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Abstract. A theory of van der Waals (vdW) interaction between an atom (in ground or excited state) and
a birefringent dielectric surface with an arbitrary orientation of the principal optic axis (C-axis) is pre-
sented. Our theoretical approach is based on quantum-mechanical linear response theory, using generalized
susceptibilities for both atom and electromagnetic field. Resonant atom-surface coupling is predicted for
excited-state atoms interacting with a dispersive dielectric surface, when an atom de-excitation channel
gets into resonance with a surface polariton mode. In the non-retarded regime, this resonant coupling can
lead to enhanced attractive or repulsive vdW surface forces, as well as to a dissipative coupling increasing
the excited-state relaxation. We show that the strongly non-scalar character of the interaction with the
birefringent surface produces a C-axis-dependent symmetry-breaking of the atomic wavefunction. Changes
of the C-axis orientation may also lead to a frequency shift of the surface polariton mode, allowing for
tuning on or off the resonant coupling, resulting in a special type of engineering of surface forces. This is
analysed here in the case of cesium 6D3/, level interacting with a sapphire interface, where it is shown
that an adequate choice of the sapphire C-axis orientation allows one to transform vdW surface attraction
into repulsion, and to interpret recent experimental observations based on selective reflection methods
[H. Failache et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 5467 (1999)].

PACS. 42.50.Ct Quantum description of interaction of light and matter; related experiments —
12.20.Ds Specific calculations — 32.70.Jz Line shapes, widths, and shifts

1 Introduction

Van der Waals forces between neutral polarisable bod-
ies [1-6] represent an ubiquitous interaction, the influence
of which is central in numerous fields of physics, chem-
istry and biology. In physical sciences, the van der Waals
(vdW) interactions are responsible for collisional shifts
and broadening of spectral lines in vapours, and their at-
tractive character is essential for the cohesion of numerous
molecular systems or clusters, among many other effects.
Recently the long-range dipole attraction between atomic
systems and metallic or dielectric bodies (Lennard-Jones
[2]) has been the subject of a renewed interest because of
its fundamental importance in the field of cavity Quan-
tum Electrodynamics (QED) [7], or in atomic-force mi-
croscopes [8]. In this case, the vdW interaction originates
in the quantum fluctuations of the atomic dipole which
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instantaneously polarises the surface, and induces a cor-
related dipole image. This near-field image is responsible
for the attractive character of the vdW interaction, which
scales in 1/d® (d is the atom-surface distance) [2].

Many theoretical studies of vdW atom-surface inter-
actions have been performed over the years, starting with
ground-state atoms interacting with perfect metallic mir-
rors, both in the non-retarded and retarded regime (e.g.
propagation effects [4]): level shifts, distance laws for sur-
face forces... The influence of the material dispersion for
metallic or dielectric surfaces has been analysed by sev-
eral authors [9-12]. Also the effect of atomic excitation
has been considered to describe enhancement or inhibi-
tion of spontaneous emission in a confined space, along
with surface-induced level shifts, for either perfect reflec-
tors [12-14] or ideal dielectric surfaces [15]. On the other
hand, dielectric dispersion and the related surface polari-
ton resonances have been included in several theoretical
approaches to excited-state interactions [12,16-18]. Vir-
tual energy exchange between excited atom and surface
may lead to a resonant enhancement of the interaction,
along with a possibility of sign reversal, i.e. the predic-
tion of atom-surface van der Waals repulsion which has
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been recently observed in selective reflection spectroscopy
experiments [19)].

In all the above works, the solid-state medium is as-
sumed to be homogeneous and isotropic. Interactions of
ground state atoms with birefringent dielectrics has been
studied by a few authors for an optic axis normal to the
surface [20]. Extension to excited-state atoms has been
performed for an optic axis normal to the surface [18]. For
ground-state atoms, it has been shown by Fichet et al. [18]
(e.g. in the case of a sapphire surface), that the birefrin-
gence of the dielectric medium does not basically modify
the properties of the atom-surface interaction because or-
dinary and extraordinary indices are not very different
in the wavelength range outside of the resonances. This
is no longer the case for ezcited-state atoms interacting
with birefringent dispersive dielectrics in the presence of a
resonant coupling [18]: surface polariton resonances may
strongly depend on the relative orientation of the crystal
C-axis and the surface normal, inducing a surface polari-
ton shift with the crystal orientation which may “tune”
the atom-surface coupling on- and off-resonance.

The object of this article is to present a general theo-
retical description of the non-retarded interaction between
an atom (in an arbitrary internal energy state) and a dis-
persive dielectric surface with an arbitrary orientation of
the birefringence axis.

2 Theoretical framework

As recalled above, in the simple case of uniaxial media
whose principal optic axis is perpendicular to the inter-
face, the form of the interaction has been derived in [18]. In
that case, the cylindrical symmetry of the system around
the optic axis allows us to use the well-known image dipole
model to derive an interaction scaling in d—3, like in the
isotropic case, but with an image factor:

e—1

Et where &= ,/e.€0. (1)

In equation (1), €., go are respectively the extraordinary
and ordinary dielectric constants.

For an uniaxial crystal whose optic axis makes an an-
gle 6 with the normal to the surface, the problem is much
more complicated, and we can no longer use the image
model.

In the case of an atom at thermal equilibrium at 0 K,
i.e. for an atom in its ground state, there have been many
related works about the interaction between two macro-
scopic anisotropic media with flat parallel interfaces in
thermal equilibrium at 0 K (see for example [21-23]).
Then, diluting one of the media down to one atom, one
can deduce the van der Waals shift of the atomic ground-
state. This approach does not work for an arbitrary ex-
cited state, which cannot be described in a thermal equi-
librium formalism.

So, to analyse the excited-state response, we gen-
eralize the quantum-mechanical linear-response formal-
ism ([10-12]) to the case of an anisotropic dispersive
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dielectric interface, in order to derive the level-shifts of
atoms in an arbitrary internal state. In Section 3, we re-
mind the expression of the interaction Hamiltonian and
the calculation of the shift for any non-degenerate state,
as done in [12]. In Section 4, we consider the particular
case of an interface with anisotropic media, whose optic
axis makes an arbitrary angle 6 with the normal to the
surface. We derive also the modification of the transition
rate of any excited state of the atom near an birefringent
interface as well as the modification of all transition prob-
abilities (Sect. 5). Then, it is possible to write (Sect. 6)
the evolution equations for the atom due to the coupling
with the reservoir (vacuum+surface). We define an effec-
tive Hamiltonian in Section 7. Knowing its off-diagonal
elements, this allows us to give an example of application
of this work to sapphire and cesium (Sect. 8), in relation
with recent experiments [19,29].

The key-point of this work, after having developed the
field radiated by the dipole in a sum of plane waves, is to
derive the field reflected by the surface at the location of
the dipole, and consequently to calculate the Fresnel coef-
ficients for the reflection of a plane wave by an anisotropic
interface. Starting with Maxwell equations and boundary
conditions at the interface, it is a cumbersome work, while
one only needs the limit of these coefficients in the non-
retarded case. We can also find directly this limit using
electrostatic equations with appropriate boundary condi-
tions (Appendix A). We verify that we obtain the same
result on the simple case of the optic axis perpendicular
to the interface (Appendix B).

To conclude this introduction, we specify our basic as-
sumptions:

— d < X where X represents any wavelength correspond-
ing to a transition between states of the atom or of the
dielectric;

— d > ag, where ag is the inter-atomic distance in the
solid media. That allows us to describe it with macro-
scopic dielectric constants g and ., whose values will
appear in Fresnel coefficients;

— the atom is treated as a purely quantum-mechanical
object, not necessarily isotropic.

3 Level-shift of an arbitrary atomic state

We keep only the dipolar term in the multipolar develop-
ment of the interaction between the charges and the field
(Power-Zienau-Woolley Hamiltonian: see for example [24]
p. 282). What is called “the charges” is the fluctuating
atomic dipole, located at a point ro (see Fig. 1). What
is called “the field”, or “reservoir” is the rest of the sys-
tem, supposed first without any interaction with the atom
(radiation field in presence of the surface, but also surface
excitations, etc.). We consider only the case of low temper-
atures: kT < hw, where hw is the lowest typical energy
among atomic or surface transition energies. Then, the
coupling Hamiltonian is written:

V=- /P(r) -D(r)dr (2)
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Fig. 1. Location of the atomic dipole above the interface.

D(r) is the displacement field operator, transverse for a
neutral system. P(r) is the polarisation density operator.
Here we have: P(r) = pdé(r — ro), p being the dipole
moment operator. This gives for the Hamiltonian:

V = —p-D(ro). 3)

Then, following the linear response theory, the level-shifts
can be expressed as functions of the susceptibilities of the
field and of the atom in the |a) state. Keeping the nota-
tions of [12], we write them respectively Gog(r, ro;w) and
ags(w). The Greek subscripts denote Cartesian compo-
nents of the second order tensors G and ‘a® . They have

to be summed over when repeated.
In quantum mechanics, the susceptibilities are defined

from the correlation functions:
for the “field”:

i

= ([Dafr,

for the atom in a-state:

= Ll 1a(0) 15 0)] (@)1, (5)

Gap(r,ro;t) = t), Dp(ro, 0)]) O(t),  (4)

In those formulas, D(r,t) and w(t) are now interaction-
picture operators, and the angular brackets indicate:
for G, an ensemble average (with Gibbs distribution) over
the field-states, and, for at , the mean value in the a-state

of the atom. Normal brackets are usual commutators.
Taking the time Fourier transforms:

+oo
Gap(r,ro;w) :/ dt Gop(r, ro;t)el! (6)
+o0 B .
ags(w) :/ dta‘;ﬁ(t)el“’t (7)

one obtains the susceptibilities we need.
In particular, the polarisability of an arbitrary a-state
can be written:

a _ Ma /’Lﬁ
(W) = hz[% T

an

P g
Wna + (W +in)

wna,u'a Mﬁ
= 8
T h Z (w+in)?’ ()
where p2% = (nluqla) = p&" is assumed (for the free atom,

with time-reversal invariance, wave-functions of states a
and n can be chosen real), and 7 — 0+.
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For the field, the simplest way to have the susceptibil-
ity at frequency w is to remember, from linear-response
theory, that G (r,ro;w)p is the expectation value of the
displacement field at r generated by a classical dipole os-
cillating at frequency w: p(t) = poe™'“?, located at rg (see
[24], p. 354, ex. 6).

In the half-space above the interface, where is located
the atom, the relation between the electric field and the
displacement field is then:

t) +dmp(t)d(r — ro). 9)

For the component oscillating at w, t(l_le tensorial Green
functions of the dipole are denoted: F (r,ro;w) for the

electric field and G (r,ro;w) for the displacement field:

D(r,t) = E(r

>

E(r,w) = F (r,ro;w)u,
D(r,w) = G (r,ro;w)p. (10)

We have: Gog = GEB + Ggﬁ, G?Xﬁ being the vacuum sus-
ceptibility (that of the field radiated by an atom in free
space), and GSB the susceptibility of the field reflected by

the surface. Using equations (9, 10):
Ggﬂ(r,ro;w) = Fgﬂ(r,ro;w) + 4130 (r — ro),
Ggﬁ(rv I'();w) = Fg}ﬁ(n To; w)'

(11)

(It is the last function that we need to obtain the contri-
bution of the anisotropic interface.)

Using second-order perturbation, the calculation leads
to the total shift (vacuum + surface) of an arbitrary
atomic state |a):

0Ea=P > p

I,N,n

I){a, I|V|n, N)(n, N|V|a, I)

x [ ! (12)

EI+Ea*EN*En ’
where P denotes the principal part. Capital letters indi-
cate eigenstates of the reservoir, small letters those of the
atom, when there is no interaction between them.

The surface contribution appears as the sum of two
terms: § Bl which is the part of the shift due to quantum-
mechanical fluctuations, and JE}.®, its resonant part,
which exists only for exc1ted states of the atom, and has
a classical analogy:

(6B,)™" = 6B + 6L,
1
e e S
h < R : :
S d€ Go5(ro,10;18)aap(i&),  (13b)

VB, = — Zﬂan 3 ReGl5(ro, To; wna)O(Wan).-

(13c¢)

(13a)

aﬁ I'(), To; 15)
£ 4w,

SEN

In formulas (13): O(wgy) is the Heaviside function, and
Wna = Wy — W, must be negative to give a non-zero value
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Fig. 2. The z-axis is the intersection of the interface plane with
the plane perpendicular to the principal optic axis C. The angle
between this optic axis and the normal to the surface (z-axis)
is 6.

Fig. 3. Unit vectors for propagating waves in the vacuum (in-
dex 0). § and K are in the interface plane, and normal to each

other. k; is the incident wave-vector, ki is the reflected one.

to the second term. GaRﬁ(r,rO;w) and ags(w) are func-
tions of the complex variable w, analytic in the upper
half-plane and taking purely real values for imaginary fre-
quencies (i€).

Now, we have to find the contribution of the reflected
field to the susceptibility, in the case of an anisotropic
interface with an arbitrary oriented optic axis.

4 Level-shift of an atom near an anisotropic
surface

4.1 Introduction

We generalize the work of Sipe [25] to the case of an
anisotropic interface, writing the susceptibility of the field
reflected by the surface at the position of the atom:

ik2 dK (
Wo

+Rpspgé + RPPpg Py ) el Wod),

<< R

G (ro,ro;w)— R*°88 + R°P5py

(14)

In the isotropic case, an incident s-wave is reflected into a
s-wave, and an incident p-wave into a p-one. For reflection
of a wave coming from an isotropic media (vacuum here)
upon an anisotropic interface, we must calculate the four
Fresnel coefficients R% to obtain the s and p components
of the reflected field in function of the s and p components
of the incident one:

R _ 1 I
E® = R**E! + RVE,

E) = RPE, + R"E,. (15)

Let us first explain the notations used in equation (14):
see Figures 1-3.
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In Cartesian coordinates, with unit vectors denoted:
X, ¥, z, the dielectric surface is the (%X, §) plane, and the
location of the atom is: ro = zoX + Yoy + dZ, where d is
positive. The x-axis is chosen parallel to the intersection
of any plane perpendicular to the optic axis with the plane
of the interface, and the X-direction can always be chosen
in such a way that the azimuthal angle ¢ between X and K
satisfies (g9 — &) sinp > 0, K being the projection of the
wave-vector on the (X, §) plane. This condition is neces-
sary for getting a physical solution to Maxwell equations
into the dielectric (see Appendix A).

Formula (14) yields the reflected field as a superpo-
sition of plane waves with real wave-vector components
(K cos %, K sinpy) in the plane of the interface. In the
z-direction, the waves are propagating or evanescent de-
pending whether K < kg or K > kg = w/c Then, the
wave-vectors in the vacuum are written: ki = K + Woz
in which subscript 0 in W, indicates that the propa-
gation takes place in the vacuum. The complex root

Wy = (kg — K2)1/2 must have either RelWy > 0 when
ImWy = 0, or ImWy > 0 when ReW, = 0.

The unit vectors § and f)Oi specify the directions of the
electric vector in s and p polarised waves (see Fig. 3):

(16)

where K = K/K.

In the case of p-polarisation, these vectors are different
for reflected (+) or incident (—) propagating or evanescent
waves, which makes appear the term f)ar Do - The notations
like pd P, indicates a projector; for example, (P Py )p =
f)g (Pg -1)- A phase-vector e?Wod 4150 appears because of
the reflection from the surface.

With these notations, we can specify that, in equa-
tion (15): ER E, + and EI E, -

Then, to obtaln the w- component of the field reflected
by the surface at the location of the atom: ER(rg,w) =

8 R(ro, ro;w)u, we have to calculate the four Fresnel co-
efficients in the retarded regime. For that, one has to write
the boundary conditions at the interface: continuity of
tangential components of E and B and continuity of the
normal component of D, the fields being a sum of an inci-
dent field and a reflected one in the vacuum, and a sum of
an ordinary field and an extraordinary one in the birefrin-
gent dielectric. This leads to a linear system of six equa-
tions for each component (s and p) of the incident wave.
The solution for any value of the angle 6 between the optic
axis and the normal to the interface cannot take a simple
form. In Appendix B, we calculate the values of retarded
Fresnel coefficients for the simplest case C'; (6 = 0). For an
arbitrary angle, the calculation is much too cumbersome
and we will see below that we do not need it really.

4.2 Near-field limit

Here, we look for the near-field limit of the van der Waals
shift, when the location of the atom and all characteristic
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frequencies of the atom w; and of the dielectric w; are such
that w; ;/c < 1/d. So we only need the quasi-stationary
limit of G "

First, we can note that, among the sum of operators
contributing to ((_;‘:R in formula (14), only k2pospo— is
not vanishing when kg = w/c — 0 (see the expression of
unit vectors § and p in Eq. (16)).

Secondly, we see in Appendix A that only RPP has a
non-zero static limit, and keeps the meaning of a “reflec-
tion” coeflicient on a dispersive dielectric surface for static
fields!.

So we calculate the kg = w/c — 0 limit of RPP for any
angle 0 (0 < 0 < 7/2) between the optic axis of the uni-
axial medium and the normal to the surface, writing the
boundary conditions directly in the electrostatic regime.
The calculation is reported in Appendix A. We find:

\/5056 (1 + §sin® 0 cos? <p) -1

(17)
\/5056 (1 + §sin® 0 cos? <p) +1

Ry (p) =

In this formula, 0 = (g9 — €¢)/ze.

Of course, in formulas (13) giving the van der Waals
shift, this zero-order limit in w/c must remain valid when
performing the integration over frequencies. We must re-
mind that of;(w) takes significant values only in nar-
row domains around some frequencies w;. In these do-
mains, under the condition: w;/c <« 1/d, we can take
the quasi-static limit of RPP (we call it RS') to calculate
Gsﬁ (ro,ro;w ~ 0). But we have to take into account the
dependence of the Fresnel coefficient on w, through the
dependence of the dielectric constants ey and &. of
the dispersive media: like af;(w), €9 and e are func-
tions of w smooth everywhere except around some fre-
quencies w; such that: w;/c < 1/d.

Finally, to calculate the near-field limit of
G ®(ro,ro;w), we assume in equation (14): RPP =
R (p,w), where the w-dependence of RPP comes now
only from the dependency of €. and ¢g on w. We said
above that, among the sum of operators contributing to
G R, only k;gf)a’ Py is not vanishing when ko = w/c — 0.
So, we have simply, using equation (16) and integrating
over K:

<R

1 27 , PN
Ghlromiw) = o [ deRI) @) (19

with:
cos?p  singcosp —icosp
pg . . 92 ..
P (p) = | sinpcosp sin“¢ —ising (19)
icosp ising 1

1 We have to make an exception for the perfect conductor.
The two Fresnel coefficients do not depend on w. R*® = —1,
as well as: RP? = 41, do not vanish in the static limit. In this
case, it is the first argument which explains why we keep only
the term in RP? in the integrand of equation (14).
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Then, this solution reported in equation (13) leads to
the following expression for the quantum-mechanical level-
shift:

]_ an an 2
SELO) = o5 O, Ao(wna) 115" [” + Bo(wna) [115"|

+ [A0(wna) + Bo(wna)] [12"° (20)
with:

2 e Wna 2 d@ S . 2
Ag(wna) = ;/0 dfm/o — [R5 (¢,i)] cos® ¢
(21a)

2 o Wna 2 d@ S . i 2
By(wna) = ;/0 dfm/o - [R3 (¢,i)] sin® ¢
(21h)

(the sum is over all atomic-state n coupled by dipolar
transition to the a-state. In general, n must include all
the quantum numbers which define the n-state), and its
resonant part, which can be written:

res 1 an an 2
6Ea (9) = _W Z A/G(Wna) |:U'x |2 + Bé(wna) ’/J'y ‘
n<a
+ [AIG (Wna) + Bé (Wna)] |Mgn|2 (22)
with:

2 d
AY(wna) = /0 %’02 [ReRj (0, wna)] cos® ¢ (23a)

2m
d .
By(wna) = / b [ReRj (¢, wna)] sin® ¢.
0

(23b)
T
For the resonant part, the notation n < a indicates that
the sum is only over all n-states such that w, < w, (cou-
pling in emission).

In the case of cylindrical symmetry (axis normal to
the surface, § = 0), R;' depends no longer on ¢ and we
recover the same results as in reference [18].

4.3 VdW shift operator for a non-degenerate level a

For the contribution of the anisotropic (or isotropic) sur-
face to the shift, we can write (see Egs. (13, 20, 22)):
OB = (a|W (a)|a), (24)

where we have defined an operator W(a) (vdW shift op-
erator for level a) by:

1 oo Gaplro,To; if)
W@ =~ (el lshona [ A6
- Z(ua|n><n|uﬁ)ReGgﬁ(r0;rO;Wna)Q(Wan) (25)

n
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or, equivalently,

W(a)=)

n

1/+OodgwnaG55(r07r0;i§)
0

R (2 +w2,)

- RGGS,B (ro,To; Wna)e(wan)] | <TL|/L,3. (26)

Let us write:

1 /+oo dgwnaGg{g (I'O; To; 16)
™ Jo (§2 + w%a)

- ReGSﬁ (ro, ro; Wna)e(wan>] = Cap (a,n), (27)

(Cap are real numbers). Then:

W(a) =Y Cagla,n)paln)(n|us. (28)

This is the general formula, valid for both retarded and
static cases, and for any interface (isotropic, anisotropic,
or perfect conductor). In the case of a birefringent uniaxe
media, and within the near-field limit, we have found the
simple formulas:

W(a) = Wi(a) + W™(a)

1
“ 1683 Z Ag(Wna) ) (1| e

(29)
Wha) =
+ Bo(wna) iy 1) (0 11y
+ (Ap(wna) + Bo(wna))pz|n)(nfp.
Wres(a) = _16% Z AIG (Wna)ﬂarln> <n|Mx

(30)

+ Bé(wna),uay|n> <n|,uy
+ (A(/Q(Wna) +B{9(Wna))ﬂz|n><n|‘uz’ (31)

where the A, B, A’ B’ are defined in equations (21, 23).

5 Interface contribution to the transition rate
in the case of birefringent media

In the same way, we can derive from equations (16-18) the
modification of the transition rate of any excited atomic

state induced by the reflected field. From Fermi’s Golden
rule, one finds (see [12]):

sur 2 an , na
st = -7 Zua 13 ImG Y 5(r0, 705 Wna) O (Wan )
-3 rmt

Note that: Gag(r,1'; —w) = G} 4(r,1';w). So, we can de-
fine a positive probability by second for the atom to do a

(32)
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transition from level a to level n because of the coupling
with the reflected field, valid for any pair (a,n):

2
e = ;—iu(énuﬁalmGga(ro,ro;wan)e(wan)' (33)

Introducing two functions analogue to (2la, 21b) and
(24a, 24b):

27
de sta
AY (Wan) = /0 — [ImR§™ (¢, wan)] cos® ¢ (34a)
27 d(p
Y (Wan) = / — [ImRS™ (0, wan)] sin® ¢ (34b)
0
we obtain?:
surf 21 " an|2 1" an |2
ISy = 783 Z A (Wan) g " + By (wan) |1y |
n<a
+ [Alel (wan) + Bg(‘*’an)] |Mgn|2- (35)

In (35), the sum is only over all n-state such that w, < wq.
We can also define an operator I'"{(a) giving the
modification of the width of level a by the surface:

sur 2
I3 =(al 7 D (paln)(nlps)ImG s (vo, 1o; Wan)O (wan) |a)

n

=(al ™" (a)|a) (36)
which gives in the anisotropic case:
SUr 2 1
f(a) T hss P AY (wan) () (np)
+ By (wan ) (1t [n) (nl 1y )
+ [AF (wan) + By (wan)] (pz|n)(nlpz).  (37)

6 Interface contribution to the atom master
equation

With the help of equations (24-28) and (33-37), we can
write the equations describing the evolution of populations
and coherences under the coupling with the reservoir. We
write only the contribution of the surface to the master
equation. So, we keep only the contribution of the reflected
field G® to the linear susceptibility: G = G° + GR, the
other part giving the contribution of vacuum fluctuations
without any surface. The vacuum contribution is given in
[26] and references therein.

2 Asin Section 4, we have to treat separately the well-known
case of the perfect conductor. Fresnel coefficients have no imag-
inary parts, and formulas (34, 35) are not correct. One has to
look for the first non-zero term of ImG’EB when w/c — 0 and
apply (33). We recall that, for a perfect conductor, integration
in equation (13) can be performed exactly, giving shifts, tran-
sition probabilities, and widths, even in the retarded case [12].
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6.1 Evolution of populations due to the surface

In the secular approximation [26]:

do surf
(%) = X (o - gnarz)
n#a

_ surf surf
= _Fa Oaqa + § UnTLFn—>a
n#a

(38)

with I3 = (2/h) s p*ImGE

Egs. (33-35)), and wqpn = wq
The modification of the width of level a being (see
Egs. (32, 36, 37)):

> L,
n#a
= Z hua"ugaImGgﬁ(ro, ro; Wan)O(Wan)

= <alfs‘“f(a)la>'

(ro, ro; Wan)O(wan) (see
— Wp.

Fsurf

The last term of equation (38) gives, with equa-
tions (83-35) the part of population transferred from upper
levels n to level a because of the surface.

6.2 Evolution of atomic coherences due to the surface

For a non-degenerate Bohr frequency wgp, in the secular
approximation, the evolution under the total coupling is
given by [26]:

doap
dt

= (—iwab lAab ab) Oab- (39)
The contribution of the surface appears in the last two
terms.

(i) In Ay = (1/R)(0E, — Ey), we keep only the con-
tribution of the reflected field to the shifts:

(6Eqa — 8Bp)™™" = (a|W(a)|a)

where W (a) is defined in equations (24-31).
(ii) In:

(bW (b)|b),  (40)

(Zra%+2rb%) = (IL+ 1) (41)

n#a n#b

we take also the contribution of the surface: I‘;}jrf =

(rswt ) /20 where the '™ are defined in equa-
tion (32).
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Finally, the contribution of the reflected field to the
evolution of coherences is:

do b surf .
a sur
<—> ( 1Aab - ab) Oab

i (42)

. [<a|W(a)|a> — (bW (b)[b)
. %<a|rsurf(a)|a> _

%Fsurf(a)|a>

G

7 [l -

ik

W) + 5F8“f(b>|b>} o (43)

If we define a non-Hermitian operator acting only on
level a: W'(a) = W (a) — (ih/2) """ (a), equation (43) be-
comes:

dogp surf i W o B
(F> T h {<“| (a)la) — (BIW"" (b)[b)| Oab-
(44)

It is possible to introduce a purely diagonal non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian:

=2l

Then, equation (44) gives:

surf .
(dgzb) - 7’1_1 [<a ‘W’a — o't bﬂ . (46)

The diagonal elements of this Hamiltonian W’ give us the
vdW shifts and modifications of the widths, but not the
feeding of any state a by atoms leaving upper states n, as
detailed in equation (38).

YA W (@) (il (45)

7 Effective Hamiltonian for an atom
near an interface

We have to come back at the beginning of the calculation.
Let us call Hy = H,; + Hg the free Hamiltonian, without
interaction between the atom and the reservoir (reservoir
= vacuum + surface). The eigen states are: |a, I), their
energy being: E, + E; = h(w, + wy). Capital letters de-
note eigenstates of the reservoir, small letters, eigenstates
of the atom. The interaction potential between the atom
and the field is: V = —pu-D(rg) (Eq. (3)). We want to find
an Hamiltonian H.g for the atom in which is taken into
account the effect of the reservoir and more precisely an ef-
fective atomic Hamiltonian describing the effect of the sur-
face H si‘%rf. We want not only its diagonal elements (vdW
shifts are already found (see Egs. (29-31)) and the modifi-
cation by the surface of transition rates (see Egs. (33-35)),
but also the mean effect of the reservoir on off-diagonal
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elements. W', as defined above, is purely diagonal and
non-Hermitian (see Eqs. (44-46)).

One obtains an off-diagonal element for the atom’s
Hamiltonian by taking the mean value over the reservoir
states of the corresponding off-diagonal element of the to-
tal Hamiltonian: H = Hy+V = H,, + Hg +V:

> (D) > _p() (a]Hig|b)
- <a > p(I)Hg

(here p(I) = e~ F1/*T /7 if we suppose the reservoir at
thermal equilibrium at temperature T').
So we look for an Hamiltonian:

eﬂffzp Heffa

with the following properties:

<aaI|H0+V|baI> =

b> (47)

(48)

(i)  hermitic,

(ii) giving the same eigen-values that H, with the same
degeneracy, at least at second order in V. (We have
calculated the shift of any atomic level due to the
surface taking the second order perturbation in V'),
which does not act between two different states I
and J of the reservoir. That comes from the defini-
tion of the trace (see Eq. (47)): H.; acts only inside
the I-multiplicity of the reservoir.

(i)

Such a calculation is classical in atom-field interactions
(see [26], p. 41, and references therein). One has to find
an unitary transformation 7 = ¥, with an operator S
chosen to be non-diagonal on the field states. Let us report
the result obtained at second order in V:

(al Heglb) = (Ez + Eobab) +
+ 5 > {a, I|V|n, N) (n, N|V|b,I)
n,N#£I

{a, I|V]b, T)

1 1
X + , (49)
Er+E,—-Ex—-FE, E+E —-Ev—-E,

where the energies of the two levels play a symmetric role.

The first term gives the energy of the free system, when
a="b.

The second term is zero because the interaction po-
tential: V = —p - D(rg) = —pta Do is made of products of
non-diagonal operators (D, in the basis of field-states as
well as 1, in the basis of atomic states).

When E, = E, if |a) is a non-degenerate state, the
third term will give the second order correction like it is
obtained from perturbation theory. We can write it, after
doing the statistic average over the reservoir states:

_PZP

I,N,n

(a|Hegr)a) I){a,I|VIn, N)(n,N|V|a,I)

1
X , (50
|:EI+EQ_EN_ETL (50)
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where P denotes the principal part.

This result has already been obtained (see Egs. (12
13)). For the contribution of the surface (anisotropic or
isotropic), we can write (see Eqgs. (24-31)):

(a|HZ | a) = (a[W(a)|a).

When E, # E,, we can now write the matrix elements of
H2wt, Formula (49) gives us:

(a|HH"| b) = <a

When |a) is a degenerate level, we obtain in the same way
the matrix elements in the a-multiplicity:

(a|HH"|d") = (a|W(a)|a') .

SEswt — (51)

5 (52)

Lwa) + W(b))‘b>.

(53)

8 Application: the case of cesium 6D3/, level
and sapphire

The key-point is that transition wy,, = —12.147 pm from
6D3/5 to 7P/ of cesium is resonant with one of the ab-
sorption frequencies of sapphire surface.

We want to evaluate the resonant part, which is the
main contribution to the shift for this excited state [27].
Formulas (24-26) are written in function of the Cartesian
components of dipole:

res an an 2
SE(0) = ~ o 2 Ab(@na) 3" + By(wna) 1"
+ [Ale (Wna) + B{9 (Wna)] |Mgn|2 (54)
with
2
d
Ay (wna) = / ¥y 2 [ReRy (¢, wna)] cos? @,
0

27 dsﬁ

Bjy(wna) = /0 ?2 [ReR§ (¢, wna)] sin® ¢. (55)

The label a represents several quantum numbers of the
free atom. For example, the level 6D3/, has J = 3/2,
L =2 8=1/2,n=6. We will consider first that the
van der Waals interaction is a small perturbation to the
free-atom Hamiltonian, this one including the fine struc-
ture term: so, eigen-vectors of the free atom are labelled
|7, J, M). We consider first the cesium atom without hy-
perfine structure: indeed, the vdW surface interaction does
not couple to the nuclear spin, and the hyperfine energy
is small compared to the energy scale relevant to the sap-
phire resonance. One has to add the hyperfine correction
once found the new eigen-states, after coupling with the
surface.

So, levels a, d,
J=13/2.

Among all the transitions in emission, we will keep
only the (6D3/3 — 7Py/3) one, which has the larger tran-
sition dipole moment [18]: consequently, the only cou-
pled levels n, n/, ... taken into account here will be levels
|7, J', M), with J" = 1/2 (level 7Py 5).

.. will be here levels |7, J, M), with
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In order to find the new eigen-values of the Hamil-
tonian, and their degeneracies, we have to write in the
a-multiplicity (2J + 1 degenerate levels before interaction
with the reservoir (vacuum+surface)) the contribution of
the surface to the effective atomic Hamiltonian defined in
Section 7.

The diagonal elements are given by equations (29-31).
Keeping only the resonant part:

5Eres _ < ’Hsurf ,res

o) = @Il

= (a|[W5=(0)]a). (56)
In the same way, off-diagonal elements of the effective
atomic Hamiltonian defined in the precedent section are:

surf,res
<CL ‘ Heﬁ

The operator W™ (q) is named now Wr(6) because we
are interested here by the dependence on 6, which is
no longer a fixed parameter. Let us remember its form
(see Eq. (31)):

(57)

¢) = @wz=o)la).

We=(0) = Al |n) (n|pie + B’ piyln) (nl

+ (Al + B’ )Nz|n><n|:u'z]

|
16d3

1 [A+B
o > (26°|n) (n|pu® —

A -B

Wo=(0) = - pFn) (nlu”

(W n)(n|ut + p~ |n)(n|pu™)
(58)

= u”n)(nlp") +

in which A" = Aj(wna), B =

pE = F (e +ipy)/V2.

We recall that, in the cesium-sapphire case, only one
degenerate level n is strongly coupled to the degenerate
level a, so we keep only that level in the sum over n of
equation (54).

Calculating numerically the Fresnel coefficient for w =
wne and a given value of 6, it is possible with equa-
tions (57, 58) to obtain all the matrix elements for the
6D3/5 level of cesium (coupled to 7P;/5) and to diago-
nalise the Hamiltonian in order to find the new eigen-
values and the new eigen-vectors. For 6 # 0, A’ is dif-
ferent from B’, and the Hamiltonian (58) couples levels
|7, J, M) and |7, J, M) such that M — M’ = +2, and the
two degenerate levels are no longer the |+ M) and | — M)
sub-levels.

Degeneracy is not completely lifted by anisotropy, as
one could expect from the fact that this atomic state has
an half-integer spin: all levels remain two-fold degenerate,
like in isotropic case. For a level with an integer-spin, de-
generacy would be completely lifted when 6 is different
from zero (Kramers theorem, see [28]).

Bé(wna)) and MO = Mz,
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Fig. 4. Resonant part of the vdW shifts (6F; = —a;/d*) for
the eigenstates vi and va of cesium near a sapphire interface,
and their half-sum in function of 6.

The expressions of the two degenerate eigen-values
(contribution of the resonant part of the vdW shift) are:

1
Eres — _ — 92 A (= 1/2 2
SEI30) = — sl =372 | ] 7.0 = 1/2)
A"+ B 1
x g 15 sgn(d’ + B);V1+32%|  (59)
in which A = (A" — B")/(A’ + B’) (subscript 1 is for the

sign (—), subscript 2 for the sign (+)).

To report the variations of § £1%(¢) and their half-sum
in function of 0, we write: JE/* = hdw = —a;/d>. For
6 = 0, previous calculations [27] give us the mean value
a = (a1 + a2)/2 in kHz um? for the transition 6D3 /o
to 7P1/22

a(f = 0) = —108 kHz um?.

That gives the scale of our graph giving: —a(6), —as(0),
—aa(0), (or else the shifts in kHz, in function of 6, when
the atom is located at a distance of one micrometer from
the surface) (Fig. 4).

The mean value of the two twice-degenerate shifts has
the sign of —(A’ + B’). It is positive for the cylindrical
symmetry (0 = 0). We see in Figure 4 that, for the 6D3 /5
level, this sign is changing when 68 = 36°25. So, the van der
Waals potential, repulsive for an angle 6 < 36°25, becomes
attractive for 6 > 36°25.

When 6 = 0, the upper curve (—aq) gives the shift of
the degenerate level u; (e.g. M = —1/2) and (—ag) gives
the shift of the degenerate level uy (M = +3/2).

For other angles, we can write the rotation matrix
giving the new degenerate eigenstates vi and vy in the
basis uy, us:

cos3 —sinf
sinf cospf
with:
AV3 U
cosff = ————= and sinff= —"-
’ n? + 3A2 ’ Vn? 4342
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In these formulas: n = v1+3A2 — 1, and A has been
defined above in equation (59).

Of course, to calculate the static limit of Fresnel coeffi-
cient, we have used experimental data of sapphire: the un-
certainties over the values of ordinary and extraordinary
dielectric constants, as well as the position of absorption
frequency of sapphire at 12.15 pym, are discussed in [27].

If an experiment could be done (using different cells
whose sapphire windows would be cut at different angles
with optic axis, which is not easy to realize), it would be-
come possible to determine more accurately the frequency
of the surface-resonance of sapphire: for an angle depend-
ing only on this frequency, the vdW potential becomes at-
tractive, and that should appear in the selective reflection
signal [19]. The experiment has been done in our group for
only the two limit angles: § = 0° (C') and 6 = 90° (C)))
[27-29].

To get the total eigen-values and corresponding eigen-
states of cesium 6Dz atom interacting with sapphire,
one has to combine the vdW interaction with the hyper-
fine Hamiltonian. This gives a diagonalisation of the to-
tal Hamiltonian which will depend on the atom-surface
distance d. At long distances, the eigen-states and eigen-
values are those of the hyperfine Hamiltonian: |7,J =
3/2,F, Mp). When the atom approaches the surface, the
vdW interaction grows, and, after an intermediate com-
plicated situation, takes it over at very short distances,
where eigen-states and eigen-values become: vy, vy and
SE3(0).

9 Conclusion

In this paper, we have presented the quantum-mechanical
theory of van der Waals interactions between atoms in
ground or excited state and birefringent dielectric sur-
faces. One has shown that, when there is a resonant cou-
pling between excited atoms and dielectric surface reso-
nances, an adequate choice of the direction of the C-axis
allows one to shift the surface resonance and then, tune
the atom-surface interactions, affording for an engineer-
ing of the surface forces. Also the symmetry of the atom
wavefunction is broken by the surface near-field: while, for
an isotropic dielectric, a cylindrical symmetry is kept, this
is no longer true for a birefringent dielectric with an arbi-
trary orientation of the C-axis. This makes the dynamic
study of an atom moving near a birefringent dielectric a
quite difficult problem, similar to the one encountered in
collisional studies, in which the atom quantization axis is
rotating as a function of the distance to the surface.

Extensions of our work could include a detailed analy-
sis of the retarded interactions with birefringent surfaces
(either of the Casimir-Polder type, or of the resonant
type). Another extension concerns the higher-order con-
tributions in the atom-surface resonant coupling, which
could turn on or off the atom-surface resonance, due to
the huge vdW atomic shift at close distances. This might
produce non-monotonic (# 1/2%) vdW shifts: energy levels
crossing or anticrossing, van der Waals wells with possible
long-range atom trapping, etc.
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Appendix A: Calculation of “Fresnel
coefficient” in the quasi-static limit

We report here the calculation of the electrostatic Fresnel
coefficient (see geometry given in Figs. 1-3).

We are looking for solutions of Maxwell equations in
the quasi-static limit:

divD =0
rot E =0 < 3V such as E = —gradV.

In the vacuum, D = E. Into the uniaxial dielectric, D =
(e)E with:

EQOO
0AC
0CB

(e) = (A1)

If @ is the angle between the normal to the surface and
the principal optic axis (with 0 < 6 < 7/2), we have:

A=c¢egcos? 0+ e.sin’0, B =epsin®0 + e, cos? 0,

C = (g0 — &) sinf cosb. (A.2)

We look for solutions of the form “plane waves” with real
wave-vector components in the interface in the quasi-static
limit w/c — 0. So, we try:

— above the interface (0 < z < d), an electrostatic po-
tential:

Vo(r) = Vvo-i-eika'r + Vvo—eiko_r (A.3)

[43

(superscript (—) means “incident”, (4) means “re-

flected”),

— into the uniaxial dielectric (z < 0), an electrostatic
potential:
Vi(r) = Vyelk T (A.4)

Why an unique value of the wave-vector in an
anisotropic media? We will show below that the “disper-
sion equation” in the birefringent media gives an unique
value for the “wave-vector” in quasi-static limit (corre-
sponding to the extraordinary wave of the retarded-case).
We can see an example in Appendix B, where we have
calculated the two wave-vectors in anisotropic media in
the simplest case: 8 = 0.

All the “wave-vectors” must have the same com-
ponents along the interface (K: K, = Kcosp, K, =
K sin ), because the continuity of the potential in the
interface (z = 0) must be satisfied for every point (z,y).
The z-component is then defined by Maxwell equations in
function of K for each media. We write:

kT = K + Wz,

ki =K - Wz (A.5)
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In the vacuum, for 0 < z < d: divE = —AV = 0 =
K? + W2 =0, and then: Wy = iK (K > 0) ensures the
“reflected” potential to vanish at infinity.

Into the birefringent media, for z < 0: div(e)E = 0,

with E = -V V| gives a second degree equation:
W %%
3712 — QCsincp?l +cos? o+ Asinp =0

whose solutions are:

W C
Kl :Esirupii

VA
B )

where
A=C?%sin?p— B (cos.2 ¢ + Asin? gp)

= —E0Ee (1 + f0 7 e sin? 0 cos? <p> . (A.6)

€e

A is a priori negative when the two dielectric constants
are real of the same sign. In a dispersive media, they are
complex functions of the frequency, but they take purely
real positive values for imaginary frequencies, and we need
to have the value of Fresnel coefficient only in this case
(see integrals in Egs. (13)).

We keep only the solution with ImW; > 0. We can
always choose the orientation of X (the perpendicular to
the optic axis which lies in the interface) in such a way
that (eg — &) sinp — and then ReW; — will be positive.
Finally, we can write:

B% — Csing = +i\/5056 (14 dsin®Ocos2 ). (A7)

In equations (A.7), we have used: (g9 — €.)/e. = .

Now, we write the boundary conditions at the interface
for the tangential component of E (or equivalently for the
potential) and for the normal component of D

o Ve =W
iWo (VoF = Vy) = [C (iK sing) + B (—iW1)] V.

For a given “incident” field, defining r = V;"/V; and
t =V, /Vy, this gives the system:

r+1=t,

1%
rl—i[Csincp?l}t

= —t1/€0ce (1 + §sin? 6 cos? go), (A.8)
where we have used equation (A.7) and we obtain:
1-— \/5056 (1 + & 'sin® 0 cos? cp)
T 1+ \/E()Ee (1 + & 'sin® 0 cos? cp)’
t= 2 (A.9)

1+ \/E()Ee (1 + §sin? 6 cos? cp)
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We are looking for the reflection coefficient for the elec-
tric field, not for the potential. With Ef (r) = —ik{ V' (r)
and Eg (r) = —iky Vy (r), the electric fields are longitudi-
nal (along kgt). They have two components: EOiK and ESEZ,
respectively parallel to K and perpendicular to the sur-
face. How to define an electrostatic reflection coefficient
and how to be sure that this coefficient is the quasi-static
limit of a Fresnel coefficient defined for plane waves?
Only p-polarised electric fields have a z-component,
like electrostatic fields. If we make the z-components of
the unit vectors pT equal (P = ky {(FWoK + K2)), we
have, in the retarded case:
+
ER EN  EW

EL  pr ER

Then, the ratio of z-components of “reflected” and “inci-
dent” fields in the non-retarded case must be the limit for
w/c — 0 of the same ratio in retarded case:

RN B vy

El By,  +iWoVy

\/z-:oz-:e (1 + & sin? 6 cos? cp) -1 ES_K

\/z-:oz-:e (1 + & sin? 6 cos? cp) +1 Eqx

where 7 has been defined in equation (A.9).

On the other hand, s-polarised electric fields cannot
have a static limit different of zero. The choice we made
to calculate electrostatic modes: E{ (r) = —ikd V," (r) and
E; (r) = —ik, Vj (r) implies that Eq belongs to the plane
(K,2) and cannot be parallel to 8 = K x 2. More ex-
actly, this is only possible for vanishing components of kOi
(Wo =1K = 0), and then zero fields. So, we will consider
in equations (15) that we have only p-waves when looking
for the static limit. We obtain then from equations (15):

El} ER  E
lim RP? = lim — = lim —- = —% .
EI) EZ E 0z

We will call this limit R§(¢) (see Eq. (17)).
From equations (15), we have also: lim R = 0.

Appendix B: Calculation of the retarded
Fresnel coefficients in the simple case

of the optic axis perpendicular to the surface.
Limit of these coefficients in non-retarded case

In the bulk of an anisotropic media, Maxwell equations
written for a plane wave of wave-vector k lead to the dis-
persion equation:

D —-KE+ (k-E)k=0 (B.1)
with: k2 = w?/c? and D = (¢)E, where (g) is given in
Appendix A (Eq. (A.1)). In the two cases § =0, § = 7/2,
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the tensor is diagonal and we write it under the form:

£

(=)

(€) =

oo
oo
o o

with A, B, defined in Appendix A (Eq. (A.2)).

The components of k in the basis (X,¥,z) are re-
spectively: (u = Kcosp,v = Ksing,k,). The z, y-
components are determined by continuity with the same
components of the wave-vector in vacuum: ky. Our prob-
lem here is to find which values can take k. for a given
K(u,v).

Projecting equation (B.1), one obtains:

kieoEy — K*Ey + (uE, +vE, + k. E.)u =0,
k3AE, — k*E, + (uE, +vE, + k. E.)v = 0,

k3BE, — K°E, + (uE, +vE, + k.E.)k, =0. (B.2)

Looking for a non-zero solution for the field, we have to
write the condition:

k3o — v? — k2 uv uk,
det uv kKEA —u?— k2 ok, =0.
uk, vk, k3B — K?

This leads to a peculiar quartic equation, taking the form:
k}— XkZ+ 1 =0.

When 6 =0 (A =g, B = ¢.), the values of ¥ and IT
are respectively:

¥ = 2k2e — K222 — K2,
e
I = (k‘g&‘o —KQ) <k}(2)€0 —K2i—0> .

Two solutions appear, which are independent of ¢:
the ordinary wave: k? = Wi = k2eo — K2,

W2 = k2eq — Kf—o :
“(B.3)

the extraordinary wave: k2

For 0 = w/2 (A
way:

= ., B = ¢g), one obtains in the same

I/Vl2 = kg&o - K27

W2 =kie. — K>+ <1 - %) K?sin? . (B.4)
0
Now, we have to write boundary conditions at the inter-
face to obtain reflection coefficients. In the vacuum (z > 0)
we write the field like the sum of an incident (s or p) field
and a reflected (s and p) one. In the media, we write the
field like a sum of an ordinary field and an extraordinary
one. For this purpose, we have to specify the polarisations
of these last fields which are no more TE or TM, unlike
in the vacuum. We show here how to do only for the case
of the optical axis perpendicular to the interface. (There
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is no more difficulty to calculate the solution when the
axis C lies in the interface, but it is much longer).

We write that the displacement fields of the ordinary
and extraordinary waves are transverse: k; - D; = 0 and
k}-D} = 0, and we write their respective polarisations: Dy

is perpendicular to C (and to ki); D] is in the contrary
situated in the plane (C,kl), then perpendicular to the

vector C A K} (and perpendicular to k}).

When 6 = 0, the optical axis is parallel to Oz.
For the ordinary wave, with the components of
D1 (Dlz = €0E1I, Dly = €0E1y, Dlz = 86E13) and those
of kq (u,v, —W7), we can write:

Dlz = 0;
u(eoErg) + v (eoE1y) =0.

This gives the polarisation of the electromagnetic ordinary
field:

Ela:
u
Ely == *_Elz .
v
Fi.,=0

E, = (B.5)

For the extraordinary wave, with the components of
D) (D}, =eoE1,, D}, = EOE1y7Dllz =e.E],) and those
of ki (u, v, —WY), we have

k) - D} =0 = ueEy, +veoEy, —
(CAk’l) D) = (z2AK,) D/
= —veo By, +ugoBy, =0

Wie.E], =0

which gives the polarisation of the extraordinary electro-
magnetic field:

El, ;
E, = —E|
Ei=|"" w7 : (B.6)
g =X
1z €0 UW{

The respective magnetic fields can be deduced immedi-
ately:

le = EE Elx , v k}o E{x
ko v ¢ 1z = T 1760
Wi E uWi " ¢
B, = |B1 = e ) Bll = ’ ko Eix ’
ko ¢ B, = ——¢
0 1y w! 0 c
K? By 1
B, =-—== Bi;,=0
vky ¢
(B.7)

We first suppose an incident wave in the vacuum with
one s (or p)—polarisation: Ey 8 (or Eg,py) and its mag-
netic field: By p, (or Bg,8). Reflected wave on the
anisotropic sur ace will be a superposition of s and p-
polarised waves: E(')ZerEO pO , with their respective mag-

netic fields: Boppar + By,



M.-P. Gorza et al.: Van der Waals interactions between atom and birefringent dielectric surface

One has: Roi A f)ojE = § and l;oi A§= —f)oi. So:

+
_E, _E

_ Ey, + + 0p — Op
BOp:_ Cs’ BOp: ¢’ 0s — — BOs_ c
(B.8)
and also:
) —— COos — cos
cos sin ko 0
K|sing §|—cosep Po k:_o sing Pl — % sin ©®
0 0
0 0 K K
ko ko
(B.9)

We can write now the boundary conditions for each com-
ponent of the electromagnetic field. One introduces the
quantities: in the case of an s-incident electric field,

+
Rss — E(—)Z Rps — % a= Elm 5 — Eix
Eq, Eq, Eq, Eq,
(B.10)
in the case of a p-incident field,
+
RPP — @ RSP — ES; _ L 5= By .
op Eop Eop Eop
(B.11)

In each case, we obtain a system of six equations with
four unknowns, the solution of which gives us the Fresnel
coefficients.
S-system
Using equation (B.9), one gets:
E1; + B, = Eg,(sinp) + Eg, (sin )
Wo
+ EO‘; <_k_0 cos go)
By + B}, = Eg,(—cos ) 4 Eg,(— cos )
W,
+ ES; (k_oo sin cp)

K
8G(Elz + Eiz) = E(—); <k_0>

_ (W
By, + By, = By, <k_00 cos <p>

W .
+ By, <_k_00 cos go) + By, (sinp)

14
By, + By, = By, <k_0 Singo)
0
Wy .
JrBa;7 (k_oo smgp) + By, (—cos ¢)

_(K\ .. (K
:Bop <k:_0> —|—Bop <k_0> .

Bi. + B, (B.12)
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This system can also be

tions (B.8, B.10):

written, using equa-

W
a+ 8= (1+R*®)sinp — Rpsk—o Cos ¢
0

i W,
- Z?jga—l- (s::)r:;ﬁ =(1+ R*)(—cosyp) — Rpsk—o sin @
0
K K ko
 __B=RP = RP =gy
=0 (cos ) W] b ko - =0 (cos @)W/ b

b i
N 7&908@ +8 EO_Olsmcp _
ko sinp W] cosp

W,
(R* — 1)k_0 cosp + RPsing

0
Wi ko \
“(3) + o (eom)
W,
(R* — 1)k_0 sin — RP® cos ¢
0
K K o
— 1 RSS — 1 RSS —
akosingo (1+ )kO:( + )

B.13
sin ¢ ( )

The third and sixth equations, when inserted in the first
one, give the expected result RP* = 0 (one cannot have:
W] = —eogWy) and then 8 = 0. The first and the fifth
equations give now:

~ Wo—-Ws
C Wo+ W,

whose static limit is zero, because then: Wy, W; — iK
(see Eqs. (A.5, B.3) when ko — 0).

SS

(B.14)

P-system

When the incident wave is a p-wave, the “continuity” of
the six components at the boundary gives:

Ey, + Ey, = Ey, (2/—00 cos cp) + E,(sinp)

W
JrEO‘; (k—ocoscp>
Wi
Ely—l—Eiy:EO_ (k_o singp)
0
W,
+ Eg,(—cos ) + E, <_k_0 singp)
0
K K
(B, +E)=E, | — Ef [ —
5( 1z + lz) Op (k0>+ Op <k0>

Bi, + By, = By, (sing) + B, (% cos cp)
0

+ B(Ts(sin ©)
_ Wo .
Biy + B}, = By, (—cosp) + By, <_k_0 sin <p>
+ Ba;(— cos )

K

By, + By, = By, (k_o) : (B.15)
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Using equations (B.8, B.11), these equations (B.15) can

be written:

v

+6=(1—RP) (% Cos<p> + RPsing
0

Ccos sin
(-g) () o=
sin cos

€0

14
(1 — RPP) <k_0 sin <p> — R*P cos ¢
0

ko
" \s—=14RP
<Wl’cos<p) TR

b i
y - c.osgo 26 (e 0/ singp | _
ko singp W1 cos

v

The first and last equations, when combined with the third

(14 RPP)sinp + RP (% cos <p>
0

— (1 + RPP)cosp + R°P <% Singo)
0

(B.16)

1 S
(sind)) = B

one, yield:

The fourth one for example gives R*? = 0 (because one

o E()Wo — Wll

Rpp - - @@ .
eoWo + Wll

(B.17)

cannot have: —W; = W).

Looking now for the electrostatic limit (see formu-

las (B.3)):
Wo —iK Wi —iK W] —iK ?
e
VEE —1 &1
lim Rrp = Y00 T - ST - ptat

We recover the image coefficient of reference [18] and also

Ve +1  E+1

check that our electrostatic coefficient is the static limit

of

the Fresnel coefficient RPP.
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