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The phase landscape of UTe2 features a remarkable diversity of superconducting phases under
applied pressure and magnetic field. Recent quantum oscillation studies at ambient pressure have
revealed the quasi-2D Fermi surface of this material. However, the pressure–dependence of the
Fermi surface remains an open question. Here we track the evolution of the UTe2 Fermi surface as
a function of pressure up to 19.5 kbar by measuring quantum interference oscillations. We find that
in sufficient magnetic field to suppress both superconductivity at low pressures and incommensu-
rate antiferromagnetism at higher pressures, the quasi-2D Fermi surface found at ambient pressure
smoothly connects to that at 19.5 kbar, with no signs of a reconstruction over this pressure interval.
The warping of the cylindrical Fermi sheets continuously increases with pressure, which is consistent
with increased f -orbital contribution at the Fermi level, up to and beyond the critical pressure at
which superconductivity is truncated. These findings highlight the value of high pressure quantum
interference measurements as a new probe of the electronic structure in heavy fermion materials.

Quantum oscillation (QO) measurements are a power-
ful direct probe of a material’s Fermi surface (FS) [1].
The Shubnikov-de Haas (SdH) [2] and de Haas-van
Alphen (dHvA) [3] effects measure QOs respectively in
the electrical transport and magnetization of metals.
These techniques are premised on Landau quantization
of itinerant quasiparticles’ energy levels in a magnetic
field, leading to oscillatory components in derivatives of
the free energy (or the density of states) that relate di-
rectly to the Fermi surface geometry and carrier effective
masses [4]. In sufficiently high magnetic fields magnetic
breakdown can occur, whereby quasiparticles tunnel be-
tween FS sheets, the detection of which yields informa-
tion about the spacing of FS sheets in relation to each
other [5–7].

Analogous to the dHvA and SdH effects, in materi-
als with sufficiently close FS sheets for magnetic break-
down to occur in experimentally accessible magnetic field
strengths, quantum interference oscillations (QIOs) can
be observed in transport measurements at high field
[8, 9]. These stem from interference between quasipar-
ticle orbits that branch into separate paths along the FS
before later recombining, typically with one quasiparti-
cle having tunnelled across to another FS sheet and then
back again. QIOs thus yield valuable information about
how FS sheets connect and span the Brillouin zone. QIOs
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have been observed in a variety of metals, including el-
emental magnesium [9], quasi-2D organic superconduc-
tors [10, 11] and recently in the heavy fermion supercon-
ductor UTe2 [12, 13].

In the context of heavy fermion systems, QIO mea-
surements are especially powerful, because compared to
dHvA or SdH oscillations they can persist to higher tem-
peratures. This is because the observed frequencies and
amplitudes are determined by the differences between
quasiparticle orbit areas and their effective masses and
thus can be observed to much higher temperatures than
oscillations stemming directly from Landau quantization
[1].

The heavy fermion dichalcogenide UTe2 crystallizes
in a body-centred orthorhombic structure (Immm sym-
metry, space group 71) [14]. At ambient pressure and
magnetic field it possesses an unconventional supercon-
ducting state below a critical temperature Tc = 2.1K,
which exhibits numerous characteristics of odd-parity
pairing [15–17]. Under the application of either pres-
sure or magnetic field (or both) several other distinct su-
perconducting phases are accessed [16, 18–24], including
one which persists to spectacularly high fields in excess
of 60 T [25]. At a critical pressure of ≈ 15 kbar supercon-
ductivity is abruptly quenched, and an incommensurate
antiferromagnetically (AFM) ordered state has been ob-
served at low temperatures [26].

The normal state electronic properties of UTe2 at am-
bient pressure have been probed by angle-resolved pho-
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toemission spectroscopy (ARPES) and dHvA effect mea-
surements [27–29], which have revealed a remarkably sim-
ple FS consisting of two undulating cylindrical sheets, one
hole-type and the other electron-type. Slow oscillations
observed in contactless resistivity measurements by the
tunnel diode oscillator (TDO) method in high magnetic
fields were reported to be characteristic of an additional,
small, 3D FS pocket [12] – but no signature of this pocket
was seen in either dHvA [28, 29] nor SdH [29] effect
measurements. However, subsequent high-field measure-
ments reproduced the observation of ref. [12], but found
that the slow oscillations are rapidly suppressed within a
20◦ rotation away from the crystallographic a-axis [13],
inconsistent with a 3D Fermi pocket scenario. Instead,
these oscillations can be attributed to QIOs due to their
very light (apparent) effective masses – inconsistent with
an f -electron pocket but very consistent with the close
spacing in k-space and pronounced undulations of the FS
sheets previously revealed by dHvA measurements [29].

Understanding how the FS of UTe2 evolves under the
application of hydrostatic pressure is key to unpicking
the rich interplay between the magnetic fluctuations, the
formation of superconductivity and the underlying heavy
fermion physics of this intriguing material [16]. Here, we
report a high magnetic field study of the pressure depen-
dence of quantum interference oscillations in UTe2 for
magnetic field µ0H ∥ a. We argue that these QIOs arise
from paths that wrap around the k-space area enclosed
between the cylindrical Fermi sheets (normal to kx) [13].
We find that this area continuously increases from 0 to
20 kbar for µ0H > 15 T. This means that, for sufficient
H to access the paramagnetic normal state above the
AFM phase, the UTe2 FS is smoothly connected over
this entire pressure interval. Furthermore, we show that
this growth in enclosed area relates to increased warping
along the axis of the cylindrical sheets, which is charac-
teristic of increased f -orbital contribution at the Fermi
level as pressure is increased.

Methods – single crystal UTe2 specimens were grown
by the molten salt flux (MSF) technique [17] by the
procedure given in ref. [29]. Samples were oriented by
Laue diffractometry and mounted inside cylindrical coils
(with the axis of the coil ∥ a) before loading into pres-
sure cells. Daphne 7575 oil was used as the pressure
medium [30], with each pressure point calibrated by ruby
fluorescence [31]. Contactless resistivity measurements
were made by the TDO technique [32] similar to the
methodology in e.g. ref. [33]. Experiments were con-
ducted in a resistive magnet up to 41.5 T fitted with a
3He cryostat at the National High Magnetic Field Lab,
Florida, USA; and in a superconducting magnet up to
30 T with a dilution refrigerator at the Synergetic Ex-
treme Condition User Facility, Chinese Academy of Sci-
ences, Beijing, China.

Results – Figure 1 shows QIOs in the contactless resis-
tivity of UTe2. These QIOs correspond to the area be-
tween the cylindrical Fermi sheets, normal to kx, which
is shaded in red in panel (b). Panel (c) shows the evolu-

a) b)

c)

UTe2

T = 0.4 K

θa-c = 90°

θa-c = 0°

θa-b = 0.0°

2.8°

5.6°

8.4°

11.2°

17.5°
21.0°
24.5°
28.0°
30.5°

f~ 220 T

â

FIG. 1. (a) Contactless resistivity of UTe2 measured by the
change in frequency of a TDO circuit, fTDO, for magnetic field
orientations H ∥ a (θa−c = 0◦) and H ∥ c (θa−c = 90◦). (b)
Side-view of the UTe2 FS cylinders (adapted from ref. [29]).
The [100] direction (crystallographic a-axis) is oriented into
the page. The red shaded area corresponds to the enclosed
k-space area, between the FS cylinders, which yields a QIO
frequency of ≈ 210 T. (c) QIOs for rotations of the magnetic
field orientation from H ∥ a towards H ∥ b. After 21.0◦ of
rotation from H ∥ a the QIO amplitude is drastically sup-
pressed.

tion of the oscillatory waveform for successive magnetic
field tilt angles in the b − a plane, starting at H ∥ a
(i.e. θa−b = 0.0◦). Six periods are clearly resolved over
the field interval of 20-41 T for θa−b ≤ 17.5◦. However,
the amplitude of the QIOs diminishes sharply with rota-
tion away from the a-axis, and for θa−b ≥ 21.0◦ we no
longer resolve any oscillations. This is consistent with
our previous study of QIOs rotating in the a − c plane,
where the QIOs were found to be sharply suppressed for
θa−c ≥ 20◦ [13]. Within the QIO interpretation outlined
above, interfering paths enclosing the red shaded area of
Fig. 1b only exist for fields close to the a−axis, causing
the observed rapid suppression of QIO at higher inclina-
tions [1, 10].

Figure 2 shows QIOs in the contactless resistivity of
UTe2 for the fixed magnetic field orientation H ∥ a at
selected pressure points up to 19.5 kbar. The frequency
of the QIOs continuously increases from 210 T at p =
0.0 kbar up to 330 T at p = 19.5 kbar. As the frequency
of QIOs corresponds directly to the k-space area enclosed
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FIG. 2. (a) QIOs in the contactless resistivity of UTe2 for
H ∥ a measured by the change in resonant frequency of a
TDO circuit, ∆fTDO, at various pressures as indicated. Os-
cillations have been rescaled to be visible on the same scale.
(b) Fast Fourier transforms of the QIOs at each measured
pressure point taken over a 16 - 30 T window. (c) QIO fre-
quency plotted versus pressure, showing a smooth increase in
frequency with compression. The right hand axis gives the
FS warping percentage corresponding to increased QIO fre-
quency.

by the interference paths [34] – similarly to how dHvA
and SdH oscillations are related to enclosed orbital areas
by the Onsager relation [1, 35] – this indicates that the
red shaded area of Fig. 1b has increased in size by a factor
of 1.6 from 0 to 19.5 kbar due to the enhanced warping
of the FS cylinders with pressure.

In Figure 3 we plot the magnetic field–pressure phase
diagram of UTe2 reported for H ∥ a [20, 21], along with
FS simulations showing the cylindrical warping at am-
bient pressure and at 20 kbar. Ambient-pressure su-
perconductivity with a single-component order param-
eter [36, 37] has been reported to give way to three ad-
ditional distinct superconducting phases under pressure
for H ∥ a [20, 21]. How these phases may relate to
other superconducting states observed for different mag-
netic field orientations remains the subject of investiga-
tion [16, 18, 19, 23–25, 38–41]

We measured QIOs for H ∥ a at 10 incremental
pressure points (Fig. 2), at five of which we performed
temperature–dependence studies as plotted in Figure 4.
For each of these pressures we fit the temperature de-
pendence of the QIO amplitude to the standard Lifshitz-
Kosevich formula [1, 4]. This yields an apparent effective
mass for the QIOs, which reflects the difference in the
effective masses of the two quasiparticle trajectories –
one along the electron-type FS sheet and the other along
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FIG. 3. Superconducting phase diagram of UTe2 under hy-
drostatic pressure for applied magnetic field H ∥ a. Circular
data points are reproduced from refs. [20, 21] whereas triangu-
lar points are from this study. Upper insets give simulations
of the degree of warping of the cylindrical Fermi sheets at
ambient pressure and 19.5 kbar that is indicated by the QIO
frequency evolution in Fig. 2.

the hole-type sheet – which combine to give these QIOs
(Fig. 1b). The temperature dependence of the QIO am-
plitude is given by the derivative of the phase ϕ along
each interference trajectory with respect to quasiparticle
energy Ek [10, 42, 43]. If we express the two trajecto-
ries as λ, λ′ we may write the apparent effective mass

as m∗
λ,λ′ = eℏµ0H

2π

∣∣∣∣∂(ϕλ−ϕ
λ
′ )

∂Ek

∣∣∣∣ = |m∗
λ − m∗

λ′ | where e is

the elementary charge and ℏ the reduced Planck con-
stant [13, 34, 42]. It is this peculiar property of QIOs –
that their apparent effective mass is given by the differ-
ence between the conventional QO masses for paths λ, λ′

– that enables them to be observed at considerably higher
temperatures than dHvA QOs. This is especially true in
a heavy fermion system like UTe2 in which, depending
on the magnetic field tilt angle, dHvA experiments have
observed effective masses ranging from 32-78 me [28, 29].
In contrast, the QIO apparent effective mass for H ∥ a at
ambient pressure is considerably lower at only 1.52 me.
This indicates that the Fermi velocity, vF (k), is simi-
lar over the two arcs that bound the red shaded area in
Fig. 1b.

Figure 5 shows the pressure dependence of m∗. We ob-
serve a strong initial enhancement of m∗ with pressure,
starting at 1.52 me at ambient pressure and reaching a
maximum of 2.43 me at 15.0 kbar – 60% higher. For fur-
ther increasing pressure, m∗ drops back slightly, reaching
1.99 me at our highest pressure point of 19.5 kbar and
showing a clear peak near pc.

Discussion – The location in k-space of the quasipar-
ticle trajectories responsible for the QIOs probed in this
study is very well defined (by the red shaded area in
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FIG. 4. (a-e) QIOs at incremental pressures as labelled, with
corresponding fast Fourier transform (FFT) frequency spec-
tra (f-j) and FFT peak amplitudes plotted versus temperature
(k-o). A single oscillation with frequency 200 − 350T is ob-
served at all pressures, complemented by a second harmonic of
increasing amplitude at higher pressures. The colours of the
data at each pressure (i.e. of each row of panels) correspond
to the temperatures listed by the FFT spectra. Apparent ef-
fective masses are extracted from a Lifshitz-Kosevich fit [4]
and expressed in terms of the bare electron mass me.

Fig. 1b). Therefore, our measurements tell us precisely
which sections of the FS sheets undergo a relative change
in m∗ as a function of pressure.

These findings can be interpreted in terms of a tight
binding calculation (see Supplementary Materials for de-
tails) based on the model by Ishizuka and Yanase [44]
where hopping parameters were modified to fit dHvA
measurements [28, 29]. The tight binding model incorpo-
rates Te p and U d orbitals that independently produce

a)

b)

c)

FIG. 5. (a) The pressure dependence of the apparent effec-
tive masses of a-axis QIOs in UTe2 showing an enhancement
around the critical pressure of pc ≈ 15 kbar. (b) The ratio
of the FFT amplitudes of the QIOs at 3He base tempera-
ture (≈ 0.5 K) to that at 4He base temperature (≈ 1.4 K).
This gives a proxy for the mass variation, for a larger num-
ber of pressure points compared to panel (a). Amplitudes are
rescaled according to the LK curve for an oscillatory com-
ponent with m∗ = 2me to account for small temperature
discrepancies between pressures (details given in the Supple-
mentary Materials). (c) The amplitude of the QIOs at 0.5 K
as a function of pressure, again rescaled according to the LK
curve for an oscillation with m∗ = 2me, showing a slight en-
hancement of QIO amplitude towards pc, with a subsequent
decay beyond pc.

quasi-1D sheets in the b and a directions, respectively,
and hybridise to produce a quasi-2D cylindrical Fermi
surface as seen in earlier models [45, 46]. Our calcu-
lation supplements these with U f states just above the
Fermi energy. Increasing the hybridisation of the f states
with the p and d states mixes f -character into the states
near the Fermi energy and changes the geometry of the
Fermi surface, increasing the degree of warping. Figure 6
illustrates how the f -orbital contribution at the Fermi
level varies as a function of k. Blue regions have low
f -contribution, whereas red areas possess strong f -type
character.

To capture how the degree of f -orbital contribution re-
lates to the warping of the cylindrical FS sheets, we cal-
culated the z-component of the normal vector to the FS
sheets as a function of the f -weighting (Fig. 6e). We find
somewhat surprisingly that for zero f -weighting there is
zero projection normal to kz, and therefore that the FS
would be properly 2D in such a scenario. By contrast,
as the f -weighting is increased, so too is the normal pro-
jection to kz. The experimental finding that the warping



5

a) b)

d)c)

a b

c

^

^

^

a

b

c ^^

^

ab

c

^

^

^

a b

c

^

^

^

e)

FIG. 6. (a-d) The ambient pressure FS of UTe2, constructed
from our tight binding approximation guided by dHvA mea-
surements [28, 29] (calculational details given in the Supple-
mentary Materials). Red (blue) colouring denotes areas of
high (low) f -orbital contribution. Areas of higher curvature
are found where there is a high f -contribution at the Fermi
level. (e) Using the z-component of the normal to the Fermi
surface as a measure of how 3D-like the cylindrical FS warp-
ing is, we see that for no f -orbital contribution there is no
z-component to the FS normal. Therefore, in the absence of
f electrons the calaculated FS is strictly 2D. Conversely, in-
creasing f -electron contribution is associated with an increase
in the 3D character of the FS cylinders, caused by an increase
in the cylindrical warping.

of the UTe2 FS cylinders smoothly increases under pres-
sure (Fig. 2) is within this model succinctly explained by
a continuous increase in f -orbital character at the Fermi
level.

Further information can be obtained from the second
harmonic in the QIO spectra (Fig. 4), which grows with
pressure and is especially pronounced at 15.0 kbar at
19.5 kbar. The second harmonic relates to quasiparticles
performing two laps of the red shaded area in Fig 1b –
i.e. starting at the top of the first Brillouin zone, with
one tunnelling across and not recombining again until the
bottom of the second Brillouin zone. As the probability
for magnetic breakdown to occur has the field depen-
dency of P = exp(−B0/B) for breakdown field B0 [1, 7],

this increase in the ratio of the second harmonic ampli-
tude to that of the first is characteristic of the FS sheets
getting closer together in reciprocal space. This raises
the possibility of a Lifshitz transition at higher pressures
beyond 19.5 kbar.

Prior experimental studies of UTe2 have tracked the
evolution under pressure of A, the quadratic temperature
coefficient of the resistivity given by ρ = ρ0+AT 2 [47, 48].
A clear peak in A was observed in proximity to pc. As
A0.5 ∝ m∗ (where here m∗ is strictly the effective car-
rier mass [49], not the apparent QIO mass), this finding
was proposed to indicate the presence of an AFM quan-
tum critical point at pc [47]. Our observation of a peak
in m∗ around pc provides microscopic evidence in favour
of this scenario. In contrast to the peak in the effective
mass near pc, the onset of AFM order is not reflected
in the QIO frequency, which continues to grow smoothly
with increased pressure up to the maximum pressure of
19.5 kbar reached in this study, albeit more gradually
above pc. This indicates that, at least in the high-field
paramagnetic normal state in which the QIOs are ob-
served, the FS deforms continuously, with no indication
of a sudden reconstruction. Inside the AFM state the FS
may be markedly different, but no oscillatory features
could be resolved in the contactless conductivity below
the moderately low fields (µ0H ⪅ 10 T) at which the
AFM state is suppressed for H ∥ a at T = 0.4 K. The
peak of m∗ in this high field paramagnetic phase indi-
cates that quantum critical behaviour may be expected
at lower fields.

It has previously been conjectured [24] that, for p > pc,
the field polarised paramagnetic state, which is found at
ambient pressures for µ0Hb ⪆ 34 T and comes down to
lower fields at higher pressures [16, 39, 50], is also ac-
cessed for H ∥ a. However, we observed no signatures in
our TDO measurements that would signal the metamag-
netic transition to the field polarised phase. Instead, it
appears that the field polarised state is not accessible for
H ∥ a, at least not for p ≤ 19.5 kbar with H ≤ 41.5 T
and T ≥ 0.4 K. The proposal [41] that above pc the
f -electrons are largely localized in UTe2 appears to be
inconsistent with our findings, at least for µ0H ≳ 10T,
as we our data suggest continuously increasing f -orbital
character under increasing compression. This raises the
question of how the dual nature of localization and itin-
erancy of 5f electrons [51, 52] might evolve in UTe2 at
p > pc from 0 ≤ µ0H ≲ 10 T – and thus of what role
the incommensurate AFM order and its associated mag-
netic fluctuations may play in forming the numerous ex-
otic superconductive phases spanning the pressure phase
landscape [19, 20, 39, 40, 47].

In summary, we tracked key features of the Fermi sur-
face of UTe2 with applied pressure up to 19.5 kbar by
measuring quantum interference oscillations (QIOs) us-
ing a contactless conductivity technique. We observe
a smooth increase in QIO frequency with pressure for
magnetic field oriented along the crystallographic a-axis.
This indicates that the ambient pressure Fermi surface
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deforms continuously with pressure across the critical
pressure, with no evidence of a Fermi surface reconstruc-
tion in the high magnetic field paramagnetic state. We
show that this deformation is consistent with increasing
f -orbital contribution at the Fermi level with increasing
pressure. We observe a peak in the apparent effective
masses of the QIOs around the critical pressure, pro-
viding the first microscopic evidence for the presence of
quantum criticality underpinning magnetic phase forma-
tion in the high pressure UTe2 phase landscape.
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P. Alireza, I. Leermakers, et al., Truncated mass diver-
gence in a Mott metal, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 120,
e2301456120 (2023).

[34] M.I. Kaganov and A.A. Slutskin, Coherent magnetic
breakdown, Phys. Rep. 98, 189 (1983).

[35] L. Onsager, Interpretation of the de Haas-van Alphen
effect, Philos. Mag. 43, 1006 (1952).

[36] F. Theuss, A. Shragai, G. Grissonnanche, I. M. Hayes,
S. R. Saha, Y. S. Eo, A. Suarez, T. Shishidou,
N. P. Butch, J. Paglione, and B. J. Ramshaw, Single-
Component Superconductivity in UTe2 at Ambient Pres-
sure (2023), arXiv:2307.10938.

[37] P. F. S. Rosa, A. Weiland, S. S. Fender, B. L. Scott,
F. Ronning, J. D. Thompson, E. D. Bauer, and S. M.
Thomas, Single thermodynamic transition at 2 K in su-
perconducting UTe2 single crystals, Commun. Mater. 3,
33 (2022).

[38] W. Knafo, M. Nardone, M. Valǐska, A. Zitouni, G. Laper-
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