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Abstract

A full-wave numerical scheme of polarizability (polarigiétly) tensors evaluation is presented. The method accepts
highly conducting bodies of arbitrary shape and expliciéticounts for the radiation as well as ohmic losses. The
method is verified on canonical bodies with known polariligbiensors, such as a sphere and a cube, as well as on
realistic scatterers. The theoretical developments di@rfed by a freely available code whose sole user input is the
triangular mesh covering the surface of the body under densfion.

I. INTRODUCTION

Polarizability tensors [1]=[4] are an indispensable tami flesigning artificial materials [5],_[6] and frequency
selective surfaces [7][8]. Thanks to the relation of théappability tensors to the radar cross-sectioh [9] or
scattering cross-section [10], [11], they also presentta tdol for designing radiofrequency identification (REID
tags [12]. Last, but not least, the polarizability tensds® dully characterize the radiation properties of elaectily
small antennas [13][ [14]. The precise evaluation of theupzdbility tensors is, thus, of major interest for many
branches of applied electromagnetism.

In canonical cases, there exist analytical models for prbility [3], [4]. However, during the development of
metamaterials [15]/[16], chipless RFID ta@s|[17] and madeflection / transmission arrays [18], the geometry of

their basic constituents become complex and the polalizat@nsors of realistic scatterers can only be extracted
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through numerical methods. Early attempts| [19]+-[21] anchesmf their extensions [22]-[24] were purely static
in nature while ignoring important_[25] magnetoelectricupting and radiation losses. Modern approaches rely
on commercial full-wave electromagnetic solvers whichleate the induced currents on a scattefer [26]] [27]
or the scattered far-fields [28]. The usage of powerful coneciak packages makes it possible to work with
complex scatterers including non-reciprocal materia.[@nfortunately, such generality is encumbered with kigh
computational demands, making these schemes time-conguvhich is especially problematic in conjunction with

structural optimization.
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Apart from the direct numerical evaluation of polarizalyiliensors, attempts have also been to measure them.
Pioneering work in this direction has been done by Cahn [RBjyhich the scatterer is placed in an electrolyte.
For recent methods, using a vacuum environment, we conf80gf[32] which describe how to obtain a particle’s
polarizability by measuring the scattering parameters efazeguide segment loaded by the analysed body, or
[33]-[36] which use a measurement of the scattering parmmaif a two-dimensional (2D) array of analysed
bodies. These methods can deal with scatterers of quiteragjesteape and constitution but generally suffer from
the necessity of removing the effect of the artificial peodnvironment or the waveguide walls. This is done
either by a suitable calibration process|[32],1[36], or byedily evaluating the interaction constants of the array
[33]-[35]. The basic deficiency of the calibration procealis the inaccesibility of precisely defined bianistropic
standards. The direct evaluation of interaction constantst without problems either. The fundamental issue is
that a point dipole approximation is used when making théblerm mathematically tractablel![4], [33], [37] and
this introduces systematic errors. These errors decay tvahsparsity of the lattice, but sparse lattices introduce
numerical errors due to very low reflectivity and possiblghar order reflected and transmitted modes. There is,
thus, a necessary trade-off between the aforementionetsewhich is generally shape-dependent.

In this paper we propose and verify a general method to extfaall four polarizability tensors of arbitrarily
shaped bodies with finite conductivity. The presented sehases full-wave numerical evaluation, automatically
accounting for ohmic and radiation losses. The paper alscudses numerically efficient implementation of this
method in the Rao-Wilton-Glisson basis [38] which resuttsifreely available codé [39].

The paper is organized as follows. Sectioh Il introducespgbkarizability extraction scheme. The method is
verified in Sectioi 1l and its most salient features are used in Sectioh IV. The paper concludes in Sedfibn V.

Various derivations necessary for the implementation efgloposed method are presented in Sedfidn VI.

[I. DESCRIPTION OF THEMETHOD
A. Definition of Polarizability Tensors
Let us assume an electrically small scatterer & 1) fully enclosed in a sphere of radius centered in the
coordinate system, witlk being the freespace wavenumber|[40]. Under the assumti@ntiofie-harmonic steady
state [40], i.e..F (t) = Re{F (w) exp (jwt)}, with angular frequency, the illumination of the scatterer by an
incident electromagnetic wave with electric figél>* ! (r) and magnetic field3**!/ () gives rise to electric and

magnetic dipole momentgl>* m[>1 [11]

p acc acm E (O)
= _ _ ; 1)
m Qme Omm B (0)
where a2 g3l - §13x31 5133 are the dipolar polarizability tensors| [3[,] [4]. The potability tensorsa

are known [[10] to fully characterize the scattering projsrof electrically small scatterers. Assuming a scatterer

made of highly conductive material, the electric and maigrddpole moments can be evaluated from the knowledge
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of the induced surface current densi/>*!! (r) as
p-— [K(ras, (22)

jw
S
(2b)

m:%/er(r)dS,

5
wherer[**1] is a radius vector from a suitably chosen origin, commonketato coincide with the geometrical

centre of a scatterer, see V]-B for a commentary on a possiiedinate dependence.

B. Evaluation of Polarizability Tensors
Imagine that we set up six different excitation scenarios
E,(0) E¢ (0)
. (3)

B, (0) By (0)

producing six polarizationgp, - - - ps] and [m; ---mg] of the scatterer. Assume further that the excitations are
chosen to make columns df] (3) linearly independent. In suchse the polarizability tensors can be evaluated as
-1
E, (0) E (0)
e . (4)
B (0) B (0)

acc acm _ D L DPg
my Mg
Throughout this paper, the surface current densityr), needed for evaluation of (Pa) arld{2b), is obtained

from the Electric Field Integral Equation (EFIE) [41] (seec8on[V] for details) discretized in a given basis

K(r)=) Inf,(r), (5)
whereIlV 1] is the vector of expansion coefficients afid () are suitable real dimensionless basis functions. The

expansion[(b) transforms the EFIE into

<f17E>
: (6)

<.fNa E>
N] . . .
as the matrix representing the reaction of a

with Z[NXN] as the well-known impedance matrix [41], wiE:h[NX

lossy conductor and with

(f.g) = / £ (r)-g(r)ds @
S

as a suitably defined scalar product. The construction ofices andX is detailed in Section VI and Sectibn VI-A.

Furthermore, substituting(5) inte_(2a) ad](2b), and zitilj (8) allow us to write

ﬁ’ 1:3 <.f17E>
m M M

<fNa E>
DRAFT
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where matriceﬂzD[gXN],l\:/IBXN] are representations df {2a) infa12b) in the bdsis (5). Thstraction of matrices

P andM is detailed in SectioR VI-B.

Putting everything together, we have

9)

The original complex scattering problem is now transfornmo a trivial multiplication of matrices [42]. The
only pending issue is to find six suitable excitations geteetdy E; (), ..., Es (r). Note that magnetic fields

B, (r), ..., Bs (r) cannot be chosen freely as they are connected to the eléields via freespace Maxwell’s

<f17E1> <f1aE6> -1

ee

EQ” Qi

Qu - Qu

2 g

| I
I

| —— |

<fNaE1> <fN7E6>

equations.
The raw form of [9) is ill-suited for numerical implementati since the doublet®, M and E (0), B (0) have

different units and, consequently, considerably differmagnitudes. For the sake of numerical stability it is then

advantageous to use the following normalization

— — &cc ZOdcm
(8% (8%
R N I 10
&mc amm Z()amc Mo mm ( )
\%4 1%
= C()f3
P =
_ ] - | ¥ (11)
M M
\%4
= = 1 = =
z—z%z(z—z) (12)
E (0) Es(0) R E (0) Es (0) (13)
B1 (O) B6 (O) C()Bl (O) C()Bg (O)

with V' = 4ma3/3 being the volume of the smallest sphere circumscribing tagterer, withZ, as the free-space
impedanceg, as the vacuum permittivity;o as the vacuum permeability arg as the speed of light. In that case,
the polarizability matrix [(Z0) and dipole moment matrix]){Idecome dimensionless, the matrix](12) attains the

dimension ofm? and, finally, the normalized excitation matrx{13) is in tgoper meter.

C. Excitation
An immediate candidate for the excitation is to have a nomaédlexcitation matrix[(13) equal to a unity matrix.

The construction of this excitation is illustrated on thel &ind 6th column of{13). To construct the 3rd column,
choose cylindrical coordinaté®, ¢, z) and

E (r) = z0Jo (kp), (14)

coB (1) = jeoJ1 (kp) ,

December 19, 2016 DRAFT



whereJ; represents Bessel's function of the first kindI[43]. Analegly, to construct the 6th column, choose
E (r) = —jpod1 (kp),
C()B (’l") = Z()J() (l{p) .
It can be checked thaf(lL4) and [15) satisfy the source-fraewéll’s equations in a vacuum and that for small
values ofkp field (I4) tends to

(15)

lim F =
kggo (r) = 2o,

(16)

klgglo 0B (r) =0,

while field (I8) tends to
kl,EoE (r) =0,
(17)
klpiglo coB (r) = zo,
exactly as desired. Other columns Bf](13) can easily be édaby rotating[(14) ol (15).

The aforementioned excitation is simple to implement ancti§el[Illl shows that it can be used in practice. Its
utilization within the EFIE paradigm can, however, lead tiddehaviour at small electrical sizes for the EFIE
solely uses electric field as an excitation, $de (9) and @€¥. This poses no problem for electric type excitation
(T4) (first three columns of (13)), but can be problematicrfagnetic type excitatiod (15) (last three columns of
(@3)), which for vanishingly small electrical sizes genesano excitation at all.

Although the excitation described above is the first choaeit simplicity, the method described in Sectlgh Il
is not restricted to it and can be used with any other form ofdient field, provided that: (a) the columns of the
matrix (3) are linearly independent; (b) the incident fieddisfies freespace Maxwell's equations; and (c) its spatial
variation can be neglected in a volume occupied by the seattsder test. These conditions forbid the use of a
homogeneous field, but allow a commonly employed excitatiprinearly independent planewaves [26]. In fact,

due to identity [[43]
27
1

o (@cosatysina) q,, Jo (k /22 4+ y2) =Jo (kp), (18)
s

0
the excitation[(I4) can be seen as an addition of uniformbuéarly distributed planewaves which present a slight

advantage over standalone planewaves by exhibiting ooty symmetric amplitude and phase variation.

Ill. RESULTS

To obtain numerical results, the method described in Seffidcdas been implemented in Matlab _[44] using
the RWG basis[[38] in which the surface of the scatterer isodgmsed into triangular patches and expansion
coefficientsI become the values of the RWG edge surface current den&@sThe code used for the evaluation
can be found at [39]. All results presented in this section resrmalized according td (1L0).

The verification of the proposed extraction method starth thie polarizability of canonical bodies, namely a per-

fectly electrically conducting (PEC) sphere and cube, whsiatic polarizabilities are known either analytically [3
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2.5 = extracted
— — — theoretical

normalized polarizability

Fig. 1. The real part of the normalized electric and magneti@rizability of a PEC sphere and a PEC cube obtained by #tbod proposed
in this paper. The results are compared to their known stafices. Note that the non-vanishing magnetic polarizghiti the static limit is a
consequence of using PEC. Even negligibly small lossesledli toamm = 0 for ka — 0, see([3], [45] and the references therein.

or with high numerical precisior [23],_[24]. The results alepicted in Fig[1l. For small values of the normalized
frequencyka, the correspondence of the presented method and anabptipadssions for static polarizabilities is very
good. Small discrepancies can be attributed to finite megstAs the electrical sizé&a increases, the discrepancy
grows, but, in this case, one must realize that the formanat[3], [23], [24] are strictly static and are not supposed
to be precise foka > 0. Regarding the sensitivity of the results on the triangol@sh density, it is worth noting
that, generally, the polarizability extraction is ratherdiving in this respect. For example, the difference betwe
the extracted polarizability of a cube meshed by 100 triesgind the theoretical value fat = 0.05 is just a few
percent for magnetic polarizability, as well as electri¢gpiaability. The mesh refinement of the corners and edges
also seems to play a minor role in the precision of the pdaility results.

The dynamic behaviour of polarizability presented in Eigolild not be verified by the static analytical solution.
It is, thus, of interest to compare it with the results of otmeethods. Such a comparison is made in Fig. 2
where the polarizability extraction via the 2D periodicaargement of scatterels [33]-[36] has been employed. The
necessary interaction constant for the used square peitioias been evaluated by analytical formulas shown in
[4] (Sec. 4.5.2). Although the array method predicts the abpolarizability with growing electrical size, the shape
of this dependence is in considerable disagreement wittmisthod of this paper. Furthermore, the array method
shows an important dependence on the ratio of scatteretesthe array period which is a systematic error induced
by a point dipole approximation of the interaction const{dijt [37]. The method of Sectionlll is free of this error
as it naturally operates in free space.

The full-wave formulation of the polarizability extractianethod allows for a radiation correction, it, however,
presents also its drawback whén < 1 is desired. The first issue comes from the frequency depeedeh
impedance matrixZ (see Sectiom Y1) which becomes ill-defined fat — 0. A second issue is caused by the

Bessel-type excitation (see Section 1I-C). In that casestile excitation by magnetic field &z — 0 produces

December 19, 2016 DRAFT



[95)
W

O
2
i
< N S S e o B S S S
s e e -~ S
g eI
= 2.9 i
kS this paper O
Té 2.7 ___ theoretical
g ' (static)
------ [33]-[36]
2.5
-1.0
-1.2 O
_14 ”_----::::________,_._-.-_-_‘_ 1111
L:..'-"::-.::::::'.:'_'.:i-: ________ o

normalized polarizability o

-1.6 :
this paper O
18l —— - theoretical
o (static)
-------- [33]-[36]
-2.0
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

ka

Fig. 2. The real part of the normalized electric and magr@iarizability of a PEC sphere. The results of the methoghgsed in this paper
are compared to their known static values as well as to theredy acattering techniqué [33]-[36]. The dependence ofldtter on the ratio

between the size of the sphere and the lattice period is shown

no excitation at all in the EFIE formulation](9). The conseqeces of the two mentioned issues are illustrated in
Fig.[3. The ill-conditioning of impedance matri starts to be an issue beldw = 10~° and the extraction method
breaks down completely beloke = 10~6. Curiously, the Bessel-type excitation presents no reablpm (in the
used double precision) in thieax ranges allowed by the impedance matrix, which is seen framnfalst that the
extraction of the electric polarizability (not affected Hye Bessel-type excitation) breaks at the sdmeas the
extraction of the magnetic polarizability.

Encouraged by the good performance of the method on carlaifects, we can test it in more complicated
scenarios where radiation effects become important. Ihréepect the PEC resonant scatterers of non-negligible
electrical sizes are interesting testing grounds. As oraamgke we have chosen the broadside-coupled split ring
resonator (BCSRR) [46] extensively used in the design ofrmatig metamaterial$ [47]. The outline of the scatterer

is depicted in Figl 4. Its normalized magnetic polarizapiis well known [46], [48] and is given by
2 4 2 R -1
zz /Lo—ﬂ' _ E ﬂ _ .Alrad
Pmm = VL (TCXt 2) (w2 1+] wL ) ’ (19)

wherer.,; is the external radius of the ring; is the width of the stripL is the self-inductance of the resonafor|[48],
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Fig. 3. The real part of the normalized electric and magnggilarizability of a PEC sphere. The results are comparedst&riown static
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Fig. 4. The real and imaginary part of the normalized magngtlarizability of the BCSRR made of PEC. The results are pamed to the
analytical model proposed in [46].

wp is its resonance frequency and

Rrad =

Z0_7Tk4( w)47 (20)

6 \UetT g
represents losses via radiatidd [4]. [49]. The full-wavdapaability extracted via the method of this paper is
compared to[(19) in Fid.]4 for BCSRR of proportions:/w = 6, w = ¢, wheret is the axial height of the
resonator. An excellent agreement can be observed valglhtith the analytical model of [46] and the proposed
method.

The BCSRR can also be used to test the inclusion of ohmicdo3gethat point the analytical mod€l {19) can

easily be modified withR,,q — Ryaq + Riess, Where

Rioss = % (rext = ) 1)
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Re{a_}
. {0,

extracted

— — - theoretical
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-60
0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40

Fig. 5. The real and imaginary part of the normalized magr@tiarizability of the lossy BCSRR. The results are comgpdcethe analytical
model proposed ir_[46].

represents the conduction losses|[48], withrepresenting metal conductivity anid= \/W representing
penetration depth. The numerical comparison of the amalytnodel and the numerically extracted magnetic
polarizability of lossy BCSRR is presented in Fig. 5. To keke problem scalable, the ratio/ (wep) has been
fixed at107, rather than the value of conductivity. The current layer thickness is assumed to be much bigger
than the penetration depth, see Secfioh VI. Once more, lertegreement is observed. Figutés ¥, 5 only show
that the analytical model underestimates conduction 9&#). This is most probably caused by the non-negligible
electrical size of the scatterer.

Based on the previous successful validations, we will nowtchthe paradigm, making the presented extraction
technique a reference. In the last example of this paper th#hod will be used to investigate a precision of
an analytical model of a complicated chiral scattefer [§D6]]] called the chiral split ring resonator (ChSRR),
whose geometry is depicted in Fid. 6. An analytical modelit®polarizabilities has been developed[inl[50].1[51].
The works [50], [[51] also propose proportions of the ChSREhwialanced normalized polarizabilities, i.e., with
Omm = Qee = jQem, Where all mentioned polarizabilities have axis—axis ma#ions, seel [50],[51] for details.
The theoretical condition for a polarizability balancedsa/n = kor?/t [50], [51], wheret is the thickness of
the particle,r is the mean radius of the ring arig is the wavenumber at resonance given also by the width
of the strip forming the resonator. Theoretically, this dition is satisfied by a particle of proportiongw =~ 2.0,

r/t ~ 1.7 which resonates at,r ~ 0.38. The precision of the analytical model is tested in Fig. Gatly, the
relatively high electrical size of the particle leads to a@es underestimation of radiation losses by the anallytica
model. If the radiation loss is, however, fitted to the nuwedly extracted results (it is not relevant for periodic
arrangements of the scatterers used for chiral metamiatirsign [51]), the correspondence becomes acceptable.
Figure[® also shows that polarizabilities are close to béa@nced, although further optimization of the particle’s

dimensions would be necessary for a complete balance.

December 19, 2016 DRAFT



10

20

inn —— Re{extracted}
10 . R Re{theoretical }
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Fig. 6. The real and imaginary part of the normalized poédniities of the ChSRR made of PEC. The results are compardiet analytical

model proposed in_[50] [51]. The particle is theoreticdliglanced, i.e.omm = Qee = jatem = —jame. Only one theoretical curve is thus
depicted. The presented extraction method also autorthatigields aem = —ame. All depicted polarizabilities have axis—axis orientatp
see [[50], [[51].

IV. DISCUSSION

This section briefly recalls several important propertieshe proposed polarizability extraction scheme, which

could possibly be missed during the general exposition efrtiethod:

« The knowledge of polarizability tensors fully characterithe scattering properties of an electrically small

scatterer. Namely, the differential scattering crossiseds defined ad [10]) [11]

2
far
E s

2

o(t,p)=r (22)

Ei”
whereEi"‘r is the scattered electric far-field [11] aig] is the electric field of the incident planewave. Assuming
a small electrical size of the scatterer, the differenttattering cross-section can be written las [11]

Zok? \? 2
7 (0.0) = (237 ) Iro < (cap = ro x ). 23)

wherer is the unit vector in radial direction. The electric and meti;ydipole momentp and m, corre-

sponding to the exciting planewave wifi;, are, by means of[1), given by polarizability tensors.
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« It can easily be checked that the reciprocity constraln®}, [Bamely,
—_ —_ T —_ —_
a o g, —Qlpy

= : (24)
_amc amm

are closely followed by the aforementioned implementatibims results from the implicit reciprocity within
the used EFIE formulation which leads to symmetric maix

« Employing a volumetric version of the EFIE [53], the presehimethod can also be used in a straightforward
way on scatterers containing dielectrics. The formulafioesented in Sectioinl Il would remain unchanged.
The reformulation of the EFIE only changes matri@&s> and current densitie would need to be changed
to polarization current densitigs P in the dielectric regions, witP? representing electric polarization. There

is, however, no simple way of modifying the method to accdonton-reciprocal scatterers.

V. CONCLUSION

A full-wave method extracting all four polarizability tems has been presented and tested on electrically small
objects with known values of polarizability. Excellent agment between numerical and analytical results has been
observed both in the quasi-static and dynamic ranges. Aeattie merit of the presented scheme is the implicit
inclusion of radiation and ohmic losses.

The method is followed by a freely available implementatiorMatlab working environment where the only
user input is a triangular mesh of the scatterer’'s surfate implementation has been enabled by the matrix
formulation of the problem. The fast and effective evalatf polarizability tensors allows for various optimizati
tasks concerning electrically small scatterers whose gaaran be found in the design of artificial media, radio
identification tags and beam-forming arrays. Such an opétign can easily be performed via the modification of

matrix Z or, more simply, via the modification of matriX by locally varying the surface impedance.
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VI. APPENDIX

The continuous form of the electric field integral equati&fiE) [41] used throughout this paper reads
ZK (r) = =n(r) x n(r) x (E (r) + L{K (1)} + VL{V - K (1)} ) (25)

with K (r) being the surface current density induced on the scattar@r) being the unit normal to the surface,
E (r) being the incident electric field and with operafodefined as
LEey = [peny T 26
F) =g [P0 ras (20)
S/
The quantityZ, = (1 +j) / (0d) represents the surface impedance of the conducting hatfedd 1] withd = /2/ (wuo)

representing penetration depth. The LHS[ofl (25) thus apprates the reaction of a lossy conductor in cases where
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the penetration depth is negligible with respect to thidsnand with respect to the curvature radius of any part of

the scatterer. Utilizing expansionl (5), the integral equa{28) is recast into its matrix fornil(6), where

Z = [(F (o LAFLY) — (V- o LAV £)] (27)

is the so-called impedance matrix [41], [42] and where

S = Z[(Fr £)] (28)

is the matrix representing the reaction of a lossy conductor
Effective ways of evaluating the matrix terms [n27) havem@roposed by many authofs[54]. In this paper,
and in the code developed along|[39], we utilize the schemdakarov [55] which applies to the RWG basis [38].

The works [38], [65] also contain an effective evaluatiohesme for the RHS of (6).

A. Surface resistivity matrix

The surface resistivity matrig is presented in this subsection in its explicit form withivetRWG basis as, to
the best of the authors’ knowledge, it cannot be found elseahirhe evaluation of the scalar produ€id (28) within

the RWG basis is performed in barycentric coordinates aadsleafter some relatively straightforward algebra, to

2 1
(s F = 2 1S5 (90 — 15003
+ 7’1;%)’2 - v;%) ~v§$’) +
, (29)
24;”1_ re7) . (97’527) - 151;%))
+ 7"05:?‘2 —v?. vg)]
for diagonal terms and
mnlmln c c g
(F s F) = X250 9216) - (1) — ) (0
(30)

+ ‘vﬁ,? + vg)f + 50 . vg)l

for off-diagonal terms, witl,,, as the edge length of the-th RWG function,A as the area of its positive / negative
triangle andrS) as the positive / negative triangle centrel[38]. The vesticeare defined according to Figl 7a.
The superindeX), used in[(3D), denotes free vertices (the vertiee€$ andv(®)) belonging to the triangle common
to them-th and then-th RWG function. The coefficient,,,, is equal to unity for cases depicted in Hig. 7b,c, to

minus unity for cases depicted in F[g. 7d,e and to zero for RitM@&tions with no common triangle.
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Fig. 7. Sketch of then-th RWG function (a) and of an overlap (b, c, d, ) betweensth¢h and then-th RWG function. The orientation
of the RWG function is denoted by an arrow. The vertices amotiel by corresponding radius vectars,. The grey colour represents the

overlap region.

B. Electric and Magnetic Dipole Matrices

Though elementary, the explicit forms of matrid@sand M in the RWG basis are presented in this subsection,
allowing readers to implement the polarizability extrantimethod presented in this paper directly. The derivation
starts with the substitution of](5) into relatiois](2a) a@d)(defining the electric and magnetic dipole moments.

By then performing a direct integration in barycentric adinates, this leads to

p_ ]iw [ I (Tgw) _ r§c+)) ey (Tg\c;) _ rg\(fr)) } (31)
and
M = i [ l1 ('vgl) X rgcﬂ — v§4) X rgcf)) e N ('vg\}) X rg\?) — v%) X rg\?i)) ] ) (32)

where the vertices are defined according to Figl 7a. As a word of caution we marthat matrixM is generally
coordinate dependent, since the divergence of the surfatent density is not vanishing [62], [66]. Displacement

of the coordinate center along a constant veetpresults in a change

- - jw -

MI — MI+£d x (PI) . (33)
Keeping the vectod within the scatterer makes the ambiguity of the ordek®efwhich was assumed to be small.
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