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The quantization of optical fields in vacuum has been known for decades, but extending the
field quantization to lossy and dispersive media in nonequilibrium conditions has proven to be
complicated due to the position-dependent electric and magnetic responses of the media. In fact,
consistent position-dependent quantum models for the photon number in resonant structures have
only been formulated very recently and only for dielectric media. Here we present a general position-
dependent quantized fluctuational electrodynamics (QFED) formalism that extends the consistent
field quantization to describe the photon number also in the presence of magnetic field-matter
interactions. It is shown that the magnetic fluctuations provide an additional degree of freedom
in media where the magnetic coupling to the field is prominent. Therefore, the field quantization
requires an additional independent noise operator that is commuting with the conventional bosonic
noise operator describing the polarization current fluctuations in dielectric media. In addition
to allowing the detailed description of field fluctuations, our methods provide practical tools for
modeling optical energy transfer and the formation of thermal balance in general dielectric and
magnetic nanodevices. We use QFED to investigate the magnetic properties of microcavity systems
to demonstrate an example geometry in which it is possible to probe fields arising from the electric
and magnetic source terms. We show that, as a consequence of the magnetic Purcell effect, the
tuning of the position of an emitter layer placed inside a vacuum cavity can make the emissivity of

a magnetic emitter to exceed the emissivity of a corresponding electric emitter.

I. INTRODUCTION

Better understanding of optical phenomena and
nanoscale energy transfer has enabled advances in optical
technologies, e.g., in nanoplasmonics [1-4], near-field mi-
croscopy [5, 6], thin-film light-emitting diodes [7, 8], pho-
tonic crystals [9, 10], and metamaterials [11, 12]. These
advances are strongly influenced by the availability of
simple and transparent theoretical tools that allow in-
depth understanding of the pertinent phenomena in suf-
ficiently simple form. Formulating a simple and suffi-
ciently detailed description of the quantum aspects of
energy transfer in lossy resonant structures, however, has
been particularly challenging due to several phenomena,
such as wave-particle dualism, intertwined electric and
magnetic fields, and field-matter interactions [13, 14], af-
fecting the energy transfer.

We have recently introduced quantized fluctuational
electrodynamics (QFED) formalism [15-18] for the de-
scription of field-matter interactions and the formation
of thermal balance in nonequilibrium conditions in di-
electric media. Using the QFED approach it has finally
become possible to formulate the canonical commutation
relations preserving ladder and photon-number opera-
tors for the total electromagnetic field also in resonant
structures [15-17], thus resolving the previously reported
anomalies in their commutation relations [19-23]. Here
we present a more general QFED formalism that also ac-
counts for the interactions arising due to magnetic effects.
The need to formulate the unified theory emerges from

the present observation that the single electric noise oper-
ator picture is insufficient to correctly describe the field-
matter interactions and the photon annihilation opera-
tor of a single polarization in the general case. Instead,
the use of two commuting bosonic noise source opera-
tors is needed to formulate the general model. By using
two separate operators it becomes straightforward to de-
velop the QFED model starting from the macroscopic
Maxwell’s equations and the polarization and magneti-
zation related material responses. Overall, however, the
requirement of using two commuting noise operators to
allow consistent field quantization presents a significant
change in the conventional description of the photon an-
nihilation operator in interfering structures.

After deriving the generalized QFED formalism, we
apply it to show that, due to the magnetic Purcell effect,
we can tune the position of the emitter in a vacuum cav-
ity such that the emissivity of a magnetic emitter signif-
icantly exceeds the emissivity of a corresponding electric
emitter. This is a consequence of different position de-
pendences of the electric and magnetic local densities of
states (LDOSs). The differences in emissivities are ex-
pected to be experimentally observable by detecting the
output radiation with a photodetector or an antenna.

This manuscript is organized as follows: The theory
is presented in Sec. II. It covers the introduction of the
quantized equations, representation of the Green’s func-
tions and the related noise source operators. We also
briefly review the theory of field fluctuations, photon
numbers, Poynting vector, and absorption and emission
operators while presenting the new generalized forms of



the densities of states. In Sec. III, we investigate the
physical implications of the concepts by applying the
methods to study the emissivity of electric and magnetic
emitters placed inside the vacuum cavity and demon-
strate the different characteristics of the two fundamen-
tally different source terms of our theory. Finally, con-
clusions are drawn in Sec. IV.

II. FIELD QUANTIZATION
A. Quantized equations

Maxwell’s equations relate the electric field strength E,
the magnetic field strength H, the electric flux density
D, and the magnetic flux density B to the free electric
charge pr and current Js densities [24]. In the frequency
domain, the equations for positive frequencies read
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where we have related the fields and field densities in
Egs. (3) and (4) using the constitutive relations D =
g0eE 4+ 6P and B = po(pH + M), where ¢ and pg are
the permittivity and permeability of vacuum, € = &, +ie;
and pu = p, + iy are the relative permittivity and per-
meability of the medium with real and imaginary parts
denoted by subscripts r and i, and the polarization and
magnetization fields §P and dM denote the polarization
and magnetization that are not linearly proportional to
the respective field strengths [25]. In the context of the
present work, dP and éM describe small noise related
parts in the linear polarization and magnetization fields
as customary in the classical fluctuational electrodynam-
ics [26].

From the Maxwell’s equations in Eqgs. (1)—(4) it follows
that the electric and the magnetic fields obey the well-
known equations
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where the terms J, = J;—iwdP and J,, = —iwpgdM rep-
resent the polarization and magnetization noise currents
that act as field sources also in the classical fluctuational
electrodynamics [27, 28]. The electric term J, includes
contributions from both the electric currents due to free
charges (which amount to zero for insulating dielectrics)
as well as polarization terms associated with dipole cur-
rents and thermal dipole fluctuations. For the magnetic
term J.,, the only contribution arises from the magnetic
dipoles.

For simplicity, we limit the present analysis to the case
of normal incidence in a structure where the material pa-
rameters only depend on the position coordinate x and
formulate Eqgs. (5) and (6) as a single polarization scalar
problem where the electric and magnetic fields are paral-
lel to the y and z axes, respectively. In the QFED frame-
work, the components of the classical fields and currents
in Egs. (1)—(6) are replaced by corresponding quantum
field operators Bt (x,w) and H*(z,w) and noise current
operators J. (z,w) and J (2,w) to account for the quan-
tum features of the field and the noise statistics. From
Egs. (5) and (6) it follows that, in our case of normal inci-
dence, the noise current operators J; (z,w) and J (z,w)
describe noise current components that are parallel to the
electric and magnetic fields, respectively. In the scalar
form, the equations in Egs. (5) and (6) then simplify to
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Note that these equations are not independent as either
equation allows fully solving the system, leaving the cal-
culation of the remaining fields a simple task when apply-
ing the appropriate Maxwell’s equation. In the following,
we will mainly use Eq. (7) as the starting point for further
analysis.

B. Green’s functions

In order to write the solution of Eq. (7) in a gen-
eral form, we first define the electric Green’s function
Gee(x,w,x’) that satisfies
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where ky = w/c is the wavenumber in vacuum with the
vacuum velocity of light ¢. In terms of the electric Green’s

function, the solution of Eq. (7) is written as
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where, in the case of the second term, we have applied
integration by parts with the boundary condition that
the Green’s functions go to zero at infinities as they are
exponentially decaying in lossy media and lossless media
can be described in the limit of small losses. We have
also defined the exchange Green’s function Gey (x,w, ')
as
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Solving for the magnetic field in the Maxwell’s equa-

tion in Eq. (3) and substituting the electric field operator
in terms of the Green’s functions in Eq. (10) gives
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where we have defined the magnetic Green’s func-
tion Gum(z,w,2’) and the exchange Green’s function
Gue(z,w,2') as
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By using Eqgs. (11) and (14), one also obtains an ex-
pression of the magnetic Green’s function Gy, (2, w, z')
directly in terms of the electric Green’s function
Gee(z,w,2') as
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In Eq. (15), the first term has a discontinuity at x = 2’
due to the discontinuity of the second order derivative of
Geo(z,w,2’'). However, this discontinuity is completely
balanced by the second term rendering Gum(z,w,z’)
continuous everywhere.

The electric and magnetic Green’s functions obey the
general reciprocity relations Geo(z,w, ") = Gee(z',w, x)

Gum (7, w,2") = ?

and Gum(z,w,2’) = Gum(z',w,z) [27]. The reci-
procity relation for the exchange Green’s functions
Gue(z,w,2") = —Gem (', w, x), follows from the defini-
tions in Eqgs. (11) and (13) and the reciprocity relations
of Geo(z,w,2’) and Gy (2, w, 2').

The Green’s functions depend on the problem geom-
etry via the material permittivity and permeability and
they are continuous at material interfaces which follows
from the continuity of the electric and magnetic fields
Et(z,w) and H(z,w). For example, in a homoge-
neous space the electric and magnetic Green’s functions
Gee(z,w,2") and Gy (z,w, 2’) are
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where k(w) = kon(w) is the wavenumber in the medium.
A simple method to calculate the Green’s functions in
more general stratified media is described in Appendix
A.

C. Noise operators

In order to determine the forms of the noise cur-
rent operators JJM (z,w) and J (z,w), we require that
the resulting electric and magnetic field operators, re-
lated to the noise source operators by Eq. (7) and
(8), obey the well-known canonical commutation re-
lations, ie., [A(z,t), E(2/,t)] = —ili/(c0S)0(z — ')
[20, 29, 30]. For purely dielectric media, studied in
Refs. [15] and [30], the electric noise current operator
is directly proportional to a bosonic annihilation oper-

ator f(xz,w) satisfying the canonical commutation rela-
tion [f(z,w), fT(2/,0")] = 6(z — 2/)0(w — «’) through
Jt(z,w) = jo(x,w)f(z,w) where jo(z,w) is a normaliza-
tion factor given by jo(z,w) = \/4rhw2eoIm[n(z, w)?]/S,
in which S is the area of quantization in the y-z plane
and A is the reduced Planck constant. The opera-
tor f (z,w) gives the local source field number opera-
tor f(z,w) = [ fH(z,w)f(z,w)da’dw’ whose expecta-
tion value (f(x,w)) is given by the Bose-Einstein distri-
bution as (f(x,w)) = 1/[e/FsT@] _ 1] in which T(x)
is the possibly position-dependent temperature profile of
the medium [15]. In the formalism for dielectrics, the
derivation of the coefficient jo(x,w) assumes the relation
e(r,w) = n(z,w)? [30], which is not satisfied in the case
of magnetic media. It also follows that the canonical
commutation relations of fields would not be satisfied in
the case of magnetic media if we just neglected the mag-
netic noise current operator and assumed the same form
for the electric noise current operator as that in purely
dielectric media.

Thus, to preserve the commutation relations and to
find the correct form of the current operators, we al-




low an additional degree of freedom to conform with the
addition of the magnetic noise current operator. The
simplest possible current operator form using two in-
dependent bosonic source field operators fe(m,w) and
fm(z,w) isA JF (z,w) = joe(z,w)fe(z,w) and Jp(z,w) =
Jo,m (2, w) fm(z,w), where joe(zr,w) and jom(x,w) are
normalization factors. The above forms can also be
partly motivated by the fact that the electric and
magnetic current operators J'(z,w) and J}(z,w) de-
scribe currents in different directions. The bosonic
source field operators fo(z,w) and fy(z,w) are as-
sumed to obey the same canonical commutation rela-
tion [f;(z,w), fi(¢/,0")] = §;50(z — 2')8(w — w'), where
j,k € {e,m}, as above. Similarly, they also define two
separate local source field number operators 7, (z,w) and
fim (2, w). In the case of a thermal source field described
by the Bose-Einstein distribution, the expectation values
(fe(z,w)) and (i (z,w)) are additionally equal and de-
noted by (7j(z,w)). The normalization factors joe(z,w)
and jom(x,w) can be determined apart from the possi-
ble phase factors by requiring that the vector potential
and electric field operators obey the canonical commu-
tation relation [A(xz,t), E(2',t)] = —ih/(e0S)0(xz — ')
[20, 29, 30]. As a result from the calculation presented in

= \/Arhw?eoe; (z,w) /S
and jom(z,w) = \/Arhw?pop;(z,w)/S. This essentially
proves that neither of the two noise source operators
fe(z,w) and fu(2,w) can be neglected.

Appendix B, we obtain jg (z,w)

D. Field fluctuations, photon numbers, and
densities of states

In the case of purely dielectric media, the formulas for
the field fluctuations, photon numbers, Poynting vector,
and local densities of states as described in QFED are
presented in Refs. 15 and 16. In the present case, the
general form of the equations stays the same but the
densities of states are substantially modified. For com-
pleteness, we review below the general formulae while
presenting the new generalized nonlocal and interference
densities of states.

The spectral components of the time domain elec-
tric and magnetic field fluctuations and the en-
ergy density (a(z, 1))y = bleoc(z, @) (B, )20 +
%|u0u(m,w)|<ﬁ(x, t)?),, for a single polarization and an-
gular frequency w are written in terms of the photon-
number expectation values as [16]

B 1) = Zpuew) () +5). (8)
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The photon-number expectation values (nj(z,w)), j €
{e,m, tot}, in Egs. (18)—(20) are given by

Joo o, w, a’) (@', w))da!
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In contrast to purely dielectric media, the nonlocal den-
sities of states (NLDOSSs) pni, j(2,w, z") now include ad-
ditional terms originating from magnetic field-matter in-
teractions. The generalized NLDOSs are given by

pNL,C(mv w, .l'l)
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The local densities of states (LDOSs) also existing in
the denominator of Eq. (21) are given in terms of the
NLDOSs as

pi(x,w) = / pNLj(z,w, z")dz'. (25)
The electric and magnetic LDOSs in Eq. (25) with j €
{e, m} are related to the imaginary parts of the respective
Green’s functions Gee(2,w, z) and Gum(z,w, x) as

2w 1
mc2S
Note that the electric and magnetic LDOSs are directly
given by the imaginary parts of the Green’s functions
Gee(z,w,z) and Gym(x,w, ) even though the NLDOSs
in Egs. (22) and (23) also depend on the Green’s func-
tions Gem (2, w, ) and Gpe(x,w,x). This manifests the
intimate coupling of the four Green’s functions. Note
that the obtained LDOSs are equivalent to those obtained
by using the conventional fluctuational electrodynamics
in the case of normal incidence [26, 31, 32].

The position-dependent photon-ladder operators con-
tributing to the effective photon-number expectation val-
ues in Eq. (21) can be obtained by the same procedure as
that presented for dielectric media in Ref. 15. The only
exception is that we now have two commuting source
field operators fe(:z:,w) and fm(x,w) instead of a single
operator f (z,w). The resulting expression for the ladder
operators reads

pi(z,w) = m[Gjj(z,w, z)]. (26)

aj(z,w) = PNL.je(,w,x )fe(x w)

vzt

+ pNL,j,m(xuw7xl>fm(x/aw):| dx/7 (27)



where pnije(z,w,2’) and pNpjm(z,w,2’) with j €
{e,m} denote, respectively, the first and the second
terms of Eqgs. (22) and (23). The total NLDOS terms
PNL tot.e(Z,w, ') and pNL tot,m (%, w, ') are calculated by
using Eq. (24) with the corresponding terms in the elec-
tric and magnetic NLDOSs.

As in the case of dielectric media [15, 17], we apply
the general definition of the quantum optical Poynting
vector operator as a normal ordered operator in terms
of the positive and negative frequency parts of the elec-
tric and magnetic field operators, given by S(z,t) =:
E(x,t)H(z,t) = E~(x,t)H"(z,t) + H (z,t)E*(x,1)
[33]. Substituting the electric and magnetic field oper-
ators in Eqs. (10) and (12) into the Poynting vector def-
inition and taking the expectation value results in

oo
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(28)
where v(z,w) = ¢/n,(z,w) is the energy propagation ve-
locity, n.(z,w) is the real part of the refractive index,
and the quantity prr(x,w,2’), introduced for nonmag-
netic media in Ref. 17, is referred to as the interference
density of states (IFDOS) and it is, in the present case,
given by

(S(z,t))0 = hwv(:r,w)/

— 00

PIF (LU, w, x/)
2w (z,w)
7wt

+ (2, w)Re(inmm(x, w, 2 )GE (7, w, x’))] .

[ei(m’, w)Re (inee(x, w, )G (2, w, 1”))

(29)

The integral of the IFDOS with respect to 2’ is always
zero as required, e.g. by the fact that in a medium in
thermal equilibrium, there is no net energy flow [17]. In
addition, it is important to note that the total Poynting
vector expectation value in Eq. (28) is always continuous
at interfaces, which is necessary due to the conservation
of energy. Note that, in the QFED framework, it is also
possible to apply the density of states concepts to ex-
press the Poynting vector expectation value in Eq. (28)
in terms of the left and right propagating photon-number
expectation values by using the procedure described in
Ref. 17.

E. Macroscopic emission and absorption operators
and thermal balance

A particularly insightful view of the effective photon
numbers is provided by their connection to local ther-
mal balance between the field and matter studied in the
case of nonmagnetic media in Ref. 15. Here we present
the corresponding thermal balance equation in the case of
general media including field-matter interactions through
the magnetic field. First, we present the emission and ab-
sorption operators Qem (2, t) and Qaps(z,t) that capture

the macroscopic nature of the material layers that are as-
sumed to act as constant memoryless reservoirs. In terms
of the field and the noise current operators, the normal
ordered emission and absorption operators Qem(,t) and

Qs (1, t) are given by

Qem(x,t) =—: je(x,t)E(x,t) D= jm(x,t)f{(m,t) :,
(30)

Qabs(x,t) =: je@bs(x,t)E(x,t) D4 jm,abs(x,t)lil(x,t) ;.
(31)

The second terms describe the field-matter interactions
through the magnetic field and they are not present in
the formalism for dielectrics. Whereas the emission cur-
rent operators Jo(z,t) and Jy(z,t) directly present the
field sources as shown in frequency domain in Eq. (7)
and (8), the absorption current operators Je abs(,t) and

Jm,abs(Z, t) describe secondary currents that are induced
by the electric and magnetic fields. Therefore, the oper-
ators Je(z,t) and Jy(x,t) can be seen to correspond to
the classical free current densities whereas the operators
Je,abs(T,t) and Jpm abs(z,t) correspond to the classical
bound current densities [24]. The operators J, aps(, t)
and jm@bs(z,t) are written in the spectral domain as

JF L (#,w) = —iwegXe(z, w)ET (z,w) and JF

e,abs R m,abs
*inOXm(Iaw)HJr(xaw)a where Xe(wvw) = E(Iaw) -1
and xm (z,w) = p(z,w) — 1 are the electric and magnetic
susceptibilities of the medium. The total current den-
sity operators are then given by Je ot (z,t) = Je(z,t) +
Je,abs(, 1) and Ji tot (2, 1) = Jm (2, t) + Jm abs (2, ).

The net emission operator Q(:r, t) = Qcm(x, t) —
Qabs(x, t), whose expectation value equals the divergence
of the Poynting vector expectation value in Eq. (28) [15],
is given in terms of the electric and magnetic field opera-
tors and the total current density operators as Q(z,t) =:
Jowot (@, ) E(x,t) = + 1 Jmor(z,t)H(x,t) ;. In the case
of dielectrics, the spectral component of the expectation
value of the net emission operator can be written in terms
of the electric LDOS and the effective electric field pho-
ton number expectation value [15]. In the present case,
we obtain the net emission expectation value in terms of
both the electric and magnetic LDOSs and the effective
electric and magnetic field photon numbers as

(mvw) =

(Q(z,1))w
= hWQEi(x’w)pe(x’w)[<ﬁ(l‘7w)> - <ﬁe($’w)>]
+ T (2, ) prn (2, ) [( (2, W) — (i (2, )] (32)

At global thermal equilibrium, the effective electric and
magnetic photon-number expectation values (fi.(z,w))
and (Agm(z,w)) both reach the source field value
(H(z,w)) = (7o) when the net emission rate in Eq. (32)
becomes zero. In resonant systems where the energy ex-
change is dominated by a narrow frequency band, condi-
tion (Q(z,t)),, = 0 can be used to determine the approx-
imate steady state temperature of a weakly interacting

resonant particle [34].
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Schematic illustration of the setup for
measuring the emissivity of electric and magnetic emitter lay-
ers placed in the middle of the vacuum cavity formed by two
reflectors. The electric and magnetic LDOSs are position-
dependent inside the cavity which results in significantly dif-
ferent emissivities of electric and magnetic emitters as de-
tected by a photodetector outside the cavity.

III. EXAMPLES

To investigate the physical implications and advan-
tages of the concepts presented in Sec. II we apply the
methods to study the emissivities of electric and mag-
netic emitters placed in the middle of a vacuum cavity
to show that it is possible to directly probe and demon-
strate the essentially independent nature of the electric
and magnetic source terms.

In the example, a thin heated material layer which
interacts with the electromagnetic field through electric
or magnetic interaction terms is placed in the middle of a
10 pm thick vacuum cavity as illustrated in Fig. 1. The
relative permittivity and permeability of the lossless 1
pm thick cavity walls are e = 10 and pu = 1, resulting in
the cavity wall power reflection coefficient R = 0.64 for
the second cavity resonance with energy hw = 0.119 eV
(A =104 pm). We focus on the second resonance since
it exhibits a node for the electric field and anti-node for
the magnetic field in the middle of the cavity.

Figure 2(a) shows the electric and magnetic LDOSs for
the second resonant photon energy. Inside the cavity, the
electric LDOS has two maxima and the magnetic LDOS,
respectively, has two minima. In the middle of the cav-
ity, the electric LDOS obtains its minimum value which
is close to zero. The magnetic LDOS instead obtains its
maximum value at the same point. The LDOSs deter-
mine the local field-matter interactions as seen in the net
emission rate in Eq. (32).

Figure 2(b) shows the effective photon number of the
total electromagnetic field for the second resonant en-
ergy when a 1 um thick electric or magnetic emitter layer
with temperature T = 300 K is placed in the middle of
the cavity. The electric emitter layer has a relative per-
mittivity € = 1.1 4+ 0.1¢ and a permeability g = 1 and
the magnetic emitter layer, respectively, has a relative
permittivity € = 1 and a permeability 4 = 1.1 + 0.14.
The photon number is piecewise constant in all lossless
media in the geometry. It can be seen that the magni-
tude of the photon number is significantly larger in the
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FIG. 2. (Color online) (a) Electric (solid line) and magnetic
(dashed line) LDOSs in the vicinity of a vacuum cavity with
relative wall permittivity ¢ = 10 and permeability p = 1 for
the second resonant energy hiw = 0.119 eV (A = 10.4 um). (b)
Effective photon number of the total electromagnetic field for
the above photon energy in the case of electric (solid line) and
magnetic (dashed line) emitter layers at temperature T' = 300
K placed in the middle of the cavity. The electric emitter layer
has relative permittivity € = 1.1+0.17 and permeability p = 1
and the magnetic emitter layer has relative permittivity e = 1
and permeability 4 = 1.1 4+ 0.1i. The width of the cavity is
10 pm and the thickness of the cavity walls and the emitter
layers is 1 um. The LDOSs are given in the units of 2/(wcS).

case of the magnetic emitter layer due to the different
emissivities following from the electric field node and the
magnetic field anti-node at the position of the emitter
layer. This behavior, which manifests the magnetic Pur-
cell effect, should be directly experimentally measurable
by detecting the normally emitted field outside the cavity.
The experimental verification of the phenomenon would
therefore demonstrate the essentially independent nature
of the polarization and magnetization source terms.

To experimentally verify the existence of the magnetic
Purcell effect and the need for the second noise source
term, it would be necessary to construct a cavity system
with a magnetically interacting emitter layer, in addition



to a conventional electrically interacting one. The emit-
ter layer might need to be constructed using engineered
materials [35, 36]. The cavity itself could consist of al-
most any kind of transparent materials or vacuum, and
partly reflecting walls allowing an appropriate amount
of emission to escape from the cavity. The detection of
the light could then be carried out by using any frequency
and direction selective setup, such as the setup presented
by Marquier et al. [37]. In agreement with the Kirchoff’s
law of radiation, a complementary setup could also be
constructed in reverse, measuring the power absorbed by
the Purcell enhanced absorber.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have formulated a generalized QFED
noise operator formalism that is able to consistently de-
scribe the effective photon number, field-matter interac-
tions, and the formation of thermal balance in nonequi-
librium conditions in general isotropic media. It was
shown that two commuting bosonic noise operators are
needed to describe the field sources for a single polar-
ization in order to maintain the well-known canonical
commutation relations for the field operators. The two
bosonic noise operators are directly related to the electric
and magnetic field-matter interactions in the medium.

We have also used the model to predict how thermal
emission from electric or magnetic emitters changes in a
configuration where the emitters are located in an optical
cavity. The results suggest that it is possible to design a
conceptually straightforward experimental setup to dif-
ferentiate between the two independent noise sources
with fundamentally different origin.
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Appendix A: Green’s functions

1. Multi-interface reflection and transmission
coefficients

We first define the conventional single interface electric
and magnetic field reflection and transmission coeflicients
Te, Tm, te, tm- The materials on the left and right have
relative permittivities and permeabilities €1, 1, €2, and
p2, and refractive indices ny = \/Erp1 and ny = /g2,
For left normal incidence the reflection and transmission
coefficients are given by

_ peny — ping 291

- T - T
famy + ping pany + ping

o EaN1 — E1N2 2627L1

(A1)

3 = 3
oM + E1N2 oMy + E1N2

The reflection and transmission coefficients for right in-
cidence 7., i, t., and ¢/ are obtained by switching the
indices 1 and 2 in the expressions of 7., ry, te, and t,

The multi-interface geometry is defined by interface
positions x;, I = 1,2,...,N separating material layers
with relative permittivities and permeabilities ; and
wuy, refractive indices m; and wavenumbers k;, where
l=1,2,....,N + 1. The layer thicknesses are denoted by
d; = x;—x;_1, where [ = 2, ..., N. The multi-interface re-
flection and transmission coefficients R; ; and 7; ;, which
account for the multiple reflections in different medium
layers, are recursively given in terms of the single inter-
face reflection and transmission coefficients as

2ik;y1d
g+ Riga e o

R = 1+ jRiq1 jekiridin (42)
L1 Vit

T J J A3

Li vii(1-Rj_ 1,70 je2ikudy)” (43)

where | = LN, j € {em}, y,; = 1/(1 —
Rgil’le,jGQikldl), and Ré),j = RN+1,j = 0. AS in the
case of single interface coefficients in Eq. (A1) the primed
coeflicients denote the coefficients for right incidence.
The layers are indexed such that R’ corresponds to the
same interface as R; ;. The propagatlon coefficient for a
material layer [ of thickness d; is given by e”**% _ the trans-
mission coefficient 7; ;- ; from layer I’ to layer I>0I'+1
is recursively given by Ty, = l_lllf,ﬂf_l,je’kl 1dia
with Ty41,05 = T4, and the transmission coefficient
Ty from layer I’ to layer | < I’ — 1 is given by
Tl ;=T ;T ethridiny with T v =T,

2. Green’s functions for layered structures

We write the electric and magnetic Green’s func-
tions Gee(x,w,z’) and Gum(z,w,z’) for a general lay-
ered structure in terms of the scaled Green’s functions
&j(z,w,x’) defined below as

Gee(z,w,2") = p(2', w)ée(x,w, ")

Gmm(xa w? x/) = g(x/’ w)gm(x’ (JJ, "L‘I)‘

(A4)
(A5)

In the following, the source point 2’ is located in layer
U (xp—1 < 2’ < ayp) and field point z is located in layer
I (21 < & < x;) with 29 = —oc0 and zy41 = co. In
the source layer (I =1’), the scaled Green’s function has
three components as

£l:l’7j (Z’,w, Z‘/)
- fo,l' ([)3'7 W, {E/) + £+,l’,j (ZE, W, :LJ) + 57,1’,j (l’, w, xl)‘
(A6)
The component &y (z,w,2’) is the homogeneous

space solution and the components &4y j(z,w,z’) and
é_yj(x,w,z') describe the right and left propagating

fields due to the reflections at the interfaces. The ho-
mogeneous space solution is given by
. ieikﬂx—x’\
o (z,w,z’) = (AT)

2k



and the right propagating reflection originating compo-
nent is written as

§+’l/7j(«r,w7l’/)
_ eikl,(xixllfl)f(),l’(5171’—1,w,«T/)RZ/_LJ*
)
S Ry Rty

m=0
ik —x / / ikid;
+et v (x 11’71)£0J,($l,,w,x )Rl’—l,le’,jel 3 dj

oo

% § :(Ril,l,ijr,je%k"d")m
m=0

ikl/(w/fwl/,l)

_ ik,/(z—zl_l)ze !
=e" 5% v iRy
; ik/(zl/—I/)
iky (z—zy_q) Y€ ikyd /
+ethr (@=zi_1) 5k e vy iRy R
1 ik (otz — 2 i _
_ Vl/J_R;/_Lj(ezkl/(z—‘rz 211/71)+Rl’,j61k1/(1 I+2dl/)).

2k

(AS)
The first term describes the field component incident
from the source point to the left and the second
term describes the field component incident from the
source point to the right. The factor vy ; = 1/(1 —
RE/_17le/7j62ikl’dl') arises from the series accounting for
the multiple reflections inside the source layer. Respec-
tively, the left propagating reflection originating compo-
nent is written as

v j(w,w,z’)

= e R gy (v, w, 2 )Ry

(o]

/ 2tk dyrym
E (Riy—q j R je=" )
m=0
—iky (z—x ’ / ik d
+e v l’)go,l/(xlz_l,w,x)Rl,,Lle/,je v
IS
/ 21k d
E (Rl'—Lle',je e ym
m=0
: ik (z—x")
ik (o, PETV T
= ey Ry
ll
s ik (2 =y _y)
. _ etf v—1)
+e zkl/(m a:l/) elkl/dl/yl”ij/,l le’,j
le/ ’
2 s ’_ . A
_ o Vl’,le’,j(e iky (x4 290”)—}—72;/7146 ik (x—x 2‘11’))'
l/

(A9)
Therefore, the total scaled Green’s function is given in
the source layer by

’
§i=r (2, w,z")
_ 2]2 (eikl/|mfz'\+Vl/,le,J_[efikl/(:r+z'72xl/)
l/

+ Riul,je_ik“(x_x/_Qd“)] + Ry
% [eikll (w-‘rI/—lel_l) + Rl’ jeikl/ (w—$/+2dl/)]) . (A].O)
Writing the scaled Green’s functions in other layers is

even more straightforward and, as a result, the scaled
Green’s functions are given in the cases [ > I’ and | < I’

by

Sisv j(z,w,2")

B 2/1 T j (eikll(mlliml) + v Ry j[eik"(mlﬂ"‘ﬁd“)
I ’

+ Rl’ jeikl/ (2d11 71'4’{1@/)])

% (eikl(z—mzfﬂ _|_'Rl,je—ikl(06—96171—2@))7 (All)

/
i<t j(@,w, )
— 2]1 7;/l/j(eikll(ﬂgl—wy,l)_'_Vl/’le,’j[e—’ik‘l/(z/—zl/,l—2dll)
VAR

. ’
+ Rglfl’jelkll (m —mll_l+2dl/)])

x (emmleme LRy etlememt)), (A12)

Appendix B: Canonical commutation relations of
fields

Here we determine the normalization factors jo (z,w)
and jo,m(x,w) of the noise current operators by requiring
that the vector potential and electric field operators obey
the canonical commutation relation [A(x,t), E(2/,t)] =
—ih/(e0S)d(x— ") [20, 29, 30]. The vector potential and
electric field operators are given in the frequency domain
by

At (z,w)

=uo/ Jo,0(2', ) Geo(,w, 2") fo (2, w)da’

— 00
oo

+ — j07m(1:/,(,u)Gem(:137w,le)fm(ojl,w)dl'/.

e (B1)
E+(a:, w)

— fwpp / Joo(@s ) Geol,w, ') ful!,w)da

+ ko / Jom (2", w)Gem(z,w, :E’)fm(x',w)dm'.
i (B2)

The frequency domain commutator is obtained by using
the frequency domain vector potential and electric field



operators as
(AT (2, w), B (2, )]
zwuo/ / Jo,e (U, w)J5 (¥, W) Geol,w, )
X G,y ) [l (y,w), foly ") dydy’
A a0 Gomli)
X G (@6 ) [ (g, @), fan(y', )] dydy’

O(w —w')

=— [w uo/ lj0.e (4 ) [ Gee (@, w, y) Gl (2w, y)dy

w

o0
+k§/ Ijo,m(y,w)QGem(z,w,y)Gim(x/,w,y)dy}

_ Arhw oo [ _
- EOCQS(S( —w ) |:k0 / [€I(y7

w) + Ci(y,w)]

—00

XGee(.’L', W, y)Gze(x/7 w, y)dy

+k3/ [1i(y, w) + Ca(y, w)]Gem (2, w, y) Gon (2", w y)dy]
_ A o '
= zEOCZSé(w WHIM[Gee (2, w, z')]
3 oo
@5 (w = w/)/ Clz, 2, y,w)dy,
gocC S 0o (B3)

where we have first substituted the field operators in
Egs. (B1) and (B2), then applied the commutation re-
lations of operators fo(y,w) and fu(y,w ) after which
we have substituted |joe(y,w)? = drhw?eolei(y,w) +
Cl(y,w)]/S and |j0,m(yﬂw)|2 = 47rhw2u0[ﬂi(yaw) +
Ca(y,w)]/S, where C1(y,w) and Ca(y,w) are functions
that will be determined at the end of the calculation.
These substitutions essentially just transform the unde-
termined factors |jo.(y,w)|? and |jo.m(y,w)|? to unde-
termined factors C (y,w) and Cy(y,w). The forms of the
substitutions are chosen so that the functions C(y,w)
and Cs(y,w) can be shown to be zero at the end of the
calculation. In the final step in Eq. (B3), we have ap-
plied the Green’s function integral identity in Eq. (C6)
and denoted

Cla,2,y,w) = CL(y,w)Gee(w,w, y) Geo (2", w, y)

+ C2 (yv w)Gcm(x7 w, y)G:m(‘rlv w, y)
(B4)
Next, we present the time domain equal-time commu-
tator. The time domain operators are given in terms of
the frequency domain operators as

Az, t) = % /0 At (z,w)e “'dw + H.c.,  (B5)

5 1 [~ ,

E(z,t) = 2—/ Et(z,w)e”“'dw + H.c., (B6)
7r

where H.c. denotes the Hermitian conjugate of the

first term. In the calculation of the commutator, we

also use the general relation [AT(z,w), Bt T(z/,w')] =

[At T(z,w), BT (2',w’)], which relates the commutators

of the conjugate terms. By using Eq. (B3), the time do-
main equal-time commutator is then given by

[A(z,t), E(z',1)]

1 [e%s} oo R . )
= 12 / / (AT (@, w), BT (2, w")]e ™) duwdw’
/I

[

= —zm wIm[Gee(z,w, z")|dw

’7750045/ /
- wsoczS/

'7r50645'/ /
- M/ WGee (2, w, ") dw

'7T€064S/ / W3C(z, 'y, w)dydw.

where we have used the relation 2iIm(z) = z — z*,
z € C, and then, for the resulting conjugate term,
the Green’s function conjugation relation G, (z,w,z’) =
Gee(z,—w,x’) and the change of variables w — —w.
This allows us to express the first integral term as an
integral over the whole real axis.

By substituting different Green’s function terms into
the first term in the result of Eq. (B7), it can be shown
that only the homogeneous space solution term of the
Green’s function contributes to the result. Substituting
the homogeneous space solution term of the Green’s func-
tion into the first term in Eq. (B7), we obtain

[A(z, 1), B2, 1)]

iB o , eiwn(m',w)\xfz'\/cd
N 7150025/ wpla'sw) 2wn(x’',w)/c o

7T€QC4S / /

+ T(x/, w/)]ei(w—w’)tdwdwl

Clx, 2, y,w)dydw

G (z,w, 2")]dw

ce(T,w,x’) —

Clx, 2, y,w)dydw

(B7)

Clx, 2y, w)dydw

zk(;v z')
= dkd
27r£0625/ wp(, w/ k2 — win (!, w)?/c? v
_ zk(w z') wu(x w) dwdk
C o2 605/ / k2c? — w?n(z',w)? “

7r50045 / /

Zﬁ 1 o0 'k( _ /)
__ = ik(z—2") 11
EUS 2w / ©

‘7760045/ / W3C(z, 2y, w)dydw

ih )
=——(z— 7r5004S/ / W3Oz, 2y, w)dydw,
(B8)

Clx, 2y, w)dydw

805



where we have applied the mathematical integral iden-
tities in Eqgs. (C11) and (C14) and the definition of the
Dirac delta function. From the final result, it follows that
the second term must be zero as the canonical commuta-
tion relation is known to be given by [A(z,t), E(z',t)] =
—ih/(e0S)0(x — ') [20, 29, 30]. Therefore, as the inte-
gral of C(x,2’,y,w) must give zero for all values of = and
2’ and as the position-dependence of C(z, 2, y,w) comes
directly from two linearly independent Green’s functions
as presented in Eq. (B4), we must have C(y,w) =
Cy(y,w) = 0. This condition then fixes the values of
the normalization factors jo (z,w) and jom(z,w) to

Joe(x,w) = \/47rhw25051(x,w)/5,
jO,m(x; UJ) = \/477'77,(4)2#0/14(.@, w)/sv

(B9)
(B10)

which are unique apart from the possible phase factors.

Appendix C: Mathematical identities
1. Green’s function integral identities

Here we derive the integral identities for the Green’s
function used in the final step in the evaluation of
Eq. (B3). The electric Green’s function obeys the dif-
ferential equation in Eq. (9) which we write by renaming
the variables as

0 (0Gee(y,w, x) 5

— | ————— ) + kie(y, w)Gee(y, w, z) = —0(y — x).

8y( uly, w)dy ) () Gosly02) = =0y =)
(C1)

We multiply this with the conjugated Green’s function

Gl (y,w, ') and integrate over y to obtain

e 0 (0Gee(y,w,x)
* /7 ) )
/_mGee(y’w’x)ay( p(y, w)dy )dy

+ k(z)/ E(yaw)GZe(yawax/)GCC(yawax)dy

= -Gl (r,w,2).

(C2)

Here, the first term can be integrated by parts accounting
for the fact that the boundary term becomes zero as the
Green’s function is exponentially decaying in lossy media
and lossless media can be studied in the limit of small
losses. Therefore, we get

_/OO *( w)aGee(y,w,x) 8G:e(y7w7$/)
T ey i (y,w)oy
R / (1, 0) G (4w, 2) Gl (11, 0, ')y

— 00

= -Gl (v,w,2').
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The first term can be expressed in terms of the Green’s
function Gme (2, w, z") by using Eq. (13). Thus, we obtain

- k(z)/ ;U’*(va)Gmc(yawax)G;knc(yawvx/)dy

— 00

R / £(y,)Gooly,w, 2) G (3, w, ')y

— 00

= _GZC(mvwvx/)' (04)
By applying the Green’s function reciprocity rela-
tions Gee(2,w,2') = Geo(2',w,z) and Gupe(z,w,z’) =

—Glem (2, w, ), we get

- kg/ lu‘*(va)Gem(xawvy)G:m(x/VW?y)dy

— 00

+k§/ (Y, w)Gee(,w, y) Gl (2, w, y)dy

— 00

= -Gl (v,w,2).

(C5)

Taking the imaginary part and switching the terms gives
the final result

2 / 19, ) Geo(, w0, y) (2!, w, y)dy

— 00

K2 / 11535 0) G (2,0, y) G (2! 0, )y

— 00

= Im[Gee(z,w, z")].

(C6)

Respectively, for the magnetic Green’s function, we ob-
tain

kg/ Mi(yaw)Gmm(xawvy)G;m(m/’wvy)dy

—00

+ k%/ gi(yaw)Gme(szay)GTne(m/’wvy)dy

— 00

= Im[Gmm (7, w, 2)].

(C7)

2. Integral identity for k£ integration

Here we derive the integral identity for & integration
used in one of the intermediate steps in Eq. (B8). The
integrand in

1 o] eik(z—z/)

; 2 _ 202 /c2
21t J_ oo k% —w?n?/c

dk (C8)

has two poles at positions k& = twn/c. The pole with
positive sign is located in the upper half of the complex
k plane and the pole with negative sign is located in the
lower half plane. When x > 2’ the integrand goes to zero
in the upper half plane as k — co. Therefore, by using
the residue theorem we obtain

1 o] ik(z—a')
- e gk
21 J_oo k% — w?n2/c?
ik(z—a') iwn(z—z')/c
= Res ¢ = (C9)

k=wn/c k2 — w?n?/c? 2wn/c



When x < 2’/ the integrand, respectively, goes to zero in
the lower half of the complex plane as k — oo and, by
applying the residue theorem, we obtain

1 00 ik(z—x')

1 / T

21 J_ oo k%2 — w?n2/c?
ik(mfz')

= — Res =
k=—wn/c k2 — w2n2/c2

e*iwn(mf:v')/c

2wn/c (C10)

The two equations in Egs. (C9) and (C10) can be com-
bined to give the final result

zk (z—z") e — ezwnkv z'|/c 11
27?2/ k2 — w?n?/c2 2wnjc (C11)

3. Integral identity for w integration

Here we derive the integral identity for w integration
used in one of the intermediate steps in Eq. (B8). The
integrand in

(w)
k2c2 — w?n(w )de

(C12)

11

has no poles in the upper half of the complex w plane.
The integral along the real w axis in Eq. (C12) is there-
fore the negative of the integral around the semicircle at
infinity in the upper half plane, so putting w = Qe*?, we
obtain

* wpi(w)
———d
/,OO k2¢? — w?n(w)? v
™ iﬂ(Q€2iap)Q262iap
02n(Qe2iv)2e2iv

= — lim
Q— o0 0 k2¢2 —

:i/ dp =17
0

where we have applied the fact that material parameters
are analytic functions of frequency and become unity at
high frequencies. Thus, we have

> wpt(w)
/_OO k2¢2 — w2n(w)2dw

dp

(C13)

(C14)
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