arXiv:1912.11020v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 23 Dec 2019

Nonlocal effects in plasmonic metasurfaces with almost touching

surfaces

Fan Yang,'[] Emanuele Galiffi,' Paloma Arroyo Huidobro,? and John Pendry’

YThe Blackett Laboratory, Department of Physics,
Imperial College London, London SW7 2AZ, UK

2 Instituto de Telecomunicacgoes, Insituto Superior Tecnico-University of Lisbon,

Avenida Rovisco Pais 1,1049-001 Lisboa, Portugal

Abstract

Geometrical singularities in plasmonic metasurfaces have recently been proposed for the en-
hancement of light-matter interactions, owing to their broadband light-harvesting properties and
extreme plasmon confinement. However, the large plasmon momenta thus achieved lead to fail-
ure of local descriptions of the optical response of metals. Here we study a class of metasurfaces
consisting of a periodic metal slab with a smooth modulation of its thickness. When the thinnest
part shrinks, the two surfaces almost touch, forming a near-singular point. Using transformation
optics, we show analytically how nonlocal effects, such as a blueshift of the resonance peaks and a
reduced density of states, become important and cannot be ignored in this singular regime. The
method developed in this paper is very general and can be used to model a variety of metasurfaces,

providing valuable insight in the current context of ultra-thin plasmonic structures.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The advancement of sophisticated nano-fabrication techniques has recently allowed for
the realization of atomically thin films, structures with extremely sharp angles and touching
points®™. The exotic behaviour of these singular structures hinges on small-scale geomet-
rical features of nanometer and even sub-nanometer-scale, so that quantum effects, such

285 Tn the case of

as repulsion, diffusion and spill-out of electrons, become appreciable
noble metals, such as gold and silver, the nonlocal response is dominated by repulsion in the

electron gas, resulting in size-dependent linewidth broadening and resonance shift.

Singular metasurfaces constitute a special class of structured surfaces which feature sharp

edges or ultra-small gaps. A conventional metasurfacel*12

is characterized by two wave vec-
tors, such that the selection of k-vectors is discretized. On the other hand, singular meta-
surfaces feature three wave vectors, owing to the additional length scale introduced by the
singularity, which allows surface modes to exist over a continuum of quantum numberst®s,
However, while a local singular structure has a broadband optical response, nonlocality sets
a length scale that prevents the formation of a perfect singularity, thus yielding a discrete
resonance spectrum. As recently pointed out in previous studies on singular surfaces, such as
surfaces with a knife-edge profilé™ and graphene-based gratings®), the degree of nonlocality

determines the spacing of the resonance peaks in a far-field spectrum, so that singularities

offer a valuable window into the microscopic physics of electrons in plasmonic materials.

In the past few years, the analytical technique of transformation optics (TO)** has
proven a powerful tool for the modelling of singular plasmonic structures both within the

2324 and including nonlocal effects as described by the hydrodynamic

local approximation
model?%> Here we deploy TO to model nonlocal effects of plasmonic metasurfaces in the
form of thin gold gratings with almost touching surfaces, and explore their nonlocal response.
Similar metasurfaces, in a non-singular regime, have been studied in the past*®*’. However,
we have developed a different theoretical approach, which allows us to investigate the singular
regime while accounting for nonlocal effects, which, as we show in the subsequency sections,

become important for a near-singular metasurface, whose minimum thickness approaches

the single-nanometre regime.

This paper is structured as follow: In section II, we present our analytical method,
discussing in detail (1) the transformation of the geometry, source and dielectric function,

(2) the dispersion relation and (3) the fields in real space and the metasurface reflection
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coefficient. In section III, we deploy our method in order to study a set of near-singular
metasurfaces in terms of their far-field scattering spectra and field profiles, highlighting the
contrast between local and nonlocal models. Finally, we close the Paper with conclusions in

Secion IV.

II. PRINCIPLES

II.1. Transformation of geometry, source and dielectric function
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FIG. 1. Sketch showing the metasurface geometry and the source field in both frames. In the
metasurface frame (a) the sources are plane waves (incident, reflected and transmitted waves),
which we take to be generated by an array of magnetic line currents located at infinity. The sources
are mapped into an array of magnetic line currents in the slab frame (b), where the structure is a

flat slab.

The metasurface studied in this paper is shown in Fig. [I{a). It consists of a thin slab with
periodic smooth thickness modulations and can be generated from the simple slab geometry

in Fig. (b) by using the transformation“®
/ T | 1
Z = —In _—
2\ ae?m=/h — q, Yo

h ( | wo) (1)
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where wy = ozae_zfdl, Yo = oze_%rd, d = dy + dy is the slab thickness and h is the separation

between line sources in the slab frame, which correspond to a linear array of monopoles.

In this transformation, z stands for the complex coordinate in the slab frame while 2" for



the coordinate in the metasurface frame. Also, d,,;, and d,,.. stand for the minimum and
maximum grating thickness shown in Fig. (a). Note that T, which acts as a scaling
factor in the transformation affecting both the in-plane and out-of-plane components of
the complex coordinate z', directly determines the period of the metasurface. In order to
generate the metasurface in Fig. (a), we also need 0 < v < 1. Moreover, without loss of
generality, we place the two surfaces of the slab in the slab frame at * = —d; and © = ds
with d; = dy = d/2, where d is chosen as 1 throughout this paper. We additionally require

that the flat interface of the metasurface lies on the y-axis, such that:

1

a =
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Note that the wavy surface generated by Eq. [l] is not sinusoidal, but nearly so when the
modulation amplitude is not strong relative to the grating thickness.

The transformation used also changes the form of the source excitation. In the meta-
surface frame, we consider an incident plane wave, as shown in Fig. [I{a). For this near-
sinusoidal metasurface, we follow the method introduced in'” to obtain the source represen-
tation, whereby incident, reflected and transmitted plane waves in the z’ frame correspond
to monopole arrays in the z frame. Note that incident and reflected waves on the right side
of the metasurface correspond to the monopoles on the left side of the slab, and vice versa
for transmitted waves, due to the coordinate inversion in Eq. [1] [see Fig. [I(b)].

With a lengthy but straightforward calculation (see Appendix A), the three types of

waves in the slab frame are obtained and written as
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where zg, = %ln% is the x coordinate of the monopole transformed from the incident
and the reflected waves, while z,_ = %lnlt"TgyO is that from the transmitted wave. In the

above source representation, we have decomposed the source field into two parts: the mode
denoted by a, corresponds to waves with the electric field parallel to the metasurface, while
the electric field of the a, is normal to the metasurface. At normal incidence only the a,
mode is excited”.

The discrete nature of the electron gas determines the screening length (d¢ ~ 0.1 nm, for

noble metals)*¥ and prevents the electron density from diverging. This effect has been widely
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FIG. 2. Diagram for the longitudinal mode where the purple layer stands for the decay length of
the longitudinal mode in (a) the metasurface frame and (b) the slab frame. The decay length is
uniform in the metasurface frame, while after the transformation, the decay length varies along the
slab. (c) The effective nonlocal parameter f.¢s as a function of y at the two interfaces in the slab
frame. (d) Dispersion relation for the near-sinusoidal metasurface, where the nonlocal dispersion
relation (8 = 1.27 x 10° m/s) is compared with the local case (8 = 0). The geometric parameters
are T = 50 nm, the maximum gap ;0 = 10 nm and the minimum gap d.,,;, = 0.5 nm. The

dispersion relation at y = 0.1h is illustrated.

12829 According to this model, both transverse and

studied with the hydrodynamic mode
longitudinal modes are present inside the metal. The permittivity of the transverse mode,
er, is conserved under the conformal mapping between slab frame and metasurface frame.
However, this symmetry does not hold for the longitudinal contribution to the dielectric

function, whose form in the slab frame (z = x + iy) is related to that in the metasurface
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frame (2" = 2’ +iy’) by®
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where in the following calculation we choose € = 1, w, = 8.95 eV /h and I' = 65.8 meV /P,
which are typical parameters for gold®” and the effective nonlocal parameter, which acquires

a spatial dependence in the slab frame, is

-1p ()

h |yo(ae® /M — wy)? + wy
Bers(2) = 7 ‘ woma/h
and 8 = 1.27 x 10% m/s*%,

The effective nonlocal parameter SB.;; on the two interfaces of the slab is depicted in
Fig. 2fc). Note that the spatial deformation in the slab frame is not symmetric at the two
interfaces (r = —d; and © = dy), such that their effective nonlocal parameter f.s are not
exactly the same. The blue line stands for the S.5¢1 at the interface x = —d;, while the
red line is the B.fpo at the interface + = dy. However, the difference between these two
Bers is much smaller than the variation of B.;s along the slab. Therefore, in the following
calculation, we use (Berf1 + Pesr2)/2 as the effective f5.

In the presence of nonlocality, an additional longitudinal mode exists inside the metal.
The decay length of this mode is uniform along the interface of metasurface, as shown in Fig.
(a). However, upon transformation into the slab frame, the decay length of the longitudinal
mode becomes periodically modulated along the slab (Fig. [2b)). Note that the thinnest
part of the metasurface is mapped to the part with largest decay length in the slab frame.

In other words, nonlocal effects become more important near the minimum gap region.

I1.2. Dispersion relation

In order to account for both the transverse and longitudinal modes we use two potential
functions, the magnetic field H, and electric potential ¢, in which H, corresponds to the
transverse mode and ¢ to the longitudinal mode*.

Using the source representation in Eq. [3, we can express the total field in k-space as

~lkylle—e gyl Iy o=z oy , ke
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and

sgn(k‘y)

L) = doe™ — d_e r* tkyy 7
ploky) = (g e - g e)e (7
where by, ¢y and dy are the excited mode amplitudes, and k = k; + ﬂwff —=7 determines
the decay of the longitudinal mode. The electric field components can be obtained as
1 OH, Op
we Oy ox (8)
By (ke y) = 1 OH, Op
e ¥ = e o oy

in which H, contributes the divergence-free part of electric field, while ¢ includes the curl-
free part. Imposing the continuity of H, and E, together with vanishing normal component
of current density J at the interface between the metal and the dielectric (J, = 0)%%, we can

obtain the excited mode amplitude. Furthermore, we take a WKB approximation?*2

, valid
when the phase changes more rapidly than the amplitude (see Appendix C)*. By looking
at the pole of these mode amplitudes, we can obtain the dispersion relation given as Eq.
in Appendix C. When the slab system is symmetric, i.e. ¢ = 1 [e; being the permittivity of
the substrate of the metasurface, see Fig. 1(a)], the dispersion relation can be decomposed

into anti-symmetric and symmetric modes. The dispersion relation for the anti-symmetric

mode is
Kkd
(e — DIk +1) -~ L4 (e 4 el 4 (e — 1)) = 0 (9)
Y k(e 4+ 1)
and for the symmetric mode
Kkd
+1
-1 kyld _ y_ €T Delkld — (¢ — 1)) = 0. 10
(e = D)lkyl(e >/<;(e’“l—1) +((e+1e (e—-1))=0 (10)

The dispersion relations are plotted in Fig. (d) for a metasurface parameterized by 7' = 50
nm, Opmee = 10 nm and d,,, = 0.5 nm. From Egs. [9 and [I0] it is clear that the dispersion
relation reduces to the local case when k — oo (8 = 0)**) which is depicted with dashed
lines for comparison with the nonlocal dispersion relation (solid lines).

From Fig. [2(d), we see that both local and nonlocal dispersion relations have two bands,
the lower band representing the symmetric mode while the upper band the anti-symmetric
one. However, the nonlocal dispersion relation differs from the local case in its asymptotic
behavior. For the conventional local dispersion relation, the anti-symmetric and symmetric
modes asymptotically approach ws,. On the contrary, in a nonlocal model both bands
asymptotically approach the longitudinal bulk mode w = €2f ka + %2719' In the large k

limit, w ~ Bssk, giving rise to a linear dispersion relation, see the solid line in Fig. (d)
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I1.3. Field in real space and reflection coefficient

After obtaining the field in k-space, we can derive the field in real space by means of
a Fourier transform. The potential functions, H, and ¢, can then be expressed as follows.

First, the magnetic field reads as,

2mal’ eV kpyI( i Jo" ko (y)dy’ + e_lfoly‘ kpy (v dy’ +Z¢0)

x < —d/2

1—6 ibo 7

HZ(J?,y) = iQﬂa(A+eV k%ym + A e V kgyz)(ei fo‘yl kpy(y/)dy/ + gfi foyl kpy(y )dy +1¢0) 7450 , d/Q << d/2

i2ral _e” VFu® (¢l 0" em (u)dy" L =i J3" K ( yOdy'+idoy L x>d/2
(11)
where ¢ = f b /2 y')dy’. Second, the electric potential inside the metal is given by,
z'27rasgn(k:py)sgn(y) _ vl g, _; [lvl 1
— Q. er® _ Q) e Fp® Zfo py(y')d Zf kpy (y')dy' +igo -
o(,9) PR (et e e e
(12)

where coefficients ', A+ and 4 are the mode amplitudes in real space.

From the potentials, the electric field can be calculated straightforwardly from Maxwell’s
equations. The energy loss of the system can then be obtained by calculating the power
flow at the excitation point y = 0. This power flow is then modeled as an effective surface

conductivity as*’
O a, mode
abs 0 (13>

!
Oy = 0%y .Omo sin® 0, a, mode

Oer =07

in which o = Z; Land o,,0 = Zy are the free space electric and magnetic conductivity, 6;,
is the incident angle and we give the expression of ag’sy), in Appendix B and C. Note that

Eq. [13|is just the real part of the surface conductivity, whose imaginary part can be derived

using the Kramers-Kronig relationgt#85354
1 [ T S 1 ! d e,m)r\S
’ S—w T ds

Using the flat surface model*”, the metasurface can be represented as a simple flat sheet
with the electric and magnetic surface conductivities (o, 0,,,), as shown in Fig. . In Fig.
(a), the component of the electric field along the y direction excites the a, mode, whose
energy dissipation is modeled as an electric surface conductivity. In contrast, the component
of electric field in the x direction excites the a, mode, whose associated energy dissipation

is equivalent to that of a magnetic surface conductivity.
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FIG. 3. Flat surface model. The energy dissipation by (a) a;/ (b) a, mode is modeled as an

effective electric/magnetic surface conductivity.

With this simple flat surface geometry, the reflection and transmission coefficients can be
readily obtained as

—4e1om + 40'6Zg cosOin\/e1 — sin? 0;y, — ceom Zo\/ €1 — sin? Oiy, + €10e0m Zo cos 0;y, — 420/ €1 — sin? 0, + 4e1Zg cos Oy,

r =
de1om + 40628 cos 0in\/e1 — sin? 0y, + ceom Zo\V €1 — sin? Oy, + €10¢0m Zo cos Oin + 420/ €1 — sin? 0;y, + 4e1Zo cos O;n,
(15)

2120 c080in(4 — 0eom)

t =
4e10m + 405Z3 cosOin /€1 — sin? O;y, + deom Zo\/e1 — sin? 0y, + €10e0m Zo cos Oy, + 4Z0\/ €1 — sin? 0;,, + 4e1Z0 cos O,

(16)
Under normal incidence (0;, = 0), they can be written as
. VEL — 1+ 0c/00
VEL+1+0c/0q (17)

t= Ve
Vet L+ oo

III. OPTICAL RESPONSE OF THE METASURFACE

In order to study how nonlocality influences the response of the system, the optical
response of the metasurface is compared against the local approximation in Fig. [l The
nonlocal parameter is taken as 8 = 1.27 x 10° m/s as in Fig. [2| the grating period is T = 50

nm and the maximum thickness is d,,,, = 10 nm. Moreover, metasurfaces with different
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FIG. 4. The reflection spectrum |r|? (top row) and the real and imaginary components of the
effective surface conductivity o, (middle and bottom rows respectively) of the metasurface under
normal incidence are compared in the near-singular case (left column) and in the non-singular one
(right column). The geometric parameters are 7' = 50 nm, the maximum gap 0yq, = 10 nm. The
minimum gap dmin = 0.5 nm for the near-singular case, while d,,;, = 5 nm for the non-singular

case.

minimum gaps are considered in Fig. [ where the near-singular case on the left column
(Omin = 0.5 nm) is compared with a non-singular case on the right column (9,,;, = 5 nm).
Under normal incidence, we only have electric surface conductivity, shown in Figs. [4fc)-(f).
From the spectrum of surface conductivity, we can derive the reflection spectrum shown in
Figs. [4[a) and [4[b). In order to check the accuracy of our analytic calculation, we carry
out a comparison with exact numerical simulations implemented in the finite element solver
Comsol Multiphysics. Excellent agreement between the two methods is shown in Fig. |8 in
Appendix D.

From the comparison between local and nonlocal spectra of the near-singular case in the
left column of Fig. [4, we can observe a blue-shift of the peaks associated with the onset of

nonlocality. Larger differences are observed in the high frequency regime, where the local
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calculation gives a discrete spectrum, while the nonlocal calculation has a continuous one.
However, these differences reduce in the case of non-singular metasurface [Fig. [4] (b,d,f)],
where the nonlocal result nearly coincides with the local solution. Therefore, nonlocal effects

are significantly more pronounced when the metasurface is more singular.
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FIG. 5. Nonlocal effects in the far field spectrum. (a) Reflectance as a functioun of frequency
and grating period T for the metasurface under normal incidence. The geometric parameters are
h = 23.6161d and o = 0.8040, which fixes the shape of metasurface when changing the grating
period; (b) Reflectance as a function of frequency and minimum gap 0y, for the metasurface under
normal incidence. The geometric parameters are 7' = 50 nm and ;4 = 10 nm, which is fixed
when changing the minimum gap d,,i,. In both panels, the white dashed lines corresponds to the

peak position of the local calculation.

Nonlocality introduces a size-dependence in the response of the metasurface, otherwise
scale invariant in the quasistatic limit. In Fig. (a), the dependence of reflection on the
grating period T" and frequency are plotted for the nonlocal case. Since 7' is a scaling factor,
the shape of grating remains unchanged when 7' varies. In the local model (white dashed
lines), the subwavelength character of the grating implies that the response of the system
is predominantly quasistatic, and therefore scale-invariant. However, the introduction of
nonlocal effects induces the clear blueshift that appears for smaller grating sizes, and which
is more pronounced for higher frequencies. We should point out that our analytic theory

makes use of the quasi-static approximation, which typically results in a loss of accuracy
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for larger sizes due to coupling to radiation. However, radiative effects are not as relevant
in singular plasmonic gratings as one may expect. While for localized plasmonic structures
radiation damping becomes increasingly important for large particle sizes, which makes
the quasistatic approximation inaccurate®®, quasistatic calculations of singular plasmonic
gratings with long periods yield very accurate results. The reason for this is that when the
grating period increases, there are less periods per unit length, such that the total dipole
moment does not increase™. A quantitative comparison with numerical results for larger-
period gratings is provided in Fig. [§] in Appendix D, showing excellent agreement apart

from minor discrepancies near the surface plasma frequency, for periods up to 100 nm.

We then investigate the geometric parameter 6,,;,, which quantifies the proximity to
the singular limit, and the resulting nonlocal effects. The contour plot in Fig. (b) shows
reflection as a function of the gap size d,,;, and frequency. When shrinking the gap size
Omin, the number of visible peaks increases. This increase in resonances supported by the
grating is a result of the hidden dimension at the singular point, which enables its spectral
response to accommodate a higher density of states. In the local case, when d,,;, — 0 these

10 However, nonlocality sets a barrier to this

resonances will merge towards a continuum
continuous limit, saturating the density of states of the metasurface. By comparing the
nonlocal spectrum with the local solution (white dashed lines), a saturation of the spectrum

merging is observed for the smaller gap sizes 0,,i,.

We now turn our attention to the mode profiles, focusing on how the onset of nonlocality
affects the near-field response. By substituting the reflection coefficient into the expressions
for the fields in real space (Egs. and , the field profile in the slab system is obtained.
The resulting field distribution is subsequently obtained by mapping the field into the meta-
surface frame. Fig. [6] shows the the near field response in the local case (panels (a)), and
in the nonlocal one (panels (b)). The geometry of the metasurface studied here is parame-
terized by T' = 50 nm, the maximum gap d,,, = 10 nm and the minimum gap 9,,;, = 0.5
nm, which is the same as the near-singular metasurface in Fig. [4 From the left to the
right column, the colour plots show the amplitude of the electric field |E|, and its = and y
components, I, and E, respectively. In order to compare the local and nonlocal plots, a
working frequency w = 0.65w,, below the surface plasmon frequency ws, is chosen, so that
only the symmetric mode is excited. From this comparison, we see that the introduction
of nonlocality leads to a reduced number of SPP oscillations, since nonlocality plays the

role of smearing out the near-singular point, which effectively widens the minimum gap size.
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FIG. 6. The near field profile of a near-singular metasurface under normal incidence (a) without
and (b) with nonlocality. The amplitude of the electric field |E| (left column) and the x and
y components E, and E, (center and right column respectively) are shown. The presence of
nonlocality reduces the number of SPP oscillations in the field profile of £, and E,. Note that we
have zoomed in for the field |E|, whose maximum field enhancement factor is ~ 45 for the local
case, which reduces to ~ 40 for the nonlocal one. The geometric parameters are T = 50 nm, the

maximum gap dpq, = 10 nm and the minimum gap 0.5, = 0.5 nm.

Furthermore, in the plot of |E| we have zoomed in the region of interest, where the density
of states is reduced as a result of nonlocality. This discrepancy will be more significant if we
make the metasurface more singular by reducing the minimum gap size, effectively leading

to saturation of the local density of states near the singular point.

IV. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have studied how the response of a singular metasurface consisting of
a smooth modulated metallic slab with nearly-touching surfaces is affected by nonlocality.
We showed how transformation optics can be deployed to provide an accurate analytic
description of repulsive quantum effects as described by the hydrodynamic model, which

was shown to oppose the realisation of a geometrical singularity, thereby blueshifting the
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plasmonic bands of the metasurface. A convenient route towards this analytic solution was
demonstrated, based on the representation of the grating as an effective current sheet, whose
electric and magnetic surface conductivities were derived. This very general approach can in
principle be applied to a wide range of metasurfaces, including surfaces with different kinds
of singularitiest”.

From the comparison between the local and nonlocal calculation, we observed a blueshift
of all resonance peaks and a reduced density of states. However, these nonlocal effects are
only important for a near-singular metasurface, pointing out that these structures offer a
convenient route for accessing nonlocal features of the electron gas via far-field measure-
ments. Recent advancements in nanofabrication make ultra-small gaps (~ 1 nm) possible
to realize in practice®”. In such small scale features, nonlocal effects cannot be ignored, and

our theory is able to accurately account for these deviations.
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Appendix A: Source representation

In this appendix, we present the derivation of the incident, reflected and transmitted
waves in the slab frame. Starting from plane waves in the metasurface frame, we apply
the transformation equation (Eq. and write the source fields in the slab geometry. We
assume that the metasurface is subwavelength and that the spatial region of interest satisfies
T < |2'| < \. For the incident and reflected waves on the right-hand side of the metasurface
(T < 2" < ) under this assumption,

- (0 ()
z=—/|In ; + —
2 a(€27rz /T + yO) a
_2n )/
~ i (6 ! + ln@>
2w W a
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Hence,

setting zg, = %ln%, we have

/ T 2mwg
z —%ln( - (Z—xs+)) (A3)

For the transmitted wave on the left side of singular surface we have T' < —z < A, so

1 1 2x
z = 2£1n<—(1 + —eT* )+ @>

T aYo Yo a
h 1 1 or )/ U)O
~ —In| —(1—- —eT” —
2m n(ayo( yoe )+ a ) (A4)

Hence,
' T 2 h . 1+ woyo
~—In[ —(=—1 — 1 Ab
¢ gt (G 1+ ) (45)
By setting =z, = %lnl”;ngyO, we have
’ T 27
P %ln<7(xs —2)yo(1 + wgyo)) (A6)

With Egs. and [A6] we have the source representation
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ko.T 2 koo T —lkyllz—zey| koo T —lkylle—msy|
= Ho(1+i22"1In( o )2 — i / < ey, + 22 / sgn(ky);emyydky)
4 h 4 [ky| 4 sgn(z — zsq)|ky|

—o0

oo oo
kooT 2 —lkyllz—wey| —lkyllz—zsy|
:H0(1+i O In( Trwo)2) + / azeielkyydker / aysgn(ky)e—elkyydky

4m h . Ky | 7 sgn(z — st )|yl
(AT)
. . Koy T
for the incident wave, where a, = —zk‘jlerHo and a, = ?f;r H,. For the reflected wave, we
only need to change kg, into —kg, and obtain
H;Ef _ THOeikaz/JrikOyy/
koo T .9 koo T e—lEyllz—2oi| koo T T lky |lo—as |
— Iy “Ts+ . — IRy “Ts+ .
:rHo(lfi 0o 1 (2202 4 00 /e k¥ dk, 4+~ /Sgn y)e—elkyydky)
4 h 47 [ky| 47 sgn(z — zs4)|ky|
—oo
oo oo
koxT  ,2mwo \ 2 / e kylle—wayl / e hylle—zagl
=rHo(1—i222"1n(Z222)2) = L ethyugg ky)———— ety gk
r 0( G n( - ) raz ™ e y + raysgn( y)sgn(x—xs+)\ky\e y
— 00 — 00
(A8)
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For the transmitted wave, we have

’ ’ ’
H;Ta ZtH()e_ikU-Tz +ikoyy

~tHpe 7’ik012'+k0y o In(3F (25— —2)yo (1+wovo)) em s=In( 22 (@, —2")yo (1+woyo))
ko 2 ik, + ko 27 .
—0z "W ln — (zs— — 2)yo(1 + woyo) x (1— oy +Roy T In | — (zs— — 2™)yo(1 + woyo)
h 2 27 h
!
ko T koyT *— pe
=tHy (1 0’ ln —yo(l + woyo))2 - i%ln\z — XTg— |2 — %m(%))
- s—
S ’
k —lkyllz—zs—|
—tH, (1 Ox In —yo(l +w0yo)) ) + / tkOx azeTelkyydky
Ox Y

—lkyllz—zs_|

e v .
zk Yy

v¥dk,

- / taysgn(ky)

—o0

sgn(z — ms—)‘ky|

(A9)

Appendix B: Local calculation

Without spatial dispersion in the metal, the field can be represented merely by a
divergence-free magnetic field H,, i.e. Eq. [6] By imposing the continuity condition at
the two interfaces of H, and F), the field in k-space is obtained. In the calculation of the
excited SPP mode in real space, we have two approaches: the discrete-k method and the
continuous-k method. For the continuous-k method, we calculate the field generated by a
single monopole and then sum the field of all monopoles together. In the discrete-k method,
the periodicity of the monopole array only excites SPPs with a specific value of the k-vector

(k = ng where n is an integer and g = <* is the reciprocal lattice constant).

a. Continuous-k method

First, we consider two monopoles on the x-axis in the slab frame, one for incident and
reflected waves at z = x,,, and the other for transmitted wave at z = x,_. Applying
boundary conditions, we can obtain the mode amplitudes b; — and cy _ in k-space, from

which the field H? generated by the two monopoles in real space can be obtained by inverse

16



Fourier transform.

H(x,y) = /Hg(x,ky)eikyydky

i2mal’ eV v eikmulul r < —d/2 (B1)
= ¢ i2ra(A eVF® 4 A_e VER)eiknlil _d/9 < 2 < d/2
i2mal_e™VEp gikpull x>d/2

where the coefficients I'y _ and Ay _ are the mode amplitudes in real space. Adding together

the fields of all monopole pairs with (z = x4, and z = z,_) at y = nh, we have
Hz(x?y) = ZHS(J?,y - nh)

’6.27TG,F+€V kzzwm(eikpyw‘ + e*ikp'y|y|+ikpyh)l,; T < _d/2

—eikpyh o

=4 2ma(AreV Fov® £ A_e™V kfwm)(eikl’y‘y| + e*ikpyly\ﬂkpyh)%, —d/2 <x<d/2

i2mal _ e~V n® (ko] 4 o= ihpylyl+ikpyh) x>d/2

1_eikpyha
where the positive sign is chosen for a,, and the negative one for a,. From Maxwell

equations, the corresponding electric field can be calculated as

Ey(z,y) = wgoa 661?
—isgn(y) 2z D VR (eiho o] =ikl bk I z < —d/2
=4 —isgn(y) 22‘?? (Ay eVERE +A_e Ve )(ekrulyl e*ikpyly\ﬂ‘kpyh)71761,]%]1’ —d/2 <z <d/2
—isgn(y) Tk T _ o=V (eihuulyl  oiheu iRy L v >d)2
(B3)
By(wy) = ———2C
MF e\/%z(eikpyly\ iefikpylylﬂkpyh);l 1 x < —d/2
eiFpy

= WQ(A Vi _ \/%ﬁ)(eikpylyl + e—“@py\yHikpyh)1_ei1kpyh’ —dj2 <z <d)2

—W@F,ef\/ﬁz(eikw‘m + e_ikpyly“’l‘ik}pyh)m’ z>d)2
(B4)

To calculate the energy dissipated by excited SPP mode, we evaluate the power flow at

y = 0,. For the a, mode, we have

i2ma, eV Koy Hezziz:, r < —d/2
H.(2,y) = § i2mas(ApreV 5" + A,_e” VERT) LI /2 < v < d)2 (B5)
i2ra,,_ e~ VFEn® ifz:zﬁz, x>d/2
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The electric field E, is

27raz pyr kgyz, T < _d/2
weo
Ey(w,y) = § —iZmeten (A, e\/’w F A, e VY —d)2 <z < d)2 (B6)
227razkpyr \/@x x> d/2
WEQEL )

Therefore, the total power absorbed by the a, mode is

o

a 1
P =2 / §Re[5y]|y:0+dx

abs

— 4”2\%!21%{ (1 + e““pyh)* (k Tos | oRely/iZld | Ky T [? o Rely/RZ Jd
weo 1 — etkpyh " oRe], /k2)] €1 2Re[/kZ)]
k A, 2 2 2 A, 2 2 2
+ ﬂ( | +| (eRe[\ /K2l efRe[\ /kpy]d) + ’ ’ (efRe[‘ /K2, )d eRe[\ /kpy]d)
= \9Re[\/AZ) “ORe[\ /2]

+%(eilm[\ /k3,)d _ ,—ilm[y /kgy]d)_i_&(eiIm[\/k;%y]d_eilm[\/k;%y]d))):|
i2Im[/kZ,] —i2lm[\/k7, |

(B7)
For the a, mode at y = 0, we have
i2wa,ly eV Ko, r < —d/2
H.(v,y) = i27a,(A, eV Kou® 4 Aye Vv Fou®) —d)2 <z < d/2 (BS)
i2ma,l'y_e” Koy, x> d/2
it o/ Feagi —
Ey(x,y) = { —iZflom (A, eV A, e VIR L /2 < 2 < d)2 (B9)
T eV e v > df2

Therefore, the power absorbed by a, mode is
P — 47r2‘ay|2Re{ (1 + e"ikpyh) (kpy Ty |? el T . @ T, |? el ol
weg 1 — ethwoyh 2Re[/k2,] e1 2Re[\/k2)]
@( Ay [? (ReWVARI _ o Rely/RRJdy Ay |? (e RelVERId _ (Rely/RE 1)
€ “2Re[\/k2,] —2Re[/kZ]
+ Ay+AZ— (eilmh /k2,1d _ e—iIm[w /kgy]d) + AZJ—AZ-‘F (e—ilm[w /k2,1d _ eilm[w /kz%y]d))
i2Im[,/k2 | —i2Im[\/k2 |
(B10)
By using the flat surface model’”, the power absorption of the a, and a, modes can be
modeled as an effective surface conductivity, see Fig. 8] The component of the electric field

along the y direction excites the a, mode. For the near-sinusoidal metasurface in this paper,
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the a, mode does not have a well-defined symmetry and becomes a mixture of both anti-
symmetric and symmetric modes. This is because the two boundaries of the metasurface
are not symmetric in relation to the source, resulting in both the anti-symmetric and the
symmetric modes being excited. Likewise, the component of the electric field along the x
direction excites a, mode, which is anti-symmetric dominantly. Following the same proce-
dure we did for the wedge/groove singular metasurface, the effective surface conductivity is

expressed ast’

Oep = absaeo a, mode

(B11)

Omr = UabsUmO sin? 6, a, mode

where o9 = Z; Vand 0,,0 = Z, are the free space electric and magnetic conductivity. The

primed parameter in the above equation following the power-flow method reads

koT Tyl e | W e
C(Lbéy) ORe[f(kpy)(kpy ~ @t RelVARMd | T y=] —Rel\/AR M
2Rely/k2,] 1 2Rel[y/k2,]
! 2
o (Pl reyma reyigey , Beo- T rayige reyimg

€ 2Re[y/k2,] —2Re[y /K2 ]

jv,y)* (eilmh [kZ,)d _ e—ilm[\/kgy]d) n A(z,y)fA( ( —iIm[\/k2Z,1d _ eimly/ gy}d))>:|

i2Im|[, /K2, ] —iZIm[\/%]

(B12)

in which the primed coefficients F( )+ and A )+ are related to I'; )+ and A )+ by~

Fop =1 —r),,
Apr = (1 =7)A,
1=k 1
Ay = (L+7)A,
and
(}’::ﬁ:) a, mode
Flh) =4 N (B14)
T a, mode
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b. Discrete-k method

If the field of one monopole is expressed as H)(z,y), the total field can be written as

H.(z,y) =Y  H(z,y —nh)
" (B15)
= H(z,y)* ) _d(y —nh)
where n is an integer, h is the period of the monopole source array and * stands for convo-

lution. Since H,(z,y) is a periodic function, it can be written as a Fourier series

H(z,y) =) cae™ (B16)
where
1 [h/2 '
=7 H, (x,y)e ""%dy
—h/2
1 h/2 0 )
=— H(x,y —nh)e "%"¥dy
h /h/2 Zn:
1 h/2+4nh ‘
== / HO(z,7,)etn9tmtnh) g
h o= J_hj24nn (B17)
1 h/2+4nh ‘
== / HY(z,7,)e ™™ dr,
h n J—h/24nh
1 [ 4
=+ / HY(z,y)e” "9 dy
= gH(x,ng)
Therefore,

H.(z,y) =Y  gH"(z,ng)e"

- | (B18)
— [ g k) 3080k, — ng)e v,

Hence the field representation in k-space is H)(x, ky) x Y., gd(k, — ng).
Solving the above equation system, we can calculate the field distribution of the excited

mode in real space by inverse Fourier transform.

H,(x,y) = /Hz(x,ky)eikyydky

aZn an+€‘n|g$eingy7 T < —d/2 (Blg)
=9 aY, g(Ap el™or 4 A, _eInlom)eingy - _q/2 < & < d/2
ay, gln-e Moreinoy, x> d)2
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where 'L = bi|k g and A+ = cy ng’ Then the electric field can be calculated as

key=
1 OH,
E.(z,y) =
() wepe Oy
— 23, ng’ Ty elrloreiny, x < —d/2 (B20)
=9 —5= Y ng? (Apyelmlom 4 A, _eInlom)einoy - —d/2 <z < d/2
_wszsl Zn nQZFn_€f|n|gz€ingy’ T > d/2
i OH,
Eyz,y) = _wgoa ox
wao Z ‘n‘g2r €|n|gzeingy’ T < —d/2 (B21)
— —wl‘ﬁs Zn \n\g (A n+€\n\gw _ An,e_|”|9“")emgy, —d/2 <z <d/2
Tt 32, [n|g?T - eImlomeinay, v > df2

The power absorption in one period is

1
Pun = / swclmle)(| L[ +|E, ) dady

slab
, /2
I
Wep|€
—d/2
la]*Im][e] 2 4 (! Apy | Inlgd _ _—|nlgd [An[? —Inlgd _ Inlgd
=—=> ngh|———(e""—e " e 9% — g9
weole? ; 2|n|g( )+ —2|n|g( )

where the integration on y cancels the terms /™ )% unless n = n’. From the power

absorption in one period, we can derive an effective surface conductivity as the continuous-k

method in Eq. where

(zy) ]{702 IIIl[E] 2 4h |1&/n+‘2 |n|gd —|nlgd ‘Ixn |2 —|n|gd |n|gd
7 E g - nrl — — B23
abs 8m2|e|? ~ " 2|n|g (e c )+ —2|n|g( e) (B23)

The above two methods (discrete-k and continuous-k) both give the spectrum of surface
conductivity. They are identical when the k-vector of SPP is large (see Fig. , but differ
when the k-vector is small (near 0 and w, frequencies). This difference comes from neglecting
the branch cut when applying the residue theorem in the continuous-k method. Therefore,

the discrete-k method is more accurate for the local calculation.

Appendix C: Nonlocal calculation

In the presence of nonlocality, we have two potential functions: the divergence-free mag-

netic field H, and the curl-free scalar potential function ¢. By imposing the continuity of H,
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FIG. 7. Real part of the surface conductivity calculated with the discrete-k and continuous-k

methods.

and F,, together with vanishing normal component of current density J at the metal inter-
face (J, = 0), we can obtain the mode amplitude in k-space. In the calculation, the WKB
approximation is deployed. Under this approximation, the derivative of potential function
on y is only for the phase factor e**v¥. By looking at the pole of these mode amplitudes, we

can arrive at the following dispersion relation:

k
Pl (o ettt — 1yena D)ky|(e = ey + 2(1 + el 4 208 — gelmultmld 4 2(k4mdye o
R

+ (2Rl — 1) (e 4 1)e(e1 4 1)k) 4 4elFs T4 (e(e + 1) cosh(|k, |d] + (€2 + 1) sinh[|ky|d]) sinh[kd] = 0

(C1)

Then by using a Fourier transform, the potential function H, and ¢ in real space can be
expressed as Eqs. [11] and [12

The continuous-k method allows for a more accurate way to study the variation of k
vector along the slab in the nonlocal calculation. However, neglecting the branch cut when
using the residue theorem for the continuous-k method leads to some discrepancy when k
is small. In comparison, the discrete-k method has avoided the residue theorem such that
there is no error in the case of the local calculation, but it is unable to describe the variation
of k vector along the slab in the nonlocal calculation. In view of the error of the continuous-
k method and negligible nonlocal effect at low frequency, we utilize the local results from
discrete-k method for low frequency and the nonlocal result from the continuous-k method

for high frequency.

Following the scenario in the continuous-k method, we evaluate the field at y = 0, for
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the a, mode

. az k2, 1+e'P0
i2ma, eV it et r < —d/2
. 2 _ 2 &
Hz($7y> = ZQWax(Ai«ze Ky + A(ize \/k‘pyx) 111_:’5;)’ _d/2 <r< d/2 (C2)
. az —+/ k2, x1+e'90
i2ma, % e” VT e x> d/2
The electric field E, is
2magk - k2
—i e D eV T T < —d/2
Ep(x,y) = § —i2meten (A% eVHu® 4 A% e VIBT) - 2esshlnn)in (e erpr 4 Qs e=rn®) —d/2 < 2 < d/2
2magk az —/ k2, x
72?61“41—‘_6 LE SN x>d/2
(C3)
For the a, mode at y = 0, we have
. 2
i2ma, TS eV ™, r < —d/2
. 2 _ 2
H.(z,y) = i2ma, (A eVF™ £ A%e VFRT) —d/2 <z < d/2 (C4)
. _ 2
i21a, T e VFe®, x>d/2
Ta ay 2 et
ittty o et _—
Ex(w,y) = § (-2 (AY eV FhuT A% TV BT (2wt (v enpr 4 QT erpm)) 100 /9 < 3 < df2
2mayk a 71/k271 i
-t weZETy IYe v iizid)g ’ @ > d/2
(C5)

As opposed to the local case, the symmetric band and the anti-symmetric band overlap
in frequencies between wg, and w,. In this case, multiple SPP modes can be excited at the
same frequency. We consider three poles together in the calculation of power flow, which

can be written as

P =T la > Re [f(kij)Péis} (C6)



where ¢ and j stand for the index of three modes considered. The expression for Pabs is

A
0,J

~(VEitVE 4 4 P e o~ (VR4

oy

o BRIV W) 2 (VB VR
/k.2 /k2 _ /k2 /k.2
p7, PJ p’L pJj
LA GRS VRV A VB L VREVE)

/1.2 / 2 /1.2 / 2
km kpj o kpt km
n Sgn(k:i)ﬁpi( Qpifly NECRNCARL B CIVE AL St _ iy (e VRS o Rt /R )
lipi + k?)] 7K’;D1 + /k12)_7

+%( Kpi— \/k;zn* 2 — e (Kpi— \/kgj*)%)_A'_L( (—kpi— \/k;z)]* 2 — e~ Kpi\/kzzn*)g)))

/1.2 /1.2
- kpj —HRpi — km

(C7)
and
ibn \ *
(Tiigj) a, mode
f(kiz) = e (C8)
1+4ei?0i d
o a, mode
Then, this power flow can be modeled as an effective surface conductivity, written as
Ocr = UabsUeO a, mode
(C9)
Omr = O'absO'm() sin® 6;,, a, mode
in which
v kT .
o =5 Re [f(km) Zfbs] (C10)
i,j=1,2,3



where o} is written as

i
O.J
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~ (bt Lol (/e 4 En LI (R
/1.2 / 2 1 2 2
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Appendix D: Numerical verification
o Local o Nonlocal
0.8—(a) Analytic 08 (b) Analytic
————— Comsol ----- Comsol
T=50nm & 0' _
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10 %00 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
1.0 wlwp 10 wlw),
0.8-(C) Analytic | 08 (d) Analytic
Comsol
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wlw), wlw,

FIG. 8. Numerical verification of the reflection spectrum for the near-sinusoidal metasurface under
normal incidence. Top row: T = 50 nm, the maximum gap &4, = 10 nm and the minimum gap
Omin = 0.5 nm; bottom row: T'= 100 nm, the maximum gap dpmq; = 20 nm and the minimum gap

Omin = 1 nm.

We also verify our analytic calculation with finite element solver Comsol Multiphysics.
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We have considered two sets of near-sinusoidal metasurfaces with period 7" = 50 nm and

T = 100 nm, shown in Fig. [§| For a given metasurface, both local and nonlocal calculations

are provided. The good agreement between analytic and numerical solutions confirms the

validity of our theoretical framework. The nonlocal simulations are based on the RF and

PDE modules in Comso

1259 where the hydrodynamic system of equations in the metal are

implemented as

L,

V XV x E = k2E + iwpod
! ’ (D1)
B*V(V - J) 4+ w(w +il)J = iwwreoE
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