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Abstract

A theory of di raction In the system consisting of the left-handed and the
right-handed m aterdials is proposed. T he theory is based upon the Huygens's
principl and theK irchho ’‘sintegraland it isvalid ifthewavelength isam aller
than any relevant length of the system . The theory is applied to the calcu—
Jlation of the an earing of the foci of the Veselago lens due to the nite wave-
length. W e show that the Vesslago lens is a unique optical instrum ent for the
3D im aging, but it is not a \superlkens" as it hasbeen clain ed recently.

In his sam fnalwork Veselago [li] has introduced the concept of the Jeft-handed m aterials
(LHM ’s). In a sin plest case the LHM 's are m aterials w th sin ultaneously negative electric
pem ittivity and m agnetic pem eability 1n some frequency range. Ik is easy to show
that in the LHM the vectors k;E ;H fom a lefi-handed set, whilk in the usualm aterials
( > 0, > 0) they form a right-handed set. If im agihary parts of and are anall,
the electrom agnetic waves EM W ’s) propagate In the LHM but they have som e unusual
properties. A 1l these properties orighate from the fact that n the isotropic LHM the
Poynting vector S = E H is antiparallel to the wave vector k.

Consider a propagation ofthe EMW from a point source located at thepoint z= a
through an In nie shb ofthe LHM w ith the thickness d and a usual right-handed m aterial
RHM) at z < Oand z > d Figd). I is cbvious that S, > 0 everywhere at z > a
because the energy propagates from its source. T he directions of vector k for di erent rays
are shown by arrow s. T hey should be chosen in such a way that at both interfaces tangential

com ponents of vector k for ncident, re ected and refracted waves are the sam e. Another
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condition is that the com ponent k, should be parallelto S, in the RHM and antiparaliel
in the LHM .Then In the LHM Kk, is negative. It follow s that the Snell’'s law forthe RHM —
LHM interfaces has an anom alous fom : shi=sihr=  r=n, where i and r are the angles
of incidence and refraction respectively, n®= P m and n = P Too are positive
refractive Indexes for LHM and RHM respectively. T he angls of re ection are equalto the
angles of incidence. T he refractive index in the LHM is often de ned asnegative B], but we
avoid thisde niion because n an n nftemediim an EM W m ay propagate n any direction
in both LHM and RHM and the only physical di erence is that vector k is directed from

the source ofthe wave in the RHM , whik in the LHM it is directed toward the source.

The device shown at Figil (b) is a unigue optical lens proposed by Veselago. In this kens

= O%and = 0 thenn’®= nandi= r. Xk iseasy to show thatatn = rfthe re ected
wave is com plktely absent. Since allthe rays going right from the source have i=  r,allof
them have fociat pointsz= aand z= 2d aasshown in Figl ).

A Il the ideas above have been put forward by Veselago about 35 years ago [I]. Recently
the m ethod of Abricating of the LHM ’s on the basis of m etallic photonic crystals has been
found and the San D iego group has reported the rst observation of the anom alous trans—
m ission 3] and even the anom alous Snell’s law P]. Both observations have been hnterpreted
as the resul of negative and . The soeculations about the nature of negative and in
photonic crystals are still controversial (com pare @ {§]), but the very existence of the LHM
Seam s to be dem onstrated. Since the LHM s becom e reality it is tin e to develop a desper
understanding of their electrodynam ic properties in order to use the advantages of these
m aterials.

One can see that the Veselago kns, shown atF gl ), is an absolute instrum ent because
it in ages stigm atically a threedim ensionaldomain d z 0 and the optical length of
any curve in the db et space is equal to the optical kength of its in age []]. The only other
absolute instrum ent we are aware of is the fam ous \ sh-eye" ofM axwell [_'7.]. N ote, that the
de nition ofthe absolute nstrum ent assum es geom etrical optics only. Since the LHM ‘s have

been already obtained we think that the Vesslago lens can be extrem ely im portant device



for the 3D im agihg.

Pendry (] clain s that the Veselago kns has a di erent unigue property. D ue to Pendry
the resolution of this Jens does not have a traditional wavelength lim itation which follow s
from the uncertainty principle. Pendry has ntroduced a new termm \superlenses" w ith the
Vesslago knsasa rst representative of this class. Two comm ents appeared recently §;10]
w here the work of Pendry was criticized.

In thispaperwe propose a general scalar theory ofdi raction In the LHM which isbased
upon the Huygens's principle and the K irchho ’s Integral. A s any di raction approach
our theory works under condition that the wavelength is much am aller than any relevant
geom etrical length in the problem . W e apply this theory to the Vesslago lens and calculate
the an earing of the focidue to the nite wavelength. Thus, our resul does not support the
idea of \superkens". The discrepancy between our result and previous ones is analyzed.

The rstproblem isto nd the G reen function for the Helm holtz equation for the LHM
which describes propagation of a spherical wave from the point source. It is easy to show
that it hasa fom exp ( ikR)=R,where k = !n=cand R isa distance from the source.Ata
an allelem ent of the sphere R = const the spherical wave can be considered as a plane wave
which is characterized by the Poynting vector S and wave vector k both with the radial
com ponent only. Since S is directed along the extemal nom al to the surface elem ent, the
wave vector k In the LHM is directed along the intemal nom al. It is easy to see that our
G reen function obeys these properties.

Follow ing the principles of the scalar theory ofdi raction Blthe eldu atthe observation

point P can be written in a om ofa surface integral

dfn 7 @

where R is the length of the vector from the point P to the surface elem ent, df,, is the
proction of the surface elem ent df on the plane perpendicular to the direction of the ray
com ing from the source to df, by is a constant for any LHM . To nd b, one can consider a

plane wave w ith the wave vector nom alto the In nite plane of integration. Since thisplane



is ctional, the constant can be found from the condition that the Huygens’s principle in the
form Eq.{l) reproduces the sam e plane wave. D oing the calculations sim ilar to Ref. §] one
getsby= k=2 i, so that forthe LHM the constant b has a di erent sign than the sin ilar
constant b, orthe RHM .

The Huygens's principle can be applied to any interface which has a curwvature larger
than the wavelength. Tt gives the correct direction of refracted waves but it does not give
the am plitudes ofboth refracted and re ected waves. H ow ever, i can be successfully applied
to the Vesslago ¥ens where re ected waves are absent.

N ote, that there are som e other m ethods to describe the di raction which m ay be also
used if the source of the rays is unknown. They are describbed and com pared in details in
Jackson’s textbook fL1]. One can show that allthe m ethods give the same resultat r=  i.

Now we apply Eq.{ll) to the Veselago kns. To nd the eld u inside the skb we shall
integrate n Eq.@) over the plne z = 0. The eld u in this plane is produced by a point

source and has a form

eik aZ+ x2+ y?

ukx;y;0)=p

a‘+ x%+ y2: @)

The eld inside the slab can be found using Eq.(_]l) w ith a constant b,; instead ofl because
now we are integrating over the RHM -LHM Interface rather than over the ctional surface
In the LHM . In a sim ilar way at the LHM -RHM Interface one should use a constant by..
U sing the m ethod described in Ref. E{] it is easy to show thatlb, = I and b, = b.. Thus

one gets

| O —
ol aZ+ x2+y? ik Z%+ (x1 %)%+ (v1 ¥)?

zZ 7
e

uX;y;z) = ba P dx,dy:; 3)
= 2+ x+y 2+ & xP+ o v

1 1
where the additional factor a=p m is the cosine of the angle between the ray,
com ing from the source to the point £x;;y:;0g and the unit vector in z direction. O ne can
see that the optical kngths or all rays (the sum of exponents in the integrand ofEq.())
from the point source to the focus, bcatedat z = a,x = y = 0, are zero and the value ofthe

eld at the focalpoint u (0;0;a) = ik, whik the geom etrical optics gives an In nie eld in



thispoint. To nd u in the vicinity of the focus one should expand the integrand in Eq.Q)

near the point (0;0;a) assimingx a,y aandjj a,where =z a.Onegets
2 3
L 2 2) zt P
isin k + .
ul; )= ki pees Jok 1 $)shk s)ds; @)
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where %= x?+ y*. At = 0 one gets analytical expression

1 ocosk )+ ish k)

u@©; )= ©)

A nother analytical expression can be cbtained at = 0
u(;0)= &(k) Q)
Figure 2 show s din ensionless fiinction j1( ; )¥=k® as given by Eq.f4). One can see that

the an earing of the focus is anisotropic. T he halfw idth In z direction is approxin ately one
wavelength while in  direction it is approxin ately twice as less. At amallx;y; the surfaces
ofa constant 1 x;y; )J are ellipsoids of revolution along z axis.

Now we nd the eld u in the close vichiy of the second focus Iocated at x = y = 0,
z=2d a. The general expression oru at z > d di ers from Eq.(3). One should apply
the Huygens's principle to both Interfaces located at z= 0 and z = d. The later one is the
LHM -RHM interface and the constant b, = k=2 ishould be used instead ofl;. O ne gets an

additional ntegral over the plane z = d so that expression for the eld hasa fom

22 B2 GPag
ux;y;z) = bbad dx; dy; XAy ——F—3
ac+ x1+ y7
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To caloulate these Integrals In the vicinity of the second focus using inequalities kd 1,

ka 1 one should Introduce new variables fs;tg Instead of variabls fx,;v,g by relations

X, = 1)x + s 8)

Y2 = Dy + t: 9)

L TQ. g T,



Equation @) has the Pllowing meaning at s = t = 0. For every point fx;;y;g at the

rst nterface they give a point £x,;vy,g at the second interface which is on the ray com ing
from fx;;v1g9 and passing through the rst focus. Thus the new variables fs;tg describe
deviation from the geom etrical optics and they should be small. One can see from Eq.{1)
that at s = t= 0 optical kengths of all rays exiting from the point source at z = a and
com ing to the second focusatz = 2d  a areequalto zero. Introducing the new variablesand
expanding the exponents in Eq.{7) one can get an expression for the eld u in the vicinity

ofthe second focus. For =z 2d+ a,jj a onegets
u;y; )= u&;y; )Jj- ;i 10)

where the function u (x;y; ) is given by Eq.(3). In other words, the snearing of the
1 (x;y; )F I the second focus is the sam e as the sm earing in the rst one.

Equation 1() can be also cbtained in a m ore physicalway. O ne can calculate eld u far
from the fociexpanding integrand in Egs.(3}7) near the geom etrical rays as it was described
above. In this case the resul is exactly the sam e as in the geom etrical optics. Nam ely, In

the region 0< z< d

eik(R R 1)

iYiz) = ————; 11
uX;yiz) R R 11

p P
where R = a 1+ ®*°+ y?)=@ zf,R; =z 1+ ®*+y%)=@ zf. Atz > d one

-, p
should substitute to Eq.{l) R = (z d) 1+ &2+y?)=@d a A, R; = d

IS -
a) 1+ x*+y?)=@2d a 7. The expression n Eq.({1) becomes In nite n both foci
as it should be in the fram ework of the geom etrical optics. However, i can be ussd to
calculate eld u attheplanez = d

| ©
e ik d a) 2+ x?+ y2

ux;y;d)= ¢ 12)

d af+ x>+ y? :
N ote that the m nus sign in Eq.{12) results from the passing of the rays through the st
focus. This gives extra phase

Now we can forget about the region z < d and apply the Huygens's principle to the

z= dto ndthe eld nearthe second focus. The eld willbe described by Eq. (1) with the



positive exponent and by = k=2 i. Finally we get the result which is connected w ith Eq.(3)
by Eq.{0).

U sing Eq.{l1) one can caloulate the ux ofenergy through any plane perpendicular to z
axisforz > 0. One can show that it is ndependent on z and equalto 2 in ourunits. Note,
that the ux of energy through the hem isphere around the point source at z=  a de ned
asR J1fdf, isequal?2 , shceu = exp (ikR)=R .

N ow we com pare our results w ith the analytical calculations of Pendry f]and Ziokow ski
and Heym an [12]. Both papers clain that the Veselago kns in the ideal (losskss) regin e is
a \superlens", which is able to provide a perfect focusing. In both papers the sphericalwave
outgoing from the source is represented asa superposition ofplane waves, which are ctitious
and do not correspond to the cylindrical symm etry of the problem . This superposition
contains the \evanescent" waves EW 's), or which k? + kf, > 2=, One can easily show
that the Poynting vector of each EW has a non zero com ponents in the x-y plane but zero
com ponent In z direction. It follows from the second observation that the contrdbution of
the EW ’s to the intensity near the foci of the Vesslago lens should be exponentially am all
ifa!=c 1. Pendry has explained perfect focusing as a result of am pli cation of EW ‘s by
the LHM .

One can see from Eq.(47a) of Ref. [12] that the amplitude of a shgle EW increases
exponentially in the LHM w ith increasing distance z from the source. Since the LHM isa
passive m ediim , we think, that these EW -solutions should be om itted as nonphysical. The
m athem atical inoconsistency of these solutions can be seen from the fact that the integral

Eg.38) ofRef. [12]), that describes the superposition of the plane waves, diverges at large
k2 + k§ In the ntervala < z< 2d a at any value of x and y. Note, that the contrdoution
of propagating waves into this integralis nite and it coincides w ith our result near the foci.

T he advantage of the di raction theory is that it is a regular perturbation w ith respect
to 1=kd. W e think that the EW ’s never appear in this theory because their contribution is
ofthe order ofexp ( 2kd).

T he com putations, perform ed in Ref. {12], do not show any focusing. W e think that the



m aln reason is that their a and d are of the order of the wavelength. O ur calculations do
not predict any focusing for such wavelength.

F inally, we have proposad the theory of di raction In a system , consisting of the LHM
and the RHM and have applied this theory to the calculation of the sn earing of the foci
of the Veselago Jens. This an earing is of the order of the wavelength so, from this point of
view , the Vesslago Jens does not di er from any other lens.

The work has been funded by the NSF grant DM R-0102964.



REFERENCES

[L1V.G.Vesslago, Sov. Phys-Solid State 8, 2854 (1967); Sov. Phys. Uspekhi 10, 509

(1968).

RIR.A .Sheby,D .R.Sm ih, and S. Schulz, Science 292, 77 (2001).

BI1D .R.Smith et al, Phys.Rev. Lett. 84, 4184 (2000).

4] J.B .Pendry, Phys.Rev. Lett. 85, 3966 (2000).

Bl1P.M arosand C .M . Soukoulis, Phys.Rev.B 65, 033401 (2001).

[71M .Bom and E . W olf, P rinciple of optics P ergam on P ress, O xford, 1980), p. 143.

B]L.D .Landau, E .M . Lifshitz, The chssical theory of elds Butterworth Hemnem ann,

0 xford, 2000), p. 156.

P1G .W ."tHooft, Phys.Rev.Lett. 87, 249701 (2001).

L0]J.M .W illiam s, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 249703 (2001).

[L1]J.D .Jackson, C lassical E kctrodynam ics W illey & Sons, New York, 1998), p.478.

I2]R.W .Ziokowskiand E.Heyman, Phys.Rev.E 64, 056625 (2001).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0112461

FIGURES

(a) * LHM
n n’'=n
-a éi a Zz
(b) LHM

FIG.1l. Re ection and refraction of light outgoing from a point source at z=  a and passing
through the slab of the LHM at 0 < z < d. Refraction of light is describbed by the anom alous
Snell's Jaw . T he arrow s represent the direction of the wave vector. The re ected waves are shown
by dashed lines near each interface only. The skb is surrounded by the usualRHM . (@) n®> n.

o) The Vesslago kns @n°= n). The re ected waves are absent, all rays pass through two foci.

FIG .2. D istrbution ofthe din ensionless squarem odulus ofthe scalar eld j1F=k? nearthe foci

of the Veselago kens as a function of andzasgjyenbyEq.@).Here = 2 =k isthewavelength.
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