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The Hall effects of vortex light in optical materials
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Abstract

For light, its spin can be independent of the spatial distribution of its wave function, whereas
its intrinsic orbital angular momentum does depend on this distribution. This difference suggests
that the spin Hall effect might differ from the orbital Hall effect as light propagates through optical
materials. In this paper, we model optical materials as curved spacetime and investigate light
propagation in two specific materials by solving the covariant Maxwell equations. We find that
the trajectory of light with spin ¢ and intrinsic orbital angular momentum ¢ deviates from that
of light without angular momentum (¢ = 0 and ¢ = 0) by an angle 6,, x 20 + {. Notably, the
contribution of spin o to the angle 6,/ is twice that of the intrinsic orbital angular momentum
¢, highlighting their differing effects on light propagation in optical materials. Additionally, this
angle 0, ¢ could potentially be observed experimentally, enhancing our understanding of the role of

angular momentum in light propagation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The spin Hall Effect (SHE) of light, arising from spin-orbit coupling in specific media
or external fields, results in spin-dependent ray trajectories. This phenomenon is well-
documented in both theory and experiments [1-12]|. Similarly, a comparable effect occurs
for light carrying intrinsic orbital angular momentum, known as the orbital Hall Effect
(OHE) [13, 14]. It is usually believed that these two effects should be analogous in optical
materials, due to the similar Berry connection structures for both spin and intrinsic orbital

angular momentum |1, 3, 14-16].

However, these two types of angular momentum exhibit significant distinctions. For
light, its spin, characterized by a polarization vector €, can be independent of the spatial
distribution of its wave function. The spin retains its physical meaning even when light is
described as a point-like particle. Conversely, for vortex light, the intrinsic orbital angular
momentum is determined by the phase factor €??, where ¢ is the azimuthal angle. This phase
factor depends on the spatial distribution. Consequently, vortex light cannot be treated as
point-like particles; otherwise, the phase factor becomes undefined, and the intrinsic orbital

angular momentum may lose its physical meaning.

Several studies have highlighted the distinctions between spin and intrinsic orbital angular
momentum in specific contexts, leading to differences between the SHE and the OHE. For
instance, these differences can manifest as a pure geometric shift in the centroid of light
intensity (energy flux) [17]. In titanium (Ti), the electron orbital Hall conductivity is two
orders of magnitude greater than the spin Hall conductivity, attributed to significant orbital
texture and a larger orbital Berry curvature [18|. In curved spacetime, the relationships
between intrinsic orbital angular momentum-dependent and spin-dependent separations and

trajectories can differ markedly [19].

The aforementioned differences between spin and intrinsic angular momentum suggest
that the Hall effects associated with spin may differ from those induced by intrinsic orbital
angular momentum. Therefore, this work focuses on investigating the spin and orbital Hall
effects for light propagating within materials, aiming to identify the distinctions between
spin and intrinsic orbital angular momentum. In this paper, the motion of light in a specific
material can be effectively described as its motion in curved spacetime, characterized by a

particular metric. This approach has been widely discussed in numerous studies [20-26]. In
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this work, we use the energy-momentum tensor of light to describe its motion in materials.
This method has been successfully employed to describe the motion of particles in curved
spacetime [19, 27, 28|.

The structure of this paper is organized as follows: Section II introduces the dynamics
of vortex light by numerically solving the covariant Maxwell equations within the effec-
tive metric for optical materials. In Section III, we construct a vortex Laguerre-Gaussian
electromagnetic wave packet in flat spacetime and apply the center of its energy density
to describe its motion. We successfully identify the distinctions between the SHE and the
OHE. In Section IV, we select two realistic optical materials as examples and compute the
transverse trajectory and deviation angle associated with the Hall effects. Section V presents
a discussion of our findings.

In this work, we utilize the metric signature (—,+,+,+) and adopt relativistic units
where ¢ = h = 1, with ¢ representing the speed of light in a vacuum. Greek indices
span the four coordinates in a general coordinate system, while Latin indices 7,7, k, ...
are confined to the three spatial coordinates. The Riemann curvature tensor is given by

Ryus = 0L, — 0T + I TG, — Tl

o, where I'), denotes the Christoffel symbols.

II. DYNAMICS OF VORTEX LIGHT IN OPTICAL MATERIALS

As introduced in Section I, we can effectively model the behavior of vortex light in
inhomogeneous media by treating these media as curved spacetimes. The dynamics of
vortex light are governed by the source-free Maxwell equations. Within a gravitational field,

these equations are expressed as:

V, " =0, (1)

where " = VFAY — VY A* is the covariant electromagnetic field tensor, and V, denotes
the covariant derivative. When considering the motion of light in a gravitational field and

employing the Lorenz condition V,A* =0, Eq. (1) can be simplified to:
ViV, A" = g™ R, ,A", (2)

where R, represents the Ricci tensor.

A perfectly impedance-matched optical medium can be effectively modeled by a curved



spacetime, where the metric g, is described as follows [29-34]:

Vgl = i = g (3)
Jdoo Joo

where €;; and p;; represent the tensorial permittivity and permeability, respectively, and «;
denotes the magnetoelectric coupling vector. Specifically, we define the medium’s refractive
index as n = n(t,z,y,2) and its four-velocity as wu,. In this context, the metric for the

effective curved spacetime takes the form:

Jap = Nap + (1 — 0% )uqug (4)
[35-37], where n,s = diag{—1,1,1,1} is the Minkowski metric. Assuming a stationary
medium with d;n = 0 and setting u®* = (1,0, 0,0), the above metric simplifies to:
If we expand the refractive index to first-order approximation: n ~ Cy+ Cy (%) - Z, where Cj
is a constant, we can express the metric (5) as:
9o = Tap T has = Tap + hoodoados- (6)

In our analysis, to simplify the calculations of the Maxwell equations (2), we utilize weak
field approximations. Thus, |hgy| < 1 is always satisfied.
Accordingly, it is practical to consider the gravitational impact on the electromagnetic

field A” in Egs. (2) as a perturbative effect:
AV = AV + AV, (7)

with A” representing the zeroth-order term of the gravitational potential, satisfying the
equation 1'?*9,0, A" = 0. According to Eq. (2), the perturbation Z”, being first order, can
be approximately described by:

WP0,0,A" = h09,0,A + /T 0,AY — yfreg, I AT — 2/PTY 9,4 — 1™ R, Ar, (8)

where ffa = %7]"”(8ah,\7 + Ozhay — Oyhaq) denotes the first-order terms of the affine con-
nection, and RW is the first order of R,,. By expanding the Christoffel symbols and the

Riemann tensor, we can simplify the equations to:

~ _ 1 _ . 1 P
n/upauapAV ~ hOOatQAV o 577/0077/0585}%08014” . n/OOnIVOOOAZaihOO + 5 (alaj hoo)nloon/wA] ) (9)
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III. PHYSICAL SYSTEM AND THE INITIAL STATE

In the absence of gravity within flat spacetime, vortex light can be characterized by a
vortex Laguerre-Gaussian electromagnetic wave packet [19, 38]. The expression for this wave

packet in momentum space is given by:

2N k ‘. kQ i kz__ z 2o? ; ;
%51 exp (_ J-QUJ- _ ( 5 )70 + il — zwt) , (10)

Al (K, t) =

where € = {e'} = (k2 4+ k] — iokyky, iok? + iok} — kyk,, —iokyk, — k.k.)T, with o = 0, £1,
represents the polarization vector. The wave packet adheres to the Coulomb Gauge, 9;A* =
0, with A° = 0. This condition ensures that our wave function satisfies Maxwell’s equations:
n'"°9,0,A" = 0, which is derived from Eq. (2) in flat spacetime. The transverse component
of the wave vector is denoted as ky = /k2 + k2. The angular frequency, w, is defined as
w = %\/kg+k—§+k§, and the azimuthal angle, ¢, is given by ¢, = arctan (:—Z) The
parameter p. refers to the average initial momentum of the wave packet along the z-axis,
and N is the normalization factor. Moreover, it can be demonstrated that the average spin,
intrinsic orbital angular momentum, and momentum of this vortex wave packet are equal
to o, £, and p,, respectively [19].

The wave packet is expressed in momentum space, necessitating the transformation of
Eq. (8) into momentum space through a Fourier Transform across three-dimensional space.
Given the wave packet /_V]} as depicted in Eq. (10), the momentum space representation of

Eq. (8) can be expressed as:
(07 + w?) fl'jc = af(k)e ™" + ab(k)e~™'t, (11)

where ,ZI? = ﬁ f AP exp(—z’E . :Z”)d?’a: represents the perturbation term in momentum space.
The coefficient af (lg) encompasses all factors associated with terms that include the time-
dependent factor exp(—iwt). Similarly, the coefficient af(k) encapsulates all factors related
to terms that incorporate the time-dependent expression texp(—iwt). Given the initial
conditions:

Ap

fl =0 and A% =0 (12)

t=0 =0

Eq. (11) can be analytically solved. The perturbation term Z’jc is expressed as:

a?(k)(1 — et 4 2iwt)e ™t ab(k) (2wt — i + 2iwt? 4 je2it)e=iwt
2 + 3 '
4w 8w

Af = (13)



Accordingly, the wave function of the free-falling vortex wave packet in coordinate space is

determined through the inverse Fourier Transform:
W= [ AexpE- D)K. Ay = A+ (14)

Unlike the point-like particle, the wave packet is not local and we can use the center
of the symmetric energy momentum tensor: T} = FWEF) — ig‘“’F My, to describe the

evolution of the wave packet [19, 27]:

(') = [ V=g T dx

e (15)

Under the weak field approximation, they can always be expressed as terms of the zeroth
and the first order of hy,: T ~ T + Tt Utilize the energy density component: 7%,
and (15) becomes:

f xi(ffo + Tsoo)d?’x
[Ty

<xi>se = (16)

The evolutions along x and z directions are mainly governed by the geodesic line, and

therefore, we should mostly consider the transverse trajectory:(y)e.

IV. THE OBSERVATION OF THE OHE IN TWO REALISTIC OPTICAL MATE-
RIALS

The materials selected for practical application are derived from the articles |25, 39],
which were originally employed to investigate the gravitational lensing effects predicted
by Einstein’s theory. The careful selection of materials is crucial, as it may enhance our
ability to observe deflection effects more clearly compared to the subtle effects encountered
in the actual universe. Furthermore, it is beneficial to revisit the distinctions between the

gravitational OHE and the gravitational SHE.
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Figure 1. The motion of the wave packet within a material with finite boundaries and the subsequent
detection of the deviation angle are considered. In the figure, both ¢ and ¢ are assumed to be

positive.
A. The deviation angle 6, in the first material

The refractive index for the first material is given by n; = ng(1 + (a/r)*)"/?, where

ng = 1.0488, a = 28.5 um, and r = /2% + y? + z2. Consequently, the metric is:

—ng2 000 1000
0 100 /a4 (0000
77;/w: ) ul/:n02<_> . (17>
0 010 70000
0 001 0000

The simplified equations of motion can be found in Appendix A. Through numerical calcula-
tions, the transverse trajectory of an electromagnetic wave packet with spin ¢ and intrinsic
orbital angular momentum ¢ along the y-axis is illustrated in Fig. 2. It is evident that the
factor (y),0/0 is twice that of (y)o./¢. Consequently, the transverse displacement (y),, is
expected to be proportional to 20 + /.

Within the regime ¢ < b, the transverse trajectory of this wave packet can be approxi-

mated as:
(20 + O)a* Mt
oy — 18
ot = 500 (18)
where A = 27ng/p.. Therefore, the transverse velocity is then given by:
d(y) o 2 O)a*\

dt — 2mngh®
As this wave packet moves away from its initial position, predominantly along the z-axis,

its distance from the center of the material can be approximately described by /b2 + t2.
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Figure 2. The transverse trajectory of the wave packet with ¢ and ¢ in the first optical material.

Here b = 10%, A = 6.05 x 107%b, 0, = 0, = 5 x 1073b, and all parameters are nondimensionalized.

Consequently, the wave packet’s transverse velocity can be approximated as:

dY)oe _ (20 +0)a*) 1
dt— 2mng (124 02)%

(20)

Unlike the case in Lense-Thirring spacetime, the size of the material is not infinite and
has finite boundaries. Therefore, we must consider a finite moving distance for the wave
packet (see Figure 1). Assume it moves from z = —d to z = 42z, and finally exits the
boundary into the detector. Considering the initial conditions: when ¢t = 0, y = 0, and

d{y)oe/dt = 0, the transverse trajectory becomes:

SN i LN (R k)N SO (k) S )
S V@02 +1 3(((d=0)/b2+1)5  /(d/b)?+1

(d/b)? >_ (20 + 0)a*) 1)

1
3((d/b)2+1)2 ) 2mng(b® +d2)%

Similar to curved spacetime, we can also define the x — z plane as the null geodesic plane
within the material. Therefore, within At ~ (d + zy)/ng, the maximum deflection angle

perpendicular to the null geodesic plane is:

4
6., (20 + 0)a*\ 1 B 1 ' (22)

’ 21y dt 2 5 (B2 +d?)3
(n—oo - d) + 0?) ( )
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Figure 3. The transverse trajectory of the wave packet with o and ¢ in the second optical material.

Here b=10%, A =6.15 x 1077b, 0| = 0, = 5 x 1073b, and all parameters are nondimensionalized.

By referencing the specifications and sizes of materials achievable in the laboratory as de-
scribed in the literature [25|, we can take d = 100.3um, b = 43.24 um, zy = 109.6 um,
yielding:

050 =~ 1.28 x 1077(20 + £)\ rad, (23)

where the wavelength A is in micrometers.

B. The Deviation Angle 0,/ in the Second Material

(w2+z2)4

The refractive index for the second material is given by ny = ng +a/(1+ “—5—=), where

re = 9.69 um, a = 0.0922 (dimensionless), and ng = 1.37. Consequently, the metric is:

—n32 000 1000
0 100 2 2,24\ 10000

77;“/: , hwj—_a(1+W) (24)
0 010 no e 0000
0 001 0000

The simplified equations of motion can be found in Appendix B. The transverse trajectory
of the wave packet in the second material is shown in Fig. 3. Similar to the first material,
the transverse displacement (y),, is expected to be proportional to 20 + /.

Within the regime ¢ < b, the transverse trajectory for the wave packet with o and ¢ can



be approximated as:
_ 2o+ Oanit

ot =~ 25
(o = 2 (25)
where A\ = 27n/p, and the transverse velocity is:
2 8
d<y>0',€ ~ ( o + g)a’)\rCQ . (26)
dt 2mng (b 4 12)2
When considering this wave packet moving from z = —d to z = 42, the transverse trajec-
tory can be given by:
N (20 + O)arr® B (d—1t)/b n d/b n ((d—1t)/b)? B
T e @0 @ (- 0/ + )
@O 3 (@-0/y 3 @y o
(@) + 1) S((d=t)/b?+ 13 5((d/b)*+1)3
1 ((d—1t)/b)7 n 1 (d/b)7 B (20 + O)arrdt
T(((@d=1)/b2+ 1) T(d/b)?+1)2 ) 2mne(0? +d?)5
As At ~ (d + zy)/no, the deviation angle from the null geodesic plane is:
2 8 1 1
0, ~ (20 4+ O)ari A B . (25)

21y (d+_zo — d>2 +b2)3 (02 + d2)*

no

Referring to the specifications and dimensions of materials achievable in the laboratory
as described in the literature [39], we consider d = 42.8 um, b = 39.28 um, zy = 200 pum,
leading to:

O =~ 1.10 x 10720 + )\ rad, (29)

where the wavelength A is in micrometers. Compared to Eq. (23), this angle 6,, is sig-
nificantly smaller. This suggests that the first optical material may be more suitable for

observing the spin and orbital Hall effects than the second material.

C. Comparison with Results in the Gravitational Field

As shown by Eqgs. (18) and (25), the angle 6, associated with the spin and orbital Hall
effects in optical materials is proportional to 20 + ¢. However, for light propagating within
the Lense-Thirring metric, this angle is given by 6,, o 20 — ¢, as indicated in Ref. [19].

Notably, in these two cases, the intrinsic orbital angular momentum ¢ contributes with
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opposite signs. This difference suggests that the relationship between the angle 6,, and the
intrinsic orbital angular momentum /¢ is influenced by the specifics of the metric.

For the metrics described by Eqgs. (5) and (6), the Ricci tensors are non-zero. Under
the covariant Lorenz gauge V,A" = 0, the equations of motion for light propagating in the
optical materials are given by V#V A" = —¢g” R, ,A". In contrast, the Ricci tensor of the
Lense-Thirring metric is zero, leading to the equations of motion V#V ,A” = 0. The coupling
between the non-zero Ricci tensor R, and the four-vector potential A* significantly affects
the OHE, leading to the difference in the sign of ¢ in the angle 6,, when comparing optical

materials with the Lense-Thirring metric.

V. DISCUSSION

In this study, we examine the spin and orbital Hall effects of light as it propagates
through inhomogeneous optical materials. When an electromagnetic wave packet with spin
o and intrinsic orbital angular momentum ¢ travels through such a medium, its trajectory
deviates from that of a wave packet without angular momentum (¢ = 0 and ¢ = 0) by
an angle 0,, o< (20 4+ ¢). Notably, the spin o contributes a factor of 2, while the intrinsic
orbital angular momentum ¢ contributes a factor of 1. This indicates that spin has a greater
influence on the angle 6, than intrinsic orbital angular momentum, highlighting the different
contributions of these two types of angular momentum in light propagation.

For the optical materials considered in this work, the angle 6,, is much smaller than
1rad, allowing the transverse displacement to be approximated as 0y,, ~ 0,,D. Here D
denotes the propagation distance. This displacement dy, ¢, associated with intrinsic angular
momentum o and ¢, has been experimentally observed [8, 40, 41|. In these experiments,
0y, can be as small as the order of the wavelength of light, .

In the first material examined, the propagation distance is limited to D ~ 109.6 wm.
According to Eq. (23), as the wave packet exits the material, the angle is approximated
as 0,4 ~ 1.28 x 1077(20 + ¢)Arad, where the wavelength A is in micrometers. Thus, the
transverse displacement is approximated as 0y, ~ 1.40 x 107°(20 + )\, which is too
small to be detected. However, the wave packet can continue to propagate after exiting
the material, with the angle 0, , remaining constant. As the propagation distance increases,

so does the transverse displacement. When D reaches approximately 1m, the transverse
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displacement becomes dy,, ~ 0.128(20 + ¢)A. In this case, the transverse displacement
0Yse is on the order of the wavelength A\, making it comparable to the wavelength A and
potentially observable in experiments. Specifically, for ¢ = 1,¢ = 0, the displacement is
0y1,0 ~ 0.256A, while for 0 = 0,4 = 1, it is dyo1 ~ 0.128\. The difference between these
displacements is about 0.128\, which is also comparable to the wavelength. Therefore, the
transverse displacements associated with the spin and orbital Hall effects, as well as the

difference between these effects, can be experimentally observed in principle.
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Appendix A: Simplifications of the equations of motion for the first material

In the first material, the metric is:

—ng2 000 1000

0 100 a.l0000
/ -2 4
Ny = ; v =15 (=) (A1)
8 0 010 T 0000

0 001 0000

Accordingly, the nonzero first order Christoffel symbols:

RS T RS Rt A S
po_ 2t o,y A
o pgpe? T p2p6? T 2p67
The nonzero first order Ricci tensors:
Ao 24 (y? + ':2 _ 5x2)7 Ryy _ 2a* (a2 + §2 5y2)’ A _2a4(x2 + 22 5z2)7
T T r
7 55:67 = Fy = 1222xfy, B 12;¢f‘;xz7 Sy = 12;L:yz
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The Egs.(9) becomes:

(—n202 + 02) A0 = M8 (19, AL 4 yd, A2 + 20,4°)

(—n202 + 02) Al = " (RAY) — 24 (20, A1 + y0, Al + 20, A1) — 24 (6 (y A2 + 2A%)

+(5z* — y? — zz)Al)

(—n202 + 02) A2 = " (2 A?) — 2 (20, A% + y0, A% + 20, A%) — 24 (6y(xA' + 2A%) (A4)
+(5y% — 2% — 2%) A?)

(—n202 + 02) A3 = "B (2 A%) — 28 (20, A° + y0, A% + 20,A°) — 22 (62(x A" + yA?)
+(52% — 22 — y?) A3).

Expand them at (—b,0,0):

(—n202 + 02) A0 ~ (1 — B2)9, A1 4 89, A2 + 20, 4%)

(—n307 +02) A = ME((1 - L2)02 A1) — (1 - 32)0, A1 + 49, A" + 20. A1) — 28 (A2
+82A4%) + 5(1 — %) AL

(—n a2+32) A2 o i

—(1 =A%

(—n307 + 02) A% ~ " (1 — 42)024%) — 28 (1 — %2)0, A% + 40, A4° + 50.4%) — 2 (S A

—(1-G)4%).

(1= 2)3p2%) — 2((1 - 32)0, 4% + 10, + 30.4%) — 2 (2.1

(AD)
These equations actually constitute a system of second-order non-homogeneous partial dif-
ferential equations with variable coefficients. We consider applying Fourier transform to the

zeroth-order wave function A’:

— 1 - .77\ 13 1 T .77 o\ 13
AL = 53 AP exp(—ik - 7)d’z, Ap - AP exp(—ik - ¥)d°x. (A6)

We can then make some substitutions to some of the terms:

Op A — ik A O — —iwA}, A 0, A (A7)
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After some simplifications, we finally yield the equations of motion in momentum space:

(07 + w)AY = —2((1 - 29, ) (—iwAL) + 10y, (—iwA2) + 16}, (—iwA}))

(02 +w) A} = 5 (1 — 40k, ) (W?A}) + fb (1 — 50k, ) (thp A}) + § Ok, (iky A}) + 10O, (ik.AF))
+ 265 (500, A3 + L0 AT +5(1 — §0r,) A))

(07 + W) A3 = §2(1 = 500, (@A) + 25 (1= §0,) (ke AF) + {0k, (iky A7) + O, (ik.A3))
o (G0, A} — (1= §0,,) A7)
(

1 — 30k.)
(02 + w) A% = L (1 — 49, ) (W2 A3) + ng5((1 — %0, ) (iko AY) + 10k, (iky A%) + 20k, (ik.A3))
1 — $,)A})

b4
2 (0, A — (
(A8)

Appendix B: Simplifications of the equations of motion for the second material

The metric in the second material is:

—ng? 000 1000
0 100 2 2 4,24 0000
M = D= 2 BEES)
0 010 No re 0000
0 001 0000

Correspondingly, the nonzero first order Christoffel symbols:

- - 8ngarSz(z? 4 2%)3 8n0ar§z(:v2 + 2%)3

th — th - s ftz = fi =

O e N D
- Sarfw(a? + 22)3 -, Barfz(a?+z )3

B ng(r8 4 (a2 + 22)4)27 T pg(r8 4 (a2 + 22)4)2

Nonzero first order Ricci tensors:

- _ 8ngard(—(92% = 2%) (2 + 2%)° + r3((2® + 22)*(Ta® + 27)))

Rm; - )
(ré + (22 + 22)1)°

- 8noard((z? — 92%)(a? 4 22)5 + r¥((2? + 2%)?(2? + 722)))

Rzz - - )
CRAEEEIDE

Ao 64arS(rd(x? 4+ 2%)3 — (22 + 22)7)

e no(r8 + (22 + 22)4)3
~ ~ 16noarizz(z? + 2%)%(=3r8 + 5(z% + 2%)%))
Ry, = R., = .
TE+ @+ 2

(B3)

Y
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The Egs.(9) becomes:

(—n2d? + 02 A° = (f”—+(x2 + 22)3 (20, A" + 20,4%)

(—n20? + 0} A = Wig—:z((n (r8 + (2% 4+ 22)H)202AY) — dno(r® + (22 + 224 (22 + 22)3
(20, A + 20, AY) + dng(2? + 22)%(—(92% — 2%) (22 + 22)0 + r8((2? + 22)%(T2% + 2%))) Al —
8nozz(2? + 22)%(—3r8 + 5(y? + 22)*) A3)

(30 + O2) A% = G (0% 4 (02 4 22)RORE) — A + 200,22 + 20.%)
(=107 + 3P) A = G s (08 + (02 2 PORAY) — g3 + (02 4 22) (a4 22

(20, A% 4+ 20, A%) + dng(2% + 22)?((2? — 92%) (22 + 22)% + r8((2? + 2%)2(2® + 722))) A3—
Snozz(x? + 22)2(=3r8 + 5(y + 221 AL).

(B4)
Similar to the following procedures, we can rewrite the equations in momentum space:
(07 + W) A} = =% (Poy(—iwA}) + Pop(—iwA}))
(02 + )AL = n%oéf(aﬂ Al + %(PM@@A;) + Py (ik, AL)) — %Offx} + n%g?ffx; (B5)
(07 +w?) A3 = nigéf(wm;f) + nig(ﬁxf(zkxfx;) + P,y (ik.A%))
(07 + w?) A3 = nigéf(wm;’:) + n%é(pr(ikxfl?) + Pyy(ik, A3)) — %szx;i + LV AL
where the operators:
~ 2andr®  16ab"nir® . 8abndr?
- i Py = = (10 )
f b8 + 7"2 (bg C) (ngx)7 f (b8 C) (2 kz)
- 16ab’nerd(56° — 3r%) .
= 086( 8 C>(Zakz)a
(b® + r8)3
- 8ab™nir®  8ab™nrS(—9b' + 705r%)
rf S 08 0 <8 ]\3 )(Zak'x>7 (B6>
(6% 4 r2)? (6% +72)
o 8al’ngrf  16ab’ngrd(5b° — 3rf) (i0,.)
T (08 4 19) (b8 + 18)3 bl
A 8abSnord(90® — 7rd)  48ngard(150*1 — 426138 + TH°rl6)
Of = — (z&kz)
(b8 +1r8)3 (b8 +7r8)*
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