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The heavy fermion material UTe2 possesses a rich phase diagram with multiple superconducting
phases, several of which exhibit characteristics of odd-parity pairing. Here, we report on the pres-
sure dependence of signatures of the superconducting transition in the temperature dependent ac
magnetic susceptibility χ(T ) in high quality UTe2 single crystals. We resolve a single superconduct-
ing transition in χ(T ) at low pressures < 0.3GPa. At higher pressure, however, a second feature
emerges in χ(T ), which is located at the thermodynamic phase boundary between two separate
superconducting states previously identified by specific heat studies. The observation of a two-step
transition in χ(T ) can be understood as a consequence of the change in the London penetration
depth, when UTe2 switches from one superconducting phase into another.

Few materials possess phase diagrams containing sev-
eral distinct superconducting states. Examples include
the heavy fermion metals UPt3 [1–3] and U1−xThxBe13
[4, 5], both of which exhibit two anomalies in their spe-
cific heat as a function of temperature, Cp(T ), signi-
fying a second-order thermodynamic phase transition
between distinct superconducting states. The ferro-
magnet URhGe and the non-centrosymmetric compound
CeRh2As2 both have magnetic field-induced supercon-
ducting phases [6, 7] – the former case is understood to
be caused by a field-induced electronic instability [8, 9],
with the latter posited to coexist with either a quadrupo-
lar density wave [10, 11] or antiferromagnetism [12].

Like URhGe, the heavy fermion paramagnet UTe2 also
exhibits a magnetic field-induced superconducting state
for a magnetic field, B, applied along the hard mag-
netic direction, which in UTe2 is the crystalline b-axis
[13, 14]. Bulk-sensitive Cp(T,B) measurements have re-
cently confirmed that this field-induced superconduct-
ing state (hereafter referred to as SC2) is a distinct
thermodynamic phase from the zero-field superconduct-
ing groundstate (SC1) [15]. The field range over which
SC2 is located is abruptly truncated at a threshold field
Bm ≈ 35 T, which marks the metamagnetic transition to
a field-polarised (FP) paramagnetic phase [16–18]. The
FP state in turn hosts yet another superconducting phase
(SC3) over a narrow angular range in the b − c rotation
plane, which persists up to B ≈ 70 T [14, 19, 20]. Bm de-
creases under the application of hydrostatic pressure, p.
This leads to a reduction in the onset field of SC2, which
in ambient pressure is located at ≈ 15 T but after a rel-
atively small compression to p ≈ 0.3 GPa, Bm ≈ 30 T
and SC2 is stabilized in 0 T [17, 18, 21, 22].

The observation of two anomalies in Cp(T ) of UTe2
accompanied by signatures interpreted to indicate time-
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reversal symmetry breaking (at ambient pressure and
magnetic field), in samples grown by the chemical va-
por transport (CVT) technique, led to the proposal that
SC1 possesses a multicomponent chiral order parameter
[23, 24]. However, subsequent measurements on a new
generation of higher quality samples, grown in a molten
salt flux (MSF) of NaCl and KCl, did not reproduce these
results, exhibiting instead a singular sharp transition in
Cp(T ) [18, 25, 26] consistent with measurements on the
highest Tc CVT specimens [27]. Furthermore, a recent
study that observed no discontinuity in the shear elastic
moduli of single- and double-transition samples on cool-
ing through Tc argues strongly against the scenario of a
multicomponent order parameter for the SC1 phase [28].

By contrast, the order parameter symmetry of the
SC2 state has been much less extensively probed, owing
to the experimental difficulties of requiring either high
magnetic fields or high pressures to access SC2. Re-
cent nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) studies in high
magnetic fields at ambient pressure showed no signifi-
cant change in the Knight shift – and hence in the local
spin susceptibility – on crossing the SC2 - normal state
phase boundary. A change in the local spin suscepti-
bility was, however, observed, when UTe2 changes from
SC1 to SC2 [29, 30]. This observation was interpreted
in terms of a rotation of the dominant spin component
of the spin-triplet Cooper pair, from being ∥ a for SC1
to ∥ b for SC2 [29]. Longitudinal electronic spin fluctu-
ations for B ∥ b have thus been posited to underpin the
SC2 phase [30, 31]. Moreover, accessing the SC2 state
via high pressure rather than high field produced NMR
results which, again, indicate that the b-axis spin suscep-
tibility is unchanged with respect to normal state values
[22]. Interestingly, the spin susceptibility along b was ob-
served to change well below Tc for intermediate pressures
p > 0.5GPa, leading the authors of ref. [22] to posit that
SC1 and SC2 may coexist at high p and low T . This
would result in a multicomponent superconducting state
possessing two superconducting order parameters.
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FIG. 1. (a) dc magnetic moment, M , of a UTe2 single crystal at ambient pressure plotted as a function of temperature, T . The
sample was mounted on a quartz holder and measured in a magnetic field of 1.0 mT. (b) ac magnetic susceptibility, χ, of a UTe2
specimen in a MAC measured at incremental pressure points as indicated. Arrows mark superconducting transition anomalies
at Tc1 (blue arrow) and Tc2 (magenta arrow). (c) Temperature derivatives of the data in panel b. A singular minimum is
observed in the 0.25 GPa curve, identified with an arrow marking the SC1 transition. All higher pressure points exhibit an
additional minimum, labelled as the SC2 transition.

Here, we report measurements of the temperature-
dependent ac magnetic susceptibility, χ(T ) in pressur-
ized UTe2 single crystals. We observe that the SC1 to
SC2 thermodynamic phase boundary is associated with a
clear anomaly in χ(T ), characteristic of a transition in the
superconducting order parameter [32, 33]. We compare
our dataset to prior measurements on UPt3, and discuss
the implications on possible order parameter symmetries
that may be present in UTe2.

Methods – High quality UTe2 single crystals were
grown by the MSF technique [25] in excess uranium.
All samples were selected from the same growth batch
from which we previously drew crystals for quantum os-
cillation measurements [34], underlining the high sample
quality. χ(T ) measurements were performed using a mi-
crocoil setup in moissanite anvil cells (MACs) [35] with
glycerol as the pressure medium. In this setup, a platelet
sample with approximate thickness 50µm and diameter
200µm was loaded in a 10-turn microcoil. An ICEOxford
3He dipper probe was used to access temperatures down
to 0.35K. χ(T ) was inferred from the quadrature com-
ponent of a lock-in measurement of the voltage across
a pick-up coil, with the excitation current of 1 mA at
1.33 kHz applied to a concentric 170-turn outer drive coil.
dc magnetic moment measurements at ambient pressure
were performed in a Quantum Design Magnetic Prop-
erty Measurement System using a 3He module. Cp(T )
was measured by the ac-calorimetry method in a piston
cylinder cell (PCC) using Daphne oil 7474 as pressure

medium [36]. Hydrostatic pressure values in MACs were
calibrated by the frequency shift of ruby fluorescence [37],
while for PCC measurements this was obtained from elec-
trical transport measurements of the shift in Tc of an
elemental lead sample [38].

Results – Figure 1 shows χ(T ) of compressed UTe2
at various hydrostatic pressure values as indicated. At
ambient pressure (black curve, Fig. 1a) and 0.25 GPa
(orange points, Fig. 1b) a single transition is observed,
which is identified by a sharp sudden decrease of the
susceptibility. This is as expected for the diamagnetic
screening of magnetic flux by the spontaneous formation
of supercurrents upon cooling below the superconduct-
ing critical temperature, Tc. By contrast, for the χ(T )
curves at p > 0.25 GPa, two such transition anomalies
are observed, as clearly identified in ∂χ/∂T labelled as Tc1

and Tc2 in Fig. 1c.

The presence of two distinct superconducting states in
compressed UTe2 for p ≳ 0.3GPa has previously been
reported from measurements of Cp(T ) on CVT samples
[18, 21, 39]. To determine whether the two features in
χ(T ) at p > 0.25GPa correspond to bulk thermodynamic
superconducting transitions, we also performed measure-
ments of the resistivity, ρ(T ), and Cp(T ) on an MSF
UTe2 specimen. Figure 2 compares χ and ∂χ/∂T for a
sample measured in a MAC at p = 0.79GPa with ρ(T )
and Cp(T ) measured on a different sample in a PCC at
0.74 GPa. The resistivity falls to zero at the onset of the
first anomaly in Cp(T ), and remains zero for all lower
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FIG. 2. Resistivity ρ (a) and specific heat divided by tem-
perature Cp/T (b) measured in a piston cylinder cell (PCC)
at p = 0.74 GPa compared with the susceptibility χ (c) and
∂χ/∂T (d) for a sample in a moissanite anvil cell (MAC) at
p = 0.79 GPa. The two anomalies in χ clearly correspond to
the two anomalies seen in Cp.

temperatures below T ≈ 3.16 K at this pressure. Inter-
estingly, the two features in ∂χ/∂T clearly correspond to
the two Cp(T ) anomalies. This agreement between heat
capacity and magnetic susceptibility anomalies strongly
suggests that the lower-temperature χ(T ) anomaly in
UTe2 reflects the transition between the SC1 and SC2
superconducting phases.

Fig. 3 summarises the pressure dependence of the
χ(T ) transition anomalies in UTe2 in a T–p phase di-
agram (for B = 0 T). Coexistence of SC1 & SC2 is in-
dicated above 0.3GPa, similar to [22]. We find that the
higher Tc value at ambient pressure of our MSF-grown
UTe2 compared to that of CVT-grown UTe2 translates
to systematically higher Tc values for both the SC1 and
SC2 states at all pressure points up to the critical pres-
sure pc ≈ 1.46 GPa, beyond which superconductivity
disappears abruptly (see comparison to literature values
in Supplementary Materials). Given that the residual
Sommerfeld coefficient within the superconducting state
vanishes for MSF-grown samples with ambient pressure
Tc ≃ 2.1K [18], Fig. 3 constitutes the first report of
the high-pressure phase diagram of UTe2 in the pristine
quality limit.

For p > pc we no longer observe any superconducting
transitions in χ(T ), consistent with prior studies on CVT
UTe2 samples [18, 21, 39]. The highest pressure at which
superconductivity is observed is 1.42 GPa (Tc2 = 2.92 K
and Tc1 = 0.85 K). By contrast, at 1.50 GPa we do not
observe any signatures of superconductivity. The χ(T )
at p > pc is flat and featureless on cooling below 4 K
(Fig. 1b). The sudden disappearance of superconducting
transition anomalies and lack of strong magnetic transi-
tion anomalies in the uniform susceptibility is consistent
with antiferromagnetic order above pc, as recently iden-

FIG. 3. Temperature–pressure phase diagram of UTe2. The
SC1 (blue triangles) and SC2 (magenta diamonds) transition
points are from our ac magnetic susceptibility measurements;
the orange circles marking the antiferromagnetic (AFM) state
are reproduced from ref. [21]. Solid lines are guides to the eye.
The dashed line at p = 0.29 GPa is located where ref. [41]
identifies the first signature of the SC2 phase. We identify the
critical pressure pc at 1.46 GPa as the midpoint between our
highest observed superconducting pressure point of 1.42 GPa
and our next pressure of 1.50 GPa, which showed no signs of
superconductivity (marked with a black triangle).

tified by neutron scattering measurements [40].

Discussion – Our finding of a kink in χ(T ) accom-
panying the transition between SC1 and SC2 is at first
surprising because the onset of perfect conductivity could
be expected to have already lead to complete screening
of the interior of the sample at the upper transition, re-
moving the possibility of a further jump in χ(T ) at the
lower transition. Considering, however, the small sample
size of order 100µm, susceptibility measurements may
pick up the temperature dependence of the penetration
depth λ near Tc, which limits the degree of flux expul-
sion. A similar double anomaly in χ(T ) has indeed been
observed in UPt3 at ambient pressure, where the loca-
tion of the kink in the UPt3 phase diagram was found to
coincide with the bulk thermodynamic phase transition
between the superconducting A and B phases. This was
interpreted in terms of a change in λ at the transition
[3, 42–44]. A similar result has also been reported for
U0.97Th0.03Be13 [45].

Motivated by these reports, we interpret the lower-T
kink anomaly in χ(T ) as indicating an additional reduc-
tion in the London penetration depth. This result indi-
cates a transition in the superconducting order parameter
of UTe2 on crossing from SC2 to SC1.

Flux is not fully expelled within a surface layer of thick-
ness ∼ λ. The magnitude of the susceptibility signal for
a sample of thickness t is consequently changed by ∼ λ/t.
Because λ diverges at Tc and is of order 1 µm at low T
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in UTe2 (e.g. [46]), and t ≃ 50 µm, the susceptibility
signal can be expected to be very sensitive to λ in these
measurements.

The symmetry of the superconducting order parameter
in the SC1 state of UTe2 remains an open and actively
pursued question. Recent bulk-sensitive ultrasonic mea-
surements [28] suggest that the SC1 order parameter is
single-component in character. However, the question of
whether the gap function contains point nodes – and if
so, where on the Fermi surface they are located – remains
the topic of active debate. Measurements in CVT sam-
ples of thermal conductivity [46], NMR [47], specific heat
[48], scanning SQUID [49] and pulse-echo ultrasound [28]
were all interpreted as yielding results consistent with the
presence of point-nodes located somewhere in the kc = 0
plane [50], consistent with the Fermi surface geometry of
quasi-2D sheets that run along the c direction [34, 51–53].
However, subsequent NMR [54] and thermal conductiv-
ity [55] studies in high-quality MSF samples have instead
been interpreted as being consistent with a full supercon-
ducting gap that does not intersect the Fermi surface at
any point [56].

For the SC2 state, theoretical studies have likewise pro-
posed a number of possible order parameter symmetries,
including nodal [17] and fully gapped [57] odd-parity
states. Another study [58] suggested that the supercon-
ducting state accessed for B ∥ b at ambient pressure is
separate to that found under pressure in ambient mag-
netic field, and that the pressurized state may be even-
parity in character. However, recent NMR studies under
applied magnetic field [29, 30] and hydrostatic pressure
[22] have reported strong similarities in the NMR spectra
of these two phases, including a negligible change in the
Knight shift at Tc2, a preferential alignment of the local
spin susceptibility along the b-axis, and a relationship of
increasing Tc2 as the b-axis local spin susceptibility in-
creases under either pressure or magnetic field. Each of

these observations strongly suggest that this is indeed
the same odd-parity superconducting phase we label as
SC2 – that is tuned by either applied pressure or applied
magnetic field close to the b-axis – which is not present
at B = 0 T nor at p = 0 GPa.

Our observation of a transition in the superconduct-
ing order parameter of UTe2, manifested by an anomaly
in the London penetration depth at the SC1–SC2 tran-
sition, naturally poses the questions: what precisely are
the order parameters in SC1 and SC2? Does SC2 have a
multicomponent order parameter outside its coexistence
region with SC1? What are the topological properties of
the superconductivity found in the coexistence region of
SC1 and SC2? Quantitative measurements of the Lon-
don penetration depth at high pressure, for example by
the tunnel diode oscillator technique [59], will be of great
value in making further progress on these outstanding
questions.
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