arXiv:cond-mat/0503648v3 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci] 4 Apr 2005

Solitons and decoherence in left-handed metamaterials

Mattias Marklund^{1,2}, Padma K. Shukla^{1,2}, Lennart Stenflo^1 and Gert Brodin^{1,2} 1 Department of Physics, Umeå University, SE–901 87 Umeå, Sweden and 2 Centre for Fundamental Physics, Rutherford Appleton Laboratory, Chilton Didcot, Oxfordshire, OX11 0QX, UK (Dated: January 8, 2019)

We present exact electromagnetic solitary pulses that can be experimentally obtained within nonlinear left-handed metamaterials. The effect of pulse decoherence on the modulation instability of partially incoherent electromagnetic waves is also investigated. The results may contribute to a better understanding of nonlinear electromagnetic pulse propagation in media with negative index of refraction.

PACS numbers: 42.40.–p, 42.65.T, 12.20.Ds, 95.30.Cq

The electromagnetic properties of materials exhibiting a negative index of refraction was investigated already by Mandelstam in 1945 [1, 2]. In addition, the idea of negative permittivity and permeability and the consequences of a negative group velocity was pointed out by Pafomov [3] and Agranovich and Ginzburg [4], and then discussed by several other authors, e.g. Refs. [5, 6, 7, 8]. In recent years such materials have been produced [9, 10], and experimental verification of previous theoretical issues are currently being studied with great interest (see, e.g. [11, 12] for a review). Quite recently, Lazarides and Tsironis [13] presented a model for the propagation of electromagnetic waves in nonlinear metamaterials having negative index of refraction (left-handed materials). They also presented a study of the possibility of soliton formation within such materials. Nonlinear properties of left-handed metamaterials have also been analyzed in Ref. [14].

In this Letter, we show that the system presented in Ref. [13] also allows for dark/bright soliton pairs, exhibiting pulse width broadening due to the coupling of the solitons. Moreover, we analyze the statistical properties of the nonlinear system of equations, in particular the effect of partial incoherence on the modulational instability of partially incoherent electromagnetic waves in left-handed metamaterials. The relevance of our investigation to laboratory (photonic crystals) and astrophysical settings is discussed.

Left-handed materials simultaneously have negative permittivity ϵ_{eff} and permeability μ_{eff}, and therefore allow for a negative refractive index. As demonstrated in Refs. [13] and [14], it is possible to obtain the expressions ϵ_{eff} = ϵ + α|E|^2 and μ_{eff} = μ + β|H|^2, where E and H are the electric and magnetic fields respectively, for weak fields in left-handed metamaterials. Here ϵ and μ are the linear permittivity and permeability, respectively, which may take on negative values in metamaterials. We note that if we have focusing media (α, β > 0), the nonlinear effect may be used to switch between left-handed and right-handed character of the material. Moreover, for defocusing media (α, β < 0), we will have a reinforcement of the left-handed properties of the material. Thus, the nonlinear extension of linear metamaterials may have important consequences for future applications.

Using the expressions for ϵ_{eff} and μ_{eff}, Lazarides and Tsironis [13] derived a system of equations for the nonlinear propagation of an electromagnetic pulse in lefthanded materials, or

i∂_tψ_a + ∂^2_xψ_a + (σ_a|ψ_a|^2 + σ_b|ψ_b|^2)ψ_a = 0, (1a) i∂_tψ_b + ∂^2_xψ_b + (σ_a|ψ_a|^2 + σ_b|ψ_b|^2)ψ_b = 0, (1b)

where the coefficients σ_a = sgn(αμ) and σ_b = sgn(βϵ) can have the values ±1, and the envelope amplitudes ψ_{a,b} (in Ref. [13] denoted by P and Q) correspond to the electric and magnetic field components of the electromagnetic pulse, respectively. Thus, for focusing media, if μ, ϵ > 0, we have σ_a = σ_b = 1, while if μ > (<)0, ϵ < (>)0, we have σ_a = +1(−1) and σ_b = −1(+1). If both μ and ϵ are negative, we have σ_a = σ_b = −1. An analysis of the system (1) was performed in Ref. [13]. It was found that Eqs. (1) admits stationary solutions of the form ψ_i = ψ_{i0} exp(−iΔω t), with ψ_{i0} > 0, where the phase is determined by Δω = −(σ_a|ψ_a|^2 + σ_b|ψ_b|^2). We now perform a first order perturbative analysis of Eqs. (1) around the stationary state, writing ψ_i = [Ψ_i(x, t) + ψ_{i0}] exp(−iΔω t), where |Ψ_i| ≪ ψ_{i0} is a slowly varying envelope of the wave modulation. Linearizing Eqs. (1), we thus obtain (see, e.g. Ref. [15])

i∂_tΨ_i+∂^2_xΨ_i+ψ_{i0} [σ_aψ_{a0}(Ψ_a + Ψ^∗_a) + σ_bψ_{b0}(Ψ_b + Ψ^∗_b )] = 0, (2) where the asterisk denotes the complex conjugation. Thus, with Ψ_i = u_i + iv_i, the real and imaginary parts of Eq. (2) give

− ∂_tv_i + ∂^2_xu_i + 2ψ_{i0}(σ_aψ_{a0}u_a + σ_bψ_{b0}u_b) = 0, (3a) ∂_tu_i + ∂^2_xv_i = 0, (3b)

respectively. With the ansatz u_i, v_i ∝ exp(iKx − iΩt), we obtain the dispersion relation

(Ω^2 − K^4 + 2σ_aψ^2_{a0}K^2)(Ω^2 − K^4 + 2σ_bψ^2_{b0}K^2) −4σ_aσ_bψ^2_{a0}ψ^2_{b0}K^4 = 0. (4)

Thus, we have a modulational instability growth rate Γ = −iΩ given by

Γ = K √ 2(σ_aψ^2_{a0} + σ_bψ^2_{b0}) − K^2. (5)

We note that if σ_{a,b} = −1, the modulational instability is prohibited, reflecting the well-known fact that onedimensional dark solitons are modulationally stable.

It was shown in Ref. [13] that Eqs. (1) admit coupled bright/bright and dark/dark solitons. In addition, however, it is straightforward to show that

ψ_a(x, t) = ψ_{a0} tanh ( x − 2Kt L ) exp(iKx − iΩ_at), (6) and ψ_b(x, t) = ψ_{b0} sech ( x − 2Kt L ) exp(iKx − iΩ_bt), (7) are solutions [16] to Eqs. (1), if L^{−2} = (σ_bψ^2_{b0} −σ_aψ^2_{a0})/2, Ω_a = −K^2 − σ_aψ^2_{a0}, and Ω_b = −K^2 − (σ_aψ^2_{a0} + σ_bψ^2_{b0})/2. These coupled dark/bright solitons are solutions, which seem to have been overlooked in Ref. [13]. The effects of the nonlinear coupling between dark and bright solitons, such as the width dependence on the signs of σ_{a,b} and the pulse intensities, should be experimentally verifiable.

The statistical properties of electromagnetic pulse propagation in nonlinear metamaterials can be studied using the Wigner formalism. Introducing the Wigner distribution functions (see, e.g. [17]) F_i(x, t, k) = 1 2π ∫ dξ e^{ikξ} ψ^∗_i (x + ξ/2, t)ψ_i(x − ξ/2, t), (8) where i = a, b. We then obtain the coupled kinetic (or the Wigner-Moyal) equations [18, 19, 20]

∂_tF_a +2k∂_xF_a +2(σ_a|ψ_a|^2+σ_b|ψ_b|^2) sin ( 1 2 ← ∂_x^→∂_k ) F_a = 0,

(9a) and ∂_tF_b +2k∂_xF_b +2(σ_a|ψ_a|^2 +σ_b|ψ_b|^2) sin ( 1 2 ← ∂_x^→∂_k ) F_b = 0,

(9b) from Eqs. (1). Since |ψ_i(x, t)|^2 = ∫ dk F_i(x, t, k), (9c) Eqs. (9) form a closed set of equations for partially incoherent electromagnetic pulses in left-handed metamaterials.

Next, we consider the first order perturbation of Eqs. (9). We let F_i(x, t, k) = F_{i0}(k) + F_{i1}(x, t, k) exp(iKx − iΩt), where F_{i1} ≪ F_0. Linearizing Eqs. (9) we obtain the dispersion relation

1 = − 1 2K ∫ dk { σ_a[F_{a0}(k + K/2) − F_{a0}(k − K/2)] k − Ω/2K + σ_b[F_{b0}(k + K/2) − F_{b0}(k − K/2)] k − Ω/2K } . (10)

A monochromatic pulse can be analyzed by using the ansatz F_{i0} = I_{i0}δ(k − k_{i0}), where I_{i0} = |ψ_{i0}|^2 is the intensity of the field ψ_{i0}, in Eq. (10). On the other hand, if there is a stochastically varying phase in the background envelope fields ψ_{i0}, the corresponding Wigner function is given by the Lorentzian distribution

F_{i0}(k) = I_i π k_{iT} (k − k_{i0})^2 + k^2_{iT}

, (11)

where k_{iT} is the width of the distribution around k_{i0}. With the distribution (11), the dispersion relation (10) takes the form

1 = −

2σ_aK^2I_a [Ω − 2(k_{a0} − ik_{aT} )K]^2 − K^4 − 2σ_bK^2I_b [Ω − 2(k_{b0} − ik_{bT} )K]^2 − K^4

. (12)

In many cases, it is reasonable to assume that the statistical spread is equal and centered around the same value for the two envelopes ψ_{a,b0}. i.e. k_{a0,T} = k_{b0,T} = k_{0,T} . Then Eq. (12) yields

[Ω − 2(k_0 − ik_T )K]^2 − [ K^2 − 2(σ_aI_a + σ_bI_b) ] K^2 = 0.

(13) Letting Ω = 2k_0K +iΓ in Eq. (13), we obtain the growth rate Γ for σ_iI_a + σ_bI_b > K^2/2. We have

Γ = K √ 2(σ_aI_a + σ_bI_b) − K^2 − 2k_T K, (14)

which shows the damping effect of the decoherence spread k_T . Moreover, as noted above, there is no growth in the case of σ_{a,b} = −1. Equation (14) also shows the influence of a focusing metamaterial. When μ < 1, but ϵ > 1, we have σ_a = −1 and σ_b = +1, removing the modulational instability altogether when I_a ≥ I_b.

To summarize, we have presented nonlinear solutions for electromagnetic fields in materials with negative index of refraction. In addition, we have also discussed the modulational instability of partially incoherent electromagnetic waves in such materials by employing the Wigner-Moyal equation. Choosing the equilibrium Wigner function in the form of a Lorentzian distribution, corresponding to a random phase, we have deduced a nonlinear dispersion, which exhibits an oscillatory modulational instability whose growth rate is given by Eq. (14). The present results should be useful for understanding the nonlinear propagation of finite amplitude electromagnetic pulses in left-handed metamaterials in laboratory and astrophysical (e.g. rotating black holes [21]) environments. For example, multiple black holes and other massive objects in outer space can make the light beams bend in unexpected and unpredictable ways. The unexpected light bending can be attributed to the nonlinear propagation of intense electromagnetic pulses in a medium with negative index of refraction.

[1] L.I. Mandelstam, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 15, 475 (1945). [2] L.I. Mandelstam, The 4th Lecture of L.I. Mandelstam given at Moscow State University (05/05/1944), Collection of Scientific Works, Vol. 2 (1994) Nauka, Moscow (in Russian).

[3] V. E. Pafomov, Sov. Phys. JETP 36 1321 (1959). [4] V. M. Agranovich and V. L. Ginzburg, Spatial Dispersion in Crystal Optics and the Theory of Excitons (John Wiley & Sons, London, 1966); See also V. M. Agranovich and V. L. Ginzburg, Crystal Optics with Spatial Dispersion of Excitons (Springer, Berlin, 1984), p. 252.

[5] V. G. Veselago, Sov. Phys. Usp. 10, 509 (1968). [6] V.M. Agranovich et al., Phys. Rev. B 69, 165112 (2004). [7] V.M. Agranovich et al., J. Luminescence 110, 167 (2004). [8] Y. Zhang and A. Mascarehnas, Mod. Phys. Lett. B 19, 21 (2005).

[9] D. R. Smith and N. Kroll, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 2933 (2000); D. R. Smith et al., ibid. 84, 4184 (2000).

[10] R. A. Shelby, D. R. Smith and S. Schultz, Science 292, 77 (2001); C. G. Parazzoli et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 107401 (2003); A. A. Houck et al., ibid. 90, 137401 (2003); P. Parini et al., Nature (London) 426, 404 (2003).

[11] J. B. Pendry and D. R. Smith, Phys. Today 57, 37 (2004);

J. B. Pendry, Contemporary Phys. 45, 191 (2004). [12] S. Anantha Ramakrishna, Rep. Prog. Phys. 68, 449 (2005).

[13] N. Lazarides and G. P. Tsironis, Phys. Rev. E 71, 036614 (2005).

[14] A. A. Zharov, I. V. Shadrivov, and Y. S. Kivshar, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 91, 037401 (2003).

[15] P. K. Shukla and J. Juul Rasmussen, Opt. Lett. 11, 171 (1986).

[16] S.V. Vladimirov, L. Stenflo and M.Y. Yu, Phys. Lett. A 153, 144 (1991).

[17] E. Wigner, Phys. Rev. 40, 749 (1932); J. E. Moyal, Proc.

Cambridge Philos. Soc. 45, 99 (1949); B. Hall et al., Phys. Rev. E 65, 035602(R) (2002); D. Anderson et al., Phys. Rev. E 69, 025601 (2004).

[18] I. M. Besieris and F. D. Tappert, J. Math. Phys. 17, 734 (1976).

[19] J. T. Mendonça, Theory of Photon Acceleration (IOP Publishing, Bristol, 2001).

[20] D. Anderson et al., Phys. Rev. E 65, 046417 (2002). [21] T.G. Mackay, A. Lakhtakia and S. Setiawan, New J.

Phys. 7, 75 (2005).