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A new exact closed-form expression is given for the random-phase-approximation longi-
tudinal polarizability function of a two-dimensional electron gas in a magnetic field. De-
tailed approximations are given for several limiting cases. Static screening and the nonre-
tarded plasmon dispersion relation are examined in detail.

I. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to present a tractable
formulation of the longitudinal dielectric screening
properties of a two- (or three-) dimensional 2D or
3D) electron gas in a static uniform magnetic field.
A preliminary report of this analysis was presented
in Ref. 1(a) and the development of these results will
be fully explained here along with a discussion of
some of their physical ramifications. The longitudi-
nal dielectric screening properties of a 2D quantum
plasma have been investigated before; specifically by
Chiu and Quinn'® and Horing et al.?

Chiu and Quinn obtained the complete magneto-
polarizability tensor for the system by solving the
linearized equation of motion for the density matrix
in the random-phase approximation (RPA). In their
notation this paper is concerned only with the com-
ponent X,, of this tensor. Their expressxon for this
quantity (in the zero-temperature limit) is
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(we have set i=1 and ¢ is the chemical potential).
Chiu and Quinn in their treatment emphasize tem-
perature high enough that the oscillatory term in &
is negligible and values of the field such that only
one of the pole terms need be retained, so they can
approximate the corresponding Bessel function ap-
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propriately to the long- and short-wavelength limits
in discussing the properties of the magnetoplasmon
spectrum.

Hormg et al.? have studied the quantity X,,,
which in their notation is —(e?/k?)Iml, by solving
the RPA integral equation for the longitudinal
dynamic nonlocal inverse dielectric function. They
then present a variety of series expansions appropri-
ate to low wave numbers. In particular, they obtain
various representations for the oscillatory terms
neglected by Chiu and Quinn. 1 Horing and Yildiz?
go on to apply their results to the plasmon disper-
sion relation in the nonretarded limit, look at the de
Haas—van Alphen (dHvA) structure of the oscilla-
tor strengths for the Bernstein resonances, and study
static screening in the high-field quantum limit.

Our aim in this paper is to replace the infinite
summations in the work of Chiu and Quinn and
Horing and Yildiz by exact closed-form expressions
in terms of a simple integral over a finite range.
These expressions are valid for all values of the
field, wave number, frequency, and temperature.
They have the advantage of isolating the cyclotron
resonance and dHvA oscillatory behavior, have sim-
ple expressions in the local and low-frequency lim-
its, which reproduce the results of Chiu and Quinn
and Horing and Yildiz, and are numerically tract-
able for other ranges of the parameters.

The starting point for the calculation is essentially
Eq. (22) of Horing and Yildiz,? but to make the pa-
per more self-contained we start off in Sec. II with a
brief derivation of this result. In Sec. III we show
how Horing and Yildiz’s integrals can be performed
exactly and show how this leads directly to
Maldague’s® finite-temperature generalization of
Stern’s* polarizability formula in the zero-field lim-
it. In Sec. IV we perform the manipulation required
to obtain the desired integral representation. In Sec.
V we present various limits for the polarizability,
along with some numerical results for the case
where up to four Landau levels are occupied. We
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also examine the plasmon spectrum in the nonre-
tarded limit and static screening in this case.

Although the concern of this paper is the 2D
magnetoplasma, our method applies equally well for
the 3D system, and for comparison, the two cases
have been presented in parallel.

II. FORMALISM

The methodology adopted is that of Martin and
Schwinger.” It was first noted by Matsubara® that
the canonical density matrix is formally equivalent
to the quantum-mechanical time-evolution operator
if time is identified with imaginary temperature.
Hence standard field-theoretic techniques can be
used if the results can be analytically continued
from the real- to the imaginary-time axis. The
analysis of the longitudinal magnetoplasma dielec-
tric properties in terms of thermodynamic Green’s
functions has been carried out by Horing’ and we
shall rely, when possible, on his results. The inverse
dielectric function K(1,2) [n denotes a space-time
point (T,,,¢,)] is defined in terms of the effective po-
tential ¥ (1) at point 1 in a medium due to a weak
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local disturbance U(2):

vin= [ K(1,2)U(Q2). (1

For a medium described by the Hamiltonian 5, K
is the thermodynamic average with respect to the
canonical weight function

p(F)=e P¥ =17 )

which can be viewed as the translation operator
through the imaginary-time interval 7= —if8. The
necessary averages with respect to p(#°) have period
7, so that the equation for K can be referred to the
“time” interval [0,7]. For spatial and temporal
homogeneity we have

K(1,2)=K(T|—Tyt;—t3), (3)

and as a consequence of this periodicity we can per-
form a Fourier analysis and write
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This then leads to the spectral representation
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or, in terms of the spectral weight function

A(B,0)=ilk(P,0t)—k(P,07 )],

to
K(ﬁ,tl—tz)ZS(tl—tz)
® i‘iei“’(’l“IZ) © do'
— 27T — 217
where
k(p=1+ [~ 40 AB.e) ®)
- 2T zZ—w

This provides the necessary analytic continuation
since the integral in (8) is analytic off the real z axis
and vanishes as |z | — o in the upper and lower
half-planes. Martin and Schwinger have shown that
the physical value of K(T:t) is the Fourier
transform of k (B, ™).

Now, from (1),
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and for two-body interactions with potential v (T),
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where G, is the n-particle Green’s function. Thus,
from (9),
8G(3,3%)
K(1,2)=68(1,2)—i 1-3) ———7—
(1,2)=8(1,2)—i [ v(1-3) 30 2)

(1
However, by the Schwinger variational principle,
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Therefore,
K(1,2)=8(1,2)
+i [0(1-3)[ G,5(3,2;3%,2+)
—G(2,2%)G,(3,3%)] .
(13)

The RPA is obtained by introducing a Hartree
decoupling of the two-particle Green’s function

G,(3,2;3%,21)=69(3,31)G%(2,21) ,

(14)
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in which case (11) becomes
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(The superscript O denotes the absence of interac-
tions.) This is the RPA integral equation for the in-
verse dielectric response function. Because of spa-
tial homogeneity, (16) can be solved by Fourier
transforms and we obtain

k(B v)=[1+iv(B)I(p,V] !, (17)
where

I(f)’,’\/)z f‘rdte—i(W/T)t

(4; —)GUG—B;0)
Xf (27r)d ‘q—p
(18)

(d is the dimensionality). Finally, after carrying

through the analytic continuation described above,
we obtain the RPA dielectric function

(19)

The analytic properties of the retarded and advanced Green’s functions for the noninteracting electron gas al-
low us to distort the ¢ contour to run along the real-time axis, so (18) can be written

_.’T'CL)

I

=2i f dt e’
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The Green’s functions for two and three dimensions have been evaluated by Horing’ and Horing and Yildiz.2

From their results we have, for 2D,
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[w.= |eH | /mc >0 is the cyclotron frequency, p, (p,) is the component of P parallel (perpendicular) to the
magnetlc field H] This is all that is required to get Ree=1+X(P,w), where X is the polarizability. The ima-
ginary part of € can be found similarly, or by a Kronig-Kramers analysis. We shall render the complicated ex-
pressions (21) and (22) relatively simply by making several integral transformations.

III. SEPARATION OF THERMAL AND DYNAMIC EFFECTS:
ZERO-FIELD LIMIT

First the o’ integration in (21) and (22) can be eliminated by noting that

ess . [LS.
BB

where fo(w)=(1+4eP“®~%)~1 is the Fermi function, and ¢ is the chemical potential. The next step is the elim-
ination of the s integral. Consider

[ do'folanes'= (23)

e A cothas

(24)

. 4 .
_ ctio ds e” —Acoth(as) _ a ctiw ds s S
Lz— = — e

e coth(as)e , ; :
c—iow 27 sinms OA Ye—iw 270  sins

N

This integral is an inverse two-sided Laplace transform and can be evaluated by the convolution theorem. We
note®

ct+io g s s 1 1
57¢ | o | = 2o sech(5t 25
fc—iw 2mi ¢ | 'sinms 4 > (0 (25)
and’
fc+ioo _d§_ets ¢ — A cothas 3 e_)‘Lm(2k), t%2an o6
c—iw 277i s —e ML,_,2\)+L,(20)], t=2an

where m =[t/2a] (greatest integer less than or equal to ¢t /2a) and L, is the Laguerre polynomial of order n.
Therefore, from the convolution theorem and the differential properties of the Laguerre polynomials,

e—h

— * sech?~(t —u)G,, (21 ,
27 an fo 2 (27

Gm(2M)=L,,(2A) 2L 1 (20)

and m =[u /2a], where L\* denotes an associated Laguerre polynomial. Therefore, since

9folu)
+ Bsech?[ +B(E—u)]=— E;)u : (28)
we have, for 2D,
- 2mw 62 © afo © . . 2 . 2
Ree(p,w)=1+Tc fo du 3 fo dt e ~'“'sin ﬁ—a:smwct exp —zl‘zwc(l—coswct)
p?
XG[u/w ] (l—COS(l)ct) (29)
c a)c

We emphasize that (29) is exact within the RPA—no additional approximations have been made. To establish
some degree of confidence in our procedures we shall take the zero-field limit in (29) and recover Stern’s for-
mula.*

As w,—0 we can make the replacements sinw.t—w.t and 1—coswct—+%a)§t2, and take advantage of the
uniform asymptotic estimate

- (a)
n~°%L,

% J ~x 2] (2x172) (30)
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to obtain
2 Vam u
Glao ] [mp—(l——cosa)ct) EJ0(2pt\/u/2m)+%Jl(Zpt\/u/Zm)[u/a)c] : 31)
c wc

Then, since

lian[a/x]=a lim [x]/x=a, (32)
we have

- 2(2m)*%e? o 9fo © dt SN

XzD(p,w)=__L";2—e fo dy y17? —87 fo —-t—cos(u t)sin(z't)J (1) , (33)

where
mao
,= ~ V_ ,= p V_ .
u ka g/y b z 2kF é‘/y
Now, by combining the trigonometric functions in the integrand of (33) and using Ref. 10, we have

f0°° ilticos(u't)sin(z'z)Jl(t)=%[h(z'+u',>+h (z'—u")], (34)
where

h(x)=sgnx[|x | —(x2—D?O(|x | —1)] . (35)
Hence

3/2,2
X5, 0)= 2 e
p
dfo

{2z'—sgn(z’'+u")O( |z’ +u'| —D[(z'+u')?—1]'/2

® 172
x fo dyy ay

—sgn(z'—u")O(|z'—u' | —D[(z'—u')*—1]?} . (36)
This is precisely Maldague’s® finite-temperature form of Stern’s expression.*

IV. SEPARATION OF CYCLOTRON RESONANCE—BERNSTEIN POLE BEHAVIOR
Next consider the integral
T= fo“’ dt e ~™sin(a sint)$(cost) . (37)

By decomposing the range of integration into segments of length 27 and taking advantage of periodicity we
find on summing a simple geometric series,

T =csc(mx) foﬂdt sin(xt)sin(a sint)¢$( —cost) . (38)

Hence (29) can be expressed

2 2 2
X*P(B,0)= me csc | T2 f”dtsin O \in |—2—sine exp ———L(1+cost)
@, 0 o, 2mo, 2mo,
oo dfo p?
X fO du [—'—au— G["/“’c] ma, (14cos?) |, (39

which is again exact within the RPA. This formula displays in a concise way all the features we expect of the
polarizibility. The factor csc(7w/w.), which has a pole whenever the frequency is a multiple of w,, is an as-
pect of cyclotron-resonance—Bernstein pole behavior. The integral contains all other magnetic field and
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thermal behavior. The latter is relatively uninteresting and can be treated within the Sommerfeld approxima-
tion. In the zero-temperature limit, which corresponds to df,/du = —&(u —§), the expression becomes mani-
festly nonanalytic at w, =0, as was discussed in a preliminary report of this work.!!

In the 3D case the integral corresponding to (24) is

— A cothas

d ct+io gy gl/2% e
—_ —v/s . 40
oA f0—iw 2mi sinms ¢ s (40)

In addition to (25), we have!?

L;=

(mwt)~2cos(2Vyt), t>0

etio ds i 172, —yss_
e 27T =10 4 <0 @D
so by the convolution theorem
—A
e ® o 1 u cos2Vylu —y)
L3—'—47T3/2 fo du sech [7([——14)] fo dyﬁ—G[},/za](Zk) , (42)
and consequently,
do,m3%? Lo 20,1 +plsinw,t 2
Reem(f)’,w)—l:—-c—z— dt cos(wt)sin Pz®cl TPL < — (1—cosw,t)
p 0 2mo, 2mo,
w fo u  cos[2p,tV(u—y)/2m ]
X fo du Yy fo dy *-u—y
2
p
X Gly /o] ﬁ(l—cosa)ct) 43)
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In this case thermal effects are of no consequence and can be adequately treated in the Sommerfeld approxima-
tion, which leads to corrections of order (kz T /£)%. At T =0 K the corresponding polarizability is

X*P(B,0)=—G'o, fow cos(wt)dw fow —_Ziy sin a11t+-c:—csinmct e TG/ @e NI mcosec)
1/2 2a,
X cos(2a{ tVE—y )G,,y (1—cosw,?) | , (44)
c
where
,  4m3/%e? ps pi
G=—TT;2—, an=- - a=5- my=[y/oc].

Note that in this case, because of the additional ¢ dependence associated with a;;, we cannot proceed as before
to isolate a cyclotron resonance factor. Since X*P has been completely analyzed for all field strengths,'>!* we
shall not dwell on (44), but go directly to consider the field dependence of X?P. Similar formulas for the com-
plete magnetoconductivity tensor have been presented by Horing et al.'® (without derivation).

V. DISCUSSION: LIMITS OF SPECIAL INTEREST

The quantity X(p,w) calculated in this paper is 27pX,,(p,w) in the notation of Chiu and Quinn!® and

—(2me?/p)ImlI in the notation of Horing and Yildiz.> We shall first present approximate forms easily derived
from (39) in various limiting cases.

A. dHvVA regime

At field strengths for which £,p%/2m >>w,, and temperatures small compared to the Fermi temperature, we
note that the integrand in (39) is negligible except near ¢t =0, so that

© af
fo du auo

me? wt

e —xG[u/wc](2x) foﬂdt sin sin(x sint) , (45)

XP(B,0)=— 2 csc

TW
@, c

(&)
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where x =p2/2mw,. Now, by Féjer’s formula,'® which is uniformly valid for large n and all x > 0,
1 a/?
e T*Li(2x) ~ —=(2nx) 14 | - cos

V2nx — .
Ve 2V 2nx (205+1)4 (46)

At intermediate fields where {/w,>>1 we can make the approximation [u /0w, ]=u/w.. (This effectively
prevents taking the low-field limit where the Landau level spacing becomes so small that phase averaging must
be used, leading to [u /0. ]=u /0, + %.) This merely smooths out the dHvA forms, which are sharp only at
T =0 K anyway, and gives

2D = 2 e Tw sin(7/w N0 —p?/2m)  sin(wr/w, ) w+p?/2m)
X“P(P,0)=—me* | — SC > — .
D P w—p°/2m w+p°/2m
i 3fo 2
—4 | 2° L oAvaTim T
X fo duu [ £ {cos o, u/m 4
. 2p T
+ (2V'mu /p)sin | | == |Vu/m -2l 47)
(4

Finally, at T'=0 K, in terms of the standard dimensionless quantities z =p /2kp, u =mae /pkr, and 1=¢(/o,,
we have

2 | csclmw/w,)

X?P(p,0) = — me sin[4mzn(u —z)] _ Sin[4.ﬁ21(u +2)]
s p 25/477_1/2,’73/2 U —z 4tz
X |z cos 25/2277_% +2- %4 25/227]_% ’ )

which displays clearly the separation of cyclotron resonance and dHvA behavior.

B. High-field limit

This limit has been thoroughly treated by Horing et al.,'” so we shall simply show how (39) leads to their re-
sults. First of all, we emphasize that for the 2D case, when other limits are to be taken, the zero-temperature
limit should be taken last. Thus we first set G|, /w0,1=1, then the u integral gives the factor f(0). Following

Ref. 17 we also introduce the quantity A=p?/2mw,. Then the ¢ integral can be written

—Im foﬂdt sin

t Je_/xe"‘:_ i (—A) foﬂdtsin(nt)sin

n!

W

oF ‘n=0
0 n
= —owlsin |27 | > n—}:“(wz—nzwﬁ)_l . (49)
¢ |n=o n!
Hence (39) becomes C. Local limit
2Dy — 2mao,e? - For low wave number (39) can be evaluated expli-
X(p,0)=— Tf(O)e citly, whence we find
2
2 [A* | noc X?P(p, )= — PP
X n2='1 n! | *—n’w: 50 o’ —o;

Finally, noting that from (23), f(0)=27/mo.)n;,
where n; is the areal density, we exactly reproduce
Eq. (16) of Ref. 17. '

- [ 8
x [, [——afu—"Ju[u/w,,]H).

(51)
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This exhibits a structure similar to that observed in
the Hall conductivity!® and suggests that screening
effects in metal-oxide-semiconductor inversion
layers may possess plateaus as a function of gate
voltage (which produces a continuous variation in

8.

D. Zero-frequency limit

From (39) we have
2

X*(p,0)= 2:’:;2FN ok
N=[¢t/o,], T=0K, (52)
where
Fyla)= foﬂtsin(a sint)e —@(1+cost)
X Gy[2a (1+cost)]dt . (53)

The behavior of these expressions for high fields is
indicated in Fig. 1.

The behavior of X*P(p,0) is shown in Fig. 2 for
strong magnetic fields. With respect to the units
#i=2m =1,e*=2, we have arbitrarily set £=0.1
with o, =0, %é’, £, and 5¢. It appears that the mag-
netic field suppresses the low wave-number singular-
ity in the polarizability and the singularity at
p =2kr. However, the discrete nature of the Lan-
dau levels introduces a small amount of structure on
the high momentum side of the maximum. It is
clear that the polarizability converges to its zero-
field value nonuniformly as the field tends to zero.
The effect of the field on the potential induced by a
point charge is to enhance the screening at large dis-
tances.

The effect of a magnetic field on the screening of

4

o< I NN Tl T T e iy

o
-
N
(&)
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O

FIG. 1. Behavior of the function F,(a) introduced in
Eq. (53).
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FIG. 2. Zero-frequency dielectric susceptibility X*°(p)
for values of the magnetic field. Units where
#i=2m =1,e?>=2 are used and the (zero-field) chemical
potential has been arbitrarily set at {=0.1.

a point charge has been thoroughly discussed by
Horing and Yildiz.> In the high-field quantum limit
they estimated the screened potential of a point
charge by using a low wave-number approximation
of the zero-frequency dielectric function. As an ap-
plication of (52) we have calculated this potential
numerically for the case w.=5¢,£=0.1; the results
are shown in Table I and Fig. 3, where we also
present the screened potential in the near quantum
limit, where the two lowest Landau levels are occu-
pied (w,=¢;5=0.1).

TABLE 1. Screened potential of a unit point charge.
V(1): Exact value for high-field quantum limit w.=5¢.
V(2): Local screening approximation of Horing and Yil-
diz.

r V(1) V)
0.4 2.14955 0.62747
0.8 0.902 94 0.474 33
1.0 0.67163 0.432 80
4.0 0.15189 0.188 65
8.0 0.109 28 0.11015
12.0 0.076 77 0.077 54
16.0 0.05941 0.059 67
20.0 0.048 29 0.048 42
30.0 0.03278 0.032 81
40.0 0.024 75 0.02477
50.0 0.019 86 0.01988
60.0 0.016 54 0.016 59
70.0 0.014 21 0.01425
80.0 0.01243 0.01247
90.0 0.01103 0.01109
100.0 0.009 88 0.00998
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VI. PLASMON DISPERSION RELATION

We conclude with a discussion of the local nonretarded plasmon mode. In units where #=2m =1,e>

=2, the 2D plasmon dispersion relation is

€0+ (2/V w.a)csc(rQ) foﬂdt sin(Q¢)sin(a sint)e ~¢1 4G, [2a(1+cost)]=0 , (54)

where ¢, is the ambient dielectric constant and

2
_&’ a=P— . (55)
[oF @,

In the local limit, if » is not too large, we can ex-
pand the integrand in powers of a. The integrals are
then elementary and we obtain Chiu and Quinn’s
wave-vector expansion. The leading term gives

€=[2/(w.a)'?1(Q*-1)"1G,(0) , (56)

and for n =0, the high-field quantum limit, we re-
cover precisely Horing and Yildiz’s result (with
€= 1),

0?=w?+2pw, (57)
(noting that the quantity p in their formula is
27w, /m in this limit). However, for high to inter-
mediate fields, (54) is numerically very tractable. In
Table II we present the plasmon mode for n =0,1,2,
i.e., where up to three Landau levels are occupied.
These values were obtained on a desk calculator
(HP-67) in less than an hour. If a computer is used,
n <50 or even higher, which is a region that has
hitherto been inaccessible, should present no prob-
lem. We note from Table II that the exact plasmon
dispersion relation deviates from the local limit (57)

b

~

[s

N

> 4
2 <
Ovvvvyvvvryvvvv'lvvvy
00 05 1.0 15 2.0

R

FIG. 3. Screened potential due to a unit point charge.
Vo(R): High-field quantum limit. V;(R): Lowest two
Landau levels occupied.

—

beginning with relatively small values of the wave
number. For lower values of the magnetic field, G,
in the integrand of (55) can be replaced by its uni-
form asymptotic value and the results go into
Stern’s zero-field expression as shown in (30)—(36).

In addition to the local plasmon, (54) has nonlocal
roots, but since these are of little interest in the
nonretarded limit we shall not consider them fur-
ther. In summary, we have presented the develop-
ment of a new exact relatively simple closed-form
expression for the RPA polarizability of a 2D elec-
tron gas from which one cannot only recover the ap-
proximations presently in the literature, but also ob-
tain with relative ease results for experimentally ac-
cessible field values which have not yet been investi-
gated.
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TABLE II. Plasmon dispersion relation for £=0.1: (a)
w.=0.5, (b) w.=0.1, (¢) w.=0.05. Reduced units are
used where i=2m =1, e’=2, a=p*/w., Q=w/w.. HY,
which represents Horing and Yildiz, denotes the results of
Ref. 2.

a Q (a) Q HY) Q (b) Q (0
0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.01 1.13 1.13 1.68 1.64
0.02 1.18 1.18 1.82 1.65
0.03 1.21 1.22 1.85 1.64
0.04 1.24 1.25 1.86 1.64
0.05 1.26 1.28 1.86 1.63
0.06 1.28 1.30 1.85 1.62
0.07 1.30 1.32 1.84 1.62
0.08 1.31 1.34 1.83 1.61
0.09 1.32 1.36 1.82 1.60
0.10 1.33 1.38 1.81 1.59
0.15 1.37 1.45
0.20 1.39 1.50
0.30 1.40 1.60
0.40 1.40 1.67
0.50 1.39 1.73
0.60 1.37 1.79
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