arxiv:0909.3407v3 [physics.optics] 1 Aug 2014

Dr.Paul.Kinsler@physics.arg
DBLNL-GPM UPE for [...] both electric & magnetic responses  |http://www.kinsler.org/physics/

A uni-directional optical pulse propagation equation for materials with both electric and magnetic
responses

Paul Kinslell
Blackett Laboratory, Imperial College London, Prince CorisRoad, London SW7 2AZ, United Kingdom.
(Dated: November 1, 2018)

| derive uni-directional wave equations for fields propaggin materials with both electric and magnetic
dispersion and nonlinearity. The derivation imposes nalitmms on the pulse profile except that the material
modulates the propagation only slowly: i.e. that loss, @isipn, and nonlinearity have only a small effect over
the scale of a wavelength. It also allows a direct term-toiteomparison of the exact bi-directional theory with
its approximate uni-directional counterpart.

I. INTRODUCTION The derivation makes only a single, well-defined approxi-
mation to reduce the bi-directional forward-backward dedp

. . “ .model down to a single first-order wave equation — that of as-
In the past few years, composite materials (“metamateri-

als”) that demonstrate both an electric and magnetic resgpon suming small changes over the scale of a wavelength. This
have been the subject of both experimental and theoretical i approximation is remarkably robust for all physically st

e . . ; parameter values — see [14] for an analysis focused on nonlin
vestigation. Often the motivation for this research is tbhe p ) . . :

. . SN . ear effects; more general considerations have been dehlt wi
tential for exotic applications: for example, superretolu

[, or the possibility of “trapped rainbow” light storagg][ in terms of factorized wave equations|[15]. The resultingeva
Despite these Iinteresting possibilities, there is alsonbes equation retains all the usual intuitive and analyticaldiaity

! - : . of ordinary wave propagation equations, unlike the computa
basw need for efﬂm_ent ”?ethOd_S for propagating opt]caet@sml tionally intensive approach of a direct numerical solutain
in such metamaterials, in particular in one-dimensionBi)(1

) : . Maxwell’'s equations (see, e.g.[{? ? ? ?]).
waveguide geometries. Indeed, methods for doing so have al- This paper is structured as follows: Directional fields and

ready led to interesting predictions (see, e.g.. [3-5])wHo their re-expression of the Maxwell curl equations is owttin

ever, these methods, and earlier ones, (e.gLl [6-9]) tend i Section]l, followed by the reduction of the bi-directan

rely on mechanisms .SUCh as the infroduction .Of aco-moving .,e equation into a uni-directional form in Section Ill.cSe
frame, and assumptions that the pulse profile has negllg&-

ble second-order temporal or spatial derivatives. Assgmin lon [Vl shows wave equations for a doubly-nonlinear third-
P P ' 9min - Ger nonlinearity material, and Sectioh V does the same for

second-order derivatives are small may well be reasonable, . )
y C:asecond—order case. In Sectiod VI propagation under the in-
1

_tFLrj]ti;tame?;)Zr;hﬁ;E?h%ﬂ;ir%rcri'ilehrtnvl\j/:h rggﬁ'&gegffh?gﬁ_ uence of typical metamaterial responses is discussed, and
PP 9 poorly conclude in Section VII.

trolled [6,.10], particularly for ultrashort or otherwiséraw-
ideband pulses, or exotic or extreme material parametges. |
ally we would prefer to make approximations based solely on . DIRECTIONAL FIELDS
the material parameters of our device, so as to avoid making

assumptions about the state of an ever-changing propggatin The directional fields approach [11] allows us to write down

pulse. ] ] ] ] wave equations for hybrid electromagnetic fie@$. Note
Here | derive 1D wave equations for a waveguide with bothynat here | defings* with an alternate (and more sensible)
electric and magnetic dispersion, and electric and magnetisign convention than previously. Further, | also allow famen
nonlinearity. | use the directional fields approach [11,,12] general types of polarization and magnetization in suchya wa
which allows us to directly write down a first-order wave 55 g provide aimpler presentation. For propagation along

e_quation for pulse_ propagqtion without complicated derivahe ynit vectoru, the propagation (curl) equation f@= is
tion or approximation. We simply look at the coupled forward yyitten in the frequency domain his

and backward wave equations that are a direct re-expression

of Maxwell's curl equations, and substitute in the appropri [ x G* = 4100, Bru x GT + 1006 u x Pe + 1000 oM ¢
ate dispersion and nonlinearity. | also show separate exam- ()
ples for second- and third-order nonlinearities in botltizie .

and magnetic responses, although the effects can be codnbin\é”th

if desired. Note that these directional fields are applieabl G*(w) = o (w)E(w) + B (w)H(w) x u. )

to more than just pulse propagation, as they have been used

to simplify Poynting-vector-based approaches to elecagrm Here the electric response of the material is encoded in two
netic continuity equations [13]. parts: a spatially invariant linear response compongnand

*Electronic addres$: Dr.Paul.Kinsler@physics.org 1 See derivation in AppendiX]A.
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the remaining contributions (of any type)M. Similarly, the  thata, f3; is just the reciprocal of the (reference) speed of light

magnetic response is divided up in the same way betyeen in the medium (i.en;/c). We therefore have that the electric

and oM. Generally we will put the entire non-lossy linear displacement and magnetic fields are

response of the medium (i.e. the dispersion) into the refer-

ence parame_}erar Iantrj]Br, ri;\lthough ithfay alsio( t;e [;:o]r)]ve- D(w) = &E(w) +P(w) = & (W)E(w) 4 Pe(w), (5)

nient to specify only that the produat 3, is real (cf. [? ]). _ _

All the nonlinear responses and other complications (‘®orr B(w) = poH (@) +M(w) = kr (W)H(w) + HoM (). (6)

tions”), such as spatial variations in the material paranset

remain inP; andM¢. As an example, in [11] this approach  To give a specific example, we can define frequency-

was applied to second-harmonic generation in a periogiicalldependent loss and dispersive corrections kyyw) and

poled dielectric crystal. The time derivatives of thesereor ~ Ku(®), along with (e.g.) independent third-order nonlinear-

tions P andM correspond to bound electric and magneticities Xe, Xu to both the material responses; although any ap-

currents respectively [13]. Thesg andM. are functions of ~ Propriate expression can be used — even magneto-electric or

both fieldsE andH, i.e. Pc = Pc(E,H) andM¢ = M(E,H).  other types. Thus we can write the frequency domain expres-

If we choose instead to have frequency-independerand  SIONS

Br, then the remaining linear response can simply be included

in Pc andMg; in this case the “weak loss and nonlinearity” Pe(w) = a?kE + 5F [XgEZ(t)] *E @)

condition | use later to decouple forward and backward fields _n2 2

would then need to be broadened to include weak dispersion HoM () = BrkuH + ko7 [XuH*(O)] xH. ®)

as well (also see [11] for more discussion). However, neithe . S

version imposes any requirements on the pulse profile. whereJ]...] takes the Fourier trans.form.(whlch. is necessary
Itis useful to give a simple example of the directional ﬁeldsbecause nonllljear effects are defined in the time domain as

to provide some insight into their nature. In the pure transPOWErS of the field) and denotes a convolution [i.eaxb =

verse plane-polarized case, with fields propagating albag t _j;]a(oo)hb(w_f (“I”dé);]' If the nonlineabrity Is ltimeddepﬁngent,
z direction, and frequency-independent (material pararspte '€ the Simpléex:E* type terms can be replaced with the ap-

s ili . propriate convolution. In general, it is best to piek 3 sub-
permitivitty & and permeabilitys;, we can write jectto the condition that the sizes®f andM ¢ are minimised.
G = /&Ex+ VrHy, (3) In a double-negative material (with bathu < 0) we would

G)% — VEE, T /iHy, @) get imaginaryay, B, changing the complex phase @f° (w)

away from that given by the origin&l andH. Since this is
where this simplés;" definition matches the original proposal in the frequency domain, it converts into a phase shift in the
of Fleck [16].

time domain, so although imaginary-valugd 3, might seem
It is worth considering how reflections arise in this pic-

inconvenient, it does not give unphysical results.
ture based on spatially invariant reference parameters aug
mented by corrections terms. Leaving aside for now the dis-
tinctions between spatially propagated fields and temfyoral . WAVE EQUATIONS
propagated ones (see the discussior_in [15]), transiticn to
new media can be handled in two ways. First, we could map
the existing field<G* onto new one$; based on new ref-
erence parameters, andB,. Here a pureG™ field would
separate into two pieces, one a forward propagatifigand
the other a “reflected” backward propagat{dg. Second, we
might retain the existing reference parameters, and haee mo
ified correctionsP, andM. These altered correction terms
then couple the forward and backward directed fields, induc
ing the necessary reflection &~ ; although as a side-effect
of our now no longer optimat, andp;, the forward evolving
field is made up of couple@™ andG~ components [11].

Starting with the vectorial curl equationl (1), | first taketh
1D, but bi-directional, limit, and describe the approximoat
necessary to produce a simpler uni-directional form. After
this, | discuss how the common transformations used in opti-
cal wave equations can be applied in this context. All equa-
tions and field quantities are in the frequenay lomain, un-
less explicitly noted otherwise.

A. Bi-directional wave equations

A. Material response Here we setu along thez axis without loss of general-
ity, and consider just an polarized wave (i.e., consisting
We define the electric and magnetic material response iﬂf_ Ex,Hy). This means we use thecom_ponent of eqn.L{1)
the frequency domain, as it greatly simplifies the desaipti with a.z — d/(iz, S0 that the wave equations for thel spec-
of the linear components. Let us choseeterencebehaviour UM fields Gy (w), coupled by correctiong, = Pex(w) and
given by & (w), 4 (w), and use them to define reference pa-"""y = Mey(w) are

rametersa, (w) = /& (w) andBr (w) = v/ U (w). Note that

+ +
these are allowed to have a frequency dependénte [11], and ~ 9:Cx = F1lwa Gy +1wfP +1warMy.  (9)
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Following the detailed discussion in [#5]we say that this need to be taken with the dispersion, particularly if nezarac
wave equatiorpropagateq“steps”) the fields forward along edge or in the vicinity of a narrow resonance.

the z direction using oppositeldirectedfields G} and Gy . A directly comparable approximation is treated exhaus-
These fields can be written as functions of either time or fretively in [15], where although applied to bi-directionatfar-
guency, and pulses they describe therebuave(travel) for-  izations of the second-order wave equation, the physiaal co

ward or backward in time. siderations are exactly the same: Deviations from the +efer

Consider the example case with parametessw) and  ence behaviour over a propagation distance of one wavélengt
Ku(w), and Xe, xu in egns. [[¥) and{8). Defining (w) =  should be small. Note that the slow evolution approximation
war (W) B (w), we get applied here is not the same as other “slowly varying” types

of approximation [e.g., the slowly varying envelope approx

+ v WkKe oy KK mation (SVEA)] — although the physical motivation is simila
%Gy =+ kG £ 2 (G +6Gx) + 2 (G -G the approach used here is far less restrictive.
1k, & 2 + _ After we apply this weak correction or “slow evolution”
+ 75?[X5E J* (6 +6) approximation, we set the initial value &, = 0, and can
ke Ho 5 be sure that it will stay negligible. Thus eqil (9) for thd ful
+ 711_? [XuHe)* (G = GX). (10)  spectrum, forward directed fiel@ (w) can be written as
r

+ +
Note that even for a frequency-independent choice of the ref ~ 92Cx = H1wWarB G +1wBP +iwarkoMy. (1)

erence p{irametevﬁ. andp;, the reference wave vectb(_r re-— Alternatively, we can scale th&] field so that it has the
tains a (linear) frequency dependence. Also, the dispersio : . -
X same units and scaling as the electric field, usfiigw) =
and/or loss parameters, k, are directly related t@ and u Gt I
. L + (w)/2ay(w). This gives
respectively, and not to a refractive indexr wavevectok.
This is why there is a factor of/R associated with their ap- Wb
pearance in eqn_{1L0) and subsequently. R~ twa RS 41
If written in the time domain, these wave equations are seen
to propagate the full temporal history of a field foriward N Note that E; = G;/2a; = F,” and Hf = G//2B =
space. There, the reference propagation givettihyG; be- Far /B, since Gy = O.
comes a convolution ik retains a nontrivial frequency de- | x ' )
pendence. However, if we expatg(w) around a central
frequencyw; in powers ofw — w;, we can instead convert
it (in the time domain) into a Taylor series in time deriva-
tives, which is a popular alternative to the frequency demai
form used here. However, if implementing a split-step Feuri
method of solving these wave equations, dispersion is egpli
in the frequency domain, so that in general such an expansion
is an unnecessary complication.

w
P — oM. 12
2ar X +I 2“0 Yy ( )

In either version of these
uni-directional equations,P = P(E{,Hy) and My =
M(H;",E{) — the uni-directional (residual) polarizatid®
and (residual) magnetizatid\vﬂ;r should not be written as
functions of the total field&x andHy.

C. Modifications

Either of egns. [(A1) of(12) by themselves are sufficient
to model the propagation of the electric and magnetic fields.
B. Uni-directional approximation Howevgr, there are many traditional simplifications whiah c
be applied, and which in other treatments are even sometimes
requiredin order obtain a simple evolution equation. In par-
ticular, the various envelope equations|[6-8, 17] all use co
oving and/or envelopes as a preparation for discarding in-
onvenient derivatives: Here such steps are optional®xtra
These are all considered in more detail for a factorised wave
equation approach in_[15], but here | have adapted them for
is context.

Now we apply the approximation: that the effect of any
correction terms is small over propagation distances of on
wavelength — or, if you prefer, over time intervals of one op-.
tical period. This translates into a weak loss and nonlinear
ity assumption; and if the correction terrs and M in-
clude dispersion, a weak dispersion assumption is also . mad
These are rarely very stringent approximation$P¢f << |D|
and [LoMc| << |BJ, then a forwardG™ has minimal co- 1. A co-moving framecan now be added, using=t —
propagatings™ [11]. Further, the forward field has a wave z/vs. This is a simple linear process that causes no ex-
vectork, evolving as exp+t1k z), but any generated backward tra complications; the leading right-hand side (RHS)
component will evolve as exp-1k;z). This gives a very rapid 10, Brw = 1k term is replaced by(ay Bw F ki), for
relative oscillation exp-2ik,z), which will quickly average frame speed; = awo/K;. Settingk; = k; (ap) will can-
to zero. Nevertheless, although achievable optical nealin cel the phase velocity, of the pulse atwp, not the
ity coefficients fall well within this approximation, careay group velocity.

2. Thefield can be split upnto pieces localized at certain
frequencies, as done in descriptions of optical paramet-
2 Section 11 ric amplifiers or Raman combs (as in, e.gl,[6,118, 19]).
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The wave equation can then be separated into one Here we study propagation through such a material, with

equation for each piece, coupled by the appropriateon-reference linear responses k,, (describing e.g. loss

frequency-matched polarization terms (see, e.gd., [20]).and dispersion), and instantaneous magnetic third-omer n

linearity x,, [? ] along with the more common electric type

3. A carrier-envelopedescription of the field can easily .. Forsuch a system, and for plane-polarized fields, the prop-

be implemented with the usual prescription|ofi[21, 22] agation equation is

F(t) = Alt)expli(cnt — kiz)] + A*(t) exp—1(ct — K K

ki2)] defining an envelopd(t) with respect to carrier  d,F," = +1k {1+ 78 + 7“} R

frequencyw, and wave vectok;; this also provides K o2

a built-in a co-moving framer; = wy/ki. Multiple +'__0 [Xs*‘&—rXu] F[FF2(1)] «F. (13)

envelopes centred at different carrier frequencies and 2 & €0 Hf

wave vectorsdy, ki) can also be used [20,/21]. This is a generalized nonlinear Schrodinger (NLS) equatio
and it retains both the full field (i.e. uses no envelope dpscr
tion) and the full nonlinearity (i.e. includes third-harmo

. . I . eneration). The only assumptions made are that of trassver
equations; in addition they might be used to separate o ) Y P

g ) elds and weak dispersive and nonlinear responses; thiese la
or neglect frequency mixing terms or harmonic gener-

ation. As it stands, no bandwidth restrictions were ap_ter assumptions allow us to decouple the forward and back-

. - ward wave equations. This decoupling allows us, without
plled_ W.hef‘ der.|vmg eqnsL(11) dﬂlZ) - j[here are Onlyany extra approximation, to reduce our description to one of
the limitations introduced by the dispersion and/or po-

. . ) forward-only pulse propagation. The specific example chose
larization models to consider. Typically we would ex- yp propag P P

and the model parameters to the first few orders abo ere is for a cubic nonlinearity, but it is easily generalite
P elp Yhe noninstantaneous case or even other scalar nonliesarit
some convenient reference frequengy

We can transform egn[_{IL3) into one closer to the ordinary
NLS equation by representing the field in terms of an envelope
and carrier

4. Bandwidth restrictionsnight be added (see below), ei-
ther to ensure a smooth envelope or to simplify the wav

5. Mode averagings where the transverse extent of a
propagating beam is not explicitly modeled, but is sub-
sumed into a description of a transverse mode profile; asr,* (t) = A(t) exp[i (ot — koz)] + A*(t) exp[—1 (aot — ko2)] ,
such it is typically applied to situations involving opti- (14)
cal fibres or other waveguides. Thus we could use mode i
averaging when calculating the effective dispersion oMhere we choose the carrier wave vector tdpe- kr (ap) =
nonlinear parameters. See, for example} [23] for a re©0r(w0)Br(an). After separating into a pair of complex-
cent approach, which goes beyond a simple addition ofonjugate equations (one férand one forA*), and ignor-
a frequency dependence to the “effective area” of thdN9 the off-resonant third-harmonic generation term, giies

mode, and generalizes the effective area concept itselfUS the expected NLS equation without diffraction. The cho-
sen carrier effectively moves us into a frame that freezes th

carrier oscillations, but this phase velocity & w/k) frame
differs from one that is co-moving with the pulse envelope
(i.e., one moving at the group velocity = dw/dK). After
we transform into a frame co-moving with the group velocity

One important feature lacking in this approach is the hanyt ) whereAq = ap[vo () — v 1(wp)], the wave equation
dling of transverse effects such as diffraction, althouw#yt  for A(c) is ’ Vg (@) =Vp(eb)] q

can be inserted by hand (at least in the paraxial limit) by

i 2, 92
adding the term(dg + 9;)F" /2k to the RHS|[12]. How- OA = +1K(w)A Jrﬁ@&r 2xIA®) PAD)] (15)
ever, no treatment of transverse effects has been achieved i 2 &
a native directional fields description on the basis of the-fir |\ hare K(w) = k [k-(0) + K. ()/2 4+ A and ¥ = Yo —
order equations — although transverse terms arise natimall (@) =kilke(0) + ku(©)}/2 + Ag, X = Xe
the second-order equation resulting from taking the curl o
eqn. [1). Treating nonlinear diffraction [24] suffers trere
difficulties, although presumably it might be incorporated
an analogous way as to ordinary diffraction.

D. Diffraction

f(uoerz/eourz))(u. All that has been assumed to derive this stan-
dard envelope NLS equation is uni-directional propagation
and negligible third-harmonic generation. The self-séeépg
term, often seen in (or added to) NLS equations arises from
the frequency dependencelef This self-steepening has both
electric and magnetic contributions, which can be adjuisted
dependently, as has been pointed out by \&eal. [4] for the
IV. THIRD-ORDER NONLINEARITY case of the SVEA limit. In Sectida VI, | discuss how the im-
portance of each contribution varies with frequency fohket
Third-order nonlinearities are common in many materialsdouble-plasmon model (as in [4]), and a wire-array and-split
for example in the silica used to make optical fibres (see, e.gring model more typical of practical metamaterials.

[Q]). There are many applications of significant scientifie i It is worth comparing this eqn[{15) to D’'Aguanebal’s
terest, for example, white light supercontinnua [25-2p}i-0  [5] eqn. (5) [hereafter eqn. (DMB5)]. Although in many re-
cal rogue waves [28]; or filamentatian [29, 30]. spects they appear to be the same, mine is far more general
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and can be applied (at least in principle) to an arbitrarilgev AF = +1k {1+ Key + M} E*

pulse bandwidth, whereas theirs is subject to the rather re- Y 2 2 1Y

strictive SVEA. For example, my eqri._{15) results from only Ik & Lo [ & 3 o

one “slow evolution” approximation, as opposed to the numer + 2 & Xet+ © <E) Xu| T [Fx (t) } ‘
ous steps, substitutions, and approximations in Sectioh 2 o 17)

[5]. I also retain the possibility of arbitrary dispersigiiw),
whereas theirs retains only the second-order part (i.E. @6
which in the frequency domain would Bew?). Indeed, with
the dispersion and nonlinear factors in my egh.] (13) com
bined, that full-spectrum wave propagation equation isesca
cly more complicated than egn. (DMB5). Similar remarks
also hold when comparing eqri._{15) to Weinal's [4]: but
although Weret al’s result is also restricted by the SVEA, it
does at least allow for diffraction. Both, however, alonghwi
Scaloraet al’s form [3], cannot model the full non-envelope
field, nor revert to an exact and explicitly bi-directionair,

These wave equations for the field are strikingly similatht® t
usual SVEA equations used to propagate narrowband pulses;
the main differences are the addition of terms for magnetic
dispersion Kyx, Kuy) and nonlinearity X,,), and the lack of a
co-moving frame.

We can transform eqnd_({16) aid(17) into a form close to
the usual equations for a parametric amplifier by represgnti
the x andy polarized fields in terms of three envelope and
carrier pairs:

as in my eqn.[(9) oi(10). R (t) = Ag(t) expli (it — ku2)] + AL (t) expl—1 (et — ki2)]
+ Ax(t) expli (awpt — kaz)] 4+ A5 (t) exp[—1 (st — koZ))
(18)
Ry (t) = Ag(t) exp[1 (st — ks2)] + A5(t) exp[—1 (st — ks2)] ,
(19)

V. SECOND-ORDER NONLINEARITY

wherews = wy + wyp. After separating into pairs of complex-
onjugate equations (one each forAlandA;), and ignoring
he off-resonant polarization terms, we transform intcearfe
co-moving with the group velocity, although here we select
the group velocity of a preferred frequency component, with
Ag = w(vg* —vp1). The wave equations for th& (w) are

Treating a second-order nonlinearity is more complicate
than the third-order case, since it typically couples the tw
possible polarization states of the field together. Suaérint
actions occur in materials used for optical parametric &mpl
fication, and have long been used for a wide variety of appli

. . then

cations (see, e.g., [21,131,/132]). To model the cross-cogpli
between the orthogonally polarised fields, it is necessary t |k§ 3 . Ak
solve for both field polarizations; and to allow for the bief O = +1Ki(w)Ar + 2k, X F[2As(t)Ay(t)] e (20)
gence we need two pairs of (non-reference) linear resppnses |k§
i.e. Kex; Key andKIJXa Kuy- azAz = +|K2(01))A2 + 2—|(2X73r[2A3(t)AI(t)] eﬁlAkZ (21)

As an example, | choose a magnetic nonlinearity that cou- |k§

+

plesHy andHy in the same way as the electric nonlinearity — d,Az = +1K3(w)As + =2 x T F[AL(t)Ax(t)] €22 (22)

couplesEy andEy, although other configurations are possible. 23

This means that thgu x P term in eqn. [QL), which repre- Here Ky 2(w) = ky 2[Kex(@) + Kpuy(@0)]/2 + Bg andKa(w) =
sents the non-reference part of the electric responsesreed Ks[Ke (d)) 1K X(af)]/2+A - we choose for each equation
include those for the standard second-order nonlinearsterrrhiﬁerémly (i.g. with k. ¢ %,kl ko, ka}); also the phase mis-
(here|f3x DhExEV anclle DED). S|m|lar(;y, tf(]jearuol\f! termhas  \match term isak = ks — ko Jkl., The combined nonlinear
ones for the complementary second-order nonlinear magnety o oticient isy = — v. + &) (& 3/2

response. Note that second-order nonlinear magneticteffec X" = Xe £ (Ho/ €o) (&r/ He)™ "X
have been measured in split ring resonators by Kéeial. [?

7] VI. DISCUSSION

Since itis convenient, | split the vector form of tB&" wave
equation up into its transvergendy components. By noting Examining the respective roles of the reference permntijtivi
that the definition OG)% means thabl,” = —F"ar /Br, the 1D & and permeability; in eqns. [(IB) and (16)[(17), we see
wave equations can be written as that as far as dispersion and other linear effects are coeder
the two components simply add. In contrast, their effect on
nonlinear terms is more dramatic: with the raié= & /
OF = +ik [1+ Kex M} R scaling the nonlinear corrections to the magnetizatiomtine
2 2 electric field units oF*. This is becaus¥? determines how
Ik & to [ & 3 T much of a given directional fiel#™* is electric field and how
+278— Xe— o (-) Xu| TR O (1) much magnetic field; large values £ correspond to cases
' 0 \Hr where the magnetic field is most prominent. Indeéd just
(16)  the reciprocal of the electromagnetic impedance of ourehos
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FIG. 1: Normalised electromagnetic field ratio andi curves for  FIG. 2:  Normalised electromagnetic field ratio aadu curves
Drude responses in both permittiviy and permeability;. The  for Drude response permittivitst (dot-dashed line), with a pseudo-
magnetic resonance at, = w:/V/2 is lower than the (dielectric) Lorentz response for the permeability(dashed line). The magnetic
plasma frequencyy, andy: =y, = 0.01c. Large|Y| corresponds  resonance aiy, = w/+/2 is lower than the (dielectric) plasma fre-
to mostly magnetics™ fields, small|Y| corresponds to mostly elec- quencycwe, andye = y;/5 = 0.01w, Fy, = 5. The high-frequency
tric GT. The frequency ranges of propagating negative phase velodehaviour of the pseudo-Lorentz model “illegally” increadaster
ity (NPV) and positive phase velocity (PPV) light are shown. than that of the Drude model, whereas a properly causal foould
match it. Apart from detail, and the high-frequency behaxiae-
placing the pseudo-Lorentz model with the (causal) Loremte

; e ; i figure of similar appearance. The frequency rangpsopi-
reference medium, and only\fis real-valued do propagating 9'V¢S &g rapp quency range
fields exist, since otherwise the fields become evanescent. gating NPV and PPV light are shown.

Figured andl2 show ho¥ varies with frequency for two
different metamaterial types, with the dispersions endame : H

& and y; and scaled byw? to moderate the low-frequency ] vgf :
singularity of the Drude response. The extreme limits ajéar : :
Y occur when ;| < |&, that is, usually just at an edge of a |

non-propagating band, wherg is about to change sign. In
such a region, it would be better to revert to Bé fields,
or to rescale the propagation equations into units of mégnet
field (e.g., with som&* = G*/2[3,).
In previous work|[B=5], a Drude type response for beth
andu was assumed, whesg, yur 01— ouf,u/(ou2 —1Ye pW);
and this situation is shown on Figl 1. However, although the
F"!’elsc]t)nco;teesnp?]r;zetr:?srgztg\r)%tjrnatﬂr?e(?ﬁgénaet\i/:/:wreesggﬁfgo IG. 3: Normalised re_fractive index(solid Iine_) and_group velocity
o o PSR Vg = dk/dw (dashed line) for the system defined in fig. 2, for only
split ring resonators (SRRs) differs. SRR magnetization igpose frequencies where the field propagates. By compaithdig.
best described by a pseudo-Lorentz ma@e] with s D1+ [ we can see that the edges of the NPV band are dominated by the
Fuw?/(w? — w;zl — lyyw), although sometimes a true Lorentz magnetic field, whereas the lower edge of the PPV band is dxigtn
response is used instegd, ] 1+ F, wﬁ/(oﬂ — wﬁ — 1Y w). by th(_a el_ectric f_ield. Note t_hat in the NPV band, t_he sign ofgreup
Note the difference between the numerators in these latter t Velocity is not tied to the sign of the phase velocity.
expressions: a frequency-dependefiersus a constant ma-
terial parametewﬁ. The pseudo-Lorentz model has an incor-
rect high-frequency behaviour, and so it is incompatiblthwi linear material responses exactly, then the correctiomser
the Kramers-Kronig relations that enforce causality. Hasve  will become large, meaning that our wavelength-scale “slow
at low and medium frequency it is a better match to the physevolution” approximation may come under threat. Second,
ical response of SRRs, and so | use it for Figs. 2[dnd 3. even if our reference parameters do match the linear mhteria
There are frequency ranges over which the linear materialesponses exactly, our wavelength-scale will have becogre f
responses vary dramatically, and in particular on[Fig. 3¢lvh  quency dependent, and so again our “slow evolution” approxi
uses the same model as Hifj. 2) this is evident for both the ramation may be threatened. In either case the solution islsimp
fractive indexn and group velocityg. If we aim to operate in  — we just need to revert to the bi-directional wave equations
such regions, this leads to two potential complicationsstFi [i.e., egns. [(B) or[(1I0)]. However, this does not necessaril
if we have chosen reference parameters that do not match timean that any backward evolving fields are generated (as ex-
plained in[11], and following a different approachlin[15p
that in principle one could optimize the propagation by rein
stating it only over those frequency ranges where it becomes
3 Also known as the “F-model” necessary.

propagating PPV
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VII. CONCLUSIONS

frame — unlike other common types of derivation [6-9].
The resulting equations have the advantage that they are

| have derived a uni-directional optical pulse propagatiorstraightforward to write down, despite containing the cémp
equation for media with both electric and magnetic respanse cations ofboth electric and magnetic responses, and that a
based on the directional fields approdch [11]. This involred Carrier-envelope representation or co-moving frames asg e

re-expression of Maxwell’s equations, and required onipa s

to apply if desired, requiring no further approximation. In

gle approximation to reduce a one dimensional bi-direation this, they match the clarity and flexibility of factorizeccsed-

model, to a uni-directional first-order wave equation. Tihe s

order wave equations [15,/33,/34], but they can more easily

plicity of this approach makes it very convenient in waveg-incorporate the effects of magnetic material responseisietal

uides, optical fibres, or other collinear situations. Theam
tant approximation is that the pulse evolves only slowlyten t

at the cost of being restricted to one dimensional propagati

scale of a wavelength; and indeed this is a valid assumption

in a wide variety of cases — note in particular that nonlinear
effects have to be unrealizably strong to violate it [14].eTh
result has no intrinsic bandwidth restrictions, makes no de
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Appendix A: Derivation of eqn. () will define the type of propagation specified by the RHS. In
the following | use the vector identity.

The derivation in this paper is simpler, more general, and

definesG* using a better sign convention than those in [11, ux (OxH)—-0O(u-H)= Ox (uxH), (A6)
35]. | start with the Maxwell curl equations, and transform
into frequency space: along withu x [u x H] = [u-H]Ju — H, so that
OxH(t) = +ae«E(t) + (), UxGF =ux arE£ux [ux BH] (A7)
DX E(t) = —aur xH(t) — poK (1) (AD) —uxoETBH £[u-BHJu (A8)
0x H(w) = —1w ar(w)?E(w) + I(w), —uxEFBH +uG. (A9)
0 x E(w) = +10 Br(w)?H(w) — toK (w). (A2)

Continuing the derivation,

OxaE + ux(OxBH)=+waf?H T 10fa2(uxE) +uxBd—aruoK, (A10)
OxoE + Ox(uxBH)£0(U-BH) =+1woBPH T 10Ba?(uxE) +uxBJI—ar K (A11)
Ox[oE £ (UuxBH)]=+waf?H T 1wpa?(uxE)FOWU-BH) FuxBd—aruK (A12)
Ox G =1w{aB?H F Baf(uxE)}FO(u-BH) £uxBI—arpoK (A13)
I now rearrange eqnl_(A13) to give the final form, in which | stifuted P = J(t) andg:M = K (t) to match eqn.[{1). Thus
OxGT =10{aBuG —arfZ(ux uxH]) FRa?(uxE)}FOG +uxBI—arHoK (A14)
=Flw{Baf (UxE)taf(ux[uxH])} +iwaBuG FOG +uxBd—arkoK, (A15)

and finally
Ox G = 41w a fux G +i1wa fuG® +0G° Fux B — ar oK (A16)
:ila)or,[?,uxGi +iwa BuG® +£0G° +1wfux P+i1war M. (A17)

Note thatford(t) = &P = dk:E(t), wherek; is some com-  plicated but scalar dielectric response fangctie have
Tux BJ(w) = HwBUXP  =+10a’BKexux E
(A18)

8

a?B;

=+lw
2

Kex (Ux [GT+G7]), (A19)
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and forK (t) = &M = gk, H(t), wherek, is some compli- Consider the general unidirectional equation fgr (i.e.
cated but scalar magnetic response function, we have eqgn. [I0)), and replace the polarization and magnetization
terms with dimensionless response paramefeahda, mul-
—0r oK (w) = +1wpoarM = +iwpoarkyxH  (A20) tiplied by the appropriate fielBy or Hy. Then replacéy and
= HWHoarKy* (U[u-H] —uxuxH) (A21)  Hy with their representation in terms Bf", so that

= +|wuo%Ku*(uG° —ux[uxBH])
r

100 w 100
(A22) = q P Px quy— —&qesoEx + = QutoHy  (B1)
ar _
= —lWHo=~Ky* (UX [GT =G| —2uG°). _lw
IJOZBr H*( 8 [ ] ) [Br Oe€0F" +Ouko _Fﬂ
(A23) 2 B
(B2)
Finally, when generating eqri. (A3), we lost the longitudiina lwarBr [Oe€o,  OuMo_
part of 0 x H=0d&E +J (i.e. that parallel tas). This is -~ 5 a2 R+ B2 F
B3
U-OxH=—1wa?u-E+u-J (A24) ‘ (B3)
ik & &
u-Ox (G" =G~ +2uG°) = —1wa fu- (GT—G") = 75_0 [Qe +qug—gu—r] RS (B4)
T r
+2pu-J (A25) remembering tha ™ = E = (B;/ay)H, and that, = a?, and
2u- (0G° —ux 0G°) = —1war Bru- (GH —G7) tr = B2.
+2B:u-J (A26) Since we consider the electric-field-like fielid", the po-

larization corrections are trivial to write down; as for @rth

order nonlinear termge = )(SF+ m-1)  This means we need
2u-0G” = —1wayfru- (G"—G7) +2Bu-J,  (A27)  only concentrate on the magnetization correction.q,fis
that for anm-th order nonlinear term, thegy, = x,H"! =

sinced x G°u=G°0Oxu—ux 0G®=—-ux0OG® and " .
. x x x Xu(ar/Br) M YDF+HM-1 " Writing down only the term in

u-Ox (G"—G™) = 1wy Bru-ux (G +G™) square brackets from eqi.(B4) gives us
+2u-0G° +21wfu-ux P (A28)
=2u-0G". A29 ™
( ) Qe -i-Xu@i <ﬂ> FXHm 1)] Fx+ (B5)
& Hr \ Br

Appendix B: Correction terms mi

FX“"”)] Fr. (B6)

G + X ( m )
In this appendix | work through the details of how the polar-
ization and magnetization terms scale with respect to one an
other. To simplify matters, | assume all corrections arédesca Note that corrections for linear loss or gain are first-ofgter
since where; and i, are not field-polarization or orientation cesses (i.e. witlm= 1), where for loss we neegl~ 1y, with
sensitive, the scalings remain the same, even if the specifig> 0; Thus for loss the whole correction term will be propor-
field terms may vary (e.g=<Ey instead ofE?). tional to —yF,;", as would be expected.
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