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Abstract— The problem of definition of effective material
parameters (permittivity and permeability) for composite layers
containing only one-two parallel arrays of complex-shaped in-
clusions is discussed. Such structures are of high importance for
the design of novel metamaterials, where the realizable layers
quite often have only one or two layers of particles across
the sample thickness. Effective parameters which describe the
averaged induced polarizations are introduced. As an explicit
example, we develop an analytical model suitable for calculation
of the effective material parameters c.z and p.g for double
arrays of electrically small electrically polarizable scatterers.
Electric and magnetic dipole moments induced in the structure
and the corresponding reflection and transmission coefficients are
calculated using the local field approach for the normal plane-
wave incidence, and effective parameters are introduced through
the averaged fields and polarizations. In the absence of losses both
material parameters are purely real and satisfy the Kramers-
Kronig relations and the second law of thermodynamics. We
compare the analytical results to the simulated and experimental
results available in the literature. The physical meaning of the
introduced parameters is discussed in detail.

Index Terms— Metamaterial, effective medium parameters,
permittivity, permeability, polarization, local field, causality, pas-
sivity, reflection, transmission

I. INTRODUCTION

The problem of extraction of material parameters for co

both the causality requirement and the passivity requirgme
[11]. The above discussed parameters (from now on we do not
use for them the term “material parameter”) allow, however,
to correctly reproduce the scattering results for normahel
wave incidence.

One particular example of complex slabs, referred to in the
beginning of the paper, is double arrays of small scatterers
Such slabs present a very interesting problem as in several
recent papers the authors state that double grids of elalyri
short wires (or electrically small plates) can be used talpce
negative index of refraction in the optical [12]-[15] andtlre
microwave regime [16]. In some cases, however, the nonphys-
ical (antiresonant) behavior is seen in the extracted riahter
parameters [14], [16] casting doubts over the meaningfsine
of assigning negative index of refraction for these strregu

The goal of this work is to formulate the effective material
parameters for double arrays of small scatterers through th
macroscopic polarization and magnetization, and compare
the results to those obtained using thigarameter retrieval
method (the reference results are obtained by differeihioasit
[14]). The particles in the arrays are modeled as eleclyical
small electric dipoles in order to calculate, by using thealo
field approach, currents induced to each of the particlesmat n

pnal plane wave incidence. Knowing the induced currents, the

posite slabs implemented using complex-shape inclusioias (reflectlon and transmission coefficients for the arrays, a6 w

ten referred to as metamaterial slabs) has been discussegSie induced electric and magnetic dipole moment dessitie
a large number of recent articles, see e.g. [1]-[10] for sorfy@acroscopic polarization and magnetization) are caledla

example contributions. The physical meaning of many of yeffective ma_\terial parameters are tr_len defined directipgusi )
recent retrieval results is, however, controversial. &gy, the e expressions for the averaged fields and the macroscopic

S-parameter retrieval procedure based on the Fresnel fagmdpolarization and magnetization. Finally, the double arisy -
is used to extract the effective material parameters uriter {€Présented as a slab of a homogeneous material charedteriz
normal plane-wave incidence. This technique is often knowY gffectlve mate”f"‘l parameters. _ . .

to lead to nonphysical material parameters that violate the_s'nCe t_he layer is electrlcal_ly thin an(_JI spatially dispezsi
second law of thermodynamics: Either the real partzgf it is obvious that an effective material parameter model

or et Obeys antiresonance and therefore the correspondffinot adequately and fully describe the layer's electpma
imaginary part has a “wrong” sign, see [3], [7] for some ressy| NEtiC properties, and, moreover, effective parametersbean

indicating this phenomenon, and [4]-[6] for related cfitin. introduced in different ways. It is important to understand
It is important to bear in mind that even though the aford?® Physical meaning of different effective medium models

mentioned material parameters might satisfy the Kramefd their applicability regipns. In this paper we compare th
Kroning relations (thus being causal), these parameters hd'aterial parameter extraction based on macroscopic pfeper
no physical meaning in electromagnetic sense as physicdifjculated by means of the local field approach with the

meaningful material parameters must satisfy simultanigou§°nventional method based on theparameter inversion.
The paper is organized in the following way: In Section Il
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Section Ill. In Section IV some calculated example resulés alocated in the same grid as the reference particle, whereas
presented, and these results are qualitatively compatbdive 3(h) takes into account the influence of the other grid.
numerical and experimental results available in the litem By combining Egs.[{1),[{2) and](3), the following system
Discussion is conducted on the physics behind the resuits. Tof equations is obtained for the unknown dipole moments:

work is concluded in Section V. )
a” p1 = Eg + 8(0)p1 + B(h)p2,

Il. LOCAL FIELD APPROACH TO DETERMINE THE DIPOLE _ i
a”'py = Ege 7" + B(h)p1 + B(0) 4)
MOMENTS AND THE AVERAGED FIELDS
A. Electric dipole moments induced in the particles Solving this system of equations, the electric dipole matsien

Consider a double array of scatterers shown in[Big. 1. At thnduced on the particles in layers 1 and 2 read:

point the shape of the particles can be arbitrary, provitied t Eo| _ _
they can be modeled using the electric dipole approximation P1="x [o‘ "= B(0) + B(R) JkOh]’ ®)
With this assumption the response of each particle can be
described in terms of the induced electric dipole moment Eof, _ —jkoh
which is determined by the particle polarizabilityand the P2="X {[O‘ — BO)e™ +ﬁ(h)]’ (6)
local electric field at the particle position. _ _

The array is excited by a normally incident plane expresséffere A = [a ~t = B(0)]* — B(h)?. Approximate analytical
as (see Figl1(a)) formulas for the interaction coefficients have been esthbt

in [17]-[20]:
E® = Egel*0? = Eyxelko?, (1)

Jwno 1 =
The common notation for the wavenumbigr= w,/zomg and ~ 5(0) = —Re[ 15, (1 - m)e '7k°R} +
for the free-space wave impedange= \/uo/co is used. The i3 Tow
electric dipole moment induced in a reference particléngjtt +j( 0 —), @)

in the first and the second grids reads: bmeo 25
-« Eloc7 2
P1,2 1,287 2 (2) B(h) = _Re[jwno{ B 1 N
where EI’S is the local electric field exciting the reference 4S5 jkoV' R2 + h?
particles. Since both layers are identical in this anajytbie h2 1 ko TR
notation for the partlcle_ pqlarlzabmty is simplified ag = + R2 + 12 ( jkox/m> }e T
as = a. The local electric fields can be expressed as 1 1k 2
0 0 —jkoh
+ + = — —e I 4
E° = EP + 5(0)p1 + B(h)p2. 4meo { Weoonh }
E® = B§* + 5(h)p1 + B(O0)p», ®3) ~ g, coslkoh). (@)

where3(0) is called the self-interaction coefficient apgh) where Sy is the unit cell area (for the rectangular-cell array
is the mutual interaction coefficient. Physically(0) takes Sy = a x b, Fig.[d(b), and parameteR is equal toa/1.438

into account the contribution to the local field of the pdetic [18]). The imaginary parts of the interaction constagte)

and g(h) are exact, so that the energy conservation law is
satisfied. The real parts are approximate, and the model is
rather accurate foka < 1.5...2 [18]-[20]. Note that the
present definition of polarizability includes also the effects

of scattering, thus remaining a complex number even in the
absence of absorption. If there is no absorption in the glasti

the imaginary part ofv reads (e.g., [21]):

u
o m— 3 3
I: " h} . ! Im{l} _ Mofopow” kg . ©)
é' LI I a « 67 67eg
: " In the far zone, the reflected field of one grid is a plane
- L wave field with the amplitude [21]
- om
' : = E% = 727?3* P12 (10)
1
(@ (b) The scattered plane-wave field at the reference ptare0

reads:

Fig. 1. (a) Geometry of a double array of small scatterersgsg patches). £ £ £ koh
(b) The unit cell EZ, =E" +E; = 250 L (b1 + peeRoM). (12)



Finally, the reflection and transmission coefficients can be [1l. EFFECTIVE MATERIAL PARAMETERS

written as: Let us start from the common definition of the constitutive
P Fref L now (1 + pac—5oM) parameters of an isotropic homogeneous material:
= —EinC = —J 25, F P1 D2 3 . =~ i =~ o P
2=0 00 D=cE+P =cpceE, P = v (18)
Etrans Now ) ~ ~ m
= =1-j Jhoh B=puH+M= H M=_—. 19
T e |, 1—3 550 Eq (p1 + pae?™o™). (13) Ho Mo et v (19)

Here P and M are the volume-averaged polarization and
. magnetizationp andm are the electric and magnetic dipole
B. Definition of the averaged fields moments induced in the unit cell, andis the volume of the
The total averaged electric and magnetic fields in thenit cell. KnowingE, H, P, andM for our particular layer
vicinity of the array are, by definition, the sum of incidentve define effective material parameters as:
field and the averaged scattered field: P M
eff =14+ —, pei =1+ —. (20)
(14) eoE woH
o ) Naturally, these parameters have more limited physicahmea
Under plane-wave excitation each grid creates reflected apg than the usual parameters of a bulk homogeneous sample,
transmitted plane waves having the amplitudes given Byt they can be used as a measure for averaged polarizations
Eq. {10). Those fields are the scattered fields averagedidng thin layer. Let us next find these parameters for our
the transverse plane. In order to average the fields insiele By riicular example grid in terms of its geometry and in@usi
slab, the field that is scattered by the first grid and promegaho|arizabilities.
towards the second grid, and the field scattered by the secongh order to simplify the forthcoming notations, the sum
grid and propagating towards the first grid are considereghq difference of the electric dipole moments with the use
see Fig[R. The averaged electric field inside the slab can &eEgs. [3), [6) can be written in the following manner:
expressed as follows: _
2e IR0 /2 cos(koh/2)

E _ <Einc + Ercf>’ ﬁ _ <Hinc + Hmf>.

0 P1+Pp2 = E — ’ (21)
E— l / [Eoejkoz —j% <P1€jk0z +P2€jk“(z+h)) ] dz. ' : ’ '
h J_ 2 .
" ’ (15) o E 2je~Ikoh/2 gin(koh/2) 22)
After conducting the integration, we find the volume-avetg P1 = P2 = %o o1
electric field: where
~ . i ot =a7t = B3(0) - B(h), 23
B o—dkoh/2 (Eo—jw(p1+p2)) sin(koh/2) (16) B(0) — B(h) (23)
250 koh/2 oL =t = B(0) + B(h). (24)

Analogously, the averaged magnetic field can be expressediag important to note that for lossless particles the imagy
parts ofa/~! anda’’~! can be solved exactly from the power

H= _e_jkoh/Z (Eo—jno—w(pr 2)) M (17) balance requirement [19]:
o 2SO koh/2
Im{a’~1} = ’g—‘” cos?(koh/2), (25)
0
X Im{a/~11 = 775—“’ sin2(koh/2). (26)
0
. h z The use of exact expressions for the imaginary parts is
h% very important: Approximate relations would lead to comple
material parameters of lossless grids, where the imagipaaty
E would have no physical meaning.

I I
(O e ]
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FE’
‘ scat scat ‘

z=-h z=0

Fig. 2. Incident and scattered fields in the problem geometry

The total averaged electric polarization which we need to
substitute in Eq.[{20) reads

P1 + P2
P=——"= 27
% (27)

In the following, we consider lossless particles with theeirse
polarizabilities

/7t =Re{a '} + jIm{a/ 1}, (28)
o7t =Re{a’ '} + jIm{a” '} (29)

The imaginary parts in the above relations sati¢fyl (25) and

(28). Substituting first{21) intd (27), and thdn(27) inf@)2



the effective permittivity obtained after some mathensdtic Notice that, as it is stated in [20], the limitatidn < 1.5...2
manipulations is as follows: in the analytical model for the interaction constants (Beadf)
_1 is not critical for these calculations until the lattice srance
[Re{a/_l}tan (@)_Msnﬁ (@)} . at ka = 27 is reached, since the reflection properties near
2 So 2 (30) resonances are mainly determined by the particle resosance
Notice that the permittivity is purely real, as it should fece In this case, it means that the model is accurate enough up to

. : approximately 460 THz.
the particles in the arrays are lossless. ; . :
: . ; . The following rough estimates are used for calculating the
For our system of two identical grids of small particle

. - ) %article polarizabilities. A known [21] antenna model fbiost
the effective permeabilityier defined by [(2D) can be alsog%rip particles is used by setting the particle width equal t

koh
= 1 _
Eeff + Veo

expre_sse_d N terms_of the induced electric d_|pole Momeniz, particle length. The polarizability is resonant and ben
Considering one unit cell formed by two particles of lengt haracterized in the microwave regime by an equivalent LC-

L with f'd'refr:ed d'?.ole momentﬁlag, \I/ve can v_vrlt'e for tlhe circuit, whereC' is approximated as the input capacitance of
currents on the particles (averaged alangly » = jwpi2/l. = 5 gma) dipole antenna having lengttand radiusry = w/4,

The magnetic moment of this pair of particles (referred ® tr};mdL is the inductance of a short strip having lengthvidth
unit cell center) is then w, and thickness [22];

m = Molﬁ(fl —I) = jwﬂoﬁ(pl — p2). (31) O~ m(l/2)eo 33
2 2 ~ los(i/ro) %)
After inserting first [22) into[(31), and theh (31) in{a {20),
the effective permeability reads: L~ 0.2l <1Og +1.19+0.22% + t)_ (34)
wkoh? w -t vt l
teff = 1+ 77027‘? Re{a/ '} + ZO—SO sin(koh)| . (32) (The values ofl,w,t are inserted in eq[(84) in millimeters.

The resultis in nano-Henrys.) As mentioned above, in the THz
We can again observe that this quantity is purely real, asriinge the behavior of metals is different from the microwave
should be in the absence of losses. Notice that the procedwgime. Following the treatment in [23], the penetration of
presented here can easily be generalized to differentcfertifields inside the particles can be represented by an addition

geometries. parallel capacitancé€y,qq and a series inductandeygq [23]:
As is apparent from the definition, these effective pararsete cowt

measure cell-averaged electric and magnetic polarization Cadd = I (35)

the layer. Can they be used to calculate the reflection and eff

transmission coefficients from the layer? This questior wil Lagd = Left (36)

be considered next using a numerical example. Eowtwf,’

wherew, is the plasma frequency of considered metal (gold
IV. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES in this case) andes is the effective particle length. The

In this section, the double array of square patches studied®hysical clarification of the above parameters is available
[14] is considered as a representative examp|e of Comp'anéga] Due to the cosine current distribution the ef‘fectiﬁ'Bgth
between the effective parameters introduced here and ialatdf approximated aks = 21. Finally, the particle polarizability
parameters formally extracted from measured or calculsited reads: 5

(C + Caga)l
parameters. a= 5

The geometry of the double-grid array is the same as 1 = w(L + Ladd (C + Cadd)
considered above (Fi@l 1). The unit cell is characterized byFig.[3 shows the magnitudes of the reflection and transmis-
the following parameters: Edge lengths of the patches!, sion coefficients calculated using Eqs.](12) ahd (13). Com-
the lattice constants = b, the metal layer thicknegs and the paring this result with the experimental results preseiited
distance between the layers equalsThe dimensions of the Fig. 4a of Ref. [14], good agreement is observed. The shape
unit cell considered in [14] are the followinge = I = 300 of the reflection and transmission functions follows the one
nm,t =20 nm,a = b = 650 nm, p = 20 nm, h = 80 nm. presented in [14]. The differences in the amplitude levald a
Since the double array considered in [14] is targeted to siee uransmission frequencies are well expected: The model used
at THz frequencies, the metal thickngssecomes comparablehere does not take losses in the particles into account.
to the dielectric spacer thickness The physical thickness of The effective material parameters calculated using E@®. (3
the slab isD = h + 2p. However, at THz frequencies oneand [32) are depicted in Fi@l 4. Both material parameters
must take into account nonzero fields inside metal particlelearly behave in a physically sound manner: They are purely
(here gold is considered, which at these high frequenciesréal, since lossless particles have been considered, apéith
usually characterized by the Drude model (e.g., [11])).tRte growing functions outside the resonant region. Contrdrg, t
reason an effective thickness bt = 1.5D is chosen for the material parameters extracted in [14] for the same stractur
analysis, but we should bear in mind that this is only a roudiehave in a nonphysical manner: The imaginary parts of
estimation, and an accurate determination of this effediab permittivity and permeability have the opposite signs over
thickness is very difficult. certain frequency ranges, thus, the passivity requirensent

(37)



violated [4], [5], [11]. It is evident also from Fig. 4c and
4d of Ref. [14] that the extracted material parameters do nc Y
satisfy the Kramers-Kronig relations (e.g., the antiresare
in the real part of permittivity cannot correspond to a pesit 0.8r
imaginary part (with the authors’ time dependence assumg A
tion) if inserted into Kramers-Kronig relations), thuseythave 0.6
quite limited physical meaning [11]. Both of these problems
are avoided with the method described here. On the othe
hand, the material parameters extracted from the reflectic
and transmission coefficients reproduce these properfies
the layer exactly, while the parameters introduced here do
not necessarily give so accurate predictions for reflectiot
transmission coefficients.

—
o

0.4r

This is illustrated next by representing the double layer o
particles as a slab of a homogeneous material having théskne
D.g and characterized by the material parameters shown in

: cainm ; Fig. 5.
Fig.[4. The standard transmission-line equations are useda'fay is

300 400 500
Frequency (THz)

200

0
100

Reflection and transmission coefficients calculat®én the double
represented as a slab of homogeneous materialctdrégad by

calculate the reflection and transmission coefficients for g, u.« depicted in Fig[h.

normally incident plane wave. The result is depicted in Big.

When comparing Figd.]3 arid 5 it can be observed that the _ _
results do not correspond exactly to each other, even thou§fle Principal features such as reflection frequencies aroun

200 and 300 THz seen in Figl 3 are reproduced in Eig. 5.
This is an expected result: There is no such uniform material
(with physically sound material parameters) that wouldaweh

1 | P R exactly as the actual double grid of resonant particles. In
1 ’ — a truly homogeneous material the unit cell over which the
0.8 | PR N averaging is performed should contain a large number of
Y ! “molecules” yet remaining small compared to the wavelength
i \ ) It is clear that for the considered double array this is net th
— 0.6¢ ! Vo case, and also spatial dispersion effects cannot be nedlect
o :: \ ' In particular, very close to the grid resonances the induced
0.4t :: g ! dipole moments are very large, which corresponds to large
:. ) values of the present effective parameters and to large elec
04l N \ ! trical thickness of the homogenized slab. These large salue
' ',: i correctly describe large polarizations in the grids, bettfail
;- '.: to correctly predict the reflection and transmission coieffits.
(1300 500 3:60 200 =00 On the contrary, the effective paramgters retrieved fr_om th
Frequency (THz) layer's S- parameters, correctly describe these reflection and
transmission coefficients, but they do not describe paltion
Fig. 3. Calculated reflection and transmission coefficients properties of the actual structure.
It is also important to note that the standa¥eparameter
retrieval procedure often leads to nonphysical material pa
80 rameters (see the discussion above). The material pan@mete
60! defined through macroscopic polarization and magnetizatio
are always physically sound since they are defined directly
40 by the actual dipole moments induced in the microstructure.
20l . Thus, the effective_ material parameters assigned in this wa
1% . ,: ) always make physical sense.
- r I' ———— e
w® ol ; f V. CONCLUSION
'-: In this paper an analytical model to assign effective materi
—40r ',: parameterses and e for double arrays of electrically small
60! ": — &t | scatterers has been presented. The induced electric dipmle
y el T ments have been calculated using the local field approach for
_8%00 2‘(")0 200 200 500 normally incident plane wave, and the corresponding awstag

Frequency (THz)

Fig. 4. Calculated effective permittivity and permeapilit

fields have been determined. The effective material paernet
have been defined directly through the macroscopic polariza
tion and magnetization. The derived expressions have been



validated by comparing the calculations to the numerical af2] v. A. Podolkiy, A. K. Sarychev, and V. M. Shalaev, “Plasmmodes
experimental results available in the literature. The nan-

clusion from this study is that simple effective medium misde; 5

of electrically thin layers with complex internal struotsr
are always limited in their applicability and in their phyal

meaning. Some models are best suitable to describe refiectigy
and transmission coefficients at normal incidence (like the

parameters conventionally retrieved from S-parametetbgr

models describe well the averaged induced polarizations
the structure and allow one to make conclusions about, for

instance, negative permeability property (like the paranse
introduced in this paper). In applications, it is importdat

understand what model is used and what properties of the laye
this particular model actually describes. Finally, it isessary [17]
to stress that the present study has been restricted toieupart

lar special case of a dual layer of planar electrically potdrle

particles. This approach needs appropriate modifications a

extensions if, for instance, inclusions are also magnigticayq
polarizable. For slabs containing more than two layers, the
direct extension of this model corresponds to averaging ave

unit cell containing three or more particles, which app#yen
is not useful for electrically thick slabs.
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