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T he target problem w ith evanescent subdi�usive traps
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W e calculate the survival probability of a stationary target in one dim ension surrounded by

di�usive or subdi�usive traps oftim e-dependent density. The survivalprobability ofa target in

the presence oftraps ofconstant density is known to go to zero as a stretched exponentialwhose

speci�c powerisdeterm ined by the exponentthatcharacterizesthe m otion ofthe traps.A density

oftrapsthatgrows in tim e always leadsto an asym ptotically vanishing survivalprobability. Trap

evanescence leadsto a survivalprobability ofthe targetthatm ay be go to zero orto a �nite value

indicating a probability ofeternalsurvival,depending on theway in which thetrapsdisappearwith

tim e.

PACS num bers:82.40.-g,82.33.-z,02.50.Ey,89.75.D a

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The traditional trapping problem involves di�usive

(Brownian) particles (A) that wander in a m edium

doped with static traps (B ) and disappear when they

m eet[1,2,3,4].Inthetraditionaltargetproblem [5,6,7],

on the other hand,one has static A particles and m o-

bile traps. Both ofthese problem sare described by the

\reaction" A + B ! B ,but in one case the A’s m ove

and the B ’sstand still,while in the otherthe B ’sm ove

while the A’s are stationary. Both of these problem s

have a long and active history in the literature. They

not only represent experim entally observable phenom -

ena,butthey haveserved asatestbed fortheoreticaland

num ericalstudiesand asastartingpointfortheform ula-

tion ofm odelsform ore com plex system sthathaveonly

recently been successfully solved analytically.Forexam -

ple,thesurvivalprobability ofan A particlein a m edium

ofB particleswhen both speciesaredi�usive,�rstinves-

tigated num erically in thesem inalwork ofToussaintand

W ilczek [8],wasonly partially solved analytically [9,10]

untilthe recentfull(asym ptotic)solution in one dim en-

sion [11, 12, 13, 14]. These results have also recently

been generalizedtosubdi�usivespecies[15].Thesurvival

probability ofA particlesin thereactionsA + A ! A and

A + A ! 0 in onedim ension when A ism obileisalso of

relatively recent vintage in the history ofsuch analytic

solutions[4,16,17].

The purpose of this paper is to extend the one-

dim ensionaltarget problem calculations for both di�u-

siveand subdi�usivetrapstothecaseoftrapsthatthem -

selvesdisappearin tim eaccordingtosom esurvivalprob-

ability function oftheirown (e.g.,exponentialorpower

law).Thedecay ofthem oving trapswith tim eofcourse

increases the survivalprobability ofthe stationary tar-

get,and theinterestingquestionsconcern theinterplayof

the tim edependencesofthem ovem entand decay ofthe

traps. A related problem wasconsidered in [18],where

di�usive particlesA and trapsB and C undergoing the

explicitreactions(a)A + B ! B ,B + C ! C ,and (b)

A + B ! B ,B + C ! 0 were considered using entirely

di�erent m ethods. O ur m ethods are equally applicable

to trap densitiesthatincrease with tim e,butthisprob-

lem islessinteresting because itnecessarily leadsto the

eventualdem iseofthe target.

A com m on characterization ofthe di�usive m otion of

a particle is through its m ean square displacem ent for

larget,
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Here K  is the (generalized) di�usion constant,and 

is the exponent that characterizes norm al( = 1) or

anom alous( 6= 1)di�usion. In particular,the process

issudi�usive when 0 <  < 1. Subi�usive processesare

ubiquitousin nature[19,20,21,22,23,24],and arepar-

ticularly usefulfor understanding transport in com plex

system s[3,25].

Theproblem considered in thispaperisa specialcase

ofa broad class ofreaction-subdi�usion processes that

have been studied overthe pastdecades. O ne approach

that has been used to study these processes is based

on the continuous tim e random walk (CTRW ) theory

with waiting-tim e distributionsbetween stepsthathave

broad long-tim etailsand consequently in�nitem om ents,

 (t) � t� 1�  for t ! 1 with 0 <  < 1. Another

approach is based on the fractionaldi�usion equation,

which describesthe evolution ofthe probability density

P (x;t)of�nding the particle atposition x attim e tby

m eans ofthe fractionalpartialdi�erentialequation (in

onedim ension)[7,19,26,27,28,29]

@

@t
P (x;t)= K  0 D

1� 

t

@2

@x2
P (x;t); (2)

where 0 D
1� 

t isthe Riem ann-Liouvilleoperator,

0 D
1� 

t P (x;t)=
1

�()

@

@t

Z t

0

dt
0
P (x;t0)

(t� t0)1� 
: (3)
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In this paper we study the one-dim ensional target

problem fora static particle A subjectto attack by dif-

fusiveorsubdi�usivetrapsB thatm ay diebeforereach-

ing the target A [18]. For this purpose, we general-

ize the ideas ofBray and Blythe [11],and ofour own

work [15]based on a fractionaldi�usion equation ap-

proach. W hile recent work shows that a sim ple gen-

eralization ofreaction-di�usion to reaction-subdi�usion

equations in which the reaction and subdi�usion term s

are assum ed to enter additively is not valid in som e

cases [30],this is not a di�culty in our particular ap-

plication.Thedi�cultiesdo notarisewhen the reaction

process can be translated into a static boundary value

problem ,which isthe case forthe target(aswellasthe

trapping)problem [28].

In som ecases,asym ptoticanom alousdi�usion behav-

ior can be found from corresponding results for norm al

di�usion via thesim plereplacem entoftby t.Thiscan

beunderstood from a CTRW perpectivebecausetheav-

eragenum berofjum psn m ade by a subdi�usive walker

up to tim e tscales as hni � t and,in m any instances

the num berofjum psisthe relevantfactorthatexplains

the behaviorofthe system . The sim ple replacem entre-

sultisevidence of\subordination" (see Secs. 5 and 7.2

of[6]).However,thereareotherinstanceswherethebe-

havior ofsubdi�usive system s cannot be found in this

way.A sim pleexam pleisthesurvivalprobability ofsub-

di�usive particles in the trapping problem (see Sec. 5

of[6]). In particular,forsystem swhere com peting pro-

cesses(m otion toward targetand death)occuraccording

to di�erenttem poralrules,such a replacem entbecom es

am biguous. Thisisthe case forthe problem considered

here.

W hile ouranalytic resultsare based on the fractional

di�usion equation form alism ,ournum ericalsim ulations

are based on a CTRW algorithm . These two renditions

ofthe problem are expected to di�er iftrapping events

are likely in a sm allnum berofsteps,thatis,ifthe ini-

tialdensity oftraps is too high. O n the other hand,if

the initialtrap density is too low,then the sim ulations

to produce valid statistics would take inordinately long

becausetrapping eventsarerareand becausethesystem

hasto besu�ciently largeto includem any particles.W e

notethisasa caveatforoursubsequentcom parisons.

In Sec. II we present an integral equation for the

survivalprobability,which we reduce to quadrature in

Sec.III. The resulting integralis explicitly evaluated

for exponentially decaying trap densities (including a

stretched exponentialdecay),as wellas for trap densi-

tiesthatdecay asa powerlaw.Notsurprisingly,we�nd

that a su�ciently rapid decay ofthe trap density leads

to a �nite asym ptotic survivalprobability ofthe target.

Com parisons ofour results with num ericalsim ulations

are also shown in this section. A sum m ary and som e

conclusionsarepresented in Sec.IV.

II. IN T EG R A L EQ U A T IO N FO R T H E

SU RV IVA L P R O B A B ILIT Y

W econsidera �niteintervalL containing N = �L m o-

biletrapsB ofconstantdensity �initially distributed at

random ,and a single im m obile A particle atthe origin.

Following the approach ofBray et al.[14]for di�usive

trapsand ourgeneralization ofthisapproach to thesub-

di�usive case [15],we write the survivalprobability of

A as P (t) = expf� �0(t)g,where �0(t) is to be deter-

m ined.To �nd thisfunction,onecalculatesin two ways

the probability density to �nd a B particle atthe origin

attim e t,

�=

Z t

0

dt
0_�0(t

0)G (t� t
0): (4)

Thatthe left side is this probability density is obvious.

O n the rightside one hasthe renewaltheory expression

where _�0(t
0)dt0= (� _P =P )dt0 isthe probability thata B

particleintersected A in thetim einterval(t0;t0+ dt0)for

the�rsttim e,and thepropagatorG (t� t0)istheproba-

bility density forthisparticularB to be atthe origin at

tim e t.In onedim ension itisgiven by [31,32]

G (t) =
1

p
4�K t


H

2;0

1;2

"

0

�
�
�
�
�

(1� =2;=2)

(0;1);(1=2;1)

#

=
1

p
4K t

�
�
1�
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�; (5)

whereH
2;0

1;2
isFox’sH -function,whosevalueatthegiven

argum entswe have used to write the lastequality. In a

di�erentcontextthan thetargetproblem ,Brayetal.[14]

generalized their approach to a tim e-dependent density

�(t)ofB . They argue thatin place ofEq.(4)one now

has

�(t)=

Z t

0

dt
0
�(t)

�(t0)
_�0G (t� t

0); (6)

thatis,

1 =

Z t

0

dt
0

_�0

�(t0)
G (t� t

0): (7)

Thisisthebasicequation to beconsidered in thispaper.

III. T H E SU RV IVA L P R O B A B ILIT Y

To calculate the survivalprobability ofparticle A,we

rewriteEq.(7)explicitly as

p
4K  =

1

�(1� =2)

Z t

0

dt
0


(t0)

(t� t0)=2
; (8)

wherewehavem ultiplied both sidesby
p
4K ,and where

wehaveintroduced


(t)=
_�0(t)

�(t)
: (9)
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Equation (8)isan equation ofAbelofthe�rstkind [33,

34],

f(t)=
1

�(1� =2)

Z t

0

dt
0


(t0)

(t� t0)=2
; (10)

with f(t)=
p
4K .Thesolution ofthisclassicequation

iswellknown (seeSec.12in [33]orEqs.(2.5a)and (2.5b)

in [34]),


(t)= 0D
1� =2

t f(t)

=
1

�(=2)

Z t

0

dt
0

_f(t0)

(t� t0)1� =2
+ f(0+ )

t=2� 1

�(=2)
:

(11)

Here,asearlier, 0D
1� =2

t isthe Riem ann-Liouvillefrac-

tionalderivative. In ourcase f(t)=
p
4K  isconstant,

so that


(t)=
_�0(t)

�(t)
=

p
4K 

�(=2)
t
=2� 1

: (12)

Itthen followsthat

�0(t)=

p
4K 

�(=2)

Z t

0

dz�(z)z=2� 1; (13)

which providesa generalsolution to ourproblem forany

�(t). W hile Eq.(13)appliesto trap densitiesthatgrow

or that decrease or even oscillate in tim e, the case of

evanescenttrapsisthe m ore interesting and the one we

chooseto focuson.

As a rem inder,we note that for traps ofa constant

density �(t)= �0 the survivalprobability isgiven by

P (t)= exp

 p
4K �0t

=2

�(1+ =2)

!

: (14)

Asa benchm ark,weshow in Fig.1 a typicalcom parison

ofthis resultwith sim ulation results. The agreem entis

clearly good,although a lower initialdensity run for a

longertim e would lead to even betteragreem ent.

A . Exponentially decaying trap density

Suppose that the traps have a �nite lifetim e � and

decayexponentially,asin aunim olecularreaction,�(t)=

�0 exp(� t=�).Theintegralin Eq.(13)im m ediately leads

to the solution

�0(t)= ‘�0

�

1�
�(=2;t=�)

�(=2)

�

; (15)

where�(b;x)isan incom plete G am m a function,and

‘ � (4K �
)1=2: (16)
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FIG . 1: (Color online) �0(t) = � lnP (t) vs t for non-

evanescent traps as given in Eq.(14) (solid line) and sim -

ulations (sym bols along with error bars). Param eter values

are  = 1=2,�0 = 0:01,K  = 1=(2
p
�).

W hen  = 1,i.e.,when the traps are di�usive,this re-

ducesto

�0(t)= ‘1�0erf(
p
t=�): (17)

Forarbitrary  < 1,the survivalprobability ofthe tar-

get in the presence ofthe subdi�usive traps with �nite

lifetim e thusis

P (t)= exp

�

� ‘�0

�

1�
�(=2;t=�)

�(=2)

��

: (18)

The interesting result here is that the funtion �0(t)

goes to the constant �0(1 ) = ‘�0 and not to in�nity

as t! 1 . Therefore the survivalprobability does not

vanish with increasing tim e,

P (t)! exp

�

� ‘�0

�

1�
e� t=�

�(=2)(t=�)1� =2

��

: (19)

W e note that ‘ is a characteristic distance that m ea-

sures the root m ean square displacem ent of the traps

during their decay tim e �. Therefore �0(1 ) = ‘�0 is

theratio ofthisaveragedisplacem entto theaverageini-

tialdistance �� 1
0

between traps. This �nite asym ptotic

survivalprobability,P (1 )= exp(� ‘�0),displays rea-

sonablequalitativefeatures:itincreaseswith decreasing

trap lifetim e �,and it decreases with increasing initial

trap density �0. That there is a �nite asym ptotic sur-

vivalprobability reectsthe factthatifthe trapsdisap-

pearsu�ciently rapidly (which they do ifthey disappear

exponentially while the traps m ove di�usively or subd-

i�usively),then m any traps disappear before they can

reach the particle,and there is a �nite probability that

the particlerem ainsforever\safe."

The next two �gures show the com parison ofsim ula-

tion results with our analytic outcom e. First,in Fig.2
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FIG .2: (Color online) �0(t)=�0 = � lnP (t)=�0 vs t for ex-

ponentially evanescent traps. Solid line: Eq.(17). Squares:

sim ulation results for a high initialdensity �0 = 0:1. X ’s:

sim ulation resultsfora lowerinitialdensity �0 = 0:01.O ther

param eter values are  = 1,� = 100,and K 1 = D = 1=2.

Asym ptotic value:�0(1 )= ‘1�0 =
p
2.

we illustrate our earlier caveat,that agreem ent cannot

be expected if the initial density of traps is too high

and the extinction rate ofthe traps is large,and that

the agreem entim proves with lowerinitialdensity. The

disagreem ent is clear and can be traced exactly to the

early tim e trapping events that cum ulatively a�ect the

survivalprobability. Fig.3 showstypicalresultsforthe

lower initialdensity oftraps and a m ore slowly decay-

ing trap density,where the agreem entbetween analytic

resultsand sim ulationsisclearly very good.

Finally,it is straightforward to extend the results of

this section to trap densities that decay as a stretched

exponential,�(t)= �0 exp[� (t=�)
�].The integral(13)is

stillstraightforward and gives

�0(t)=
‘�0�(=2�)

��(=2)

�

1�
�(=2�;(t=�) �)

�(=2�)

�

; (20)

which reducesto Eq.(15)when �= 1. The asym ptotic

�nite survivalprobability then is

P (t)! exp

�

� ‘�0
�(=2�)

��(=2)

�

1�
e(� t=�)

�

�(=2�)(t=�) �(1� =2)

��

:

(21)

An interestinginterplayofand�should benoted:there

are valuesof� and  forwhich the survivalprobability

ofthetargetwhen thetrap density decaysasa stretched

exponential(�< 1)isactually greaterthan with an ex-

ponentialdecay (�= 1).Thisseem ingly counterintuitive

behaviorisconnected with the reversaloftim e inequal-

ities,i.e.,with the fact that (t=�)� is greater (sm aller)

than (t=�)when tissm aller(greater)than �.
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FIG .3:(Coloronline)�0(t)= � lnP (t)vstforexponentially

evanescent traps ofa lower initialdensity �0 = 0:01. Solid

line: Eq.(18). Sym bols: sim ulation results (there are error

bars on the sym bols but they are too sm allto see clearly).

O ther param eter values are  = 1=2, � = 10
8
, and K  =

1=(2
p
�).Asym ptotic value:� 0(1 )= ‘1=2�0 = 1:06225.

B . Pow er law decaying trap density

Suppose now thatthe trap density decaysasa power

law as m ight happen,for instance,ifthere is a process

oftrap-trap annihilation.Thetrap density atlong tim es

then decreases as �(t) � t� � and it is to be expected

that the target survivalprobability (and,in particular,

whetheritisasym ptotically vanishing or�nite)depends

sensitively on the relation between the exponents� and

.W e expectthatforsu�ciently large� the targetwill

again havea �nite probability ofsurviving forever.

To �nd a closed expression forthesurvivalprobability

weneed to specify �(t)foralltim es,notjustasym ptoti-

cally,and we choose

�(t)=
�0

(1+ t=�)�
: (22)

W ith thisform ,the integral(15)can be carried outex-

actly,to give

�0(t)=
‘�0

�(=2)
B t

(� + t)

(=2;�� =2) (23)

forall�,whereB istheincom pleteBetafunction [36,37]

B �(z;w)=

Z �

0

dtt
z� 1(1� t)w � 1 with <(z)> 0: (24)

Equation (1)tells usthatthe typicallength explored

by a (living)trap growswith tim e ashx2(t)i1=2 � t=2.

O n the other hand, the m ean distance between traps

grows as �� 1 � t�. It thus stands to reason that the

asym ptotic survival probability depends sensitively on
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the relative m agnitudes of� and =2. To presentm ore

explicit results in this long-tim e regim e we distinguish

threecases.

C ase 1: �> =2.In thiscaseEq.(23)can bewritten

as

�0(t)=
‘�0

�(=2)
B (=2;�� =2)I t

(� + t)

(=2;�� =2):

(25)

HereB (z;w)istheBetafunction (wheretherequirem ent

<(z)> 0and <(w)> 0placesusin the\Case1"regim e),

and Ix(z;w)isthe regularized incom plete Beta function

asde�ned in Sec.6.6.2 (pg.263)of[37].Using theprop-

erty 6.6.3 in [37]wecan setIx(a;b)= 1� I1� x(b;a),and

applying therelation 26.5.5 in [37]wecan then writethe

asym ptoticresult

I t

(� + t)

(=2;�� =2)= 1�
(t=�)=2� �

(�� =2)B (�� =2;=2)
+ ::::

(26)

Consequently,recognizing therelation between the Beta

function and the G am m a function,ast! 1 we arrive

atthe asym ptotic result

�0(t)! ‘�0

�
�(�� =2)

�(�)
�

(t=�)=2� �

(�� =2)�(=2)
+ :::

�

:

(27)

The survivalprobability thus approaches (via a power

law decay ofthe exponent)the �nite asym ptoticvalue

P (t! 1 )= exp

�

� ‘�0
�(�� =2)

�(�)

�

: (28)

Figure4 illustratesthisresultalong with num ericalsim -

ulationsforcom parison.

C ase 2: � < =2. In this case the integrand in

Eq.(13) goes to zero m ore slowly than 1=tfor t! 1 ,

so thata sim ple asym ptotic analysisofthe integral(13)

readilyestablishesthat�0(t)goestoin�nitywith increas-

ing tim e as

�0(t)!
‘�0

(=2� �)�(=2)

�
t

�

� =2� �

+ :::; (29)

so thatthesurvivalprobability vanishesatlong tim esas

a stretched exponential,

P (t)! exp

�

�
‘

(=2� �)�(=2)
(t=�)=2� �

�

: (30)

Analytic and sim ulation results for this case are shown

in Fig.5.

C ase 3: � = =2. This is the m arginalcase,and

the incom plete Beta function (24)can be rewritten asa

hypergeom etricfunction,

�0(t)=
‘�0(t=�)

�

��(=2)
2F1(�;�;1+ �;� t=�)

=
‘�0

�(=2)
ln(t=�)+ ::: ast! 1 : (31)
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FIG .4: (Color online) �0(t) = � lnP (t) vs t for power law

evanescenttrapswith � > =2 (\Case 1").Param etervalues

are = 0:75,� = 0:8,� 0 = 0:01,� = 106,and K  = 1=(2
p
�).

Asym ptotic value: �0(1 ) = ‘3=4�0 = 2:36549. Solid line:

Eq.(23).Sym bols:sim ulation results.
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FIG .5: (Color online) �0(t) = � lnP (t) vs t for power law

evanescenttrapswith � < =2 (\Case 2").Param etervalues

are  = 0:8,� = 0:2,� 0 = 0:01,� = 10
6
,and K  = 1=(2

p
�).

Solid line: Eq.(23). Sym bols: sim ulation results along with

errorbars.

Thesurvivalprobability thusdecaysasan inversepower,

P (t! 1 )! (t=�)� ‘ �0=�(=2): (32)

Resultsforthem arginalcaseareshown in Fig.6.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have calculated the survivalprobability ofa sta-

tionarytargetin aone-dim ensionalsystem in which di�u-
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FIG .6: (Color online) �0(t) = � lnP (t) vs t for power law

evanescenttrapswith � = =2 (\Case 3").Param etervalues

are  = 0:8,� = 0:4,� 0 = 0:01,� = 106,and K  = 1=(2
p
�).

Solid line:Eq.(23).Sym bols:sim ulation results.

siveorsubdi�usive trapsthatelim inate the targetupon

encounter them selves disappear according to a survival

probability. The root m ean square displacem ent ofthe

traps grows with tim e as t=2,that is,di�usively when

 = 1 and subdi�usively when  < 1. The survival

probability ofthe target depends sensitively on the in-

terplay oftwo tem poralevents,nam ely,the m otion of

the traps as characterized by the exponent  and their

disappearance. W hen the m otion ofthe traps is di�u-

sive orsubdi�usive and the trapsdo notdecay in tim e,

thesurvivalprobability goesto zero asa stretched expo-

nential,Eq.(14). W hen the traps undergo exponential

decay orstretched exponentialdecay,the targethas an

asym pototicsafety m argin,thatis,a �niteprobability of

survivingforever,cf.Eqs.(19)and (21).W hen thetraps

aredi�usiveorsubdi�usiveand disappearaccordingto a

powerlaw survivalprobability � t� �,thesurvivalofthe

targetdependssensitively on therelation between  and

�.Ifthe trapsm ovesu�ciently rapidly relativeto their

disappearance,thatis,if=2 > �,the targetistrapped

with certainty atlong tim es,itssurvivalprobability go-

ing to zeroagain asa stretched exponential,cf.Eq.(30).

Ifthe trapsm oveslowly,=2 < �,then the targethasa

chance ofeternalsurvival,cf. Eq.(28). At the critical

relation =2 = � the survivalprobability goesto zero as

an inversepoweroftim e,cf.Eq.(32).Ifin factthetrap

density increases with tim e,the survivalprobability of

the targetnecessarily vanishesasym ptotically.

In this paper we have calculated the survivalproba-

bility ofa target particle in the presence ofevanescent

subdi�usive traps ofgiven tim e-dependent density. W e

could equally considertheinverseproblem ,nam ely,that

of�nding the tim e dependence ofthe density oftraps

to obtain a particularsurvivalprobability function. For

thispurposeweneed only \invert" Eq.(12),

�(t)= �
�(=2)
p
4K 

t
1� =2

_P (t)

P (t)
: (33)

An exponentially decaying survival probability of the

form P (t) = e� t=� requires a density that decays as

�(t) � t1� =2. This is included in and consistent with

Case 2 in Sec.IIIB with =2 � � = 1. Sim ilarly,for

an inverse power decay ofthe form P (t) � (t=�)� 1 we

require that �(t)� t� =2 consistent with Case 3 in the

sam esection.

This work has focused on the survivalprobability of

a stationary target. The survivalprobability ofa m ov-

ing target,di�usive orsubdi�usive,surrounded by non-

evanescentdi�usiveorsubdi�usivetrapshasbeen consid-

ered recentlyin anum berofpapers[11,15].Extension of

ourwork with evanescenttrapsto the caseofa di�usive

orsubdi�usive targetisin progress[38].
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