
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
40

94
90

v2
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
tr

-e
l]

  3
 J

an
 2

00
5

T herm opow er ofthe H ubbard m odel: E�ects ofm ultiple orbitals and m agnetic �elds

in the atom ic lim it
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W e consider strongly-correlated system s described by the m ulti-orbitalHubbard m odelin the

atom iclim itand obtain exactexpressionsforthechem icalpotentialand therm opower.W eshow that

theseexpressionsreduceto theHeikesform ula in theappropriatelim its(kB T � U )and (kB T � U )

and obtain thefulltem peraturedependencein between theseregim es.W ealso investigatethee�ect

ofa m agnetic �eld introduced through a Zeem an term and observe that the therm opower ofthe

m ulti-orbitalHubbard m odeldisplaysspikesasa function ofm agnetic�eld atcertain specialvalues

ofthe �eld. This e�ect m ight be observable in experim ents for m aterials with a large m agnetic

coupling.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,72.15.J

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The therm opowerofstrongly correlated m aterialshas

received a lot of attention following the observation

of a very large therm opower at room tem perature in

NaCo2O 4 [1]. These and othersim ilarm aterialscan be

described by singleorm ulti-orbitalHubbard m odelswith

strong interactions. Severalm easurem ents ofthe ther-

m opower oforganic system s have been also carried out

and theresultswerefound tobedescribableby m odelsof

strongly interacting electronson a lattice[2,3].In these

m odels,the hopping energieswere assum ed to be m uch

sm allerthan the correlation energiesand tem peratures.

This lim it is the so-called atom ic lim it. The e� ects of

strong correlationson thetherm opowerhasbeen studied

in the whole range described by the atom ic lim itearlier

forthesingleband Hubbard m odel[4].Thetherm opower

ofthem ulti-orbitalHubbard m odelhasalsobeen studied

earlier,butonlyin thelow and high tem peraturelim itsof

the atom ic lim it[5,6].In these lim its,the therm opower

isessentially theentropy carried perunitchargeand can

be calculated from therm odynam icsalonewithoutusing

theheatand chargecurrentsofthesystem .A calculation

overthe entireatom iclim itforthe m ulti-band Hubbard

m odelasdonein thispaperrequiresexplicitform sforthe

chargeand heatcurrentswhich arederived later.O ther

approachestothecalculationofthetherm opowerin these

system sinvolvetechniquessuch asdynam icalm ean-� eld

theory [7,8]and exactdiagonalization [9].

O rbitaldegeneracy hasa signi� cante� ecton thether-

m opower of a system . The increased entropy com ing

from the larger phase space due to the orbitals serves

to enhance the therm opower. Such an e� ecthasindeed

been observed in LaCrO 3 and LaM nO 3 wherethedegen-

eracy ofthe 3d orbitalscausesan enhancem entofther-

m opower[10,11].O rbitaldegeneracy hasalso been con-

sidered asacandidatetoexplain thehigh therm opowerof
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the cobaltates[12]. The presence ofm any orbitalshow-

everbringsup issuesofHund’srulecoupling and energy

levelsplitting which com plicatethestudy oftherm oelec-

tric transport. These e� ects are very di� cult to take

into accountanalytically ifone isinterested in calculat-

ing thetem peraturedependenceofthetherm opowerand

have only been studied num erically [12]. The Hubbard

m odelwithout Hund’s rule coupling does however lend

itselfto analytictreatm entin theatom iclim itaswillbe

dem onstrated.

The e� ectsofinteraction on the therm opowerbeyond

the atom ic lim ithave been considered analytically fora

single band Hubbard m odelin certain cases. O guriand

M aekawa [13]studied the U = 1 m odelnear half� ll-

ing using a retraceablepath approxim ation and Sta� ord

[14]used the Bethe ansatz to study the therm opowerat

low tem peraturesnearhalf� lling fortheHubbard chain.

M orerecently,Pauland K otliar[15]havecalculated the

therm opowerin theHubbard m odelin thein� nitedim en-

sionallim it.Theabsenceofan e� cientlargeU perturba-

tion theory fortheHubbard m odelm akesthecalculation

ofthe therm opowerand othertransportcoe� cientsdif-

� cultin the presence ofstrong correlations.The atom ic

lim itisthusm ostam enable to transportcalculationsin

� nite dim ensions for a large range oftem peratures and

carrierdensities.

A m agnetic � eld is expected to suppress the ther-

m opowerby lifting thedegeneracy oflevelsand reducing

the entropy. Such an e� ect has recently been observed

experim entally in NaCo2O 4 [16]wherethem agnetic� eld

liftsthespin degeneracy ofthecarriersdrastically reduc-

ing the therm opower.The e� ectisexpected to be m ore

pronounced in the presence oforbitaldegeneracy. The

m agnetic � eld a� ectsnotjustthe entropy butalso that

partofthe therm opowerwhich arisesfrom a considera-

tion oftransportin thesystem .Itwillbeshown thatone

seesspikesin the therm opoweratcertain specialvalues

ofthe m agnetic� eld when thate� ectisconsidered.

In section II,wetreatthesingleband Hubbard m odel

in a m agnetic � eld and get exact expressions for the

chem icalpotentialand therm opower.W e show thatthe

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0409490v2
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expression for the therm opower has particle-hole sym -

m etry and reducesto thatobtained by a consideration of

freespinsin theU=kB T � 1lim it.Section IIIdealswith

them ultiple orbitalHubbard m odel.Hereweconsidera

system with degenerateorbitalsand no Hund’srulecou-

pling and derive expressions for the therm opower and

fugacity asa function oftem perature.W eobtain theap-

propriate particle-hole sym m etric Heikes expressionsby

considering thetwo lim itsU=kB T � 1 and U=kB T � 1.

Finally,in section IV,weconsiderthem ulti-orbitalHub-

bard m odelin thepresenceofam agnetic� eld.W enotice

the appearanceofspikesforcertain specialvaluesofthe

m agnetic� eld and dem onstratehow thisfollowsasacon-

sequenceofenergy conservation.

II. SIN G LE O R B ITA L H U B B A R D M O D EL IN A

M A G N ET IC FIELD

The Ham iltonian wewish to consideris

H = � t
X

j�

c
+
j�cj+ 1� + h:c:+ U

X

j

nj"nj# + gB
X

j

(nj" � nj#)

(1)

wheretisthehoppingparam eter,U theinteraction,gthe

Zeem an coupling and B ,the m agnetic � eld. The index

j runs overallthe sites in the chain. The Ham iltonian

aswritten correspondsto a singleorbitalHubbard chain

with am agnetic� eld thatcouplestothecarriersthrough

only a Zeem an term . W e note that allcalculations in

the atom ic lim it are carried out to lowest order in the

hopping t (order t2) and to this order,the results are

thesam eforhigherdim ensionallatticesaswell.W ealso

notethatforhigherdim ensionallattices,thereisa term

in the Ham iltonian arising from the m agnetic � eld that

couplesto thehopping param eter.Thisterm can also be

neglected to lowest order in perturbation theory in the

atom ic lim it. The expressions for the charge and heat

currentoperatorsJe and JQ aregiven by

Je = lim
k! 0

q

~k

X

j

[nj;H ]e
ikja

(2)

JQ = lim
k! 0

1

~k

X

j

[hj;H ]e
ikja

wherenj and hj arethelocalchargeand energydensities,

a,thelatticeconstantand q,thechargeofa carrier.For

the Ham iltonian given by Eqn.1,the currentsare

Je =
qat

i~

X

j�

c
+
j�cj�1� � c

+
j�cj+ 1� (3)

JQ =
at

i~

X

j�

(c
+

j�cj�1� � c
+

j�1� cj�)(U nj�� + g�B )

+
at2

i~

X

j�

c
+
j�cj�2� � c

+
j�2� cj� (4)

Hereg" = g and g# = � g.Thetherm opowerisgiven by

S = �
L2=L1 + �=q

T
(5)

whereT isthetem peratureand �thechem icalpotential.

Thecoe� cientsL2 and L1 areproportionaltothePeltier

coe� cientand conductivity respectively and aregiven by

the K ubo form ulae.

L1 =

R
1

0
d�Tr[e��(H ��N ) (JeJe(�)+ JeJe(�))]

Tr[e��(H ��N ) ]
(6)

L2 =

R
1

0
d�Tr[e��(H ��N ) (JQ Je(�)+ JeJQ (�))]

Tr[e��(H ��N ) ]
(7)

N is the num ber ofcarriersand � = 1=kB T. The tim e

shifted currentoperatorsaregiven by

J�(�)= e
�H
J�e

��H
(8)

It should be noted that both L1 and L2 are in� nite in

the atom ic lim it but their ratio is not. This is because

the decays of the current-current correlation functions

areassum ed to bethesam ein both theheatand charge

channels. This assum ption presum ably breaks down in

the lim it where realdissipation is introduced at higher

orders oft=U . The procedure outlined from here on is

sim ilar to the calculation by Beni[4]in the absence of

a m agnetic � eld. W e calculate the coe� cients L1 and

L2 to lowestorderin t(ordert2)and keep the hopping

param eterin the calculation only in thecurrentand not

the exponentialfactors. W e can also neglectthe second

term in the expression forthe heatcurrentEqn.4.The

nearestneighborhopping allowsusto takethetraceover

only a pairofnearestneighborsites (1 and 2)with the

constraint of energy conservation n2�� = n1�� . The

resultantexpression forthe therm opoweris

S = �
kB

q

�
�U x2

e�U + x2
+ �gB tanh(�gB )

�
x2 � e�U

x2 + e�U

�

� lnx

�

(9)

x = e�� is the fugacity and can be obtained from the

equation

@Z

@x
= �

Z

x
(10)

where Z = Tre��(H ��N ) isthe partition function and �

is the carrier density,with half-� lling corresponding to

�= 1. In the present case,x is the root ofa quadratic

equation and isgiven by
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x =
(�� 1)cosh(�gB )+

q
(1� �)2 cosh

2
(�gB )+ �(2� �)e��U

(2� �)e��U
(11)

The� rsttwoterm softheexpressionforthetherm opower

Eqn 9 correspond tothecontribution form transportand

the third term correspondsto the entropy.The tem per-

ature dependence is given by the � rst two term s which

disappearin the Heikeslim it.In the lim itoflarge U

kB T
,

the therm opowerreducesto

S =
kB

q
[ln�� ln(1� �)
| {z }
con�gurational

� lnf2cosh(�gB )g+ �gB tanh(�gB )
| {z }

spin

] (12)

for�< 1 and

S =
kB

q
[ln(�� 1)� ln(2� �)
| {z }

con�gurational

+ lnf2cosh(�gB )g� �gB tanh(�gB )
| {z }

spin

] (13)

for�> 1.

where the � rst term corresponds to the con� gurational

entropyand thesecond term givesthespin entropycorre-

sponding to freespins.Thefulltem peraturedependence

is shown in Fig. 1. W e can see that the therm opower

is particle-hole sym m etric and disappears at half� lling

(� = 1). Forlow and high valuesofthe carrierdensity,

thetherm opowergoesdownin m agnitudewith increasing

m agnetic� eld (ordecreasingtem perature)corresponding

to thereduction ofentropy.Forinterm ediatevalues,the

therm opowerchangessign goingfrom particleliketohole

like or vice versa because ofthe e� ect ofthe transport

term . Indeed,the transportterm can cause a change in

thesign ofthetherm opowerasafunction oftem perature

even in theabsenceofa m agnetic� eld [4].Thise� ectis

suppressed asoneapproachesthe Heikeslim it.

III. M U LT IP LE O R B ITA L H U B B A R D M O D EL

Letusnow lookatthem ultipleorbitalHubbard m odel.

W e assum e thatevery site hasa setofdegeneratelevels

forthecarriersand thereisa probability fora carrierto

hop from a levelon one site to any levelon an adjacent

site.In addition,the carriersinteractwith allothercar-

rierson the sam esitewith an interaction strength U .A

m ore generalm odelwould include di� erent interaction

strengths for each setoforbitalsand exchange energies

(Hund’s rule couplings). However such a m odelis not

easy to treatanalytically even attheatom icleveland we

considerthis sim pli� ed m odelwhich stillcaptures a lot
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FIG .1: Therm opower as function ofm agnetic �eld for the

singleband Hubbard m odel.Thecurvesaresym m etricabout

half�lling� = 1and thetherm opowergoesdown with applied

�eld forlow and high carrierconcentrations.Forinterm ediate

values,the therm opowerchangessign with �eld.

ofthe essentialphysics.O urHam iltonian isthus

H = �
X

j���

t�� c
+
j�� cj+ 1�� + h:c:+ U

X

j�

nj�" nj�#

+
U

2

X

j� � � � 0

�6= �

nj�� nj�� 0 (14)
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The currentsareonceagain given by Eqn.3 and in this

caseare

Je =
qa

i~

X

j���

t�� c
+

j+ 1�� cj�� � t
�

�� c
+

j�� cj+ 1�� (15)

JQ =
U a

i~

2

6
6
4

X

j���

(t�� c
+
j+ 1�� cj�� � t

�

�� c
+

j��
cj+ 1�� )nj+ 1��� +

1

2

X

j� � 
 � � 0


6= �

(t
�c
+

j+ 1
� 0cj�� 0 � t
�


�c
+

j�� 0cj+ 1
� 0)nj+ 1��

3

7
7
5

+
a

i~

X

j��
�

t�� t�
c
+

j+ 2
�cja� � t
�

�� t
�

�
c
+

j�� cj+ 2
� (16)

Here �,� and 
 are orbitalindices while � and � 0 are

spin indices.TheK ubo form ulaeEqns.6 and 7 givethe

following upon reduction ofthe problem to a trace over

two sitesasbefore.

L2

L1

=
I2

I1
(17)

where

I1 = Tr[B (fn1�� 1
;n2�� 2

g)
X

���

jt�� j
2
(n2�� � n1�� )

2
]

(18)

and

I2 = Tr[B (fn1�� 1
;n2�� 2

g)U f
X

���

jt�� j
2
(n2�� � n1�� )

2
n2��� +

X

��
�� 0

jt
�j
2
(n2
� 0 � n1�� 0)

2
n2�� g] (19)

and the traceshaveto be perform ed subjectto the constraintthat

U (n1��� +
X


6= �� 0

n1
� 0 � n2��� �
X


6= �� 0

n2
� 0)= 0 (20)

which is just the condition ofenergy conservation that

says that the num ber ofcarriers on any two sites par-

ticipating in a hop should be the sam e. W e have used

the fact that t�� = t��� in the above expressions. In

orderto perform the traces,wem akea furthersim plify-

ing assum ption thatt�� = tforall� and �. W ith this

sim pli� cation,weareableto obtain theexactexpression

S =
kB

q

 
U
P 2N �1

n= 0
n
�
2N �1

n

�2
x2n+ 1e��n

2
U

P 2N �1

n= 0

�
2N �1

n

�2
x2n+ 1e��n

2U

� lnx

!

(21)

whereN isthenum beroforbitalspersiteand thefugac-

ity x isgiven from Eqn.10 by

2NX

n= 0

�
2N

n

�

(n � �)e
��U n(n�1)=2

x
n
= 0 (22)

Itisstraightforward to show thattheaboveequation has

exactly one non-negative root for allvalues of �. For

U � kB T,weobtain

x =
�

2N (1� �)
(23)

which ispositiveonlyfor�< 1therebypreventingdouble

occupancy.Thisgivesusthem ulti-orbitalHeikesform ula

S =
kB

q
[ln�� ln(1� �)
| {z }
con�gurational

� ln2|{z}
spin

� lnN|{z}
orbital

] (24)

Itshould benoted thatEqn.21 isparticle-holesym m et-

ric about half� lling � = N . For � < N ,the transport

part(L2=L1)goesto zero in the U=kB T � 1 lim it. For

� > N ,however,the contribution ofthe transportpart

hasto beconsidered in addition to theentropicpartand

only a properaddition givesthe rightHeikeslim it. For
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FIG .2:(Left)Therm opowerplotted asa function ofkB T=U

for di�erentvalues of� less than half�lling for N = 3. The

therm opower goes to zero in the lim it of sm allkB T=U for

� = 6=7 and isofopposite sign forvaluesof� above and be-

low this value. The curve for � = 1:2 diverges in this lim it.

(Right)Therm opower plotted as a function of�=2N for dif-

ferent values ofN . The therm opower is non-m onotonic and

oscillates with the num berofm axim a on either side ofhalf-

�lling (�=2N = 1) equalto the num ber of orbitals. These

oscillationsgo away in thelim itoflarge kB T=U when allthe

curvescollapse onto a single curve given by Eqn.27.

�> N ,weobtain

S = �
kB

q
[ln(2N � �)� ln(�� 2N + 1)
| {z }

con�gurational

� ln2|{z}
spin

� lnN|{z}
orbital

]

(25)

S isthus� niteonly for�� 2N � 1 if�> N .Forvalues

of�between 1 and 2N � 1,thetherm opowerisdivergent

in this lim it except at half� lling (� = N ) where it is

identically zero. In the opposite lim it U � kB T,one

obtains

x =
�

2N � �
(26)

The therm opowerin thislim itis

S = �
kB

q
ln
2N � �

�
(27)

whereallvaluesof�between 0 and 2N givea � nitether-

m opower. Eqn. 27 is the so-called generalized Heikes

form ula previously obtained through directcom binatrics

[5,9]. The expression forthe therm opowerin thislim it

is explicitly particle-hole sym m etric since the contribu-

tion to the therm opower for allvalues of� com es only

from the entropic term . The tem perature dependence

between thetwo lim itsconsidered aboveisgiven by Eqn.

21. The therm opowerchangessign asa function of� ll-

ing both below and above half-� lling. Fig.2 shows the

dependence oftherm opoweron tem perature and carrier

concentration for N = 3. Below half� lling,the ther-

m opower changes sign at � = 2N =(2N + 1) which for

N = 3 is�= 6=7,forsm allkB T=U and alwaysrem ains

negativeforsm allkB T=U .Thusthecurveswith �> 6=7

change sign as a function ofthe param eter kB T=U . It

can also be seen that the curves are not m onotonic at

a � xed value ofkB T=U with �=2N and display oscilla-

tions.Thenum berofm axim aon eithersideofhalf-� lling

(�=2N = 0:5)isequalto thenum beroforbitals.Theos-

cillationsdisappearin the lim itoflarge kB T=U and all

thecurvescollapseonto a sm ooth curveasgiven by Eqn.

27.

IV . M U LT IP LE O R B ITA L H U B B A R D M O D EL

IN A M A G N ET IC FIELD

W enow considera m ultiple orbitalHubbard m odelin

the presence ofa m agnetic � eld. O nce again,the � eld

isintroduced through a Zeem an term ,which couplesdif-
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ferently to di� erent orbitals. The Ham iltonian for such

a system is

H = �
X

j���

t�� c
+
j�� cj+ 1�� + h:c:+ U

X

j�

nj�" nj�#

+
U

2

X

j� � � � 0

�6= �

nj�� nj�� 0 +
X

j��

g�� c
+

j�� cj�� (28)

Thechargeand heatcurrentoperatorsaregiven by

Je =
qa

i~

X

j���

t�� c
+
j+ 1�� cj�� � t

�

�� c
+
j�� cj+ 1�� (29)

JQ =
U a

i~

2

6
6
4
X

j���

(t�� c
+

j+ 1��
cj�� � t

�

�� c
+

j��
cj+ 1�� )(U nj+ 1��� + g�� B )+

1

2

X

j� � 
 � � 0


6= �

(t
�c
+

j+ 1
� 0cj�� 0 � t
�


�c
+

j�� 0cj+ 1
� 0)nj+ 1��

3

7
7
5

+
a

i~

X

j��
�

t�� t�
c
+

j+ 2
�cja� � t
�

�� t
�

�
c
+

j�� cj+ 2
� (30)

where the heatcurrentnow picksup an additionalcon-

tribution from the transport ofm agnetic energy in the

sam e way as Eqn. 4. O nce again,the therm opower is

given by Eqns.5,6,7 and 17 where

I1 = Tr[B (fn1�� 1
;n2�� 2

g)
X

���

jt�� j
2
(n2�� � n1�� )

2
]

(31)

and

I2 = Tr[B (fn1�� 1
;n2�� 2

g)f
X

���

jt�� j
2
(n2�� � n1�� )

2
(U n2��� + g�� B )+

X

��
�� 0

jt
�j
2
(n2
� 0 � n1�� 0)

2
n2�� g]

afterreducing the problem to a traceovertwo sites.The constrainton the traceis

U (n1��� +
X


6= �� 0

n1
� 0 � n2��� �
X


6= �� 0

n2
� 0)+ (g�� � g�� )B = 0 (32)

This constraint di� ers from the one in Eqn. 20 by

the lastterm involving the m agnetic � eld. Thishasin-

teresting consequencesasitproducesspikesin the ther-

m opowerasshown in Fig. 4 atcertain integervaluesof

the m agnetic � eld. This can be understood as follows:

The constraint on the trace is just a statem ent ofthe

conservation ofenergy.W ithouta m agnetic� eld,allthe

orbitals are degenerate and the conservation ofenergy

condition im pliesthatthenum berofcarrierson thetwo

sitesparticipating in a hop should be the sam e because

the only energy involved isthe Hubbard energy. In the

presence ofa m agnetic � eld,the degeneracy ofthe lev-

elsislifted and now theenergy thathasto beconserved

is a com bination ofthe Hubbard energy and the m ag-

netic energy. The constraintcondition Eqn. 32 reduces

to Eqn.20 exceptforspecialvaluesofthem agnetic� eld

when (g�� � g�� )B =U is an integer. This involves two

di� erent kinds oforbitals (� and �) where the Zeem an

energy transferred isequalto the negative ofthe trans-

ferred Hubbard energy.Thistransfercan takeplaceonly

through two di� erentkindsoforbitalsbecause the hops

arespin conserving and hencesuch spikeswillnotbeob-

served in a system with justone kind oforbital.Thisis

illustrated in Fig.3.

Thespikesshown in Fig.4could beobserved in exper-

im entsprovided them agnitudeoftheZeem an couplingis

large.Thisislikely to happen in com poundswith heavy

transition and actinidem etalionssuch astheruthenates

and uranium based com poundswherethestrongly corre-

lated electronsinvolved in transportarein thef orbital.

Thespikesin an actualexperim entwillbebroadened due

to therm ale� ectssuch ascoupling with phononsorsom e
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other excitations which willrelax the energy conserva-

tion constraint. The e� ect ofphonons on therm opower

in strongly correlated system shasbeen investigated ear-

lierin a di� erentcontext[17].

FIG .3: (Left)Energy conservation in the absence ofa m ag-

netic �eld. The Hubbard energy has to be conserved and

hence the totalnum berofcarriers on the sites participating

in the hopping process has to be the sam e. (Right) Energy

conservation with a m agnetic �eld.TheHubbard energy and

m agnetic energy have to be conserved togetherand thusthe

num ber of carriers need not be the sam e on the two sites

anym ore. The di�erence in Hubbard energy can be com pen-

sated by thegain in m agnetic energy because ofthe di�erent

coupling strengthsofthe orbitalsinvolved in the hop.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S A N D C O M M EN T S

W e havestudied the therm opowerin the atom ic lim it

in the presence and absence ofa m agnetic � eld in the

single and m ultiple orbital Hubbard m odel. W e ob-

tained exactexpressionsforthetherm opowerand chem -

icalpotentialand obtained the fulltem perature depen-

dence ofthese quantitiesbetween the strong correlation

U=kB T � 1 and high tem perature U=kB T � 1 lim its

wherethey reduceto the corresponding Heikesform ulae

previously obtained using com binatric argum ents. The

therm opowerofthem ultipleorbitalsystem showsspikes

asa function ofm agnetic � eld forcertain specialvalues

ofthe m agnetic � eld due to a transferofcom m ensurate

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

−2.4

−2.2

−2

−1.8

−1.6

−1.4

−1.2

−1

−0.8

B/k
B
T

S
q

/k
B

ρ=1.5 

ρ=1.0 

ρ=0.5 

k
B
T/U = 1 N=3 

FIG .4:Therm opowerasa function ofm agnetic �eld forthe

m ultiple band Hubbard m odelwith N = 3. The values of

the coupling constant are g1# = � 3=2;g2# = � 1=2;g3# =

1=2;g1" = � 1=2;g2" = 1=2;g3" = 3=2. The therm opower

consequently has spikes as a function of the m agnetic �eld

at specialvalues ofthe �eld as explained in the text. The

seem ingly �nitewidth ofthespikesin the�gureisdueto the

discrete nature ofthe pointsin the plot.

Zeem an energy along with the Coulom b energy during

hopping processes. W e conjecture thatitm ightbe pos-

sible to observe these spikesin som e form in com plexes

ofhighertransition m etalions.
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