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Hydrodynamic Approximation a Three Layer 
Model is which both the Surface Layer and the 

Bulk Metal can Sustain Longitudinal Fields, within 
the LWL One Present Explicit Analytical Results 

for 풅┴ (훚),풅|| (훚) and for the Ellipsometry 
Parameters 
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Abstract: One considers the simple local three layer model, which has been discussed by McIntyre and ASPNES11 and its 
frequently used to express the surface parameters 풅┴ (흎) and 풅|| (흎) in terms of the thickness d of the surface layer and the 
dielectric constants of surface layer and metal substrate. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
One considers the simple local three layer model, which has been discussed by McIntyre andASPNES11 and its frequently used to 
express the surface parameters 푑┴ (ω) and 푑|| (ω) in terms of the thickness d of the surface layer and the dielectric constants of 
surface layer and metal substrate, provided the surface layer has a reduced symmetry(휀 = 휀 ≠ 휀 ). But it is not possible to 
determine these optical constants and the thickness d of the surface layer uniquely from the values of 푑┴ (ω) and 푑|| (ω) or from 
optical measurements, as has been emphasized by PLIETH and NAEGLE8. Moreover, the nonlocal calculation of shows that it does 
in general not increase the insight into the physics of the problem, if one expresses the surface response functions 푑┴ (ω) and 
푑||  (ω) in terms of parameters of a local model, even if this is formally possible. A simple example is illustrative: The decay length 
of plasma waves (for ω < ω ) and thereby, the effective width of the surface region depends on the frequency. To simulate this 
effect in a local three layer model one needs a surface layer with an artificial frequency dependence of either the layer thickness or 
the dielectric functions. Furthermore, it turns out that only within the LWL nonlocal effects can be simulated by a local three layer 
model so that there is no good reason to express experimental data in terms of dielectric functions of such a model. 
One considers within the hydrodynamic approximation a three layer model is which both the surface layer and the bulk metal can 
sustain longitudinal fields, within the LWL one present explicit analytical results for 푑┴ (ω),푑|| (ω) and for the ellipsometry 
parameters, which contain previous results of ABELES and LOPEZRIOS as special cases and may be useful for the interpretation 
of experimental data on metal films absorbed on metallic substrates. One discuss surface plasmons in terms of the response 
functions 푑┴ (ω),푑|| (ω), Especially the treatment of “multipole” surface plasmons yields some understanding of the frequency 
dependence of 푑┴ (ω). 

A.  Mathematial formalism used in the evaluation. Boundary Conditions for the Asymptotic Fields 
One assume that far from the surface the exact electromagnetic fields reduce to transverse fields and compare the exact solution E 
(r) = E  (z) exp [ikxx- ωt)] of Maxwell’s equations in the whole space with a reference field defined by 
E0(z;a) = E<(z)ɵ(a-z) + E>(z)ɵ(z-a)     (4.1) 

Where the transverse fields E<(z) and E>(z) are the extrapolations of the asymptotic limits of E(z) on the vacuum side and on the 
metal side, respectively, towards a plane z = a in the surface region. The reference field (4.1) together with the corresponding B0-
field and the displacement field. 
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D0(z;a) = ε E<(z)ɵ(a-z) + ε E>(z)ɵ(z-a)       (4.2)   is assumed to solve Maxwell’s 
equations with the local dielectric constants ε  in the halfspace z < a and ε  in the metallic halfspace Z > a. Here and in the following 
we assume the local approximation ε (k, ω) = ε (0, ω) = ε  to be sufficient for the bulk response of the metal to transverse waves. 
Furthermore we consider the slightly more general case that to the left of the surface we have a dielectric described by ε , rather 
than vacuum. 
Since the reference fields are determined by the asymptotic values of the exact field, the reference fields will in general not satisfy 
the standard matching conditions at the plane z=a. That means, the reference field is not the solution of the classical Fresnel problem 
with dielectric constants ε and ε  in z <a and z > a, respectively. On the contrary, the reference field contains by definition the full 
information about the reflection and transmission properties of the nonlocal surface problem. Following APELL2, and more closely, 
recent work by KMPA and GERHARDTS we now derive the exact matching conditions for the reference field. 
To be specific, we consider first the case of p polarization and write the field in the dielectric in the form 

E (z) = −  
ω

E  (e − r e )   (4.3a) 

E (z) = −  
ω

E  (e − r e )   (4.3b) 

With E0 the amplitude of the incident field, r  the reflection amptitude andk + p = ε ω /c . The asymptotic transverse field 
inside the metal is written as  
E (z) = E e )       (4.4a) 

E (z) = − E e )      (4.4b) 

With k + p = ε ω /c . By construction of the reference field there exist ≥ values 휉 < a and 휉 < a (slightly) outside the surface 
region, so that the exact field agree practically with the reference fields, e.g. D(z) ≈ D0 (z;a), for z <휉 < and z <휉 . Since both the 
exact fields and the reference fields satisfy in the half space z > a and z < a Maxwell’s equations, although with different 
constitution equations, we can use 푉.퐷. =  ik D + D = 0 for both D(r) and D0 (r;a) to evaluate 

dz (D (z)−
ξ

D (z; a)] = [D (a)− D (a)] 

= ik ∫ dz [D (z)− D (z; a)] ξ    (4.5) 

Where퐷 (휉 ) =  D (휉 ; a) =  D (휉 ) has been taken into account. Adding the corresmenting integral over the interval ξ < 푧 < 푎, 
we obtain, since 퐷 (푧) is continuous at z=a, 

D (a)− D (z)= -ik ∫ dz 퐷 (푧)  − ξ
ξ D (z; a)]     (4.6) 

This matching condition for the asymptotic fields replaces the standard boundary condition "퐷 (푧) continuous”. 
A second matching condition for the asymptotic fields, corresponding to the standard boundary condition "E (푧)  continuous”, is 
obtained from Faraday’s Law ∇ x E =  −c ∂B/ ∂t i.e. ik E − E = iωB /c which yields for instance 

푑푧E (푧)−E ξ − E (a) 

ik ∫ dzE (z) + ξ i ω ξ B ξ − aB (a ) + ω ∫ dz (zD (z)ξ                           (4.7)       

Here we have integrated by parts, using 
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B = iωD /c, The x component of Ampere’slaw ∇ x H =  −c ∂B/ ∂t. We now substract from (4.7) the corresponding expression 
for the reference fields and add the results to that obtained in the same way by integrating over the interval ξ < 푧 < 푎.thisyield the 
matching condition.  
Where the explicit boundary terms at z = ξ  and z = ξ  have cancelled according to the definition of the reference fields. The 
boundary terms ~a[B (a)− B (a)] have term included in the integral of (4.8) using ik B = iωD /c and (4.6). 
For a compact notation we define the following moments of “surface solutions” LWL 

REFERENCES 
[1] K.L.Kliewer, R.Fuchs: Phys.Rev.172,607(1968) 
[2] R.Fuchs, K.L.Klier: phys. Rev,185,905(1969) 
[3] K.L.Kliewer, R.Fuchs: Advances in Chemical Physics, ed. by1.Prigogins and S.A.Rice, Vol.27 (Wiley, New York 1974) 
[4] K.LKliwer:Phys. Rev. B14, 1412(1976) 
[5] L.D.Landau, E.M.Lifschitz:Lehrbuch der TheorPhysik, Band VI (academic Velage, Berlin (1974) 
[6] G.Mukhopadhyay, S.Landqvist: Solid StateCommun. 25,881(1978) 
[7] F.Forsman, H.Stenshke:  Phys.Rev.B 17, 1489(1978) 
[8] R.Kotz, D.Mkolb, F. Forstmann: Surface Sci.91, 489 (1980) 
[9] S.IPeker: Zh.Ekps.Teor.Fiz.33,1022(1957)  
[10] F. Forstmann: Z.Physik 32, 385(1979) 
[11] F. Forstmann: Z. Physik 203, 495 (1967) 
[12] D.L.Johnson, P.R.Rimbey: Phys. Rev.B 14,2398(1976) 
[13] K.L.Kliwer: Surface Sci, 101,57(1980) 
[14] P.J.Feibelman: Phys. Rev. B 22, 3654(1980) 
[15] W.Hanke:Adv Phys.27,287(1978) 
[16] J.E.Sepe, Surf sci,84,75-105(1979) 
[17] R.G.Bassera and A.Bagahi, phys. Rev.B20, 3186-3196 (1979) 
[18] P. Apell, Phys. Sci 17, 535-542 (1978) 
[19] S.S. Jha, phys. Rev. Lett. 15, 412-414 (1965) 
[20] M.F.Bishop and A.A.Maradudin,Phys. Rev,B14,3384(1976) 

 

 

 

 



 


