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Lifshitz transitions are being increasingly recognised as significant in a wide variety of strongly
correlated and topological materials, and understanding the origin and influence of Lifshitz transi-
tions is leading to deeper understanding of key aspects of magnetic, transport or quantum critical
behaviour. In the ferromagnetic superconductor UCoGe, a magnetic field applied along the c-axis
has been shown to induce a series of anomalies in both transport and thermopower that may be
caused by Lifshitz transitions. The need to understand the subtleties of the relationship between
magnetism, superconductivity and a heavy electron Fermi surface in the ferromagnetic superconduc-
tors makes it important to explore if and why a series of magnetic-field-induced Lifshitz transitions
occurs in UCoGe. Here we report magnetic susceptibility measurements of UCoGe, performed
at temperatures down to 45 mK and magnetic fields (µ0H||c) up to 30 T. We observe a series
of clearly-defined features in the susceptibility, and multiple sets of strongly field-dependent de
Haas-van Alphen oscillations, from which we extract detailed field-dependence of the quasiparticle
properties. We complement our experimental results with density functional theory bandstructure
calculations, and include a simple model of the influence of magnetic field on the calculated Fermi
surface. By comparing experimental and calculated results, we determine the likely shape of the
Fermi surface and identify candidate Lifshitz transitions that could correspond to two of the features
in susceptibility. We connect these results to the development of magnetization in the system.

I. INTRODUCTION

Uranium-based intermetallics have partially filled 5f
electron orbitals that give rise to competition between
Kondo hybridization, leading to heavy fermions, and
RKKY interaction, leading to magnetic ordering. A
small subset of the uranium heavy fermion systems are
the ferromagnetic superconductors. UGe2 was the first
material discovered to support coexistence of ferromag-
netism and superconductivity, under applied pressure be-
tween p = 1.1 GPa and 1.6 GPa[1]. Later, coexistence
of ferromagnetism and superconductivity was found in
URhGe[2] and UCoGe[3] at ambient pressure. The re-
cent discovery of remarkable high-field re-entrant super-
conductivity in UTe2 in the presence of ferromagnetic flu-
tuations has added further interest to this research field
[4–7].

In this article, we focus on UCoGe, which is a weak,
uniaxial ferromagnet with a moment of ∼ 0.06µB along
the easy c-axis, and a Curie temperature of TC = 2.7 K
[5]. Superconductivity coexists with ferromagnetism be-
low a transition temperature of Tsc = 0.5 K[3, 8]. Previ-
ous work showed that superconductivity is strongly in-
fluenced by ferromagnetic fluctuations associated with
the 5f electrons [9, 10], leading, for example, to highly
anisotropic superconducting properties [11]. Because the
5f and conduction electrons are hybridized into the Fermi
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sea, knowledge of the Fermi surface is highly desirable as
a source of information about the magnetic and super-
conducting quasiparticles in this and other ferromagnetic
or nearly ferromagnetic superconductors [12–14].

Quantum oscillation studies are a powerful way to
probe the Fermi surface. Previous magnetoresistance
and thermopower measurements of UCoGe showed sev-
eral quantum oscillation frequencies, and identified a se-
ries of magnetic-field-induced features, proposed to be
Lifshitz transitions [15–17], that is, topological changes
of the Fermi surface. Lifshitz transitions [18] are known
to be important in heavy fermion systems, where they
can be associated with a variety of phenomena, such as
van Hove singularities [12, 13, 19–21], or localization of
f electrons [22–27], and often drive definitive features
of magnetic, superconducting and quantum critical be-
havior [25, 28–34]. As well as a general knowledge of the
Fermi surface of UCoGe, it is therefore also crucial to un-
derstand the nature of any observed Lifshitz transitions
and the magnetic field evolution of the Fermi surface.

Here we report on measurements of a.c. magnetic sus-
ceptibility (χ) and the de Haas-van Alphen (dHvA) effect
in UCoGe, in magnetic fields parallel to the crystal c-axis.
We see six clear features in susceptibility that correspond
to the previously proposed Lifshitz transitions [15, 17].
We also observe multiple, well-resolved dHvA oscillation
frequencies.

As a complement to our experimental results, we per-
formed density functional theory (DFT) calculations to
determine the bandstructure and expected Fermi surface
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of UCoGe. We included a simple model of the spin-
splitting effect of a magnetic field in our calculations. By
comparing the measured and predicted dHvA frequen-
cies, we are able to determine the likely shape of the
Fermi surface. By examining the magnetic field depen-
dence of the Fermi surface, we identify possible Lifshitz
transitions consistent with the experimentally observed
features in magnetic susceptibility. We suggest that only
two of the observed features are due to Lifshitz transi-
tions.

II. METHODS

UCoGe crystallizes in the orthorhombic crystal struc-
ture of the TiNiSi type (space group Pnma). The high-
quality single crystals used for this work were grown
in a tetra-arc furnace using the Czochralski method
[35]. We measured two samples from different growth
batches. Sample 1 (S1) has a residual resistance ratio
(RRR = R(300K)/R(−→ 0K)) of 110, and dimensions of
0.3 mm × 0.5 mm × 2.0 mm in the a × b × c directions,
respectively. Sample 2 (S2) has RRR ∼ 40 and dimen-
sions of 1.0 mm × 1.0 mm × 1.4 mm along the a × b ×
c directions.

We performed magnetic susceptibility experiments up
to 30 T, at temperatures down to 45 mK in a dilution re-
frigerator at the High Field Magnet Laboratory (HFML)
in Nijmegen. We used the field modulation method, with
modulation fields between 1.95 and 3.51 mT at frequen-
cies between 100 and 150 Hz, with the modulation field
and the d.c. field parallel to the c-axis of the sample.
For the DFT calculations we used the APW+lo program
WIEN2k[36]. We performed calculations using the GGA-
PBE potential[37] and included spin-orbit coupling. All
uranium 5f electrons were modelled as itinerant, that is
they contributed to the Fermi volume. We used 30000
k-points to ensure good resolution at the Fermi energy,
and from the calculated Fermi surface we could extract
the expected dHvA frequencies[38] (see Supplementary
Information). The lattice parameters were taken from
a room temperature x-ray refinement study of a single
crystal [39].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Experimental results

Fig. 1(a) shows the real part of the magnetic suscep-
tibility χ′ of sample S1 at various temperatures, as a
function of the applied magnetic field. Data for sample
S2 are similar, and are shown in the Supplementary In-
formation. The curves are shifted vertically relative to
each other for clarity. The superconducting transition
occurs at ∼ 1 T [40], but is not shown to allow us to
zoom in on the other features in the susceptibility. Fig.
1(b) shows the imaginary part of the susceptibility χ′′ at

45 mK. The imaginary signal is small, with no clear fea-
tures. χ′ shows distinct features at field values indicated
in the figure by arrows labelled 1 − 6. The precise loca-
tions are µ0H1 = 5.4 T, µ0H2 = 9 T, µ0H3 = 11.5 T,
µ0H4 = 16 T, µ0H5 = 22.5 T, and µ0H6 = 28 T,
which are close to the values previously reported in ther-
mopower and resistivity [15, 17], and proposed to be
field-induced Lifshitz transitions. The demagnetization
factors for our samples are negligible [41]. We find that
the features 1-6 are significantly broadened with increas-
ing temperature, but most of them remain clearly visible
to temperatures well above 1 K.

Superimposed on the spin susceptibility, we also ob-
served well-defined dHvA oscillations in the lowest tem-
perature χ′ curves. According to the Onsager relation,
F = ~Aext/2πe [42], the frequency F of the oscillations
corresponds to the extremal area Aext of the Fermi sur-
face in the plane perpendicular to the applied magnetic
field. By extracting and tracking the dHvA frequencies
we can therefore obtain information about the Fermi sur-
face evolution in an external magnetic field.

To follow the field dependence of the frequencies we
carried out Fourier transform (FT) analysis over a mov-
ing magnetic field window of fixed size in 1/µ0H. dHvA
oscillations are periodic in inverse magnetic field [42, 43],
so this approach fixes the number of oscillations of each
frequency in a given window, ensuring that the amount
of information and resolution in the Fourier transform
remains comparable over the whole field range. The field
window moves with small steps, such that two consecu-
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Figure 1. (a) The real part of the susceptibility (χ′) of sam-
ple S1 as a function of magnetic field (µ0H) for different tem-
peratures; curves are shifted vertically for clarity. χ′ shows
distinct features in the background shape, which are indicated
by the arrows. For the lowest temperatures, one can clearly
see quantum oscillations superimposed on the spin suscepti-
bility. (b) The imaginary part of the susceptibility (χ′′) for
the 45 mK curve: χ′′ is small and there are no clear features.
The susceptibility is given in arbitrary units, but the units
and the scale are the same in panels (a) and (b).
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tive windows will partially overlap.
Fig. 2 shows the extracted dHvA frequencies from the

45 mK curve as a function of the effective magnetic field,
Heff = ( 1

2 ( 1
HL

+ 1
HH

))−1, which is the average inverse
field for the window over which we performed the Fourier
transform. HL is the low field boundary and HH is the
high field boundary of the analysed window.

We track each dHvA frequency in the region where it
is visible. The series of closely spaced field-induced tran-
sitions makes it difficult to track the frequencies continu-
ously with field, so our procedure was to analyse the data
in four different effective field regions A,B,C,D, where
A covers 4.9−8.9 T, B is 9.3−14.3 T, C is 16.2−20.5 T
and D is 17.3− 26.0 T, indicated in Fig. 2 with different
colors. The size of the inverse field window we used for
the FTs was constant within each of these regions. The
locations of the field-induced transitions 1-5 are also in-
dicated in Fig. 2 by arrows. The top left inset shows
an example of the FT performed for each different field
region, A,B,C,D.

Following the data shown in Fig. 2: in the lowest field
region, A, we detected only one frequency (Fβ ∼ 240 T)
[44][45], which grows with increasing magnetic field; in
region B, we see two frequencies at Fγ = 240 T and
Fβ = 310 T; in region C, the low frequencies disappear
and a high frequency of Fω = 580 T appears; finally, an
even higher frequency of Fα = 1 kT is detected in region
D and part of region C. Fω disappears when crossing
the transition at µ0H5 = 22.5 T. The detailed magnetic
field dependence we have extracted allows us to examine
the field-evolution of the different Fermi surface pockets.
Combination of these experimental results with calcu-

5 10 15 20 25
0Heff (T)

200

400

600

800

1000

dH
vA

 fr
eq

ue
nc

y 
(T

)

1
2 3

4

5

A B C D

500 1000
Frequency (T)

6.2 - 7.08 T

9.9 - 12.35 T

17.7 - 21.51 T

23.0 - 29.87 T

A

B

C

D

Figure 2. dHvA frequencies extracted from the χ′ vs µ0H
curve at T = 45 mK, as function of the effective field µ0Heff.
The data are analyzed over the four regions A to D indicated
by the different colors and the letters at the top of the figure.
The locations of the field-induced transitions 1-5 are indicated
by arrows. The inset shows an example of the FT performed
for each field region, A,B,C,D, with the frequency peaks we
extracted highlighted in different colors.

lations of the UCoGe bandstructure further allows us
to consider various scenarios for Lifshitz transitions. In
the following sections, we describe our DFT calculations
and then move on to a dicussion of the magnetic field
dependence of the Fermi surface.

B. DFT Calculations

We performed DFT calculations with and without
spin-polarization. The calculated bandstructures and
Fermi surface details are given with further discussion
in the Supplementary Information. We found that Fermi

(a) (b)(i)
Bnom=60 T

(min)
(b)(ii)

(maj)

(c)(i) (c)
(ii)

Figure 3. (a) The calculated paramagnetic Fermi surface of
UCoGe. Some pockets are extended beyond the first Bril-
lioun zone to show their shape. There are three two-fold
degenerate bands that cross the Fermi level. A hole-like
band (number 243-244) is indicated in blue/yellow, and two
electron-like bands are indicated in purple/green (bands 245-
246) and red/light blue (bands 247-248), respectively. (b)
shows the effect of a rigid band splitting by a Zeeman term
with Bnom = 60 T, as described in the text, (b)(i) shows the
minority-spin (min) Fermi surface and (b)(ii) the majority-
spin (maj) Fermi surface. In panels (c)(i) and (c)(ii) we show
the calculated dHvA frequency evolution, F , with external
magnetic field along the c-direction for the minority- and
majority-spin carriers, respectively.
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surface orbits derived from the calculations performed
without spin polarization are in significantly better agree-
ment with the experimental data, so we focus on these
results, which we refer to as ‘paramagnetic’ calculations.

The resulting paramagnetic Fermi surface is shown in
Fig. 3(a). It is very similar to the paramagnetic Fermi
surface previously reported by Samsel-Czeka la et al.[39].
Three two-fold degenerate bands cross the Fermi level.
The hole band that lies lowest in energy (band 243-244)
is indicated in blue/yellow, the two electron bands are
shown in purple/green (band 245-246) and red/light blue
(band 247-248). At some places in the figure, the pockets
are extended beyond the first Brillioun zone to clearly
show their shape.

The ferromagnetism of UCoGe is understood to be
of weak itinerant nature [3, 46, 47]. The good agree-
ment between our experimental dHvA frequencies and
the paramagnetic DFT calculations is therefore a signif-
icant result, as it reinforces this view, implying a Fermi
surface that is simply spin-split at zero magnetic field,
without marked other effects due to strong polarization.
On this basis, we have modelled the field dependence of
the UCoGe Fermi surface by splitting the paramagnetic
Fermi surface at zero field, and then increasing the split-
ting with a Zeeman-like term (± 1

2g0µBBnom). Bnom is a
nominal magnetic field that captures both the ferromag-
netic exchange field and the applied external magnetic
field. Our susceptibility data suggest weak metamag-
netic transitions associated with the observed features 2,
3, 4 and 6, on a monotonically increasing, approximately
linear, background (see Supplementary Information, Fig.
SI.2), a result supported by previous magnetization data
over a similar field range, which shows significant cur-
vature developing only above ∼ 20 T [48]. Although
our model of a linearly spin-split Fermi surface is highly
simplified, we therefore believe it provides a reasonable
starting point for this first investigation of the magnetic
field dependence of the UCoGe bandstructure and Fermi
surface. Similar models applied to other heavy fermion
systems have yielded valuable information [13, 32, 33].

We note that our model gives only a qualitative picture
of the effect of an external magnetic field on the Fermi
surface, as we cannot relate Bnom directly to the experi-
mentally applied field. The main difficulty is that we do
not have information about the g-factor, either the zero-
field value or any possible magnetic field dependence that
may arise from complex spin-orbit coupling in this ma-
terial. We have used the free electron value, g0 = 2, for
the model, but the real value of g may be considerably
different, and the ratio g/g0 is absorbed in Bnom.

In Fig. 3(b), we show the effect of an applied magnetic
field (Bnom = 60 T ) on the Fermi surface in Fig. 3(a):
the polarized bands move either up or down in energy,
leading to minority-spin (i) and majority-spin (ii) Fermi
surfaces. Comparing the Fermi surfaces in Fig. 3(a) and
(b), the most striking differences are that the small el-
lipsoidal pockets from bands 245-246 have disappeared
in the minority Fermi surface, and the middle, cushion-

shaped pocket of bands 243-244 has disappeared in the
majority Fermi surface. Another notable difference is in
the topology of the large pocket of band 243-244 around
the T point, which starts to touch the Brillouin zone
boundary in the minority Fermi surface. This leads to
the hole or tube, visible at the T point in Fig. 3(a), be-
ing broken open in Fig. 3(b)(i). These changes of the
Fermi surface between Fig.s 3(a) and (b) clearly repre-
sent magnetic field driven Lifshitz transitions.

Fig. 3(c) shows the calculated dHvA frequencies for
H‖c, and how they evolve with the field Bnom. The Fermi
surface and quasiparticle orbits were determined at the
values of Bnom indicated by the points, and the lines are
guides to the eye. Fig. 3(c)(i) and (ii) correspond to
the field dependence of the minority and majority Fermi
surface orbits, respectively.

The disappearances of the 0.071 kT frequency of band
246 in Fig. 3(c)(i) and the 0.034 kT frequency of band
243 in Fig. 3(c)(ii) correspond, respectively, to the Lif-
shitz transitions associated with the disappearances of
the ellipsoidal (purple) and cushion-shaped (blue) Fermi
surface pockets described above. The disappearances of
the 0.59 T frequency (Fig. 3(c)(i)) and ∼ 1.29 kT fre-
quency (Fig. 3(c)(ii)) of band 243-244 are both related to
the change of topology of the (blue/yellow) Fermi surface
near the T-point.

C. Comparison of experiment with DFT
calculations

We now return to the experimentally determined field
dependence of the dHvA frequencies shown in Fig. 2,
and use the DFT calculations to help us understand the
experimental data. We first focus on the appearance and
disappearance of certain frequencies as the magnetic field
is increased.

In general, the appearance or disappearance of a dHvA
frequency can be ascribed to a Lishitz transition. How-
ever, the presence and amplitude of dHvA oscillations
depends strongly on the applied magnetic field [43](see
Supplementary Information), and it is also possible for a
frequency to ‘appear’ with increased magnetic field be-
cause its amplitude has become large enough to detect
above the noise level. The appearance of a dHvA fre-
quency, although suggestive, is therefore not enough by
itself to identify a Lifshitz transition. An unambiguous
Lifshitz transition occurs when a dHvA frequency disap-
pears upon increasing the magnetic field.

In the Bnom range shown in Fig. 3(c), our DFT calcu-
lations give four candidate Lifshitz transitions associated
with the disappearance or change of shape of Fermi sur-
face pockets. In the minority-spin Fermi surface (Fig.
3(c)(i)), a frequency from band 244 (F ∼ 0.59 kT) dis-
appears for 20 < Bnom < 25 T (change in topology
of blue/yellow pocket at the T-point). This frequency
matches the experimentally observed Fω (Fig. 2), such
that the disappearance of Fω could correspond to this
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predicted Lifshitz transition on band 244. If this is the
case, it means that Bnom is close to our experimentally
applied magnetic field. The zero-field exchange splitting
is very weak (see Supplementary Information), so the fac-
tor accounting for the difference between Bnom and the
experimentally applied field comes primarily from the ra-
tio of the real g-factor of the system and g0. If we match
the range 20 T < Bnom < 25 T to the applied mag-
netic field of µ0H5 = 22.5 T, at which we observe the
disappearance of Fω, we can estimate the g-factor to be
1.78 < g < 2.22 for B ‖ c.

The disappearance of pockets from band 246 (F =
0.071 kT, small, ellipsoidal, purple Fermi surface), and
band 243 (F = 0.034 kT, blue, cushion-shaped pocket)
also occur in a similar Bnom range, and could correspond
to the disappearances of Fβ and Fγ . These small Fermi
surface pockets are not those which match best to the
dHvA frequencies of Fβ and Fγ (see Supplementary In-
formation), but it is possible that the disappearance of
one Fermi surface pocket has an effect on the proper-
ties of remaining pockets, particularly those on the same
band. In our calculation, band 243 disappears between
7.5 T< Bnom < 15 T, while band 246 disappears between
30 T< Bnom < 45 T. In the experiment, Fβ and Fγ dis-
appear simultaneously, at ∼ 14 T, so this is a significant
discrepancy in the field location of the Lifshitz transition
for one of the calculated Fermi surfaces. We still consider
the transition on band 246 to be a candidate, however, as
we do not expect our simple model to perfectly capture
the behavior of this complicated Fermi surface. For ex-
ample, our model assumes that all Fermi surface pockets
have similar, linear magnetic field dependence, which, as
we discuss below, is unlikely to be the case in reality.

The fourth Lifshitz transition predicted for Bnom <
100 T, as shown in Fig. 3(c), is on the majority-spin
Fermi surface, where a frequency (F ∼ 1.29 kT) from
band 243 disappears for 45 < Bnom < 60 T. If our Bnom

is indeed similar to the experimentally applied magnetic
field, with a g-factor in the range estimated above, this
Lifshitz transition on band 243 would be outside of our
measured magnetic field range.

Our calculations do not indicate the sudden appear-
ance of any Fermi surface pockets over most of the Bnom

range shown in Fig. 3(c), so we cannot account for the
experimental appearance of Fγ above 9 T or Fω and Fα
above ∼ 16 T. As mentioned above, the experimental
appearance of the γ, ω and α frequencies may simply be
due to the improved resolution given by increasing mag-
netic field. In our calculation at Bnom = 100 T, a low
frequency appears in band 245, as the large ellipsoidal
pocket around the S point starts to extend to the R cor-
ner of the first Brillioun zone and creates a small orbit
centred on the R point. This frequency is much lower
than any of those observed experimentally.

If we extend our calculations to much higher Bnom >
100 T, the shape of the Fermi surface changes signifi-
cantly, such that several Lifshitz transitions leading to
new dHvA frequencies occur on different pockets of the

Fermi surface (see Supplementary Information, Fig. 8).
These new frequencies are in the correct range to corre-
spond to Fγ , Fω and Fα. If we consider the experimental
disappearance of Fω, and match Bnom with µ0H5, as we
did above, this higher Bnom range would imply a mini-
mum g-factor of g = 8.89 for magnetic field parallel to
the c-axis.

We are not aware of any reports of the g-factor in
UCoGe. For comparison among other members of the
family of U-based superconductors, Shick et al. calcu-
late a value of g = 0.72−0.78 for UTe2[49], and in UGe2,
Abram et al. [50] found their model of the tricritical
phase diagram to be in best agreement with experimen-
tal data for a value of g ∼ 2 associated with the f states.
The g-factor in URu2Si2 was determined from the obser-
vation of spin zeros and shows a large anisotropy from
g‖c = 2.65± 0.05 to g‖a = 0.0± 0.1[51][52]. Future work
to determine detailed g-factor information for UCoGe is
extremely desirable, as it would allow us to be sure of
the quantitative relation between Bnom and the exper-
imentally applied magnetic field. This would, in turn,
allow a quantitative appraisal of the agreement between
the theoretical and experimental results.

As well as the disappearance and appearance of dHvA
frequencies, Fig. 2 also shows whether the frequencies
increase or decrease as a function of magnetic field. Ex-
perimentally, however, we measure the back-projection of
the true frequency Ftrue, which is related to the mea-
sured or observed frequency Fobs according to the follow-
ing relation[53]:

Fobs = Ftrue −B
∂Ftrue

∂B
(1)

Because of this relation, we cannot directly relate an
increase (decrease) of a frequency as the magnetic field
increases to the growth (shrinking) of a Fermi surface
pocket.

It is difficult to extract the true frequency from mea-
sured dHvA data, but it is worth considering the field
dependence of the frequencies in more detail to gain some
insight into the general behavior. Fig. 4 shows the dif-
ferent field regions A − D in separate panels. The ex-
perimentally measured frequencies, Fobs, are indicated
as scatter points. A possible true frequency in each case
is indicated by a solid line, with the corresponding back-
projected frequency shown as a red dashed line to illus-
trate the agreement with Fobs. It is particularly strik-
ing that the strong curvature of Fω in region C can be
described with a true frequency that is smoothly, and
rather weakly, increasing. We note that the true frequen-
cies shown in Fig. 4 are not definitive, and our observed
frequencies can also be reproduced by alternative field
dependences of Ftrue (see Supplementary Information).
However, in matching our measured dHvA data to the
paramagnetic Fermi surface calculations, we have tenta-
tively assigned the measured Fω frequency (at ∼ 580 T)
to the quasiparticle orbit on the minority hole Fermi sur-
face (band 244), which has a predicted frequency of 590 T
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undergoes a Lifshitz transition for 20 T < Bnom < 25 T.
In this case, we expect the Fermi surface to grow, and
hence the true frequency to increase with increasing mag-
netic field, as indicated in Fig. 4C.

Our observation of field-dependent dHvA frequencies
indicates that the magnetic field evolution of the Fermi
surface does not simply depend on conventional, linear
Zeeman-like spin-splitting. This is clear, for example,
from expression (1), where a linear field dependence of
Ftrue, which has a general shape (Ftrue = fB+F0), would
result in Fobs = F0, which is the zero-field frequency and
is a constant.

Non-linear magnetic field dependence of the Fermi
surface can originate in a ferromagnetic material from
Stoner excitations[54]. Additional contributions to the
magnetization, that might give more abrupt Fermi sur-
face changes, can arise from metamagnetic transitions,
which cause sudden increases in the quasiparticle density
of states[33, 55]. Another scenario important in some
heavy fermion systems is a decrease in the strength of
Kondo coupling with increasing magnetic field, causing
the f -electrons to localize and eventually no longer con-
tribute to the Fermi surface [27, 56, 57]. All of these
scenarios could, in principle, be relevant to UCoGe, and
could manifest differently on different pockets of the
Fermi surface. On localization of f -electrons, however,
the effective mass m∗ would be expected to decrease with
increasing magnetic field [26] which is not the case, as can
be seen in Fig. SI.3 of the Supplementary Information.
Another possible cause of anomalous magnetization in
UCoGe is the field-dependent cobalt moment, which is
neglegible at zero field, and starts to grow non-uniformly
when magnetic field is applied [58–61].
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Figure 4. The measured magnetic field evolution of the dHvA
frequencies (Fobs) shown in Fig. 2 is shown again for the four
different regions A to D as scatter points. A possible true fre-
quency, Ftrue, is depicted in each panel as a solid line, and its
backprojection is shown as a dashed red line to demonstrate
agreement with the measured data.

We now turn to the additional information we can ex-

tract from the quantum oscillations. We measured the
oscillations at different temperatures, and can determine
the effective mass m∗ of the quasiparticles from the tem-
perature dependence of the oscillation amplitudes [42].
We obtained masses ranging from 9.7 ± 1.4 me (where
me is the bare electron mass) for Fβ in field region A,
to 13.2± 1.0 me for Fα in region D, without any strong
magnetic field dependence. The full set of results for m∗

is shown in the Supplementary Information.

We also tracked the amplitude of the dHvA oscillations
as a function of magnetic field, and used this to extract
the Dingle temperatures, which give a measure of the
scattering on the Fermi surface [42]. The Dingle temper-
atures range from 0.30±0.01 K for Fβ in field region A to
0.85 ± 0.01 K for Fα in region D. These values indicate
similar scattering on all Fermi surface pockets and rela-
tively long quasiparticle mean free paths of a few tens of
nanometers, as we would expect from samples with high
RRR’s. The full results and discussion of the Dingle fac-
tors are also given in the Supplementary Information.

In the foregoing discussion, we considered the field de-
pendence of the experimentally observed dHvA frequen-
cies and quasiparticle properties in relation to the pre-
dicted field dependence of the Fermi surface extracted
from our calculations. We now want to explicitly relate
the field dependence of the dHvA frequencies to the fea-
tures in χ′ (numbered 1− 6 in Fig. 1).

Features µ0H1 and µ0H6 in χ′ are at the edges of our
resolution and field range. We cannot resolve quantum
oscillations in our data below µ0H1 ∼ 5.4 T, and the
available magnetic field was not high enough for us to to
reliably extract dHvA frequencies above µ0H6 ∼ 28 T,
so we are unable to comment on the field dependence of
the Fermi surface across these two features.

Fig. 2 shows that Fγ first appears in our data at
µ0H2 ∼ 9 T. However, evidence for a Lifshitz transition
at µ0H2 is weak. Previous measurements of quantum
oscillations in the transverse magnetoresistance identify
Fγ both above and below µ0H2 [17], and this, combined
with the smooth field dependence of Fβ that we show
in Fig. 2, suggests a normal field-evolution of the Fermi
surface through this region. The origin of the large peak
in χ′ at µ0H2 therefore remains an open question. Ear-
lier work suggested that a feature near 9 T||c in several
properties of UCoGe, including magnetic susceptibility,
was due to a ferro- to ferrimagnetic transition, driven by
a field-induced moment on the Co site, aligned antipar-
allel to the U moment [58, 60–62]. These suggestions
were apparently ruled out in reference [59], where the
authors provided evidence that the U and Co moments
are parallel, and proposed that a Lifshitz transition is
responsible for the observed amomalous behaviours near
9 T. Our results, showing weak metamagnetism and lit-
tle evidence for a Lifshitz transition at µ0H2 ∼ 9 T, have
re-opened at least some aspects of this discussion, and
prompt further work to understand the development and
influence of magnetization associated with the Co 3d or-
bitals. Inclusion of the field-dependent Co moment in
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bandstructure calculations could be informative in this
respect.

The peak in χ′ at µ0H3 ∼ 11.5 T is well-defined up
to temperatures of 1.3 K, and there is no evidence from
our dHvA data of a Fermi surface change at this field.
Apart from its significantly smaller amplitude, the fea-
ture at µ0H3 is therefore similar to that at µ0H2, and
further investigation of the contributions to magnetiza-
tion in UCoGe is needed to understand its origin.

Our experimental data suggest that the features in χ′

at both µ0H4 and µ0H5 are associated with Lifshitz tran-
sitions. This is supported by our model of the field de-
pendence of the Fermi surface. We note however, that
the shapes of the features at µ0H4 and µ0H5 are very
different: a large peak at µ0H4, corresponding to a clear
step in the magnetization (Supplementary Information,
Fig. SI.2), compared to a broad minimum in χ′ that
translates to a weak inflection point in the magnetization
at µ0H5. In our interpretation, both Lifshitz transitions
involve Fermi surfaces of a single spin orientation, but
the Lifshitz transition at µ0H5 is a change of topology of
the largest Fermi surface pocket, whereas the transition
or transitions at µ0H4 are the disappearances of small
Fermi surface pockets. It is interesting to consider if the
larger feature at µ0H4 reflects a direct effect on the itiner-
ant moment when a spin-polarized Fermi surface pocket
disappears. It would be useful to study in more detail
how different types of Lifshitz transition influence the
magnetic susceptibility and wider properties of the sys-
tem, as this can shed light on the relative contributions
of specific bands to the overall magnetization.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we measured the magnetic susceptibility
of high quality single crystals of UCoGe at low tempera-
tures and in high magnetic fields. For magnetic field par-
allel to the crystal c-axis, we observe a series of clearly-
defined features in χ′, as well as de Haas-van Alphen
oscillations with multiple, strongly field-dependent fre-
quencies, which suggest that field-induced Lifshitz tran-
sitions occur.

We combined our experimental results with DFT cal-
culations of the UCoGe bandstructure, specifically to
study the shape and field-evolution of the Fermi surface.
We find that calculations of a paramagnetic Fermi sur-
face better match our experimental dHvA results than a
fully spin-polarized Fermi surface, and argue that this is
in keeping with the weak itinerant ferromagnetic moment
in this material. On this basis, we used a simple model
of a spin-split paramagnet to estimate the magnetic field
dependence of the Fermi surface.

Through comparison of the measured and calculated
magnetic field dependence of the dHvA frequencies, we
identified candidate Lifshitz transitions that could ac-
count for two of the experimentally observed features
in χ′: disappearance of the β and γ frequencies in the

region of µ0H4, and disappearance of the ω frequency
at µ0H5. We show how these Lifshitz transitions corre-
spond to changes in topology or disappearance of specific
Fermi surface pockets. To confirm that these specific Lif-
shitz transitions are responsible for the experimental ob-
servations would require information about the g-factor
of the system, which is needed to make a definite rela-
tion between the nominal magnetic field in our model
and the actual applied field in the experiments. The
candidate Lifshitz transition we discuss for Fω would fix
1.78 < g < 2.22. However, further Lifshitz transitions,
which could also be in keeping with the experimental
data, occur at much higher Bnom, and would imply a
g-factor above 8.89. This high value of g seems unrealis-
tic, and calculations or additional experiments aimed at
determining g would therefore be highly valuable.

Through further detailed analysis of the dHvA oscilla-
tions, we determined the field dependence of the quasi-
particle effective masses, and also extracted Dingle tem-
peratures to gauge the scattering on different pockets of
the Fermi surface. The effective masses are moderate for
a heavy fermion material and are similar on all Fermi
surfaces, of order 10 me, in keeping with previous results
[15, 17]. The Dingle temperatures and estimated quasi-
particle mean free paths, in the range 20-50 nm, reflect
the relatively low scattering in our high quality single
crystal samples. Importantly, our results for the effective
masses and the Dingle factors show that there is only
a weak magnetic field dependence of the quasiparticle
properties, as well as a weak variation of properties be-
tween Fermi surface pockets, even as the system is tuned
through significant Lifshitz transitions.

Understanding the Fermi surface and intinerant quasi-
particles in the U-based ferromagnetic or nearly ferro-
magnetic superconductors is a key challenge in the field
of strongly correlated electron systems, as they play a
crucial connecting role between superconductivity and
magnetism. Our results on UCoGe give the first detailed
information about the magnetic field dependence of its
Fermi surface properties. The insight we have provided
into the nature of the Lifshitz transitions in UCoGe helps
us to understand the relation of the Fermi surface to the
magnetic response of the system, and identifies important
questions for further study.

Efforts to develop an improved model of the spin-
splitting and magnetic field dependence of the UCoGe
Fermi surface are strongly motivated by the present re-
sults. Incorporating the real, non-linear field depen-
dence of the magnetization, as a reflection of the field-
dependent exchange splitting, would be one way to do
this [13, 63, 64]. It would require more precise magne-
tization data over a wide field and temperature range
than are currently available, but could remove much of
the approximation in identifying the field-location of the
Lifshitz transitions in the model. Another approach is
to determine the field-dependent bandstructure with ad-
vanced theoretical techniques, such as the renormalized
band method [21, 65, 66]. Combining an improved model
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with an investigation into the contribution of cobalt to
the bandstructure and magnetization as the magnetic
field is tuned would be particularly informative.

The results we present here are also relevant in a wider
context, as there is an increasingly extensive tableau
of strongly correlated and topological materials, span-
ning from graphene to iron-based superconductors and
archetypal heavy fermion systems, [13, 20–22, 33, 67–73]
in which Lifshitz transitions are found to have signifi-
cant influence on behavior and properties. This creates
a pressing need to explore and understand Lifshitz tran-
sitions in diverse settings.
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I. MORE ON THE EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Comparison of results from samples S1 and S2

In the main paper we present the frequency depen-
dence of the dHvA oscillations observed in UCoGe sam-
ple S1 with increasing magnetic field (Fig. 2). We per-
formed the same analysis on the χ′ vs µ0H data of sample
S2 taken at T = 48 mK. The results are presented in Fig.
SI.1. The figure shows the frequency evolution of all the
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Figure SI.1: dHvA frequency vs µ0Heff analyzed from the χ′

curve of S2 taken at 48 mK. The regions A−D are the same
regions indicated in the main paper for S1. The inset shows the
data of χ′ vs µ0H for different temperatures, with the features
observed in χ′ indicated by the arrows.

detected oscillations with applied magnetic field. The re-
gions A − D are the same field regions indicated in the
main paper. We can see that the frequency evolution
is very similar to the results obtained for S1, although
Fγ cannot be resolved in the entire region B. The inset
shows the χ′ vs µ0H curves at different temperatures.
The distinct features in the χ′ curve are indicated by
arrows.

Samples S1 and S2 have different dimensions. We used
different sets of pick-up coils to measure S1 and S2, to
maximize the filling factor in each case. The overall sus-
ceptibility signal we measure depends partly on the sam-
ple and partly on the background from the pick-up coils,

which may not be perfectly balanced over the entire mag-
netic field range. It is therefore not surprising that the
background slope is different for S1 and S2. If we make a
correction to the S2 data to give a similar χ′ background
to S1 (see Fig. SI.2 (a)) we can compare them more
easily.
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Figure SI.2: (a) Comparison of the χ′ signal of both S1 and S2.
A linear background is subtracted of the χ′ curve of S2 to make it
follow a similar trend as the χ′ curve of S1. (b) The integrated
susceptibility M = µ0

∫
χ′dH (as shown in (a)) for both samples.

The remaining differences between the overall shapes
of the curves from the two samples are likely because of
a slight difference in orientation with respect to the mag-
netic field. UCoGe is highly anisotropic, and sensitive to
changes in angle of fractions of a degree away from the
c-axis [1, 2]. This would explain, for example, why the
locations of the features are not exactly the same in both
curves; the S2 features are shifted to a slightly higher
field. A slight misalignment might also explain why the
µ0H6 feature of S1 (see Fig. 1 in the main paper) is not
visible in S2, because it is beyond the magnetic field we
can reach with our set-up. The accuracy of alignment in
the experimental set-up was approximately 1 degree.

To consider the magnetization of the sample, we inte-
grated the susceptibility signals of both S1 and S2. The
results are shown in Fig. SI.2 (b). The peaks in sus-
ceptibility translate to steps in the magnetization, as we
would expect. It should be noted that the shape of the in-
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tegrated curve is very sensitive to the overall background
of the χ′ vs µ0H curve, and this background depends
on the pick-up coils used. Because of this, we can in-
terpret the general behavior of the magnetization curve,
but do not have information about its exact shape and
magnitude.

In a weak itinerant ferromagnet with Stoner-like ex-
citations, the magnetization is expected to reflect the
exchange splitting of the bands [3, 4]. A more sophisti-
cated model of the field dependence and spin-splitting of
the Fermi surface could therefore be developed by mod-
elling the field-dependent exchange splitting based on the
real, non-linear magnetization of the material. However,
uncertainty about the background signal of the magneti-
sation from the integrated susceptibility that we show in
Fig. SI.2, make it unsuitable for incorporation into the
model in this way. Precise and well-calibrated magne-
tization data, over a high field/low temperature range,
would be required.

B. Procedure of analysis of experimental data

To extract information about the dHvA frequencies
from the experimental data, we carried out Fourier trans-
form (FT) analysis. The background signal of χ′ is not
trivial, as can be seen in Fig. 1 in the main paper, so
for each field region we look at, we subtract a polyno-
mial background. For S1, we first subtracted a smoothed
high temperature curve, which did not contain oscilla-
tions, to get rid of a large part of the background. After
the background subtraction, we applied a running aver-
age to smooth the experimental data and we performed
FTs over a moving magnetic field window of fixed size in
1/µ0H.

We analyzed dHvA oscillations in the different field
regions A − D, as indicated in the main paper, with a
fixed inverse magnetic field range in each region. The
field window moves with small steps, such that two con-
secutive windows will partially overlap. We do not use
a window function for the FT and we apply a Bessel
function correction to obtain the correct amplitude [5].
The frequencies we obtain from the FT, and the corre-
sponding amplitudes, are coupled to the effective mag-
netic field, Heff = ( 1

2 ( 1
HL

+ 1
HH

))−1, where HL is the low
field boundary and HH is the high field boundary of the
analyzed window.

C. Quasiparticle effective masses and Dingle
temperatures extracted from the experimental data

of S1

In Fig. 2 of the main paper, we show the evolution of
the dHvA frequencies as a function of applied magnetic
field extracted from the 45 mK χ′ curve for S1. In a
similar way, we can follow the amplitude evolution of the
dHvA signals by extracting the field dependence of the

amplitude of the peaks in the FT spectra. The result of
this analysis is shown in Fig. SI.3(b).
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Figure SI.3: Further analysis of S1 data where regions A−D are
the same as in the main paper: (a) Shows the field dependence of
the effective mass m∗. The error bars are quite large due to the
small magnetic field regions that are used to analyze the dHvA
oscillations, and due to the temperature uncertainty at higher
fields. (b) shows the field dependence of the amplitudes of the
oscillations, taken as the amplitudes of the peaks in the FT.

By fitting the temperature dependence of the ampli-
tude at a given (effective) magnetic field with the tem-
perature damping term in the Lifshitz-Kosevich formula
[5],

RT =
x

sinh(x)
where x = 14.69

m∗T
B

(1)

we can extract the quasiparticle effective mass (m∗). By
repeating this analysis of temperature dependence for the
moving window FTs described above and in the main pa-
per, we find the field dependence of m∗, which is shown
in Fig. SI.3 (a). Because the magnetic field regions over
which we perform the FTs are quite small (restricted by
the presence of the features in χ′), the FT resolution is
limited and the m∗ we determine is subject to a large
uncertainty, indicated in Fig. SI.3 (a). An uncertainty
in temperature during the highest field parts of our mea-
surements [6] is also incorporated into the errors bars
shown in Fig. SI.3 (a). The large error bars mean that we
can only identify general trends, such as the small growth
of m∗ with increasing field in field region D, rather than
precise behavior. Some representative values of the ef-
fective mass are shown in table I. For the values in table
I, we analyzed the dHvA oscillations over a larger mag-
netic field region than was used for the data in figure SI.3
(a) (except for region D) to reduce the error in the mass
estimate.

Turning to the field dependence of the amplitude of
the dHvA signal shown in Fig. SI.3 (b), we can esti-
mate the Dingle temperature, which gives a measure of
the quasiparticle scattering in the material. The Dingle
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µ0Heff region µ0H range (T) m∗ (me)

A 6.9-8.3 9.673 ± 1.436 (Fβ)
B 9.3 -13.5 10.571 ± 0.525 (Fβ)

9.094 ± 0.439 (Fγ)
C 16.8-20.8 9.818 ± 0.315 (Fω)

12.585 ± 1.227 (Fα)
D 24.2-29.9 13.173 ± 0.974 (Fα)

Table I: The table shows typical values of the effective mass for
each of the field regions A−D. The effective mass is determined
by fitting the temperature damping term of Lifshitz-Kosevich
formula, expression 1, in each region. The corresponding
frequency label is shown in brackets. The exact field region we
analyzed over is also shown in the table. We note that these field
regions are larger than the field region used to produce figure SI.3
(except for region D), and therefore the error in these estimates is
generally smaller than those shown in figure SI.3.

temperature TD is given by

TD =
~mb

2π2kBτm∗
(2)

where mb is the band mass, m∗ is the effective mass of the
quasiparticles and τ is the scattering time. We extracted
a Dingle temperature from our magnetic susceptibility
data by fitting the following relation for the amplitude A
as function of magnetic field B [5]:

A = s ∗ F ∗B−5/2 exp (−2π2kBm
∗TD/~eB)

sinh(2π2kBm∗T/~eB)
(3)

where T is the temperature and F is the dHvA frequency.
s contains the spin damping term and the Fermi surface
curvature term, both of which we assume to be constant.
Because of the uncertainty in the effective mass and tem-
perature values, we cannot predict the Dingle tempera-
ture very accurately. In region C the dHvA amplitude
decreases with increasing field, which is anomalous be-
havior. The fit to expression 3 is not reliable in this
region, so we only present the results for regions A,B
and D. To simplify the fitting procedure we took a fixed
effective mass, corresponding to a representative mass of
the specific field region (see table I), and did not take the
weak field dependence of the mass into account. The fit-
ting of TD was done both with and without including the
measured field dependence of the dHvA frequency. The
difference between the TD values obtained upon including
the field dependence of the dHvA frequency or keeping
the frequency constant is small for regions A and D, but
more substantial for region B. The results for each region
are shown in table II.

For regions A and D the amplitude behaves in a typical
way, increasing roughly exponentially with field, and we
get a good fit to the TD expression. In region B the
amplitude does not grow smoothly with increasing field,
due to the beating pattern caused by the closely spaced
frequencies Fβ and Fγ . This makes it more difficult to
accurately determine the Dingle temperature, and the fit
to expression 3 in this region is therefore not good. The

µ0Heff

region
F Field

dependent F?
TD (K) r2 λ

(nm)

A Fβ yes 0.304 ± 0.011 0.977 43
no 0.322 ± 0.011 0.974 41

B Fγ yes 0.256 ± 0.013 0.886 45
no 0.299 ± 0.013 0.894 39

Fβ yes 0.285 ± 0.038 0.520 53
no 0.341 ± 0.013 0.602 44

D Fα yes 0.852 ± 0.009 0.993 22
no 0.830 ± 0.008 0.994 23

Table II: The Dingle temperature TD is determined for the
different field ranges A, B and D, by using expression (3). r2

gives a measure of the quality of the fit. The amplitude evolution
of the dHvA frequency in region C was anomalous and could not
be fitted with expression (3). The fitting procedure was
performed with and without taking the field dependence of F into
account. m∗ was taken to be constant and a representative value
for the region was used (see table I). The mean free path λ,
estimated from the Dingle temperature using expression 4, is
given in the rightmost column.

quality of the fit to TD is indicated by the r2 value from
the fitting procedure, which is also shown in table II.

The Dingle temperature can be recast in terms of the
Fermi velocity vF and quasiparticle mean free path λ on
the Fermi surface:

TD =

(
~

2πkB

)
vF
λ
. (4)

Because the dHvA frequency is related to the area of the
quasiparticle orbit on the Fermi surface Aext via the On-
sager relation, F = ~Aext/(2πe) we can use the measured
dHvA frequencies and effective masses to calculate ap-
proximate values of the mean free path on each measured
quasiparticle orbit. We assume circular Fermi surface or-
bits to estimate Aext = πk2

F and hence vF = ~kF /m∗.
The values of λ then obtained from (4) are given in the
rightmost column of table II [7].

As noted above, the anomalous behavior of the dHvA
amplitude in region C makes the fit to expression 3 un-
reliable. We note that a field-dependent spin damping or
curvature term (in equation 3) can introduce extra am-
plitude damping; we took these terms to be constant, but
this might not be a correct assumption in region C. For
example, the curvature term can change if the Fermi sur-
face changes shape, which might be the case at or near
Lifshitz transitions. Field dependence of the spin damp-
ing term can arise if spin-up and spin-down amplitudes
are not equal, if the phase difference between spin-up
and spin-down frequencies is field dependent, or if the
effective mass or g-factor is field dependent.

Other examples of heavy fermion systems which ex-
perience damping of their dHvA amplitudes after a field
induced transition are CeIrIn5, where selective damping
of the heavier pockets is suggested to occur above a field
induced transition[8], and URhGe, where the decreasing
amplitude near a Lifshitz transition is appointed to a
shrinking Fermi surface [9].
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D. Backprojection with alternative true frequency

In the main paper, we discuss the difference between
the oscillation frequency measured in a dHvA experiment
Fobs, and the true frequency Ftrue. Fig. 4 shows possible
true frequencies for regions A − D. The curves shown
in Fig. 4 are not the only possibility for Ftrue, however.
They are based on our assignment of measured dHvA fre-
quencies to specific Fermi surfaces after comparison with
the bandstructure and Fermi surface calculations. If our
assignment is not correct, and the measured frequencies
arise from different Fermi surfaces, the magnetic field de-
pendence of the true frequencies may be correspondingly
different. Fig. SI.4 shows examples of alternative true
frequencies that could also reproduce our Fobs. We show
these alternative possibilities for Ftrue specifically to illus-
trate that if we have only the dHvA experiments, we have
no information about whether the measured frequencies
correspond to orbits on electron or hole pockets of the
Fermi surface, or on majority- or minority-spin surfaces.
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Figure SI.4: Alternative possible true and backprojected
frequencies: For each region A to D, we show the measured data
(Fobs) as scatter points. A possible Ftrue is depicted as a solid
line and its backprojection is shown as the dashed red line.

II. WIEN2K CALCULATIONS

Using WIEN2k [10] we calculated the bandstructure of
UCoGe with and without spin-polarization. For both cal-
culations we used a k-mesh of 30000 k-points, the PBE-
GGA exchange-correlation potential [11], and we added
spin-orbit coupling in the (001) direction. The energy
separation between the core states and the valence states
was taken to be -8.7 Ry, to ensure that the core charge
was not leaking out. We took an RKmax of 9. We con-
verged to an energy of 0.0001 Ry. As a comparison, in
another U-based heavy fermion system, UPt3, it is known
that the uncertainty of the Fermi energy with respect to
the experimental determined value is ∼ 1 mRy [12].

A. Bandstructures and predicted dHvA frequencies

The bandstructures for the spin-polarized and non
spin-polarized (paramagnetic) calculation can be seen in
Fig. SI.5. Fig. SI.5a, shows the bandstructure from the
paramagnetic calculation, where three two-fold degener-
ate bands cross the Fermi level: one hole band 243-244
(indicated in blue) and two electron bands, 245-246 (ma-
genta) and 247-248 (red). Fig. SI.5b, shows the band-
structure of the spin polarized calculation. Here, three
bands cross the Fermi level: two hole bands, shown in
blue (band 243) and magenta (band 244); and an electron
band shown in red (band 245). The corresponding Fermi
surface for the spin-polarized calculation is depicted in
Fig. SI.5c. The Brillouin zone is the same as indicated
in Fig. SI.8a.

The spin polarized Fermi surface is very different from
the paramagnetic Fermi surface shown in the main paper
(Fig. 3), but the similarity between the two is that they
both have a complex multiband Fermi surface with small
pockets. The bands around the Fermi energy are quite
flat, and thus the Fermi surface is very sensitive to small
shifts in EF .

The paramagnetic Fermi surface presented in Fig. 3 of
the main paper is similar to the non-magnetic Fermi sur-
face presented by Samsel-Czeka la et al.[13], but there are
some differences to the results of Fujimori et al.[14]. We
assume that the different results in reference [14] are due
to differences in the method, but very little information
is given about the details of the calculation.

The spin-polarized Fermi surface shown in Fig. SI.5c
is quite different to the ferromagnetic Fermi surface pre-
sented by Samsel-Czeka la et al.[13] who used the LSDA
exchange correlation potential instead of the GGA-PBE
potential that we employed. Fig. SI.5c is also very dif-
ferent to the Fermi surface presented by de la Mora and
Navarro [15]. Their calculations include the Hubbard-
U , thereby localizing the uranium 5f orbital. The
spin-up and spin-down sheets of the Fermi surface were
shown separately in reference [15], suggesting a non-fully-
relativistic convention, such that the Fermi surface is nat-
urally different from the one that we calculate[13, 15].

The angle dependence in magnetic field of the dHvA
frequencies corresponding to the calculated Fermi sur-
faces [16] are shown in Fig. SI.6 (paramagnetic calcu-
lation) and Fig. SI.7 (spin polarized calculation). The
influence of magnetic field is not taken into account in
the determination of these frequencies.

The dHvA frequencies are relatively low, and reflect
the small Fermi surface pockets. The experimentally
measured frequencies are shown in Fig. 2 of the main
paper, and are approximately Fα = 1 kT, Fω = 580 T,
Fβ = 310 T and Fγ = 240 T, with a weak magnetic
field dependence in each case. The experiments were all
conducted with magnetic field aligned along the crystal-
lographic c-axis. Looking at Fig. SI.6 (see also table
III) we can see that the predicted frequencies for H‖c on
the paramagnetic Fermi surface are ∼ 1.29 kT, 590 T,



5

(a) Bandstructure obtained from the
paramagnetic calculation. The two-fold
degenerate bands that cross the Fermi energy
are color-coded: hole bands 243-244 (blue),
electron bands 245-246 (magenta) and electron
bands 247-248 (red).

(b) Bandstructure obtained from the
spin-polarized calculation. Three bands cross
the Fermi level: two hole bands 243 (blue) and
244 (magenta), and an electron band 245 (red).

(c) Fermi surface obtained
from the spin-polarized
calculation, showing band
243 (blue-yellow), 244
(magenta-green) and 245
(red-light-blue).

Figure SI.5: The bandstructure of UCoGe for (a) the paramagnetic calculation and (b) the spin-polarized calculation, and (c) the Fermi
surface for the spin polarized calculation.
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Figure SI.6: The expected dHvA frequencies as a function of
magnetic field orientation for the paramagnetic calculation. It
shows the dHvA frequencies of the three two-fold degenerate
bands: band 243-244 (blue circles), 245-246 (magenta downward
triangles) and 247-248 (red upward triangles). The principal axes
are indicated at the bottom of the figure.

0 25 50 75
angle (deg)

0

500

1000

1500

2000

2500

Ca
lcu

la
te
d 
dH

vA
 fr
eq

ue
nc

y 
(T
)

a

band243
band244
band245

0255075
angle (deg)b

0 25 50 75
angle (deg)c a

Figure SI.7: The expected dHvA frequencies as a function of
magnetic field orientation for the spin-polarized calculation. It
shows the dHvA frequencies of the three bands that cross the
Fermi level: band 243 (blue circles), 244 (magenta downward
triangles) and 245 (red upward triangles). The principal axes are
indicated at the bottom of the figure.

460 T, 156 T, and two much lower frequencies at ∼ 70 T
and 34 T. In the spin-polarized case (Fig. SI.7), the
predicted c-axis frequencies are ∼ 650 T, and a cluster
of many (> 10) closely spaced frequencies below 300 T.
The number of observed frequencies and their values, are
therefore in better agreement with the predictions from
the paramagnetic calculation.

Moreover, angle dependence of the measured dHvA
frequencies was reported by Bastien et al. [17], and is
also in reasonable agreement with the predicted angle de-
pendence for the paramagnetic Fermi surface, shown in
Fig. SI.6. The measured angle dependence of Fα [17] is
slightly weaker than the highest frequency for H||c shown
in Fig. SI.6, but has a similar trend.

We therefore tentatively match our measured dHvA
frequencies with the quasiparticle orbits on the param-
agnetic Fermi surface that have the closest predicted fre-
quencies: we match Fα with the large hole orbit on band
243-244 that has a predicted frequency of 1.29 kT; Fω
with the hole orbit, also on band 243-244, that has a pre-
dicted frequency of 590 T; Fβ with the electron orbit on
band 245-246 that has a predicted frequency of 460 T;
and Fγ with the electron orbit on band 247-248 that has
a predicted frequency of 156 T.

Table III lists the calculated dHvA frequencies ob-
tained from the paramagnetic Fermi surface for a mag-
netic field along the crystallographic c-axis. The table
also shows the calculated band mass mband and curva-
ture of the pockets. The values are obtained without
adding the Zeeman-like term to spin-split the bands. For
the predicted field-evolution of the spin-split dHvA fre-
quencies, the reader is referred to Fig. 3 (c) in the main
paper.

Comparison of the band masses given in table III with
the effective masses m∗ extracted from our experimental
data (Fig. SI.3 a) shows relatively weak renormalisation
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band Frequency (kT) mband (me) curvature (kTÅ2)

243-244 0.034 5.584 ± 0.014 -51.675±5.5836
0.5905 7.571 ± 0.012 35.232 ± 1.124
1.289 13.914 ± 0.105 -211.785 ± 3.063

245-246 0.071 4.059 ± 0.072 -179.77 ± 7.65
0.4596 3.1629± 0.0146 -14.733 ± 0.2732

247-248 0.1559 1.2329±0.0011 -8.1681 ± 0.04067

Table III: The calculated effective mass and curvature of the
bands from the paramagnetic calculation for magnetic field along
the crystallographic c-axis. All values are taken without including
the model for applied external magnetic field.

of the quasiparticles on the higher frequency orbits (hole
bands 243-244). For example, the measured m∗ for Fα
varies between ∼ 11.5 and 14 me (see Fig. SI.3 and the
representative values in Table I). Within the experimen-
tal error bars, this suggests little or no mass enhancement
over the predicted band mass of 13.9 me for the 1.289 kT
frequency shown in Table III. The effective masses cor-
responding to Fβ and Fγ , which we assign to the lower
frequency electron pockets (electron bands 245-246 and
247-248) are more strongly renormalised: a factor of ∼ 3
for Fβ , and a factor of ∼ 7 for Fγ .

B. Estimation of the g-factor

As described in the main paper, our model to in-
corporate magnetic field dependence of the Fermi sur-
face is based on weak zero-field splitting of the bands
and simple linear spin-splitting with increasing magnetic
field. We use a Zeeman-like term (± 1

2g0µBBnom), where
Bnom = g/g0(Bex + Bappl) captures the ratio of the
real g-factor to the free electron value, the intial ex-
change field Bex, and the experimentally applied mag-
netic field Bappl. We estimate the initial exchange field as
Bex = 0.06µB µ0NA/VM , where 0.06 µB is the measured
zero field moment [1, 18], NA is Avogadro’s number and
VM is the molar volume of UCoGe. The resulting value
of Bex = 0.0134 T is sufficiently small that the domi-

nant contribution to Bnom is g/g0Bappl. This allows us
to make an estimate of the g-factor in the case that we
can associate some value of Bnom with a specific applied
magnetic field value.

C. Lifshitz transitions at very high Bnom

We discuss in the main paper that our calculations
do not show significant Lifshitz transitions due to Fermi
surface pockets that appear as a function of magnetic
field in the region of Bnom < 100 T. However, at higher
Bnom, the shape of the Fermi surface changes consider-
ably. We show the Fermi surface for Bnom = 150 T in
Fig. SI.8. Comparison with Fig. 3 in the main paper
shows major changes of shape, including new orbits,
occur near the R-S-Y-T region of the Brillouin zone.

(a) The calculated
majority-spin Fermi surface
of UCoGe for the
Bnom = 150 T.

(b) The calculated
minority-spin Fermi surface
of UCoGe for the
Bnom = 150 T.

Figure SI.8: The calculated paramagnetic Fermi surface of
UCoGe with a splitting of Bnom = 150 T, SI.8a shows the
majority-spin Fermi surface and SI.8b shows the minority-spin
Fermi surface. The hole-like band (number 243-244) is indicated
in blue/yellow, the two electron-like bands are indicated in
purple/green (bands 245-246) and red/light blue (bands 247-248).
There are several changes in Fermi surface shape leading to new
quasiparticle orbits, as one example, a new hole pocket appears
from band 241-242 shown in dark red/dark blue around the
T-point of the minority-spin Fermi surface.

[1] N. T. Huy, D. E. de Nijs, Y. K. Huang, and A. de Visser,
Unusual upper critical field of the ferromagnetic super-
conductor ucoge, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 077002 (2008).

[2] W. Knafo, T. Matsuda, D. Aoki, F. Hardy, G. Scheerer,
G. Ballon, M. Nardone, A. Zitouni, C. Meingast, and
J. Flouquet, High-field moment polarization in the fer-
romagnetic superconductor UCoGe; similarities with the
URhGe-case, Phys. Rev. B. 86, 184416 (2012).

[3] G. Lonzarich and A. Gold, Temperature dependence of
the exchange splitting in ferromagnetic metals I. Infor-
mation from the de Haas-van Alphen effect in Iron, Can.
J. Phys. 52, 694 (1974).

[4] E. A. Yelland and S. M. Hayden, Magnetic excitations in
an itinerant ferromagnet near quantum criticality, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 99, 196405 (2007).

[5] D. Shoenberg, Magnetic Oscillations in Metals (Cam-
bridge University Press, 1984).

[6] It is a well-known problem that liquid 4He in the bath
cryostat begins to levitate in very high magnetic fields. In
slow sweeps of the magnetic field, this can lead to a ring
or bubble of gas forming in the cryostat near the field
centre, which causes a heat leak to the sample region of
the dilution refrigerator. We are able to account for this
to some degree, but it leads to additional uncertainty in



7

the temperature at the sample, in our case above ∼ 20 T.
[7] The quasiparticle orbits are not circular, but from the

dHvA experiments alone we have no information about
their actual shape. The approximation of a circular or-
bit is reasonable for the purpose of estimating λ in this
context because both m∗ and vF are the average of their
values around a given orbit.

[8] C. Capan, L. Balicas, T. Murphy, E. Palm,
R. Movshovich, D. Hall, S. Tozer, M. Hundley, E. Bauer,
J. Thompson, J. Sarrao, J. DiTusa, R. Goodrich, and
Z. Fisk, Unusual metamagnetism in CeIrIn5, Phys. Rev.
B 80, 094518 (2009).

[9] E. A. Yelland, J. M. Barraclough, W. Wang, K. V.
Kamenev, and A. D. Huxley, High-field superconductiv-
ity at an electronic topological transition in URhGe, Nat.
Phys. 7, 890–894 (2011).

[10] P. Blaha, K. Schwarz, F. Tran, R. Laskowski, G. K. H.
Madsen, and L. Marks, WIEN2k: An APW+lo program
for calculating the properties of solids, J. Chem. Phys.
152, 074101 (2020).

[11] J. P. Perdew, K. Burke, and M. Ernzerhof, Generalized
Gradient Approximation made simple, Phys. Rev. Lett.
77, 3865 (1996).

[12] A. McCollam, M. Fu, and S. R. Julian, Lifshitz transi-
tion underlying the metamagnetic transition of UPt3, J.
Phys.: Condens. Matter 33, 075804 (2021).

[13] M. Samsel-Czeka la, S. Elgazzar, P. M. Oppeneer,
E. Talik, W. Walerczyk, and R. Troć, The electronic
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