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A local thickness-dependent permittivity is derived in closed form for bounded nonlocal wire-medium
structures. The model takes into account spatial dispersion (as an average per length of the wires) and the
effect of the boundary, and shows that an effective local model of a nonlocal medium is thickness dependent.
The permittivity is comprised of a local bulk (Drude) term and a boundary- and thickness-dependent term, the
latter including the effect of spatial nonlocality. Results are obtained for different wire-medium topologies which
possess strong spatial dispersion, demonstrating good agreement with a nonlocal homogenization model and
full-wave simulation results.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The interaction of electromagnetic waves with a wire
medium (WM) has been of interest for a long time [1,2]
and has gained attention in recent years in metamaterials
research due to its ability in enabling anomalous phenomena such as negative refraction and partial focusing [3–9],
subwavelength imaging of the near field [10–18], and canalization and transport of the near field to the distances of
several wavelengths [19–23]. In addition, a wire medium has
been utilized in various applications at microwave, terahertz,
and optical frequencies [24], including high-impedance surfaces with stop-band characteristics for low-profile antennas
[25–29], broadband absorbers with stable angle response
[30–32], and epsilon-near-zero metamaterials [33–35], among
others.
When the period of the wires is small compared to
wavelength, the structure can be considered as a homogeneous
(homogenized) medium. Early models of wire media neglected
spatial dispersion (SD) of the homogenized material, and it
has been shown that nonlocal effects are strong for wire media
even in the very long wavelength limit and often cannot be
ignored [36]. The usual local model takes into account only
the effect of frequency dispersion in the WM and does not
require additional boundary conditions (ABCs) [32,37–41]
at the wire-end terminations. In Refs. [27,28,42], the role
of spatial dispersion has been discussed demonstrating that
nonlocal homogenization with additional boundary conditions
becomes essential in the characterization of wire media. Different nonlocal homogenization methods have been developed for
scattering, radiation, and excitation problems involving wire
media [27,28,32,41–52].
The key property of a bounded nonlocal homogenized wire
medium is that the polarization vector and the electric field
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are related through a spatial convolution by the susceptibility
tensor χ̄ (r,r ), which must incorporate information about
the boundary [53]. When the material response and the
field are related by a linear differential equation, a (local)
Green’s function for the same geometric region provides the
quantity χ̄(r,r ); information about the boundary is included
by enforcing the ABC on the Green’s function. By elaborating
on the idea presented in Ref. [53], here a local permittivity
that accounts for spatial dispersion is derived in closed
form for bounded WM structures. We show that the local
permittivity that accounts for spatial dispersion must depend
on the thickness of the wire medium (see also Ref. [54] for
a discussion of metamaterial effective parameters that depend
on geometry). We also note a recent model of a nonlocal metal
interface where the smearing of surface charges due to nonlocal
effects is approximated by a local, finite thickness layer [55].
Furthermore, the effective local permittivity developed here
depends on the termination of the wires. While the approach of
retrieving a thickness-dependent permittivity necessitates the
solution for the nonlocal permittivity in the spatial domain,
the obtained analytical expression for the local permittivity
can be used directly in the local model formalism for various
WM topologies, including mushroom surfaces, wire medium
loaded with graphene, thin metal, or general impedance
surface, bed-of-nails, and the corresponding two-sided WM
structures (terminated with impedance surfaces at both interfaces). The obtained local permittivity can be useful to
simplify the formulation (as a local homogenization model) for
scattering, excitation, near-field, and subwavelength imaging
problems. The analytical results are validated with a fullwave electromagnetic simulator, CST Microwave Studio [56],
showing good agreement.
This paper is organized as follows. After a brief introduction, in Sec. II we present a general theory of boundary- and
geometry-dependent local permittivity based on the Green’s
function approach. The closed-form expressions are obtained
for the local thickness-dependent permittivity of grounded
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∂2
2
kh + 2 Pzcond = −kp2 ε0 εh Ez ,
∂z

(5)

where Pzcond is the conduction polarization due to the z-directed
wire medium,
 0
cond
χ cond (z,z )Ez (z )dz .
(6)
Pz (z) = ε0
−L

FIG. 1. Illustration of the mushroom structure with the TMpolarized plane-wave incidence. (a) Side view. (b) Top view. The
structure comprises a patch array over a dielectric slab perforated
with metallic vias. The periodicity of the vias and patches a, the gap
between the adjacent patches g, the radius of the vias r0 , and the
relative permittivity of the host medium εh .

and two-sided WM structures. The analytical and simulation
results for plane-wave scattering from grounded and two-sided
WM structures with different terminations (WM slab, WM
with metallic patches, and WM loaded with graphene patches),
are presented in Sec. III. The conclusions are drawn in
Sec. IV. Also, the paper is accompanied by two appendices
with the analytical details of nonlocal homogenization models
for grounded and two-sided WM structures, included for
comparison purposes. A time dependence of the form ej ωt
is assumed and suppressed.
II. BOUNDARY- AND GEOMETRY-DEPENDENT
LOCAL PERMITTIVITY

The material response for a nontranslationally invariant,
homogeneous, nonlocal medium must take into account the
material boundary, and it cannot be derived simply from the
bulk response. In this case, polarization and electric field
are related by the susceptibility tensor χ̄ (r,r ) [rather then
χ̄ (r − r ) which is valid for a translationally invariant (bulk)
nonlocal medium]. Alternatively, electric displacement and
electric field are related by the permittivity tensor ε̄(r,r ),
where χ̄ (r,r ) = ε̄(r,r ) − 1δ(r − r ) and 1 is the identity
dyadic, such that [57,58],

D(r) = ε0
P(r) = ε0



ε̄(r,r ) · E(r )dr ,

(1)

χ̄ (r,r ) · E(r )dr .

(2)

In Ref. [53], the nonlocal material response that accounts
for a material boundary from a macroscopic perspective is
presented for a homogenized wire medium. Generalizing
the spatial domain formulation for the case of a grounded
WM slab terminated with an arbitrary impedance surface
(with the geometry shown in Fig. 1 for a typical mushroom
structure with metallic patches, or in general, patches made
of 2D material as thin metal or graphene), the nonlocal
homogenization satisfies the following system of equations,
∇ × E = −j ωμH,

(3)

∇ × H = Ȳg · Eδ(z) + j ωPzcond ẑ + j ωε0 εh E,

(4)

cond

χ
is obviously proportional to the Green’s function associated with (5), given later by (15). In (3)–(5), kp is the plasma
a2
)≈
wave number defined as [36] (kp a)2 ≈ 2π/ln( 4r(a−r
0)
√
a
2π/(ln( 2πr0 ) + 0.5275), kh = k0 εh is the wave number of
the host medium, and Ȳg is the surface admittance of the patch
array.
By introducing a nonlocal permittivity as εnonloc (z,z ) =
cond
(z,z ) + εh δ(z − z ), Ampere’s law [Eq. 4] can be written
χ
in spatial integral form as
 0
ε̄ total (z,z ) · E(z )dz ,
∇ × H = j ωε0
(7)
−L

where
ε̄ total (z,z ) =

1
Ȳg δ(z)δ(z − z )
j ωε0
+ εnonloc (z,z )ẑẑ + εh δ(z − z )(x̂x̂ + ŷŷ). (8)

The nonlocal permittivity can be approximated by a local
response as, εnonloc (z,z ) ≈ εloc δ(z − z ), where εloc is the local
thickness-dependent permittivity for a WM slab of thickness L
terminated with the ground plane and the impedance surface
(Fig. 1) given by
 
1 0 0
εnonloc (z,z )dzdz .
(9)
εloc =
L −L −L
Then, Ampere’s law can be written in a local framework as
∇ × H = j ωε0 ε̄ total (z) · E(z),

(10)

1
Ȳg δ(z) + εloc ẑẑ + εh (x̂x̂ + ŷŷ).
j ωε0

(11)

where
ε̄ total (z) =

This is the main point of the paper. The local thicknessdependent permittivity given by (9) is understood in the
averaged sense which takes into account the SD effects
per length of the WM and the effect of termination. It
is important to highlight that even though the thicknessdependent permittivity depends on the terminations of the
metallic wires, and hence on the surroundings of the wire
metamaterial, it describes only the response of the metallic
wires, i.e., the currents induced in the metallic wires. In this
regard, the surface admittance term in (11) accounts for the
surface properties independent of the wire connections.
Concerning the model validity, obviously the macroscopic
response of two structures (here, the wires and patches) is
not generally additive when they are placed in the vicinity
of one another because of near-field coupling. However, for
the considered geometry we obtain accurate results since the
response in the horizontal plane is determined exclusively by
the currents on the patches, and the response in the vertical
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A. The local thickness-dependent permittivity for grounded
wire-medium structures

The nonlocal permittivity for a nontranslationally invariant
wire medium can be given by the Green’s function, g(z,z ),
related to the material spatial dispersion and material boundary
[53],
εnonloc (z,z ) = εh kp2 g(z,z ) + εh δ(z − z ).

(12)

For a general case of a mushroom structure shown in Fig. 1
the Green’s function is obtained as the solution of the wave
equation (5) with the right-hand side replaced by −δ(z − z )
subject to the ABCs at the connection of wires to the ground
plane at z = −L [38],


∂g(z,z )
=0
(13)
∂z
z=−L
and to the impedance surface at z = 0 [40,41,53],


∂g(z,z )

g(z,z ) + α
= 0,
∂z
z=0

(14)

where α depends on the patch material as detailed later, such
that,




e−j kh |z−z |
ej kh (z−z )
−
g(z,z ) =
2j kh
2j kh
1
1
+
2j kh (1 − j αkh ) + (1 + j αkh )e2j kh L






×((1 + j αkh )(e−j kh (z+z ) + ej kh (z−z +2L) )




−(1 − j αkh )(e−j kh (z−z ) + ej kh (z+z +2L) )). (15)
By substituting (15) in (12) and performing the double
integral (9), a closed-form expression of the local thickness-

10
Local Permittivity

direction is determined exclusively by the currents in the wires.
That is, the electric response of the patches is insensitive to the
presence of the wires since a horizontal electric field induces
a dipole-type excitation in the patches (with currents flowing,
e.g., from left to right) such that the induced current has even
symmetry. This symmetry is incompatible with the excitation
of currents in the vertical wires, which are associated with
radial patch currents (odd-symmetry), and do not contribute
to the electric dipole moment. Thus, the presence of the wires
does not affect the patch surface admittance, Ȳg . Moreover, the
effective medium model of the vertical wires is intrinsically a
distributed parameter model [48] with the wire array described
by some equivalent inductance and capacitance per unit of
length (along z). Thus, this model does not need to be corrected
by the presence of the patches; the patches are treated as loads,
similar to the usual transmission line theory. We can mention
that the situation would change completely when the wires are
offset with respect to the center of the patches. In this situation,
a horizontal electric field can induce currents in the vertical
wires, and the response of the two elements is not decoupled
anymore [59]. Below we provide a summary of retrieving a
local thickness-dependent permittivity for a grounded WM
slab terminated with an impedance surface and then extend
the approach for a general case of a two-sided WM structure.
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FIG. 2. Drude component (local) and thickness-dependent permittivity for a mushroom structure with different gaps. The relevant
structural parameters are a = 2 mm, L = 1 mm, r0 = 0.05 mm, and
εh = 10.2.

dependent permittivity can be obtained,

εloc = εh 1 −

kp2
kh2


+ εh

kp2 tan(kh L)
1
.
kh2 kh L 1 − αkh tan(kh L)
(16)

It should be noted that (16) represents a general result for the
local thickness-dependent permittivity of a grounded WM slab
of thickness L terminated with an arbitrary impedance surface.
Note that the impedance surface Ȳg is not included in εloc [see
Eq. (11)], and that the local permittivity is only determined by
the currents induced in the metallic wires. Due to the intrinsic
nonlocality of the wire medium the currents along the wires are
influenced by the surroundings via the term α, which is defined
C
by the termination. For metallic patches, α = Cwp , where Cw =
2πεh ε0
0 (εh +1)(a−g)
and Cp = πε
[48], and for graphene
ln[sec(πg/2a)]
ln[a 2 /4r0 (a−r0 )]
σs
(or graphene patches), α = j ωε0 εh [41]. It can be seen that
the first term in (16) is the usual local permittivity of a bulk
wire medium (Drude permittivity), and the second thicknessdependent term carries information about the wire connections
and the averaged spatial dispersion in wire medium per length
L. The presence of the second term is essential to the correct
interpretation of averaged spatial dispersion and the effect of
the termination in the local thickness-dependent permittivity
of the wire medium.
Fig. 2 depicts the local thickness-dependent permittivity
(16) for typical design parameters and different gaps of the
mushroom structure, as well as the corresponding bulk Drude
component (“Local”) of εloc (first term in the right-hand side of
Eq. (16)). As seen, an increase in the value of the gap affects
the thickness-dependent permittivity, such that the effective
plasma frequency is increased. In the limit of a very small
gap, α → ∞ (which corresponds to replacing the impedance
surface by a perfect electric conductor (PEC)), the thicknessdependent permittivity (16) reduces to the Drude component,
such that for the electrically short wires in the presence of PEC
ground planes at z = −L and z = 0 the second term in (16)
vanishes.
To highlight how the termination can dramatically affect
εloc , we consider the special case of α → 0, which corresponds
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FIG. 3. Local thickness-dependent permittivity for a bed-of-nails
with short wires. The relevant structural parameters are a = 2 mm,
L = 1 mm, r0 = 0.05 mm, and εh = 10.2.

to the bed-of-nails structure (with the impedance surface
removed in Fig. 1). Then, the local thickness-dependent
permittivity (16) reduces to


kp2
kp2 tan(kh L)
.
(17)
εloc = εh 1 − 2 + εh 2
kh
kh kh L
A typical variation of εloc as a function of frequency is
depicted in Fig. 3. Interestingly, when the patch terminations
are removed the pole in the permittivity dispersion at zero
frequency disappears. In the static limit, kh L → 0, the local
thickness-dependent permittivity for the bed-of-nails (17) is
bounded by the host permittivity εh . Also, for electrically short
wires, kh L  1, it can be seen that εloc is positive independent
of the value of kp , and that it asymptotically approaches infinity
at the Fabry-Pérot resonance condition, kh L = π/2.
With the obtained analytical expression of the local
thickness-dependent permittivity (16) the solution of the TMpolarized plane-wave scattering from the mushroom structure
(Fig. 1) naturally falls into the simple local model framework
where the reflection coefficient is obtained for an equivalent
homogeneous grounded slab (uniaxial anisotropic crystal
characterized by the local thickness-dependent permittivity
(16) in the z direction) loaded with the patch array as follows
[27],
R=

εh
γloc
εh
γloc

coth(γloc L) +
coth(γloc L) +

η0
Y
j k0 g
η0
Y
j k0 g

−
+

1
j kz
1
j kz

,

FIG. 4. Schematics of a WM two-sided structure loaded with
metallic or graphene patches: (a) cross-section view of the structure
by considering a perfect electric conductor (PEC)/perfect magnetic
conductor (PMC) symmetry plane, (b) top view.

impedance surface, illuminated by a TM-polarized uniform
plane wave obliquely incident at an angle θi . The metallic wires
are oriented along the z direction and patches are located at z =
−L and z = L. Due to the symmetry (PEC/PMC ground plane
at z = 0) Green’s function problems are formulated with the
even and odd excitation, respectively. For the even excitation
the Green’s function ge is the solution of the wave equation (5)
with the source δ(z − z ) + δ(z + z ), and for the odd excitation
the Green’s function go is due to δ(z − z ) − δ(z + z ). By
applying the superposition principle we can obtain the Green’s
function for the entire WM slab as g = (ge + go )/2. The local
thickness-dependent permittivity can be expressed in terms of
even and odd local permittivities/susceptibilities,
εnonloc(e) (z,z ) + εnonloc(o) (z,z )
2
χe (z,z ) + χo (z,z )
=
+ εh δ(z − z ), (20)
2

εnonloc (z,z ) =

where χe (z,z ) = εh kp2 ge (z,z ) and χo (z,z ) = εh kp2 go (z,z ).
Note that ge coincides with the Green function introduced
in the previous section when both z and z are positive.
By relating the nonlocal and local permittivities as
εnonloc (z,z ) = εloc δ(z − z ), the local thickness-dependent permittivity of the entire WM slab is obtained,

(18)

εloc =

1
2L



L

−L



L
−L

εnonloc (z,z )dzdz ,

(21)

where
γloc =

εh kx2
− kh2 ,
εloc

(19)

√
with η0 = μ0 /ε0 being the intrinsic impedance of free space,
kz = k0 cos(θi ), and Yg is determined by (24) for metallic
patches and (25) for graphene patches. For a bed-of-nails,
εloc is given by (17) and Yg = 0 in (18).
B. The local thickness-dependent permittivity for two-sided
wire-medium structures

Here, we extend the analysis to a general case of a WM twosided structure loaded with metallic or graphene patches (with
the geometry shown in Fig. 4), or in general with an arbitrary

where εnonloc (z,z ) is given by (20). It is noted that χo (z,z )
is an odd function of both z and z and does not contribute
to the double integral in (21). Consequently, (21) leads to
the same closed-form expression (16) that was obtained for
the grounded WM structure, such that the local thicknessdependent permittivity of the entire WM slab of thickness 2L
is the same as the one for a grounded WM slab of thickness L.
The two-sided WM structure in Fig. 4 can thus be replaced
by an equivalent local uniaxial dielectric slab with thicknessdependent permittivity (16) in the z direction and loaded
with patches on both sides at z = −L and z = L as shown
in Fig. 5. The solution of the scattering problem with the
TM-polarized plane-wave incidence is obtained in the local
model framework. The total magnetic fields in the air regions
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FIG. 6. Reflection phase calculated with the nonlocal, local
(Drude)), and local thickness-dependent permittivity models for
a mushroom surface with a = 2 mm, L = 1 mm, r0 = 0.05 mm,
g = 0.6 mm, θi = 30o , and εh = 10.2.
FIG. 5. Local homogenization model of the WM slab loaded with
metallic or graphene patches.

and the WM slab (Fig. 5) can be expressed as follows,
⎧
⎨e−j kz (z+L) + Rej kz (z+L) z < −L
−L  z  L ,
Hy = A+ e−γloc z + A− eγloc z
⎩ −j kz (z−L)
Te
z>L

(22)

where R and T are the reflection and transmission coefficients
and γloc is defined by (19). The corresponding electric field is
obtained from the Maxwell’s equations.
By applying the sheet impedance boundary conditions at
z = −L and z = L (as continuous tangential electric field
and discontinuous tangential magnetic field in the value of
surface reactance given by (24) for metallic patches and (25)
for graphene patches), the following system of linear equations
is obtained,
⎛
⎞
j kz εh
0
γloc eγloc L
−γloc e−γloc L
⎜ 0
−j kz εh ⎟
γloc e−γloc L
−γloc eγloc L
⎜
⎟
k
Y
z
g
γ
L
−γloc L
loc
⎝1 +
⎠
0
−e
−e


ωε0
kz Yg
− 1 + ωε
e−γloc L
eγloc L
0
0
⎛ ⎞ ⎛ jk ε ⎞
z h
R
0 ⎟
⎜A+ ⎟ ⎜
⎟
× ⎝ −⎠ = ⎜
(23)
⎝ kz Yg − 1⎠,
A
ωε0
T
0

and for graphene patches [41],
−1

a
jπ
Yg =
−
,
(a − g)σs
ωε0 (εh + 1)aln(csc(πg/2a))
(25)
where σs is the complex surface conductivity of graphene
obtained with the Kubo formula [61]. Closed-form expressions
for the intraband and interband contributions in the surface
conductivity are given in Appendix A.
In order to demonstrate the performance of the proposed
local thickness-dependent permittivity we begin with the
analysis of the reflection phase of the grounded mushroom
structure with metallic patches shown in Fig. 1. An example of
a mushroom structure with electrically short wires, kh L  1,
and L/a  1, is considered with the TM-polarized plane-wave
incidence at 30 degrees, with a = 2 mm, L = 1 mm, r0 =
0.05 mm, g = 0.6 mm, and εh = 10.2. The corresponding
frequency dispersion of εloc is represented in Fig. 2.
In Fig. 6, the reflection phase behavior is shown based on
the solution of local and nonlocal homogenization models,
where the results of local thickness-dependent permittivity
model are obtained with (18) and nonlocal model results are
generated with (A3)–(A5) provided in Appendix A. The results
of the local model are obtained also with (18) with the local
Drude permittivity function (see Fig. 2). It can be seen that the
results of local thickness-dependent permittivity and nonlocal

which can be solved either numerically or analytically for the
unknown field coefficients R, T , and A± .

In the following, we present a comparative study of the
reflection/transmission for grounded (Fig. 1) and two-sided
WM (Fig. 4) structures obtained with local and nonlocal
homogenization models. Also, all the homogenization model
results are verified with the full-wave commercial software,
CST Microwave Studio [56], showing good agreement. In the
following, Ȳg = (x̂x̂ + ŷŷ)Yg is the surface admittance of the
patch array for transverse magnetic (TM) waves, obtained in
closed form for metallic elements [60],
Yg = j ε0 (εh + 1)(ωa/π )ln[csc(πg/2a)]

(24)

Reflection Phase [deg]

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
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FIG. 7. Reflection phase calculated with the nonlocal and local
thickness-dependent permittivity models for a mushroom surface
at different angles of incidence with a = 2 mm, L = 1 mm, r0 =
0.05 mm, g = 0.6 mm, and εh = 10.2.
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FIG. 10. Magnitude of the (a) reflection and (b) transmission
coefficients calculated with nonlocal, local (Drude), and local
thickness dependent permittivity models for a two-sided mushroom
structure loaded with graphene patches for the following parameters:
a = 2 mm, g = 0.2 mm, 2L = 2 mm, r0 = 0.05 mm, εh = 10.2, θi =
30o , T = 300 K, τ = 0.35 ps, and μc = 0.5 eV.
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FIG. 8. Reflection phase calculated with the nonlocal, local
(Drude), and local thickness-dependent permittivity models for a
mushroom structure with a = 1 mm, g = 0.1 mm, L = 5 mm, r0 =
0.05 mm, θi = 30o , and εh = 1.

homogenization models are in perfect agreement for the entire
frequency range. The two local models (the simple Drude
model and the thickness-dependent permittivity model) yield
a resonant behavior when the permittivity crosses zero. Clearly,
the simple Drude model is inaccurate and erroneously predicts
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(b)
FIG. 9. Magnitude of the (a) reflection and (b) transmission coefficients calculated with nonlocal, local (Drude), and local thickness
dependent permittivity models for a two-sided mushroom structure
with metallic patches for the following parameters: a = 2 mm,
2L = 2 mm, r0 = 0.05 mm, θi = 30o , g = 0.2 mm, and εh = 10.2.

that the plasma resonance occurs at 12.14 GHz. In this example
a moderate value of the gap between the patches, 0.6 mm, is
used in order to demonstrate that spatial dispersion effects
are not negligible and our model of local thickness-dependent
permittivity accurately captures the correct physical behavior
of the structure. Also, in Fig. 7 it is shown for the example of
a mushroom surface with short wires that the local thicknessdependent permittivity model gives accurate results for larger
angles of incidence in the entire frequency.
As another example, we consider a mushroom structure
with a = 1 mm, g = 0.1 mm, L = 5 mm, r0 = 0.05 mm, and
εh = 1, such that L/a  1. In Fig. 8, the reflection phase
is obtained with the local thickness-dependent permittivity
model and compared with the results of nonlocal and local
(Drude) models. It can be seen that for the case of long
wires, L/a  1, both local models predict the correct physical
behavior at lower frequencies and up to 50 GHz, even when
the length of the wires is a significant fraction of wavelength,
L = 0.8λ0 , due to extreme anisotropy of wire medium with
long wires [42].
Next, the reflection/transmission response is studied for
several representative two-sided WM topologies shown in
Fig. 4. The results of the local thickness-dependent permittivity
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(especially, close to the plasma frequency of 12.14 GHz) due
to strong spatial dispersion in wire medium in the presence
of graphene patches (due to finite surface conductivity of
graphene).
The example of a WM slab (geometry in Fig. 4 with the
impedance surfaces removed) is studied for a TM-polarized
plane wave incident at 30 degrees. Again, excellent agreement
is obtained in Fig. 11 between the results of local thicknessdependent permittivity and nonlocal homogenization models,
whereas the local (Drude) model fails close to the plasma
frequency due to strong spatial dispersion in the wire medium.
As a summary, the local thickness-dependent permittivity
model for grounded and two-sided WM structures with
an arbitrary surface impedance gives accurate results for
reflection/transmission for WM structures with short wires,
L/a  1, at low frequencies (electrically short wires, kh L 
1), and for WM structures with long wires, L/a  1, at
low and higher frequencies when the length of the wires is
comparable to the wavelength in free space (due to extreme
anisotropy of the wire medium with long wires).
IV. CONCLUSION

22

(b)

FIG. 11. Magnitude of the (a) reflection and (b) transmission
coefficients calculated with nonlocal, local (Drude), and local thickness dependent permittivity models for a WM slab for the following
parameters: a = 2 mm, 2L = 2 mm, r0 = 0.05 mm, εh = 10.2, and
θi = 30◦ .

model [as the solution of (23)] are compared with nonlocal
homogenization model results (with the formulation given in
Appendix B), showing good agreement. Also, for comparison
the results of the local (Drude) permittivity model are included.
In Fig. 9, the reflection and transmission coefficients are
plotted for a two-sided mushroom structure with metallic
patches for a TM-polarized plane wave incident at 30 degrees.
It can be seen that the results of the model with the local
thickness-dependent permittivity are in perfect agreement with
the nonlocal homogenization model results for the entire
frequency range. The local (Drude) model also accurately
predicts the reflection/transmission behavior because in this
example a small value of the gap (g = 0.2 mm) is used, such
that spatial dispersion is significantly reduced in the wire
medium in the presence of metallic patches [27].
The reflection/transmission response of a two-sided mushroom structure loaded with graphene patches is shown in
Fig. 10, demonstrating good agreement between the results of
local thickness-dependent permittivity and nonlocal homogenization models. Graphene’s complex surface conductivity is
modeled with the Kubo formula [61] and both intraband and
interband contributions are used in the calculations with T =
300 K, τ = 0.35 ps, and μc = 0.5 eV. This example clearly
demonstrates that the local (Drude) model results fail to
accurately predict the reflection and transmission behavior

A local thickness-dependent permittivity has been derived
in closed form for bounded nonlocal WM structures, taking
into account spatial dispersion (as an average per length of
wires) and the effects of the wire terminations. The results of
the local thickness-dependent permittivity model are in good
agreement with the results of nonlocal homogenization model
for grounded and two-sided WM structures with arbitrary
terminations. The obtained closed-form expressions for local
thickness-dependent permittivity simplify the formulation and
can be used in the local model formalism for scattering,
excitation, near-field, and subwavelength imaging problems
involving wire medium. This simplified effective medium
description can be useful to model complex wire media structures as a continuum in commercial electromagnetic solvers.
Furthermore, our theory highlights that thickness-dependent
effective parameters - a common feature of electromagnetic
metamaterials - may result from spatially dispersive effects.
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APPENDIX A: NONLOCAL HOMOGENIZATION MODEL
FOR GROUNDED WIRE-MEDIUM STRUCTURES

To provide a comparison to the thickness-dependent effective local permittivity, here we consider a grounded WM structure shown in Fig. 1. In the nonlocal homogenization model,
a wire medium is characterized by a uniaxial anisotropic
material with the nonlocal effective permittivity along the
√
wires as εnonloc = [1 − kp2 /(kh2 − kz2 )], where kh = k0 εh is the
wavenumber of the host medium, k0 = ω/c is the free space
wavenumber, ω is the angular frequency, c is the speed of light,
kz is the z-component of the wave vector k = (kx ,0,kz ), and
kp is the plasma wave number. A TM-polarized plane wave
excites both extraordinary transverse electromagnetic (TEM)
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and the transverse magnetic (TM) modes in the homogenized
WM slab. The total magnetic fields in the air region above
the structure (region 1) and in the WM slab (region 2) can be
written as follows,
Hy(1) = (eγ0 z + Re−γ0 z )e−j kx x ,

(A1)

σintra contributions [61],


μc
kB e 2 T
− Tμkc
B
σintra = −j 2
+ 2ln(e
+1) ,
π  (ω −j τ −1 ) T kB


2|μc | − ω
j e2
ln
,
σinter ≈ −
4π 
2|μc | + ω
σs = σintra + σinter .

γTM z
−γTM z
+ A−
Hy(2) = (A+
TM e
TM e
+
−
+ BTEM
eγTEM z + BTEM
e−γTEM z )e−j kx x ,

(A2)

±
where A±
TM and BTEM are the amplitudes of TM and TEM
modes
√ in the WM slab, R is the reflection coefficient,
γ0 = kx2 −k02 , kx = k0 sinθi is the x-component of the wave vector
√
k, and γTM = kp2 +kx2 −kh2 . In order to determine the unknown
amplitude coefficients the ABCs [38,40,41] are enforced at
the connection of wires to the ground plane and to the metallic
patches along with the sheet impedance boundary conditions
across the patch array interface, resulting in the analytical
expression for the reflection coefficient,

R=

N
coth(γTM L) cot(kh L)
D

−

N
coth(γTM L) cot(kh L)
D

+



1
γ0

+j

γ0

−j

1

η0 Y g 
k0
,
η0 Y g 
k0

(A3)



Cp γTM
−
1
tanh(γ
L)
+
1
TM
TM
εzz
Cw


Cp k h
tan(kh L) ,
+ 1−
(A4)
Cw



Cp γTM
1
kh
−1
+ coth (γTM L)
D=−
TM
εh εzz
Cw


Cp k h
γTM
(k
cot h L) −
,
(A5)
+
εh
Cw
N=

1

TM
where εzz
= [1 − kp2 /(kx2 + kp2 )].
In the case of WM terminated with graphene
C
patches formulation is the same with Cwp replaced by
σs
in (A3)–(A5) [17,41]. Graphene’s complex surface
j ωε0 εh
conductivity σs is modeled with the Kubo formula using
closed-form expressions for the interband σinter and intraband
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