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Abstract

Them agneticpolarization induced by nonm agneticim puritiessuch asZn

in high Tccupratecom poundsisstudied by thevariationalM onteCarlo sim -

ulation. The variationalwave function is constructed from the eigenstates

obtained from Bogoliubov de G ennes m ean �eld Ham iltonian for the two-

dim ensionalt� J m odel. A Jastrow factor isintroduced to accountforthe

induced m agneticm om entand therepulsion between holesand theim purity.

A substantialenergy gain isobtained by form ing an antiferrom agnetic polar-

ization covering 4 or 5 lattice sites around the im purity. W e also found the

doping dependencefortheinduced m agnetic m om entconsistentwith experi-

m ents.
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Recently a num berofexperim ents,theneutron scattering1,nuclear-m agnetic-resonance

(NM R)2;3 and scanning tunneling m icroscopy (STM )4{6,have been carried out to study

the im purity e�ecton the electronic transportand m agnetic propertiesin high Tc cuprate

com pounds.Thesestudiesprovideadetailinform ation abouttherelationship between m ag-

netism and superconductivity in high Tc cuprates.Thenonm agneticim purity Zn wasfound

tosuppressTc m orestrongly than m agneticim purity Ni,even though both replaceCu in the

CuO 2 plane
7. The am azingly accurate m easurem entofthe localdensity ofstates(LDOS)

by STM 4{6 alsoprovidesvery di�erentspectraforZn and Ni.Thespin dynam icsstudied by

theneutron scatteringexperim entsrevealsthatthelow-energy spin uctuationsarestrongly

enhanced neartheim purity and them agneticexcitation attheantiferrom agneticwavevec-

tor(�;�)disappearswith Zn doping in the underdoped region8;9. Itisinteresting to �nd

from theNM R and SQUID experim entsthatboth thenonm agneticZn and them agneticNi

im puritiesinducealocalm agneticm om enton Cu sitessurroundingtheim purity in thenor-

m alstate.Thebroadening of63Cu and 17O NM R lineshasbeen attributed toadistribution

ofm agneticm om entsora spatially inhom ogeneousspin polarization extending overseveral

latticesitesaround theim purity.On theotherhand som eexperim ents10 found noevidences

oftheexistenceoflocalm agneticm om ents,atleastin theoptim um and overdoped sam ples.

M ore carefultheoreticaland experim entale�ortsto exm ine the m agnetic polarization are

needed to clarify thisissue.

So farm ost ofthe theoreticalwork has been based upon phenom enologicalBCS type

m odels with em phasis on understanding ofthe LDOS.The observed nearly-zero-energy-

resonance peak near Zn im purity was explained very early by Balatsky,Salkola and co-

workers11{14 by assum ing Zn to bean unitary im purity.Studies15{20 based upon t� J type

m odelshave also successfully explained the LDOS.There are only few studies18 aboutthe

structureofm agneticpolarization induced by them agneticm om entbinded to thenonm ag-

netic im purity and the screening ofthis m om ent by otherelectrons. However in a recent

paper21 Tsuchiuraetal.useGutzwillerapproxim ation andtheBogoliubov-deGennes(BdG)

approach forthet� J m odeland they �nd noevidenceoftheexistenceofthelocalm om ents
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around theZn im purity.They also concluded thattheelectron avoidstheim purity instead

ofbeing binded to it. A m uch m ore carefulexam ination ofthe e�ect ofa non-m gnetic

im purity in thet� J m odelisneeded to resolvethecontroversy.

Com paring with other phenom enologicalm odels,the t� J m odelhas m uch stronger

m agneticcorrelation and itm ay lead to a di�erentpictureaboutthem agneticpolarization

around theim purity.However,previousstudiesofthet-Jm odelusetheBdG approach with

orwithouttheGutzwillerapproxim ation and theno-doubly-occupied constraintim posed by

the t� J m odelisonly taken into accounton the average orapproxim ately. Itvery likely

underestim atestheantiferrom agneticcorrelation inherentin thet� J m odel.Anotherissue

hasnotbeen addressed adequately beforeisthedopingdependenceoftheinduced m agnetic

m om ent. Very di�erent results reported by NM R experim ents2;7;10 m ay be related to the

doping dependence.

In this paper we willim pose the constraint rigorously by using the variationalM onte

Carlo approach23 to study the e�ect ofnonm agnetic Zn im purity on the ground state of

the t� J m odel. The ground state trialwave function is �rst constructed by assum ing

d-RVB orderparam etersin theBdG approach.Then thevariationalwavefunction isshown

to be greatly im proved by adding a Jastrow factor to account for the strong m agnetic

correlation. W e found a large energy gain by having an antiferrom agnetic polarization

around the im purity with size about 4 to 5 lattice sites as observed in 63Cu NM R data2

in the underdoped region. The signi�cant suppression ofthe m agnitude ofthe induced

m om entand itspolarization size asdoping increasesto optim um doping isalso consistent

with experim entalobservations3;7.In addition,ourresultalso providesa reason to explain

the sim ilarity between results3 m easured forLi+ and Zn2+ .Contrary to thework reported

in Ref.(21)weshow thatelectronsarealwaysattracted to theim purity.Butthee�ectgets

weakerwhen num berofholesincreases.

The m odelwe consideristhediluteim purity lim itofthetwo-dim ensionalt� J m odel.

The interaction between im purities is neglected. Zn2+ [3d10]has totalspin S = 0 and its

second ionization energy isabout18eV .Nearchem icalpotentialtheconduction electron is
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estim ated to encountera repulsive localpotentialU0 � 18:9eV 24 when itscatterswith the

Zn im purity.Thisism uch largerthan thebandwidth (2eV )ofthedx2�y 2 band of3d Cu2+

electrons.Thus,thenonm agneticim purity Zn can be described roughly by a spin vacancy

in theunitary lim it.W estartfrom theHam iltonian,

H = �t
X

< ij> ;�

PG (c
y

i�cj� + h:c:)PG + J
X

< ij>

(Si� Sj�
1

4
ninj)+

X

i

(U0�i;I � �)ni�; (1)

where I labels the site ofthe im purity. In the standard notation,the < ij > m eans the

sum m ation overnearest neighbors and PG =
Q

i(1� ni"ni#)isthe Gutzwiller’s projection

operatorthatprohibitsdouble occupancy. W ithin the m ean �eld approxim ation,the BdG

equation isderived
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Hereumi and vmi aretheBogoliubov am plitudescorrespondingtotheeigenvalueE m ;�ij and

� ij are the bond and resonating-valence-bond (RVB) order param eters de�ned by �ij =

P

� < c
y

i�cj� > and � ij =< ci#cj" � ci"cj# >,respectively;� isthe hole density. They are

determ ined self-consistently by

�ij = 2
X

m

v
m �
i v

m
j (5)

� ij = �2
X

m

u
m �
i v

m
j (6)

� =
1

N

X

m ;i

(ju
m
i j

2
� jv

m
i j

2
); (7)

4



The solution found atzero tem perature had already been shown by severalgroups19;20 to

have a nearly-zero-energy resonance for the LDOS when U0 is very large com pared to J

ort. The orderparam eters � ij nearthe im purity are suppressed and a sm allcom ponent

ofs-wave pairing is induced. In the slave-boson m ean �eld theory,22 the m agnetic corre-

lation obtained isoverestim ated. The sim plestway to correctthisde�ciency isto use the

eigenvectorsobtained by BdG equationsto constructa variationalwave function with the

projection operatorsrigorously im posed.Fortheuniform case23 a sim ilarm ethod hasbeen

used successfully.

Following the work by Yokoyam a and Shiba25 and Him eda etal.26,we write this trial

wavefunction fortheground statein term sofa Slaterdeterm inantofN e=2 dim ension,

j� >= PG (
X

ij

(U
�1
V )ijc

y

i"c
y

j#)
N e=2j0>; (8)

whereU andV inEq.(8)arethem atricesofumi andvmj ,respectively.W ithouttheGutzwiller

projection operator,thiswave function isexactly the sam e asBdG ground state butwith

�xed N e electrons.Therelation ofthiswavefunction with superconductivity in theabsence

ofim purity wasdiscussed in Refs.(22,24). M ostpropertiescalculated with orwithoutthe

Gutzwillerprojection operatorare quite sim ilarasshown by Zhang etal.27. However,the

spin-spin correlation calculated by BdG (Eq.(2))isvery m uch sm allerthan by Eq.(8).

Itshould be noted thatthe trialwave function in Eq.(8)isa param agnetic RVB state

without the antiferrom agnetic long range order (AF LRO).In a uniform system without

im purityatlow doping,� < 0:06,thisstateisunstable28 withrespecttotheAF LRO.Totake

into accountAF LRO,wecould eitheradd a Jastrow factor28,such asexp(�hu
P

i(�1)
iSi

z),

tom odify thetrialwavefunction orwecould includespin density waveorderparam eter29;30

to the originalBdG equations. Since both approaches obtain alm ost identicalresults,we

shallusea Jastrow factorhere.

In addition to the issue ofAF LRO at low doping, we are also concerned with the

lack of consideration of strong correlation in the m ean �eld theory of BdG equations.

Use ofGutzwillerapproxim ation21 in BdG would im prove butitstillm ay notbe enough.
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W hen theno-double-occupancy constraintisincluded exactly,wecould exam inetheissueof

attraction21 orrepulsion16{18 ofholesby theim purity m oreaccurately.Henceweintroduce

a Jastrow factortoreecttheinuenceoftheim purity on thenear-by holedistribution and

m agneticpolarization.Thisnew trialwave function is

j I >= exp(�
X

i

((�1)
i
hiS

z
i +

�(1� ni)

R i

))j� >; (9)

where R i =
q

(xi� xI)
2 + (yi� yI)

2 is the distance from the im purity site denoted by I.

The�rstterm in theexponentin Eq.(9)introducesa spatialdependentstaggered m agnetic

�eld,which consists oftwo term s,hi = hu +
h0
R i

. hu provides a uniform AF LRO at low

doping with orwithoutthe im purity. h0 isused to describe the enhanced AF correlation

e�ect around the im purity. This enhancem ent willrepelholes away from the im purity.

Hence we include the second term associated with � forthisrepulsion. Notice thatif� is

negative,then theholeisattracted totheim purity and theelectron isrepelled from it.The

valuesofhu,h0 and � are determ ined by m inim izing the variationalenergy. In Eq.(9)we

havechosen 1

R
form to sim ulatetheextentofthespin polarization around theim purity.W e

have exam ined severalotherfunctionalform sand resultsare aboutthe sam e aslong asit

covers a substantialregion around the im purity. Below we willreport m ostly the results

obtained from j I > with 1

R
form .Then wewillalso show thatsim ilarresultsareobtained

with a di�erenttrialfunction j 0
I > using 1

R 2
form . The latterhasbeen previously shown

by G.Khaliullin etal.18 to bethespatialdistribution oftheim purity-induced m om ent.

Our attention is also focued on the spatialm agnetic polarization near the im purity.

W ithout loss ofgenerality the im purity is supposed to be situated at the center ofthe

lattice. Thus,we can use the periodic boundary condition for the num ericalcalculation.

For the 8x8, 12x12 and 16x16 lattice sizes we �nd that the spin cloud induced by the

im purity extends only severallattice sites and allthe quantities we are concerned with,

including thelocalm agnetization and thespin-spin corrlation function,haveno qualitative

and signi�cantchangeswith the changeofthe latticesize.Thisisbecause thelattice sizes

weused arelargeenough forthepolarized spin cloud.Herewepresentthenum ericalresults
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obtained fora 12� 12 lattice in the zero tem perature lim itwith t=J = 3 and U0 = 100J.

In this paper J is our basic energy unit. W e solve self-consistently the BdG equations

and obtain the orderparam eters�ij,� ij and the BdG am plitudesU and V . The pairing

orderparam eters� ij can be decom posed into extended s-wave and d-wave com ponentsas

� d(i)=
1

4
(� x(i)+ � �x (i)� � y(i)� � �y (i))and � s(i)=

1

4
(� x(i)+ � �x (i)+ � y(i)+ � �y (i)).

The d-wave com ponent is suppressed around the im purity site and it induces a sm alls-

wavepairing com ponentwhich isconsistentwith othergroup’sresults20;31.In principle,the

Jastrow factorintroduced could m odifythedistribution oftheorderparam eters.In practice,

tuning the valuesofthe orderparam etersaround the solutionsofthe self-consistent BdG

equationshaslittlee�ecton thephysicalquantitiesdiscussed below,excepta slightly lower

ground state energy is obtained. After obtaining the BdG solution and m atrices U and

V ,we carry outthe VM C sim ulation to determ ine the optim ized ground state energy.105

sam pleswere used in each M C sim ulation to m easure the physicalquantities. Since there

arethreevariationalparam eters:hu,h0 and �,thecalculation to�nd theoptim alsolution is

quiteinvolved.Hereweonly reportthem ain results.In Fig.1 weshow energy persiteasa

function of� fortwo doping concentrations.In Fig.1(a)fordoping concentration � = 0:055

and hu = 0:05,resultsforh0 = 0:2 (solid circles)and h0 = 0 (open cirlces)are com pared.

Fig.1(b)showsthatthe lowestenergy for� = 0:152 isachieved forhu = 0:0,h0 = 0:0 and

� = 0:2.Itisnoted thattheenergy isquitesensitiveto thevalueof�.Thelowestenergy is

acquired forpositive �,thustheholeisrepelled away from theim purity whilethem om ent

isbinded to theim purity.

W e com pare the optim alground-state energy per site calculated from the trialwave

functionsj� > and j I > in TableI.In thethird row wealso listthetotalenergy di�erence

(�E )between thesetwo wavefunctions.Thevariationalparam etersfortheoptim ized wave

function arelisted in thetableII.

TableI:Optim algroud stateenergy persiteasa function ofholedensity fortwo trialwave

functions:j� > and j I >.Thethird row liststheirtotalenergy di�erence
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Doping � 0.028 0.055 0.083 0.111 0.139 0.152

j� > -1.207�0.002 -1.336�0.004 -1.475�0.002 -1.611�0.003 -1.738�0.003 -1.801�0.002

j I > -1.224�0.001 -1.351�0.001 -1.487�0.002 -1.623�0.003 -1.748�0.002 -1.806� 0.001

�E -2.4�0.4 -2.3�0.7 -1.7�0.6 -1.7�0.9 -1.4�0.7 -0.7� 0.3

Table II:Optim ized variationalparam eters for j I >. The values in the parenthesis are

fortheclean system withoutim purity.

Doping � 0.028 0.055 0.083 0.111 0.139 0.152

hu 0.1(0.1)0.05(0.05) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0)

h0 0.3(0) 0.2(0) 0.05(0)0.03(0) 0(0) 0(0)

� 0.8(0) 0.6(0) 0.4(0) 0.4(0) 0.2(0)0.2(0)

Asshown in Table Ithe Jastrow factorwhich sim ulatesthe m agnetic polarization around

the im purity in Eq.(9)reduces the energy ofthe projected BdG wave function j� > by a

signi�cantam ount. Although the energy persite hasbeen im proved only by a very sm all

am ount,the totalenergy gain is greater than 0:7J. This is a very large energy gain due

to the inuence ofa single im purity. Italso clearly dem onstratesthatBdG approach has

signi�cantly underestim ated them agneticcorrelation surrounding theim purity.

Table IIshows that hu is zero,i.e. there is no AF LRO for doping greater than 0:08

with orwithouttheim purity.Thisisexpected asa singleim purity cannotinduceLRO for

the whole system . At the underdoped region,for� = 0:083 � 0:11,although there isno

uniform AF LRO,thespinsaround theim purity tend to form a localAF cloud asreected

by thenonvanishingparam eterh0.Itshould becautioned thatin thiscaseourtrialfunction

j I > has broken the spin up-down sym m etry. A m ore accurate description ofthis state

should be a state with a uctuating localAF polarization butwithout�xing the m om ent
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in a particulardirection.For� � 0:139 although h0 = 0 and thereisno apparentm agnetic

polarization around theim purity,theholesarestillrepelled from theim purity.Thisresult

disagreeswith theresultreported by Tsuchiura etal.21.

Toexam inethem agneticpolarization induced around theim purity m oreclosely,wehave

calculated thedi�erenceofthelocalm agnetization < Sz(R)> and thespin-spin correlation

function < Sz(n)Sz(n+ R)> between system swith and withoutim purity.Both resultsare

plotted in Fig.2 as a function ofthe square ofthe distance from the im purity for several

dopant densities. (�1)R (< Sz(R) > � < Sz(R) > 0) shown in Fig.2(a) indicates that

< Sz(R)> isenhanced neartheim purity.< ::> 0 isfortheclean system withoutim purity.

For� � 0:083 thereisno AF LRO and theinduced m agnetization only existswithin a few

lattice constantsaround the im purity. In Fig. 2(b)we show thatthe spin-spin correlation

isalso enhanced nearthe im purity. Site n isone ofthe nearestneighborsofthe im purity.

Again the enhancem ent is weaker when the doping increases. This is consistent with the

experim entalobservation.

In Fig. (3)we plotthe im purity induced spin and charge pro�les,�S 2 =< S2

i > � <

S2

i > 0,and �N h =< N h
i > � < N h

i > 0 respectively,fortwodi�erentdopantconcentrations.

Here N h
i = 1� ni� � ni�� . Itcan be seen thatthe holesare keptaway from the im purity

and a spin cloud isform ed around theim purity.Astheholedoping increasesthespin cloud

becom essm allerin size.

To estim ate the size ofthe induced m agnetic polarization and theinduced m om ent,we

calculate M (R) = 3g <

q

(
P N R

i (�1)iSz
i)

2 >,where the Lande g factor g = 2 and N R is

the num ber ofsites within radius R ofthe im purity. The di�erence between the induced

m agnetization with and without im purity,M (R)� M 0(R),is plotted as a function ofR 2

in Fig.4. Resultsobtained by using j� > and j I > are shown in Fig. 4(a)and Fig. 4(b),

respectively.In theinsetofFig.4(b),resultsfor� = 0:111,0:139 and 0:152 areshown with

a di�erentscale. The saturation ofvaluesofM (R)� M 0(R)atlarge R indicatesthatthe

induced m agnetization hasa �niteextent.W eshallde�nethesizeoftheinduced m agnetic

polarization to beR c.AtR = R c M (R)� M 0(R)reachesabout70% ofitssaturated values.
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Thism om entism uch largerforj I > than forj� >. Hence the localstaggered m agnetic

�eld,hi,and the repulsion between im purity and hole introduced by the Jastrow factorin

Eq.(9)hasenhanced theinduced m om ent.

In Fig. 4(b) we have used hi = hu +
h0
R i

and 1

R
for the repulsion between hole and

im purity in Eq.(9)forj I >. To exam ine the sensitivity ofthe resultto the choice ofthe

R dependence,wechange 1

R
to 1

R 2
forboth hi and therepulsion term in theJastrow factor.

The optim ized variationalenergiesare alm ostthe sam e asthe resultsreported in Table I.

The results for the induced m agnetic polarization is plotted in Fig. 4(c) which are quite

sim ilarto Fig.4(b).

Resultsin Fig.(4)show thatthein theAF LRO statesor� � 0:083,theinduced m agne-

tization ism uch larger.W hen thereisno LRO theinduced m agnetization decreasesrapidly

with increasingholeconcentraion.Thisisconsistentwith experim ents10.Itisalsoconsistent

with the theoreticalresultreported by Tsuchiura etal.21. Butwe do notagree with their

conclusion thattheholesareattracted toward theim purity.On thecontrary,wehaveshown

abovethattheholesarerepelled away from theim purity to lowertheirkineticenergy.This

e�ectm ightgivean explanation tothesim ilarity3 between Li+ and Zn2+ .Theholesarealso

repelled away from theLito gain energy.

The induced m om ent M = (M (R c)� M 0(R c))=N R c
and the square ofthe size ofthe

induced cloud,R 2

c are plotted asa function ofhole concentration in Fig. 5 and itsinset,

respectively.Fortheholeconcentration � � 0:055,thelocalm agneticm om entweobtained is

about0:5�B ascom pared with theexperim entalvalue0:4� 1�B fortheZn 4% substitution

and di�erentdopings.Therapid decreaseofthesizeoftheinduced spin cloud could bedue

to thescreening by theconducting carriers17;3.

In sum m ary,the m agnetic polarization induced by nonm agnetic im purities in high Tc

cuprate com pounds is studied by com bining the variationalM onte Carlo sim ulation and

Bogoliubov de Gennes m ean �eld Ham iltonian for the two-dim ensionalt� J m odel. A

Jastrow factorisintroduced to accountfortheinduced m agneticm om entand therepulsion

between holesand the im purity. A substantialenergy gain isobtained when the holesare

10



repelled and theantiferrom agnetic polarization isenhanced neartheim purity.Thedoping

dependence fortheinduced m agneticm om entisconsistentwith experim ents.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Variationalenergies plotted as a function ofthe im urity-hole repulsion param eter �.

Fig.(a)and (b)are fordi�erentvaluesofthe param etersasspeicifed in the�gure.

FIG .2. Enhancem entof(a)Sz and (b)spin-spin correlation function fordi�ferentholedensities

plotted asa function ofthe squareofthe distance from theim purity.

FIG .3. Spin and chargepro�lesfordi�erentholedensitiescalculated byj I > .Theparam eters

are listed in thetable II.

FIG .4. The induced m agnetic polarization,M (R)� M 0(R),plotted as a function ofR 2 for

di�erenthole densities,obtained from (a)the BdG wave function j� > and (b)the wave function

j I > .Theparam etersarelisted in thetableII.In theinset,� = 0:111,0:139 and 0:152 areshown

with a di�erentscale.(c)isobtained from j 0
I > which issim ilarto j I > used in (b)butwith a

di�erentfunctionalform forthe Jastrow factorasdiscussed in the text.The param etersused are

� = 0:028,hu = 0:1,h0 = 0:2,� = 1:2;� = 0:055,hu = 0:05,h0 = 0:1,� = 1:0;� = 0:083,hu = 0,

h0 = 0:025,� = 0:8.

FIG .5. The induced m agnetic m om entplotted asa function ofhole density.In the inset,the

size ofthespin cloud versushole density.Theparam etersare listed in Table II.

15



(a)

-0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2

E
n
e
rg

y

-1.352

-1.350

-1.348

-1.346

-1.344

-1.342

-1.340

-1.338

-1.336

h
u=0.05, h0=0.2

h
u
=0.05, h

0
=0

δ=0.055

(b)

λ

-0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2

E
n
e
rg

y

-1.807

-1.806

-1.805

-1.804

-1.803

-1.802

-1.801

-1.800

-1.799

-1.798

hu=0, h0=0, δ=0.152

16



(a)

-10 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

(-
1
)R

(<
S

z
(R

)>
-<

S
z
(R

)>
0
)

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

δ=0.028

δ=0.055

δ=0.083

δ=0.111

(b)

R
2

-10 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

(-
1
)R

(<
S

z
(n

)S
z
(n

+
R

)>
-<

S
z
(n

)S
z
(n

+
R

)>
0
)

-0.04

-0.02

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

0.12

0.14

17



-0.02

-0.01

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0
1

2
3

4
5

6
7

8
9

10
11
12
13

0123456789101112

<
S

i2
>

-<
S

i2
>

0

i

j

(a)

-0.04

-0.03

-0.02

-0.01

0.00

0.01

0.02

0
1

2
3

4
5

6
7

8
9

10
11
12
13

0123456789101112

<
N

ih
>

-<
N

ih
>

0

i

j

(b)

-0.02

-0.01

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0
1

2
3

4
5

6
7

8
9

10
11
12
13

0123456789101112

<
S

i2
>

-<
S

i2
>

0

i

j

(c)

-0.06

-0.04

-0.02

0.00

0.02

0.04

0
1

2
3

4
5

6
7

8
9

10
11
12
13

0123456789101112

<
N

ih
>

-<
N

ih
>

0

i

j

(d)

δ=0.055

δ=0.055

δ=0.083

δ=0.083

18



(b)

-10 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

M
(R

)-
M

0
(R

)

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

(a)
M

(R
)-

M
0
(R

)

-10

-5

0

5

10

15

20

25

(c)

R2

-10 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

M
(R

)-
M

0
(R

)

-10

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

R
2

0 20 40 60 80

M
(R

)-
M

0
(R

)

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

δ=0.153

δ=0.028
δ=0.055
δ=0.083
δ=0.111
δ=0.139

19



δ

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.16

M
(µ

B
)

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

δ

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.16

R
c

2

0

10

20

30

40

20


