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Abstract. We develop an effective low-frequency theory of the elentrgnetic field in equilibrium with thermal
objects. The aim is to compute thermal magnetic noise sp@bhise to metallic microstructures. We focus on the
limit where the material response is characterized by tbetét conductivity. At the boundary between empty space
and metallic microstructures, a large jump occurs in théedtgc function which leads to a partial screening of low-
frequency magnetic fields generated by thermal currentfadicins. We resolve a discrepancy between two approaches
used in the past to compute magnetic field noise spectra toserostructured materials.

PACS. 05.40.-a Fluctuation phenomena and noise — 03.75.Be Atditsop

1 Introduction its sources (currents, magnetic moments) whose spectidg mo

density depends on material or atomic constdffl ZIA]9, 1

In the context of atom chips, low-frequency thermal magnethg 5 regyt, the near field noise spectrum differs markeofr
noise has recently emerged as one crucial element thaslmilﬁe celebrated blackbody radiation |2 12]

the lifetime of miniaturized atom traps. Recent experiraent Rouahlv. t h be identified t ¢
[EES] have confirmed the basic features of theoretical pre oughly, tWo approaches can be identified o compute mag-

dictions for spin flip processes induced by magnetic neat ﬁ‘{!e'uc noise close to micro- and_nanostructures. The firstane
fluctuations. A current trend is to extract other physicathze e traced back to the fluctuation electrodynamics put fouwar

nisms that lead to loss by subtracting the near-field ind lassd t_)y .Rytov and co-workers 23] in the 19507s. B"?‘SGO' ona sta-
rate. One particularly interesting mechanism is the lomgeaf tistical thermodynamics argument (the quctuann—dannl
the trap depth due to atom-surface interactidis [3]. Adeura FD — thgorem - 4]),_rapdom chargel and current fluctl_Ja'uons
calculations of magnetic near field noise are clearly neéuoted are associated to a dissipative material structure. Thdiaf

this purpose. Magnetic fluctuations are also relevant ierotr!O" 1S incoherently summed to give the total noise strewgth

contexts, for example in biophysics where they impose ulfhe field. In a planar geometry, the radiated field and the re-

mate limits on the sensitivity of SQUID detectols [4], and i g|re_d averaging can be calculated analy_tlcally. Resdd_ﬁs_;gpl
magnetic resonance force microscopy, a near-field variant{ais line have been computed and experimentally verified for
magnetic resonance imagifl§ils, 6] ' planar metallic layers by Varpula and Poutanen in 1934 [4].

Typically, one is interested in field frequencies ks T Suz_les afnd co—worr_ers give an ext(_answe d|scusd3|on w;tlhapp
where the noise is dominantly classical. The border to tlamegu cations for magnetic resonance microscopy and guantum com-

tum regime can be reached with magnetically trapped atonqg,t'ng ]

either by cooling the microtrap components and/or applying An alternative approach uses the FD theorem for the (mag-
strong static magnetic fields that push up the relevant gegy  netic) field itself and has been popularized in a series oéap
range (given by the Larmor frequency). Even at the highd¥t Agarwal in 1975[5]. The advantage is that the incoherent
frequencies conceivable with state-of-the-art atom chipcs averaging is avoided; the FD theorem reduces the calcolatio
tures (in the GHz range), the (vacuum) field wavelengtis to the radiation of a single dipole source (Green functitmn),
much larger than the characteristic distances, so thatuhe ccated at the observation point. This method has been applied
sistatic approximation applies outside the structureis [Bads in the context of atomic microtraps, by the present authdr an
to a peculiar situation to describe the field fluctuationdeked, CO-workers[E5] and Rekdal and co-workelf i, 18]. Both ap-
one cannot apply the standard procedure and attribute gherRfoaches have been shown to be equivalent under fairly gener
or quantum fluctuations to the normal mode amplitudes of th@nditions, thanks to an identity that implements the Flbthe
field, because there are no nontrivial solutions to the hamnogem in electromagnetisriffiizi20].

neous field equations (i.e., eigenmodes) in the quasisitatic In the context of integrated atom optics, incoherent sum-
Near field noise is actually dominated by the fluctuations afation over fields has been put forward by S. Potting and the
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present author as a versatile tool to handle arbitrary neums o/on . )
tures [JHL]. It just r_emains_ to perfo_rm a certain spatial g]naaé_ 0.1 MHZW 63THz o 25X 10" He e frequency
over the volume filled with electrically conducting matéria

This yields the correct scaling of the noise spectrum with th ~ quasi-statici skin effects

. A X X propagation| relevant
atom chip geometry, provided the skin depth is long enough.

Based on this approach, for example, the Vuletic group could thermal | vacuum

fit reasonably well spin flip loss rates close to rectangulegsv noise | fluctuations

[F]. (See also RefsiiLi22] for a re-analysis and discuspi strong | transparency
closer comparison shows, however, that the theoreticaltees absorption

are off by numerical factors between two and three compared t

the noise spectrum predicted by the FD theorih [21]. This dis

crepancy is the motivation for the present paper. We poiht ou o o _ ]

an error in the ‘incoherent summation’ approach that isdihk Figj 1. Qharacterlstlc frequ.enmes.lnvolve(.j in near field elect{gm
to the particular boundary conditions for the electromaignenetic noise. The conductivity of silver . is used as a convenient
field at the surface of a good conductor. We derive appron&Fahng parameter. A typical geometrical feature size isotied by

L . a. Three characteristic frequencies separate differeinegas illus-
boundary conditions that apply to any geometry in the IOV},rated by the vertical lines. The formulas at the frequendg give

frequency range relevant for atom chips. In the plgnar Gﬂjse’ explicit values and their scaling with the relevant parasrset

ShOW. that they Iead_ to an gcpurate agreement with the G“??cﬁ example, on a scale = 10 m, the skin effect is irrelevant
function’ approach in the limit that the_ vacgum Wf"welengih for the field propagation near a silver structure at fregiemnbelow
the largest length scale. The only point missing in the §1€0f 1y 11, 1¢ = 10° M 1 2 the quasi-static approximation applies in
is the blackbody noise level that prevails at large distayiet ;s regime. At frequencies approaching 10*” H z, silver becomes

this one is in most situations impossible to detect anyway.  transparent, and its permittivity does no longer involveuzety real
The parameter regime we focus on in this paper is illugonductivity.

trated in Figurd@L. We shall call ‘quasi-static’ the regimeane
the skin depth inside the material is larger than any other
geometrica| scale (denotmjin F|g.) We focus on metal- much less efficient. In SUbSECtim.“-, we give a qualitaiive
lic materials and use the definiton = (, !'=2) =2 in planation of the power laws in the distance-dependenceeof th
terms of the (DC) conductivity . Our theory aims at cover- Noise spectrum and review results obtained for a thin metal-
ing both the quasi-static regime and a skin depth comparalifdayer. In sectiof4, we formulate the equations to be slv
to a. The temperature defines another frequency scale bewvithin the FD approach when the quasistatic approximasgon i
low which the field fluctuations behave classically. Thisés amade in the spatial domains filled with vacuum. The formula-
tually not a limitation as long as we assume thermal equiliion applies to an arbitrary geometry and is then specidlize
rium. The theory is extended into the quantum regime withmetallic half-space. In the latter case, we demonstrateag
the replacemenk; T 7 %h! coth (! =2kg T ) and assum- mentwith the more complex, fully retarded FD approach in the
ing symmetrized noise correlation spectra. At frequeniries!ong vacuum wavelength limit.
the visible and ultraviolet range, however, the dieleditc-
tion of the material becomes complicated, and more paramete
(transverse optical phonon frequency, plasma frequeaby-t 2 Boundary conditions at low frequency
lated data . ..) are needed for an accurate modelling.

The present paper thus aims at clarifying the validity afle want to solve the Maxwell equations in a non-magnetic

the ‘incoherent summation’ approach and at extending d intnedium ( ) 0):
the regime of a short skin depth using the appropriate bound-
ary conditions. We also argue that from a practical point of © (E+39)=0, r B=0; (1)

view, the FD approach appears simpler because it is sufficien » g=i3; r B=,(E+3+r M)(2)

to compute the radiation from a single point source, whike fo

‘incoherent summation’, many sources (anywhere inside there (<) is the metal conductivity. In the vacuum regions,

spatial domains filled with absorbing material) have toteda (x) =  i%! which will be assumed much smaller in mag-
In the following sections, we start by writing down the banitude than the metal conductivity, denoted Two kinds of

sic equations for the magnetic field and explain the relevasdurces appear here that apply to the methods of magnetic

parameter regimes (SHlk.2). The boundary condition at the swise calculations mentioned in the introduction. Theyrape

face of a good conductor is derived. In seclibn 3, we review thesented by the externally prescribed terns andM (). In

incoherent summation technique and show for the special cése incoherent summation technique, the current derjgity

of a metallic half-space that with the correct boundary ¢onds localized inside the metal and represents thermal fluctua

tion, one gets a magnetic noise spectrum in agreement véth ttons. It is a random quantity with correlation function giv

FD approach. We show that in the limit of a short skin deptby Ec|.Jll}). For the calculation of the magnetic Green flomgti

the transmission of the magnetic field out of the metal besontbe magnetizatiom ) can be identified with the magnetic
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moment of an atom localized in vacuum outside the metal, gbe interface and find, using that the currgmanishes at the
after EqJil7). Depending on the method of calculation, onigterface,
one or the other source term is actually nonzero.

Taking the curl ofllRb), we find the following wave equation r BY'= o Ef"= o B3, )

for the magnetic field o ) .
The last equality is again due to the negligible vacuum condu

r’B+fB = oF S&x) r r M tivity. (Note that"y ! = = @ = )2_=2! 01in lowest order.)
Taking components parallel to the interface, we find

+( ) EI: (3)
out
Outside the metak (x) = ! =c. Inside the metaky ) is com- nooE BiS on E (8)
plex and related to the skin depthby ¢ = 2&=2 = i, !. Now, fromr B = 0=,8¢ B )= @B, we can derive
We could also introduce a spatial diffusion coefficient= using the Gauss theorem;r B ;$°° = 0: This identity can-

o by going back to time-dependent equations. The SOUrEgs one of the terms coming from the expansion of the dou-
terms of the magnetic wave equatilih (3) are related to the chfe vector product inli8). We thus find the jump conditilih (6).
rent density, the magnetization density and to a currerdligar \jote that the present derivation is valid for any geometief

to the surface induced by the electric field. It turns out th&t  terface—which is less obvious for the previous one begaus
last current leads to a jump in the derivative of the magneti¢,e has to integrate the Laplacian operator.

field across the interface. The solutions to the wave equatio

can be sought in terms of a Green function, assuming local-

ized sources. This is why we assume in the following that tlﬁelncoherent summation
currentj(x) is nonzero only inside the metal.

In this section, we focus on a planar metallic surface and the
quasi-static limit (geometrical distances even smallantthe
skin depth). We display the surface electric field and the cor

o _ ) _ rection it implies for the transmitted magnetic field. Teickah
The magnetic field itself is continuous across the interface yatails are deferred to Appendiik A.

the metal (assumed to be non-magnetic). The electric field

components parallel to the interface are continuous as well

For the normal components, the continuity of the displaceme3, 1 Transmitted field expansion
field gives

Boundary conditions

2i n _ e )? n . ) For a planar surface parallel to tke-plane, an expansion in
2 2 Rk plane waves with two-dimensional wave vectors is straahtf

We shall assume that the wavelengtls much larger than any Ward. We use the notatian = (. jk, ;0) and find just below
other relevant length scales in the problem, and take thie lifhe metal surface the following expansion

! 1 .To lowest order, this transforms Hlj.(@) into z
B@r= —0 BiKEY "+BKE"" (9
n  Ej= 0: (5) @2
. . p—
We check explicitly below that this boundary condition yiel Wherek;, = K inwith = K2 ¢ (Re > 0).In
results consistent with a fully retarded calculation. the quasi-static limit, we have ~ jyj and therefore K.

We next calculate the jump condition for the magnetic fielflore general formulas can be found in Apperillx A. As shown
due to the surface current. Assume first a planar metallic stitere, a current density localized below the metal surface p
face located at = 0 with unit outward normah. Noting that duces an ‘incident’ magnetic field with Fourier transform

r @ = n (z) and integrating the magnetic wave equa- i
tion along a path perpendicular to the interface, we find the BiK]= —k; JK] (20)
following jump condition 2K
. where 7
@ ou 0
B — on E (6) JK 1= dxs € ** K ;x3] (11)
i 1

mn

where the scripts ‘in’ and ‘out’ mark the field inside and dag¢s With JK 7xs1being the 2D spatial Fourier transform gfc).

the metal. The electric field is taken at the interface bezalfs0" the solution of the reflection/transmission problemalge
only its tangential components are involved need the electric field at the interface. Its tangential conemts

We can also get this boundary condition directly from th@™® 9iven by
Maxwell equations and without specifying a planar boundary n K
At the metal surface, we evalualll (2b) just above and below n E K ]=

ki JKD=2n I (12)
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The factor of two between the ‘incident field’ and the actudlhis tensor can be worked out using the relatians k =
field at the interface, may be explained intuitively by wailki ® + Kn) ® &n)= 2K n K and¥3F 2K 2, valid
with image currents (or dipoles): to fulfill the boundary dén in the quasi-static limit. We find
tions, one combines the fields of the actual dipole (inside th ) )
metal) and of an image dipole. Since the field is incident from X5 = K~ 2K° 33 kk; 2@ K@ K) (19
a region with a large ‘refractive index’, the reflected fiekaksh . .
L ) . where the last term includes also the crossed correlatiens b
the opposite sign: source and image dipoles therefore have t . . . .
o . tween the two terms in EQIlIL3), leading to the minus sign. For
same polarity if they are parallel to the interface. As a eens .
2 . the planar geometry, we can work out the integral over the az-
quence, their field components parallel to the interfacéobiou . e .
. . . . . . imuthal angle. For simplicity, we focus on the noise tengor a
Dipoles perpendicular to the interface have mirror imagitis Wihe same position — x. — x.. The anqular average (denoted
the opposite polarity, leading to the cancellation of thenmed P y > 9 g

field component, as required by the boundary condilibn (5). by double brackets) gives

Combining the jump conditiorl(6) for the magnetic field .1, B
with the in-plane electric fieldlll 2), we get the transmitteal- fk;k;i= ZK° 55+ K niny (20)
netic field: 1,
b Kih Kyi= K g4 (21)
0

ig
B K1l= —k¢ JK I+
K= ke TKIF 5

wherek. = K + K n. With respect to the incident fielllfL0),
we thus have an additional term with components paralléieo t . _ )
interface. This term is absent when computing the field gen¥f1€r€ 1 = dizg(1;1;0) is the in-plane Kronecker symbol

2 diag(ial i i

ated by the current densityas if the latter were located in@Nd sij = di2g(;3;1) an anisotropic tensor that was also
vacuum. It ensures in particular that the transmitted figio-v found in Ref. [5], using the asymptotic expansion of théyful
ishes if jis parallel ton, which is a well-known result for a retarded magnetic noise tensor. Thanks to the additional te

planar geometry (see, e.dl, [4]). We show now that the ieterf'n__)' we thus find th3e 3correct magnetic correlation tensor
ence between both terms reduces the field fluctuations foe soyithout this term,diag (3 ;3 ;1) would have come out. Let us

0 K)k JKI(13) 1
) BXi=K*® > 9t 0 Kisy  (22)

2io7 Ve
components, and reproduces the noise tensor found asympﬁ;’teck the prefactor of the spectrum. Itis given by
cally from a retarded calculation. 24

2
S dK
Bij<r;!)=—j1 4K462Kz]1nxijji (23)
0
3.2 Magnetic field correlation tensor ss { ke T
= Siy = Sy
32z 16z

We first compute the correlation function of the Fourier sran
formed current. Local thermodynamic equilibrium gives th€his is the result given in Eq.(24) of Refilf]16], taken in the
basic relationf 3] for the current fluctuations guasi-static limit (distance small compared to the skin depth).
k) ee;! 0= 2 S &) G %) (0 ¥Ve thus have shown that when the Eorrect boundary co_ndi,tions
(14) or the magne_tlc field are used, th(_e incoherent summatipn’ a
proach is equivalent to the more rigorous FD theorem.

and we find
W K 1! K 2! e "sq) o K1 Kp) (0D
2K 1 (15) 3.3 Impact of finite skin depth

The noise spectrum behaves liket; ! ) 2 ®)kT at We now discuss what the previous formulas become when
low (sub-thermal) frequencies. The magnetic noise tenspe relevant geometrical distances are comparable to the sk
Bjj (x1;x2) is defined by depth . The transmitted magnetic field takes the form (see Ap-

B, 6ii1)B 6o 9i= 2 (1 PBykixy) (16) Pendidl)
Whenever no confusion is possible, we suppress the freguenc B.K ]= ° x. 0 K) JK] (24)
dependence for simplicity. At low frequencies, the magneti +K

noise spectrum tends towards a constant anyway.
The spatial Fourier transformed magnetic fidlll (13) th
yields, using the current correlation functidili(15),

Here,K is the unit vector along . This result is transverse as
us .

it should because the vacuum wave vector satisfies 0. It
also coincides with EJillL3) in the quasi-static limit, asade

z
B e :%,) = 5S &°K K G xi) K i+z)y  calculation shows. Note that, again, = 0 if n.
B 4 2@ )?K 5 5 The magnetic correlation tensor obtained from ll.(24) can
(17) be worked out and reduces to the following simple formula
Xyy= ( K gakge + @ K ki) 1 2 T ZlK3dKe2KZ

psly= 0 B K°dRk e ™"
K jpakp+ @ K kg (18) By (i t) 2 = o Re 3 +KF° (29)
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It is interesting to note that the anisotropy tensgy = aslong as its conductivity is much less than that of the rtietal
diag (%;%;1) describes the magnetic noise through the entil@yer (see RefsELE25]). In the limit of a thin layer, z,

distance range. The asymptotic limits for the integral are  the noise is smaller compared to a half-space, because it de-
8 cays liket=z2. For cylindrical wires, the noise reduction is even

3 i; 7 stronger, see Refdi 1ii21].

8z (26) At higher frequencies, the skin depth becomes shorter, and
¥ 3° .y ] different regimes emerge depending on the relative madaitu
1624’ ) of distancez and thickness. We focus in the following on the

thin layer limit. Varpula and Poutanel [4] give the followgin
empirical interpolation formula for a layer thinner thae #kin

Zl K3dKeZKZ

o Re j+K7F

The second limit reproduces the result obtained asympibtic
from the exact solution in the skin-dominated regime.
Let us analyze this skin-dominated limit in more detalil anglepth
consider here the casgj= 0 (1= ) K . We then have 5 5
kg T =z

iy K andgetto leading order € ;7 By (r;!) 0 Sis .
16 1+ fzt=(2 2)P

(29)
(27) This gives at large distance a noise spectrum with a scal-
_ _ _ ing  “=@z"), similar to the half-space, but with an increased
Comparing toljil4), we see that the skin effect effectiveB-prampjitude (by a factor of order=t). Note that in this regime,
vents the magnetic field from leaking out of the metal. It igecreasing the layer thickness just produces the oppdisite e
sufficient to work to this order to get the large distance 8syMop, the noise. This unusual result has been confirmed exper-

iO A
B:tK] Zkt(n K) JK]

totics [Eq.JllB), second line]. imentally in the kHz rangel4]. A non-monotonic behaviour
with either skin depth or conductivity = 2=( ! 2) has
also been pointed out by Rekdal and co-workEE5E07, 18]: bad

3.4 Discussion conductors show only weak current fluctuations, while good

. . . . nductors efficiently screen the magpetic fiéldEq. in-
We start with a discussion of the change in the power |llls (Zgzed yields a noiseymaximum for g}';'?g consigt(z)with

as one changes the distance from below the skin depth to mﬁcf} ]

. . . e
larger values. In the short distance regime, the effectoherae ; ) , .
inside the metal that contributes to the magnetic noisdtiseo [ 1Nally, alayer thicker than the skin depth has been consid-

orderz3, since across the distanegabsorption is negligible. €r€d N RefSLH&I6], where the following asymptotics it
Adding incoherently magnetic fields with an amplitude1=7# 8

for each element in this volume, gives tiez power law for 5 3 £ p?C
the magnetic noise power. At larger distances, dampingén th By (r;!) OikBTsij 2tz

metal becomes relevant, and one expects only a surface layer 16 237 o

of volume Z to contribute. This leads to an scalingZ ey man 27t
that is not the one found here. In fact, as the skin depth gets (30)

shorter, the transmission through the metallic surface aés Note that the first line differs from E§l29) by a numerical-fa
comes more inefficient, as discussed in [lt.3.3. This leaals {OF — this may be due to the chosen interpolation. The second
reduced transmitted field. The calculation shows that irigou In€ consistent with Refli8], shows that for a very shéihs
space, one factar=k becomesi=q [Eqs.JlBJ)] so that the depth, there is no difference between a metallic layer and a
transmitted field scaling changes likez> 7 =7. We get half-space [EClll6)]. This could have been expected given t
the 3=z behaviour by incoherently summing this up over thBighly efficient screening.
near-surface volume # . Let us finally touch upon the case of a superconducting
Let us compare to results obtained previously for metabject. Sidles and co-workerfl [6] have argued that it sisfice
lic layers with finite thickness. Calculations in this geometryt0 use a complex conductivity and to make the replacement

have been performed by Varpula and Poutaillen [4], Sidles and Rel (1)1 For an ideal superconductor and zero temper-
co-workers 5], and Rekdal and co-workelll[18]. At low freature, London’s equation yields(! ) = if=( o!)with
quencies where the skin depth becomes the largest scale, thgeLondon penetration depth, and magnetic near field noise
gets is completely suppressed. At finite temperature, the soperc
ducting phase coexists with a normal phase, aed (!)]is
- By, (5 !) = $ ks T t (28) finite. In terms of the (frequency-dependent) phase angte

16 Yzg+o- = § £ % , the following interpolation formula is given in

This is consistent with the simple rule of removing the vaouu ! A similar situation occurs for the absorption of normallgittent
half space below the layer (replatez by 1=z 1=z + t)), plane waves in a thin metallic film. The maximum absorptioouss
ignoring the boundary conditions at the lower interfaceeOrfor "t SeelB] for the link to magnetic noise and, e.JJll [24] for
can actually show that sub-layer material add negligibiseno an instructive discussion.
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Ref. [f] for the magnetic noise spectrum above a superc@hi Fluctuation-dissipation theorem

ducting layef ) o o
The fluctuation-dissipation (FD) theorem for the magnedgiifi

readsl'5]:
' 2kg T3 joos’ 3 3t
Bij (i) e S5, (B Byiixei!l)= 2hEM!=ke T)In H g3 &ajxz;!)  (34)
b : . . -
D=33%%@E+H+2 20 e °) whereH is the magnetic Green tensor, i.e., the magnetic field
2 (z + p§)2 cos( =4 ’=2) (32) radiated by anPosciIIating magnetic point dipate at x,,
£+ 428’ Bap; ®17!) =  .Hij&i;xz;!)m 4. For the low-frequency
c= P= z — : (33) regime relevant here, the temperature dependence reduces t
2z cos( =4 '=2) fh!=kg T)= kg T=h!.

Since we are interested in atoms trapped in vacuum above

Numerically, it is found that this formula reproduces theules  a metallic structure, we shall take = x, in vacuum. The
of an exact calculation to within 2 dB. For a normal conductenagnetic dipole fiel® 43, then can always be written as the
(* = 0), it reproduces the asymptotidilil #ll 30). sum of the vacuum radiation plus a field scattered or reflected

Sidles and co-workers have also given corrections forf@m the structure. The vacuum field gives an imaginary part
material with a weak magnetic susceptibility (3 > I H"&i;jx1;!) that reproduces Planck’s formula for the
0) where thermal magnetization fluctuations contribute t ttplackbody radiation spectrum. We shall actually neglet th
magnetic field noise as well (with a noise spectrum propdiontribution compared to the one of the scattered field. For a
tional to T 1= ), see Eqgs.(35, 36a) of Rell[6]. Rekdal an@lanar surface, the scattered field can be written as anraiteg
co-workers [lB] have pointed out that measurements of tA¥er Fresnel reflection coefficients (see, e.g., REfL [168.
magnetic susceptibility actually allow to infer the freqag- check in the following section that the boundary conditiohs
dependent complex conductivity that determines both tire siS€C I reproduce the Fresnel coefficients, at least in the low
depth and magnetic noise properties. For niobium, the skigauency limitwe focus on here.

depth significantly differs from the London penetrationtieqt ~ We shall use the vector potentialand the scalar potential
temperatures below the transition point and frequencimsrat N the ‘generalised Coulomb gauge’  "A = 0. This gives
500 kH z the following wave equations for the domains outside and in-

side the metallic objects whose shape is left arbitrary tier t
moment. Outside the object:

r? =0 (35)
4 Magnetic Green function £ = or M ig!r (36)
r A =0 (37)

In this section, we switch to an alternative approach to maghereM )= m ( x)isthe magnetization density for
netic near field noise that exploits a link to classical dipeldi- a point dipole. Inside the object:

ation. In fact, the field radiated by a single point-like matn 5

. . ) : r =20 (38)
moment is sufficient to get the magnetic noise spectrum when
the fluctuation-dissipation theorell{34) is used. This iga s r2A + fA = fr (39)
nificant advantage for numerical calculations that are eded !
anyway in more complex geometries. In the ‘incoherent sum- r A=0 (40)
mation’ technique, one not only faces a similar effort tote i we will consistently work in the limitic=! 5 = 1 1,

vested in the computation of the field, but the calculationtba \yjth spatial derivatives being comparablegowe thus cover

be repeated for a large number of inequivalent sourcesdhll Viength scales comparable with or smaller than the skin depth
ume elements filled with absorbing material). As pointed odfombined with the boundary conditions for the potentials,
by Sidles et al.f6], this redundancy can be avoided using tfiase equations allow to determine the field everywheree Not
reciprocity theorem: once the field emitted by a suitable/poithat there is no source term in the equations for the scatar po
source is computed, the relevant quantity is the total p@aer tentjial , even when the boundary conditions are taken into

sorbed in the metallic structure. In the fO||0Wing, we forlate account. Without loss of genera"ty' we therefore put 0in
the equations to solve near arbitrary metallic structuneh)  the following.

retardation in vacuum being neglected. Subsed@ilin 4.4alpec
izes to a half-space and shows that the reflected Green tiensor
consistent with a fully retarded calculation. 4.2 Planar geometry

In the planar case, we have a simple analytical solutionhfer t
2 We have corrected an obvious error in Eq.(6a) of Flkf. [6] aoétt magnetic noise tensor —a benchmark result that has to be-repr
the classical limih! ks T. duced by our theory. Details of the calculation can be found i
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AppendixiB. We use the boundary condition 2 j= 0char- This work was supported by the European Commission in thegtro
acteristic for the metal-vacuum interface [lllj.(5)] thdldes ACQP (contract IST-2001-38863) and the network FASTNet{iext
fromE = i! A . Translational symmetry allows to expand th&lPRN-CT-2002-00304).

field radiated by the magnetic dipole in vacuum in plane waves

with wave vectork parallel to the interface. Focussing on an

incident plane wave, the calculation yields a reflected retign A Transmission through a planar interface
field with Fourier amplitude

K R We first compute the magnetic field radiated by a current dis-
B:K]1= —_— ky n K AK T; (41) tribution j(x) localized inside a homogeneous metal. This is
given by
wherea ; K ]is given in EqB). The ratiak =K + ) 7
is the same reﬂection_coefficient tha_t appears in the (rethrd B.i)= —2r, v &) S ) (43)
magnetic Green function, when the limit! 1 is taken, see, 4 T xj

e.g., 5]. In AppendilB, the magnetic Green tensor congbute o
from @) is found to be where we recall that? = 2+ 2. To solve the transmission

7 problem through a planar interface, it is expedient to use th
oks T PK3dK 2Im e 27 expansion of the spherical wave in plane waves (the Weyl an-
Sij X : (42) I = ; ;0):
2 1 0 3+ K P gular spectrum) with the wave vectr = (ky ;k, ;0):

ela¥x x3

Bij(i!) =

2l Re =T 2= Mmd= o !. oS et X FEx 3 (44)

This expression agrees with HEl(25) thanks to the identity glaF x3 1 Z 2K
4 T xj 2

3 2 )

If we consider a point just below the interface, the absolute
5 Summary and conclusion value in EqJil4) can be dropped, and we get a Fourier coeffi-
cient
We have discussed in this paper calculations for low-fraque B K ]= ﬂki JK ] (45)
magnetic noise fields at sub-wavelength distances to rietall 2

objects. The role of the object surfaces has been claritiey: t wherek; = K + i n, andJK 1is given by Eqlil), witx

screen some field components so that only current elemeiptghe exponential replaced by Only in the quasi-static limit,
parallel to the surface produce fields outside the objeds Th 1 & , and we recover EQELO).

occurs even on a distance scale where dissipation in thd meta |n the same way, we get the normal derivative
is negligible. Neglecting this effect leads to errors up faa
tor of three for the components of the magnetic noise tertsor a @ io

! . “BiK1=  BiKl= 'k 46
short distance (smaller than the skin dep)hand completely @n Kl K 2 TE] (46)
wrong power laws at larger distances ( ). As a consequence

the simple incoherent addition of thermal noise fields hdseto 8reated by the current is propagating (in fact, decayinghén
replaced by a more involved calculation, preferably based upward direction. For the reflected and transmitted fielits; s

the fluctuation-dissipation theorem for the field. We have fo. ) )
mulated an outline of this calculation in a generic geomet?{ﬁr relations hold:
spelling out the boundary conditions that apply in the low- @
frequency regime characteristic for miniaturized atonpgra QB cK]=+ BLKJ aB tK 1= KBcKI: (47)
We hope that this opens a way to accurate and numerically ef-
ficient methods of characterizing magnetic noise spectaa ndhe jump conditionl§8) thus gives
complex atom chip structures.
Our theory can be extended to dielectric objects as well. If X BeK 1+ B:K]1 B:KD= o n EKI: (48)

absorption is large angt§ 1, the same approach can be car-
P 9 & bp b+ It turns out that to proceed, we do not actually need to com-

. . ) ) IR
ried over, with the skin depth defined by t=oydm " pute the electric field at the metallic surface. We combire th

For a purely real permittivity, however, one has to include r Gnuity of th tic field dicular to th f
tardation in the vacuum regions to get a nonzero imaginaiy pgon Inuity of the magnetic Tield perpendicuiar to the Suetac

in the magnetic Green function. Wheris of order unity, the with the corresponding component of Hili(48) and solve fer th

boundary conditions for the fields assume, of course, theairs transmitted field component
dard form. Numerical calculations are currently under way t
test the validity of the non-retarded approach. n BKI]=

"The first equation reflects the property that the magnetid fiel

T " BKI (49)

I thank Isabelle Bouchoule for stimulating comments andltaBo- where we recognize one of the Fresnel coefficients. The com-
ratoire Charles Fabry of the Institut d’Optique for its kindspitality. ponentalong follows fromdivB .= k. BK ]= 0.
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The last component is along X, and we can use thewheretis an un-normalized transmission coefficient. Comput-
following trick to show that it actually vanishes. The Maxive ing the normal an&k component on the ‘outer side’, we get
equationsyield ( = i;r;t) the linear system

in K) BKl=in & B K)= o, n EK](50) K2t= i Bjg= @ K) @A, (57)

t= K Bj=K @m K) @ A;) (58)

with 3, = and . ! 0.We now use the boundary condition iK?

that the normal electric field is zero inside the metal [l4.(5 o )
and get from EGElIOln X ) @K 1+ B,.K ) = 0. Now, Whose solution involve the standard Fresnel reflection and
this is a magnetic field component tangential to the surfaoe, transmission coefficients:

therefore 2 59
M K) #K]=0: (51) e N R N G

Combining the two nonzero components found above, we read- o K) A= K
ily get the transmitted fieldliR4). K+

This yields the following expression for the reflected field

n K) & (60)

. ke 4 K
B Magnetic Green tensor Ar= o~ K B3+ —

K n K 2a(61)

The vector potential created by a magnetic point dipoleée frwhose first (‘longitudinal’) term ensures conditidili(55)ileh
space (solution of EJlB6)) is of the form still being ‘transversal’ (this is due to the fact thgt= 0in the
limit ! 1 ). The corresponding magnetic field is determined
0 m (52) by the second term only and one finds [lll.(41).
4 ¥ =j From EqJll), we identify the following magnetic Green

) i " tensor
wherex; is the dipole position. Above a planar surface, we use

the Wey! expansiorlili4) and find the following Fourier coeffi- H @;r) = H ¥ (;r) + H &9 ;1) (62)
cient for the field incident on the interface: Z #K ez K

(ref) (neny — )
H "9 ;) P o my & (63)

ALK ]= ;?Oki m ek ® (53)
using the identityn K ) k = ;. The integration over the
with an incident wavevectat; = K K n. Thereflected field azimuthal angle amounts to angular averagiig: ki =

is characterized by a wavevector = K + &K n and transversal X “s;;. For the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, we need the

aswell,i.,ek, AK ]=0. imaginary part of the reflection coefficient

The transmitted field has the wavevedtor= K i n with
K 2 2= ¢ (Re > 0).Here, we have two ‘transversality T K _ K m . (64)
conditions’: K + X+ 3

The vacuum Green tensor is purely real in the static limit
1 we focus on here, and does not contribute to the magnetic
ise spectrunill$4). Putting everything together, we get th

ke AK1=0; n AKI1=0; (54)

where the second one actually comes from the boundary corﬂgﬁ)

tion for the electric field, EGl[5). We conclude that the nait- reen tensolifl2).
ted field is parallel to the vecter k. = n K. This vector
lies inside the boundary and is perpendiculaktoSince the
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