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ABSTRACT

A generalized fluctuational electrodynamics-based many-body approach for calculating
near-field radiative heat transfer (NFRHT) between nonspherical dipoles is proposed. The
geometric parameters of nonspherical dipoles are implemented in the definition of the self-term
of the free-space Green’s function and, conversely to previous many-body models of NFRHT,
dipole polarizability is defined a posteriori from the free-space Green’s function solution such
that polarizability calculation is an optional post-processing step rather than a required input.
Both strong and weak forms of the generalized many-body approach are presented. It is shown
that the approximate weak form is less computationally expensive but is only applicable to small
particles characterized by size parameters less than ~0.24. The generalized many-body method is
compared against an analytical solution for NFRHT between two spheroidal dipoles. Acceptable
agreement is obtained, and the discrepancies are ascribed to differences in approximations for
multiple reflections and from the way in which particle orientation is implemented in each
method. The generalized many-body method is then applied to analyze the near-field spectral

conductance between two SiC ellipsoidal dipoles. Results reveal that changes in the orientation
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of one of the ellipsoidal dipoles lead to active tuning of localized surface phonon resonance by
up to three orders of magnitude. Finally, the spectral radiative thermal conductivity of a
metamaterial composed of 1000 SiO; ellipsoidal particles is studied. The metamaterial displays
anisotropic radiative thermal conductivity, with differences in the value at resonance up to 2.8
times between different directions. The generalized many-body model of NFRHT presented in
this paper may be used to develop particle-based metamaterials with novel, engineered radiative

thermal properties.



L. INTRODUCTION

Localized surface phonons (LSPhs) are modes that arise from the coupling of
electromagnetic waves with mechanical vibrations within a polar dielectric material of confined
spatial dimension smaller than the characteristic wavelength. The particle analog of surface
phonon-polaritons, LSPhs are dependent on the material and geometry of the confining domain
and may be thermally generated in many polar dielectrics at room temperature. Like surface
phonon-polaritons, the electromagnetic field associated with LSPh modes decays exponentially
from the surface of the particle. For LSPhs to interact and couple between thermal objects, the
objects must be separated by distances less than the thermal photon wavelength. This range of
subwavelength separation distances is known as the near-field regime of thermal radiation.

Near-field radiative heat transfer (NFRHT) is characterized by nontrivial electromagnetic
wave dynamics and heat transfer exceeding Planck’s blackbody limit [1]. Therefore, to
accurately model NFRHT, the framework of fluctuational electrodynamics should be used rather
than geometrical optics approximations [2]. One NFRHT model for systems containing large
numbers of particles is the many-body approach [3]. Mathematically defined as a self-consistent
system of equations for the system Green’s function, the many-body approach for NFRHT is
applicable to particles within the dipole limit. In this limit, particles must be small compared to
the thermal photon wavelength and must be separated by distances greater than a few times the
particle size [4].

While there exist other models of NFRHT between nonspherical particles that are not
constrained to dipole approximations (e.g., Refs. [5—10]), they are usually much more
computationally demanding than dipole models. For example, one of the most computationally

efficient methods for modeling NFRHT between arbitrarily shaped objects is the fluctuating-



surface-current method [5,6]. Even with the reduced computational costs associated with the
fluctuating-surface-current method, however, modeling large systems containing upwards of
hundreds of arbitrarily shaped particles is impractical, and often intractable. For such large
systems, dipole approximations are a better choice.

Since its development, the many-body approach has been used to model NFRHT between
small groups of less than five particles [11,12], to chains of more than ten particles [13,14], and
to large two- and three-dimensional particle arrays with hundreds of particles [13—18]. In all of
these works, however, the systems have been restricted to spherical particles. Other researchers
have defined NFRHT models for nonspherical particles in the dipole limit, but these models have
not yet achieved the same system scale as the many-body approach with hundreds of spherical
particles. For example, researchers have developed NFRHT models for two and three spheroidal
particles in the dipole limit [19-22] and models for thermally generated surface phonon-
polaritons propagating along chains of spheroidal particles due to LSPh coupling [23]. The work
presented in Ref. [23], however, is not a fluctuational electrodynamics model and therefore lacks
the full heat transfer capabilities of many-body approaches. There is only one known work that
describes a model of NFRHT for dipoles of greater geometric asymmetry than spheroids: the
ellipsoidal dipole model developed by Nikbakht [20]. While defined in theory for any number of
ellipsoidal dipoles, the system studied by Nikhakht is limited to one single ellipsoidal dipole
interacting with the environment. Additionally, particle self-interaction is defined using
approximative correction factors that obscure the role of geometric effects on NFRHT. As such,
there is a need for nonspherical dipole models of NFRHT that are exact in their formulation, that
are generalizable to a variety of dipole geometries, and that are of greater scale on par with that

of the existing many-body approach for spherical dipoles.



In this paper, we present a generalized many-body approach to calculate NFRHT for
large systems of nonspherical dipoles. Similar to the original many-body approach for spherical
dipoles [3], this method is developed from the volume integral solution of Maxwell’s equations
and results in a self-consistent system Green’s function equation. Instead of defining dipole
polarizabilities a priori as done in the original many-body approach, the method developed in
this paper maintains a Green’s function description throughout. This approach is similar to the
discrete system Green’s function method for modeling NFRHT between discretized objects of
arbitrary shape [9] and results in a mathematically clear depiction of how geometric factors come
into play for nonspherical dipoles. In this way, the generalized many-body approach presented
here may be used to efficiently model NFRHT in large-scale particle devices, such as particle-
based metamaterials with novel thermal transport behavior.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. First, the generalized many-body approach
is derived in Sec. II, where strong and weak forms of the method are distinguished. Equations for
dipole polarizability that can be integrated into existing many-body approaches are derived a
posteriori in Sec. 111, and polarizabilities are compared as a function of particle size. Next, the
generalized many-body approach is verified against an analytical solution for two spheroidal
dipoles (Sec. IV.A). Finally, the generalized many-body approach is applied to study the thermal
conductance between two SiC ellipsoidal particles of variable configuration (Sec. IV.B) and the
radiative thermal conductivity in a metamaterial constructed of SiO; ellipsoidal particles (Sec.

IV.C). Conclusions are provided in Sec. V.



II. DESCRIPTION OF THE GENERALIZED MANY-BODY FORMALISM

The generalized many-body approach is based on fluctuational electrodynamics and is
applicable to a system of N thermal particles in the dipole limit embedded in a nonabsorbing
background reference medium. The dipoles may be nonspherical and of variable geometry across
the system (see Fig. 1). In the dipole limit, the characteristic length L., of each particle must be
much smaller than the thermal photon wavelength A defined by Wien’s law, which is ~10 um at
room temperature (i.e., L, < Ar = 2898 /T um-K). Additionally, the center-of-mass separation
distance d between particles must be sufficiently large compared to the characteristic length of

all particles (i.e., d = 3L¢,) [4].
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FIG. 1. System of many nonspherical dipoles of dielectric function &(r;, ) embedded in a

nonabsorbing background reference medium described by a real-valued dielectric function

Eref(w).



A. Near-field radiative heat transfer
The total power dissipated in the ith particle due to thermal radiation exchanged with a

group of N particles may be defined as [9]

Qiroral = 5= Jy. Qi(@) dw = — [7 ¥)1[0(w,T}) — 0w, TD]T; (@) dw, (1)

Jj#i

where Q;(w) is the spectral power dissipated in particle i at angular frequency w, 0(w, T;) =
_he_ -1
hw (e"BTi — 1) is the mean energy of an electromagnetic state for a dipole at temperature Tj,

h is the reduced Planck constant, kj is the Boltzmann constant, and T;; (w) is the spectral

transmission coefficient between the ith and jth dipoles. The spectral transmission coefficient

may be expanded as
T (w) = 4kgAV;AV;Im[e(r;, w)]Im[e(x;, w)]Tr[E(ri, T, w)(?f (r;, N, w)], (2)

where k, = wm is the magnitude of the vacuum wavevector in terms of the vacuum
permeability u, and vacuum permittivity &y, AV; is the volume of the ith particle, £(r;, w) is the
dielectric function of the ith particle, r; is the location vector for the center of mass of the ith
particle, G (rl-, T, a)) is the system Green’s function (i.e., a dyadic defining electromagnetic
interactions between particles i and j), and 7 is the conjugate transpose operator.

In calculating the total power dissipated in each particle, the most challenging step is
determining the system Green’s function (=}(rl-, I, a)). In the following sections, a method for
calculating G (rl-, I, a)) that may be applied to systems of spherical dipoles, nonspherical dipoles,

and any combination thereof is presented. This method is a generalized many-body approach for
modeling NFRHT and improves upon previous many-body approaches that have been restricted

to spherical dipoles alone [3,13,24,25].



B. System Green’s function for N dipoles
For any collection of thermal objects, the system Green’s function G(r, 1, w) may be
defined solely in terms of the free-space Green’s function G° (r,r’, w) and the electromagnetic
and volumetric parameters of every object in the system [9,26]:

G(r,r,w) = G(r, ', w) + k2 thh G(r,r", w)e.(r", w)G(r", r', w) d3r", 3)

where r is the observation point, r’ is the source point, V},erm 1S the volume of all thermal
objects and £.(r", w) is the relative dielectric function defined as the difference between the
dielectric function of the thermal objects and the nonabsorbing background reference medium,
&, w) = e(r", w) — eer(w). The free-space Green’s function G°(r, ', w) has the known
analytical solution

1

2
kref

G'(r, 1, w) = [i + VV] GO(r, 1, w), 4)

where I is the unit dyadic, kper = ko+/ €rer(w) is the wavevector magnitude in the nonabsorbing

background reference medium, and the scalar free-space Green’s function is defined for outgoing

waves as
ikpeg|r—r']
Ofp ¢ () = S "
G (l‘,l‘ ,(l)) - 47T|r—l"| . (5)
For N dipoles, Eq. (3) takes on the form common to the many-body approach for NFRHT [3]:
E(rir rjr (U) = EO(ril rj: (1)) + kg Ilg:lAVkEO(rii Iy, w)gr(rk’ (A))E(rk, rj: (l)) (6)

The full system of equations given by Eq. (6) may be expanded in matrix form as

D | |
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AVlé‘r(l‘l, (l)) O O aO (1‘1, 1‘1) ao (1'1, I‘N)
x 0 0 ]} o | (7)
0 O AVNEF(rN' (U) GO (I'N, rl) GO (I‘N, I‘N)

In deriving Eq. (6), it is assumed that the system Green’s function G(r, ', w) is well-
behaved for all r and r’ [27] and may be approximated as constant over the domain of a given
dipole. As such, the system Green’s function over dipole domains may be represented by its

value at dipole centers of mass,

1
AViAVj

1
AViAVj

fAVi fAV]- G(r,r', 0)d3r' d3r ~ fAVi fAVj G(r,, r, w)d3r'd3r = G(r;, o),

forall i and j. 8)
The free-space Green’s function G° (r,r’, w), on the other hand, must be handled with
more care. In Eq. (6), the free-space Green’s function takes two forms: one form when the
observation and source points are in different dipoles (i # j), and one form when the observation
and source points reside in the same dipole (i = j). When the observation and source points are

within two different dipoles, it is acceptable that the free-space Green’s function over the dipole

domains be approximated by that at the dipole center-of-mass locations,

1 Go(r.r' 3/ 3 ~ —+ GO(r 1 373
AV;AV fAVi fAVjG (r,l‘ ,(U)d r'd’r~ AV;AV fAVi fAVjG (rl'rj'w)d r'd’r

= G(r;, 1, w), for i # j. 9)

Here, the free-space Green’s function in Cartesian coordinates is given by [27,28]:

o) <[y

2
4TT i (krefrij)”  KrefTij

_(1 3,3 )(fijfg.)]fori;ej, (10)

(RrefTij)*  KrefTij

- ri—r;
where 1i; = |r; — x| and f;; = (|r§-r§|)'
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Up until this point, the geometry of dipoles has been irrelevant. When the observation
and source points are within the same dipole domain, however, G° (r;, 1;, ) becomes symbolic

in nature and represents explicit integration over the geometry of the dipole domain,

G(r, 1, w) = ALVifAVi Go(r, r', w) d3r'. (11)

The integral in Eq. (11) remains because there is a singularity that exists in the free-space
Green’s function when r’ = r;. As such, the free-space Green’s function for dipole self-
interaction cannot be represented by its value at the dipole center of mass, and integrals must be
solved using principal value techniques [29-32].

The limits of integration in Eq. (11) are a function of dipole geometry and orientation.
This geometric dependence leads to one of the main points of this paper: to incorporate
nonspherical dipole geometries into many-body theories of NFRHT, all one must do is include

the proper limits of integration in Eq. (11).

C. Principal value solution of the free-space Green’s function for dipole self-interaction

The free-space Green’s function for dipole self-interaction may be written in terms of its

principal value (l\=/li term) and depolarization factor (ii term) [27,30,33]:

= 1 [= i
Go(ri,ri,a)) =A_Vi Mi —?ef:l. (12)
The l\=’li dyadic is defined as
M. — | GO ' 35
M, = (lsl_r)l(l) fAVi—VgG (r;, ', w)d3r’, (13)

where Vj is an exclusion volume of vanishing dimension § around r’ = r;.

Physically, ii may be interpreted as a depolarizing factor for the exclusion volume Vg

and is expressed mathematically as the surface integral
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= i(r') (ep)T
L = ifscstS,’ (14)

L7 4 [r;—r'|2
where S is the surface of the exclusion volume, fi(r") is the unit vector normal to surface Sg,

r'—r;

er = E— is the unit vector from the center of mass of the ith dipole to the surface of the
-

exclusion volume, and T is the transpose operator. It is interesting to note that ii depends only

on the geometry of the exclusion volume and is a real, symmetric dyadic with unity trace [30].

1. Analytical solution for spherical dipoles

For spherical dipoles with spherical exclusion volumes, both the l\7li and ii dyadics may

2 1

2
3 kref

be derived analytically as l\=/ll- = [e"krefRSi(l — ikrefRS'i) — 1] and il- = f/3 [30,32,34]. In

this case, Eq. (12) reduces to

= 1 1 (2 ; . ;
GO (r,r,w) = A_Vlka{g elkrefRS,l(l - LkrefRs,i) — 1}, (15)
re

where R ; is the radius of the ith spherical dipole.

2. Numerical solution for any nonspherical dipoles
For nonspherical dipoles of arbitrary orientation, it is often desirable to solve the integral
in Eq. (11) numerically. To implement a numerical solver with a finite exclusion volume V ;
around the singularity point, the integral in Eq. (11) may be decomposed into two parts: one
integral with no singularity point over the region AV; — V; ; and one integral over the region V ;

that contains the singularity [30]:

= 1
G'(r, 1, w) = o

- [ Jariovy, GO T, @) + [, G(r, 1, w)dr'| (16)

Implementing the principal value technique for the second integral, Eq. (16) becomes
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C 1 C ’ ’ . al ’ ’ ii
G'(ryr,w) = A_Vi[fAVi—Vd,i G'(r, r', w)d3r' + lim J, G'(r, r', w)d3r —?ef], (17)

di=Vs
where the l\=’li dyadic corresponds to the sum of the first two terms inside the square brackets.
From here, it is computationally desirable to define a spherical Vj ; and a spherical Vs so that the
last two terms of Eq. (17) may be reduced to their analytical forms. If spherical V; ; and Vs

domains are chosen, Eq. (17) may then be written succinctly as

= 1
G'(r, 1, w) = A

Vi [fAVi_Vd,i EO (l"i, r” a))d?)r’ _|_ ka {§ eikrefRd,i(l — ikrefRd,i) - 1}], (18)

ref

where R, ; is the radius of the finite spherical exclusion volume V ; for the ith dipole. Eq. (18) is
the final form of the free-space Green’s function for dipole self-interaction that is implemented
in the generalized many-body method used to generate results in this paper. The integral over
AV; — Vy ; is where nonspherical dipole geometries come into play, and this integral can be

calculated numerically using standard integral solvers.

3. Numerical solution for ellipsoidal dipoles of arbitrary orientation
To define the upper limit of integration over AV; in Eq. (18), the volume integral may be

expanded as a triple integral over spherical coordinates, [ AV 4 d3r -
L S

) 0271 ) On ) : m_a’szée)) R? sin ¢ dR d¢ d6, where R is the radial coordinate, ¢ is the polar angle, 8 is

the azimuthal angle, R, (¢, 8) is the radial expression for the bounding surface of the finite

exclusion volume V;; ;, and Ry, (@, 6) is the radial expression for the bounding surface of the
dipole volume AV;. This formulation is useful since many common geometric surfaces can be
expressed analytically in terms of spherical coordinates. For example, if a spherical finite

exclusion volume is used in Eq. (18), then Ry, (¢, 8) = Ry;.
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Ellipsoidal surfaces defined by three unique semiaxes a, b, and ¢, may be expressed
analytically as functions of R, 8, and ¢. Due to the wide range of geometries that can be
constructed by changing the three semiaxis dimensions, ellipsoidal dipoles are good candidates
to study the effect of geometry on NFRHT in systems of many particles. An expression for the
radial component R (¢, 8) of a rotated ellipsoid may be found by solving the general equation for
a rotated ellipsoid. The found expression for R(¢, 6) may then be applied as the upper limit of
integration in Eq. (18) to calculate NFRHT between ellipsoidal dipoles of variable dimension
and orientation.

The general equation for a rotated ellipsoidal surface may be written as the matrix
product

xTRTARx = 1. (19)

Here, x is a general location vector with components written in spherical coordinates,

x=|y|=|R(¢,0)sinbsing|, (20)

x R(¢,0) cos O sin ¢
Zl R(¢,0) cosp

R is a rotation matrix composed of consecutive rotations 6y, 6,, and 6, around the x-, y-, and

z-axes, respectively,

R= Rx (gx)Ry (By)Rz (92)

1 0 0 cos 6,, sin 9 cosf, —sinf, 0
= [0 cosf, —sin ex] 0 [sm 9, cos 0, 0], 21)
0 sinf, cosO, I|—sinb, cos 9 1

and A is a 3-by-3 diagonal matrix of the squared inverses of the ellipsoid semiaxes,

1/a? 0 0
A=| 0 1/2 0 | (22)
0 0 1/c?
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Semiaxes a, b, and c are aligned, respectively, with the x-, y-, and z-axes of the local coordinate

system of the ellipsoid (see Fig. 2).

FIG. 2. Schematic of ellipsoidal particle with semiaxis lengths a, b, and c. Rotations are applied
with respect to the local Cartesian coordinate system of the ellipsoid that is aligned with the three

ellipsoid semiaxes.

Once all semiaxis values a, b, and ¢ and rotation angles 6,, 8,,, and 6, are input into

Eq. (19), this matrix equation may be solved to find an expression R(¢, 8) for the rotated

ellipsoidal surface.

D. Strong and weak forms
The generalized many-body approach for calculating NFRHT presented thus far is of the

strong form. In the strong form, Eq. (11) is solved in full using the principal value method such
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that both the l\=/li and ii dyadics are included in calculating the free-space Green’s function for
dipole self-interaction.
In the limit of very small particles, however, the exclusion volume Vg used in the

principal value method may be approximated to be the same as the dipole domain (i.e., V5 =

AV;) [27,33]. In this case, the l\=/li dyadic approaches zero, and the free-space Green’s function for

dipole self-interaction may be expressed in its weak form as

0 — ii
Gweak(ri' r, 0)) - = AV; k2 ]
re

. (23)

Since the weak form presented in Eq. (23) is derived as the limiting case when the outer dipole
domain AV; shrinks down to the length scale of the exclusion volume Vg, the il- dyadic must
retain the geometric parameters of the dipole volume AV;, not the geometric parameters of the
arbitrarily shaped exclusion volume Vg used in the strong form. As such, starting with the strong
form given by Eq. (12) and then setting lvll- = 0 does not always result in the proper weak form if
the strong form was calculated using dipoles and exclusion volumes of different geometries.

For ellipsoidal dipoles, the ii dyadic used in the weak form given by Eq. (23) may be

solved analytically as [30,35]

Li; O 0
i‘i,ellipsoid =(0 Ll',z 0 s (24)
0 0 L
with components expanded as
Ly =22 [ (@? + )7 [(q + a®)(q + b*)(q + c2)]"2dq, (25)
Lip =2 762 + @) [(q + a®)(q + b?)(q + c2)]7/2dg, (26)

Lz =22 [°(c? + )71 [(q + a®)(q + b?)(q + c?)]~/2dg. 27)

T2
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Rotation of ellipsoidal dipoles in the global coordinate system may be applied as RTii,ellipsoidR.

Usually, numerical calculation of the strong form of the self-term of the free-space
Green’s function given by Eq. (18) is much more time consuming than using a purely analytical
solution for the weak form. The computational complexity arises in numerical calculation of the
integral in Eq. (18) and depends on the type of integral solver that is chosen. High-precision
numerical integration is required to account for the strong variation in the free-space Green’s
function at small values of |[r’ — 1;|. For instance, using the MATLAB vpaintegral function
on a standard desktop computer, it took ~32 seconds to calculate the self-term of the free-space
Green’s function for an ellipsoid (a = 15 nm, b = 45 nm, ¢ = 75 nm) using the strong form
[Eq. (18)] and ~0.06 seconds using the weak form [Eq. (23)]. In these strong form calculations,
the radius of the finite spherical exclusion volume was set as V; ; = a/2 to achieve numerical
convergence [30]. While more efficient implementations could improve on the calculation times
presented here, calculation of analytical weak forms is always more efficient than strong forms
requiring numerical integration.

Finally, it is important to note that the weak form expressed in Eq. (23) does not satisfy
energy conservation or the optical theorem [27]. As such, NFRHT results derived using the weak
form are not true physical solutions, and care must be taken to ensure that weak approximations
are appropriate for a given system. One method for checking the applicability of strong and weak

forms is through calculation of particle polarizability, as discussed in the next section.

II1. POLARIZABILITY
The generalized many-body approach developed in this paper does not require the

definition of dipole polarizability. However, an equation for the dipole polarizability may be
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derived a posteriori for integration into other existing models of NFRHT. Additionally, the
dipole polarizability is a useful metric to assess the limit of applicability of the weak form of the
generalized many-body framework presented here. Expressions for and analysis of the

polarizability of spherical and ellipsoidal dipoles is provided hereafter.

A. Definition

Previously, the self-interaction of the free-space Green’s function was defined in terms of

the dyadics l\7li and ii. Introducing these dyadics is useful because these two quantities may be
used to define a general expression for the dipole polarizability tensor and distinguish between

strong and weak forms of polarizability that commonly arises in other models of NFRHT. The

dipole polarizability tensor defined in terms of l\7li and ii is [27]:

_ _ = -1
T = AVigoe, (1, ) {T— [k3M; - ——| &.(r, w)} . (28)

Eref(w)

Written explicitly in terms of the free-space Green’s function, Eq. (28) becomes

- _ -1
a; = g5 (1;, w) L - k(z)(—;o (r, 1, w)e (1, w)| . (29)
AV

For spherical dipoles, the diagonal elements of the ii dyadic are equal to 1/3 such that the
weak form of the polarizability reduces to the electrostatic polarizability (i.e., the Clausius-

Mossotti polarizability) defined as [27,35,36]

GRS = G = 3epe o (@)AVi[e(ry ) — ererl [ (1, ) + 2ere ML (30)
Some researchers have also modified the weak form of the polarizability for spherical dipoles to

include correction factors for radiation damping. For example, a standard expression for the

polarizability used in many-body approaches for spherical dipoles is [11,13,37]:
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i 6T Eref

algweak,sphere,corrected) = £, ( ﬁ _ i3, )-1 . a1
Eq. (31) was originally derived by Draine [38] for light scattering by particles small compared to
the wavelength (i.e., koR;; < 1). It is crucial to note that while the radiative correction may
provide a more accurate solution than the uncorrected weak form of the polarizability tensor, it is
not equivalent to the strong form of polarizability given independently by Egs. (28) and (29). A
thorough discussion of strong versus weak forms of dipole polarizability is given by Lakhtakia in
Ref. [33].

For ellipsoidal dipoles, the weak form of the polarizability tensor is obtained using Eq.

(28) with M; = 0 and L; calculated from Eq. (24)

. S O
=(weak,ellipsoid) __ (OB Li &
% = S {I eref(w) AVi} ©2)

Nikbakht [20] has modified this weak form of the polarizability for ellipsoidal dipoles to include
a radiative correction

ﬁgweak,ellipsoid,corrected) — Eoﬁgweak) {i _ 6i:;ef ﬁgweak)}—l. (33)
ref

B. Application to other NFRHT models
To model nonspherical dipoles using existing dipole formalisms of NFRHT, all that must
be done is to insert Eq. (28) as the polarizability or apply Eq. (11) for the self-interaction terms
of the free-space Green’s function.
In exciting field formalisms, such as the original many-body approach developed by Ben-
Abdallah et al. [3], the general polarizability tensor given by Eq. (28) should be inserted into the

system of equations as:
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(ind) _ = kiefg 0
P; = ai:eijii G (l“i;l'j,w) Py, (34)
where the induced dipole moment pgind) is related to the external exciting electric field El-(exc) as
pgind) = GE, and p ; is the total dipole moment of the jth dipole.

In actual field formulations, such as the thermal discrete dipole approximation developed
by Edalatpour et al. [39], the self-interaction terms of the free-space Green’s function given by
Eq. (18) should be used in the system of equations:

ind k?e G

Eref

d)

where the induced dipole moment pgin is related to the actual electric field in the ith dipole

EC as pgind) = alPEPY. Here, a'” is the bare polarizability of the ith dipole, a” =
£oAV;e.(1;, ). More information on actual versus exciting field formulations for NFRHT may

be found in Ref. [14].

C. Comparison of strong versus weak forms of the polarizability of ellipsoidal dipoles
To better understand the differences in accuracy between the strong and weak forms of
polarizability, the polarizability of ellipsoidal dipoles made of SiC embedded in vacuum (i.e.,
&ref = 1) is analyzed (Fig. 3). The dielectric function of SiC is calculated using a Lorentz

oscillator model [40]:

e(w) = €o, (m), (36)

w2-wig+ilw
where £, = 6.7, w0 = 1.825 X 10" rad/s, wrg = 1.494 X 10'* rad/s, and T = 8.966 x 10'!

rad/s.
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the strong and weak forms of polarizability for ellipsoidal dipoles. Three

ellipsoidal dipole geometries are modeled: (a), (b) dimensions a = 15 nm, b =45 nm, ¢ =75

nm and size parameter X = 0.047; (c), (d) dimensions a = 75 nm, b = 225 nm, ¢ = 375 nm and

size parameter X = 0.24; and (e), (f) dimensions a = 150 nm, b = 450 nm, ¢ = 750 nm and size

parameter X = 0.47. The ellipsoidal dipoles are made of SiC and are embedded in vacuum

(Erer = 1).
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The strong form of the polarizability is calculated from Eq. (29), with the self-interaction
free-space Green’s function found using Eq. (18). The upper limit of integration implemented in
Eq. (18) is given by Egs. (19)—(22), and the lower limit of integration is defined by the finite
spherical exclusion volume of radius Ry ; = min{a, b, c} /2. The strong and weak forms of the
polarizability are calculated for three ellipsoidal dipole sizes: a; = 15 nm, b; = 45 nm, ¢; = 75
nm; a, = 75 nm, b, = 225 nm, ¢, = 375 nm; a; = 150 nm, b; = 450 nm, c; = 750 nm. These
three cases correspond, respectively, to size parameters of 0.047, 0.24 and 0.47 calculated as X =
21 L.y /A7 [35], where the thermal photon wavelength A; is taken as 10 um and the characteristic
length is determined using Lo, = max{a, b, c}. It should be noted that particles are electrically
small in all cases and thus in the dipole regime.

The strong and weak forms of the polarizability show good agreement for smaller
ellipsoidal dipoles (a = 15 nm, b =45 nm, ¢ = 75 nm, X = 0.047) [Fig. 3(a)—~(b)]. In this case,
the weak form of the polarizability may be implemented in NFRHT calculations without loss of
accuracy. For the larger ellipsoidal dipoles (a = 150 nm, b = 450 nm, ¢ = 750 nm, X = 0.47)
[Fig. 3(e)—(f)], however, the strong and weak forms of the polarizability show noticeable
differences. In general, resonances in the weak form of the polarizability are blueshifted for these
larger dipoles, with the most severe blueshift occurring for the resonance associated with the
largest ellipsoid semiaxis. Therefore, when modeling NFRHT in ellipsoidal SiC dipoles of this
size, the strong form of polarizability must be used to maintain accuracy. Polarizability
approximations that are based on the weak form, such as those presented in Ref. [20], may lead
to increased error in NFRHT calculations for larger particles. According to the examples

modeled in Fig. 3, the strong form should be used in general for SiC particles with size



22

parameter greater than ~0.24. Below this size limit, the weak form provides sufficiently accurate

results.

IV. RADIATIVE HEAT TRANSFER RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The generalized many-body approach developed in Sec. II is applied to study NFRHT in
three different systems. First, the solution for the total power dissipated in two SiC spheroids of
variable orientation is compared with published results. Next, the generalized many-body theory
is used to calculate the spectral conductance between two SiC ellipsoids of variable orientation.
Finally, the generalized many-body method is applied to calculate the spectral radiative thermal
conductivity of a three-dimensional metamaterial composed of SiO ellipsoidal particles. In these
studies, SiC and SiO» are chosen because these materials support geometrically dependent LSPhs
that dominate NFRHT in the infrared. All particles are embedded in vacuum (i.e., €.¢ = 1), and

the strong form of the generalized many-body approach is implemented throughout.

A. Comparison against solution for two spheroidal dipoles
The generalized many-body method for spherical dipoles takes the exact same
mathematical form as the discrete system Green’s function method developed in Ref. [9] when
each object is represented by a single subvolume. In Ref. [9], the discrete system Green’s
function method is verified with good agreement against the analytical solution for spheres and
against other spherical dipole models, so the generalized many-body method is expected to
perform accurately in calculating NFRHT between spherical dipoles. As such, the remaining

verification check left to perform is for implementation of nonspherical geometries.
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Towards this aim, we compare the generalized many-body method against an analytical
NFRHT model for two spheroidal dipoles (i.e., dipoles with semiaxes a = b # c) presented by
Incardone et al. [19]. Specifically, we use Eq. (4) in Ref. [19] to calculate the spectral and total
power dissipated as one dipole is rotated by angles 0 < 6,, < /2. For the generalized many-
body results, we use Eq. (18) to calculate the self-interaction terms of the free-space Green’s
function, where the spheroidal surfaces are defined by Egs. (19)—(22) and the finite spherical
exclusion volume V, ; has radius R, ; = min{a, b, c} /2. The spheroidal dipoles are of dimension
a = b = 15 nm and ¢ = 75 nm, arranged in parallel, and at a center-of-mass separation distance
d = 7L, = 525 nm. One dipole is at temperature T; = 0 K and the other is at T, = 300 K.

The generalized many-body solution and analytical solution for the total power dissipated
in a dipole match well at 6,, = /2 but deviate slightly otherwise (Fig. 4). The difference
between the two methods may be attributed to two causes: (1) the analytical solution makes a
single-reflection approximation, whereas the generalized many-body method accounts for
multiple reflections; and (2) the analytical solution is sensitive to rotation even when modeling
spherical dipoles, whereas the generalized many-body method outputs the same solution for
spherical dipoles of any orientation, as expected (see Supplemental Material, Sec. S1 [41]). Even
with these differences, however, the two solutions output results of the same order of magnitude

that have, at most, a relative difference of 66% over the range of orientations tested.



24

The spectra of power dissipated for the generalized many-body and analytical solutions
also match reasonably well around LSPh resonances. Sample spectra are shown for 8, = 0 [Fig.
5(a)], 68, = 0.25m [Fig. 5(b)], and 8,, = 0.47m [Fig. 5(c)]. The largest relative difference
(—91.6%) between the spectra of the generalized many-body and analytical solutions occurs at
the lower LSPh resonance frequency (w = 1.597 x 10" rad/s) when 6, = 0.477. Even with
these discrepancies, however, the quantitative differences between the two methods are relatively
minor and may be accounted for by the two factors listed previously. Based on this comparison
with the analytical solution of NFRHT between two spheroidal dipoles of variable orientation, it
is concluded that the generalized many-body approach for NFRHT developed here accurately
accounts for geometric effects. As such, the generalized many-body approach can be applied to

study new systems of nonspherical particles in the dipole limit.
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spectral power dissipated in two SiC spheroidal dipoles. The dipoles are of dimensions a = b =

15 nm and ¢ = 75 nm, separated by a center-of-mass distance d = 7L, = 525 nm (separation
distance not to scale in insets), embedded in vacuum (& = 1), and at temperatures T; = 0 K
and T, = 300 K. The analytical solution is calculated from Ref. [19]. The relative difference

between the generalized many-body solution and the analytical solution is calculated as

[err;any-body (w) _ Q

analytical analytical
S ()] /@75 (w).
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B. Analysis of NFRHT between two ellipsoidal particles of variable configuration

The generalized many-body approach is applied to study NFRHT in systems of two SiC
ellipsoidal particles embedded in vacuum (Fig. 6). Both ellipsoidal particles are of dimensions
a = 15nm, b = 45 nm, and ¢ = 75 nm. In the original configuration, one particle is translated a
center-of-mass distance d = 7L, = 525 nm along the y-axis from the position of the other
particle located at the origin. Other configurations are created by rotating one particle in its local
coordinate system by angles 8, = /2, 6, = m/2, or 8, = 7/2. In this way, four total
configurations are analyzed, including the original unrotated setup.

NFRHT between particles is characterized by the spectral conductance calculated at a
temperature of T' = 300 K. The spectral conductance between any two particles at temperature T

may be calculated as

i Q@) [80(w,T’)
Gij(@,T) = Jim #E2 = |20 | 7(w). (37)

where Q;;(w) is the spectral power dissipated in particle i due to radiative heat transfer with
particle j,

Qij(®) = [0(w, Tj) — 0(w, T))|T;(w). (33)
In the systems of ellipsoidal particles modeled, the spectral conductance displays splitting into
three LSPh resonances [Fig. 6(d)—(f)]. These three resonances are correlated with the three
unique semiaxis dimensions of the ellipsoids (a # b # c). Such spectral behavior follows that
seen for SiC spheroidal particles [i.e., two LSPh resonances corresponding to two unique
semiaxis dimensions (a = b # c), see Fig. 5] and for SiC spherical particles [i.e., one LSPh

resonance corresponding to one unique semiaxis dimension (a = b = c), see Supplemental
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the spectral conductance is calculated at temperature T = 300 K.
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Material, Sec. S2, Fig. S2 [41]]. The frequencies at which LSPh resonances occur (wygpy, ) for an
isolated ellipsoidal dipole can be estimated by determining the condition for which the weak
form of the polarizability [Eq. (32)] diverges [35]:

Re(e(@isn)) = erer (1~ =) (39)
where y represents Cartesian coordinates and L; ,, is given by Egs. (25)—~(27). For ellipsoidal
dipoles of dimension a = 15 nm, b = 45 nm, and ¢ = 75 nm, the frequencies at which LSPh
resonances are predicted to occur are, respectively, 1.647 x 10" rad/s, 1.713 x 10" rad/s, and
1.806 x 10'* rad/s. These values match with excellent agreement to the resonance frequencies
observed in the spectral conductance in Fig. 6(d)—(f), since the dipole size parameter is smaller
than ~0.24, a regime in which the weak form of the polarizability provides accurate results (see
Sec. [11.C).

Rotation of one of the ellipsoidal particles results in thermal switching behavior in the
spectral conductance. For configurations in which one particle is rotated by /2 rad around one
ofits x-, y-, or z- axes, two of the LSPh resonances become damped while the resonance
associated with the semiaxis along the axis of rotation remains unchanged. For example, the
spectral conductance values at 1.713 x 10'* rad/s and 1.804 x 10'* rad/s for a particle rotated by
0, = /2 rad are, respectively, three orders and one order of magnitude less than that of the
unrotated particle, while the resonance at 1.647 X 10! rad/s remains unchanged. In this way,
quasi-monochromatic heat transfer can be obtained at a desired LSPh frequency simply by
changing the orientation of a particle. Additionally, the total, spectrally integrated conductance
for rotated configurations is about half that of unrotated configurations [e.g.,

G, = 1.76 x 107" WK! for the original configuration and G;, = 8.35 x 107'* WK™ for the

6, = m/2 rad configuration in Fig. 6(d)]. Such effects could be utilized, for instance, for dynamic
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thermal management of microelectronic devices. This thermal switching behavior can be

attributed to system-level geometric effects on LSPh modes.

C. Analysis of the radiative thermal conductivity of a metamaterial composed of ellipsoidal
particles
Lastly, the generalized many-body approach is applied to calculate the tensor spectral
radiative thermal conductivity in a metamaterial composed of aligned SiO» ellipsoidal particles
(Fig. 7). All particles are of dimensions a = 15 nm, b = 45 nm, and ¢ = 75 nm and are arranged
on a cubic lattice with lattice constant d = 7L, = 525 nm. The spectral radiative thermal

conductivity along the x-direction is calculated at temperature T = 300 K as [14]
1 A
Kyx(T) = A_yZZiEVA ZjevB Gij (T)(rj - l'i) " X. (40)

Here, V, represents the group of particles on one side of a central dividing yz-plane, and Vp
represents the group of particles on the other side of the plane. More information on this
calculation can be found in Ref. [14]. The cross-sectional area A,,, of the central dividing yz-
plane is calculated as Ay, = N,N,d?, where N), and N, are the number of particles along the y-
and z-directions, respectively. Calculation of the radiative thermal conductivity along the y- and
z-directions is found through cyclic permutation of Cartesian coordinates in Eq. (40). Based on
the convergence analyses for spherical SiO; particles in Ref. [14], we simulate metamaterials
with N,, = N,, = N, = 10 particles, such that the model comprises N, X N,, X N, = 1000

particles. The dielectric function of SiO; is calculated using a multi-oscillator Lorentz model,

Sn

w )2 w i
1~(Gam) i(ar)
wo,n wo,n

e(w) = € + Yoy (41)

with parameters given by Ref. [42].
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At the low LSPh resonance around 9 X 10" rad/s, the spectral radiative thermal
conductivity at resonance in the y- and z-directions are, respectively, 2.0 and 2.8 times that in
the x-direction. At the high LSPh resonance around 2.1 X 10'* rad/s, the spectral radiative
thermal conductivity at resonance in the y- and z-directions are, respectively, 1.6 and 2.0 times
that in the x-direction. In this way, anisotropic radiative thermal conductivity may be achieved
and controlled through choice of shape of constituent particles in a metamaterial. In Fig. 7, there
are also slight shifts in the frequency of resonance for radiative thermal conductivities of
different directions compared with the resonance frequencies for a metamaterial composed of

spherical particles.
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FIG. 7. Spectral radiative thermal conductivity of a metamaterial constructed of ellipsoidal SiO»
particles embedded in vacuum (&.of = 1). Particles are of dimensions a = 15 nm, b = 45 nm,
¢ = 75 nm and are arranged on a cubic lattice with lattice constant d = 7L, = 525 nm. The
inset schematic displays a 3%xX3x3 sample of the full 10xX10x 10 metamaterial represented by the
data. The solution for a metamaterial constructed of spherical SiO; particles of equivalent
volume and equivalent lattice constant is shown by the dashed line. The spectral radiative

thermal conductivity is calculated at temperature T = 300 K.

V. CONCLUSIONS
In this paper, we developed a generalized many-body approach for calculating NFRHT
between nonspherical dipoles. Based upon the self-consistent system Green’s function

formulation common to many-body approaches, the unique geometric parameters of
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nonspherical dipoles were implemented in the definition of the self-term of the free-space
Green’s function. Both strong and weak forms of the generalized many-body approach for
NFRHT were presented for particles in the dipole limit. The strong form resulted in the most
accurate models of NFRHT across particle length scales, whereas the weak form was less
computationally expensive but only applicable to very small particles (i.e., particles with size
parameter less than ~0.24).

In the generalized many-body approach presented here, dipole polarizability is defined a
posteriori from the free-space Green’s function solution. Calculation of polarizability is an
optional post-processing step rather than a required input. This approach to defining
polarizability contrasts with previous many-body models of NFRHT and allows for a more
straightforward implementation of nonspherical geometric parameters. It is shown that the
polarizability defined for nonspherical dipoles presented here may be implemented as-is within
existing dipole models of NFRHT that use polarizability as an input parameter.

We compared the generalized many-body method against an analytical solution for
NFRHT between two spheroidal dipoles. Acceptable agreement was obtained. We hypothesized
that discrepancies between results of the two methods arise from differences in approximations
for multiple reflections and from the way in which particle orientation was implemented in each
method.

We then applied the generalized many-body method to analyze the near-field spectral
conductance between two SiC ellipsoidal dipoles. It was found that ellipsoidal dipole geometries
resulted in a splitting of the spectral conductance into three unique resonances correlated with the
LSPh modes of ellipsoidal dipoles. This spectral behavior contrasts with the single LSPh

resonance observed for NFRHT between spherical dipoles and is attributed to the unique
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semiaxis dimensions that define ellipsoidal dipole geometries. Changes in the orientation of one
of the ellipsoidal dipoles resulted in independent, active tuning of LSPh resonance by up to three
orders of magnitude. Such tuning capabilities could be utilized for engineering thermal
management strategies in microelectronic devices.

Finally, we calculated the spectral radiative thermal conductivity of a metamaterial
composed of SiO» ellipsoidal particles. We found that the metamaterial displayed anisotropic
radiative thermal conductivity, with differences in the value at resonance up to 2.8 times between
different directions. For future work, it is recommended that the generalized many-body method
be applied to study NFRHT between other nonspherical dipole shapes, such as cylinders and

rectangular parallelepipeds.
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S1. COMPARISON OF THE GENERALIZED MANY-BODY METHOD AND THE
ANALYTICAL SOLUTION FOR SPHEROIDS APPLIED TO TWO SPHERES OF
VARIABLE ORIENTATION

The total power dissipated in one spherical dipole due to interaction with another spherical
dipole is calculated using both the generalized many-body approach and the analytical solution for
spheroids presented in Ref. [1] (see Fig. S1). The radius of each sphere is 35 nm. One particle is
rotated around its local y-axis while the center-of-mass distance between particles is held constant

atd = 7L, = 245 nm.
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FIG S1. Comparison of the generalized many-body approach against the analytical solution of
spheroids for the total power dissipated in two SiC spherical dipoles of variable orientation. The
spherical dipoles are of radii a = b = ¢ = 35 nm, separated by a center-of-mass distance d =
7L, = 245 nm (separation distance not to scale in inset), embedded in vacuum (&..¢ = 1), and at
temperatures T; = 0 K and T, = 300 K. One particle is rotated around its local y-axis (see inset).

The analytical solution is calculated from Ref. [1].



S2. SPECTRAL CONDUCTANCE OF TWO SPHERES
The spectral conductance between two SiC spheres is calculated using the generalized
many-body approach. Eq. (15) of the main manuscript is used to define the self-interaction free-

space Green’s function. Results are shown in Fig. S2.
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FIG S2. Spectral conductance between two SiC spherical particles. The particles are of dimensions
a =b = c = 35 nm, separated by a center-of-mass distance d = 7L, = 245 nm (separation

distance not to scale in inset), embedded in vacuum (& = 1), and the spectral conductance is

calculated at temperature T = 300 K.
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