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Reentrant ac magnetic susceptibility in Josephson-junction arrays:
An alternative explanation for the paramagnetic Meissner effect
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The paramagnetic Meissner effé®ME) measured in higfi-: granular superconductors has been attributed
to the presence ofr junctions between the grains. Here we present measurements of complex ac magnetic
susceptibility from two-dimensional arrays of conventiofran-m) Nb/AlI/AIOx/Nb Josephson junctions. We
measured the susceptibility as a function of the temperatutiee ac amplitude of the excitation fielgd, and
the external magnetic fieldl ;.. The experiments show a strong paramagnetic contribution from the multi-
junction loops, which manifests itself as a reentrant screening at low temperature, for vaiygkigher than
50 mOe. A highly simplified model, based on a single loop containing four junctions, accounts for this
paramagnetic contribution and the range of parameters in which it appears. This model offers an alternative
explanation of PME that does not involvejunctions.[S0163-18289)02234-1

[. INTRODUCTION has direction opposite to conventional junctiomgunctions
may be the consequence of magnetic impurities in the
An experimental study of the paramagnetic response ifunction®* or nons-wave pairing symmetry.

Bi-based polycrystalline superconductors was first reported Regardless of the origin af junctions, Domingueet al®
by Braunischet al}? They measured a paramagnetic dc sushave modeled a granular superconductor by considering a
ceptibility at values of temperature lower than the criticalnetwork where the nodes represent the grains and the links
temperaturel . of their superconducting samples. This para-'épresent the coupling between the grains. This network was
magnetic response was in striking contrast to the usual di Mixture of normal junctions and junctions. In this case,
magnetic Meissner effect, where magnetic field is excluded® low-temperature and low-field ZFC susceptibility was of
from superconductors. Although it is a misnomer, thethe order of-1 (in Sl unitg, while the FC susceptibility was

anomalous response is widely referred to as paramagnetir‘)cara.ma.gne"iC for some values of magne'Fic field, reprpducing
Meissner effectPME) in the literature: we will follow this qualitatively the experimental data obtained from Bi-based

custom in the rest of the paper superconductors.
paper. . . Other models based on networks of conventional junc-
The PME appeared systematically under specific experig

. - ns could explain the PME experimental results. Auletta
mentﬁl lCOﬂdItIOFIS and depended on sample preparation and 57 tnd that numerical simulations of a two-dimensional
morphology.

) array of conventional Josephson junctions, made of concen-
(& The samples had to be cooled beldw in the pres-  ric multijunction loops, lead to positive FC magnetic sus-
ence of small magnetic fieldi<1 Oe; by increasing the ceptibility, qualitatively similar to the experimental PME.

value ofH in their field cooled(FC) experiments, they ob-  Our experiments on the ac magnetic susceptibility of two-
served a crossover of the dc magnetic susceptibility to diadimensional Josephson junction arrays, in ZFC experiments,
magnetic values. are in agreement with this last picture, i.e., they show that

(b) The PME was strongly dependent on the granulametworks of conventional Josephson junctions can give a
structure. Grinding the samples into small poweprocess paramagnetic contribution to the measured susceptibility. We
that substantially weakens the contact between the grainsise a simple multijunction loop model to explain how, in
suppressed or even destroyed PME. spite of the very different experimental conditions, our ex-

(c) Weak links with rather high critical currents were es- periment can provide an alternative explanation for PME.
sential for the occurrence of PME: only melt-processed We recently published part of our results in Ref. 8. Here,
samples, more densely packed and with higher critical curwe give a more detailed description of this work, and we
rents with respect to the sintered ones, showed PME. include more recent experiments and numerical simulations.

Braunischet al. also found that, after zero-field cooling
(ZFC) the same samples, the measured susceptibility was
diamagnetic. The authors attributed PME to the occurrence
of spontaneous currents, flowing in direction opposite to or- Complex ac magnetic susceptibility is a powerful low-
dinary Meissner screening currents. They proposed thdteld technique that has been successfully used to measure
anomalous Josephson junctions between the grains may Ipeoperties such as critical temperature, critical current den-
responsible for the existence of such currents. In these jundaity, and penetration depth in superconductors. To measure
tions (7 junctions the Cooper pairs acquire a phase shiftsamples in the shape of thin films, the so-called screening
equal torr in the tunneling process and the Josephson currenhethod has been developed. It involves the use of primary

Il. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the experimental setup. The two pickup FIG. 2. x’ and x” from the array as a function df, for (a)
coils are counterwound. A unit cell of the array is shown in theh,c=96 mOe,(b) 7 mOe, andc) from a 500-nm thick niobium film
inset: the crosses are niobium islands and the junctions are in tHer h,c=10 mOe. The curve&) and(b) for x” have been vertically
overlap region between therh,, is the oscillating excitation field shifted by 0.2(Sl) for clarity.
from the primary coil andH 4 is a dc magnetic field, applied in the
direction parallel to the sample. rays was about 600 A/chat 4.2 K, givingl c=150uA for

each junction.
We have performed four different types of experiments:

and secondary coils, with diameters smaller than the dime ) y.dT), for different fixed values oh,., and no exter-

sion of the sam_ple. When these C9I|S are located near t al parallel magnetic fieldHy.; (2) xadT), for a fixed
surface of the film, the response, |.e.,_the complgx OUt_pu\t/aIue ofh,., and different values dfi,: (3) xadhad, for
voltageV, does not depend on the radius of the film or itSfiyaq yalues of the temperature, and no external parallel
properties near the edges. In the reflection technigae, magnetic fieldHqe; (4) |c(Hgo) for a fixed temperature,
excitation coil(primary) coaxially surrounds a pair of coun- fom transport current-voltage characteristics.
terwound pickup coils(secondarigs When there is no In Fig. 2 we show results fog,{T), obtained from ZFC
sample in the system, the net output from these secondagiperiments, foh,.=7 and 96 mOe, and withi 4= 0. For
coils is close to zero, since the pickup coils are close tth_ smaller than about 50 mOe, the behavior of both compo-
identical in shape, but are wound in opposite directions. Theents of ' (T) is quite similar to typical superconducting
sample is positioned as close as possible to the set of coils, gamples? y'(T), which is a measure of the screening cur-
maximize the induced signal on the pick up cd#se Fig. L rent, becomes more negative at lower temperatures, indicat-
An ac current is applied to the primary coil to create aing stronger superconductivity through the Meissner effect.
magnetic field of amplitudé,. and frequency. The output  y"(T) peaks, indicating a maximum in the losses, around the
voltage of the secondary coiléis a function of the complex critical temperaturél. Notice thaty’=—0.7(SI) for h,,
susceptibility, y,c= x" +ix”, and is measured through the =10mOe, at low temperature. The sample can only partially
usual lock-in technique. If we take the current on the primaryscreen the external magnetic fiefdas we can see in Fig. 2,
as a referencey can be expressed by two orthogonal com-the screening of the array is weaker compared to screening of
ponents, the inductive componeW, (in phase with the time  a thick (500-nm) niobium film. We therefore define the array
derivative of the reference currgnand the quadrature resis- to be in a Meissner-like state for,.<50 mOe. This partial
tive componentVg (in phase with the reference currgnt screening will be qualitatively explained in the following
This means thaV/_ and Vg are correlated with the average section, through the single-loop picture.
magnetic moment and the energy losses of the sample, re- Outside the Meissner-like regime, for values bf,
spectively. >50mO0e,x’(T) is reentrant. It first increases in modulus as
We used the screening method in the reflection configuthe temperature is lowered from the critical temperafie
ration to measurg,{ T) of Josephson junction arrays. Mea- then decreases at a lower temperature. The minimum in
surements were performed as a function of the temperaturg’ (T) appears aT~7.0K. In all the temperature range, at a
T(1.5K<T<15K), the amplitude of the excitation field fixed T the modulus ofy’ decreases by increasig.. The
h,c(1 mOe<h,<100e), and the external magnetic field out-of-phase component(T), is correlated with the reen-
Hgc(0<H4<100 Oe) parallel with the plane of the sample. trance observed iy’ (T), showing increasing losses as the
The frequency in the experiments reported here was fixed alcreening decreases, indicating an apparent weakening of the
f=1.0kHz. The susceptometer was positioned inside @rder parameter at low temperatures.
double-wall u-metal shield, screening the sample region To experimentally investigate the origin of the reentrance,
from Earth’s magnetic field. Our samples consisted of 10Qve have measureg,(T) at a fixed value of the amplitude of
X150 unshunted tunnel junctions. The unit cell had squarghe excitation fieldh,.=96 mOe, for different values dfl
geometry with lattice spacin@=46um and the junction (see Fig. 3. The external magnetic field 4. is parallel to the
area of 5<5 um?. From these dimensions, we estimated thatplane of the arraysee Fig. 1 For our sample geometry, this
the inductance of each loop was about 64 (gde Fig. L ~ parallel field suppresses the critical currégtof each junc-
The critical current density for the junctions forming the ar-tion, while inducing a negligible flux into the “holes” of the
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FIG. 3. x' as a function ofT for different values oH4.. From
the bottom to the topl4.=0.0, 6.5, 13.0, 19.5, 26.0, 30.5, and 32.5
Oe.

FIG. 5. ¥’ and x” as a function oh,cat T=4.2K.

=50mO0e. The amplitude of this jump decreases as we in-
] ] __ crease the temperature, unfic5.0 K. ForT>5 K there is
array (we estimate an alignment to the parallel directionng onger a discontinuity. This discontinuity in the curve is a
within 0.19. The measurements show that the position of thesignature of the transition from the Meissner-like regime to
reentrance is being tuned .. We also observe that the the reentrant regime, as we will show in the next section.
value of temperatur@* at which of x'(T) has a minimum,
shifts towards lower temperatures as we railsg, down to
T*=6 K at Hy;=33Oe. Further increase &f. shifts T*
back to higher temperature. We have found that all the experimental results can be

This nonmonotonic behavior is similar to the dependencejualitatively explained by analyzing the dynamics of a single
of the Josephson junction critical current on a magnetic fieldunit cell in the array. The idea to use a single unit cell to
applied in the plane of the junctibh(Fraunhofer pattepn  qualitatively understand PME was first suggested by Auletta
We measuredl-(Hq4o) from transport current-voltage charac- et al!® They simulated the field-cooled dc magnetic suscep-
teristics, at different values di 4. and atT=4.2 K (see Fig. tibility (the same experimental conditions used by Ref. 1 to
4). We find thaty’ (T=4.2K), obtained from the isotherm measure PMEof a single-junction loop and found a para-
T=4.2K (see Fig. 3, shows the same Fraunhofer-like de- magnetic signal at low values of external magnetic figld
pendence o, as the critical currentc of the junctions later extension of the model to a two-dimensional afray
forming the array. This gives further proof that only the junc-gave qualitatively the same results
tion critical current is varied in this experime(iig. 4). This In our experiment, the unit cell is a loop containing four
also indicates that the screening currents at low temperatujgnctions and the measurements correspond to ZFC ac mag-
(i.e., the reentrant regiomre proportional to the critical cur- netic susceptibility. We will show that, notwithstanding our
rents of the junctions. Furthermore, this shows an alternativexperimental conditions being different, the reentrant behav-
way to obtainl c(Hgyo in big arrays. ior in xac is a signature of paramagnetic contributions from

We have also determined the dependencg’afndy” on  the multijunction loops, in agreement with the conclusions of
h.c. This is an important technique for studying the critical Refs. 7 and 15.
state of superconducting materifsFigure 5 shows the We briefly outlined this model in Ref. 8. Here we will
measuredy vs h,. in our arrays, aff=4.2K. We observe recall a few basic equations and we will show more numeri-
that there is a sharp increase in bgthand ¥, aroundh,,  cal results.

We model a single unit cell as having four identical junc-
tions, each with capacitan€®;, quasiparticle resistande;,

Ill. NUMERICAL RESULTS

8 " ;
2 and critical current . We apply an external field of the
1 ‘ form
Y
6 4\ o2
= ' Hext=haccog wt). (1)
< A\El [
E 4 \ >, The total magnetic flux threading the four-junction super-
—° ‘”\ -0.1 ¥ conducting loop is given by
2 ‘E, nRog I Oo=Deyrt+LI 2
iw,;ﬁ“‘; A‘Eiunmﬂn_nngnn%nﬂu oo d To1=PexrtLI, 2
anTe 0.0 where® gy 1= uoa®Hext, With 1 being the vacuum perme-
0 5 e 5 7 o o 150 ability, 1 is the circulating current in the loop, ardis the
H, . (Ce) inductance of the loop. The currehts given by

FIG. 4. 1 (open squargsand x’ (solid triangle$ as a function
of Hycat T=4.2 K.

®y %4_ Cy®, d27i
27R; dt 27 dt?’

()

I=1.siny;+
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FIG. 6. Simulations ofy; as a function ofT for (a) hy -10 : : . . ,
=5 mOe, (b) 29 mOe,(c) 69 mOe, andd) 118 mOe.B, (4.2 K) T L
=30 andBc(4.2 K=60). The curves fory; have been vertically
shifted by 0.4(Sl) for clarity. FIG. 7. Simulations ofb;ot as a function ofdcyr at(@ T

=7.6K, (b) 6.0 K, and(c) 4.0 K. B, (4.2K)=30. Bc(4.2 K)=60
where v; is the the gauge-invariant superconducting phas€open squarésand (4.2 K)=2 (continuous solid ling
difference across thigh junction andd is the magnetic flux
quantum.

The magnetization By increasingh,; above 47 mOe, reentrance at low tem-

perature clearly appears and the screening becomes weaker

LI in all the temperature range. This is consistent with the ex-
M=—H (4) periment, where the magnitude pf decreases with increas-
,LLOa . . .
ing h,.. Note that at these high values lof; the simulated
may be expanded as a Fourier series X1 increases significantly, i.e., the simulation reproduces the
" dramatic increase of losses at the low temperature that is

found in the experimenfsee Fig. 2
In the simulatedy; the reentrance appears as a paramag-
netic region below 5 K. Another paramagnetic region is
We calculatedy; andx; through Eq.(5). Both Euler and  present above 7.5 K. These regions correspond to the mea-
fourth-order Runge-Kutta integration methods provided thesreq decrease of screening below and above the minimum

same numerical results. In the model we do not include Othe&alue of y, in Fig. 2. The simulated/ is either paramag-
effects(such as thermal activatipieyond the above equa- netic or diamagnetic, depending on the temperature range.

tions. . L .
In the model, the temperature-dependent parameter is the This surprising result can be understood by calculating the

critical current of the junctions, given to good approximationCurvescpm.T vs Qexr, at different temperatures. As an ex-
by*6 ample, in Fig. 7 we plot these curves for the same parameters

used for curve(c) in Fig. 6, so ®gyr=uoh,@? coswt
T Te T =7d,coswt. At low values of temperature, these curves are
lc(T)=1c(0) \J 1~ T—Ctan"{1-54? V1-7 |- (6  very hysteretic, showing multiple branchgsee Fig. 7c)].
¢ The hysteresis decreases with increasing the temperature
We calculatedy; as a function ofT. y; depends on the (and eventually disappears Bt=8.5K).
parameterB, , which is proportional to the number of flux ~ The important aspect of these curves is that they contain
quanta that can be screened by the maximum critical curreritoth paramagnetic and diamagnetic states. In Fig. 7, the line
in the junctions, and the paramej@¢, which is proportional ®;o1=®ext marks the boundary between diamagnetic

M(t)= hacmz,o [ X1 cos(mwt)+ xmsin(mwt)].  (5)

to the capacitance of the junction: states and paramagnetic states. For clarity, we shaded the

diamagnetic areas in the graph{or<®Pex7), While clear

BUT)= 27L1c(T) (77 ~areas correspond to paramagnetic sta@sqr> Pex7).

b, At a fixed value of temperature atg,, the value ofy, is
a time average of all the magnetic states that the system

ZWIC(T)CJR§ transverses during one cycle ldgy. In other words,y, is
Be(T)= T- ®) either diamagnetic or paramagnetic, depending on the shape
of the part of the hysteresis curve that is spanned during one

We calculatedB, (T=4.2 K)=30 andBc(T=4.2 K)=60. cycle of Heyr.
The simulatedy(T) and x(T), for different values of The shape of the curnv@+ o1 vs @y changes with tem-

hac, are shown in Fig. 6. For values bf. smaller than 47  perature. For example, Fig(af at T=7.6 K has three stable
mOe (corresponding tquea®h,=5®,), x1 decreases with branches at positive values ®fy 1. Note that one branch is
decreasing temperature, a4l is close to zero. completely paramagnetic. This causes the average response
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corresponding to this jump is very close to the measured
FIG. 8. Simulations ofy; and 7 as a function ofh,. at T value (50 mOé, see Fig. 5. o )
=4.2K. Bc=60 andg_=30. In the simulatedy,. the minimum value ofy’ is about
—0.9(see Fig. 8 meaning that the sample can only provide
) . » ) i partial screening. This is due to the fact that the diamagnetic
to be paramagnetlc,_ _maklr]:gl positive. This scenario €O~ pranch crossing the valu@gx=0 (see Fig. 7 has a non-
responds to the positive values pf at T>7.5K, shown in  zerg slope, i.e., some flux penetrates the sample even in the
Fig. 6(c). Meissner-like regime. What distinguishes the Meissner-like
By lowering the temperature, the length of all the regime from the reentrant regime is the fact that the
branches increases until, at aboli=7.5K, the second Meissner-like regime is reversible, while the reentrant re-
branch extends in the diamagnetic region up to the highegjime is not. In fact, the reentrant regime involves switching
values ofPex 1 (7®,) and the third branch becomes inacces-to higher branches, which introduces pinning and hysteresis,
sible. In fact, forT<7.5K, the curveb oy Vs Pexyconsists  in other words, irreversibility.
of two branches, as shown in Fig(bJ. In this region, the An analysis ofx} confirms this picture: the losses are
average is diamagnetic, i.ey, is negative.(Note that the npegligible in the Meissner-like regime and increase signifi-
branch crossingbto7r=0 is all diamagnetic, while the sec- cantly in the reentrant regime.
ond branch is diamagnetic at high valueslafy+ and para-
magnetic at low values abcy: the average turns out to be
diamagnetig. This scenario corresponds to the negative val- IV. DISCUSSION

ues ofy; at 5<T<7.5K, shown in Fig. ). Surprisingly, numerical simulations of a very simple
~ By further lowering the temperature, belolv=5K, the  m,qe| a four-junctions loop, account very satisfactorily for
first branch extends to higher values ®fxr, where the o, experimental results, suggesting that this reentrance is
third branch becomes stable and the second unst@le gynamic in origin. However, we cannot make a completely
Pror/®o=6 there is a crossover of stability between theyangitative comparison between our model and the mea-
second and the third branctTherefore, the system switches gyreq array. The response of the array results from an aver-
directly from the first branch to the third, which is fully 4qe of the response from many loops. The flux distribution in
paramagneti¢see Fig. 70)]. In this case, the average re- the array is, in general, nonuniform, giving rise to different
sponse is paramagnetic agdlis positive. This scenario cor- yajyes ofh,, in different loops. As a consequence, the mea-
responds to the positive values gf at T<5K, shown in  syred response of the arrays presents no sharp transitions.
Fig. 6(C). The profile of the field penetration in the whole array has
Our simulations show that different values B¢ affect  been analyzed by other authdfs?* but is not included in
the switching point(i.e., the length of the branches in the our model.
low-temperature range. For example, we show that the curve We can only make a quantitative comparison with our
atT=4.2K for Bc=2 [solid line in Fig. 1c)] is qualitatively  model in the Meissner-like state. In this case, the screening
very similar to the curve af=6.0 K, Fig. 4b). This happens current in each loop is equivalent to a screening current flow-
because of the early switch from the first to higher brancheing through a very large loop of junctiortabout the dimen-
occurring at lower values obgyy, i.e., at values ofb gy sion of the diameter of the coil
where the second branch is still stable. For small values of In the reentrant state, it is instructive to compare the simu-
Bc, our simulations show no reentrance at low temperaturélation with the measured response after subtracting the con-
Figure 8 shows the calculateg as a function oth,.at tribution of the superconducting islands. From our data, we
T=4.2K. The large jump iry; corresponds to magnetic flux can subtract the contribution of the niobium from the mea-
entering the loop at the switch from the first branch to highersured 5. of the array. In Fig. 9 we subtract the measured
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niobium responsémultiplied by the factor 11/46, which ac- (c) PME appears for strongly coupled grains because high
counts for the fraction of volume the niobium occupies in thevalues of 8, are required to get hysteretibror VS Pexr
samplg from the data corresponding to the curvex@ivs T curves(see Fig. 7.

at h,e=96 mOe, which we showed in Fig. 2. The resulting  The diamagnetic response measured from these materials
curve shows paramagnetic response both at low and hight small values of magnetic field in ZFC experiments can
temperature, analogous to the simulations in Fig. 6. Both th@|so be explained within the same scenario. In these experi-
nonuniform flux distribution in the array and the contribution mental conditions, most of the loops will be in states corre-

of the niobium islands are responsible for the fact that OUkponding to the diamagnetic branch crossibgy =0 (see
total measured response is al\_/vay_s diamagnetic. The“signg—lg_ 7. (In our measurements, this corresponds to the
ture of the paramagnetic contribution from some mUIt'JunC'Meissner-like regime

::82 Iicsjoﬁz\/grtrs]ﬁffriisenr:':ﬁmgterbgm tthe ﬁaram?ﬁnet!c cor;trt|rt])u- Perhaps the most striking discrepancy between our results
p y g to change the sign ot €514 the measurements reported for granular superconductors
(total) measuredy; . is that granular samples are either paramagnetic or diamag-
netic when measured with dc methods, with no reentrance
measured iny,.. By contrast, our samples and simulations
We measured PME from a network of conventionalShow a reentrance ig,. as the temperature is lowered. The
(non-w) Josephson junctions. In our experiments, PME oc-are two reasons for this. First, a granular system has a dis-
curs in the form of a low-temperature reentrance in the adribution of critical currents and loop sizes, and thus a distri-
magnetic susceptibility. This reentrance appears for values dfution of B, 's. (Typical values ofg, in granular highTc
h,c higher than about 50 mOe, in excellent agreement witlrsuperconductors are in the range 5—-3)®econd, although
our estimated value of | c/uqa®=3.7 Alm=47 mOe. This the value forS. is not known for typical grains, it is prob-
value ofh, is a threshold for the screening of the sample,ably less than one. In our simulations, only loops with large
Lie-, for the l\/leishsner-likeI statg-_Abpve éhié value, mfae?]nert]igsL and 8. display reentrant ac susceptibility. By contrast, to
ux penetrates the sample and is pinned, because of the hi - i ioffi
valug oflc andg, . (Higr?values of,g,_ correspond to strong g;,{%\ﬁeﬁi)pgri?:fgitfgz ,(:)igl_)/f multibranch solutiof.e.,
pinning, i.e., strong hysteresis in tdero1 vs ®exr curve) We conclude that the phenomena causing the reentrance
Through numerical simulations of a simple model, wewe observed in Josephson-junction arrays should also exist
showed that the multijunction loops are paramagnetic in theén granular superconductors. We expect these phenomena to
reentrant region. Moreover, by subtracting the contributionappear either as PME, in the case of dc susceptibility mea-
of the niobium islands from the measured reentrant Susce%urementS, or as an anomalous increase of dissipation at low
tibility, we find a similar paramagnetic response from thetemperature, in the case of ac susceptibility measurements.
mUltijUnCtion |OOpS in our Samples. We note that these reNumerical simulations of two-dimensional Josephson-
sults confirm recent measurements of PME in a niobiumynction networks with a distribution of characteristic param-

iale 25 .
disk: ) etersB, and B¢ would be very useful for further theoretical
Our results can also be directly related to the PME meainyestigations of these phenomena.

sured in high¥ granular superconductors. Returning to the
summary of highf. experimental data in the Introduction,
we have the following.

(@ PME occurs in low FC experiments because flux
qguanta get trapped in the voids between the grains. In our We thank M. G. Forrester, A. W. Smith, and C. B. Whan
experiment, this happens fdr,>>50mOe, in the reentrant for their technical help in the experiments. We also thank R.
regime, corresponding to states in upper overlappindlewrock, A. Sanchez, and D. X. Chen for useful discus-
branches of Fig. 7. These branches are paramagnetic at smaibns. We gratefully acknowledge financial support from the
values of the field, and become diamagnetic at higher value$).S. Air Force Office of Scientific Research through Grant
explaining the observed crossover. No. F496209810072, and from the National Science Foun-
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