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Magneto-Seebeck effect and ambipolar Nernst effect in CsV3Sbs superconductor
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We present a study of Seebeck and Nernst effect in combination with magnetoresistance and Hall
measurements of the Kagome superconductor CsV3Sbs. Sizable magneto-Seebeck signal appears
once the charge density wave (CDW) order sets in below Tepw =94 K. The Nernst signal peaks at a
lower temperature T ~35 K, crossing which the Hall coefficient switches sign, which we attribute to
the ambipolar transport of compensated bands due to the multi-band nature of CsV3Sbs. Sublinear
Nernst signal as a function of magnetic field, together with large anomalous Nernst effect (ANE)
also emerge inside the CDW phase, despite the absence of long-range magnetic order. These findings
suggest that, the transport properties are dominated by small pockets with multi-band profile, and

that the unusual band topology also plays an import role in the CDW state of CsV3Sbs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Intertwined orders, such as magnetic, charge, nematic
and superconducting orders often lead to rich phases
in quantum materials [1]. Involvement of non-trivial
band topology can further enrich the physics as evi-
denced by the advent of magnetic topological materi-
als [2], topological superconductors [3], etc. The re-
cent discovered superconducting Kagome family AV3Sbs
(A=K, Rb, Cs) provides another prime example to in-
vestigate the interplay between intertwined orders and
non-trivial band topology [4-7]. Both charge density
wave (CDW) [8-15], superconductivity [4-7], nematicity
[16] and Dirac-like bands [4, 5, 17-22] have been identi-
fied in these compounds. Theoretically, chiral lux CDW
phase [23, 24] and unconventional superconducting pair-
ing [25-27| could be expected due to the intimate cou-
pling between charge order, superconductivity and topo-
logical band structure. Indeed, experimental signatures
of chiral charge order [8, 10, 15, 28, 29|, unconventional
superconductivity [16, 30, 31], roton pair density wave
[11] and Majorana excitation [9] were reported, which
have triggered intensive research effort to unveil the na-
ture of CDW and superconductivity, and to search for
non-trivial states in this Kagome system [32].

The AV3Sbs compounds crystallize into a layered
structure (space group: P6/mmm) with V-Sb layers
sandwiched by A atoms [4]. At room temperature, a
perfect Kagome lattice is formed in the V-Sb layer by V
atoms, which gives rise to multiple Dirac points near the
Fermi level (Er) and the Zo topology in the electronic
band structure [5]. Both density functional (DFT) cal-
culations and angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy
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(ARPES) experiments have suggested a mulitband na-
ture of the band structure [4, 5, 17-22, 33]. An electron
pocket is located at Brillouin zone (BZ) center (I" point),
involving the p, orbital of in-plane Sb atoms. The d or-
bitals of V atoms intersect with the Fermi level at the
BZ boundaries, forming both electron (k, = 7, L point)
and hole (k, = 0) bands at the M point [17]. Addition-
ally, two van Hove (VH) singularity points (saddle points)
pop up near Er around the M point. The CDW phase
emerges in all three systems below a certain transition
temperature Topw (Tepw =~ 78, 103, 94 K for K, Rb,
Cs based compounds, respectively) [4-7]. Consequently,
substantial Fermi surface reconstruction occurs mainly
on the pockets sitting at the M point, which is accompa-
nied by moderate lattice distortions [21]. The CDW mod-
ulation appears to be three-dimensional with a in-plane
2x2 superstructure, while the out-of-plane periodicity is
under debate [32]. The origin of the CDW instability is
also unclear. A few scenarios, including Fermi surface
nesting among the saddle points, quasi-nesting between
electron and hole pockets at L and M points, have been
proposed [17, 21, 33].

Intriguingly, a giant anomalous Hall effect (AHE) has
been reported in the CDW phase of K; 4 V3Sbs [34] and
CsV3Sbs [35], despite the absence of long-range mag-
netic order or local moments [36]. The origin of the ob-
served giant AHE is still a mystery, which was initially
attributed to extrinsic skew scattering of spin clusters
[34]. Another more exotic possibility could be the emer-
gent effect of time reversal symmetry breaking, which
is supported by the observation of chrial charge order
in scanning tunneling microscopy (STM) [8, 10, 15] and
muon spin relaxation/rotation (uSR) [28, 29| experi-
ments. However, the connection between the observed
AHE and chiral charge order is far from evident. No-
tably, the appearance of AHE was found to be concomi-
tant with the CDW transition [35], suggesting an intrinsic
role played by the reconstruction of Fermi surface topol-
ogy at Topw. The transport study is , however, hitherto
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limited to the resistivity channel. The thermopower and
Nernst effect can probe the entropy flow carried by quasi-
particles and are very sensitive to unusual band topology
near the Fermi level [37, 38|, which have been widely ap-
plied to the study of intertwined phases of unconventional
superconductors [39] and topological materials [40]. Fur-
ther investigation using Seebeck and Nernst study can
extract more information concerning the role played by
band topology.

In this report, we performed magneto-Seebeck and
Nernst measurements on single crystalline CsV3Sbs su-
perconductors.  The thermopower is dominated by
electron-like carriers but with distinct energy scales
above and below the CDW transition. Above Tepw
=94 K, the transport is likely dominated by the elec-
tron band at the I' point, while the small pockets at
the M point play a major role in the CDW phase. Ap-
preciable magneto-Seebeck effect develops concomitantly
with the entrance of CDW order, which also points to a
small energy scale that can be easily tuned by magnetic
field. Moreover, sizable Nernst signal is observed in the
CDW state, which peaks at the temperature (7" ~35 K)
where the Hall coefficient changes sign. We argue that
this is originated from the ambipolar transport of com-
pensated electron-like and hole-like bands at L and M
points, similar to that in 2H-NbSes [41]. Desipte the
absence of long-range magnetic order, clear signatures
of anomalous Nernst effect are also found in the CDW
phase, which have comparable values to those in mag-
netic topological materials [42, 43]. Our findings suggest
that, the particle-hole scattering among L and M points,
and the band topology play important roles in the trans-
port properties of the CDW phase in CsV3Sbs .

II. METHODS

Single crystalline CsV3Sbs samples were grown by the
self-flux method as described elsewhere [31]. Magne-
tization measurements were carried out using a Quan-
tum Design Magnetic Properties Measurement System
(MPMS3). The Seebeck, Nernst, magnetoresistance and
Hall measurements were performed in a 14-T Oxford
cryostat. Longitudinal resistivity and magnetoresistance
were measured using the standard four-probe method.
Hall measurements were performed using a five-terminal
configuration. One heater, two-thermometer geometry
was used to capture the thermopower and Nernst effect.
Two Keithley 2182A nanovoltmeters were used to record
the Seebeck and Nernst signals at the same time.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In Figure 1, we present the magnetization, in-plane
Seebeck signal S, together with longitudinal resistivity
Pz Of a CsV3Sby single crystal. For magnetization ex-
periments, the magnetic field was applied parallel to the

ab plane (B || ab). Both zero field cooled (ZFC) and field
cooled (FC) measurements were performed in the vicinity
of superconducting transition [see the inset of Fig. 1(a)].
For electrical transport and thermopower measurements,
the electrical current and thermal gradient were applied
within the ab plane, while the magnetic field was directed
along the c-axis (B || ¢). As shown in Figs.1(a) and
(b), the CDW transition is manifested by a kink at 94
K in resistivity, which is much more pronounced in mag-
netization and thermopower. Superconductivity occurs
below T.=2.7 K, characterized by Meissner effect, zero
resistance and zero thermopower [see the insets of Figs.
1(a) and (b)]. The residual resistivity ratio (RRR), de-
fined as p.+ (300 K)/p.. (5 K), equals to 52, implying the
high quality of our crystal. Both the CDW and super-
conducting transition temperatures math well with those
reported earlier [5, 35]. The Seebeck signal retains a neg-
ative sign all the way down to about 6 K, below which
small positive values are found until T, is reached. This
implies that the thermopower is dominated by electron-
like carriers. Followed by the sudden drop at Tcpw, the
thermopower reaches a broad maximum around 70 K,
which is likely a consequence of phonon drag contribu-
tion. The phonon drag peak typically appears around
0p/5 (p: Debye temperature) in metals, such as Cu,
Ag, Au, Al [44]. Here, we estimate the Debye tempera-
ture by fitting the normal state resistivity according to
the Bloch-Griineisen (BG) model, assuming dominating
phonon-scattering contribution [45]:

p(T) = po + ppn(T)
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As shown in Fig. 1(b), the normal state resistivity can
be well described by the Bloch-Griineisen approach (the
solid back line) up to 70 K, which yields a residual re-
sistivity pp=3.8 puf2 cm, Debye temperature 6p=204 K,
electron-phonon coupling constant A=11 m{2 cm K. Typ-
ical values of the exponent n are 2, 3 or 5 [46], and using
n = 3 gives the best fitting in our case. The cubic term
kT3 turns out to be negligible in our analysis. Using the
same treatment for CsVsSbs, X. Chen et al. [47] ob-
tained similar magnitude of Debye temperature, which
is slightly higher than that in KV3Sbs (Ip=141 K [48])
and RbV;3Sbs (0p=169 K, [7]).

As clearly seen in Fig. 1(c), the Seebeck signal scales
linearly with temperature well above and below the CDW
transition, where the phonon assisted transport fades
away. From the linear scaling, one can extract the char-
acteristic energy scale involved in the entropy flow. The
Seebeck effect dominated by diffusive transport can be
modeled by the Mott relation [49]:

g, ﬁk%T Olno(FE)
47 3, OF

; (2)

Efr

where e is the electronic charge of carrier (e<0 for elec-
trons and e>0 for holes), kp is the Boltzman constant, T
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Figure 1. (a)(b)Temperature dependence of the magnetization, in-plane Seebeck coefficient and resistivity of CsV3Sbs. Both
the CDW (Tepw=94 K) and superconductivity [T.=2.7 K, see the insets in (a)(b)] transitions are nicely resolved. The black
solid line in (b) is a Bloch-Griineisen (BG) fitting of the normal state resistivity from 5 to 70 K. The Debye temperature
is estimated to be §p=204 K. (c) Linear scaling of S,, well above (150-300 K) and below (10-40 K) the CDW transition.
(d)(e) Seebeck effect and resistivity measured at zero magnetic field and B=13 T with field applied along the c-axis. (f) The
magneto-Seebeck effect ASyz=55:(13 T)-Sz(0 T) and magnetoresistance Apgz=pze(13 T)-pzz(0 T) evaluated using the data

shown in (d) and (e).

is the Kelvin temperature, E is the energy of charge car-
riers, and o (E) is the energy dependent electrical conduc-
tivity. The Fermi energy Er is kept positive by counting
upward (downward) for electron (hole) band. In the sim-
ple case of isotropic scattering by impurities, Eq. 2 can
be simplified to:

"

Sd:Ce Er

®3)
which is a linear function of the temperature 7. The
constant C'is 1/3 and 1/6 for three-dimensional and two-
dimensional Fermi surfaces, respectively [50]. Here, we
take C'=1/3 considering the quasi-2D nature of the band
structure 21, 33]. At high-temperature from 150 K to
300 K, the linear scaling yields Er=440 meV, which is
close to the energy scale of the electron band centered
at the T' point [5, 17, 21, 33]. Deep inside the CDW
phase from 10 K to 40 K, on the other hand, gives a
much smaller value of Er=60 meV, which agrees well
with the size of the electron pocket at the L point (~ 50
meV) as resolved by ARPES study [7]. These findings
suggest that the dominant roles played by carriers from
different bands are switched over by substantial Fermi
surface reconstruction occurring at the CDW transition
[21]. The transport properties in the CDW phase are
mainly controlled by the small pockets around the zone
boundaries.

The different carrier dynamics above and below T pw
can be further evidenced by different response to mag-
netic field as shown in Figs. 1(d)-(f). Sizable magneto-
Seebeck and magnetoresistance only develop inside the
CDW phase, which is seen more clearly by taking the dif-
ference between data recorded at zero field and 13 T [see
Fig. 1(f)]. The magneto-Seebeck response AS,, =S5, (13
T)-Sz.(0 T) is practically zero above Tepw within our
measurement, uncertainties. The magnitude of AS,,
grows gradually inside the CDW, reaching a maximum
around 20 K, which drops rapidly to zero approaching
T,. The magnetoresistance Apg,=pge (13 T)-pr (0 T) re-
mains finite but nearly temperature independent above
Tepw. It rises gradually by entering the CDW phase
and eventually saturates below 10 K. The appearance of
magnetic response inside the CDW phase again suggests
a small energy scale which is tunable by magnetic fields.
Similar effects have also been found in the CDW state of
P4W15044 possessing small Fermi pockets [51].

Figure 2 presents more details on the magneto-Seebeck
MS = [Sz2(B) — S22(0)]/S:2(0) and magnetoresistance
MR = [pzs(B)—p22(0)]/pzz(0) measured at various tem-
peratures using B || ¢. Clear quantum oscillations (QOs)
are seen both in Seebeck and resistivity channels below 30
K, as shown in Figs. 2(a) and (c). Compared to resistiv-
ity, the Seebeck signal appears to be more sensitive to the
Fermi surface topology, giving much more pronounced os-
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measured at various temperatures with B || ¢. (b) The quantum oscillations AS;. plotted as a function of 1/B. The data

is obtained by subtracting a polynomial background between 2 to 12 T from the M.S results shown in (a).
frequency from the FFT analysis of the oscillation data in (b).

(d) Extracted
Four frequencies with F1=18, Fy =28, F3= 72 and F4,=88 T

are found. The inset shows the corresponding effective mass m™ estimated using the Lifshitz-Kosevich approach.

cillations in the raw data. The oscillatory component of
MS as a function of 1/B is displayed in Fig. 2(b), by
subtracting a polynomial background from 2 to 12 T. The
fast Fourier transform (FFT) analysis of the oscillations
is presented in Fig. 2(d). Four frequencies can be iden-
tified with F}=18, Fy =28, F3= 72 and F4;=88 T, which
are consistent with earlier reports extracted from QOs in
magnetoresistance [21, 35]. We note that, much higher
frequency up to ~ 2000 T was observed in Shubnikov-
de Haas (SdH) oscillations [21], which is not evident in
our data. Using the Onsager relation F' = (h/2me)Ap,
we can estimate the extremal area Ap of the Fermi sur-
faces with the frequency F' obtained in Fig. 2(d). The
obtained values are very small, which are 0.0017 A2,
0.0027 A2, 0.0069 A2, 0.0084 A2, for I, Fy, F3 and
F respectively. These observations are in line with the
small Fermi energy of 60 meV obtained above. The ef-
fective mass (m*) can be estimated by fitting the tem-
perature dependence of the FFT peak amplitude a;(T)
for each frequency F;(i = 1 — 4), using the Lifshitz-
Kosevich (LK) approximation a;(T") ~ X/ (sinh X) with
X = 14.69m*T/B. The magnetic field B (=7.25 T in
our case) is typically taken as the average value of the
field range used for FFT analysis. As shown in the inset
of Fig. 2(d), the obtained values of m* for all frequencies

are very small, suggesting contribution from the Dirac
bands in the vicinity of the M point [21].

Now, we turn our attention to the transverse transport
and the results are displayed in Fig. 3. The Hall resistiv-
ity (pyz) is dominated by electron-like carriers above 80
K, resulting in a linear response to magnetic field with a
negative slope [see Fig. 3(a)]. Sublinear effect develops
at lower temperatures in the vicinity of zero field [grey
shaded region in Fig. 3(a)], which eventually turns into
an 'S’-like profile below 40 K. Note that, the Hall resis-
tivity switches its sign to positive below 40 K, which is
likely the consequence of compensated electron and hole
bands as we will discuss later. Similar sign change at
~35 K has also been reported earlier [35], and also ap-
pears in Ky V3Sbs [34] and RbV3Sbs [7]. The sublinear
region denoted as pﬁf E is amplified in Fig. 3(b), af-
ter subtracting a local linear background. Signatures of
anomalous Hall effect appear gradually inside the CDW
sate, agreeing well with earlier report [35].

Similarly as shown in Fig. 3(d), the Nernst signal,
Sye = Ey/V, T, scales linearly with B above 80 K and
becomes sublinear at low-temperature. Notably, instead
of switching sign in Hall resistivity, the Nernst signal
reaches maximum around 30-40 K. In Fig. 3(c), we di-
rectly compare the Hall resistivity and the Nernst coeffi-
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Figure 3. The Hall effect (a) and Nernst effect (d) recorded at different temperatures using B || ¢. The grey shaded area marks

the anomalous part. (b) Enlarged view of the anomalous Hall resistivity py,

AHE which is obtained by subtracting a local linear

background between 1 and 2 T at each temperature. (c) Comparison of the Nernst coefficient v = S,../B and Hall resistivity
measured at B=12 T. The temperature T* ~ 35 K, at which v reaches maximum and p,, switches sign, is marked out by

blue and red shaded stripes. (e) Roomed in view of the anomalous Nernst signal S;’;

ANE The solid lines are raw data, and

the dashed lines are obtained after subtracting a local background for each curve. (f) The off-diagonal component a,, of the

thermoelectric conductivity tensor. Solid Lines are raw data. Clear signatures of ANE are seen both in

40 K.

cient (v = Sy, /B.) measured at B, = 12 T. The Nernst
coefficient, grows gradually upon cooling and peaks at
T* ~35 K. Further cooling causes rapid drop in v, which
changes sign below 20 K. The Hall resistivity py., on the
other hand, switches sign around T™*. Similar effects, i.e.,
the Nernst coefficient peaks at the temperature where
the Hall coefficient switches sign, has been observed in
the CDW phase of 2H-NbSe, superconductor, which was
attributed to the ambipolar transport of compensated
electron and hole bands [41]. Surprisingly, the maximum
magnitude of v(T%)=0.09 xV K! T-! is also close to that
in 2H-NbSey (~ 0.12 pV K T-) [41]. The same physics
is very likely happening here for CsV3Sbs.

As shown by Wang et al. [52], the Nernst signal can
be expressed as:

FE o Oy
= Sy (tan 6, — tanOp) (4)
w2 k3T (0 tanfy
ERE ( OF ) Ep

assuming negligible transverse thermal gradient V,T.
Here, a;; (i,j = z,y) and o;; are components of the
thermoelectric (Peltier) conductivity @ and electric con-
ductivity @ tensors, respectively. The Hall angle is de-

SgE and ay, below

fined as 0y = Z* and the angle 6, = =**. For a one-

band metal, if the conductivity @ is energy independent,

ie., (2 tg““E(’HHEF:O, the two angles 6y and 6, cancel

out with each other (Sondheimer cancellation), leading to
varnishing Nernst signal [52], as found in typical metals
[53]. Such a cancellation can be avoided in a multi-band
system with different types of carriers. For simplicity,
we consider a two-band system consisting of electron-like
and hole-like bands. The Nernst signal in Eq.(4) now
reads [41, 53]:

+ —
gy + py

B ot + axy> 5)
O'r—ci_x + 02z ’

Syx SQ:I (Oéa—ti_z + oz
with the + and — superscripts representing hole-like and
electron-like pockets, respectively. In general, the Sond-
heimer cancellation for each band does not lead to zero
value in the net Nernst signal shown in Eq. (5), since the
signs of a;; and 0;; now depend on the type of carriers
[41, 53]. In the extreme case of compensated electron-
like and hole-like bands, o, = —o,,, whereas o/, and
@, have the same sign and contribute additively to the
Nernst effect, resulting in an enhanced S,, as seen in
Eq. (5). Note that o, and «,, also have opposite
signs, but do not cancel out generally. Such kind of en-
hanced Nernst effect is typically observed in compensated
semiconductors, which is called the ambipolar Nernst ef-



fect [54]. Examples of ambipolar Nernst effect are rarely
found in metals. The CsV3Sbs; Kagome material may
represent another prime metallic system to study the am-
bipolar effects, in addition to 2H-NbSey [41].

Finally, we examine the sublinear Nernst effect ap-
pearing inside the CDW phase. The Fig. 3(e) shows
an enlarged view of the Nernst signal Sy, presented in
Fig. 3(d). Unlike the Hall data, signatures of anoma-
lous Nernst effect are readily seen in the raw data be-
low 30 K [see solid lines in Fig. 3(e) |. This again
implies that the thermoelelctric probing is very sensi-
tive to the unusual electronic properties. To resolve the
ANE signal at higher temperatures, a local linear back-
ground has to be removed [see dashed lines in Fig. 3(e)
|. Clear ANE signal appears below 40 K, reaching max-
imum around 30 K, and fade away below 5 K. The non-
monotonic temperature dependence of ANE rules out
the magnetic origin, as the magnetization diverges at
low-temperature [see Fig. 1(a)] in all AV3Sbs, possibly
coming from impurities[4]|. In Fig. 3(f), the raw data
of aye = (PeaSye — PyaSea) / (P2e + Pe) 42, 55] with-
out subtracting any background, is displayed. Here, the
isotropic diagonal components py; = pyy and Sy = Syy
are assumed. Above 50 K, a, is practically linear in B,
which becomes non-linear at lower temperatures. Clear
step-like feature, together with a plateau between 1 to 2
T, are seen from 10 - 20 K, providing clear evidence of
ANE effect. Notably, the maximum value of a,, reaches
~ 2.5 A m! K, which amounts to similar magnitude
of that in CosSnsSs [42], CoaMnGa [43], despite orders
of magnitude smaller magnetization. In these magnetic
topological systems, the large ANE signal was attributed
to intrinsic large Berry curvature near Er [42, 43]. Unlike
AHE which is relevant to all occupied bands, the ANE is
only sensitive to the Berry curvature around Er [37, 38|.
This might explain the more evident appearance of ANE
compared with AHE in CsV3Sbs. These observations
suggest that nontrivial band topology, such as the Dirac
bands near the M point, likely plays an important role in
ANE. The emergence of ANE below 40 K imply that the
multi-band nature, particularly the compensated bands,

may also contribute to the observed unusual transport
behaviors.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have investigated magneto-Seebeck
and Nernst effect in CsV3Sbs. Different charge dynamics
with different energy scales above and below the CDW
transition were found. The transport in the CDW phase
is mainly controlled by small pockets at the M point,
with characteristic energy of ~50 meV, leading to sizable
magneto-Seebeck and magnetoresistance. The ambipo-
lar flow of different carriers produces large Nernst signal,
which peaks at the sign change temperature of the Hall
coefficient, suggesting the existence of nearly compen-
sated bands. Clear signatures of ANE emerge inside the
CDW phase, which point to the important roles played
by the multi-band nature and nontrivial band topology
of CSVng5.
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