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Nonlinear eigenvalue problem for optimal resonances in optical cavities
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Abstract. The paper is devoted to optimization of resonances in a 1-D open optical cavity. The
cavity’s structure is represented by its dielectric permittivity function ε(s). It is assumed thatε(s)
takes values in the range1 ≤ ε1 ≤ ε(s) ≤ ε2. The problem is to design, for a given (real) frequency
α, a cavity having a resonance with the minimal possible decayrate. Restricting ourselves to
resonances of a given frequencyα, we define cavities and resonant modes with locally extremal
decay rate, and then study their properties. We show that such locally extremal cavities are 1-D
photonic crystals consisting of alternating layers of two materials with extreme allowed dielectric
permittivitiesε1 andε2. To find thicknesses of these layers, a nonlinear eigenvalueproblem for
locally extremal resonant modes is derived. It occurs that coordinates of interface planes between
the layers can be expressed viaarg-function of corresponding modes. As a result, the questionof
minimization of the decay rate is reduced to a four-dimensional problem of finding the zeroes of a
function of two variables.

Key words: photonic crystal, high Q-factor resonator, quasi-normal eigenvalue optimization, non-
linear eigenvalue
AMS subject classification:78M50, 49R05, 47N50, 47A55

1 Introduction

A leaky optical cavity (or resonator) is a region of space within which the electromagnetic field is
well confined, but not completely confined. Because of the leakage, each standing electromagnetic
wave in the cavity decays exponentially in time. The rate of energy loss and the frequency of these
eigenoscillations can be characterized by the corresponding complex eigenvalueω, which is called
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a quasi-normal (QN) eigenvalue or a resonance (the latter name is used in Quantum Mechanics
and, sometimes, Engineering). The imaginary partImω of the QN eigenvalue corresponds to the
decay rate of the standing wave, the real partReω to the frequency of oscillations.

Optical cavities with small and high decay rate are requiredfor various applications in op-
tics [21] (including spontaneous emission control, low-threshold lasers, low-power switches, and
adiabatic wavelength conversion) because they generally enhance intrinsically small light-matter
interactions. Since light is essentially difficult to localize, it is hard to realize small-sized optical
cavities with strong light confinement. Recently, however,the rapid progress has been made on this
issue, see [1, 17] and references therein. As a result, numerical aspects of emerging optimization
problems for QN eigenvalues have attracted great current interest among specialists in Applied
Mathematics [5, 8, 3].

An attempt to provide an analytical background for QN eigenvalue optimization problems lead
the author to the development of the two-parameter perturbation approach [9]. The paper [9] is
focused on mathematical details of the proofs, and uses techniques of nonlinear functional analy-
sis and multi-dimensional complex analysis. The present communication is a continuation of the
paper [9]. Its goal is to apply the two-parameter perturbation method to a concrete engineering
problem and, using this example, to make the main ideas understandable for specialists in applied
sciences. We consider the problem of optimization of a single QN eigenvalue in one-sided leaky
optical cavity. While the corresponding eigenvalue problem is derived under several simplifying
assumptions, it is proved to be very useful and have been extensively studied in Physics and nu-
merical papers, see e.g. [20, 15, 5]. We give rigorous mathematical definitions of locally extremal
QN eigenvalues and of optimal cavities. In Section 3.2, the existence of such cavities is shown.
Then the two-parameter perturbation method is introduced in Section 4 and applied to derive a
nonlinear equation for QN modes with extremal properties inSection 6. We use this nonlinear
equation to reduce the cavity’s optimization, which is essentially an infinite-dimensional problem,
to the four-dimensional problem of finding the zeroes of a specially introduced functionW , which
depends only on one real and one complex variable. The main conclusions are summarized in the
last section.

Some of purely mathematical details of the presented methodare sketched to make the paper
more accessible for non-mathematicians. However, a readerinterested in rigorous analytical proofs
will be able to recover them without difficulty using the proofs in [9].

Note that, in Engineering and Physics literature, the rate of energy loss is often characterized
by other parameters, like Q-factor or lifetime of a QN mode, which in many cases can be approx-
imately expressed in terms ofImω andReω [14]. Keeping this in mind, it is easy to rewrite the
results of the paper in terms of these, to some extend equivalent, parameters.

2 Physical settings and the problem statement

Consider an isotropic non-dispersive transparent medium which has the relative magnetic per-
meability equal to 1 everywhere, but which is electrically inhomogeneous in one direction. The
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electromagnetic structure of this medium is described by the (dielectric) permittivityε, which is
≥ 1 and varies only in thex3-directionε = ε(x3). Whenε is piecewise constant, this model is
called a1-D photonic crystal.

Under additional simplifying assumptions that electromagnetic waves pass normally and the
electric fieldE is in thex2-directionE = {0, E, 0}, the study of electromagnetic wave propagation
can be reduced to the scalar 1-D wave equation

∂2x3
E(x3, t) =

ε(x3)

c2
∂2tE(x3, t), (2.1)

where thex2-componentE of the electric field depends only onx3, andc is the speed of light in
vacuum.

To introduce a one-sided open optical cavity, assume that the medium has the above structure
in the slab0 < x3 < l with piecewise continuousε (that is, for a certain partition0 = s0 <
s1 < · · · < sn−1 < sn = l, ε(s) is continuous in the intervalssj−1 < s < sj and has one-sided
limits at pointssj). The outer medium is assumed to be a perfect conductor forx3 < 0, and a
homogeneous dielectric with constant permittivityε∞ ≥ 1 for x3 > l. The boundary condition for
the electric field on the planex3 = 0 is E = 0. Since the medium is homogeneous forx3 > l,
the waves radiated from the cavity are never reflected back. If all sources of waves are inside the
cavity0 < x3 < l, the waves satisfy the radiation boundary condition∂x3

E +
√
ε∞
c
∂tE = 0 at the

interfacex3 = l. For a monochromatic fieldE(x3, t) = E(x3)e
−iωt in the cavity, these settings

lead to the eigenvalue problem

E ′′(x3) = −ω2 ε(x3)

c2
E(x3) (2.2)

equipped with the boundary conditions

E(0) = 0, iω

√
ε∞
c

E(l) = E ′(l). (2.3)

Complex eigen-parametersω = α − iβ are calledquasi-normal (QN) eigenvalues. The real
partα = Reω is thefrequencyof the standing waveE(x3)e−iωt. Since the energy leaks from the
cavity, the oscillations are decaying. The minus imaginarypartβ = − Imω is positive for all QN
eigenvalues and is called thedecay rate.

Let 1 ≤ ε1 < ε2. Restricting ourselves to cavities withε in the range

ε1 ≤ ε(x3) ≤ ε2, (2.4)

consider the following optimization problem:devise, for a given frequency rangeα1 ≤ α ≤ α2, a
cavity that has a QN eigenvalueω = α− iβ with the minimal possible decay rateβ.
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3 QN eigenvalues: basic properties and extrema’s definitions

3.1 QN eigenvalues and their multiplicities

Since the QN eigenvalue problem is one-dimensional, from now on we will write s instead ofx3.
Let the lengthl of the cavity and the permittivityε∞ of the outer mediums > l be fixed. Then the
cavity is completely described by the permittivityε(s) in the interval0 ≤ s ≤ l and, for brevity’s
sake, we will speak onQN eigenvalues of the cavityε.

By ϕ(s) = ϕ(s, z; ε) andψ(s) = ψ(s, z; ε) we denote the solutions ofE ′′(s) = −z2 ε(s)
c2
E(s)

satisfying
ϕ(0, z; ε) = ∂sψ(0, z; ε) = 1, ∂sϕ(0, z; ε) = ψ(0, z; ε) = 0.

In particular,ψ satisfies the integral equation

ψ(s) = s− ω2

c2

∫ s

0

(s− τ) ε(τ) ψ(τ) dτ, 0 ≤ s ≤ l.

The QN eigenvalues ofε are exactly the roots of the equation

F (z) = 0, whereF (z) = F (z; ε) = iz

√
ε∞
c

ψ(l, z; ε)− ∂sψ(l, z; ε). (3.1)

The functionF is analytic inz in the whole complex planeC. A nontrivial solutionE(s) to the
problem (2.2), (2.3) is calleda QN modecorresponding to a QN eigenvalueω. Recall that a solution
E is called trivial ifE(s) = 0 for all (more precisely, almost all)s in the interval0 ≤ s ≤ l.

All QN modes ofε have the formCψ(s, ω; ε), whereC is an arbitrary non-zero constant. Hence
the geometric multiplicity of any QN eigenvalueω equals 1. In the following,the multiplicity ofω
means its algebraic multiplicity. By definition, the algebraic multiplicity of a QN eigenvalueω is its
multiplicity as a zero ofF [11]. Theω-dependent boundary conditioniω

√
ε∞
c
E(l) = E ′(l) makes

the QN eigenvalue problem non-self-adjoint. In particular, QN eigenvalues may bedegenerate,
i.e., of multiplicity ≥ 2, see e.g. [13, 6, 19]. Concerning the contemporary theory ofspectral
problems with an eigen-parameter in boundary conditions, we refer to [2] and references therein.

Concerning other properties of QN eigenvalues, it is easy toderive that: (i) the multiplicity of
each QN eigenvalue is finite, (ii) the set of QN eigenvalues issymmetric with respect to (w.r.t.)
imaginary axis (together with multiplicities), (iii) QN eigenvalues are isolated,∞ is their only
possible accumulation point. The property (ii) allows one to restrict the study of QN eigenvalues
to the caseReω ≥ 0.

For a homogeneous cavity with constant permittivityε ≥ 1, the QN eigenvalues are roots of
tan(−ω√ε l/c) = i

√
ε/ε∞. Whenε 6= ε∞, they are non-degenerate and form a uniformly spaced

sequence

ωn = −i
c

2l
√
ε
ln

∣∣∣∣
ε+ ε∞
ε− ε∞

∣∣∣∣ +
πc

l
√
ε

{
n, if ε < ε∞
n+ 1/2, if ε > ε∞

, n = . . . ,−1, 0, 1, . . . . (3.2)

The case when the space outside the cavity is vacuum (i.e.,1 = ε∞ ≤ ε) is discussed in detail in
[20]. In the caseε = ε∞, there are no QN eigenvaluessince the medium is homogeneous fors > 0
(the energy of the initial disturbance localized in the region0 < s < l escapes this region in finite
time, see e.g. [4] for detailed explanations).
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3.2 Local and global extrema for admissible frequencies

The familyAdm of admissible cavitiesis defined by condition (2.4). Mathematically, it is con-
venient to include inAdm all L∞ functions satisfying (2.4).An admissible directionh for an
admissible cavityε is a function on the interval0 ≤ s ≤ 1 such that the cavityε+ h is admissible
(we call suchh a direction since, for all constantsC in the range0 < C ≤ 1, the cavityε + Ch
is admissible). We say thatω is an admissible QN eigenvalueif it is a QN eigenvalue of some
admissible cavity, and say thatα is an admissible frequencyif α = Reω for some admissible QN
eigenvalueω.

To get some understanding of admissible frequencies, consider homogeneous cavities. Chang-
ing constantε in the rangeε1 ≤ ε ≤ ε2 and takingωn given by (3.2), we see that the frequen-
ciesReωn are admissible. They form a sequence of intervals. Forn large enough, the inter-
val produced byReωn overlaps with the next one produced byReωn+1. Hence frequenciesα
with |α| large enough are admissible. For instance, let us look closer at the caseε∞ ≤ ε1.
When constantε runs over the intervalε1 < ε ≤ ε2, the real part oflωn

πc
runs over the interval

(n + 1/2)ε
−1/2
2 ≤ α < (n + 1/2)ε

−1/2
1 . Whenn ≥ 1

(ε2/ε1)1/2−1
− 1

2
, there is no gap between the

n-th and(n+ 1)-st intervals. Hence a frequencyα is admissible whenever

|α| ≥ πc

l
√
ε2

(
1

2
+

⌈
1

(ε2/ε1)1/2 − 1
− 1

2

⌉)
,

(here⌈s⌉ is the smallest integer that is greater or equal tos).
If an admissible cavityε has a QN eigenvalueω, we say that{ω, ε} is an admissible pair. The

decay rateof an admissible pair is defined by

Dr(ω, ε) = − Imω.

While ε does not participate in the right hand side, it participatesin the domain of definition of the
functionalDr. This is essential for the next definition.

We say that an admissible pair{ω, ε} is a local minimizer ofDr for a frequencyα if, for all
sufficiently small admissible directionsδε that keep the frequency of a perturbed QN eigenvalue
ω+δω of the cavityε+δε equal toα, the decay rate of{ω+δω, ε+δε} is≥ Dr(ω, ε). The rigorous
form of this condition is: there existδ > 0 such thatDr(ω̃, ε̃) ≥ Dr(ω, ε) for any admissible pair
{ω̃, ε̃} satisfying

|ε̃(s)− ε(s)| < δ for almost all 0 < s < l,

|ω̃ − ω| < δ, andRe ω̃ = α.

Local maximizersof Dr for a particular frequency are defined in a similar way.
We say thatβmin(α) is a minimal decay rateandε is an optimal cavityfor a frequencyα, if the

pair {α − iβmin(α), ε} is admissible andβmin(α) ≤ Dr(ω̃, ε̃) for any admissible pair{ω̃, ε̃} with
Re ω̃ = α. In other words, such a pair{α− iβmin(α), ε} is a global minimizer (over the admissible
family Adm) of the decay rate for a frequencyα . We will also say that the correspondingQN
eigenvalueα− iβmin(α) is optimalfor the frequencyα.
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Lemma 1. For each admissible frequency, there exists an optimal cavity.

The existence of optimal cavities follows from the fact thatif admissible QN eigenvaluesωn

approach a complex numberω, thenω is an admissible QN eigenvalue. To explain this fact,
consider admissible cavitiesε(n) that produce the QN eigenvaluesωn. Using the Gronwall-Bellman
inequality and assumption (2.4), it is easy to show that the sequence of relatedψ-solutionsψn(s) =
ψ(s, ωn; ε

(n)) is uniformly bounded ins andn together with the sequences of theirs-derivativesψ′
n

andψ′′
n. Hence some subsequenceψnj

converges uniformly to a continuous functioñψ(s) (due to
the compact embedding ofW 2,∞[0, 1] into C[0, 1]). Then applying the Banach-Alaoglu theorem
forL∞(0, 1) to the sequenceε(nj), one can pass to a limit in the integral reformulation of (2.2)-(2.3)
(see [9], and also [12] for compactness arguments applied toa self-adjoint eigenvalue optimization
problem).

4 Two-parameter perturbations

We study properties oflocal extremizers(i.e., local minimizers and maximizers) via the pertur-
bation theory for QN eigenvalues using the following arguments. Assume that{ω, ε} is a local
minimizer. If we consider all small admissible directionsδε that keepRe(ω + δω) equal toα,
then corresponding correctionsδβ = − Im δω of the decay rate must be positive. The key point is
to show that there are enough variousδε with the above property to impose strong restrictions on
extremalε.

For non-degenerate QN eigenvalues, the first order perturbation correction can be calculated
by the standard sensitivity analysis. However our method requires a more delicate approach due
to following reasons: (i) QN eigenvalues may be degenerate,(ii) we are interested only in the
perturbed QN eigenvalues that stay on the lineReω = α. Indeed, even if one is able to find
the first order correction that moves a QN eigenvalue along the line Reω = α using singular
perturbation theory (see e.g. [16] and references therein), there are no any guarantee that higher
order corrections does not contribute to the real part ofω.

To resolve these difficulties we study two-parameter perturbations of QN eigenvalues consider-
ing them asz-roots of the equationF (z, ε + δε) = 0. This requires computation of the (complex)
partial derivative∂zF (z; ε) and the directional derivatives∂ζF (z; ε + ζh) for admissible pairs
{ω, ε}. Here and belowζ is a complex number, andh is an arbitrary (measurable and essentially
bounded) function on0 < s < l, which is calleda direction.

The derivative∂ζF (z; ε + ζh) exists for an arbitrary direction. More precisely, the Maclaurin
series for the solutionψ (see e.g. [7]) can be used to get the Maclaurin series forF (z; ε) and, in
turn, to show that for arbitraryn directionsh1(s), . . . , hn(s), the functionF (ω + z; ε + ζ1h1 +
ζ2h2 + · · · + ζnhn) is an analytic function of n+1 complex variablesz, ζ1, . . . , ζn (moreover, the
map{z, ε} 7→ F (z; ε) is analytic onC× L∞(0, 1)).

Differentiating the integral equation forψ and solving the produced differential equations, it is
possible to express∂zF (z; ε) and∂ζF (z; ε + ζh) via the fundamental solutionsϕ andψ. When
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z = ω is a QN eigenvalue ofε, the obtained expressions can be simplified to

∂ζF (ω; ε+ ζh) =
ω2

c2ψ(l, ω; ε)

∫ l

0

ψ2(s, ω; ε)h(s)ds, (4.1)

∂zF (ω; ε) =
2ω

c2ψ(l, ω; ε)

∫ l

0

ψ2(s, ω; ε)ε(s)ds+ i

√
ε∞
c

ψ(l, ω; ε). (4.2)

The last equality yields the following lemma.

Lemma 2. A QN eigenvalueω of ε is degenerate exactly when
∫ l

0

ψ2(s, ω; ε)ε(s)ds+ i
c
√
ε∞

2ω
ψ2(l, ω; ε) = 0.

Note that

ψ(l, ω; ε) =

[
iω

√
ε∞
c

ϕ(l, ω; ε)− ϕ′(l, ω; ε)

]−1

6= 0.

Let us consider the first-order correction forω in the case whenω is a non-degenerate QN
eigenvalue ofε. Small perturbations ofε lead to small perturbations ofω and the perturbed QN
eigenvalues remains non-degenerate. Takingδε = ζhwith a fixed perturbation directionh = h(s),
it is easy to show that the perturbed QN eigenvalueω + δω is an analytic functionΩ(ζ) of ζ in a
vicinity of ζ0 = 0. The approximation ofΩ(ζ) to the first-order term is given by

Ω(ζ) = ω − ζ
ω
∫ l

0
ψ2(s)h(s)ds

2
∫ l

0
ψ2(s)ε(s)ds+ i

c
√
ε∞
ω
ψ2(l)

+O(ζ2). (4.3)

This formula, as well as higher order corrections in the non-degenerate case, are known [15].
Consider the case whenω is degenerate. Perturbations of a multiple eigenvalue may lead to its

splitting in several eigenvalues. The general splitting picture is quite complicated and is described
by one or several series (Puiseux series) in fractional powers of ζ [18, 10, 16]. For our needs, it is
enough to consider only the generic case when the directionh satisfies∂ζF (ω; ε+ ζh) 6= 0 . This
condition is equivalent to ∫ l

0

ψ2(s, ω; ε)h(s)ds 6= 0. (4.4)

Assume thatω is a QN eigenvalue ofε of multiplicity m, and that perturbation’s directionh
satisfies (4.4). To study the equationF (ω + z; ε + ζh) = 0, we introduce the functionQ(z, ζ) =
F (ω + z; ε+ ζh) and write it as a power series inz andζ . The equationQ = 0 takes the form

zm
∂mz Q(0, 0)

m!
+ ζ∂ζQ(0, 0) + o(zm) + o(ζ) = 0

for z andζ going to0. Note that∂mz Q(0, 0) 6= 0 sinceω has multiplicitym. Consideringz as a
function ofζ , we see that|z(ζ)| ≤ C|ζ |1/m for ζ small enough with some constantC. Soo(zm) is
alsoo(ζ). Hence,

zm(ζ) = −ζm!∂ζQ(0, 0)

∂mz Q(0, 0)
+ o(ζ).

7
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According to (4.1) and the assumption onh,

∂ζQ(0, 0) =
ω2

c2ψ(l, ω; ε)

∫ l

0

ψ2(s, ω; ε)h(s)ds 6= 0.

Taking them-th root, we get a formal first-order correction formula for aperturbed QN eigenvalue
Ω(ζ)

Ω(ζ) = ω +

(
ζ C1(ω, ε,m)

∫ l

0

ψ2(s, ω; ε)h(s)ds

)1/m

+ o(|ζ |1/m), (4.5)

where

C1(ω, ε,m) = − m!ω2

c2ψ(l, ω; ε)∂mz F (ω, ε)
. (4.6)

Them-th derivative∂mz F (ω, ε) can also be expressed through the fundamental solutionsϕ andψ,
but we are not going to use such a refinement in this paper. Notethat (4.5) turns into (4.3) for
m = 1.

Now consider two-parameter perturbations ofω, assuming that the directionsh1 andh2 are
such that∂ζ1F (z; ε+ ζ1h1) and∂ζ2F (z; ε+ ζ2h2) are nonzero and

0 < Arg ∂ζ2F (z; ε+ ζ2h2)− Arg ∂ζ1F (z; ε+ ζ1h1) < π (4.7)

for a suitable branchArg of the arg-function (here and belowarg z is the complex argument
or phase of a nonzero complex numberz). Condition (4.7) means that∂ζ1F (z; ε + ζ1h1) and
∂ζ2F (z; ε + ζ2h2), perceived as vectors must not be oppositely directed and, additionally, must be
ordered such that (4.7) holds. Considering a perturbed eigenvalueω + z of ε + ζ1h1 + ζ2h2 as a
function ofζ1 andζ2, we write the equation

Q(z, ζ1, ζ2) = 0

for the correctionz = z(ζ1, ζ2) definingQ as

Q(z, ζ1, ζ2) = F (ω + z, ε + ζ1h1 + ζ2h2).

Denoteζ = {ζ1, ζ2}, |ζ | = (ζ21 + ζ22)
1/2, and0 = {0, 0, 0}. When|ζ | is small, we have

zm = −ζ1
m!∂ζ1Q(0)

∂mz Q0
− ζ2

m!∂ζ2Q(0)

∂mz Q(0)
+ o(zm) + o(ζ1) + o(ζ2). (4.8)

Assume additionally that

ζ1 andζ2 are nonnegative and of the same order. (4.9)

That is,ζ1 andζ2 go to zero such that their ratiosζ1/ζ2 andζ2/ζ1 are bounded. Under this condition,
(4.8) and (4.7) yield that|z(ζ1, ζ2)| ≤ c|ζ |1/m for small|ζ |. Hence,

z(ζ1, ζ2) =

(
−ζ1

m!∂ζ1Q(0)

∂mz Q(0)
− ζ2

m!∂ζ2Q(0)

∂mz Q(0)

)1/m

+ o(|ζ |1/m). (4.10)

8
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Appending the values of partial derivatives provided by (4.1), one gets the first-order approxima-
tion for perturbed QN eigenvalues

Ω(ζ1, ζ2) = ω +

(
C1(ω, ε,m)

∫ l

0

ψ2(s, ω; ε)[ζ1h1(s) + ζ2h2(s)]ds

)1/m

+ o(|ζ |1/m) (4.11)

with C1 defined by (4.6).
For sufficiently small positiveζ1, ζ2 satisfying (4.9), them branches ofm-th root producem

different perturbed QN eigenvalues, each of which is non-degenerate. The proof of this fact can
be given along the lines suggested in the paper [9], where a slightly different eigenvalue problem
was considered. Condition (4.7) ensures that the coefficient under them-th root is nonzero. It is
important for the sequel that this coefficient is a linear functional of perturbation directionsh1 and
h2.

Formula (4.11) will be applied to the study of the QN eigenvalue optimization via the lemma
in the following section.

5 Admissible directional derivatives and arguments of eigen-
value corrections

Let us fix an admissible pair{ω, ε}. The set ofadmissible directional derivativesof F at {ω, ε}
is defined as the set formed by complex numbers∂ζF (ω; ε + ζh) with h running through the set
of admissible directions (i.e., we take allh such thatε + h is an admissible cavity). The set of
admissible directional derivatives contains0 and isconvex(that is, if ξ1 and ξ2 are admissible
directional derivatives, thenγξ1 + (1 − γ)ξ2 is so for all 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1). We say that the set
of admissible directional derivativescontains a neighborhood of zeroif it contains all complex
numbersξ with modulus|ξ| less than a certain positive number. LetArg0 be the branch of the
arg-function that takes values in the interval−π < Arg0 z ≤ π.

Lemma 3. Assume that the set of admissible directional derivatives of F at an admissible pair
{ω, ε} contains a neighborhood of zero. Then for anyθ in the range−π < θ ≤ π, there exists a
sequence of admissible pairs{ωn, ε

(n)} such that

(i) Arg0(ωn − ω) = θ for all n = 1, 2, . . . ,

(ii) ωn tends toω andε(n) tends toε (the latter means that the essential suprema of|ε(s)− ε(n)(s)|
tends to zero asn goes to∞).

In particular, the lemma yields thatif {ω, ε} is a local extremizer ofDr for the frequencyReω,
than the set of admissible directional derivatives ofF at {ω, ε} cannot contain a neighborhood of
zero.

To derive the lemma, note that its assumptions allows us to chose admissible directionsh1 and
h2 and the branch of the m-th root in (4.11) such that

9
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(A1) assumption (4.7) is valid forh1 andh2,

(A2) for positiveζ , the corresponding first order corrections toω,

(
ζC1(ω, ε,m)

∫ l

0

ψ2(s, ω; ε)h1(s)ds

)1/m

and

(
ζC1(ω, ε,m)

∫ l

0

ψ2(s, ω; ε)h2(s)ds

)1/m

,

have the arguments slightly smaller and, respectively, slightly greater thanθ,

(A3) the chosen branch of the m-th root is continuous in the sector of complex plane covered by
numbers

C1(ω, ε,m)

∫ l

0

ψ2(s, ω; ε)[ζ1h1(s) + ζ2h2(s)]ds

while ζ1 andζ2 run through positive numbers.

This allows us to apply formula (4.11), which yields that theargumentArg (Ω(ζ1, ζ2)− ω) of
the QN eigenvalue’s perturbation changes continuously forsmall positiveζ1 and ζ2. This and
(A2) imply that for small enoughǫ there exist positiveζ1 and ζ2 such thatζ1 + ζ2 = ǫ and
Arg (Ω(ζ1, ζ2)− ω) equalsθ (up to a multiple of2π). Finally, we take suchζ1, ζ2 for a sequenceǫn
going to0. Note that the convexity of the families of admissible cavities and admissible directions
is essentially used here.

6 Nonlinear eigenvalue problem for local extrema

In this section we derive a nonlinear eigenvalue problem forQN modes corresponding to local
extremizers.

Lemma 4. Let ε be an admissible cavity andIm z2 < 0. Thenψ(s, z; ε) 6= 0 in the interval
0 < s ≤ l, and the functionξ(s) = argψ2(s, z; ε) is strictly increasing (the values ofarg are
chosen such thatξ is continuous for0 < s ≤ l).

Let us show this. Assume first thatψ(s1) = 0, whereψ(s) = ψ(s, z; ε). Then

z2
∫ s1

0

|ψ(s)|2ε(s)ds = −c2
∫ s1

0

ψ′′(s)ψ(s)ds = −c2
∫ s1

0

|ψ′(s)|2ds.

The number in the right-hand side is real, but by our assumptionsz2 is not real. Hences1 = 0
(note thatψ′(0) = 1 and soψ is non-zero for small positives). Thus,ψ(s) 6= 0 for s > 0. Note
that

ξ′(s) = 2 Im(lnψ(s))′ = 2 Im
ψ′(s)ψ(s)

|ψ(s)|2 .

This shows that, on the one hand, the function|ψ|2ξ′ tends to0 ass goes to0+, and on the other
hand,

(|ψ(s)|2ξ′(s))′ = 2 Imψ′′(s)ψ(s) = −2c−2ε(s)|ψ(s)|2 Im z2 > 0.

10
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Hence|ψ|2ξ′ is positive for0 < s ≤ l, and so isξ′.
Denote byχa,b the function that equals1 in the intervala < s < b and equals0 outside this

interval. For a finite number of complex numbersz1, z2, . . . ,zn, the convex hull of these numbers,
by definition, consists of numbersc1z1 + c2z2 + . . . cnzn, wherec1 + c2 + · · ·+ cn = 1 and allcj
are nonnegative. Clearly, a set of complex numbers is convexif and only if it contains a convex
hull of every its finite subset.

Assume thatε is a piecewise continuous admissible cavity, and thatω with Reω > 0 is a QN
eigenvalue ofε. Since changing ofε at a finite number of points does not influence QN eigenvalues,
this is not an essential restriction to assume from now on that ε takes its limit from the left or its
limit from the right at the points of discontinuity and the endpointss = 0 ands = l.

Further, suppose thatε1 < ε(s) < ε2 in a certain intervals1 < s < s2. Then

ε1 + δ1 < ε(s) < ε2 − δ1 in some narrower intervals3 < s < s4 (6.1)

for small enoughδ1 > 0. Hence, the two directionsδ1χa,b and(−1)δ1χa,b are admissible for every
a andb such thats3 < a < b < s4. It follows from Lemma 4 that there exista1,a2, b1, b2 with the
properties:

(i) s3 < a1 < b1 < a2 < b2 < s4,

(ii) the directional derivatives∂ζF (z; ε + ζχa1,b1), ∂ζF (z; ε + ζχa2,b2) are non-zero and the
difference of their arguments is not a multiple ofπ.

With such a choice ofa1,2 andb1,2, the convex hull of the four admissible directional derivatives
∂ζF (z; ε ± ζδ1χa1,b1), ∂ζF (z; ε ± ζδ1χa2,b2) contains a neighborhood of zero. Since the set of
admissible directional derivatives is convex, it also contains a neighborhood of zero. By Lemma 3
the pair{ω, ε} is not a local extremizer.

Thus, we have shown thatif an admissible pair{ω, ε} (with piece-wise continuousε) is a local
extremizer, thenε takes only the extreme possible valuesε1 andε2.

Since the set of admissible directional derivatives at{ω, ε} is convex, it either contains a neigh-
borhood of zero or, otherwise,

the set of nonzero admissible directional derivatives is contained in

a certain complex half-planeθ0 ≤ arg z ≤ θ0 + π. (6.2)

Assume again that{ω, ε} is a local extremizer andε is piecewise continuous. Then Lemma 3
yields that the case (6.2) takes place. We have shown before that ε takes only valuesε1 andε2.
Now, repeating the use of Lemma 3, we want to find restrictionson the pointss where such an
extremeε switches betweenε1 andε2. To this purpose, consider directional derivatives produced
by directions±δ1χa,b with intervalsa < s < b of small lengths. For any points0, there exists an
interval (of positive length)s1 ≤ s ≤ s2 containings0 and such thatε is constant on it. To be
specific, assumeε(s0) = ε1. Then for any subintervala ≤ s ≤ b of the intervals1 ≤ s ≤ s2,

11
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the directionδ1χa,b is admissible whenever0 ≤ δ1 ≤ ε2 − ε1. The corresponding admissible
directional derivative∂ζF (ω, ε+ ζδ1χa,b) equals

δ1
ω2

c2ψ(l, ω; ε)

∫ b

a

ψ2(s, ω; ε)ds.

Takinga andb close enough tos0, it is possible to make the difference of arguments

arg ∂ζF (ω, ε+ ζδ1χa,b)− arg

(
ω2

c2ψ(l, ω; ε)
ψ2(s0, ω; ε)

)

arbitrary small (after possible correction on a multiple of2π). Combining this with (6.2), one can
see that

θ0 ≤ arg

(
ω2

c2ψ(l, ω; ε)
ψ2(s0, ω; ε)

)
≤ θ0 + π.

Similarly, if ε(s0) = ε2, then there exista and b arbitrary close tos0 such that the direction
(−1)δ1χa,b is admissible whenever0 ≤ δ1 ≤ ε2 − ε1. This yields

θ0 − π ≤ arg

(
ω2

c2ψ(l, ω; ε)
ψ2(s0, ω; ε)

)
≤ θ0.

Summarizing, we see that, for a local extremizer{ω, ε} with piece-wise continuousε, there
existsθ1 such thatε takes the valueε1 in the intervals whereθ1 < argψ2(s, ω; ε) < θ1 + π, and
takes the valueε2 in the intervals whereθ1−π < argψ2(s, ω; ε) < θ1 (here, the double inequalities
with multi-valuedarg function are assumed to be valid if they are valid for one of its values). The
values ofε at the finite set of points whereψ2(s) cross the linesarg z = θ1 andarg z = θ1 + π are
not important since these values do not influence QN eigenvalues ofε. The angleθ1 is related to
θ0 of (6.2) through

θ1 = θ0 − arg
ω2

c2ψ(l, ω; ε)
. (6.3)

Similar arguments also works for the caseReω < 0 (for instance, trough the use of the sym-
metry of QN eigenvalues w.r.t.iR) and for the caseReω = 0 (for this case some modifications are
needed, but considerations are simpler since the solutionψ is real-valued). Finally, note that the
assumption of piecewise continuity ofε can be dropped (that is,ε can be assumed only to be an
admissibleL∞-function). This can be done if instead of small intervalsa < s < b, one considers
sets of small measure and small diameter. Corresponding modifications require a number of purely
technical details, which a concerned reader can recover without difficulties using [9].

It is convenient to write the obtained result in terms of a nonlinear eigenvalue problem. Denote
by {Im z > 0} the (open) upper complex half-plane, which, by definition, consists of complex
numbersz with positive imaginary part. Similarly the half-plane{Im z < 0} consists of numbers
z such thatIm z < 0. Letχ

Im z>0
(ζ) = 1 whenIm ζ > 0, andχ

Im z>0
(ζ) = 0 whenIm ζ ≤ 0.

12
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Theorem 5. Assume that{ω, ε} is a local extremizer (i.e., minimizer or maximizer) of the de-
cay rate for an admissible frequencyα = Reω. Then the boundary value problem (2.3) for the
nonlinear equation

E ′′ = −ω
2

c2
E
[
ε1 + (ε2 − ε1)χIm z>0

(E2)
]

(6.4)

has a nontrivial solutionE(s) satisfying

ε(s) = ε1 + (ε2 − ε1)χIm z>0
(E2(s)) (almost everywhere) on0 < s < l. (6.5)

Let us show this for the caseReω > 0. Multiplying the solutionψ to a constantei(π−θ1)/2

with θ1 from (6.3), one gets another solutionE(s) = ei(π−θ1)/2ψ(s, ω; ε) to the linear equation
E ′′ = −ω2

c2
εE. This solution additionally satisfies (2.3) and has the property thatE2 takes values

in {Im z < 0} whenε(s) equalsε1, and takes values in{Im z > 0} whenε(s) = ε2 (after a
possible correction ofε at a finite number of points). Soε andE are additionally connected by
(6.5) and, therefore,E is a solution to (6.4). Modifications of this proof for the casesReω < 0
andReω = 0 are similar to that of [9].

Note that ify(s) is a solution to the equation

E ′′ = −z
2

c2
E
[
ε1 + (ε2 − ε1)χIm z>0

(E2)
]
, (6.6)

thenCy(s) is so for eachpositiveconstantC. This implies that any nontrivial solutiony to (6.6)
satisfyingy(0) = 0 may be written in the formy(s) = CΨ(s; z, θ) with a positive constantC and
a functionΨ(s; z, θ) defined by

∂2sΨ = −z
2

c2
Ψ

[
ε1 + (ε2 − ε1)χIm z>0

(Ψ2)
]
, Ψ(0; z, θ) = 0, ∂sΨ(0; z, θ) = eiθ,

wherez is a complex number andθ is a number in the interval−π < θ ≤ π. It is easy to see that,
for the initial dataE(0), E ′(0) such thatE(0) = 0 andE ′(0) 6= 0, equation (6.6) has a unique
solution, and soΨ is well-defined.

For−π < θ ≤ π and a complex numberz, define the function

W (z, θ) = iz

√
ε∞
c

Ψ(l; z, θ)− ∂sΨ(l; z, θ).

One can see that the nonlinear eigenvalue problem (6.4), (2.3) has a nontrivial solution exactly for
those numbersω that satisfy

W (ω, θ) = 0 for at least oneθ. (6.7)

Let (6.7) be valid with a certainθ. Theny(s) = Ψ(s;ω, θ) is a solution to the original linear
eigenvalue problem (2.2), (2.3) with admissibleε(s) = ε1 + (ε2 − ε1)χIm z>0

(y2), andω is a QN
eigenvalue ofε. Thus,ω is an admissible QN eigenvalue. This, Theorem 5, and the definitions of
optimal cavities and QN eigenvalues (see Sect.3.2) yield our main result.
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Theorem 6. The minimal decay rateβmin(α) for an admissible frequencyα equals to the minimal
real numberβ having the property thatW (α − iβ, θ) = 0 for at least oneθ in the range−π <
θ ≤ π.

Moreover, letω = α − iβmin(α) be the corresponding optimal QN eigenvalue. Then for anyθ
such thatW (ω, θ) = 0, the cavity defined by

ε(s) = ε1 + (ε2 − ε1)χIm z>0

(
Ψ2(s;ω, θ)

)
(6.8)

is optimal for the frequencyα. And vice versa, for each cavityε optimal forα , there existsθ such
that (6.8) holds.

7 Conclusions

The paper is concerned with QN eigenvalues of 1-D leaking optical cavities. The cavities are
described by dielectric permittivity functionε which depends on one variablex3 and is assumed
to take values in a fixed rangeε1 ≤ ε(x3) ≤ ε2. Cavities satisfying this restriction are called
admissible.

We study analytically cavities that produce QN eigenvaluesω with a given frequencyReω = α
and locally extremal (locally maximal or minimal) for this frequency decay rateβ = − Imω. We
show that cavities with such locally extremal properties are 1-D photonic crystals consisting of
alternating layers of two materials with two extreme allowed dielectric permittivitiesε1 andε2.
This explains effects observed in numerical experiments for very kindred (but slightly different)
optimization problems [8, 5]. To find thicknesses of the layers in extremal cavities, we derive
a nonlinear eigenvalue problem for their QN modes. It occursthat x3 coordinates of interface
planes between the layers are tied to rotation in the complexplane (i.e., to thearg-function) of the
corresponding extremal QN mode.

For each admissible frequencyα there exist a cavity that creates a QN eigenvalue with minimal
possible decay rate. In the paper, this QN eigenvalue is called optimal for the frequencyα. We
show that such optimal QN eigenvalues can be easily found viazeroes of a functionW , which
is constructed by solutions of the above mentioned nonlinear equation and depends only on two
variables. This effectively excludes the unknown optimal dielectric permittivityε from the process
of calculation of an optimal QN eigenvalue. After calculation of an optimal QN eigenvalue and
corresponding QN modes, optimal dielectric permittivity functions can be easily recovered from
their connection with optimal QN modes.
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