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D oes N ature A llow N egative R efraction w ith Low Losses in O pticalR egion?
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From thefundam entalrequirem entofcausality,wederivearigorouscriterion ofnegativerefraction

(left-handedness).Thiscriterion im posesthelowerlim itson theelectric and m agnetic lossesin the

region ofthenegativerefraction.Iftheselossesareelim inated orsigni�cantly reduced by any m eans,

including the com pensation by active (gain) m edia, then the negative refraction willdisappear.

Thistheory can be particularly usefulin designing new left-handed m aterials:testing the expected

polarizabilities ofa m edium against this criterion would check the com pliance with the causality

and verify the design feasibility.

PACS num bers:78.67.-n,71.45.G m ,73.20.M f

There has been recently a signi� cant attention

devoted to the so called left-handed m aterials

(LHM ), which are also called negative-refraction

m edia1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13. In such m aterials, the

directionsofenergy transferand wave-frontpropagation

are opposite. This leads to rem arkable electrom agnetic

(optical) properties such as refraction at surfaces that

is described by a negative refraction index n. This,in

turn, causes a 
 at slab ofa left-handed m aterialwith

n = � 1 to act as a \perfect lens creating, without

re
 ections at the surfaces,a non-distorted im age. This

isa so-called Veselago lens14.M oreover,such a lenscan

also build an im age in the near � eld15. O pticallosses

in LHM s are detrim entalto their perform ance. These

losses for LHM s in the near-infrared and visible region

are signi� cant8,9,10,11, which drastically lim its their

usefulness. There have been proposals to com pensate

these losses with optical gain16,17, which appears to

be a way to resolve this problem . In this Letter, we

show thatcom pensating theopticallosses,which im plies

signi� cantly reducingtheim aginary partofthedielectric

perm ittivity " and m agnetic perm eability �,willneces-

sarily change also the realparts ofthese quantities in

such a way thatthenegativerefraction disappears.This

follows from the dispersion relations, i.e., ultim ately,

from the fundam entalprincipleofcausality.

A proposalto add a gain m edium to a m etalnanosys-

tem to create a nanoplasm onic counterpart of laser

(spaser)in the near-infrared and visible spectralregion

hasbeen introduced in Refs.18,19.Earlier,a THzquan-

tum cascade laser with surface-polariton resonator has

been created20. A possibility to com pensate a sm all

fraction of optical losses in plasm onic propagation by

gain as a � rst step toward creation a spaser has been

experim entally shown21. Using optical gain to com -

pensate lossesin the plasm onic \perfectlens" has been

proposed22. The interest to the com pensation oflosses

in the m etalplasm onic system s by the opticalgain has

attracted recently a great dealofattention in conjunc-

tion with theform idableproblem ofcreatingLHM sin the

near-infrared and visiblespectrum with low losses16,17,23.

Thiscom pensation oflossesin LHM sby gain appearsto

be very attractive since the existing im plem entationsof

the LHM sin the opticalregion su� erfrom large optical

losses: jIm kj� jRekj,where k isthe wave vector,so a

wavepropagatesjusta few periodsin such a m edium be-

foreextinction reducesitsintensity severaltim es8,9,10,11.

Apartfrom theactiveapproach based on thegain m edia,

there isalso a possibility to use di� erentm aterialsorto

nanostructurea m edium to lowerthe opticallosses.

However,it is im possible to reduce the opticallosses

withouta� ecting therealpartofthedielectricand m ag-

netic responsesbecause ofthe requirem entsofcausality

leading to the fam iliar K ram ers-K ronig dispersion rela-

tions(see,e.g.,Ref.24). In thisLetter,we derive sim i-

lardispersion relationsforthe squared refractive index.

Using them we show thata signi� cantreduction in the

opticallossesatand nearthe observation frequency will

necessarily elim inate thenegativerefraction.

The K ram ers-K ronig relationsfollow from the causal-

ity of the dielectric response function in the tem poral

dom ain. Then one can prove that in the frequency do-

m ain perm ittivity "(!)doesnothavesingularitiesin the

upper half-plane ofthe com plex variable !. From this

and the lim it "(!) ! 1 for ! ! 1 , one derives the

conventionalK ram ers-K ronig dispersion relation forthe

dielectric function. Forthe sam e causality reason,m ag-

neticperm eability �(!)doesnothavesingularitiesin the

upperhalf-plane ofcom plex !. Since also �(!)! 1 for

! ! 1 ,perm eability �(!)satis� esa sim ilardispersion

relation. Note the requirem ent ofthe response linear-

ity is essential: nonlinear and saturated polarizabilities

generally do notsatisfy the K ram ers-K ronig relations.25

W e willbelow considersystem sincluding gain m edia;in

those cases we assum e that the opticalreponses to the

signal(observed)radiation arelinear.Thisofcoursere-

quires the signalto be weak enough to ensure the lin-

earity ofthe responsesto itand the applicability ofthe

K ram ers-K ronig relations.

W e consider a m aterial to be an e� ective m edium

characterized by m acroscopicperm ittivity "(!)and per-

m eability �(!). The squared com plex refraction index

n2(!)= "(!)�(!)hasexactly the sam e analyticalprop-

ertiesas"(!)and �(!)separately:n2(!)doesnothave

singularities in the upper halfplane ofcom plex ! and

n2(!) ! 1 for ! ! 1 . Therefore,absolutely sim ilar

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611350v1
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to thederivation oftheK ram ers-K ronigrelationsforthe

perm ittivity or perm eability (see,e.g.,Ref.24),we ob-

tain a dispersion relation forn2(!),

Ren2(!)= 1+
2

�
P

Z
1

0

Im n2(!1)

!2
1
� !2

!1 d!1 ; (1)

whereP denotesthe principalvalueofan integral.

Notethatin contrastton2(!),refractiveindex n(!)=p
n2 m aypossesssingularitiesin theupperhalfplaneand

thus is generally not causal;this is true,in particular,

when opticalgain is present26. The refractive index n

per se doesnotenterthe M axwellequations;itisnota

susceptibility,and itdoesnothaveto obey thecausality,

while n2 does. This theory is based on n2,not n;the

non-causality ofn isirrelevantforitspurposes.

Now weassum ethatattheobservationfrequency! the

m aterialistransparent(e.g.,the lossesarecom pensated

by gain),i.e.,Im n2(!)= 0 with any required accuracy.

Then theprincipalvaluein theright-hand sideofEq.(1)

can be om itted. M ultiplying both sidesofthisequation

by !2 and di� erentiating over ! (one can di� erentiate

under the integralover ! as a param eter,because the

point!1 = ! isnotsingularanym ore),we obtain

@!2
�
Ren2(!)� 1

�

@!
=
4!

�

Z
1

0

Im n2(!1)

(!21 � !2)2
!
3
1 d!1 : (2)

Theleft-hand sideofthisequation can beexpressed in

term softhe phase velocity vp = (k=k)!=k,where wave

vector k = !n(!)=c and c is speed oflight,and group

velocity vg = (k=k)@!=@k.In thisway,weobtain

1

vpvg

�
1

c2
=

2

�c2

Z
1

0

"00(!1)�
0(!1)+ �00(!1)"

0(!1)

(!21 � !2)2
!
3
1 d!1 ;(3)

where "0 = Re","00 = Im " and,sim ilarly,�0 = Re�,

�00= Im �;Im n2(!)= "00(!)�0(!)+ �00(!)"0(!).

In thecaseofthenegativerefraction,thedirectionsof

thephaseand energy propagation areopposite,therefore

vpvg < 0.Consequently,weobtain from Eq.(3)a rigor-

ouscriterion ofthe negative refraction with no (orlow)

lossatthe observation frequency ! as

2

�

Z
1

0

"00(!1)�
0(!1)+ �00(!1)"

0(!1)

(!21 � !2)2
!
3
1 d!1 � � 1 : (4)

Thiscriterion directly im posesthe lowerboundson the

dielectric losses["00(!1)> 0],overlapping with the m ag-

netic plasm onic behavior[�0(!1)< 0]and the m agnetic

losses [�00(!1) > 0]overlapping with the electric plas-

m onicbehavior["0(!1)< 0].Thedenom inator(!21� !2)2

m akestheintegraltoconvergeforj!1� !jlarge;itwould

have diverged at j!1 � !j! 0 ifthe integrand did not

vanish at that point. Thus,the m ajor contribution to

Eq.(4) com es from the lossy,overlapping electric and

m agneticresonancescloseto observation frequency !.

The stability ofthe system requiresthatno netgains

arepresentatany frequency,i.e.,"00(!)� 0 and �00(!)�

0 everywhere.24 There isa known condition ofnegative

refraction27 Im n2(!)< 0.Thiscondition isalwayssatis-

� ed in theregion ofleft-handednesswhere"0(!)< 0 and

�0(!)< 0. Thus,thiscondition istrivial:in contrastto

Eq.(4),itdoesnotim posea lowerlim iton the losses.

In the absence ofm agnetic resonances,in the optical

region �0 = 1 and �00 = 0. Then it is obviousthan the

integralin the left-hand side ofEq.(4) is strictly posi-

tive and this criterion is not satis� ed,i.e.,the negative

refraction isabsent. In the presence ofa m agnetic reso-

nance,in a partofitsregion �0< 0 and �00> 0;thusthe

criterion (4)can,in principle,besatis� ed.However,this

requiresnon-zero losses:�00> 0 and/or"00> 0.

To satisfy the transparency requirem ent at the ob-

servation frequency, Im n2(!) = 0, one m ay attem pt

to add a gain to exactly cancelout the losses at this

frequency17,23.Isitpossiblefrom thepositionsofcausal-

ity? Because the loss should nowhere be negative,it is

obviousthatitm usthavethezerom inim um atfrequency

!. The corresponding resonantcontribution to the per-

m ittivity closeto resonancefrequency !r hasthe form

"r(!1)/

�

!1 � !r + i
1

2
(!1 � !)2

@2
(!)

@!2

��1

: (5)

Here 
(!) is the relaxation rate that depends on fre-

quency due to the loss com pensation. At the obser-

vation frequency this loss is com pletely com pensated,


(!) = 0,and it has a m inim um : @
(!)=@! = 0 and

@2
(!)=@!2 > 0.However,itfollowsfrom thisequation

that"r(!1)hasan extra pole ata com plex frequency

!1 � ! + 2i
�
@
2

(!)

�
@!

2
��1

: (6)

This pole is situated in the upper halfplane,which vi-

olates causality. Because the form ofEq.(5) is rather

generalclose to the resonance,we conclude thatin this

m anneritisim possible to com pensatethe losses.

Itisstillpossiblethatboth them agneticresonanceand

electric plasm onic behaviorare present,buttheirlosses

are com pensated by an active-m edium gain. However,

such com pensation m usttakeplacenotonly attheobser-

vation frequency !,butfortheentireregion ofsuch reso-

nancesassum ing theirhom ogeneousnature.Thism eans

thatin Eq.(4)whenever�0(!1)< 0,wehave�00(!1)= 0

and "00(!1)= 0. However,in this case the contribution

of this region to the integralin Eq.(4) vanishes, and

thecontribution oftheregion ofnorm alopticalm agnetic

behavior (� = 1) is always positive. Consequently,the

negative-refractioncriterionisviolated,which im pliesthe

absenceofthe negativerefraction.

To obtain the negative refraction, the losses in the

m agnetic resonance region not only should be present,

butthey should be signi� cantnotonly to overcom e the

positive contribution ofthe non-resonant region to the

integralin Eq.(4), but actually to m ake it less than

� 1. Thus,signi� cantly reducing by any m eans,passive
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oractive (by gain),the lossesofthe negative-refraction

resonanceswillnecessarily elim inatethisnegativerefrac-

tion itself.Fundam entally,thisstem sfrom the factthat

the im aginary part and realpart ofthe squared index

ofrefraction are not independent but m ust satisfy the

requirem entsim posed by the principle ofcausality.

O nehasto explorealso a possibility to satisfy thecri-

terion (4)with low lossesatthe working frequency ! by

having a left-handed resonance som ewhere else atsom e

resonancefrequency !r rem otefrom ! to satisfy Eq.(4).

Thecontribution ofsuch a rem oteresonanceto theinte-

gralin Eq.(4)can be approxim ated as

2

�

!3r

(!2r � !2)2
Im

Z
1

�1

n
2
r(!1)d!1 : (7)

Here n2r(!1)isthe resonantcontribution to the squared

index. It is assum ed that it decreases rapidly enough

when j!1 � !rj! 1 ,which isthe expression ofitsres-

onantbehavior.In thiscase,itispossibleto extend the

integralin this equation overthe entire region,as indi-

cated.Asrequired by thecausality,n2r(!1)doesnothave

any singularitiesin the upperhalfplane of!1. Thisin-

tegralcan be closed by an in� nite arcin the upperhalf-

plane, which gives the zero result due to this absence

ofthe singularitiesthere. Hence,the distantresonances

do notcontributeto thenegative-refraction criterion (4).

Thiscom pletesthe proofthatzero (or,very low)losses

atand nearthe observation frequency are incom patible

with the negativerefraction.

W e point outthat in reality these losses do not have

to be zero to elim inate the negative refraction. Ifthey

are m erely m uch sm allerthatthe lossesin the adjacent

regionsthatresultin thepositivecontribution to thein-

tegralin criterion (4),then thenegativerefraction willbe

absent.In them icrowaveregion,theselossescan actually

be quite sm all,butnotso in the opticalregion.

Sim ple,exactly solvable,and convincing illustrations

ofthe abovetheory areprovided by the negative refrac-

tion ofsurface plasm on polaritons(SPPs)in � lm s with

nanoscale thickness. Note that it is a two-dim ensional

refraction but our consideration is based on the princi-

pleofcausality and isgeneral,applicableto refraction in

spacesofarbitrarydim ensions.W eem phasizethetheex-

am plesto follow do notprovidea proofbutservem erely

asillustrationsofthe above-given proof.

Considera 
 atlayerwith nanoscale thicknessd m ade

ofa m aterialwith dielectric perm ittivity "2 em bedded

between two half-spacesofm aterialswith perm ittivities

"1 and "3.Thedispersion relation,i.e.,wavevectork as

a function of! orvice versa,ofthewaves(SPPs)bound

to the nanolayercan be found from an exact,analytical

transcendentalequation

tanh(! d"2 u2=c)= � u2(u1 + u2)/(u1u3 + u
2
2); (8)

whereui = "
�1

i

q

(kc=!)
2
� "i.

Asthe� rstexam ple,wem ention a sem i-in� nitem etal

(silver) covered with a nanolayer of dielectric with a

FIG .1: D ispersion relations for thin silver �lm in vacuum .

The sym m etric and antisym m etric m odesare displayed with

solid and dashed lines,respectively. (a) Realpart ofdisper-

sion relation:frequency ! asafunction ofRek.(b)Im aginary

part ofthe dispersion relation: dependence ofIm k on rek.

Thicknessofthe silver�lm isd = 30 nm .

half-spaceofanotherdielectriccovering it.28,29 Thissys-

tem possesses an extended spectralregion of negative

refraction29;however,in this region the SPP losses are

sohigh thatthepropagation isactually absent,in accord

with the above-presented theory.

Another exactly solvable exam ple ofnegative refrac-

tion also described by Eq. (8) is given by SPPs in a

m etal� lm ofa nanoscopic thickness em bedded in a di-

electric. There are two m etal-dielectric interfaces and,

correspondingly,two m odesofSPPsin thissystem .Be-

cause there is sym m etry with respect to the re
 ection

in the m iddle plain,these SPP m odes are classi� ed ac-

cording to their m agnetic-� eld parity: sym m etric and

antisym m etric.Asan exam ple,we considera silver� lm

with thicknessd � 10 nm in vacuum .Thecorresponding

dispersion relationsare shown in Fig.1.Aswe see from

panel(a),the sym m etric SPPshave regionsofboth the

positive refraction (Rek < 2� 105 cm �1 ) and negative

refraction (Rek > 2� 105 cm �1 ),whiletheantisym m et-

ricSPPspossessonly thepositiverefraction.Theoptical

lossesare shown in Fig.1(b). Form ostofthe positive-

refraction region ofthesym m etricSPPsand in theentire

spectralrange ofthe antisym m etric SPPs,these losses

arerelatively very sm all:Im k � Rek.However,forthe

sym m etric SPPs (the solid line) close to the negative-

refraction region,the lossesdram atically increase by or-

dersofm agnitude.Insidethenegative-refraction region,

they are extrem ely high,jIm kj& jRekj, so the prop-

agation is overdam ped and actually absent,in the full

agreem entwith the conclusionsofthe presenttheory.32

Yet another system that supports the negative-

refraction SPPsisa dielectric nanolayerem bedded in a

m etal30. This system is also sym m etric and possesses

twom etal-dielectricinterfaces.Thereforeitsupportstwo

branchesofSPPsthatare characterized by parity. The

corresponding dispersion relations are displayed in Fig.

2. The realparts ofthese dispersion relations as func-

tions!(Rek)forthese two typesofm odesareshown in

panel(a).From itweseethatin theentirespectralregion

the sym m etricSPPs(dashed line)havenorm al,positive

refraction (vg > 0),while theantisym m etricSPPs(solid

line)arenegative-refracting(vg < 0).Thecorresponding
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FIG .2:(a)Forathin (d = 10nm )dielectriclayerwith "d = 3

em bedded in thick m etal(silver),dispersion relation ofSPPs

displayed ofas dependence offrequency ~! on the realpart

Rek ofwave vector.(b)Forthe sam e system ,dependenceof

thewavevectorim aginary partIm k on itsrealpartRek.For

both panels,thesolid linespertain to theantisym m etricSPP

m ode,and thedashed linesdenotethesym m etricSPP m ode.

lossesaredisplayed in Fig.2(b).W enotethatthelosses

ofthe positive-refraction,sym m etricm ode (dashed line)

are relatively sm allin the entire region,Im k � Rek.

In a sharp contrast, for the antisym m etric, negative-

refraction m ode (solid line), the losses for sm allwave

vectors are very high,jIm kj& Rek,so the wave prop-

agates through only a few periods before it dissipates.

The apparent discontinuity ofthe corresponding curve

atsm allm om enta isdue to the failure ofthe num erical

procedure to � nd a root ofcharacteristic equation (8),

which a consequence ofthe factthata good,propagat-

ing SPP m ode in thisspectralregion doesnotexist.

Toconclude,from thefundam entalprincipleofcausal-

ity, we have derived a dispersion relation (1) for the

squared refraction index.From it,assum ing a low lossat

theobservation frequency,wehavederived acriterion (4)

ofthe negative refraction. W e have shown thatthe low

lossatand nearthe observation frequency isincom pati-

blewith theexistenceofthenegativerefraction33.W hile

attheTHzregion thelossesm ay notbesigni� cant,they

are very largein the opticalregion.The losscom pensa-

tion or signi� cantreduction willnecessarily lead to the

disappearanceofthenegativerefraction itselfdueto the

dispersion relation dictated by the causality.
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