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In severalexperin ents the m agnitude of the contribution ofm agnetic im purities to the K ondo re—
sistivity show s size dependence in m esoscopic sam ples. It was suggested ten years ago that m agnetic
surface anisotropy can be responsble for the size dependence In cases where there is strong spin—
orbi interaction in the m etallic host. T he anisotropy energy hasthe orm E = K 4 S )? where n
is the vector perpendicular to the plane surface, S is the spin of the m agnetic In purity and K 4 > 0
is inversely proportional to distance d m easured from the surface. It has been realized that In the
tedious calculation an unjusti ed approxin ation was applied for the hybridizations of the host atom
orbitals w ith the conduction electrons w hich depend on the position of the host atom s. N am ely, the
m om enta of the electrons were replaced by the Ferm im om entum kr . That is reinvestigated con-—
sidering the k-dependence which leads to sihgular energy Integrals and In contrary to the previous
result K 4 is oscillating like sin (2kr d) and the distance dependence goes like 1=d®> i the asym ptotic
region. A s the anisotropy is oscillating, for integer spin the ground state is either a singlet or a
doublet depending on distance d, but In the case of the doublet there is no direct electron induced
transition between those two states at zero tem perature. Furthem ore, for half-integer (S > 1=2)

spin it is always a doublet w ith direct transition only in half of the cases.

PACS numbers: 72.15Qm ,73.23-,71.70 E j

I. NTRODUCTION

T here are substantial experim ental evidences that the
am plitude ofthe K ondo e ect due to m agnetic In purities
in m etallic sam ples of lin ited size are reduced?? butw ith
unchanged K ondo tem perature. T hat indicates that not
all of the In purities contribute in the sam e way. T here
w ere early speculationsthat this reduction appearswhere
the sam ple size is com parable w ith the K ondo screening
cloud. This is incorrect as the Kondo coupling is lo—
cal and the only relevant energy scal to be com pared
w ith the K ondo tem perature is the level spacing of the
conduction electrons which is eg. zero for sem #Hin nite
sam ples. Later it was suggested® that a m agnetic surface
anisotropy can develop due to the spoin-orbit interaction
in the host m etal, which has the form

H = Kq(S,)° @)

w here the constant K 4 depends on the distancem easured
from the surface of the sam pl and S, is the com ponent
of the Inpurity spin perpendicular to the surface (see
Fig.[d). In those papersf2# it was stated that surpris-
hgly K 4 Por large distances is alw ays positive and decays
wih the rst power of the distance. That result was
not questioned in Ref. [B]. Recently, one of the authors
(L Sz.) hascalled the attention to an unjisti ed approx—
in ation in the previous lengthy calculation®? which can
be responsble for the very surprising results. That ap—
proxim ation was that in the hybridizations of the host
atom orbitals with the conduction electrons which de-
pend on the position of the host atom s (see Eg.(3) and

9) of Ref. [4]), the m om enta of the electrons were re—
placed by the Fermm imom entum ky . That is even not
the case i the derivation of the Friedel oscillation® .
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FIG .1l: Them agnetic In puriy at a distance d from the sur-
face n a m etallic host with hom ogeneously dispersed spin—
orbit scatterers labeled by n.

M eanw hile great e orts has been m ade to derive the
surface anisotropy by using electronic structure calcu-
lations. First Szunyogh and Gyor y calculated the
anisotropy in sem i-n nite Au host for F e inpuritied .
They found that K 4 is an oscillating fiinction ofthe dis-
tance d and the am plitude falls as 1=d?. That was a
calculation of mean eld type and the discrepancy be—
tween those and the analytical ones was not surprising
as in the Jatter the diagram s calculated are beyond the
mean eld approxim ation. Recently, Szunyogh, Zarand,
Gallego, M unoz and Gyor ¥ have developed another
m odel, where the spin-orbi interaction was placed on
the d-level of the In purity instead of the host. They
considered the Friedel oscillation in the density of states
nearby the Fem ienergy due to the presence of the sur-
face and the di erent d-orbitals of the in puriy coupled
di erently to these oscillations and that is realized in the
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oscillating anisotropy decaying as 1=d?. It is interesting
to note that the HartreeFock mean eld approxin ation
and the diagram beyond that play equalrole. W e arealso
Infom ed that very elaborate calculationsby A . Szilva, L.
Szunyogh, G . Zarand, and M C .M unoZ are in progress
w here the spin-orbi interaction in the host is considered.

T he relative In portance of the spin-orbi interactions
on the d-leveland the host m aterialm ust be very speci c
for which im purity atom and host m etal are considered
and the nalanswer can be given only by detailed elec—
tronic structure calculations.

T he present analytical calculation is focused at the os—
cillating behavior and the decay rate of the K4 func-
tion. A1l of the results are ocbtained In the large dis—
tance asym ptotic region, as the preasym ptotic calcula—
tion would be even more di cul. The consequences of
the oscillating behavior w ill be discussed at the end of
the paper. Them ain goalis to present correct analytical
result to be com pared In the future with the num erical
results which m ay lead to the resolution of the present
discrepancies. The com parison with the experim ents is
kft for the future when the num erical calculation will
be com pleted by which the very relevant preasym ptotic
behavior is also achievable.

The Paper is organized as Hllows. In Section [[I we
present the outline ofthe problem and call the attention
to the di erences in the calculation com pared to the ear—
lier works®# . In Section [ITI the integrals w ith respect to
the energies are perform ed which are crucial in obtain—
Ing the correct form ofthe anisotropy. T he consequences
are analyzed in the Conclusions. Some of the m atrix
elem ents and further details of the calculations are pre—
sented I A ppendices[2] and [Bl, respectively.

II. THE OUTLINE OF THE PROBLEM

The m agnetic in purity scatters the electron in the
1= 2 orbitalchanneland the spin-orbit scattering is also
restricted to those®2 . As .n Ref. [3/4] we start w ith the
conduction electron propagator laving and arriving at
the in purity and In m eantim e it is scattered by one of
the heavy host atom due to strong spin-orbit scattering.
The G reen’s fiinction has a sinple form in the coordi-
nate system where the In puriy is In the origin and the
scattering atom is on the z-axis at a position R, , which
is called the local system labeled by n. The Anderson
model? is used r the scattering d-levels of the host
atom and the spin-orbit scattering is assum ed to happen
on the d-evel and that detem ines the symm etry. Fol-
Iow iIng Ref. 4] the conduction electron G reen’s fiinction
In rst oxder of the spin-orbit coupling is
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wherenow the k-dependence in W and the ! -dependence
In the dJlevel Green function is kept ie. G4 @!'y) =
P where g ="y i and "y measured from the
Fem i level) and  are the energy and width of the d-
level, respectively and 2 m 2 for the conduction
electrons.
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which follows from a sin ilar calculation lke In Ref. [4]
and is the strength of the spih-orbi interaction.
B (;k% and B? (k;k% are 5 5 matrices in the quan—
tum num berm , having the form
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where the v, (k) m atrix elem ents given in Appendix &]
arethesameasih Eqg. (13) ofRef. 4]. T hese are com bina—
tions of oscillating fiinctions like sin kR, ) and coskRy, )

combined w ith powers Ike kR,) ™ ° (= 1;2;:::).
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FIG . 2: The selfenergy diagram for the In purity spin. The
double line represents the spin, the single one the conduction
electrons. T he solid circles stand for the exchange interaction
and the labelkd by n for the e ective spin-orb it interaction
on the orbital of the host atom atR , .

T he next step of the calculation is the rotation of the
coordinate system from the n-localone to that one where
the z-axis is perpendicular to the surface. T he angle be-
tween the z-axis of the old (z,) and the new (z) coor—
dinate system is labeled by . The calculation of the
spin factor of the selfenergy diagram (see Fig.[2) giving
the anisotropy for the in purity spin isalso sim ilar to the
origihalone (see Egs.(21)-(25) ofRef. H]).

T he average over the positions of the scattering atom s
R, and R o must be perform ed for the whole volum e of
the sam ple, separately. For the sake of sim plicity the
continuous 1im it is applied outside the In purity spin. As
it was shown i the earlier works*24 in order to get the
dom nant contribution one ofn-s is nearby the in purity
and the other one experiences the existence ofthe surface
at large distances.



The analytical part of the selfenergy diagram Fig.[2
now is, however, m ore com plicated asW -sdepend also on
four di erent electronic m om enta and the corresponding
energies appear In the energy denom inators of the elec—
tron G reen’s functions. In this way the prefactors also
depend on the m om enta and that plays a crucial role in
the follow ing.

For the sake of sim plicity we consider the conduction
electron band w ith constant density of states o in the
energy Interval D < "< D where " ism easured from
the Fem i energy and we w ill assum e linear dispersion,
ie. the corresponding k-values are k = kg + ? where
vg s the Femm ivelocity.

As In a noble metal host like Cu, Ag or Au the d-
band is below the Fem ienergy, it does not give a new
sinqularity In the energy integrals (see Section [III), thus
we can replace the d-level propagatorby a constant ", .

C alculating the contribution of the diagram in Fig.[2
we applied the Abrikosov’s pseudoferm jon techniquet!
for the spin. A fter perform ing the sum m ation over the
M atsubara-frequencieswe get
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where ! isthe energy ofthe soin after analytical contin—
uation and the F4, F, fiilnctions given in A ppendix[A] are
de ned in the ssmeway asin Ref.|4].

A s that diagram contains two host atom s, averages
have to be taken overn and n°. A ccording to our sin ple
m odel the anisotropy factor” Hllow s as
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where a° is the size of the volum e per host atom .

Changing the order of the summ ation over the host
atom s w ih the energy integrals, the form er can be eval-
uated in a sim flarway lke in Ref. #].

Eg.@29) ofRef. ] now reads
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where ry is a short distance cuto In range ofthe atom ic
radius, and
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where 5 in = arccos(@=Rn), nom in = arcoos (@=R o)
Since according to the earlierw orks?=+ the largest con—
tribbution com es from the rstpartofEq.[[) correspond-
ing to J; we will consider that.
T he evaluation of the integralsw ith respect to , and
no gives
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Ifk;, ko, k3, kg are replaced by kg that gives back the
halfofEqg. B2) ofRef. [4].

A fter a straightforward calculation of the integrals
with respect to R, and Rpo (see Appendix B]) the st
part of Eq. [1) corresponding to J; reads
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where the fiinctionsC and D are given by Egs. [B5) and
B11l), respectively.

AsC and D are symm etric In their variables we can
change the Integration variables according to the changes
Indicated in the energy dependent factor in the integrand
of Eq. [[I) resulting in a sin pler orm lke
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wherewehaveexploited thel rn- (";)andny ("3) factors
aswell

ITII. THE ENERGY INTEGRALS

In the follow Ing the asym ptotic behavior for large dis—
tances d is considered, therefore, only the leading order
in % is kept everyw here.

For large distances the radialelectronic w ave functions
are fast oscillating as the energy is changed. These fast
oscillations lead to essential cancellations. In order to
keep track of the cancellations n the Iimit d ! 1 , the
R iem ann theorem w ih the rst asym ptotic correction is
applied in the Hlow ing omm 12
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which is valid in the leading order in 1=x where f must
be Integrable.

Let us consider the integrations w ith respect to the
energies. Th the st part of Eq. [[2) the integralw ith
regoect to ", is

ket =—
C kid;kod) C kid;kod)
2w, w T dkp— —— —:
1 ) ki k

a" 14)

Introducing a new Integration variable k = k; k
and using linear dispersion "= w k k), the integral
reads
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where we used the symmetry property of the cosine
Integral function Ci[ x] = Cik] and trigonom etrical
identities'? .

To evaluate the tem s containing the C ijx] fiinction we
use

cosu COSXV

Cik]= 16)

and change the order of the integrations w ith respect to
vand k.

D ue to the cosine and sine functions in the integrand,
the Integral is detem ined by the singularity at k= 0
(kz = ki). Searching for that we expand the f-functions
around k;d in their second variables and then drop the
term s which are not shgularat k = 0. Then the inte—



gralEq. [I9) is
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The range of the integrations can be extended to
1 ! 1 asthose integrals are independent ofd, whilk
the added parts are fast oscillating and, therefore, they
are O (ﬁ) as it can be proved by using the R iem ann
theorem given by Eq. [I3) also. T hen using
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we get rEq. [14)
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where we kept only the lrading order contrbution in
1=k;d as k;d kd 1 according to the range of the
integration w ith respect to k; (";) in Eq. [I2).
Let’s tum to the Integration w ith respect to "; in the
rst part of Eq. [[2) ie. to

cosRk;d]; (20)
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As"3 < 0 (ks < kp) In Eq. [I2) and ! 0 the in-
tegrand has no sihgularities in the range of the integra—
tion, thus In orderto nd the leading order contribution
In 1=kr d we can apply the Riem ann theorem given by
Eq. I3). Then Eq. [21)) is
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In leading order in 1=ky d, where we kept only the con—
tribution of the lower lim it, as the contrbution of the
upper lin it of the integralin Eq. [22) is proportionalto
1=D , thus it is of lower order.

Now we have to evaluate the rem aining integrals w ith
respect to "; and "; in the rstpart ofEq.[[2) ie.
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Starting w ith the st part of Eq. [23) corresponding to
the g functions n D (see Eq. [B11l)), we introduce again
new integration variable k = ky4 ks and use linear
dispersion. Thus Eq. [23) reads
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and In the st part containing the g functions (see
Eq. [BIIl)) we can repeat the considerationsused in per—
form ing the ntegrals w ith respect to "; and ", giving
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Since kg ";’T > 0 we can again apply the Riem ann
theorem given by Eq. [I3). The temm s com ing from the



lower Iim it ofthe integralsare lessby 1=D than thetem s
com ing from the upper lim it of the integralwhich give
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w here only the leading order contribution in 1=kr d was
kept.

Tuming to the second part of Eq. [23) corresponding
to the h finctions in D (see Eq. [B11))), after using the
follow Ing properties
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T hus the tem s corresponding to the h functions give d-
independent contribution, therefore Eq. 23) isEqg. 29)
In leading order in 1=kr d.
C om bining that w ith Egs. [22) and [12) we get orthe
rst part of Eq. [[2) in leading order in 1=ky d
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where = V2 ; is the width of the d-levels due to
hybridizationt® .

Tuming to the second part ofEq. [12), after changing
the integration variablesas "; $ "3 and ", $ "; and
perform Ing sin ilar calculation asbefore we get in leading
order w ith respect to 1=kg d
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T hus the anisotropy factor com iIng from the st part
of Eq. [@) corresponding to J; { giving the leading
contribution?24 { in leading order ;n 1=ks d is
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w here
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which is nie for! = 0.

Evaluating P by num ericalintegration it tumsout that
prx 2! the htegralsw ith respect to t and s are dom —
nated by the t = s and s = 1 sihqulariy, respectively.
T hus
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s 1 s 2

2
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whereweusedD = "; . Tn Tabk[Iwe com pare the results
cbtained by num erical integration and by Eq. 37 for
X 0:5 1:5.

X 05
P (x;! = 001)
PPPr(x;1 = 0)

0.75 1 125 15
-135.8|428.1|-916.5|-1552.9|2215.9
-138.3|438.4|-952.6-1664.6|2514.1

TABLE I:Comparison of P™"" (x;! = 0:01) obtained by nu-
m erical integration and P%PP* (x;! = 0) obtained by Eq. [37)
for x 0:5 15.

The result Eq. [39) for the anisotropy factor is es—
sentially di erent from the earlier one (see Eq. (31) of
Ref. B]) obtained by an unjusti ed assum ption which
corresponds form ally to the approxim ation C (k;d;k,d)

C (kg d;kr d) and D (k3zd;kqd) D (k& d;kp d) nEq. [12).
Themain di erences are

it contains the oscillating factor sin Rk d]



the asym ptotic distance dependence is—t— in-
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instead of the £4)P°" (k¢ ry) factor which con-
tains the short range cuto 1 and estin ated to be

between 50 950 for ! 0 and k rg 0:5 15,
we have P"®" (kg 1p;!) which is for ! = 0 and
kr o 05 15 between 140 and 2500,

thus In the asym ptotic region using the sam e param eters
asih Eq. 32) In Ref. H]
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F inally, the question can be raised how justi ed is the
assum ption ofhom ogeneousdistrbution ofthe spin-orbit
scatterers. In order to give the answer In the follow ing
the scatterers are considered hom ogeneously distributed
on sheetswhich are parallel to the surface and separated
by a distance a. A ccording to the previous works’? the
pair of sheets In equal distances from the im purity do
not contribute to the anisotropy, thus only the unpaired
ones m ust be considered. The sheet n is In the distance
na from the im purity and only sheetswih n > d=a are
considered. A s it was discussed In Ref. [2,3,4] one of the
two scatterers n and n® is nearby the in purity and the
other one is far from it on one of the sheets considered.
T herefore, the contrdbution of the sheets are additive.
T he contrbution of sheet n can be easily obtained from
the present calculation as
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w here the derivative gives the contrdoution ofan In niely
narrow layer and the prefactor provides the correct nor-
m alization. Thusthe nalresul in the asym ptotic region
is

(39)

X X cos (2ky na)

ks na)d @0

n> 4 n> <
a

where the om itted prefactor is the sam e as in Eq. [35).
T hus the sgparate sheets contrbute by di erent signs
and am plitude. Due to the fast decay by increasing n
only sheets of restricted num bers are essential. Adding
the contrbution of the sheets wih di erent signs and
am plitudes (Ikely random ly distributed) the nalam pli-
tude of the anisotropy K jcan be larger than X 4jthus
the d% decay rate can be som ew hat reduced. T he situa—
tion isdi erent n a coherent casewih ka= p where
p is jntegg. For even p the contributions have the sam e

sign and n%
n> %

3—2 w hich provides a slow er decay rate.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

The amplitude of the anisotropy is oscillating and
weaker than the one earlier estinated®?. In these

changes the sharp edge In the R -integral thus the ex—
istence of the surface is crucial. W e used a uniform dis-
tribution of the spin-orbit scatterers in space. C onsider—
Ing the question how the resuls are changed in the case
w here continuum Jlayers of the scatterers are considered,
i is argued that the overallbehavior is not expected to
change, but only the am plitude can be in uenced m od-
erately. Furthem ore, it is assum ed, that the soin-orbit
scattering is point lke, but a nite extension y (it is
assum ed that kg ry < ) sm ears som ew hat the sin Rkg d]
fiinction in Eq. [38). T he actual size of that can be esti-
m ated only by electronic structure calculations and cer—
tainly will be Included in the recent work of one of the
authors (L Sz. and his cow orkers in progress? .

The way how the spin is frozen by the surface
anisotropy is essentially di erent from the previous
works? as K 4 is not always positive (see Fig.[d) and
also depends w hether the soin is integer or halfinteger.

Kq>0 Kg<O
S,=*%2 S=0
S,=11 S=*1
Sz=0 S;=*2

singlet doubl et

no scattering
@

Kyq>0 Kg<O
S;=*5/2 S=*+12
S;=%3/2 S=%312
Sz=%1/2 S;=%5/2

doublet doublet

scattering no scattering

(b)

FIG . 3: The kvel splitting due to the surface anisotropy for
(@) Integer (eg. S = 2) and () halfinteger (eg. S = 5=2)
spins. It is also indicated whether the electrons can be scat—
tered by the degenerate ground states or not.

Integer spin (eg. S = 2): the ground state is e~
ther singlet or doublt depending on the sign of
K 4, however, the electron cannot be scattered by
transition in the doublt as the spin m om entum
di erenceis S = 4 and the tuming the electron
soin allowsonly S = 1. Thus the spn at low
tem perature can be com pletely frozen in.

Half-integer spin (eg. S = 5=2): the ground state
is aways doublt, however, in one of the cases
S = 1 which can cause scattering in contrary
to the case where S = 5. Thus only half of



the In purities can cause electron spin  ips at low
tem perature. That isdi erent from the previously
assumed K 4 > 0 case.

This resul show s analogies w ith Ref. [L5] where m ag—
neticm olecules w ith lJarge spins on m etallic surface were
considered. The spin levels are split n a sin ilarway and
electron induced transitionsare allow ed only betw een cer—
tain levels.

For com parison w ith experin ent the preasym ptoticbe—
havior is very essentialwhich is beyond the scope of the
present paper. The electronic calculations in progress’
m ust provide those inform ation including the am plitude
of the anisotropy as in the otherm odel in Ref. [E].

T he present results valid in the asym ptotic region can
provide a good possibility to test the num erical calcula—
tion. D etailed com parison with experin ents must wait
for com pleting the num erical calculation which is going
to provide m ore necessary Infom ation.
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APPEND IX A

Thev, (k)matrix elem entsarethesameasin Eq. (13)
ofRef. @4]:

vo kiRa) = 10 sm(kRn)+ 3coskR,) 12sin kR, )
2kR ,, KR, )? &kRp)3
27cos&Ry) 27snh&Rp)
; 1
&R, ) SE &1
_ coskR ) 5sin kR, ) 12 coskR )
vikiRe) = 15 S KR, )3 KR, )4
12sin kR, )
el @ 1b)
~ shkR,) 3coskRn) 3shkR,)
V2 EiRa) = S e s KR, )4 KR, )®
@A lc)

The F; and F, functions are de ned in the sam e way
as in Ref. ], nam ely

2

J
F1 Rni niRnoi nojkijkoiksike) = —7f1122; (A 2a)
0
and
Fo Rpn; niRnoj nojkiikoiksike)
232
= fiziz fi122); (A 2b)

= — En
0

w here
X
Wk, Roj o)W x,x, Rpoj no): @A3)

o maim 2 mam
mm 1 2 4 3

12 3 4

W givesthe form ofW in the rotated coordinate system
(W here the z-axis is perpendicular to the surface) given
by

X

mo+ 0

(2)

WkkoocRn;n): m + dmm(n)d(1=2)(n)

m m
0 mmo

(2) (1=2)

WkkOO(Rn)q'nomO( n)doo( n)

m m
0

@A 4)

where the W ignerom ula for rotation m atricest® was
used.

APPEND IX B

Here we perform the integrations w ith respect to R,
and Rpo in the st part of Eq. [[dl). Let us start wih
the integration w ith respect to R, , nam ely

1 ,dRZ &)
C kiikz) = e anR“T
d
3vg k2 iRn)vi kijRp) + 3vo kijRy)vi kaiRy)
2v k1;Rn)vi k2 jRpn) + 2wy k2 jRp)vz k1jRnp)
+2v1 kijRn)v2 k2jRy) 8¢ kijRy)ve k2;Ry) B1)
A fter substituting the v, k;R, ) m atrix elem ents given
by Eq. A1) and introducing the din ensionless integra—

tion variable y = R,=d and notations t§ = k;d and
t = kydweget
C (ki;k2) = C (kid;kad); B2)
w here
7z
d3 v o1
C i) — dy
a y
1
Cer (itpiy)cosila + &)yl
+C. itiy)oosih Byl
+Cs+ (@itsy) sl + &)yl
+Cs Giiy)sinlc  ®)yl: B3)
T he occurring integrals w ith respect to y look like
? ¥ lcostyl
cos
G.(gn) = dyy ; B 4a)
y y?
1
and
? > lsinhy]
sin
G.n) =  dy ®4b)




Evaluating the G5 and G. functions analytically by
ushgM ATHEM AT ICA, we get

d3
C i) = IE] for (@itp) cosly + &

+f. @i;t)cosfty %]
+ fsr (Litp)sinfy + ]

+ @ ®)fs @ik)snk gl
+  8)fuluit) Cikh+ ] Cik ] ;B5)
whereﬁ)rt1=t2=t 1
3825
for (D 416
£ oy | 22
C 4 2‘t4
£,y 22
s+ r 2t5
f (t;t) %
S 4 2‘t4
foi Gt % ®B6)
C1l 4 2‘t4

and C if]= ducouﬁ is the cosine integral function.

t
Letusoonsidernow the integration w ith respect to R o
in the rstpartofEq. [d):
7d
1 2
D" ksiks) = —  dRpoRo
a
o
3vp kg iRpo)vy k3;Rp0) + 3vg (k3jRp0)vi (kg7R o)
+v1 k3iRp0)vi kg;Rpo0) + 2vi Kg;Rp0)ve (kK3jRp0)
+ 2v; k3;Rpo)ve (kg;Rpo) + 4vp (k3jRpo)ve (kg;Rpo) B7)
A fter substituting the v, ;R ,0) m atrix elem ents given
by Eq. A1) and introducing the dim ensionless inte—

gration variable y° = R,o=d and notations t; = ksd,
ty, = kq4d, and yg = rp=d we get
D" (k3;ks) = D (k3d;kqd); ®B8)

w here
d

D i) = —

a

Do (3ita;y)) coslts + t)y°]
+D. (ita;y) cosls  6)y°)
+D o (ait;y)) sl + ta)y°]
+Ds (mit;y) sl &)y%:
T he occurring integrals w ith respect to y° ook ke

B9)

Zl
0
CcOos
H.@n) = dy%® ygfy]; B10a)
Yo
and
Z1 ) 0
S
H,(n) = dyoy@#[cy]: (B 10b)

Evaluating the Hs and H . functions analytically by

usihgM ATHEM ATICA, we get

3

D Git) = % o+ (5ity) cosfs + ]
+gc (itw)cosks Gl
+ s+ GBity)sinfs + 4]
+ G %)
+hee (Gitaivo) cosllts + t)yol
+he (Gituiyo)coslts  4)yol
+hst (Gitsivoe) snllts + t)vol
+ @ %hs (itivo)sihis

wherefors =4 =t 1

(tsity) sinfs 4]

%)yol; B11)

) 225
gc+ ’ 2t4
0 225
Je ; Py
1125
Js+ (Eit) =
1125
Js (s3] o6
and
he, (6t ) 20250 8100 20250
+ Br4rYo) =
‘ Bhy, Bhys v
8100 N 1350 + 6525
By, Bhyvs 288y
. 1350 225 .
By, 2880
he (it ) 20250+ 8100 20250
3r4rYo) =
‘ gy, Bty St
+ 8100 + 1350 6525
Bhy, Bhys 288w
, 1350 225
Btgve  28tvo’
he. (st ) 20250+ 20250 1350
3rGrYo) =
* Bhys Bty 8ty
8100 8100 1350
B gad Sav
1125 1125
+ > + 57
2%1?43370 thzzlyo
and
he (st ) 20250+ 1350 6750
37/4rYo) =
° Bhy, Bty Bty
1350 1125

e
By, 285Y%

B12)

B13a)

(B13b)

B13c)

B13d)
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