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Plasmonic energy transfer through local excitations in nanoparticle waveguides.
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(Date text)

We study the critical conditions for plasmonic energy transfer from a locally excited nanoparticle
(LE-NP) to a linear array of small NPs. By obtaining the analytical excitation spectra we distinguish
different propagation regimes. Besides the expected transfer controlled by resonant and localized
states, we find a regime of virtual states that plays a central role in excitation transfer. Contrary
to common wisdom, optimal energy transfer does not occur for an homogeneous configuration,
i.e. when the LE-NP is indistinguishable from the NPs along the waveguide. Instead, the highest
excitation transfer occurs at the virtual to localized state transition. The extreme sensitivity of this
transition to the system parameters enables new designs for plasmonic applications.

Electromagnetic energy can be focused and guided be-
low the light diffraction limit by transforming it into sur-
face plasmon polaritons that can propagate as a collective
excitation along one dimensional arrays of nanoparticles
(NPs).[1] This feature has attracted significant attention
due to its potential applications in optoelectronic devices
such as sub-wavelength waveguides, random lasers, opti-
cal traps, and hot-spot based plasmonic sensors for ultra-
sensitive spectroscopy [1–3]. Although previous works
have already addressed the question of how to achieve
a high degree of localization of plasmonic excitation [4]
or have studied the plasmon propagation on ordered NP
chains [2, 5], a fundamental question remains open: how
to transform this localized excitation into a propagating
signal. This poses a big challenge for both experiments
and theory since there is a broad range of parameters
that one should explore before achieving an optimal tai-
loring of the plasmonic excitation transfer. In this work
we use a general formalism capable of giving a univer-
sal description of the excitation dynamics. We find a
wealth of propagation regimes mediated by localized, vir-

tual and resonant states, not described so far in this
context. Quite suprinsingly, we prove that the virtual
to localized states transition provides a route to optimal
excitation transfer.

The systems under consideration is described in Fig.
1. It consists of a linear array of metal NPs coupled to a
locally excited (LE) NP. This situation leads to the usual
coupled dipole approximation [2, 5–7], where the excita-
tion dynamics is determined by a set of linear equations:
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FIG. 1. (Color online) - An external source (~ω) excites the
surface plasmon (ωSP0) of a NP which has an effective cou-

pling (α1/2ω2

X) to a linear array of NPs where detection takes
place.

electronic damping of the ith NP. ǫ0 is the free space per-

mittivity.
−→
E

(ext)
i and
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E j,i are respectively the external

field and the electric field produced by the jth NP at the

ith NP. In general,
−→
E j,i is a complex function that de-

pends on the separation
−→
d between NPs and the wave

vector
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k . However, if |d| is small,
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in the near field approximation:
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4πǫ0n2d3
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where n is the refractive index of the host material.
For a linear array of NPs, plasmon oscillations can

only be transverse (T ) or longitudinal (L) to the chain
axis, and due to the cubic dependence of E on d, it is a
good approximation to neglect contributions beyond first
neighbors [2]. Therefore, a matrix form of Eq. 1 reads:

(
Iω2 − M

)
P = RE (3)

where M is tridiagonal, with Mi,i given by ω̃2
SP0 =

ω2
SP0−iη

0
ω for i = 0 (the LE-NP) and ω̃2

SP = ω2
SP−iηω for

i 6= 0 (i.e. any of the equidistant identical NPs along the

chain). The Mi,j are ω2
Xi,j =

γT,L ω2

Pi

3n2

(
ri

di,j

)3

, with γT =

1 and γL = −2. R is diagonal with Ri,i = −4/3πr3
i ω

2
Piǫ0.
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This description is accurate under the following condi-
tions: 1) system length scales smaller than the wave vec-
tor (kd ≪ 1), and 2) a small ratio between the radius
and the interpaticle separation (r/d / 1/3) where higher
order multipoles are negligible [8]. These conditions re-
sult in small r’s and allow us to ignore radiation damping
corrections [6].

Excitation dynamics between the different sites i and
j is determined by the corresponding matrix elements of
the Green’s function (GF),

D =
(
Iω2 − M

)−1
R. (4)

Since M is tridiagonal, Dij

(
ω2

)
admits exact analytical

expressions which, for finite systems, show a set of iso-
lated poles at the eigenvalues of M [9]. As the external
source is focused on LE-NP (i = 0), the relevant quantity
is

D00 =
− 4

3πr3
0ω2

P0ǫ0

[ω2 − ω̃2
SP0] − αΠ(ω)

, (5)

with ImD00(ω) giving a local density of plasmonic states
(LDPS). Here α1/2 = ωX0,1ωX1,0/ω2

X represents a relative
effective coupling strength (α = 0 describes an isolated
LE-NP), while αΠ(ω) is a “self-energy” function account-
ing for the presence of the linear array. For an ordered
semi-infinite system, M acquires a continuous spectrum
and Π(ω) satifyies a quadratic Dyson equation [9]. Only
one of its two solutions is physically correct:

Π(ω) =
1

2

[
ω2 − ω̃2

SP

]
− (6)

sgn(ω2 − ω2
SP)

1

2

√
[ω2 − ω̃2

SP]
2 − 4ω4

X.

The other one is on a non-physical Riemann sheet that
yields a state that would grow in time. ImΠ(ω) accounts
not only for excitation decay through electronic damping
η but also for its escape through the waveguide. In the
weak damping limit (WDL) where η → 0, each frequency
component of the excitation propagates with group ve-

locity d
2ω

√
4ω4

X − [ω2 − ω2
SP]

2
within the continous band

|ω2 − ω2
SP| ≤2ω2

X, the “passband” [2].
D00(ω) may have up to four physical poles chosen

among:

ω̃2
± =

[β − α (β + 1) /2]

(1 − α)
± (7)

α

2(1 − α)

√
(1 − β)2 − 4V 2(1 − α),

where ω̃2
± =

ω2

±

eω2

SP

, β =
eω2

SP0

eω2

SP

, and V =
ω2

X

eω2

SP

. The physical

analysis of the poles is simplified in the WDL. The map-
ping to a quantum tight-binding system is direct and
we may benefit from recent results [10]. For such sys-
tems, poles with a negative imaginary part correspond

to resonances in the response function. If the poles are
real, they should be in the physical Riemann sheet of the
self-energy to correspond to localized states. The use of
Π in the non-physical Riemann sheet, may also lead to
real poles ω̃2

±. Since they do not correspond to actual
plasmonic eigenmodes nor to resonances, they are called
virtual states [10, 11]. However, we will see that their in-
fluence on the LDPS within the passband is as strong as
that of the physical localized states. The continuous line

in Fig. 2 shows the two positive poles, ω̃± = +
√

ω̃2
±, as

function of α1/2, a variable that increases for diminish-
ing separation between the LE-NP and the waveguide. A
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FIG. 2. Real part of ω±,the GF´s poles, as function of
α1/2. Here, ω2

SP0/ω2

SP = 1.1, η = 0.5ωSP, η0 = ωSP, and
ω2

X/ω2

SP = 0.25. L, V, and R stand for localized, virtual or
resonant state. Subscript up and down stand for the position
of Re(ω±) relative to ωSP.

quantity of experimental interest is the square dipole mo-
ment of the N th NP, |PN |2, produced when the LE-NP
is externally excited with an electric field E0.

|PN |2 = |DN0|2|E0|2 (8)

The elements of a finite D(ω) satisfy simple relationships
[12] which, extended to an infinite case, enabled us to
find the response of our system at an arbitrary position
N given an excitation at position i = 0:

DN0(ω) = D00(ω)α
1/2
1−0e

−N/ξ(ω), (9)

where α
1/2
1−0 = ω2

X1,0/ω2
X and ξ−1(ω) = ln(ω2

X/Π) = κ± ik
. In the WDL, excitations within the passband propa-
gate with wave number k,while those outside the pass-
band decay with κ, an inverse localization length. The
inclusion of electronic damping adds a further decay and
smears out the dispersion relation. This overall behavior
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is consistent with the numerical solutions including full
retardation effects under simmilar conditions [7].

The exact calculation of ω±, shown in Fig. 2, requires
an iterative procedure as β, V and ω̃± depend on ω. How-
ever, the WDL enables us to solve Eq. 7 up to a good
approximation (see Fig. 2), finding the critical parame-
ters that describe transition among the different regimes.
As α increases from zero, at

αc1 =
2β + 4V 2 − β2 − 1

4V 2
, (10)

Im(ω̃±) becomes zero, defining the transition between
resonant and virtual states. A further increase of α to
αc2(−),

αc2(+/−) = 2 ± (1 − β)

V
, (11)

results on Re(ω̃2
±) = 1±2V, i.e. the pole touches the edge

of the passband, indicating the transition between virtual
and localized states. For small α there is a non-physical
pole with Im(ω̃±) > 0 which at α = αc3(−) (α = 1 for
β < 1), with

αc3(+/−) =
β

V 2

1 ±
√

1 − 4V 2

2
, (12)

becomes real but falls on a non-physical Riemann sheet,
indicating the appearance of a virtual state that only
becomes a physical localized state at αc2(+) and vanishes
again at αc3(+).

In the resonant states regime, the real part of this pole
lies within the passband ensuring the energy transfer to
the waveguide. Following the same reasoning, it is clear
that spectra with localized states, isolated physical poles
placed outside the passband, yield poor excitation trans-
fer. The exception occurs when those poles are close to
the band edges as compared with their natural width η.
In such a case, the overlap between the LDPS and the
passband enables excitation transfer. The case of vir-
tual states is particularly interesting: Even when they
are not physical poles, they have a non-trivial effect on
the LDPS, and hence in DN0. In both, virtual and local-
ized regimes, the LDPS is roughly modulated by a factor
1/(ω2 − ω2

±). This ensures the singular acumulation of
continuum states at the band edge necessary to nucleate
the localized state. Hence, at the virtual-localized crit-
ical point the LDPS presents a maximum that strongly
favors the excitation transfer. Fig. 3 shows the excita-
tion transfer as a function of ω2/ω2

SP for different NP
sites along the chain. Two parameter sets are enought to
illustrate the typical behavior discussed above: Fig. 3-A
shows a resonant state, while Fig. 3-B shows a virtual
and a localized state.

Fig 4 shows the maximum excitation transfer, |PN |2,
enabled by a variation of ω at each system configuration.

FIG. 3. (Color online) Square dipolar moment (in arbitrary
units) as function of the NP position along the chain and
excitation frequency. Here, η = 0.01ωSP, η0 = 0.02ωSP, and
ω2

X/ω2

SP = 0.25. In Fig.A α1/2 = 0.9, ω2

SP0/ω2

SP = 1.1 and in

Fig. B α1/2 = 1.8, ω2

SP0/ω2

SP = 1.3. L, V, and R stand for
localized, virtual or resonant states.

Superposed are the critical values resulting from Eqs.10-
12. Consistently with the above discussion, an apprecia-
ble transfer occurs in the resonant state regime. However,
the maximum appears at the transition between virtual
and localized states. Note that the optimal configuration
for excitation transfer does not occur for ωSP0 = ωSP

and α = 1, where the LE-NP is indistiguishable from the
others, as one might näıvely expect. Instead, it occurs
for the highly asymmetric configuration where a virtual-
localized transition appears.

Another counter-intuitive result is that a high transfer
efficiency could be achieved even if ωSP0 and ωSP are arbi-
trarily different so ωSP0 gives a localized state outside the
passband. In analogy with the addatom in an Anderson-
Newns model [10], a strong interaction with the substrate
captures a state from the continuum spectrum to build
a second localized state that would constitute the “anti-
bonding” orbital of a dimer [13]. This occurs through a
virtual-localized transition and thus leads to the optimal
excitation transfer shown in Fig 4. Experimentally, these
critical points could be achieved by properly tuning the
distances, sizes, shapes and materials of the system. Ad-
ditionally, this configuration acts as a very narrow filter
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for the external frequency in resonance with the passband
edge (See Fig. 3-B), where small group velocity also fa-
vors excitation build-up. The control of this critical phe-
nomenon opens up many possibilities for applications.

Finally, we note that the excitation transfer can change
various orders of magnitude as d0 is slightly changed.
This occurs because α varies with d−6

0 and, depending on
the value of β, the system response sweeps through differ-
ent regimes within a narrow interval of α. The extreme
sensibility of excitation transfer on distances enables a
new form of plasmon ruler suitable for biological and
chemical applications [14]. Similarly, as small changes
on the refractive index modify dramatically the coupling
ω2

X and hence the passband, the excitation transfer is
also extremely sensitive to the dielectric environment for
a system tuned at the virtual-localized transition.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Color scale shows the maximum exci-
tation transfer to the 5th NP (max |P5(ω)|2 in arbitrary units)
for realistic values η = 0.01ωSP and η0 = 0.02ωSP. The con-
tinuous lines show the critical parameters in the WDL. L, V,
and R indicate the existence of localized, virtual or resonant

states.

In summary, we have demostrated that a linear array
of NPs is a versatile tool to address different regimes of
plasmonic excitation transfer. The richness of the exci-
tation spectrum is so vast that it could not be explored
by a mere empirical or numerical experimentation, but
requires of a deep understanding of the parametric phase
space. We have shown that small variation of parameters
(e.g. distances, dielectric media, sizes and shapes) can
sweep the excitation spectrum from normal resonances
to various forms of localized states, passing through the
non-trivial spectra associated with the presence of vir-
tual states. With these considerations we have suggested
a broad range of applications. Besides, as all the analy-
sis has been made in terms of adimensional parameters,

our conclusions are completely general. Particularly the
phase diagram of Fig. 4 is universal and appliable to any
of the broad class of systems represented as linear arrays
of damped oscillators [15].
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