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Loss Medium, Beyond Critical angle
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Gain Medium, Beyond Critical angle
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Reflectivity, R

Reflectivities at Various Gains. Quadrant: mixed

2.0
— ~v=0.0
ny: 1.5 L .
ny: 1 v=0.004
—  ~v=0.008
1.5¢ .
1.0_ )
0.5F i
0‘010 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

Incidence Angle



Reflectivity, R

18

16

14

12

=
o

0¢]

Reflectivities at Various Gains. Quadrant: mixed

n,: 1.5

— ~v=0.0
v=0.01
v=0.03

— ~v=0.1

— v=0.65

v=0.8

Incidence Angle

80 90



Lossy Medium
Beyond Critical Angle

Al

Im

Lossy Medium
Below Critical Angle

s B

® > >
}\ A

A B v

L A

C ()

A RB
r e ——C Y
' * D(Mansuripur)
D' e < < * (!

Gainy Medium
Beyond Critical Angle

Gainy Medium
Below Ciritical Angle




A Gaussian Beam The Fourier Transform Method
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A Gaussian Beam
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The Fourier Transform Method
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Reflectivity, R

Finite Beam Reflectivities at Various Spot Sizes
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Reflectivity, R
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Reflectivity, R

Finite Beam Reflectivities at Various Spot Sizes
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