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Nonlinear dynamical response of a double-barrier resonant-tunneling structure
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The dynamical response of a double-barrier resonant-tunneling structure (DBRTS) on external ac bias
V(1) is studied. The rate equation for the occupation number of the level in the DBRTS well as well as
the conditions required for this equation are derived in the case of coherent tunneling. The analysis of
the equation in question provides the possibility to obtain easily the analytic results for the current

through the structure in all limiting cases of interest.

I. INTRODUCTION

There is a great deal of current interest in electron
transport through double-barrier resonant-tunneling
structures (DBRTS’s). Besides other applications such
structures have been used as generators! and detectors? of
microwave radiation, which have stimulated theoretical
investigations of DBRTS behavior under time-dependent
perturbations.

An attempt to study the dynamical properties of
DBRTS’s has been reported in the paper by Stone et al.’
The authors of Refs. 4 and 5 have discussed the DBRTS
interaction with infrared radiation, when the perturba-
tion frequency is comparable with the characteristic in-
terlevel spacing in the well £~ 10 meV, while in Refs. 6
and 7 the linear dynamical response of DBRTS to an
external bias has been studied (note that applicability of
the linear response approximation in such a case requires
the condition eV <<# /7., where ¥V, is the characteris-
tic voltage amplitude, and 7, is the characteristic elec-
tron lifetime in the well). We should also mention the S-
matrix approach to time-dependent resonant tunneling
due to Coon and Liu.?

At the same time there exist a number of papers’™
where nonstationary tunneling through a DBRTS has
been discussed with the main attention to the nonlinear
regime. In these papers calculation of the change in the
electron transmission probability through the structure in
question resulting from an ac-voltage component across
the structure is presented. In the papers by Soko-
lovski®!® the time- and space-dependent Schrddinger
equation has been analyzed, while in Johansson’s treat-
ment!! the tunneling Hamiltonian approach has been
used. It was shown that the physical picture of resonant
tunneling significantly depends on the value of the
ratio eV, /#iw, where o is the characteristic frequency
of the external ac voltage. If eV, /#iw>>1, the DBRTS
response has been shown to be strongly nonlinear and to
have a Fourier spectrum of multiple-line form, while in
the opposite case eV, /%iw << 1 the transmission probabili-
ty has been shown to exhibit peaks at integer values of
(e;,—Ew)/fiw, where g;, and €, are the initial electronic
energy and the energy of the level in the well, respective-
ly.
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Unfortunately, direct usage of these results appears to
have serious difficulties mainly due to the fact that the ex-
act formulas obtained for the transmission probability are
rather complicated. Evaluation of the limiting cases of
interest must be done with numerical calculations’ !
even in such an intuitively simple case as the adiabatic
one (eV,/#iwo>>1,w7y; <<1). In the present paper it
will be shown that under some not too restrictive condi-
tions the semiclassical rate equation for the distribution
function of electrons in the well can be derived. This
equation can be solved analytically for most of the limit-
ing cases of interest, which provides us with the possibili-
ty to obtain rather simple expressions for physical observ-
ables like current, etc., instead of the complicated expres-
sions obtained in Refs. 9-11, requiring numerical
analysis.

In the next section, a more detailed description of the
system in question will be given. Then, the rate equation
for particles in the well of a DBRTS in the presence of a
time-dependent external signal will be discussed. The full
derivation of the rate equation in question using the Kel-
dysh nonequilibrium Green’s function technique is per-
formed in the Appendix. In Sec. III a detailed study of
the DBRTS nonlinear response to an external signal will
be presented for the semiclassical case eV /#iw>>1.
Simplified equations for the electron distribution function
and current will be derived and analyzed for adiabatic
(@Tyen << 1) and antiadiabatic (w7, >>1) cases separate-
ly, while in Sec. IV the multiphoton case eV /#iw <<1
will be studied. In Sec. V final remarks on the problem in
question will be given.

II. GENERAL DESCRIPTION AND RATE EQUATION
FOR PARTICLES IN THE WELL

We will derive the rate equation for electrons in the
well using the tunneling Hamiltonian method, which pro-
vides a sufficiently accurate and rather transparent
description of the tunneling process. We will restrict our-
selves to the condition fiw /£ << 1, which allows us to con-
sider the levels in the well independently; for simplicity
we will take into account only one level of lateral quanti-
zation inside the well. Electron-electron interaction of
the particles in the well'? will be neglected as well. In the
absence of external bias, the Hamiltonian for our system
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takes the form:

H=H} p +Hy,
T t t t
+ 3 Tpolepraqtage,, Hepragtagcyr), (1)
g
where

0 t t
Hpp=73 (eprcprCpr TEpRCHRCPR) >
P

2)

0 — t
HW_ Eeqwaqaq .
q

Here the subscripts L,R indicate electrons in left and
right electrodes respectively; c;,cp denote the creation
and annihilation operators for electrons in the electrodes;
agq,a, are the same operators for electrons in the well;
T,q is the matrix element of the tunneling Hamiltonian
(Tpg=Tpq)-

If the period of the ac signal is larger than the charac-
teristic time scale of onset of electron equilibrium in the
electrodes, one can describe the bias V(¢) as the
difference of electron chemical potentials for the left and
right electrodes (all energies and corrections to the chem-
ical potentials will be related to the value of the unper-
turbed electrode chemical potential p):

eV,
B ()= +(—)—2-cos(wt) . (3

In what follows we will assume that

U, #
d*’

(eVy) <<

e

which provides the possibility to neglect the direct effect

of the electric field on the barrier (here U, is the charac-

teristic height of the barrier, d the barrier width, m, and

e the electron mass and charge, respectively). So the bias
can be accounted for by introducing the term

H'()= 3 [u (D] ey +pgticire r] @)
P

into the Hamiltonian (1).
At first it seems to be useful to emphasize the impor-
J

Z#R(tT)

fiw

dny(thq)  +=
art -

n=—ow

+J,
fiw

n n

This equation can be used under the semiclassical con-
ditions discussed in detail at the end of the Appendix.

Now we will consider separately the semiclassical
(eVy/fiw >>1) and multiphoton (eV, /fiw << 1) cases.

ITII. THE SEMICLASSICAL CASE

In this case (eV,/fio>>1,e.y /Aiw>>1), the direct
evaluation of Eq. (6) appears to be extremely complicated
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tant role of the parameter eV, /%iw (see, e.g., Ref. 10). Let
us write the Schrodinger equation for the electron wave
function f,(q,?) in the well, which follows directly from
Egs. (1),(2),(4):

% —HY(q)

at fW(q’t)

=3 T lfx(p.)+fo(p0)] . (5)
P

In the lowest perturbation-theory approximation one
can consider wave functions of electrons in the electrodes
fr and f; [defined by equations analogous to (5) but
without the right-hand side] to be proportional to

i i rt
SfLr)(pst)<exp | — 7 EoL(R)! + 7 fO.UL(R)(’l )dt ]

=exp

i eVo .
- 'gepumt +( - )I%SID((DI)

One can easily see that the physical picture of resonant
tunneling depends significantly on the value of eV /#iw.
In the case eV /%iw << 1, the influence of the external ac
voltage results in only small time-periodic corrections to
the phase of f; z)(p,t), while in the case eV /fiw>>1,
the phase exhibits strong rapid oscillations, which leads
to a nonlinear behavior. In this case, in order to solve
Eq. (5) one might use a procedure similar to that used in
semiclassical mechanics.

In view of the fact that the distribution function of par-
ticles in the well is far from its equilibrium Fermi form,
in order to derive the rate equation for electrons in the
well it is convenient to use the nonequilibrium Green’s
function technique developed by Keldysh'® for strongly
nonequilibrium processes (for a review see, e.g., Refs. 14
and 15; one should also mention the paper by Caroli
et al.'® where the tunneling problem has been considered
in the nonequilibrium Green’s function approach). The
full derivation of the rate equation in question is given in
the Appendix; here we will put down the resulting equa-
tion for the distribution function ny, of electrons in the
well:

2—;‘Z|qu|2[n(sp)—nW(tT,q)]B(ep—qu—nwﬂ) . (6)
P

[

and requires numerical analysis. However, as is shown in
the Appendix, the rate equation can be substantially re-
duced by taking into account the semiclassical form of
the electron Green’s function in the leads [see Eq. (A22)].
The resulting reduced rate equation appears to be rather
simple:
ony(t,q)

31 =T (t,q)[n (t,eqp ) —nyl(t,q)]

+FR(t,q)[nR(t,Eqw)_nW(t,q)] . (7
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Here I'; (z)(2,q) is determined by the equation,
_ 2w 2
Frwb@=—- DT oq*8eqw —epr iyt L (1), (8)
P

n; and ny being the electron distribution functions in the
electrodes.

Note that Eq. (7) can be easily shown to be valid not
only for the case of a harmonic ac voltage V (¢) < cos(wt)
but for a time-dependent signal V (z) of any type [the gen-
eral equation (6) is not valid for nonharmonic external
signal]. The only constraint is that the characteristic am-
plitude of this signal should be much greater than the lev-
el broadening I" [see Eq. (A21)].

Equation (7) was derived in the absence of any addi-
tional intrawell scattering and thus in the case of
coherent tunneling. At the same time the analogous
equation can obviously be obtained in the case of sequen-
tial tunneling as well,!” using simple probability con-
siderations. Thus we have shown that within the con-
straints of the semiclassical rate-equation approach there
is no difference between coherent and sequential tunneling
processes, at least for such experimentally measurable
quantities as level distribution function and current
through the DBRTS. (In the static case the same result
has been pointed out by Weil and Vinter.'®) The origin of
such an effect appears to be clear if we remember that the
semiclassical conditions used imply the classical charac-
ter of L«<>W, R<—W transition, which are determined
only by particle transition probabilities (not phases). This
can be understood from (7).

A. Static case

At first we will rederive well-known results for the sta-
tionary situation, when the chemical potentials

eV
:U‘L_ 2 b4

do not depend on time (see, e.g., Ref. 18). In this case the
rate equation takes the form,

__Yo ©)
HR— 2

nR(Eqw)FR(q)+nL(€qW)FL(q)
Tx(q)+T,(q) '

np(q)= (10)

0

nw((P):

r
—exp
123

_2r
L

[*dgexp | 2,
4] ()]

Here 6(x) is the theta function.

Cos@,—
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An expression for the current through the structure can
be obtained in a similar way; the result is

Jjr= X eTr(Q@)ngleqp)—ny(q)] (1n
q

jL= EerL(q)[nW(q)—nL(qu)] . (12)
q

In the static case,

.. Fr(q)T (q)
JR=JL= %erR(qH-FL(q) (nrlegw)—np(egw)] .

(13)

B. Nonstatic case

In our further analysis we will consider resonant tun-
neling through a quantum dot (or two-dimensional quan-
tum well in the presence of a strong perpendicular mag-
netic field), so we will not take into account electron
motion in the plane of the barrier. In this case, electrons
inside the well are characterized by the same energy €y,.
Neglecting the I'; r, dependence on q and assuming
I') =Tx =T, we obtain equations for the level occupa-
tion number n () and currents in the form,

A (42T () =Tln (g, 1) Fngley,n)],  (14)
jR(t)zeF[nR(Ew,t)_nw(t)] s (15)
jL(=eTlng()—ny(ep,0)] . (16)

We would like to note that in order to clarify the
analysis we will study the equations for j;, and j; sepa-
rately, despite the fact that according to the Ramo-
Scheckley theorem the experimentally measurable
current is j =(j, +jg ) /2.

Introducing the phase ¢ =wt and considering for sim-
plicity the case of zero temperature, one obtains the solu-
tion of Eq. (14), remembering the initial condition
nw(¢7:0)=0,

eV,

1. Adiabatic case I" > o

Let us consider the case of fast tunneling, when the characteristic electron lifetime in the well 7,,;~T "' is much
smaller than o ~!. For convenience we will introduce two characteristic phases:

2€W
eV,

@ =arccos

2ey
eVO

@g =arccos
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Having in mind the initial condition ny(¢=0)=0, we obtain the following results for the dynamical DBRTS response

in this case (compare with Ref. 7):

0O<¢=¢, PLEP=gp
1
1 2T
ny (@) —|l—exp |———¢ exp |———@ | |exp |—¢,
2 )
Jr(@) % [1+exp —Equa —elny (@)
jr(@) elCny(p) eTny(p)

The physical meaning of this is very transparent. At
the time ¢ =0, the chemical potential in the left electrode
becomes larger than €y, while the level in the well is
empty. This causes a current through the left electrode
jr(t=0) equal to eT’, while jz(z=0)=0. On the time
scale t~T"!, the level occupation number approaches
the “constant” value nj~[ng(ey)+n (ey)]/2~1/2,
while jp becomes close to j,, |jrl=lj.|=el/2=j".
After the time t =@, /o, both u; and pup are lower than
ew, and the level occupation starts to relax. At the time
t =@p /w, the chemical potential uz crosses €, and the
cycle of response is repeated. The time-dependent

current behavior is shown in Fig. 1. The presence of
J

_ . 2T _ I@/2m) L@, +2mn
Ay = lim e 2T /o)
@—> © (1)

Pl —@y t2mn

dpiexp [=——

[

discontinuities in the j; g)(#) dependence is related to the
fact that in our approach we have omitted terms propor-
tional to #AI" /eV,,. The discontinuities can be smeared by
including #I" /eV,, terms or by considering the case of
finite temperatures.

2. Antiadiabatic case T’ <<w

In this case the bias time dependence is much more
rapid than the characteristic time of the tunneling pro-
cess, so during one period the level occupation number
ny changes by only a small fraction, while on a time
scale ~T" ~! it begins to fluctuate near some plateau value

ﬁW:
o

where I(x) means the integer part of x. Having in mind that ¢; <7 /2 one can obviously see that 77, is always smaller

than its “constant” value 1/2.

At the same time, the currents are determined by the equation,

Jur(t)=el[nygep,t)—ny] .

(21)

It is useful also to put down here the expressions for the Fourier spectrum of the DBRTS frequency response.

r
T —iok for even k values ,

ny(k)=0 for odd k values ,

nW(k)=;2k—sin(kqoL)

(22)

jL(k)=%sin(k<pL) , jrlk)=j, (k) for odd k values ,

—iwk el’

Jik)=—=—————sinlke,), jr(k)=—j (k) for even k values .

2 —iwk wk

It is clear that if ¢; <<1, odd-k current harmonics have
approximately the same amplitudes up to k ~@; !, while
even-k harmonics do not vanish up to k ~T /.

In principle another experimental situation may be of
interest, when the level in the well is perturbed by the
external signal

ex ()= +eV,cos(wt) ,

while the difference between electron chemical potentials
in the electrodes is held to be independent of time,

Up —ugr=eV,>eV, .

In such situation one can easily find the Fourier spectrum
of the DBRTS response also:

i
23°

J ST

2] - -

FIG. 1. Time dependence of currents j; (solid line) and jz
(dashed line) in the adiabatic case.
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_ r sin(kg; )

nw(k)= 2'—iwk 7k ’

. _el . I —iok

Jjrtk)= s sm(k(pL)——zr_iwk , (23)

Jrtk)=elny(k) .

J
. " max 2u, (1) 2ug (1)
nw+2an(t)_rn=2_w [Jn ——ﬁ—w—- n ﬁa)
" max 2 (1)

Jrp=+(=)r | 3 U, L"ﬁ‘g— n(ey+no/2)—nyt)

where n,,,, =—1(2|ey | /#iw). This equation requires the

condition @ >>T [see Eq. (49)]. Now we will discuss two
limiting cases.

(1) ley| <<w. Taking into account only the terms pro-
portional to J, and J; one can easily see that the L — W
and W — R transition probabilities are equal to each oth-
er, so

2
. . r
JL=Ir= ——;hm Vycos(wt) , 27)

and we obtain the linear-response picture. One should
have in mind that this is not a trivial linear response; it is
a linear response using dressed states responding at . In
this case the linearity is of another type than that dis-
cussed in Refs. 6 and 7. Here it occurs due to a frequen-
cy large with respect to the bias amplitude, while in Refs.
6 and 7 it occurs due to a large level broadening # /7.

(2) |ey|>>#iw. Having in mind the well-known rela-
tions for the Bessel functions:

+ o0
> J.(z2)=1, (28)
we obtain
"§"J 2pL w1 ~1 o || IbLa(] |
n=—ow " ) |5w| |Ew|
=l+a, (29)

so the level occupation number ny, =1, while the currents
are very small, j; ry~ela <<el.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In summary, the nonequilibrium Green’s function
technique has been exploited in order to analyze the
time-dependent behavior of a double-barrier resonant-
tunneling structure. The semiclassical rate equation for
the particles in the well has been derived in the case of
small level broadening; the conditions which are required
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IV. MULTIPHOTON CASE

Let us consider the case #iw >>eV,,. In this case the
equations for the distribution functions and currents can
be reduced to (e, is assumed to be less than zero):

n(eytnw/2), (24)

) (25)

f

for the equation in question have been evaluated. It has
been shown that within the constraints of the semiclassi-
cal rate-equation approach there is no difference between
coherent and sequential tunneling processes, at least for
such experimentally measurable quantities as level distri-
bution function and current through the DBRTS (in the
static case a similar effect has been pointed out by Weil
and Vinter!®). A further detailed analysis of the rate
equation in question has been presented.
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APPENDIX: DERIVATION OF THE RATE EQUATION

We will follow the notation and Feynman rules intro-
duced in the review paper, Ref. 14. In the Appendix we
are working with units where #=1. In order to derive
the rate equation we shall use at first the time-coordinate
representation for operators. One should mention that
such coordinates do not correspond to physical DBRTS
coordinates. Final equations will be formulated in terms
of physical observables. Let us take 1/);'/ (LR (£,r) to be
the exact solutions of the Schrodinger equation with the
Hamiltonian Hyy, LRy Which are extended into the whole
space (for definiteness one can extend ¥4(r) in a periodic
or antiperiodic manner). Thus the Green’s functions
GgA(t,,1,,t,,1,) of electrons in the well take the form:

G(t,,1,1,,1,)= > Gif(t,,p1,12,P2)
PPy

X ¥, r)Yp15,15) 5

the equations for the other Green’s functions can be ob-
tained in an analogous way. Note that we do not assume
homogeneity of the electronic density in the well.

Let us write the Dyson’s equation for the exact Green’s
function G, " (X,,X,) of electrons in the well:
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Gyt (X1, X)) =G~ H(X,,X,)+ [ d*X,d*X,

X 3 GPTUX,X3)

a,B={+,—}
X2 X3,X,)GHN (X4, X,) .
(A1)

Here G\~ T (X;,X ;) is the Green’s function of electrons
in the well in the absence of tunneling; X;=(t;,r;);
3B X, X ;) is the self-energy term:

38X, X;)=—T(X,)[GFAX,,X;)
+GRAX, X)) IT*(X;) . (A2)
J
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Note that Eq. (A1) can be written in an alternative
way:
Gyt (X, X)) =GP~ * (X, X,)+ [d*X,d*X,
X 3 GpiX,,X3)
a,B={+,—}
XZ¥(X3,X,)GPPY (X,,X,) .

(A3)

Acting on Egs. (Al) and (A3) with the operators
[id/3t,—HY(r,)] and [—id/dt,—HY(r,)], respective-
ly, and subtracting the second resulting equations from
the first one, we obtain

‘ia%ﬁ% Gt (X, X))+ [HY ()~ HY(r)]G* (X1, X;)
1 2
= fd“)(3 S [ETUX,, X365 (X5, X)) G R%X L, X5)2 (X5,X,)] . (Ad)
a={+,-}
Here we have used the well-known relation for the free-particle Green’s functions:!*
i%—H?V(r]) GO ™H(X,,X,)=8(X,—X,) . (A5)
1

Now we will examine the energy representation in Eq. (A4), taking into account the semiclassical character of the
time dependence of the Green’s functions. Let us introduce the new variable ¢ ¥ =(¢, +1,)/2 and consider the typical

term from the rhs of Eq. (A4), taking t ~ =t —¢, =0,

tT+e,
2

tT e,

By
2 2

+
fthf‘,ﬁ 1,1, yt3—t 1,7,

The latter transformation is valid under the condition
lt;—t*|~1/E<<T' !, where €~¢y, is the characteristic
electronic energy. In the cases where such a condition is
not met, it appears to be impossible to derive a simple
semiclassical rate equation for the DBRTS dynamical
response (see, e.g., Ref. 7) and the equation for the distri-
bution function ny becomes an integral-differential equa-
tion with respect to energy. Note that for different rela-
tions between the frequency and amplitude of the exter-
nal signal, the semiclassical condition in question corre-
sponds to different necessary relations between them and
the level broadening I' [see Eqs. (A20) and (A21)].

Now one can examine the representation of quantum
numbers p and q of the Hamiltonian (2). Having in mind
that in the absence of any processes except tunneling all
Green’s functions are diagonal in this representation, we
obtain as a result:

any(tt,q)
—‘—u;t__',i:f;_;[G;-(t+,q,€)z_+(t+,q,£)

—Grpt(tt,qe)2t (t1,q,0)],
(A7)

=t | = [dt,GPr,n,t =t P EP (=)

(A6)

where

nW(t+,q)=—ifg—;G;”(t+,q,e) (A8)

is the semiclassical distribution function of electrons in
the well. Here we have used the well-known relations for
the exact Green’s functions and self-energies (see, e.g.,
Ref. 14):

StTt43 " =—(Z"t+32t7), (A9)

Ght+Gy, =GpT+G ™. (A10)

Let us calculate now the retarded Green’s functions
G{ (r) for the electrons in the electrodes in Wigner’s rep-
resentation. Making use of the expressions for the wave
functions of electrons in the leads (see discussion of the
Schrodinger equation (5) in Sec. II, we have
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GL'(R)(’+rP’5)=ifomdt_exp ie—eyppytimt

2i (t)
4 HL(r)
(0]

Xsin(wt ~ /2)

b

(A11)
where 7 is a positive infinitesimal.
Having in mind the well-known relation
etzsmp= E Jn(z)emp R (A12)

n=-—o0

where J, (z) is the Bessel function, we obtain simultane-
ously for the retarded Green’s functions:

iy 2u )t ) J

2 I

n=-—ow

G ot T,p,e)=
L(R) P °

1
e—gp (pytrw/2+in

, (A13)
whereas for the kinetic Green’s functions we have

Gl p(tT,p,e)=2mi

XE(E_GPL(R)'i'_nO)/Z) ’

(A14)

+
Glpttpe)=2m 3 [nygp(t",p)—1]

n=-—o

xXJ

" 1)

2pr () ]

X8(8—£pL(R)+nw/2) ]
(A15)

where n; and ny are the electron distribution functions
in the electrodes:

1

ETHL(R)O (A16)

nL(R)(E)Z (
1+e

Here, © ! is the lattice temperature.

In what follows we will work in the lowest
perturbation-theory approximation, which allows us to
use free-particle expressions for the electron Green’s
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functions in the electrodes in calculating the self-energy
term:

3Bt +,q,e)=32%(t *,q,e) + 2%t T, q,¢)

=— | 3T, |*GRP(t " ,q,¢)
p

+ 3T ’GA(t " ,q,6) |, (A1)
P

and also to take in the rhs of Eq. (A7) the expressions for
the Green’s function in the well in the absence of tunnel-
ing. In the absence of tunneling, the electron wave func-
tion in the well is determined by the stationary
Schrodinger equation with the Hamiltonian HY, [see Eq.
(2)], which leads us to the corresponding expressions for
the Green’s functions:!'*

(A18)
(A19)

G (¥, q,e)=2minp(t *,q)8(e—equ) ,
Gt T(t,q,e)=2mi[ny(tT,q)—1]8(c—egp) .

Here one should note that the use of delta functions in
Eqgs. (A18) and (A19) requires_the additional condition
that the characteristic energy e —¢,; (g, (for those values
close to the energy spectrum be much larger than I'. In
the case w/eV(t) >>1 such a condition is equivalent to

(A20)

[see Egs. (A14),(A15)], while in the case w/eV(t)<<1
such a condition is equivalent to

E—EPL(R)~CL)>>F N

e—eprr)~ eV (D] >T . (A21)

[see Eq. (A22)]. Now one can easily obtain the rate equa-
tion in the final form (6), assuming the electron dispersion
laws in left and right electrodes to be the same
(€pr =€pr =€p).

In the semiclassical case (eV,/w >>1,eqp /0 >>1), in
order to simplify the further analysis, we will reduce the
rate equation (6) by taking into account the semiclassical-
ly slow character of the time dependence of the external
signal. One can show that, neglecting terms of the order
of vV w/eV,, the integral over all possible values of the
momentum p used in (A17) is determined by the usual
semiclassical Green’s functions with a time-dependent
shift of the chemical potential. So one can take the re-
tarded Green’s function of the electron in the electrode in
the form

1
e—eptupr(t ) +in

Gl p)(t™,p,e)= , (A22)

(instead of A13) while the reduced rate equation takes the
form (7).
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