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ABSTRACT
The design of epitaxial interfaces is a pivotal way to engineer artificial structures where new electronic phases can emerge. Here, we report
a systematic emergence of an interfacial superconducting state in epitaxial heterostructures of LaTiO3 and KTaO3. The superconductivity
transition temperature increases with decreasing thickness of LaTiO3. Such a behavior is observed for both (110) and (111) crystal oriented
structures. For thick samples, the finite resistance developing below the superconducting transition temperature increases with increasing
LaTiO3 thickness. Consistent with previous reports, the (001) oriented heterointerface features a high electron mobility of 250 cm2 V−1 s−1

and shows no superconducting transition down to 40 mK. Our results imply a non-trivial impact of LaTiO3 on the superconducting state and
indicate how superconducting KTaO3 interfaces can be integrated with other oxide materials.

© 2023 Author(s). All article content, except where otherwise noted, is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0151227

I. INTRODUCTION
Interfaces between materials can harbor electronic structures

distinct from the bulk constituents. One instance is the formation
of a metallic layer at the junction of two insulators. A broadly cel-
ebrated example is the LaAlO3/SrTiO3 interface, which not only
harbors high mobility carriers but can also become superconduct-
ing at around 300 mK.1–3 This rather well controlled system became
a fertile testbed to explore two-dimensional superconductivity. In
such a strongly asymmetric heterostructure, it was straightforward
to assay the role of spin–orbit coupling (SOC) for the superconduct-
ing phase, albeit the conduction band is formed by 3d-orbitals of
titanium with a moderate SOC energy on the order of 40 meV.4–7

In fact, it is anticipated that a sizable spin–orbit coupling can be

favorable for unconventional Cooper pairing and for the realiza-
tion of Majorana states.8–12 Therefore, the recent observation of
superconductivity in KTaO3, whose conduction band is formed by
5d Ta orbitals with a much larger SOC energy of about 300 meV,
may provide a new twist in the formation of the superconducting
phase in two dimensions. Furthermore, by taking into considera-
tion that bulk KTaO3 has not still been demonstrated to become
superconducting, the emergence of interfacial superconductivity in
such a system can provide a distinct insight into the Cooper pair
formation mechanism.13 Being isostructural to SrTiO3, the per-
ovskite oxide KTaO3 is a quantum paraelectric and has a bandgap
of about 3.6 eV. The conduction band around Γ point is split by a
large spin–orbit coupling in well separated bands with an effective
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total angular momentum J = 1/2 (higher energy) and J = 3/2 states
(lower energy).

The first observation of interfacial KTaO3 superconductivity
dates back to experiments with the ionic liquid gating technique,
which has revealed a superconducting transition at 50 mK for
(001)-oriented KTaO3 surface.14 Recently, the emergence of super-
conductivity at (110)- and (111)-oriented KTaO3 surfaces was
demonstrated in the majority of cases by growing a EuO layer or
depositing an amorphous LaAlO3 layer.15–21 The cubic lattice struc-
ture of EuO with a lattice constant a = 5.145 Å matches neither
(110) nor (111) orientation of the KTaO3 crystal structure, result-
ing in the formation of either polycrystalline or defective layers at
the interface.16,17 Superconductivity was also observed in the (111)-
oriented KTaO3 heterostructure with a 10 nm thick La2/3Sr1/3MnO3
top layer.22 To have full control over the emergent superconduct-
ing state, it is important to have excellent control over the interface’s
electronic properties, which also includes the understanding of the
role of the top layer in the emergent phenomena. This control

paves the way for integrating superconducting KTaO3 interfaces
with other oxide materials.

Here, we report the emergence of superconductivity in the
epitaxial-grown structures of LaTiO3 on (110) and (111) oriented
KTaO3. We observe that the superconducting transition tempera-
ture increases with decreasing thickness of the LaTiO3 layer. For
thick samples, the resistance Rxx remains finite below the super-
conducting transition temperature and this Rxx value increases with
increasing LaTiO3 thickness. These observations indicate a non-
trivial impact of LaTiO3 on the interface’s electronic properties.
Our finding may facilitate the engineering of the superconduct-
ing phase at the interface. The bulk LaTiO3 is a Mott insulator
with an orthorhombic crystal structure and lattice parameters a = b
= 5.595 Å and c = 7.912 Å. Therefore, LaTiO3 can be thought of as
a quasi-cubic structure with an effective lattice constant

√

a2
+ b2
/2

≅ c/2 = 3.956 Å, which, thus, differs by only about 0.8% from the
lattice constant of cubic KTaO3 a = b = c = 3.989 Å. This facilitates

FIG. 1. (a) Crystal structure of LaTiO3
and KTaO3.23 (b) Epitaxial growth pro-
cess steps for LaTiO3/KTaO3 het-
erostructures. Shown are the RHEED
patterns at various steps of the (110)
oriented structure growth. A similar evo-
lution of the RHEED pattern with tem-
perature is also observed for struc-
tures grown on (001) and (111) KTaO3
crystal orientations. (c) X-ray diffraction
patterns of the (110)-oriented substrate
(blue trace) and a film on a substrate
(green trace). The diffraction pattern is
shifted for clarity along the vertical axis.
The red line is the best fit describing the
position of Laue fringes.
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the growth of LaTiO3/KTaO3 heterostructures on the three main
facets of a cubic crystal system, i.e., (001), (110), and (111).24

II. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. Epitaxial growth

The LaTiO3/KTaO3 structures are grown using the pulsed laser
deposition technique. A piece of the KTaO3 substrate with a size
of about 3 × 3 mm2 was attached to the substrate holder using sil-
ver epoxy. A polycrystalline La2Ti2O7 target is ablated in vacuum
with a repetition rate of 2 Hz and a laser fluence of 1.6 J cm−2.
The growth chamber is equipped with a reflection high-energy elec-
tron diffraction (RHEED) monitor allowing us to observe the growth
process in situ. Figure 1(b) shows the exemplary RHEED patterns
during the growth process of the (110)-oriented structure. After
loading the substrate in the growth chamber, the substrate is heated
to 400 ○C. During this heating step, no change in the RHEED pat-
tern is observed. In fact, the atomic force microscopy measurements
show that the surface morphology barely changes at 400 ○C (see
the supplementary material). To prevent the degradation of the
KTaO3 surface upon further heating and to suppress the forma-
tion of defects, the substrate surface is covered with an amorphous
layer by ablating the La2Ti2O7 target, which is indicated by the van-
ishing RHEED pattern after this processing step. Upon heating to
700 ○C, the amorphous layer crystallizes and the streak pattern forms
gradually. This solid state epitaxial step at 700 ○C is favored due to
a small lattice mismatch between LaTiO3 and KTaO3, which gives
a clear diffraction pattern correspondence between the substrate
and the crystallized layer. The crystallized layer enables successive
homoepitaxial growth, which takes place at a lower temperature of
600 ○C. The heterostructures discussed in this work differ by the
LaTiO3 layer thickness deposited at 600 ○C. After the growth, the
heterostructures are cooled to room temperature and are left to
thermalize for about 12 h. Subsequently, the structures are covered
with a thin amorphous layer by ablating the La2Ti2O7 target to pre-
vent potential degradation of structures under ambient conditions.
We note that the growth conditions favor the stabilization of the
LaTiO3 phase.25 To check the film crystal structure, we grow a thick
LaTiO3 layer with 735 pulses. Figure 1(c) shows its x-ray diffrac-
tion pattern (green trace) featuring Laue fringes, which indicate a

high crystalline film quality. Due to the similar lattice parameters of
LaTiO3 and KTaO3, the Bragg diffraction peak of LaTiO3 is indis-
cernible due to the overlapped diffraction pattern of the substrate
(blue trace). By fitting the position of the Laue fringes (red line),
we determine a film thickness of 14 nm, which is used to estimate
the thickness of thinner films from a given number of pulses as
shown in Fig. 1(b) for each process step. The stoichiometry of the
structures checked with energy-dispersive x-ray spectroscopy was
comparable with that of the target. We note, however, that the exact
stoichiometry of the structure can have an impact on the interface
conductivity.26–28

B. Electrical transport characteristics
The transport characteristics of heterostructures are shown

in Fig. 2. We employed a Physical Property Measurement System
(PPMS, Quantum Design) down to 2 K and an adiabatic demagneti-
zation refrigerator (ADR) stage, which is compatible with the PPMS
platform, to characterize the superconducting transition of het-
erostructures down to 150 mK. The samples are directly bonded with
aluminum wires as shown in Fig. 3(a) so that they can be character-
ized along two orthogonal directions simultaneously. Figures 2(a)
and 2(b) show the exemplary temperature dependence of Rxx for
three crystal orientations. Consistent with previous reports, the
(111)-oriented heterostructure has a higher superconducting tran-
sition temperature than the (110)-oriented heterostructures.15–17,19

More importantly, we observe that the onset temperature of the
superconducting phase Tonset

c strongly depends on the thickness of
the LaTiO3 layer. Such an impact of the top layer thickness on
the superconducting state has not been reported yet. Figure 2(c)
shows that Tonset

c increases with decreasing thickness of the LaTiO3
layer. Such a behavior is observed for both (110) and (111) oriented
heterostructures. Following this finding, we measured one of the
(001)-oriented heterostructures with a 1.7 nm thick LaTiO3 layer
in a dilution refrigerator at a temperature down to 40 mK but did
not observe a superconducting transition. The absence of a super-
conducting phase for (001) oriented heterostructures is consistent
with a previous report.19 To check the conductance of the LaTiO3
layer, we grew a 2.6 nm thin LaTiO3 layer on both GdScO3 and
NdScO3 substrates according to the growth procedure of Fig. 1. The

FIG. 2. (a) Exemplary temperature dependence of resistance for LaTiO3/KTaO3 heterostructures defined on (001), (110), and (111) crystal surfaces. (b) Superconducting
state is observed for (110) and (111) oriented heterostructures, while (001) structure remains metallic down to 40 mK. Shown is the definition of the superconductivity onset
temperature Tonset

c . (c) Tonset
c decreases with increasing thickness of LaTiO3. We assign an error bar of 150 mK for (001)-oriented heterostructures, which are not measured

in a dilution refrigerator. The thick lines are a guide to the eye.
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FIG. 3. (a) Photograph of a sample with attached wires to measure the temperature dependence of sample resistance. Also shown is the scheme of the electrical circuit
sample connection. A multi-channel source-measurement unit of the PPMS is used to measure two orthogonal crystal directions simultaneously. (b) Resistance at zero
magnetic field at T = 2 K (above superconducting transition, left panel) and at T = 150 mK (below superconducting transition, right panel) as a function of the LaTiO3
thickness. The color encodes the crystal orientation of heterostructures. The thin heterostructures with (110) and (111) crystal orientations show Rxx = 0 Ω at T = 150 mK.
As the LaTiO3 thickness increases, the residual Rxx increases. The thick lines are a guide to the eye.

resistance of such structures at room temperature was on the order
of 106 Ω.

Figure 3(b) compares the resistance values of heterostructures
above (T = 2 K, left panel) and below (T = 150 mK, right panel)
the superconducting transition. It is noticeable that Rxx at T = 2 K
increases with increasing LaTiO3 thickness for both the (111) and
(110) oriented structures, while it remains almost constant for the
(001)-oriented heterostructures. Such a behavior points to the inter-
face conductance rather than to the conductance in the LaTiO3 layer
solely, in which case the resistance would decrease with increasing
LaTiO3 thickness. To further elucidate the properties of the het-
erostructures, we show in Fig. 4 the dependence of both the electron
mobility and the charge carrier density on the LaTiO3 thickness. The
charge carrier density n is estimated from the Hall effect measure-
ments, while mobility μ is estimated from the sample conductance
in a zero magnetic field. Among the three crystal orientations, the
(001)-oriented heterointerface has the highest electron mobility on
the order of 250 cm2 V−1 s−1, which does not depend on the LaTiO3
thickness. Both the electron mobility and the charge carrier density
values are consistent with those obtained for LaTiO3/KTaO3 (001)-
oriented structures grown by molecular beam epitaxy.24 For both
the (110) and (111) oriented heterostructures, the electron mobil-
ity shows a distinct behavior; it is the largest for thin structures,
i.e., around 100 cm2 V−1 s−1, and decreases with increasing LaTiO3
thickness, reaching a saturation value of around 30 cm2 V−1 s−1

above a LaTiO3 thickness of 2 nm. By contrast, the charge carrier
density shows a fast increase with the LaTiO3 thickness by about a
factor of 1.5 (lower panel in Fig. 4) and saturates above 2 nm. This
seems to be a common tendency for all three crystal orientations. An
increase in the sheet charge carrier density n [Fig. 4(b)] and, at the
same time, a decrease in Tonset

c with the LaTiO3 thickness [Fig. 2(c)]
establishes an opposite tendency to the previous observations in
KTaO3-based superconducting structures, for which the supercon-
ducting transition temperature increases with increasing n.19,20 The
presented results indicate an impact of the epitaxial LaTiO3 layer

on the electronic properties of the interface, which also affects the
superconducting regime as we discuss now.

The right panel in Fig. 3(b) shows the dependence of Rxx at
150 mK (well below Tonset

c ) on the LaTiO3 thickness for all het-
erostructures. For the sake of comparison, it also contains data

FIG. 4. Mobility (a) and charge carrier density (b) dependence on the LaTiO3 layer
thickness at T = 2 K for different heterostructure orientations. The charger car-
rier density is estimated from the transverse resistance Rxy (Hall effect), which
changes linearly with the magnetic field B. The thick lines are a guide to the eye.
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points for the high mobility (001) interface that does not become
superconducting in our experiments. A well-developed supercon-
ducting state characterized by Rxx = 0 Ω is reached for both (110)-
and (111)-oriented heterostructures but only with a thin LaTiO3
layer. For thicker LaTiO3 layers, Rxx attains a non-zero value, which
increases with increasing LaTiO3 thickness. Furthermore, we detect
an anisotropy for the (110)-oriented structures. The open symbols in
the right panel depict the Rxx values measured along the [1-10] direc-
tion at 150 mK. For 2.1 and 2.6 nm thick samples, the superconduc-
tivity along the [001] direction survives at 150 mK, while Rxx along
the [1-10] direction has a non-zero value. (In the supplementary
material, we show the temperature dependence of Rxx during
the superconducting transition for all samples.) By contrast to
(110)-oriented structures, [1-10] and [11-2] crystal directions of
(111)-oriented heterostructures appear to be equivalent. Since the
heterostructures are grown in equivalent procedures, it allows us to
conclude that a potential sample inhomogeneity cannot explain the
anisotropy as observed in (110)-oriented structures. This surprising
emergence of the anisotropic behavior of Rxx below the supercon-
ducting transition is perhaps related to the immanent electronic
structure of the interface. Anisotropy for (110)-oriented heterostruc-
tures is reported for the normal conducting state of SrTiO3-based
heterostructures and is related to a different arrangement of inter-
face atoms along the [001] and [1-10] directions.29,30 An indication
of such an anisotropy in our (110)-oriented heterostructures might
also appear in the normal conducting state. At T = 2 K, Fig. 3(b)
(left panel) depicts that Rxx along the [1-10] direction (open blue
symbols) is larger than that along the [001] direction (full blue
symbols).

Beyond that, increasing the LaTiO3 thickness affects the
transport characteristics of both the (110)- and (111)-oriented
heterostructures before the superconducting transition. In fact,
for structures with a thicker LaTiO3, one clearly observes
some increase in Rxx ∝ ln T, indicating a contribution of the
weak localization correction to the sample resistance (see the
supplementary material). This has also been observed in super-
conducting LaTiO3/SrTiO3 structures.31 Conspicuously, when this
localization behavior is strongly pronounced in our structures,
Rxx = 0 Ω vanishes for (110) as well as for (111)-oriented struc-
tures, as shown in the supplementary material. The (110) and
(111) heterostructures feature a weak antilocalization behavior
in magnetotransport, indicating a significance of spin–orbit cou-
pling. Intriguingly, weak antilocalization is barely pronounced
for non-superconducting (001)-oriented heterostructures (see the
supplementary material).

The observation of the superconducting transition being
dependent on the KTaO3 surface orientation is consistent with
previous reports on superconductivity in KTaO3.15–19 This allows
us to conclude that the superconducting phase in our structures
involves the electronic states of KTaO3. At the same time, the LaTiO3
thickness dependence of the transport characteristics in both super-
conducting and normal states implies a non-trivial impact of the top
layer on the electronic structure of the LaTiO3/KTaO3 heterointer-
face. In the vicinity of the junction, the Ta atoms are in a 5+ state,
whereas Ti is in a 3+ state. This charge discontinuity can lead to
charge redistribution between the LaTiO3 and KTaO3 layers adja-
cent to the interface, creating an interfacial conducting layer. One
such mechanism can be related to the so-called polar catastrophe,

which is based on the compensation of the diverging electrostatic
energy at the interface.32 This mechanism has been considered for
various SrTiO3 and KTaO3 based heterostructures and can be effec-
tive for (001) and (111) oriented structures but is not obvious for
(110) structures.24,33–36 Surface reconstruction and the modification
of TiO6 octahedra have also been considered for the emergence
of conducting layers at the interface between band insulators and
Mott insulators, such as LaTiO3.37–39 Moreover, oxygen defects
can contribute to the emergence of a conducting layer. It would
require additional experimental and theoretical efforts to elucidate
how each of those mechanisms is realized in our superconducting
LaTiO3/KTaO3 structures. The interplay of those mechanisms will
define the extension of the conducting layer, the interaction between
the LaTiO3 and KTaO3 layers, and, consequently the total electronic
structure.

III. CONCLUSION
In summary, we have grown epitaxial LaTiO3/KTaO3 het-

erostructures with (001), (110), and (111) crystal orientations
and varying the LaTiO3 thickness. The (110)- and (111)-oriented
heterostructures have a moderate electron mobility and a well-
developed superconducting state. The (001)-oriented heterostruc-
tures have the highest electron mobility with no indication of a
superconducting transition. The LaTiO3 layer has a non-trivial
impact on the emergence of the superconducting phase. With
increasing LaTiO3 thickness, the superconducting transition tem-
perature decreases and a finite resistance remains below the tran-
sition. This behavior seems to correlate with the emergence of
electron weak localization. Furthermore, for the (110)-oriented
heterostructures, we observe a regime when Rxx = 0 Ω along
the [001] direction and non-zero for the [1-10] direction, thus
establishing anisotropic superconductivity in the LaTiO3/KTaO3-
heterostructures. Our result may pave the way for engineering
superconducting interfaces and integrating superconducting KTaO3
interfaces with oxide materials.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

See the supplementary material for additional details on super-
conducting transition, features of weak antilocalization behavior in
the magnetic field, and atomic force microscopy images.
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