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ABSTRACT

This report is concerned with the magnetic moment M of a plasma
consisting of holes and electrons generated by light within a cylindrical
semiconductor crystal immersed in a magnetic field. Macroscopic transport
equations have been used to derive the dependence of M on field strength,

mobility, and surface recombination conditions. in the limits of low and
high surface recombination the theoretical result demonstrates the tran-
‘ sition between transverse equilibrium (M = 0) and pure magnetic confine-
4. ment (M = ~nkT/B). Experiments using germanium and an inhomogeneous
magnetic field directly measured the diamagnetic force exerted by the
plasma on its scattering medium. An induction method utilizing a uniform
magnetic field of strength up to 70 kgauss gave collateral results. The
dependence of the moment on magnetic field strength, light intensity,
temperature, and surface recombination velocity support the theory.
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INTRODUCTION

The magnetic moment of a dilute gas of electrically charged particles situated in a magnetic
field depends on the dynamical state of the gas, In thermal equilibrium, all classical contributions
to the magnetic moment vanish (Bohr-van Leeuwen theorem).! The remaining quantum contribution
(Landau susceptibility) is small.2 Under conditions of steady state charged particle recombination
and generation, a classical moment e.ists if there is transport in a direction perpendicular to the
applied magnetic field.

The calculation and observation of the magnetic moment is much facilitated by a thorough
knowledge of the properties of the gas — such as temperature, scattering processes, particle masses,
and particle densities together with their time rates of change. For this reason, germanium provides
an ideal medium for such a study. The Landau susceptibility of equilibrium charge carriers has
already been studied,® with the result of confirming the general theory and providing measurements
of the anisotropic effective masses. The purpose of the present paper is to derive expressions for
the expected steady state classical magnetic moment of a hole-electron plasma injected by light
into a semiconductor and to compare these theoretical results with two independent sets of experi-
mental measurements. One of the experiments performed directly measures the time variation of
the magnetic moment resulting from the time variation of hole-electron density. The other experi-
ment continues previous work4+3 on the measurement of the force on the plasma-containing body

due to the interaction of the magnetic moment with an inhomogeneous magnetic field.

The chief advantage of using a semiconductor rather than a gas plasma for these studies are
the well controlled conditions applying to both theory and experiment. Magnetic moment measure-
ments in gases have been performed under varying conditions®+7+8; however, no direct force
measurements are generally possible due to the nature of the system.? The theory of these effects
has been discussed on several occasions. The work of Tonks,'? Alfven,'! and Lehnert'? is
representative. Transport of semiconductor plasmas in the presence of magnetic field has also
been discussed. This work is summarized by R. A, Smith.'3 A mechanical effect due to the inter-

action of magnetic moment and field has also been reported.'4

Although these treatments are closely related to the present work, they do not exactly match
it, either in point of view, or in the detailed boundary conditions, which serve to demonstrate the

variation of the classical magnetic moment between steady state and equilibrium conditions.



THEORY

In the first part of this section we derive the magnetic moment of a plasma in a scattering
medium, under arbitrary conditions of recombination and generation of the charge carriers. In the
second part, we continue with a complete expression for the magnetic moment, using the particular
generation-recombination conditions appropriate to the semiconductor plasma. Several simplifying
assumptions are made:

(1) Steady state conditions hold, i.e., dv./dt = (d/9t + v - V)v = 0, where
v is the macroscopic drift velocity of charge carriers. The condition
(v - V)v = 0 is equivalent to the condition (7,/r) ~ 0, where ris the

particle recombination, and r, the scattering time.

(2) The magnetic field due to plasma currents is much smaller than the
applied magnetic field (8rnkT/B2 << 1).

(3) The standard ambipolar diffusion conditions apply.

(4) An isotropic, velocity-independent mobility, 4, = e,1,/m,, where e,
is the charge and m, is the mass of a particular class () of carriers,

is used.

(5) The temperature of the plasma is the same as the temperature of the

scattering lattice.
(6) The temperature is uniform.
(7) Carrier-carrier scattering is negligible.

Assumptions (1) and (2) arise from the experimental conditions to be described by the
present theory. Assumption (4) is the most questionable, since there exist anisotropies in the
effective masses and velocity dependence of the mean scattering time. Nevertheless, it has
proved adequate for the description of similar effects in InSb. !5 It will be seen that is is also
adequate for the present case, at least for |u;|B = |w,|r, < 10, where |w,| is the cyclotron frequency
of a particular charge carrier. Assumption (5) follows from the fact that the time scale of the experi-
ment is ~ 1010 times the relaxation time. The high thermal conductivity of germanium implies (6).
Since the coulomb scattering cross section is much less than the lattice scattering cross section

in the temperature range studied, (7) is also very nearly valid.



The macroscopic drift velocity v; of the i*" class of carriers is given by'é
)
nim‘-(g;— +Vi'v)"i="iFi"vl’i+Pi’ (1)

where F = ¢, (E+v xB), P, = —(n;m;/r;)v; = —=n;(e;/u;)v;, n; is the particle density, m, is
the mass, r, is the mean scattering time, e, is the charge, y; is the mobility, and p; = n,kT, the
pressure. The subscript i refers to holes (i = p) or electrons (i = n), and y; is taken as a signed
quantity. E and B are the electric and magnetic fields. Under steady state conditions

v, ~ (vi x B)[li =y, E - D,-(Vni/n,-) =6;. 2)

Here D, = (kT/e;)p; = (kT/e) |p,| holds under the conditions of assumption (3). If (2, €, &)
are a set of orthogonal right-handed unit vectors, and if B = B2, the solution of Eq. (2) is

1 k; B 0
1
V. = — -"ﬂ.l-B l O Gi . (3)
! l+yisz 2
0 C l+pi32

We choose cylindrical coordinates with unit vectors (7, 3. 2) as illustrated in Fig. 1. It is assumed
that VB = 0 and that the problem is symmetrical around the z axis. Then, since E, # E, (6) and

V x E = 0imply Eg = const x 1, and since we require E finite at the origin, we may set G, . g= 0.
Then

Viyp =G, (1 w2 - ~v,0/kiB
(4)

The velocities v, and vg give rise to the magnetic moment. To calculate them, assume that there
is no radial charge accumulation. Then

fpyr *in,s=€(Pvy = Nuvy =0, (5)
where
j, = current density,
P = P_ + p = total positive charged particle density,

N = N, + n = total negative charged particle density,
P_ and N, = equilibrium particle densities, and
p and n = particle densities injected by the incident light.

3



Fig. 1. Orientation of the cylindrical coordinate system with
respect to the illuminated sample.
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The ambipolar electric field required to satisfy Eqs. (4) and (5) is
g [20/% =P80 | | o
’ PFP/¢P-N“’I/¢’I -;f— ’

where ¢, = 1 + u? B We have assumed VN = VP = Vn = #9n/dr and n = p. Inserting E, into G,
and using Egs. (3) and (4) we obtain

fpur = in,y = =€Dg(P. N, B) S2 . 6
Then
josjp.0+j".o=(pp+|y"|)BeD¢(P, N, B)—g—;‘—, _ (7

where the ambipolar diffusion coefficient is given by

D,D, (P +N)
D, (P, N, B)= ®)
PDP¢"+NDn¢p
When n >> N, P,
20, D N-p D,=D_ [1_.252
D (P,N,B)= —2Z 12 D SR g (1 B Y-l 9
Dp+D¢ l+” B2 2n DP+D" l+"282
where we have used yzspp lpple N, >> =P,
D P D ZBZ
(PN, B) = —F— {1+ 208 1-—”<£L‘1'_- - (10)
1+p§82 N, D, l+p§82

Use of the leading term of D (N, P, B) in Eq. (9) is adequate under most of the conditions en-
countered in the present experiment. This term, which is the conventional ambipolar diffusion
coefficient is written

20,0,

1 = D . (11)

D (B)=
a
DP+D, li-44p|y"|B2 1+p282



RO,

PR T n i e 1

The magnetic moment per unit volume v due to the current density is'’

M=—2—10- {’dfu(rxj). (12)

For the geometry illustrated in Fig. 1, and for j = ig 5,

Z R
M= RZQ( [e(pp+|p"|)BJ { dz { ,2_3:2_ D,(P, N, B)dr. (13)
M=2 [e(pp + luyl) %(n(k)—Zﬁ), D(B), ¢ # D(z, 1) (13a)

In general n, and therefore dn/dr and D(P, N, B) are complicated functions of r and z. The
nature of M is readily understood with the aid of the simplifying assumptions: D(P, N, B) = D (B
g - oo, and an/ar —nd(r—R) (corresponding to the case of outward diffusion near the edge only),

where f f and 8 is the Dirac delta function. Then
o o

20,0,

B
: , 14
l+“282 DP+D" ( )

= —enlp, +|p,l)-

which becomes, with the aid of the Einstein relation,

M- _2nkT _p’B? ' (15)
B l+p2B2

This well-known equation leads to the result M= —n“.T/B for u2B2=w? r? + w (n” is the total
charged particle density). If dn/dr = +n8(r — R), corresponding to inward radial diffusion of the
plasma, and implying that ig is a paramagnetic current, + |M|, is obtained. This paramagnetic
moment has been observed.4 It illustrates the fact that ‘‘diamagnetism’’ is not an intrinsic property
of the plasma. The sign of the macroscopically observable moment depends solely on the direction
of transport. Only the individual particle orbits are intrinsically diamagnetic.

To evaluate the integral in Eq. (13) it is necessary to find n(r). For simplicity, this problem
is here treated in the approximation ¢ - e, i.e., for planar flow perpendicular to B. The accurate
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treatment, important for small cylinder height { is given in Appendix II. The present calculation
assumes uniform volume generation (g pairs/cm3/sec created), uniform volume recombination

(r sec), and azimuthally independent surface recombination current j, = ns pairs/cm?/sec, where
S is a property of the semiconductor'® and n is the density of pairs at the surface. Since pairs are
actually created by light incident on the front surface of the cylinder (see Fig. 1), g will be repre-
sented in terms of S, D, r, and I, where | is the number of pairs generated/cm2/sec at the front
surface (the light absorption takes place in a distance short compared to L = rD), and D is the
usual, magnetic field independent, longitudinal ambipolar diffusion coefficient. The transverse
diffusion coefficient is taken as D,(B). Since j, is not a function of 6 and j, , = ~j, ,, and also
suppressing the z depeadence,

L2 rj,,)=elg- 2). (16)

Using Eq. (6), and D (B) = D (P, N, B),

1 9 on \_n_
1 d(9n, n ___8 18
ok Al v iy 7y (18)

-1
where A2 = (1 +42B2) " L2 =D, (B) r. The boundary conditions are: n(o)is finite and

=D, (B)[d/9r (log n)l,_p = Sg, where Sg is the radial surface recombination velocity.

The solution is

(19)

D
n(r):sr{I _ [SRA/ a(B)] 1,(r/N) } ’

1,(R/A) + [SgA/D(B)] 1 (R/A)

where I is the +"P.order Bessel function of imaginary argument. To obtain g in terms of | we
write the longitudinal equation for particle conservation, for both surface and volume generation.
For volume generation,

9%n n __8
el e L @

with boundary conditions: n(z) + 0 as z/L - e, and ~D [d/9z(log n)]__, = ~S,. The solution is



(S L/D)e*/L
— (21)

ng(z) = gr [1 * 1. (5.L/D)
Equation (20) also holds for surface generation if we set g = 0. For that case the boundary con-
ditions are: n(z) -~ 0 as z/L + = and ~D[3/dz2(log,n)),_, = G - n,),_,, Where §_ is the front
surface recombination velocity. The solution is

e %/ L

i
m(2) = b= T (5,077 ° @

Since the average density must be equal, we set [ [ng(z) ~ny(z)] dz = 0, giving
o

2 1 (23)

A S—
8773 1+(S,L/D)

Combining Eqs. (23) and (19), we may evaluate Eq. (13) for the magnetic moment.

M= el + g B D (B)I13(R/N){SgA/D,(B)] It 1 24)
p BN TR/ A + (sg A/ BNIR/A) | | ¢ Toes,L/0) | -

When R >> A we may approximate I, (R/A) = eR/A (2nR/A)'l/’. In the present experiment R/A 2 5.
Also writing D,(B) and A in terms of D, L, and B, and using the Einstein relation, we obtain

2
M= - kT u“B _. (SgL/D) . .[2,, 1 ] . 25)
(1+u28Y)%  1+(spL/D)(1+u282)% L € 1+(5,L/D)

The last term plays the role of total particle density, 2n. Since Eq. (25) assumes R >> A, it may
be expected to hold as well for square cross section samples of similar dimensions.

For (SpL/D) ~ w, or 282 = ypl‘t”'Bz + o, Eq. (25) becomes identical with Eq. (15),
corresponding respectively to the equivalent cases of perfectly absorbing boundary, or magnetic
confinement (apart from the '‘pressure’’ exerted by lattice collisions). If S, + 0, M -+ 0, correspond-
ing to the Bohr-van Leeuwen theorem case of transverse equilibrium, or perfectly reflecting walls.
The present semiconductor case, with finite and variable § rL/D is therefore one in which the
transition between these classical limiting cases may be observed.



1)

[

| sm——

| Sop—

The variation of the M as a function of yB = (w, Tp @y r")” is shown in Fig. 2. It is seen
that the general shape is not a strong function of SpL/D; for e > SpL/D > 1/4 the location of

the maximum of M varies between 1 >(p,B)_,, > L.7.
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Fig. 2. Functional form of the magnetic moment as a function of SL/D. Here we consider

only the surface recombination velocity § of the cylindrical surface (S,). The

variable x = \/p‘pp B =lw,r, w, 1,) B. Eq. (25).
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EXPERIMENTAL WORK

1. GENERAL

The magnetic moment (Eq. (13)) derived above arises from the nonequilibrium component of
the plasma. In our experiments this component, consisting of holes and electrons, was generated
by illuminating the specimen with light. Since the magnetic properties measured in the experiment
are a direct function of the intensity and time variation of the incident light, as well as of the
magnetic field and specimen properties, we refer to the observed effects as *‘photomagnetism.’’

The photomagnetism effects in germanium have been studied by two different methods. The
experiments at low magnetic field (B < 11 kgauss) were done with an apparatus, '® shown sche-
matically in Fig. 3 which measures the force on the magnetic moment in an inhomogeneous mag-
netic field. The apparacus basically uses the Faraday method; however, only the alternating
component of the force is measured when the sample is illuminated by light modulated at the
detection frequency. The result is that only the change in magnetic susceptibility x fora given
change in light intensity is obtained. Slow drifts in the total X, due, for instance, to
specimen temperature changes, are ignored. By this means a detection limit of about 10711 cgs
units was achieved. Thus the observed signal, which usually corresponded to a AX of about
1077 cgs units, could be measured to a few percent. Systematic errors due to uncertainties in the
knowledge of the magnitude of the magnetic field and the calibration of the apparatus, as well as
variations in light input were of similar magnitude.

The force is given by

98 9B
Fy(t) =M (1) % = X(1) B, a_y" (26)

where y is in the vertical direction, z the horizontal (along B/B). The field gradient, of magnitude
(9B _/dy)/B, = =0.1 cm"1, was obtained by specially shaped pole pieces.??

Whenever results are plotted vs. magnetic field, it is the average field that is referred to.
Since the samples were 1 cm in length along the gradient, the actual field varied 1 5% from the
mean. Overall specimen dimensions were usually x = y = 10 mm, z = 5 mm, where x is taken
perpendicular to y and z.

At high magnetic fields (11 kgauss < B < 70 kgauss), an induction method was used to
measure the derivative of magnetic moment with respect to the light intensity. This experiment
made use of a uniform magnetic field generated by discharging a condenser bank into a solenoid.

It
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The departure from uniformity did not exceed 2% over the specimen volume. In this method, a
germanium crystal located inside the solenoid is illuminated with a single short pulse of light at
some time during the magnetic field discharge. The change in magnetic moment due to the light
is detected by a set of pick-up coils surrounding the sample. In many respects the experiment is
similar to the impulse method of measuring the de Haas-van Alphen effect in metals.2! The
experimental arrangement is shown in Fig. 4 together with a block diagram of the electronic
circuitry. Further details concerning this method are discussed in Appendix I.

In both the force measurements at low field and the direct magnetic moment measurements at
high field, the light beam generating the hole electron plasma was directed parallel to che magnetic
field. All but the front faces of the specimens were coated with an opaque nitrocellulose paint in
order to prevent illumination of the sample edges which would lead to inward carrier concentration
gradients, transverse to B, which would give rise to a paranfagnetic moment. The surface was
otherwise unaffected by the paint.

2. SPECIMEN PROPERTIES

The experiments reported in this paper were done with high resistivity (p > 20 ohm-cm)
germanium single crystal specimens. At room temperature the equilibrium carrier deasity in such
material is 1014 > p_,N_ cm™.

Since the time varying photomagnetic moment M(:) depends on the spatial and temporal
variation of the carrier density, it was necessary to know the relevant parameters describing
recombination, photo-generation, and transport of carriers.

The total photo-pair density was measured as a function of light intensity and temperature.
The photo-pair density An vs. light intensity I at room temperature was obtained by measurement
of the conductance change in a suitably shaped specimen. As shown in Fig. 5, the photoconductivity
is linear up to An = 1014/cm3 and thereafter is proportional to approximately the % power of light
intensity I. Since in general in the steady state An = gr, where g is the generation rate proportional
to light intensity I and 7 is the lifetime, this implies that r = _AIT in the illumination range in
which An « 17, This behavior is common and expected in high resistivity germanium when An>no.22
For our purposes the important point is that the room temperature photomagnetism experiments were
done in such an illumination range that 1014 < An < 1015 cm™3, the range over which An is approxi-
mately proportional to 1,

The variation of An with temperature at constant (white) light intensity was also investigated
for several crystals by means of the d=c photoconductivity method. In order to avoid contact problems
which are particularly bothersome at the lower temperatures, both voltage and current probes were

13
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used. Tuese experiments were performed in the magnetic moment equipment so that che light intensity
was known to be the same as that used for the photomagnetism work. Temperature was measured

with a thermocouple attached to the sample. Figure 6 shows An vs. T at the maximum light intensity
available. The reduction of An with decreasing temperature is due to the combined effect of falling
bulk lifetime, rising surface recombination and shift of the absorption band edge toward shorter
wavelength as the temperature is lowered. Whatever the cause, these data are needed to compute

the specific contribution per pair to the magnetic moment.

An equally important parameter is the surface recombination velocity, §, which is a measure
of the rate at which pairs recombine on the surfaces of the sample. The value of § stroagly depends
on surface conditions. While values for S are known in a general way for various etching treatments,
the specific influence of S is so important to the understanding of the photomagnetism (Eq. (25))
that a separate study was undertaken to determine surface recombination velocity for the etch used
and for the actual conditions of the experiment.

The surfaces of all the germanium samples used in the experiments were etched with RCA
No. 5 etch.23 This etch is applied immediately after a bright etch treatment withan HF, HNO, type
etch which removes surface damage from grinding the crystals to size. This combination of brighe
etch and No. 5 was chosen because of the relatively low § attainable. It was found that § is
strongly influenced by pair concentration at the surface.?4 Since the photomagnetism experiments
were performed at high light levels, this variation of S has an important bearing on the interpretation
of the results.

S was determined by the pulse photoconductivity method in which the total filament lifetime
7 18 is measured on several samples of the same material treated with the same etch, but having
different dimensions. The variation of surface to volume ratio permits separate determination of r
and S. The method uses a short light pulse on the sample to yield a nonequilibrium change in
carrier concentration which thereafter decays at the characteristic rate determined by r,. The
conductivity, measured as a function of time, is used to find 7;- The average injection level was
set by illuminating the sample with steady light, simultaneously with the application of the light
pulse. The magnitude of the injection was determined by the corresponding change in the d-c

conductance, The light pulse was of low intensity compared to the steady light.

Figure 7 shows the rapid increase of S as the injection level is raised, Immediately after
etching, at zero injection level (in the dark) S is indeed very low (5 ~ 15 to 20 cm/sec) As the
injection level goes up, S rises at a slightly less than linear rate until, at the maximum level
measured (An = 4 x 10!4/cm3), it has reached 250 cm/sec. Thus the surface recombination
velocity is not a unique constant of the material and surface treatment. Furthermore, there is
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some variation of S with aging, ambient atmosphere, and particularly with temperature. This
variation causes some nonreproducibility in the absolute magnitudes of our measurements. As the

temperature is lowered § increases. This is shown in Fig. 8. Our measurements give results
similar to those of Fan, Navon, and Bray.25

Figure 7 also shows r as a function of injection. This result agrees with that obtained
from d-c photoconductivity, Fig. 5, in that r « .gn_ when An >> n_. ris also a function of
temperature, 25 in general decreasing exponentially as a function of 1/T.

The mobilities and diffusion coefficients of holes and electrons are well-known for relatively
pure germanium. 24 In particular, u, « 7166 and #p = T°2:3, where y, = |u,|, the absolute value
of the electron mobility, and K, is the hole mobility. The factor IzT\/u_PT: « T°3 determines the
variation of the photomagnetic moment with T for y’y.PBz <«< L

An important parameter in the theory is SL/D, where L = /D7 is the diffusion length and
D is the ambipolar diffusion coefficient. Our data combined with measurements in the liter‘ature,
yield a reasonable estimate of the course of this quantity as a function of temperature. Figure 9
shows that SL/D is roughly constant and small from room temperature down to ~ 150°K, then rises
rapidly as temperature is lowered. SL/D > 1 at T < 100°K. This curve is not intended to apply in
detail to all samples, since both S and r are rather sensitive parameters. But the general trend of
the composite SL/D is likely to hold for all fairly pure germanium samples etched in the fashion
described. The photomagnetic moment is affected by the general shape of the SL/D curve, but
does not depend too strongly on the absolute magnitude in the observed range (Fig. 2).

3. RESULTS OF FORCE MEASUREMENTS

The force arising from the interaction of the photomagnetic moment M with the gradient of
the magnetic field was measured explicicly as a function of the temperature, the magnetic field
strength, and the light intensity (corresponding to carrier density). The observed dependence of
M on these parameters, together with the values of the intrinsic germanium parameters discussed
in the previous section, permit a detailed comparison with the theory. Most of the data are presented
in relative terms, i.e., relative magnetic moment and relative light intensity. They can always be
converted to absolute terms by remembering that a light level of 1018 photons/cm? sec (= 0.1 watt/cm?)
giving rise to 1015 pairs/cm3, yields a photomagnetic moment M ~ 5 x 10”3 cgs/unit volume at a
field of 10 kgauss, in the room temperature linear region. Absolute measurements of the force were
not made with all specimens. Those that were measured absolutely gave considerable scatter of
absolute magnitudes. This scatter was probably due to variations in § and » It is inferred that the
absolute magnitude of the moment measured op several specimens apply to all specimens within at
least a factor of two. The relative quantities, which contain the dependence of M on T and B, are
almost completely adequate to compare the experiment with the theory.

19



[re————————

S IN THE LIGHT
An ~10'%cm?

\

100

S CM/SEC.
l

O

LI

Oo s IN THE DARK
An =0

T

O
— @)
oJo

O

0 ] [ 1 1 l [ 1 l |

-50 -30 -0 0 [0 30 50
TEMPERATURE °C

Fig. 8. Surface recombination velocity dependence on sample temperature.

Measurements under high injection conditions, while not complete,
indicate the same trend as for small injection.
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In these experiments the sample was suspended in a helium exchange gas atmosphere while
the walls of the chamber remained at room temperature or were cooled with liquid N, or liquid He.
Because of the rather large heat input to the sample from the powerful light beam, the germanium
never ran at the temperature of the exchange gas. A thermocouple was soldered to the sample and
the fine wire leads were run up through the hollow glass suspension rod.'? Thus the force on the
specimen in the field and its temperature could be recorded simultaneously, even while the sample
was heated above ambient by the heat absorbed from the beam. Fluctuations in specimen tempera-
ture at the (16 cps) light input rate are very small, due to the high heat conductivity of germanium.,
For the same reason the steady temperature gradient becween the front and back of the specimen is
also very small,

A large aperture weage interference filter system was employed to measure the wavelength
dependence of the ratio of photoconductivity to photomagnetic force (the light intensity available
from a standard monochromator proved insufficient). The ratio measurement avoids the necessity
for absolute calibration or correction of the lamp and optical system light intensities vs. wave-
length. The resules plotted in Fig. 10 imply that, within experimental error, the photomagnetism is
directly related to the carrier density, as expected from the theory.

An initially puzzling fact4 was the observation that the photomagnetic moment was almost
proportional to /, (as shown in Fig. 11) while An from photoconductivity data was proportional to
1% (see Fig. 5). The early conclusion was that this meant that AM ~ An2, implying an association
of a free hole and a free electron (An = Ap). Later, more comprehensive data showed that the
moment could vary as I™ with 0.7 < m < 1, depending on the sample, while An varied as 19, with
1/2<g<2/3. These data were taken at room temperature where \/m B << 1 even at 10 kgauss.
Neutral screen filters were used to attenuate /.

If we consider only the intensity dependent terms in Eq. (25) under conditions where
\W B << 1 (room temperature, B ~ 10 kgauss or less, for example) we find that
M« (SgL/D)(1+SgL/D)" (1 + S L/DyV Ir. The factor (1 + S_L/D)" Iris just equal to An,
however, and if SpL/D << 1 (of the order of a few tenths) and S = S5 = 5_, then M « An (SL/D).
Our independent data on S and r vs. ! (see Fig. 7) show SL/D sS(r/D)l/’ - An(l/An)% = An% over
the light intensity range of interest, i.e., 1014 to 1015 pairs/cm3 generated. Hence M « Anh If
An « I% then M « I%, while if An « I‘/'. M « 1. In general, An « 19 leads to M « I™ with m = 3¢/2.
In the example given in Figs. 5 and 11, ¢ = 0.58, which leads one to expect m = 0.87. The
observed value was m = 0.9. Thus the observed power law dependence of M on I is consistent
with Eq. (25) and does not imply the presence of hole-electron complexes.
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It is clear from the foregoing discussion that one cannot separately measure the variation of
the photomagnetic moment with each of the parameters of the theory, since all except B vary with T,
which itself is one of the fundamental parameters. The primary experimental data relating to the
magnetic form factor of M were obtained in the form of curves of force vs. magnetic field at constant
generating light intensity, and with temperature as running parameter. In our presentation we plot
equivalent magnetic moment M = Force x (3B, /dy)"!. Typical primary data are shown in Fig. 12. It
is evident that the departure from linearity which occurs as p.'ysz + 1 becomes marked at high
fields and low temperatures, At sufficiently small B, M/B is constant, as expected.

Figure 12 gives an erroneous impression about the comparative magnitudes of the magnetic
moment at different temperatures. Although the light intensity was the same for all temperatures,
the corresponding pair density generated by the lighe is itself a function of temperature, as already
shown in Fig. 6, If we combine the magnetic moment data with the pair density data to give the
magnetic moment per pair as a function of temperature, we show the temperature dependence in a
more meaningful way. Figure 13 is a set of such curves with magnetic field as the parameter. At
low fields the data follow a T3 dependence fairly accurately. As the field is raised the influence
of the magnetic saturation becomes evident at higher and higher temperatures, although the 73
trend is still plain. Thus we can say that over that region in which the moment is proportional to
field, the photomagnetic moment per unit pair is proportional to T°3, This proportionality is exactly
as expected from Eq. (25), from the fact that Ie‘l‘;z‘,ue « T°3, and that (SL/D)(1 + SL/D)"} vaties
only slowly with T.

Ignoring the absolute magnitude of M, one may consider only the shape factor

SeL - 4™
( D )‘/-”_e"—p-B(l*l‘el‘sz)A [“(SRL/D’“*"J‘PBZ)A] :

This quantity is plotted in Fig. 14, as a function of B, for selected values of T. The appropriate
values of Bps B, and SpL/D have been inserted at each T value. Figure 14 is to be compared
insofar as shape is concerned with Fig. 12 which plots the experimentally observed moment.

A somewhat more meaningful comparison with experiment can be made by plotting this shape
factor as a function of \/7‘7‘,— B rather than as a function of B alone (Fig. 15). By choosing a
single value of SL/D most representative for the entire temperature range, the temperature
parameter is suppressed and all of the calculated curvesof Fig. 14 can be represented on a
single curve. The set of experimental points for one crystal over the range 300 to 65°K showa
in Fig. 12 has also been replotted. Relative magnitudes of the moment have been adjusted by a
scale factor at each temperature so that the points fall oa the calculated line at low fields (the
linear range). Thus this curve is again only a test of the shape factor and not of absolute or
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Fig. 14. The same function F(x) as in Fig. 2 (Eq. 25) except plotted against the
magnetic field with temperature as a parameter. The variation of SL/D,
Ky, and u, with temperature is included implicitly in the graph. Only
the surface recombination velocity of the cylindrical edge is being con-
sidered here. The curve at each temperature is to be compared to the
experimencal data of Fig. 12 only as to shape. The magnitudes have not
been corrected for the fact chat the pair generation varies also with
temperature (see Fig. 6).
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relative magnitudes. It is seen that again theory and experiment match rather closely, except when
#"A.Bz becomes appreciably greater than unity. It is thought that this departure may be due to a
departure in that region of the magnetic moment from the formula (Eq. (25)), due to a direct effect of
VB on M. The oversimplification of choosing a constant SL/D cannot account for the discrepancy.
It is also possible that mobility anisotropy, ignored in the theory, is beginning to play an -important
part.

4. RESULTS OF DIRECT MAGNETIC MOMENT MEASUREMENTS

Certain simplifications in the comparison of theory and experiment are possible in the direct
induction measurements, since all were performed at room temperature. The variation of Bl B2
from less than to more than unity was achieved by varying the field strength only. As a result
SL/D, p, and p, did not vary in the course of the experiment. It should also be noted that B was
uniform in these experiments. For the case in which all surfaces of the sample were well etched
(Fig. 16) no great error is made by taking SL/D = 0, Then the field-dependent factor in Eq. (25)
simplifies to u etpB/(L + p p,B 2)% which saturates but does not go through a maximum with
increasing B. This factor is shown as the solid line on Fig. 16 along with the experimental points.

If S_ is maintained at a low value, but S is greatly increased (by sandblasting the lateral

surfaces of the specimens), the amplitude or carrier density term in M (Eq. (25)) remains unchanged.

The shape factor, however, becomes (upu,B)/(l + ypu'Bz), since (SoL/D) + . The results of
this experiment are plotted in Fig. 17, where the solid line represents the theory. It is seen that

M goes through a maximum and the position of the maximum, (\/p'pp B = 1), is well predicted by
the theory.

Another test of the applicability of Eq. (25) can be made by considering the ratio of the
signal magnitude for the two cases of low and high S, i.e., etched/sandblasted edge for the
same sample at constant temperature, light level and small but constant field (ﬁ:ﬁ B << 1)
This ratio should be

SgL/D
1+SaL/D ~

The observed ratio was 1/4, which implies SpL/D ~ 0.33 for the etched case. The independently
measured value of SL/D by pulse photoconductivity on a similar sample was 0.48 (see Fig.9).
We consider this reasonable self-consistency.
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For this curve, all surfaces of the sample were well-etched. Data were
taken at room temperature.,
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Finally we can compute the absolute magnitude of the photodiamagnetism at room temperature
using the self-consistent estimate of SL/D and the photoconductivity value of An. Use of the latter
eliminates the necessity of determining the absolute light intensity. For a field of 10 kgauss and
pair density of 1013/cm3, M = 9.0 x 10°5 gauss/cm3 corresponding to a susceptibility change of
9.0 x 10”7 cgs units per unit volume which is in reasonable agreement with both the static and
pulse magnetic data.
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CONCLUSIONS

The magnetic moment of & plasma in steady state transport transverse to and along a magnetic
field was derived by means of the macroscopic drift equations, and the particle conservation and
boundary conditions appropriate for semiconductor crystals. In this derivation, we assumed a constant
scattering time, explicitly introduced through the generally accepted conductivity mobilities. Two
types of experiments were used to compare this theoretical magnetic moment with the actual moment
of a hole-electron plasma infected by light into germanium crystals, The agreement found was as
good ds could be expected from the accuracy of the experiments. The agreement of theoretical and
experimental shape factors was generally excellent. Agreement in absolute magnitude was more
difficult to establish, due to drifts in the semiconductor surface recombination velocity — resulting
in drifts in the absolute carrier density. There is, however, no implication in the data chat the
theoretical and experimental amplitudes of M show any discrepancy.

The major area of disagreement occurred in measurements of M, using the inhomogeneous
field — force method at large values of (w'.r'.)“’ = p'pPBz =0,r0,0,, where w, is the cyclotron
frequency and r, the scattering time (Fig. 15). It is likely that the discrepancy observed is due to
the effect of the curvature of B, which was neglected in the derivation of M. It can be shown that
this curvature effect is negligible at small w,r. However, when w r, + =, the curvature of the
field together with the gradient yields twice the effective transverse particle drift velocity obtained
with VB _ alone.2” The transverse drift, in the microscopic description of the plasma, generates the
net force in an inhomogeneous field. One would thus expect the effective M, derived from the force,
not to fall as rapidly with increasing w r, as expected from the simple theory. This view is supported
by the observation that the M measured by the induction method in a uniform field B was not at vari-

ance with che cheory (Fig. 17).

It is also possible that the simple approach adopted here of uniting the flow equations in the
magnetic field is not correct since it essentially ignores the scattering mechanism which contributes
to the mobility variation with temperature, Kurnick and Zicter'3 investigated this for the semiconductor
InSb by proceeding through the current density equations of transverse magnetoresistance and Hall
effect putting in a relaxation time proportional to v°! (thermal scattering) and to v3(impurity scattering).
However, in both cases the result calculated for the PEM effect, which is closely related to the
photomagnetism, was in poorer agreement with experiment than the simple theory. It is probable,
therefore, that this approach would not remove the discrepancy.

It is evident from the general agreement of theory and experiment that the overall description
of the physical phenomena is correct. Regarded from the plasma point of view, this constitutes the
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first experiment which directly measures the diamagnetic force exerted by the plasma on its scat-
tering medium, if the magnetic field is inhomogenous, Apart from the field curvature effect this
force is identical to the expanding force of a fully ionized gas (no appreciable neutral scattering),”

The variation of the surface recombination velocity, in the semiconductor case, which may
also be considered a reflection coefficient, furthermore clearly demonstrates the transition
between steady state and thermal equilibrium conditions. When § + « in Eq. 25, the usual *“‘plasma’’
state is reached; S -+ 0 is the thermal equilibrium limit. The *‘wall contributions’’ to the magnetic
moment are therefore explicitly apparent in our case. In the gas plasma this clear distinction can-
not readily be made,

From the semiconductor point of view, it is clear that unless the.condition SL/D -+ 0 can be
achieved, it is not possible to measure equilibrium magnetic properties of carriers by the present
method. Since the Landau magnetic moment is overshadowed by the nonequilibrium effects, it is
clearly necessary to measure it by the equilibrium methods already tried. Our explanation of early
observations in terms of an anomalous equilibrium effect® was based on the unwarranted supposition
that S » 0. The “size effect,’3 which was interpreted in terms the anomalous equilibrium effects,
is also simply explained in terms of the complete steady state diffusion theory (see Appendix II).
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APPENDIX |

induction Method for Measuring M

Consider a germanium specimen surrounded by a pick-up coil of N turns, immersed in a time-
varying field H (¢), and illuminated by a light beam of time-varying intensity I(¢) (Fig. 4). The light,
as before, serves to inject a plasma of holes and electrons. The EMF induced in the coil is

V= =108 x NA dB/dt volts. It is assumed that the whole coil area A (in cm?) is filled with ger-
manium. Since B = H + 4nM,

V- -108 NA[%EL + 4n 5-,&] . 27

The experimental arrangement is designed to measure M(¢) via the second term in this expression.
The variation of M with time is given by dM/d:t = (dM/dl) x (d}/dt). The first term in Eq. (27) is
balanced by a second pick-up coil, not containing a specimen, and located symmetrically in the
field relative to the first, The dH/dt signals in the first and second coils can be made to cancel
in an inductance bridge (Fig. 4). For perfect balance, the signal voltage is just

V=—4n.10"8 NA-%,M— % volts. (28)

The quantity di/dt can be measured separately by means of photoconductivity experiments on a
piece of germanium similar to the moment specimen, located at the position of the magnetic test
sample. In any case, it is not a function of magnetic field; so for purely relative measurements at
constant light intensity, the measured voltage gives AM vs. H directly.

One problem which must be considered is the effect of eddy currents in the sample due to
dH/dt. Such eddy currents can have the same time dependence as Eq. (28) because of the modulation
of the germanium conductivity by the light. The resultant apparent change in magnetic moment will
also be picked up by the coil. It is easily shown that the expected voltage is

d d
Vedy = (" Fra

2
):—-%‘;’-5{5’-+0%7 (29)

where o is the germanium conductivity. The first term can be of the same order as V in Eq. (28)
while the second term is at least SO times smaller. In the experiment, the time delay circuit in
Fig. 2 was therefore adjusted so that the light flashed exactly when dH/dt = 0, i.e., at the peak of
the magnetic field discharge. This removed the eddy current contribution.
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A practical problem encountered was the difficulty of exactly balancing out the first term in
Eq. (27) inasmuch as it can be 104 times larger than the second term. After balancing the bridge
as carefully as possible the residual was still ten times larger than the signal sought, However,
the first term has the period of the field variation, which is about ten times longer than the major
frequency components of the moment variation. Hence careful restriction of the low frequency
response of the amplifier reduced the level of the dH/dt term in Eq. (27) without affecting the
dM/dt term, yielding the required signal on an almost flat base line. At the highest fields some
base line variation was nevertheless observable. The upper frequency cutoff was also restricted
to reduce coil noise.

The inductance bridge voltage was measured with differential input on a type E plug-in unit

for a Tektronix Type 532 oscilloscope. The pick-up coils used in the experiment were one cm?in
cross section. Each was wound with 1400 turns of 0.07 mm wire. The light flash was of short

duration compared with the free pair lifetime. The instant of flashing relative to the beginning of
the field pulse was controlled by the time delay circuit and the gate delay of the scope. The field
H was obtained by discharging 800 uf through coils 5 cm long, with 3 ¢cm O.D. and 1.5 em L.D. The
specimens were cylindrical, 5 mm in radius and 1 cm long.
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APPENDIX It

Derivation of the Magnetic Moment Applicable to Cylinders of
Any Height (Restriction (-~ « Removed)

The correct particle conservation equation with z dependence included is simply V.nv=~n/r
where v is the macroscopic drift velocity of the positive particles, derived under the ambipolar flow
conditions, ris the recombination lifetime, and » = n(r, z). This replaces Eqs. (17) and (20) in which
the z and r dependence was separated. The incident light produces I pairs/cm?/sec uniformly
across the front face of the cylinder of Fig. 1, in a thickness << L = Dz . We assume steady state

conditions. In cylindrical geomecry

|1 D 9 d pon|._=n
[737('1+,sz ??)*3?”‘6?] . G0

Setting p = r/1+p2B2 = rﬁ% and n(r,z) = A(p) w(z), Eq. (30) separates into

dA 1 dr ., A

dp? + ’ 'J;*”: 0 (31)
and

2o (1, _1Y),-0 (32)

dz? L? v,z

where v°2 js the separation constant. The boundary conditions are:

(I) n(p,z) is finite within the cylinder

w3l 8], -l 4],

> (33)
{m -;D T:]'___o = —'f]x=0 - Sz
m-t], ;
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Using condition 1, and setting v;2 + L°2 = K;z we find

Ap)=],(p/v,,)
(34)
w(z) = A_ cosh (z/K, )+ B, sinh (2/K )

where the v_, A, and B, are constants to be determined. Condition (II) determines the » :

g Jq1(Q/vy) $p0 Y
- __1—_ -= -R_
v 1,(Q77,) o B (33)

where 0 = R B%. Boundary conditions (III) and (IV) must be satisfied simultaneously. This
requires expansion of I in terms of the | _(p/y, ). We use Eq. (35) and the orthonormality con-
ditions to obtain

R % IA
S ordr] (1B%/v ) = (v R/B™) ] 1(Q/ )

o

and

R
S 1o(B%7v,) 1 (rB% /v yrdr = 6, (R/2)[13(Q/v,)+]2(Q/v )]
-]

Then with a_ = (5K, /D) and

2v, 1! J1(Q/v,,)
J2(Q/y W)+ 1300/ v )

(I11) and (IV) become

amAm —Bm = (YMKM/D)
(36)
A, [sinh({/K,)+a, cosh({/K, )1 +B, [cosh({/K,)+a, sinh({/K, )]=0

39




e F R o R T

L TP N

Equation (36) determines the A_ and B, which together with Eq. (34) yields n(r,z):

%
n(rz) = z I, (_g_)[ﬂg_!_’_xbﬂ. , J1(Q/vy) ]./m(,),

J2Q/v ) +13(Q7v )

[ (0 cosh(z/K,) [cosh({/K, ) +a,, sinh({/K, )] -sinh(z/K, ){sinh ({/K,)+a, cosh({/K, )]
" 2a,, cosh({/K,)+(1+al)sinh({/K,)

37)
To compute the magnetic moment we require the integral
¢ R
RO = { dz j; r? -g% dr
(see Eq. 13). Using Eq. (37) we obtain
MR, O= 3 __L R y2 g2 2( )2 ( ) [“u cosh(C/K,,,)+sinh:(/.K,)-a.
m:ou 1+ _R_ Ss (1+2B2) a,, cosh({/K, +1+al)sinh({/K,)
(38)
The magnetic moment M is then obtained from Eq. 13 as
DB
M=g St kDB, (39)

R2¢

The sum in Eq. (38) contains the dependence of the magnetic moment on sample dimensions
and surface recombination and is therefore subject to experimental test. In fact, the moment had
already been measured in Ref. 5 as a function of sample thickness ¢, although given a different
interpretation. This experiment was repeated and the new experimental points together with the
original ones are shown in Fig. 18. An important change in the value of the diffusion length has
been made. The diffusion length was given in Ref. 5 as 0.06 cm, but this was in error due to the
incorrect estimate of the surface recombination velocity. When the correct value is used, as given
in Fig. 7 for high injected densities, the corrected value of L is 0.15 cm, The sum was computed
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Fig. 18. Comparison of calculated and measured magnetic moment as functions of
sample thickness. Solid lines machine-computed from Egs. (38) and (39).
Parameters: SL/D = 0.5, R = 0,5, pB<<1(B = 1). Experimental points from
three runs. Room temperature, SL/D = 0.5, L = 0.15, R = 0.5 (independently
determined). Theoretical and experimental curves matched at one point for
best fit.
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on the IBM 7090 using the measured values of the parameters: S, = §, = S, SL/D = 0.5, R = 0.5 cm,
pB << 1, The solid lines in Fig. 18 show the result for the relative magnetic moment for various
choices of L. The moment falls off as sample thickness is decreased, as observed experimentally.
The experimental values apparently fall off a little more rapidly than the choice of L = 0.15 cm
would predict, although the general trend is reproduced fairly well. Thus we believe that this *‘size
effect’’ is also explicable by the general theory given in this paper.

42




e I == A = I A <oy

[ e

b

10.
11.
12.

13.
14.

15.
16.

17.

18,
19.

21,

22,
23

REFERENCES

J. H. Van Vleck, The Theory of Electric and Magnetic Susceptibilities (Oxford 1932), Ch, IV,
1bid. Th, Xll.

G. Busch and N. Helfer, Helv. Phys. Acta 201, 27 (1954); G. Busch and E. Mooser, Helv,
Phys. Acta 26, 611 (1953); C. Enz, Helv. Phys. Acta 28, 158 (1955); J. H. Crawford, H. C.
Schweinler, and D. K. Stevens, Phys. Rev. 99, 1330 (1955); A. Van ltterbeck, L. DeGreve,
and W. Duchatean, Appl. Sci. Research B4, 300 (1955); F. T. Hedzcock, Canad. J. Phys, 34,
43 (1956); R. Bowers, Phys. Rev. 108, 683 (1957).

J+ O. Kessler and A. R. Moore, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2, 247 (i59).

A. R. Moore and J. O. Kessler, Phys. Rev. Lett. 4, 121 (1960).

M. Steenbeck, Wiss. Verdff. Siemens 15, 2, 1(1936).

T. C. Marshall and L. Goldstein, Phys. Rev. 122, 367 (1961).

W. M. Hooke, M. A, Rothman, and J. Adam, Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. 118, 174 (1963).

An exception is the measurement of the expansion force in a current-carrying toroidal gas plasma,

S. Yoshikawa, R. M. Sinclair, J. O. Kessler, and W. L. Harries, Phys. Fluids, in press.
L. Tonks, Phys., Rev. 56, 360 (1939).
A. Alfuén, Cosmical Electrodynamics (Oxford 1950), Ch. III.

B. Lehnert, Proc. Second UN Conf. on the Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy (United Nations,
Geneva 1958), Vol. 32, p. 349.

R. A. Smith, Semiconductors (Cambridge 1961), Chs. V and X.

O. Ganeta and ]. Grosvalet, Progress in Semiconductors, Ed. by A. F. Gibson, P. Aigrain, and

R. E. Burgess (S, Wiley, New York 1956), p. 165.
S. W. Kurnick and R. N. Zitter, ]J. Appl. Phys. 27, 278 (1956).

J. L. Delcroix, Introduction to the Theory of lonized Gases (Interscience, New York 1960),
Ch. VIIL,

L. Landau and E. Lifshitz, Electrodynamics of Continuous Media (Addison-Wesley, Reading
1960), p. 123.

Ref. 13, p. 297.
J. O. Kessler and A. R. Moore, Rev. Sci. Inst. 33, 478 (1962).
D. R. Fredkin collaborated in the design.

D. Schoenberg, Progress in Low Temperature Pbysics (North Holland Publ. Co., Amsterdam
1957) Vol. 2, p. 226 (1957).

W. Shockley and W. T. Read, Phys. Rev. 87, 835 (1952).
S. G. Ellis, J. Appl. Phys. 28, 1262 (1957).

43




o e RS B S ATET e 40

P

s DI

24.
25.

26.
27.

REFERENCES (Continved)
G. L. Dousmanis, ]J. Appl. Phys. 30, 180 (1958).

H. Y. Fan, D. Navon, H. Gebbie, Proceedings of intemational Conf. in Semiconductors,

Amsterdam 1954, p. 855.

F. ]J. Morin, Phys. Rev. 93, 62 (1954).
Ref. 16, p. 55.

44




AT G e

UORJ3{0d VLISV U] *A
Boday [vur] A}
1sE3N O *
Pue 3100 *§ *V °III
*f *N ‘uoadaung
‘saunimioqey yOU °1)
(00)L9% ¢~tuop 30wnu0)) of

TORSUIqWOII} IDWLMS 4
swEe)d ¢

Judwow d1uFey o7
$101D0PUCIIWIG *]

*Lioap o udtdns £1150]3a UOIUIqWOII] IdVLINS puE ‘N1
-wadwa ‘Lrsumcr agdy] ‘pTuans pay snaufew vo JuswOm
1 jo 9oudpuadIp 4L *s1|nsa3 [ee[[od Iauf ssnedy oL
03 dn 1pSuans jo pidy dSnavfvw wojiun ¥ Fuizijnn poylaw
uonsnhpul uy *wnipaw Fui1wd8 $31 vo rwse(d P £q
PoM3X? 3510} InIuFewr’; -1 panswaw A15211p pi3y onau
-3ww snoduaFowoqul av pus wmiuswis¥ Futen sjudwuadxy
Y6/Lyu —=N)1u3u201juod >naufew 3imd pus (¢ = i) wnuqiq
«Inbd 3%32A8UWI UIIMIFG UORTISUWI IP SN WISTOWIP I NS
-33 [SOTIIONP IR UONWUNWOIII avpIns g1y Pus Moj jo
$IWI| QR U] *SUORIPUOD UONEUIGWOIAI I3WmMS puE ‘LIIq
-ow ‘pFuans pa1y uo W jo 23u3puadap I AP 03 pasn
ua3q asey suopwnba 1odsown 5idodsosawy *pj3y onaufew
¥ Ul pIsIdunmy L-uubo 2030nPUOOJWIE [EIWPUI[AD ¥ UIPIA
ag@1] 4q paimzausd suan>apa pue sajoy jo FUNEISUOd wse]d
¥ jo W ludwowm >NIUSBW S P IM PIWIAdVOD 1 330d33 STy

uoday payssepun

*$J31 LT pue *suyp *[oul °d 6y ‘€961 ‘1€ YoIeN
‘uoday 1-._“& *SHOLDNANQDINIS NI ALITIgLLd3IDSNS
DA ‘SZ voarfuiyses ‘YNO ‘LasN 9 jo Juauniedsg

uand3fIed YIISY Y *A
Boday jeurd ‘Al
1nyssaY 0 *f
Ut 100K Y °V °IiI
*[ *N ‘vorsduug
. ‘sauoieioqe] VO 11
(00)L9¥E=~3uoN 12¥53U0] |

uenBUIqWOD3 I3BJINS P
swse]d *¢

Judwow anaufepy o7
$3012NpUOD 1WIS *]

..Cou.tu.ttoa:n b-uo~u> aomuun.ﬁaououou&uaavq«.on:
-e1adway *L1suaiur 3ydy) ‘pSuans P12y dn3ufe w wo jvIWow
3y jo aduspuadap ayy *S1[N8 3 [w33e[{od Iaed ssnedy oy
01 dn p3duans jo piay snaufew tuojum Furzijun popaw
uononpu; uy ‘wnipam Fuiraess sit vo vwse(d ap Lq
Pa12x3 9530) Snsufewerp 3 pasnseaw Lpoasarp P12y onsu
-$ew snoauaFowoyu; ue pyw wnjuvwsdd Fuisn sjudwnadxy
(8/L¥y4 - =) 1uswdujuod dpaview amd pos (0 = W) wnuqi|
-inba 28J3asuEA UIIMISQ UonISUWI AP SRNEASTOWIP imns
=31 [E2NA0IY AP voneUIqWodI Idvjins qirg pue aof jo
S11W1| 24 U] *SUOHIIPUCD UONBUIqWOIA IJElms pur ‘Aiq
-oul ‘nFuans Eum Uo W jo 2udpuadap 3y 2ALIP 03 pasn
ud3q 3awy suonends uodsuesy 31docscId By *pidy SnIfew
® U] pasiawwl (w1845 303onpuodsas [vIUPCI[Ad ® uipIa
Igfg 4q paresausd SUonI312 pue s3[oy Jo Funsisuod vwse(d
¥ o W 1udwow S>NIUFVW Sy 1PIa PIWIITOD §Y 130433 SIY]

110day paysswioun

*$333 LT Pu® *su(l *Put +d 6F ‘€961 ‘T¢ YosEp
‘uoday [Puld SYOLDNANODINIS NI ALITIALLIIISAS
*3'q ¥z voifurysey YNO ‘AseN s jo juduniedag

Uon33{03 YIISY uf *A
uoday [eurd -Aj
12ssdY 0 °f
pue 100 ¥ 'V 111
*[ °N *uoiasuug
‘sauojeioqer] yoy
(00)L9¥ ¢ ~suoN, 33exu0D) o

uonwoiquola deung +

suseld ¢
1UdWow >nIufw)y *7

$I01INPTOI WIS ]

*£1031n 2 330ddns L3150[9a UCLIBUIQWODII IIVpINS puw ‘asmy
-e3adwa; *fiysuazur ayfi ‘qSuans PIPY Sniaufww uo Juswow
2y jo 2003puadap Y] *s3nsas [e1e[[0d IacE ssnedy (2
o1 dn pfuans jo pj3y dnaufew usojiun v Furzinn poiaw
GONINPUL UY ‘umipdw FuwAiess 831 uo vwewd Iyl 4q
Pauax? 330§ dp3duFewwip o pamssaw L[1>211p Py onev
-Few snouaFowoqu uv pue umiusuwsaF Fuisn syudwpadxy
«g/Ly% — =) 16wau1uor dn2ufew amd pur (9 = ) WNNQI]
-inba 3s19a5uBI BIIMIIG UONISURR S $NBNSUOWIP I ns
=31 [82113J09Y1 2 VONBUIqWED 3] Idvpins Y1y pus mo] jo
$31WI] 3 Ul *STONTPUCS DONWUIqWOIII owpIns pue ‘Lig
-ow ‘|IuINs pI2Y UO Jy jo 3303puadap I AWIP 03 pasn
033q 3avy suonwnbd Jodsues; s1dodsciden *Pi3y ansufewm
® Ul pagiawmy [936 4D 3039npuodrwds fedupurld v uigie
Wy 4q parwsauad $UONJ212 pue £2[0Y jJo Funsisuod wwswd
® Jo Jy Judwow dNIufew Iq Yiim PAIWIZU0d $1 woda syl

wodsy payissepun
831 LT puw *sn[1 *1501 *d GY ‘€961 ‘1§ YoIsy

‘uoday [°614 *SHQLDNANODINIS N1 ALITIFILdIDSNS
*24d '¢7 vorFupysey ‘YNQ ‘AavN A Jo juaunsedaq

uon23j{od YILSV U] ‘A
uoday [eurd ‘Al
3apssay 0 *f
pue 300K H °V ‘Il
*f *N ‘vorasuud
‘sauoiesoqe] VYO 1l
(00)L9% g=3u0N 12enU0D) °]

ﬂogiﬂmﬂaooe NS e o
vwse[d °¢

wdwow dn2uFsy °7
$101ONPUOITWIG *]

O

.bouﬁ o_uu :oamzn.t_uo_o>uomuncmnegu._uustnnv:u.uaa
-e;admas ‘Lirsuaiul s ‘pFusns ppayy Snaufsw wo uIwow
a3 jo 22uapuadap ay], *sINsI3 [vINB[[0D IarE ssnefy o7
01 dn ifuans jo piay onIufew wojiun € Surztijun popsw
) UORINPpU] UY *wnpaw Fuuess si1 go vwsw(d 2 £q
Pa113X3 3310) snIuFewerp ayp pamseaw A[1DIP P[aY SnIu
-Few snoduaFowoyur ue puw umigruwwa¥ Jursn syvdmuadxey
(8/Lyu ~ =) iwwusugom. o119ufsw nd pur () = W) Wauqi]
-inba 3819a8URI3 UIIMIFG VONISURY 1P SIIWISUOWIP I[NS
=3J [$211330243 Iy DONWLIqQWODA 3dujIns iy pue Mol jJo
$I5WI[ IR U] *SUOIIIPUOS BONBUIqWOIII 0¥ ms puv ‘Lifiq
-cw ‘yifuans piayy vo W jo Iduapusdap | F2AUIP O pISn
u23q 2awy svonsnba uodsuen d1doosarey *play dudufem
® U] PasIdww Te3sld J03ONPUCIIWIS [EIUPUIIAS ¥ UIRIA
g8y £q paiwaausd suand3? puw sajoy jo Funsisuod vwse(d
® Jo Jy 3UdmOow dN3ufem P P PIWICTOd ST Wodas sy

uoday payisse[dupn

*8J31 LT Puv *snyyl *dur °d 6F ‘€961 ‘1€ PISN
‘uoday surd *SYQLINANQDINAS NI ALITIELLdIDSAS
*3°q ¢z voatuiysey “YNO ‘AasN 9| jo Iudumssdag

e T~ N I

2 s 2 1000
et

Svrrasmed Sormm— 2

)

—

‘L




