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Scattering problems are the classical tools for modeling of light-matter interaction. In this paper, we in-
vestigate the solution of the dipole scattering problem under different incident radiations. In particular,
we compare the two cases of incident plane and spherically incoming fields. With this comparison, we
disclose the two distinct groups of current-sourced and current-free scattered fields, which exhibit inde-
pendent dynamics and dissimilar effects of the scatterer. We demonstrate how these fields by interfering
each other make the resultant electric dipole moment of the scattered fields resonant and, thus, give rise
to all the spectral features observed in the classical solution for dipole scattering of light.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Classical scattering problems play a key part in our understand-
ing of light-matter interaction. Scattering by subwavelength
particles explains the blue color of the daytime sky and the
reddish color of the low Sun, as well as enables the qualita-
tive description of matter polarization at the atomic scale [1-
3]. Despite the wide use of scattering problems, their solu-
tions still keep a number of unanswered fundamental questions.
For instance, subwavelength particles are known to exhibit
frequency-selective effects such as strong extinction [3, 4] or
nonradiating anapole states [5, 6]. These effects are commonly
explained by the interference of the particle’s multipole cur-
rents induced by the incident fields [2, 7]. However, if we con-
sider the size-dependence of multipole current moments, we
can notice a contradiction in this explanation. For a sphere of
radius R smaller than the wavelength of incident light, the low-
est electric moment, the dipolar one, is proportional to R3 [5-7].
The higher-order electric moments have stronger dependence.
For instance, the next-to-dipolar moment, the toroidal one, is
proportional to R5 [5-7]. Thus, particles with small R naturally
possess dominant electric dipole and negligibly small higher-
order currents. From the one side, this size-dependence makes
any pronounced interference of current moments forbidden for
deeply subwavelength particles with R — 0. From the other
side, resonant effects of deeply subwavelength metal nanopar-
ticles with dominant electric dipole moments are highly pro-
nounced and include both nonradiating and super-radiating
states [8-11]. This suggests that the resonances observed in clas-

sical scattering problems are caused by processes different from
the interference of current multipoles. Those processes are ex-
pected to bring resonances to the level of a single electric dipole
moment without involving any higher-order currents. To ad-
dress this issue, we reconsider the classical quasi-static solution
of dipole scattering by including the radiative decay to the scat-
tered fields that allows us to look at the solution from a new
physically wider perspective. Finally, this help us clarify the
failure of the current moment decomposition for characteriza-
tion of the dipolar fields obtained in the classical problem of
light scattering.

2. DIPOLE SCATTERING

Let us consider the quasi-static regime of scattering [1-3] given
by Maxwell’s equations for a spherical particle of radius R and
dielectric permittivity ¢; embedded in a material of dielectric
permittivity €. If the particle is exposed to a harmonic incident
electric field Ejy, then the total electric field outside the particle,
E(r > R) = Eex, is given by the superposition of the incident
Einc and scattered Eg, fields:

Eext = Einc + Esca- 1)

For deeply subwavelength particles with k.R < 1, where k, =
27\/€./ A is the external medium wavenumber at the vacuum
wavelength A, the scattered field is dominated by the quasi-
static dipolar fields [1-3]. At small distances r compared to the
wavelength A, when k.r < 1 holds, the scattered field is given
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by

R3 .
Esca = AEOYT [er (2 + lfrad(r)) cos 0 +
eg(1 —ifrq(r))sinf] e ¢, )

where A is the scattered field amplitude (see Appendices A and
B for derivation) yet to be determined, Ej is the amplitude of
the incident field assumed to be z-polarized, w = 27tc/A is the
angular frequency of the incident field with ¢ being the speed
of light, (7,6, ¢) are the spherical coordinates, and e,, ey, ey are
the respective spherical unit vectors. In addition to the dipo-
lar decay, Esca o r3, prevailing in the scattered field, we also
account for the radiative decay given by small imaginary con-
tributions with f,,q(r) = (2/3)(ker)> < 1 being the leading
radiative terms in the full-wave solution of dipolar fields, as
shown in Appendix B. The dominance of the dipolar fields for
small spheres holds for the electric field excited inside the par-
ticle, E(r < R) = Ejpy, if |k;|R < 1 with k; = 271,/€;/A. In this
case, Ej; is given by the uniform z-polarized field:

Eint = BEo(ey cos — egsinf) e 1, 3)

where B is the internal field amplitude (see Appendix B for de-
tails). The unknown amplitudes A and B in Egs. (2) and (3) can
be determined by applying the boundary conditions consisting
of the continuity of (i) the normal component e, - egeE of the
electric displacement field, where the space-dependent permit-
tivity e is given by ¢; at ¥ < R and €, at r > R, and (ii) the
tangential components eg - E and ey - E of the electric field at
the sphere interface r = R.

As the fields scattered by small particles are dipolar by their
composition, they can be considered as the fields emitted by a
point electric dipole (see, e.g., Section 5.2 in Ref. [3] or Section
4.5 in Ref. [2]) with the effective dipole moment

Pefi = €z4mege, ARSEge 1 (@)

Being the scattered-field-based electric dipole moment, pegs pro-
vides complete description of the processes underlying light
scattering by small spheres [2, 3].

3. SCATTERING CURRENT APPROACH

An alternative to the effective dipole description is the scatter-
ing current approach [2, 7]. If the scattered field Egc, is defined
in the entire space, i.e. when E = Ej,. + Esca for both the inter-
nal and external domains, then Maxwell’s equations

V x H = —iwegeE, V X E =iwpgH, 5)

where E and H are the total electric and magnetic fields excited
at angular frequency w, can be split into

V XV X Ejpe — wzﬂoeoseEinc =0, (6)
V X'V X Esca — ‘UzﬂoeoseEsca = iwpo]Jsca, (7)

with the current density
Jsca = —iweg(e — €. )E, (8)

serving as the source of the scattered fields, where ¢y and y are
the electric and magnetic constants. Noteworthy that the scat-
tering current density Jsca appears nonzero inside the sphere
only, where the total field E is given by the uniform Ejy. If

we decompose the current density Jsca over different-order mo-
ments, the latter can be used for description of the scattered
fields and optical effects associated with them. For deeply sub-
wavelength spheres with kR, |k;|R < 1, the scattering current
is dominated by the electric dipole moment

i f 4 s
Psca = o / Jsca d¥r = 92?50(51’ - Se)BR3EOe Wk (9)

The moment psca is widely used alongside with peg as a mea-
sure of the dipolar fields scattered by small particles, assuming
that the two moments coincide [1-3].

4. SCATTERING OF PLANE FIELDS

Although the scattering current approach has gotten wide ac-
ceptance in the optics community, its hypothesis of equal scat-
tering and effective dipole moments remains unproven. To test
it, we can consider dipole scattering of plane incident fields (see
Appendix B for details):

Eﬂc = Ep(e; cosf — egsinf) e ¢!, (10)

by deeply subwavelength spheres. Application of the boundary

conditions for electric fields at the sphere interface gives us the
following amplitudes of the scattered and internal fields:

A
APl = A(Bjpe = BB ) = 0 .
( inc mc) 1— iAqsfrad(R) ( )
B
BP = B(Epnc =B ) = - &, ”
( inc mc) 1 —iAqsfrad(R) -
where
e ¢ 3e
Ags = ¢ = o !
gs g; +2e.’ ® &+ 2.’ 1

are the quasi-static amplitudes commonly obtained in the limit-
ing case of f.q(R) — 0[1-3].

The scattered fields and scattering currents derived result in
the equal effective and scattering electric dipole moments:

4regeeR3EgAgs
e =Y
: 1- lAqurad(R)

The coincidence of pg flf and psga is commonly interpreted as the
validation of the scattering current approach [3]. Eventually,
this approach is widely used, e.g., in discrete dipole approxi-
mation for simulation of scattering by large objects of arbitrary
shape [12-15], in multipole current decomposition of scatter-
ing peculiarities, such as nonradiating anapole configurations,
bright and dark mode resonances, etc. [16-24].

1 1 ]
ngf = p}s)ca = el (14)

5. SCATTERING OF SPHERICALLY INCOMING FIELDS

Despite the demonstrated pgflf = p}sjcla, the general assumption
of the scattering current approach, pegf = Psca, for an arbitrary
incident field remains an unproven hypothesis. To prove it,
Eq. (7) must be solved in a general form for an arbitrary inci-
dent field. Since such a solution is not as straightforward, the
correlation between peg and psca remains under question and
may potentially not hold for non-plane incident fields. To fur-
ther test it, we change the incident plane fields to the spherically
incoming dipolar ones (see Appendices B for details):

Esph,in _ iEg

inc 2fra (1) [er(2 —ifraq(r)) cos O +

eg(1+ifraq(r))sinfle @,  (15)
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Fig. 1. Distribution of dipolar electric fields at A = 400 nm given by the quasi-static solution for (a) planar and (b) spherically in-
coming fields incident on a silver particle of R = 10 nm embedded in SiO,. (c) Difference of the fields plotted in (a) and (b).

that similarly result in dipolar scattered fields and can be char-
acterized with pegf and psca- In this case, we obtain the follow-
ing amplitudes of the scattered and internal fields:

. ; 1+iAgsfrad(R)
Asph,m — A(Ee. — E‘sph,ln = _ qs.ra ,(16)
( me mc ) 21frad(R) [1 - 1Aqsfrad(R)]
. i B
B = B(Ejne = By = Y a7

11— iAqsfrad(R) ’
The scattered fields result in the effective electric dipole mo-
ment

27e0ee R3Eg[1 4 1Ags frad (R)]

sph,in —iwt
=e;— - , (18)
pEff : lfrad(R) [1 - lAqurad(R”
while the scattering current gives us
Sp;Lin e 4ﬂ€0£eR3E0Aqs — (19)
5 1- iAqsfrad (R)
sph,in sph,in

The observed mismatch, p_ # Psca’ , demonstrates that
the scattering current approach generally fails for non-plane in-
cident fields. This failure can be understood from Eq. (8) consid-
ered from the point of view of the relation between the scatter-
ing current density Jsca and the scattered field Egca. Following

Eq. (8), the zero scattering current Jsc, is associated with the null
total field E, but not the null scattered field Egca. This means that
Maxwell’s equation generally support existence of the scattered
fields which are not current-sourced.

The paradox of source-free scattered fields comes from the
formulation of scattering problems. In addition to the conven-
tional electrodynamic formulation, following which all electro-
magnetic fields are generated by electric currents, scattering
problems introduce the so-called free fields which are source-
less. Namely, the incident fields used in scattering problems
are given in the form of such source-free fields [1-3]. This is
clearly seen in Eq. (6) for the incident field, where we have zero
for the source term in the right-hand size. Eventually, scattered
fields appear composed of (i) current-sourced fields that can be
treated in terms of their excitation currents and (ii) source-free
fields accompanied by the zero induced current. The latter ap-
pear in scattering problem as a part of the trivial solutions of
Maxwell’s equations given by the null total electric field E and
the null scattering current Jsca (see Appendices A for details).
In other words, the source-free scattered fields originate from
the trivial response of Maxwell’s equations to the introduced
source-free incident fields.
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The trivial response of Maxwell’s equations can be seen in
copmarison of the fields excited by the plane and spherical
dipolar incident waves. Following the obtained solutions, the
total field distributions for planar and spherical dipole incident
waves are exactly the same, while their scattered fields differ
by the amplitude only, as shown in Fig. 1 (a) and (b) for a sil-
ver particle embedded in SiO,. This becomes possible only

if the two incident radiation differ by the field Eﬂc - Elsr}:lm
that causes the trivial response of Maxwell’s equations with

the scattered field difference Esga — EZE? A contributed by the

source-free field — (EﬂC - Elsr}:lm) The field difference plotted
in Fig. 1 (c) demonstrates the source-free contribution to Esca

accompanied by the trivial contribution to E.

6. SCATTERING OF SPHERICALLY OUTGOING FIELDS

Now, let us separate the effects of source-free and current-
sourced fields. As we discussed above, the source-free scat-
tered fields mathematically appear as a part of the trivial so-
lution of Maxwell’s equations, where the scattered fields fully
compensate a part of the incident fields. As the scattered fields
are spherically outgoing, the compensated part of the incident
field must be spherically outgoing as well. To demonstrate the
purely source-free scattered fields, we consider scattering of the
outgoing dipolar spherical field (see Appendices B for details):

Esph,out _ —iEg
e 2f rad (1’)

[ei’(z + ifrad(r)) cosf +
eg(1 —ifraq(r))sinfle @ (20)

that does not contain any spherically incoming component. Af-
ter application of the boundary conditions, we obtain the fol-
lowing amplitudes of the scattered and internal fields:
sphout _ . _ gSphouty _ i
A A(Eine =E . ") 2faa(®) (21

psphout _ B(Einc = E?Ph,out) —0, (22)

nc

revealing the nonzero source-free scattered field with the effec-
tive electric dipole moment
27egecR3E) it

sphout
= —e—— 2
Pet & ifrad (R) ¢ @)

and the null scattering current with the electric dipole moment

pephout — o, 24)

The solution obtained is trivial for electric field with the net zero
total field E everywhere in space, as shown in Fig. 1 (c). This so-
lution demonstrates the evident failure of the scattering current
approach for description of such type of source-free scattered
fields.

The failure of the scattering current approach for descrip-
tion of scattered fields comes from its limitation to electrody-
namic formulation where any electromagnetic fields must have
sources in terms of their currents. By rejecting source-free fields,
the scattering current approach naturally fails for complete de-
scription of scattering problems where free incident fields are
used. To be fully compliant with the electrodynamic formula-
tion, the scattering current approach must eliminate the use of
any free fields, including the incident one. This requires Eq. (7)
to be rewritten for the total electric field:

V x V x E — w?npeoe.E = iwng)sca, (25)

where Jsca is now the source of E, not Egy. With this formal
change, psca appears the electric dipole moment of the total
fields, not the scattered ones. Eventually, it clarifies the equality
pig‘ "= pgcla observed for the plane and spherically incoming
Ein., whose total fields E are identical, as shown in Fig. 1.

7. TWO TYPES OF SCATTERED FIELDS

With the revealed composition of scattered fields, we can recon-
sider the solution obtained for plane incident fields. The plane
incident field given by Eq. (10) can be decomposed over dipolar
spherically incoming (15) and outgoing (20) fields as follows:
EPI _ E'sph,in + Esph,out

inc inc inc

(26)

As the dipolar spherically incoming incident field does not con-
tain any spherically outgoing component that could be compen-
sated with the scattered fields, the part E.Sph’lrl

inc of the plane in-

cident field Eﬂc experiences purely current-sourced (electrody-

namically compliant) scattering. At the same time, the spheri-

cally outgoing part EP hout

inc of the plane incident field is fully
compensated by the scattered fields and, thus, experiences
purely current-free (electrodynamically incompliant) scattering.
In other words, decomposition of the plane fields into spheri-
cally incoming and outgoing fields helps us split the effective
electric dipole moment of the plane incident field into two mo-
ments fundamentally different from the electrodynamics point
of view:

pl _ _pl pl
Pest = Pj—0 T Pj20r @7)
where
1 sph,out 1 i
P]P:() — PeIfJf = ezeosetxjp:OEoe lwt (28)
pl _ _sphin pl —iwt
Pjzo = Peft = ezfosetx#OEo e (29)

are the electric dipole moments of the current-free (electro-
dynamically incompliant) and current-sourced (electrodynam-
ically compliant) scattered fields given in terms of their polariz-
abilities

3 .
pl 2nR>  3im
& 0=~y = 3, (30)
=0 lfrad(R) kg
pl pl 1+ iAqsfrad(R) (31)

lxj#o - _[Xj:O 1- iAqsfrad(R) .

This separation is further confirmed by Mie theory that pro-
vides the exact multipole solution for scattering of electromag-
netic waves on a spherical particle. Following it, spherically
outgoing parts of the incident fields experience current-free
scattering for any polarization and orbital structure [25].

By interfering, p].P:l0 and p].lio make the resultant electric
dipole moment p};flf resonant and, hence, define all spectral pe-

culiarities in the scattering and absorption cross-sections for
deeply subwavelength spheres [1-3]:

pl *
oL 37| Perr Bo (32)
54T g2 pl 2
e soeetszo\Eo\
pl *
| 3m -E 1
Ufbs = _ZRe Pett_ 1 - U;Jcev (33)
k pl 2
e eosgaj=0|E0|
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Fig. 2. Scattering and absorption cross-sections of silver
nanoparticles of R = 10 nm embedded in silicon dioxide as
functions of the wavelength of incident plane waves. Total
cross-sections are shown for comparison and calculated based
on the Mie theory that includes all types of multipole fields.
The dipolar contributions are calculated based on the electric

. . Tegs pl pl
dipole polarizabilities & and & 2o

For instance, the destructive interference of the two moments,
pjlio = —p]P:lo, results in the nonradiating states of a purely elec-
tric dipole structure that do not require toroidal or any other
higher-order moments. These states exist at either k. = 0 or
¢; = €. The constructive interference of the two moments,

p].lio = p]-p:lo, results in the super-radiating state that requires
g = —2¢,.

Noteworthy that amongst the two electric dipole moments
only the current-sourced one, p]iléo, depends on the sphere per-
mittivity and, thus, solely defines its effect on the scattering and
absorption cross-sections. As Ags is resonant to ¢; given by the
pole (&; + 2¢.) “1in Eq. (13), the effect of ¢; on the cross-sections
differs inside the resonance and out of it.

For large wavelength out of the resonance, when \Aqs\ ~1,
the current-sourced electric dipole moment p]iléo ~ —pjp:lo. This
regime, known as the Rayleigh scattering, is influenced by the
nonradiating state with k, = 0. The above state is material-
independent and common to all subwavelength particles. This

. 1 1
regime features Ufbs, of

bs <K 7R? and can be seen in Fig. 2 for
R = 10 nm Ag nanoparticles embedded in SiO; at A > 400 nm
when |¢;| > 2e,.

In the resonant wavelength range, where |Ags| > 1, the

current-sourced electric dipole moment deviates more from its
destructive value —p]P:lo, giving rise to stronger pEflf and, hence,
scattering and absorption. This regime is influenced by the
super-radiating state and seen in Fig. 2 around the surface-
plasmon-polariton resonance at A =395 nm with the maximum
scattering and absorption cross-sections of 0.377R? and 5.67tR?
when ¢; = —2¢,.

For smaller wavelength out of the resonance, at which \Aqs|
drops below 1, the destructive interference restores influenced
by the nonradiating state with ¢; = &,. The corresponding

. . 1 1
anapole scattering features strong suppression of ofs and Ufbs,

as seen in Fig. 2 at A ~ 318 nm when ¢; ~ ¢,. Noteworthy that
the quadratic d(fpendence of afcla on pgflf makes its drop deeper
compared to (be , that features dominant linear dependence on
pgflf. For instance, the anapole scattering shown in Fig. 2 expe-

riences ~ 500 times reduction for Ufcla and only ~ 40 times for

1
oF

“bs With respect to their resonant values.

8. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, classical scattering problems being the model
tasks that use free electromagnetic fields for incident radiation
inevitably face the issue of electrodynamically incompliant free
scattered fields. This issue makes the conventional electrody-
namic current moment analysis generally inapplicable to the
scattered fields. As a result, the independent current-sourced
and current-free field moments should be used instead. To-
gether, the two moments completely define all the spectral fea-
tures, as has been demonstrated in the paper for the classical
case of dipole scattering by deeply subwavelength spherical
particles.

A. EXACT SOLUTION FOR INDUCED FIELDS

Exact solution for the electromagnetic fields induced by free
incident fields of arbitrary structure can be obtained from
Maxwell’s equations (5). Inside domains with uniform dielec-
tric permittivity &, harmonic E and H can be written in terms of
the transverse magnetic (TM) and transverse electric (TE) fields
as follows [25, 26]:

A .
H= (HTM —i—, 180y ETE) e it (34)
27\ po

A .
E= (ETE +ig— BV x HTM) e i (35)
2me \ €9
where H™ and ETF are the amplitudes of the governing fields

for the TM and TE polarizations. In the spherical geometry, the
governing TM and TE fields can be decomposed over the vector
spherical harmonics of different orbital and azimuthal indices
1,m [25, 26]:

) 1 2 G i 3

HM =Y Y Y HIW (Y 6,0), 66
I=0m=—1j=1
o) 1 2 N 3

EE=Y Y Y EIR ()Y (0,9). 37)
1=0m=—1j=1

In this decomposition, the angular dependence of the excited
fields is fully given by the vector spherical harmonics [27]

Y7 (6, ¢) € aYlm(gf ¢)

3
Y (6,9) = e % sn  9p (8)
defined with
21+1 (1 —m)! .
Yim (6,¢) = ?Elfmil Pl"(cos )€™, (39)

where P/"(cosf) are the associated Legendre polynomials,
while the radial dependence is fully given by the spherical Han-

kel functions hl(l’z)(kr) defined with k = 2m+/e/A. The ampli-
tudes H'*? and E{?

I I are generally independent of each other
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and give all possible distributions of electromagnetic fields sup-
ported by Maxwell’s equations for uniform domains.
Inside the external domain r > R, incident fields can pos-

sess any values of [Hl(rln’z)]inc and [El(rln’z)]inc depending on their

spatial distribution (for plane waves [Hl1 ]mc—[Hl(i)]mc and

[El(;)]inc—[ ]mc) Contrary, scattered fields, being spherically

diverging, always feature [Hl o ]sca = 0and [E, (2 )]sca = 0, while

[Hl(;)]sca and [E ;i)}sca appear linear to the incident field ampli-
tudes:

[Hl sca — Zalm lm inc’ (40)

Joca = — Z blm lm inc @1

where the coefficients al(m ) and b( 2) give contributions of the
TM and TE incident fields with dlfferent orbital and azimuthal
structure to the scattered fields.

As for the internal domain r < R, the fields there always fea-
ture [Hl(m lint = [Hlm Jine and [Elm Jint = [El(m)]mt for finiteness in

the sphere’s center, r = 0. Similarly to scattered fields, internal

fields appear linear to [Hl(i’z)} inc and [El(r}f)]inc‘
1
[Hl(m) mt Z dlm [Hlm]mC’ 42)
1 N
[El(m)]int = Z CI(Z [El(:n)}inc' (43)

j=1

where the coefficients dglln'z) and C§’1n,2) give the TM and TE con-
tributions of the incident fields with different orbital and az-
imuthal structure to the internal fields.

Following the continuity of the tangential electric and mag-
netic fields on the particle surface r = R, the field coefficients
given for spherically outgoing incident fields are

al(m) — b( ) —1, Cl(m) — d( ) — (44)
These coefficients correspond to the current-free scattered fields
that appear as a part of the trivial solution of Maxwell’s equa-
tions for all polarizations, orbital and azimuthal compositions.
As for spherically incoming incident fields, their contributions
are size- and material-dependent following nontrivial solutions
of Maxwell’s equations with nonzero polarization currents in-
duced in the spherical particle:

@ _ 4i1(a:)C1(ge) — 3eCi(e) ¥ (4:) 45)
g1 (90)€1(qe) — ¢81(qe) 97 (q:)”
) 9e91(9)21(qe) — 9iC1(9e) ¥y (a:)
b = a0 — 48 e ) (46
@ _ 13%1(:)](ge) — 4 éz(qe)lP?(qe) @)
2 qetpr(q:)8)(qe) — 9:61(qe) 9y (q:)”
@) _ 1 4i1(q)8)(qe) — 9:81(q¢) 3 (qe) 48)
m 2 g1 (q:)G1(qe) — qe81(qe) ) (q:)”

where &i(9) = gy (g), Li(a) = aiy” (@), ¥i(0) = [i(q) +
21(9)]/2, are the Rlccatl—Bessel functions, with gq; = k;R and

ge = keR.

B. DIPOLAR FIELDS

In exact solution of Maxwell’s equations given by Egs. (34) and
(35), the fields possessing a z-polarized electric dipole moment
are given by the TM contributions with the orbital index | = 1
and azimuthal index m = 0:

HM = Z H10 10 (9 }). (49)

Eventually, spatial distribution of electric field is given by

. A Tho ™ i
EEDZIE 5v x HEM e 1wh, (50)

Applying Eq. (50) to the internal area of the sphere and as-
suming |k;|r < 1, we get the field distribution used in Eq. (3)
for the internal field excited inside the deeply subwavelength
particles:

Eint = Cint(er cos 8 — egsin8) e ! +O(|k;r|?) (51)

with the field amplitude defined as
(4w L
Cint = 1(3—71@) Hyg'. (52)

For the external area of the sphere, we separately consider
spherically outgoing and incoming fields. Under k.r < 1,
Eq. (50) gives us the following distribution for the outgoing
dipolar field

h,
sphoout . Zst out 290 .
E =-1 ler(2 + k1™ +ifraq(r)) cos 0 +
zfrad(r)

kgrz : : —iwt 1
ey 7 —ifraq(r) | sin@] e " +O[(ker)2] (53)

with the amplitude of

1/2
sphout _ . 4 o (1)
Cext =1 (37.[ €0£e> HlO : (54

This field was used in Eq. (2) for the scattered field and in
Eq. (20) for the spherically outgoing incident field, where we
left only the leading real and imaginary terms. As for spheri-
cally incoming external fields under k.r < 1, Eq. (50) results
in

sphin _ . CZEF " 22 i
Eoxt :12f 4 ler(2 +kgr® —ifraq(r)) cos 6 +
ra

kgrz . . —iwt 1
e (125" +ifua(n) ) sindl e +0[(r) ), 69

where the field amplitude Cext " is given by
1/2
sphin 4 o (2)
Cext =i (37.[ €0€e ) HlO . (56)

This distribution was used in Eq. (15) for the spherically incom-
ing incident field, where we left the dominant real and imagi—

nary terms. Regarding the plane field used in Eq. (10) for Emc,
sph,in

ext
fields taken with equal amplitudes Hg)

it is given by the superposition of spherically incoming E
sph,out
ext

and outgoing E
and H,; (2):

Eg)l(t = Csit(ey cos B — epsinf) e 1O[(ker)?], (57)
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where the resultant field amplitude is
4 1/2
Cho=—i(5m2) . 9
e

Overall, the leading terms left in the electric fields demon-
strated good accuracy for scattering and absorption of light un-
der R/A < 0.06 as was shown in Fig. 2 for the case of silver
particle embedded in silicon dioxide.
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