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Thermopower in hBN/graphene/hBN superlattices
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Thermoelectric effects are highly sensitive to the asymmetry in the density of states around the
Fermi energy and can be exploited as probes of the electronic structure. We experimentally study
thermopower in high-quality monolayer graphene, within heterostructures consisting of complete
hBN encapsulation and 1D edge contacts, where the graphene and hBN lattices are aligned. When
graphene is aligned to one of the hBN layers, we demonstrate the presence of additional sign reversals
in the thermopower as a function of carrier density, directly evidencing the presence of the moiré
superlattice. We show that the temperature dependence of the thermopower enables the assessment
of the role of built-in strain variation and van Hove singularities and hints at the presence of Umklapp
electron-electron scattering processes. As the thermopower peaks around the neutrality point, this
allows to probe the energy spectrum degeneracy. Further, when graphene is double-aligned with
the top and bottom hBN crystals, the thermopower exhibits features evidencing multiple cloned
Dirac points caused by the differential super-moiré lattice. For both cases we evaluate how well
the thermopower agrees with Mott’s equation. Finally, we show the same superlattice device can
exhibit a temperature-driven thermopower reversal from positive to negative and vice versa, by
controlling the carrier density. The study of thermopower provides an alternative approach to
study the electronic structure of 2D superlattices, whilst offering opportunities to engineer the
thermoelectric response on these heterostructures.

INTRODUCTION

The knowledge of the thermoelectric properties of a
given material system is technologically significant for ap-
plication in temperature sensing, waste heat harvesting
and solid-state cooling [1]. From a fundamental perspec-
tive, it complements electronic transport studies of low-
dimensional systems and provides additional information
on the electronic spectrum [2], scattering mechanisms [3],
and possible many-body effects [4–6]. Graphene is one of
the low-dimensional materials with thoroughly studied
thermoelectric properties, mainly because of the relative
simplicity of the system and well-developed experimen-
tal techniques [7]. Most importantly, graphene provides
the opportunity to validate the so-called Mott’s ther-
mopower equation devised for a degenerate conductor
in a diffusive regime [8]. Early experiments with dis-
ordered monolayer graphene demonstrated an excellent
agreement with the formula over a wide range of tem-
peratures and charge carrier concentrations and allowed
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the study of the magneto-thermopower and the Nernst
effect [9–11]. Later, these results were confirmed using
higher quality material [3, 12]. Also, some peculiarities
in the thermopower temperature dependence attributed
to the parabolic spectrum of the bilayer graphene have
been reported [13, 14].
Further development of fabrication techniques im-

proved the quality of the graphene devices [15] and pro-
vided the opportunity to study graphene systems beyond
the classic diffusive regime. Thereby Mott’s equation was
found to breakdown in a monolayer in the hydrodynamic
regime [3] and in strongly-correlated states of a magic
angle twisted bilayer [4–6].
According to Mott’s equation [8], the thermopower,

S, contains information on the electronic spectrum and
scattering processes hidden inside the energy-dependent
conductivity σ(E) measured at the Fermi level EF,

S(T,EF) = −π2k2
B
T

3e

1

σ(E)

∂σ(E)

∂E

∣

∣

∣

EF

, (1)

where the conductivity σ(E) = e2υ2
FD(E)τ(E)/2, υF is

the Fermi velocity, D(E) is the density of states (DoS),
τ(E) is the energy-dependent scattering time, T is the
device (electronic) temperature, kB is the Boltzmann
constant and e is the elementary charge. On the one
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hand, the influence of the DoS is not always obvious in
thermoelectric experiments since the monolayer and bi-
layer graphene energy dispersion is featureless, and the
strong interaction effects obscure the rich band struc-
ture of the twisted bilayer system. On the other, the
energy-dependent scattering processes and variations in
the effective mass can be dominant factors determining
the value of the thermopower. Therefore, a careful analy-
sis of the thermopower’s temperature and energy depen-
dencies has to be used to separate different contributory
factors.
In the present work we studied the thermopower of

monolayer graphene aligned with hexagonal boron nitride
(hBN) [16]. In this system, the charge carriers remain un-
correlated yet the energy spectrum is strongly modified
with the periodic moiré potential, which is manifested
in multiple ”cloned” Dirac points [17–19]. In our ex-
periments the temperature-dependent thermopower ap-
pears to be a rich source of information about charge
homogeneity, built-in strain variation, energy degener-
acy of the Dirac fermions near the neutrality point,
and it hints at the presence of the moiré-induced Umk-
lapp electron-electron scattering [20]. We also show
that the Mott’s equation (Eq. 1) captures well the
features in the thermopower associated with the non-
monotonic DoS even in the more complex case of a
double-aligned hBN/graphene/hBN heterostructure with
differential super-moiré Dirac points [21]; however, it fails
to describe its value accurately.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The device architecture used in this study is a 1D edge
contacted monolayer graphene channel, fully encapsu-
lated between thin (20–40 nm) crystals of hBN, with the
graphene crystallographically aligned to one or both of
them. The thermopower measurements were performed
utilising the well-established device configuration with
on-chip microscale thermometers and a heater element
[22]. However, we modified the device geometry to im-
prove the accuracy of the thermopower measurements in
the four-terminal configuration [23]. Namely, the ther-
mometers’ sensing strip also serves as a 1D potential con-
tact for the device, as shown in the inset of Fig. 1a. That
self-aligned configuration minimises systematic errors in
the measurements of thermopower, caused by the spa-
tial separation of the thermometer and potential probes
typical for earlier designs [9–14, 22, 24].
Charge transport measurements for the single-aligned

device (low-temperature field-effect mobility ∼ 3 ×
104 cm2V-1s-1, mean free path ≤ 400 nm) presented in
Fig. 1(a) reveal features typical of a graphene/hBN su-
perlattice. The two secondary neutrality points (SNPs)
are situated symmetrically with respect of the main neu-
trality point (mNP), in the hole (hSNP) and electron
(eSNP) regimes, and occur at the carrier concentration
n = n0 ≈ ±2.2× 1012 cm-2. These SNPs are induced by

Bragg scattering of charge carriers from the weak moiré
superlattice potential when the lowest electron or hole
minibands are fully occupied [17–19, 25]. In the case
of monolayer graphene, full filling occurs at a density of
n0 = 2gsgv/(

√
3λ2), where gs = 2 and gv = 2 are spin and

valley degeneracy, respectively, and λ is the superlattice
period. The experimental value of n0 provides the esti-
mate for the superlattice period (moiré wavelength) to be
λ ≈ 14.5 nm, which is larger than the maximum value of
of 13.8 nm expected for an ideally aligned graphene-hBN
system. That can be explained by an additional built-in
strain imposed onto the graphene crystal, which effec-
tively reduces the lattice mismatch to around 1.73% and
allows for a longer period superlattice (strain ∼0.07%)
[21].

The charge transport measurements show a metallic-
like behaviour of electrical conductivity in the regions
between the neutrality points, with a resistivity mono-
tonically increasing with temperature. The secondary
Dirac peaks seemed to be smeared by the elevating tem-
perature, while the main Dirac peak remains less af-
fected, see Fig. 1(a). A closer look at the temperature-
dependent resistivity showed that at the carrier densi-
ties 0.25n0 < |n| < 0.8n0 and |n| > 1.2n0 the excess re-
sistivity, defined as ∆ρ = ρ(T ) − ρ(T = 16.5K), in-
creases quadratically with the temperature, as illustrated
in Fig. 1(b). This temperature dependence is a signa-
ture of the electron-electron Umklapp scattering from the
edges of the moiré-induced mini Brillouin zone [20] and
commonly observed in similar graphene/hBN superlat-
tice systems [26]. The deviation from the T 2 dependence,
evident from Fig. 1(b), is likely due to the thermal exci-
tation of carriers with the opposite sign of effective mass.

A number of earlier works [18, 27–32] suggested that
the periodic moiré-induced strain breaks the lattice’s in-
version symmetry and results in the gap opening at the
main and secondary charge neutrality points. The Arrhe-
nius plot of the electrical conductivity at the main Dirac
peak shown in Fig. 1(c) revealed some activation-like be-
havior in a limited range of temperatures, corresponding
to the apparent band gap of Eg ≈ 12 ± 2 meV. Sim-
ilar temperature dependence and the value of the gap
has been observed at hSNP. Both values are in general
agreement with those previously reported in the litera-
ture. However, as seen from Fig. 1(c), the conductiv-
ity saturates at low temperatures and grows only by a
limited amount at T > 100 K. As it has been argued
[33], the charge inhomogeneity (electron-hole puddles)
and midgap states can obscure the transport gap and
make it undetectable in transport experiments. This is
likely the case here, since the value of charge fluctuations
δn extracted from the width of the mNP at low temper-
ature [34] was between 8× 1010 cm-2 and 2× 1011 cm-2,
which corresponds to an uncertainty of the potential
δµ = ~νF

√
πδn ≥ 33 meV [35].

The thermopower of our aligned graphene/hBN system
measured as a function of the carrier density for different
temperatures is shown in Figure 1(d). As seen from the
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FIG. 1. Charge transport and thermopower of the encapsulated single-aligned graphene/hBN device. (a)
Resistivity as a function of normalised carrier density, n/n0, at different temperatures T . The secondary neutrality points
appear at carrier density −n0 and n0 (n0 ≈ 2.2×10−12 cm-2). Inset shows an optical microscopy image of the device. Scale bar
is 5µm. (b) Temperature dependence of the excess resistivity ∆ρ relative to that at 16.5 K at different fixed carrier densities.
The dashed lines depicts the quadratic temperature dependence expected for the electron-electron Umklapp scattering from the
edges of the moiré mini Brillouin zone. (c) Arrhenius plot of the conductivity at the main neutrality point σmin used to estimate
the width of the apparent band gap (Eg = 12± 2 eV) extracted from the slope of the activation dependence (dashed line). (d)
Thermopower, S, as a function of the normalised carrier density, n/n0, at the same temperatures as in (a). The dashed red
curve is the prediction from Eq. 3 for unaligned graphene with an energy-independent scattering time (m = 0) at T = 210 K.
The three vertical shaded bands mark the sign reversal regions associated with the corresponding charge neutrality points. (e)
Position of the thermopower minima and maxima associated with each of the charge reversal regions shown in (d) and marked
by the same data point symbols, plotted as a function of temperature. Dashed curves represent the expected value of ±∆/2
given by Eq. 2 with the appropriate superlattice degeneracy gsl carrier density uncertainties δn and δn0. (f) Thermopower at
selected carrier densities marked by arrows in (d) as a function of dimensionless temperature T/TF. The dashed (dotted) line
is the prediction from Eq. 3 for m = 1 (m = 0).

figure, its value exhibits sign reversal regions (marked by
vertical shaded bands) each associated with the corre-
sponding charge neutrality point at the carrier densities
of 0 and ±n0. The extent of the charge reversal region is
defined as the difference in the position of the local max-
imum and minimum of the thermopower and is dictated
by the magnitude of the charge density fluctuations and
by the density of the thermally excited intrinsic carriers
[12]. Essentially, the charge reversal width is directly pro-
portional to the width of the Dirac peak, reflecting the
sample homogeneity and the temperature of the carriers.
The sign reversal region for the mNP is relatively narrow
(±2×1011 cm-2) and almost independent of temperature,
while for the hSNP and eSNP, it is twice as wide at 30K
(±4×1011 cm-2) and widens even further with increasing
temperature. Generally, the width of the sign reversal,

∆, is twice the sum of the r.m.s. value of the charge
inhomogeneity δn and the density of thermally excited
carriers ni(T ) [12, 36]:

∆

2
= δn+ ni(T ) = δn+

gπ

24

(

kBT

~υF

)2

(2)

where υF is the Fermi velocity and g is the total system
degeneracy. The evolution of the sign reversal regions
with the temperature is illustrated in Fig. 1(e). Here
the position of the thermopower minima and maxima
associated with each of the Dirac peaks is plotted as a
function of T with the dashed curves representing the
expected value of ±∆/2 given by Eq. 2.
For the mNP, the spectrum is four-fold degenerate

(g = gsgv = 4) with υF = 1 × 106 m s-1. The position
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predicted by Eq. 2, shown by the black dashed curve in
Fig. 1(e), agrees well with the experimental data (black
circles). The value of charge inhomogeneity from the
curve fitting is δn ≈ 2× 1011 cm-2, which is close to that
found from the width of the main Dirac peak at 16.5 K.
At the mNP the thermally excited intrinsic charge carri-
ers contribute only a small fraction to the overall value of
∆ (ni(T ) < 0.2δn) and it is beyond the resolution of the
measurement, thus the width of the sign reversal appears
virtually independent of T .
The situation is somewhat different for the secondary

neutrality points. Firstly, the initial width of the sec-
ondary sign reversal regions, ∆, is approximately two
times larger and cannot be explained by the presence of
the charge inhomogeneity alone (here we assumed δn to
be independent on the total carrier density n). A pos-
sible source of extra uncertainty in the secondary Dirac
peaks position is the spatial non-uniformity of the align-
ment angle or variation of the built-in strain that leads to
the uncertainty δn0 of the filling concentration n0. Sec-
ondly, the density of the thermally activated carriers at
the SNPs, is different due to the additional degeneracy
of the secondary Dirac points, gsl, and the reduced value
of the Fermi velocity υF = 0.5× 106 m/s [25, 37]. To ac-
count for these differences in Eq. 2, δn should be replaced
with

√

δn2 + δn2
0 and the total system degeneracy is now

g = gsgvgsl with gsl = 1 for hSNP and gsl = 3 for eSNP.
Due to these changes in degeneracy and Fermi velocity,
the width of the secondary sign reversals (and the width
of the secondary Dirac peaks) are more sensitive to the
changing temperature. As can be seen in Fig. 1(e), the
experimental position of the thermopower maxima and
minima (blue and red symbols) are approximated well by
Eq. 2 (blue and red dashed curves), with the temperature
dependence being more pronounced for the eSNP because
of the three times higher degeneracy. The uncertainty of
the filling concentration used to fit the above experimen-
tal data was found to be δn0 ≈ 3 × 1011 cm-2. This
value allows the estimation of the superlattice period de-
viation δλ =

(√
3λ3

/16
)

δn0 ≈ ±1 nm, which translates to
the variation of the built-in strain of ±0.11% (here we
assumed that the graphene is ideally aligned).
The temperature dependence of the thermopower,

shown in Fig. 1(d), is more complex than usually ob-
served in a monolayer graphene samples [12, 24] primarily
due to the presence of the secondary Dirac cones and the
van Hove singularities associated with them. At certain
carrier densities the S(T ) dependence is more straightfor-
ward and some information about the underlying carrier
scattering mechanisms can be extracted from it. To ob-
tain this information, we plotted the thermopower at se-
lected carrier densities as a function of dimensionless tem-
perature T/TF, where TF = EF/kB is the Fermi tempera-
ture (EF = ~υF

√
πn), Fig. 1(f), and used the alternative

form of Mott’s equation, which relates the temperature-
dependent thermopower and TF, with T ≪ TF [38]:

S(T ) = −π2kB
3e

T

TF

(m+ 1) , (3)

where the parameter m represents the power-law energy-
dependent scattering time τ(E) ∝ Em. In monolayer
graphene at high carrier densities (n > 1012 cm-2) the
dominant scattering is by the screened Coulomb impuri-
ties [38–40] and the scattering time is energy-independent
(m = 0). In this case S(T ) is linear with temperature at
a given TF. At lower densities the scattering from the
unscreened impurities (m = 1) becomes more important
and results in a superlinear S(T ) [12, 38].

On the contrary, for our device the S(T ) values mea-
sured at low density of n = ±2.2 × 1011 cm-2 (red and
blue stars in Fig. 1(f)) were better described as being
due to the screened impurities scattering (m = 0). This
unexpected result can possibly be explained by the pres-
ence of the relatively large density of charge fluctuations
(δn ∼ 2×1011 cm-2), which facilitates efficient screening.

At higher concentrations the cloned Dirac cones and
the associated van Hove singularities start to play a more
prominent role in the thermoelectric response. Apart
from the sign reversals associated with the Dirac points
at n = 0,±n0, we also observed a gradual change of ther-
mopower sign at around ±0.5n0. This change is driven
by the gradual increase of the carrier effective mass and
eventual change in its sign at the van Hove singular-
ity. Note at finite temperature the thermopower does
not change the sign precisely at the singularity, but it
happens in its vicinity due to the different relative con-
tribution to the total thermopower from the carriers with
different sign of effective mass. The competing contribu-
tions from different types of charge carriers is illustrated
in Fig. 1(f), where the thermopower at n = ±0.8n0 (red
and blue triangles) is presented. Contrary to the lin-
ear increase of S(T/TF) seen near the mNP, the ther-
mopower in the vicinity of the van Hove singularity is
strongly non-monotonic with temperature. Due to ther-
mal excitation, the carriers with the opposite sign of the
effective mass become more involved in the thermometric
transport, compensating for the initial low-temperature
thermopower value. This behaviour is more pronounced
for the eSNP, and can be explained by the smaller energy
bandwidth of the secondary Dirac spectrum, which was
reported to be one-third of that for the hSNP (∼ 25 meV
versus ∼ 75 meV) [37]. Thus the eSNP-related features
are smeared faster by the temperature with the overall
thermoelectric response approaching the high-T value for
unaligned graphene given by Eq. 3 with υF = 106 m/s,
T = 210 K and m = 0 (dashed red curves in Fig. 1(d)).

We also assessed the thermopower temperature depen-
dence at higher carrier concentration n = ±1.6n0, away
from SNPs and the related van Hove singularities (red
and blue circles in Fig. 1(f)). Surprisingly, the observed
S(T/TF) trend is well described by Eq. 3 if the param-
eter m = 1, which is supposed to correspond to the un-
screened Coulomb impurities (dashed lines in Fig. 1(f))
and seems unlikely at such high carrier concentration
(n = 3.52×1012 cm12). As discussed above, the transport
at |n| > 1.2n0 is governed by the superlattice-induced
Umklapp electron-electron scattering manifested in the
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quadratic temperature dependence of the excess resistiv-
ity ∆ρ, shown in Fig. 1(b). Potentially the Umklapp
processes are responsible for this unexpected S(T/TF)
enhancement, however, further experimental and theo-
retical investigations are needed to confirm that.

Another frequently used approach to the thermopower
data analysis is the direct application of the differential
form of Mott’s equation, Eq. 1, with the derivative ∂σ/∂E
expressed as ∂σ/∂E = ∂σ/∂n×D(E), where D(E) = ∂n/∂E
is the density of states (DoS) taken at E = EF. This
approach relies on the numerical differentiation of the
experimental conductivity data to find ∂σ/∂n at a given
EF, explicit knowledge of the density of states, D(E)
[3, 9, 10, 13, 14] and the assumption that the measured
values of σ(n) contain all of the information on scattering
mechanisms in Eq. 1.

For our aligned graphene/hBN sample we tested the
above approach to approximate the experimental de-
pendence of the thermopower on carrier concentration.
Fig. 2(a-c) shows the measured S(n/n0) at three tem-
peratures (black curves) along with the prediction pro-
duced with Eq. 1 (red and magenta curves). The ex-
perimental values of the conductivity and its deriva-
tive were extracted from the transport data presented
in Fig. 1(a). The DoS has been modelled in two differ-
ent ways. For the first one, all spectral features related
to the moiré superlattice were ignored and the density
of states for a non-aligned monolayer graphene was used,
D(E) = 2E/(π~2υ2

F) (magenta curve). For the other one,
the model DoS of an aligned graphene was adapted from
the experimental data by Yu et al. [37] obtained in their
quantum capacitance measurements (red curve). As can
be seen, both ways provide a qualitative approximation
of the experimental S(n/n0) values incorporating all of
the main peculiarities associated with the presence of the
main and secondary Dirac points. Note the minor differ-
ence between the predicted values for the ”aligned” and
”non-aligned” DoS (red and magenta curves in Fig. 2(a-
c)), which indicates the relatively small role played by
the differences in DoS. A somewhat better quantitative
agreement is achieved for positive n/n0 when the resis-
tance changes smoothly with the carrier density. The
major discrepancies appear near the regions of rapid re-
sistance change (close to mNP and hSNP).

To further evaluate the applicability of the differential
Mott’s equation (Eq. 1) we measured the thermoelec-
tric response from a high-quality hBN/graphene/hBN
system at low temperature (carrier mobility ∼ 4.5 ×
105 cm2V-1s-1), where the graphene monolayer is aligned
to both top and bottom hBN crystals [21, 41, 42]. The
earlier report by Wang et al. [21] demonstrated that
the double alignment of the graphene leads to the dif-
ferential super-moiré reconstruction of the electron spec-
trum. The distinctive features of the super-moiré are its
large period, unattainable in conventional single align-
ment structures, and additional secondary Dirac peaks
in the vicinity of the mNP. Figure 2(d) shows the trans-
port data from our double-aligned structure. Apart from

the conventional secondary Dirac peaks at n = ±n0 =
±4.58× 1012 cm-2 (moiré period ∼10 nm, misalignment
angle ∼0.98°), there are two additional secondary Dirac
peaks at n = ±n′ = 0.135n0. The position of the latter
implies the period of the moiré superlattice to be around
27.3 nm, which is significantly larger than the maximal
13.8 nm of an ideally aligned graphene/hBN and cannot
be attributed to strain. We attribute this long period
to the differential super-moiré caused by the the dou-
ble alignment with top and bottom hBN crystals. Most
likely, this super-moiré lattice is geometrically equivalent
to the moiré lattice between two misaligned hBN crystals
(angle ∼ 0.43◦) [21]. Unfortunately, the finite dielectric
strength of the SiO2 backgate insulator did not allow
to induce sufficient carrier density and observe the sec-
ondary Dirac peak at n ≈ 1.5n0. This peak is expected
from the second graphene-hBN misalignment angle esti-
mated to be at around 1.41°.

Expectedly, the thermoelectric response as a function
of charge density exhibits a sign reversal for every Dirac
point, including those attributed to the super-moiré re-
construction, Fig. 2(e). Due to the better charge ho-
mogeneity the sign reversal regions are significantly nar-
rower if compared to Fig. 1(d), the peaks in thermopower
are sharper and the small features are well resolved.
The mNP sign reversal gives the charge inhomogeneity
δn ≈ 5× 1010 cm-2 typical for high-quality graphene de-
vices [34, 40]. The additional super-moiré sign reversals

are only marginally wider at δn
′ ≈ 6× 1011 cm-2, point-

ing to the differential reconstruction being less affected
by the variation in misalignment angle or strain. Finally,
the eSNP sign reversal gave the value of the filling con-
centration uncertainty δn0 ≈ 6.5 × 1010 cm-2, possibly
also resulted from a small variation of the built-in strain
(∼ 0.025%) introduced during the device fabrication.

The thermopower prediction, Fig. 2(e), obtained from
Eq. 1 using the ”non-aligned” DoS and numerical dif-
ferentiation of the transport data shown in Fig. 2(d),
demonstrated reasonable qualitative agreement with the
measurements, especially for the electron part of the
spectrum. However, there is a substantial discrepancy
with the experiment in the peak values of the ther-
mopower near hSNP.

We attribute the discrepancies between Eq. 1 and data
in Fig. 2 observed for both samples to the inaccuracies
of numerical differentiation of σ rather than to any fun-
damental physical reasons. The discussed application of
the differential Mott’s equation is based on the assump-
tion that the conductivity is the function composition
of carrier density and energy σ(n(E)) or, equivalently,
σ(Vg(E)). As a result, the derivative ∂σ/∂n does not fully
capture the effect of the energy-dependent scattering rate
and leads to the discrepancies between the observed and
predicted values of S in the regions where this energy
dependence is more significant.

At intermediate carrier density n ≈ ±0.5n0, in the re-
gions between the mNP and the SNPs, the thermopower
exhibits a temperature-driven sign change. Such a re-
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The arrows point out the charge density at which the additional super-moiré Dirac peaks appear (n′ = ±0.135n0 , where
n0 = 4.58 × 1012 cm2). (e) The measured thermopower, S as a function of the normalised carrier density, n/n0, at T = 30 K,
(black curve) for the double-aligned hBN/graphene/hBN sample compared with the predicted value given by Mott’s equation
in Eq. 1 with a ”non-aligned” DoS (red curve) with the corresponding carrier density uncertainties δn, δn′ and δn0.

versal is shown for our single-aligned graphene/hBN su-
perlattice in Fig. 3(a). Here we have tuned the carrier
density within each side of the mNP to achieve the de-
sired reversals at a temperature of about 150K. Notably,
both polarity reversals (negative to positive thermopower
and viceversa) are achievable by the same device. Conse-
quently, this polarity reversal of S, as a function of tem-
perature, can be engineered and may be of technological
significance. Note that a temperature-driven reversal is
also exhibited in some common semi- and metallic ther-
moelectric materials (e.g. Bismuth [43], Platinum and
Palladium [44]), where nonetheless it is caused by phonon
drag [43] and thus typically limited to low temperatures
and small values of S. In our graphene/hBN superlattice
a more robust effect is observed, across a wide temper-
ature range, which is enabled by the vicinity of the van
Hove singularity and the competition of thermally ex-
cited carriers with opposite sign of the effective mass.

To further elucidate the role of the different neutrality
points on the temperature evolution of the thermopower,
we subtracted the values of the maxima and minima of
the thermopower in the vicinity of each neutrality point.
The resulting thermopower modulation, ∆S, is shown
in Fig. 3(b). Contrary to the predictions from Mott’s
equation, we observe a clear non-monotonic temperature

dependence of this thermopower modulation across each
neutrality point. In principle, a deviation from Mott’s
equation is expected at higher device temperature, as the
condition T ≪ TF is no longer valid [45]. Nevertheless,
we see a markedly distinct behaviour with ∆S achieving
a maximum at low temperature for the eSNP, whereas
for the hSNP a maximum is achieved at an intermediate
temperature of 120K. For the main NP we observe a weak
saturation at high temperature. We relate the observed
hierarchy with the distinct DoS at the different neutrality
points, i.e. degeneracy and Fermi velocity as discussed
in the context of Eq. 2. The smaller energy bandwidth
of the eSNP leads to a faster temperature smearing of
its ∆S signature, with a correspondingly more robust
response for the hSNP.

CONCLUSION

We observed that there are additional thermopower
features which are commensurate with secondary charge
neutrality peaks and conform to the profile given by the
differential form of Mott’s equation. The discrepancies
in the thermopower magnitudes between measurement
and equation, at the mNP and hSNP, reveal a limita-
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FIG. 3. Temperature dependence of thermopower re-
versal and of thermopower modulation at each neu-
trality point. (a) Thermopower, S, as a function of tem-
perature at two fixed carrier densities commensurate with the
holes regime zero crossing point (−0.4n0) and electron regime
zero crossing point (0.7n0). We normalise for n0 at the SNP
(2.2 ×1012 cm-2). (b) The difference between the respective
local maximum and minimum thermopower near each neu-
trality point, ∆S, as a function of temperature. The open
symbols represent estimates where the measurement could not
extend the carrier density to the maximum (hSNP) and min-
imum (eSNP) due to risk of damaging the device by gating at
higher global temperature, so the values shown are those ob-
tained from the highest carrier density measurement achieved.

tion in the applicability of the equation. The measure-
ments have enabled us to quantify the charge density
fluctuations, the role of thermally excited intrinsic carri-
ers, and the strain placed on the graphene by the hBN,
which in-turn has hinted at the presence of an obscured
band gap. We have found that the temperature evolu-
tion of the thermopower reversal region associated with
the NPs offers information on the degeneracies related to
the DoS in each NP. This investigation has also enabled
an insight into the temperature dependence of scatter-
ing mechanisms in an aligned device. Here we found
the signature of carrier scattering by screened impurities
at low carrier density; contrary to that of non-aligned
graphene. At high carrier density the thermopower in-
dicates a possible role of superlattice-induced Umklapp
scattering. Consequently, thermoelectric measurements
may be used as a sensitive probe of the electronic spec-
trum of a graphene-hBN superlattice and hBN-graphene-
hBN super-moiré lattice. Furthermore, it is possible to
control the thermoelectric properties of graphene by en-
gineering its electronic structure. An interesting feature
of this is the ability to select the carrier density where
a thermopower reversal occurs at a certain temperature.
This may be of technological significance, where the tun-
ability of the temperature at which cooling is changed to
heating may be used to regulate temperature in thermo-
electric applications.
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