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W e nd that the spin susceptbility of a two-dim ensional electron system w ith valley degeneracy
does not grow critically at low densities, at variance w ith experin ental results A . Shashkin et al,,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 036403 (2006)]. W e ascribe this apparent discrepancy to the weak disorder
present In experim ental sam ples. O ur prediction is obtained from accurate correlation energies
com puted with state oftheart di usion M onte Carlo sinulations and tted wih an analytical
expression which also provides a local spin density functional for the system under investigation.

PACS numbers: 7110~ ,7115Mb, 7145Gm, 02.70Ss

I. NTRODUCTION

The spin properties of low-dim ensional electron sys—
tem s In solid state devices are of great Interest in re—
lation to spintronics and quantum com puting?, both
at the findam ental level and for technological applica-
tions, the long wavelength spin susceptibility of the two—
din ensional electron gas 2DEG ) plying an in portant
roke in the control of nuclkear spins?. They are also be—
lieved to be intim ately related to the apparent m etal-
insulatortransition M IT ) cbserved in 2D34227  Tndeed
the spin susceptbilty s of the 2DEG, m easured w ith
various techniques?, is consistently found to grow w ith re—
spect to isnoninteracting Paulivalue g, asthe densiy
is lowered and theM IT approached®“= . R ecently, exper—
In ental evidence has been given for a critical grow th of

s N SIM OSFETsata nite density? coincident, w ithin
experin ental uncertainties, w ith the critical density for
the M IT®<. The qualitative question to which we give
an answer In this paper is w hether such a divergence is a
property of the ideally clean twovalkey V) 2DEG, the
sim plest m odel of electrons con ned in a SiM O SFETE,
or is due to som e other factor. It should be stressed
from the outset that the valley degree of freedom has
qualitative e ects on the 2DEG properties, m aking the
filly spin polarized uid never stablk?, at variance w ith
the onewvalley (V) 2DEG, and in portantly a ects the
M 71041,

C orrelation playsa crucialrole in the socalled EG, ie.,
electrons w ith a 1=r pair potential, m oving in a neutral-
izing charge background?. Its in portance grow s both
with lowering the density and the space dim ensional-
iy and tends to quantitatively and offen even qualita—
tively change the predictions of sim ple schem es, such as
the H artreeFock HF) or the random -phase approxin a—
tion RPA )2. In the low -density strongly-correlated EG ,
which would be m ore properly called an electron liquid,
the energy balance determ Ining the system properties is
plyed on a very m nute scale and, to get m eaningfil
predictions, a great accuracy such as the one a orded by
quantum M onte Carlo QM C) m ethods is necessary??.

QM C simulations have provided over the years
the method of choice for m icroscopic studies of the
2D EG 24344431647 " yrhich recently has been shown to
provide a rather accurate m odel for electrons con ned
in solid state devicest®. However, no QM C prediction
is available for ¢ in the 2V2DEG and other theoretical
estin ates, obtained either in RPAX22% orw ith a classical
m apping??, do not appear reliabk??. Here, to calculate

s We resort to extensive state-ofthe-art sin ulations of
the 2V2DEG, using the di usion M onte Carlo DM C)
technique?®. W e thus cbtaln for the rst tine the de-
pendence of the ground state energy on both the density
and the spin polarization, also in proving on Ref.|9, w ith
the use of tw ist-averaged boundary conditions (TABC )24
and trialwavefiinctions including back ow BF ).

II. CORRELATION ENERGY OF THE 2V2DEG

In the 2V2D EG electronspossessan additionaldiscrete
degree of freedom , ie. the vallkey avor or index, which
can be conveniently describbed wih a pseudospin. One
may identify electrons with given soin and pseudosoin
Indexes as belonging to a species or com ponent. A cocord—
ngly, the param agnetic 2V2DEG is a four-com ponent
system , while both the fully spinpolarized 2V2DEG and
the param agnetic 1ZV2DEG have two com ponents. For
the sake of sim plicity, we restrict here to the sym m etric
case w here the num ber ofelectrons and the spin polariza—
tion are the sam e for both valleys?®. T hus, at zero tem —
perature, the state of the sygta_n is fully speci ed by the
coupling param eter rg = 1= nag and the soin polar-
zation = @ nu)=n,wih n the totalelctron density,
ag the Bohr radius, nn» 4, the density ofup (down) spin
electrons. Below , R ydberg units are used throughout.

A . Sim ulation details

W e have perform ed sin ulations with the xed-phase
FP)2® DM C method, which gives the lowest upper
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TABLE I:Param eters of the analytic representation [2) and
[B) ofthe correlation energy ofthe 2V 2D EG , determ ined from
Eq. [ by a least squares t to the data listed in Table [IT.
The reduced chisquare is ~? = 482.A m arks constrained
param eters, whereas C, is xed to zero since it tumed out to
be irrelevant In the tting procedure. The param eters , .,
and , in Eq. [I) only concem the size extrapolation; their
optin alvalues are 0.056, 0.17, 2.03 and 045, resgpectively.

i=0 i=1 i=2
A; 099870 044570 0:0082290
B; ££(10 3 ) 085288 0:048979
C:  0:62208 76202 0

D; 0029726 16194 0051302
E;  1:6208 12714 25911
F: 0012856 0 0

G:i 066150 19692  15:072
Hi 0029765 36334 62343

11879

bound to the ground-state energy consistent with the
m any-body phase of a suitably chosen, com plex-valied
trial function. For real trial functions FP-DM C reduces
to the standard xed-node FN) approxin ation?3. A
com plex trial finction allow s using TABC24, which re—
duce the size dependence of the kinetic energy by one
order of m agnitude w ith respect to periodic boundary
conditions PBC).Furthem ore, shce TABC do not re—
quire closed shells n k-space there are no restrictions
on the num ber of electrons per com ponent, so that the
polarization can be changed by ipping any number of
spins, with xed total num ber of electrong?’ . Our trial
function is the product of Slater planewave PW ) de—
term nants (one per com ponent) and a Jastrow fActor:.
BF correlationst? are mcluded only or = 0and = 1,
but with FN-DM C and in PBC . Their contrbution to
the ground-state energy is then added to the PW en-—
ergies assum ing a quadratic dependence on polarization
as in Ref.[16)17. The ground-state energy per particle
Eyx (rs; ), calculated for severalvalies of i, , and the
electron number N , is recorded in Table[II of A ppendix
A.

B . A nalytic representation

Follow ing R ef.l17, we determ ine the energy per particle
E (r5s; ) ih thethem odynam ic lim by ttingto thedata
listed In Tabl[II an analytic expression which em bodies
the rs and  dependence as well as a Fem iliquid{lke
size correction:

Exy 7 ) = E@®; )+ Ty @7 )+ +

2 1 .
(N )3=2

The tting parameters ; ,; and , take into acoount
potentialenergy nitesizee ects,while Ty (rs; ) isthe
di erence ofthe non-interacting kinetic energy evaluated
at niteN with TABC and in the them odynam ic 1im it.
E (r5s; ) is custom arily decom posed as sum of the non-
interacting kinetic energy, o @; )= 1+ ?)=@2r?), the
exchangeenemyy, & (ts; )= 5 [A+ P72+ @ P77
and the unknown correlation energy e (rs; ), for which
we adopt the sam e analytical representation ofRef.|17,
X
el ws; )+
i=0;2

rs 21

e tsi )= (e i1(s); @)

+2 %+ =

=5 “)ex (5 0),

(6) _
whereey  (ts; )= & (i )
and the functions ; (rg) are de ned by

j_(rs) = A;j+ Birst Ci]:§+ Dirg)

1
n 1+

Eirg + Firgzz + Glrg + H i]ﬁg
@3)

W e constrain the correlation energy [2) to satisfy known
high{ and low density lin its (A ppendix B), reducing in
thisway the numberoffree tting param eters from 29 to
18. The correlation energy ofthe 2V2DEG , as given by
Egs. [@) and [@) wih the param eters listed .n Tabk[],
represents a central result of this work.

C . Phase diagram

In Fig.[ we plt the energies of the param agnetic
and the fully spin-polarized 2V2DEG . They are shown
by solid lines labeled w ith the number of com ponents,
N. = 4 and N. = 2, respectively. For com parison, we
also plot QM C resuls for other phases of the 2DEG :
N. = 1 labels the fully polarized onewalley 2DEG2,
whereas the 2D charged-boson uid2® correspondsto the
Ilim i of an In nite-com ponent 2D EG . T he energy of the
W igner crystal is known to be aln ost independent of
the num ber of com ponentst313; we report here the re-
sult of Ref.[15. W e note that at large rs as the number
of com ponents increases the ground-state energy appears
to quickly approach the in nite-com ponent lim it.

The dashed line HrN. = 2 in Fig.[d is the resulk of
Ref.l17 for the param agnetic 2D EG . Tts agreem ent w ith
our curve for the polarized 2V 2D EG is expected, but still
gratifying: the two calculationsdi erby details in the ex—
trapolation to the them odynam ic lim it, and the close—
ness of their results supports a good controlofthe nite—
size bias. The dashed line forN . = 4 is Instead the result
of Ref. |9 for the param agnetic 2V2DEG . Tts di erence
w ith the present results conveys a physical inform ation,
nam ely the quantitative e ect of BF correlations which
were not included in the previous sin ulations® . Back ow
In proves the nodal structure of the PW wave function,
yielding In the FN approxin ation a tighter upper bound
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FIG . 1: Energy per particle of various phases ofthe 2DEG at
T = 0. The energy label indicates the num ber N . of equiv—
alent com ponents In the hom ogeneous uid, or the bosonic
uid B), or the trdangular W igner crystal W C), as applica—
ble. Resuls of the present study are given by solid lines. T he
dashed lines are from Ref.ll] (E1,E, ),Ref.l9 E, ),Ref.l18
Ewc),andRef.l28 Ep ). Theinset showsE (rs; ) E (1;0)
from Eq. [2) (solid line) together with the sim ple quadratic
dependence E (rs;1) E (rs;0)1] 2 (dotted), forthe 2V2DEG,
and the resul for the 1V2DEG2! (dashed) magnied by a
factor 10, at rs = 25.

to the exact ground-state energy*?. Tt is known!’ that
BF correlations lower the FN energy more or N, = 2
than orN.= 1. Here we nd that the BF energy gain
rN. = 422 is smalkr than HrN. = 2 (see Tabk[O
of Appendix A), abei larger than for N, = 1. The
modest e ect of BF correlations for N . = 4 entails only
m arginal quantitative changes to the phase diagram of
the 2V2DEG predicted in Ref.|9. T he density of W igner
crystallization shifts to a slightly ower value, rs ’ 45.
Before discussing the spin polarization dependence of
the energy and our prediction for the soin susceptibility,
we should stress that our resuls provide the m ost ac—
curate available estin ate for the correlation energy e. of
the 2V2D EG ,which In tum isthe key ingredient for den—
sity functional theory O FT) studies of inhom ogeneous
twowvalley system s In 2D within the local spin density
approxin ation®?. The know ledge of e, allows also to
check the accuracy ofthe ansatzm ade in Ref.[31 to con—
struct the correlation energy of a system wih an arbi-
trary num ber of com ponents, . N ), in tem s of that of
the one valley system’. A com parison between ~ (N )
from Ref.[31, the present e., and the nom inally exact
QM C resuls Hr charged bosons?® (A ppendix C ) exposes
the lim ited accuracy of ~ N ) especially at large rg, in—
cluding its prediction®! of an unphysical transition be-
tw een the nodeless ground state ofthe In nite-com ponent
system and the antisym m etric ground state of the one-

2V-HF.
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FIG .2: Spin-susceptibility enhancem ent ofthe IV2D EG and
the 2V2DEG . The resuls of the present work are com pared
with HF and RPA1220 predictionsaswellasQM C resuls for
the one valley caset? . E xperim ental results for SiM O SFET s
are also shown3?.

com ponent 2DEG . Yet, the com parison between DFT
calculations oftw o-valley sym m etric system susing either
~ N ) or the present e, would provide a valuable test of
the adequacy of ~ N ) orDFT applications.

Our calculations con m the absence of a transition
from the param agnetic to the fully spinpolarized uid
in the twovalley symm etric system?. M oreover, in the
whole density range where the uid is stabk we nd no
evidence for the stability of a state w ith partial spin po—
larization. As illustrated n Fig.[ll orr, = 25, E (rs; )
digplays tsm inimum at = 0 and, Pr allpractical pur-
poses, can be considered a convex fiinction of 32. Con-—
vexity ensures that, by tuming on an in-plane m agnetic

eld B, the absolute m nimum displayed by the energy
goes continuously from = 0to = 1. If the energy
exhbits a Jocalm axinum or even an in ection point for
< 1, instead, the B driven transition to the fill spin
polarization becom es a rst-order one and is accom pa-—
nied by a im p in the polarization®3. This is clearly the
case orthe IV2DEG at ry = 25 also shown in Fig.[dl.

ITII. SPIN SUSCEPTIBILITY

T he spin susceptibility enhancem entt? ofthe 2V2DEG
is readily calculated using Eq. [2) as

h
=1

i,

2rs
S22 ) @)

I Fig.[2Jwe com pare ourQM C prediction w ith the avail-
abl experim ental resultts for electrons con ned n Si-
MOSFETs. It is evident that the 2V2DEG spin sus—
ceptibility m oderately overestin ates experim ents at high



density but largely underestin ates them at low density,
w here it does not display any critical growth. In fact

is a concave function of rg at alldensities where the uid
phase is stable. Indeed, a realistic description ofa 2D EG

In a solid state device requires consideration ofadditional
elem ents such as transverse thicknesst®2? and disorder
scatteringt® . A s the thickness is known to suppress the
soin susceptibility and a weak disorder to enhance i, at
present the only lkely candidate to explain the experi-
m entally observed criticalbehaviorof .2 appearstobea
weak disorder. Th Fig.[J we also report the QM C resuls
of a IV2DEGY!. T is clear that the valley degeneracy
causes a substantial suppression ofthe soin susogptibility,
In qualitative agreem ent w ith the e ect found in experi-
ments on A A s based quantum wells?, though for an -
plane anisotropic m ass. M oreover, ¢ (rs) changes from

a convex to a concave function in going from the 1V to
the 2V2DEG .W e also show in the gure the predictions
of HF and RPA . The general trend is that, while RPA

performm s som ew hat better than HF, both largely overes—
tin ate the QM C predictions and yield divergencesw hich
either have no counterpart n QM C, forthe 2V2DEG, or
In the best case take place at a density about 13 tines
larger than In QM C, for the IV2DEG . At last RPA

reverts the qualitatively w rong prediction of HF which
yields an enhancem ent of the spin susceptibility in going
from the one-to the twowvalley system .

Iv.. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION S

W e have reliably estin ated the spin susceptibility of
the 2V 2D E G , w hich provides the sin plest m odel for elec—
tronscon ned in SiM O SFET s. O ur resuls clearly point
to the crucial, qualitative role ofw eak disorder scattering
In determ ining the critical grow th ound in the m easured
susceptibility at Jow density® and to a likely m inor, quan-—
titative role of transverse thickness in suppressing the
susceptibility at high density. 2D electron system sin high
m obility Si#M O SFET ’s at tin es have been term ed ckan,
m eaning in fact w ithout adm ixture of bcalm om ents®, but
also m plicitly im plying that observed properties would
be disorder independent and would corresoond to those
of an ideally clean electron gas. This latter viewpoint,
fostered by the recent experin ental observation that the
e ective m ass enhancem ents of sam ples®?2 w ith peak
m obilities di ering by about one order ofm agniude ap—
pear to be the sam e w ithin error bars (of about 10% ),
is contradicted by our ndings. W e should stress indeed
that the sam ples of Refs. |34 and |35 are di erent on a
num ber of counts and not only for the am ount of disor-
der. E kctronsin (111) SiM O SFET &2 have (i) a sizeable
band m ass anisotropy m y=m , = 028, ie. comparable
with theonein ARRs quaptum wells?®, and (i) a trans-
verse thicknessparam eter (3)b=(rsag ) (seeeg.,Reflllé
for the de nition) which is m ore than tw ice the one In
(100) S¥M O SFET 2. Both e ects (m ass anisotropy and
thickness) are know n to suppress soin susceptibility in an

appreciable m annert®3¢ | M oreover, com paring the abso-
ute peak m obilities of Ref.|34 on the one hand and of
Ref.|35 on the other, ie. of system s w ith quantitatively
di erent length and energy scales (due to di erent band
m asses) is not appropriate. If 1 and ag are respectively
the m ean-free path and the e ective Bohr radius in a
given systam , we nd that the peak of I=(r;ap ) for the
EG ofRef.|34 is only 3 tin es an aller than that of the
EG ofRef.|35. Hence the experin ent in Ref.|34 In our
opinion is not at all conclusive in ruling out an e ect
of disorder on the e ective m ass, ket alone on the soin
susceptibility of these system s.

W e have also obtained: an assessn ent of the back-

ow e ectson the energy ofthe two-valley param agnetic
phase, which rem ains stable w ith respect to any partially
or fully polarized phase, up to the W igner crystallization;
an analytical t of the QM C ocorrelation energy, which
also Interpolatesbetw een exact high and low density lim —
is, and provides a local spin density functional orDFT
studies of two-valley system s; the clar indication that
an accurate acoount of correlation beyond RPA is cru—
cialwhen considering the properties ofboth the 1V —-and
2V2DEG.

APPENDIX A:DETAILSOF THE DM C
SIM ULATION S

The trial function was chosen of the usual Slater-
Jastrow fom, R) = DR)IR), where R
(r1; 5y ) represents the coordinates of the N elec—
trons. g he Jastrow factor is a pair product, JR) =
exp .l<ju(ri-) , wih u (r) the param eter-free RPA
pseudopotentia®® . The phase structure is  xed by the
com plex factorD = D , ie., a product of Slater de—
term Inants, one for each spin-valley com ponent.

M ost ofthe sin ulationsw ere carried out w ith the stan—
dard planewave PW ) choice for the oneparticle or-
bitals, DF" = detkxp(ik; $]. For = Oand =1
we also included back ow BF) oolg:e]atjonsm, DBF =
detlsxp (k; %), wherex; = ri+ Lo, (m5) @ 13)
and the BF finction (r) (of the orim suggested nt?)
was optin ized by m Inin ization of the variationalenergy.

W e sin ulated the in aghary-tin e evolution ofthe sys—
tem by a branching random walk, using a short-tim e ap—
proxim ation ofthe in portance-sam pled G reen’s finction
and exerting control on the number of wakers. Calcu—
lations were perform ed at ry = 1;2;5;10; 20; 40. For

= 0and = 1 we chose several values of the num ber
of electrons between N = 36 and N = 116, whereas
11 intermm ediate values of the polarization, de ned by

Ipping one spin at a tine, were studied for N = 52.
The twist average, for the PW simulations, was per—
fomedonameshde nedby g 1) = @@ 1=2);9, () =

J 1=2);1 i 8;1i J 8; =8L, wih L the
side of the sin ulation box. Long-range interactions were
dealt w ith the optin ized-splitting m ethod of R ef.|37.

E xtrapolation to zero tine step and in nite number



TABLE II:Dierence =FE °F (s; ) Ef" (rs; ) between

the BF and the PW energy (in Rydberg per particle) at se—
lected values of rs; ;N . In parentheses the statistical error
on the last digit.

rs |N N
1152 -0.0028 (1) 50 -0.0034 (1)
58 -0.0035(@)
90 -0.0032(1)
2 |52 0.00166(5) |42 -0.00175(9)
50 -0.00192 (9)
58 -0.00217(9)
5152 -0.00057(2) |50 -0.00077(3)
58 -0.00088 (3)

)

)

)

10|52 -0.00021 (1) |42 -0.00025 (1
84 -0.00022 (1) |50 -0.00030 2
58 -0.00032 (2
20(52 -0.000043 (6) |42 -0.000081 (7)
50 -0.000085 (7)
58 -0.000116 (6)
)
)
)

90 -0.000116 (6
40|52 -0.000020 (1) |50 -0.000020 (1
90 -0.000031 (1

ofwakersNy was also carried out at xed density, on
the assum ption that the and Ny dependences are ap—
proxin ately ndependent. Results at polarizations = 0,

" 05,and = land forabunchof @ ) valuieswere
used to establish the (Ny ) dependence of the energy
as function of ; these dependences, com bined together,
were then used to extrapolate to Ny = 1, = 0 the
energies calculated for all values of

W e record the di erence between BF and PW energies
at zero and fiill polarization in Table[II and the whole
set of energies extrapolated to Ny = 1, = 0 and
incliding the back ow correction in Table[ID.

APPENDIX B:HIGH AND LOW DENSITY
LIM IT OF THE CORRELATION ENERGY OF
THE FOUR COMPONENT 2DEG

W e directly referto Reflll] orboth thers ! 1 Im i,
whose lading term s in r. ! and s ** are independent
of the num ber of com ponents®?, and the ry ! 0 Iim it at

= 1, which is the sam e two-com ponent system as the
onevalley case at = @7.

Here we only need to specify the high-density lim it
for the four-com ponent system , Iim 1 g e (ts;0) = Ap +
B rs In rs. G eneralizing the procedure of Ref.|39 to the
multivalley case, we write e, as the sum of the second-

order exchange energy ezﬂO ) and the ring contribution eér) ,

whose low est order ez(r) is the direct term of the second-

order energy per particke. It tums out that ez(b) isa con—
stant, independent of ry and the num ber of com ponents
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FIG . 3: Phase diagram of the m ulticom ponent 2D EG : liquid
phases. Solid E4 and E, from the present work, solid E; and
longdashed E, from Ref.l17,Ep from Ref.l28. E;, and Es
are from Ref.|31]. One- and two-com ponent energies from
Ref.|3] coincide w ith Ref.|17’s ones by construction.

ofthe system , N ., while ez(r) = ez(r) N ) depends only on
N .. Furthem ore, we notice that the ring contribution
scaks with N. asel” (jNo) = Nof (No ~), so that

the follow ing scaling law holds

(r) (r) P
e (rs7d)= 2e;' 4 2r5;2): ®B1)
By applying the scaling law [B1)) to the leading tem s
ofe, we nd Ay = e + 2ef' 2) = 0:99870, B, =
16 10 3 )=@3 ).

APPENDIX C:CHECK OF AN APPROXIM ATE
MULTICOMPONENT CORRELATION ENERGY

Ih Fig.[3we show a com parison between them ulticom —
ponent correlation energy ~ N ) of Ref.|31 and various
sim ulation resuls, ncluding the present tw o-valley calcu—
lation, and the nom inally exact QM C resuls for charged
bosons?® . Total energies are displayed. The scake of the

gure, em phasizes the lim ited accuracy of ~ NN ) In the
large rg regin e.
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TABLE III: D ata used for the t described in the paper. Twist-averaged DM C energy In Rydberg per particle Ey (rs; ),
calculated at nite N, extrapolated to zero tine step and in nite number of walkers, and including BF correlations; in
parentheses the statistical error on the last two gures shown. The back ow correction was cbtained from Table [[J em ploying
the resuls at the largest N available.

rs| N En (ts; ) | N En (ts; ) | N Ey (rs; )

1|1 36 0 -0.76940(15) | 5] 36 0 -0308540(26)|20| 36 0 -0.930324(80)
36 1 -0.42501@21) 36 1 0299849 (46) 36 1 -0.92705@13)
52 0 -0.76418(14) 52 0 -0.30800125) 42 1 -0.092681(13)
52 1/13 -0.76192(14) 52 1/13 -0.307933(26) 52 0 -0.0929597(79)
52 2/13 -0.75430(15) 52 2/13 0307727 (26) 52 1/13 -0.0929559(80)
52 3/13 -0.74537(15) 52 3/13 0307614 (27) 52 2/13 -0.0929483(81)
52 4/13 -0.73040(15) 52 4/13 -0.307191 (28) 52 3/13 -0.0929498 (83)
52 5/13 -0.71189(16) 52 5/13 0306660 (29) 52 4/13 -0.0929340 (85)
52 6/13 -0.68872(16) 52 6/13 -0.305994 (31) 52 5/13 -0.0929046 (87)
52 7/13 -0.66258(17) 52 7/13 0305416 (33) 52 6/13 -0.0928788 (91)
52 8/13 -0.63301(17) 52 8/13 -0.304745(35) 52 7/13 -0.0928636 (96)
52 9/13 -0.59922(18) 52 9/13 -0.303896(37) 52 8/13 -0.092842(10)
52 10/13 055908 (19) 52 10/13 0302872 (39) 52 9/13 -0.092816(11)
52 11/13 -0.51827(19) 52 11/13 -0.301915 (42) 52 10/13 -0.092765(11)
52 1 -0.42381(21) 52 1 0299624 (46) 52 11/13 -0.092735(12)
84 0 -0.76258(14) 84 0 -0307778(25) 52 1 -0.092659(13)
84 1 -0.42201(21) 84 1 0299197 (45) 84 0 -0.0929138(79)
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