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Abstract—A rigorous full-wave modal analysis based on the
method of moments in the spectral domain is presented for
line waveguides constituted by two-part impedance planes with
arbitrary anisotropic surface impedances. An integral equation
is formulated by introducing an auxiliary current sheet on one
of the two half planes and extending the impedance boundary
condition of the complementary half plane to hold on the entire
plane. The equation is then discretized with the method of
moments in the spectral domain, by employing exponentially
weighted Laguerre polynomials as entire-domain basis functions
and performing a Galerkin testing. Numerical results for both
bound and leaky line waves are presented and validated against
independent results, obtained for isotropic surface impedances
with the analytical Sommerfeld–Maliuzhinets method and for
the general anisotropic case with a commercial electromagnetic
simulator. The proposed approach is computationally efficient,
can accommodate the presence of spatial dispersion, and offers
physical insight into the modal propagation regimes.

Index Terms—Line waves, spectral domain, method of mo-
ments, surface waves, leaky waves.

I. INTRODUCTION

CONTROLLING the propagation of surface waves (SWs)
has been a significant area of focus in microwave and

antenna engineering for a long time [1] and is now gaining
renewed attention due to the emergence of low-dimensional
materials, both artificial (metasurfaces [2]) and natural (e.g.,
graphene) [3]. These platforms allow for precise control of
the surface-impedance properties, thereby enabling advanced
SW-manipulation strategies and new effects, including waveg-
uiding [4], [5], transformation electromagnetics (EM) [6]–[8],
and hyperbolic dispersion [9], [10].

Within this framework, even simple planar discontinuities
in the surface impedance can exhibit interesting properties.
For example, they can support edge modes that are localized
both in-plane and out-of-plane, guiding the EM power along
a one-dimensional (1-D) path. These so-called “line waves”
(LWs) represent a reduced-dimensional form of conventional
SWs, and have been demonstrated to occur in planar junctions
of metasurfaces with dual capacitive/inductive properties [11],
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[12] or parity-time (PT ) symmetry (i.e., balanced gain/loss)
[13].

Line waves exhibit a range of highly desirable character-
istics, including strong localization and field enhancement,
broad bandwidth, polarization-dependent propagation, topo-
logical robustness, spectral degeneracies, and bound/leaky
regimes [12]–[17]. These features make them a promising
option for various applications in the fields of antennas,
integrated photonics, and optical sensing. Furthermore, the
possibility of using gate-tunable graphene platforms at THz
frequencies has been proposed [18], which offers the potential
for dynamic reconfiguration of wave pathways, confinement,
and polarization.

Compared to SWs, the modeling of LWs is remarkably
more challenging. In the simplest (isotropic, single-junction)
scenarios, exact analytical solutions can be found by relying
on the Sommerfeld–Maliuzhinets [19] or Wiener–Hopf [20]
techniques commonly utilized in diffraction theory, but they
are complicated and lack a physically incisive parameteriza-
tion. General numerical methods, such as finite elements [21],
can be used for comprehensive parametric studies of more
complex configurations, such as anisotropic or multi-junction
systems. However, these methods still lack a clear physical un-
derstanding and do not easily accommodate important aspects
such as improper (complex-valued) eigenmodes and spatial-
dispersion effects. As a result, a comprehensive understanding
and categorization of surface-impedance properties that sup-
port LWs in bound or leaky regimes is still lacking.

Against the above-mentioned limitations, this paper presents
a rigorous full-wave modal analysis of LWs (preliminary
results have been presented in [22]). The proposed approach is
based on the spectral-domain method of moments (MoM), and
is capable of accommodating anisotropy and spatial dispersion.
Furthermore, it can naturally handle both proper and improper
eigenmodes. Our proposed method provides a computationally
effective and physically insightful approach for the study of
LWs.

The paper is structured as follows. Section II outlines the
problem formulation in terms of an integral equation, and Sec.
III details its MoM-based numerical solution. In Sec. IV, rep-
resentative numerical results are discussed and compared with
theoretical [19] and independent numerical [21] predictions
to validate and calibrate the proposed approach. Finally, in
Section V, brief concluding remarks and suggestions for future
research are provided. Additional theoretical and simulation
details can be found in the Appendices.
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Fig. 1. A two-part impedance plane, constituted by two half planes with
dyadic surface admittances Y1,2, supporting a line wave (LW), with the
relevant Cartesian reference system.

II. INTEGRAL-EQUATION FORMULATION

A. Structure Description and Line-Wave Modal Field

The configuration under analysis is the two-part impedance
plane shown in Fig. 1 and characterized by the surface
impedance conditions

uy ×H = Y1 ·Eτ , y = 0, x < 0 , (1a)
uy ×H = Y2 ·Eτ , y = 0, x > 0 , (1b)

where uy is the unit vector of the y-axis, Y1,2 are the surface
admittance dyadics of the two half planes x < 0 and x > 0,
respectively, and the subscript τ indicates the component of
the electric field tangential to the plane y = 0. Note that the
plane y = 0 is an opaque boundary for the EM field, which
is nonzero only in the vacuum half space y > 0.

We aim at finding modal fields1 in a time-harmonic regime
ejωt where ω is an assigned real-valued radian frequency,
i.e., solutions of the homogeneous Maxwell’s equations which
satisfy the boundary conditions (1), having the form

E (x, y, z) = e (x, y) e−jkzz , (2)

H (x, y, z) = h (x, y) e−jkzz , (3)

where kz = βz − jαz is the (generally complex) longitudinal
propagation wavenumber of the LW, i.e., the eigenvalue of our
modal problem, whereas e,h are the modal vectors, i.e., the
relevant eigenvectors.

B. Integral-Equation Formulation

The modal problem will be formulated through an integral
equation by replacing the original configuration of Fig. 2(a)
with the equivalent configuration shown in Fig. 2(b), where
the impedance boundary condition involving the surface ad-
mittance dyadic Y1 has been extended to hold on the entire
plane y = 0:

uy ×H = Y1 ·Eτ , y = 0, (4)

1As is known, the term ‘mode’ is ambiguous, as it can be used both in
‘eigenwave’ problems (in which the eigenvalue is the complex wavenumber
of a traveling wave oscillating with an assigned real-valued radian frequency)
and ‘eigenfrequency’ problems (in which the eigenvalue is a complex-valued
radian frequency). Throghout the paper, the terms ‘mode’ and ‘modal’ refer
to eigenwaves supported by the two-part impedance plane.
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Fig. 2. (a) Original two-part impedance configuration. (b) Equivalent config-
uration made of a uniform impedance plane and an electric current sheet.

and an auxiliary electric-current sheet with current density Js

has been introduced on the half plane y = 0, x > 0. Assuming
that this behaves as a resistive sheet [23], characterized by the
transition conditions

E+
τ = E−

τ =: Eτ , (5)

uy ×
[
H+ −H−] = Js = (Y2 −Y1) ·Eτ , (6)

where ± superscripts indicate the quantity evaluated imme-
diately above or below the sheet, it is readily seen that
(4)–(6) imply (1), thus proving the equivalence of the two
configurations.

From (6) and (2) the equivalent current density can be
written as

Js (x, z) = js (x) e
−jkzz , (7)

where

js (x) = (Y2 −Y1) · eτ (x, y = 0) . (8)

In what follows, the spectral (wavenumber) domain is ac-
cessed via the Fourier-transform pair

f̃ (kx) =

∫ +∞

−∞
f (x) e+jkxx dx, (9)

f (x) =
1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
f̃ (kx) e

−jkxx dkx , (10)

with the tilde ·̃ denoting spectral-domain quantities. We as-
sume that the sought modal field is transversely evanescent
as x → ±∞ so that the equivalent current density in (8)
is Fourier-transformable. Accordingly, the tangential electric
field generated by the current sheet can be expressed as

eτ (x, y) =

1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
G̃

ee

Y1
(kx, kz, y, y

′ = 0) · j̃s (kx) e−jkxx dkx ,

(11)

where G̃
ee

Y1
(kx, kz, y, y

′) is the spectral dyadic Green’s func-
tion for the tangential electric field produced by an electric
surface current placed at y′ above the impedance boundary
(4); its expression is derived in Appendix A.
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By inserting (11) into (8), and using (10), the following
integral equation is finally obtained:∫ +∞

−∞
K̃ (kx, kz) · j̃s (kx) e−jkxx dkx = 0 , x > 0 , (12)

where

K̃ (kx, kz) = I− (Y2 −Y1) · G̃
ee

Y1
(kx, kz, y = 0, y′ = 0)

(13)
and I is the 2× 2 identity dyadic.

III. METHOD-OF-MOMENTS DISCRETIZATION

A. Entire-Domain Basis Functions

The Cartesian components of the unknown electric current
density js (x) are represented as a linear combinations of basis
functions Λ(x,z)n (x), i.e.,

jsx (x) =

Nx∑
n=1

IxnΛxn (x) , (14)

jsz (x) =

Nz∑
n=1

IznΛzn (x) . (15)

In our formulation, we adopt entire-domain basis functions of
the type

Λ(x,z)n (x) = Ln−1 (2ax̂) e
−ax̂ , (16)

where Ln(·) is the Laguerre polynomial of order n, a is
a generally complex coefficient with Re {a} > 0, and the
hat ·̂ indicates normalization with respect to the free-space
wavenumber k0, i.e., x̂ = k0x. Their Fourier transforms are
[24, 7.414.6]

Λ̃(x,z)n (kx) =
j

k0

(
k̂x − ja

)n−1

(
k̂x + ja

)n (17)

where k̂x = kx/k0. For a = 1/2, (16) constitute a com-
plete and orthogonal set in the space L2 [0,+∞) of square-
summable functions defined on the positive real axis [25].
Nevertheless, by selecting different values for a, it may be
possible to reduce the number of basis functions required for
a given level of accuracy, as will be illustrated in Sec. IV.

B. Galerkin Testing and MoM Matrix

By inserting (14), (15) into (12) and performing a Galerkin
testing, the integral equation (12) is discretized into a homo-
geneous linear algebraic system that can be written in block
form as (

ZMoM
xx ZMoM

xz

ZMoM
zx ZMoM

zz

)
·
(
Ix
Iz

)
=

(
0
0

)
, (18)

where the elements of the MoM matrix are

ZMoM
pq,mn (kz) =

∫ +∞

−∞
Λ̃pm (−kx) K̃pq (kx, kz) Λ̃qn (kx) dkx,

(19)
with p, q = x, z and m,n = 1, 2, . . . Nx,z . The MoM-matrix
elements are thus seen to be functions of the unknown modal
wavenumber kz , defined by integrals in the complex plane of
the transverse spectral variable kx.

Fig. 3. Integration path in the complex kx-plane used to evaluate the elements
of the MoM-matrix for the modal analysis of proper LW modes and the
relevant integrand singularities

Note that, by virtue of (17), the integrand in (19) depends
only on the difference (m− n), i.e., each of the MoM-
matrix block is of Toepliz type. This provides considerable
computational advantages, since the evaluation time of the
MoM matrix scales as the number of basis functions rather
than its square.

Furthermore, from (19) and the expression of the spectral
dyadic Green’s function (see (41) in Appendix A), it is also
readily established that, when the surface admittances are
isotropic (i.e., Y1,2 = Y1,2I), the diagonal blocks of the MoM
matrix are Hermitian, i.e.,[

ZMoM
xx

]T
=

[
ZMoM
xx

]∗
,[

ZMoM
zz

]T
=

[
ZMoM
zz

]∗ (20)

and that the MoM matrix is block-anti-symmetric, i.e.,[
ZMoM
zx

]
= −

[
ZMoM
xz

]T
. (21)

Therefore, the calculation of the MoM matrix requires the
numerical evaluation of exactly Nx + Nz + max {Nx, Nz}
integrals in the complex kx-plane (i.e., the transverse spectral
plane).

C. Singularities in the Transverse Spectral Plane

The evaluation of the MoM-matrix elements requires a
careful analysis of the integrands in (19), in particular of their
singularities in the complex kx-plane.

First of all, such integrands have a pair of branch-point
singularities at kx = ±kBP (kz), arising from the square-root
function that defines the vertical wavenumber ky , with

kBP (kz) =
√
k20 − k2z . (22)

The standard hyperbolic Sommerfeld branch cuts defined by
Im {ky} = 0 then divide the relevant two-sheeted Riemann
surface into a proper sheet where Im {ky} < 0 and an
improper sheet where Im {ky} > 0. The integration path to be
used for the analysis of transversely evanescent (i.e., proper)
modes is thus the real axis of the proper Riemann sheet.

The integrand in (19) also has pole singularities at kx =
±kP (kz) which arise from the zeros of the denominator
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of the Green’s function elements (see (37) in Appendix A),
corresponding to the SWs supported by a uniform impedance
boundary with surface admittance dyadic Y1. Such waves
are generally hybrid, since an anisotropic boundary generally
couples the transversely magnetic (TM) and electric (TE)
polarizations.

Finally, the integrands in (19) also have a pair of poles at
kx = ±ja, arising from the basis and test functions.

Figure 3 shows the complex kx-plane with the integration
path (blue solid line) and the integrand singularities: branch
points (black dots), Sommerfeld branch cuts (red wiggly lines),
and poles (green crosses).

D. Modal Analysis

The homogeneous system (18) defines a non-linear eigen-
value problem, whose solutions can be found by enforcing the
condition that the MoM matrix be singular, i.e.,

det
[
ZMoM (kz)

]
= 0 , (23)

which constitutes the dispersion equation for the LW modes.
In our approach, the zeros of (23) in the complex kz-plane

are computed numerically by using an efficient root-finding
procedure based on Padé approximants [26] in which, for each
value of kz , the numerical evaluation of the integrals in (19) is
carried out by using a robust and efficient double-exponential
quadrature formula [27], [28].

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this Section, the proposed spectral MoM formula-
tion is applied to the modal analysis of specific two-part
impedance planes characterized by isotropic (Subsec. IV-
A) and anisotropic (Subsec. IV-B) boundary conditions. The
MoM results are validated against results obtained with
Sommerfeld–Maliuzhinets analytical method in the isotropic
case, and with finite-element (COMSOL Multiphysics [21])
simulations in the anisotropic case.

A. Isotropic Structures

1) Bound Modes: Let us consider first a complementary
reactive two-part impedance plane, characterized by scalar
normalized surface impedances Z̄1 = Z1/η0 = jX̄1 and Z̄2 =
Z1/η0 = jX̄2 (with η0 denoting the free-space characteristic
impedance). In Fig. 4 the normalized wavenumber k̂z = kz/k0
of the bound LW supported by such a structure is reported for
X̄1 = 1/

√
3 as a function of −X̄2 (when X̄2 = −

√
3 the case

in [19, Fig. 3(a)] is recovered); the results obtained with the
spectral MoM and the Sommerfeld–Maliuzhinets analytical
model are perfectly superimposed. Note that, as expected [11],
the LW wavenumber tends to infinity when −X̄2 approaches
the value X̄1 = 1/

√
3 ≃ 0.58.

In Fig. 5 the normalized in-plane components
êx(x) = ex(x)/ez(0) and êz(x) = ez(x)/ez(0) of the
relevant modal electric field are reported as a function of the
normalized transverse coordinate x/λ0 (with λ0 = 2π/k0
denoting the free-space wavelength). Also in this case, the
MoM and analytical results are in perfect agreement.

0
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k
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^

Fig. 4. Normalized wavenumber k̂z = kz/k0 of the bound LW supported by
a complementary reactive two-part impedance plane with Z̄1 = jX̄1 = j/

√
3

and Z̄2 = jX̄2 as a function of −X̄2. Comparison between results obtained
with the spectral MoM and the Sommerfeld–Maliuzhinets analytical model.

Note that, as expected from the edge conditions derived
in [29] for a two-part impedance plane, both the transverse
and longitudinal components of the field remain finite in the
vicinity of x = 0 in the plane y = 0. On the other hand, for
y > 0, the radial component eρ of the field would exhibit a
logarithmic singularity in the vicinity of ρ = 0, which has
been verified numerically both in the spectral MoM and the
analytical results (not shown here for brevity).

It is interesting to observe that the longitudinal component
of the modal field ez , parallel to the line discontinuity at
x = 0 between the two impedance half-planes, is continuous
across such a discontinuity, whereas the transverse component
ex is discontinuous both in magnitude and phase; the same
behavior (not reported here for brevity) would be observed
for hz and hx, respectively. In fact, the continuity of the field
components parallel to the line discontinuity between the two
impedance half-planes can be predicted in general via the
same standard argument used to establish the continuity of
the tangential field components across a surface discontinuity
between two bulk media, i.e., applying the Faraday-Neumann-
Lenz law to an infinitesimal rectangular contour lying in
the plane y = 0 across the line discontinuity. On the other
hand, from the boundary conditions (1) one readily finds
that, on the plane y = 0, ex(x = 0−) = Z1hz(x = 0−)
and ex(x = 0+) = Z2hz(x = 0+); therefore, from
hz(x = 0−) = hz(x = 0+) one concludes that
ex(x = 0+)/ex(x = 0−) = Z2/Z1, i.e., the transverse
electric field is discontinuous across the line discontinuity,
with the ratio between the two limiting values on its two
sides being equal to the ratio between the corresponding
surface impedances. This can indeed be verified in Fig. 5,
where Z2/Z1 = −3.

Finally, it can also be noted that the two shown in-plane
components of the modal field are in phase quadrature and
that their phase is constant (or piecewise constant) along x.

Figure 6 shows the relative error in the MoM computation
of the modal wavenumber kz as a function of the number



5

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

-0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4

x/λ
0

|e
x
|^

^|e
z
|

Spectral MoM

Analytical model

(a)

-0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4

x/λ
0

Arg[e
x

 ]^

^Arg[e
z

 ]

0

π/2

π

−π/2

−π

Spectral MoM

Analytical model

(b)

Fig. 5. In-plane components ex(x) and ez(x) of the modal field, normalized
to ez(0), for the bound LW supported by a complementary reactive two-part
impedance plane with Z̄1 = jX̄1 = j/

√
3 and Z̄2 = jX̄2 = −j

√
3, as a

function of the normalized transverse coordinate x/λ0. Comparison between
results obtained with the spectral MoM and the Sommerfeld–Maliuzhinets
analytical model. (a) Magnitude; (b) phase.

of basis functions N used to represent both the transverse
and longitudinal components of the equivalent current density
js (i.e., Nx = Nz = N ). Two choices are considered
for the coefficient a within the exponential function in the
basis functions (16), namely the constant a = 1/2 and the

kz-dependent value a =

√
k̂2z − 1 that would provide the

asymptotic radial decay of the field produced by an infinite
traveling-wave line source having z-dependence exp(−jkzz)
and parallel to z. In both cases the relative error decays
monotonically with N ; however, with the latter choice the
decay is considerably faster: for instance, less than 10 basis
functions per component are required to attain an accuracy of
10−3, and even a single basis function per component provides
an accuracy of about 5%, sufficient for a rough estimate of the
LW wavenumber.

2) Leaky Modes: We now consider a different structure,
namely a capacitive two-part impedance plane in which one
of the two half-planes is lossy. As shown in [13], this kind of

10
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-1
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ε
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Fig. 6. Relative error in the computation of the normalized wavenumber
k̂z = kz/k0 of the bound LW supported by a structure as in Fig. 5, as a
function of the number N = Nx = Nz of basis functions used to represent
each component of the equivalent current density in the MoM formulation,
for two choices of the coefficient a in (16): a = 1/2 (red squares) and

a =

√
k̂2z − 1 (blue circles).
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Fig. 7. Normalized wavenumber k̂z = kz/k0 of the leaky LW supported by a
capacitive two-part impedance plane with a lossy half-plane, as a function of
the normalized resistance R̄ = R/η0 of the lossy half-plane. Comparison
between results obtained with the spectral MoM and the Sommerfeld–
Maliuzhinets analytical model. Parameters: Z̄1 = −j0.5 and Z̄2 = R̄− j0.5.

structure may exhibit surface leakage when excited by a three-
dimensional source. In fact, the structure supports a leaky LW
in a surface leakage regime, whose longitudinal wavenumber
is therefore complex: kz = βz − jαz .

Figure 7 shows the normalized phase constant β̂z = βz/k0
and attenuation constant α̂z = αz/k0 of such a leaky mode for
a structure with a reactive half-plane (x < 0) with Z̄1 = −j0.5
and a lossy half-plane (x > 0) with Z̄2 = R̄−j0.5 as a function
of the normalized surface resistance R̄ = R/η0 (when R̄ = 0.5
the case of [13, Fig. 5(a)] is recovered). Within the entire range
of R̄ values, the normalized phase constant is greater than one
but less than the normalized phase constant of the TE SW
supported by the reactive half-plane βTE

SW ≃ 2.24; this reflects
the fact that the LW propagates in a surface leaky regime,
i.e., it leaks power through such a TE SW. Note that, in the
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Fig. 8. In-plane components ex(x) and ez(x) of the modal field, normalized
to ez(0), for the leaky LW supported by a structure as in Fig. 7 with R̄ = 0.1,
as a function of the normalized transverse coordinate x/λ0. Comparison
between results obtained with the spectral MoM and the Sommerfeld–
Maliuzhinets analytical model. (a) Magnitude; (b) phase.

limit R̄ → 0, the two-part impedance plane tends to a uniform
capacitive plane, and the LW longitudinal wavenumber tends
to a real value βTE

SW/
√
2 ≃ 1.6, corresponding to a leakage

angle of 45◦ measured from the longitudinal z-axis.
Interestingly, this is a proper leaky mode. It has been found

with the spectral MoM by selecting the proper determination
of the vertical wavenumber ky in the spectral Green’s function
G̃

ee

Y1
and by integrating along the real axis of the transverse kx-

plane in the evaluation of the MoM-matrix elements. This can
be contrasted with the surface leaky modes supported, e.g., by
printed-circuit lines, which exhibit an in-plane improper char-
acter and require a deformation of the transverse integration
path around the poles associated with the SWs through which
leakage occurs [30].

In Fig. 8, the relevant modal electric field is reported

for a structure as in Fig. 7 with R̄ = 0.1 (for which
k̂z ≃ 1.548 − j0.111). Once again, the MoM results are in
excellent agreement with the analytical results.

In this case, the small impedance contrast between the two
half-planes x < 0 and x > 0 makes the discontinuity of ex
across x = 0 negligible. Regarding the field magnitude, it
decays exponentially on both sides of the impedance discon-
tinuity, in agreement with the proper nature of the mode, and
the transverse decay is seen to be much faster along the lossy
half-plane x > 0 than along the reactive half-plane x < 0, as
expected. In terms of the phase, unlike the bound-mode field in
Fig. 5, both the in-plane components of the modal field exhibit
a linear variation of the phase along the transverse coordinate
x, i.e., a traveling-wave character directed along the positive
x axis.

The overall modal behavior is reminiscent of the field
structure of the Zenneck wave supported by the interface
between air and a lossy ground [31]. In order to illustrate the
physical significance of such a proper surface leaky solution,
the structure considered in Fig. 8 has been excited by a
vertical electric dipole placed at the origin of the reference
system, i.e., along the line impedance discontinuity. Although
more complex launchers need to be employed in realistic
scenarios (see, e.g., [32]), any elementary-dipole excitation is
capable in principle of exciting a LW in view of the inherently
hybrid character of the relevant field. Specifically, the chosen
configuration excites a bi-directional LW propagation (i.e.,
along the positive and negative z directions), whereas unidi-
rectional propagation can be excited via suitable combinations
of dipole sources [12]. A colormap of the resulting near-
field in-plane distribution is shown in Fig. 9, from which the
typical hallmarks of leaky-wave radiation are observed, with
well defined beams of in-plane radiation at angles close to
cos−1(βz/kSW) ≃ 46◦ from the ±z directions.

B. Anisotropic Structures

We now consider LWs supported by structures with
anisotropic impedance boundary conditions. In particular,
starting from the isotropic structure considered in Fig. 5, we
gradually let the surface impedance of the half-plane x < 0
become axially anisotropic, considering the following two
cases:

Z̄1 = −j
[
(
√
3 + ε)uzuz + (

√
3− ε)uxux

]
,

Z̄2 = j/
√
3

(24)

(Case #1, in which the anisotropic half-plane x < 0 is
capacitive and the isotropic half-plane x > 0 is inductive),
and

Z̄1 = j
[
1/(

√
3 + ε)uzuz + 1/(

√
3− ε)uxux

]
,

Z̄2 = −j
√
3

(25)

(Case #2, in which the anisotropic half-plane x < 0 is
inductive and the isotropic half-plane x > 0 is capacitive).
In both cases the real adimensional parameter ε determines
the amount of anisotropy. When ε = 0, Case #2 reduces
exactly to the isotropic structure of Fig. 5, whereas Case #1
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Fig. 9. Finite-element computed in-plane field-intensity map (|E|2 at y =
0.001λ0) in false-color scale, for the configuration in Fig. 8 (Z̄1 = −j0.5
and Z̄2 = 0.1−j0.5), illustrating the surface leakage phenomenon. For better
visibility, only the lossless region x < 0 is displayed. The field is excited by
a y-directed elementary electric dipole placed at y = 0.1λ0 at the center of
the shown semi-circle. The colorscale is suitably saturated so that the space
wave radiated by the dipole does not overshadow the surface leakage.

reduces to the same structure with the surface impedances of
the two half planes x < 0 and x > 0 interchanged; however,
due to the z-inversion symmetry of the structure, the modal
wavenumber for ε = 0 is the same for the two cases, as it can
be seen in Fig. 10, where the normalized modal wavenumber
k̂z is reported as a function of ε.

In the axially anisotropic case, an extension of the
Sommerfeld–Maliuzhinets method could be developed on
the basis of the works available in literature on diffrac-
tion by axially anisotropic wedges (see [33] and references
therein). However, we have validated here the MoM results
against finite-element numerical simulations performed with
COMSOL Multiphysics (see Appendix B for details). As
shown in Fig. 10, the agreement between the proposed spectral
MoM and the finite-element simulations is excellent.

We now consider the value ε = 1 for the anisotropy
parameter, and rotate the principal anisotropy axes of Z̄1 uu

and uv of an angle ξ:

uu = cos ξuz + sin ξux ,

uv = − sin ξuz + cos ξux ,
(26)

thus considering the surface impedance

Z̄1 = −j
[
(
√
3 + 1)uuuu + (

√
3− 1)uvuv

]
. (27)

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

4.5

5

0 0.5 1 1.5
ε

k
z

^

Spectral MoM

COMSOL

Case #1
Case #2

Fig. 10. Normalized wavenumber k̂z = kz/k0 of the bound LWs
supported by complementary reactive two-part impedance planes
constituted by an anisotropic half-plane with normalized impedance
Z̄1 and an isotropic half-plane with normalized impedance Z̄2,
as a function of the anisotropy parameter ε of Z̄1. Comparison
between spectral MoM (solid lines) and COMSOL simulations
(squares). Parameters: Z̄1 = −j

[
(
√
3 + ε)uzuz + (

√
3− ε)uxux

]
and Z̄2 = j/

√
3 (Case #1: blue line and cyan squares);

Z̄ = j
[
1/(

√
3 + ε)uzuz + 1/(

√
3− ε)uxux

]
and Z̄2 = −j

√
3 (Case

#2: red line and orange squares).

When 0 < ξ < π/2, this surface impedance is non-axially
anisotropic and no analytical formulation can be adopted for
the LW modal analysis (the Sommerfeld–Maliuzhinets ap-
proach is available only for particular non-axially anisotropic
two-part impedance planes, see [33]). In Fig. 11, the normal-
ized LW modal wavenumber k̂z is reported as a function of the
angle ξ, showing a perfect agreement between the MoM and
finite-element results. Note that the axially anisotropic cases
#1 and #2 shown in Fig. 10 correspond to specific values of
ξ. In particular, when ξ = 0, we recover a specific value of
Case #1, and when ξ = π/2, we recover a specific values of
Case #2.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The proposed spectral MoM formulation has been shown
to be a computationally inexpensive and accurate approach
for the modal analysis of line waveguides. It has been vali-
dated against independent results considering proper modes
supported both by anisotropic structures, for which the
Sommerfeld–Maliuzhinets method can be employed, and by
general, non-axially anisotropic structures, for which no ana-
lytical solution is available.

The proposed method is also versatile, with potential for
generalization in various directions. For instance, it can be
used to study improper modes, by performing the integrations
in the transverse spectral plane kx, required to calculate the
elements of the MoM matrix, partially or totally on the
improper kx-Riemann sheet; this may involve deforming the
integration path off the real axis, by suitably adapting the
procedure adopted for the modal analysis of printed-circuit
lines (see, e.g., [30] and references therein).

On the other hand, since the MoM is formulated in the
spectral domain, nonlocal (i.e., spatially dispersive) impedance
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Fig. 11. Normalized wavenumber k̂z = kz/k0 of the bound LW
supported by a complementary reactive two-part impedance plane consti-
tuted by an anisotropic half-plane with normalized impedance Z̄1 and
an isotropic half-plane with normalized impedance Z̄2, as a function of
the skewness angle ξ of the principal anisotropy axes of Z̄1: uu =
cos ξuz + sin ξux and uv = − sin ξuz + cos ξux. Comparison between
spectral MoM (solid lines) and COMSOL simulations (squares). Parameters:
Z̄1 = −j

[
(
√
3 + 1)uuuu + (

√
3− 1)uvuv

]
and Z̄2 = j/

√
3.

boundaries can readily be accommodated by letting the ele-
ments of the relevant dyadic surface admittances be dependent
on the wavenumbers (kx, kz). In this case, however, attention
should be paid to the convergence of the resulting spectral
integrals, which can be adversely affected by such wavenum-
ber dependence and may even require the adoption of a
different testing scheme in the MoM formulation [34]. Within
this framework, it appears interesting to compare the MoM
predictions with independent numerical simulations of more
realistic configurations featuring patterned metallic sheets.

In a still different direction, the MoM approach can be
extended to deal with impedance planes characterized by
more than one line discontinuity of their surface impedance.
Consider, for instance, the three-part impedance plane shown
in Fig. 12, constituted by two half-planes with surface ad-
mittances Y1,3 separated by a finite-width strip with surface
admittance. Y2. This structure, which is a sort of 2-D version
of a dielectric rib waveguide when Y1 = Y3, has recently
been shown to support interesting LW modal regimes [15]. It
can be studied with our spectral MoM by extending to the
entire plane y = 0 the boundary conditions that holds on one
of the two half-planes, as described in Sec. III, and defining
two sets of basis functions to represent the equivalent currents
placed above the finite-width strip and the other half-plane,
respectively.

Work is ongoing to explore these and other possible gener-
alizations.

APPENDIX A
SPECTRAL GREEN’S FUNCTION

In this Appendix, we derive the spectral Green’s function
G̃ee

Y1
(kz, kx; y, y

′) used to evaluate the spectral tangential
electric field Ẽ (kz, kx, y) produced by an electric current sheet

y

x

z

LW

1Y 3Y2Y

Fig. 12. A three-part impedance plane, constituted by two half-planes with
dyadic surface admittances Y1,3, and a finite-width strip with admittance
Y2.

J̃s (kz, kx) placed at y′ = 0 above the anisotropic planar
boundary y = 0 with spectral dyadic surface admittance

Y1 = Y1zzuzuz+Y1zzuzux+Y1xzuxuz+Y1xxuxux . (28)

To this aim, we project fields and currents onto the spectral
TM/TE basis (uu,uv), where

uu =
kz
kt

uz +
kx
kt

ux ,

uv = uy × uu ,
(29)

and kt =
√
k2z + k2x, and write the boundary condition (4) as(
−H̃v

H̃u

)
=

(
Y1uu Y1uv

Y1vu Y1vv

)(
Ẽu

Ẽv

)
, (30)

where Y1pq = up ·Y1 · uq with (p, q) = (u, v) or, explicitly,

Y1uu =
1

k2t

[
k2zY1zz + kzkx (Y1zx + Y1xz) + k2xY1xx

]
,

Y1uv =
1

k2t

[
k2zY1zx + kzkx (Y1xx − Y1zz)− k2xY1xz

]
,

Y1vu =
1

k2t

[
k2zY1xz + kzkx (Y1xx − Y1zz)− k2xY1zx

]
,

Y1vv =
1

k2t

[
k2zY1xx − kzkx (Y1zx + Y1xz) + k2xY1zz

]
.

(31)

By introducing the standard equivalent transmission lines
associated with TM and TE waves [35], we let

V TM = Ẽu (kz, kx, 0) ,

ITM = H̃v (kz, kx, 0) ,

V TE = Ẽv (kz, kx, 0) ,

ITE = −H̃u (kz, kx, 0) ,

(32)

so that (30) reads(
−ITM

−ITE

)
=

(
Y1uu Y1uv

Y1vu Y1vv

)(
V TM

V TE

)
. (33)

The transverse equivalent network (TEN) for the config-
uration under analysis is thus the one shown in Fig. 13,
where the vertical wavenumber in air is ky =

√
k20 − k2t ,

the TM/TE characteristic admittances are Y TM
0 = k0/ (η0ky),

Y TE
0 = ky/ (η0k0) and the amplitudes of the equivalent

current generators are iTM
g = −J̃u, iTE

g = −J̃v .
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Fig. 13. Transverse equivalent network (TEN) for the evaluation of the
spectral dyadic Green’s function.

The analysis of the TEN is straightforward and leads to(
Y1uu + Y TM

0 Y1uv

Y1vu Y1vv + Y TE
0

)(
V TM

V TE

)
=

(
iTM
g

iTE
g

)
, (34)

from which(
V TM

V TE

)
=

(
Y1uu + Y TM

0 Y1uv

Y1vu Y1vv + Y TE
0

)−1 (
iTM
g

iTE
g

)
=

(
V TM
iTM V TM

iTE

V TM
iTE V TE

iTE

)(
iTM
g

iTE
g

)
.

(35)

The latter expression defines the generalized network
Green’s functions

V TM
iTM =

Y1vv + Y TE
0

det
,

V TM
iTE = −Y1uv

det
,

V TE
iTM = −Y1vu

det
,

V TE
iTE =

Y1uu + Y TM
0

det
,

(36)

where

det =
(
Y1uu + Y TM

0

) (
Y1vv + Y TE

0

)
− Y1uvY1vu . (37)

We may thus write(
Ẽu

Ẽv

)
=

(
V TM

V TE

)
=

(
V TM
iTM V TM

iTE

V TE
iTM V TE

iTE

)(
iTM
g

iTE
g

)
= −

(
V TM
iTM V TM

iTE

V TE
iTM V TE

iTE

)(
J̃u
J̃v

) (38)

and finally, reverting back to Cartesian coordinates,(
Ẽz

Ẽx

)
=

(
G̃ee

Y1zz
G̃ee

Y1zx

G̃ee
Y1xz

G̃ee
Y1xx

)(
J̃z
J̃x

)
, (39)

where

G̃ee
Y1zz = − 1

k2t

[
k2zV

TM
iTM − kzkx

(
V TM
iTE + V TE

iTM

)
+ k2xV

TE
iTE

]
,

G̃ee
Y1zx = − 1

k2t

[
k2zV

TM
iTE + kzkx

(
V TM
iTM − V TE

iTE

)
− k2xV

TE
iTM

]
,

G̃ee
Y1xz = − 1

k2t

[
k2zV

TE
iTM + kzkx

(
V TM
iTM − V TE

iTE

)
− k2xV

TM
iTE

]
,

G̃ee
Y1xx = − 1

k2t

[
k2xV

TM
iTM + kzkx

(
V TM
iTE + V TE

iTM

)
+ k2zV

TE
iTE

]
.

(40)

In the isotropic case, V TM
iTE = V TE

iTM = 0 and the spectral
Green’s function reduces to the canonical form (see [35])

G̃ee
Y1zz = − 1

k2t

(
k2zV

TM
iTM + k2xV

TE
iTE

)
,

G̃ee
Y1zx = G̃ee

Y1xz =
kzkx
k2t

(
V TE
iTE − V TM

iTM

)
,

G̃ee
Y1xx = − 1

k2t

(
k2xV

TM
iTM + k2zV

TE
iTE

)
.

(41)

APPENDIX B
DETAILS ON FINITE-ELEMENT SIMULATIONS

The finite-element numerical simulations utilized in Sec.
IV for validation purposes are carried out by means of the
commercial software package COMSOL Multiphysics [21]. In
particular, for the eigenmode analysis (Figs. 10 and 11), a 2-D
computational domain is assumed, comprising a semicircle of
radius 2λ0, with a perfectly matched layer (PML) termination
of thickness 0.5λ0, and the impedance boundary condition
at the plane y = 0 enforced via a surface current density
Js = Y · Eτ (with Y particularized for the two halves of
the junction). The domain is discretized via an adaptive mesh
with element size ≤ 0.01λ0 (refined up to ≤ 0.001λ0 in the
vicinity of the impedance surface), which yields ∼ 3 million
degrees of freedom. The problem is finally solved by means of
the MUMPS direct solver (with default parameters) available
in the “Mode Analysis” study of the RF Module.

For the study of the dipole-excited configuration in Fig.
9, a 3-D computational domain is assumed with out-of-plane
height (along y) of 0.5λ0 composed of a semi-cylinder of in-
plane radius of 34λ0 (containing the lossless region x < 0)
and a parallelepiped of in-plane size 34λ0×0.5λ0 (containing
the lossy region x > 0), with a 0.5λ0-thick PML termination,
and the same impedance boundary condition at y = 0. To
mimic an infinite impedance surface, fictitious sections of
length 9λ0 are added at the ends, with a linearly tapered
profile of the surface impedance that eventually matches the
free-space characteristic impedance at the PML. An adaptive
meshing with element size ≤ 0.2λ0 (and ≤ 0.05λ0 nearby the
impedance surface) is utilized, yielding ∼ 100 million degrees
of freedom, and the problem solution is carried out via the
MUMPS solver (with default parameters).
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[8] M. Mencagli, E. Martini, D. González-Ovejero, and S. Maci, “Metasurf-
ing by transformation electromagnetics,” IEEE Antennas Wirel. Propag.
Lett., vol. 13, pp. 1767–1770, 2014.

[9] O. Y. Yermakov, A. I. Ovcharenko, M. Song, A. A. Bogdanov, I. V. Iorsh,
and Y. S. Kivshar, “Hybrid waves localized at hyperbolic metasurfaces,”
Phys. Rev. B, vol. 91, p. 235423, Jun. 2015.
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