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Blackbody thermal emission is spatially diffuse. Achieving highly directional thermal emission
typically requires nanostructuring the surface of the thermally emissive medium. The most common
configuration is a subwavelength grating that scatters surface polaritonic modes from the near-field to
the far-field and produces antenna-like lobes of thermal emission. This concept, however, is typically
limited to a particular linear polarization, and requires sophisticated lithography. Here, we revisit
the simple motif of a planar Salisbury screen. We show analytically how the interplay between the
real and imaginary part of the dielectric permittivity of the emitter layer defines the directional
characteristics of emission, which can range from diffuse to highly directional. We propose a realistic
configuration and show that hexagonal Boron Nitride thin films can enable grating-like thermal
emission lobes in a lithography-free platform.
Nanophotonics: Thermal Emission, Mid-Infrared , Phonon Polaritons

INTRODUCTION

Mid-infrared (IR) thermal emission is ubiquitous in nature. Gaining control over its spatial and spectral characteristics
is central to various applications. Examples include light and energy harvesting [11, 29], as in thermophotovoltaic
systems [9, 25, 28, 43, 55], radiative cooling [31], IR sources [17, 23], thermal camouflage [30] and molecular sensing
[4, 36]. Spectrally narrow thermal emission is required in various applications, such as in sensing [13, 32, 33, 49], IR
sources [7, 51], as well as for maximizing light-harvesting conversion efficiency [37, 40]. In these applications, control
over the spatial characteristics of thermal emission is key.
Since blackbody thermal emission is spectrally broad and spatially diffuse, photonic design can be employed to

narrow its spectral range [10, 53] and to control its directionality [3], or both [14, 49]. A plethora of sophisticated
nanostructures have been considered for tailoring thermal emission, such as mid-IR antennas [1, 48], multi-layered
films and one-dimensional photonic crystals [7, 41, 50], complex three-dimensional resonators [8, 34, 35], and gratings
[20, 23]. In fact, the principle of operation of many of these motifs and other sophisticated designs [16, 19, 21, 52] lies
within the physics of a photonic grating. As Greffet et al. experimentally demonstrated in [14], one can thermally
excite near-field surface phonon polariton modes [6] on a silicon carbide (SiC) surface. Using a subwavelength grating,
it was shown that these modes can diffract into propagating modes at specific angles, thus enabling an ultra-high
degree of directional control in thermal emission. Such surface phonon polaritons occur strictly within the Reststrahlen
band of SiC, which is the frequency range where its dielectric function is negative [26]. The effect can be generalized
to any material with a polar resonance in the mid-IR [15], as well as to plasmonic media for frequencies below their
plasma frequency, where they support surface plasmon polaritons [45, 47].
In both plasmonic and polar media, however, surface polaritons occur solely for p-polarization [38, 39], thus the

aforementioned concept is also constrained to p-polarized radiation. Furthermore, the Reststrahlen band where surface
phonon polaritons occur is spectrally narrow [6], thus limiting the frequency range of operation of a grating and related
motifs for thermal emission control. Importantly, nanoscale patterning requires complex nanolithography or synthesis.

In contrast to previous attempts to control the directionality of a thermally emitted beam via a nanostructure, here,
we revisit the concept of a Salisbury screen [44]. A Salisbury screen is a three-layer planar structure that operates
based on constructive interference between the layers, and yields near-unity thermal emissivity on resonance [12]. It is
constructed out of a thin thermal emitter on a thick dielectric spacer with a back-side reflector, as shown in Fig.1c.
We study the directionality of thermal emission from a Salisbury screen in a systematic and analytical way, with
respect to the optical properties of the emitting layer. By considering two regimes of thermal emission: spatially
diffuse and directional, we present simple nanophotonic strategies to achieve both, in a lithography-free configuration.
We show that a key characteristic for highly directional thermal emission is a high-absolute value of the dielectric
permittivity (ε) of the emitter layer, which can be found in various polar media [6]. As a practical example, we leverage
the high-dielectric permittivity of hexagonal Boron Nitride (hBN) near 7µm to demonstrate that grating-like thermal
emission lobes that are highly directional, without any lithography, for both linear polarizations.

We note that recent works have reported directional thermal emission in similarly planar configurations [2, 21, 22, 27].
However, in [27], the photonic band gap of photonic crystals was used to achieve strong directionality, which requires a
very large number of layers. In addition, it was shown that Salisbury-like heterostructures can yield directionality,
however the concept was limited to metal-spacer-metal structures, hence much weaker performance. In [2], by employing
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FIG. 1. a) Black-body radiation can be classified as diffuse and the polar plot of a typical black-body emissivity is shown. b)
Periodic nano-structures (gratings) have directional emission at well defined narrow spectral ranges. c) The schematic of the
meta-structure comprising of a lossy emitter (permittivity εe) and a lossless spacer (permittivity εm) in the Salisbury screen
configuration. Light in the spacer will acquire a phase of π for reflection from the PEC and Ψ on reflection from the lossy
emitter. When the phase matching condition (constructive interference in the structure) is satisfied, the structure has high
emissivity. Directional thermal emission at a particular angle θ with angular spread ∆θ is achieved when specific interference
conditions are satisfied.

strong optical anisotropies, it was shown that one can use the Brewster’s condition to achieve directionality, however
this concept pertains to near-grazing angles of incidence. In [21], broadband directional emission was experimentally
demonstrated, whereas in [22], it was theoretically shown that epsilon-near-zero films on a reflector can direct a
thermally emitted beam for p-polarized light. Nevertheless, in all the above, the reported directionality remains
significantly inferior to that of a grating [14].

DIRECTIONAL CONTROL WITH PLANAR META-STRUCTURE

The directionality of a thermally emitted beam can be described by the dependence of the thermal emissivity, E(θ),
on the zenith angle of emission, θ. From Kirchhoff’s law of thermal radiation [24], the emissivity is equal to the
absorptivity, E = A. For opaque emitters, therefore, E = 1−R, where R is the reflectivity of the emitter. In order to
evaluate the performance of various geometries as directional thermal emitters at a particular wavelength and linear
polarization (namely s and p, pertaining to transverse electric and transverse magnetic waves, respectively), with
respect to a polar diagram such as those in Figs. 1(a)-(c), we consider two relevant properties: (i) the angular spread
of the emissivity, ∆θ, which is defined here as the full width half maximum (FWHM) of the lobe, and (ii) the contrast
between maximum and minimum emissivity at this wavelength, defined as C =

∣∣Rmin(θ)−Rmax(θ)
∣∣. The ratio C/∆θ

expresses the degree of directionality of a thermal beam. Since we can write ∆θ ≈ |dR/dθ|−1, we define a figure of
merit of the directionality of a thermal beam (FOM) as

FOM = C ×
∣∣∣∣dRdθ

∣∣∣∣ . (1)

By the definition of Eq. 1, a low FOM indicates diffuse (unidirectional) thermal emission, such as a the spatial
characteristic of a thermal emission from a blackbody, whereas a large FOM suggests highly directional emission, such
as that achieved by a the grating [14]. These are shown in Figs. 1 (a), (b), respectively. In the following section,
we will discuss a strategy to achieve both narrowband diffuse and narroband directional thermal emission with a
lithography-free planar configuration, the Salisbury screen [44]. In this configuration, a dielectric spacer layer is
sandwiched between a thin lossy emitter and a perfect electric conductor (PEC) as shown schematically in Fig.1 (c).
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The thickness of the dielectric spacer is a multiple of approximately λo/4, where λo is the free-space wavelength, to
warrant constructive interference at the air-emitter interface, for maximal thermal emission.

The phase matching condition.

To have minimum reflectivity from the structure at a given incidence angle θ, it is necessary to have constructive
interference of light in the spacer. Considering an acquired phase of π and Ψ for reflections at the PEC and lossy
material respectively, the condition for constructive interference in the structure (phase-matching condition) can be
written as [27]

2k0hmℵm + π + Ψ = 2lπ

Directional : Ψ ≈ π

Diffuse : Ψ ≈ 0, 2π

(2)

where l is an integer denoting the interference order and k0 = 2π/λ, with λ the wavelength of light.
The emitter (with subscript e) and the spacer (with subscript m) can be considered anisotropic, having a diagonal

permittivity tensor with elements ε, ε/α2
Y and ε/α2

Z along x, y and z axes respectively. We introduce the terms
ℵZ =

√
ε− α2

Zsin
2θ and ℵY =

√
ε− α2

Y sin
2θ/αY and call them the effective index of the anisotropic medium along

z and y axes respectively. These terms are used throughout the article to simplify the analytical expressions for each
media with the respective medium subscript.
Considering the refractive index of the spacer to be close to unity and for the first interference order (l = 1), we

can rewrite Eq.2 as cos θ = (π −Ψ)/(2k0hm). Hence it is clear that if we need high directional control (stronger θ
dependence of the phase matching condition), we need the RHS close to zero so that the cosine function has the
maximum gradient with respect to θ. So, for maximum directional control, Ψ = π. The inverse is true as well, hence
for minimum angular dependence, (diffuse thermal emission), we need Ψ = 0, 2π.. These two conditions as discussed
intuitively above is shown in Eq.2. So a knowledge of Ψ will allow us to define the conditions required for directional
control.

We should note that the angular dependence of the phase matching condition stems from the term ℵm =
√
εm − sin2θ

(considering weak θ dependence of Ψ), and this θ dependence decreases as εm becomes larger than unity. Hence for
stronger directional emission, the spacer should have a low refractive index.
To derive Ψ, the reflectivity (RP/S) from the meta-structure was calculated for both transverse magnetic (P) and

transverse electric (S) polarizations. We also know that when the reflectivity is zero, the phase matching condition of
Eq.2 is satisfied. Hence, the acquired phase on reflection from the lossy material (Ψ) can be derived by comparing
Eq.2 and the condition for RP/S = 0. This can be shown to be

ΨP = π − 2tan−1ℵZeεm
εeℵm

εecosθ + iℵZeTe

εecosθTe − iℵZe
(3)

for P polarization. A similar equation can be derived for the S polarization.
We see from Eq. 3 that when he = 0, Ψ = 0 and the phase matching condition simply becomes hm = (2l− 1)λ/4ℵm

which is the condition for constructive interference in the spacer of a Salisbury screen configuration when the phase
from the emitter can be neglected. Thus, without the lossy-emitter, the thermal emission is always expected to be
diffuse.
Now let us define the geometrical parameters for the meta-structure. For the emitter thickness he, we will use

the critical coupling condition. From coupled-mode theory the emissivity is unity at a resonant frequency, when the
radiative decay rate (dE/dt) equals the non-radiative decay rate which in turn is equal to half the damping rate of the
material [42]. So to have E = 1, we need he = λ/(2π=(εe)) as shown in Zhao et al [54].

Using the above expression for emitter thickness and the phase matching condition, the spacer thickness hm can be
calculated for any given angle of emission θem.
It is interesting to mention here that with the above geometrical parameters for εm = 1 and θ = 0, we can

approximate the phase acquired on reflection from the lossy material to be ΨP = π − 2 arg(εe). The same can be
shown for TE polarization. We can simply see from this relation that for Re(εe) � Im(εe), arg(εe) = 0, so Ψ = π
while for Re(εe)� Im(εe), arg(εe) ≈ π/2 and Ψ ≈ 0. This condition relating Ψ to the real and imaginary parts of εe
is crucial and is demonstrated next.
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FIG. 2. FOM of the meta-structure as a function of the real and imaginary parts of εe for P (a) and S (b) polarizations. The
emitter thickness he is fixed according to the critical coupling condition and the spacer thickness is fixed by phase matching
condition for each value of εe such that the angle of emission θem = 45◦. The values of the permittivity of hBN are superposed on
the figure for frequencies (ω) close to the Reststrahlen band. We can separate the map into two regimes: High FOM (directional)
when Ψ ≈ π and low FOM (diffuse) when Ψ ≈ 0, 2Π (c,d) The emissivity (EP = 1 − RP ) as a function of ω (normalized to
ωT O = 1360cm−1 of hBN) and in-plane wave-vector k||/k0 = sinθ for fixed εe, he and hm for diffuse (Re(εe) < Im(εe)) and
directional (Re(εe) > Im(εe)) emission. The values of εe for each is shown in (a) as color dots. The phase matching condition
calculated from Eq.2 and Eq.3 is superposed as green dashed lines. (e,f) The corresponding in-plane electric field intensity for
the same εe as in c and d respectively. The coordinates of each layer (emitter, spacer) are normalized by their thicknesses (he,
hm) respectively.
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FIG. 3. (a) The in plane permittivity of hBN around the in-plane Reststrahlen band (ωT O,⊥ = 1360cm−1). (b) EP for a
semi-infinite hBN grating with grating height of 250nm and period 3.92µm. The dispersion of the surface phonons kSP (black
dashed) and the grating condition (red dashed) is shown. (c) EP for the meta-structure with hBN emitter, LiF spacer and
silver substrate. The emitter thickness he is selected by the critical coupling condition for each ω and shown in (d). The spacer
thickness hm is selected by the phase matching condition with θem = 45◦. (e) The FOM for P polarization (squares) and S
polarization (circles) for the meta-structure shown in c. The FOM for the grating of (b) is also shown (black crosses).

The Figure of Merit for meta-structures

The FOM for both polarizations was calculated numerically using the expressions for RP/S and Eq.1 and is shown
Fig.2 as a function of the real and imaginary parts of εe. The emitter thickness was fixed by the critical coupling
condition while the spacer thickness was obtained by the phase matching condition for each value of complex εe to
have maximum emission at θem = 45◦. The spacer permittivity was fixed at εm = 1.65.
We clearly see two distinct zones where the FOM is high, on two sides of Re(εe) = 0 (Epsilon near zero, ENZ).

So for high FOM, we need high negative or positive values of the real part of the permittivity. This condition can
be satisfied over a specific frequency range close to the Reststrahlen band in hBN (permittivity shown as stars in
Fig.2a,b).

Let us now discuss the different aspects of the FOM map. It can be shown analytically that the FOM will be high
when Re(εe) > Im(εe) and for Re(εe) = −2Im(εe)2. These correspond to the two zones of high FOM as shown in
Fig.2a,b.
The dispersion of the emissivity (1−RP ) for fixed values of εe, hm and he are shown in Fig. 2(c,d). We see that

the phase matching condition as given by Eq. 2 with Ψ calculated by Eq. 3 corresponds perfectly the positions of
maximum emissivity. We can note that we have two regimes of angular control, depending on the values of complex
εe. If Re(εe) > Im(εe) we have directional emission while it is diffuse when Re(εe) < Im(εe). For the geometrical
parameters used in these figures and using Eq.3, we have seen that Ψ = π for the directional regime and Ψ = 0 for the
diffuse regime, as expected by the intuitive analysis presented before.
Another interesting point to note is that for high values of =(εe), even though the emissivity is high, the FOM,

hence the directional control achieved, is extremely low. We also see the FOM is close to zero for certain values of
complex εe (in the positive <(εe) part of the FOM map). This is because for strong directional control of emissivity,
the two interfaces of the spacer must be symmetric in terms of acquired phase (Ψ = π). However, for certain values of
εe, there can be constructive interference in the lossy emitter and in these cases Ψ = 0 and we have diffuse emission
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and low FOM . Also for diffuse emission, we need Re(εe) < Im(εe) which cannot be satisfied by metals in the mid IR,
so emission from metal-spacer-metal structures are always directional.
The above discussion is justified further from the field profiles shown in Fig. 2(e,f). Regions of high FOM, hence

lower angular spread correspond perfectly with the situation when the field is maximum at the center of the spacer,
while almost zero near the spacer-emitter interface (symmetric to the spacer-PEC interface). However, if the field is
high in the emitter (constructive interference in the emitter), the angular control of thermal emission is drastically
reduced as the field distribution is no longer symmetric on the two sides of the spacer.

In this section our discussions were based on the P polarized light. The same can be shown for the S polarized light.
Now we will present these design ideas with respect to hBN as the emitter. Our results can be generalized to any
material which can support polaritons and hence have a complex permittivity.

META-STRUCTURE WITH HEXAGONAL BORON NITRIDE

Hexagonal Boron Nitride (hBN) has two Reststrahlen bands: an in-plane phonon mode at around 7 µm and an
out-of-plane phonon mode at 13 µm [5]. We will focus on the in-plane modes as the permittivity along x or y (in-plane)
plays a major role for our purpose. We use the bulk model of hBN for which the permittivity can be modeled as

εe = εinf

[
1 + ω2

LO − ω2
T O

ω2
T O − iΓω − ω2

]
(4)

with in plane parameters (x, y) being ωL0,⊥ = 1610cm−1, ωT 0,⊥ = 1360cm−1, Γ⊥ = 5cm−1 and εinf,⊥ = 4.87. The
out of plane parameters (z) are ωL0,|| = 830cm−1, ωT 0,|| = 780cm−1, Γ|| = 4cm−1 and εinf,|| = 2.95 [54]. The in-plane
permittivity of hBN is shown in Fig3(a) for frequencies around the in-plane Reststrahlen band.
In actual experiments, that deviations from the above parameters will not effect the basic finding of this article.

The geometrical parameters will then have to be tuned according to the critical coupling/phase matching conditions
depending on the actual values of εe. High FOM is achieved close to ωT O for frequencies for which |Re(εe)| > Im(εe) is
satisfied and the design must be done accordingly. Also higher absolute values of Re(εe) can be achieved if Γ decreases
hence that will result in high FOM.
The spacer layer is considered to be Lithium Fluoride (LiF) which has low dispersion over the mid IR with a

refractive index of 1.28 for λ = 7.3 µm. As mentioned before, for maximum contrast and minimum angular spread, εm
should be close to unity (permittivity of the incidence medium) as possible to ascertain better confinement of the light
in the spacer for lower orders l. The spacer needs to be a few micrometers thick for effective spatial control, hence it is
imperative that the spacer is lossless (hm �skin depth of material).

The numerical calculations for the reflectivity of all structures (gratings and planar) is done by the Rigorous coupled
wave analysis (RCWA) package by Hugonin and Lalanne [18].

The dispersion of the surface phonon for grating coupling is shown in Fig. 3(b). The surface phonon mode can be
excited when the grating condition k0 sin θ + kSP − 2π/P = 0 is satisfied [46] for grating period P = 3.92 µm and the
in-plane wave-vector of the surface phonons being kSP = k0

√
[εe − ε2e]/[αZe − ε2e]. The grating height is taken to be

250 nm which is close to the penetration depth of the surface phonons in air. The maximum emissivity is achieved for
all frequencies lying between ωLO and ωT O. It should be noted that the emissivity is not unity for the grating and this
is due to hBN being anisotropic.

The complete spectral and spatial map for the emissivity of the meta-structure is shown in Fig. 3(c). For this result,
the maximum emission angle (θem) was chosen to be 45◦ with respect to the TM polarization and the spacer thickness
was varied accordingly for each frequency via the phase matching condition for l = 1 (for ω > ωT O) and l = 2 (for
ω < ωT O). The emitter thickness was fixed for each frequency according to the critical coupling condition and is shown
in Fig.3(d).
The narrow emissivity peaks, similar to the grating at θ = 45◦ (k||/k0 = 0.707) in Fig3c demonstrates that strong

spatial control can be achieved for lithography-free planar meta-structures when operating close to the Reststrahlen
band edge (ωT O) of polar materials (for conditions when Ψ ≈ π). The horizontal bands in the emissivity maps at
certain frequencies where the thermal emission is diffuse are same as the low FOM bands in Fig.2a,b where the
constructive interference occurs in the emitter instead of the spacer (Ψ = 0).

The FOM for the meta-structure was calculated numerically and is shown in Fig. 3(e). We see the two distinct zones
of high FOM on either side of ωT O as discussed in the previous section. Also for ω = ωT O, when Re(εe)� Im(εe),
we have diffuse thermal emission (FOM = 0). Furthermore, the FOM does not depend strongly on θem and the
meta-structure can be optimized for any emission angle by changing the spacer thickness hm.
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FIG. 4. (a) The polar plot for P polarized emission from the grating structure shown in Fig.3b for a frequency in the center of
the Reststrahlen band of hBN. (b) The polar plot of E for the meta-structure when ω = ωT O (diffuse emission) for both P and S
polarizations. (c) The same for a frequency where Re(εe) > Im(εe), hence directional emission for both polarizations.

The FOM for the meta-structure is compared with the FOM of the anisotropic hBN grating. The FOM for an
isotropic grating will be roughly two times larger than what is shown, hence similar to the FOM achieved with the
planar meta-structure.

The polar plots of emissivity is shown for the anisotropic grating, and the two functionalities of the meta-structure
for both polarizations in Fig4. Thus we can achieve directional emissivity lobes as narrow and with high contrast as
obtained by the grating, however for both polarizations and without the requirement of lithography. We can also switch
between diffuse and directional emission, depending on the frequency of emission and the geometrical parameters
chosen for the structure.
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CONCLUSIONS

In this article we presented a method to bypass the inherent difficulty in achieving strong spatial and spectral
control of thermal emission. Furthermore, unlike most other methods, our configuration can achieve the control for
both polarizations simultaneously. We present a simple geometry involving a Salisbury screen configuration and by
intelligent tailoring of the emitter and spacer thicknesses, we can strongly confine light emitted due to the volume
polaritons of polar materials in the lossless spacer. This results in strong directional control of the emitted light, which
can be passively tuned. Our structure can satisfy the conditions required for both directional and diffuse thermal
emission. Our analytical calculations were validated by rigorous numerical calculations for actual materials.The
structure presented here does not require expensive lithography or fabrication techniques and can be easily adapted for
various applications which require such strong spatial and spectral control.
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