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We demonstrate that a fully metallic and air-filled geodesic waveguide can be employed as an
analog electromagnetic model of a static and spherically symmetric gravitational field. By following
the Plebanski formalism, a space-time metric of the aforementioned type is firstly encoded into the
electromagnetic properties of a flat space-time region in the form of an isotropic and radially varying
refractive index distribution. Then, a three-dimensional, air-filled, and axially symmetric waveguide,
composed of two equally spaced and curved metallic surfaces, is employed. Its shape is tailored such
that the effective paths, followed by transverse electromagnetic beams of microwave radiation within
this waveguide, result equivalent to null-geodesics taking place in the aforementioned refractive
medium. This strategy avoids the need for a refractive medium, although it only allows to reproduce
the space-time metric on the invariant plane. Two analog electromagnetic models of gravity, using
the proposed approach, are designed to reproduce the metric of both a Schwarzschild black hole
and a Morris-Thorne wormhole. The results from full-wave simulations demonstrate that a one-
dimensional Gaussian beam faithfully follows a path completely equivalent to general relativistic
null geodesics with a mean relative error within 4%.

I. INTRODUCTION

General relativity (GR), introduced by Einstein in late
1915, is one of the most revolutionary theories of gravity
capable of describing several gravitational phenomena at
macroscopic scales. Over the years, GR has been suc-
cessfully validated through different experiments, such
as: tests in the weak field regime within the solar system
[1–3]; the first direct detection of the gravitational wave
emission resulting from the merger of two black holes
(BHs), announced by LIGO and Virgo collaborations in
2015 [4]; the first image of the supermassive BH located
at the center of the galaxy M87, achieved by the Event
Horizon Telescope collaboration in 2019 [5].

Nevertheless, there exist astrophysical situations,
whose scales remain outside our experimental capabili-
ties. The strong gravitational field near the event horizon
of a BH is one example. Although analytical methods
(e.g., solving wave equations in curved space-times [6])
alongside numerical techniques (e.g., the “3 + 1” ADM
formulation [7]) can help to better understand gravita-
tional phenomena in such cases, an interesting alternative
to conduct astrophysical experiments consists of employ-
ing analog models of gravity.

In this vein, we focus on analog electromagnetic (EM)
models of gravity, which can be defined as a region Ω ∈ R3

settled in flat space-time, whose EM properties, namely
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the dielectric permittivity ←→ϵ , magnetic permeability←→µ , and magneto-electric coupling ←→γ tensors provide
the necessary and sufficient conditions for the resulting
Maxwell equations in Ω to acquire the same mathemat-
ical structure as Maxwell equations in an empty curved
space-time, characterized by a metric tensor←→g . The im-
portance of this equivalence relies on the fact that it can
be used as a computational tool for mimicking the prop-
agation of EM fields in curved space-times [8], as well as
it provides alternative ways to understand gravity and
its interaction with EM fields.

In this work, we analyse analog EM models of gravity
to reproduce the space-time geometry of static and spher-
ically symmetric gravitational fields. This topic has ex-
perienced a rise in interest over the last 25 years. Among
the works on this subject, worth mentioning are: the us-
age of hyperbolic metamaterials to mimic the metric of a
Schwarzschild BH [9]; homogenized composite materials
to reproduce the Schwarzschild-(anti-)de Sitter metrics
[10]; isotropic and radially varying refractive index dis-
tributions to mimic celestial mechanic problems [11], the
paths of photons [12], planets [13], and the metric of the
exterior and the interior Schwarzschild solutions [14].

In particular, researchers exploit the last form of the
analog EM model of gravity as a starting point to build
up analog EM models of gravity based on geodesic lenses
[15–17]. Due to the spherical symmetry of the analog EM
model based on the refractive medium, light paths will
be contained in a plane [12], which can be set coincident
with the equatorial plane. In accordance with Fermat’s
principle [15], a photon follows a path of least time in-
fluenced by the refractive medium. Instead, as the geo-
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desic lens consists of a two-dimensional, non-euclidean,
and axially-symmetric dielectric surface of finite thick-
ness embedded in three-dimensions, it is the geometry
that physically determines the effective electrical distance
between neighboring points on the surface, and thus the
complete path of a light ray. Therefore, appropriately
shaping the surface of the geodesic lens, the path followed
by light beams therein can be made equivalent to those
taking place on the equatorial plane of the analog EM
model based on the refractive medium and, consequently,
also in the equatorial plane of the gravitational setting,
where the latter model stems out. Among the studies
on this topic, we highlight an analog optical model of
space-time outside a Morris-Thorne wormhole (WH) [18]
implemented by He and collaborators using a curved di-
electric layer. Furthermore, there exist other works ex-
ploiting the geodesic lenses to explore wave propagation
in curved “space-times” [19, 20]. However, in those cases,
the authors do not determine the shape of the geodesic
lens from a specific space-time geometry, as outlined be-
fore, but rather, they rely on fabrication possibilities or
specific geometric characteristics of the resulting geodesic
waveguide’s surface.

In this work, we resort to a fully-metallic geodesic
lens [15, 16, 21], which comprises two axially symmetric
curved and equally-spaced metallic surfaces, where the
filling medium is air. The main advantage of this method
is that the waveguide operates with the transverse elec-
tromagnetic mode (TEM) so that the wave impedance
equals the intrinsic impedance of vacuum and EM wave
propagation does not undergo dispersion, in contrast to
a fully dielectric geodesic lens, which operates with a
transverse magnetic mode [22]. Furthermore, this strat-
egy also avoids the use of metamaterials or composites
and leverages the capability of a geodesic lens to control
EM wave propagation through the geometry. Apart from
that, this approach affords three more advantageous as-
pects. Firstly, consistency conditions [23] of space-time
are naturally fulfilled as the filling medium is air and not
a dielectric material. Secondly, these waveguides have
been widely used for applications in the microwave fre-
quency range (3 − 300 GHz) [22] such as: radar scan-
ning [16, 21] and antennas based on graded-index media
[15, 24–26]. Lastly, microwave technology comprises a
wide variety of techniques that can be used to implement
these analog models of gravity.

To assess the feasibility of the geodesic lens approach,
we design and simulate analog EM models correspond-
ing to a Schwarzschild BH [27] and a Morris-Thorne WH
[28]. In both scenarios, we feed the waveguide with a
Gaussian beam [29] having a carrier in the microwave
frequency range (140 GHz). The resulting field distribu-
tions within the waveguide prove that the beam faithfully
follows the ray trajectories predicted by GR, confirming
thus its trustable applicability for reproducing the metric
on the invariant plane of static and spherically symmetric
space-times.

This article is organized as follows: in Sec. II the theory
of analog EM model of gravity is presented; in Sec. III

the geodesic lens approach is introduced; the results of
this work are presented and discussed in Sec. IV; finally,
conclusions and new perspectives are gathered in Sec. V.

Notations and conventions. The metric tensor is indi-
cated by gµν having signature (−,+,+,+), while ηµν =
diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) is the Minkowsky metric. Greek indices
run as 0, 1, 2, 3, whereas Latin indices as 1, 2, 3. Vectors,

rank-2 tensors, and basis vectors are indicated as; A⃗;
←→
A ,

A µν , Aµν , or Aµ
ν ; Â, respectively. The matrices are in-

dicated with [A]. We use the International System of
Units. Finally, ϵ0 and µ0 are the vacuum permittivity
and permeability, respectively.

II. THE ANALOG EM MODEL OF GRAVITY

In this section, we first define the static and spherically
symmetric gravitational field (see Sec. II A), then the
formalism behind the analog EM models of gravity is
introduced (see II B) and particularized for static and
spherically symmetric gravitational fields (see Sec. II C );
finally, we consider a parallel-plate waveguide model that
will be the starting point to introduce and construct the
geodesic lens (see Sec. IID).

A. Static and spherically symmetric gravitational
fields in isotropic coordinates

The interval of a generic static and spherically symmet-
ric gravitational field in Cartesian isotropic coordinates1

[9, 12, 30, 31] (ct, x, y, z) is given by

ds2 = H(r)c2dt2 + J(r)
[
dx2 + dy2 + dz2

]
, (1)

where r2 = x2 + y2 + z2, and H(r) and J(r) are the
components of the metric tensor defining the space-time.
For a Schwarzschild BH [12, 32], Eq. (1) reads as2

ds2 = −
(
1− rsi

r

)2
(
1 + rsi

r

)2 c2dt2 +
(
1 +

rsi
r

)4 [
dx2 + dy2 + dz2

]
,

(2)
for r ≥ rsi with rsi being the Schwarzschild radius defin-
ing the event horizon [33]. For the Morris-Thorne WH
[12, 28], we have that the metric tensor reads as

ds2 = −c2dt2 +
[
1 +

(
boi
r

)2
]2 [

dx2 + dy2 + dz2
]
, (3)

for r ≥ boi with boi being the WH mouth size.

1 See pp. 175 in Ref. [30] for an introduction to the isotropic
coordinates and their properties or Appendix A in this paper.

2 See Eq. (8.2.14) in Ref. [30], for more details.
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B. The Einstein-Maxwell’s equations and the
analog EM model of gravity

The Einstein-Maxwell’s equations model Electrody-
namics in curved empty space-times [34]

∂Fµν

∂xγ
+

∂Fγµ

∂xν
+

∂Fνγ

∂xµ
= 0, (4a)

∂fµν

∂xν
= −µ0J µ

den, (4b)

where Fµν = Fµν(Ei,Bi) is the EM field-strength
tensor, fµν = fµν(Di,Hi) is the excitation tensor,
J µ
den =

√−gJ µ is the four-current vector density with
J µ = J µ(ρ,J i) being the current four-vector, and
g = det(gµν) with gµν being the metric tensor, see Ap-
pendix. C. The Cartesian coordinate system is used in
the rest of the paper unless otherwise stated, i.e., xµ

runs over t, x, y, z. In addition, Ei, Bi, Di, Hi, J i , and ρ
are the covariant components of the three-vectors electric
field intensity and magnetic flux, the contravariant com-
ponents of the three-vectors electric flux density, mag-
netic field intensity and current density, and lastly, the
charge density, respectively. Here, i runs over x, y, z.
In 1960, Plebanski formulated a non-covariant version

of the above Maxwell equations [8]. The mathematical
structure of these equations resembles Maxwell’s equa-
tions, modeling the propagation of EM fields in matter
media framed in flat space-times, as will be better dis-
cussed later. The main contribution of Plebanski [8] is to
have derived the set of space-time constitutive relations
relating the components of field strength and excitation
tensors. In matrix notation, they read as

[D] = [ϵ̃][E ] + [γ̃][H], (5a)

[B] = [µ̃][H]− [γ̃][E ], (5b)

where the constitutive matrices3 [ϵ̃], [µ̃], and [γ̃] are [8,
34, 35]

[ϵ̃]

ϵ0
=

[µ̃]

µ0
= −
√−g
g00



gxx gxy gxz

gyx gyy gyz

gzx gzy gzz


 , (6a)

[γ̃] =
1

cgtt




0 −gtz gty
gtz 0 −gtx
−gty gtx 0


 . (6b)

Altogether, the non-covariant Maxwell’s equation and,
in particular, Eqs. (5a) and (5b) set up the basis for the
analog EM model of gravity. Their physical interpreta-
tion is that a gravitational field affects the propagation of
EM fields in the same way as a reciprocal bi-anisotropic
material [36] settled in flat space-time does, while the

3 In this work, only Cartesian coordinates are contemplated. Al-
though the Plebanski formalism can be extended to other curvi-
linear and orthogonal coordinate systems, we refrain from doing
so for the sake of simplicity.

constitutive matrices [ϵ̃], [µ̃], and [γ̃] play the role of effec-
tive dielectric permittivity, magnetic permeability, and
magneto-electric coupling tensors4, respectively.
In view of what was stated, we formulate the Pleban-

ski formalism as follows: let us consider the “gravita-
tional domain” consisting of a manifoldM endowed with
a metric gµν , coordinates xµ, and an EM configuration(
Fµν , f

µν ,J µ
den, χ

αβµν
)
. The tensor χαβµν is the consti-

tutive tensor [37], containing the space-time constitutive
relationships between Fµν and fµν . It can be derived by
representing Eqs. (6) in tensorial form, that is

fαβ =
1

2
χαβµνFµν . (7)

For further details on the constitutive tensor and its prop-
erties, the reader can consult Refs. [37–39]. Next, let
us consider the “analog domain” consisting of another
manifold M̂, which is endowed with a Minkowski metric
ηµν , coordinates x̂

µ, and an equivalent EM configuration

(F̂µν , f̂
µν , Ĵ µ

den, χ̂
αβµν). Note that the symbols used here

have the same meaning as stated for the gravitational
domain, while the hats indicate they are framed in the
analog domain. Moreover, due to the absence of grav-
ity in the analog domain, the constitutive tensor encodes
constitutive relationships of the matter medium. The
EM properties and constitutive relationships of such a
medium are assumed for the moment unknown.
The premise of Plebanski’s formalism is that both

the gravitational and analog domains must be electro-
dynamically equivalent. To this end, a one-to-one map
T : M̂ →M is defined5, with

T
(
ct̂, x̂, ŷ, ẑ

)
= (ct, x, y, z) =

(
ct̂, x̂, ŷ, ẑ

)
, (8)

As an example of the operation principle of this map:

Fαβ

∣∣∣
xα

= T (F̂µν

∣∣∣
x̂η
) and T (F̂µν) =

∂xα

∂x̂µ
∂xβ

∂x̂ν F̂µν is an ap-

propriate tensor transformation relationship for the ar-
gument. Its pull-back T ∗ : M→ M̂ reads as

T ∗ (ct, x, y, z) =
(
ct̂, x̂, ŷ, ẑ

)
= (ct, x, y, z) , (9)

which operates in the opposite sense [38, 39]. As a result,
we obtain the following correspondences:

F̂αβ

∣∣∣
x̂η

= Fαβ

∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

, (10a)

f̂αβ
∣∣∣
x̂η

= fαβ
∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

, (10b)

Ĵα
den

∣∣∣
x̂η

= Jα
den

∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

. (10c)

χ̂αβµν
∣∣∣
x̂η

= χαβµν
∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

. (10d)

4 We highlight that the constitutive matrices are not tensors [35].
5 We use the pull-back formalism from Thompson et al. [38, 39] to
define the map between the gravitational and analog domains.
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See the details of the above derivations in Appendix. C.
The key result here is the transformation relationship
(10d), from which two conclusions may be derived. First,
the constitutive relationships of the material medium in
which EM fields propagate in the analog domain are of
the same type of Eqs. (5a) and (5b), that is

[D̂] = [ϵ̂][Ê ] + [γ̂][Ĥ], (11a)

[B̂] = [µ̂][Ĥ]− [γ̂][Ê ], (11b)

where [ϵ̂] is the dielectric permittivity tensor, [µ̂] is the
magnetic permeability tensor, and [γ̂] is the magneto-
electric coupling tensor of the material medium in the
analog domain. Secondly, the constitutive matrices in the
gravitational domain are mapped into the constitutive
tensors in the analog domain as follows

[ϵ̂]ij
∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

= [ϵ̃]ij
∣∣∣
x̂η
, (12a)

[µ̂]ij
∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

= [µ̃]ij
∣∣∣
x̂η
, (12b)

[γ̂]ij
∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

= [γ̃]ij
∣∣∣
x̂η
, (12c)

by substituting Eqs. (10) into the Maxwell’s equations of
the analog domain using the three-vector notation

∇ · ⃗̂D = ρden, (13a)

∇ · ⃗̂B = 0, (13b)

∇× ⃗̂
H =

⃗̂
Jden +

∂
⃗̂
D

∂t̂
, (13c)

∇× ⃗̂
E = −∂

⃗̂
B

∂t̂
. (13d)

The ensuing set of differential equations will assume the
same structure as the non-covariant Maxwell’s equations
obtained by Plebanski [8] for EM fields propagating in the
gravitational domain. In this way, the formal equivalence
between EM wave propagation in empty curved space-
time and matter media in flat space-time is established.

As final remarks, a discussion on the covariance prop-
erties of the Plebanski formalism and further possibilities
of the pull-back transformation is beyond the scope of
this paper. The reader can consult Refs. [38, 40].

C. The analog EM model of static and spherically
symmetric gravitational fields

Having considered the Plebanski formalism, the analog
EM model of gravity of static and spherically symmetric
space-times in isotropic coordinates, cf. Eq. (1), is

[ϵ]ij

ϵ0
=

[µ]ij

µ0
= n (r) δij, (14a)

[γ]ij = [0], (14b)

where the isotropic refractive index distribution

n (r) =

√
−J(r)
H(r)

, (15)

monotonically decreases with the radial distance being
unity at infinity, and δij is the Kronecker delta [32].
Thus, the analog EM model of the gravitational field of a
Schwarzschild BH (see Eq. (2)) and a Morris-Thorne WH
(see Eq. (3)) consist of the following isotropic refractive
index distributions and consistency conditions (14)

n(r) =

(
1 + rsi

r

)3

1− rsi
r

for r ≥ rsi, (16a)

n(r) = 1 +

(
boi
r

)2

for r ≥ boi. (16b)

It is worth noticing that the refractive index distribu-
tion shown in Eq. (16a) diverges on the surface ρ = rsi.
Such behavior, however, is physically correct and reflects
the fact that this surface is approached by EM radiation
asymptotically, being thus an analog event horizon. On
the other hand, for the Morris-Thorne WH, see Eq. (16b),
the analog WH mouth is defined by the surface ρ = boi.
Here, we conceive the analog EM model of a Morris-
Thorne WH as two separated universes, whose refrac-
tive index distributions are given by Eq. (16b). These
universes are electromagnetically connected through the
WH mouth by imposing the continuity of the tangential
components of the EM field over ρ = boi.

D. Parallel-plate waveguide analog EM model

In the last section, the analog EM model of a static and
spherically symmetric gravitational field (see Fig. 1(a))
was represented in the form of a radially-varying isotropic
refractive index distribution (see Fig. 1(b)). Although
the fabrication of a medium with such a spatial depen-
dence added to analysing the EM wave propagation in
it can be challenging, we resort to a version thereof of
reduced dimensionality, which can be seen as a 2+1 ana-
log model of gravity. In other words, the refractive index
is made invariant with respect to the z coordinate (see
Fig. 1(c)), thereby making it suitable to be described
in cylindrical coordinates (t1, ρ1, φ1, z1) rather than in
spherical ones, namely

n = n (ρ1) . (17)

The Cartesian coordinates (x1, y1, z1) are re-
lated to the cylindrical ones, as (t1, x1, y1, z1) =
(t1, ρ1 cos(φ1), ρ1 sin(φ1), z1). We have three reasons for
our choice. Firstly, in problems with cylindrical sym-
metry TEM field solutions of the plane wave type, e.g.,
modes with non-zero field components (Ez1 , Hρ1 , Hφ1)
and (Hz1 , Eρ1 , Eφ1), can be contemplated thereby easing
their analysis. Secondly, although the analog EM model
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a) b)

c)d)

Analog spacetime n(r)

sampling plane: θ = 90◦

Two-dimensional analog spacetime n(ρ)Parallel plates waveguide

Spacetime gµν(r)

Metal plates

h
ei
g
h
t

Y

X

Z

r

TEM field:
(
κ⃗ ⊥ E⃗ ⊥ H⃗

)

κ⃗

E⃗H⃗

FIG. 1. Parallel-plate waveguide analog EM model scheme. (a) Static and spherically symmetric space-time, described by
the metric gµν(r). (b) Analog space-time defined by the refractive index distribution n(r). (c) Analog space-time of reduced
dimensionality characterised by the refractive index distribution n(ρ). (d) Parallel-plate waveguide analog EM model. In panel
(d), the electrodynamics can be described through ray-tracing (zero wavelength approximation) in the equatorial plane, as the

wave vector κ⃗ of the propagating TEM mode under consideration, i.e., (E⃗ = Ez1 ẑ1 and H⃗ = Hρ1 ρ̂1+Hφ1φ̂1), is always parallel
to the conducting plates. We checked that the ray dynamics of setups (b) in the equatorial plane and (d) are equivalent.

of gravity with cylindrical symmetry (17) seems to
be not electrodynamically equivalent to the refractive
medium with spherical symmetry (15), we will show
later that the paths of photons on the equatorial plane
of both cases converge to the same result. Therefore,
it is expected that collimated beams propagate within
the waveguide following geodesics while mimicking,
through the EM properties of the filling medium, other
gravitational phenomena to some extent. Thirdly, a
simple laboratory device can be attained by using a
pair of equally-spaced metallic plates parallel to the
equatorial plane, i.e., a parallel-plate waveguide, see
Fig. 1(d) and the sketch (a) in Fig. (2). Furthermore, in
this case only the mode (Ez1 , Hρ1 , Hφ1) can propagate
as its boundary conditions are satisfied, whereas those
of the mode (Hz1 , Eρ1 , Eφ1) are not.

For the moment, we assume that the flat waveguide has
an infinite extent, and as it stems from the analog EM
model of gravity shown in Eq. (15), the radial distance
ρ1min coincides with the size of either the analog event
horizon or the analog WH mouth. In the same way, other
limits of interest, such as the radius of the analog photon
sphere, will be found also in the flat waveguide. How-
ever, an appropriate name for it should be analog photon
circle. Furthermore, only the region ρ1 ≥ ρ1min is rep-
resented in Fig. (2)(a) because the EM properties of the
analog EM models of gravity (16a) and (16b) comprise
an exterior solution, being unspecified for ρ1 ≤ ρ1min,
see Sec. II A. The height of the flat waveguide is not in-
dicated in Fig. 2(a), since as it will be detailed later, no
full-wave simulations are performed by us with this wave-
guide, but only the computation of ray trajectories in its
mid-surface. This is necessary in the next section as a for-

mal starting point for the issues to be addressed through
the geodesic lens. Finally, we introduce the concept of
mid-surface, defined as the imaginary surface parallel to
both conducting surfaces located in the middle between
them.

III. THE GEODESIC WAVEGUIDE

The purpose of this section is to introduce the physi-
cal principle and design guidelines of a geodesic lens, as
well as the derivation of the differential equation for ray
trajectories on its mid-surface. Hereafter, the geodesic
lens is referred to as a geodesic waveguide. In this way,
in Sec. III A, the features of the geodesic waveguide are
described, then in Sec. III B, we explain how to design
its mid-surface by tailoring it on the refractive index dis-
tribution within the flat waveguide. After that, the ray
equation on the mid-surface is derived in Sec. III C. Fi-
nally, Sec. IIID describes the one-dimensional Gaussian
beam.

A. Characteristics of the geodesic waveguide

A geodesic waveguide is constructed using two parallel
metallic and curved surfaces with axial symmetry and air
as the filling medium, see Fig. 2(b). We employ Carte-
sian coordinates (x2, y2, z2) to describe its geometry. In
this context, “parallel” means that for any given point
on the mid-surface, the separation between the conduct-
ing surfaces as measured along the mid-surface’s normal
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mid-surface

parallel metallic plates filling medium

n
(ρ

1)

nmax

1

ẑ1

x̂1 ŷ1

(a) (b) ẑ2

x̂2 ŷ2

ρ2max

ρ2min

ρ1min

mid-surface

curved metallic surfaces

air

generating curve

FIG. 2. Analog EM models of static and spherically symmetric gravitational fields. Panel (a) shows a parallel-plate waveguide
endowed with a refractive index distribution n(ρ1) with ρ21 = x2

1 + y2
1 . Panel (b) displays a geodesic waveguide in the interval

ρ2min ≤ ρ2 ≤ ρ2max with ρ22 = x2
2+y2

2 , where ρ2min is the minimum distance (with the same meaning of ρ1min, i.e., analog event
horizon or WH mouth) and ρ2max is the maximum radial extent of the EM device, although it theoretically extends to infinity.

direction is constant to h, while the mid-surface inter-
sects this direction in the middle. In addition, due to
the axial symmetry of the waveguide, it is convenient to
employ cylindrical coordinates (ρ2, φ2, z2) to describe the
mid-surface. Furthermore, the latter can be obtained by
rotating a two-dimensional curve of equation z2 = f(ρ2)
around the z2-axis, known as the generating curve of the
mid-surface, see the dashed green profile in Fig. 2(b) for
an example.

Moreover, we assume that only TEM fields propagate
inside the geodesic waveguide. Therefore, the minimum
curvature radius Rcmin of the mid-surface must satisfy
the condition Rcmin ≫ λ, so that it can be assumed to
be locally flat for TEM fields, where λ is the operating
wavelength of the EM field propagating inside the wave-
guide.

B. Tailoring the geodesic lens geometry

Let us start by addressing the propagation of TEM
fields in the geodesic waveguide shown in Fig. 2(b). Our
TEM-field assumption entails that the electric field is
everywhere inside the waveguide locally perpendicular to
the metallic surfaces, whereas the magnetic field is par-
allel to them. Therefore, the EM energy propagates fol-
lowing paths contained on the mid-surface in accordance
with Fermat’s principle [15].
A coordinate system is defined on the mid-surface to

model electrodynamics inside the geodesic waveguide.
Let there be a local orthogonal and curvilinear coordi-
nate system on the mid-surface, which allows us to indi-
cate each point on it. The coordinate lines thereof are
formed by intersecting the mid-surface with the coordi-
nate surfaces of the cylindrical coordinate system. So,
by intersecting the mid-surface with a plane forming an
angle φ2 with respect to the plane x̂2 − ẑ2, the ensuing
coordinate line is given by the generating curve. The po-
sition of a point along this coordinate line is indicated by

its length S2 = S2(ρ2, z2) with respect to some reference
and, in addition, dS2

2 = dρ22+z22 . On the other hand, the
other type of coordinate line is obtained by intersecting
the mid-surface with cylinders of radius ρ2 together with
planes of height z2, thereby giving rise to circles of radius
ρ2 and height z2. The position along this coordinate line
is given by the angle φ2.
So, the propagation of TEM fields can be modeled by

the infinitesimal electrical length element they experience
on the mid-surface [15]. Since the geodesic waveguide is
filled with air, it coincides with the infinitesimal length
element of the mid-surface

dL2
2 = dS2

2 + ρ22dφ
2
2, (18)

For the moment, let us consider the above infinites-
imal length element only from a geometrical point of
view. In the theory of differential geometry of curves
and surfaces [41], there exists an important type of spa-
tial coordinate transformation known as conformal co-
ordinate transformations, which states that if the points
in two two-dimensional surfaces, namely Ω1 and Ω2, are
related through a conformal transformation, the infinites-
imal length elements of the surfaces, i.e., dL2

1 and dL2
2,

will be proportional to each other via a conformal factor
K, thus

dL2
1 = K2dL2

2. (19)

Another geometrical interpretation for the above equa-
tion is that a local curvilinear and orthogonal coordinate
system can be defined on the resulting conformal sur-
face Ω1 in the same way as for the surface Ω2, while
the angles between the ensuing coordinate lines will not
change. The function of the conformal parameter is thus
scaling displacements on the conformal surface Ω1 when-
ever a distance is measured between two points along a
geodesic such that, if the same procedure is performed
between equivalent points on Ω2, the same distance is



7

obtained. Therefore, from the EM point of view, the con-
formal factor performs the function of a refractive index
distribution. Consider the line element for TEM fields
on the mid-surface of the flat waveguide; see Fig. 2(a).
We have

dL2
1 = n2(ρ1)

[
dS2

1 + ρ21dφ
2
1

]
. (20)

We have resorted to a local coordinate system (S1, φ1)
on the mid-surface, S1 = ρ1, and φ1 corresponds to
the azimuthal angle. Considering the concepts outlined
above, the infinitesimal electrical length interval can be
viewed as the line element of a conformal surface to that
of the geodesic lens, where the refractive index distrib-
ution n(ρ) is the conformal factor. The problem of the
geodesic waveguide thus reduces to finding a coordinate
transformation for which the effective metric tensors of
the infinitesimal electrical length elements, i.e., g1ij (see
Eq. (20) for the flat waveguide) and g2ij (see Eq. (18)
for the geodesic waveguide), are related via the following
transformation for preserving the electrical length ele-
ments

g1ij = g2ij
∂xi

2

∂xi
1

∂xj
2

∂xj
1

, (21)

where xi
k are the curvilinear and orthogonal coordinates

either on the mid-surface of the flat (k = 1) or the geo-
desic waveguide (k = 2). Therefore, the conditions for
Eq. (21) to be fulfilled yield the following differential
equations and algebraic relationships

n(ρ1) =
dS2

dS1
, (22a)

n(ρ1)ρ1 = ρ2, (22b)

φ1 = φ2. (22c)

As dS2
2 = dρ22 + dz22 and dS1 = dρ1, Eq. (22a) assumes

the following form

n2(ρ1)dρ
2
1 = dρ22 + dz22 . (23)

Substituting dρ1/dρ2 from Eq. (22b), the differential
equation for the generating curve of the mid-surface is

(
dz2
dρ2

)2

=
n2(ρ1)

[n(ρ1) + n′(ρ1)ρ1]2
− 1, (24)

where n′(ρ1) = dn(ρ1)/dρ1. However, it is convenient
to parametrize Eq. (24) as a function of ρ1, since the
right-hand side is a function thereof. To this end, we use
Eq. (22b) to obtain dρ2/dρ1, and then

(
dz2
dρ1

)2

= −ρ1n′(ρ1)

[
2n(ρ1) + n′(ρ1)ρ1

]
. (25)

We note that the right-hand side of Eq. (25) must be
positive. Therefore, the space-time geometry encoded

into the refractive index distribution in the flat waveguide
might not have a representation as a geodesic lens to its
full extent. Then, the flat waveguide can be represented
as a geodesic waveguide in the domain, where

n′(ρ1)ρ1
2n(ρ1)

≥ −1. (26)

C. Ray trajectories at the geodesic waveguide’s
mid-surface

Using Lagrangian optics [42, 43], we obtain the dif-
ferential equation governing the ray trajectories at the
mid-surface of the geodesic waveguide. Apart from that,
we also demonstrate that such geodesics are equivalent
to those given in the flat waveguide framework and, si-
multaneously, to the exact solutions of GR.
The Lagrangian on the mid-surface of the geodesic

waveguide is derived from Eq. (18) as

L =

√

g2ij
dxi

2

dS2

dxj
2

dS2
=
√

1 + ρ22φ
2
2S2

, (27)

where φS2 = dφ2/dS2. As the Lagrangian does not de-
pend on φ2, then there exists the conserved angular mo-
mentum Lφ2 = ∂L/∂φ2S2 [42–44], which leads to the ray
equation on the geodesic waveguide’s mid-surface:

(
dS2

dφ2

)2

= ρ42

(
1

L2
φ2

− 1

ρ22

)
. (28)

Note that the above equation is parametrized in terms of
the variable φ2 for the sake of simplicity. By using the
same procedure on the flat waveguide, we obtain the ray
equation on its mid-surface

(
dρ1
dφ1

)2

= n2(ρ1)ρ
4
1

[
1

L2
φ1

− 1

n2(ρ1)ρ21

]
. (29)

It can be easily demonstrated that both Eqs. (28) and
(29) are equivalent by substituting dS2

2 = dρ22+dz22 , and
Lφ2

= Lφ1
into Eq. (28) and using the transformation

relationships (22a), (22b), and (22c). Moreover, Eq. (29)
corresponds also to the null-geodesic equation in the orig-
inal gravitational framework described by Eq. (1), as it
can be easily verified via the Lagrangian approach [12].

D. The one-dimensional Gaussian beam

In this section, we introduce the definition and some
relevant properties of a one-dimensional Gaussian beam,
from now on just called Gaussian beam for shortness.
A Gaussian beam is a flux of radiation, which is very

similar to an EM plane wave due to the following two
main aspects: (1) it has a clearly defined propagation
direction; (2) both electric and magnetic field compo-
nents are mutually perpendicular between them, and in
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turn, also to the propagation direction [29]. Instead, the
fundamental difference relies on the Gaussian beam am-
plitude, which varies and asymptotically decreases along
directions perpendicular to the propagation axis.

Let us consider an air-filled parallel-plate waveguide
similar to that depicted in Fig. 2(a), where a Gaussian
beam propagates along the x1-axis, and its amplitude
only varies along the y1-axis. The electric field inside the
waveguide satisfies the paraxial wave equation [29] (we
set (x1, y1, z1) = (x, y, z) to lighten the notation):

∂2Ez(x, y)

∂y2
− 2jκ

∂Ez(x, y)

∂x
= 0, (30)

where κ is the wave number and Ez is the z component
of the electric field. The solution of Eq. (30) is given by
the well-known formula (see pp. 16 in Ref. [29])

Ez(x, y) =
E0√
w(x)

exp

[
−
(

y

w(x)

)2

− jκx

−j κy2

2R(x)
+ Φ0(x)

]
, (31)

with E0 being the field amplitude, w(x) the beam radius,
R(x) the radius of curvature of the wavefront, and Φ0(x)
the Gaussian phase shift [29], whose expressions are

R(x) = x+
1

x

(
πw2

0

λ

)2

, (32a)

w(x) = w0

√
1 +

(
λx

πw2
0

)2

, (32b)

Φ0(x) = tan−1

(
λx

πw2
0

)
, (32c)

where w0 is the waist (minimum beam radius). The point
where the waist (32b) of the Gaussian beam is minimum
is called beam waist position, i.e., r⃗ = (0, 0) according
to Eq. (32b). In this case, Eq. (32b) models how the
beamwidth varies along the propagation axis. Further-
more, the beamwidth increases by a factor of

√
2 relative

to its minimum value w0 at the confocal distance given
by xcon = w2

0π/λ.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, the results of the geodesic waveguide
mimicking the effects exerted on EM waves by both a
Schwarzschild BH (see Sec. IVA) and a Morris-Thorne
WH (see Sec. IVB) are presented and then discussed.
Eventually, a comparison of our results with the state-of-
the-art literature is addressed in Sec. IVC.
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FIG. 3. Generating curve of the geodesic waveguide for a
Schwarzschild BH (rsi1 = 2.05 mm) represented by a solid
orange line, while the dashed blue line is its truncated version.
The inset plots show the smooth transition region, which is
modeled by a circular arc.

A. The analog geodesic waveguide of the
Schwarzschild BH

We first describe the technical specifics to build up the
geodesic waveguide (see Sec. IVA1) and then provide
the numerical simulations (see Sec. IVA2).

1. Technical specifics to build up the geodesic lens

First, it is important to recall that, as explained in
Sec. III.B, the shape of each geodesic waveguide is ob-
tained by applying a conformal coordinate transforma-
tion to the points on the mid-surface of a flat waveguide
outlined in Sec. II.C. Thus, it will be necessary to han-
dle variables in both domains in order to attain the geo-
desic waveguide. Coordinates and variables with a sub-
script i = 1 are referred to the flat waveguide’s domain,
whereas those with subscript i = 2 are referred to the geo-
desic waveguide’s domain. Furthermore, this distinction
is also important because the effective trajectories fol-
lowed by the Gaussian beams in the geodesic waveguide
will be compared with the trajectories obtained from the
ray equation (29) framed on the mid-surface of the flat
waveguide.
The carrier frequency of the Gaussian beam exploited

in our tests is set to fc = 140 GHz (or wavelength
λ = 2.1 mm). We use as analog Schwarzschild radius
rsi1 = 2.05 mm. Thus, as will be shown later, the ra-
dius of the analog photon circle satisfies the condition
ρ2 ≥ 10λ, see Sec. IIIA. Then, considering the refractive
index distribution shown in Eq. (16a), we use MATLAB
R2022b [45] to solve Eqs. (22b) and (25) for determining
the generating curve of the mid-surface, see orange line
in Fig. 3. In particular, the inequality (26) is not satisfied
in the interval rsi1 ≤ ρ1 ≤ 2rsi1. Therefore, the orange
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FIG. 4. A sectional view of the air-filled geodesic waveguide.
The conducting surfaces are divided into three regions shaded
in accordance with the color palette used to identify each zone
of the generating curve of the mid-surface shown in Fig. 3.
The height h is exaggerated for the sake of visualization. This
figure is realized with the program Inventor® [46].

line of Fig. 3 encodes only the effective metric induced by
the refractive medium (16a) within the range ρ1 ≥ 2rsi
(excluding the analog event horizon).

The generating curve can be divided into two branches
(z2 < 0 and z2 > 0), both joining at the cyan point

(ρ2, z2) = (6
√
3rsi1, 0). Here ρ2 = 6

√
3rsi1 corresponds

to the photon circle radius [12] as projected on the mid-
surface of the geodesic waveguide via Eq. (22b), see Ap-
pendix B for details. We choose the positive branch
to construct the geodesic waveguide because its inner
limit corresponds to the analog photon circle. The lat-
ter is a suitable location to place an absorbing boundary
condition to emulate the absorption effects of an ana-
log BH (once the waveguide is implemented as a three-
dimensional structure). Likewise, the generating curve
may be implemented to its whole extent. However, the
absorbing boundary condition has to be placed at the
open end of the waveguide corresponding to the bottom
loose end of the generating curve shown in Fig. 3. This
is commented on in further detail later. The generat-
ing curve is truncated at ρ2 = ρ2max (see the segment of
the dashed blue line within the orange region in Fig. 3).
We use ρ2max ≤ xcon (see the confocal distance xcon in
Sec. IIID) to ensure that the Gaussian beam remains
collimated in the region of interest inside the geodesic
waveguide, that is ρ2 ≤ ρ2max, where ρ2max = 12.80 cm
and xcon = 14.66 cm.

Next, the curved blue line depicted in Fig. 3 transi-
tions smoothly into a horizontal line within the violet-
shaded region. The transition curve, illustrated by the
green segment in the inset in Fig. 3, is defined as a seg-
ment of a circle with a radius r2c = 10λ and a center at
(ρ2c, z2c) = (13.58 cm, 6.01 cm). The coordinates ρ2c and
z2c are determined based on the criterion of ensuring con-
tinuity of derivatives along the profile of the generating
curve. A three-dimensional model of the geodesic wave-
guide is presented in Fig. 4. The separation between the

conducting surfaces is h = 1 mm (h ≤ λ/2 for a TEM
parallel-plate waveguide, see pp. 102 in Ref. [22]). In
addition, the extent of the waveguide is limited within a
square of side L2ext = 2(ρ2c + d). We have considered a
distance of d = 15λ to ensure a sufficiently large area for
the establishment of a TEM mode.

Subsequently, the model is imported into the finite el-
ement method-based solver of High-Frequency Structure
Simulator (HFSS) 2021a® [47]. We define the top and
bottom surfaces of the geodesic waveguide (orange, yel-
low, and violet-colored faces) as perfect electric conduc-
tors. Meanwhile, the remaining faces, including that in
contact with the x2−y2−plane, are configured as absorb-
ing boundary conditions. It is worth mentioning that the
absorbing boundary condition on the x2 − y2−plane ac-
counts for the effect of EM radiation propagating towards
the analog event horizon, which, as mentioned earlier,
cannot be modeled by the geodesic waveguide. The fill-
ing medium is assumed to be air. As for the excitation
of the geodesic waveguide, this is done through the open
face enclosed by the red rectangle in Fig. 4, which is des-
ignated as the waveguide port. The excitation consists
of an incident wave condition set as a Gaussian beam
at the waveguide port with polarization along the z2-
axis, carrier frequency fc, waist w0 = 10 mm, wave vec-
tor κ⃗2s = −x̂2, and beam emission position (where the
beam radius is minimum and beam amplitude maximum)
r⃗2s = (L2ext/2, ys, zs), see r⃗2s in Fig. 4. In our numerical
experiments, the coordinate ys is varied in the interval
−L2ext/2 ≤ ys ≤ L2ext/2 while zs is set to the maximum
height of the mid-surface. Moreover, a Gaussian beam, as
launched by HFSS, exhibits a variation in its amplitude
along both y2 and z2 directions. However, upon propa-
gating inside the violet region in Fig. 4, it is expected to
excite a Gaussian beam with the characteristics discussed
in Sec. IIID. Besides this, for implementation purposes, a
Gaussian beam launcher [48] can be designed to be used
together with other standard feeding interfaces (e.g., a
rectangular waveguide [22]).

As we will discuss later, one of our numerical exper-
iments to assess the performance of the geodesic wave-
guide as an analog EM model of gravity involves two
procedures: Firstly, computing the effective path that a
Gaussian beam follows on the mid-surface of the geodesic
waveguide. Secondly, this trajectory is then projected
onto the mid-surface of the flat waveguide in order to
compare it with a theoretical ray trajectory, which is ob-
tained through the ray equation under appropriate initial
conditions. Therefore, modifications implemented on the
generating curve in the interval ρ2 ≥ ρ2max entail that
the refractive index distribution of the corresponding flat
waveguide, see Fig. 2(a), must be calibrated for the re-
gion ρ1 ≥ ρ1max in this domain, which corresponds to the
range ρ2 ≥ ρ2max. To this end, we first solve the implicit
Eq. (22b) to obtain ρ1 = ρ1(ρ2). Then, n

′ is solved from
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FIG. 5. Results for the propagation of a Gaussian beam on the mid-surface of the geodesic waveguide for a Schwarzschild
BH. Panels (a), (b), and (c). Normalized distribution of the complex amplitude of the electric field (color map) for ys =
30, 10, 0 λ, respectively. Dashed yellow lines are the ray trajectories (corresponding to those of GR). The solid and dashed
white circles delimit the photon circle and the inner region border, respectively. Panel (d). Perspective view of the electric
field distribution on the mean surface for ys = 30λ. Panel (e). Comparative image (in isotropic coordinates) between the
exact solutions from GR (cyan lines) and the approximated trajectories of the Gaussian beam (solid red lines) for ys =
40λ (I), 35λ (II), 30λ (III), 25λ (IV), 20λ (V). Panel (f). Relative error along the null geodesic trajectories of panel (e).

Eq. (22c) as

n′(ρ2) =

{
n(ρ1)

ρ1

[
1−K(ρ2)

K(ρ2)

]}

ρ1=ρ1(ρ2)

, (33a)

K(ρ2) =

√√√√1 +

(
dz2
dρ2

)2

ρ1=ρ1(ρ2)

. (33b)

After some calculations, according to the geometry of the
generating curve the factor K in the yellow and violet
regions in Fig. 4 turns out to be

K(ρ2) =





r2c√
r22c − (ρ2 − ρ2c)2

, if ρ2max ≤ ρ2 ≤ ρ2c.

1, if ρ2 ≥ ρ2c.

(34)
The relative error between the calibrated and uncali-
brated refractive index distribution is below 10−2, and
Eq. (22b) remains still true.

2. Numerical simulations

The results shown in Figs. 5(a), (b), and (c) display the
normalized distribution of the complex amplitude of the

electric field on the mid-surface for three distinct cases
of the beam emission position at the waveguide port:
ys = 30λ, 10λ, 0 (top view perspective). The region of
interest comprises the region demarcated by the dashed
and solid white circles, whose radii are those of the analog
photon circle and ρ2max, respectively. Figure 5(d) shows
the perspective view of the mid-surface as the color map
displays the complex amplitude of the electric field shown
in panel (a). To compute the exact ray trajectories for
each scenario, as shown by the dashed yellow paths, we
use as initial conditions the Gaussian beam emission po-
sition and its wave vector on the waveguide port, i.e., r⃗2s
and κ⃗2s as projected on the flat waveguide’s mid-surface
through the coordinate transformation (22b). The angu-
lar momentum, a necessary parameter to solve the ray
equation, is given by [49]

Lϕ = ρ20 sinα, (35)

where ρ20 = r⃗2s ·ρ̂2 represents the initial radius and α the
emission angle, given by cosα = κ⃗2s · ρ̂2/|κ⃗2s| (applicable
only within the violet region in Fig. 4). We note that in
panel (a), the beam spreads toward the edge of the wave-
guide, and its effective path agrees very well with the yel-
low dashed trajectory. In panel (c), the beam propagates



11

towards the photon sphere, where the absorbing bound-
ary condition completely absorbs it. Finally, in panel
(b), the passage of the beam near the analog photon
sphere, which is an unstable region for ray trajectories
[12], entails that part of it is lost due to the absorbing
boundary condition placed at the photon circle (inner
extreme of the waveguide); whereas another part is re-
distributed within the waveguide. Although the Gauss-
ian beam splits into several parts, the yellow-dashed path
has a good agreement with the Gaussian beam’s effective
trajectory before the latter reaches the photon sphere.

We now analyze the phenomenon as observed on the
mid-surface of the flat waveguide. Figure 5(e) illustrates
the trajectories followed by the Gaussian beam projected
onto the mid-surface of the flat waveguide (depicted as
solid red lines). Here, both ρ1min and ρ1max correspond to
the photon circle size and ρ2max, respectively. Each case
is labelled by I, II, III, IV, and V, for initial conditions
ys = 40λ, 35λ, 30λ, 25λ, 20λ, respectively. These trajec-
tories are obtained by considering the ridge of the electric
field amplitude distribution on the mid-surface of the ge-
odesic waveguide and subsequently projecting them onto
the mid-surface of the corresponding flat waveguide. The
cyan dashed lines represent the solutions of the ray equa-
tion (29), computed under the appropriate initial condi-
tions. The trajectories followed by the Gaussian beam
ρbeam(ϕ) in cases I – IV converge to those obtained using
the ray equation ρray(ϕ), because the relative error in the
radial coordinate

Errorrel(ϕ) =
|ρbeam(ϕ)− ρray(ϕ)|

ρray(ϕ)
· 100 [%] , (36)

remains below 4%, see Fig. 5(f). However, case V shows
an apparent disagreement near the trajectory’s left end
as its relative error reaches values as large as 8% . This
might be due to the inaccuracies in the method employed
for extracting the ridge from the complex field distribu-
tion on the geodesic waveguide’s mid-surface.

B. The analog geodesic waveguide of the
Morris-Thorne WH

We now concentrate on the Morris-Thorne WH, whose
analog EM model of gravity is based on Eq. (16b). Sim-
ilarly to the analog BH case addressed in the preceding
section, a flat waveguide model corresponds to the geo-
desic waveguide to be designed in this section. We set
boi1 = 1.07 cm, and the generating curve of the mid-
surface is obtained from Eqs. (22b) and (25), whose an-
alytical solution is:

z2(ρ2) = ±2boi1 log
(
ρ2 +

√
ρ22 − 4b2oi1

2boi1

)
, for ρ2 ≥ 2boi1.

(37)
We note that the above solution coincides with that de-
termined by He and collaborators [18], who worked in
the optical domain with a fully dielectric geodesic lens.

Again, the resulting generating curve can be divided
into two branches: universe 1 (z2 > 0) and universe 2
(z2 < 0), both spanning in the interval ρ2 ≥ 2boi1, with
2boi1 being the size of the analog photon sphere in the
geodesic waveguide frame. Similarly, as in Sec. IVA1,
the generating curve is likewise truncated and smoothly
attached to a flat segment. In Table I, the structural
parameters of the geodesic waveguide after truncation
are displayed.

TABLE I. Parameters of the geodesic waveguide structure for
mimicking the Morris-Thorne WH.

Parameter Value

ρ2max 10.71 cm

ρ2c 11.14 cm

z2c 2.81 cm

r2c 2.14 cm

L2ext 2(ρ2c + 15λ)

Likewise, the refractive index distribution of the
flat waveguide modeling the Morris-Thorne WH, see
Eq. (16b), is calibrated to account for the modifications
introduced on the generating curve of the geodesic wave-
guide; thereby obtaining an absolute difference between
the uncalibrated and calibrated effective refractive index
distributions remains below 10−2.

This geodesic waveguide presents a similar structure
to that of the Schwarzschild BH, with the exception that
it is mirrored with respect to the x2 − y2-plane, see for
example the mid-surface depicted in Fig. 6(a). The color
map in the figure represents the distribution of the com-
plex amplitude of the electric field. The Gaussian beam
is emitted from the universe 1 with ys = 10λ. In this
case, part of the beam passes through the WH mouth
and goes to Universe 2, while another part remains and
redistributes in Universe 1. In general, the propagation
dynamics of a Gaussian beam in this geodesic waveguide
is similar to that obtained in the analog EM model of the
Schwarzschild BH. For example, as shown in Fig. 6(b) for
ys = 20λ, the apparent trajectory followed by the Gauss-
ian beam on the universe 1 agrees with the yellow dashed
trajectory, which is obtained on the mid-surface of the
flat waveguide through the ray equation (29) and later
projected on the mid-surface of the geodesic waveguide.

Finally, Fig. 6(c) displays other cases of ray trajectories
in the flat waveguide framework (Universe 1), having as
initial conditions ys = 30λ, 25λ, 20λ. The flat waveguide
framework, corresponding to Universe 2 is not displayed
in Fig. 6(c) because no energy passed through the WH
mouth for the above-mentioned initial conditions. We see
that the ray trajectories followed by the Gaussian beam
on the mid-surface of the geodesic waveguide (solid red
lines) agree with those obtained from the ray equation
(29) (cyan lines). In addition, the relative error measured
in the radial coordinate for each case is below 4% as
shown in Fig. 6(d).
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FIG. 6. Results for the propagation of a Gaussian beam in the EM analog model of a Morris-Thorne WH. Panel (a). Perspective
view of the distribution of the electric field’s complex amplitude on the mid-surface for initial condition ys = 10λ. Panel (b).
Distribution of the complex amplitude of the electric field in the universe 1 for a Gaussian beam emitted with initial condition
ys = 20λ. Panel (c). Universe 1 in the flat waveguide framework. Comparison between exact solutions from GR (dashed cyan
lines) and approximated trajectories followed by the Gaussian beam (solid red lines) for ys = 30λ (I), 25λ (II), 20λ (III). Panel
(d). Relative error related to panel (c).

C. Comparison to the state-of-the-art solutions

The dynamics of Gaussian beams displayed in this ar-
ticle resembles those obtained by Fernandez [9], He et
al. [18], Sheng [19], and Cheng [50]. However, apart
from Fernandez, who simulated an analog EM model of
a Schwarzschild BH based on metamaterials and whose
effective EM properties fulfill the space-time consistency
conditions, other studies have not addressed this issue,
as they rely on a TM mode propagating in a dielectric
layer[18–20]. Thus, as the geodesic waveguide proposed
in this work operates with a TEM mode propagating
within the air medium between the curved metallic sur-
faces, the space-time consistency conditions are naturally
fulfilled.

An interesting feature of our approach is that, unlike
other analog EM models proposed in the microwave fre-
quency range, there is no need for metamaterials or even
a medium with inhomogeneous EM properties to con-
trol the propagation of EM fields within the waveguide.
Instead, the propagation of EM fields within the geo-
desic waveguide is governed by its geometry. Conversely,
the disadvantages of the geodesic waveguide as an analog

EM model of gravity comprise the following two aspects:
firstly, losses may become significant upon considering
finite-conductivity conductors at high frequency. Sec-
ondly, the experimental sampling of the electric field on
the mid-surface requires a measurement system such as
that used by Cheng [50] in his omnidirectional absorber.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we have demonstrated that a geodesic
waveguide, formed by a pair of axially symmetric curved
parallel conducting surfaces, can be used as an analog
EM model of a static and spherically symmetric gravita-
tional field, such as those represented by a Schwarzschild
BH and a Morris-Thorne WH. Our findings confirm that
a one-dimensional Gaussian beam propagates within the
geodesic waveguide following effective null-geodesics on
its mid-surface, which, in turn, correlate with general
relativistic solutions. These trajectories are equivalent
to those which would have taken place in the flat wave-
guide. At the same time, as the flat waveguide is a sim-
plification of an analog EM model of gravity based on a
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radially varying refractive medium, which, in turn, stems
out from the space-time metric of a static and spheri-
cally symmetric gravitational field, the aforementioned
trajectories are also equivalent to those taking place on
the invariant plane of a static and spherically symmetric
gravitational field. Moreover, the mean relative error be-
tween the trajectories followed by the Gaussian beam in
the geodesic waveguide and the theoretical null-geodesics
computed in the flat waveguide framework remains be-
low 4% in the cases where they can be compared. This
result implies the applicability of the geodesic waveguide
as an analog EM model of gravity.

In our simulations, some wave effects, like beam wave-
front distortion and even beam splitting, have been ob-
served. These phenomena are particularly strong as the
beam propagates next to the analog photon sphere. How-
ever, in these cases, it was impossible to directly compare
the path followed by the beam on the mid-surface and the
solutions from the ray equation due to the distortions of
the field distribution. Despite that, these observations
suggest that the geodesic waveguide can be used not only
with Gaussian beams but also with other field sources,
like plane or cylindrical waves.

The limitations and advantages of our approach, along-
side its comparison with the current literature, have al-
ready been clearly stated in Sec. IVC. Perhaps the
most practical advantages are the fulfillment of space-
time consistency conditions and the availability of fabri-
cation possibilities and techniques in the microwave fre-
quency range. The significance of this study is that the
simplicity of the working principle of the geodesic wave-
guide makes either its physical or simulated application
immediately available to researchers in other disciplines.
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Appendix A: The isotropic coordinates

The interval of static and spherically symmetric grav-
itational fields is commonly expressed in the following
form (standard spherical frame) [30]

ds2 = gtt(r)c
2dt2 + grr(r)dr

2 + r2dΩ2, (A1)

where dΩ2 = dθ2+sin2 θdϕ2 is the line element of the unit
sphere, and diag[gtt(r), grr(r), r

2, r2 sin2 θ] is the metric

tensor. Employing the following coordinate transforma-
tion [12, 30]:

ρ(r) = C0 exp




r∫

rref

√
grr(r′)

r′
dr′


 , (A2)

the above metric can be expressed in the so-called
isotropic form as shown in Eq. (1). For the Schwarzschild
BH [32, 51] (rref = rs) with rs being the Schwarzschild
radius in standard coordinates, we obtain

ρ =
1

2

(
r − rs

2
+
√
r2 − r · rs

)
; (A3)

while for the Morris-Thorne WH [28] (rref = bo) with
bo being the WH mouth size in the standard frame, we
obtain

ρ =
1

2

(
r +

√
r2 − b2o

)
. (A4)

It is worth mentioning that the constant C0 must be re-
trieved from the asymptotic flatness boundary condition:
limρ→∞ J(ρ) = 1, where ρ→∞ also entails r →∞.

Appendix B: The photon sphere

The ray equation (29) can be reorganized as follows

1

ρ2n2(ρ)
+

1

n2(ρ)ρ4

(
dρ

dϕ

)2

=
1

L2
ϕ

, (B1)

which resembles the law of energy conservation in kine-
matics. In particular, we recognize the effective potential
Veff and kinetic energies Keff as follows:

Veff =
1

ρ2n2(ρ)
, (B2a)

Keff =
1

n2(ρ)ρ4

(
dρ

dϕ

)2

. (B2b)

The photon sphere is defined by the radial distance at

which
dVeff

dρ
= 0. Thus, for a Schwarzschild BH (cf.

Eq. (16a)) we have

ρpho =
(
2 +
√
3
)
rsi; (B3)

and for the Morris-Thorne WH (cf. Eq. (16b)) we obtain

ρpho = boi, (B4)

with rsi = rs/4 and boi = bo/2 being the analog event
horizon and WH mouth, respectively.

Appendix C: The pullback transformation

In this appendix, we present a formal demonstration
of the pull-back map used in Sec. II B to map the con-
stitutive matrices of the gravitational domain onto the
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constitutive tensors of the analog domain. Although the
development presented here is utterly based on that of
Thompson [39, 40], there are two fundamental differences
between our approaches: firstly, we do not use the Hodge
dual of the excitation tensor. Secondly, a contravariant
constitutive tensor is used instead of a mixed one.

Let us consider the gravitational domain. As men-
tioned, it consists of a manifoldM endowed with a metric
gµν . The Cartesian coordinates xµ on M are employed
to indicate the space-time points. Then, the EM config-
uration of the gravitational domain is given by tensors
Fµν , f

µν , Jµ
den, and χµναβ . The matrix representation of

the four first tensors is

Fµν =
1

c




0 Ex Ey Ez
−Ex 0 −cBz cBy
−Ey cBz 0 −cBx
−Ez −cBy cBx 0


 , (C1a)

fµν =
1

c




0 −cDx −cDy −cDz

cDx 0 −Hz Hy

cDy Hz 0 −Hx

cDz −Hy Hx 0


 , (C1b)

J µ = (cρ,J x,J y,J z) , (C1c)

Jµ
den =

√−gJ µ. (C1d)

Where J µ is the four-current vector. The last piece of
the EM configuration is the constitutive tensor χµναβ .
Next, let us consider the analog domain which consists of
another manifold M̂, which is endowed with a Minkowski
metric ηµν . The coordinates x̂µ ∈ M̂ are employed to
label the space-time points, while its EM configuration

is defined by F̂µν , f̂
µν , Ĵµ

den, and χ̂µναβ .

Secondly, the elements of both domains are to be re-
lated by a transformation T : M̂ →M shown in Eq. (8).

Its pull-back, see Eq. (9), T ∗ :M→ M̂ operates in the
opposite sense [39, 40].

The pull-back transformation T ∗ has associated the
transformation matrix Λµ

ν = ∂x̂µ

∂xν , whose Jacobian is

∆T ∗ =
∣∣∂x̂µ

∂xν

∣∣. Likewise, the determinant of the transfor-

mation matrix of T is ∆T = ∆−1.

We proceed now to derive the explicit form of the
transformation relationships of the EM configurations
in both domains. The action of the aforementioned
trasnformation on the tensors of the EM configuration
follows the rules of tensor transformation relationships,
for example

F̂αβ = T ∗(Fµν) =
∂xµ

∂x̂α

∂xν

∂x̂β
Fµν , (C2a)

f̂αβ = T ∗(fµν) = ∆−1
T ∗

∂x̂α

∂xµ

∂x̂β

∂xν
fµν . (C2b)

Ĵα = T ∗(Jµ
den) = ∆−1

T ∗
∂x̂α

∂xµ
Jµ. (C2c)

So, in the analog domain, the excitation tensor at a
space-time point x̂η is given by

f̂αβ
∣∣∣
x̂η

=
1

2
χ̂αβµν

∣∣∣
x̂η
F̂µν

∣∣∣
x̂η
, (C3)

Similarly, in the gravitational domain the excitation ten-
sor at a space-time point T (x̂η)

fγτ
∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

=
1

2
χγτκλ

∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

Fκλ

∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

. (C4)

Then, provided Eqs. (C2), and considering Eq. (C4),
Eq. (C3) can be thus rewritten as follows

1
2 χ̂

αβµν
∣∣∣
x̂η
T ∗(Fκλ|T (x̂η)) =

T ∗
(

1
2χ

γτσξ
∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

Fσξ

∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

)
.

(C5)

As both side of the above equation correspond to a tensor
density of weigth -1, its action on a tensor density V̂αβ of
weight +1 results in a scalar α ∈ R. Thus

1
2 χ̂

αβµν
∣∣∣
x̂η
T ∗(Fκλ|T (x̂η))V̂αβ

∣∣∣
x̂η

=

T ∗
(

1
2χ

γτσξ
∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

Fσξ

∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

)
V̂αβ

∣∣∣
x̂η
.

(C6)

Expressing the right side of the above equation as cal-
culated in the gravitational domain should led to the
same scalar, therefore

1
2 χ̂

αβµν
∣∣∣
x̂η
T ∗(Fκλ|T (x̂η))Vαβ

∣∣∣
x̂η

=

1
2χ

γτσξ
∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

Fσξ

∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

T
(
Vαβ

∣∣∣
x̂η

)
.

(C7)

Then

1
2 χ̂

αβµν
∣∣∣
x̂η

∂xκ

∂x̂µ
∂xλ

∂x̂ν Fκλ|T (x̂η)V̂αβ

∣∣∣
x̂η

=

∆T
1
2χ

γτκλ
∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

Fκλ

∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

∂x̂α

∂xγ
∂x̂β

∂xτ V̂αβ

∣∣∣
x̂η
.

(C8)

removing Fκλ and V̂αν

χ̂αβµν
∣∣∣
x̂η

∂xκ

∂x̂µ

∂xλ

∂x̂ν
= ∆T χ

γτκλ
∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

∂x̂α

∂xγ

∂x̂β

∂xτ
. (C9)

Reorganizing the terms, we conclude that the consti-
tutive tensor is mapped as a tensor density of weight -1

χ̂αβµν
∣∣∣
x̂η

= ∆−1
T ∗

∂x̂α

∂xγ

∂x̂β

∂xκ

∂x̂µ

∂xλ

∂x̂ν

∂xτ
χγκλτ

∣∣∣
T (x̂η)

. (C10)
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S. Nolte, A. Tünnermann, S. Longhi, and U. Peschel,
Optics in curved space, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 143901
(2010).

[21] S. B. Myers, Parallel Plate Optics for Rapid
Scanning, Journal of Applied Physics 18, 221
(1947), https://pubs.aip.org/aip/jap/article-
pdf/18/2/221/18307179/221 1 online.pdf.

[22] D. M. Pozar, Microwave engineering (John wiley & sons,
2011).

[23] S. Schuster and M. Visser, Bespoke analogue space-times:
meta-material mimics, General Relativity and Gravita-
tion 50, 55 (2018), arXiv:1801.05549 [gr-qc].

[24] R. C. Johnson, The geodesic Luneberg lens (Georgia In-
stitute of Technology, 1962).

[25] Q. Liao, N. J. G. Fonseca, and O. Quevedo-Teruel, Com-
pact multibeam fully metallic geodesic luneburg lens
antenna based on non-euclidean transformation optics,
IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation 66,
7383 (2018).

[26] N. J. Fonseca, Q. Liao, and O. Quevedo-Teruel, The wa-
ter drop lens: a modulated geodesic lens antenna based
on parallel curves, in 2018 International Symposium on
Antennas and Propagation (ISAP) (IEEE, 2018) pp. 1–2.

[27] K. Schwarzschild, Sitzungsberichte der königlich preußis-
chen Akademie der Wissenschaften zu Berlin , 424 (1916).

[28] M. S. Morris, K. S. Thorne, and U. Yurtsever, Worm-
holes, time machines, and the weak energy condition,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, 1446 (1988).

[29] P. F. Goldsmith et al., Quasioptical systems (Chapman
& Hall New York, NY, USA, 1998).

[30] S. Weinberg, Gravitation and cosmology: principles and
applications of the general theory of relativity (1972).
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