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Abstract: Approaching thermodynamic limits in light harvesting requires enabling nonre-
ciprocal thermal emission. The majority of previously reported nonreciprocal thermal emitters
operate in reflection mode, following original proposals by M. Green [1] and others. In these
proposals, cascaded nonreciprocal junctions that re-direct each junction’s emission towards a
subsequent one are employed for efficient light-harvesting. Recently, simplified concepts have
been proposed in solar photovoltaics [2] and thermophotovoltaics [3], respectively, that leverage
the concept of tandem junctions to approach thermodynamic limits. In these simplified scenarios,
polarization-independent nonreciprocal response in transmission mode is required. We propose
a pattern-free heterostructure that enables such functionality, using a magneto-optical material
embedded between two dissimilar dielectric layers.

1. Introduction

Renewable energy devices that operate via light-harvesting have achieved impressive performance
in recent years. Examples include solar photovoltaic systems (PVs) [4], that convert sunlight to
electricity, and thermophotovoltaic systems (TPVs) [5–9], that convert radiant heat to electricity.
The conversion efficiency of solar PVs and TPVs is ultimately bounded by thermodynamics
[10–15]. The maximum efficiency for solar energy harvesting, e.g. solar PV and solar TPV
systems, is given by the Landsberg limit (93.3%) [16]. By engineering the spectrum of emitted
radiation by bodies other than the sun, TPV systems can approach the ultimate thermodynamic
efficiency of a Carnot engine (95% for solar irradiation) [3].

Approaching these thermodynamic limits requires violating Kirchhoff’s law of thermal
radiation. Kirchhoff’s law imposes a reciprocity constraint to the thermal emissivity of a material
that ought to be equal to its absorptivity. The performance of standard reciprocal PVs and TPVs
relies on maximizing absorption of photons at energies above the band gap of a PV junction. By
enabling nonreciprocal emission, it becomes possible to also leverage the radiation emitted by
the junction itself (arising from radiative recombination and incandescence). To approach the
Landsberg limit, cascaded configurations of junctions have been proposed, for example in the
seminal paper by M. Green [1]. In [1], a configuration of nonreciprocal junctions is proposed
such that each junction absorbs light at an angle of incidence and re-directs its own emission
towards a subsequent junction at a different angle of emission. In the limit of infinite junctions,
the Landsberg limit is reached.

Motivated by the promise of ultra-efficient light-harvesting, in recent years, nonreciprocity has
been explored significantly both fundamentally, by identifying symmetries between emission and
absorption [17,18], but also within the context of existing magneto-optical [19–21] and Weyl
materials [22–29]. It is hence established that Kirchhoff’s law can be violated per frequency
and wavenumber. The first experimental demonstrations of nonreciprocal absorption [30]
and emission [31] has also been reported recently. Despite these advancements, however, all
previous works on nonreciprocal emission remain limited to a particular angle of emission
and absorption [26–29]. In addition, all aforementioned works report polarization-sensitive
thermal emitters, operating for either transverse electric (𝑠-) polarization [25] or, most commonly,
transverse magnetic (𝑝-) polarization [19, 22, 26, 32], whereas maximizing light-harvesting
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Fig. 1. Schematic of nonreciprocal tandem junctions in transmission mode for high-
efficiency photon-harvesting as proposed in [2] and [3], reaching the Landsberg and
Carnot limit for solar PVs and TPV systems, respectively. The arrows denoted
by 𝐴+ and 𝐸− symbolise ideal absorption from the top and ideal emission to the
bottom, respectively, whereas the arrows denoted by 𝐴− and 𝐸+ symbolise suppressed
absorption from the bottom and suppressed emission to the top, respectively. The
energy bandgaps of the cells are decreasing from top to bottom, as indicated by colors,
and each nonreciprocal cell directs its re-emitted radiation toward the cell underneath it.

efficiency requires nonreciprocal response for any polarization. Furthermore, the majority of
previous proposals require considerable nanolithographic efforts as they rely on diffraction
gratings [19, 22, 24] and guided mode resonances in photonic crystals [23, 33]. Finally, with the
exception of [23], all previously considered nonreciprocal thermal emitters for light-harvesting
operate in reflection mode, absorbing and emitting light towards the same half-space, as initially
envisioned in [1].

Recently, simplified configurations of series of junctions have been proposed, that do not
require multiple reflections in order to reach thermodynamic limits. These mimic the concept of
tandem solar cells, stacking PV junctions in a configuration that is more relevant in practice. As
shown in [2] and [3], a series of tandem nonreciprocal PV cells can reach the Landsberg and
Carnot thermodynamic limit, respectively, provided that each cell absorbs radiation from one side
(half-space) and emits towards the opposite side, referred to as operation in transmission mode
henceforth. Other than [2, 3], the same functionality is required for the absorber/emitter layer in
the proposal by Jafari et al. [34], which presents a simplified configuration for approaching the
Landsberg limit with solar TPV systems. The requirement for optimal operation of a thermal
emitter in transmission mode is schematically demonstrated in Fig. 1; a cell maximally absorbs
from the top (𝐴+ is maximum) while maximally emitting towards the bottom (𝐸− is maximum).
The only candidate for non-reciprocal semi-transparent thermal emission reported previously
is discussed in [23], nonetheless the proposed nanostructure relies on a diffraction grating and
is, thus, polarization-sensitive and lithographically complex, limiting the potential efficiency
and practicality of potential devices. In addition, the device proposed in [23] operates solely for
normal incidence.

Here, we introduce a pattern-free approach for violating Kirchhoff’s law in transmission mode,
for unpolarized light. The proposed thermal emitter/absorber is comprised of a magneto-optical
material embedded between two dissimilar dielectric layers, and presents the same degree of
nonreciprocal behavior for both linear polarizations, upon design optimization, for a broad range



of angles of incidence/emission. The presented concept is general, hence the magneto-optical
material can be either a conventional magneto-optical compound such as InAs or GaAs [19,31] or
a Weyl semimetal as considered in various recent studies [22–29]. The operation of the device is
tunable for both polarizations via in-plane rotation of the magneto-optical material or externally
applied magnetic field with respect to the plane of incidence.

2. Results and Discussion

To break reciprocity between the thermal emissivity and absorptivity of a photonic structure in
transmission mode, inversion symmetry ought to be broken about the propagation direction [17],
corresponding to −𝑧 in Fig. 2. Thereby, although even a single slab of nonreciprocal material, e.g.
a magneto-optical material or Weyl semimetal, does break reciprocity in reflection mode [26], it
does not suffice for breaking reciprocity in transmission mode. To break inversion symmetry
with respect to the propagation direction, as discussed in [33], a planar heterostructure ought
to be comprised of a minimum of three distinct layers. In [33], a photonic crystal composed
of a three-layer unit cell was proposed for optical isolation. By contrast, here, we consider a
simpler architecture of a structure made out of just three distinct layers. These layers consist of a
magneto-optical material sandwiched in between two dielectric layers. This sequence of layers,
as shown in Fig. 2, was chosen to maximize index contrast between adjacent layers.

Without loss of generality, for the numerical simulations presented below, the dielectric layers
are chosen to be silicon (Si) and silicon dioxide (SiO2) due to sufficiently different refractive
indices at the wavelength of operation (𝜆 = 10𝜇𝑚). These two layers have thicknesses of
𝑑𝑆𝑖 = 720nm and 𝑑𝑆𝑖𝑂2 = 425nm, respectively. The magneto-optical material sandwiched in
between the two dielectric layers is considered to be a Weyl semimetal and has a thickness
of 𝑑𝑊𝑆𝑀 = 630nm, however we note that the proposed concept is general and applies to
any magneto-optical material. Weyl materials as well as magneto-optical materials exhibit a
non-symmetric tensorial dielectric function containing conjugate pairs of off-diagonal tensor
elements [19, 22, 35]. Thereby, these materials break Lorentz reciprocity and can be used for
nonreciprocal thermal emission [19, 24, 27, 31]. In the case of conventional magneto-optical
materials like InAs or GaAs, an externally applied magnetic field is required to induce the
nonreciprocal behavior, however Weyl semimetals possess an intrinsic magnetic field arising
from the separation between their Weyl nodes [36–39], and thus require no external bias. The
magnetic field, either externally applied or intrinsic, is indicated in Fig. 2 as b. By aligning b with
the 𝑥 axis, we describe the permittivity tensor 𝜀 for a Weyl semimetal in Cartesian coordinates as:

𝜀 =

©«

𝜀𝑑𝑟 + 𝑖𝜀𝑑𝑖 0 +𝑖𝜀𝑎

0 𝜀𝑑𝑟 + 𝑖𝜀𝑑𝑖 0

−𝑖𝜀𝑎 0 𝜀𝑑𝑟 + 𝑖𝜀𝑑𝑖

ª®®®®¬
, (1)

where 𝜀𝑑𝑟 , 𝜀𝑑𝑖 , and 𝜀𝑎 ∈ IR. The details of the calculations of the dielectric function of the
considered Weyl semimetal are provided in the Supplemental document, and the values for
each of the parameters in Eq. 1 are: 𝜀𝑑𝑟 = −5.28, 𝜀𝑑𝑖 = 0.41, and 𝜀𝑎 = 14.79, as in previous
reports [33].

As already discussed in the introduction, and with respect to Fig. 1, for light-harvesting
applications, the targeted functionality of the considered structure is to achieve maximal values
of 𝐴+ and 𝐸− , while conversely minimizing 𝐴− and 𝐸+. Thereby, in Fig. 3, we calculate the
differential absorption and emission in the two half spaces (substrate and superstrate), defined
as: 𝐴+ (𝜃, 𝜙, 𝜌) − 𝐴− (𝜃, 𝜙, 𝜌) and 𝐸+ (𝜃, 𝜙, 𝜌) − 𝐸− (𝜃, 𝜙, 𝜌), where 𝜃 is the angle of incidence
in the 𝑥𝑧 plane, 𝜙 is the in-plane rotation angle of the structure, and 𝜌 = 𝑠, 𝑝 is the polarization.
For light-harvesting as proposed in in [2, 3], 𝐴+ − 𝐴− ought to be positive, while 𝐸+ − 𝐸− ought
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Fig. 2. (a) Schematics of the proposed three-layer structure designed for nonreciprocal
transmission, comprising a layer of magneto-optical material embedded between two
dissimilar dielectrics. For the numerical results, we used the following materials:
𝑆𝑖 layer with thickness 𝑑𝑆𝑖 = 720nm, a layer of Weyl semimetal with thickness
𝑑𝑊𝑆𝑀 = 630nm, and a layer of 𝑆𝑖𝑂2 with thickness 𝑑𝑆𝑖𝑂2 = 425nm. The details on
the dielectric permittivity for the WSM are provided in the Supplemental document.

to be negative (Fig. 1). In panels (a) and (c) of Fig. 3 is presented the quantity 𝐴+ − 𝐴− for 𝑠−
and 𝑝−polarization, respectively, and in panels (b) and (d) the quantity 𝐸+ − 𝐸− is presented
for these polarizations. In the inset of each panel we explicitly report the sign of the respective
quantity. As shown from panels (a)-(d) and their insets, for a broad range of incidence angles
and in-plane rotation angles, 𝐴+ − 𝐴− remains positive for both polarizations while 𝐸+ − 𝐸−

remains negative. As a consequence of operating in transmission mode, both the absorptivity
𝐴+ as well as the emissivity 𝐸− have compromised values that considerably deviate from unity
(Fig. 3). This is expected as it is a direct consequence of energy balance [23]. For maximal
absorption from the upper half-space (𝐴+ in Fig. 2) and maximal emission towards the lower
half-space (𝐸−), energy balance equations dictate that maximal transmittance from the lower to
the upper half space (indicated as 𝑇− in Fig. 2) and minimal reflectance. In the Supplementary
information, we present the values of the transmittance 𝑇− . Indeed, in the angular range where
𝐴+ and 𝐸− are maximal and opposite in sign, 𝑇− indeed deviates from zero.

The metric commonly used to quantify nonreciprocity is the Kirchhoff’s factor, 𝜂, which is
defined as the difference between absorption, 𝐴(𝜃, 𝜙, 𝜌), and emission 𝐸 (𝜃, 𝜙, 𝜌), occurring in
the same half-space (denoted as + or −):

𝜂± = 𝐴± (𝜃, 𝜙, 𝜌) − 𝐸± (𝜃, 𝜙, 𝜌). (2)

While the magnitude of 𝜂 quantifies the degree of nonreciprocal behavior, its sign determines the
direction of the photon flow [40]. A value of 𝜂 = 0 indicates a reciprocal emitter, where absorption
and emission are equal. A negative value of 𝜂 indicates that the structure is preferentially emitting,
and, conversely, a positive value of 𝜂 shows that the structure absorbs more than it emits, as is
required for light-harvesting in tandem configurations as discussed above (Figs. 1, 3, relative
to [2, 3]). In Figs. 4, 5, 6, we present values of 𝜂 for a broad range of angles of incidence, 𝜃, and
in-plane rotations of the crystal axes of the Weyl semimetal, 𝜙, and discuss four different modes
of operation.

In Fig. 4, we present 𝜂+, the Kirchhoff factor for incidence from the upper half-space (𝜃
ranges from 0 to 𝜋/2 with respect to Fig. 2) for 𝑝−, panel (a), and 𝑠−, panel (b), polarizations,
respectively, for the entire range of in-plane rotation angles 𝜙. In panels (c) and (d), we show the
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Fig. 3. Differential absorption 𝐴+ − 𝐴− (a), (c) and emission 𝐸+ − 𝐸− (b),(d), between
the two sides of the structure. The top row is for 𝑠-polarized light, while the bottom
row is for 𝑝-polarized light. The insets show the sign of the difference, highlighting the
large angular range for positive directional absorption and negative directional emission,
required for solar energy conversion applications.
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operation of the device as selectively nonreciprocal for 𝑝-polarization, at 𝜙 = 0 and 𝑠-polarization
at 𝜙 = 40◦, respectively (see shaded areas). First, for 𝜃 = 0 and 𝜃 = 𝜋/2, 𝜂 = 0 for both 𝑝−, panel
(a), and 𝑠−, panel (b), polarization and for all in-plane rotation angles (𝜙), as inversion symmetry
is not broken for these incidences. Indeed, from adjoint Kirchhoff’s law [17], the relationship
𝜂(𝜃) = −𝜂(−𝜃) holds, leaving 𝜂 = 0 the only possible solution for a planar structure. At 𝜙 = 0
for oblique incidence, nonreciprocity is only enabled for 𝑝− polarization; this is expected since
the electric field for 𝑝−polarization lies in the 𝑥𝑧 plane and thus couples to the off-diagonal
tensor elements of the Weyl semimetal, 𝜖𝑥𝑧 , 𝜖𝑧𝑥 (Eq. 1). With respect to the coordinate system in
Fig. 2, the electric field for 𝑠−polarized light contains only a 𝑦−component, thus, in the absence
of a rotation of the Weyl semimetal about the 𝑧−axis, 𝑠-polarized light does not experience its
bi-anisotropy. This is demonstrated in panel c for 𝜙 = 0. By contrast, as shown in panel d, for
𝜙 = 40◦, 𝜂 is maximal for 𝑠−polarization while vanishing for 𝑝−polarization. Once the Weyl
semimetal is rotated about its optical axis, the four diagonal tensor elements in the permittivity
tensor that were initially null (Eq. 1) acquire nonzero values thus enabling nonreciprocity for
𝑠-polarization. As shown in Fig. 5, upon appropriate selection of the rotation angle 𝜙, both
polarizations exhibit the same degree of nonreciprocity, i.e. 𝜂𝑠 = 𝜂𝑝 , simultaneously.

In particular, Fig. 5 pertains to 𝜙 = 28.5◦. As shown, at this angle of rotation, which
corresponds physically to the orientation of the intrinsic magnetic field of the Weyl semimetal (b
in Fig. 2) with respect to the coordinate system, for a large range of angles of incidence from
𝜃 = 0 to 𝜃 = 60, the Kirchhoff factor remains positive and equal for both linear polarizations.
The Kirchhoff factor reaches a maximum of 0.19 when 𝜃 ≈ 45◦. This response is required for
nonreciprocal tandem solar PVs or TPV systems as discussed in [2] and [3], as explained in the
introduction.

Other than a positive Kirchhoff factor for nonreciprocal emitters in transmission mode, as
shown in Fig. 4, for angles of in-plane rotation between 40◦ and 90◦, the Kirchhoff factor for
𝑝− polarization is of opposite sign to that for 𝑠−polarization. In this mode of operation, the
structure can perform as a polarization-controlled optical circulator, since information encoded
into photon flux of opposite linear polarizations will flow towards opposite preferential directions.
Specifically, 𝑠-polarized light is preferentially absorbed from the top and emitted from the bottom,
viceversa 𝑝-polarized light is preferentially absorbed from the bottom and emitted from the top.
We show an example of this behaviour in Fig. 6, where the Kirchhoff’s factor is presented for
𝜙 = 60◦.

To summarize, we presented a three-layer heterostructure that breaks Kirchhoff’s law of
thermal radiation in transmission mode, for both linear polarizations for a broad range of angles
of incidence and emission. Other than this functionality, which is relevant for light-harvesting
at thermodynamic limits [2, 3], the proposed devices can act as preferential thermal emitters
for either linear polarization or as polarization-controlled optical circulators. The devices’
parameter that defines the mode of operation is the in-plane rotation of the crystal axis of the
Weyl semimetal with respect to the coordinate system. In the case of a magneto-optical material,
this can be externally controlled via the application of a magnetic field. The structural simplicity
of the proposed devices with respect to previous considerations make them relevant for proof-of-
principle experimental demonstrations of nonreciprocity in thermal radiation, in transmission
mode. In addition, owning to the structural simplicity of the proposed design, numerous
optimised structures could be developed, exploiting, for example, Fabry-Perot resonances of the
structure, or extending the design to layered photonic crystals, for light-harvesting as well as
information-control applications.

Funding. MFP Acknowledges support from the Optica Foundation 20th Anniversary Challenge Award.
MFP and GTP received the support of fellowships from “la Caixa” Foundation (ID 100010434). The
fellowship codes are LCF/BQ/PI23/11970026 and LCF/BQ/PI21/11830019. GTP also acknowledges support
from the Spanish MICINN (PID2021-125441OA-I00, PID2020-112625GB-I00, and CEX2019-000910-S),



-0.5
ϕ=60º

0

0.5

Ki
rc
hh

off
's
fa
ct
or

η
Angle of incidence θ

0 π/4 π/2

s-pol
p-pol

p-pol

s-pol

Fig. 6. Kirchhoff’s factor for 𝑝- and 𝑠-polarizations evaluated at 𝜙 = 60◦. For this
in-plane rotation angle the Kirchhoff’s factor is similar in magnitude but opposite sign
for the two orthogonal polarizations, constituting the polarization-sensitive optical
circulator mode. Insets on the right side: same as panels a, b in Fig. 4.

Generalitat de Catalunya (2021 SGR 01443), Fundació Cellex, and Fundació Mir-Puig.

Acknowledgements. VIM acknowledges Dr Lu Wang for fruitful conversations.

Disclosures. The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

Data availability. No data were generated or analyzed in the presented research.

References
1. M. A. Green, “Time-Asymmetric Photovoltaics,” Nano Lett. 12, 5985–5988 (2012). Number: 11.
2. Y. Park, B. Zhao, and S. Fan, “Reaching the Ultimate Efficiency of Solar Energy Harvesting with a Nonreciprocal

Multĳunction Solar Cell,” Nano Lett. 22, 448–452 (2022). Publisher: American Chemical Society.
3. Y. Park, Z. Omair, and S. Fan, “Nonreciprocal Thermophotovoltaic Systems,” ACS Photonics 9, 3943–3949 (2022).

Publisher: American Chemical Society.
4. P. Schygulla, R. Müller, O. Höhn, et al., “Wafer-bonded two-terminal III-V//Si triple-junction solar cell with

power conversion efficiency of 36.1% at AM1.5g,” Prog. Photovoltaics: Res. Appl. n/a, 1–9 (2024). _eprint:
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/pip.3769.

5. B. Lee, R. Lentz, T. Burger, et al., “Air-Bridge Si Thermophotovoltaic Cell with High Photon Utilization,” ACS
Energy Lett. 7, 2388–2392 (2022). Publisher: American Chemical Society.

6. A. LaPotin, K. L. Schulte, M. A. Steiner, et al., “Thermophotovoltaic efficiency of 40%,” Nature 604, 287–291
(2022). Number: 7905 Publisher: Nature Publishing Group.

7. E. López, I. Artacho, and A. Datas, “Thermophotovoltaic conversion efficiency measurement at high view factors,”
Sol. Energy Mater. Sol. Cells 250, 112069 (2023).

8. B. Roux, C. Lucchesi, J.-P. Perez, et al., “Main performance metrics of thermophotovoltaic devices: analyzing the
state of the art,” J. Photonics for Energy 14, 042403 (2024). Publisher: SPIE.

9. M. Giteau, M. F. Picardi, and G. T. Papadakis, “Thermodynamic figure of merit for thermophotovoltaics,” J. Photonics
for Energy 14, 042402 (2024). Publisher: SPIE.

10. H. Ries, “Complete and reversible absorption of radiation,” Appl. Phys. B 32, 153–156 (1983). Number: 3.
11. A. De Vos, “The endoreversible theory of solar energy conversion: a tutorial,” Sol. Energy Mater. Sol. Cells 31,

75–93 (1993).
12. M. Giteau, M. F. Picardi, and G. T. Papadakis, “Thermodynamic performance bounds for radiative heat engines,”

Phys. Rev. Appl. 20, L061003 (2023). Publisher: American Physical Society.
13. W. Greiner, L. Neise, and H. Stöcker, Thermodynamics and Statistical Mechanics (Springer Science & Business

Media, 2012). Google-Books-ID: 8jrTBwAAQBAJ.
14. W. Shockley and H. J. Queisser, “Detailed Balance Limit of Efficiency of p-n Junction Solar Cells,” J. Appl. Phys. 32,

510–519 (1961). Publisher: American Institute of Physics.
15. M. A. Green, Third Generation Photovoltaics, vol. 12 of Springer series in photonics (Springer Berlin Heidelberg,

2006).
16. P. T. Landsberg and G. Tonge, “Thermodynamic energy conversion efficiencies,” J. Appl. Phys. 51, R1–R20 (1980).
17. C. Guo, B. Zhao, and S. Fan, “Adjoint Kirchhoff’s Law and General Symmetry Implications for All Thermal Emitters,”

Phys. Rev. X 12, 021023 (2022).



18. D. Jalas, A. Petrov, M. Eich, et al., “What is — and what is not — an optical isolator,” Nat. Photonics 7, 579–582
(2013). Number: 8 Publisher: Nature Publishing Group.

19. B. Zhao, Y. Shi, J. Wang, et al., “Near-complete violation of Kirchhoff’s law of thermal radiation with a 03 T magnetic
field,” Opt. Lett. 44, 4203 (2019).

20. L. Zhu and S. Fan, “Near-complete violation of detailed balance in thermal radiation,” Phys. Rev. B 90, 220301
(2014). Number: 22.

21. D. E. Fernandes and M. G. Silveirinha, “Enhancing the directional violation of Kirchhoff’s law of thermal radiation
with a nonreciprocal wire medium,” Phys. Rev. Appl. 20, 054028 (2023). Publisher: American Physical Society.

22. B. Zhao, C. Guo, C. A. C. Garcia, et al., “Axion-Field-Enabled Nonreciprocal Thermal Radiation in Weyl Semimetals,”
Nano Lett. 20, 1923–1927 (2020). Publisher: American Chemical Society.

23. Y. Park, V. S. Asadchy, B. Zhao, et al., “Violating Kirchhoff’s Law of Thermal Radiation in Semitransparent
Structures,” ACS Photonics 8, 2417–2424 (2021). Publisher: American Chemical Society.

24. Y. Tsurimaki, X. Qian, S. Pajovic, et al., “Large nonreciprocal absorption and emission of radiation in type-I Weyl
semimetals with time reversal symmetry breaking,” Phys. Rev. B 101, 165426 (2020).

25. B. Wu, J. Wu, X. Wu, et al., “Nonreciprocal thermal emitter for transverse electric wave via attenuated
total reflection,” Waves Random Complex Media 0, 1–11 (2024). Publisher: Taylor & Francis _eprint:
https://doi.org/10.1080/17455030.2024.2321949.

26. L. Wang, F. J. García de Abajo, and G. T. Papadakis, “Maximal violation of Kirchhoff’s law in planar heterostructures,”
Phys. Rev. Res. 5, L022051 (2023). Publisher: American Physical Society.

27. A. Butler and C. Argyropoulos, “Broadband and wide angle nonreciprocal thermal emission from Weyl semimetal
structures,” JOSA B 40, 2122–2128 (2023). Publisher: Optica Publishing Group.

28. Z. Gu, Q. Zang, and G. Zheng, “Near-unity nonreciprocal thermal radiation in biaxial van der Waals material-Weyl
semimetal heterostructures,” Int. Commun. Heat Mass Transf. 153, 107346 (2024).

29. H. Li and G. Zheng, “Polarization-independent nonreciprocal radiation in polar dielectric-Weyl semimetal planar
heterostructure,” Opt. Commun. 550, 130002 (2024).

30. M. Liu, S. Xia, W. Wan, et al., “Broadband mid-infrared non-reciprocal absorption using magnetized gradient
epsilon-near-zero thin films,” Nat. Mater. 22, 1196–1202 (2023). Publisher: Nature Publishing Group.

31. K. J. Shayegan, S. Biswas, B. Zhao, et al., “Direct observation of the violation of Kirchhoff’s law of thermal radiation,”
Nat. Photonics 17, 891–896 (2023). Publisher: Nature Publishing Group.

32. K. Shi, Y. Sun, R. Hu, and S. He, “Ultra-broadband and wide-angle nonreciprocal thermal emitter based on Weyl
semimetal metamaterials,” Nanophotonics 13, 737–747 (2024). Publisher: De Gruyter.

33. V. S. Asadchy, C. Guo, B. Zhao, and S. Fan, “Sub-Wavelength Passive Optical Isolators Using Photonic Structures
Based on Weyl Semimetals,” Adv. Opt. Mater. 8, 2000100 (2020).

34. S. Jafari Ghalekohneh and B. Zhao, “Nonreciprocal Solar Thermophotovoltaics,” Phys. Rev. Appl. 18, 034083 (2022).
35. M. F. Picardi, K. N. Nimje, and G. T. Papadakis, “Dynamic modulation of thermal emission—A Tutorial,” J. Appl.

Phys. 133, 111101 (2023).
36. E. V. Gorbar, V. A. Miransky, I. A. Shovkovy, and P. O. Sukhachov, Electronic Properties of Dirac and Weyl

Semimetals (World Scientific, 2021).
37. N. Armitage, E. Mele, and A. Vishwanath, “Weyl and Dirac semimetals in three-dimensional solids,” Rev. Mod.

Phys. 90, 015001 (2018). Number: 1.
38. X. Han, A. Markou, J. Stensberg, et al., “Giant intrinsic anomalous terahertz Faraday rotation in the magnetic Weyl

semimetal Co 2 MnGa at room temperature,” Phys. Rev. B 105, 174406 (2022).
39. S. Konabe, “Anomalous thermal radiation due to the chiral magnetic effect in Weyl semimetals,” Phys. Rev. B 109,

085145 (2024). Publisher: American Physical Society.
40. S. Jafari Ghalekohneh, C. Du, and B. Zhao, “Controlling the contrast between absorptivity and emissivity in

nonreciprocal thermal emitters,” Appl. Phys. Lett. 124, 101104 (2024).



Nonreciprocity in transmission mode
with planar structures for arbitrarily
polarized light: supplemental
document
In this supplementary document we report the values used for the permittivity of the WSM layer
and show the transmission of the device.

1. PERMITTIVITY OF WSM

The intrinsic magnetic field originates from the anomalous Hall effect induced by the Weyl nodes
separation in momentum b [? ? ? ? ], depicted schematically in Figure S1
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Fig. S1. (a) Schematics of the band structure of a Weyl semimetal. (b) Dispersion of the permit-
tivities of the Weyl semimetal, computed using Eqs. S2 and S3 using parameters from [? ].

In these materials, the displacement field D can be written as [? ]:

D = ε(ω)E − 2α(b × E) = ε E, (S1)

where E is the electric field and α = e2

2πh̄ω , e being the unitary charge. From Eq. S1 we see that the
permittivity tensor of these materials contains off-diagonal terms, which depend on the static
intrinsic magnetic field and can be written as:

εa =
2be2

πh̄ω
. (S2)

This static magnetic field suffices to obtain strong magneto-optical effects at optical frequencies, [?
] without the need of applying an external magnetic field, making these materials desirable. The
diagonal tensor elements can be calculated using the Kubo-Greenwood formula, given by:

εd = ε0εb +
irsgε0

6Re(Ω)
ΩG

(
EFΩ

2

)
− rsgε0

6πRe(Ω)


 4

Ω
+

π2

3

(
kBT

EF(T)

)
+ 8Ω

∫ ξc

0

G(EFξ)− G
(

1
2 EFΩ

)

Ω2 − 4ξ2 ξdξ


 ,

(S3)
where εb is the background permittivity, rs =

e2

2πε0 h̄vF
is the fine structure constant, with vF being

the Fermi velocity, g is the number of Weyl nodes, Ω = h̄(ω+iτ−1)
EF

is the normalised complex
frequency with EF being the chemical potential and τ−1 the damping rate, kB the Boltzmann
constant, G(E) = n(−E)− n(E), where n(E) is the Fermi distribution function and ξc is the cutoff
energy beyond which the band dispersion is no longer linear.

2. TRANSMISSION
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Fig. S2. Transmission T− for s- (left) and p-polarized light (right).
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