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Them opow er of the H ubbard m odel: E ects ofm ultiple orbitals and m agnetic elds
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W e consider strongly-correlated system s described by the multiorbital Hubbard m odel in the
atom ic lin it and obtain exact expressions for the chem icalpotentialand them opower. W e show that

these expressions reduce to the H eikes form ula in the appropriate lim its (kg T

yand (kg T U)

and obtain the fill tem perature dependence in between these regin es. W e also investigate the e ect
of a m agnetic eld Introduced through a Zeem an tem and observe that the them opower of the
m ultiorbital H ubbard m odeldisplays spikes as a function ofm agnetic eld at certain specialvalues
of the eld. This e ect m ight be observable in experim ents for m aterials w ith a lJarge m agnetic

coupling.

PACS numbers: 71.10Fd, 72.1530

I. NTRODUCTION

T he therm opow er of strongly correlated m aterials has
received a ot of attention follow ing the observation
of a very large them opower at room tem perature in
NaCo,04 tl_.']. T hese and other sin ilar m aterdals can be
described by single orm ultiorbial H ubbard m odelsw ih
strong interactions. Severalm easurem ents of the ther-
m opow er of organic system s have been also carried out
and the resultswere found to be describable by m odels of
strongly interacting electrons on a lattice rQ, rlj]. In these
m odels, the hopping energies were assum ed to be m uch
an aller than the correlation energies and tem peratures.
This Im it is the socalled atom ic lim . The e ects of
strong correlations on the them opowerhasbeen studied
In the whole range described by the atom ic lim it earlier
forthe singleband H ubbard m odel EI]. T he them opow er
ofthem ultiorbitalH ubbard m odelhasalso been studied
earlier, but only in the low and high tem perature lim itsof
the atom ic lim it Ep, :§]. In these lim its, the them opower
is essentially the entropy carried per unit charge and can
be calculated from therm odynam ics alone w thout using
the heat and charge currents ofthe system . A calculation
over the entire atom ic lim it for the m ultiband Hubbard
m odelasdone In thispaper requires explicit form s for the
charge and heat currents which are derived later. O ther
approachesto the calculation ofthe them opow er In these
system s nvolve techniques such as dynam icalm ean— eld
theory Ej, :g] and exact diagonalization E].

O rbitaldegeneracy hasa signi cante ecton the ther-

mopower of a system . The increased entropy com ing
from the larger phase space due to the orbials serves
to enhance the them opower. Such an e ect has indeed
been observed in LaC rO 3 and LaM nO 3 where the degen—
eracy of the 3d orbitals causes an enhancem ent of ther-

m Opow er hO :Ll- O bital degeneracy has also been con—
sidered as a candidate to explain the high them opowerof

the cobalates tl-g:]. T he presence of m any orbitals how —
ever brings up issues of Hund’s rule coupling and energy
Jevel splitting w hich com plicate the study of them oelec—
tric trangoort. These e ects are very di cult to take
Into acocount analytically if one is interested in calculat—
Ing the tem perature dependence of the therm opow er and
have only been studied num erically [14]. The Hubbard
m odel w thout Hund’s rule coupling does however lend
tself to analytic treatm ent in the atom ic Iim it asw illbe
dem onstrated.

The e ects of interaction on the them opow er beyond
the atom ic 1im it have been considered analytically for a
single band Hubbard m odel In certain cases. O guriand
M ackawa [[3] studied the U = 1 modelnear half 1
Jng using a retraceable path approxim ation and Sta ord
@4] used the Bethe ansatz to study the them opower at
Iow tem peraturesnearhalf Iling for the Hubbard chain.
M ore recently, Pauland K otliar [_l-ﬁ] have calculated the
them opow er in the Hubbardm odelin the in niedin en—
sionallim it. The absence ofan e cient largeU perturba—
tion theory for the H ubbard m odelm akes the calculation
of the themm opower and other transport coe cients dif-

cul in the presence of strong correlations. T he atom ic
lim it is thus m ost am enable to transport calculations In

nie dim ensions oor a large range of tem peratures and
carrier densities.

A magnetic eld is expected to suppress the ther-
m opow er by lifting the degeneracy of levels and reducing
the entropy. Such an e ect has recently been observed
experin entally in NaC 0,0 4 {[6]where them agnetic el
lifts the soin degeneracy ofthe carriers drastically reduc—
Ing the them opower. The e ect is expected to be m ore
pronounced In the presence of orbital degeneracy. The
magnetic eld a ects not just the entropy but also that
part of the them opower which arises from a considera—
tion oftransport in the system . It w illbe show n that one
sees gpikes in the them opower at certain special values
ofthem agnetic eld when that e ect is considered.

In section IT, we treat the single band Hubbard m odel
In a magnetic eld and get exact expressions for the
chem icalpotential and therm opower. W e show that the
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expression for the them opower has particle-hol sym —
m etry and reduces to that obtained by a consideration of
free spins in the U=k T 1 lim it. Section IITdealsw ith

the multiple orbital H ubbard m odel. Here we consider a

system w ith degenerate orbitals and no Hund’s rule cou—
pling and derive expressions for the them opower and

figacity as a function oftem perature. W e obtain the ap—
propriate particle-hole sym m etric H eikkes expressions by

considering the two lim its U=kg T 1land U=kg T 1.

Finally, in section IV, we consider the m ultiorbialH ub-

bardm odelin thepresence ofam agnetic eld. W enotice
the appearance of spikes for certain special values of the

m agnetic eld and dem onstrate how this follow sasa con—
sequence of energy conservation.

II. SINGLE ORBITAL HUBBARD MODEL IN A

MAGNETIC FIELD

T he H am iltonian we w ish to consider is
X . X X
H = t Cj Cy+ 1 + hxc:+ U Nyn 44 + gB (l’lju
J J J
@)

w here t isthe hopping param eter, U the interaction, g the
Zeeam an ocoupling and B, the m agnetic eld. The index
Jj runs over all the sites in the chain. The Ham iltonian
asw ritten corregoonds to a single orbital H ubbard chain
w ih am agnetic eld that couples to the carriers through
only a Zeem an term . W e note that all calculations in
the atom ic Im it are carrded out to Iowest order in the
hopping t (order ¥*) and to this order, the resuls are
the sam e for higher din ensional lattices aswell. W e also
note that for higher din ensional lattices, there is a tem
In the Ham iltonian arising from the m agnetic eld that
couples to the hopping param eter. Thistem can also be
neglcted to lowest order In perturbation theory in the
atom ic lm it. The expressions for the charge and heat
current operators J. and Jg are given by
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whereny and hy are the Iocalcharge and energy densities,
a, the lattice constant and g, the charge of a carrier. For
the H am iltonian given by Egn. g:, the currents are

@t¥ :
Je=? Cj Gy G Cjra 3)
j
atX N
JQ=; (SRR G & )Uns +gB)

j

atZX + +

+— ¢ cy2 G2 G @)

Heregn = gand gy = g. T he them opower is given by

ToZhn+ = )
T

where T isthe tem perature and the chem icalpotential.

The ocoe cientsL, and L; are proportionalto the Peltier

coe cient and conductivity respectively and are given by

the Kubo form ulae.
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N is the number of carriersand = 1=kgT. The tine
r]Js‘r)m‘i:ed current operators are given by
j#
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It should be noted that both L; and L, are In nite in
the atom ic Im it but their ratio is not. This is because
the decays of the current-current correlation functions
are assum ed to be the sam e in both the heat and charge
channels. This assum ption presum ably breaks down In
the lin it where real dissipation is introduced at higher
orders of t=U . T he procedure outlined from here on is
sin ilar to the calculation by Beni EI] in the absence of
a magnetic eld. We calculate the coe cients Iy and
L, to Jowest order in t (order t?) and keep the hopping
param eter in the calculation only in the current and not
the exponential factors. W e can also neglect the second
term in the expression for the heat current Eqgn. :ﬁf The
nearest neighbor hopping allow s us to take the trace over
only a pair of nearest neighbor sites (1 and 2) w ith the

constraint of energy conservation n, = n; The
resultant expression for the them opower is
- ke Ux® + gB tanh(gB) x e
g el + x? d g x>+ el
)
X = e is the fiigacity and can be obtained from the
equation
ez Z
— = — (10)
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wherez = Tre ® ¥)  isthe partition fiilnction and

is the carrder density, wih half- lling corresponding to
=1. In the present case, x is the root of a quadratic
equation and is given by
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The , rst tw o termm s ofthe expression forthe therm opow er
Ean fj correspond to the contribution form transport and
the third term corresponds to the entropy. T he tem per-

= an

ature dependence is given by the 1rst two tem s which
disappear in the Hekes lim it. In the lin it of Jarge k:—T,
the them opow er reduces to

kg
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con gurational spin
for < 1 and
S Ks ( 1) n@ ¥ nf2cosh ( gB) B tanh ( gB ) ] 13)
= — (@¢)
- qn : ) ]n B9, 9 9B )
con gurational spin
for > 1.
where the 1rst temm corresponds to the con gurational

entropy and the second tem givesthe spin entropy corre—
soonding to free spins. T he fi1ll tem perature dependence
is shown in Fig. 1. W e can see that the them opower
is particle-hole sym m etric and disappears at half 1ling
( = 1). For ow and high values of the carrier density,
the them opow ergoesdow n In m agniude w ith Increasing
m agnetic eld (ordecreasing tem perature) corresponding
to the reduction of entropy. For interm ediate values, the
them opow er changes sign going from particle like to hol
like or vice versa because of the e ect of the transport
term . Indeed, the transport temm can cause a change in
the sign ofthe them opowerasa function oftem perature
even in the absence of a m agnetic e]di[%l]. Thise ectis
suppressed as one approaches the Heikes 1 it.

ITII. MULTIPLE ORBITAL HUBBARD MODEL

Letusnow look atthem ultiple orbitalH ubbard m odel
W e assum e that every site has a set of degenerate levels
for the carriers and there is a probability for a carrier to
hop from a levelon one site to any levelon an adgpoent
site. In addition, the carriers interact w ith all other car-
riers on the sam e site w ith an interaction strength U . A
m ore general m odel would include di erent interaction
strengths for each set of orbials and exchange energies
Hund’s rule couplings). However such a m odel is not
easy to treat analytically even at the atom ic leveland we
consider this sin pli ed m odelwhich still captures a lot

Sq/kB
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FIG.1l: Them opower as function of m agnetic eld for the
single band Hubbard m odel. T he curves are sym m etric about
half Ilng = 1 and thethem opowergoesdown w ith applied

eld for low and high carrier concentrations. For interm ediate
values, the them opower changes sign wih eld.

of the essential physics. O ur H am iltonian is thus
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T he currents are once again given by Eqgn. -_?'1 and In this
case are
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Here , and are orbital indiceswhile and ©are

soin indices. The K ubo form ulae Egns. :§ and :_7. give the
follow ing upon reduction of the problem to a trace over
tw o sites as before.
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and the traces have to be perfom ed sub Ect to the constraint that

X
U (nl + n; o

which is just the condition of energy conservation that
says that the number of carriers on any two sites par-
ticipating in a hop should be the same. W e have used
the fact that t = t 1n the above expressions. In
order to perform the traces, we m ake a fiirther sim plify—
Ing assum ption that t = tfrall and . W ih this

sinpli cation, we are able to cbtain the exact expression
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whereN isthe number of orbitals per site and the fugac-
ity x isgiven from Eqn. 10 by

o oon
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It is straightforw ard to show that the above equation has

exactly one non-negative root for all valies of For
U kg T, we obtain
X= ——— (23)

which ispositive only for < 1 therdby preventing double
occupancy. Thisgivesusthem ultiorbiall eikes form ula
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Tt should be noted that Egn. :_51: is particle-hole symm et—
ric about half Iling = N . For < N, the transport
part (L,=L;) goesto zero In the U=ky T 1 lm it. For

> N , however, the contrbution of the transport part
has to be considered in addition to the entropic part and
only a proper addition gives the right Heikes lim . For
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FIG.2: (Left) Them opower plotted as a function of kg T=U
for di erent values of less than half lling for N = 3. The
them opower goes to zero in the lm it of small kg T=U for

= 6=7 and is of opposite sign for values of above and be-
low this value. The curve for = 12 diverges in this lim it.
R ight) Them opower plotted as a function of =2N for dif-
ferent values of N . T he them opow er is non-m onotonic and
oscillates w ith the num ber of m axin a on either side of half-

Iling ( =2N = 1) equal to the number of orbitals. These
oscillations go away in the lin it of lJarge kg T=U when allthe
curves collapse onto a single curve given by Eqgn. 27.

> N , we obtain

kg
S= —[heN n 2N + 1
q 1= e PO Rl
con gurational spin orbital
25)
S isthus niteonly for 2N 1if > N .Forvalues

of between 1 and 2N 1, the them opow er is divergent
in this Im it except at half Iling ( = N ) where i is

dentically zero. In the opposie lin i U kg T, one
obtains
X= — 26
N (26)
T he them opower in this lin it is
kg 2N
S= —h——— 27)
q

w here allvalues of_ between 0 and 2N givea nite ther-
mopower. Eqgn. :_Zj is the so—called generalized Heikes

Iv. MULTIPLE ORBITAL HUBBARD M ODEL
INAMAGNETIC FIELD

W e now consider a m uliple orbital H ubbard m odel In
the presence of a magnetic eld. Once again, the eld

pl2N

form ula previously obtained through direct com binatrics
E_:J;, :_55]. T he expression for the them opower in this lim it
is explicitly particle-hole symm etric since the contribu-—
tion to the them opower for all values of com es only
from the entropic term . The tem perature dependence
between the two Iin its considered above is given by Ean.
:_21: T he themm opow er changes sign as a function of I
Ing both below and above half- lling. Fig2 shows the
dependence of therm opow er on tem perature and carrier
concentration for N = 3. Below half Iling, the ther-
mopower changes sign at = 2N=@2N + 1) which for
N = 3is = 657, Pranallksg T=U and always ram ains
negative for an allkg T=U . Thusthe curveswih > 6=7
change sign as a function of the parameter kg T=U . It
can also be seen that the curves are not m onotonic at
a xed valie of g T=U with =2N and display oscilla—
tions. T he num ber ofm axin a on either side ofhalf- lling
(=2N = 035) isequalto the num ber of orbitals. T he os-
cillations disappear in the Ilim it of large kg T=U and all
the curves collapse onto a an ooth curve asgiven by Eqn.

ed.

is introduced through a Zeam an term , which couples dif-



ferently to di erent orbitals. The Ham ilttonian for such
a systam is

X X

H = t ¢ cp1 thrit U  njyengy

ny o+ g & o @8)

w here the heat current now picks up an additional con—
trbbution from the transport of m agnetic energy in the
same way as Eqgn. 4 Ono_elagajn, the them opower is
given by Egns. 6, -_d,-j and 17 where
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T he charge and heat current operators are given by
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after reducing the problem to a trace over two sites. T he constraint on the trace is

X
U +

This constraint di ers from the one in Eqn. ;20 by
the last term involring the m agnetic eld. This has in—
teresting consequences as it produces spikes in the ther-
mopower as shown In Fig. 4 at certain integer valies of
the m agnetic eld. This can be understood as follow s:
The constraint on the trace is jist a statem ent of the
conservation of energy. W ithout am agnetic eld, allthe
orbitals are degenerate and the conservation of energy
condition in plies that the num ber of carriers on the two
sites participating in a hop should be the sam e because
the only energy involved is the Hubbard energy. In the
presence of a m agnetic eld, the degeneracy of the lev—
els is lifted and now the energy that has to be conserved
is a combiation of the Hubbard energy and_the m ag-
netic energy. The constraint condition Eqn. :_32‘ reduces
toEgn. :_Z-g exoept for specialvalues ofthem agnetic eld

X
nz
6 0

o)+ (g g B=0 (32)

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

di erent kinds of orbitals ( and ) where the Zeam an

energy transferred is equal to the negative of the trans—
ferred H ubbard energy. T his transfer can take place only

through two di erent kinds of orbitals because the hops
are spin conserving and hence such spikesw illnot be ob—
served in a system with Jjust one kind of orbital. This is

ilustrated in Fig. 3.

T he soikes shown in Fig. 4 could be ocbserved in exper—
In entsprovided them agnide ofthe Zeem an coupling is
large. T his is likely to happen In com pounds w ith heavy
transition and actinide m etalions such as the ruthenates
and uraniim based com pounds w here the strongly corre—
lated electrons involved in transport are in the £ orbital.
T he spikes in an actualexperim ent w illbe broadened due
to themm ale ects such as coupling w ith phonons or som e

7
5

(30)



other excitations which will relax the energy conserva—
tion constraint. The e ect of phonons on them opower
in strongly correlated system shasbeen investigated ear-
lier in a di erent context |[L¥].

,”‘_’s\\

FH

A process that transfers Hubbard energy

,”‘_’s\\

FH

Energy transley with multiple orbitals in a magneic field

FIG.3: (Left) Energy conservation in the absence of a m ag—
netic eld. The Hubbard energy has to be conserved and
hence the total num ber of carriers on the sites participating
in the hopping process has to be the sam e. R ight) Energy
conservation with a m agnetic eld. T he H ubbard energy and
m agnetic energy have to be conserved together and thus the
num ber of carriers need not be the same on the two sites
anym ore. The di erence in Hubbard energy can be com pen—
sated by the gain In m agnetic energy because of the di erent
coupling strengths of the orbitals involved in the hop.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND COMMENTS

W e have studied the themm opower In the atom ic lim i
In the presence and absence of a m agnetic eld in the

sihgle and multiple orbial Hubbard model. W e ob-
tained exact expressions for the them opow er and chem —
ical potential and obtained the fi1ll tem perature depen—
dence of these quantities between the strong correlation
U=kg T 1 and high tem perature U=ky T 1 lim its
w here they reduce to the corresponding H eikes form ulae
previously obtained using com binatric argum ents. The
them opower of the m ultiple orbital system show s spikes
as a function ofm agnetic eld for certain special values

ofthe m agnetic eld due to a transfer of com m ensurate
-0.8 ‘ ‘ ;

- N=3
kgT/U=1

1t

p=1.5

FIG .4: Them opower as a function ofm agnetic eld for the
muliple band Hubbard modelwih N = 3. The valies of
the coupling constant are gis = 3=2;g4 = 1=2;gs =

1=2;q91v = 1=2;g» = 1=2;g3» = 3=2. The them opower
consequently has spikes as a function of the m agnetic eld
at special values of the eld as explained In the text. The
seam ingly nite width ofthe spikes in the gure is due to the
discrete nature of the points in the plot.

Zeam an energy along w ith the Coulomb energy during
hopping processes. W e confcture that it m ight be pos—
sble to observe these spikes in som e orm n com plexes
ofhigher transition m etal ions.
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Energy transfer with multiple bands in a magnetic field



