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A Dbstract. W e study a class of superconductive radiation detectors n which the
absorption of energy occurs in a long superconductive strip while the redout stage is
provided by superconductive tunnel jinctions positioned at the two ends of the strip.
Such a device is capable both of In aging and energy resolution. In the established
current scheme, well studied from the theoretical and experin ental point of view,
a fundam ental ingredient is considered the presence of traps, or regions adpcent to
the junctions m ade of a superconducting m aterial of lower gap. W e reconsider the
problem by investigating the dynam ics ofthe radiation lnduced excess quasiparticles In
a sin pler device, ie. one w ithout traps. T he nonequilbriim excess quasiparticles can
be seen to obey a di usion equation whose coe cients are discontinuous fiinctions of
the position. Based on the analytical solution to this equation, we follow the dynam ics
of the quasiparticles in the device, predict the signal form ation of the detector and
discuss the potentiality o ered by this con guration.
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1. Introduction

Superconducting single photon radiation detectors, such as transition edge sensors
m icrobolom eters, superconducting tunnel junctions, kinetic lnductance detectors, and
superconductive resonator detectors are attractive devices because they have nearly
achieved the desired performm ance for energy-resolred detection of individual photons or
particles over a broad energy range w ith high counting rates [1, 2].

Current work is generally directed towards two cbpctives: improving energy
resolution and scaling to cover large areas. Form icrobolom eters the current trend is to
try to multiplex an array of detectors to one readout system . Various techniques have
already dem onstrated their viability, although several di culies rem ain to be solved.
Themuliplex approach ismuchmoredi cul in the case of ST J detectors, asthe signals
arem uch faster, thus ncreasing the bandw idth necessary forthem ultiplexing circuit. A
possbility to sim plify the problem is to drastically reduce the num ber of channels that
has to be radout w ithout reducing the num ber of pixels and the area covered by the
array. This can be acoom plished by substituting several single pixel ST Js In the array
w ith Jong and narrow stripswhere radiation is absorbed (as long aspossible to cover the
largest area) . Each strip is readout through two ST Js placed at the ends[3, 4, 5]. Such
a structure is som etin e referred in literature w ith the acronym DRO ID which stands
forD istribbuted Read O ut Im aging D evice [6]. In DRO ID s energy resolution is cbtained
In the sam e way as for a single ST J by counting the total num ber of quasiparticks that
tunnel through the barrers of the two Jjunctions in tin e coincident pulses; the position
is obtained by m easuring the quasiparticles separately collected by the two jinctions.
TheDRO ID schem e hasbeen dem onstrated to give very good position resolution along
the absorber strip, and also a good energy resolution [7].

Since the very beginning when DRO ID s were proposed, they were designed by
using a higher gap superconductor for the absorber and a lower gap superconductor
for the ST Js electrodes[3]. The idea was to exploit the quasiparticke trapping and the
m ultiplication e ectsB] to In prove the collection e ciency. In a DRO ID quasiparticles
produced in the absorber after photon absorption willdi use toward the opposite sides
where they are soon trapped and then counted by the tunnel junctions. There are
currently two di erent ways on how to realize such traps on the sides of the absorber.
One places the trap on top of the absorber [3, 6, 9, 10], the other places the trap
laterally to the absoroer b, 11]. The rstm ethod hasthe advantage of the best possible
Interface between the absorber and the trap m aterial as they can be both deposited
in situ without breaking vacuum during fabrication, but constrains the volum e of the
trap and jinction area severely, and results In STJs a ected by the proxin ity e ect.
The s=eocond has aln ost no 1im itations on trap design, and junction area, the STJ are
not a ected by the proxin ity e ect, but much care must be taken in fBbrication to
keep the Interface between the trap and absorber defect—free. In both designs energy
resolution has been m easured as degraded because of the tam perature rise of the trap
when a large am ount of quasiparticles enter [12, 13]. This degrades the ability of the
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trap to e ciently capture the quasiparticles and increases the dark current of the ST J,
which results into a degraded position and energy resolution. T he easiest way to rem edy
this problem is to m ake bigger traps, if possible, which would reduce the heating e ect
of the quasiparticles. Apart from the case where the trap volum e is constrained by
the absorber design, larger traps also m eans that losses and di usion inside the traps
becom e relevant phenom ena that have to be considered.

In the light ofthe above considerations, we found the physics ofa di erent DRO DD
design, one that does not use traps, interesting to Investigate. The presence of traps
is not a fundam ental ngredient that underliess the DROID idea. The important
issues are the large area coverage w ith iIn aging capability and the reduction of the
readout channels, whilke m aintaining good energy resolution. M oreover, singk pixel ST J
detectors have been m ade w ithout traps; they are well proven exam ples of detectors that
does not have traps but conserve excellent energy resolution [14]. Large area coverage
and reduction of readout channels can be kept by sim ply connecting two ST Js to the
sam e bottom elctrode (the long absorber) w ithout introducing traps.

A notrap DRO DD structure was already analysed in the past [L5], but it was not
fully appreciated for the advantage of being a sim plr structure from several points of
view : fAbrcation technology, di usion, sslfheating. In the m odel contained in [L5] the
Junctions were considered point-ike and were only sensitive to the distribution function
ofquasiparticles at the edges ofthe device w ithout any disturbance ofthe nonequilibrium
state In the absorber. In the present work the analysishasbeen extended to consider the

nite size ofthe Junctions, and to nclude theirin uence on the nonequilbbrium dynam ics
of excess quasiparticlkes. In this way the presence of the junctions can detemm ine the
detector response.

F inally we rem ark that the nvestigation ofa D RO ID structure w ithout traps isalso
of Interest in the perspective, just recently em erged[L6], that to cbtain ST J-detectors
which would be really com petitive In temm s of energy resolution one w ill be probably
forced to use for the m aterial of the absorber a superconductor w ith energy gap equal
or lower than that ofalim nim ( < 018 me&V). The rason is that the ulim ate
energy resolution in ST Js is proportional to the square root of the energy gap of the
superconductor w here radiation is absorbed. K esping an energy E = 1 keéV as reference
for X -ray photons, the Intrinsic energy resolution requirem ent for advanced applications
is2 &V .Thisisadchieved when the energy gap value isequalor lessthat ofthe alum inium .
M oreover the present state-oftheart n STJ fabrcation technology is based on the
A 1,03 oxide tunnel barrier, lndicating again ST Js w ith A 1 electrodes as the best and
possible choice. Tt isthen naturalto considera whol alum inium D RO ID , an A Tabsorber
laterally readout by A 18T Js: de nitively a notrap DRO ID structure.

In this paper we describe the response of such a detector under the in uence of
single photons. A m odel is developed, and an analytic expression is obtained for the
evolution In tim e of the one-dim ensional quasiparticle density, from which we calculate
the tunnel currents and the collected charge through both the ST Js. W e discuss the
position dependence of the pulse height govemed by di usion and quasiparticles decay.



D ynam ics of nonequilibriim quasipartickes 4
2. Fom ulation of the problem

In a superconductor radiation energy is absorbed In a com plicated process that resuls
In the generation of an excess number of quasiparticles [L7]. A DRO ID m easures the
num ber of nonequilbrium excess quasiparticles as they tunnel through the tunnel junc-
tions positioned at the end of the superconductive absorber. Each junction is polarised
at a convenient volage point in the subgap region of the IV characteristic. W hen
ilum inated, the device provides energy and position inform ation of the Incom .ng radi-
ation by com paring the coincident m easured charges In the two Jjunctions. To describbe
the dynam icalbehaviour of the proposed detector a m odel of the spatial and tem poral
quasiparticle excess density is needed. The structure is schem atised n  gure 1. It con—

Tunnel junction barriers
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Figure 1. Schem atic of the cross section of the proposed detector (ot in scak).
D ashed arrow s on the two sides indicate the excess quasiparticle tunnelling

sists of an absorber of length L, with tunnel jinctions at the two edges whose length

is (L a)=2.W e assum e that the e ect of the tunnel jinctions is to ram ove the excess
quasiparticles created in an in pact event of a photon w ith the absorberw ith a constant

rate probability, wnn, and that the quasiparticles do not re-enter the absorber once

rem oved. W e also assum e, in the absorber, isotropic di usion constant, D , and uni-
form oonstant loss rate, 1, Which acoounts for the variousm echanian of quasiparticle

losses. These assum ptions enable us to describbe the spatial and tem poral evolution of
the exoess quasiparticle density, n (x;t), through the standard di usion equation [#]

@n &0 _ @’n (x;b)
@t @x?
w ith the boundary conditions

x)n x;t); L=2< x< L=2; 0< t<1 )

@n ( L=2;9 @n @L=2;9

@x B @x B

The presence of the tunnel jinctions is then m odelled through (x) = ; where the
Index i= 1;2;3 refers to the three regions de ned as

0: @)
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2 1= pest wmn IfL/2< x< -a/2 Regionl
®)= .= pa if-a/2< x< a/2 Region 2 3)
3= st wmn fa/2< x< L/2 Regin 3

Thus In the two jinction regions the probability of tunnelling adds to the probability
of Joss. A lthough simple looking, this problem is m ore com plicated com pared w ith
that arising w hen traps are present and, as far aswe know , the solution has never been
reported. W e choose to solve thisproblem by solitting it into three parts, corresponding
to the regions 1, 2, and 3 above. Thus we need to supplam ent the boundary conditions,
Eqgq. 2, wih the requiram ents that the excess quasiparticle density, and its soatial

derivative, are continuous finctionsat x = a=2
a a a
n; E;t =n E;t 72 E;t = N3 E;t
en; 2t Gn, ;£ Gnp St @ny It “@
@x @x ’ @x @x
T he radiation im pact on the absorber ism odeld through the nitial condition:
n (x;0)=No & Xo); ©)

where X, is the radiation in pact point and N ¢ the num ber of quasiparticles generated
by the radiation in pact. A 1l this provides seven relations which together w ith equation
(1) allow s to detemm ine the solution In the three dom ainsbetween L=2 and L=2.

3. Solution of the problem

The solution to the problem , equations (1)—-(5), can be ocbtained by the ssparation of
variablesm ethod [18] introducing the arbitrary constant . Then the unknown density
can be written as an integral on allpossibl values of in the three previously de ned

soatial dom ains.
Z

0 q— q—
n; X;t) = e (P X (e TEHY (e T d s+
zZ r__ r__
+ e T HE % () cos D—lx+ Y; ( ;) sh D—lx d;: 6)

0
Ihserting the full om al solution, equation (6), into the six boundary conditions,
see Appendix A, we nd that the possbl valles of isan in nie discrete set. &t is
convenient to distinguish the sign of by introducing 2= D =L?and =D =LZ2.
Then the two equations determ ning these values of , written In temm s of and
resoectively, are

2 . P—
p+ p 2 oosh ( a) sn a p +

rp— p—
2 D 2c0os a  p 2 smh( a)=0 (7)
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and
P
b+ p+2?%2 ws( a) sh a pp+ 2 +
- P
+2 p+ 2cos a p+ %2 sn( a)=0; 8)

where ; = gnnL?=D . Oncethepossbl values ofthe constant have been determ ined
the two Integrals in equation (6) change Into sum s. T hus equation (6) can be w ritten as
o1 i 2 2

n; x; )= Ry (nixple s "2 Fio (4;%)+

X i, 2 2

+ Sn ( n;XO)e bss  "LZ Gi;n ( n;X) (9)
n=N

where ,, , are solutions to equations (7) and (B), respectively, and the two

proportionality constants R, ( ;%) and S, ( n;Xo) willbe determ ined by the niial

condition. W e have also Introduced the nom alissd tine, = t bss,pthe nite num ber

ofpossble -values, N (sseAppendix A),thedi usion length = D= 4, and the
soatialbase ﬁ;(nctjons
P (e m ()€ E B (n)e ii= L3 0
. .X = _— _—
R Ajp (n)oos ~ p  2x + By, (gn)sih - p  Zx ;i=2
(

Ci,n(n)cos(nx)+Di,n(n)Sjrl(nX) ;i= 1;3
Gin (nix)= p——— . P . 11)

Cin ( n)cOS b+t 2x +Diy (4)sh b+ 2x ;i=2

In which all lengths (x;xg;a) are nom alised to L, unlss otherw ise Indicated. The
procedure to obtain the coe cients A5, ;B in;CiniD iniRn;Sy, is described in detail n
Appendix B along w ith their analytical expressions.

At this point the m athem atical problm is com plktely solved, and the spatial
and tem poral response of the proposed detector is known. An exam ple of the spatial
evolution ofthe density ofexcess quasiparticles In an alum inium device isshown n gure
2 at subsequent instants of tine (in units of 1) fOr an event occurred at xo = 03.
W e used values of the param eters w hich are com patible w ith those of a device based on
alim nim :D = 60 an®=s, px= 10°s !, = 775 m,L = 775 m, Porthe absorber,
and a tunnelling rate i, = 143 10° s ! for the two Jjunctions, each Iong 50 m,
@ = 675 m, in absolute units). Note that no trace ram ains, In the tim e evolving
density, of the discontinuity In the coe cient ) so that the transition between the
absorber and the junction regions is com plktely an ooth.

4. A nalysis of the detector signal

To show the potential of the resul obtained in the previous section, we will calculate
the signals that are typically m easured In experin ents wih DRO ID s (ie. tunnelling
current pulses ow ing through the jinctions). These currents are calculated as
Z
2

I ®o; )= wnnel n (x; )dx 12)

1
2
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Figure 2. Temporal evolution of the density of excess quasiparticles in the device
for an event occurring at xo = 0:3. Cuzxves 1;2;3;4 correspond to = € 1pgs =
0:0005;0:001;001;0:5. Theparam etersused are =L = 1, tynn= 1ss = 143,a= 087

Z 1
2
I, ®o; )= wmn€l n ; )dx 13)
3
and are given by the expressions
1
I\K Rn ( n;XO) 1 ﬁ—z _n 2 n n1+_a
Il (XO; ): tunneL E— loss L ez e 2 Al;ne 2+ Bl;n
n=0 n
X‘ S ( 2
7%0) 1y o2 2
*+ wnnel ST e e P12
n=N n
n h i h io
n a n . a n
D, cos 7 oS + Cipp s — sin @4)
1
I\K Rn ( n;XO) 1 ﬁ—z _n a n n1+_a
L ®o; )= wnnel ——————e s "¢ ez ez  Bsze "2 +Aj,
n=0 n
X‘ S 2
;X 1 2 2
+ tunneL n ( nr O)e 1055+ h T2
n=N n
n h i h io
a n n . n . a n
D3, cos > oS ? + C3; sn ? sin @s)

Figure 3 shows the two current pulses for the absorption event shown In  gure 2. In
literature one typically ndsexpressions forthe collected charges at the two lateralsides
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Figure 3. Tem poralevolution of the nom alised currents passing through the tunnel

Junctions for the absorption event located at xo =
=L =1, tunn= 1bss= 143,a= 087

0:3. Param eters correspond to

of the absorber, whith were directly derived through equations governing the charge
itself 4] rather than the density. W e em phasise that to fully characterise the DRO ID
behaviour it is certainly of great help to also have expressions for the extra tunnelling
currents as those caloulated above, which is possbl only when the solution forn (x;t)

hasbeen obtained aswe did here.

Finally the collected charge in each tunnel junction as a function of the im pact

point x, can be ca]cu]ateo% as
1
Q 1,2 (XO) = I]_;z (Xo ,'t) dt:
0
and is given by the expressions:

1
Rn ( n;XO) _n a n

tunn
Q1 ®o) = el ez ez Aqe
Ioss _ 1 2_2
n=20 n Toss nLZ
h
tunn Sn ( n;XO) n
+ Dl;n cos —
loss _ 1 4+ 2 2 2
n=N n ng?2
loss '
h io
. n . a n
+Cipn sn — sn
YORL (nixo)
tunn n nr<0 _n 2 n
Q2 o) = el 2 e ? Bisne

(16)
1+ a
"2+ Bip
i
a
s — 4+
2
17)
1+ a
Nt 4 A3;n
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sd 3 n h i
y X a
+ tunneL n ( nr O) D3;n oS n oS _n +
loss 1 4+ 2_2 2 2
n=N n loss n]--‘.2
h io
+Cyp s 2 sn o° (18)
3 2 2

T hrough equations (17), (18) curves at constant energy and constant absorption positions
can be constructed (see next section) for a direct comparison with the typical
experin ental data representation 3, 4].

5. Results and discussion

The behaviour ofa DRO DD is often analysed by plotting coincident collected charges
©1;0,) forallthe possbl values of xy at constant energy (ie. constant N ) . Follow ing
this choice, In  gure 4a we show the response of the notrap-DRO DD (equations (17)
and (18)) for various values of =L ocorresponding to absorbers with di erent values
of the di usion constant D or di erent values of the loss rate 4. The initial and
the nalpointsofeach curve, where charge m axin ises, correspond always to the L=2
and L=2 positions on the absorber. Therefore spatial resolution scales nversly w ih
charge collected in these points. It is seen that ncreasing =L, sin ultaneously increases
the charge yield, m akes the charge yield m ore uniform (the curve shape becom es m ore
straight) and reduces the spatial resolution (the totalextension of the curve shortens).
In the Ilin it of very e cient di usion (cuxve 4), the spatial resolution is lost and the
resoonse beocom es sim ilar to that of a single ST J. F igure 4b show s the notrap-D RO ID
resoonse for ncreasing values of wnn= sy OrrEsPONding to devices w ith increasing
tunnel Jjunction transparencies. In this case the charge yield, the uniformm ity of the
charge yield and spatial resolution of the device sin ultaneously ncrease. Curve 3 In

gure 4a and curve 4 in gure 4b ocoincide and refer to the sam e device considered in

gure 2 and 3. W e stress that these curves predict a behaviour com parable to that of
a DRO ID based on the quasiparticke trapping principle 4, 5] and that all the essential
features of this last device are conserved In the device described here.

Tt isalso of nterest tobrie y discuss the role ofthe jinction size by investigating the
role of the geom etrical param eter a. T his can be done by using the sam e type 0ofQ ;0 »
plot as before by simply em phasising points corresponding to the sam e equidistant
positions of radiation absorption. Two such curves are shown in  gure 5 n which
the open circles, superin posed to the solid line, m ark the points corresoonding to an
arbitrary segm entation of the device In twenty equal Intervals. The lower curve, curve
1, hasa = 0:95, the higher, curve 2, hasa = 05, m oreover wnn= pss = 143, =L = 1;
the geom etry of the devices corresponding to these curves are sketched In the inset of
the same gure (the gray regions indicate the junctions). A amaller a value (larger
Junctions) resuls in an increased charge yield w ith larger uniform iy. Furthem ore the
soatial resolution is strongly nonuniform as indicated by the lateral crow ding, and the
sim ultaneous central rarefaction ofpoints. T herefore the D RO ID becom es very position
sensitive in the central region while under the junctions this sensitivity is degraded. To
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Figure 4. a) Collected charges Q. Vvs Q1
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for increasing valies of

=L; (025;05;10;50), tunn= pss = 143 anda= 0:871.b) Collected chargesQ, vsQ 1
for ncreasing values of tunn= 1ssr (10:0;25:0;50:0;143:0;400:0), =L = 1l,a= 0871
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better illustrate thise ects, n  gure 5, we indicated two points (solid circle) on each
curve corregoonding to the sam e I pinging radiation position (@oitrarily chosen) on
the tw o detectors and m arked In the Inset by arrow s.

In conclusion we have analysed In detail the behaviour ofa class of superconductive
radiation detectors, denom inated DRO ID , in which the absorption of energy occurs in
a long superconductive strip and the readout stage is provided by superconducting
tunnel junctions positioned at the two ends of the strip. W e have Introduced boundary
conditions suitable for the absence of trapping regions and solved analytically the
resulting di usion problem . W e underline that the m odel provides not only the total
charges collected by the two junctions but also explicit expressions for the tunnelling
current pulses. Our analysis show s that a device based on a singke superconductive
m aterdal (ie. without traps) is still capable both of position and energy resolution.
Recently, alum Injum has been proposed as the m aterial of choice to achieve the best
energy resolution and in aging is obtained by arrays of single superconducting tunnel
Junctions. Unless other considerations are put forward, our work dem onstrates the
feasbility of an altemative viable solution to in agihg, ie the DROID con guration,
which can be entirely based on a sihglke m aterial, eg. alum inium .

1 T T T T
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T | [
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O 06 -
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2 o4l -
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02 -
0 1 1 1 1
0 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 1
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Figure 5. D etector response for two di erent values of the geom etrical param eter a

(the size of the Jjunction-free region of the device). Curve 1, a device wih a = 0:95,
curve 2 adevicew ith a= 0:5. In the inset, a sketch ofthe tw o detectors corresponding
to the two curves. The gray regions indicate the junctions. Open circles indicate
signals com ing from equi-spaced and unifom ly distributed positions along the device.
The two solid circles are signals com ing from the position m arked by the arrow s on
the two devices
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Appendix A .M atrix coe cients

Inserting the full form al solution, equation (6), Into the six boundary conditions,
equation ), and using the substitutions ; = 3 = and , = +  wnns I IS
found that tin e-independence of the boundary conditions spolits the set of equations
forX 1;Y:;X5;Y,;X 3;Y3 Into three sets, depending on the value of . The st set of
equations, for the values  wunn s < < tunn » @rises from m atching exponential
functions n region 1 and 3 with exponential finctions n region 2. The second set of
equations, forthe values wun < < 0, adses from m atching exponential finctions in
region 1 and 3 w ith the trigonom etric functions in region 2. The last set of equations,
for positive values of , ardses from m atching trigonom etric functions n region 1 and 3
w ith trigonom etric fiinctions in region 2. D egpoite the di erencesbetween the three sets
of equations i is possbl to w rite them in the sam e m atrix formm

2 3 2 3 2 3
mi; Inqp 0 0 O 0 X]_ O
My Moy M3 My 0O 0 Y 0
M3 M3 M3z M3z O 0 X3 _ 0 @ 1)
0 0 my3 Mgy Mygs Myge Yo 0
4.0 0 ms3 Mgy Mss Msg 2 4 X395 40095
0 0 0 0 Mg Mg Y3 0

T he exact expression of the m atrix elem entsm ;5 depends on the three possible ranges
of values of . They are listed in Tabl @A 1), written in temsof 2= D =L? and
2 = D =L?. Inspection of the detem inants of the three m atrices shows that for
unn oss < < wnn Only the trivial solution exists. On the contrary, non-
trivial solutions can be found fora nite number, N , of values of when the interval
wnn < < 0 isoonsidered (solutionsto equation (7)), and also foran in nite discrete
st ofvaluesof for > 0 (solutionsto equation (8)). These two equations express the
conditions for theexitancee of non-trivial solutions in the two considered intervals of
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Table Al. Expressions in tetm s of and ofthem atrix elem ents
appearmgnh eq. @1). (2= D =L?and ?=D =L?).

Elment < < c < <0 >0
mag &P 3 =P 7 sin 5
m i =P 3 =P 7 s 5
m o &=p a7 &=p a7 Oosa?
m 22 &P a7 p &=p %p sin %p
a 2 5 a b 2 a b+ 2
m »3 exp 3 (eo)] > cos >
ap 2, ap 2 ap b+ 2
m o4 exp 3 sin 3 sin >
m 3 m o1 m o1 m 22
m 32 D m2 22 pm 22 . mp21 _
mss3 o p M 23 p D m 24 o p T Mo
m 34 p 2 p M 24 p D “m 23 o p + 2m 3
m 43 p2 p I 24 p D M 24 o bt myy
M 44 2 p M 23 D m o3 p + 2m 3
m 45 m 22 m 22 m 22
m 46 m 2 m 2 m 21
m s3 m 24 m 23 m 23
M 54 m 23 m 24 m 24
m ss m 22 m 22 m o
m se m o1 m o1 m 22
m e5 mip mip mig

m g6 mig mig mi2
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A ppendix B .Coe cients in the solution, equation (9)

A stheproblam is sym m etric in space the spatialm odes ssparate in even and odd m odes.
The 1rstmode is even, the second odd and so on. This m eans that the symm etry of
the st mode in the second sum in equation (9) depends on whether N is even or
odd (Whith is why we have chosen to ket is start from N Instead of from 0). Insight
Into when a m ode kaves the second sum in equation (9) and appears In the rst sum
is obtalned by exam Ining equation 8 in the Iimit ! 0. It is found that equation 8
reduces to sin ap_D = 0.From this lin it it is easily seen that it is possble to express
N asthe amn allest integer greater than ap b=t

W e obtain exact expressions for the even coe cients A ;,, and B iy, ) by assum ing
A, known. Then we create a reduced system of ve equations wih wve unknowns
by moving all the tem s containing A,,, to the right hand side in equation @ .1)
and elim inate a row (exactly which one is not In portant as the six row s arelinearlyy
dependent on each other). By solving this system of equations we obtain A;,, and
By, exogpt for a proportional constant, R, ( ,;%X¢) In equation (9), which will be
determ ined using the initial condition (equation (5)). Care should be taken as the
expressions obtained are not valid for the odd coe cients @A ;41 and Bipne 1) because
for these coe cients A, 1 Is zero and thus creates problem s when selected as known.
W e Instead select B,.2n+ 1 as known and repeat the procedure as above. Likew ise for the
second sum In equation (9) we select st G, asknown to cbtain the even coe cients
and then select D ;.41 as known to obtain the odd coe cients. Also for the these
coe clents we have to detemm ine a proportional constant, S, ( ,;X¢) In equation (9),
using equation (5). T he expressions obtained are:

a, P
Al;n(n):exp n+ 2 D 121 (B-l)
a, b——
Bl;n(n):exp 2 D 1'21 (B'2)
| O
Cin (n) = o+ foos — ® 3)
Pp— n
Dl;n(n): D+ IZIS]I'I 7 (B-4)
p |
P & 5z
A2;n(n): b@(n)+e}<p(a n)l D IZICOS 2 + B 5)
!
. ap D 121
t e (n) exp@ n)] nsh >
!
ap D 2
BZ;n(n): bxp(n) eXp(a n)] n COS f + B 6)
!
ap D 2

P
Exp ( )+ exp @ )] o 2 sin
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P
rp— a a + 2
Com () = b + 2cos % cos # + B .7)
P -
SjI'l n an sn a D+ n
" 2 2
P — .
a a
Don (n) = n SN % cos # + B 8)
|
p .
2
p13+Zoos ansmaD+n
n 2
a rp—
Asyn (o) = (1)l exp 2“ b 2 ®.9)
a P
Bsn (n) = ( D'exp .+ 2“ b 2 ® 10)
b n
C3m (o) = (1) p + 1210057 ® .11)
npi. n
Dsn (n)= (1) p + 2sh Y : B 12)

N ote that if the second sum in equation 9 is started at zero instead of N then the
coe cients Cs,, and D 5, should be multiplied with ( 1)°

The Iniial condition, equation (5), can beussd to nd R, ( »;%X¢) and S, ( »7Xo)
as:

Fi‘n( nr ) Gi‘n(n; )
Ry, ( n;xO)=No’(7?];Sn(n;xO)=No’(7;0 ® 13)

W here the nomn ofthem odes,

n 1+ a)
2 e 3
(n) =L——— (2 a) D n 21'1 + ap nCOéf](n na)+
+2 p sinh ( , ad)] B .14)
and
2 L 3 .
<n)=4 @ a p nt2,+tap noos(, an)+2psn(, a,) BJIL5)

have been calculated using the equations (7) and (8) In order to sim plify asmuch as
possible their form . To ocbtain equation (B J13) we have used the orthogonality of the
m odes when integrated over the entire length. T he exact expression of equation B .13)
depends on w hether x, is located In region 1, 2, or 3.



