definitions of T ∗ obtained from various probes are more
self-consistent than the case in cuprates. It should be noted
that the possible inhomogeneous superconductivity cannot
account for the pre-pairing feature at T ∗ = 45 K, since the
maximum Tc at the optimal doping level is 33 K for the best
condition in our CaLa-10-3-8 samples. Indeed, the large non-
linear field dependent Nernst signal, the BKT-like transition
and the reduction of the density of state below T ∗ all support
the pre-pairing picture in CaLa-10-3-8 compound.

The precursor SRM and its field response are observed
for the first time in FeSCs. Different from the lack of evi-
dence of SRM in CaPt-10-3-8 and CaPt-10-4-8 compounds,
the obvious spectral-weight redistribution and the appearance
of a 5 meV spin gap in the superconducting state strongly
support the existence of SRM in the CaLa-10-3-8, which is
usually considered as the signature of s± superconducting
pairing in between different Fermi pockets. In contrast to
the other FeSCs, our INS results show no order-parameter-
like behavior in the temperature dependence of χ′′(Q, ω) at
ER, whereas the most rapid enhancement of its intensity oc-
curs nearly at Tc. Instead, the slope of χ′′(T ) exhibits an
anomaly at T ∗ = 45 K associated with the onset of increasing
magnetic response. This phenomenon is reminiscent of that
shown in the underdoped cuprates such as YBa2Cu3O6.6 and
HgBa2CuO4+δ. In cuprates, antiferromagnetic correlations
have been argued to cause not only the d-wave superconduc-
tivity, but also the formation of pseudogap. The significant
increase of the magnetic response below T ∗ and the con-
comitant absence of a prominent effect across Tc are taken
as a prominent signature of the pseudogap state. Assuming
the pseudogap has the same origin as the superconducting
gap due to pairing electrons, by applying a magnetic field to
suppress the pairing, the suppression of the SRM should per-
sist above Tc and terminate at T ∗. This is exactly the case
in our results on CaLa-10-3-8 (Figure 6 (f)). Therefore, the
unusual temperature and field dependent behaviors of low-
energy spin excitations in CaLa-10-3-8 may be ascribed to
a pseudogap state, which probably is related to the spin-spin
interactions. However, there are still some discrepancies with
the INS results in cuprates. In the underdoped La2−xSrxCuO4

[121] and YBa2Cu3O6+δ [57,61,122,123], the low energy ex-
citations below ER are partially suppressed even in the pseu-
dogap state, forming a spin pseudogap. Nevertheless, a large
full spin gap in the superconducting state is also observed in
HgBa2CuO4+δ [63, 64]. Here in CaLa-10-3-8, the spin exci-
tations only open a 5 meV gap in the superconducting state,
which is likely due to a spectral weight redistribution of the
SRM mode. The dispersions of spin excitations in the super-
conducting and pseudogap states are qualitatively different in
YBa2Cu3O6.6 (Tc = 61 K, T ∗ ≈ 200 K) and HgBa2CuO4+δ

(Tc = 88 K, T ∗ = 220 K) with a clear SRM [62, 64], but
keep almost the same Y-shape in HgBa2CuO4+δ (Tc = 71 K,
T ∗ = 305 K) without a SRM [63]. Although limited data in
Figure 5(a) suggest the low-energy dispersion in CaLa-10-3-
8 may not change much below and above Tc, further time-
of-flight neutron scattering experiments are highly desired to
clarify this important issue, as well as the detailed dispersion
of the SRM.

5 Summary

In summary, we have identified a precursor spin resonance
mode in the normal state of CaLa-10-3-8 FeSC (Tc = 30 K)
with a characteristic temperature T ∗= 45 K, corresponding
to the onset temperature of the superconducting phase fluc-
tuations determined by Nernst measurements and the reduc-
tion of DOS at the Fermi level determined by NMR mea-
surements. More importantly, the magnetic field response of
the resonance intensity persists above Tc and terminates at
T ∗. Such phenomena indicate that the Cooper pairs can pre-
form above Tc in the iron pnictide superconductors, which
closely resembles the case in the pseudogap state of under-
doped cuprates. Our results enlighten the mechanism inves-
tigations on the pre-pairing picture and pseudogap phase in
those quasi-2D high-Tc superconductors.
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Boz̆ović, Nature 472, 458 (2011).

14 Z. A. Xu, N. P. Ong, Y. Wang, T. Kakeshita, and S. Uchida, Nature
406, 486 (2000).

15 Y. Wang, Z. A. Xu, T. Kakeshita, S. Uchida, S. Ono, Y. Ando, and N.
P. Ong, Phys. Rev. B 64, 224519 (2001), arXiv: cond-mat/0108242.

16 Y. Wang, N. P. Ong, Z. A. Xu, T. Kakeshita, S. Uchida, D. A. Bonn,
R. Liang, and W. N. Hardy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 257003 (2002),
arXiv: cond-mat/0205299.

17 Y. Wang, S. Ono, Y. Onose, G. Gu, Y. Ando, Y. Tokura, S. Uchida,
and N. P. Ong, Science 299, 86 (2003).

18 Y. Wang, L. Li, and N. P. Ong, Phys. Rev. B 73, 024510 (2006),
arXiv: cond-mat/0510470.

19 I. Ussishkin, S. L. Sondhi, and D. A. Huse, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89,
287001 (2002), arXiv: cond-mat/0204484.
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