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A bstract

By ab initio LM TO calculations in atom ic-sphere approxim ation
w e have studied the Interlayer exchange coupling between Fe In s sep—
arated by Au spacersin in nite Fe/Au m ulilayersw ith (001) interface
ordentation. W e also perform ed detailed calculations ofthe m agnetiza—
tion and charge pro lsacrossthe system . W e nd an enhancem ent of
the Fem om ents at the interface, which amountto 2:8 g instead of
the buk value 0of22 3, and we also nd a slight m agnetic polariza—
tion of the order of 001 3 at the Au interface layers. T hese resuls
do not depend sensitively on the lattice constants assum ed in the cal-
culation. W hen we try to optin ize our resultsw ith respect to the ratio
Rre=Ray ofthe W ignerSeitz spheres for the m utual com ponents, we
often nd the optim um near charge neutrality of the interface m ono—
layers: H owever, this is not always the case, and usually the sign and
the m agnitude of the exchange coupling depend sensitively on the op—
tim al choice of the abovem entioned ratio. In particular, for Fes /A uz
we nd an anom aly w ith a large dipole m om ent at the interface and a
related anom aly of the exchange coupling.
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1 Introduction

It iswellknown m eanw hilke that in m etallic m agnetic m ultilayers w ith
ferrom agnetic Ins g. Fe, Co,...) ssparated by non-m agnetic or an—
tiferrom agnetic spacers ( eg. Cu, Cr,...) there exists a pronounced
Indirect exchange coupling between the m agnetic layers, m ediated by
the coherent tunneling of the electrons through the spacer ({I, 2, 3)).
T his coupling is explained by RK K Y —like or electronic Fabry-P erot-lke
interference theories (eg. K, H]) orby theories stressing the (partial)
con nem ent of certain kinds ofthe electrons (e4g. [6‘]) In speci ¢ layers,
or by ab initio caleulations eg. [4, 8,'9]). Here we have applied an
ab initio calculation to (001)-Fe,/Au, mulilayers, which are all pe-
riodically continued in the direction perpendicular to the layers, w ith
the purpose to study in detail not only the above-m entioned exchange
coupling, but also to m onior the changes of the m agnetic m om ent and
charge density pro les near the interface. Ik was also our Intention
to see, how the resuls depend on details of the com putation concem-—
Ing the atom ic radii n an atom ic-sphere approxin ation A SA) for a
binary systam . In this respect, our results tum out to be Interest—
Ing In iself, and often they do not depend sensitively on the above-
m entioned details. H owever, there are exceptions, which we point out,
and which show that som etin es the standard ab-nitio calculations,
w here the atom ic positions at the Interface are xed, are questionable
In the present context, ie. one should expect considerable interface
relaxations or even reconstructions, which are acocom panied by changes
In the m agnetic coupling et vice versa.

2 The form alism

Weusethe IMTO (Linearized M u n-Tin O roial) program ofO K.
A nderson and cow orkers In isnon-relativistic version and in the atom ic
Sohere approxin ation @A SA ), however wih the so-called ‘com bined
corrections’ and the accurate k-space summ ation, [10,11]. (n allour
calculations, the num ber of k-pointswas 8000 = 20 20 20).

T he '‘com bined corrections’ take Into acoount (i) the states ofhigher
angular m om entum , eg. the fstates, which are othermw ise neglected,
as usual, n our LM TO calculations for Fe and Au, and (i) at the



sam e tin e they take into account the fact that the A SA spheres are,
on one hand, overlapping In parts of the space, whereas on the other
hand there ram ain 'interstitial’ regions, which are com pletely outside
the spheres: For elem ental m etals the ‘combined corrections’ reduce
the corresponding m istakes e ciently, [0, ¥1]; however for the present

binary m ultilayer system s these m istakes m ay stillbelong to the m ain
weaknesses of the ASA (see below, and [12]).

Conceming the structure, we use a hard-core m odel for Au grown
on bocFe (@=2.78 A ), or som etim es, ifexplicitly stated, also Fe grown
on focAu, wih (001) Interfaces (foc nearest-neighbour A u-A u distance:
2.88A ). A susual, we assum e that the hard-core diam eters ofthe atom s
are dentical w ith the nearest-neigbour distances in both structures).
These sin pli ed structuralm odels for Fe, /Ay, mulilayers ssem jis-
ti ed by the thorough studies of Fullerton et al, f13].

O ur calculation is fully selfconsistent conceming charge densities,
soin densities, and energies W ith the usual contributions from the ki-
netic energy, attraction of the electrons by the nuclki, M adelung ener-
gies from atom sw ith di erent nuclkar charge, Coulom b repulsion and
exchange-correlation energy of the electrons), see [L(], and as in our
preceding calculations, [I, 8, , 14], the standard local spin density
approxin ation (LSDA) ofvan Barth and Hedin has been used, [13].

In the atom ic sphere approxin ation fora two-com ponent m ultilayer
systam , there is however the follow ing freedom : T he ‘average sohere
radius’ W = BV=@ N)I is of course xed Pr a given mulilayer,
where N is the total num ber of atom s In an elem entary c=ll, and V
= n,V; + nyVy) its volum e, however the ratio

R;=W = fN=h; + n, V,=Vy)lg"° @)

isnot. Here n; re.n, are the numbers of Fe regp. Au atom s In the
elem entary cell, and V; resp.V, are the corresponding atom ic volum es,
ie.V;= 4 R}=3.

In our fom er calculations, we have alw ays taken forV; and V, those
valies, which these quantities have in the elam ental m etals, nam ely
Vre = 1182 A% and Va, = 1698 A3, which corresponds to R =W
094 fornge = Nay = 1. Ancother choicewould beR;=W = 1. However
here we consider R ;=W as a variational param eter for our calculation,
and thus we present results below , where R=W ER.=W = R W )



is varied between 094 and 1. W e stress at this place that every
variation ofR ; m ust of course be accom panied by a welkde ned change
ofR,, such that anf + ang rem ains xed. A lso all atom ic positions
rem aln xed In our approach.

3 Resuls

In Fig. 1, we present resuls for Fe, /A u,-m ultilayers, always w ith the
above-m entioned (001)-orentation. The gure contains four parts,
nam ely

(1) In the upperleft quadrant the total charge Q E Q. In the

gures), which is contained, according to our calculation, In a Fe A SA —
Sohere at the interface layer, is presented In units of the electronic
charge .. The quantity Q thus m easures the local deviation from
charge neutrality at the atom considered. (Positive Q [ ]m eans an ex—
cess of electronic charge, com pared w ith the neutralatom .) One can
e from Fig. 1 that the interface is electrically neutralat R=W )
0959 0001, whereas for larger (an aller) ratio R=W the Fe inter-
face Jayer contains a higher (sm aller) am ount of electronic charge, as
expected. The dependence ofQ on R=W is linear.

(i) In the lowerdeft quadrant of Fig. 1, the m nimum of the to-
tal energy per antiferrom agnetic elem entary cell of 8 atom s appears
also at the sam e value R=W 0959 0:001, and to the accuracy of
the draw ing the resuls cannot be distinguished for m utually parallel
resp . antiparallel alignm ent of the ferrom agnetic layers.

(iil) But on the uppertright quadrant of Fig. 1 the energy di er-
ence E = E " E" per antiferrom agnetic unit cell (8 atom s) is
presented, and one sees that the ferrom agnetic state is energetically
slightly favoured at the above-m entioned value ofR =W 0:959 0:001,
whereas forR=W € 0:95andR=W * 0:98 onewould predict a di erent
m utual orentation, nam ely the antiferrom agnetic one.

() F Inally the low erright quadrant ofF ig. 1 show sthe Fem om ents
at the Interface, which vary only slightly between 2:7 and 2:9 3, when
R=W Increases from 0.94 to 1, and at the 'optim al value’ of R=W
0:959 the m om ent is 275 0005 5, both for mutual paraliel
resp . antiparalle]l alignm ent.

These results were caloulated or Au grown on Fe, however sin ilar



results are also cbtained for the slightly di erent structure correspond-—
Ing to Fe grown on Au. Sihce these results do hardly di er, they are
not plotted here.

A sa consequence, to get relevant results forthe com position n=m = 2
of our m ultilayer it appears that, to a rst approxin ation, one should
sin ply take that value of R=W , where one has charge neutrality at
every atom . However, this sin ple recipe does apparently not work as
agenermlmilke: Eg.orn=m = 1 we nd that them Ininum of the
totalenergy istaken fora highervalie ofR=W slightly below 0:98 w ith
Q klas brge as 0:125, whereas charge neutrality would again hap—
pen near R=W 096. Alo orn = 5;m = 3 we obtaln pronounced
deviations from the above-m entioned “postulate’ (seebelow ); so, to our
experience, i would be unreasonable to take local charge neutrality as
an unchecked matural aprioriapproxin ation’.

In fact, in F ig. 2a we present our resuls for the Fes /A uz m ultilayer,
again forAu grown on Fe. Them ininum of the total energies per an-—
tiferrom agnetic elem entary cellof 16 atom s, both form utually parallel
and for mutually antjparallel orientation of the Fe m agnetizations of
subsequent Fe sandw iches, happens again forR =W 0:96 in thiscase,
but now for this value there is a large charge transfer of Q 005 ¢
at theFe interface layers, ie.theFe rp.A u layers at the Interface carry
a positive (resp. negative) charge of 0:05 g per atom . In contrast,
charge neutrality at the Interface would now happen at a signi cantly
higher value of R=W 0:973. At this higher value, the exchange In—
teraction is antiferrom agnetic and relatively an all (ie. the energy dif-
ference E , upperright quadrant ofF ig. 2a, is positive, of the order of
0.0001 Ry),wheresasat the sharp m Inimn um ofthe totalenergy n Fig.2,
ie.atR=W 0:96, the exchange energy isde nitely ferrom agnetic and
one order of m agnitude larger, namely E = E " E'* 0:003 Ry
for our antiferrom agnetic unit cell of 16 atom s.

W e have repeated these subtle calculations for a slightly m odi ed
structuralm odel, corresponding now to Fe grown on Au, sse Fig. 2b,
and on this occasion we have produced data for an additional point of
R=W Just above them ninum at R=W 096. From this addiional
calculation it seem s that the pronounced m ininum at R=W 0:96,
wih E 0:003 Ry, iseven m uch stesper than expected from F ig2a,
and it seem s that here som e kind of resonance phenom enon happens



which isbeyond the sin pli cationsm ade in the LM TO -A SA m ethod,
See below .

In fact, if one plots the charge Q per atom for the eight di erent
layers of our periodically continued and ferrom agnetically polarized
Fes/Aus systam against the Jayer index, one gets the resuls presented
in Fig. 3. Here the solid circles are for the energetically stable con gu-—
ration w ith R=W 096, where a strong negative dipole m om ent (the
Fe sohere has a positive charge, since . is negative) at the Interface
from layer wve (Fe) to layer 6 @Au) is cbserved. In contrast, for the
abovem entioned con guration wih R=W 0:973, (the open circles),
the interface djpole m om ent is reduced by two-thirds In m agnitude,
and is, m oreover, inverted in sign. T his kind ofbehaviour gives rise to
goeculations that this approxin ate m ulrivaluednessm ay be resolved by
som e kind of interface reconstruction where the large dijpole m om ents
are reduced to quadrupol m om ents, or by som e kind of Interdi usion,
or by the form ation of an interface albby [l§]: These possbilities, to
be studied for system s as large as the present one, are beyond our
present com putational abilities. To our opinion, they dem and an ex—
trem ely accurate treatm ent by a fullbpotentialm ethod, ie.beyond the
A SA ,beyond LD A, form ore general structures, and perhaps also w ith
non-oollinear spin con gurations.

Here it should of course be stressed that in Fes /A us one has actu—
ally three non-equivalent Fe layers and two non-equivalent Au layers,
so that our approach with only one varational param eters should at
least In principle be replaced by an approxin ation with four vara—
tjonalparameters/ CRFe)iI w ith IFlIZIBI and = CRAu)l/ (RAu)Z (see
the footnote [[7]), which is however again beyond our com putational
capabilities. Instead, we restricted ourselves to the case where the st
three variational param eters, Rr.)i, are equal and the fourth param —
eter, , isl. Our abovem entioned param eter value of R =W 0:973,
corresoonding to the at localm nimum ofthe energy di erence, m ight
thus in fact be closer to the (burdin ensional) globalenergy m Inin um
than the above-m entioned value of R =W 0:96, where acocording to
our (ocne-din ensional) variational approxin ation them Ininum is situ-—
ated.

Interestingly, the anom alies seen In Fig. 2 apparently do not show
up In in other quantities: In particular, when pltting the optinal



radiiRr . and R, detem ined in our calculation for the four system s
1) Fei/Au;, Q) Fea/Aw;, 3) Fey/Au,, and (@) Fes/Aus, we nd the
results presented In Fig. 4. From this gure one concludes that the
optim al valuie of Ry In our calculations practically does not change,
and it isonly R, that vares. If one extrapolates this result, ie. the
approxin ate constancy ofthe ‘optin al’ R ., also to other com positions,
it may be quite usefii], shoe with W and Ry also the optin al values
0fR, would be known.

In Fig. 5 we also plot pro le-functions of the m agnetic m om ents.
From the gure one can not only see that the iron m om ents near the
Interface are enhanced, as m entioned above, but one can also see that
the Au atom s, too, becom e slightly polarized at the Interface, to the
orderof0.01 5 .ThisAu polarzation isparallelto that ofFe, whereas
at the seocond Au layer, it is antjparalle], but stillmuch an aller. Ex—
perin entally such sm allm om ents can bem easured by X -ray dichroian ,
18], and the enhanced Fe m om ents at an (001) interface to Au have
been found by experim entalwork in our departm ent, f19].

In Fig.6ab and Fig. 7 we nally plot results for the interlayer ex—
change coupling J asa function ofthe Au thicknessx ( ig.6) and ofthe
Fe thickness, Fig.7), for di erent systaem s. O bviously it is necessary
to take the optin ized value of R=W , and not the ‘old’ one cbtained
w ith the ratio Ry =R, taken from buk calculations; ie. from Fig. 6
and Fig. 7 we nd that the com putational resuls for the exchange in—
teraction are astonishingly sensitive to the choice of R=W . O ne could
be tem pted to extrapolate the mew’ results of F ig. 6a by a decaying
soatially-snusoidal exchange oscillation of the form E 00006 Ry

sin [ ® 2)=3Fx=35), ie.wih a "period’ of roughly 6 A u m ono—
layers. Thiswould look reasonable In view of the expected asym ptotic
behaviour, {4, 5]; however actually, in F ig. 6, one is still very far from
the asym ptotic regin e; so0 this extrapolation should not be taken seri-
ous, although from x = 2 to x = 5 it tsthe data quite well. At the
sam e tin e, from F ig. 6b it seem s that the 'unnaturalbehaviour’, par-
ticularly w ith the drastic change cbserved between FesA uy and FesA us
w ith the 'old’ param eters, looks much sn oother now, and m ore rea—
sonable, wih the new optim ized param eters, In agreem ent w ith the
an ooth behaviour already m entioned in connection wih Fig. 4. Fi-
nally in Fig.7 i is obvious that the dependence on np . ism ore drastic



for the Feg, /Au; system than for Fe, /A u,, which is reasonable, since
also the deviations from local charge neutrality are m uch larger in the
rst-m entioned case:

A ctually, at the optin al value of the variational param eter R=W ,
we have observed the m ost pronounced deviations from local charge
neutrality for Fe; /A u; m ulilayers, whereas for Fe, /A u, we had charge
neutrality at the optimum . The di erence is plausbl on symm etry
reasons :

In the rstmentioned case, an Fe atom has two Au neighbours at
the right-hand rsp. keft-hand side, say, and charge transfer from these
neighbours Into the overlap region of the Fe A SA ~sphere sum sup to a
non—zero value. Tn contrast, in the second case, an Featom hasoneAu
neighbour, say, to the kft, and a Fe neighbour to the right; if there is
now a charge transfer in the overlap region from Au to Fe, ie. from the
left, say, due to a reduction R, < 0, this corresponds to an enhance—
ment Rp.> 0 forthe right neighbour. Ie.at the overlapping region to
the right the charge transfer from the Fe neighbour w ill probably have
opposite sign to that one cbserved at the overlapping region to the keft.
This will lead to largely com pensating transfers, and to a correspond-—
ngly anall result for P J. Therefore, even if for Fe, /A u, mulilayers
the single A SA spheres are essentially chargeneutral, they w ill proba—
bl carry a lJarge non-trivial charge-density, eg. positive rp . negative,
near the left-hand rsp. right-hand overlap regions of the A SA spheres;
whereas for Fe; /A u; these regions w ill carry charges of the sam e sign
leading to large values of P j. In the overlapping regions and nearby,
the m agniudes ofthe local charge transfer should be ofthe sam e order
In both cases.

4 Conclusions

W e have calculated the spatial variation of the chargedensiy, the
pro le-functions of the localm om ents, and the exchange coupling en—
ergy between successive Fe In s, for (001)-Fe,/Au, mulilayers, by a
LM TO caloculation In ASA and LSDA approxin ations, and observed
subtle behaviour: Varying the ratio ofthe W ignerSeitz radiiRg «=Ray
for given value of the 'average W ignerSeitz radiusW /, see eq. (1), we
found that offen { but not always { the best valies for the totalenergy



(and as a consequence also for the Interlayer exchange couplings of the
Fe layers across the Au spacer) is obtained near 'charge neutrality’ of
the terfaces. In particular orFe; /Au; multilyers and Fes/Au; mulk
tilayers this was not the case. For the last-m entioned system a subtle
kind of 'resonant behaviour’ as a function of R=W appeared near the
value R=W = 0:96, and as a consequence there m ay be in this case
a strong interface reconstruction, or other possibilities lke an inter-
face alloy, or nonoollinear states, which is beyond the approxin ations
and lim iations of the present approach. In fact, it is our belief that
w ith the present paper, which rst origihated as a case study, we have
also m ade obvious that such subtle problem s as the present one, or
even m ore subtle problem s as the jist m entioned ‘other possibilities’,
should better be treated { if possbl { by a fiilkpotential form aliam ,
and possbly w ith non-oollinear soin states. At the sam e tim e there is
a dem and for conclusive experin ents.
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F igure captions

Fig.l: () The charge Qi In an interface Fe ASA sphere @Wways
= Q In the text) In units of the (negative) electronic charge @, (ii)
the totalenergy E: & E in the text) of the antiferrom agnetic unit
cell containing eight atom s, (iii) the energy dierence E = E "
E"f, and (i) the m agnetic m om ent of the interface Fe ASA sphere
are plotted against the ratio R=W , where R is the radius of the Fe
sohere used In our LM TO-A SA caloulation for F e,=A u, mulilayers,
while W is xed by the equation 4 W °=3 = N=V, where V is the
volum e and N the num ber of atom s of ourm ulilayer. T he "hard-core’
structural m odel has been produced by grow ing Au on bocFe, wih
(001)-Interfaces. O ur m ultilayers are always periodically continued in
the direction perpendicular to the interfaces.
Fig.2a: The same asin Figl, but forF es=A u3 m ulilayers.
Fig2b:The same as n Fig2a, but forFe grown on Au. In the lower
right gure, the solid and dotted lines, respectively, rem ind to the
slightly di erent results in F ig2a. T he lines are a guide to the eye only,
and Fig2b, part (i) for E, shows that actually near the resonance
m ore points are needed.
F ig.3:For the stabl state at R=W 0:96 n Fig2a (fullcircks), and
for the di erent state at R=W 0:975 (open circles), the charge Q ot
contained in the respective atom ic spheres is plotted against the layer
index. Layers 1, ..., 5 correspond to F'e, the rest to A u. N ote the drastic
change of sign and m agnitude at the layers 5 and 6.
Fig.d:Forthecases1£2F ¢ =Au,,22F =AU, 3#*F =AUy, and 42 F es=A us,
the radius Ry i, oorresoonding to the absolute m ininum of E ¢ (see
eg.Figsl{2 for cases 3 and 4) isplotted forFe ( lled circles) and Au
(open circles).
Fig.5:Thepro ksofthem agneticm om entsperA SA sohere across the
m ulilayer are plotted against the layer ndex for F e;=A u3, F e3=A us,
F es=Au; and F es=A u,, both for paralkl and antiparallel m utual soin
orientation ofthe Fe sandw iches. T he lnduced A u m om ents have been
enlarged by a factor of 10.
Fig.6a:Theenergy dierence E = E " E " per antiferrom agnetic
elem entary cell isplotted against the num ber x ofA u layers forF e,Auy
mulilayers. The lkd circles are the new results w ith the optim ized
ratio of R=W , whereas the open circles corresoond to the ratio R=W
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cbtained from the buk valies of Ry, and Ry, -

Fig.6b: The sam e asF ig.6a, but for F e3=A u, m ulilayers.
Fig.7:Thesameasin Fig.6,but now in both casesthe new m ethod’ is
used and the Fe thickness isvaried. The ' lled circles’ are forF e,=A U,
the ‘open circles’ forF e,=Au,.
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Figl: () The charge Q«: In an interface Fe ASA sphere (@ways
= Q In the text) In units of the (negative) electronic charge @, (i)
the totalenergy Ec (= E in the text) of the antiferrom agnetic unit
cell containing eight atom s, (ifi) the energy dierence E = E "
E ", and (i) the m agnetic m om ent of the interface Fe ASA sphere
are plotted against the ratio R=W , where R is the radius of the Fe
sohere used In our LM TO-A SA caloulation for F e,=A u, mulilayers,
while W is xed by the equation 4 W =3 = N=V, where V is the
volum e and N the num ber of atom s of ourm ulilayer. T he "hard core’
structural m odel has been produced by grow ng Au on bocte, with
(001)-Interfaces. O ur m ultilayers are always periodically continued in
the direction perpendicular to the interfaces.
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Figl2a: Thesame asin Figl, but orF es=A u; m ulilayers.
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Fig2b: The sam e as In Fig2a, but forFe grown on Au. In the lower
right gure, the solid and dotted lines, regoectively, ram ind to the
slightly di erent results in F'ig2a. T he lines are a guide to the eye only,
and Fig2b, part (i) for E, shows that actually near the resonance

m ore points are needed.
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atomic layer

Fig3: For the stabl state at R=W 0:96 n Fig2a (full circles), and
for the di erent state at R=W 0:975 (open circles), the charge Q ot
contained in the respective atom ic spheres is plotted against the layer
index. Layers 1, ..., 5 correspond to F'e, the rest to A u. N ote the drastic
change of sign and m agnitude at the layers 5 and 6.
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Fig4: For the cases 12F e =Au;, 22F =AU, 3*F e=Au,, and
4=2F es=A U3, the radius R, i, corresponding to the absolute m inin um
Of Eor (e eg. Figsl{2 for cases 3 and 4) is plotted for Fe ( lled
circles) and Au (open circles).
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Fig5: Thepro ksofthem agneticm om entsperA SA sphere across
them ultilayer are plotted against the layer Index forF e,=A us, F es=A us,
Fes=Au; and F es=A u,, both for parallkel and antiparallel m utual spin
orientation ofthe Fe sandw iches. T he lnduced A u m om ents have been
enlarged by a factor of 10.
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Fig.6a: Theenergy di erence E = E E "* perantiferrom agneticel-
em entary cell is plotted against the num ber x ofAu layers forF e,=A uy

mulilayers. The lked circles are the new results with the optim ized
ratio of R=W , whereas the open circles correspond to the ratio R=W
cbtained from the buk valuies of Ry and Ry,
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Fig.tb: The sam e asF ig.6a, but for F es=A u, m ulilayers.
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Fig.7: Thesam easin Fig.6,butnow in both casesthe 'new m ethod’
is usad and the Fe thikness is varied. The ’ Iled circles’ are for
F e.=A uq, the ‘open circles’ orF e,=Au,.
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