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The recently delimited altermagnetic phase is characterized by zero net magnetization but
momentum-dependent collinear spin-splitting. To explore the intriguing physical effects and po-
tential applications of altermagnets, it is essential to analyze their Fermi surface properties, encom-
passing both configurations and spin textures. Here, we conduct a Fermiology study on metallic
altermagnets and demonstrate that the collinear spin-split features of their Fermi surfaces can be
clearly revealed through quantum oscillation measurements. By introducing a transverse Zeeman
field to remove the spin-degenerate lines in the momentum space, the Fermi surface undergoes a
Lifshitz transition, giving rise to spin-flipped cyclotron motion between orbits with opposite spins.
Accordingly, the Lifshitz-Onsager quantization yields two sets of Landau levels, leading to frequency
splitting of the Shubnikov-de Haas oscillations in conductivity. In the presence of spin-orbit cou-
pling, the Zeeman field causes two separate cyclotron orbits to merge at the Lifshitz transition
point before splitting again. This results in the two original frequencies discontinuously changing
into a single frequency equal to their sum. Our work unveils a unique and universal signature of
altermagnetic Fermi surfaces that can be probed through quantum oscillation measurements.

Introduction.—The investigation of magnetic systems
has long been an active branch of condensed matter
physics. Among various magnetically ordered phases, the
collinear quantum magnets are usually divided into two
phases, ferromagnetism and antiferromagnetism [1]. Re-
cently, a new type of collinear magnetic phase dubbed
altermagnetism has been proposed based on spin group
theory and is attracting increasing attention in condensed
matter physics [2–4]. Distinct from ferromagnetism and
conventional antiferromagnetism, such materials exhibit
large momentum-dependent spin splitting in their bands
and zero net magnetization at the same time, which are
induced by nonrelativistic spin and crystal rotation sym-
metry [2–5]. The spin-dependent Fermi surfaces of alter-
magnets exhibit the d-, g-, or i-wave symmetries, which
lead to many intriguing physical properties, such as spin
current [6–8], anomalous Hall effect [9], crystal magneto-
optical Kerr effect [10] and giant magnetoresistance [5]
that cannot occur in conventional antiferromagnets. Al-
termagnets are predicted to have various potential appli-
cations, including spintronics [11–13], correlated states of
matter [3], superconductivity [14, 15], etc..

Hundreds of material candidates have been predicted
to be altermagnetic [16], including three-dimensional
compounds such as MnTe, RuO2, and La2CuO4 [3, 17–
19], and two-dimensional monolayer RuF4 with the d-
wave altermagnetic symmetry [20]. Very recently, the
altermagnetic lifting of Kramers spin degeneracy has
been observed in RuO2 and MnTe (MnTe2) by angle-
resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) or spin-
ARPES [21–24], demonstrating the d-wave spin pattern
in RuO2 [22]. Meanwhile, the muon spin rotation and re-
laxation experiment on RuO2 has reported the absence
of magnetic order [25, 26], casting doubt on the diagnosis
of altermagnetic phase. Consequently, further measure-
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of cyclotron motion along
Fermi surfaces (a) with and (b) without the in-plane Zeeman
field. The upper panels are zoom-in images at the transition
regions denoted by the dashed boxes. The average value ⟨σz⟩
is measured by the color bar. The numbers in (b) label the
line segments and S1,··· ,5 denote the areas of respective re-
gions encircled by them. The incoming and outgoing states
are labeled by + and −, respectively.

ments, such as quantum oscillations, are necessary to as-
certain the nature of altermagnets. Moreover, to under-
stand the intriguing physical effects of the altermagnets
and explore their potential applications, it is essential to
analyze the geometric and spin configurations of alter-
magnetic Fermi surfaces.

In this Letter, we study quantum oscillations in metal-
lic altermagnets to uncover the distinctive properties of
their Fermi surfaces. By imposing an in-plane Zeeman
field to remove spin degeneracy along specific lines in
the momentum space which then causes a Lifshitz tran-
sition of the Fermi surface, the altermagnets can be diag-
nosed through the frequency transitions of Shubnikov-de
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Haas oscillations in conductivity. Specifically, as the Zee-
man field increases, the cyclotron orbits change from two
identical orbits for both spin polarizations to two recon-
structed ones with spin hybridization. Then, the Lifshitz-
Onsager quantization [27] along these cyclotron orbits
results in the splitting of Landau levels, which is man-
ifested as the Zeeman-field induced frequency splitting
of the Shubnikov-de Haas oscillations. When spin-orbit
coupling (SOC) exists whose effect cannot be neglected
in certain material candidates, a π Berry phase is accu-
mulated along two pristine cyclotron orbits. In such a
regime, a Zeeman field can drive two semiclassical orbits
to merge together, leading to an discontinuously change
of the oscillation frequency from two components to a
single one. Our results can be generally applied to vari-
ous material candidates of altermagnets, thus providing
an effective and universal approach for its identification.

Spin-flipped cyclotron motion.—To be specific, we con-
sider a 2D d-wave metallic altermagnet with a Zeeman
field along the x-direction, which can be described by the
Hamiltonian as

H(k) = a(k2x + k2y) + Jkxkyσz +∆σx, (1)

where k = (kx, ky) is the momentum, σx,y,z are the
spin Pauli matrices, a and J parameterize the kinetic
term and the d-wave exchange interaction, respectively.
∆ = µBBxg

∗/2 is the Zeeman energy splitting with Bx

the Zeeman field and g∗ the Landé g factor. The corre-
sponding eigenenergies are

E±(k) = a(k2x + k2y)±
√
J2k2xk

2
y +∆2. (2)

In the absence of a Zeeman field (∆ = 0), the Fermi sur-
face is composed of two intersecting ellipses correspond-
ing to two opposite spins [Fig. 1(a)]; A finite Zeeman field
hybridizes the two spin bands and accordingly, the Fermi
surface undergos a Lifshitz transition characterized by a
momentum separation ∆k at the originally degenerate
points [Fig. 1(b)].

As a perpendicular magnetic field B in the z direction
is applied, electrons are driven to move along equienergy
contours (labeled by O). In the absence of tunneling
between different orbits, the eigenenergies are selected
by the following quantization condition

S(O) = 2πl−2(n+ γ), n = 0, 1, 2..., (3)

where S is the area encircled by the cyclotron orbits in
the momentum space, l =

√
ℏ/eB is the magnetic length,

and γ = 1/2 is the Maslov index [28].
More generally, a magnetic breakdown may oc-

cur between the outer and inner Fermi contours in
Fig. 1(b) [29], which leads to more complicated quan-
tization rules compared with Eq. (3). To analyze the
magnetic breakdown, we adopt the Landau gauge for the
vector potential as A = (0, Bx, 0) and make the substi-
tution ky → ky + Bx in Eq. (1), where ℏ = 1, e = 1

is set for simplicity. In the momentum representation,
the coordinate operator reads x → i∂kx . Quantum tun-
neling may occur in the breakdown regions marked with
black dashed squares in Fig. 1(b). Given the symmetry of
the Fermi surface, it is sufficient to analyze one specific
region A and then combine the results of four regions.
In region A, kx ≃ 0, ky ≃ k0 =

√
EF /a with EF the

Fermi energy, and the Hamiltonian (2) can be expanded
at (kx, ky) = (0, k0) to the linear order of momentum as

H(k) = ak0(2ky − k0) + Jk0kxσz +∆σx, (4)

which gives two hyperbola segments of Fermi surface as
shown in the upper panel of Fig. 1(b). By interpreting
kx ≡ t as time, the problem of magnetic breakdown can
be mapped to the model of Landau-Zener tunneling [30].
A direct calculation yields the tunnel probability Z =

exp(− π
B

∆2

2aJk2
0
) [31], which will be used to determine the

quantization conditions.
Quantization conditions and Landau levels.—We re-

gard ky as a parameter and solve the state evolution
in region A in the kx ≡ t representation. Consider an
electron entering region A from kx < 0 and exiting to
kx > 0; see the upper panel of Fig. 1(b). A straight-
forward derivation yields the scattering matrix S that
connects the incident and outgoing waves as [30, 32](

c−2
c−1

)
= S

(
c+8
c+7

)
,S =

( √
1− Ze−iω −

√
Z√

Z
√
1− Zeiω

)
,

(5)
where the amplitudes (c+8 , c

+
7 )

T and (c−2 , c
−
1 )

T correspond
to the incoming (+) and outgoing (−) states, respectively
[cf. Fig. 1(b)]. ω is the so-called Stokes phase [33] which
reads

ω =
π

4
+δ(ln δ−1)+Arg[Γ(1− iδ)], δ =

∆2

4BaJk20
, (6)

where Γ(·) is the gamma function.
A full cyclotron motion constitutes four such scattering

processes connected by free propagations along the line
segments denoted by i = 1, · · · , 8 in Fig. 1(b), in which
the areas surrounded by the line segments are denoted by
S1,··· ,5. Due to the C4 rotation symmetry of the orbits,
the four equal areas are set to S1,··· ,4 = S0. Define Θi

as the phase accumulation during the free propagation
along the line segment i. Since the amplitudes {c+i , c

−
i }

are everywhere single-valued, we arrive at the following
equation

det


4∏

j=1

[
S
(

eiΘ2j 0
0 eiΘ2j−1

)]
− I

 = 0, (7)

where the matrix product is arranged from right to left
as j increases, and I is the identity matrix. For any cy-
clotron orbit O, the accumulated phase during free prop-
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agation is given by [28]∑
i∈O

Θi = l2S(O)− 2πγ, (8)

where the sum is taken over the line segments that consti-
tute the orbit O. Solving Eq. (7) yields the quantization
condition as [30]

cos[l2(S5 + 2S0)− 2πγ]− (1− Z)2 cos(2l2S0 − 4ω)

+ 4Z(1− Z) cos(l2S0 − 2ω) + Z(2− 3Z) = 0.
(9)

For an arbitrary Z, the quantized energy spectra can be
obtained by inserting the explicit functions S5 = S5(E)
and S0 = S0(E) of energy E into Eq. (9).

Our main focus is on the two semiclassical limits Z →
1 (magnetic breakdown regime) and Z → 0 (adiabatic
regime), which correspond to scenarios with small and
large Zeeman fields, respectively. In these two limits, the
quantization conditions reduce to

Z → 1 : S5 + 2S0 = 2πl−2(n+ γ),

Z → 0 : S5 + 4S0 = 2πl−2(n+ γ), or S5 = 2πl−2(n+ γ),
(10)

where we have considered in the second line that ω →
0 as Z → 0. The quantization condition for Z → 1
correspond to the two identical ellipse-shaped orbits in
Fig. 1(a), which yields the spin-degenarate Landau levels
En = (eB/ℏ)

√
4a2 − J2(n+ γ). In the Z → 0 limit, the

two quantization conditions correspond to the outer and
inner orbits respectively in Fig. 1(b), which give rise to
two different sets of Landau levels.

To verify such observations, we numerically calculate
the energy levels as a function of B in the two limits. To
this end, we interpret x and kx by the ladder operators
as x =

√
ℏ/2eB(π + π†) and kx = i

√
eB/2ℏ(π† − π),

which operate on the Landau level basis through π|n⟩ =√
n|n − 1⟩ and π†|n⟩ =

√
n+ 1|n + 1⟩. A proper cutoff

is adopted for n in the calculation to ensure the conver-
gence of the results. In the rest of this paper, kx and x
are set to be dimensionless and accordingly, a and J have
the units of energy. The Landau levels in both limits, as
a function of B, are shown in Fig. 2. Specifically, there
is only one set of Landau levels with spin degeneracy
in the limit Z → 1 as shown Fig. 2(a); In the opposite
limit Z → 0, two sets of Landau levels become visible in
Fig. 2(b), corresponding to the quantized outer and in-
ner orbits in Fig. 1(b). Away from the two semiclassical
limits, the typical energy spectra solved by the quantiza-
tion condition exhibit a quasirandom feature, which can
be treated using the perturbation theory [28].

Shubnikov-de Haas oscillations.—The analysis of the
Landau levels indicates that the main features of alter-
magnetic Fermi surface can be well reflected by the evo-
lution of the quantum oscillations as the Zeeman field
varies. Here, we focus on the Shubnikov-de Haas oscilla-
tions in conductivity. As B changes, whenever the Fermi
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FIG. 2. Landau levels as a function of B in (a) the Z → 1
limit with ∆ = 0 and Z → 0 limit with ∆ = 10a. Other
parameters are J = 0.7a and B0 = ℏ/(40e).

level is aligned with one of the Landau levels, the density
of states (DOS) reaches a maximum, leading to an oscil-
lating behavior in resistivity. Using the linear response
theory, the conductivity tensor reads [34, 35]

σµν =
e2ℏ
πV

∫
dEf(E)Re

{
Tr

[
v̂µ

∂ĜR
E

∂E
v̂ν(Ĝ

A
E − ĜR

E)

]}
,

(11)
where the subscripts µ(ν) = x, y and accordingly, σxx

and σxy represent the longitudinal and Hall conductivity,

respectively. f(E) =
[
e(E−EF )/kT + 1

]−1
is the Fermi-

Dirac distribution function, v̂µ = ∂kµ
H(k + A) is the

velocity operator, and ĜR,A = [E −H(k +A)± iχ]
−1

are the retarded (+) and advanced (−) Green operators
with χ the level broadening. Eq. (11) is evaluated by
inserting the complete Landau level basis {|n⟩} and ex-
pressing the velocity operator by the ladder operators
π, π†. The corresponding longitudinal resistivity is given
by ρxx = σxx/(σ

2
xx+σ2

xy). The reduced magnetoresistiv-
ity is defined as the difference between the resistivity in
the presence of a magnetic field and the resistivity with-
out a magnetic field, normalized by the latter. Specifi-
cally, δρxx(B) = [ρxx(B)− ρxx(0)]/ρxx(0).
The numerical results for δρxx as a function of 1/B

in the two limits Z → 1 and Z → 0 are shown in
Fig. 3(a) and Fig. 3(c), respectively, with Fig. 3(b) and
Fig. 3(d) being their Fourier components. One can see
that for Z → 1, the oscillation of δρxx consists of one
main frequency component F0 and its multiples with
much weaker amplitudes, corresponding to the contri-
bution from only one set of Landau levels in Fig. 2(a).
For Z → 0, the oscillation contains two main frequency
components F1 and F2, as well as their multiples, corre-
sponding to the two sets of Landau levels in Fig. 2(b),
which is induced by the Zeeman field. To reveal the fre-
quency transition induced by the Zeeman field, it is suf-
ficient to calculate the DOS at the Fermi level EF . This
can be approximated using a Gaussian function with a
finite broadening (Σ) as

D(EF , B) =
∑
n

nL

√
1

πΣ2
exp

[
− (EF − En)

2

Σ2

]
, (12)
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FIG. 3. The normalized longitudinal magnetoresistivity δρxx
as a function of 1/B in the limit of (a) Z → 1 (∆ = 0) and (c)
Z → 0 (∆ = 5.6a). (b) and (d) are The Fourier components
of (a) and (c), respectively. (e) Fourier components of the os-
cillating DOS δD(EF , B) as a function of ∆. The parameters
are J = 0.7a, EF = 40a, B0 = ℏa/eEF , Σ = 0.2a, χ = 0.16a,
kT = 0.04a, and nL/B

√
π = 1.

where nL = eBL2/ℏπ is the degeneracy of Landau lev-
els, L is the size of the system, and n is the Landau
level index. The Fourier component of the oscillating
DOS, δD(EF , B) = D(EF , B) −D(EF , 0) as a function
of ∆ is shown in Fig. 3(e). In experiments, quantum
oscillations are visible only when the Landau level spac-
ing is larger than its broadening Σ. As one can see in
Fig. 3(e), only one frequency F0 exists for ∆ ∼ 0. As ∆
increases, the frequency pattern evolves and finally splits
into two branches F1 and F2. Such a frequency tran-
sition effectively manifests the collinear spin-splitting of
the altermagnetic Fermi surfaces and so can serve as its
fingerprint signature.

The effect of spin-orbit coupling.—In certain material
candidates of altermagnets, the SOC effect cannot be ne-
glected, which can be described by the whole Hamilto-
nian H(k) +HR(k) with the second term corresponding
to the Rashba SOC as HR(k) = λ(kxσy − kyσx), where
λ is the strength of the Rashba SOC [3]. In the absence
of the in-plane Zeeman term (∆ = 0), the SOC can still
induce a petal-shaped Fermi surface similar to that in
Fig. 1(b), but with a vortical spin texture, as shown in
FIG. 4(a). The vortical spin winding indicates that as an
electron moves along the outer or inner cyclotron orbit in
Fig. 4(a), it will feel a nontrivial Berry phase ϕB = π [30].
Consider the Rashba SOC is strong enough so that the
magnetic breakdown can be neglected, the semiclassical
quantization of the two orbits α1 and α2 in Fig. 4(a)
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FIG. 4. (a-c) Evolution of Fermi surfaces and upper-band
spin textures of altermagnets with SOC as the Zeeman field
increases from (a) ∆ = 0 to (b) ∆ = λk0 =

√
48a and finally

to (c) ∆ = 11a. The in-plane spin textures are denoted by
the arrows while its z component is represented by the color.
O1,2,3 are the centers of the spin vortices during the evolution
and α1,2, β1,2, β, ζ1,2 label the cyclotron orbits. (d) Fourier
amplitudes of the oscillating DOS δD(EF , B) in the presence
of SOC. The critical value for the Zeeman field ∆ = λk0
is marked with the yellow dashed line. The parameters are
J = a, λ = a and EF = ak2

0 = 48a, B0 = ℏa/eEF . The
Landau level broadening Σ in (d) is set to 0.12a.

becomes

S(α1,2) = 2πl−2(n+ γ − ϕB/2π). (13)

As the Zeeman field ∆ increases from zero, the cen-
ter of the spin vortex shifts downward from the origin,
following the path O1 → O2 → O3 in Figs. 4(a-c),
along with the gap closing and reopening at the point
O2 = (0,−k0). In particular, at the Lifshitz transition
point, where ∆ = λk0, the two Fermi surfaces converge at
O2, coinciding with the center of the spin vortex. Mean-
while, the tunnel probability between the outer and in-
ner orbits at the O2 saturates with Z → 1, indicating
that the two orbits, β1 and β2, merge into a single orbit,
β = β1 + β2, as shown in Fig. 4(b). Accordingly, the
quantization condition is modified into

S(β) = S(β1) + S(β2) = 2πl−2(n+ γ). (14)

When ∆ > λk0, the two orbits separate again and the
center of the vortex shifts to the outside of both Fermi
contours as shown in Fig. 4(c). As a result, the Berry
phase accumulated along the two semiclassical orbits ζ1
and ζ2 becomes zero, with the corresponding quantiza-
tion condition being

S(ζ1,2) = 2πl−2(n+ γ). (15)

We verify the above analysis again by numerically cal-
culating the magnetic quantum oscillation of DOS with
SOC using Eq. (12), and the corresponding Fourier am-
plitudes are shown in Fig. 4(d). As one can see, for
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∆ ≪ λk0 and ∆ ≫ λk0, there exist two main branches
of frequencies F1 and F2 steming from the contributions
from both two semiclassical orbits, along with their mul-
tiples. By contrast, for ∆ ≃ λk0, F1 and F2 disappear
and instead, a visible frequency F1+F2 shows up, corre-
sponding to the contribution from the combined orbit β
in Fig 4(b) and the quantization condition (14). We con-
clude that in the presence of the SOC effect, the Zeeman
field-induced frequency transition exhibits an enriched
structure, which is another distinctive signature of alter-
magnets.

Discussion.—The experimental identification of the al-
termagnetic phase remains controversial at present [21,
22, 25, 26]. Therefore, additional evidence from various
approaches is crucial for its diagnosis. Quantum oscil-
lation measurements is a widely used method for char-
acterizing the properties of the Fermi surface, including
its configuration and band topology, etc. [32]. We have
shown that by imposing a Zeeman field to lift the spin de-
generacy along specific lines in momentum space, the al-
termagnetic spin-splitting feature can be clearly revealed
by the frequency transitions in the quantum oscillations,
regardless of the presence of SOC effects. To achieve this,
the Landau level spacing (eB/ℏ)

√
4a2 − J2 of altermag-

nets should be smaller than the typical Zeeman splitting
∆ that induces the Lifshitz transition of the Fermi sur-
face. This requires either a high-quality sample that en-
sures high oscillating resolution for a small magnetic field
B or a relatively large Zeeman splitting. The latter can
be implemented by selecting materials with a large Landé
g factor or introducing an exchange field via magnetic
dopants [36]. From the inter-orbit tunneling probability

Z = exp(− π
B

∆2

2aJk2
0
), a small size k0 of the Fermi surface

facilitates an efficient adjustment of the frequency transi-
tion between two tunneling limits. Although our work fo-
cuses on d-wave altermagnets, the main conclusions can
be applied to other symmetries such as g- and i-wave
symmetries, due to the universality of the scenario.
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