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Recent experimentation with excitation of surface plasmons on a gold film in the
Kretschmann configuration have shown what appears to be a superconductive effect.
Researchers claimed to see the existence of electron pairing during scattering as well as
magnetic field repulsion while twisting the polarization of the laser. In an attempt to
explain this, they pointed to a combination of electron-electron scattering in external
fields as well as dynamic screening via intense laser radiation. This paper expands upon
the latter, taking a look at the properties of a dynamic polarization function, its effects

on bulk and surface plasmon dispersion relations, and its various consequences.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

The interaction of electromagnetic waves and solids is an ever expanding topic. Ever
since Maxwell’s equations, the development of Solid-state physics has exploded. Among
these topics is the existence of excitation’s of oscillating charge densities throughout the
system called plasmons. Alongside this bulk interaction, it was theorized that excitation of
plasmons could exist on the surface of materials, along with accompanying electromagnetic
waves bound to the surface, called surface plasmon polaritons (SPP), theorized by Rufus
Ritchie in 1957 [9].

As an electromagnetic wave propagates through a material it causes oscillations in
the electrons in the structure. The change in electron density then results in an opposing
force fighting back against the perturbing force. This push and pull relation can be solved
via the Maxwell equations, and their interactions fundamentally dictate the many electronic
properties of the system, via the dielectric function. The dispersion relation of the electro-
magnetic wave in the medium follows from this interaction. Since electrons in metals are
free, they tend to screen around local charges, screening them from outside sources. As far
range interactions are decreased dramatically, how an electronic system feels an external
perturbation changes , which changes how interactions play out. The dielectric function can
then be solved more extensively, and shows numerous other properties than simple oscilla-
tions. Using this dynamic interaction to find the electronic response gives us the Lindhard
function[3], an equation that relates the dielectric function to induced polarization via a

screened respomnse.

One of the many derivations of this function includes the idea that instead of free
electrons, they are bound to an intense laser field with modulated wave-functions. This
causes the lindhard function to change, cascading into everything it influences. This 'dynamic

screening’ function[11] is the core basis to this paper.

The inspiration for this paper arose when a group of Hungarian researchers saw what



they believed to be superconductive effects while experimenting with surface plasmons|7][8].
During experiments using Kretschmann configuration, they seemed to see electron pairing
as well as magnetic field repulsion. Upon further examination, they observed an oscilla-
tory change in the dispersion polaritons. They pointed to a paper by C. Zhang[11][6] as
an explanation, claiming the dynamic polarization function as the basis to this oscillatory
behavior.
This paper discusses basic theory including bulk plasmon and surface plasmon-polariton

dispersion, as well as the mentioned dynamic screening function. It then expands upon their

interactions and the consequences that arise.



CHAPTER 2

PLASMONICS

2.1. Maxwell’s Equations

No paper involving electromagnetic waves can be written without first mentioning the

father of all involved theory, the Maxwell equations. For electromagnetic waves in matter,

we have

(2.1) V-D =py

(2.2) V-E= Z’io

(2.3) V-B=0

(2.4) V x E=—-0B/ot
(2.5) VxH=J+0D/ot
(2.6) D=¢,cE=¢c,E+P
(2.7) B = poH

Where ¢, is the permitivity of free space, € the permitivity of a specific medium, and g the

magnetic permeability. From these, all following theory can be derived.



2.2. Dielectric Function

The dielectric function € is among the most important variables in determining the
electronic properties of the system. Working specifically in the long wavelength (small q)
regime, the classical approximation for e can be shown from the equation of motion of the
free electron in the presence of a field, E[5].

0%z

mm = —eF

(2.8)

Given that E(t) and z(t) depend on e~™", it follows that

el
mw?

(2.9) —w'mr = —eE,x =

With —ex being the dipole moment, and P being the polarization (dipole moment per unit

volume, with n being electron concentration)

—ne’E
2.10 P=— —
(2.10) nex -
now, with
(2.11) D =¢e,E
D P
2.12 = =1
( ) c el + el
The classical dielectric function follows
(2.13) e(w)=1- ne’_ 1 — w?/w?
' B comw? p
With the w, being the plasma frequency,
(2.14) w, = ne?/meg



2.3. Plasmons

From the classical dielectric function, we can see £(w) = 0 when the incoming fre-
quency w = w,. Large oscillations in the plasma occur via resonance when this happens.

The quanta of energy for these oscillations of electron gas are called Plasmons, with energy

.
2.4. Dispersion Relation

Moving over to cgs from SI units (replacing 1/ey with 47), the basic wave equation

in a non-magnetic medium is

92D
(2.15) o AV*E
which gives the dispersion relationship
(2.16) e(w)w? = AK?

Which gives the plot (with w, set for gold)

=10 2x10™  3xq0™®  4xq0™®

w

Wave vector g(w) (written as k above) as a function of frequency w. The yellow line is the vacuum relation
w * ¢. The function bottoms out at the plasma frequency, with a forbidden range below it

FIGURE 2.1. Basic dispersion relation

2.5. Screening Effect

Due to the free nature of the electrons in the plasma, they tend to be influenced
more by local charges, crowding around them and screening them from the outside. This
drastically influences electromagnetic interactions inside the material, as the influence of

local charges is highly diminished at long ranges.



Replacing the w dependent dielectric function e(w) with its K dependent variant (k)

(derivation [5])

(2.17) e(k)=1—-Kk/K?

where k; is the Thomas-Fermi wave vector. The coulomb interaction 7% is transformed

to the classical screened potential

4 _kor
2.18 —e
(2.18) 2

showing the influence of a charge exponentially decays, almost removing long range

interactions until at length 1/k;, the screening length.

2.6. Lindhard Function

A more complete method of calculating the dielectric function is to look at how the
electronic system reacts to some arbitrary potential. This derivation in particular uses the
random phase approximation, RPA, where the response to the system is dictated not by the

induced potential but a total screened potential [3][10].

The Fourier transformed local (and assumed screened) potential can be represented

as

(219) 00:0) = [ [(0lag. )6l 4 gremior-reot g

which we will use to perturb the system (§ is an infinitesimal to insure an adiabatic
system). Under this, we can show the perturbed wave-function as a complete set with the

unperturbed wave-function as the basis.



(2.20) Yi(r,t) = Z ap ()90 (r)e =it/
¥

From the potential, we can see the allowed interaction states involve a1, and a;_,.

Expanding the wave-function, we have

(2.21) Ur(r t) = Pp(r)e " s 4 ak+q(t)¢2+q(7“)€_ie’“+qt/h + ak—q(t)@bg—q(T)@_iek_qt/h

Solving for the coefficients under the time dependent perturbation theory, they become

t

(2:22) ousalt) = i/ [ (R )|

—00

t

(2.23) ap—q(t) = —z‘/h/ (W0 | Hy (1) [y ei(Ctae)/hp,

—00

Integrating over time (and space in the inner-product) gives

¢(q) ei(€k+q_€k_hw)t/he(§t)

2.24 S
( ) Whtg €kt+q — €k — hw — (25)

¢* (q>ei(ek_q—5k+hw)t/ﬁe(5t)

2.25 =
(2.25) =g €hg — € + hw — (i0)

Expanding the full wave-function

gb(q’ w)ei(fI'T*Wt)e(&) Qb*((], w)efi(q-rfwt)e(&)

rt) = () et/ _
(2.26)  Yr(rt) = y(r) 1 (6ig — €r — hw — (i0))  (er—g — €& + hw — (i5))]

Since (0t) is an infinitesimal, I'm going to leave it out of the calculations for now for

convenience and throw it back in at the end. The induced density can be found from this.



‘)

(2.27) pi(r,t) = [[u(r, ) = [WR(r)

With normalization giving the 1?(r) component equal to 1 and keeping only terms

linear to ¢(q,w), ignoring ¢* for convenience

[qb(q, w)ei(q.r—wt) N +¢(q’ w)ei(q-r—wt)

2.28 rt) = —
( ) pk( ) €k+q — €k — hw €k—q — €k + huw

Taking into account all states, the total density fluctuation can be represented as

(2.29) p(r.t) =23 pulr, 1) fi

where f; is the fermi distribution function, and the factor of 2 due to spin states.

With a change of variable from k to k+q in the term with €;_,, and using the Fourier

relation (p(r,t) — p(q,w))

(2.30) —22 fira = hwezﬁ(q,w)]

€k+q — €k —

This gives the polarization function, Iy, from p(r,t) = ¢(q, w)(q,w), (along with

adding the infinitesimal back in)

(2.31) Mo(g,w) =2 - f’“*q__gj} —
L k+q €k ?

The dielectric function in the RPA (random phase approximation), which uses the total

screened potential response, finally becomes

Are? 4re? Jrrqg — Jr
( 3 ) e(q,w) q O(q’ ) q2 [ Zek+q—ek—hbd—i6]



Which is called the Lindhard Dielectric function (4252 is ¢(q)).
Using different approximations, familiar results can be achieved. In the long wave-
length limit (¢ = 0) and the static limit (w = 0), and assuming the potential is slowly

varying with respect to the electron wavelength, the Lindhard function reduces roughly to

(2.33) c(w) =1-w)/w?
and
(2.34) e(q) =1+ k3 /q°

where k, is the Thomas-Fermi wave vector.
From this we can plot the normal dielectric and corresponding dispersion relation, ¢(w) =
w/cr/e(w)

1.00 |

" L T L I
10 15 20

Dielectric € as a function of w, with arbitrary unit values

FIGURE 2.2. Dielectric function

W

1% 10" 2% 1018 3x1p™® 4x1p'8

Wave vector q as a function of w, with w, set for gold

FIGURE 2.3. Basic dispersion relation



2.6.1. Low Temperature Limit

Taking the polarization function II(g,w), and applying the limit as temperature T

— 0, we can write the function as[3]

1 1
(2.35) [ — ]
k<kf,kz+q>kf hw = €ppg T W = €+ €rig

Graphing this gives

.':I I .\‘:- 8 10
™ \

- \ || | I|

Polarization function IT dependence on w, with arbitrary unit values

FIGURE 2.4. Polarization function

The poles in the graph correlate to electron-hole pair formations, with an upper value
Wmaz @bove which has no more pairs. The right end tail intersection with the horizontal line
at 1 (with ¢(¢) normalized to 1) corresponds to the plasma frequency w,, which involves

large scale plasma oscillations instead of individual particle excitation.
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CHAPTER 3

DYNAMIC SCREENING

3.1. Dynamic Screening Function

In the previous section the basic Lindhard function was derived using the perturbation
of free electrons by the total screened interaction. This section involves the same idea, except

instead of a free electron we use a wave-function modified by an external field, shown here

[11].
As mentioned, we will modify the basic free electron wave-function
(3.1) P(r,t) = exp(ik - r) exp (—itey) ;
k2
3.2 =
(3:2) k 2m*

with an external field, with the potential in the form

(3.3) A=Y
Where the time dependent Schrodinger equation in an external field is transformed by

(3.4) U = exp (2mitw) exp [yoik; (1 — cos(tw)) exp (717 sin(2tw))

(3.5) % = (eB)/m'w?, y = (eE)*/(8m'w’)

a unitary operator, where

(3.6) Ul




(3.7) iawg; D _ fyre = 2= éi);w(’”’ J
The wave-function is

(3.8) Y(r,t) = Uexp(—iext)exp(ik - )
Make F'(t) = 2yiwt + y1sin(2wt), then

(3.9) WO(r, ) = e'F () giroke(I—cos(wt) iker o —ieit

(3.10) R, )R (r,1)) = e

From this, the wave-function is still normalized, so no charge fluctuation

(3.11) P = elR(r ) = ¢

Using this wave-function as the basis for the complete set, we can follow the same process

as before.

(312) ¢(T, t) _ Z a, (t>eiF(t)ei'yokx(lfcos(wt))6ik~r€iekt
k

with the Fourier transformed local potential given again as

(3.13) P(r,t) = /dq’/dQeiq/'Temt(b(q’,Q) —|—/dq'/dQeiq"remtgb(q’,Q)
Using this as the perturbing potential, the coefficients are solved for

o

(3.14) iy = (H —ep)y

12



(3.15) a%(t) _ —ie/ dteivo ke —kg)[1—cos(wt)] ji(epr—er)t /dre—ik:’-rgb(r, t)ez‘hr

o0

Using the Generating Bessel function
(316) eiacosx _ Z ime<a)eimx

and the Fourier expansion for the local potential, you get

6i(€k+q—€k —Q—mw)t

(317) ak+q - _eefi’yoqz Z Zme(QIPYO)¢(q7 Q) X

€ty — € —  —mw — 10
m,Q k+q k

ei(ek,qfekJrQerw)t

(318) aqu == _6671”}’0(11 Z ijm(Qm70>¢(Q7 Q) X

e €h—g — €& + QL+ mw — 6

with the infinitesimal 70 back in as before. Plugging these into
(3.19) Dr(ryt) = GR(r 1) + Y areg (D1, (1)
q

the induced charge density is

(3.20) pi(r,t) = el (r, ) — [¥R(r)[]

pir(r,t) = =€ > i G(q,w) Jm(qa70) X

.2 m

e—i'yoqzcos(wt)e—i(ﬂ—l—mw)t )
(3.21) [ _giar
€htqg — €k — 2 — mw — 10

(_ 1)m€i'yoqz cos(wt) ei(Q—i—mw)t

€h—qg — € + Q2+ mw + i

eiq-r]

This is similar to the derived original Lindhard density function,

13



g w)etr™) - plg,w)el
ek+q—ek—hw—z'5 kaq—Ek—i‘hw—Z‘&

(3.22) pr(r,t) = = ]

Using the generating Bessel function again on e~"0%cos(wt)

(323) eiacosx _ Z Zme(a>ezmx

the dielectric function can be found, with a slight difference

4me? 4me? Jrq — [r
24 =1 I =1— > (¢x 2
(3 ) €<q7 w) q2 (q, w) q2 ; ‘]m(q 70>[; €k+q — € — Q — mMw — 7/5}
where
(3.25)
(@, Q2+ mw) = T2 (670)> P— pap—— 5 > T2 (@70)Te(q, 2 + mw)

m k m
In all, the dynamic function has a very similar form as the original lindhard function,
with two notable exceptions: A squared Bessel function, dependent on the wave vector,

frequency, and intensity of the laser, and an additional frequency term on the bottom with

integer m. Both summed for m over infinity.
3.2. Analyzing the Excited Lindhard Function

If we apply the same T — 0 limit as before, we can plot the polarization as a
function of w and static laser intensity (in the form of amplitude E) with a = eE/em*,
turning J%(qzv0) — J%(qea/w?). Here I take arbitrary values of q, a, and w, just to view the

behavior function, with all other values set to unity(1).

14



(©)

IT as a function of w, with increasing field intensities going from a to ¢

FI1GURE 3.1. Excited polarization function

It is evident that turning on the laser and increasing the intensity adds a multitude of
poles to the function. This is a result of the multi-photon processes influencing the available
number of excitation states. As well, with increasing intensity comes a suppression of the
plasma frequency.

Spreading out the function to include more states

15
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10

IT as a function of w, with increasing field intensity for each graph

FIGURE 3.2. Excited polarization function, expanded

Again as before, there is a large increase in available excitation states, including many
in the previously empty zone below the minimum required frequency for excitation.
Looking at the far end (again with arbitrary absolute values), the lowering of the

plasma frequency becomes more clear.
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(©)

IT as a function of w with continually increased field intensity for each graph

Ficure 3.3. Tail of excited polarization function

Since the primary application of this theory will be on surface plasmons, another
interesting regime is to take ) = w considering the excited polaritons will share the same
frequency as the incident laser. Graphing, the function take on an oscillatory behavior on

the far tail in with increasing intensity

17



(B)

10

() (D)

IT as a function of w, with continually increased field intensity from A to D

FIGURE 3.4. Tail of excited polarization function, ) = w

Not only is there a suppression of plasma frequency, but more modes involving w,.
The higher the intensity, the more available plasma frequency modes are present. Essentially,

it is opening up holes in the spectrum for electromagnetically induced transparency.

3.2.1. Long Wavelength Limit

Applying the same limits to the dynamic polarization function as before to the normal

Lindhard function, taking ¢ — 0 and 7' — 0, as well working with frequencies Q2 = w [6]

The polarization function

(3.26) (g, w) =Y T2 (@70 (g, w + mw)

m

can be reduced to

18



(3.27) S(g)I(w) = 2 Z T (@:70)

Taking the function g(w) where w = ¢,y (where 79 = (eE)/m*w?)

(3.28) olw) = 3

and plotting with unit values set to unity again to show the behaviour dependence on inten-

sity (noting w =/= w)

010
005

L L L {w)
10 15 20

Oscillating function g(w) dependence on intensity (via w = g,70)
{g{wi}

00015
0.0010 |

00005

L L L L {w)
1000 2000 3000 4000

Increased intensity range

FI1GURE 3.5. Oscillating dependence on field intensity

The function shows a clear oscillatory behavior, with a decreasing amplitude for
increasing intensity (and obviously reversed for its dependence on w).

Taking this approximated dynamic polarization function, assuming low q where gc/w
is roughly linear (so gc/w ~ 1, then w — eFE/cm % w) we can plot the classical dispersion

relation

19



Bx10%
gx108
4% 108
2x108
L L P i, LW
50%10%" 10%10" 15x107 20=10" 25x10V
q(w) = w/c* y/e(w), with low arbitrary intensity

FIGURE 3.6. Dispersion relation

And you get, at low intensity, the same dispersion relation as normally.

Looking at the functions at high intensity however shows a different result.

glw) qlw]
1.5%10% | 1.5%10%
1ox10® b 1ox108
50=107 50107
i |I:|'E 1% |I:|'E 2% |I:|'E ax ;a'f- 4x ]I:]-E' v
(B)
Dispersion relation, showing wave vector q as a function of w with each graph having increased laser field
intensity
FiGURE 3.7. Modified dispersion relation
glw
qlw
; e
1.5%10°
&% 40
5108
10%108 b g
4xq0%
3% 10%
s0=107 2x10%F
12108 F
it W ol - L - L w
s50x10™  1ox10™ 15x10"® 20=10™
(B)
Dispersion relation, showing wave vector ¢ as a function of w with each graph having increased laser field

intensity

FIGURE 3.8. Modified dispersion
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Zooming in on the function, we can see "holes’ opening up in the spectrum.

glw)

FIGURE 3.9. Plasma modes increased

Evidently the function shows with increased intensity comes a decreased plasma fre-
quency and an opening of multiple plasma frequencies, with allowed and disallowed regions
in between. This matches up with the interpretation from the results of the un-approximated
dynamic polarization function. One source of inaccuracy though, is this does not follow the g
linear with w rule set before. However, the behavior that causes it, the Bessel function,is still
in the approximation,. So while the exact numbers may not match up the overall behavior

should still exist.
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CHAPTER 4

SURFACE PLASMON POLARITONS

Surface plasmons, a phenomenon predicted back in 1957 by Rufus Ritchie[9], are
electron density oscillations that occur on the surface, with different modes then related
bulk plasmons. Existing with the surface plasmon is the propagation of an electromagnetic
wave bound to the surface (and the underlying plasma oscillations) called a surface plasmon

polariton.

To derive, we look at a classical model of a semi infinite system,treating ; as 1 and
assuming the absence of external sources. Giving two medium a plane at z = 0, with 2 < 0

as €1, and z > 0 as €z (more thoroughly found [9])

10

10
4.2 E,=———H,
(42) Vb cot
(4.3) V- (6E) =0

where i determines the material at the boundary. The boundary conditions (given in Jack-

son’s Classical Electrodynamics)

(4.5) Dy.=D,,
(46) Bl,z - B272
(4.7) Erafy = Eaapy



(4.8) Hywpy = Haupy

It can be shown that S-polarization for incoming light cannot form propagating waves on the
surface and as such, it must be P-polarized with magnetic field H parallel to the surface[[9][4]].
Choosing the X direction as the propagation vector on the surface, there are components
of the electric field in the direction of propagation as well as an exponentially decaying

component in the Z direction, normal to the surface[l].

(49) El = (Elz’ 07 Elz) - eil{i"z'ei(qixiwﬂ

(410) [—[Z — (07 Hiy> 0)6—5i|2|6i(qiz—wt)
Plugging these into the boundary conditions and Maxwell’s equations above gives

(411) i/ilHly = (W/C)ElElz

(412) i/iQHgy = (_CU/C)EQEQJ

with the z-component being

(4.13) ki = \/¢F — w?/c?

Knowing that the boundary conditions define continuity for the parallel components of E

and B,

(4.14) H o+ 2H, =0
€1 €9

and

(415) Hly - Hgy - O

23



Which gives the surface plasmon condition [9]

(4.16) 2429

R1 K9

The boundary conditions further imply ¢; = ¢2 = ¢. Solving for q in the equation

above gives us

w €1€9
4.17 = —
(4.17) alw) = 7\ [

In the classical long-wavelength model with ¢ =1 — wg Jw? and €; = 1 for a vacuum, the

equation becomes

(4.18) q(w) =

Solving for w gives

(4.19) w(q) = wi/2 4 % £ \Jw2/A+ gt

Plotting ¢(w) then gives

|
)

3% 1018

Left blue line is SPP dispersion, right blue line is photon disperion through material. Left grey line is
wp/ V2, right grey line is wy for gold

FIGURE 4.1. Surface plasmon dispersion relation

This is the dispersion function (reversed, g(w) instead of w(q)) for surface plasmon
polaritons. There is classically a gap in between, where the dielectric function leads to
imaginary results, causing the incoming radiation to be reflected with no surface propagation.

As well, the dispersion line for the polaritons lies above the ¢ = w/c line leading to free

24



radiation being unable to excite surface plasmons. In order to get around this, setups such
as gratings on the surface, or refraction via prisms (Kretschmann configuration) may be

used.

25



CHAPTER 5

SURFACE PLASMON POLARITONS AND DYNAMIC SCREENING

Now that the basics of SPP dispersion have been laid out, we can move into the

dynamically screened dispersion relation. Taking a look at the dynamic polarization function
(5.1) II(q, 2 4+ mw) = Z J2 (q2v0) o (g, Q + mw)

we apply the same limits as before. Taking ¢ — 0 and 7" — 0, and working with frequencies
(2 = w and with w, set for gold, we use the function

o2 s - 5 la)

and plug the calculated € into ¢(w) = % S treating e as 1 and ¢,y0 as eE/em x w

(where I took g¢,c/w — 1, mimicking [6])

300000 |

250000 |
150000 |

aaaaa
uuuuuu

- . . .
4210 Bx10% gx10'?

g(w)as a function of frequency, with arbitrarily low intensity

FiGure 5.1. SPP low q dispersion

Looking at low q values, this mimics the classical dispersion relation and is linear to
the vacuum dispersion gc/w = 1. Increasing intensity turns on an oscillatory behavior as

well as a slowly increasing q, varying off of the vacuum line

26



200000
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200000

150000 F

100000

50000
.

2x40" 4x 9012

ax 1t gx 1012

¢(w) with arbitrarily increased intensity

FI1GURE 5.2. SPP low q excited dispersion

Breaking the approximation setting set earlier (a linear q/w relation) and looking

towards the classic split between surface plasmon polariton dispersion and photon dispersion,

a new shape appears
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FIGURE 5.3. SPP excited disperison

When introducing high intensity into the play, the dispersion relation takes on a whole

new shape. A broad thickness appears due to high frequency oscillations in the polarization
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function. This mimics the bulk dispersion pattern, showing multiple new plasma frequencies.
As well, the original gap that existed between w,/ v/2 and w has now been closed. There is
an overlap in allowed frequencies, giving rise to the possibility of surface plasmon polariton
and bulk photon propagation at the same time (although in a very dynamic fashion, with
each allowed state being out of phase). The true shape in this region, especially for the line

on the left given its explosion of g, will not look exactly as shown. But the behavior that

J2 (gzv0)
(14m)2 >

causes it, ) exists regardless of which approximation you use. In fact, the value
inside of the bessel function will increase in the presence of large q, possibly causing a more
extreme version of what we see here. Further investigation in this region warrants solving

the system in a self-consistent manner.
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CHAPTER 6

SPECIAL TOPICS

6.1. Experimental Verification

All of this was fundamentally inspired by experimental data. The original derivation
of the dynamic screening function claimed an oscillatory nature depending on the wavelength
of incoming radiation and a decreased plasma frequency for an increased laser intensity. Re-
cent papers from Hungary [6] claim this dynamic screening model also caused the oscillatory
behavior and general increased value of the wave-vector dependence in their absorption spec-
trum. All of these effects have been shown to exist in various ways in this expanded analysis,
with the caveat of some inappropriate looks outside approximation domains. As mentioned
before, the cause of the behavior, the Bessel function, still exists in the un-approximated so-
lutions. Experimental verification gives validity to the interpreted consequences, and inspire

a more self-consistent approach to be solved.

6.2. Superconductive Observation

One cause for an increased look into this particular theory behind femtosecond laser
interactions with surface plasmons is the claimed evidence of superconductivity in recent
experiments by the same group [[7] [8]]. They claim that this is caused by the intense
electromagnetic waves on the surface inducing a negative potential, as shown in a paper
deriving electron-electron scattering in external fields [2]. By finding a theory to appropri-
ately describe the electronic system present, we can move forward and attempt to find more
precisely the nature of this observation, whether its a multitude of matter interactions or
instead solely due to the electron scattering in intense fields. Regardless this will be a large

inspiration moving forward.

6.3. Ideas for Future Experiments

Following the current experiment, a similar one will be performed by adding gratings

on the surface. Other potential scenarios range from thinning out the gold further, to going
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the other way and looking at the possibility of surface excitation on bulk materials, if it is
indeed possible for SPP and normal photon dispersion as predicted above. While performing
additional experimentation, it will be interesting to see how well this theory holds up and
whether the phenomena predicted in the poor approximation zones really exist or if some

approximated-out effect prevents them in real dynamically evolving environments.
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CHAPTER 7

CONCLUSION

This paper has shown a variety of effects that arise in the case of laser-stimulated elec-
tron systems. The dynamic screening function affects the core behaviour inside of the metal,
including plasmon to surface plasmon dispersion relations. We can see the experimentally
found plasma frequency suppression and oscillatory behavior of the allowed wave vectors
match up with the theoretical models proposed. In addition, new electron-hole excitation
via multi-photon processes can be found, as well as new modes of plasma excitation and
a potential overlap in allowed frequencies for bulk and surface plasmon oscillations. These

consequences will ultimately shape future development.
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