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The Poynting vector field singularities: Effects of symmetry and its violation
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The phenomenological theory revealing the generic effects of the problem symmetry, its violation,
and energy conservation law on the singularities of the Poynting vector field is presented. The
bifurcation scenario of their formation (annihilation) under variations of the problem parameters is
elucidated. The results describe the singularities in scattering a linearly polarized plane electromag-
netic wave. However, they are valid for any configuration of the incident beam at its scattering by a
subwavelength particle. The author shows that topological changes in the pattern of the Poynting
vector field occur through a finite number of pitchfork bifurcations. It means that the patterns are
topologically stable under variations of the problem parameter(s) that lie between the bifurcation
values. The latter ensures that the discussed topological properties of the problem are robust to
weak symmetry violation, which is inevitable in any actual experiment. The general consideration
is illustrated by a detailed study of singularities in scattering by an infinite right circular germa-
nium cylinder. The results open the possibility of fitting and controlling radiation patterns on
subwavelength scales important for various nanotechnologies.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The fundamental role of singularities in determining
the topological properties of any field is well-known.
For this reason, they attract the close attention of re-
searchers. In the case of electromagnetic fields, remark-
able achievements in the study of singularities and their
applications are presented in numerous publications; see,
e.g., [1–10] and reference therein.

The electromagnetic field singularities may be related
to those in the fields E (electric), H (magnetic), and S
(the Poynting vector). Though all these fields are inter-
connected, each has its own peculiarities, and the corre-
sponding singularities should be discussed individually.

The topology of the Poynting vector field is not only
of purely academic interest but also essential for many
applications. The point is that this field and its di-
vergence describe electromagnetic energy flow and en-
ergy release due to dissipation, respectively. Knowledge
of the details of these processes and the ability to con-
trol and tailor the field pattern on subwavelength scales
opens the door to breakthroughs in various nanotech-
nologies. Specifically, in biology and medicine, it enables
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nanosurgery [11] and opens new perspectives for study-
ing chromosomes [12]. Nanostructuring and nanomelting
by laser pulses can produce metasurfaces with desired
properties [13]; precise control of electromagnetic energy
density at subwavelength scales is fundamental in devel-
oping nanoscale optoelectronic devices [14]. Singularities
of the Poynting vector field affect the angular momentum
application point. It can be used to develop a new type
of optical traps [15]. A tailored field pattern in the sub-
wavelength range can considerably improve the accuracy
and sensitivity of the study of individual nanoparticles
and molecules [16]. Spatially inhomogeneous field distri-
bution is required for various versions of optical tweez-
ers [17], nanoradars [18], etc. The list can be easily ex-
tended; see, e.g., Handbook [19]

On the other hand, direct experimental measurements
of the electromagnetic field at subwavelength scales are
challenging [20], especially if one has to measure the field
inside a solid body. In this case, information obtained
from a theoretical inspection of the singularities may help
significantly.

The Poynting vector field lines and their singularities
are the subjects of many publications, starting from the
pioneer paper by Bohren [21]; see, e.g., Refs. [1, 2, 4, 5,
22–27]. In particular, work [8] presents a detailed classi-
fication of the Poynting vector field singularities.

However, most studies relate to examining features
of complex configuration fields. Many interesting, sig-
nificant, and often unexpected results have been ob-
tained. They include the singularities of nonparax-
ial Bessel beams [28]; singularities in superoscillating
fields [29]; singularities due to interference with toroidal
modes [30]; the appearance of a reverse (relative to the
incident wave) energy flow near the axis of the sharply fo-
cused vortex beam [31], etc. As a rule, the theoretical de-
scription of these features implies cumbersome computa-

ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

08
53

4v
4 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
op

tic
s]

  1
6 

Ja
n 

20
24

https://doi.org/10.1002/lpor.202300512
mailto:\protect \unhbox \voidb@x \hbox {E-mail: mitribel_at_gmail.com (replace ``_at_" by @)} 
https://polly.phys.msu.ru/en/labs/Tribelsky/


2

tions involving such concepts as topological charges [32],
geometric phases of Pancharatnam–Berry [33, 34], etc.

Meanwhile, the fields E, H, and S satisfy Maxwell’s
equations and the energy conservation law, respectively.
Though everybody knows it, the fact that these condi-
tions impose certain constraints on the features of the
singular points has not been either noticed or given suf-
ficient attention. As a result, even in the most straight-
forward cases of scattering of a linearly polarized plane
electromagnetic wave, some important generic properties
of the singularities have not yet been revealed.

In our previous publications, we discuss some of them
related to the effects of the spatial dimension [35] and
dissipative properties of the scatterer [36] on the features
of a single, separated singularity. The consideration is
restricted by the highly symmetric light scattering prob-
lems by a sphere and infinite right circular cylinder. For
the latter, only pure TE and TM polarizations have been
discussed.

In the meantime, the questions are: “How do these
singularities come into being (disappear) under variations
of the problem parameters?” and “What laws govern and
control these phenomena?” To answer them, one should
uncover the bifurcation scenarios. Despite the apparent
importance of these questions, the corresponding study
has never been done.

Moreover, in actual experimental cases, symmetry is
always violated. Then, the questions: “How does sym-
metry violation affect the properties of the Poynting vec-
tor field singularities?” and “How robust is the topologi-
cal structure of the singularities to symmetry violation?”
arise.

In the present paper, we try to answer all these ques-
tions. We show that the symmetry violation produces
qualitatively new effects: The field line pattern becomes
essentially three-dimensional, and most singular points
turn regular. In these cases, entities, which we call
false singular points may come into being. These points
are singular in two-dimensional projections of the field
lines but regular in the three-dimensional space. Simi-
lar “false” singularities are often encountered in various
optical problems, for example, in the theory of paraxial
beams [37, 38]. The difference between the mentioned
“conventional” false singularities and the ones discussed
in the present paper is that while for the former, the
direction of the non-zero Poynting vector component is
determined by the beam symmetry, in our case, the scat-
terer symmetry plays this role; see below. We classify
the types of bifurcations related to the creation (annihila-
tion) of singular points (both true and false) and develop
a phenomenological theory of the bifurcation phenomena.

We illustrate the general discussion with a detailed
study of light scattering by an infinite right circular cylin-
der. We consider the normal incidence and an arbi-
trary orientation of the incident wave polarization plane
against the cylinder axis. This problem formulation is a
simple and analytically tractable example of the generic
case of a system with several symmetry groups when a

part of them is violated in a controllable manner while
the others remain unperturbed. Specifically, variations
of the angle α between the vector E of the incident wave
and the cylinder axis make it possible to observe a smooth
violation of the mirror symmetry against the cylinder’s
normal cross section plane. At α = 0 and α = 90◦ we
have the highly symmetric pure TM or TE polarizations,
respectively. Departures of α from these two extreme val-
ues give rise to a mixed TM–TE case with violated mirror
symmetry. The violation range smoothly increases with
an increase in the departure, achieving the maximal value
at α = 45◦. In contrast, translation symmetry along the
cylinder axis remains valid at any value of α.

To verify the universality of the obtained bifurcation
features, we also inspect bifurcations initiated by the
change of the cylinder radius for the pure TM polar-
ization of the incident wave. Comparing the two cases
(the fixed radius and variable orientation of the polariza-
tion plane vs. pure TM polarization and variable radius)
confirms the results’ generic nature.

We perform the calculations using the corresponding
exact problem solutions in all specific examples illustrat-
ing the general discussion. This approach makes it possi-
ble to readily keep the accuracy of the calculations suffi-
cient to resolve the finest details of the phenomena under
consideration.

Finally, we must emphasize an essential feature of the
singularities discussed in the present work that distin-
guishes them from most publications in the field. While
the developed phenomenological approach is quite gen-
eral and can be applied to any singularity, the main chal-
lenge for the above-mentioned nanotechnological applica-
tions is to generate a field pattern in the subwavelength
range. In conventional wave optics, the minimum spatial
scale for a field pattern is the wavelength order of mag-
nitude. Thus, wave optics cannot help to accomplish the
task. On the other hand, when a subwavelength particle
scatters light, the particle’s size determines the charac-
teristic scale of the field pattern in the particle and its
vicinity. In this region, we can always consider the inci-
dent wave of any configuration to be locally plane and the
singularities to arise spontaneously since a plane wave is
spatially homogeneous and cannot enforce any singulari-
ties. Therefore, singularities at a subwavelength particle
light scattering are a convenient (and, perhaps, the only)
tool to tailor and control field patterns with subwave-
length spatial scales. Because of that, the light scatter-
ing by a subwavelength cylinder discussed in this paper
is more significant than just an example illustrating the
phenomenology.

The paper has the following structure. In Section 2, we
give the problem formulation and introduce our method
to attack it. In Section 3, we reveal the symmetry of
the fields E, H, and S at light scattering by a cylinder,
under the conditions specified above. In Section 4, we
discuss the general features of the Poynting vector field
lines (streamlines) and singularities. Section 5 is the key
one: there, we develop a phenomenological theory of the
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FIG. 1. Mutual orientations of the cylinder, the coordinate
system, and the vectors k, E, and H of the incident wave; α
is the angle between the z-axis and vector E equal to the one
between the y-axis and vector H.

Poynting vector field singularities and inspect how the
symmetry and energy conservation law affect them. In
Section 6, we present specific examples of light scattering
by a germanium cylinder, illustrating the developed phe-
nomenology. In Section 7, we briefly formulate the main
results of the study.

2. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND METHOD

We consider an infinite right circular cylinder with
a complex permittivity ε = ε′ + iε′′ and permeability
µ = 1 (which is common in the optical frequency range)
in a vacuum, irradiated by a linearly polarized plane
monochromatic electromagnetic wave. The temporal de-
pendence of the electric and magnetic fields is selected
in the form exp(−iωt), so that in what follows E and
H stand for the corresponding complex amplitudes. We
suppose ε′′ ≥ 0, i.e., we do not discuss a scatterer with a
population inversion, though the obtained results can be
readily generalized to this case by the formal sign change
of ε′′. For the sake of simplicity, we consider only the nor-
mal incidence. We choose the conventional orientation of
the coordinate system, whose z-axis coincides with the
axis of the cylinder and the wave vector k of the incident
wave is antiparallel to the x-axis [39]. The mutual orien-
tations of the cylinder, the coordinate frame, and the vec-
tors k, E, and H in the incident wave are shown in Fig. 1.
In this case, the incident wave fields E andH have the fol-
lowing components in the Cartesian coordinate system:
E = E0(0, sinα, cosα); H = H0(0, cosα,− sinα);
We discuss the conventional real Poynting vector,

whose definition (in Gaussian units) is

S =
c

16π
(E∗×H+E×H∗), (1)

where the asterisk stands for the complex conjugation.
However, sometimes the complex Poynting vector

Ŝ = c
16πE

∗×H is also meaningful. Its imaginary part

characterizes the alternating flow of the so-called “stored
energy” [40]. This imaginary part plays an important role
in some problems of light-matter interaction [41–47]. In
most cases discussed below, the generalization of the ob-
tained results to the complex Ŝ is quite straightforward.
In the theoretical description of the problem, the field

outside the scattering object is usually presented as the
sum of the incident wave field and the one scattered by
the object. To avoid misunderstandings, we emphasize
that anywhere in the present paper, the fields E and H
in Eq. (1) mean the full fields equal to the indicated sum.
To make the results invariant against the specific choice

of the system of units (Gaussian, SI, etc.), we normalize
E, H, S, and radius vector r on the corresponding val-
ues in the incident wave and the radius of the cylinder’s
normal cross section (R), respectively. In what follows,
we employ only these dimensionless quantities. We keep
for them the same notations since it cannot give rise to
confusion.
All specific examples are based on the exact solution

of the problem. This solution exists at an arbitrary ori-
entation of the vector k and polarization plane against
the cylinder axis. However, in the general case, it is very
cumbersome [39]. Therefore, for the problem in ques-
tion, it is more convenient, employing its linearity, to
present the incident wave fields Einc and Hinc as a sum
of the fields of the pure TM- and TE-polarized waves,
namely Einc = ETM

inc +ETE

inc; Hinc = HTM

inc +HTE

inc and use
the more simple exact solutions for the pure TM and TE
polarizations [39]. Here the vectors ETM,TE

inc and HTM,TE

inc
have the following components in the Cartesian coordi-
nate system; see Fig. 1:

ETM

inc = (0, 0, cosα), HTM

inc = (0, cosα, 0), (2)

and

ETE

inc = (0, sinα, 0), HTE

inc = (0, 0,− sinα). (3)

Then, the fields E and H, both outside and inside the
cylinder, are equal to the sum of those given by the solu-
tions for the pure TM- and TE-polarized incident waves,
whose amplitudes are defined above. Next, knowing the
fields E and H, we calculate S according to Eq. (1).

3. SYMMETRY

For the pure TM or TE polarizations, the problem is
symmetric against the transformation z → −z. Accord-
ingly, the plane z = 0 is invariant for the Poynting vec-
tor field lines. An oblique orientation of the polarization
plane with respect to the z-axis breaks this symmetry,
even if the vector k still remains perpendicular to the
z-axis. As a result, the plane z = 0 is not invariant
anymore: generally speaking, for the points belonging
to this plane, the z-component of the Poynting vector
(Sz) does not vanish; see also the last paragraph of this
section. However, the problem still possesses the trans-
lational symmetry along the z-axis. It means, that the
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FIG. 2. Unit vectors er and eφ for an arbitrary angle ϕ.

fields E, H, and S depend on the two spatial variables x
and y solely.
To understand more subtle properties of the symmetry,

note that owing to the linearity of the problem, different
components of fields E and H are coupled only through
the boundary conditions at the surface of the cylinder.
These conditions stipulate the continuity of the tangen-
tial components of the fields. How does it affect the scat-
tered fields outside the cylinder and the ones inside it
for the pure TM- or TE-polarized incident wave? Con-
sider, for definiteness, the pure TM case. Selecting the
unit vector ez as one of the two independent tangential
vectors to the cylinder surface and taking the tangential
unit vector belonging to the xy plane as the other (ac-
tually, this is vector eφ of the corresponding cylindrical
coordinate system; see Fig. 2), we obtain that ETM

inc is
tangential to the cylinder surface at any point and does
not have any projection onto eφ. Therefore, the x and y
components of the corresponding scattered field and the
field within the cylinder are not coupled to the incident
wave field, i.e., they are not excited. Thus, for all these
fields, only z-component does not vanish.

In contrast, HTM

inc does not have any projection onto
ez but at any x ̸= 0 has non-zero projections onto eφ,
while eφ itself has non-zero x- and y-components (see
Fig. 2). Accordingly, only x- and y-components of H are
excited in this case. The conclusion is that for the pure
TM-polarized incident wave both the scattered electro-
magnetic field and the one inside the cylinder occur the
TM polarized too. Obviously, the analogous conclusion
is valid for the pure TE polarization of the incident wave.

Then, the solution of Maxwell’s equations for the given
problem should be as follows:

E = (ETE

x , ETE

y , ETM

z ), H = (HTM

x , HTM

y , HTE

z ), (4)

where the superscripts TM and TE designate the so-
lutions for the corresponding pure-polarized incident

waves, whose amplitudes are given by Eqs. (2) and (3),
respectively. Importantly, all components of E and H
in Eq. (4) are functions of x and y and do not depend
on z. Is there any additional symmetry in this coordinate
dependence?
According to the made problem formulation, the in-

cident wave propagates against the x-axis. It violates
the x → −x symmetry. What is about the symme-
try against the y → −y transformation? To answer
the question, note that in the cylindrical coordinate
system, the transformation y → −y is equivalent to
φ → −φ; see Fig. 2. This transformation does not
affect the y-component of the eφ equal to cosφ and
changes the sign of (eφ)x = sinφ to the opposite; see
Fig. 2. Accordingly, for the pure TM or TE polarizations
both, the y-components of the fields E and H (if any)
should be invariant against this transformation, while
their x-components should change the signs. Regard-
ing the z-components, the transformation does not act
on them. Applying this rule to Eq. (4) we obtain

(ETE

x (x, y), ETE

y (x, y), ETM

z (x, y)) =

(−ETE

x (x,−y), ETE

y (x,−y), ETM

z (x,−y)), (5)

(HTM

x (x, y), HTM

y (x, y), HTE

z (x, y)) =

(−HTM

x (x,−y), HTM

y (x,−y), HTE

z (x,−y)). (6)

Finally, according to Eq. (1), it gives rise to the follow-
ing rules for the Poynting vector components:

(Sx(x, y), Sy(x, y), Sz(x, y)) =

(Sx(x,−y),−Sy(x,−y),−Sz(x,−y)). (7)

Identities (5)–(7) also may be verified constructively
based on the explicit form of the exact solution of the
problem in question.

Note that the obtained results are in full agreement
with the conclusions presented at the beginning of this
section based on the problem symmetry. Indeed, recall
that, according to Eq. (1), vector S is perpendicular to
both E and H. On the other hand, as it follows from
Eq. (4), for the pure TM polarization of the incident
wave, vector E of the solution of Maxwell’s equations
is always parallel to the z-axis. The same is true for
the pure TE polarization for vector H. Then, in both
these cases, the z-component of vector S must equal zero
identically. In contrast, for an oblique orientation of the
polarization plane, Sz may vanish only at certain specific
values of x and y. These points with Sz = 0 will be
important for the subsequent analysis.

4. STREAMLINES, TRUE AND FALSE
SINGULARITIES

The pattern of the Poynting vector streamlines deter-
mines the topological structure of this field. By def-
inition, at any regular field point, the Poynting vec-
tor is tangential to the streamline passing through this
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point. Then, it is convenient to represent the stream-
lines in a parametric form, considering them as “tra-
jectories” of points moving in a three-dimensional (3D)
space: r = r(t). In this case, the “velocity”, dr/dt is
tangential to the corresponding trajectory, i.e., parallel
to S at the same point of it. It means that the vector
dr/dt is proportional to S(r). We should stress that t
here is just a parameter. It is not the actual time, and
dr/dt is not the actual velocity describing the propaga-
tion of the electromagnetic energy along the streamlines:
multiplication of t by any constant does not change the
streamline shape. Therefore, the proper choice of this
constant always makes it possible to convert to unity
the proportionality coefficient between dr/dt and S(r).
Then, eventually, the equation determining the stream-
lines takes the form

dr

dt
= S(r). (8)

Now we have to make an important comment. It has
been stressed above that for the problem in question, the
Poynting vector field does not depend on z. However, it
is not the case for the streamlines. Indeed, consider an
arbitrary regular point belonging to an arbitrary stream-
line. Generally speaking, at this point Sx ̸= Sy ̸= Sz ̸= 0.
Then, as it follows from Eq. (8), for the streamline emerg-
ing from this point, the dependence on “time” t of each of
the three spatial coordinates is individual. This gives rise
to a substantially three-dimensional shape of the given
line near this point. Since the point is arbitrary, it is
true for the streamline as a whole. The independence
S of z means only that any translation of a given 3D
streamline along the z-axis transforms it to the identical
streamline, which is 3D too.

As mentioned above, the types and positions of sin-
gular points of Eq. (8) determine the global topological
structure of the field S(r). Therefore, these points are
of special interest to us. According to the general rules,
the singularities are located at the points of intersections
of the three null isoclines: Sx,y,z = 0. However, for the
problem under consideration, the field S depends only on
x and y and does not depend on z. In this case we have
three equations Sx,y,z(x, y) = 0 for two variables x and
y. This problem is over-determined and does not have
any solution. The only exception is the case when the
condition Sw = 0 holds identically owing to the problem
symmetry. Here w denotes any of the coordinates x, y, z.
As pointed out above, we do have such a case for the

pure TM or TE polarization when Sz ≡ 0 at any x and y.
What is about an oblique orientation of the polarization
plane? In this case, we have a singled out plane y = 0.
Indeed, according to Eq. (7), Sy(x, y) = −Sy(x,−y) and
Sz(x, y) = −Sz(x,−y). Then, Sy(x, 0) = Sz(x, 0) = 0,
and for all points belonging to the plane y = 0 the equa-
tions Sx,y,z = 0 transforms into the single equation
Sx(x, 0) = 0. Its roots, xsin (if any), give the position
of singularities. The conclusion is that, for the problem
in question, the only true singularities may be observed

either for the pure TM- or TE-polarized incident wave or
(at an oblique polarization plane orientation) must be-
long to the plane y = 0.
Now recall that the field S is z-independent. It means

that, if at a singular point S(xsin, ysin) = 0, this condition
holds at any value of z. Therefore, in all cases, instead of
singular points we have continuous straight singular lines
parallel to the z-axis. Moreover, the invariance of the
problem against any translation along the z-axis makes
one of the roots of the characteristic equation for these
singularities identically equal to zero.
In addition to the discussed true singularities, there are

the ones that we call “false.” The point is that we can
consider projections of the actual 3D streamlines onto
the xy plane. These projections also play an essential
role in understanding the S-field topological structure.
The streamline pattern in these projections is described
by the two-dimensional (2D) version of Eq. (8), where
the vectors r and S have only x and y components.
The corresponding 2D pattern also may have singular-
ities whose coordinates are the solutions of the equations
Sx,y(x, y) = 0. However, we must remember that, as
shown above, if the y coordinate of these points is not
equal to zero, Sz does not vanish there. Thus, in 3D,
these points remain regular.
To illustrate this general discussion, we present an ex-

ample of the true and false singular points; see Fig. 3.
The figure corresponds to the irradiation of a right cir-
cular cylinder with the permittivity ε = 17.775 + 0.024i.
It is the permittivity of germanium at λ = 1590 nm [48];
α = 45.403◦, the size parameter kR = 1.62. Note the
sharp drop of |S| in the vicinity of the x-axis owing to
the vanishing of Sy,z at y = 0.

5. PHENOMENOLOGY

Here we elucidate how the problem symmetry affects
bifurcations in the Poynting vector field. To make the
consideration the most general, we develop a phenomeno-
logical approach, taking into account only the restrictions
imposed by the symmetry, spatial dimension, and energy
conservation law. We use the explicit form of the solution
only to illustrate the general results.
The main idea is to expand the field S(x, y) in powers

of the deviations of x and y from a certain singled-out
point (see below). Higher symmetry of the problem cor-
responds to a larger number of constraints. Therefore, in
what follows, we consider the most complicated cases of
a creation (annihilation) of singularities belonging to the
plane of the mirror symmetry, y = 0, when the number
of the constraints is maximal. To describe bifurcations
occurring in less symmetric points, one has to remove the
constraints which do not arise in these cases.
As shown above, for the problem in question, the only

true singularities are parallel to the z-axis straight lines
belonging to the plane y = 0. The other “singularities”
are false since, for them, Sz ̸= 0. However, if we consider
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FIG. 3. The Poynting vector field within a germanium circular cylinder; α = 45.403◦. The spatial coordinates are normalized
on the cylinder radius R. (a) 2D projection of the streamline pattern exhibits three singularities indicated as black dots: two
saddles (r1,2) lying on the x-axis and a stable focus (r3) which does not belong to this axis. While the saddles are the true
singularities, the focus is not. It is seen in (b) showing a 3D image of the separatrix emerging from saddle r1 and winding
around the vertical straight line (dashed), whose projection onto the xy-plane corresponds to r3. See text for details. Pay
attention to the difference in the scales of the axes.

the projection of the streamlines onto the plane z = 0
for the corresponding 2D pattern, the false singularities
transform into true 2D singular points. We discuss the
creation (annihilation) of singular points of this 2D pat-
tern occurring in the x-axis or close to it.
Let α be a control parameter whose smooth variations

determine the topological structure of the pattern. In the
preceding sections, it was the angle between the vector E
of the incident wave and the z-axis. However, it could be
any other quantity, e.g., the size parameter, the real, as
well as the imaginary part of permittivity, etc. Its specific
definition is not essential for the developed approach. It
is important only that there exists a bifurcation value of
this parameter αc at which two singularities merge and
disappear or are born and separate.

We are interested in the values of α in the vicinity of αc.
In this case, it is convenient to introduce the normalized
control parameter

η = ±α− αc

αc
, (9)

where the sign in Eq. (9) is selected in such a way that
the singularities exist for positive values of η.
For the reduced 2D problem, the coordinates of sin-

gular points are the solutions of the set of equations
Sx(x, y) = 0 and Sy(x, y) = 0. In a generic case,
Sx,y(x, y) are smooth, differentiable functions. Then, the
condition Sx(x, y) = Sx(x,−y), see Eq. (7), gives rise to
the equality ∂Sx/∂y = 0 at y = 0.

Next, as shown above, Sy(x, 0) = 0. Since the singu-
larities are the intersection points of two null isoclines,
close to the bifurcation “moment” the line Sx(x, y) = 0
intersects the x-axis (the other null isocline) in two points
situated close to each other. That is to say, the functions
Sx(x, 0) vanishes at two close points. Then, in between,
there is its extremum, where ∂Sx/∂x = 0. Thus, we have
obtained that, close to the bifurcation, there is a point on
the x-axis where ∂Sx/∂x = ∂Sx/∂y = 0. It is precisely
the point where the expansion of S(x, y) should be per-
formed. In the subsequent analysis, it is convenient to
introduce a local coordinate frame with the origin coin-
ciding with this point. The point itself may be either
an extremum of the function Sx(x, y) or its saddle point.
We discuss these two cases separately.

5.1. Extrema of Sx

The expansion of a smooth function about the point of
its extremum in the origin of the local coordinate frame
gives rise to the following generic expression for Sx(x, y):

Sx ≈ Sx0 +
1

2

[(
∂2Sx

∂x2

)
0

x2 +

(
∂2Sx

∂y2

)
0

y2
]
+

(
∂2Sx

∂x∂y

)
0

xy,

(10)
where the subscript “0” means that the correspond-
ing quantities are calculated at the origin of the lo-
cal coordinate frame. The quantities

(
∂2Sx/∂x

2
)
0
and
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∂2Sx/∂y

2
)
0
are negative, when Sx0 is a point of a local

maximum of Sx(x, 0), and positive, if it is a local mini-
mum. Note that since close to the point x = 0, there are
two points where Sx(x, 0) = 0, in the case of a local max-
imum, Sx0 > 0, while, in the case of a local minimum, it
is negative.

The case under consideration is not generic since
Sx(x, y) must satisfy the condition Sx(x, y) = Sx(x,−y).
It stipulates the vanishing of

(
∂2Sx/∂x∂y

)
0
. Eventually,

Sx ≈ ±
(
a20 − a2xxx

2 − a2yyy
2
)
, (11)

where the signs plus and minus correspond to the vicin-
ity of a local maximum and minimum of Sx(x, y), respec-
tively. Here

a20 ≡ |Sx0|, a2xx ≡ 1

2

∣∣∣∣(∂2Sx

∂x2

)
0

∣∣∣∣ , a2yy ≡ 1

2

∣∣∣∣(∂2Sx

∂y2

)
0

∣∣∣∣ ,
(12)

and all a’s are supposed to be non-negative. In this case,
the equation of the null isocline Sx(x, y) = 0 describes an
ellipse with diameters dx = 2a0/axx and dy = 2a0/ayy.

What is about the other null isocline, Sy(x, y) = 0?
Once again, we have to begin with the generic expansion
of a smooth function of x and y, taking into account all
terms up to the second order in small x and y and impos-
ing the constraints stipulated by the problem symmetry.
Note that, according to this constraint, Sy(x, 0) = 0 at
any x (see above), i.e., one of the branches of the null iso-
cline Sy(x, y) = 0 is the straight line y = 0 (the x-axis).
To satisfy this condition, all terms in the expansion of
Sy(x, y) must have y as a common factor. The most gen-
eral type of this expression is

Sy ≈ y

[(
∂Sy

∂y

)
0

+

(
∂2Sx

∂x∂y

)
0

x+
1

2

(
∂2Sx

∂y2

)
0

y

]
(13)

However, we have another constraint: Sy(x, y) =
−Sy(x,−y). It requires the vanishing of

(
∂2Sx/∂y

2
)
0
in

the above expression. Finally, we obtain

Sy ≈ y(by + xbxy), (14)

where the meaning of by,xy follows from the comparison
of Eq. (14) with Eq. (13). Then, according to Eq. (14)
the null isocline Sy = 0 consists of the two perpendicular
straight lines: y = 0 and x = −by/bxy. In this case the
null isoclines Sx,y = 0 have four intersection points with
the coordinates

r1,2 =

(
± a0
axx

, 0

)
, (15)

r3,4 =

(
− by
bxy

,±

√
a20b

2
xy − a2xxb

2
y

a2yyb
2
xy

)
, (16)

see Fig. 4
Importantly, all coefficients a and b in the above ex-

pressions depend on the normalized control parameter, η.

r2 r1
r3

r4

y

x

FIG. 4. Null isocline Sx = 0 (blue ellipse, solid line) and two
branches of null isocline Sy = 0 (red dashed lines). Singular
points r1,2,3,4 are marked with crosses. When the control
parameter η decreases, the ellipse contracts, while the dashed
vertical line remains at the same position. As a result, point
r1 moves along the x-axis toward the vertical branch of null
isocline Sy = 0, while points r3,4 move toward the x-axis.
Eventually, these three points merge. For the smaller values
of η only r1,2 remain. With a further decrease in η and the
corresponding contraction of the ellipse, r1,2 approach each
other and merge at η = 0. See text for details.

Moreover, at η = 0, two points r1,2 merge at the origin
of the coordinate frame (we remind that the origin is at
the point of the local extremum, which lies in between
r1,2). At this “moment,” the origin inherits the singular
nature of r1,2 and becomes a singular point of the S-field.
It means that S(0, 0) = 0 at η = 0. Then, expanding Sx0

in powers of small η, we obtain that the expansion of
a20 ≡ |Sx0| (not the one for a0(η)!) begins from a linear
in η term.
Regarding all other a’s and b’s, in a generic case, their

expansions begin with constants. Then, at small η tend-
ing to zero, the diameters of the ellipse in Fig. 4 contracts
as

√
η, see Eq. (12). At the same time, the vertical line

of the null isocline Sy = 0 remains practically fixed. If
so, at η → 0 the points r3,4 move toward r1 (or r2, de-
pending on the sign of −by/bxy); eventually, merge with
it and annihilate.
Thus, a decrease in η results in two sequential bifur-

cations corresponding to the fusion of the singularities.
The first bifurcation is 3 → 1 (coalescence of r3,4 with
either r1 or r2), the second is 2 → 0 (fusion of r1 and
r2).
However, this scenario has an exception, namely the

case by = 0. In this case, the points r3,4 are situated on
the y-axis. Then, instead of the two sequential bifurca-
tions, we have a single bifurcation of the type 4 → 0.
To unveil the physical grounds for vanishing by, we

have to recall the energy conservation law. For the prob-
lem under consideration, its differential form reads [49]:

divS = −q, (17)

where q is the power dissipated in unit of volume. In
our case, divS = ∂Sx/∂x + ∂Sy/∂y since ∂Sz/∂z = 0.
Then, according to Eqs. (11) and (14) we obtain that in
the given approximation

by +
(
bxy ∓ 2a2xx

)
x = −q. (18)
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In non-dissipative media q ≡ 0, i.e., the l.h.s. of
Eq. (18) must vanish identically. It results in the condi-
tions

by = 0, bxy = ±2a2xx. (19)

Thus, based just on the general requirements following
from the problem symmetry and energy conservation, we
have obtained that the sequence of the bifurcations 3 → 1
and 2 → 0 may take place in dissipative media only,
while non-dissipative ones may exhibit the degenerate
bifurcation 4 → 0 solely.
To understand the types of the fusing singular points

we have to consider the values of the Jacobian matrix of
the system of equations Sx,y(x, y) = 0 at every singular
point rn and find its eigenvalues, i.e., the roots κn of the
corresponding characteristic equation.

The degenerate non-dissipative case, when q = 0 and
constraint (19) is applicable, is more straightforward for
the analysis, so we begin with it. In this case, applying
the above procedure to Eqs. (11)–(16) gives rise to the
following expressions valid in the proximity of both local
maxima and minima of Sx(x, y):

κ±
1 = κ±

2 = ±2a0axx, κ±
3 = κ±

4 = ±2ia0axx, (20)

where the subscripts have the same meaning as those in
r1,2,3,4 (see Fig. 4). Thus, points r1,2 are saddles, while
r3,4 are centers.

Note, ri and κ±
i (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) all are scaled as

√
η

owing to Eqs. (15), (16), (19), (20), and the mentioned
above η-dependence of coefficients a’s, b’s. In other
words, here we have a typical pitchfork bifurcation.

Next, for the discussed 2D streamline pattern the con-
ditions stipulated by Eq. (7) mean that the pattern pos-
sesses a mirror symmetry with respect to the x-axis.
Then, the reflection against this axis transforms the sta-
ble and unstable separatrixes of the saddles r1,2 into
themselves. However, there are just two types of lines
remaining invariant for this transformation, namely the
x-axis itself and any line parallel to the y-axis. Thus,
for the saddles belonging to the x-axis, one of the sep-
aratrixes is the x-axis, while the other is normal to it.
Moreover, since a certain bunch of streamlines, emerg-
ing from the vicinity of one saddle along the unstable
direction, approaches the proximity of the other along
its stable direction, it means that if for one saddle the
separatrix parallel to the y-axis is unstable (the corre-
sponding κ is positive), for the other it is stable (κ < 0).
The same conclusion is valid for the separatrixes coin-
ciding with the x-axis. This result may also be verified
by directly calculating the eigenvectors at these singular
points.

What happens in dissipative media? To answer the
question, we have to discuss the explicit expression for
q in Eq. (17). Bearing in mind that, for the problem
under consideration, permeability µ ≡ 1, in the chosen
dimensionless variables one has

q = ε′′kR|E|2, (21)

where k = ω/c is the wavenumber of the incident wave
and c stands for the speed of light in a vacuum [36, 49].
Now recall that Eqs. (11), (14) for Sx and Sy are ap-

proximate: only the terms quadratic in both x and y
are taken into account. Accordingly, the accuracy of
divS, calculated based on these expressions, is up to lin-
ear terms in x and y. To maintain the same accuracy in
the expansion for q(x, y), we must drop all terms higher
than linear ones.
On the other hand, as it follows from Eq. (5),

Ex(x, 0) = 0. Then, the expansion of Ex(x, y) in powers
of small x and y begins with a linear term, and hence
|Ex|2 is quadratic in small y and should be dropped.
Next, the same Eq. (5) requires that ∂Ey/∂y =

∂Ez/∂y = 0 at y = 0. It means that linear in y terms
do not enter the expansions of Ey,z(x, y). Regarding the
quadratic terms, they should be neglected according to
the specified accuracy. Thus, eventually, we obtain

q ≈ ε′′kR
(
|Ey(0, 0)|2 + |Ez(0, 0)|2

)
= const > 0. (22)

In this case, to keep the equality in Eq. (18) valid at any
x we must change Eq. (19) to the following

by ≈ const < 0, bxy ≈ ±2a2xx. (23)

Note that the condition bxy ∓ 2a2xx ≈ 0 removes
the problem of the non-physical negativeness of q at
x < by/(2a

2
xx ∓ bxy), which otherwise would arise accord-

ing to Eq. (18).
In what follows, for definiteness, we consider the vicin-

ity of a local maximum of Sx(x, y), choosing the plus
sign on the r.h.s. of Eq. (11) (the vicinity of a local min-
imum is considered in the same manner). In this case,
bxy ≈ 2a2xx > 0 and the points r3,4 belong to the right
semiplane, as shown in Fig. 4.
Then, the same approach as that described above for

the non-dissipative case gives rise to the following results

κ+
1,2 = ±2a0axx + by, κ−

1,2 = ∓2a0axx, (24)

κ±
3 = κ±

4 =
(
by ±

√
5b2y − (4a0axx)2

)
/2. (25)

In Eq. (24), the upper and lower signs correspond
to r1 and r2, respectively. Note, as follows from
Eqs. (24)–(25), κ+

i + κ−
i = by; i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Consider the obtained eigenvalues. We remind that,
for the case under consideration, by < 0, while all other
a’s and b’s are nonnegative; and, for the approximation
made, the only coefficient depending on the control pa-
rameter η is a0 ∝ √

η. All other coefficients are supposed
to be constants. We will move from a certain initial pos-
itive value of η toward η = 0 so that a0(η) decreases
monotonically.
As for point r2, the change of η does not affect its type.

Indeed, according to Eq. (24), κ+
2 = −2a0axx + by < 0;

κ−
2 = 2a0axx > 0. These κ’s keep the same sign at any

value of a0(η) > 0, so the point r2 always is a saddle.
Regarding point r1, the eigenvalue κ−

1 = −2a0axx
remains a real negative quantity at any a0. In
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contrast, κ+
1 = 2a0axx + by changes its sign as

a0 decreases. As for eigenvalues κ3,4, characteriz-
ing singularities r3,4, they also change their type,
when a0 varies. Specifically, there are three crit-
ical values of a0(η), namely (i) a0 = −by

√
5/(4axx),

(ii) a0 = −by/(2axx) and (iii) a0 = 0. Let us discuss the
streamline pattern in the proximity of each of them.

5.1.1. Sx0 ≡ a2
0 > 5b2y/(4axx)2

Here the expression under the square root in Eq. (25)
is negative. Then, κ3,4 are complex quantities with the
same negative real part, i.e., the points r3,4 are stable
foci. Regarding κ+

1 , for these values of a0 it is positive,
so here the point r1 is a saddle.

5.1.2. Sx0 ≡ a2
0 = 5b2y/(4axx)2

Here the square root in Eq. (25) vanishes, κ±
3,4 become

real negative quantities, and foci r3,4 transform into sta-
ble nodes. As for singularity r1, at this value of a0 we
have κ+

1 = 2a0axx(1− 2/
√
5) > 0. Thus, r1 still is a sad-

dle.

5.1.3. 5b2y/(4axx)2 > Sx0 ≡ a2
0 > b2y/(2axx)2

Here we have κ±
3,4 < 0 so points r3,4 remain stable

nodes. Regarding, r1, the quantity κ+
1 is positive in this

domain, and the singularity type for r1 does not change:
it is a saddle.

5.1.4. Sx0 ≡ a2
0 = b2y/(2axx)2

At this value of a0 three points r1,3,4 merge;
see Eqs. (16), (23), and Fig. 4: κ+

1,3,4 = 0,

κ−
1,3,4 = −2a0axx < 0.

5.1.5. b2y/(2axx)2 > Sx0 ≡ a2
0 > 0

In this case points r3,4 disappear; see Fig. 4. Point r2
remains a saddle, while point r1 inherits the properties
of absorbed singularities r3,4 and becomes a stable node.

5.1.6. Sx0 ≡ a2
0 = 0

Here points r1,2 merge. At η < 0, there are no singu-
larities in the vicinity of the origin of the local coordinate
system.

It is convenient to introduce η1,2 so that

a0(η1) = −by
√
5

4axx
, a0(η2) = − by

2axx
, (26)

(we remind, by < 0) and the corresponding local control
parameters η̃n = (η − ηn)/ηn, (n = 1, 2). Then, expand-
ing a20(η) in powers of η, we obtain the following full
bifurcation picture.

5.1.7. Proximity of η = η1

The number of the singularities does not change. At
η̃1 > 0, points r3,4 are stable foci. At η̃1 → 0 from the
side of positive η̃1, the imaginary parts of κ±

3,4 tend to

zero as
√
η̃1. At η̃1 < 0, points r3,4 are stable nodes.

5.1.8. Proximity of η = η2

The stable nodes r3,4, existing at η̃2 > 0, merge with
point r1 and disappear. At vanishing η̃2, κ+

1,3,4 also
vanish as linear functions of η̃2. These linear functions
remain the same for both η̃2 > 0 and η̃2 < 0. In contrast,
the distances between r1,3,4 are meaningful only at η̃2 > 0
and vanish as

√
η̃2 at η̃2 → 0; see Eqs. (15), (16).

5.1.9. Proximity of η = 0

Stable node r1 merges with saddle r2 at η = 0 and
both annihilate. Before the annihilation κ−

1,2 have the
same modulus but opposite signs and vary as

√
η; see

Eq. (24). The distance between the two singularities also
obeys the same square root law; see Eq. (15). Note also
that κ−

2 > 0, see Eq. (24) and the corresponding unstable
separatrix of saddle r2 is directed to the stable node r1
along the x-axis.

5.2. Saddles of Sx

In the vicinity of a saddle point of the surface Sx(x, y),
the coefficients of x2 and y2 in Eq. (11) have opposite
signs, while Eq. (14) remains the same. However, this
seemingly minor change in the governing equations gives
rise to drastic changes in the bifurcation scenario. Let
us discuss it in detail. For definiteness, we suppose that
instead of Eq. (11) now we have

Sx ≈ Sx0 − a2xxx
2 + a2yyy

2, (27)

where, as before, axx,yy > 0, however, now the sign of
Sx0 is not fixed. The case

Sx ≈ Sx0 + a2xxx
2 − a2yyy

2, (28)

is quite analogous and will not be discussed.
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y

x

3
2
1

x

y

r1r2

r3

r4

r3

r4

(a) (b)

3
2
1

3 2 1

3 2 1

FIG. 5. Null isoclines Sx(x, y) = 0 (solid) and Sy(x, y) = 0
(dashed) in the vicinity of a saddle point of the surface
Sx(x, y), at different values of Sx0. (a) Sx0 > 0; (b) Sx0 < 0.
In the discussed approximation, Sx0 changes do not affect the
branches of the null isocline Sy(x, y) = 0 but do the ones of
Sx(x, y) = 0. Numbers 1, 2, and 3 mark three typical posi-
tions of the latter at three different values of Sx0. An increase
in the numbers corresponds to growth in |Sx0|. See text for
details.

The transition of the expression for Sx(x, y) from
Eq. (11) to Eq. (27) does not affect Eq. (23): it keeps
the same form with by ≈ const < 0 and bxy ≈ 2axx > 0.
The null isocline Sy = 0 also does not change. However,
for the null isocline Sx = 0, instead of an ellipse, now we
have hyperbolas; see Fig. 5. It is convenient to discuss
cases Sx0 > 0 and Sx0 < 0 separately.

Sx0 ≡ a20 > 0. In this case, depending on the a0 value,
there are either only two singular points r1,2 on the
x-axis, or two more singularities r3,4 lying symmet-
rically above and below the x-axis, respectively; see
Fig. 5a. Their coordinates are given by the same
Eqs. (15), (16) after the formal replacement a2yy → −a2yy,

cf. Eqs (11), (27). The points r3,4 exist at a
2
xxb

2
y ≥ a20b

2
xy.

Sx0 ≡ −a20 < 0. In this case, only singularities r3,4 re-

main; see Fig. 5b. Their coordinates are given by Eq. (16)
after the replacement a2yy → −a2yy, a

2
0 → −a20.

Once again, we begin the analysis with the degenerate
non-dissipative case when by = 0 and the vertical branch
of the null isocline Sy = 0 coincides with the y-axis. In
this case, at positive Sx0, points r3,4 do not exist. Re-
garding points r1,2, the corresponding κ±

1,2 are given by

the same Eq. (20). Thus, these singular points are sad-
dles. As Sx0 decreases, the points r1,2 move toward the
origin of the coordinate frame. It is accompanied by a
decrease in |κ±

1,2|. At Sx0 = 0, r1,2 merge at the origin of

the coordinate system, and κ±
1,2 vanish.

A further decrease in Sx0 makes it negative, and two
new singular points r3,4 emerge from the origin and sep-
arate, symmetrically moving along the y-axis in opposite
directions.

Notably, in contrast to the cases discussed in the previ-
ous subsection, now these points are saddles, whose κ±

3,4

still equal to ±2a0axx (we remind that for Sx0 < 0 the

quantity a0 is defined as
√

|Sx0|).
Collecting all together, we can say that, in this case,

we always have two saddles situated either on the x- or
y-axis. Their κ± = ±2a0axx, and are scaled as

√
|η|. The

distance between the singularities also obeys the same
square root law.
This analysis shows that all equations derived in the

previous subsections may be applied to the present
case after the formal replacement a2yy → −a2yy, at

Sx0 ≥ 0, supplemented by the transformation a20 → −a20,
at Sx0 < 0. For this reason, we can proceed to the inspec-
tion of the general bifurcation picture for the dissipative
case (by ̸= 0) based on the results obtained in subsec-
tion 5.1 in the proximity of an extremum of Sx(x, y). It
is convenient to begin the discussion from positive values
of Sx0, gradually decreasing it.

5.2.1. Sx0 ≡ a2
0 > b2y/(2axx)2

In this case (curves 3 in Fig. 5a) only two singularities,
r1,2 exist. They lie on the x-axis symmetric against the
point x = 0, and their coordinates are given by Eq. (15).
As the control parameter varies, the distance between
these points changes as a0, i.e., as

√
η, where a0 = 0 at

η = 0. The eigenvalues of these singularities are given
by Eq. (24), which is not affected by the replacement
rules specified above since it does not contain ayy and the
sign of a0 remains the same as that in Eq. (24), because
Sx0 > 0. Then, we easily obtain that κ±

1,2 are purely

real in the discussed range of Sx0 values, and κ±
i have

opposite signs at a given i (i = 1, 2). That is to say, both
singularities are saddles.

5.2.2. Sx0 ≡ a2
0 = b2y/(2axx)2 > 0

At this value of Sx0 two more singular points, r3,4 begin
to detach from r1; see right curve 2 in Fig. 5a. The eigen-
values of the resulting degenerate singularity are κ+ = 0
and κ− = by < 0.

5.2.3. b2y/(2axx)2 > Sx0 ≡ a2
0 > 0

According to Eq. (24), we have κ+
1,2 < 0, κ−

1 < 0,

κ−
2 > 0. Thus, r1 is a stable node, while r2 is a sad-

dle. As for the new-born singularities, r3,4, their eigen-
values are given by Eq. (25), which also can be applied
without any modifications. For the case in question,
5b2y − 16a20a

2
xx > b2y > 0. Hence, κ±

3,4 are real quantities
with the opposite signs, i.e., the points r3,4 are sad-
dles. Their coordinates are given by Eq. (16), where a20
should be replace by −a20, supplemented by the condition
b2xy = 4a2xx; see Eq. (23).

As Sx0 decreases, the points r3,4 symmetrically diverge
from the x-axis along the vertical branch of null isocline
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Sy = 0, and the distance between them increases as√
b2y − (2a0axx)2/(ayyaxx); see Eqs. (16) and (23). In-

troducing η2, according to Eq. (26), and η̃ ≡ (η − η2)/η2
we obtain that in proximity of η = η2 this distance varies
as

√
η̃. In contrast, κ±

3,4 remain linear functions of η̃.

5.2.4. Sx0 = 0

At this value of Sx0, the two branches of null isocline
Sx(x, y) = 0 degenerate into the two straight lines: y =
±(axx/ayy)x intersecting with the horizontal branch of
null isocline Sy(x, y) = 0 at the origin of the coordinate
frame, and points r1,2 merge. According to Eq. (24),
the corresponding κ’s are as follows: κ+

1,2 = by < 0 and

κ−
1,2 = 0.

5.2.5. Sx0 ≡ a2
0 < 0

Only singular points r3,4 remain; see Fig. 5b. The cor-
responding eigenvalues equal each other and are κ±

3,4 =(
by ±

√
5b2y + 16a20a

2
xx

)
/2, cf. Eq. (25). Both terms

under the square root sign are positive, so these singu-
larities are saddles.

To conclude this section, note that in the vicinity
of an extremum of Sx(x, y), points r3,4 can be ei-
ther foci or nodes; see Sections 5.1.1 and 5.1.2–5.1.4.
This is not the case in the vicinity of its saddle.
It is explained by the fact that the eigenvalues κ3,4

could be complex at a20 > 5b2y/(4axx)
2; see Eq. (25).

On the other hand, these singularities exist, provided
a20 < b2y/(2axx)

2; see Eq. (16), supplemented with the re-

placements a2yy → −a2yy and b2xy → 4a4xx; see Eq. (23).
Then, since 1/4 < 5/16, κ3,4 remain purely real in the
entire range of the existence of these singularities. That
is to say, in the vicinity of a saddle point of Sx(x, y),
singular points r3,4 exist only as saddles.
Finally, note that the above analysis shows that the

topological structure of the Poynting vector pattern
changes only as a result of a finite number of bifurcations.
It means that between the points of the bifurcations, the
pattern is topologically stable against small variations of
the bifurcation parameter(s). The conclusion should be
valid for generalizing this discussion to any continuous
symmetry violation in the light scattering problem.

6. EXAMPLES

Here we present the results of calculations, illustrat-
ing the above general discussion, in the case of a ger-
manium right circular cylinder irradiated in a vacuum
by a monochromatic linearly polarized plane electro-
magnetic wave with λ = 1590 nm. According to

FIG. 6. Projection of streamlines onto the xy-plane. The spa-
tial coordinates are normalized on the cylinder radius R. (a)
Case 5.1.3; α = 45.404023◦. (b) Case 5.1.5; α = 45.40405◦.
See text for details.

Ref. [48], the permittivity of germanium is taken as fol-
lows: ε = 17.775 + 0.024i. In the vicinity of a local max-
imum of Sx(x, y), we consider an oblique orientation of
the polarization plane with respect to the cylinder axis.
Thus, in this case, the control parameter is the angle
α; see Fig. 1, while the radius of the cylinder’s nor-
mal cross section is fixed so that the size parameter
kR = 1.62. Note that at this value of the size param-
eter R/λ ≈ 0.258, i.e., the cylinder is a subwavelength
scatterer.

In contrast, to present the case of a saddle point of
Sx(x, y), we consider the pure TM orientation of the in-
cident wave, varying the radius of the cylinder’s normal
cross section so that, in this case, the size parameter is
the bifurcation one.
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FIG. 7. Projection of the streamlines onto the xy-plane. The
spatial coordinates are normalized on the cylinder radius R.
(a) Case 5.2.1; kR = 1.57311. (b) Case 5.2.3; kR = 1.573091.
(c) Case 5.2.5; kR = 1.573000. See text for details.

We must stress that the primary goal of the examples
discussed below is to verify the developed phenomenolog-
ical theory by comparing its predictions with the results
of exact solutions of the scattering problem with actual
values of permittivity for germanium. The mentioned
values of the problem parameters are convenient for this
goal since they make it possible to observe all discussed
bifurcations, while the exact solutions (considered as a
virtual experiment) easily allow to maintain any required
accuracy of calculations. Then, the smallness of the dif-
ferences between the obtained below bifurcation values of
the control parameter, often lying beyond the actual ex-
perimental resolution, should not disappoint the reader.
Regarding the possibility of obtaining actual experi-

mental evidence of the discussed phenomena, note that if
the experimental accuracy is insufficient to resolve several
sequential bifurcations individually, they are observed as
a single merged bifurcation. Such a merged bifurcation
also may be described by the developed phenomenology.
Finally, note that the closeness of the bifurcation val-

ues of the control parameters in the discussed examples is
not a generic feature of the problem. It is a peculiarity of
the germanium cylinder at the specified values of λ and
R, whose choice was explained above. This is not the
case for other materials, wavelengths, and radii. Then,
if one wishes to obtain experimental evidence of a given
bifurcation, the choice of the material, λ, and R, should
be done accordingly.
Let us proceed with discussing our “virtual experi-

ment” (the exact solution to the problem at the specified
values of the problem parameters). We have the following
cases:

6.1. The vicinity of a maximum of Sx(x, y)

The oblique orientation of the polarization plane
against the cylinder axis. The size parameter is fixed
and equal to 1.62.

• α = 45.403◦. This value of α corresponds to
case 5.1.1. The projection of streamlines onto the
xy-plane (the upper semiplane only) are shown in
Fig. 3(a).

• α = 45.404023◦. This case corresponds to Section
5.1.3. The stable foci r3,4 have transformed into
stable nodes; see Fig. 6(a).

• α = 45.40405◦. This is case 5.1.5: points r3,4 have
merged and annihilated, transferring their stable
node type to point r1, while point r2 remains a
saddle; see Fig. 6(b).

6.2. The vicinity of a saddle point of Sx(x, y)

The pure TM orientation of the incident wave. The
size parameter varies.
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• kR = 1.57311. This value of the size parameter
corresponds to case 5.2.1: only two singularities r1,2
exist. Both are saddles; see Fig. 7(a).

• kR = 1.573091. At this value of kR we have case
5.2.3: four singular points; r1 is a stable node, r2,3,4
are saddles; see Fig. 7(b).

• kR = 1.573000. Case 5.2.5: only r3,4 remains.
Both are saddles; see Fig. 7(c).

Regarding the dependence of various quantities on the
corresponding control parameters discussed in this sec-
tion, we have checked them in the proximity of both a
maximum of Sx and its saddle point. The calculations
show that all predicted scalings (see Sections 5.1.7–5.1.9,
5.2.1, and 5.2.3, and the discussion in the text) hold
within the employed numerical accuracy.

7. CONCLUSIONS

The obtained results have revealed the deep connec-
tion between the topological structure of the Poynting
vector field, the problem symmetry, and energy conser-
vation law. Specifically, in the scattering of a monochro-
matic linearly polarized plane wave by an infinite right
circular cylinder, a deviation of the orientation of the
polarization plane from the pure TE or TM configura-
tion makes the Poynting vector streamlines essentially
three-dimensional. In this case, while the projection of
the streamline pattern onto the plane of the cylinder’s
normal cross section may exhibit various types of singu-
larities, in the three-dimensional space, all of them, but
the ones belonging to the x-axis (see Fig. 1), are regular
points.

We have also shown that the bifurcation in the two-
dimensional projection of streamline patterns may be ex-
plained and classified within the framework of the devel-

oped phenomenological theory. The latter is based on
expanding the Poynting vector components in powers of
the deviations of the coordinates from the specific charac-
teristic points, supplemented by the constraints imposed
by the symmetry and energy conservation law. All pre-
dictions made by this phenomenological theory have been
illustrated and verified by analyzing the exact solution of
the scattering problem for a germanium cylinder.
We stress that the topological structure of the Poynt-

ing vector pattern changes only as a result of a finite num-
ber of bifurcations. It means that the discussed patterns
are topologically stable at variations of the problem pa-
rameter(s) lying in between the bifurcation values. The
conclusion should be valid for generalizing this discussion
to any continuous symmetry violation in the light scat-
tering problem. It ensures that the discussed topological
properties of the problem are robust to a weak symmetry
violation inevitable in any actual experiment.
The obtained results unravel essential features of the

electromagnetic energy circulation at light scattering by
particles (including nanoparticles). They shed new light
on this problem and open the door to developing new
nanotechnological approaches.
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